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Introduction

The presented academic work deals with the establishment of a relati-
onship between the two units of the linguistic system such as a sentence on
the one hand, and a compositional speech form, on the other. In this respect,
the reference between the two units in terms of linguo semiotics has not been
studied thoroughly. Hence, the purpose of the research is to connect the two
linguistic units - a and a p | speech form on the basis of
paradigmatic situation, which is marked in modern linguistics. Such research
also aims to construct a syntactic concept which will be synthesized within
the existing theories of a sentence and a compositional speech form. There
can't exist the symmetrical interrelation between these two fields of research
history: The investigation of the sentence can be recalled from Ancient times,
but the study of the compositional speech form is included in the latest period
of linguistics.

The modem stage of a sentence research is of vital importnce. In this fra-
mework, the sentence as well as the word got a status of a sign, but the sign
expansion has not stopped at the level of the sentence, it spread to the text
and thus a text was given the priority status of the complete sign. Therefore,
the developing stage of li ic study is directly relevant to us for the
following opinion: If the text, not the is idered to be a compl,
sign, then the sentence itself should be integrated into the text. But there is an
objective hierarchy of a text (micro-, macro- and megatext) and the microle-
vel is considered to be the text level, which, due to our research, is of great

imp for the devel of the positional speech form. In spite of
the fact that the ion about the i lation b the positional
speech form and its integrated part _ a sentence hasn't been raised explicitly,
the theory of the ping history of a positional speech form is ragar-

ded as one of the stages of the research issue. The work represents an attempt
to determine the distinction that exists (from the conceptual point of view)
between syntactic units such as, on the one hand the exra phrasal unity and
on the other, the compositional speech form. From this point of view, it sho-
uld be noted that the compositional speech form was granted the status
and function to reflect the reality in the form of discourse. Particularly,
on this account, three main types of compositional speech forms are dis-
inguished (infor description, expl ion).
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The purpose of the research is

a) To construct a ption of the i lation b the
and the itional speech form ly based on the paradigmatic si-
tuation of modern linguistics and therefore synthesizi g the above ioned
language units and existing concepts.

b) verb ism - should be idered to form a | centre of the

compositional speech form and to be the principle to define its significat, as
this is in the case of a sentence.

In accordance with the general purpose of the research the following
tasks are settled:
* Toi ig: ly linguistic units - the and the p

tional speech form and to determine their main aspects: predicativity,
proposition and modality.
Linguosemiotic typology of sentences and to determine the function of
the compositional speech forms in discourse.
To amend the existing theories of compositional speech form on the ba-
sis of textocentric analysis of the units,i.e. explicitly to relate these forms
to the linguistic theory of text.
To |denhfy the sentence as well as compositional speech form and, most

p ly, the i lation b them on the level of the system
and discourse. To connect the typologies of the and positi-
onal speech forms in terms of linguosemiotics.
The theme problem and purpose of the have jointly d ined
its gical aspect. The methodology adopted by us is predominantly
based upon the three paradigmatic aspects of the contemporary linguistic tho-
ught: a) the paradigmatic dynamics of this thought, i.e. which conceptual pa-
radigms replaced one another in the XX century linguistics; b) the pamdlg-

matic snluauon typical of the modern linguistics: what the tly d
inguistic p digm is; c) the ic principle of raising and solving a
problem, directly p ding from the domination of the commu-
nicative paradigm in the porary linguisti
Thevery hodological principle of ism, as well as the con-
text of the enm'e contemporary lmgulsnc thought, made it possible to identify
the i 1 b a and a positi speech form so that
38

li ioti ic and ic aspects of the interrelation between
lhe two linguistic units, have been synthesized.

Research resource is based on textual material: the XX century English-
language story comprising narration, namely, the type of narrative referred to
by the term “macrotext” that constitutes the “short stories™ in typological as
well as hierarchical respect. It is the very narrauve form that provides the op-
portunity to identify the sp of p 1 the
and compositional speech form in relatively short textual space.

Actuality of the research is determined by the following factors:
1. Commumcalwely relevant aspects of the linguistic system and dlSCO—

urse, functi styles and di: i and text, paradi; and
i hips have been d d ly and, most im-
ponanlly‘ in organic interrelation, with the regard to the problem formulated
by us. Otherwise, it would be impossible to lize the i it -
ship b the and compositi speech form.
2. In terms of its probl and purp lhe h is bascd on lhc
two di i aspects of li i di,
and the paradigmatic principle that |mplles lhe hierarchical interrelation bet-
ween the constituent units of the ph of I The lity of
the research is first and foremost proved by the definition of the essence of
the abo i ion, thence by clarification of its cor-

relation with the hlemhlcal principle and, certainly, the significance of this
clarification for the aims of our research.

