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1.2 JIexuii

Kimpkicte romiH

Ne Haszga i mian temu Jenna | 3aouna
3/m
dopma | dbopma

1 2 3 4
1. Introductory to the theoretical study of the English Language Grammar 2 -
1.1. | Theoretical grammar and its subject.

1.2. | General principles of grammatical analysis.

1.3. | General characteristics of language as a functional system.

1.4 | General characteristics of linguistic units.

15 | Paradigmatic and Syntagmatic relations.

1.6 | General characteristics of the grammatical structure of language.

1.7. | Types of grammatical meaning. Grammatical categories.
2. Structure of the Word. Problem of Parts of Speech 2 —
2.1. | The notions of the Word and the Morpheme.

2.2. | Principles of subdivision of parts of speech.

2.3. | Classification of parts of speech.

2.4. | Theory of the field structure of the word.

2.5. | Parts of speech and the principles of their classification.

2.6 | Classical floglcal-lnflectlonal) approach.

2.7 | Functional approach.

2.8 | Distributional approach.

2.9 | Complex approach.

1 2 3 4
3. The Noun and the Problem of English Article 2

3.1 |General characteristics of the Noun.

3.2. [lts Grammatical Meaning, syntactic functions and the system of word formation.

3.3. |Grammatical categories of the Noun.

3.4. |The problem of the Gender of the English Noun.

35 [The category of Number and Case

3.6 [Interpretation of the status of the English Article.

3.7 |The problem of the number of articles

3.8 |Functions and significance of the Article.
4. [The Verband Non-Finite Forms of the Verb 2 -
4.1. |Grammatical Meaning of the Verb.
4.2. |Word-formative and word-changing systems of the Verb.
43. |Morphological classification of verbs.
4.4, [Semantic classification of verbs
45 |Syntactic classification of verbs.
46 |CGrammatical Categories of the English Verb. _
47 |Terms that are used when Non-Finite Forms are studied.

!+ [The Paradigm of the Non-Finite Forms.
48. |Functions_and Significance of the Non-Finite Forms.
5.  |Phrase (Word-combination) 2
5.1. |The problem of the definition of Word-combination (phrase).
5.2. |[Types andkinds of phrases.
53. |Classification of Word-combinations. o
54 |Types of subordinative relations between the components of subordinative
55 |phrases.
" |A preposition-like phrase.
6. [Sentence 2
6.1. |Main characteristics of the Sentence, its notion, models of the Sentence.
6.2. |Classification of sentences.
6.3. |Structural Approach. Semantics of the Sentence.
6.4. |The s:_imir)le sentence. Simple complicated sentence.
65 |Elliptical and one-member sentence.
66 The main parts of a simple sentence.
67 The secondary parts of the sentence.
The composite sentence.
6/8 |Principles of classification of subordinate clauses.
'Y ChOro rojiuH: iV




1.3. Ilpakmuuni 3anamms

IpakTuune 3ansaTTa 1-3
Tema 1. Introductory to the theoretical study of the English Language Grammar
Tumanns 015 yCHO20 OnUMYEaHHA Ma OUCKYCIl
1. What s the difference between “prescriptive” and “theoretical” grammar? Which of them is subjective?
2. What type of grammar is given in grammar manuals?
3. What are the determining features of a system? How do they apply to language?
4. What is the functional relevance of the language unit?
5. What conceptual correlation is the language-speech dichotomy based on?
6. What is the correlation of syntagmatic and paradigmatic relations?
7. What is the difference between segmental and suprasegmental units?
8. What language levels are identified in the language system?
9. What conditions the non-overlapping of language levels?
10.What functions do the language units, representatives of the six language levels, perform?
11. What are the two main parts Grammar falls into? What does each of them study?

12. Who wrote the first grammar books and why? 3. What types of grammar do you know? How to differentiate
between them? Which of them is objective? Which of them is subjective? Why?

Ayoumopna poooma
BukoHaHHS CTyleHTaMHU YCHUX Ta MHUCbMOBUX (TECTOBUX) 3aBJaHb 3 IMTaHb TEMH 3aHSATTSL.

Memoouuni exasiexu
Kniwouosumu mepminamu, Ha po3ymMiHHI AKUX 0A3VEMbCA 3AC60CHHA HABUANLHOZ0 Mamepialy
memu, ¢: theoretical grammar, grammatical analysis, characteristics of language, functional system,
linguistic units, the phonological system, the lexical system, the grammatical system, linguistics, practical
grammar, theoretical grammar, grammar system, grammar elements, grammar structure.

3 memow 2n1ub0K020 3AC80CHHA HABUANLHOZ0 Mamepiany npu camMOCHMilHOMY 6UBUEHHI

memu cmyoeHny 8apmo ocooausy yeazy 3ocepeoumu Ha MaKkux acneKmax:

Language incorporates the three constituent parts (“sides"), each being inherent in it by virtue of its social
nature. These parts are the phonological system, the lexical system, the grammatical system. Only the unity of these
three elements forms a language; without any one of them there is no human language in the above sense. Each of
the three constituent parts of language is studied by a particular linguistic discipline. Thus, the phonological
description of language is effected by the science of phonology; the lexical description of language is effected by
the science of lexicology; the grammatical description of language is effected by the science of grammar. The term
“grammar” goes back to a Greek word that may be translated as the “art of writing”. But later this word acquired a
much wider sense and came to embrace the whole study of language. Now it is often used as the synonym of
linguistics. A question comes immediately to mind: what does this study involve?

Grammar may be practical and theoretical. The aim of practical grammar is the description of grammar
rules that are necessary to understand and formulate sentences. The aim of theoretical grammar is to offer
explanation for these rules. Generally speaking, theoretical grammar deals with the language as a functional
system. Theoretical Grammar is a section of linguistics that studies grammar system of language. Grammar system
of language refers to the whole complex of conformities to natural laws where the latter defines ways of words’
alterations and also ways of word combinations in phrases and sentences. As any complex object Grammar is a
complex system that is presented by elements and structure in their mutually dependent organization. Grammar
elements refer to morphemes, words, word-combinations and sentences. Grammar structure implies relations and
connections among grammar elements or inner organization of the language grammar system.

The subject of English Theoretical Grammar refers to the study of the English Language grammar
organization as a system parts of which are mutually connected with definite relations of different types of
complexity (complication, complicacy). The main task of Theoretical Grammar is an adequate systematic
(methodic) description of language facts and also their theoretical interpretation.

The difference between Practical and Theoretical Grammar refers to the following peculiarities:

1) Practical Grammar prescribes definite rules for the use of a language (gives instructions for the use
of language data, teaches how to speak and write);



2) Theoretical Grammar analyzes language data, interprets that, expounds the data but does not give
instructions as for the use of them.

Language is regarded as a system of elements (or: signs, units) such as sounds, words, etc. These elements
have no value without each other, they depend on each other, they exist only in a system, and they are nothing
without a system. System implies the characterization of a complex object as made up of separate parts (e.g. the
system of sounds). Language is a structural system. Structure means hierarchical layering of parts in “constituting
the whole. In the structure of language there are four main structural levels: phonological, morphological,
syntactical and supersyntatical. The levels are represented by the corresponding level units:

The phonological level is the lowest level. The phonological level unit is the phoneme. It is a distinctive
unit (bag — back).

The morphological level has two level units:

a) the morpheme — the lowest meaningful unit (teach — teacher);
b) the word - the main naming (‘nominative) unit of language.
The syntactical level has two level units as well:

a) the word-group — the dependent syntactic unit;

b) the sentence — the main communicative unit.

The supersyntactical level has the text as its level unit.

All structural levels are subject matters of different levels of linguistic analysis. At different levels of
analysis we focus attention on different features of language. Generally speaking, the larger the units we deal with,
the closer we get to the actuality of people’s experience of language.

IMpakTuune 3aHsaTT 4-6
Tema 2. Structure of the Word. Problem of Parts of Speech
Tumanns 01s ycno2o0 onumyseanHts ma OUCKYCli

. What is the correlation between notional and functional words?

. What is the basic difference between the morpheme and the word as lanquage units?

. What is a morph?

. What does the difference between a morpheme and an allomorph consist in?

. What principles underlie the traditional study of the morphemic composition of the word?

. What principles is the distributional analysis of morphemes based on?

. What are the determining features of the three types of distribution?

.Do the morphemic analysis of the words on the lines of the traditional and distributional
classifications.

9. Does the notion of the Part of Speech reflect the norm?

10. What is the basic difference between the Pronoun and the Noun?

11. What Parts of Speech are common to all national languages in the world?

12.Read up on the history of studying the other parts of speech. What has changed in their
understanding through history?

13. Analyse the parts of speech and their categories in the sentences below:

1) A black cat was quickly chasing five little mice in the darkest corner of the basement.

2) Love gives me wings, and hope is my air. That is the first law of my life.

3) Do you know Tom'’s best friend from the States? — Oh, it’s Bob! He has just lent us fifty dollars. —
What a kind soul!

4) The strict boss ordered that silence be kept and nobody said a word.

5) The blind usually walk with canes.

O N O O~ WN P

Ayoumopna poooma
BukoHaHHS CTyICHTaMH YCHHUX Ta MMCbMOBUX (TECTOBUX) 3aBJaHb 3 TUTAaHb TEMHU 3aHSTTS.

Kntwouosumu mepminamu, Ha po3ymMiHHI AKUX 0A3VEMbCA 3AC60CHHA HABUANILHOZO0 Mamepiay
memu, ¢: notions of the Word, notions of the Morpheme, principles, subdivision, parts of speech,
classification of parts of speech, theory, field structure of the word, principles of their classification,
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classical (logical-inflectional) approach, functional approach, distributional approach, complex approach.

