№1  Prenormative EG

Gr is a ling science sonsisting of 2essential parts which are morphology & syntax. M-gy deals with the clas-n of words into PofSp, studies gram categories and word-changing. S-x studies the structures into which words are combined in speech, these’re sentences and phrases.

 In every language there are 2 essential kinds of G: 1)normative (prescriptive) 2)theoretical. The aim of 1 is to explain how we should speak & what forms we should choose in order to express our thougts correctly. 2 has a dif aim – not to dictate the rules of correctness, but to explain & analyse ling phenomenon. History of EG began in 16c and roughly it can be subdivided into 2 unequal periods: 1)of pre-scientific G (16-18c) 2)of scientific G(19c).

Pre-scientific G: prenormative, normative.

Until the end of the 16c E G wasn’t taught at schools & the word G always meant Latin G. In the middle 16th c there appeared William Lily’s “Latin G” though it was devoted to the description of Latin it was very important for the E l-ge because it introduced for the 1 time many EG terms.

The 1type of EG is known as pre-nominative G. Its remarkable feature was that it suffered considerable influence of Latin G, because Latin at that time was the official l-ge at church, school & science. Early grammarians tried to squeeze all the  forms of EG into the ling system of Latin. In morphology they borrowed the system of Latin cases for the EN. Thomas Dilworth (6 cases) gave the following paradigm: The Nom: a book, Gen: of a book, Dative: to a book, Accus: a book, Ablative: with a book, Vocative: Oh, book! 

William Bullohar described 5 cases excluding The Vocative. In the 17th c. the grammarians noticed peculiar feature of the EN. Ben Jonson marked only 2 cases for the N: 1The Absolute (the Common now) 2) a kind of Gen. John Wallis denied existence of E cases and possessive adjectives.

Parts of Speech. In Latin 8 parts of speech: N, PrN, participle, V, Adv, Prep, Conj, Interjection. This clas-n was adopted by many pre-nominative G-ns who subdivided these PofSp into declinable & indeclinable. Ben Jonson introduced the 9part—the article. In 17c Brightland worked out his original system of the parts of speech: names (Ns), affirmatives (Vs), qualities (Adj), particles (all other PofSp).

Until 17c the auxiliary Vs (shall/will) were interchangeable wh means that each of them could be used in any person. In the 17c J. Wallis introduced the rules for the distribution of shall/will according to the persons. He fixed shall to the 1st person & will to the 2nd, 3rd. 

The Syntax. In LG-s the theory of sen-ce was not developed. There was described only 2 ways of word-connection which were: concord (agreement) and government. But in E they were not so imp because by the 17c E had lost its case system, gender & number distinctions in the Adj. 

The theory of sentence in E-sh as well as in other Indo-European languages developed under the influence of Latin rhetoric. The main unit of rhetoric is called the period which expresses a complete thought. 

    The sentence began to be treated as an equivalent of the period & was detained as a combination of words expressing a complete thought. All the punctuation marks for the sentence were also borrowed from the period: comma, colon, semi-colon.

   J. Brightland for the 1time gave his clas-n of sentences subdivided them into simple & compound (dichotomic division). In his approach a simple sent-ce was defined as a unit consisting of one name & 1 affirmation. A comp consists of 2or> simple sentences. 

   Parts of sentence were also described in pre-normative G-s. Under the influence of logic they got the names: subject, Predicate, Object.

   The Subject was defined by J. Wilkins as the noun nominative case. The predicate is the main verb in the sentence. Brightland introduced the Object and said that it’s the N affected by the V. All these 3 parts at that time were treated as the principle parts of the sentence.

There were main ideas of pre-nominative G which lasted until the mid 18c. It wasn’t a creative G and it suffered influence of Latin. But there were made some contributions into EG. Johnson reduced the number of N cases from 6 to 2. The number of PofSp was increased from 8 in L to 10 in E (+art+adj). The imp-ce of word order for E syntax was also mentioned by Johnson. Brightland subdivided sent-ces into simple and comp. The influence of rhitoric was obvious in syntax.
№2 Prescriptive (normative) E-sh Grammar

There were main ideas of pre-nominative G which lasted until the mid 18th c. They are sprang up the 2nd type of G—prescriptive or normative (pre-scientific) too but it proclaimed its aims explicitly.

   Robert Lowth (1762) published the G “Short introduction to E-sh G”. There he wrote that the task of G to teach people to speak correctly & make them able to avoid false or wrong forms. Thus they said the 1st task to prescribe correct forms & proscribe the wrong forms.

   Prescriptivists refused to take the language of writers for an authority & instead they tried to solve all the disputable problems by applying to the laws of human reason. They believed that it is possible to work out the universal G which would be based on the laws  of reason & logic. & these laws should be common to all languages. In reality in prescriptive G-s of language disguised Latin very often passed for this universal G. Those E forms which had no correspondence with Latin were abused & proscribed. E.g., the passive constructions with the detached preposition were abused. Double negations were abused by R. Lowth. Like in mathematics 2 minuses refer a positive result, in the same way 2 negatives produce an affirmative sentences. Double comparatives like: lesser, worser. They succeeded in expelling these forms from usage. The construction: “it’s me” was also abused & recommended form was: “it’s I”, “it’s he” etc.  

   In prescriptive G the aim is dictating. The use of the prepositions: among, between was interchangeable until the beginning of the 18th c. But R. Lowth analysed  the ethimology of the word ‘b/w’ and found the root two. The preposition can be used referred to 2 objects. “Among” should be used in all other cases. 

   In the history of prescriptive G there can be traced 2 unequal periods: 1) mid 18-mid19c. 2)mid 19-nowdays. During the 1period the most prominent works were: by R. Lowth “Short Introduction to EG” (London 1762); Lindly Murray “EG adopted to different classes of learners”.

   The 2period is represented by a great number of famous scholars: Walter Mason “EG including grammatical analysis”; R. Fowler “EG”; Arthur Bain “A higher EG”; R. Close “A reference G for the students of E” (1979).

   Achievements  of prescriptive G in treating problems of theoretical G. In morphology: there are no innovations because they practically borrowed the ideas of pre-nominative G. In syntax: in prenominative G there were 3 principle parts of speech: subject, predicate, object. In prescriptive G the object was lead out of this number & began to be treated as the secondary part of the sentence because the object subordinated to the verb. Objects were classified: direct, indirect, prepositional. This classification though not very logical turned out to be popular & is in common use till nowdays.

   Prescriptive G made a considerable contribution into the theory of the complex sentence. Until the mid 19th c E-sh grammarians use dichotomic sentence division: simple, composite.

   In the mid 19th c grammarians turned to the trichotomic sentence division: simple, complex & compound (or composite). Also in the mid 19th the term clause was to denote the structural part of complex sentences. And it was defined as a combination of the subject & predicate which however doesn’t produce a simple sentence. (clause—предикативная единица). Clauses were subdivided into: object, attributive, adverbial. 

   For the 1st time in prescriptive G there appeared the notion of the phrase (словосочетание). R. Lowth defined it as a combination of any 2 words. The definition  sounds ambiguous because a combination may be equal to a phrase.

   Summary: Prenormative & prescriptive G made the 1st type of E-sh G-s which is known as prescientific G-s. They were of a purely descriptive character, they were accumulating linguistic facts & quite often suffered from influence of Latin G. Their main contribution in the theory of E-sh G. It can be trusted in syntax, where they reduce the number of principle parts of the sentence from 3 to 2. They developed the trichotomic sentence division, introduced the concept of the clause & introduced the idea of the phrase. Thus they were preparing the grounds for the rise of scientific G-s of E.

№3Classical Scientific G of E-sh

 The 1st time of scientific G-s is known as classical scientific G. It originated at the very end of the 19th c. Its principles were described by H. Sweet “A new E-sh G., logical & historical”. He wrote that the genuine task of G is not to dictate the standards of correctness but to explain why people speak this or that way. The 2nd aim is to give scientific treatment of linguistic phenomena. This reason of all traditional G-s, it reached the highest level of development. That’s why it’s also called classical G. The Golden stage of classical scientific G lasted from the end of the 19th c up to the 40s of the 20th c. The most prominent scholars: C.T. Onions “Advanced E-sh Syntax”, O. Jesperson “A modern E-sh G on historical principles”. 

Morphology. 1) the case problem - the number of cases which were found by these Gr-ns for the N fluctuated from 2 to 5. O. Jesperson spoke about 2 cases. Pronoun: nominative, objective. Noun had 2 cases: common, genitive. 2) Parts of speech. Henry Sweet was the 1st to introduce 3 scientific principles for the distribution of words into classes: gram.m., syntactic function, form. But in classifying PofSp he wasn’t very consistent in using these principles. So his clas-n turned out very contradictory. He worked out his own system of PofSp: the substantive, the Adj, the V, the Prn (including pronominal adverbs where why there), particles.

In maj of Gr we find the traditional system of 8 PofSp which was borrowed from the normative Gr-s of the 19c. 

At that time there were no scientific principles for the classification of words into the parts of speech. For the first time these principles were described by H. Sweet at the very end of the 19 th. century. He was the originator of classical scientific grammar. His idea was that while distributing words into various classes it is necessary to take into consideration their grammatical meaning, form and function. He worked out his own system of types of speech. 

I stage: declinable and indeclinable (изменяемые и неизменяемые). Declinable: 1) noun-words- nouns proper, noun-pronoun, noun-numeral (cardinal – hundreds of people), infinitive, gerund;

2) adjective- words – adjective proper, adjective-pronoun, adjective-numeral (ordinal), participle I and II;

3) verb-words – finite verbs, infinitive, gerund, participle I and II;

Indeclinable: adverbs, prepositions, conjunctions, interjections.

This system of parts of speech isn’t very consistent, as the author didn’t use all the three principle, which he had proclaimed simultaneously but at various stages various principle were made leading by him. At the first stage when declinable words were opposed to indeclinable the principle of form was leading. At the second stage when declinable words were subdivided further on the principle of function became leading. Due to this fact some words occurred in two groups simultaneously. Such classes as pronoun and numerals have no status of their own, but are distributed between nouns and adjectives. The adverb, included into the group of indeclinable words, has degrees of comparison, which means it can change its forms.

O. Jesperson (scientific grammar) put forward the same three principles above mentioned. He distributed all the words into 5 parts of speech: 1)Nouns; 2)Adjectives; 3)Pronouns, including numerals and pronominal adverbs (where, why, how, when); 4)Verbs, including verbids or verbals (inf., ger., part.); 5)Participle: participle proper (just, too, enough, only, yet, etc.), prepositions, conjunctions. The 5 th. class was a kind of dump where he included the words which didn’t fit into the four previous classes.

№4 American descriptive G

This formal approach to G because the creed of structural G which originated in the 40s of the 20 th c.

The sources & main ideas of structural G.

   Development of this G was influenced by the ideas of such prominent Russian scholars: Фортунатов, Бодуэн- де Куртене & the Swiss scholar Ferdinand de Sossur. They formulated the main ideas of structural linguistics which are:

1)Language is a self-contained system in which its elements are organized according to its inner rules.

2) Of 2 approaches towards linguistic analysis: 

-syntagmatic approaches

-paradigmatic approaches

They were concentrated on the 1st approach & neglected the 2nd one.

3) of 2 possible analysis of linguistic elements which are synchronic & diachronic. They took only the 1st approach because in their opinion diachronic studies blur the linguistic knowledge. 

   Structural linguistics is represented by 3 main schools: 1) The Prague linguistic circle, which became famous for its studies in phonemic & the informative sentence structure. (Trubetskoy, Trnka). 2) The school of glossematics. ( Only the perceiving structures must be studied) (Copenhagen) (Hjelmslev). It was concentrated on the study of interrelation of linguistic elements. 3)American descriptive G. (Leonard Bloomfield) In 1931 he published a new book “Language” in which he described the main ideas & principles of descriptive G.

Criticized all the previous G for their subjective approach of linguistic matters & objective methods of linguistic analysis. 2 representatives: John Hook & Edward Matheurs proclaimed in their work that the task of G—to give formal analysis of formal linguistic units. This formal characteristics are suppose to be contained in language structures. All linguistic studies of descriptive G was limited by the boundary of the structure of E-sh=> structural G.

   The idea of structure was reflected in the titles of most prominent works by American scholars:

-Charles Fries ”The structure of E-sh ”(1952)

-A.Hill ”Introduction to linguistic structures”

-W.N. Francis “The structure of American E-sh”

-Z. Harris “Structural linguistic”(1972)

Structure turned to defined as a 2nd way of combination & organization of language units which is preconditioned by a set of definite in rules & laws. Descriptivists ruled by the idea that the language should be made & analyzed as a kind of exact sciences. Due to this approach they completely neglected the importance of meaning & linguistic analysis because they believed that interpretation of meaning is very subjective & only the study of  language forms can give a scholar objective data. The process of formation of descriptive G was influenced by such doctrin as behaviorism, according to which all human actions could be analyzed into stimulus & response & the language acts in the same way. Thus the task of a scholar is to observe language behavior, & to observe what is given to your sense perception (what can be heard). The most important contribution of this G can be fond in the new methods of linguistic analysis which are: 1) the immediate constituent segmentation—членение по непосредственным составляющим. 2) distribution. 3) substitution.

(1)The method of  i.c. segmentation was worked out by Blumfield who subdivided all language forms into bound & loose morphemes.

-Bound morphemes can’t be used independently, they always make part of a larger structure.

-Loose morphemes can be met isolated as a word.

This method consists in segmentation of loose language forms until the smallest language units is achieved. At the 1st stage of segmentation the subject group is separated from the predicative group by a vertical stroke. It indicates the stage of segmentation. At the 2nd stage (делим до морфемного уровня). At the 3rd stage we reached the morphemic level & after that the sentence is rewritten in phonemic symbols & each phoneme is separated from the surrounding one’s & segmentation is over. The method if i.c. segmentation was to replace the traditional analysis of a sentence into subject, predicate, object & other parts which they found very subjective. In their opinion i.c segmentation can do without taking meaning into consideration. 

(2) The distribution of an element is the total of all environments in which it occurs as opposed  to those environments in which it can’t occur. Дистрибуция языкового знака—это совокупность всех окружений в которых может встретиться в противоположность тем окружениям в которых не встречается. 

    The essence of the method is finding of all possible positions of linguistic element in a larger structure. To do this we should take its adjacent elements which are called respectively the left & the right distribution of an element in question.

1. A boy entered the room. (zero left distribution—a boy)

2. A little boy entered the room. (Adj.-boy-V.finite)

3. I met a boy (V. finite-a boy-zero right distribution)

Polyfunctional words can be differentiated in their functions with the help of their various distributions.

to grow—1)a notional verb, 2) a link verb.

to grow + noun = a notional verb

to grow + adj. or Part 2 =a link verb

to turn + adj. =to become 

to turn + noun =поворачивать
(3) The method of substitution was widely used by descriptive G-s in the classification of words into different classes of parts of speech. If in the so called substitutional diagnostic frame several words can occur in the same position that it can substitute one for another they belong to the same part of speech.