3. Linguists focus on the communicative feature of the phenomenon of
language rather than its systemic aspect. As a result, the two central figures

of the h — the and positional speech form — are seen in

i respect, i.e. ding to the principles of these two linguistic
disciplines that i ly itute the essence of communicative para-
digm — linguistic pragmatics and the linguistic theory of text.

4. Both interdependent objects — a sentence and a compositional speech
form — are discussed not only in the manner required by communicative lin-
guistics, but also in accordance with the linguistic level models: a sentence is
deemed the constituent of compositional speech form, the latter being a tex-
tual unit. Consequently, the same point of view is applied to understand the
traditionally existing problems related to the sentence. This approach to the
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blem of i lation b the aft ioned two objects — the sen-
tence and composmonal speech form - implies not only the synthesis of the
principles of two | isti - ic and icative ones
- but also emphasizes the fact that such kind of synthetic approach in para-
digmatic respect has not been adopted before in the given case.

The scientific value and novelty of the research is that the interrelation
between the two units of the linguistic system, such as a sentence on the one
hand and a compositional-speech form on the other are studied from linguo-
semiotic point ofvnew To be more specific:

I. Thei | b a and a positional-speech form has
been analysed g to the hodological principle which is called
“paradigmatic synthesis™. All the data prescmcd by the lhroe linguistic pa-

digms  traditional, sy e

tive has been theoretically systemized. Traditionally lhis interrelation exis-
ted only intuitively and practically;

2. Verb ism is idered to be the ptual basis of both - a senten-
ce and a compositional-speech form. In case the significat of a sentence is
supposed to be not only an event but the whole situation, the most impor-
tant factor of a scnlence must be the valency of the verb. Any composuuo-
nal-speech form (i i lanation) can be
by a single sentence as well as by a chmn of sentences. That is why ver-
bocentrism is considered to be the structural centre of a compositional-
speech form;

. The deep connection between the two aspects of a language phenomenon,
such as the textual structure, on the one hand and the structure of a system
of parts of speech ,on the other, has been asccnamed

4. Symmetry has been formed which puts the li ic and ic
viewpoint on the basis of a typology of a and a positional
speech form.

The theoretical value of the research is defined according to the follo-
wing problematic aspects: the i ive ct of the problem — the in-
terrelation b a and a positional-speech form belongs to
the previous paradigms with their definitions and f¢ lations. The fact sho-
uld be emphasized that specml h ical and methodological ion sho-
uld be given to the di ive perception of the i lati

of the concepts which belong to the linguistic thought and systemic paradigm
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with its gencsns and formulation. It should be notcd that the lext lmgulsncs

b very imp within the anthrop para-
digm. A compositional-speech form must be idered to be the el y
manifestation of textuality within which a functions as an integr

The practical value of the work. The results of the research, we belie-
ve, can be used in lectures and seminars of general linguistics, as well as lin-
guistic anglistics.

The structure and volume of the work are consistent with the aims and
objectives of the research. The dissertation consists of an introduction, three
chapters and conclusion (166 printed pages) followed by references.

The introduction explains the choice of the research problem, defines
the aims and objectives of the h, emphasises scientific novelty and ac-
tuality of the work, its practical and th ical value, the background history
of the research and its expected results.

In the first chapter — "Communicative linguistics and textocentric
view of a sentence as theoretical-methodological problem", we give the

fi ion of the th ical-methodological background on the
basis of which the following problem must be solved: how can the interrelati-
on b a and a i I-speech form be defined on the
basis of the currently domi icative paradigm on the one hand
and on the other, hierarchical level model in linguistic system formed by
systemic paradigm of modem linguistics.

In the second chapter — “Theory of compositional-speech forms: re-

lationship between its logical lnd Iinﬂmemlom aspects” we deal with

the aspect of th | and d in "intro-
duction" and "the first chapter" which is closely connccted with the textocen-
tric i of positional speech forms. Though, at the sa-

me time, thc same textocentric approach is taken to sentences (at the same ti-
me, in the given chapter, there is also an attempt to realise a sentence in a di-
namic and not statical way).

In_the third chapter - "Compositional structure of a text and con-
structive analysis of the structure of the sentence" it is confirmed, that not
only a compositional speech form, but also a sentence have typologically dif-
ferent structures, though at the same time, the basic principle of the interrela-
tion between the two units _ a compositional speech form and a sentence - is
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idered to be fund I: a is an integrant of a positional
speech form as of a textual unit and more, it is also considered, that this basic
principle is differently realised in the typologically different of
compositional speech forms. The very criterion of the differentiation gives
the fund: | basis to dy of the given chapter.

