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FUNCTIONAL APPROACH TO THE STUDY
OF COMPLEX SEMANTIC CATEGORIES

I'noroa O.B. ®yHKUioHAILHMIA MiAXiX 10 BUBYEHHS CKJIATHAX CEMAHTHYHUX KATEropiii.
Y ecmammi posensidaromuscs numanns meopii Q)yHKUioHAAbHOT epamamuKu, uo nocioaroms yeH-
mpanvHe Micle 8 cyHacHoMy MOBO3HABCMEI. AKmYanbHicmb memu 8U3HAYAEMbCA NePUIoHepeo-
BUMU 3A80GHHAMU CYHACHOI CUHMAKCUMHOI HAYKU, AKA WYKAE HAYKOBO-MeMO00N02iHHY OCHOBY
docaiddceHHs: (pyHOaMeHmanbHux cemManmu4Hux Kameeopiii 3i CKAAOHOK (HOpMarbHO-3Micmo-
6010 CIPYKMYPOIO, W0 MOdice Oymu peanizoeano Ha OCHOGI QYHKYiOHAAbHO20 nidxody. Mema
yiei po3gioKu — poseassHymu pizni nioxoou 0o eue4eHHs MaKux Kameeopiil 6 mexcax yHKyio-
HAAbHO20 aHANI3Y, 3 ’ACY8A8UIL MONCAUBICMb PO32AAdamu 6 €0UHIL cucmeMi HaaedcHi 00 Pi3HUX
MOBHUX Di6HI6 3ac00U Ha OCHOBI CRIAbHOCMI IXHIX CEMAHMUMHUX (YYHKUIL, ma 3anponoHyéamu
aneopumm aHanizy cKAAOHUX CeMaHMu4HUX kameeopill. Budaemuca ne minbku MojicAusum, a i
NOMPIOHUM | HAYKOBO OOTPYHMOBAHUM CUHMEMUYHE ONUCYB8AHHS CNIGEIOHOUICHb MIJIC 3HAYEH-
HAM i hopMOI0, W0 He 3HIMAE GUHAHHS NPOGIOHOI POAi HANPAMKY BUBUEHHS 8i0 CEMAHMUKU 00
3aco0ig ii opopmaenHs K HAYK08O-Memod0N02iYHOI 8UMO2U (YHKYIOHANbHO20 anani3y. Takum
YyHOM, bazamoacneKkmuull YyHKUIOHANbHULL AHANI3 CKAAOHUX CeMAHMUYHUX Kame2opill 00360-
JI51€ GUABUMU NOMEHUIIIHY 8 MOBI Il 3ACIMOCO8Y8AHY 8 MOBACHHI MONCAUBICIb OOPMAAMU NeBHI
ceManmuyHi 6IOHOUWEHHA 01 3a00801€HHA NOMPed CHINKY68aHHA | 6i0MBOPEHH CeMAHMUUHUX
GIOMIHKIG BUCA081I08AHY. Y MO08GI iCHYIOMb PI3HI 3aC00U BUPAJICEHHS CEMAHMUYHO20 3HAYEHHS
AK HA PIGHI CKAAOH02O peueHHs (CKAAOHONIOPAO0H020, CKAAOHOCYPAOH020, 03CNOAYUHUK08020),
mak i Ha pieHi NPocmoeo YCKAAOHeH020 peveHHs (Ue NPUlMeHHUK080-IMEHHUKO08I YMEOPeHHs,
DPeueHHs 3 8iOOKPeMACHUMU YAeHAMU pedeHHs (0iEnPUKMEeMHUKOBUMU Ma NPUKMEMHUKOGUMU
360pomamu, NPUKAAOKamu, NPUCAIGHUKAMU). 3anpONOHOBAHO AN20PUMM AHANIZY CKAAOHUX ce-
MaHMU4HUX Kameeopiil, AKUll cCKAadaemucs 3 mpbox emanie.

Karouosi caosa: gynkuionanvnuil nioxio, (hyHKYIOHANbHO-CUHMAKCUMHULL AHANI3, CEMAH-
muuHa Kameeopis i3 cKAAOHOI0 POPMANLHO-3MICIOBOI0 CIMPYKMYPOIO, MOBHULL DiGeHb , an20-
pUmMm ananizy.