A poor boy        ran  fast.

-The miserable        -slowly

-My nice girl           -quickly

-That dirty    

The methods suggested by structuralists were supposed to be universal  & they try to use them on all the levels of the linguistic system. Actually the methods could be applied more or less successfully only for the purposes of phonemic & morphological analysis while in syntax they were not so efficient. In general the contribution of this G into syntax was not considerable. The subdivision of phrases by H. Whitehall into headed(ядерные) & non-headed word groups. In headed groups one word is leading & can substitute for the whole group (fresh fruit, sour milk). In non-headed groups none of the words can substitute for the whole group (I read. Men & women).

    In Bloomfield’s terminology these 2 kinds of phrases were called: endocentric & exocentric. For the purposes of sentence analysis structuralists used the method of i.c. segmentation & it turned out that the method couldn’t reveal the cases of syntactic omonimy & polysemy.

   In case of syntactic omonimy: 2 identical structures have different meaning.

John is eager to please.

John is easy to please.

I.C. segmentation can’t reveal the difference of these meanings. In case of syntactic polysemy one & the same phrase or a sentence can be interpreted in 2 or even more ways. E.g. John’s trail failed 

       

       doer                object

  (he trailed)        (he was trailed)

№ 5 Transformational G

These drawbacks of structural G-s & its inability to interpret some syntactic phrases made some structuralists: Chomsky, Harris originated the next type of G which is known as transformational or generative G.

Linguistic analysis 

   Actually their methods failed on the syntactic level because they couldn’t reveal either syntactic polycemy or syntectic homonymy(?). In order to overcome these drawbacks some of its representatives began to play a thorough attention to syntax & as the result they originated the next kind of G—transformational or generative G. The main ideas of the G were described by Z. Harris “Co-occurance & transformation in linguistic structures” (1956), Chomsky “Syntactic structures” (1957).

    According to these scholars  the main task of G was to work out a number of rules with the help of which grammatically correct sentences can be generated from the simplest syntactic structures. They proclaimed new task of G that is to analyze the procedure of sentence generation. In this respect transformation of G was principally different from all the previous kinds of G-s.

   The main axiom of transformational G is that every language in general & E-sh in particular consists of a certain limited number of the so called basic or kernel sentences containing only structurally essential parts without which a sentence can’t exist. From these kernel sentences with the help of transformations & innumerable number of more complicated sentences occurring in our speech can be generated.

  The theory of transformational G was influenced by the philosophy of dualism. (Rene Dekart).   The number of kernel sentences in every language is very limited & it even varies with different scholars. The minimal number of kernel sentences was given by R. Lees, he believed that 2 simplest structures to derive more complicated sentence. Почепцов developed the theory of 42 kernel sentences. The most typical number of them was 7. Z. Harris described: 

NV—John reads.

NVN—John reads the book.

NV prep. N—John looks through the window.

N is adj.—John is young.

N is prep. N

N is adv.      

All kernel sentences contain the minimal number of parts, only those which are strictly necessary for sentence structure & all kernel sentences are declarative, affirmative & non-extended. All other varieties of sentences are derived with the help of transformation. Transformation is certain linguistic operation to which a kernel sentence is subjected & after which a new but more complex grammatical structure is generated. The number of transformations described for E-sh G is great. 

(1) The transformation of reordering (permutation). Interrogative sentences can be derived from a declarative one.

(2) Embedding (insertion). A negative sentence can be derived from an affirmative one with the help of this transformation.

(3) Elimination (delition). With the help of it, a complex structure can be transformed into a simpler kernel sentence.

(4) The passive transformation. E.g. The girl write the letter—A letter written by the girl.

(5) W-H transformation implies deriving various kinds of special questions from declarative sentences. E.g. John is here. Who is here? A little girl entered the room. To derive such a sentence a speaker uses in his mind 2 kernel sentences.

N is adj. A girl is little—a little girl.

NVN Girl entered the room.

If 2 structures share a noun in common 1 of them can be invaded(?) into the other. Transformational operations are used widely for the purposes of lexical analysis in order to analyze a derivational history of nominal phrases of compound verbs.

   Grammarians of this school clamed to work out linguistic algebra where sentences would be the equivalents of figures & transformations would be the equivalents of the 4 rules which are: 1)multiplication; 2)division; 3)summing; 4)subtraction.

Unlike structural G, transformational G didn’t neglect the meaning of a sentence or a phrase. They couldn’t but notice that sometimes as a result of transformations grammatically correct but semantically meaningless sentences might appear. E.g.   Colourless green ideas slid furiously. The attempts of grammarians to overcome such contradictory sentences gave a rise to the 2nd stage of generative G which is called generative semantics or semantic syntax. Most prominent representatives are Ch. Fielmore “The case or case”, Ch. Wallace “Meaning & the structure of language”, According to the theory of generative semantic every sentence is analyzed as a unit consisting of 2 essential levels: -semantic; -syntactic.  Each of them is characterized by the structure of its own. The semantic structure of a sentence is also called the deep inner or underlining structure because it can’t be observed because it is produced by human thinking & is contained in our minds. 

   With the help of transformations this inner structure is materialized as a syntactic structure which exists either in oral or written form & it’s visible => it’s also called the surface structure.

№6 Generative Semantics

Unlike structural G, transformational G didn’t neglect the meaning of a sentence or a phrase. They couldn’t but notice that sometimes as a result of transformations grammatically correct but semantically meaningless sentences might appear. E.g.   Colourless green ideas slid furiously. The attempts of grammarians to overcome such contradictory sentences gave a rise to the 2nd stage of generative G which is called generative semantics or semantic syntax. Most prominent representatives are Ch. Fielmore “The case or case”, Ch. Wallace “Meaning & the structure of language”, According to the theory of generative semantic every sentence is analyzed as a unit consisting of 2 essential levels: -semantic; -syntactic.  Each of them is characterized by the structure of its own. The semantic structure of a sentence is also called the deep inner or underlining structure because it can’t be observed because it is produced by human thinking & is contained in our minds. 

   With the help of transformations this inner structure is materialized as a syntactic structure which exists either in oral or written form & it’s visible => it’s also called the surface structure.

   Since the meaning of a sentence is produced by thinking the semantic structure of a sentence is described in logical terms. The characteristic feature of generative semantics is that the verb is treated here as the principle part of the sentence which preconditions the number & quality of all other parts of the sentence. Verbs depended on their valency are subdivided into: 1) zero-valenced verbs which don’t need any part of the sentence but can generate the sentence even taken alone, 2) Mono-valenced verbs need 1 additional part of a sentence (I speak). 3) Bi-valenced verbs need 2 additional words ( I watch TV). 4) Three-valenced verbs need 3 more words (I sent him a book) (прибавляем addressee). 

   All the words which appear in a sentence depending on the verbal valency are called verbal cases (гл. падежи). The word “case” here is used not in a morphological meaning but in the semantic meaning of the word. In morphology we speak about noun, pronoun & verb. Here we speak about the cases in the semantic meaning of the word & their those parts of the sentence which are preconditioned by  the verbal valency. Verbs themselves depending on their most general meaning are subdivided into:

-action

-process

-state

   The quality of the verbal cases depend on a type of a verb. The verbal cases may be called:

-agent which denotes a doer of an action (I speak English).

-patient  which denotes a person undergoing a certain state (I am cold).

-object, it’s a thing acted upon (I write a letter) 

-beneficiant, a person who gains from a certain action. (I gave him money)

-elementive, various phenomena of nature (wind, rain, snow) which can perform an action. (The wind broke the window)

-locative, denotes the place of an action.

-temporative—time

-modifier—the manner of an action (Do it easily).

Generative semantics produces very favourable grounds for contrastive study of languages. The main supposition is that various languages may have semantic structures in common because the semantic structure is produced on the level of thinking & the manner of thinking in similar with various people. But the syntactic structures into which the sentence meanings are shaped, may be different because various languages differ in their grammatical types. E.g. It is freezing—Морозит.
In Russian this meaning is expressed by 1 member impersonal sentence. In E-sh the same meaning is expressed by a 2-member sentence which has the formal subject “it”. In Russian 1-member sentences having no subject. In E-sh—a 2-member sentence with quite definite grammatical subject.

Within 1 & the same language there may be sentences relating the same meaning but having different syntactic structure. E.g. John bought a car.

                                                                                agent   action   object

                                                                      It is John who bought a car.

We have emphatic construction which is used to emphasize the doer of an action.

Another possibility of an opposite character can be illustrated by those cases when 1 & the same syntactic structure can express the different semantic structure. E.g. The boy runs fast. The book sells well.

If we compare the semantic structures of these sentences, it’s obvious that they are different. In order to account for this homonymy of forms the representatives of generative semantics suggest that each word in a sentence should be subjected to componental analysis.

boy          book

N              N

common       common

class             class

countable       countable

animate         inanimate

                                                          human being         thing

                                                               young               --

                                                                  male              --

   Generative semantics is the latest grammatical school which makes an attempt to set the interrelations between the human thought & formal ways of its presentation in a language. These ideas are also thoughtful with the purposes of comparison of various languages.

№7 trends in Modern English word-changing

Notional parts of speech have grammatical categories. The grammatical category is a unity of a grammatical meaning and grammatical form. Grammatical meaning is a generalized meaning, often belonging to the level of logic.

For example, all the language forms having the meaning of time are united into the category of tense. All the language forms with a quantative meaning are united into the category of number. Language forms expressing sex distinctions are united into the category of gender.

The grammatical form of category is expressed through the paradigm (a word-changing pattern within one and the same category) 

E.g. comes                            come

       Came                             comes

       Will come                     would come

Verb

Of all notional parts of speech the verb has the greatest number of grammatical categories. In few cases they are built synthetically (speaks, does, helped, asked). In the majority of cases analytical ways are dominating. In verbal grammar at present one can feel strong influence of American E. on British E. in AE some irregular verbs began to turn into regular ones (learnt – learned; smelt – smelled, knelt - kneeled). From AE this tendency penetrated into BE. A similar phenomenon happened in the use of the Subjunctive mood. In modern E. there are cases when the synthetic and analytic forms of the Subjunctive are synonymous: ‘I demandanalytic he should come – I demand he comesynthetic’. The synthetic form is much older. It originated in the period of OE. At the beginning of the 17th century it was brought to America by the first colonists. Later the analytic form developed in Britain and became more popular than the synthetic one, but in the 20th century when the political and economic ties between the USA and Britain increased the synthetic form began to return into BE.

AE and BE differ in use of the verb have. In BE there are 2 kinds of rules regulating its usage. In the meaning ‘to possess’ the verb to have doesn’t use the auxiliary do (Have you a family? – I haven’t a family). But if the verb is used in the combination V+N (to have a rest, to have a smoke) or if it used in the modal meaning (to have to + inf.) the auxiliary do should be used in negations: ‘When do you have your E. classes? – I didn’t have to wait long’. In AE there is only 1 universal rule when the auxiliary do with the verb to have is used in absolutely all the cases: Do you have classes? , Do you have a brother? In BE instead the verb to have is used in the analytical combination have got in the meaning to have. It is very colloquial form: I’ve got to go there = I have to go there = I got to go there.

In AE the auxiliary shall/should expressing Future tense are caused out by will and would. This usage has become common in BE, too.

In modern E. the verb to get in the form ‘got’ can be used in the causative meaning (I got to do it = I have to do it). Or it’s used to derive passive constructions (She got expelled from the university = She was expelled…).

Now this verb is developed in a new universal auxiliary used for various purposes and sometimes its tense form does not correspond to the meaning related by it (I got it = I have it). I have got to do it = I have to do it. 

When a combination ‘I’ve got to do it’ loses the verb ‘have’, the remaining phrase ‘got to do it’ still refers to the Present. Summarizing the use of the verbs ‘to have’ and ‘to get’ we see that the tendency of the unification of their usage in modern E. and the analytic combinations of the verb ‘to have’ are more preferable than its usage in a single form. The modern E. verb in some of its forms illustrates a kind of compromise between synthesis and analysis: He has come – I have come. Both forms are analytical but within these analytical forms there’s an opposition between the auxiliary, which distinguishes a person with the help of inflexions. The same holds true in the combination ‘don’t speak’ and ‘doesn’t speak’. The second form makes only the 3rd person. In general the changes taking place in the verbal system show preference in the use of analytical combinations, they show a tendency of the unification of the paradigms of the word-changing of the verb.

№8 Grammatical trends in Modern English word-changing

Notional parts of speech have grammatical categories. The grammatical category is a unity of a grammatical meaning and grammatical form. Grammatical meaning is a generalized meaning, often belonging to the level of logic.

For example, all the language forms having the meaning of time are united into the category of tense. All the language forms with a quantative meaning are united into the category of number. Language forms expressing sex distinctions are united into the category of gender.

The grammatical form of category is expressed through the paradigm (a word-changing pattern within one and the same category) 

E.g. comes                            come

       Came                             comes

       Will come                     would come

 The Noun.

English noun has only 2 grammatical categories: case and number. There is no formal paradigm of expressing gender. English has miscellaneous ways of expressing the idea of gender. The most common way is with the help of the pronoun. The lexicological way: a cock – a hen; a bull – a cow; a man – a woman. Compound nouns: a man driver – a woman driver, a male servant – a female servant. The combination with the pronouns: he-wolf, she-wolf. Suffixes: actor – actress, widow – widower.

The most typical way of deriving the plural number is by adding the inflexions to the form of the singular. Phonetically the inflexion of the plural is represented in 3 variants: {z}, {s} {iz}; from the morphological viewpoint it is one of the same morpheme indicating the plural of nouns. In additional to the regular way in modern English there are some other less frequent ways of deriving the plural number: 

1 the inner inflexion (man – men; tooth- teeth) they use the alteration of the root vowel.

2 the nouns which do not change in the plural (sheep- sheep)

3 –en (ox – oxen, child – children).

4 quite a peculiar group of nouns is formed by the words which came with the foreign form of the plural: analysis – analyses; crisis – crises; basic – bases; stratum, datum, memorandum – strata, data, memoranda. Antenna – antenni & antennas; formula – formuli, formulas.

It is obvious that it’s being assimilated in the language and according to the logic the foreign form of the plural is to disappear in the course of time and at this stage the word will be completely assimilated. At present there is a stylistic difference in the choice of either of forms. The foreign forms are used in science, while the English forms penetrate into newspapers and spoken English.

The case is a disputable category of the noun as not all nouns have the-two case system. The genitive case can be found with animate nouns (a boy’s name), nouns denoting time and measure (a day’s rest, mile’s distance).

R. Close made a conclusion that practically the number of nouns used in genitive case in modern E. is much wider. Here belong nouns denoting groups of people, places of their living, various social institutions (Africa’s future, country’s needs, Moscow’s traffic, meeting decision, the Times’ reporter).

Charles Barber mentions the use of the genitive case with a lot of abstract nouns where normally the combination with the preposition ‘of’ should be used (biography’s charm, evil’s power, games’ laws, resorts’ weather).