The conclusion summerises the main findings and results of the rese-
arch.

The main findings of the h have been p d as papers at scien-
tific conferences of Akaki Tsereteli State University and scientific seminars
at the English Studies Department of KSU. The dissertation was presented
and approved by the English Studies Department staff meeting on 10 May,
2011,

The MIII! Content of the work
Chapter 1. - "Ci linguistics and the ic view of
h I hodol | problem"
Any new pamhgm doa not abolish the results of the research accepted
by the previous paradigm, but it is also based on them and integrate them in

the process of reseerch If we take into ideration the fact, that days,
the digm of linguistic thought is domi it is obvious,
that the research pmblcm is dealt with on the basis of the theoretical-metho-
dological "coincidence" of two paradigms - iotic and anthro-
pooemnc-commumcauve This very "comcndence" consmered a historical
fact, gives app ity to develop probl g and d
10 the ab ioned ies, th ical-methodological problem is gi-
ven the major signifi to be distinguished, which are lly closely
connected with the specific problem. Due to the fact, that the fundamental ba-
sis of the h work from tk ical and methodological aspects, should
be synthesis unity of such two principles in lmgulsuc parwdlgms as principle
of establishi gic levels and iple, the followi
should be taken into consideration: accounted to |.he fact that modem pam
i Stomtion oF lineist i

in a domi iti the b ioned synthesis of |he lwo principles

should be reallsed on the basis of communicative primate. At this stage of re-
42

Hafinits

search we idered it imp! to give the p of a term
"level" which is a basic term of the principle of levels. "To understand what
the procedure of the analysis is, first of all, the concept of the "level" should
be defined. This is the concept, that will help us to give clear, adequate des-
cription of such linguistic essential peculiarities as its internal division and
the discretion of its element. Only the concept of "level" can help us see the
peculiarities between the part and the whole" (Benvenist 2004:206). The defi-
nition of the linguistic level by Benvenist, gives us the essence of the relati-

onship b a and a positional-speech form: the central po-
int of this relationship is i din h work on the basis of the level
model of linguistic system, i. e. according to this model, a sentence, on the
one hand is defined as an i of a positional-speech form and on

the other, any sentence is given and functions as a discrete element through
compositional speech form, though the level model is sull far from the rese-
arch principle, which is d to the digm, i.e. texto-
centrism as a research principle.

Since ancient times a sentence as a linguistic unit has been recognezed
and analyzed as a linguistic unit, i.e. as a syntactic one. The systemic para-
digm of modern linguistics on the one hand, managed to integrate the traditi-
onal concept of a into the linguisti ic system, on the other, it
made new, i.e. ling: iotic interp of this sy ic unit, which me-
ans the following: a was pt d and idered as a li
unit like a word, which gave fundamental basis to the fact, that from the
structural point of view a too was perceived as a linguistic unit ha-
ving double dimentional concepts. At the same time, according to the level
models in linguistic system, n was y to define the | concept
ofa i.e. its A th new field of syntax has been
created, named "syntactic semantics” which made it necessary to understood
the semantic typology of a semence

The paradigm of a ing in sy ic linguistics, is rell
d yntagmeti isting within ive li
and the h approach to this is ic on the basis of the conoep\,
that text is idered to be p d by a syntagmatic chain of
But it implies the fact that a text as a icative unit of a sup rank
can exist and function of a hierarchically diffenent levels (micro-, macro- and
galevels), the i h of a means the following: it
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should be referred to as an integrant of a positional-speech form.

At the next level, the attention was drawn to the integration of such a tra-
ditional sign of a sentence as predicativity and such a new concept, as propo-
sition, into the united research context. In order to thoroughly understand the

essence of the paradigmatic synthesis, we've tried to focus on the two linguis-
tic concepts.

Chapter II. — “Theory of positional-speech forms: relationshi

between its logical and linguosemiotic aspects”
The following chapter is dedicated to the reference of the existing theory
of compositional speech forms not only from elementary, but also from anal-
ytical-critical point of view. We've also taken a critical approach to the com-

positional forms, otherwise we wouldn't have achieved the h purp

It's worth ioning, that the existing positional speech forms tend
to bear textocentric approach, but are by no means associated with the con-
ceptual system and analysi hodology of text li

It is evident from the studies, that the given chapter is focused on the two
similarly significant and interrelated tasks: based on the axiomatic according
to which.any compositional speech form structurally above a sentence i.e.

holds a ly higher position than a we have found it drastic
to analyse and ider a as an integrant of a positional speech
form and, accordingly, the whole th ical probl i d with a
sentence were given such status; but accounted to the fact, that according to
modern icative linguistics if any linguisti is more than a

then this should be referred to as a text, and it bacame of

vital importance to spread every kind of textual theoretical issues on compo-
sitional speech forms.

