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The p d academic work combines the di of the main
aspects of icati and h into the concept of
syntactic synonymy. In the last 50 vears a lot has been done to study com-
municative competence (e.g. Hymes 1971, Habermas 1970, Canale and
Swain 1980, Bach 1990). R h into i ymy dates even
further back (Iewkosexwuii 1930, Xappuc, Xomcxuﬁ l962 Chomsk\ 1972,
111 1970. B 1981). H 2 these
two linguistic phenomena has not bccn studied so far. Thus, our work aims
to expand the scope of gi by including syntactic

synonyms into the repertoire of oommunlcauon strategics. Besides, syntac-
tic synonyms are analyzed from the psycholinguistic perspective allowing
us (o study the motivation of a speaker’s choice.

Study of strategic competence, onc of the main components of com-
icati p is an i pmofthc in this arca.
Strategic comy is a very h as it is a langua-
ge user's ability to select the tools fmm their repertoire that would
enable them to carry out their communkniw intent with mmmum

ve

effectiveness. Thus, it is an imp of ful
tion. In the process of h into i p several interes-
ting of icati gics have been developed. Howe-

ver, researchers mainly focused on so called lexical strategics, i.c. strategi-
es that are associated with difficultics with vocabulary. It is logical to as-
sume that vocabulary is not the only an,a where spcakers maLc chonccs of

the most effective means for impl g their ive
They have to plan whole phrases and sentences in order to make lhcm opu~
mal for their purpose, ‘tail " for their li and

situation. Thus choices need to be made between various phrases and sen-
tences 1.¢. syntactic constructions. Basod on this position the drssenanon

analyzes syntactic synonymy as an imp p of gic com-
petence.

Sy and Iy, ical synonymy is a paratively
little hed area of linguistics. The dit ion pts to provide a

definition of syntactic synonymy that would reveal the essence of this phe-
nomenon as a linguistic sign and also explain its functioning in terms of
ic and psycholinguistic factors that moti its use.
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Research aims and objectives: The main aim of the work isto
a1 study syntactic synonymy as a tool used in order to achieve success in
communication i.c. one of the comunication strategies, explore its
structural, lexical, grammatical and stylistic characteristics;
analyze psycholinguistic motivation behind the choice made by langu-
age users between various syntactic constructions in a specific com-
municative Slllh'ﬂl("l
In accordance with these general aims the following specific objectives are
defined:

* 1o develop a conceptual mechanism needed to analyse syntactic

synonymy from the point of view of speaker's comunicative in-
tention and strategy usc;

10 identify, based on the analysis of the four components of com-
municative competence, the main drawbacks of the existing inter-
pretations of the strategic competence and reveal the need for ta-
King into ideration the s ic level of analy

to provide a defintion of syntactic synonymy including its catego-
nial linguistic descriptors that would enable us to unambiguously

identify syntactic synonyms and serve as a basis for their classifi-
cation;

* within the fi k of ant

pocentric icative para-
digm carry out the analysis of syntactic structurcs used by the
communicants in fiction (short stories) from the point of view of
the pragatic and psycholinguistic motivation of the language
users’ choice.

Research methodology. The general research mclhodologv uscd in
the present work is based on the hesis of antl

tive and linguo. 1oti hes. More specifically, we use h
developed within the following Imgulsuc dcsclplmcs gcncml and English
linguistics, ¢ ative linguistics, lingui holi
1stics discourse analysis and speech acl theory. Emplncal dam is anal\sed
1smg methods of systemi 1 transformatio-
tal, socio-cultural and stylistic analysis. Such a bination of I

and methods we believe is the only way to reveal the multidimensional na-

ture of the linguistic phenomenon under study from both paradigmatic and
i idity of the results.
syntagmatic angles and ensure validity . ,
In agrecent with this general approach we have carried ou.( scmaml;
and pragmatic analysis of the empirical data, spe}mﬁcallyllhe ‘dlsCOIIISC o
the characters in XX century Bnush and ; 'ﬁwfm |..e4 p
from fiction that best reprod ve

Actuality of the academic work is determined by the following
considerations:

1 R h into icative p is of particular importan-
c;: at the present stage of developmem of Imgulsucs The concept llsclf is
the product of the ive in modern ling!

thought. According to this paradlgm lhc process of communication is lom;
of the mmufcslauons ol' human activity in general. Interactive model o
i defined by certain social and cultu-
ral characteristics of a situation. Here the focus is on various aspects of
commumcauon viewed as behaviour. Communication is perceived as coo-
two suby in the joint process of meaning demonstrati-
on and intepretation. The outcomes of the process can be determined by
non-verbal aspecls of interaction, general social and cuh\n‘gl contc.xt‘
2 G ve includes | users’ k ge and
sl;:ills that allow them to exploil all the semiotic systems accessible k.’ them
as members of a given socio-cultural community. Such knowledge is con-

di ith 1 i open
cerned with the level of with ¢ perating as an lpz .
system and ly i ing with its en Itis an ple
y Oy 1od H 2 and CPRe 1, J, as its
pragt 8 P
consistuent parts.