Glotova O. Functional Approach to the Study of Complex Semantic Categories. 7he ar-
ticle deals with the problems of the theory of functional grammar, which occupy a central place in
modern linguistics. Its topicality is determined by the priority tasks of modern syntax, having the
purpose to find out a methodological foundation of the study of fundamental semantic categories
with a complex formal-content structure, what can be achieved basing on functional approach.
The objective is to focus on different views to studying such categories within the framework of
functional analysis, and to find the possibility to analyze the means belonging to different language
levels in a single system basing on the commonality of their semantic functions. There exist various
means of expressing a definite semantic meaning both at the level of a composite sentence, and
at the level of a simple sentence. An algorithm for the analysis of complex functional-semantic
categories is proposed.

Key words: functional approach, functional-syntactic analysis, semantic category with
a complex formal-content structure, language level, an algorithm of analysis.
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Introduction

In the last decades functional approach is widely used in the study of syntactic
phenomena. In modern linguistics, the application of functional approach to the
study of syntax allows us to consider in a single system the means belonging to dif-
ferent language levels, basing on the commonality of their semantic functions. Its
use is conditioned by the need to extend linguistic researches, in which, along with
a level study of the language, an integrating multilevel analysis of language units
based on the commonality of their functions has been carried out .Both of these
areas are embraced by the philosophical principle of consistency. Understanding
the system of language in semantic and grammatical, phonetic and word-building,
stylistic and functional aspects is a primary task of modern linguistics.

The question arises about the logics of the development of the linguistic theo-
ry, directed both to the consideration of the interaction of elements of different lev-
els on a functional basis, and the needs of active language learning which involves
obtaining information about speech units expressing definite conceptual content.
This is a question of the possibility of using functional-syntactic analysis for the
study of fundamental semantic categories with a complex formal-content structure,
such as categories of causality, condition, consequence, time, place, etc.

Research objectives

The objective of this article is to prove the possibility of applying functional
approach to the study of complex semantic categories and to propose an algorithm
for studying complex semantic categories in a simple and complex sentence with
subsequent systematization of the language units expressing definite semantics .

In modern linguistics functional approach to the study of syntactic phenom-
ena is topical. It allows to study within a single system the syntactic units belong-
ing to different language levels basing on the commonality of their semantic func-
tions. Its application is conditioned by the need to expand linguistic researches, in
which along with a unilevel study of the language, an integrating multilevel analysis
of linguistic units (morphological, syntactic, word-building, lexical) could be ac-
complished. This multilevel analysis is based on the commonality of functions of
these units. The possibility to apply both approaches is based on the philosophi-
cal principle of consistency, and this determines the systematic approach within
each research area. Thus, understanding the system of the language in semantic
and grammatical, phonetic and word-building, stylistic and functional aspects is
the primary task of scholars.

Discussion and results

In modern linguistics, the problems of the theory of functional grammar occu-
py a central place [Bondarko,1983; Vihovanets, 1992; Halliday, 1976]. They have
attracted the attention of the researchers of different language systems [Bondarko,
1983; Vihovanets, 1992; Doroshenko, 1980; Teoriya, 1987]. These problems are
quite complex and multiaspectual. Such complexity is explained primarily by differ-
ent understanding of the method of functional grammar. Some scholars [ Bondarko,
1983; Teoriya, 1987], recognizing the undoubtedly dominant formal orientation of
grammar, go in their researches from the original linguistic forms to understanding
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their meanings. Such an approach is based on understanding language forms not
as isolated ones, but as those functioning on the basis of their content. However,
the critics of this approach see it as a narrow understanding of the method of func-
tional grammar. They state that the contents side of the language does not exist
in isolation, it is conditioned by speech activity which forms it and is used by it.

A broad understanding of functional approach to grammar foresees the direc-
tion of the analysis not from content to form, but from mental activity (thought) to
the linguistic means that form it. This method of explaining linguistic phenomena
is comprehensive, and that is why it is valuable in the study of new features of the
language system. Indeed, if we take into account the fact, that cognitive, that is,
mental abilities of humans (in particular, their basic mechanisms) are independent
of the specific languages, then there appears a natural need for the identification
of universal semantic categorization. This will lead to a typological, and then to a
universal approach to semantics. Thus, the following scheme of functional descrip-
tion can be applied: from universal semantic categories to different ways of gram-
maticalisation in a definite language. In this case it is not necessary to oppose the
direction of research methods: from form to content or from content to form. Both
methods are valuable as techniques, the application of which is dictated by the aims
of the analysis and the material studied. It can be conditioned by mutual verifica-
tion of the reliability of the results obtained. This, in any way, does not contradict
functional approach to the study of syntactic phenomena and does not reject its
scientific value.