The structural steps of the presented chapter are:

1. Accounted to the fact, that unlike the theory of a sentence, the theory
of compositional-speech forms isn't distinguished for its and for
having existed for a long time, most imp ly, we have developed, in the
research work, the following aspects of the theory of compositional speech
forms:

a) Giving general definition to the positional speech form, as a lin-
guistic unit, which is the fundamental basis of the whole theory;

b) Distinguishing the criteria as a unity, which is the basis of the existing
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typology of compositional speech forms; ) o

¢) The existing typology of compositional speech forms, i.e. defining vi-
vidly the differentiative aspects of each compmositional-speech form (infor-
mation, description, explanation);

2. On the "analytical stage" we've managed to define the resemblence or
difference between the sentence on the one and and on the other, the compo-
sitional speech forms from the logical-theoretical point of view. We've found
the parallels between the theories of the sentence on the one hand, and the
theories of compositional speech forms, on the other. The most importance
was given to define if the linguosemiotic criteria of the sentence and the
typology of compositional speech forms correspond with each other;

3. We've aged 1o integrate the theory of compositional speech forms
into the modern linguistic theory of the text.

Bessmertnaja and Wittmers make the following type of the contents for
compositional speech forms, which is of cognitive nature, not linguistic. The-
se categories present the logical contents of the simple compositional speech
forms:

"~ Compositional speech form "information” = the abastract type of con-
tents is "an event".

—  Compositional speech form "description” = the abstract type of contents
is "a thing".

—  Compositional speech form "explanation” = the abstract type of contents
is "a problem".

(Bessmertnaja, Wittmers 1979)

The diagi depicting the above ioned
The basic aspects of Simple Compositional Forms
Logical Invariant
( Stiople Com- Contents Fundamental Structural Elements
posiicual Abstract Tense Spacious Purposional
S Type (Tense) (Space) (purpose)

| Information | Event + o S
Description | Thing - + =
Explanati Problem - z +
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It's worth ioning, that the ab ioned authors express their
opinions about the compositional speech forms. They call it "a hypothesis".
Information, description and explanation are forms of double aspect having
dialectically united the two types of process - cognitive and communicative.
They are the means of structural forms of mind as well as texuality as pheno-
mena (ibid 1976). Compositional speech forms are disussed in a wide context
based on the interrelation between mind and reality. The approach to these
units is taken on the basns of the dlscusswn that takes place general-logically
and not li lly. N ly, such an approach has both positive
and negative aspects: Positive, because general-logical context gives logi-
cally an opportunity to put different, but the interrelated elements in one par-
ticular system. But, at the same time, we've faced the negative aspect of this

pproach, i.e. close ion with a central research problem defining the
i lationship of a and a compositional speech form in the light of
li and ism which are invevitably between a sentence
and a composmonal speech form.

, the ab ioned concept is defined and described in
the light of a positive aspect, i.c. g I-logical. Having realized and descri-
bed this aspect, we've been able to take a critical approach to lhe problcmauc
concept idering the fact, that ling pproach to p
onal speech forms is a negative aspect of the above-mentioned concept.

Our critical approach to the existing theory of positional speech
forms has a further purp we've d to blish a li

concept of composmonal speech forms to take a thoroughly effecuve texto-
centric approach to a sentence.

In lhls chapter we did | the | parallelism that exists

b g iotic theories of a on the one hand and on the ot-
her, yet ling iotic and only logical-cognitive theories of the compo-
sitional speech forms. We have also expressed our opinion that the above
d structural parallelism should be included in the field of such kind

of conceptual parallelism that would give us the chance to involve these two
units (compositional speech forms and sentence) into the united linguosemio-
tic system. This is the exact aim of our research. But to gain this aim, the se-

quence of approaches are idered specially imp in order to give ver-
sions of the Ioglcal mvanam of compositional speech forms according to the
d pecially, the h gives the facts depicting
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the typologies of compositional speech forms within the theory of our rese-
arch problem; the research work also shows the inner logical structure of
compositional speech forms (information, description, explanation) and most
importantly, the means to link the problem of inter lationship t the
structure of compositional speech form and a linguosemiotic structure ofa
sentence. We face the fact, that the authors either do not speak about the lin-
gual and textual (i.e. ling: ic) aspects of | speech forms,
or eclectically confuse the general logical and linguistic aspects of
onal speech forms.