3. The main conceptual categories and theses of syntax and -scmannf:s.
we believe, remain topical in spite of a long history of‘ rc.seard\ in these is-
sucs. On the one hand, issues d with the ysis of the v
of syntactic constructions and most importantly a sentence. and on :‘ e N
her, the problem of synonymy as interrclation between the form ans $:g )
mng of Img\usuc signs maintain Imgmsls interest to this day. Also

are lized in the light of anthropocentric-

P

5 P
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communicative paradigm with a focus on the speakers’ communicative in-
tent and competence.
Rl We believe that actuality of the presented work is increased by the
fact that the use of linguistic form is viewed here as language users’ Jjoint
activity. Syntactic synonymy is presented as a language user’s choice con-
ditioned, apart from purely linguistic, by a number of pragmatic and
psycholinguistic reasons and i pl ing their icative i ion.
The scientific novelty of the present work is conditioned by two

main factors: on the onc hand, it researches a completely new syntactic as-
pect of strategic competence and on the other. it presents a new communi-
cative-functional approach to studying syntactic synonymy. More specifi-
cally novelty of the dissertation lics in the following:

1. The work to h co icati

P

gies on the
example of syntactic structures i.c. complex propositional nominati-
on. Previously, linguistis studying this phenomenon focused mainly
on lexical strategies thus limiting the scope of study to simple nomi-
nation.

2. The dissertation offers a definition of

syntactic synonymy that provi-
des the main syntactic, i icatr i

res forming the criterion of synonymy between syntactic structures.
Definitions existing so far have failed to provide cither a satisfactory
definition of the concept or a set of criteria that would solve the
problem of their identification.

3. The work takes a communicative-functional view of syntactic
synonymy. Syntactic synonyms are viewed as tools for implementing
col icative intention used by language users to achieve ideal

<o ication. Conseg ly, sy 1S syntactic structures are

analysed from the point of view of their functional differences, prag-

matic and psycholinguistic motivation of the choice made by the spe-
aker,

4. Relationship between communicative competence and syntactic
synonymy is perceived as an ple of language users’ 1 g
creativity. Speakers” make choices from  the repertuire of communi-
action strategies avalibale to them and any choice is a creative act
however small

The theoretical value of the work is chiefly determined by the fa?l
: 2 SHitg 6ty

that it outlines the pt of sy sy-nonymy ing s
Jic essence, structural, semantic, functional, pragmatic and psycholingu
:slnc b : istics thus ing a view of this phenomenon as a ct?m-
n;\umcauon strategy, a tool used for achieving successful u.ammumcau?n‘
I'his allows us to claim that the dissertation will be of some interest for lin-
quists researching these issucs.
) The practical value of the work. The results of the rcscafch. wchl?o-
lieve, support the need for teaching syntactic synonymy, espcc'mll)_r at hig-
her levels of language teaching, as it is one of the ways of achieveing suc-

P Endi diin the
1 The data and gs p in d
cess in P : 2 : ;
dissertation can be used in | and of English syntax, lu}g{us
s ics, psycholinguisti icative linguistics and stylistics.
tics prag g ‘ i
Analysis of the empirical data carried out with the purposc 'nf revealing
‘) i I can be useful for applied linguists or anyo-

A < A 2 1, Sas and 1,
- The strl:clure and volume of the work are co_nsislcnl \fith the a:?nns
and objectives of the research. The dissertation consists of an' ml;od:t; :n.
three chapters and conclusion (163 printed pages) followed by refere - t._-
The introduction explains the choice of the rgsemh. pm‘blcm. el|'

nes the aims and oby; of the h, h scientific novelty
and actuality of the work, its practical and theoretical value.

The first chapter — “Communicative competence and the c;ssclycg
of strategic competence” discusses the exisu'pg models of commumcaulvc.
competence and various interpretations of its important component, strate

C lysis of these interpretations reveals so-
gic P P vy -
i ienci I rection for our
me of their defi and q y. defines the di
search.

SeCo pter — “The problem of svntactic s!nonyr.ny in
Iil_lggingM m~ d ngmd mm;mmg syntactic structures”™ traces the evolution of
i izes the main directions and
the concept of syntactic synonymy and izes the s o

rol:lem:p in the study of this phenomenon. On the basis of the cnuqug of
Pts various i ions and definitions we suggest a definition and crite-
its vi interp it
ria for establishing syntactic synonymy that can be used for their identifi

cation.

45




The third chapter — “Svatatic synonymy as textual manifestation
of communication strategy” offers classification of syntactic synonyms
based on the cnlcna suggcslcd in the dissertation. Most importantly it rese-
arches p and p: linguistic motivation of the speaker’s choice
with rcsard 1o sy macuc synonyms on the material of the characters” disco-
urse in short stories.

The conclusion ises the main findings and results of the re-
saerch.

The main findings of the research have been presented as papers at
scientific conferences of Akaki Tsercteli State University and scientific se-
minars at the English Studies Department of KSU. The dissertation was

presented and approved by the English Studies Department staff meeting
on 29 January, 2010

Chapter I - “Communicative competence and the essence of strategic

competence”
At the present stage major part of linguistic research is focused on
studying the ¢ aspect of | ge. In the process of research

into the interrelation b ! and various models
of communication have been developed. These models differ in the way
they view the aim of ication and quently. they provide diffe-
ring lists of conditions y for its 1 impl i
According to the interactive model of ication shared ling;

tic code 1s not a sufficient condition for success in communication, In order
1o achieve their aim communicants need to have a common system of
knowledge and skills including 1 as one imp aspect, but cer-
tainly not limited to it. In other words, what is required is that communi-
cants have similar communicative competence and our dissertation aims to
rescarch some of the more mtcrt‘sung aspects of this concept.