3 memow 2n1ub0K020 3AC60€HHA HABYATNLHO20 Mamepiany HpU CAMOCHMINUHOMY 6UGYEHHI

memu ClmyoeHmy 6apmao 0codugy yeazy 30cepeoumu Ha maKux acneKkmax:

The words of the language, depending on various formal and semantic features, are divided into
grammatically relevant sets of classes. The parts of speech are classes of words, all the members of these
classes having certain characteristics in common which distinguish them from the members of other
classes. Parts of speech are lexico-grammatical categories of words. The term was introduced in ancient
Greece, where there was no strict differentiation between the word as a vocabulary unit and the word as a
functional element of the sentence.

The problem of word classification into parts of speech still remains one of the most controversial
problems in modern linguistics. The attitude of grammarians with regard to parts of speech and the basis
of their classification varied a good deal at different times. Only in English grammarians have been
vacillating between 3 and 13 parts of speech. There are four approaches to the problem: 1) classical
(logical-inflectional); 2) functional; 3) distributional; 4) complex.

Classical (logical-inflectional) approach.

The classical parts of speech theory goes back to ancient times. It is based on Latin grammar.
According to the Latin classification of the parts of speech all words were divided dichotomically into
declinable and indeclinable parts of speech. This system was reproduced in the earliest English grammars.
The first of these groups, declinable words, included nouns, pronouns, verbs and participles, the second —
indeclinable words — adverbs, prepositions, conjunctions and interjections. The logical-inflectional
classification is quite successful for Latin or other languages with developed morphology and synthetic
paradigms but it cannot be applied to the English language because the principle of
declinability/indeclinability is not relevant for analytical languages.

Functional approach.

A new approach to the problem was introduced in the XIX century by Henry Sweet. He took into
account the peculiarities of the English language. This approach may be defined as functional. He
resorted to the functional features of words and singled out nominative units and particles. To nominative
parts of speech belonged noun-words (noun, noun-pronoun, noun-numeral, infinitive, gerund), adjective-
words (adjective, adjective-pronoun, adjective-numeral, participles), verb (finite verb, verbals — gerund,
infinitive, participles), while adverb, preposition, conjunction and interjection belonged to the group of
particles. However, though the criterion for classification was functional, Henry Sweet failed to break the
tradition and classified words into those having morphological forms and lacking morphological forms, in
other words, declinable and indeclinable.

Distributional approach.

A distributional approach to the parts to the parts of speech classification can be illustrated by the
classification introduced by Charles Fries. He wanted to avoid the traditional terminology and establish a
classification of words based on distributive analysis, that is, the ability of words to combine with other
words of different types. At the same time, the lexical meaning of words was not taken into account.
According to Charles Fries, the words in such sentences as 1. Woggles ugged diggles; 2. Uggs woggled
diggs; and 3. Woggs diggled uggles are quite evident structural signals, their position and combinability
are enough to classify them into three word-classes. In this way, he introduced four major classes of
words and 15 form-classes. Let us see how it worked. Three test frames formed the basis for his analysis:

Frame A — The concert was good (always);

Frame B — The clerk remembered the tax (suddenly);

Frame C — The team went there.

It turned out that his four classes of words were practically the same as traditional nouns, verbs,
adjectives and adverbs. What is really valuable in Charles Fries’ classification is his investigation of 15
groups of function words (form-classes) because he was the first linguist to pay attention to some of their
peculiarities.

All the classifications mentioned above appear to be one-sided because parts of speech are
discriminated on the basis of only one aspect of the word: either its meaning or its form, or its function.

Complex approach.

In modern linguistics, parts of speech are discriminated according to three criteria: semantic,
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formal and functional. This approach may be defined as complex. The semantic criterion presupposes the
grammatical meaning of the whole class of words (general grammatical meaning), e.g. noun-things. The
formal criterion reveals paradigmatic properties: relevant grammatical categories, the form of the words
(e.0. -s, ‘s — nouns), their specific inflectional and derivational features (e.g. -ness, -tion — nouns). The
functional criterion concerns the syntactic function of words in the sentence and their combinability (e.g.
verb combines with a noun (write a letter), with an adverb (write quickly) and in the sentence functions as
a predicate). Thus, when characterizing any part of speech we are to describe: a) its semantics; b) its
morphological features; c) its syntactic peculiarities.

The linguistic evidence drawn from our grammatical study makes it possible to divide all the
words of the language into:

a) those denoting things, objects, notions, qualities, etc. — words with the corresponding
references in the objective reality — notional words;

b) those having no references of their own in the objective reality; most of them are used only
as grammatical means to form up and frame utterances — function words, or grammatical words.

It is commonly recognized that the notional parts of speech are nouns, pronouns, numerals, verbs,
adjectives, adverbs; the functional parts of speech are articles, particles, prepositions, conjunctions and
modal words.

The division of language units into notion and function words reveals the interrelation of lexical
and grammatical types of meaning. In notional words the lexical meaning is predominant. In function
words the grammatical meaning dominates over the lexical one. However, in actual speech the border line
between notional and function words is not always clear cut. Some notional words develop the meanings
peculiar to function words —e.g. seminotional words — to turn, to get, etc.

Notional words constitute the bulk of the existing word stock while function words constitute a
smaller group of words. Although the number of function words is limited (there are only about 50 of
them in Modern English), they are the most frequently used units.

Generally speaking, the problem of words’ classification nto parts of speech is far from being
solved. Some words cannot find their proper place. The most striking example here is the class of
adverbs. Some language analysts call it a ragbag, a dustbin (Frank Palmer), Russian academician
V.V.Vinogradov defined the class of adverbs in the Russian language as mycopnas kyda. It can be
explained by the fact that to the class of adverbs belong those words that cannot find their place anywhere
else. At the same time, there are no grounds for grouping them together either. Compare: perfectly (She
speaks English perfectly) and again (He is here again). Examples are numerous (all temporals). There are
some words that do not belong anywhere — e.g. after all. Speaking about after all it should be mentioned
that this unit is quite often used by native speakers, and practically never by our students. Some more
striking examples: anyway, actually, in fact. The problem is that if these words belong nowhere, there is
no place for them in the system of words, then how can we use them correctly? What makes things worse
is the fact that these words are devoid of nominative power, and they have no direct equivalents in the
Ukrainian or Russian languages. Meanwhile, native speakers use these words subconsciously, without
realizing how they work.

IpakTuyne 3auaTTs 7-9
Tema 3. The Noun and the Problem of English Article
Humanns 015 ycno2o onumyseauHs ma OUCKyCii
1. What are the "part of speech™ properties of a noun? o
2. What does the peculiarity of expressing gender distinctions in English consist in?
3. What differentiates the category of gender in English from that in Ukrainian?
4. Why don't lexical gender markers annul the grammatical character of English gender?
5. Why is the interpretation of the categorial meaning of the nounal pluralform as "more than one"
considered not well grounded?
6. What is the modern interpretation of the categorial semantics of the plural form of the noun?
7. What makes the category of case in English disputable?
8. What are the strong and weak points of the “prepositional”, "positional’, and "postpositional”
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case theories?
9. What ensures a peculiar status of "-s™?
10.What are the main approaches to the treatment of the article?
11.What shows the intermediate (between the word and the morpheme) status of the article?
12 What does the oppositional representation of the articles reveal?
13.What are the categorial meanings of the three articles?

Ayoumopna po6oma
BukoHaHHS CTyICHTaMH YCHHUX Ta MUCbMOBUX (TECTOBUX) 3aBJaHb 3 TUTAaHb TEMHU 3aHSATTS.

Kntwouosumu mepminamu, Ha po3ymMiHHI AKUX 0A3VEMbCA 3AC60CHHA HABUANILHOZO0 Mamepiay
memu, ¢: General characteristics, Noun, Grammatical Meaning, syntactic functions, the system of word-
formation, subcategorization of the Noun, grammatical categories, the problem of the Gender, the
category of Number, the category of the Case, interpretation, English Article, yhe problem of the number
of articles, functions, significance.

3 Memoro 2IUO0K020 3AC60CHHA HABYANLHO20 MAMEPIaly NPU CAMOCMIIHOMY 6UBUEHHI memu
CmyOeHnmy 6apmo 0cod.1ugy yeazy 30cepeoumu Ha maKkux acneKkmax:

The noun is the central lexical unit of language. It is the main nominative unit of speech. As any
other part of speech, the noun can be characterised by three criteria: semantic (the meaning),
morphological (the form and grammatical categories) and syntactical (functions, distribution).

Semantic features of the noun. The noun possesses the grammatical meaning of thingness,
substantiality. According to different principles of classification nouns fall into several subclasses:

1. According to the type of nomination they may be proper and common;

2. According to the form of existence they may be animate and inanimate. Animate nouns in
their turn fall into human and non-human.

3. According to their quantitative structure nouns can be countable and uncountable.

This set of subclasses cannot be put together into one table because of the different principles of
classification.

Morphological features of the noun. In accordance with the morphological structure of the stems
all nouns can be classified into: simple, derived ( stem + affix, affix + stem — thingness); compound (
stem+ stem — armchair ) and composite ( the Hague ). The noun has morphological categories of number
and case. Some scholars admit the existence of the category of gender.

Syntactic features of the noun. The noun can be used in the sentence in all syntactic functions but
predicate. Speaking about noun combinability, we can say that it can go into right-hand and left-hand
connections with practically all parts of speech. That is why practically all parts of speech but the verb
can act as noun determiners. However, the most common noun determiners are considered to be articles,
pronouns, numerals, adjectives and nouns themselves in the common and genitive case.

The grammatical category of number is the linguistic representation of the objective category of
quantity. The number category is realized through the opposition of two form-classes: the plural form :
the singular form. The category of number in English is restricted in its realization because of the
dependent implicit grammatical meaning of countableness/uncountableness. The number category is
realized only within subclass of countable nouns.