Thus, the given research made us sure that compositional speech
forms, as a rule, are not only analyzed without the ion with text lingu-
istics, but it also made us sure about the following: if the analysis of compo-
sitional speech forms is held as it is held today, i.e. on the general-logical and
general-cognitive levels, then the use of the principals and categories of text
linguistics must not be necessary.

Chapter IIL. The compositional structure of a text and the constructive
analyses of the sturcture of the semence.

We are ensured in the fact, that the i i a and

a compositional speech form is characterised with some inner obstacles: On

the one hand, it sounds impossible not to admit the fact, that this interrelati-

onship exists empirically, but on the other, it's also impossible not to admit

the fact, that empmcally existed fact is not theoretically realised. They speak

about the i lati t a and a text in modern linguis-

tics and first of all, in the theory of text linguistics, a text is realised as a unit

of sup level in linguistic system, a - as its integt
Undoubtedly, a is an integrant of a text, furt a text as

a linguistic unit is defined as "a sequence, a unity or a chain of thematically
connected sentences".

The i lationship b a and positional speech
forms is assuredly to cause problematic sphere. Judging from the above-men-
tioned, we point out the central and fundamental problem being the basis for
the rest of the connected tasks. This central problem has already been raised
in our research work, but it will again be stated explicitly giving the base to
the research in the final chapter. The chapter includes forming the problem.
highlighting the unity of the tasks which are essential to be stated to solve the
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mentioned problem.
This ccntml pmblem is important for such three linguistic units as a
I-speech form and a text, and our opinion will vi-
vidly be conﬁnned with the help of this problem: The thesis of modern the-
ory of text: a sentence is an integrant of a text and accordingly, a text should

be perceived as a unity of can't be th ically app d, unless
an i lationship b a and a positional speech form is
stated explicitly, b the exi of these forms helps us perceive a

sentence as an integrant of not a text (as this term is common today), but a
compositional speech form. We can be asked: Aren't compositional-speech
forms textual units? And if a sentence is reffered to as their integrant, doesn't

it mean that the thesis about a text linguistics- i.e. a is an i
of a text, is to be proved?
But, this is ptable for the following reason: the

theory of compositional speech forms exists, functions and develops separa-
tely from text linguistics. This independence is viewed in the following fact:

Believably, principles, categories and Ily, the whole ptual system
of modern linguistic theories are not used while analysing compositional spe-
ech forms functionally and str Ily. app d by text linguistics.We can

take pride in the research process performed in the second chapter, where it
was stated, that compositional-speech forms, as a rule are analysed without

any ion with text li it also ensured us in the fact that if they
(compositional-speech forms) are analysed as it is days, i.e. on
g I-logical and g I-cognitive level, then the usage of the principles
and categories approved by text li houldn't be y. But, as it
was stated, such vision of factual situati is h ically ptable: if we

id | h forms as linguistic forms and if we see them

as phenomcnon charactcrxsuc to speech i.e. to discourse (we couldn't have
spoken about compositional speech forms differently), it will be impossible
and unacceptable not to analyse them based on the level of linguosemiotics
and the theory of text linguistics.

Judging from the above-mentioned, we can say,- of course, in general,
that we've managed to point out the research purpose, that the final chapler of

the research work has been dedicated to, both Ily and lly.
The purpose of our work is to make out how modern hngulsnc theory
of text is or must be formed, and how the li and P
48

tric-communicative basis of this theory must be applied to . We should re-
member the following two facts: on the one hand, the status of a sentence as
an integrant of a text is thoroughly approved, which means that the supreme
unit of linguistic system is not a sentence but a text; on the other hand, from
the li iotic, as well as anthrop point of view,
the lheory of compositional speech forms functions as being omitted (if not
"dropped out") from the whole paradigmatic context of modern linguistics.
"Being omitted from the context" means the following: compositional speech

forms are called linguistic units and furth they are di d formally
in text linguistics but without any explicitly ptual ion with text
linguistics. If the ptual ion is pletely explicated, first of all,
it means to adopt the approach which exists b a and posi
tional speech forms, as we ach ledge a being an i of a

sentence.

So, the final chapter implies the following two logical facts:

a) The aspect that was the basis for our research from start, and means
to make relationship t a and i | speech forms ba-
sed on textocontrism;

b) The aspect which is attained from the logical structure of our discus-
sion: first, we've stated the hypothetical idea of that synthesis unity, which in-
cludes uniting the two linguistic units into this unity. Then, we "distributed"
the unity in the way that helped us to give an analitical explanation to the
both linguistic units; Now, we would like to renew the unity formed in "intro-
duction". Accordingly, the structure of this chapter includes the following re-
search levels:

1. While solving the central problem, we have pointed out those main
principals of linguistic theory of text that our work is based on: the con-
centration on the main principles inevitably implies the consideration
of the main aspects of the text linguistics;

Based on the principles of text linguistics, on the one hand and linguo-
semiotics on the other, it raised the question about how to be conside-
red the internal connection between such kind of two linguistic typo-
logy of the existing compositional speech forms which have not been
linguosemiotically considered so far, on the other hand;

3 Based on empmcal material - the adequecy of theoretically gained

was din ion with each positional speech

N
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form.