The term ™ e was introduced by Dell
Hymes in the 60s in contrast with the Chomsl\van concept of “linguistic
competence”. Hymes uses this term to emphasise the social aspects of lan-
guage use. Starting from the 70s this concept has sparked of a lot of rese-
arch in linguistics and applied linguistics (Savignon 1972, Canale and
Swain 1980, Widdowson 1983, Bachman 1990). The attempts to study this
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phenomenon in more detail have led to emergence of varied. even ?omfa-
dictory theories. In the process of rescarch the concept of communicative
comp.ctence has undergone serious modifications; several interesting m?»-
dels have been developed emphasizing some of the aspects neglected in
Hymes' interpretation.

Among various interpretati of icati the
theoretical framework suggested by Canale and Swain (|9so) and later
modll'lcd by Canale himself is probably the most influential one. They see

[V ive p as posed of four main components: gram-
matical p iolinguisti p discourse compct'cncic
and i Although the other p of i-
ve compclcnoc have clearly xcccm:d more ion so far, the und ;

ding of the pt of i p has also undergone certain re-
vision, Initially it was believed that they were called into action to compen-
sate for breakdowns in ication due to performance variables or to

insufficient competence. However, nowadays their function is interpreted
much more widely. The criterion of pmblcmaucn) that served as the basis

for initial definitions of is idered controver-

sial. If we accept the view that generally thc proms of language use can
1

be perceived as an attempt (o o a p it beco-

mes impossible draw a clear dividing line between strategic and non-strate-
gic language usc. Consequently, we can claim that communication strate-
gies are the tools that allow speakers to organize utterances s(.) that the
massage is conveyed to specific listeners with maximum effectiveness.

All the ics of ication gics created at the initial
stages of rescarch focus on lexical sn-alegiw i.c. strategies used when the
blem is d with i ibility of a lexical item. This concentra-

uon on lexical strategics has had its positive outcomes as narrow focus has
resulted in in-depth analysis of the phenomenon — several sets of wmu-
nication strategics have been identified and classified: besides, theoretical
models have been developed explaining their usc.

At a later stage attention shifted from lexical strategies to the so cal-
led ‘referential strategics’; and this is not merely a terminological differen-
ce. It indicates a shifi from a ic 10 a prag pproach. Instead of
the linguistic (namely lexical) used for impl a




iucation strategy, researchers’ interest is centred on cognitive strategies un-

derlying specific (e 1 : ot R
: -8 P g 2

and analytic cc ication strategies), ch bl e h9hst;:

the situation and the resulting altcrations in their strategic behaviour

Itis evident that at the present stage of research into strategic compe-
tence there is a need for broadening the scope of research, Studying lexical
or even fi ial’ gies is not sufficient to provide a clca;r picture of
an individual’s strategic competence. Thus, we believe it important that the
researchers” interest move to the next, syntactic level of linguistic analysis.

Chapter 11— “The problem of syntactic synonymy in linguistics
and synonymous syntactic structures”

The concept of syl ymy origi from | logy where it has

been rescarched thoroughly. However. in modem linguistics the term
S_\'l.lon,\'m)‘. has been applied much more widely to phonological, morpho-
logical and syntactic levels of language. Still. majority of studics focus on
the synonymy between lexical items and research 'inlo other types of
synonymy generally builds upon the concepts and categories developed in
lexicology and lexical semantics,

Although much less researched than lexical synonymy., syntactic
synonymy (sometimes referred to as syntactic cquivalcncc). hz;s become a
rocus‘ of a number of serious studies in the 20" century. Practically all lin-
guistic theories have given some attention to this phen;omenon an;i conse-
quently, the concept itself has evolved and changed. At the present stage of
development of linguistics syntactic synonymy is studied from many diffe-
rent perspectives for various purposes. In spite of such apparent intc.lut the

most important issues, i definiti i
PO ues, i.c. the of tic synonymy and deter-

mining criteria for establishing synonymous relationship between syntactic
structures, still remain controversial.

Like lexical synonyms, syntactic synonyms are generally identified
on the basis of three main criteria: .

1. similarity or identity of meaning

2. formal characteristics

3. functional interchangeability of synonyms.
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Comparsion of various definitions suggested in the literature shows that

they all contain reft to similarity of ing of the given constructi-
ons. H the pt of * ing’ itself is interpreted in diffe
ways, Peshkovsky (1930) introduced the term ical synonyms’ to

refer to words and word combinations that are close in their grammatical
meaning. These he then subdivided into morphological and syntactic
synonyms. In spite of the difference in approaches, nowadays majority of
linguists agree that similarity of g b syntactic can-
not be restricted to their g 1 i Ithough the issues of
grammatical form are still given a lot of attention.

Syntactic synonymy is directly related and may even be said to deri-
ve from the concept of transformation introduced by Harris (Xappuc 1962)
and further developed in Chomsky’s works (Xomckuit 1962. Chomsky
1972). Generally transformation implies forming one sentence from anot-
her where a form or a newly produced is equivalent to the
initial one from the point of view of its content and lexical make-up but
differs in its syntactic and grammatical structuring. Although Harris does
not refer to the ic aspect of pplication of transformation
method in practice makes it possible to focus on the sentence meaning as
transforms can be viewed as syntactic variants with the same denotation.