In the modern E. the so-called group genitive is becoming popular when two or more words are united by the apostrophe (John and Nick’s room, the-girl-I-go-with’s parents). The nouns in modern E. are building their case and number categories synthetically; and the frequency of the genitive case is rising at the expense of inanimate nouns.

The adjective.
It has only one grammatical category: degrees of comparison (the positive, comparative, superlative). Some adjectives build their degree of comparison in the suplitave way, that is they use different stems: good-better-best. Degrees of comparison are built either synthetically, with the help of the suffixes –er or –est or analytically with the help of words more/most. The prescription of normative grammars is that monosyllabic and bi-syllabic adjectives should use the synthetic way and longer adjectives should use analytical combinations (clean – cleaner – the cleanest), but Ch. Barber noticed in an obvious tendency to use analytical forms even with mono- and bi-syllabic adjectives (more fussy, more quiet, simple, clever, pleasant, plain).

In modern E. in compound adjectives instead of saying ‘better dressed, best informed’ there is the tendency to prefer analytical way in deriving the degree of comparison.

Pronouns

Only few pronouns have grammatical categories: personal pronouns – case, number and gender distinctions. In the constructions ‘It’s me’ the objective case is used though the normative grammar insisted on ‘It’s I. It’s he’. The interrogative pronoun who in the nominative case is gradually forcing out the form whom in the oral English; in writing the positions of form whom is stable, especially in official language.

Pronouns

Two cases: common and genitive. But 6 pronouns have an objective case, thus presenting a 3-case system, where common case is replaced by subjective and objective.

№9 Quotation groups

In distinction of a borderline between a word and a phrase, a word and a sentence is seen most clearly if we turn to the so-called quotation group. In this case a syntactic structure is larger than a word performs the function of a single sentence part: a cat-and dog life. In the E. quotation groups are used as attributes in prep. to a noun because in this language there is no agreement in case, number and gender between a noun and its attribute. From structural viewpoint quotation groups may be equal to: 

1) A phrase (a cat-and mouse play);

2) A simple sentence (That boy is I-don’t-care type);

3) A complex sentence (Mamma-thinks-I-am-foolish hairdo);

In Russian quotation groups are called ‘цитатные речения’ and here they are also used most usually as attributes. If in E. all the members of a quotation group are connected with the help of the hyphen to show their unity, in Russian they are taken into quotation marks. Another difference in Russian q. gr. stand in post-position to the noun modified because a prepositive attribute must agree with the noun in case, number and gender while q. gr. can’t do it (прическа «после тифа»; «взрыв на макаронной фабрике»). 

Н.Ю. Шведов, а says that in this case phrases and sentences are involved into the sphere of functions of s single word and being used as single word quite often they acquire word-building and word-changing features of those parts of speech in whose function they occur (from every they heard sympathetic ‘not reallys’; The ladies exchanged ‘you look beautifuls’).

The majority of scholars think that q. gr. are non-formations used no more than once. But their frequency in the language is so high that is impossible to think of some derivational patterns of q. gr. (a cat-and dog existence, their face-to-face talk, to wait-and –live attitude, a step-by-step movement). Some of these q. gr. have already been included into the vocabulary of E. or are registered in dictionaries (well-to-do family, would-be student). In the majority of cases q. gr. are very popular in the language of advertisements but sometimes to translate them properly we should have not only linguistic but some extra-linguistic information as well (She bought him a connect-the-dots book).

№10 Analytical features of E. word-building.

Word-building leads to the generation of a new lexical meaning and in the majority of cases it also results in the generation of a new part of speech. A peculiar feature E. word-building is influenced by such a characteristic of many E. words as mono-syllabism. 

Old E. was a synthetic language and like in modern Russian notional parts of speech had their own their ending here which ascribe them to the definite classes. But in the course of the times unstressed endings were reduced, they were weakly pronounced and lately dropped completely. As a result a great number of E. words belonging to the Anglo-Saxon stock of words were shortened and retained only the root syllable. This is the phenomenon of mono-syllabism. Due to the conversion is very popular in modern language. So no suffix or prefix is used, a word or certain part of speech is just placed into the syntactic position of a word of another p.s. and as result it gets its grammatical features.

Convertives can be of 2 kinds: synchronic and diachronic. Diachronic ones were originally 2 different words and coincided only in the course of time. Synchronic ones appear on the spot, ‘Don’t finger at things’.

3) Phrasal verbs: E. verbs belonging to the oldest layer of the voc. combine with preposition-like-verbs which are called post-positives (послелоги). To put on – to dress; to put up with something; put up at a hotel (зарегистрироваться); make out – understand; make up for something – compensate.

Many of these combinations, which formally look like phrases but function as a single lexical unit, have synonyms among single verbs. Foreigner most usually prefer single verbs especially if these roots represented in their languages.

4) Analytical verbs: 
V+N (to have a smoke, make a decision, etc.) These combinations have a single verb related to the noun (to have a smoke = to smoke). There’s a slight aspectual difference between them: a momentary action, limited in time – process without any limits in time.

Adj. + N – make the meaning of the action more precise (to take a long glance; to make the final decision).

5) Relation of compounds: In E. three word groups are easily involved into the process of compound derivation (to watch a bird – watching a bird – a bird-watcher). In the same way the phrase ‘to sit for a baby’ serves as the basis of the compound word ‘to baby-sit’ and ‘’baby-sitter’.
№11 Syntax of Classical Scientific Grammar

Syntax

Syntax deals with phrases & sentences. The classical scientific G there was adopted trichotomic sentence division: simple, compound, complex sentences.

   E.Kruisinger excluded compound system because complex sentence clauses which are coordinated to each other are of an equal rank & each of them can function as a simple sentence. E.g. The ball has gone, the students are leaving the classroom.

The Phrase Theory.

Kruisinger subdivided the phrases into 2 kinds :1) close (the words are connected by the mode of subordination “These books”, “Saw him”. 2) loose syntactic group. The words are connected by means of coordination “Men and women”. In classical scientific G one can observe a great of terms for denoting secondary parts of the sentence. For example R. Zandvoort used the term adjunct & subdivided them into: 1)adnominal. E.g. Mary’s book. 2)attributive adjunct. E.g. A nice girl. 3) objective adjunct. E.g. wrote a letter. 4) predicative adjunct. E.g. to be angry.

   G. Corme used the term modifier. & M. Bright used complement to denote all the secondary parts connected with the verb. 1)adjective complement, 2)predicative complement, 3)adverbial complement.

   O. Jesperson tried to work out his original system of syntactic analysis which is known as the “Theory of Ranks”—in word groups they are combined words of different ranks which he called: 

1st rank—a primary 

2nd rank—a secondary

3rd rank—tertiary

4th—quartenary  

5th—quintenary

   Primaries are absolutely independent but they subordinate secondaries. Secondaries subordinate 3rd rank. The theory seems quite logical when it’s applied for the analysis of phrases. Successive subordination but if we apply the Theory of ranks to sentence analysis we reveal a contradiction here because the predicate as a word of the 2nd rank is subordinated to the subject expressed by a primary but this relation is wrong because subject & predicate as principle parts of the sentence are of unequal rank. & they can’t be subordinated to each other. That’s why the theory of ranks fails to work on the level of a sentence. Later in his work “The Philosopher of G” he managed to overcome the contradiction having introduced 2 different terms to denote 2 kinds of relation: 1) junction. E.g. offensive smell (one of the words leading syntactically). 

2) nexus (the words are of an equal rank & equal importance for the structure. This relation exists between subject & predicate. E.g. dog barks. The dog is white.

   C.T. Onions introduced the Theory of sentence structure. His idea was that all the number of E-sh simple sentences can be reduced to 5 patterns. The difference of patterns was based on the quality of a word used as a predicate.

Patterns:

	P.1. Subj.
	Pred.

	
	Verb (intransitive)

E.g. The day dreams

	P.2. Subj.
	Pred.

	
	V.(linking)+ Pred. 

E.g. Mary lay dead

	P.3. Subj.
	Pred.

	
	V(trans)+ obj.(direct) 

E.g. Cats catch mice (if this construction is converted to the Passive we’ll get Pattern 1) 

	P.4. Subj.
	Pred.

	
	V.(trans)+ obj.(indirect)+obj.(direct) 

E.g. tom gave Mary the money (convert-get Pattern 3)

	P.5. Subj.
	Pred.

	
	V(trans.)+obj.(dir)+ Pred.(adjunct) 

E.g. Tom called Mary a tomato


In these patterns we see the attempt to formalise the study of sentence structure. The same kind of attempt was made by O. Jesperson in “Analytic Syntax”. He introduced a number of syntactic terms to describe the sentence structure. S—subject, O—indirect object, V—finite verb, v—non-finite verb, M—modifier, N—negotion, 

I—infinitive, P—predicative.

Mary wants to come here.

S          V            v      M 

Summary: the main contribution of classical scientific G into the theory of G can be traced in syntax while in morphology they simply reproduce the ideas of prescriptive G. In syntax E. Kruisinger revised the trichotomic sentence division excluding compound sentences from this system. The problem of sentence structure & sentence patterns was discussed by Onions & Jesperson. This formal approach to G because the creed of structural G which originated in the 40s of the 20 th c.

№12 General Survey of the history of E-sh Grammars

	№
	Names of G-s
	Periods of existence 

	I.

1.

2.
	Prescientific G-s

Prenormative

Normative (prescriptive)
	16th—mid 18th cc.

mid 18th—no end.

	II.

1.

2.

3.
	Scientific G-s

Classical G

Amer. Descriptive G

Transformational G (generative):

a)generative syntax

b)generative semantics
	End of the 19th
30s-40s of the 20th c.

50s of the 20th c. 

60s of the 20th c.


 In general history of E-sh G-s shows how the object of study became more & more complicated with every new G. Secondary this history illustrates most vividly 1 of the principle laws of philosophy which is negation of negation. (отрицание отрицания).
№13 Basic features of English syntax

1) The role word order in E.
In analytical languages sentence is based upon rigid word order when the essential parts occupy fixed positions and less essential elements can be movable to a certain degree (He returned from Moscow yesterday.) Word order performs a number of important functions: 

· It is used to express syntactic relations between the words and the sentence, e.g. the change of word order will bring a new function to a word and a new meaning to the sentence (Jack loves Jill – Jill loves Jack).

· Word order helps to differentiate communicative types of sentences, e.g. statements from questions (I shall come – Shall I come?).

· Word order helps to underline the informative center of the sentence (In 1856 Popov invented the radio – Popov invented the radio in 1856).

· Word order is used for contextual links on the level of a text.

· Word order can be used as a stylistic device for the sake of emphasis (Very ill she looked that day). The case of inversion.

· Word order is used to organize a sentence rhythmically.

All the functions are of extreme importance due to the analytical nature of English and absence of inflexions.

№14 Basic features of English syntax

2) The use of substitution and representation words.
(A peculiar feature of English phrase and sentence)

It is its obligatory structural completeness, e.g. in a sentence the position of two principal parts should be filled and in a phase a headword should be present, e.g. in Russian it’s all right to use one word to answer the question but in standard E. there should be also a verb. In E. to achieve this structural completeness of a sentence or a phrase there are used the procedure of substitution and representation, which are performed with the help of special formal words. Substitution words are subdivided into nominal and verbal, and in case of substitution a formal word stands for one word for one word from the previous context (Your test is better than that of your classmates).

- Nominal substitution words: that, one, it, so (The mother was happy and so was her daughter)

- Verbal substitution words: to do (He ran faster than I did).

Representatives stand for two or more words from the previous context and are also subdivided into nominal and verbal ones. The nominal representatives: the possessive pronouns and the absolute form; the noun in the genitive case (I spent the summer at my aunt’s); the pronouns ‘some’ and ‘any’ (Can you lend me 30$? – I don’t have any).

Verbal representatives: all the modal verbs, auxiliaries, the particles ‘to’ and ‘not’ (Can you give me a lift in your car? – I’d like to but I can’t).

These formal words perform a number of important functions in speech: 

· Provide structural completeness of a sentence or a phrase;

· Perform a stylistic function because they help to avoid the repetition of one and the same word;

· Textual cohesion (соединение частей текста) Will you come and have dinner with us tonight? – I’d like to.

· The semantic function. It helps to develop the narration further. (She used to be beautiful –But she is today). (Could I come to your party? – Oh, you must).

· Linguistic economy. They reduce utterances and make them more laconic. But the value of information remains unchanged.

3) The role of context in the defining the grammatical form and meaning of word.

Due to the monosyllabic character of a great number of E. words they do not bear any grammatical information isolated.

The context is playing an important role in defining the morphological nature word and the meaning of poly-semantic words. 

Framers use a brand (клеймо) to mark their cattle.

He used to smoke the best brands (марка) of cigar.

He used a brand (факел) to light the road.

Cain’s brand – Каинова печать.

4) Tendency to nominalization: In E. sentence the most important semantic part of a phrase is usually expressed by the nominal part of speech. It is preferable to say ‘he gave the coat a thorough shaking’ instead of ‘he shook the coat thoroughly’. The high frequency of nominal constructions in the predicate makes a supposition that E. is a static language because dynamism is usually expressed through the verbal predicates, which are less popular in E. but nominal predicates sound more idiomatic.

5) Complex condensation: In modern E. there are complex parts of the syntax consisting of two essential elements. The first one is expressed by a noun or a pronoun (in any case necessary); a non-finite form of a verb expresses the second one.

The combination of these two words is so close that they function as a single part of a sentence, which is called a complex part. If we analyze each member of the complex part separately the sentence meaning will change. Complex parts of a sentence in their information are equal to a clause. But in their form they are more laconic. They make this kind of transition between a complex and simple sentence.

Complex condensation

Complex parts of the sentence are expressed by special constructions in which the relations between the verbal & nominative elements  are similar  to those between the subject & the predicate. E.g. I insist on John’s coming. John is a doer & coming is an action. I insist that John (subject) should come (predicate). But formally these relations aren’t expressed to a full degree. In a sentence the subject is always in a Nominal Case & the verb is in a finite form & it agrees with the subject in person & number.

In complex parts of the sentence the nominal element very often is not in the Nominal case & it doesn’t agree with the verb in person & number as the verb isn’t in the finite form. That’s why the relations between the parts of constructions are called the relations of secondary predication. E.g. I hate (primary predication) you to go away (secondary predication).

Ivanova criticized the theory of substratum & said that the Danish invaders had settled only in the northern parts of the British Isles so the process of reduction & loss of inflections should have taken place only in the northern dialects while actually this process had affected not only the Northern but Midland & Southern dialects as well.
№ 15 Origin of the structure of Modern E-sh: Phonetic Approach, the Theory of Substratum.  

Modern English is a typical analytical language, which means that word connection and word building are performed with the help of functional words and fixed  word order. 