The grammatical meaning of number may not coincide with the notional quantity: the noun in the
singular does not necessarily denote one object while the plural form may be used to denote one object
consisting of several parts. The singular form may denote:

a) oneness (individual separate object — a cat);
b) generalization (the meaning of the whole class — The cat is a domestic animal);
c) indiscreteness (mepacuiaeneHHOCTH OF Uncountableness — money, milk).
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The plural form may denote:

a) the existence of several objects (cats);

b) the inner discreteness (BHyTpeHHss pacuieHeHHOCTD, pluralia tantum, jeans).

To sum it up, all nouns may be subdivided into three groups:

1. The nouns in which the opposition of explicit discreteness/indiscreteness is expressed:
cat::cats;

2. The nouns in which this opposition is not expressed explicitly but is revealed by
syntactical and lexical correlation in the context. There are two groups here:

A Singularia tantum. It covers different groups of nouns: proper names, abstract nouns,
material nouns, collective nouns;

B. Pluralia tantum. It covers the names of objects consisting of several parts (jeans), names of
sciences (mathematics), names of diseases, games, etc.

3. The nouns with homogenous number forms. The number opposition here is not expressed

formally but is revealed only lexically and syntactically in the context: e.g. Look! A sheep is eating grass.
Look! The sheep are eating grass.

Case expresses the relation of a word to another word in the word-group or sentence (my sister’s
coat). The category of case correlates with the objective category of possession. The case category in
English is realized through the opposition: The Common Case: The Possessive Case (sister : sister’s).
However, in modern linguistics the term “genitive case” is used instead of the “possessive case” because
the meanings rendered by the “’s” sign are not only those of possession. The scope of meanings rendered
by the Genitive Case is the following:

a) Possessive Genitive : Mary’s father — Mary has a father,

b) Subjective Genitive: The doctor’s arrival — The doctor has arrived,
C) Objective Genitive : The man’s release — The man was released,
d) Adverbial Genitive : Two hour’s work — X worked for two hours,
e) Equation Genitive :a mile’s distance — the distance is a mile,
f) Genitive of destination: children’s books — books for children,
)] Mixed Group: yesterday’s paper
Nick’s school cannot be reduced to one nucleus
John’s word

To avoid confusion with the plural, the marker of the genitive case is represented in written form
with an apostrophe. This fact makes possible” disengagement of —‘s form from the noun to which it
properly belongs. E.g.: The man I saw yesterday’s son, where -'s is appended to the whole group (the so-
called group_genitive). It may even follow a word which normally does not possess such a formant, as in
somebody else’s book.

There is no universal point of view as to the case system in English. Different scholars stick to a
different number of cases.

1. There are two cases. The Common one and The Genitive;

2. There are no cases at all, the form ‘s is optional because the same relations may be
expressed by the ‘of-phrase’: the doctor’s arrival — the arrival of the doctor;

3. There are three cases: the Nominative, the Genitive, the Objective due to the existence of
objective pronouns me, him, whom;

4, Case Grammar. Ch. Fillmore introduced syntactic-semantic classification of cases. They

show relations in the so-called deep structure of the sentence. According to him, verbs may stand to
different relations to nouns. There are 6 cases:

1) Agentive Case (A) John opened the door;

2) Instrumental case (I) The key opened the door; John used the key to open the door;

3) Dative Case (D) John believed that he would win (the case of the animate being affected
by the state of action identified by the verb);

4) Factitive Case (F) The key was damaged ( the result of the action or state identified by the
verb);

5) Locative Case (L) Chicago is windy;

6) Objective case (O) John stole the book.
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Gender plays a relatively minor part in the grammar of English by comparison with its role in
many other languages. There is no gender concord, and the reference of the pronouns he, she, it is very
largely determined by what is sometimes referred to as ‘natural’ gender for English, it depends upon the
classification of persons and objects as male, female or inanimate. Thus, the recognition of gender as a
grammatical category is logically independent of any particular semantic association.

According to some language analysts (B. llyish, F. Palmer, and E. Morokhovskaya), nouns have
no category of gender in Modern English. Prof.llyish states that not a single word in Modern English
shows any peculiarities in its morphology due to its denoting male or female being. Thus, the words
husband and wife do not show any difference in their forms due to peculiarities of their lexical meaning.
The difference between such nouns as actor and actress is a purely lexical one. In other words, the
category of sex should not be confused with the category of sex, because sex is an objective biological
category. It correlates with gender only when sex differences of living beings are manifested in the
language grammatically (e.g. tiger — tigress). Still, other scholars (M. Blokh, John Lyons) admit the
existence of the category of gender. Prof. Blokh states that the existence of the category of gender in
Modern English can be proved by the correlation of nouns with personal pronouns of the third person (he,
she, it). Accordingly, there are three genders in English: the neuter (non-person) gender, the masculine
gender, the feminine gender.

Ipakruune 3anatrTa 10-12
Tema 4. The Verb and Non-Finite Forms of the Verb
Tumanns 015 ycHO20 OnUmMYEaHHs ma OUCKYCil

1. What is the general categorial meaning of the verb?

2. What does the processual categorial meaning of the verb determine?

3. What grammatical categories find formal expression in the outward structure of the verb?
4. What criteria underlie the subclassification of notional verbs?

5. What does aspective verbal semantics find its expression in?

6. What is peculiar to the English lexical aspect?

7. What combinability characteristics does the verb have?

8. What are the mixed lexico-grammatical features of the verbids revealed in?

9. What is peculiar to the predication expressed by the verbids?

10.Which of the verbids is considered the head-form of the whole paradigm of the verb?
11.What grammatical categories does the infinitive distinguish?

12.What grammatical categories does the gerund have?

13.What grammatical categories differentiate the present participle from the past participle?
14.What considerations are relevant for interpreting the half-gerund as gerundial participle?

Ayoumopna poooma
BukoHaHHS CTYICHTaMH YCHHUX Ta MMCbMOBUX (TECTOBUX) 3aBJaHb 3 TUTAaHb TEMHU 3aHSTTS.

Kniwouosumu mepminamu, Ha po3ymMiHHI AKUX 0A3VEMbCA 3AC60CHHA HABUANLHOZ0 Mamepiay
memu, ¢: Grammatical Meaning, Verb, word-formative, word-changing systems, morphological
classification, semantic classification, syntactic classification, grammatical categories, Non-Finite forms,
the Paradigm, functions and significance of the Non-Finite Forms.

3 Memow 2i1ub0K020 3AC60EHHA HAGUATIbHO20 mamepiany npu CAMOCHMIUHOMY 6UBYEHHI

memu cmyoeHmy 6apmo 0coo1usy yeazy 30cepeoumu Ha maKux dcneKmax:

As was mentioned in the previous unit, on the upper level all verbal forms fall into two major sets: finite
and non-finite. Non-finite forms of the verb, the infinitive, the gerund, participle | (present participle) and participle
IT (past participle), are otherwise called “verbals”, or “verbids”. The term, introduced by O. Jespersen, implies that
they are not verbs in the proper sense of the word, because they combine features of the verb with features of other
notional parts of speech. Their mixed, hybrid nature is revealed in all the spheres of the parts-of-speech
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characterization: meaning, formal features, and functions. The non-verbal features of verbids are as follows: they
do not denote pure processes, but present them as specific kinds of substances and properties; they are not
conjugated according to the categories of person and number, have no tense or mood forms; in some contexts they
are combined with the verbs like non-verbal parts of speech; they never function as independent predicates; their
functions are those characteristic for other notional parts of speech. The verbal features of verbids are as follows:
their grammatical meaning is basically processual; like finites, they do have (at least, most of them have) aspect
and voice forms and verbal combinability with direct objects and adverbial modifiers; they can express predication
in specific semi-predicative constructions. Thus, verbids can be characterized as intermediary phenomena between
verbs and other non-verbal parts of speech. The opposition between finite and non-finite forms of verbs expresses
the category of “finitude”. The grammatical meaning, the content of this category is the expression of verbal
predication: the finite forms of the verb render full (primary, complete, genuine) predication, the non-finite forms
render semi-predication, or secondary (potential) predication. The formal differential feature is constituted by the
expression of verbal time and mood, which underlie the predicative function: having no immediate means of
expressing time-mood categorial semantics, the verbids are the weak member of the opposition.

The infinitive as the basic form of verbal paradigms.

The Infinitive is the most generalized, the most abstract form of the verb, serving as the verbal name of a
process; it is used as the derivation base for all the other verbal forms. That is why the infinitive is traditionally
used as the head word for the lexicographic entry of the verb in dictionaries. The infinitive combines verbal
features with features of the noun. It has voice and aspect forms, it can be combined with nouns and pronouns
denoting the subject or the object of the action, and with the adverbial modifiers. The non-verbal properties of the
infinitive are displayed in its syntactic functions and its combinability. The infinitive performs all the functions
characteristic of the noun — that of a subject, of a predicative, of an object, of an attribute, of an adverbial modifier.
In these functions the infinitive displays substantive combinability with finite verbs. If the subject of the action
denoted by the infinitive is named, in the sentence it forms a secondary predicative line with the infinitive.
Syntactically, semi-predicative infinitive constructions may be free or bound to the primary predicative part of the
sentence. The “for + to infinitive” construction in free use (either as a subject or as any other substantive notional
part of the sentence) includes the infinitive and its own, inner subject, e.g.: For him to be late for the presentation
was unthinkable. The constructions known as “complex object with the infinitive” and “complex subject with the
infinitive” (the passive transformation of the complex object constructions) intersect with the primary predicative
part of the sentence: the inner subject of the secondary predicative part forms either the object or the subject of the
primary predicative part, e.g.: | saw her enter the room; She was seen to enter the room. In most cases the infinitive
is used with the particle “to”, which is its formal mark; it is called a “marked infinitive” and can be treated as an
analytical form of the verb. In certain contexts, enumerated in detail in practical grammar text-books, the infinitive
is used without the particle “to” and is called a “bare infinitive”, or “unmarked infinitive”; the “bare infinitive” is
used when it is combined with functional and semi-functional predicator-verbs to build the analytical forms of the
finite verbs (the “bound” use of the infinitive) in some fixed constructions, etc., e.g.: Will you go there? Why not
go there? I’d rather stay at home; etc. The particle, just like any other auxiliary component of analytical forms, can
be separated from the infinitive by an adverbial modifier, e.g.: to thoroughly think something over. These cases are
usually stylistically marked and are known as the “split infinitive”.