The view that syntactic synonymy implies only similarity of denota-
tion is arguable. The referent of a is the real-world situation it de-
notes. It is evident that the same situation may be described in different
ways using variety of means. Consequently, criteria of synonymy apart
from identity of di ion must ily include similarity of interrela-
tions between the described events. Conceptual identity b
or their parts is an essential criterion for defining syntactic synonymy.
Complex inter isting b linguistic ph are ref-
lected in complex signification 1.e. a structured concept a group of con-
cepts forming an entity that is a reflection of serics of single-type interrela-
ted events. It must be noted, however, that signification is a category of

| rather than linguistic level. This raises the issue of determining

formal linguistic criteria needed to identify syntactic synonyms.

For this purpose syntactic semantics uses the concept of ‘propositi-
on’. In linguistics proposition has been analyzed from two different per-
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spectives: in relation to extralinguistic reality and in purely lmgmsnc con-

text. According to the first of the ab d persp prop
on is an iconic reflection of an event or situation in one’s mind. Viewed in
the linguistic context it is und. d as an ab mental reflec-

ting a referential situation and representing a semantic constant or an inva-
riant as it is devoid of any modal, evaluative or affective aspects and inde-
pendent of any i ions e.g. inalization

In the dissertation str | ic organization of proposition is
explained on the basis of predicate-argument approach of symbolic logic.
According to Charles Fillmore, the author of this approach, proposition
consists of predi leus and its ar Each argument is characte-
rized by a semantic role in relation to the predicate i.c. its “deep case’. The
meaning of the predicate is determined by its seme structure and valency
1.e. 1ts ability to control a certain number of arguments,

The meaning of syntactic structures at the sentence level cannot be
adequately analyzed without considering their modality. Modality (lat, mo-
dus) in linguistics is generally perceived as a universal functional-semantic
category which expresses relation of the utterance to reality on the one
hand and various types of subjective qualification of the message conveyed
on the other. Consequently, we can speak about objective and subjective

modality. Objective modality is a fund: | ch istic of a
as together with temporal f it determines predicativity by expressing
the relation of the utterance \vuh objecuvc reality with regard to its rea-
Tity/ lity. In the 1 of bjective modality
is realized lhrough thc calcgorv of mood

Subjective dd: ’s attitude to the extralingu-
istic refcrcnual situation descnbed in the utterance. As aresult, it is perccl-
ved as a pragmatic category in ¢ icative li ics. Subj mo-
dality is based on the pt of evaluation in the broadest sense of the

word as it implies rational-logical qualification of the message as well as
speaker’s emotionality as expressed in the stylistic, semantic and syntactic
structuring of the utterance.

In modern linguistics syntax is believed to consist of two levels (la-
yers). Majority of hers agrees, h . that synonyms cannot be
limited either to the level of word binations or to the level, as
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clements of these levels intersect and influence one another. ‘Structural si-
milarity.” often mentioned in various definitions, should be understood as
belonging to the same arca of lmgmsuc analysis, i.c. syntax.

Based on the above d and g lizations we suggest a new
definition of syntactic synonymy acoondmg to which syntactic synonyms
are the units of a syntactic level that share predi prop -
nal structure and function, but differ in ‘,' iv dality and g i

cal structure and consequently. can be viewed as variants of the same se-
mantic invaniant. We believe that this definition allows us to identify and
analyse synonymous syntactic structures.

Chapter IT1. Syntatic synonymy as textual manifestation of communi-
cation strategy

The definition suggested in the previous chapter can serve as the ba-
sis for identification and analysis of synonyomous syntactic structures. Ho-
wever, it is necessary to identify the taxonomy of semantic roles to be used
as a point of departure. Taxonomy of decp cases was developed by Fillmo-
re in 1968, but in later years this system underwent certain changes. It is

mainly used in Anlgistics in order to p for deficiency of morph )
logical category of case in the English | In the following di
on we operate with the following roles: agent, patient, experiencer. objecti-
ve, goal, benefi source. i and locati

Building on the i lysis of i we have
identified the following sy ic s
1. active and passive ions can be idered synonymous if

the same arguments are present. €.¢.:

“Who was it that invented religion, and sin and all that? And
why?”

John laughed. “It was invented by Adam” he said. ..

*Adam invented it...
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Also an active construction with the subject expressed by an indefinite pro-
noun (lhcjv. You. one) can be considered synonymous with the correspon-
ding passive ion without a itional object. 3

Y

) “They tell me there’s a man called Freud. an Austrian 1 belic-

ve-*
) *I'm told there's a man....
- sentences with i i i
s Fa:;i xv:mm;:l introducers /f and there can also be consi-
There is a good film on tonight.
A good film is on tonight.
It’s her damned virtue that caused the whole trouble,
o Her damned virtue caused the whole trouble. .
fxplcu\-c it hn§ amuch wider use than there. In the construction ‘it + to be
nfmn + relative clause’ it introduces direct or indirect object. adverbial
of time, place. etc. In all these cascs synonymous constmclions‘ b I: ;
und where all the semantic roles are mahmi;icd. e