O.E-sh (VII c. AD) was a basically inflexional language with cases, in noun & pronoun; personal endings of words; various inflections which were used to derive various grammatical categories. In the course of its existence E-sh suffered striking changes which cause a reconstruction of its grammatical type, into analytical one. Such reconstructions are very rare in linguistics. A lot of scholars tried to find out the reasons which changed grammatical type of E-sh.  

Phonetic approach

Trying to explain the loss of inflections of E-sh. “The theory of young grammarians” (Prominent representatives: Herman Paul, Fortunatov). They used psycholinguistics & phonetic factors to account the loss of inflections. Originally in all Germanic languages the position & the stress of a word was free but ancient Germans understood that in the process of communication the root of the word was the most important because it contained the lexical meaning as a result it began to be pronounced more energetically than other parts of the words & the stress gradually became fixed on the root & the final inflections became unstressed  & as a result they became weakly pronounced & finally they were completely dropped. These scholars connected the loss of inflections with the fixation of the stress upon the root. At first sight this theory seems to be quite logical but there are facts destroying this conviction. E.g. in Finno-Ugric languages the stress is also fixed on the root but there are 14 cases in Finish. Secondly the system of function words began to be used instead of lost of inflections had appeared in the O.E. period when inflections were still in full blossom. E.g. of stones—камня (род. п.). Due to these contradictions the theory of Young Grammarians is unsatisfactory. 

The Theory of Substratum

This theory is also known as the theory  of mixture of languages. In case of foreign invasions when invadors submit the native tribes & settle on the conquered territory it is necessary to work out means of communication which would be understandable both for the invadors & for the submitted tribes. In the process of working out these means of communication one of the 2 languages spoken by the communicating sides serves  as the substratum (основа) upon which the new language is developed.

During the 8-9th centuries AD the northern east part of Britain was conquered and inhabited by the Scandinavian tribes which were mainly represented by the Danes. The O.E. of the original population which was represented by the Anglo-Saxons came into contact with the  Danes & in the process og their communication the OE language served as the substratum upon which a new system communication began developing. OE & Danish were related languages because both belonged to the group Germanic languages it means a great number of words in those languages had the same root but different endings. E.g. OE—sunu; wind. Danish—sunr; windr.

The similarity of roots meet the process of communication easy & possible in many cases even without interpreting. But the difference of inflections prevented the speakers from proper understanding. For this reason as the authors of this theory believed, the endings began to be weakly pronounced, then reduced & finally dropped.

The theory was developed by comparativists who studied related languages. Among the authors we can mention A Meillet. There is no doubt common sense in this theory because languages in their development are regulated not only by inner linguistics facts & reasons but extraling factors of politic, economic & cultural life. The result of foreign invasion is especially obvious in E-sh which is connected with the Norman conquest but after contact with other languages. It is usually vocabulary or word stock of the language which is most strongly affected by the invasion (70% of E-sh words are of French origin). As for grammar it can’t be so easily penetrated by foreign influences that’s why the reasons which reconstructed the E-sh grammatical type should be booked for in the language itself. This is done by the representatives of the 4th theory which is called the functional theory.    
№ 16 The Theory of Progress, the Functional Theory.

Otto Jesperson “The theory of progress”. The  author believed that the loss of inflections in England was  a very positive change. Jesperson’s theory appraised E-sh grammar as a perfect structure (in the book “Growth & structure of the E-sh language”). 

E-sh had developed a very logical grammar as a result of a long-working tendency to simplify & clear the language of all intricate inflections & in his opinion the possibility of the  simplification is explained by E-shman’s highly developed manner of thinking he believed that loss of inflections helps to economize thinking. Proving superiority of E-sh the author put forward the number of features which are “Grammatical forms in analytical languages are shorter & the process of speaking”. But some analytical forms contain 3 or 4 words. E.g. The books are being carried.

The functional theory

As for grammar it can’t be so easily penetrated by foreign influences that’s why the reasons which reconstructed the E-sh grammatical type should be booked for in the language itself. This is done by the representatives of the 4th theory which is called the functional theory. Among its originators were M. Horn and Barkhudarov. According to this theory linguistic elements that had lost their functional value and can no longer perform their functions, that is can’t distinguish one grammatical form from another. These elements suffered the process of phonetic reduction and finally were dropped. In OE the noun had generally 4 cases but in some types of declension 3 cases of 4 had one and the same inflection:

N.    swaþ-u             sun-u

G.

D.    swaþ-e             sun-a

A.

In the verb the ending –en was used in Participle II and Subjunctive mood, -aþ was used in Indicative mood, Imperative mood.

Such cases caused ambiguity; it was necessary to use special function words to overcome homonymy of forms. To distinguish the Genitive case from the Dative prepositions began to be used and the inflections became irrelevant  and finally were dropped. In the same way personal pronouns replaced verbal personal endings, which became ambiguous. Thus this theory explains the loss of inflections in English by their inability to perform their functional property.

At the same time this theory though seeming very logical can’t account for some contradictory facts (to express the idea of possessivity). English has retained both synthetical and analytical means. E.g. man’s – of a man. On the other hand, the language lost both means indicating the second person singular (personal pronoun ‘thou’). Non of the four theories can be taken for the satisfactory explanation and it seems reasonable to take into consideration the common sense of each of these theories, but the fourth one still seems more interesting. It is based on the language facts proper.

№ 17 The Theory of parts of speech

In prenormative Parts of Speech

   In Latin 8 parts of speech: noun, pronoun, participle, verb, adverb, preposition, conjunction. This classification was adopted by many pre-nominative G-s. But some grammarians adopted the system to the features of E-sh G adding some new parts of speech to it. 

   Ben Jonson introduced the 9th part—the article & J. Brightland added the 10th part of speech under the name—qualities (by which he meant adjective). Brightland worked out his original system of the parts of speech: names (nouns), affirmatives (verbs), qualities (adj.), particles (all other parts of speech).

   In the 17th c. J. Wallis introduced the rules for the distribution of shall/will according to the persons. Before that they were interchangeable. He fixed shall to the 1st person & will to the 2nd, 3rd. 

Achievements  of prescriptive G in treating problems of theoretical G. In morphology: there are no innovations because they practically borrowed the ideas of pre-nominative G.

Parts of speech in classical scientific grammar

Henry Sweet was the 1st to introduce 3 scientific principles for the distribution of words into classes: 1) grammatical meaning, 2) syntactic function, 3) form. He worked out his own system of parts of speech (not quite consistent ). Jesperson’s classification consisted of 5 parts of speech: 1)the noun 2)pronoun, including pronominal adverbs (who, which, where, when, why), 3)verbs, 4)adj. 5)particles (dump).

In early E. gr-ms the system of parts of speech was borrowed from Latin and included 8 classes: noun, pronoun, verb, particle, adverb, conjunctive, preposition, interjection. B. Jonson added the article.

At that time there were no scientific principles for the classification of words into the parts of speech. For the first time these principles were described by H. Sweet at the very end of the 19 th. century. He was the originator of classical scientific grammar. His idea was that while distributing words into various classes it is necessary to take into consideration their grammatical meaning, form and function. He worked out his own system of types of speech. 

I stage: declinable and indeclinable (изменяемые и неизменяемые). Declinable: 1) noun-words- nouns proper, noun-pronoun, noun-numeral (cardinal – hundreds of people), infinitive, gerund;

2) adjective- words – adjective proper, adjective-pronoun, adjective-numeral (ordinal), participle I and II;

3) verb-words – finite verbs, infinitive, gerund, participle I and II;

Indeclinable: adverbs, prepositions, conjunctions, interjections.

This system of parts of speech isn’t very consistent, as the author didn’t use all the three principle, which he had proclaimed simultaneously but at various stages various principle were made leading by him. At the first stage when declinable words were opposed to indeclinable the principle of form was leading. At the second stage when declinable words were subdivided further on the principle of function became leading. Due to this fact some words occurred in two groups simultaneously. Such classes as pronoun and numerals have no status of their own, but are distributed between nouns and adjectives. The adverb, included into the group of indeclinable words, has degrees of comparison, which means it can change its forms.

O. Jesperson (scientific grammar) put forward the same three principles above mentioned. He distributed all the words into 5 parts of speech: 1)Nouns; 2)Adjectives; 3)Pronouns, including numerals and pronominal adverbs (where, why, how, when); 4)Verbs, including verbids or verbals (inf., ger., part.); 5)Participle: participle proper (just, too, enough, only, yet, etc.), prepositions, conjunctions. The 5 th. class was a kind of dump where he included the words which didn’t fit into the four previous classes.

№ 18 The theory of parts of speech in American Descriptive Grammar.

Word classes in Structural grammar of E.

The principle motto was: ‘formal analyses of formal linguistic units’. The authors of this slogan were P. Hook and J. Mathews. Meaning was excluded from the analysis. These authors criticized severely all the previous classifications of parts of speech and claimed to work out quite a new system of word classes. They rejected the term ‘part of speech’ and called them classes. It would be original and more objective. The leading principle was the principle of form.

In order to prove the importance of form they worked out a method of nonsense words (woggle ugged diggles, uggs wogged diggs). The meaning isn’t important but it’s necessary to take into consideration the distribution of word in a sentence (its typical position) and the neighboring word to the right and to the left. The second method – the method of substitution (putting words into the position of the certain word; if several words can occur in the same position, it means they belong to the same class). Ch. C. Fries distributed all the words into four ‘word-classes’ and the 15 groups of function words, which were given the names of E. letters. In order to describe four word-classes he used the so-called substitutional diagnostic frames.

Frame A. The concert was good there.

The concert – all the words that can occur in the position I belong to Class I. (the film, the play, the food).

was – class II (seemed, got, turned).

good – class III (dull, bad).

there – class IV (here, now, yesterday)

In order to show the most typical positions of the words of each class Fries took another frame.

Frame B. The young clerk remembered the tax suddenly.

clerk – clause I.

tax – clause I.

remembered – clause II.

Words of Cl. I can occur before or after the Cl. II. Cl. II can occur before Cl. I or after Cl. II.

The words of four classes described above are very frequent in every text and they make 67% of all the words in the text. The other 33% are represented by the function words and their number is very limited. Fries counted 154.

But the function words are extremely important for sentence generation. Fries distributed them into 15 groups. 

Group A: the words which can occur in the position of ‘the’ in frame A – ‘class I makers’ or ‘determiners’ or ‘modifiers’.

Group B: modal verbs

Group C: not

Group D: adverbs of degree (very, less rather, etc)

Group E: coordinating conjunctions (and, but, or, either…or)

Group F: prepositions

Group G: auxiliary verbs (to do)

Group H: the introductory word ‘there’

Group I: interrogative pronouns and adverbs (which, who, when, how)

Group J: subordinating conjunctions (that, if, since, as)

Group K: interjections

Group L: sentences- utterances (‘Yes’ and ‘No’)

Group M: attention-getting signals (say, look, listen)

Group N: request sentences (please)

Group O: let’s us, let’s imperative.

The importance of function words in the sentence was underlined, but Fries remarked that they can’t be replaced by nonsense words: if we do it, the sentence meaning is ruined.

Criticism: Fries criticized all the previous classifications of parts of speech but he himself didn’t give any definition of this grammatical category. He simply described all the possible distributions of the word of each class. He was not very consistent in describing the words of group A. he called them ‘class I determiners’, but some of these words can occur in the position of Class I themselves.

Modal words remained unclassified and particles as well. Interrogative pronouns and adverbs firstly appear in Group I and secondly as subordinate conjunctions in Group J.

Summary.

Thus, classification is not so exact as the author claimed. In Transformational Grammar, which was preoccupied with a problem of S. even no attempts were made to classify parts of speech.

№19 Scientific Principles for the Classification of Parts of Speech in Native Grammars of English. The Notion of Grammatical Category.

Since parts of speech belong to the field of linguistic universals, Russian grammars borrowed some ideas of such prominent Russian scholars as Щерба и Виноградов. The general approach to the classification of words is based on the same three principles. 

For the first time these principles were described by H. Sweet at the very end of the 19 th. century. He was the originator of classical scientific grammar. His idea was that while distributing words into various classes it is necessary to take into consideration their grammatical meaning, form and function. He worked out his own system of types of speech. 

I stage: declinable and indeclinable (изменяемые и неизменяемые). Declinable: 1) noun-words- nouns proper, noun-pronoun, noun-numeral (cardinal – hundreds of people), infinitive, gerund;

2) adjective- words – adjective proper, adjective-pronoun, adjective-numeral (ordinal), participle I and II;

3) verb-words – finite verbs, infinitive, gerund, participle I and II;

Indeclinable: adverbs, prepositions, conjunctions, interjections.

This system of parts of speech isn’t very consistent, as the author didn’t use all the three principle, which he had proclaimed simultaneously but at various stages various principle were made leading by him. At the first stage when declinable words were opposed to indeclinable the principle of form was leading. At the second stage when declinable words were subdivided further on the principle of function became leading. Due to this fact some words occurred in two groups simultaneously. Such classes as pronoun and numerals have no status of their own, but are distributed between nouns and adjectives. The adverb, included into the group of indeclinable words, has degrees of comparison, which means it can change its forms.

O. Jesperson (scientific grammar) put forward the same three principles above mentioned. He distributed all the words into 5 parts of speech: 1)Nouns; 2)Adjectives; 3)Pronouns, including numerals and pronominal adverbs (where, why, how, when); 4)Verbs, including verbids or verbals (inf., ger., part.); 5)Participle: participle proper (just, too, enough, only, yet, etc.), prepositions, conjunctions. The 5 th. class was a kind of dump where he included the words which didn’t fit into the four previous classes.

The Notion of Grammatical Category.

All notional parts of speech are characterized by certain  grammatical categories. Grammatical category is a unity of a certain grammatical meaning & grammatical form of its expression. The grammatical form of the category is expressed or summarized in paradigm. The paradigm is a set of word-changing forms which are united by the same grammatical meaning.

парадигма рода                времени

пел                                     comes
пела                                    come
пело                                   will come

To possess a grammatical category a part of speech should have at least a binary apposition of forms. Thus, in E-sh the categories of number & case of the noun are represented by binary oppositions each. The first member in each opposition is called a non-marked member, the 2nd –the marked member. 

dog—dogs

a dog—dog’s 

In some cases 2 categories are expressed simultaneously through 1 & the same form. This is the case with the categories of tense & aspect or person & number of the word. Here 1 & the same form expresses 2 grammatical meanings at once. E.g. (was speaking, has come, we speak—they speak. Показывает число, лицо исполнителей действия). Such categories combining 2 grammatical meanings are called conjugated (совмещенные грамматические категории).

№ 20 Notional & functional parts of speech. Reasons for subdivision.

Parts of speech are traditionally subdivided into notional & functional ones. Notional parts of speech have both lexical & grammatical meanings (nouns, verbs, adjectives, adverbs, numerals, statives, pronouns, modal words). Functional parts of speech are characterized mainly by the grammatical meaning while their lexical meaning is either lost completely or has survived in a very weakened form. 

                   a thingness

A table       

                   a piece of furniture (meant for working etc.)