There are different attempts to define the text in text linguistics and at the
same time it is i ing if it is ible to have the ack dged definiti-
on of the text (Brinker 1992). But, in spite of the difficulty to define a con-
cept- a text, on the one hand, fi the | as the well-k dicho-
tomy of the phenomenon (language as a system and language as a discourse),
and on the other hand. as the fact of the paradlgm exchange in the modern
linguistics (sy lingui: - linguistics) and based on
these two criteria, Brinker considers that the concept of a text can be defined
from two completely different points of views, mainly on two levels —a) on
the systemic level and b) on the communicative level, e.i. in the first case, the
theoretical base should be the the level models of the language system that
was formed in systemic-semiotic paradlgm, in the sccond case, on thc base of
criteria having analyzed by anth

Accoumed to the fact, that we need the theory of text for detemng inter-
rel hip b a and a positional speech form, we have
attempted to emphasize those th ical aspects d with a text, that
directly or indirectly but deeply are related to the research objectives. We de-
cided to focus on the following aspects:

1. The way a text is interpreted on the ic as well as di | or
communicative level;

2. Just like the case of using systemic criterion, as well as when relying
on discoursal-communicative cntenon, it is important for us to consider dis-

existing b fi | and definitions of a text con-

cept;

3. It is important to have that typological vision on the text phenomen,
which is related to division of a text, taking into account those structural seg-
ments which a text may include ;

4. However, typological vision of a text is also important for the stan-
dpoint according to which there is some kind of link between compositional
speech forms and those types of discourse, within which a text is functioning.

While di: ing the problem on ic vision of a sentence and on
this basis while presentmg semamlc typology of a sentence, it was mentioned
that such li pproach to a was a result of a crucial fact
that took place in modern linguistics: after defining a | as a system
of signs, the concept of "a sign" expanded its meaning from a word level (le-
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xema) to a sentence level; as a result, not only a word but also a sentence has

been perceived as a sign.
But for the purpose of our research, not only the issue of such sign con-
cept ion, but also the following ion is highly significant: to what

extent such expansion has moved from a sentence to a text level and what is
the possnblhty thax rclcvancy of sign concept to a text will become one of the

in | iotic study of positional speech forms?
"This cunccpl is not an absolute mdxcalor. which may be deemed as complete
by one id and i by her: if we regard a sentence as a

complete sign - a word will be an incomplete one; however, if a text is also
considered to be a sign, then a sentence will become an incomplete sign.
When talking about a sentence, we should note under which type of sign it

should be classified — complete or i plete "(Lebanidze 2004).
Hence, a text which structurally is a complete sign superior to a senten-
ce, should also be defined ding to its significat like a Mean-

while, the following point is also clear: due to the fact, that a sentence is defi-
ned as an integrant of a text in all cases, these two significats —significats of
a and a text ptually should have logically been related.
Situation, which unites things, characteristics, phenomena, is also regar-
ded as a significat of a sentence. Along with situation, "event" is also consi-
dered to be such significat. A sentence represents a lingual sign which defi-
nes situation and serves as a complete sign towards a word and an incomplete
sign towards a text .
Why does it happen that situation remams to be a significat of a senten-

ce, while it (situation) a P synonym or a synonym in the
form of "evcnl"” The answer to this question should have a significant impact
on ption of a as well as Ily of a text, specifi-

cally of composmom:l spcech fonn The part of speech such as a verb is re-
garded to be a basis for d g b
and event. Verb may be considered as a deﬁnmve for a sngmf icat not only of
a sentence but also of any compositional speech form and a text in general. It
is due to the fact, that "information”, "description" and "explanation" may be

p d by one sep as well as by some chain of sentences,
but only if we take into consideration one thing - a verb of any sentence in-
cluded in the chain is impossible not to indi ically either the infor-

mation, description or explanation. It means that verbocentrism aught to be
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considered the structural centre and the principle of defining a sginificat of a
compositional speech form as well as of a sentence.

In order to have the vivid awareness of our last thesis, We've made use of
the following metaphor: Concentric Circles are circles whose radii are indefi-
nitely different from each other, but in spite of this, all of them have the same
‘entre. We should also take into consideration the fact that a sentence and a
compositional speech form including this very sentence, are marked with ha-
ving the same categorial verbs.