3. complex or omp d ! and ponding simple

uon.l In fﬁ;cussing syntactic synonymy we need to t;c‘:uml pmdi:a(':;e: ::;
zl:dnc?nyuy P{cdicalion Js Io.gi_cal'catcgory reflecting subjective-predica-

p yisa ical i

rt.:lati'olfship between the content (;f the ;lterancc andc:l‘;:coz;c::lci:msP:e
dicativity emerges as the result of synthesis of the grammatical ¢:atey -ori D
f’f yerbs. particularly of tense and mood as these specify the re!‘ermdgcve:
in time as well as express the speaker’s attitude to this event. It is predicati
vity that tums a phrasc into a thus inalizatic lea';m cadtllc.
loss of 'predicativily although predicational or propositional strucmrse :)f the
clause is maintained. For example, in “/ saw him crossing the street” “him

crossing” is a complex object d by inalized ici ropo-

sitional ion having its ,r di " r(Pm'_C'PIC)Als)

as non-finite form of the verb i ical ies of t 500:
qi gl 2 ense an

mood. the construction becomes a sentence: / saw that

i he was crossing the
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We can argue that the relationship of synonymy holds between com-

plex and simple finite clauses on the
grounds that they both
« have polipropositional structure as they refer to (nominate) two or
more extralinguistic events:

convey temporal, causal, conditional, ctc. relations between the
cvents of objective reality;

* may be idered as sy i i of the same ic invan-
ant. Simple ni finite clauses can be viewed as
a marked ber of the oppositi h plex (or compound)

sentence is unmarked.
We have analyzed the following cases of synonymy of polipropositi-
onal constructions:
a) a simple sentence with direct word order and similar sentence with an
d subject replaced by expletive ir. We have already discussed these
cases. However it is important to add that the function of the subject may
be performed by infinitive (as well as its expanded form or for-to infiniti-
ve) or gerund (as well as its expanded form), for example,
Refusing invitations is not always casy.
It is not always easy to refuse invitations.
b) Complex sentence with a subjective clause and a simple sentence
when its subject is exp d by g dial phrase. ive + infinitive or
ive + participle, for 1
His coming here is really desirable.
It is really desirable that he (should) come.
¢) Complex sentence with an objective subordinate clause and simple
sentence when its object is expressed by expanded form of infinitive or ge-
rund, for-to infinitive, gerundial phrase, + infinitive or accusati-
ve + participle. for example:
I felt somebody touch my shoulder.
1 felt that somebody had touched/was touching my shoulder.
d) Complex sentence with a relative (attributive) clause and a simple
when its is d by infinitive (after the words the
first, the last, the only, etc and some superlatives), of + gerund or the parti-
ciple. often postpositional, ¢.g.
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The captain was the last man to leave the ship.

The captain was the last man who left the ship.
€)  Complex sentence with an adverbial subordinate clause and a simple
sentence when its adverbial modifier is expressed by infinitive or for-to in-
finitive construction, gerund or its expanded form, present or past particip-
le. absol; icipl ion e.g.

I'had to bite my lips in order not to laugh.

1 had to bite my lips so that I wouldn 't laugh,
0 Main clause of a complex sentence or one of the clauses of a compo-
und sentence is synonymous with a participle funclioning as an adverbial
modifier of a simple sentence, cg.

Opening the drawer he took out a revolver,

He opened the drawer and took out a revolver,

1V. The final ple of sy ic synonymy the di ion con-
centrates on is synonymy between simple sentences with direct and inver-
ted word order. First of all, we need to focus on the cases where the adver-
bial modifier of place takes the initial positi ina For 1

pic.

Along this cool avenue my girlfriend led me.

My girlfriend led me along this cool avenue.
Inversion may also be caused by other adverbs and prepositional phrases.
Other types of inversion, which are also quite common in English, can pro-
ve to be very interesting from the point of view of syntactic synonymy.
These examples include mversion of the subject when the sentence initial

position is taken by predicate, object, icip ion, part of the
pound nominal predicate. For exampl,
Playmates I found there...
1 found playmates there

This analysis of the types of syntactic synonyms can be summarized in a
diagram:
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Synonymous Syntactic Constructions

Diagram 1.
Syntactic
synonyms
. S ———— " —
Complex/
Active and Sentences with compound simple sentences
passive and without sentences and with direct and
constructions introducers it and simple sentences inverted word
there with nominalised order
© propositional
constructons

!

P“r‘*ﬁ_—ﬁ‘_ﬁ

Objective clause Attributive clause|

Adverbial clause

Main clause and

and object of a and attribute of & and adverbial an adverbial
simple sentence simple sentence modifier of a modifier
simple sentence expressed by
participle

o L) : 8
©
ilable in the English for pressing nous 2
;:tli:ularly interesting are the differences in the oomr'numcauvc va‘lu:l’l of
syntactic synonyms and study of the causes that determine a speaker’s cho-

0

a wealth of syntactic mean§ is

ice in a sp

x 2 i
The differences in the of sy ic synonyms ma;r be :l:c
ional as well as purely linguistic. Thus. we will focus on the lingui i
::“3 i ivation of kers” choice made between the syntactic
synonyms.

From purely grammatical point of view a choice of a s):nlactic struc-
ture may be determined by the manner of expressing the subject. The sen-




tences under analysis mainly have cither a single-subject structure or multi-
subject structure. A decision is made in favour of a complex (or compo-
und) sentence mostly in the case of multi-subject structure,

An important difference between complex sentences and simple sen-
tences with non-finite verb forms lies in the way of expressing modality.
Dependent clauses express objective modality independently whereas mo-
dality expressed by constructions with non-finite verb forms fully depends
on the modality of the main clause of the sentence,

Another factor the choice of a complex sentence may be based on is
the content features of the main clause. If its content is expressed expli-
citly. cither of the syntactic synonyms may be used. However, if the con-
tent of the main clause is implicit, the use of non-finite clauses is rare.