                                           no lexical meaning

of (functional word) 

                                           to express relations between 2 nouns

Functional parts of speech—the article, the preposition, the conjunction. Notional parts of speech are characterized by word-building & word-changing properties & functional words have no formal features & they should be memorized as ready-made units (but, since, till, until) & another most important difference between functional & notional parts of speech is revealed on the level of sentence. Where every notional word performs a certain synthetic function while functional words have no synthetic function at all. They serve as indicators of a certain part of speech (to + verb; a, the + noun). Prepositions are used to connect 2 words & conjunctions to connect 2 clauses or sentences.

№21 The Noun, the Category of Number.

	
	number
	case

	1)class nouns
	+
	+(animate)

	2)proper names
	-
	+(animate)

	3)abstract names
	½
	-

	4)material nouns
	-
	-


The interrelations of words within 1 & the same class are complex. In order to structure these relations the field approach was suggested by Professor Zernov (St.Peter). The linguistic field is certain space uniting linguistic means having the same grammatical & functional features, Which however are represented in them of different degree (more or less strongly), for this reason each field is characterized by its centre comprising the strongest means. The perefery unites the means possessing the same meanings & function in a weaken degree. So each part of speech can be characterized by the field of its own.  

1)class nouns;

2)proper;

3)abstract;

4)nouns of material.

The field of pronoun will partially cross with the field of the nouns because some pronouns can perform the same  functions as nouns do. Like noun some pronouns have member & case. The field of the adj. will cross with the field of nouns because adj. are often substantivized (the British, the rich, the jobless—безработные) & on the other hand the field of adj. crosses with the field of pron. Because some pronouns function like adj. (attributes). The field approach makes it possible on the 1 hand to reflect complex relations of words of 1 & the same class & on the other hand this approach shows interrelations existing among various parts of speech.

№25 The Verb—meaning, form & function. Principles of classification.

The Verb

The verb has the grammatical meaning of action which in a more detailed way is subdivided into:1)action proper,2)state: to fear, to like,3)process: to boil, to heat.
The form: of all parts of speech the verb has the most elaborate system of grammatical categories. They may be expressed synthetically with the help of inflection, inner inflection; analytically—with the help of auxiliaries (shall come, is written).  Function & combinatorial abilities: of all parts of speech the verb has the greatest valency & can combine with almost all notional parts of speech. The verb plays the most important role in sentence generation, there exists the verbocentric theory according to which all the parts of the sentence are predicted by the verb.

E.g. Send Who               What        Whom       Where    When     Why

Classification of verbs

E-sh verbs can be subordinated into:1)notional; 2)functional.

Notional verbs have a distinct lexical meaning of their own & can express the predicate of a sentence even taken alone. Functional verbs can’t express the predicate taken by themselves. They can be only part of the predicate. Functional verbs are represented by 3 kinds: 1)auxiliaries; 2)link verbs; 3)modal verbs.

(1)Auxiliaries are completely devoid of their own & they are used for deriving various analytical forms of the verb such as Future Tense (shall, will), to be in the Continues or passive voice.

(2)Link verbs have a very generalised meaning & they are subdivided into:

a)link verbs of being. In this case a person or a thing preserves a certain quality. E.g. she is young. I feel tired. The children kept quiet. b)Link verbs of becoming: they show a transition into another state. E.g. to become, to turn pale, to grow old, to get angry. Link verbs are always followed by the predicative which is most usually express by an adjective or noun or a stative together with which the form link verbs form a compound nominal predicate.

(3)Modal verbs make the 1st part of the compound modal predicate & they are followed by the infinitive or gerund & modal verbs show whether the action expressed by the following verbal (probable, possible, obligatory, desirable, advisable for the doer). Very often 1 & the same verb may function both as a notional or functional verb. E.g. He had three children (notional—to possess). He had finished the job before he went home. (functional—auxiliary). He had to go there. (functional—modal).

№ 26 Terminative/ non-terminative, transitive/ intransitive Verbs.

Grammatical categories of the verb

1)the conjugated category of person & number; 2)the conjugated category of tense & aspect; 3)the category of mood; 4) the category of voice.

In additional to these traditional categories the verb has 2 grammatical meanings which however have no special forms for their expressing. These 2 meanings are expressed in the following appositions: 1) transitive—intransitive (переходные); 2) terminative—non-terminative(предельного действия).

(1)transitive—intransitive verbs in E-sh don’t form a special category because there are no morphological indicators (neither auxiliaries no suffixes) for distinguishing transitive verbs from intransitive ones. Their difference can be revealed only on the syntactic level. If the verb is followed by a non-prepositional object it is transitive (He reads E-sh books.). If there is no direct object it’s intransitive (He reads much.). The difference between transitive & intransitive verbs becomes important while deriving the passive constructions which are most frequently derived from the transitive verbs.

(2) Terminative—non-terminative verbs (durative—non-durative).

Terminable verbs imply a limit of an action beyond which it can not continue. This means that in case of terminative verbs an action has a final aim in view. 

E.g.  to break, to bring, to throw, to jump, to fall, to close, to open, to recognise, to escape.

They are all actions limited in time while non-terminative verbs express continuous actions. E.g. to carry, to live, to know, to see, to sleep, to have, to belong, to love, to possess.

The 3rd group is made by the words of a double nature which combine the features of terminative & non-terminative verbs & depending on the context one of the features becomes more prominent. E.g. She believed (non-term.) in everything she read (non-term). She took (term) the book & read (term) the title.

E.g. to feel, to read, to write, to remember, to laugh.

If we compare terminative & non-terminative verbs to Russian perfective—imperfective verbs there is no strict correspondence between them. E-sh terminative verbs may correspond in Russian both to perfective & imperfective verbs. E.g. to fall can mean in Russian падать и упасть; to throw—бросить и бросать; to pass—пройти, проходить. 

E-sh non-terminative verbs always correspond to Russian imperfective verbs. E.g. to belong, to have, to sleep. If it’s necessary to express a continuative action with the help of a terminative verb we should use the continuous aspect. On the contrary if it is necessary to limit an action of a non-terminative verb we should  use a perfect aspect. 

E.g. 1)I entered the room & heard some voices.2) When I was entering the room I heard some voices. 

1)I sleep a lot. 2) I have slept for 2 hours.

№ 28 Category of Tense & Aspect of the verb

The material world exists in time and space and these 2 most important notions are reflected in human thinking and through it in the language.

Ontological time is reflected in language through the speakers presentation. That’s why they say that time of an action in language is represented subjectively through the speaker’s perception. That’s why in language there is strict correlation between the time of action and the moment of speech. The idea of time and language can be expressed in numerous ways: by morphemes (pre-war Russia); words of various classes (now, then, last time, before, after); grammatically (with the help of verbal tense).Ontological time is a one-dimensional time. It can be represented as a linear axes.

  On this axes there is chosen the point—“ the moment of speech”. The actions which coincide with the moment of speech belong to the sphere of Present Tenses. The actions which are prior to the moment of speech belong to the Past Tenses. The actions which follow the moment of speech—The Future Tenses.

   The grammatical term for naming the forms with temporal meaning is called—“The Tense”.

   In every sentence there is its own temporal centre which can be expressed lexically with the help of special adverbial modifiers (E.g. I’m talking to you now. I’ll come tomorrow). Or it can be expressed grammatically through the verbal form itself. (E.g. I study at the university. I have finished my job). In some tense forms the grammatical way of expressing the temporal centre is enough and there is no special need to use adverbial modifier necessarily (E.g. I’ll come and help you. I read a lot. I did it. I have done it. I’m talking to my friend).

   Such tenses which can express the temporal centre of the sentence by themselves are called PRIMARY SENTENCES (or contextually-free tenses). They are Present, Past, Future Simple, Present Continues (progressive) and Present Perfect. All the other tenses are called SECONDARY  (or contextually-bound tenses) which means that in addition to the verbal  tense they all need special adverbial modifiers of time which can be expressed by a single word or a clause of time. 

   In a complex sentence there appears a problem of sequence of tenses which means that if in the principal clause one of the past tenses is used, it should be followed by a past tense form in a subordinate clause too. For the purposes of sequence of tenses in English the form of the Future-in-the-past was developed deliberately by English grammarians. Still there are some cases when the strict rules of the sequence of tenses are not observed so severely: 1) if in the subordinate clause the idea of the universal truth is expressed (E.g. He knew that the Earth is one of the planets of the Heliocentric system), 2) or if the information of the subordinate clause is not limited by a certain temporal frame (E.g. He said his name is John).

The category of aspect

Every action is characterised not only by the time of its occurrence but also by the manner of its performance. The grammatical category describing the manner of the action is called the aspect. The aspect shows whether the action is represented as process, result, whether it was in duration for a certain period of time. In E-sh aspect is inseparately connected with the tense form. The aspect auxiliary indicates not only the manner of the action but the time too. That’s why tense & aspect in E-sh are called conjugated categories.

Traditionally there are distinguished 4 aspects: 1)the Perfect aspect presents an action in the form of the result achieved by a certain moment in the Present, Past or Future. 2)The Continuous or Progressive aspect presents an action in the process of its performance at a certain moment in the Present, Past or Future. Some verbs however are not used in this aspect—verbs of perception (to see, to hear), verbs of mental activity (to know, to believe, to recognise, to suppose), verbs denoting volition (to want, to desire, to wish), verbs denoting abstract relations (to have, to be, to belong, to depend, to consist). 3) the Perfect Continuous or Perfect Progressive aspect. It describes the period of duration of an action which is indicated either by an adverbial modifier (for 2 hours, since) or by a temporal clause (since I came here). 4)the Indefinite or the Simple aspect. It’s very difficult to characterise the manner of the action in this case because unlike in the 3 aspects above mentioned there is no special auxiliary describing the manner of this action in this case. Some scholars say that the Indefinite aspect has the zero meaning of the aspect because it only indicates the time of an action. For this reason this aspect is called Indefinite & E-sh scholars call this group Simple Tenses which have the meaning of time but no aspect meaning.

№29 The category of mood. The Indicative Mood, the Imperative Mood.

It’s very disputable category in E. Vinogr: mood expr-s the relation of the action to reality as stated by the speaker. With the help of this category we can represent an action as a real fact. He goes to Paris every summer. Or the action can be represented as unreal but highly probable. Go to Paris right now. Or when the action seems very doubtful. I think you’d like to go to Paris.
The number of moods in E is also disputable & fluctuates from 2 to 16. In case of 2 moods the Imperative is excluded (George Curme) & 16 by M. Deutchbein.

Traditional number of moods is 3 (indic, imper, subj). A peculiar feature of E.gr. is that 1&the same form of the V, usu called the bare infin, can be met in all 3 moods. Go there. I insist he go there. I go there. Each mood is ch-ized by its own gram.m. & a number of formal distinctive features.

(1)The Ind.M. shows that the speaker represents an action as a real fact. I have finished my task & now walking to the station. 

We deal only with the gram.m. of the l-ge form but not with the ultimate truth of the statement. The gram.m. of the Ind.M. is such that it represents every action as corresponding to reality. I have done it. This ability & this meaning of the indicative mood is widely used in fiction or in deceiving other people. Some doubts may arise if we turn to the Future Tense of the indicative mood, in this case the action has not been performed so it doesn’t correspond to reality. But the degree of its probability borders with certainty which is especially obvious if we compare the forms of the subjunctive & indicative mood used in context. 1)I’ll come & help you. 2)I would like to come & help you. In case of the indicative mood in the Future Tense the action is an actual point of the speaker’s program.

(2) The Imperative mood. Not all scholars include it into the number of E moods. 

G. Curme believed there is no special; mood of this kind in E because it is represented by 1 form only which is homonymous to the form of bare infinitive & it has no paradigm.

Henry Sweet considered it to be right to speak about the Imp.M. because it has its own gram.m. different from the Ind. or Subj.M-s. E.l. has special forms for expressing a command, inducement. There are some formal differences of the imperative from other moods too: 1) it has no person, number, tense distinctions. 2) it’s used only in 1 type of sentences which is the imperative sentence. There’re some peculiar features ch-izing the Imp.m. 1)it has a specific modal m. wh. is dif. both from the m. of the Ind.M. and Subj.M. – the m. of inducement wh. can be realized in a number of more specific forms:a command, prohibition, order, request, advice, offer, invitation. In some of these cases an action is in favour of the speaker, in other cases it’s in favour of the doer. 2)formal features.The negative form is alw derived with the help of ‘do’ including the V ‘to be’. Don’t be so silly. Though the Imp.M. is equal to the bare inf the negative form of the inf is built another way. We decided not to go there. Don’t go there. 3)in E. the Imp.M. has an analytical construction with the help of wh. it’s possible to address or command to the 3d person or include the speaker himself into the number of action performed. Let us go there. Let me come. Let them.

There appears a mixed paradigm of the Imp.M. including analytical & synthetic forms. Let me speak (anal). Speak! (synth).

   The inducement expressed with the help of the imperative mood may have various degree of its force. It may be strong command, prohibition, a friendly advise, polite request.

In majority of cases the Imp.M. is included into the number of the verbal moods, too.

№ 30 The Subjunctive Mood.

Some scholars believe that such a mood doesn’t exist in E. They speak of the forms expressing unreality. The generalized m. of the Subj.M. is to present an action as unreal as a supposition, hypothesis. The Subj.M. is very old and its forms were registeres in the earlies OldE writings. At that time they were expressed synthetically with the help of inflections. writ-e (sing), writ-en (pl).

In the course of time the inflections were reduced and dropped & as a result the Subj.M. coincided formally with the Ind.M. We go there. I suggest we go there. 

The homonymy of the Ind. & Subj.M. was a negative feature, so in early modE (16-17c) there began developing the analytical forms built with the auxiliaries should/would, may/might, could. So, anal forms are much younger than the synthetic ones. The synthetic form is preferable in AmerE because it was taken to Am by the 1st E colonists at the beginning of the 17thc. The analytical forms became popular in Britain itself starting with the end of the 17c & are in full usage nowadays. During the 20c. the contacts of various kinds between GB & the USA became very intensive & as a result the forms of the synthetic subjunctive began to penetrate back into British E-sh.

   The form of the subjunctive express in the language the idea of unreality of an action. There are 2 tense forms of the subjunctive  which  express various degrees of probability of an action. The Pres.Subj. presents an action in the form of likelihood, hopefulness. Because the action refers to the Present or Future in this case there are still some theoretical & hypothetical chances to perform it. If you invited me to your birthday party I would come (the party had not yet taken place & the invitation can still be got). The past subj. expr-s complete unlikelihood of the action & impossibility which is formally indicated by the perfect forms of the verb. If you had invited me I should have come (reproach).

The forms of the Subj.M. are subdivided into synth. & analytical ones. Synth forms are equal to bare infinitive. I demand he go there. If I were rich.. Anal. forms: pres.subj (should would may could + inf) past (+perf.inf). 