It should be noted that the ideas of such study of linguistic phenomena are not
new. The fact is that a functional approach to the description and interpretation of
linguistic facts was repeatedly proclaimed by various linguistic schools and direc-
tions. Although their views on understanding the essence of functional approach to
the study of language were different, they were united by the belief that language
should be studied in the light of its role in human communication. In this case,
the language was seen as a system of human communication, and not as an in-
finite flow of structural features of sentences. An important role in the unification
of different views on functionalism belongs, first and foremost, to O.0O. Potebnya,
who proceeded from the mental contents to the language categorization, and later
to 0.0. Shakhmatov, who, as it is well-known, began his “Syntax of the Russian
language” with the analysis of the structure of communication.

Modern scholars, basing on the ideas of their prominent predecessors and
taking into account the results of the researches of the last decades, see the pros-
pect of functional approach in a profound study of semantic categorization, which
opens the horizons of typological studies in relation to different languages [Zahnit-
ko, 2007; Zolotova, 2005; Halliday, 1976; Hawkins, 1988]. Functional grammar
is aimed at studying and describing the functioning of these units at different lan-
guage levels. It means that grammar of this type studies language units belonging
to different language levels, but having the same semantic functions. As far as the
description of the language material is concerned, the approach “from semantics to
its formal expression” as the main one that defines the structure of grammar, should
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be used parallel to the approach “from form to semantics” [Teoriya, 1987]. This
approach helps to overcome the artificial difficulties generated by the analytical
methodology of description, the starting point of which were language forms.

Positively evaluating the desire to overcome the shortcomings of the analytical
methodology of descriptions, some exaggeration of the approach “from semantics
to form” should be mentioned [Levitsky, 2005; Mirchenko, 2001]. The synthetic
description of the relations between meaning and form is not only possible but also
necessary and scientifically grounded, not reducing the leading role of the research-
es directed from semantics to the means of its expression as the main scientific and
methodological requirement of functional analysis.

The basic requirement of functional analysis is the study of the function im-
plemented in the utterance. Under the function of linguistic units we understand
their ability to fulfill a certain purpose and, accordingly, to function in speech, on
the one hand. On the other hand, the function is also the result, the realized inten-
tion, presented in speech. According to this assumption it is necessary to distinguish
between two aspects in understanding the function and its intention, namely: the
potential aspect and the resultative aspect. The function in the potential aspect is
the ability (inherent in a unit of the language system) to perform a specific purpose
and to function properly. The function in the resultative aspect is a consequence of
functioning this unit in interaction with the environmental units, that is, the pur-
pose achieved in the language. Structural language units can be viewed both in the
potential aspect and in the resultative aspect. The distinction between these aspects
enables not only to identify the potential of the language to express certain seman-
tics, that is to trace structural elements having such semantics, but also to consider
their ability to function in different spheres according to the need to convey the
shades of meanings in a particular situation.

As it has already been mentioned the requirement of functional approach in
the study of syntactic phenomena comprises the analysis of multilevel linguistic
means, which makes it possible to combine units of different language levels into
functional semantic fields. Under the functional-semantic field we understand a
system of multilevel means of a single language, which interact through the com-
monality of their functions and are based on a certain semantic category [Lingvis-
ticheskiy, 1990].

This means that a certain semantic category, that is, the semantic invariant,
which unites the heterogeneous linguistic units and determines their interaction,
forms the basis of each functional-semantic field. In other words, the function-
al-semantic field is a set of different means of formal expression of a semantic cate-
gory. Semantic categories are distinguished on the basis of their regular representa-
tion in the content of the statement, in the meanings of the linguistic units and their
various combinations.