The gerund as a verbal form of mixed processual-substantive nature.

The gerund is another verbid that serves as the verbal name of a process and combines verbal features with
those of a noun; the gerund, like the infinitive, can be characterized as a phenomenon of hybrid processual-
substantive nature, intermediary between the verb and the noun. It is even closer to the noun, because besides
performing the substantive functions in a sentence like the infinitive, it can also be modified by an attribute and can
be used with a preposition, which the infinitive can not do, e.g.: Thank you for listening to me; Your careful
listening to me is very much appreciated. The functions of the gerund in the sentence are as follows - that of a
subject, of a predicative, of an object, of an adverbial modifier. In these functions the gerund displays nounal
combinability with verbs, adjectives, and nouns, especially in cases of prepositional connections. As for the verbal
features of the gerund, first of all, there is no denying the fact, that its meaning is basically processual, which is
evident when the gerund is compared with the nouns, cf.: Thank you for helping me. — Thank you for your help; in
addition, the gerund distinguishes some aspect and voice forms. Like the finites, it can be combined with nouns and
pronouns denoting the subject and the object of the action, and with modifying adverbs. The verbal features
distinguish the gerund from the verbal noun, which may be homonymous with the indefinite active form of the
gerund, but, first, it has no other verbal forms (passive or perfect); second, cannot take a direct object, but only
prepositional objects like all other nouns, cf.: reading the letter (gerund) — the reading of the letters (verbal noun);
and, third, like most nouns can be used with an article and in the plural, cf.: my coming (gerund) — his comings and
goings (verbal noun). In the correlation of the three processual-substantive phenomena, which constitute a
continuum of transitions between the verb and the noun — the infinitive, the gerund, and the verbal noun, the
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infinitive is the closest to the verb, as it is more dynamic and possesses fewer substantive features, the gerund is
somewhere in between the two, semantically semi-dynamic, and the verbal noun is the closest to the noun,
semantically static, possessing practically all the features of normal nouns. They can be treated as the three stages
of a lexico-grammatical category of processual representation which underlies various situation-naming
constructions in the sphere of syntactic nominalization, cf.: He helped us. = for him to help us "I his helping us [
his help to us. Another difference between the gerund and the infinitive involves the category of so-called ‘modal
representation’: the infinitive, unlke the gerund, has a certain modal force, especially in the attributive function,
e.g.: There was no one to tell him the truth (= There was no one who could tell him the truth). The gerund can
express secondary predication, when the gerundial sentence-part, or the semi-predicative gerundial construction has
its own, separate subject. The subject of the secondary predicative part of the sentence can be expressed either by a
possessive pronoun or by a noun in the genitive case, if it denotes an animate referent, e.g.: Mike’s coming back
was a total surprise to us. It can also be expressed by a noun in the common case form or an objective pronoun,
e.g.: She said something about my watch being slow.

Participle I (present participle) is fully homonymous with the gerund: it is also an ‘ing-form’ (or, rather,
four ‘ing-forms’, cf.: writing, being written, having written, having been written). But its semantics is different: it
denotes processual quality, combining verbal features with features of the adjective and the adverb; participle | can
be characterized as a phenomenon of hybrid processual-qualifying nature, intermediary between the verb and the
adjective/adverb. The triple nature of participle | finds its expression in its mixed valency and syntactic functions.
The verb-type combinability of participle | is revealed in its combinations with nouns denoting the subject and the
object of the action, e.g.: her entering the room, with modifying adverbs and with auxiliary verbs in the analytical
forms of the verb; the adjective-type combinability of participle | is manifested in its combinations with modified
nouns and modifying adverbs of degree, e.g.: an extremely maddening presence; the adverb-type combinability of
the participle is revealed in its combinations with modified verbs, e.g.: to speak stuttering at every word. In its free
use, participle 1 can function as a predicative, e.g.: Her presence is extremely maddening to me; as an attribute, e.g.:
The fence surrounding the garden was newly painted; and as an adverbial modifier, e.g.: While waiting he whistled.

Like any other verbid, participle I can form semi-predicative constructions if it is combined with the noun
or the pronoun denoting the subject of the action; for example, complex object with participle I, e.g.: I saw her
entering the room; complex subject with participle 1 (the passive transformation of the complex object
constructions), e.g.: She was seen entering the room. In addition, participle I can form a detached semi-predicative
construction, known as the absolute participial construction, which does not intersect in any of its components with
the primary sentence part, e.g.: The weather being fine, we decided to take a walk; [ won’t speak with him staring
at me like that. In complex object and complex subject constructions the difference between the infinitive and
participle | lies in the aspective presentation of the process: participle | presents the process as developing, cf.: |
often heard her sing in the backyard. — I hear her singing in the backyard.

Participle 11, like participle I, denotes processual quality and can be characterized as a phenomenon of
hybrid processual-qualifying nature. It has only one form, traditionally treated in practical grammar as the verbal
“third form”, used to build the analytical forms of the passive and the perfect of finites, e.g.: is taken; has taken.
The categorial meanings of the perfect and the passive are implicitly conveyed by participle Il in its free use, for
example, when it functions as a predicative or an attribute, e.g.: He answered through a firmly locked door
(participle 11 as an attribute); The room was big and brightly lit (participle 11 as a predicative). The functioning of
participle Il is often seen as adverbial in cases like the following: When asked directly about the purpose of her
visit she answered vaguely. But such constructions present cases of syntactic compression rather than an
independent participle 1l used adverbially, cf.: When asked directly 'I When she was asked directly... Thus,
participle Il can be characterized as a verbid combining verbal features (processual semantics and combinability)
with the features of the adjective. Like any other verbid, participle Il can form semi-predicative constructions if
combined with the inner subject of its own; they include complex object with participle II, e.g.: I’d like to have my
hair cut; We found the door locked; complex subject with participle 11 (the passive transformation of the complex
object constructions), e.g.: The door was found firmly locked; and absolute participial construction with participle
I1, e.g.: She approached us, head half turned; He couldn’t walk far with his leg broken.

The meaning of the perfect is rendered by participle Il in correlation with the aspective lexico-grammatical
character of the verb: with limitive verbs participle II denotes priority (‘“relative past™) while participle | denotes
simultaneity (“relative present”), cf.: burnt leaves (‘the leaves have already been burnt’; relative past) — burning
leaves (‘the leaves are burning now’; relative present); hence the alternative terms: participle I — present participle,
participle 1l — past participle. With unlimitive verbs this difference is neutralized and participle Il denotes
simultaneity, e.g.: a brightly lit room. In addition, participle |1 and participle 11 are sometimes opposed as the active
participle and the passive participle, cf.: the person asked (passive) — the person asking the question (active);
though participle 11 also participates in the structural formation of the passive and the perfect of participle I, e.g.:
being asked, having asked. This, together with the other differential properties, supports the status of participle Il as
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a separate verbid.

IpakTuuHe 3ansarrs 13-15
Tema 5. Phrase (Word-combination)
Tumanns 015 yCHO20 OnUmMYEaHHsa ma OUCKYCIl

. What are the differential features of the phrase?

. What are the differential features of the sentence?

What makes the sentence the main object of syntax?

. What functions does the sentence perform?

. In what way does the notion of nominative aspect of the sentence specify the notion of predication?
. What are the strong points of the traditional classification of phrases?
. What does agreement as a syntactic relation consist in?

. What differentiates government from agreement?

. What principles is the nominative classification of phrases based upon?
10. What syntactic relations of the phrase constituents does enclosure imply?
11. What type of syntagma is adjoinment typical of?

O©O~NOUTAWN P

Ayoumopna po6oma
BukoHaHHS CTYICHTaMH YCHUX Ta MMCBMOBUX (TECTOBUX) 3aBJaHb 3 TUTAHb TEMHU 3aHSATTS.

Knwouosumu mepminamu, Ha po3ymMiHHI AKUX 0A3VEMbCA 3AC60EHHA HAGUAILHO20 Mamepiany
memu, ¢: phrase, word-combination, the problem of the definition of word-combination (phrase), types of
phrases, kinds of phrases, classification of word-combinations, types of subordinative relations, components of
subordinative phrases, preposition-like phrase.

3 Memoio 2IUDOK020 3AC60CHHA HABYANILHO20 MAMEPIAly RPU CAMOCMIHOMY 6UBUEHHI memu
cmyoenmy eapmo 0cod.1ugy yeazy 30cepeoumu Ha maKkux acneKmax:

The grammatical structure of language comprises two major parts — morphology and syntax. The two areas
are obviously interdependent and together they constitute the study of grammar.

Morphology deals with paradigmatic and syntagmatic properties of morphological units — morphemes and
words. It is concerned with the internal structure of words and their relationship to other words and word forms
within the paradigm. It studies morphological categories and their realization.

Syntax, on the other hand, deals with the way words are combined. It is concerned with the external
functions of words and their relationship to other words within the linearly ordered units — word-groups, sentences
and texts. Syntax studies the way in which the units and their meanings are combined. It also deals with
peculiarities of syntactic units, their behavior in different contexts.