In ModE there 2 fields of the use of the Subj.M. Free use of the Subj.M. in simple sentences. Many of these cases survived since OldE. They express wish and good will, exclamations. Long live our Motherland! Success attend you. God bless you. Heaven forbid. Be ours a happy meeting. So be it. Manners be hanged. Far be it from me to contradict you.

In the majority of cases in ModE the forms of the Subj.M. are homonymous to those of the Ind.M. There’s only 1 unambiguous case when the dif-ce is obvious -the form of the 3d pers sing where the indicative has the inflection -s. I know he does it. I demand he does it.

In all other cases to overcome the homonymy b/w the forms of the Ind. & Subj.M. we should take into consideration lex & gram indicators wh. presuppose the use of the Subj.M. These cases of the use of the Subj. are called contextually bound usage and they are represented by complex sent-ces.

1)if the principal clause begins with: it’s necessary, imp, oblig, desirable, urgent, better, suggested, demanded, proposed, agreed, arranged, requested, recommended - in the subordinate clause the form of the Subj. is used in the synthetic form or in its analytical form should + inf. It is agreed that they discuss the matter right now 2)in attributive clauses after the N-s: decision, demand, order.. either synthetic or analytical form of the subj is used. My recommendation is that you take your exam in May. There may be also gram indicators of the Subj.M. Here belong the conjunctions: that, so that ; introducing the clauses of purpose in which there is used may/might + inf; can/could + inf. E.g. She rushed forward so that she might see everything better. The clause of purpose can be introduced by the conjunction lest. In this case we use should + inf.; bare inf. E.g. She started running lest she should miss the train. 

as if/as though. Sequence of tenses: 1)if the action in the princ claus & subord clauses are simultaneous, in the Subj. clause the synth form of the Past.Subj. is used. She looked at me as if she were concealing smth. 2)if the action of the sub clause follows the action of the principal clause, then in the sub clause would+inf is used for all persons. She looked very pale as if she would faint.

The same set of rules regulates the choice of the Subj.M. forms after the V ‘wish’ in object clauses. 

In general the Subj.M. in ModE is a contextually bound form, the use of wh is predicted by certain l-ge forms. The situation is such that even close syn-ms need special constructions after them. I want you to come. I desire you should come. I wish you would come. So these are all w-s of volition synonyms. Another remarkable feature of Subj. is that no seq of tenses is observed in case of the Subj. Still there’re some cases in the l-ge which are ambiguous. When we may deal either with the V in the Subj.M. or with the form of the Fut-in-the-Past. They said they would feel better at the sporting club (им будет лучше, им было бы лучше).

Conditional clauses.

3 cases: 1) the actions in both parts of a complex sentence refer to the present or future which means that there are still some slight chances to perform an action. In this case we use should/ would, could, might.

Should/would + inf in the principal clause & in the conditional clause we use Past Simple. E.g. We should discuss the matter if you came tonight.

2) Both actions refer to the past. In this case in the principle clause the same auxiliaries are used + Perf. Inf. & in the If clause + Past. Perf. E.g. We should have discussed the matter if you had come yesterday.

3) When the action of the conditional clause refers to the future & in the principle clause the imperative structure is used in the If clauses should/would, were to + Inf. E.g. If he should drop in give him my note. If he were to come we could dine together.

4. Complex sentences of the mixed type when the condition refers to the past & the consequence to the present. E.g. If you had taken the medicine yesterday you would be well now.

If a complex sentence begins “It’s time”, we use Past Ind. In the subordinate clause. E.g. It’s time we went home. At the same time there may be ambiguous cases when it’s difficult to say whether it’s the subjunctive or the indicative mood. E.g. They said they would feel better at the Sporting club.

At the same time we should keep in our minds that in the subjunctive mood there are not observed the rules of the sequence of tenses & the Present Tense may be followed by the Past Perf. in the subordinate clause. E.g. I knew I had never seen the man. I wish I had never seen the man.

Conditional clauses.

3 cases: 1) the actions in both parts of a complex sentence refer to the present or future which means that there are still some slight chances to perform an action. In this case we use should/ would, could, might.

Should/would + inf in the principal clause & in the conditional clause we use Past Simple. E.g. We should discuss the matter if you came tonight.

2) Both actions refer to the past. In this case in the principle clause the same auxiliaries are used + Perf. Inf. & in the If clause + Past. Perf. E.g. We should have discussed the matter if you had come yesterday.

3) When the action of the conditional clause refers to the future & in the principle clause the imperative structure is used in the If clauses should/would, were to + Inf. E.g. If he should drop in give him my note. If he were to come we could dine together.

4. Complex sentences of the mixed type when the condition refers to the past & the consequence to the present. E.g. If you had taken the medicine yesterday you would be well now.

If a complex sentence begins “It’s time”, we use Past Ind. In the subordinate clause. E.g. It’s time we went home. At the same time there may be ambiguous cases when it’s difficult to say whether it’s the subjunctive or the indicative mood. E.g. They said they would feel better at the Sporting club.

At the same time we should keep in our minds that in the subjunctive mood there are not observed the rules of the sequence of tenses & the Present Tense may be followed by the Past Perf. in the subordinate clause. E.g. I knew I had never seen the man. I wish I had never seen the man.

№31 The category of Voice

There are two main approaches to this category. According to the 1st the voice expresses the relations between the doer & the action (G.Gurme, H.Boutsma, Варкударов). Грамматическая категория залога выражает различную направленность действия по отношению к носителю действия. According to another viewpoint, the category of voice expresses the relation between the subject & the object of the action (Гордон). Voice is the form of the verb, which shows whether the subject and the object affected by the predicate. In English  the most obvious opposition is that between active and passive voices. In this opposition the passive voice is treated as the marked member of opposition because in all its forms it has the auxiliary “to be” while in the active voice there is no special indicator. The passive voice is represented by 8 tense and aspect forms. E.g. Indefinite passive: present – is helped; past - was helped; future – will be helped. Perfect Passive: present – has been helped; past – had been helped; future – will have been helped. Continuous Passive: present – is being helped; past - was being helped. In the majority of Indo-European languages only transitive verbs can be used in the passive voice. In English these possibilities are wider. Here not only the verbs taken a direct object, but also the verbs taking an indirect or prepositional object can also be used in the passive voice. Correspondingly there can be derived 3 types of passive constructions in English: (1) the direct passive. In this case the direct object to an active verb becomes the subject of the passive construction. E.g. The mother helped the boy - ... was helped by...; (2) indirect object/ It can be derived from the verb which can govern to non-prepositional objects in the active voice: to give, to ask, to send, to pay, to teach. E.g. I asked him a question.  The object denoting the addressee is an indirect object/ In English it can become the subject of a passive construction – he was asked a question.  The indirect passive has 3 obligatory parts: subj. – predicate – a direct object. Such constructions do not exist in Russian. (3) the prepositional passive construction. The subject of the passive construction is represented by the former prepositional object to an active verb. E.g. The boys laughed at him → He was laughed at by the boys. In the prepositional passive there are 3 essential parts: subj. –predicate – prep-n. While translating into Russian we should start with the preposition. Thus we may conclude that in Eng. it is not a transitivity of a verb but its ability to take any kind of object is of the primary importance while deriving passive constructions. The combination “to be + Participle II” on Eng. can express 2 kinds of grammatical meaning: 1) its passive action performed upon a certain thing or action; 2) it can express physical or psychic state of a person. E.g. He is wounded. – 1)the combination  represents the simple predicate; 2) it represents the compound nominal predicate. The following criteria may be helpful while distinguishing these two kinds of passive V. We deal with a passive voice if:

1. The comb-n “to be + Pt II” is followed by the “by-phrase”; /Ex. The door is painted by the father/

2.  in a sentence there are adverbial modifiers of time, manner and place; /The glass is broken easily./

3. “to be + Pt II“ is used in the perfect or continuous aspect; /They are being examined./

4. in a sentence in add-n to “to be + Pt II” there is another Verb in passive Voice; /He turned and was knocked down off his feet./

5. the meaning in participle II denotes a physical or psychic state then most usually we have a compound nominal predicate. /The flower is faded. /

Sometimes however we may come across compromising cases. The child is frightened by a dog (a state). The frequency of occurrence of the passive Voice in Eng. is from 3 to 4 times higher than in Russian and there are some reasons for that.

1. It is a convenient device not to mention the doer of the action. If he/she are unknown or not mentioned purposefully. In Russian most usually indefinite personal Sentences are used in this case: Мне сказали, Полагают.

2. It is a convenient device to underline the doer of an action to represent him or her as the Rheme. Ex. The wind crashed the window →the window is crashed by the wind (emphasize).

The Reflective Voice (RV)

Its status in Eng. is disputable. The opponents say that a reflective voice used after the transitive verb should be treated as its direct object. In order to this viewpoint they give examples of the foll-ing kind: She washed herself and the child.

The supporters of the RV put forward the foll-ing arguments in favor of this voice: 1)it has a peculiar gr.-l meaning. If the active voices show that the action is performed upon the object the passive voice shows that it is performed upon the subject, then the RV shows that the action is concentrated on the doer himself. Ex. I wash myself. (В русском языке частица «ся», в Др. Русс. «себя»); 2)not in all cases the reflexive pronoun can be treated as an object to the verb. Ex. She (subject) stretched the bracket (object) on the grass.→ She stretched herself  (форма залога)on the grass; 3) there is a special paradigm of the RV,- Verb + myself/yourself/ himself/herself...The paradigm is a set of forms united by one and the same grammatical meaning. Taking into consideration these argument we may accept the idea of 3 voices in Eng.: the active, passive, reflexive. 
№ 32 Pronoun

Are very miscellaneous and their gram categories are also different depending on classes of Prn. Some of them have the category of number (this-these – the inner inflection). The personal prn have the category of number. But not all gr-ns accept the idea of number, because there is no opposition of gram forms here. Those gr-ns who accept the idea of number say that it is expressed in the supplative way (a new root is used in a new form). P.Prn have 2 cases: the nom and the objective (I-me, she-her, we-us). In the interrogative Prn who there is also the object form whom. However the positions of the form are weakening. In oral speech it is regularly replaced by the nom who. In written E however this tendency is not so strong. And whom is still is used here. 
№33 The stative.

The essence of the words asleep, afloat, ablaze, etc. And their position in the system of parts of speech is still under the discussion. We take the view that they constitute a special part of speech, which may be called “stative” and is char-zed by the prefix a-.

The main function of the statives is that of predicative and in this case they are preceded by a link verb, most usually the verb “be”, but occasionally also fall, keep, feel. Ex. to be asleep, to fall asleep, to feel ashamed.

Statives are also occasionally found in the function of objective predicatives, particularly after the verb find and have and N or ProN, as in the s-ces: He found his sister alone. Then Skene spoke, and in a moment had his audience afire.
The phrase ‘be + stative” may sometimes be synonymous with the continuous form of the corresponding verb. Ex. He is asleep → He is sleeping, he was asleep → He was sleeping. But they are not always interchangeable. 

We find that the statives in Eng. and in Russ. do not correspond to each other, i.e. a Russ. stative is, it seems, never translated by an Eng. stative, and vice versa. Ex. мне его жаль – I pity him, I feel pity for him, жаль усов – I fell sorry for my moustache; уму лень было вставать – he felt too lazy to get up; здесь тепло – it is warm here; ↔ he is asleep - он спит; the ship is afloat; судно в плавании дом был в огне – the house is ablaze. It follows that the phenomena which can be expressed by statives in Russ. and in Eng., are far from being the same. 

L. Barhudarov in an article (1958) denies the existence of statives as a separate part of speech in Eng. the conclusion L.Barkhudarov arrives at is that words of this type are adjectives, which of course is the traditional view. 

№34 Modal Words

Modal Words (MWs)

The distinction between modal words and adverbs is, as we saw in our general survey of parts of speech, based on two criteria: (1) their meaning: MWs express the speaker’s view concerning the reality of the action expressed in the sentence, (2) their syntactical function: they are not adverbial modifiers but parentheses, whether we take a parenthesis to be a special part of the sentence or whether we say that it stands outside its structure.

All MWs express some kind of attitude of the speaker concerning the reality of the action expressed in the sentence. MWs have been variously classified into groups according to their meaning: those expressing certainty, such as certainly, surely, undoubtedly; those expressing doubt, such as perhaps, maybe, possibly, etc.
In the vast majority of cases the MW indicates the speaker’s attitude towards the whole thought expressed in the sentence (or clause), e.g. She is a delicate little thing, perhaps nobody but me knows how delicate. (LAWRENCE). However, occasionally a MW may refer to some one word or phrase only, and have no connection with the rest of the sentence. 

The use of MW depends to a great extent on the type of the sentence. A MW can also make up a –ce be itself. This happens when it is used to answer a general ?, that is  a ? admitting of a Yes- or No – answer. Certainly, perhaps, maybe, etc. May be used in this way. In these cases MW-s are the main part of the s-ce. This bring them close together with a s-ce words yes and no.  The problem of MW-s is connected with the very difficult problem of modality as a whole. This has been treated repeatedly by various scholars both with reference to Eng. and to Russ. And in a wider context of general linguistics as well. There are  various means of expressing modality – modal words, modal verbs (can, must, etc.) and the category of mood. Since two of them or even all three may be used simultaneously, it is evident that there may be several layers of modality in a s-ce. A great variety of combinations is possible here.

№36 Phrases (Ps)

We point out that within the domain of syntax two levels should be distinguished: that of Phrases and that of s-ces. Phrase is every combination of two or more words, which is a grammatical unit but is not an analytical form of some word (as, for instance, the perfect forms of verbs). So we do not limit this notion by stipulating that a phrase must contain at least two notional words.  For example, the group “preposition + N” remains outside the classification and is therefore neglected in gr-l theory. The difference between the phrase and the s-ce is a fundamental one. A Phrase is a means of naming some phenomena or processes, just as a word is. Each component of a phrase can undergo grammatical changes in accordance with gr-l categories represented in it, without destroying the identity of the p-phrase. For ex., in the phrase write letters the 1st component can change 2nd component according to the category of number. Thus, writes a letter, has written a letter, would have written letters, etc., are gram-l modifications of one phrase. With a s-ce, things are entirely different. A s-ce a unit with every word having its definite form. A change in the form of one or more words would produce a new s-ce. Intonation is one of the most important features of a s-ce. Also we must distinguish the gr-l aspect of phrase study as distinct from the lexicological. 

Types of Ps.  1) The type “N + N” is a most usual type of P in ME. It must be subdivided into two subtypes, depending on the form of the 1st component, which may be in the common or in the genitive case. The type “N in the common case + N” may be used to denote one idea as modified by another, in the widest sense: speech sound, silver watch, army unit. The 1st component may be a proper name as well: a Beethoven symphony or London Bridge. The type “N in the genitive case + N” has a more restricted meaning and use. 2) the type “Adj. + N” which is used to express al possible kinds of things with their properties.  3) type “V + N” may correspond to two different types of relation between an action and a thing. In the vast majority of cases the N denotes an object of the action expressed by the V, but in a certain number of Ps it denotes a measure rather then the obj. of the action: walk a mile, sleep an hour, wait a minute, etc.  4) In similar way other types of Ps should be analyzed: “V + Adv.”, “Adv. + Adj.”, “Adv. + Adv.”, “N + Prep. + N”, “Adj. + Prep. + N”, “V + Prep. + N”.