As for the stylistic motivation of the choice of a syntactic synonym,
the rescarch shows that none of the synonymous syntactic structures is ex-

clusive to any particular style and each of them can be found in all functio-
nal styles. The difference mainly lies in the frequency of their occurance.

Functional motivation of the choice between the synonymous syntac-
tic structures is mainly determined by the actual division of a sentence Lei
its theme-rheme structure. From the formal point of view the main senten-
ce el are its ical subject and ical predi from ac-
tual division perspective we can talk about its theme and rheme, Theme de-
notes the point of departure, what the sentence is about, while rheme refers
10 what is said about the theme. At a later stage Halliday drew a dividing
line between given (information) and theme on the one hand and new (in-

formation) and rheme on the other (Halliday 1985). He belicves that the-
me/rheme are speaker-oriented concepts whereas new/given arc generally
listener-oriented.

Analysis of the sy 3 from the point of vi-
ew of their information structure shows that the choice between active and
passive constructions is ofien determined by the speaker's decision whet-
her agent or patient (or goal) should be given the rolc of a theme, or given,
familiar information and which to present as new information to the liste-
ner. The information structure of a sentence may scrve as the main moti-
vation for the speaker's choice in the case of the constructions with intro-
ducers. It would be justified to claim that the main function of expletive
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pronouns is to give the status of new rather than gi'vm‘inff)mmt'lon o an all;
gument in accordance with the speaker’s oommumcauvg intention and s'ub
jective modality. In some cases the choice of a symacl}c synonym may c
Acondilioned by the speaker’s desire (o maintain \he topx.c of tlfe conversati-
on. Furthermore, information structure is what cl'd.l'ercnuatcs simple senl:‘et?-
ces with inverted subj P d by infi or. gerund) ﬁ@ cir
synonyms. The same claim can be made about the difference betwe-cn a
1 with a subj clause and a simple senlexfce ‘wll.h a
subj;c\ p d by gerundial phrase, pl orp con-
swcug::sidcring the importance of word order in revealing the informati-
on structure of the Enlgish sentence, inverted ur.der of w-ord.s can b: use:
by speakers as a major tool for structuring 1h<? lnformalnon‘ n thf: esire y
way in order to convey it to the listener. I leads .lo .z—
\'m:ious parts of the senetnce i.c. their removal from their unmarked posi
ced sentence-initial position. ‘
e ‘:““ ‘:;:;e of similanty in meaning symacli'c synonyms have ;omc chl'-I
ferentiating features. Their differring grammatical, stylistic and unqn?lr_xha
characteristics motivate the choice of one of the synonyms from ? pair. The
choice is made in favour of the synonym that fulﬁl!s |he‘ sMcr s commu-
nicative intention better in the given communica‘uve SI(\IAIIOl:l. ﬁgs‘ m:
king a choice of a syntactic synonym is an intentional strategic action an
this allows us to view syntactic synonymy as an. example of a commumcela
tion strategy. 1t must be noted that imcnﬁoan.lny does not a{ways imply
conscious control. When talking about motivauog of a speaker’s choice we
find ourselves within the scope of psycholinguistics as we have lf’ focus on

the issues of text p and percep " i.e. lang proce
Psycholinguistic experi s g on fon st
have shown that the type of task is a major influence on Athe choice f)f .a
strategy. It is evident from these studies that differences in l-hc speaker s.
choice is largely d ined by the p or ab ofa l-lslencr' Yer)
often this can be explained on the basis of Grices Cooperation Pnr}cnple
and the ional ims. According to this theory partcipants in Athc

of icati uided by cooperation prinicple which im-
P‘;'oc‘ss ‘o'f °°_““““mfa o ?"’ 8‘ the i under normal
phies g
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conditions. This principle does not aim to provide linguo-pragmatic des-
cription of the i ion, Rather it postul the norms that govern lingu-
istic behaviour and in combination ensure the success of communication.
These postulates are presented in the form of four ain categorics or ma-
xims. Two of these maxims, Maxim of Quantity and Maxim of Manner,
are of particular importance for the purposes of our study. These maxims
require from the speaker to make the utterance clear and easily understan-
dable. but also avoid giving infc ion that is not absolutely y in
the given situation. Within the scope of p ics and i lin-
guistics these principles and their application have been studied in some
detail. We have already noted that communicative strategies arc used in
any kind of verbal communication (and not only when specific problems
occur). Consequently. it is natural that these maxims play a ceratin role in

selecting a communication strategy. In order to obesrve both of the above-
mentioned maxims a speaker must maintain a certain balance between be-

ing sufficiently informative on the one hand and the effort required to achi-

eve this on the other. It must be specified at this point that when refering to

‘effort” here we mean not only the speaker’s contribution to structuring the

utterance, but also the listener's attempt to interpret it.