Syntactic units may be analyzed from different points of view, and accordingly, different syntactic theories
exist.

Kinds of syntactic theories.

Transformational-Generative Grammar. The Transformational grammar was first suggested by American
scholar Zelling Harris as a method of analyzing sentences and was later elaborated by another American scholar
Noam Chomsky as a synthetic method of ‘generating’ (constructing) sentences. The main point of the
Transformational-Generative Grammar is that the endless variety of sentences in a language can be reduced to a
finite number of kernels by means of transformations. These kernels serve the basis for generating sentences by
means of syntactic processes. Different language analysts recognize the existence of different number of kernels
(from 3 to 39). The following 6 kernels are commonly associated with the English language:

(1) NV —John sings.

(2) NVAd). — John is happy.

(3) NVN - John is a man.

(4) NVN — John hit the man.

(5) NVNN - John gave the man a book.

(6) NVPrep.N — The book is on the table.

It should be noted that (3) differs from (4) because the former admits no passive transformation.

Transformational method proves useful for analysing sentences fromthe point of their deep structure:
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Flying planes can be dangerous.

This sentence is ambiguous, two senses can be distinguished: a) the action of flying planes can be
dangerous, b) the planes that fly can be dangerous. Therefore it can be reduced to the following kernels:

a) Planes can be dangerous b) Planes canbe dangerous

X (people) fly planes Planes fly

Constructional Syntax. Constructional analysis of syntactic units was initiated by Prof. G.Pocheptsov in his
book published in Kyiv in 1971. This analysis deals with the constructional significance/insignificance of a part of
the sentence for the whole syntactic unit. The theory is based on the obligatory or optional environment of syntactic
elements. For example, the element him in the sentence | saw him there yesterday is constructionally significant
because it is impossible to omit it. At the same time the elements there and yesterday are constructionally
insignificant — they can be omitted without destroying the whole structure.

Communicative Syntax. It is primarily concerned with the analysis of utterances from the point of their
communicative value and informative structure. It deals with the actual division of the utterance — the theme and
rheme analysis. Both the theme and the rheme constitute the informative structure of utterances. The theme is
something that is known already while the rheme represents some new information. Depending on the contextual
informative value any sentence element can act as the theme or the rheme:

Who is athome? - John is athome. Where is John? — John is at home.

Pragmatic approach to the study of syntactic units can briefly be described as the study of the way language
is used in particular contexts to achieve particular goals. Speech Act Theory was first introduced by John Austin.
The notion of a speech act presupposes that an utterance can be said with different intentions or purposes and
therefore can influence the speaker and situation in different ways:

| just state the fact;

I want you to do something about it (close the window);
It’s cold here I’m threatening you;

I’'m seeking for an excuse for not doing something;

| want you to feel guilty of it;

Etc.

Accordingly, we can distinguish different speech acts.

Of special interest here is the problem of indirect speech acts: Are you leaving already? In our everyday
activities we use indirect speech acts rather willingly because it is the best way to influence people, to get what we
want and to be polite at the same time. Textlinguistics studies the text as a syntactic unit, its main features and
peculiarities, different ways of its analysis. Discourse analysis focuses on the study of language use with reference
to the social and psychological factors that influence communication.

Basic syntactic notions.

The syntactic language level can be described with the help of special linguistic terms and notions:
syntactic unit, syntactic form, syntactic meaning, syntactic function, syntactic position, and syntactic relations.

Syntactic unit is always a combination that has at least two constituents. The basic syntactic units are a
word-group, a clause, a sentence, and a text. Their main features are:

a) they are hierarchical units — the units of a lower level serve the building material for the units of a
higher level;
b) as all language units the syntactic units are of two-fold nature:

content side syntactic meaning
Syntactic unit = =
expression side  syntactic form
c) they are of communicative and non-communicative nature — word-groups
and clauses are of non-communicative nature while sentences and texts
are of communicative nature.
Syntactic meaning is the way in which separate word meanings are combined to produce meaningful word-
groups and sentences.
Green ideas sleep furiously. This sentence is quite correct grammatically. However it makes no sense as it
lacks syntactic meaning.
Syntactic form may be described as the distributional formula of the unit (pattern). John hits the ball — N1 +
V + N2
Syntactic function is the function of a unit on the basis of which it is included to a larger unit: in the word-
group a smart student the word ‘smart’ is in subordinate attributive relations to the head element. In traditional
terms it is used to denote syntactic function of a unit within the sentence (subject, predicate, etc.). Syntactic
position is the position of an element. The order of constituents in syntactic units is of principal importance in
analytical languages. The syntactic position of an element may determine its relationship with the other elements of
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the same unit: his broad back, a back district, to go back, to back sm. Syntactic relations are syntagmatic relations
observed between syntactic units. They can be of three types — coordination, subordination and predication.

Syntactic relations.

The syntactic units can go into three types of syntactic relations.

1 Coordination (SR1) — syntagmatic relations of independence. SR1 can be observed on the phrase,
sentence and text levels. Coordination may be symmetric and asymmetric. Symmetric coordination is characterized
by complete interchangeability of its elements — pens and pencils. Asymmetric coordination occurs when the
position of elements is fixed: ladies and gentlemen. Forms of connection within SR1 may be copulative (you and
me), disjunctive (you or me), adversative (strict but just) and causative-consecutive (sentence and text level only).

2. Subordination (SR2) — syntagmatic relations of dependence. SR2 are established between the
constituents of different linguistic rank. They are observed on the phrase and sentence level. Subordination may be
of three different kinds — adverbial (to speak slowly), objective (to see a house) and attributive (a beautiful flower).
Forms of subordination may also be different — agreement (this book — these books), government (help us),
adjournment (the use of modifying particles just, only, even, etc.) and enclosure (the use of modal words and their
equivalents really, afterall, etc.).

3. Predication (SR3) — syntagmatic relations of interdependence. Predication may be of two kinds —
primary (sentence level) and secondary (phrase level). Primary predication is observed between the subject and the
predicate of the sentence while secondary predication is observed between non-finite forms of the verb and nominal
elements within the sentence. Secondary predication serves the basis for gerundial, infinitive and participial word-
groups (predicative complexes).

IpakTuyne 3anaTTsa 16-19
Tema 6. Sentence
Humanns onsa ycno2o onumysanHs ma OUCKYCii
. What are the main principles of the actual division of the sentence?
. What sentence elements can be called “thematic™?
. What language means mark the theme of the sentence?
. What is understood by the rheme of the sentence?
. What language means are used to express the rheme of the sentence?
. In what do you see the connection of the actual division and the communicative sentence types?
. What actual division pattern is typical of the declarative sentence?
. What actual division pattern characterizes the imperative sentence?
. What kind of rheme is peculiar to the interrogative sentence?
. In what way does the actual division help reveal the differential features of intermediary communicative
sentence types?
. Find examples of different syntactic structures in your favourite songs or movies, share and analyse them in
class.
. Find examples of secondary structures of predication in your favourite songs or movies, share and analyse
them in class. Transform them into primary structures of predication.
13. In what functional style do you think secondary structures of predication will be the most frequent? Why?
14. In the sentences below, find secondary structures of predication, define their types and functions and try to
unwind them:
A. I was dusting the saloon, and I saw him pass, and his face was white.
B. Norah found Robert curled in the arm-chair.
C. After our carving the pumpkin, Mother decided to put it on the porch.
D. Samgetting ready for the exam, | decided to turn the music down.
E. Kelly happened to be reading a book when the phone rang.

Boo~wouhbhwpr

T
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Ayoumopna poooma
BukoHaHHS CTYICHTaMH YCHHUX Ta MUCBMOBUX (TECTOBUX) 3aBJaHb 3 TUTAHb TEMHU 3aHSTTS.

Kniwouosumu mepminamu, Ha po3ymMiHHI AKUX 0A3VEMbCA 3AC60CHHA HABYAILHO20 Mamepiay
memu, ¢: sentence, characteristics of the sentence, notion, models, classification of sentences, structural
approach, semantics of the sentence, relevant model, the simple sentence, Ssmple complicated sentence, elliptical
sentence,, one-member sentence, the main parts of a simple sentence, the secondary parts of the sentence, the
composite sentence, principles of classification, subordinate clauses, types of subordinate clauses.

3 Memoro 2nub0K020 3aC60€HHA HABUAILHOZ0 MAMEPIAY NPU CAMOCHINHOMY 6UBYEHHI meMU
cmyoenny 6apmo 0codusy yeazy 3ocepeoumu Ha MAKUX ACHeKmax:
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The composite sentence, as different from the simple sentence, is formed by 2 or more predicative
lines. Being a polypredicative construction, it expresses a complicated act of thought, i.e. an act of mental
activity which falls into two or more intellectual efforts closely combined with one another. It terms of
situations and events this means that the composite sentence reflects two or more elementary situational
events viewed as making up a unity. The logical sequence of simple sentences is not evident, so if we
transform a composite sentence into a chain of simple sentence: When | sat down to dinner | looked for
an opportunity to slip in casually the information that | had by accident run across the Driffields; but news
travelled fast in Blackstable. If we place the sentences in their temporal succession, it will destroy the
original purpose of communication.

The use of composite sentences is characteristic of literary written speech rather than colloquial
oral speech. The three reasons for this relate to the actual needs of expression, the possibilities of
production and the conditions of perception. This type of speech deals with lengthy reasoning,
descriptions, narrations, details. Situational foreground and background, sequence of events is interrupted
by cross-references and comments. Form the point of view of the possibilities of production the written
speech is edited, prepared, and form the point of view of the possibilities of perception, the written speech
can neglect the limits of the recipient’s immediate memory.