In our linguistic theory different opinions have been put forward on the pattern “N + V”. One view is that that type exists and ought to be studied just like any other P type. The other view is that  no such type exists, as the combination “N + V” constitutes a s-ce rather than a P. But the existence of this type is therefore certain. The P “N + V” has very ample possibilities of expressing actions as performed by any kind of subj., whether living, material, or abstract.

There are also Ps consisting of prep. and another word, mainly a N: in the street, at noon, after midnight. They are prepositional Ps. Some of these Ps are phraseological units (e.g. in time, by heart). 5) Ps equivalent to prepositions and conjunctions: “Adv. + prep.” – out of, apart from, down to. They sometimes may be synonymous to simple prepositions: apart from – besides, previous to – before, etc. “Prep. + N + prep”: in front of, on behalf of, with reference to, in accordance with. The number of Ps equivalent to conj-ns is rather considerable → “Adv. + adv. + Conj.” – as soon as, as long as, so long as. “Prep. + N + Conj.” -  in order that, for fear that.

Syntactic relations between the components of a P: (1) agreement or concord, (2) government.

(1) By agreement we mean a method of expressing a syntactical relationship, which consists in making the sub-te word take a form similar to that of the word to which it is sub-te. In ME this can refer only to the category of number: a sub-te word agrees in number with its headword if it has different number forms at all.. There are some phenomena in ME which would seem to show that the verb does not always follows the N in the category of number: My family are early risers. The fact that s-ces like this one and My family is small exist side by side proves that there is no agreement of the Verb with the N in either cases: the V shows whether the subj. of the action is to be thought of as singular or plural, no matter what the category of number in the n may be. Thus, the sphere of agreement in ME is extremely small: it is restricted two ProNs this and that, which agree in number with their headword when they are used in front of it as the 1st components of a P in which the N is the center.

(2) By government (G.) we understand the use of a certain form of the sub-te word required by its headword, but not coinciding with the form of the headword itself – that is the difference between the agreement and the government. The only thing that may be termed government in ME is the use of the objective case of prepositional ProN and of the ProN who when they are sub-te to a V. The forms me, him, us, them are required if the ProN follows a V (find, invite) or any prep whatever.  Even this type is doubtful to the use of me, him and who(m). As to the Ns the notion of G. may be said to have become quite uncertain in ME: I wrote to the chemist, and I wrote to the chemist’s.

(3)  In Russ. linguistic theory there is a third way of expressing syntactic relations between the components of a P, which is termed примыкание. No exact definition is given: its characteristic feature is usually described in a negative way, as absence both of agreement and of government. The most usual example of this connection is the relation between an adverb and its headword (an Adj., a V, and an Adv.). Ex. lashes of train striped the great window almost horizontally. An Adv.  Horizontally is sub-te to the verb striped, because gr-ly Adv. can be sub-te to a V. How does the reader know to which of them the Adv. is actually sub-ted→ only lexicologically→ semantically.
(4) However there is another way of expressing syntactic relations between the components of a P, which is termed  “enclosure” (Russ. замыкание). Some element of a P is , as it were, enclosed between two parts of another element. The most widely known case is the putting of a word between an article and the N to which the article belongs. Any word or P thus enclosed is shown to be an attribute to a N. As is well known, many other words than Adj.-s and Ns can be found in that position, and many Phrases, too: an on-the-spot investigation. An Adv. modifying a prepositional Phrase is also found in the following example: the funeral was well under way. The Adv. well can only modify the P under way, as a P well under is unthinkable. This is possible because the P under way, which is a phraseological unit, has much the same meaning as going on, developing, etc.

№37 Sentence definitions.

One of the most diff. problems connecting with the s-ce study is its definition. The German scholars decided to summarize all the existing definitions of the sentence → 301 (after that they were tired). Inspite of this great number many of them have similar features and can be distributed into 6 groups:

1. Logical definition: s-ce – is a group of words expressing a complete thought (English Descriptive or nominative grammar, 18th c.).

2. Psychological D.: s-ce- is not only a linguistic unit but also the structure of human feeling or thought. (Шахматов – Предложение – это комбинация представлений в процессе мышления.). S.Curme (an Eng. scholar): a sentence is an expression of thought or feeling by means of a word or words used in such forms and manner as to convey the meaning intended.

3. Structural D. (classical Scientific Gr-r), R.Zandvoort: a s-ce is an oral or written communication made up one or more units, each of which contains a complete utterance formed acc to a definite pattern (по определенной схеме).

4. Formal D. American Descriptive Gr-r) Ch. Fries: a s-ce is a word or group of words standing between the initial Capital letter and a mark of end punctuation or between two marks of end punctuation.

5. Phonetic D. M.Whitehall (a representative of the same school): an utterance ending with one of 2 intonation contours (fall→.! , rise→?) typical of the Eng. language.

In the majority of cases however we come across with mixed definitions where a

several features of  a s-ce are reflected. M.Bryant; the s-ce is a communication in words conveying a sense of completeness containing at least one independent verb with its subject (Structural Approach).

The features which should be included into the s-ce def.-ns are:

· the s-ce is a syntactic unit;

· the s-ce is an autonomous unit which isn’t a part of a larger syntactic structure;

· the s-ce is a structurally complete unit which is based on a certain syntactic pattern or modal and contains all the component characteristics of these pattern: 

N/ProN gives o O.

N/ProN helps O.

N stands adv.

S-ce should possess all the parts of the s-ce preconditioned by the verbal valiancy. Ex. He knew O. At the same time the s-ce doesn’t necessarily expressed a complete thought because in many cases it may contain the words whose lexical meaning is ambiguous and depends on the context. Ex. She did that. He knew it.

· the s-ce is characterized by its own purpose of utterance. It can be a statement, a ? or a command.

· The s-ce as an syntactic unit is materialized in a written or oral form. Acc-ly it should be phonetically or graphically shaped.

 So, the s-ce is an autonomous, structurally complete syntactic unit having its own purpose of utterance and phonetically and graphically shaped.

The s-ce and the related units.

№38 Category of modality of a s-ce.

Ch. Balie: “ In every s-ce there are 2 obvious aspects → dictum and modus. Dictum expresses the meaning of the s-ce what is said about the subj. modus expresses the speaker’s attitude to what is being said. Mod-ty is a universal category of lang-e which expresses the relation of s-ce meaning to reality as it is presented by the speaker. The most important and most universal means of expressing s-ce mod-ty is the verbal category of mood. Since every predicate in a s-ce stands in one of 3 moods the mod-ty expressed in this way is called the objective mod-ty. Objective mod-ty is subdivided into 2 groups: mod-ty of reality (indicative mood) and mod-ty of unreality (the imperative, subjunctive moods).

In case of obj. Mod-ty there are no indicators of the speaker’s personal attitude towards the meaning of the s-ce, Ex. It’s cold today. It will be cold today.

In add-n to obj. Mod-ty very often there may appear in a s-ce lang-e forms expressing the speaker’s personal attitude. This is the 2nd kind of mod-ty → the subjective mod-ty. It is expressed by a great variety of lang-e forms. 

1st of all these are parenthesis. They may be single words: probably, certainly, luckily; phrases: in my opinion, to my mind, to tell the truth, to put it mildly, to be honest; a great number of parenthetical clauses: I think, I hope, I doubt, I’m afraid, as john told me and so on. 

2. Various evaluating words; N-s. Adj-s, Adv-s;

3. Syntactic character → these are tag-questions;

4. Intonation can also be used to turn affirmation into supposition.

Modal verbs are not included either into the objective or subjective modality. They express different kind of mod-ty which shows the relations between the action and the doer. 

Ex. Peter must (obligatory) do it. May – probable, can – possible due to his phis. or mental ability, should – desirable, has to – is induced, is to – planned.

Since there are many means of expressing mod-ty in the s-ce some scholars present the category in the form of the linguistic field. The most important of these means are the mood forms which presuppose the general character of the s-ce mod-ty and means of subjective mod-ty serve as additional devices which may either strengthen or weaken the objective mod-ty → the primary mod-ty of the s-ce, while the subjective is called the secondary mod-ty. Ex. he will do it (obj. mod-ty). Of course, he will do it (obj. mod-ty. Probably he will do it (obj. mod-ty).
№39 Predicativity of the s-ce.

To become a s-ce a word or a word group must have 2 categories → predicativity and modality.

The idea of predicativity is disputed and is described in many ways. Проф.  Теблин Коменский: in his concept he takes into consideration the logical notion of predicativity, acc. to which it consists in ascribing an action state or quality from the predicate to the subj.. If to accept this notion of predicativity it is expressed  through the interrelation between two principal parts of the s-ce subj. and the predicate. Formally it realized in the agreement between the subj. and predicate in person and number. In add-n to this the predicate also refers an action to a definite period of time that characterizes the Tense.

In all 2-member s-ces the idea of [predicativity is expressed in a most complete form. If turn to imperative s-ces they have a verb describing a certain action there is no subj. in this s-ce to whom the actions can be ascribed. Nevertheless we can admit the existence of predicativity in such s-ces because the doer of the action, though not mentioned, is always implied unambiguously: John, come here.

The idea of [predicativity, however, isn’t expressed so distinctly in one member nominal s-ces of the kind: Silence. Morning. Moscow. In this case there is neither a doer, nor an action in the s-ce, which means that these s-ces have no gr-l form of predicativity. But can they be treated as s-ces in this case? They are included into the rank of s-ces due to the peculiar meaning of N-s expressing such s-ces. These N-s name not a peculiar thing or person but the situation as a whole without subdividing into the subj. and predicate.

Людмила Павловна Чахоян (from S-Petersburg University): one member nominal s-ces have no gr-l predicativity, but they possess the meaning of predication, for ex. an ability to describe a situation. The conclusion is that of three kinds of simple s-ces two-member s-ces and one-member imperative s-ce express gr-l predicativity unambiguously, while in one-member nominal s-ces there is only the meaning of predication, but no predicativity.

№40 Informative type of sentence

I . Structural approach. Acc to it the 1st stage s-ce are subdivided into 

- simple →one-member: nominal (Fire!) and verbal (Do it!)

           →two-member: complete (When are you going?) and incomplete or elliptical (To the cinema.) 

- composite → compound and complex ;

II. Acc. to the  purpose of utterance;

· declarative→ negative and affirmative (their purpose is that they express a statement giving information;

· interrogative s-ces (their purpose of utterance is to obtain information, to ask for infor.→ they can be subdivided into verifying questions in which case the speaker has already got some infor. And wants to know whether the infor. Is true or false. Ex. Is it Potapov Street? In this case we use general ?-s→ verifying ?-s. Identifying ?-s→ a certain part of infor. Is missing and the person wants to know it. Ex. where do you live? Who are you going to the country with? (special, alternative ?-s).

· Imperative s-ces. Their purpose is to make an addressee perform a certain action .- inducement (побуждение).
· Exclamatory s-ces. Their purpose is to express the speaker’s emotional state. Ex What a lovely day! Some scholars, however, think that emotional s-ces  should not be treated as a special type but they should be included into a Noun of statements because their main purpose is also to give infor.

These 4 types of s-ces differ one from another in their following features: word order (Is it room 25?), the use of auxiliaries (Do you smoke? Don’t do it), the use of special interrogative words (who, when, which, why), a special syntactic structure (in imperative no subj.-, intonation (↓,↑).

III. The 3rd Approach (acc. to their parts of speech). Subject and predicate are the backbone of the s-ce. Object → direct, indirect, prepositional. Attribute→ prepositional, postpositional. Adverbial modifiers → time, place, manner, purpose, result, comparison, concession, condition, reason, course. In add-n to this → direct address, parentheses, apposition, loose (detached) parts of the s-ce (обособленные члены предложения).

IV. Informative structure of the s-ce (the actual division of the s-ce. Every s-ce is characterized not only by semantic and syntactic structures, but also by the structure of its own as a message that is every s-ce has its informative structure in this respect every s-ce is subjected to a binary division these two parts of s-ce is called the Theme and the Rheme. These pairs are used by European Scholars; in Russia – the Given & the New, in Am. and in Eng. – the Topic & the Comment. The topic is the part of the s=-ce which contains the infor. Already known to the speakers. This part of infor. Is called the presupposition. Presupposition is the infor. Which is familiar either from life experience of speakers’ or it is the piece of infor. Mentioned in the previous context. Ex. Moscow (the topic of the s-ce) has changed greatly of late. 

Alexander Halliday: the topic (theme) of the s-ce is the peg upon which message, i.e. new infor is hung. The Rheme (the comment) is the second part of the s-ce which contains a new piece of infor. For conveying which the whole s-ce is built. Ex. She (Topic) has come (Rheme). 

Classically in two-member s-ces the syntactic subj. of the s-ce is at the same time its Theme or Topic and the predicate group – its Rheme. This order of their appearance is typical of Eng. ex. This  young man (Topic) is (transition)  my brother (Comment). In one-member s-ces usually only the comment or the Rheme is given. Ex. Silence! But at the same time there are asymmetrical interrelations between synt. and informative s-ce structure. In Eng. 2-member s-ces (with “it”) are treated as consisting of the comment only. → It’s early. “It” doesn’t represent any material object in this case → it can’t be the Theme or the Comment of the s-ce, but we take such pairs of s-ces as: Take this book. – It (theme) is funny (comment). On the other hand in Russian one-member s-ces there may be both the Topic and the comment: Ему везло. Syntactically these are s-ces without any subj. because the Dative case shouldn’t have got to the Nominal case/ This ProN serves as the Topic or the Theme, and the Foll-ing word is the  Comment or the Rheme. 

In Eng. there are certain definite markers of the Topic and Comment: 

· articles- the def. article is the signal of the Theme, the indef. art. – of Rheme. In Russian this difference is expressed through the change of word order. – К воротам подошла машина./ машина подошла к воротам. = A car drew to the gate./ The car dropped.

· The Topic can be modified by the  Demonstrative and possessive ProN-s. It can be expressed by personal ProN-s and Proper names. 
· The initial position in a s-ce is typical of it. Though to the sake of emphases it can be placed after the comment. Ex. Very ill  (comment) she was that day. 
· The Rheme is marked by the ProN-s of other classes, for ex. indefinite proN-s – some, somebody; negative words; the final position in a s-ce.
In a text the former comment may turn into the topic of the next s-ce. Ex. Yesterday my brother bought a car. The car turned out to be very expensive, but the prize can be paid in portions.
№41 Communicative type of sentence

I . Structural approach. Acc to it the 1st stage s-ce are subdivided into 

- simple →one-member: nominal (Fire!) and verbal (Do it!)

           →two-member: complete (When are you going?) and incomplete or elliptical (To the cinema.) 