Several ing studies (B and Poulisse 1989, Poulisse
1999) confirm that Grice’s Maxims arc applicable to the use of strategies
in so called ‘probl ic ication”. Experi show that the
length of a referenti ion depends on the environment, linguistic

context and the existance of a listencr. Later studics confirm the cooperati-
ve theory of communication providing evidence for the claim that a spea-
ker and a listener P for the purpose of minimisi g the joint effort
(Clark, Wilkes-Gibbs 1986).

In a dialogue the listener is a factor that largely determines how the
speaker formulates the utterance. Initially it may secm that help offered by
the listener in the form of questions, options, ctc violates the Maxim of Qu-
atity as by increasing the effort on th part of the listener the utterance beco-
mes less ical for him/her. H, . the focus here is not on the ef-
fort of one of the interlocuters, but on their mutual costs that can only be

duced to mini through cooperati

i irical d in the di ion has

Analysis of the emp data p ted

shown that in informal interpersonal communication complex and compo-

: i imple non-

und sentences prevail over sy simpl

finite clauses. We have studied only those cases whejrc synonyr:lousr
i were available. The result is that in over 81 % ol

the exampl lex (o d) are used. Only in 18.7 %
of cases éo the sp;akcrs use non-finite constructions within a simple sen-
tence. Thus, we may lude that speakers give p “ () Ior}ga aqd
ly, more lex forms violating the Maxim of Quantity. This

) Al ¥

i i ns:
henomenon can be explained by several main rn'mso
i a)  We have discussed examples showing that some features of
dicativity arc d only implicitly in finite clauses. Lack of
ol - & ‘4 B 3
lici i biguity when the isp
explicit expression may lead to guity i
bvplhc listener. Thus, an additional effort invested by the sp.eakcr into the
l‘c'ommu‘on of the utterance serves to reduce the «l’.n'ons regm_red for m
ding the message by the listener in accordance with the principle of share
esponsibility. For instance, ) . i
o On arriving to Dover Poirol’s behaviour moved me 1o intense amu

In f::' ::s‘;:mc of the context this statement may causc certain amb'lgl;l).'fns
the subject of the gerund is not explicit. Such problems can be avoided if a
suhordﬂ:’l;:et: i:ﬁ;sa::fed to Dover, Poirot’s behaviour moved me to in-
sement. )
:)nseam':swehnve ioned above, producing a sut " ora co-
ordinate clause is less economical for the speaker than producing an eqxfn-
valent construction with a non-finite verb. This extfa cffort itself serves _or
the listener as an indicator of a greater value arfd importance o.l‘ l?u: given
construction. The following extract can serve to illustrate the point: .
Then presently came a somber dark woman, .wuh a grave, pale fa—_
ce and dreamy eyes, a somber woman, wearing a sofi long robe. of
pale purple, who carried a book, and beckoned and took me aside
with her into a gallery above a hall ... . .(H. Wells) ‘
Interestingly, mitially the speaker uses a non-finite vf:rb form (uveafzng a
sofi long robe) to describe the woman. Then he continues the description
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using a subordinate clause (who carried a book). This. we believe, is due to
the fact that the information conveyed in the latter construction is more es-
sential to the speaker’s purpose and its value is not limited to providing the
description of one of the characters.
) Applying some of the concepts from cogmuvc Imgmsucs we
could claim that the speaker varies synonymous sy ions in
order to make a distinction between ‘ground’ and “figure’. Although these
terms have mainly been used to analyze the relationship between the mem-
bers of a simple sentence, we believe they can be applied to demonstrate
our viewpoint. Generally subdivision into ‘ground’ and “figure’ relies on
the theory that the information exchanged in ion is organized
on the basis of dominance of some of its parts. The pieces of information
that are most prominent function as ‘figure’, the less highlighted parts — as
‘ground’. Whereas subordinate (ur coordinate) clauses are used to empha-
size the message conveyed, synonymous non-finite clauses on the other
hand carry less weight and may be used to remove the information to the
background. For instance,
“So it wasn't I who made you feel weak and disabled, wanting
that very silly Claudia ... Wanting her and not wanting her, you
got yourself into that perplexity, my dear.” (D. H. Lawrence)

In the first sentence the speaker uses a cleft construction (if wasn 't 1) in or-

der to identify the theme and give an additional emphasis to the
In contrast, a participle construction seems to provide irrelevant or supple-
mentary infc ion. In the second the i i yed thro-

ugh the use of bold type) identifies the focus (vourself). Herc as in the first
sentence, the speaker uses a participle construction purposefully to signal
to the listener that the message contained in this part of the sentence is less
valuable for the purposes of communication.

d) From psycholinguistic point of view a distinction drawn by Halliday
between new and given information on the one hand and theme and rheme
on the other is also relevant. In the case of theme and rheme the decision
depends on the speaker’s priorities and is fully determined by what the spe-
aker himself chooses as the most imp part of the ge. Such a fo-
cus of attention may be selected from new as well as given information.
This 1s exactly what an inverted word order is often used for. The informa-
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tion placed in the initial part of the sentence can be referred to as 'focu‘sed
rheme’. It often functions to express contrast and carries particular weight
in the sentence. For example,
A great name, wealth, social distinction, worldly sucgess: those
were the things that mattered to her.

To summarize, the choice hetwacn two syntactic synonyms is de-
termined by the speaker’s ive i ion to make the mes-
sage as informative and economical as possible in the given situation.
The speaker is fully prepared to make an additional effort in order to decre-
ase the utterance processing costs for the listener. The second reason lea-
ding to increased effort on the speaker’s part in violation of the pn{lcnple of
cconomy is his/her attempt to give extra emphasis to one piece of_ mfpm-
tion at the expense of its other parts. In this case Maxim of Quantity is vio-
lated for both speaker and listener.