The classification of subordinate clauses offers special difficulties and remains the area of syntax where we
find different linguistic approaches with some important disputable points open to thought and discussion. Much
still remains to be done in this field of grammar learning. This is one of many ranges of linguistic structure in
which we find borderline cases where the lexico-grammatical organisation of complex syntactic units presents
special difficulties. Contexts are of extreme importance in understanding syntax.

Various kinds of contextual indication, linguistic or situational, and intonation in actual speech resolve
structural ambiguity in homonymic patterns on the syntactic level.

As we shall further see, the significant order of sentence elements, as an important factor of syntax, will also
merit due consideration in describing the distributional value of various kind of subordinate clauses.

It is to be noted that disagreement over the classification of sub-clauses is based not on conflicting observations
in language learning but rather on different linguistic approaches to the study of syntax.

There are obvious reasons for describing sub-clauses proceeding from the similarity of their functions with
those of parts of the sentence. Analysis of clause patterns from this angle of view seems most helpful and
instructive.

The traditional distinction between the main and the subordinate clause is familiar in grammar learning, but
students of language should be prepared to meet it under other names. Emphasising the structural position of sub-
clauses, Ch. Fries, for instance, adopted the term included sentence as a compromise between Ch. Fries's included
sentence and the term of traditional grammar, W. N. Francis offered the name included clause. Logically, the term
clause itself would be a sufficiently distinct term, because it is not used here for any larger class of forms of which
included clauses are a subclass.

To express subordination of one syntactic unit to another in a complex sentence English uses the following
means: a) conjunctions; b) conjunctive words; c) asyndeton; d) sentence-order, i. e. the position of syntactic
structures relative to one another; e) correlative words.
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1.4. Camocmiina po6oma cmyoenmie

CamocriifHa po0OOTa CTYICHTAE€ OJHIEI0 3 OCHOBHHUX CKIQJIOBHX OBOJIOJIHHS HaBYAJIbHUM
MaTepiajioM 1 BUKOHYETHCS B M03aayqUTOPHUN Yac, epeadadyeHuii TeMaTHYHUM TIAaHOM HaBYalbHOI
U CIUILIIHA.

Ilin wac BWBYEHHS HABYAJIbHOI JUCIUIUIIHUA CTYASCHTH ITOBHHHI HABYMTHCS CaMOCTITHO
MHUCJIIUTH, TOMIHUONIIOBATH 3aCBOEHI HA MPAKTUYHUX 3aHATTSIX 3HAHHS, OMAHOBYBATH MPAKTUYHI
HaBHKH CIIUTKYBaHHS 32 TPOQECITHUM CIIPSIMyBaHH M.

dopma KOHTPOJIIO CaMOCTIHHOI poOOOTH — TMepeBipka KOHCIIEKTY abo0 OOroBOpEeHHs Ha
NpakTUYHOMY 3aHATTL [IMuTaHHS camocCTiiiHOT poOOTH BUHOCATHCS HA MOTOYHHMM 1 MIICYMKOBUMH
CEMECTPOBUM KOHTPOJIb.

Tema 1. Introductory to the theoretical study of the English Language Grammar
THumanns ons camocminnoi pobomu

1. The notion of category in grammar. Conceptual categories and ways of their lingual representations.

2. Types of grammatical categories. The notion of grammatical paradigm.

3. Time in terms of field structure and its semantic interpretation.

4. Aspect in terms of field structure and its semantic interpretation.

5. REPORT: “Grammatical Representation of Time Relations in the English and Ukrainian Grammars”.

Tema 2. Structure of the Word. Problem of Parts of Speech
Tumanns ons camocminnoi pobomu

1. What is a part of speech? Problems of understanding, ancient grammar ians (Greek, Roman, & British)
about parts of speech.
2. The existing inventory classifications of parts of speech (given by H. Sweet, O. Jespersen, Ch Fries,
British and American Grammar modern books, M.Ganshina and N.Vasilevskaya, Kaushanskaya et al., B.
Ilyish, B.Khaimovich et al., etc)
3. The Category of State, or the Stative : pro and contra arguments.
4. The existing definitions of the Noun in classical Latin Grammar books, after R. Lowth, H. Sweet, Ch.
Fries, J. Nesfield, O. Jespersen, M. Ganshina et N. Vasilevskaya, V. Kaushanskaya et al. What
differences have you no ticed?
5. REPORT: “Ferdinand de Saussure. Life and Scientific Input”

Tema 3. The Noun and the Problem of English Article
Humanmus ona_ camocmitinoi pobomu

1. The existing definitions of the noun in classical Latin grammar books, af ter R. Lowth, H. Sweet, Ch.
Fries, J. Nesfield, O. Jesperson, M. Ganshina & N. Vasilevska, V. Kaushanskaya et al., M. Swan, Cobuild
Grammar, R. Hud dleston & G. Pullum, etc. What differences have you spotted?
2. What are the basic characteristics of the noun? What is the basic differ ence between the noun and the
pronoun?
3. The problem of classification of nouns. The existing classifications and their drawbacks.
4. The noun and the noun-adjective, the attributive noun. The stone-wall problem.
5. REPORT: “The Noun in English and Ukrainian Grammars: Similarities and Differences in the
Linguistic Treatment”.

Tema 4. The Verb and Non-Finite Forms of the Verb
THumanns ons camocminnoi pobomu

1. What are the basic characteristics of the Verb? What is the main difference between the Notional
Verb and the Non-Finite Verb?
2. The Problem of Classification of Verbs. The existing classifications and their drawbacks.
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3. The Verb, its definition in prescriptive and theoretical grammar books.

4. Three approaches to the interpretations of the conceptual meaning of the Verb (name the scientists).
5. What are the basic characteristics of the noun & the verb?

6. REPORT: “Verbo- or Nomenocentric Organisation of the Language”.

Tema 5. Phrase (Word-combination)
THumannsa onsa camocmiinoi pobomu

1. The basic units of syntax: the phrase and the sentence. Differential features of the phrase and of the
sentence. The phrase in the hierarchy of language units.

2. The notion of collocation and its semantic status.

3. The traditional part of speech classification of phrases. Nominative classification of phrases. The
problems of interpretation of predicative phrases.

4. Agreement and government as two main types of syntactic relations.

5. Classification of word combinations in structuralism.

6. Adjoinment and enclosure as special means of expressing syntactic relations.

Tema 6. Sentence

Tumanns ons camocmitinoi pobomu
1. The stone-wall problem. Different approaches to singling out parts of speech: a historical outline &
modern innovation.
2. The problem of gender: nouns & pronouns. Changes in the 21st century.
3. Syntactic units & their understanding by different scholars: a sentence member, a syntactic phrase, a
clause, a syntactic complex, a sentence.
4. Communicative sentence types: Different viewpoints and approaches in English and other languages.
5. Structural sentence types: Different viewpoints and approaches in Eng lish and other languages. One
and the same sentence analysed different ly due to the approach taken (illustrated by examples that are
personally collected from the original English texts).

1.4.1. Inougidyanwni 3ae0annus

[HuBinyanpHi 3aBHaHHS mnependadaroTeest y Qopmi pedepariB-orysnB. 3aBnaHHsA y Gdopmi
IHA3 oOupaerbcs CTyOEeHTOM JOOPOBUIBHO Ha MOYaTKy ceMecTpy. BHKOHaHHS HAWBITYaJbHOIO
3aBaHHs y gopmi [HA3 moxe nepenbavae:

- migOip Ta oIpaIfoBaHHS JITEpaTypH 3a TEMOIO;

- CKIaJIaHHs IUTaHy 1 BUKOHAHHS POOOTH (BCTYII, nepuie numanHs - PO3KPUTTS TEOPETHUHUX
acrekTiB NpobjeMu, BHUKIA] OCHOBHUX 1€l Ta MpONO3ULIA aBTOpIB;, Opyee numawuHsa - aHalB
(haKTUYHUX Ta CTAaTUCTUYHUX JaHUX; BUCHOBKH; CITICOK BUKOPUCTAHOI JIITepaTypu Ta HpopMalifHIX
JoKepen);

- npe3enTanis [H/3 Ha npakTHyHUX 3aHATTAX (BUCTYII IO S XBUIIUH).

[HnuBinyaneHe 3aBOaHHsA y QopMi pedepaTiB-OmIsAB 00MPAETHCS CTYIEHTOM J100OpPOBUIBHO Ha
II0YaTKy CEMECTPY i BUKOHYETHCS 3a YCTAICHUMH BHMOTaMHU.

OcHogeHi eumoz2u 00 Hanucanus peghepamie-021a0ie

[lpu BUKOHAHHI HIWBINYyaTbHOTO 3aBJaHHsS HEOOX|THO B3ATH JO yBaru, mo pedepar (1ar.
refero — ooy, MOBITOMIISIIO, MTEPEKA3y0) — [1€ KOPOTKUI MepeKa3 3MICTy HayKOBOi pOOOTH, KHUTH
a00 BYCHHs, oQopMJIEHE y BUIIAAI NMHUCHMOBOI MYyOJIIYHOI OTOBINI; JOMOBIIL HA 3aJaHy TEMY,
3po0sieHa Ha OCHOBI KPUTHYHOTO OINISAY BIAMOBITHUX JDKepen iHdopMmani (HayKOBHX IIpallb,
JiTepaTypu 10 TeM).

31 cBoro 00Ky, pedepar-orisa CKIAJAA€ThCS HAa OCHOBI JEKUTBKOX JKEpesd 1 3iCTaBise pBHI
TOYKH 30pYy 3 JOCIIKYBAaHOTO MUTAHHS.

Pedepar-ornsan, He3anekHO BiI TEMH, MICTHTh BH3HA4YCHI PEKBBUTH: THUTYJIbHA CTOPIHKA
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BCTaHOBJICHOTO 3pa3ka, BCTYII, PO3/IUTH, BUCHOBKH, CIIMCOK BUKOPUCTAHUX JpKEpen 1 Jonatku (y pasi
HEOOXITHOCTI).