The analysis of the i lation b a and a positional
speech form within a text structure is performed on narrative textual materi-
al, as we believe, such kind of text provides the opportunity to identify spec-
trum of p ial relati b the linguistic units. A short story "The
\pple Ttree" by J. Galsworthy is used for the analysis. The interrelationship
f the linguistic units we are i

For example,

d in, is shown within passages.

On their silver-wedding day Ashurst and his wife were motoring along
the outskirts of the moor, intending to crown the festival by stopping the
night at Torquay, where they had first met. This was the idea of Stella
Ashurst, whose character contained a streak of sentiment. If she had long
lost the blue-eyed, flower-like charm, the cool slim purity of face and form,
the apple-blossom colouring, which had so swiftly and so oddly affected
Ashurst twenty-six years ago, she was still at forty-three a comely and fait-
hful companion, whose cheeks were faintly mottled, and whose grey-blue
cyes had acquired a certain fullness.

This frag) gives a pl firmation to the adequecy of our the-
retical conclusions: In spite of the fact, that the passage is marked with the
variety of compositional speech forms, a sentence is given the priority to be
structural centre for these forms, i.e. a verb is considered a centre from the
point of i iotics and the el defining its signifi

The research is focused on the fact, that human speech, and consequently
any segment of a text should belong to any compositional speech form,
which can be realised in the following variants:

1) The given text can letely rep any itional speech form

“information", "description" or "explanation”.
For example,
He ran a few steps, checked himself, and dropped into a walk. With each
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step nearer to her, further from the Hollidays, he walked more and more
slowly.

Compositional speech form - "description of process" is presented by the
following verbs: to run, to check, to drop, to walk.

2) The given text can also represent the combination of various speech
forms, which proves the adequecy of our thesis.

For example,

It was she who had stopped the car where the common rose steeply to the
left, and a narrow strip of larch and beech with here and there a pine, stret-
ched out towards the valley between the road and the first long high hill of
the full moor. She was looking for a place where they might lunch, for
Ashurst never looked for anything; and this, between the golden furse and the
feathery green larches smelling of lemons in the last sun of April - this, with
a view into the deep valley and up to the long moor heights, seemed fitting to
the decisive nature of one who sleetched in water-colours, and loved roman-
tic spots.

In the above-mentioned example, we experience the case of having the
combination of various types of compositional speech forms "overlapping"
each other. The first pound p positional speech form
"description" (presented by the verb-to be). But the introduction of this des-
cription in the text, is due to the fact, that the author, on the one hand, in-
forms us (the verb-to stop) about the specific fact, on the other, based on this
fact, gives description of it, i.e. "description of process" (to look for).

3) The whole text in specific cases can be p! d only by one
In this case, only one can also rep! any positional speech
form -, while in different cases, our main principle couldn't be in harmony
and accordingly, any segment of a text is impossible to belong to any compo-
sitional speech form.

For example,

Whoever lay there, though, had the best of it no clommy sepulchre among
other hideous graves carved with futilities - just a rough stone, the wide sky,
and wayside blessings.

Compositional speech form "description of a thing" is presented by the
verb-to have.

4) The op g ofa positional speech form can be presented
by a verb describing definite event, and this event, in its own turn, can pre-
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sent, for instance, the object of informing. In this case, the verbs of the follo-
wing will give detailed infi ion to the ioned event.

For example,

They arrived in the Capital City. First, they visited the City Museum, then
they came to the Opera House.

The compositional speech form "Information" is presented by the verbs: to
arrive, to visit, to come.

5) We can also encounter the case, when in the given text, the verbs of dif-
ferent don't give ific, detailed infc ion about the event and
situation. In such similar cases, the verbs of the sentences in the given com-
positional speech form, should still belong to the combination of the verbs
having the same semantic categories.

For example,

It is raining, the wind is blowing, everyone is rushing home.

The compositional speech Form "description of process" is presented.

According to the above ioned ple, we can't definitely say, that
we're dealing with any of the verb giving the detailed specification to the
event or the situation, but instead, the above mentioned verbs (to rain, to
blow, to rush) belong to the same verbal categories, i.e. processional.

At the end of the research work, it's stated that the structure of any text has
two aspects - of thematic and of event- situational. The actualization of these
two aspects are fulfilled by the two different parts of speech of language
system - a verb and a noun.