Thus, a multiaspectual functional analysis of complex semantic categories can
reveal the potential in the language and used in speech ability of these categories to
form certain semantic relations to meet the needs of communication and reproduc-
tion of the semantic shades of utterances.
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We propose an algorithm for studying complex semantic categories in a simple
and complex sentence with subsequent systematization of the language units ex-
pressing definite semantics:

1) determine linguistic means rendering certain semantic relations at the level
of complex and simple sentences;

2) identify central and peripheral linguistic units as structural components of
the functional-semantic field of the semantic category;

3) build the hierarchy of the language units: syntactic structures, grammatical
forms of words and lexemes as means of rendering certain semantics.

Conclusions

The validity of such an approach to the analysis of language units is based on
the belief that the study of the syntactical level as a higher one which synthesizes
elements of other levels, reveals new features of semantics and functioning of com-
plex semantic categories.

We see the prospects for further researches in solving important problems of
functional syntax, in particular: to distinguish between semantic-syntactic and for-
mally-syntactical functions of syntactic units that express complex functional-se-
mantic categories, to identify the features of their functional-semantic fields. Hi-
erarchical grouping of linguistic means of expressing certain functional-semantic
categories may serve as a model for their comparative and typological description
in both related and non-related languages.

JIITEPATYPA

1. Annepm M. ®. Tumosorist MpOCTHX TIECTIBHUX PEUeHb Y YeCHKiil MOBI B 3icTaBIeHH]
3 ykpaincekoto. Kuis: Haykosa mymka, 1987. 348 c. 2. Bonnapko A. B. [TpuHummst pyHKIM-
OHAaJILHOI TpaMMaTUKU 1 BoTipockl actiekrosnorun. JI.: Hayka, 1983. 208 c. 3. Bonmapko A. B.
OCHOBBI (PYHKIIMOHAJIBHOM IpaMMAaTUKM: SI3bIKOBast MHTepIIpeTanus uaen Bpemenu. CI16.:
Hzn-Bo C.-Tletep6. yH-Ta, 2001. 260 c. 4. Buxosaneus 1. P. Hapucu 3 dyHKITiOHATBHOTO
cUHTaKcucy ykpaiHcbkoi MoBu. KuiB: HaykoBa mymka, 1992. 222 c. 5. Jopomenko C. 1.
CkitamHi 6e3cTIolydHMKOBI KOHCTPYKIIil B CyJacHi# yKpaiHChKiil MOBi. XapKiB: Buia mko-
na, 1980. 151 c. 6. lopomenko C. I. 'pamaTuuHa cTuiticTika ykpaincbkoi MmoBu. Kuis: Pa-
nstHCbKa 1Kosta. 1985. 200 c. 7. 3arniTko A. I1. Teopist cyaacHOTo cmHTaKcHCy: MOHOTpadis.
Honenpk: lonHY. 2007. 294 c. 8. 3omoroBa I'. A. Ouepk HyHKIIMOHATHLHOTO CUHTAKCHCA
pycckoro si3bika. Mocksa: YPCC, 2005. 352 c. 9. Jlesunkuii FO. A. OcHOBBI Teopun CUH-
takcuca. MockBa: KomKuura, 2005. 368 c. 10. JIuHrBucTHYECKMIA SHIIMKIONEINYECKUIA
cioBapb. Mocksa: CoB. Duuukionenust, 1990. 683 c. 11. Mipyenko M. B. CtpykTypa cuH-
TakcuyHUX Kareropiit. Jlyupk: Bexa, 2001. 340 c. 12. OaemxoB M. 0. OcHOBBI (yHKITN-
OHAJIbHOI JIMHTBUCTUKU: AUCKYPCUBHBIN acriekT. [DnekTpoHHsbiii pecypc]. URL: http://
www.pedlib.ru/ Books/4/0465/4_0465-4.shtml (nata 3BepHenHs: 09.03.2019). 13. Teopus
(YHKIIMOHATIBLHOM rpaMMaTUKU. BBeneHue. AcrekTyalbHOCTh. BpeMeHHast ToKaIu30BaH-
HocTb. Takcuc. JI.: Hayka, 1987. 348 c. 14. Halliday M.A.K. System and function in language.
Selected papers. London, 1976. 250 p. 15. Hawkins J. A. Explaining language universals.
Oxford, 1988. 380 p.