OO0O0B’S13KOBO B TEKCTI NMOBHUHHI OyTM MOCHJIAHHS Ha JpKepena, o Oyau BHKOPUCTaHI MpHU
HanucaHHi pedepary. [locuanHs MOJAIOTHCS y KBAJAPATHHUX JY)KKaX 3 BKa3iBKOIO HOMepa JpKepena, 3a
SIKUM BOHO BHECEHE y CIHCOK BUKOPHUCTAHUX JIKEpelN, Ta CTOPIHKU (SKIIO MOAAETHCS TOYHA IUTAaTa
abo gucnosi naHi), Hampuknaf [3, c.8].

TexHmH1 BUMOTrH: TeKCT Mae Oyru HaOpanuil mpudgrom Times New Roman, 14 kernem uepes
1,5 iTepBamum. Ilons: Bepxae — 2,0 cm, HkHE — 2,0 oM, aiBe — 3,0 cM, mpaBe — 1,0 cm. 3aranpHui
o0csr pedepary-orsimy — A0 15 cropiHOk dopmaty A4.
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OO0 ~NO O bhWN P

Temu pepepamie-o2nadie ma HayKo60-00CAiOHUX 3A60AHD

. The structure of a simple sentence in modern English.
. The complex sentence in modern English.

. Syntax analysis and the problem of language levels.

. Constructive analysis of sentence structure.

. Implicit predicativity in modern English.

. Structural syntax of the English language.

. Meaning and structure of language.

. Philosophy of grammar of O. Espersen.

. Structure of phrase in modern English.

. Parts of speech in onomasiological aspect.

. Grammatical categories of the verb in modern English.

. Leading grammatical theories: a retrospective review and characteristics.
. Word formation of nouns in modern English.

. Word-forming features of adjectives in modern English.

. Functional and grammatical features of parts of speech.

. Service parts of speech and service words.

. Semantics and pragmatics of the sentence.

. General principles of describing word combinations as syntactic units.

* Temu nayxosux pobim, peghepamis, mexcmis MOA*CYMv 3MIHIOBAMUCL BUKLAOAYEM.

1.5. Iliocymkosuii konmpois
[TlincymkoBu ceMecTpoBHil KOHTPOJIb IPOBOAUTECA Y opMi ycHoOro iciuTy. ExameHnaniitHui
OUTeT MICTUTH 3 MUTAHHSL.

1.5.1. llumannsn ona niocymK06020 KOHMPOJi10

1. The notion of “Grammar” in the ancient times and at present. Place of gram mar among other
linguistic sciences.

2. Different types of grammar. Prescriptive and descriptive grammar. Objec tive and subjective
grammar.

3. Historical premises of the origin of theoretical grammar.

4. Periodization of grammar.

5. Early prenormative grammar. Its founders and their input.

6. The English Academy of the 18 c. The first prescriptive grammars and the codification of the
English language.

7. Henry Sweet, his postulates and the rise of scientific grammar.

8. Henry Sweet’s understanding of the norm.

9. The development of grammar in the 20 c. The rise of modern theoretical grammar.

10. The development of structural and functional grammars and their best known representatives.
11. The development of transformational and generative grammars and their best-known
representatives.

12. The rise of pragmatics and textual grammar.

13. Newest trends in grammar and their most outstanding representatives.

14. Stages and main principles of linguistic analysis.

15. The problem of parts of speech in modern English.

16. Parts of speech classifications: Development in diachrony.

17. The problem of the category of state.

18. The “Stone-Wall” problem and the clue to its solution.
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19. The problem of language and speech in modern linguistics.

20. Parts of speech on the levels of language and speech.

21. Traditional understanding of parts of speech. Their definitions. Different sets of parts of
speech.

22. The definition of the part of speech given by prof. A.K.Korsakov.

23. The noun. Definition and classification.

24. The problem of the article. Its definition and scientific understanding.

25. The verb. Traditional definition. Different approaches to the problem.

26. Actions, states, processes. Classification of processes. The improved defini tion of the verb.
27. Members of the sentence. Syntactic structures. Syntactically-structured and syntactically
non-structured sentences.

28. The structure of predication. Its constituents. The primary and the secon dary structures of
predication.

29. The structure of complementation. Its components. Types of complements.

30. The structures of modification and coordination. Their components

1.5.2. Ilpuknao ex3zamenayiitnozo dinema
BLJIET Ne 00
Stages and main principles of linguistic analysis.
The verb. Traditional definition. Different approaches to the problem.

The structure of predication. Its constituents. The primary and the secon dary structures of
predication.
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2. CxeMa HapaxyBaHHs1 0aJiiB

2.1. HapaxyBanHst OaJliB CTyA€HTaM 3 HaBYAJIbHOI JUCIUIUIIIHU 3IIHCHIOETHCS BIAMOBITHO 10
TaKOI CXEMHU:

BuBueHHs HaBYAILHOT AUCIIATUIIHI

100 Ganis
OuHa (nenHa, BeqipHs) Gpopma 3aouHa ¢popma 3100y TTS OCBITH
3100yTTsI OCBITH
40 6aniB — 30 6amniB —
3a pe3yJibTaTaMi HaBUYaHHS 11T Yyac 3a pe3yJbTaTaMi HaBUYaHHS 11T Yyac
CEMIHAPCHKUX (MPAKTUYHUX, CEMIHAPCHKUX (MPAKTUYHUX,
nabopaToOpHUX) 3aHSATh 1ab0paTOPHUX) 3aHSATh
20 GamniB — 30 GamiB —
3a pe3yJabTaTaMH CaMOCTIHHOT poOOoTH 3a pe3yabTaTaMu CaMOCTIAHO1
pobotu
40 6amiB —

3a pe3yJIbTaTaMH CKJIQJIAHHS CEMECTPOBOTO KOHTPOJIO

OOcsr 6aiB, 3M00yTUX CTYACHTOM M Yac MPAKTUYHUX 3aHSTh, OOUYHUCIIOETHCS 3a CyMOIO OaiiB,
3000yTHX TiI 4Yac KOKHOTO B 3aHATh, MepeadadueHUX HaBUAIbHHUM IJIAHOM, 1 BU3HAYAETHCS 3TITHO 3
nyHktoM 4.3.5 [lojoxeHHS Mpo OpraHBaIil0 OCBITHBOTO Mpolecy B XMEIbHUIBKOMY YHIBEPCHUTETI
yrpaBiiHHS Ta mpaBa iMeH1 Jleonina KO3pkoBa.

3 HaBYANBHOI JUCIUILIHYA Tepe0auyeHo MPOBEIeHHS 6 JICKIIHUX 3aHATh 332 AEHHOI (HOPMOIO
HaBYaHHS.

Ne 3/ dopma Kimskicts KiubkicTs BIABIIAHUX JIEKIIH
HaBYaHHS JIEKIiN 3a 1 2 3 4 5 6
[IJIAHOM
1 Jlenna 6 1,7 1,7 1,7 1,7 1,7 1,7

3 HaBYaNbHOI AMCHMIUIHM TIependadeHo mpoBeAeHHS 19 mpakTHYHUX 3aHATH 32 JIEHHOIO
(hopMOIO HaBYaHHS.

OOcsr 6aniB, 3M00yTUX CTYACHTOM IIil 4Yac MPAKTUYHUX 3aHATh 3 HABYAIBHOI MUCIUILIHH,
BHU3HAUYAEThCSA 3a opmynoro  » ¢ = b1+b2+...+bn /n x K, ne:
D ¢—3arajgbHa cyma Oalis;

b — kinpkicTh OaiB, OTPIMAaHHUX HA OTHOMY 3aHSTTI;

N — KUTBKICTh ~ CEMIHAPCHKUX  (IIPAKTUYHUX, Ja0OpaTOpHUX) 3aHATh, BHU3HAYEHUX POOOUYOIO
POrpamoro;

K — xoedirtienT, sikuii, nopiBHIoe 11 (3 ypaxyBaHHsIM crienu (ki HaBYAIBHOI IUCIUTIIIIHY ).
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3a pesynbTaTaMu IMPAKTHYHOTO 3aHATTS KOKHOMY CTYACHTY A0 BIIIOBITHOTO JOKYMEHTa
00JTIKy YCITIIIHOCTI BUCTABJISAETHCS KUIBKICTh OaiiB Bim 0 10 5 umcioM, kpatHuM 0,5, sIKy BIH OTpUMaB
IPOTATOM 3aHSTTSL.

1.2. [lin yac mpoBeneHHsI ceMHAPChKUX (IPAKTUYHUX, JIAOOPATOPHUX) 3aHATH CTYACHTAM
BHCTaBJISIIOTHCS OaM, SIKUM BIIMOBiNae piBeHb 3HAHb CTYJAEHTIB, MoAaHui y Tabmn. 4.2. [lomoxeHHS
PO OpraHBalil0 OCBITHBOIO MPOIECY B XMEJIbHHUIILKOMY YHIBEPCHTETI YIPABIiHHS Ta MpaBa IMEHI
Jleonima HO3pKkoBa.

1.3. [lin yac mpoBeneHHsI CeMIHAPCHKUX (IMIPAKTUYHUX, JIAOOPATOPHUX) 3aHATH CTYIACHTaM
BUCTABJISIIOTBCS Oanu, SIKUM BiMOBITa€ piBEHb 3HAHb CTYJACHTIB, MojaHuil y Tabn. 4.2. IlonoxeHHs
PO OpraHBallll0 OCBITHROIO Mpolecy B XMEIbHHUI[PKOMY YHIBEPCUTET! YIPABJIHHS Ta MpaBa IMEHI
Jleoniga KO3pkoBa.