Consequently, it would be justified to claim that at the syntactic }ew_:l
we can identify addressce-oriented and informati iented
on strategies. Addressce-oriented strategies refer to all the attempts
made by the addresser to reduce the cognitive load for the addressee.

Here we have included, for i using subordi clauses instgad c_)l‘
non-finite clauses. Another ,'. of add en d ; is
word order determined by the th Organizing the informati-

on in progression from given, known to new is also a tool aiming to reduce
the listener’s processing costs. L
Information-oriented ¢ ication strategics x (hc. steps
taken by the speaker to give additional emphasis to the mformmf)n'or
on the contrary, move it to the background. Inverted word-order aiming
to identify the focus of the sentence, using non-finite verb forms for bac-
kgrounding the information and using a subordinate clause (or even a new
sentence in certain cases) for making pans of ml'ommuon more prommenl
can all be as |

ORpmt |

of infor i 2!
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Conclusions

Lingu ioti h of icati p and syntac-
tic synonymy in the context of anthrop i ive paradi
has led us to the following th ical lizations:

1. In contrast with the view domi in the h of ic com-

petence, we believe that the examples of their use can be found whet-
her problems caused by insufficient linguistic competence oceur or
not. Communication strategics can be viewed as tools allowing com-

10 org: their so that the can be
ved with i effecti 10 a specific add Thus,
we support the view that delimitation of ic and {
language use is not possible.

2. Studying strategic competence solely from the point of view of refe-
rence and reduci icati 1o only lexical strategi-
es used in referring expressions cannot be justified. In order to provi-
de a plete description of icati p and more

P ly. its 2 p we need to broaden the scope of
rescarch to the level of syntax.

3. On the basis of our findings we suggest a new definition of syntactic
synonymy ding to which sy ic synonyms are the units of a
syntactic level that share predicatc-argument propositional structure
and function, but differ in subjecti dality and g ical
structure and consequently, can be viewed as variants of the same sc-
mantic invariant. This definition can serve as the basis for identifica-
tion and analysis of iC synonyms.

4. According to the empirical data the following ions can be
considered synonymous:

a. active and passive constructions;
b. sentences with and without introducers if and there:

c. plex or pound and simple contai-
ning nominalised propositional constructions i.c. secondary
predication;

d. simple sentences with direct and inverted word order.
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The research shows that the choice between syntactic synonyms in

c ication may be motivated by purely linguistic (grammatical,

stylistic or functional reasons) as well as pragmatic and psycholingu-

istic factors

6. From grammatical point of view the choice of a synonym may de-
pend on subject expression (single or multi- subject structurc), impli-
citness or explici of predicative ch istics and sub-textual
expression of the content of the main clause.

. The study has shown that from functional point of view the choice of
a syntactic synonym may be motivated by the information structure
of a sentence. The difference between active and passive constructi-
ons, sentences with and without expletive it and there lies mainly in
the theme-rheme distribution in the sentence.

. Linguistic data has provided evidence that mainly information struc-

ture distinguishes from cach other simple sentences with direct and

mnverted word order. The former are unmarked as information struc-
ture in English coincides with syntactic structure of a sentence thus
leading to the use of dircct word order in neutral style. Inverted word

order is marked with the speaker’s bjecti dality and d i

ned by their communication strategy causing rhematization of the

subject i.c. its shift from the position of the theme. Majority of these
the ples of a marked theme,

. The analysis of short stories has shown that the number of complex
or compound far

~

e

=

ds the number of Ssynonymous sim-
ple sentences with non-finite clauses. This can be explained by two
main reasons:

a)  Extra effort invested by the speaker in producing the utteran-
ce serves to decrease the reception costs for the listener in ac-
cordance with the principle of shared responsibility.

b) The speaker’s effort is an indicator for the listener that the
construction carries more weight. In other words, the commu-
nicants” efforts increase based on how important they percei-
ve the purpose of communication.

10, Empirical data supports the claim that a speaker varics synon-
ymous syntactic constructions in order to wdentify figure and ground.
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The information is organized on the basis of dominance of i.ls pans
Thus, we find fr les of the to focus a listener’'s

attention on one cvent at the expense of another.

11 G lisation of the findi of the study allows us to view

syntactic synonymy as a part of communicative wmwl@w and an
: lc of ication strategy i h as it provides langua-
ge usrcrs with a choice between linguistic means. Being onc of the
communication strategics syntactic synonymy allows language users

to impl their icative intention with maximum effecti-
veness. . .
12 At a syntactic level we have identified addressee-oriented and
A. o - . 1l N
a. Add oriented g1 bine all the steps taken by
‘ the speaker to reduce the potential cognitive load for the liste-
ner. .
b. Information-oriented gics include the actions taken lo res-
A the inf ion itself in dance with the speaker’s

communicative intention. This usually implics emphasizing so-
me parts of the message and backgrounding the others, )
13 I lation b « icativ p and syntactic
vsvnonvmy can be viewed as an example of language users” linguistic
c'mn(i\./ity inasmuch as the choice made between syntactic synonyms
is an intentional strategic action and choice is always a creative act
however minimal.
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