REFERENCES

1. Andersh, Y. F. (1987). Typolohiya prostykh diyeslivnykh rechen u cheskiy movi v
zistavlenni z ukrayinskoyu [The typology of simple verbal sentences in the Czech language
in comparison with the Ukrainian| Kyiv: Naukova dumka [in Ukrainian]. 2. Bondarko, A.V.

48



Glotova O. V. Functional approach fo the study of complex semantic categories

(1983). Printsipy funktsionalnoy grammatiki i voprosy aspektologyy | Principles of Functional
Grammarand Problems of Aspects]. Leningrad: Nauka [in Russian]. 3. Bondarko, A.V. (2001).
Osnovy funktsionalnoy grammatiki: Yazykovaya interpretatsiya: idei viemeni [ Fundamentals
of Functional Grammar: A Linguistic Interpretation of the Idea of Time]. St. Petersburg:
Izdatelstvo St. Peterburgskogo universiteta [in Russian]. 4. Vykhovanets, I.R. (1992) Narysy z
funktsionalnoho syntaksysu ukraiinskoii movy [ Essays on the functional syntax ofthe Ukrainian
language]. Kyiv: Naukova dumka [in Ukrainian]. 5. Doroshenko, S. I. (1980). Skladni
bezspoluchnykovi konstruktsiii v suchasnii ukraiinskii movi [Complex asyndetic structures in
modern Ukrainian language|. Kharkiv: Vyshcha shkola [in Ukrainian]. 6. Doroshenko, S. I.
(1985.). Hramatychna stylistyka ukraiinskoii movy [Grammatical stylistics of the Ukrainian
language]. Kyiv: Radianska shkola [in Ukrainian]. 7. Zahnitko, A.P. (2005). Teoriia
suchasnoho syntaksysu [The theory of modern syntax] Donetsk: DonNU [in Ukrainian].
8. Zolotova, G.A. (2005). Ocherk funktsional’nogo sintaksisa russkogo yazyka |Essay on the
functional syntax of the Russian language]. Moscow: URSS [in Russian]. 9. Levitskiy, YU. A.
(2005). Osnovy teorii sintaksisa | Fundamentals of the theory of syntax]. Moscow: KomKniga
[in Russian]. 10. Yartseva, V. N. (Ed.) (1990). Lingvisticheskiy entsiklopedicheskiy slovar’
|Linguistic Encyclopedic Dictionary] (1990). Moscow: Sov. Entsiklopediya [in Russian].
11. Mirchenko, M. V. (2001). Struktura syntaksychnykh katehorii [ The structure of syntactic
categories| Luts’k: Vezha [in Ukrainian]|. 12. Oleshkov, M. Yu. Osnovy funktsional’noy
lingvistiki: diskursivnyy aspekt [ Fundamentals of functional linguistics: a discursive aspect].
Retrieved from: http://www.pedlib.ru/ Books/4/0465/4 0465-4.shtml [in Russian].
13. Bondarko, A. V. (Ed.) (1987). Teoriya funktsional’'noy grammatiki. Vvedeniye.
Aspektual’nost’. Vremennaya lokalizovannost’. Taksis. [The theory of functional grammar.
Introduction. Aspectuality. Temporary localization. Taxis|. Leningrad: Nauka [in Russian].
14. Halliday, M.A.K. System and function in language. Selected papers. London, 1976. 250 p.
15. Hawkins, J. A. Explaining language universals. Oxford, 1988. 380 p.

Tnomoséa Oaena Bacuaiena — xannunat ¢bioJoTiYHUX HAyK, TOIIEHT, IOLIEHT Kadenapu
aHmIiichKoi (isosorii XapKiBChbKOTO HAIiIOHAJIBHOTO TEIarorivHOTO YHIBEPCUTETY iMeHi
I'.C. CkoBoponu; Bys. Banentunisebka. 2, Xapkis, 61002, YkpaiHa.

E-mail: helen.vas.glotova@gmail.com
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3662-8647Lena/954

Glotova Olena Vasylivna — PhD in Philology, Associate Professor, Department of
English Philology, H.S. Skovoroda Kharkiv National Pedagogical University; Valentynivska
Str., 2, Kharkiv, 61168, Ukraine.

Haniiiuta mo penakitii 02 6epesns 2019 poxky

49