Tabmuns 4.2.

Kputepii moToOYHOTrO OLIHIOBAHHS 3HAHb CTY/ICHTIB

3MICT KpUTEPIiB OIIHKU
Ouiiixa TTHCEMOBI TecToB1 3aBIaHHSA
3a OJTHE 3aHATTS YcHi BUCTYNH HETECTOBI O/HAKOBOTO PBHUX PIBHIB
3aBJIAHHSA PBHA CKIAHOCTI
CKJIQJIHOCTI
1 2 3 4 5
5 CryaeHT y NMOBHOMY 00cs31 BOJIOJiE Crynent CryneHt HabpaB
HaBYAJBHUM  MaTepiajioM, BUIBHO | IPaBHJIBHO HE MEHIIE
CaMOCTIHHO Ta apryMeHTOBaHO IOro | BHUPIIMB ycCi 90 % Bin
BUKIAJA€ Ml 4Yac YCHHX BUCTYNIB Ta | abo HE MEHIIE MaKCUMAaJILHO
IMACBMOBUX BinmoBigei, mmmboxo Ta | 90 % TecToBUX MOKJIUBOT
BCEOMHO PO3KpHBaE 3MICT 3aBJaHb. KUTBKOCTI OauTiB.
TEOPETUYHUX MHUTAHb Ta MPAKTUYHUX
3aBJIaHb, BUKOPHUCTOBYIOUH TP IBOMY
000B’SI3KOBY Ta JOJaTKOBY
nireparypy. llpaBuibpHO BUpPIIMB Yyci
ado ne w™meHme 90% mUCHEMOBUX
3aBJIaHb.

45 CTyneHT JOCUTh TIOBHO  BOJIOJIE Crynent CryneHTt HaOpaB

HaBYAJIBHUM Martepianom, MPaBUJIBHO 82-89 % Bin
OOrpYHTOBAHO MOTO BUKIAAE i 4ac BUILIMB MaKCUMaJIbHO
YCHUX BHCTYIIB Ta THCBMOBHUX 82-89 % MOKJIUBOT
BIIMOBINEH, B OCHOBHOMY PO3KPHBAE TECTOBHX KUTBKOCTI OatiB.
3MICT ~ TEOPETUYHUX MHTaHb  Ta 3aBJ/IaHb.
MPaKTHIHIX 3aBJIaHb,
BHKOPHCTOBYFOYN npu [OMY
000B’si3k0BY Jiirepatypy. OnHak i
Jac BUKIQJAHHS JICIKAX I[THTAHb
JOMYCKAIOTBCS TPH  I[bOMY OKpeMi
HecyrTeBi HerouyHocTi. [lpaBuibHO
BupmmB  82-89 %  mumceMoBHX
3aBJIaHb.

25



4 CTymneHT J0CTaTHhO TOBHO BOJIOJIE Crynent CryneHnt HaOpaB

HaBYAJIBHUM MaTepianom, MPaBUIBHO 74-81 % Bin
OOrpYHTOBAHO MOTO BUKIAJAE T Yac BUIIIMB MaKCUMaJIbHO
YCHUX BHCTYIIB Ta  THCBMOBUX 74-81 % MOKJIUBOT
BIMOBiIEH, B OCHOBHOMY PO3KPHBAE TECTOBUX KUIBKOCT1 OaiB.
3MICT ~ TEOpPETUYHUX MHTaHb  Ta 3aB/IaHb
MPaKTHYHUX 3aBJIaHb,
BUKOPHUCTOBYIOUH npu [bOMY
000B’si3k0BY Jiirepatypy. OnmHak i
yac BHKIAJaHHS JAEIKUX NUTaHb He
BHCTAYa€ JOCTaTHBbOI TIUOMHU Ta
apryMeHTali, JJOMYCKAIOThCI  MpPH
IOMY OKpPEMI HECYTITEBI HETOYHOCTI
Ta HE3HayHl MOMUJIKH. [IpaBUIBHO
BupmmB  74-81 %  muchMOBHX
3aBJ/IaHb.

3,5 Crynent B oMy BOJIOJTiE Crynent CryneHT HaOpaB
HAaBYAIBHUM MaTepiajioM, BUKIAJIAE MPaBUIBLHO 64-73 % Bin
HOro OCHOBHHMH 3MICT Mii 4Yac YCHUX BUPIIMB MaKCHUMaJIbHO
Ta MHUCHBMOBHUX BINIOBIAEH, ame 3 He 64-73 % MOKJINBOT
30BCIM  IJIMOOKUM Ta  BCEOMHUM TECTOBUX KUTBKOCT1 OaltiB.
aHaIBOM, OOIPYHTYBaHHSM Ta 3aB/laHb.
apryMeHTAIlI€1o, 3 HEJI0CTaTHIM
BUKOPHCTaHHSIM HeoOXITHOT
JTepaTypu, MOMYCKAIOUU TPH IBOMY
OKpeMli HECYTTEBI HETOYHOCTI Ta
nomuiikd. [lpaBunpHO BUpMB 64-

73 % M CHEMOBHX 3aBIaHb.

3 CryneHt B oMy BOJIOJTIE CryneHt CtyneHT HaOpaB

HaBYaJbHUM MaTepiajioM, BHKIaJae MPaBUIBHO 60-63 % Bix
HOro OCHOBHMH 3MICT MiJ Yac YCHHX BHUPIIIB MaKCHUMaJIbHO
Ta TNHUCBMOBHUX BIAIOBIiNEH, ane 0Oe3 60-63 % MOYKJIMBO]T
IIIO0KOro BCEOMHOTO aHanBy, TECTOBUX KUIBKOCTI OastiB.
OOTpyHTYBaHHsI Ta apryMeHTaii, Oe3 3aBJIaHb.
BUKOPHUCTaHHS HEOOXIMHOI JITepaTypH,
JOMYCKAIOYM TpH  IIbOMY  OKpeMi
CYITEBI HETOYHOCTI Ta ITOMIIKH.
[Ipagunbno Bupmme 60- 63 %
MHUCHMOBHUX 3aB/IaHb.

2-25 CtyneHT He B TMOBHOMY 00cs31 CryneHnt CtyneHT HaOpaB
BOJIOZIE  HABYAJbHUM  MaTepiajloM. IIpaBUJIbHO 35-59 % Bin
®parMeHTapHO, CTHUCIIO 0e3 BHPIIIB MaKCHUMAaJIbHO
aprymMeHTani Ta  OOrpyHTYyBaHHS 35-59 % MOJTUBOT
BUKIAga€ WOro Mo dYac YCHHX TECTOBUX KUIBKOCT1 OaiIiB.
BUCTYIIB Ta TMHCHMOBHUX BIIIMOBIIEH, 3aBJIaHb.

MTOBEPXOBO PO3KpUBaE 3MiCT
TEOPETUYHUX MUTAHb Ta MPAKTUUYHUX
3aBllaHb, JOMYCKAIOUYH TMPH LBOMY
CyrTeBi  HeTto4yHocTi  [IpaBHiBHO
BUPIIIB 35-59 % MACBMOBHUX
3aBIaHb.
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0-15 Crynent 4aCTKOBO BOJIOJliE Crynent CryneHt HabpaB
HaBYAJILHUM MartepiajioM, He y 3MO03i BHPIIIB 0-34 % Bin
BUKIACTU 3MICT OUIBILOCTI INHUTAaHb 0-34 % MaKCUMaJIHO
TEMHM I 4YaCc YCHMX BHCTYIIB Ta TECTOBUX MO>KJIMBOI1
MHUCbMOBUX BIANOBIAEH, IOMYCKAIOUU 3aB/1aHb. KUTBKOCT1 OaliiB.
OpH  LBOMY  CYTTEBI  ITOMMIIKH.
[IpaBunbHO BUPIIIB 0-34 %
MMCHMOBHX 3aB/IaHb.

[lepeposmoain KUTBKOCTI OalliB B MEXaX MaKCHMAJIbHO MOJKJIMBOI KUIBKOCTI OalliB 32 CaMOCTIMHY
poOOTYy CTYICHTIB Ta BUKOHAHHS HAWBITYyaIbHUX 3aBJIaHb, HABEJCHO B HACTYIMHIA TaOIHILL:
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. 6 Tem Homep Temu Yeboro 6aniB
1 2. 3 4 5. 6
MakcumaibHa
1. | xinpkicTs OaiB 2 3 3 3 3 2 16

3a
caMOCTIMHY po0oTY
MaxkcumanbHa
KiIbKICTE  OaJiB 4
3a iHWBIIyajdbHE
3aBJaHHs
VYeworo 20
OaJB:

3. Pexomenoosani 0xcepena
3.1. Ocnoeni dxcepena

1. Mopo3zoBa 1. b. TlapagurmMatuuauii aHadB CTPYKTYpPH 1 CEMAHTHUKH €IIEMEHTAPHUX KOMYHIKATUBHUX
OJMHUIb Y CBITJII TelITaabT-TeOpii B CydacHii aHIIIMCBKIA MOBI : MoHorpadis. Oxeca : Jlpykapchbkuit
aim, 2009. 384 c.

2. TlamagpeBa A. ®. TeopermuHa rpamaThka aHTIIACHKOI MOBH : KypC JIEKIId ISl CTYACHTIB
CIelialIbHOCTI «AHTITIIiChKa MOBa 1 Jiirepatypa». YMmansb : PBL «Codis», 2008. 34 c.

3. Txauenko JI. JI. TeopernyHa rpamartuka aHTIIMCHKOI MOBHU : Kypc JeKIid s ctyneHTB [V kypcy
Harnpsmy miarotoBku 6.020303 «®Dintonoriss. MoBa Ta nireparypa (aHriiiiceka)». XepcoH : Bun-so PBB
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