- composite → compound and complex ;

V. Acc. to the  purpose of utterance;

· declarative→ negative and affirmative (their purpose is that they express a statement giving information;

· interrogative s-ces (their purpose of utterance is to obtain information, to ask for infor.→ they can be subdivided into verifying questions in which case the speaker has already got some infor. And wants to know whether the infor. Is true or false. Ex. Is it Potapov Street? In this case we use general ?-s→ verifying ?-s. Identifying ?-s→ a certain part of infor. Is missing and the person wants to know it. Ex. where do you live? Who are you going to the country with? (special, alternative ?-s).

· Imperative s-ces. Their purpose is to make an addressee perform a certain action .- inducement (побуждение).
· Exclamatory s-ces. Their purpose is to express the speaker’s emotional state. Ex What a lovely day! Some scholars, however, think that emotional s-ces  should not be treated as a special type but they should be included into a Noun of statements because their main purpose is also to give infor.

These 4 types of s-ces differ one from another in their following features: word order (Is it room 25?), the use of auxiliaries (Do you smoke? Don’t do it), the use of special interrogative words (who, when, which, why), a special syntactic structure (in imperative no subj.-, intonation (↓,↑).

VI. The 3rd Approach (acc. to their parts of speech). Subject and predicate are the backbone of the s-ce. Object → direct, indirect, prepositional. Attribute→ prepositional, postpositional. Adverbial modifiers → time, place, manner, purpose, result, comparison, concession, condition, reason, course. In add-n to this → direct address, parentheses, apposition, loose (detached) parts of the s-ce (обособленные члены предложения).

VII. Informative structure of the s-ce (the actual division of the s-ce. Every s-ce is characterized not only by semantic and syntactic structures, but also by the structure of its own as a message that is every s-ce has its informative structure in this respect every s-ce is subjected to a binary division these two parts of s-ce is called the Theme and the Rheme. These pairs are used by European Scholars; in Russia – the Given & the New, in Am. and in Eng. – the Topic & the Comment. The topic is the part of the s=-ce which contains the infor. Already known to the speakers. This part of infor. Is called the presupposition. Presupposition is the infor. Which is familiar either from life experience of speakers’ or it is the piece of infor. Mentioned in the previous context. Ex. Moscow (the topic of the s-ce) has changed greatly of late. 

Alexander Halliday: the topic (theme) of the s-ce is the peg upon which message, i.e. new infor is hung. The Rheme (the comment) is the second part of the s-ce which contains a new piece of infor. For conveying which the whole s-ce is built. Ex. She (Topic) has come (Rheme). 

Classically in two-member s-ces the syntactic subj. of the s-ce is at the same time its Theme or Topic and the predicate group – its Rheme. This order of their appearance is typical of Eng. ex. This  young man (Topic) is (transition)  my brother (Comment). In one-member s-ces usually only the comment or the Rheme is given. Ex. Silence! But at the same time there are asymmetrical interrelations between synt. and informative s-ce structure. In Eng. 2-member s-ces (with “it”) are treated as consisting of the comment only. → It’s early. “It” doesn’t represent any material object in this case → it can’t be the Theme or the Comment of the s-ce, but we take such pairs of s-ces as: Take this book. – It (theme) is funny (comment). On the other hand in Russian one-member s-ces there may be both the Topic and the comment: Ему везло. Syntactically these are s-ces without any subj. because the Dative case shouldn’t have got to the Nominal case/ This ProN serves as the Topic or the Theme, and the Foll-ing word is the  Comment or the Rheme. 

In Eng. there are certain definite markers of the Topic and Comment: 

· articles- the def. article is the signal of the Theme, the indef. art. – of Rheme. In Russian this difference is expressed through the change of word order. – К воротам подошла машина./ машина подошла к воротам. = A car drew to the gate./ The car dropped.

· The Topic can be modified by the  Demonstrative and possessive ProN-s. It can be expressed by personal ProN-s and Proper names. 
· The initial position in a s-ce is typical of it. Though to the sake of emphases it can be placed after the comment. Ex. Very ill  (comment) she was that day. 
· The Rheme is marked by the ProN-s of other classes, for ex. indefinite proN-s – some, somebody; negative words; the final position in a s-ce.
In a text the former comment may turn into the topic of the next s-ce. Ex. Yesterday my brother bought a car. The car turned out to be very expensive, but the prize can be paid in portions.
№42 The complex part of the sentence. Secondary predication (SP).
Secondary predication (SP)
The transition to the composite s-ce is based on what is very aptly termed “secondary predication”.  In every s-ce there is  bound to be predication, without which there would be no s-ce. In a usual two-member s-ce the predication is between the subject and the predicate. In most s-ces this is the only predication they contain. However there are  also s-ces which contain one more predication, which is not between the subj. and the predicate → “secondary predication”. In ME there are several ways of expressing SP→ the complex object. Ex. I saw him run. The verb run expresses the action performed by him. This predication is obviously a secondary one: him is not the subj. of the s-ce, run is not its predicate.

On the syntactic functions of the group him run (or its elements) views vary. The main difference is between those who think that him run is a syntactic unit, and those who think that him is one part of the s-ce, and run another. If him run is taken as a syntactic unit it is very natural to call it a complex object: it stands in an object relation to the predicate verb saw and consists of two elements.

If, on the other hand, the phrase is not considered to be a syntactic unit, its 1st element is the object, an its 2nd element is termed the objective predicative. In some cases the two elements of the phrase can not be separated without changing the meaning of the s-ce: I hate you to go means I hate the idea of your going. If we stop after the 1st element: I hate you..., the sense is completely changed. In other cases the separation of the two elements may not bring about a change in the meaning of the s-ce: I saw him run → if we stop after him: I saw him, this does not contradict the meaning of the original sense: I saw him run implies that I saw him. 

There is no doubt, therefore, that with some verbs (and some Ns) the 2 elements of the phrase following the predicate verb cannot be separated. (also ex. We heard them singing)  The choice between the two alternatives evidently depends on factors lying outside Gr-r. From a strictly grammatical viewpoint it can be said that the difference between the adverbial modifier and an objective predicative is here neutralised. 

№ 44 A Non-traditional approach to the compound s-ces.

One of the authors of classical Scient. Gr-rs E.Kruisinga was the 1st to doubt the existing of the syntactic unity in case of coordination. He excluded compound s-ces from his s-ce class-n in his opinion in a compound s-ce is a complete simple s-ce and it  doesn’t enter into syntactic relations with the foll-ing parts. Later this viewpoint was developed by L.L.Iofic. She worked out some definite criteria when coordinational clauses could produce a synt-c unity. She said: if two coordinated clauses have a subordinate part in common. In this case coor-n can participate in generating composite s-ce. Ex. Because he was old and deaf nobody liked him and nobody respected him.

The 2nd criteria is of an opposite character when there is one principle clause and  two sub. ones. In this case, too, coord-n participates in generating a composite s-ce. The part in common may be equal sometimes to a part of the s-ce but not to the whole clause. Ex. he couldn’t, he wouldn’t believe it. In all other cases except the above mentioned ones coor-n does not produce as synt-c unity, but only as a sting of contextually bound s-ces. Ex. Paul loved dearly, and they loved him.

№45 Complex s-ce as a syntactic

The  c-x s-ce is built with the mode of subordination of clauses. The synt-c relations which are described in a c-x s-ce are very numerous. They may be the relations of time, place, reason, concession, purpose, and condition. These are the relations, which appear in a c-x s-ce describing 2 or more situations each situation in every clause. Ex. When you come we shall discus the matter (time).

For connecting clauses in a c-x s-ce there are used numerous conj-ns such as till, since, if, as and connectives (союзные слова). They serve not only as link words, but also at the same time they have the synt-c functions of its own. Ex. I don’t know who will do it.  In this case of sub-n of clauses there are two-way syntactic relations between the principle and subordinate clauses. In the principle clause there is a word or a group of words whose syntactic valiancy is not realized within the principle clause itself.  This word is called “the center of subordination”. This center predicts appearance of sub. clause. Ex. He knew, I tell you. In this case the principle clause is incomplete both structurally (the object is necessary) and semantically (the infor. is incomplete).

 Due to this fact an object clause should appear after transitive verbs. If the predicate is expressed by the verbs of location or motion they should be foll-ed by adverbial clauses of place or direction. Ex. He went where he had been to go. If the center of sub-n is expressed by the N or a ProN the principle clause is complete structurally in this case, but incomplete semantically. Ex. There is not single person in our group→ she has not quarreled with.

Centers of sub-n can be nominal. In this case they presuppose the foll-ing attributive clauses. They can be verbal which presuppose the foll-ing adverbial and object clauses. 

On the other hand in sub. clause itself there are some signals showing that it can not be used as an independent simple s-ce but should be attached to the principle clause. These signals are 1) the conjunctions and connectives, 2) an unusual gr-l form (he were here), 3) inversion (Had he known that before). These signals make it necessary for the sub-te clause to get in the synt-c relations with the principle clause, then there appear two-way relations between the principal and sub. clauses which are drawn in the following way:

If there are more than 2 clauses in a complex s-ce they may be connected to each other in different ways. Ex. Yesterday I met Peter who gave me a note for you which I have got here.

This mode of clause connection when the 2nd clause and further sub-te cl. is known as the successing subordination.

Another way is called as ‘coordinated sub-n when two or more clauses are sub-ted to the same center. Ex. He lived where he chose and how he chose.

These two ways can combine if there are 4 or more clauses in a complex s-ce. 

Ex. She gave me a present which embarrassed me because it was too expensive and because I didn’t like it.

№ 46 Non-traditional modes of clause connection

If a clause appears in the position of a subject it is called a subject clause. Ex. What you have told me is a lie. In this case the subj. cl. and the predicate are not sub-ted to each other. Subj. and predicate are two principal parts of the s-ce which are of an equal rank, that’s why the relations between them are known as the relations of predication (предикативная связь). If the subj. or a nominal part of the compound predicate is expressed by a clause, in this case clauses are connected by the mode of predication. There is a special kind of a complex s-ce which begins with a formal subject “it”, and its predicate is foll-wed by a clause. Ex. It is important that we should meet him. It ↔ (subj. clause). Some scholars say that in this case the final clause is the meaningful subject of the whole s-ce. They prove their idea with a help of transformation – by placing the final clause into the position of the subject “it”. Ex. that we should meet him is important. Other scholars object to this idea on the grounds that there can’t be two subjects in one s-ce. “it” is the subject of the s-ce, and the final clause is treated by them either as an  object clause to the predicate which is not very convincing because adjectives take objects only in rare cases. Or another viewpoint is that the final clause here is a kind of apposition (приложение) to the subject “it”. At last if the predicate of the complex s-ce is a compound nominal one (it consists of a link verb and a predicate). The predicate can also be expressed by a clause. Ex. The trouble is that we have nobody to ask for help (predicative clause). In this case again the relations in a complex s-ce are called the relations of predication. Sometimes both the subject and the predicate may be expressed by clauses. Ex. What you have done is not what you should have done.

Summary:

[subj. cl.] ↔ Predicate

Subj. ↔(is) [predicative clause]

[Subj. cl.] ↔(is) [predicative cl.]

Link verbs which are used ins complex s-ce are to be, to look, to seem, to feel, to turn. 

Ex. she felt as if she had been insulted (predicative clause). 

She felt tired as if she had been working the whole day (clause of comparison). 

She looked as if she were ill (predicative cl.).

She looked happy as if she had just met someone very dear to her (a cl. of comparison).

The mode of correlation (соотносительная связь).

It is used in order to connect the principal clause with the parenthetical one (вводных). This clause has a peculiar place and role in a complex s-ce. 1) it is movable and can occur in any part of  the principal clause. Ex. John as Mary told me is not going to appear. As Mary has told me.... 2) Parenthetical clauses can be introduced both by sub-ting or coordinating conjunctions. Ex. Hope, if there could be any hope never attended him. Some, and they were not few, gave in.

From the view of meaning parenthetical clauses can express the speaker’s personal feeling and attitude towards the infor (Ex. I’m afraid, as far as I know, I hope. I fear), or they may name the source of infor., →and in general they express the subjective modality of the s-ce (the speaker’s personal attitude).

In a structure of complex s-ces there are optional clauses and can be dropped while the remaining principal clause is complete both structurally and semantically. The 3rd non-traditional mode of clause connection is called relative annexation (присоединение). In this case the principal clause is complete both structurally and semantically. There is no center of sub-n in it, but there is attached the 2nd clause which is introduced by the relative ProN “which” or its prepositional combinations. Ex. The children did not appear at the fixed time, which worried their parents. The second clause bears a comment to the whole meaning of the principal clause. In early ME (16-17th c.) relative annexation was extremely popular. There were a great number of connectives having the structure where + preposition: whereby, wherewith, whereto, whereupon. Ex. he jumped down from the tree and fell into the pool, whereat everybody laughed. In ME, however, relative annexation can be found only in science Eng., while in ordinary speech coordination of clauses is preferred  where the 2nd begins (i.g. and this/that/it + predicate). Ex. He cursed and swore, and it (that) affended the ladies.    

№48 The clause, the Sent, the Utterance and the Logical Prop-n
The sent-ce shouldn’t be mixed with such units as… With each of them the sent-ce has some common features, but not identical.
Proposition is a logical unit consisting of 2 essential components (the  subj. and predicate). The predicate characterizes the subj. by ascribing (приписывать) a certain action, state or quality to it. Ex. She is young. The boy is asleep. He works. In every proposition there should be the subj. and the predicate and theses two terms were borrowed from logic onto grammar.

There is a considerable degree of analogy and correspondence between the proposition  and a two member s-ce → He (gr. & log. Subj.)  works (gr. &log. Predicate).

At the same time in lang. There are peculiar kinds of s-ces which do not fit into the structure of proposition. Ex. The house (gr. subj.→ log. object ) is pulled down by the workers (gr. object → log. subject) 

If we take one member s-ces “Early morning” there is neither subj. nor action, “Speak” – there is an action, but no doer. The logical proposition may coincide only with a certain degree.

The s-ce and the clause.

The clause is the structural part of the complex s-ce. Like a simple s-ce it also has its subj. and the predicate of its own. But unlike the simple s-ce it is not autonomous. Ina clause there may be several signals of its non-autonomous character:

a subj. conjunction: if, that;

a special gr-l form: she were here (only in a subjunctive clause);

an unusual word order. Ex. Hardly had he entered a room,

The s-ce and the utterance

The s-ce is a unit of a lang-e which is built acc. to definite lang-e patterns or models and their number in every lang-e is limited. The utterance is a unit of speech and in every case it is adapted to the needs of peculiar speech situation. In some parts of the situation the s-ce may coincide with the utterance. Ex. 

(1)...- When are you leaving for Moscow? Tomorrow. Who with? Kate.
The aim of ut-ce is not to name the whole sit-n but to give info strictly necessary and imp for mutual understanding.
(2) Seems it may rain today. (Utterance)

Utterances in the majority of cases from the structurally complete s-ces, they are esp. popular in dialogues.