With the help of the above performed analysis, we not only defined the

connection between such units as a and a positional speech
form, and not only managed to perform the dycotomy of text structure, but
also di d and ished the deep ion t the two aspects
of linguistic ph -ie. b the text and the of
parts of speech.
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Conclusions

The only way to establish the relationship b a and com-
positional speech forms is the methodological principle that is called
“paradigmatic synthesis’. In our case the paradigmatic syntheses means
the following: it is necessary to unite the three paradigms of linguistic
thought about a sentence. They are: traditional, systemic-semiotic and

ic-

According to the above mentioned principle a sentence seems to be

idered as an integ of p I-speech form that means
that it is to be studied with the help of textocentric approach;
The study has shown, that ic approach to a means to

take into account a new approach of the case. This new approach studi-
es the relationship of predication, proposition and modality;

The study has shown, that in order to set the relationship between a
sentence and compositional speech forms it is necessary to study the
typology of both lexical units in terms of linguosemiotic point of view:
Conceptual contents of the above mentioned forms as well as their
analytical studies should be based on the theory of compositional
forms. The theory claims to have a textocentric character but in reality
it is not connected with conceptual system and methodology of anal-
yzing of text linguistics;

As we study the compositional speech forms with the connection of a

and the probl d to the we have to take
into account that the relationship of a and positional spe-
ech forms, the field of the h is ch ized by asy y and
symmetry to a certain extent:

a) Historical asymmetry can be justified with the fact that the rese-
arch of a sentence has a long history counting more than a century.
As for the research of compositional forms it is modern;

b) Theoretical asymmetry means that modern linguistics studies a sen-
tence in terms of linguosemiotics. In other words the research is ba-
sed on ptual app of sy As for the rese-
arch of compositional speech forms it is carried out in terms of cog-
nitive point of view and linguosemiotic approach is not used yet;

c) In spite of the asy y we have ioned above, it is
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to say that there is symmetry of formal character. There is a lingose-
miotic typology of a sentence; there is also typology of compositio-
nal speech forms but it does not have a linguosemiotic character.
Accordingly, it is necessary to aim the following: a) to avoid the
above mentioned asymmetry or b) to form the symmetry that can be

used to analyze a as well as | forms with the
help of both li iotic and ic approach
It is worthy to that even cognitive approach is not absolutely co-

herent within the theories about compositional speech forms. In the con-
ceptual structure of this approach there are some elements that are not
connected with each other as part of one system. Accordingly, the rese-
arch has formed so called ‘linguosemiotisation' of the cognitive method
that will help to avoid non-systemic use of such concepts;

In spite of the fact that the existing theory of compositional forms is not
integrated within modern context of linguistic, there are still some positi-
ve aspects: the positive aspect is the wide cognitive context which ac-
companies the research of such kind of compositional forms. Accor-
dingly, the next step in the research needs to build the “bridge” between
cognitive context and linguistic context. In other words to form the

synthesis of both approaches;
The research shows, that verb ism has been idered the united
| foundation of the | speech form as well as that

of the sentence. Verbocentrism has resulted in the definition of a signifi-
cat of a sentence according to which a significat of a sentence constitutes
the event (since the verb is the part of speech that, unlike the noun, ex-
presses not the substance, but the event). Even if a significat of a senten-
ce is regarded not only as the event, but also the situation, the verb va-
lency should be idered the d ining factor of the in
syntactic terms, the objects involved in the situation are actants, which
depend on the verb valency quantitatively and semantically. Though, in
both cases the verb is deemed the ling: ic centre of the

and dingly the el t d the significat;

. However, at the same time, the verb might probably be considered the

determining factor significat of not only the sentence, but also of any
compositional speech form and of the text in general, because informati-
on, description and definition can be expi d by a parti
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. The structure of the text has two di

as well as the sequence of sentences. Though, one should note that the
verb from any from this seq lly refers to the in-
formation, description or explanation; it means that verbocentrism may
be deemed the structural centre of the compositional speech form as well
as the d iple of its significat as it occurs in the case of the
sentence;

z i ind P
onal. We already know that the event-oriented dimension of the text
structure is determined by the verb; consequently, it may be noted that,
unlike the t-situational the th ic structure of the text
depends on the noun, namely, a set of the nouns constituting the ele-
ments of the text. The verb and noun - the two radically different mem-
bers of the system of the parts of speech — contribute to the realization of
these two dimensions in any specific case. As a result, the presented
analysis not only determines the interrelation between the linguistic units
such as a sentence and a compositional speech form and contributes to
the dicotomization of the text structure, but also it identifies a strong link
between the two aspects of the phenomenon of language: the text struc-
ture and the structure of the system of the parts of speech. In both cases

there are two i ly significant a) both are di-
cotomous, i.e. internally divided into two poles; b) most importantly,
there is a p d ion these two di structures:

the dicotomous structure of the text would not exist without the dico-
tomy in the system of language.
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