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THE TYPOLOGY OF SYNTACTIC MEANS OF EXPRESSIVENESS
USED ON THE UKRAINITAN SOCIAL NETWORKING SITES

It is well-known that the main functions of the mass media are
information and influence. According to I.V. Sokolova, linguistic influence
"in mass communication is carried out with the help of a wide range of
means: lexico-semantic, syntactic, structural, compositional and stylistic,
the use of which causes a pragmatic effect on the recipient with the aim of
changing their consciousness" [6, 216]. Among all this variety of linguistic
means of influence, first of all, attention is drawn to syntactic means of
conveying expressiveness, which always attracts attention and, accordingly,
is one of the factors of influence on the recipient of information. The main
syntactic means of conveying expressiveness include ellipsis, asyndeton,
contamination, parcellation (parcelling) and adjoining.

Ellipsis is "the omission of a certain element of a statement ... The
omitted element can be easily restored in a certain speech environment or a
situational context" [3, 177].

Asyndeton is "a stylistic figure based on the special omission of
conjunctions between individual clauses and between predicative parts in a
sentence" [3, 57].

Contamination is "the combination of two or more linguistic units into
one; intentional or unintentional mixing of two phrases" [3, 341].

With regard to the three means above, linguists do not have major
differences in their interpretation, but parcellation and adjoining still cause
a sharp dispute over their distinguishing, which determines the relevance
of our research.

The purpose of our research is to study the most frequent syntactic
means of expressiveness used on Ukrainian social networking sites and to
propose criteria for distinguishing between parcellation (parcelling)
represented in the texts by a parcelled sentence (PS) and adjoining
represented by an adjoining construction (AC).

Research methods: descriptive and analytical ones (for inventory,
comparison and explanation of structural, semantic and functional
properties of a PS or an AC; the methods of comparison, synthesis and
transformation (to establish the structural and semantic as well as
functional and syntactic variability of PSs; the method of contextual
analysis (to clarify the structure, semantics and definition of functions of
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PSs), the method of quantitative analysis (to identify the degree of

representation of PSs in a text and obtain objective results).

The term "parcellation” is interpreted in different ways and has many
names — "segmentation" (O. O. Referovska), "separation" (O. O.
Andriievska), "isolation" (E. H. Ryzel), "adjoining" (O. V. Kolesnikov), etc.
However, in general, scholars agree that parcellation is a syntactic process
that consists in the dismemberment of a complete meaningful syntactic
structure into communicative parts isolated by intonation and punctuation,
which are formed as separate sentences [4]. Both simple and complex
sentences can be parcelled. As a result of such division of one sentence
(mostly of a composite or expanded (extended) one)), there arise two parts,
of which the main (usually larger) one is called the base part (BP), and the
smaller one is called the parcellate (P). It is on the parcellate that the
stylistic emphasis is focused. Parcellation of a secondary member of a
simple sentence or the predicative part of a composite sentence expands
their informational richness and gives them additional expressiveness [5].
Such units are singled out communicatively, thereby drawing attention to
them. For example:

(1) «ApemryBasm ekc-mojaTKiBmiB  KyuHo®. Macopo®™. TI'yumo®.
Bumnyckatumyts Tixo"". ITo omHomy"™. HemomitHo"?*». (ITetpo Ostemmyk,
«Deiicoyk», 26.05.2017).

(2) «B ceuni JIro6umiBKka nuranu yrauaau Tauk. e pas®®. urangu®, Tank®2,
Bxpaau®3. Y pycuit». («Deiicbyk», 27.02.2022).

A PS is often equated with an AC, but they are fundamentally different
text units. Parcellation (dismemberment of a ready-made statement) is the
reverse process in relation to adjoining, which is the extension, addition or
clarification of a previously expressed message when an adjoined part (AP)
is added to the base part [1]. For example:

(3) «A s orak cobi mgymaro®. A YoMy MM IOBHMHHI IepEKHUBATH 32
IIeHCIOHEDIB, JUIA AKUX OIi BCi MApTifiHI KJIOVHU ¥ s1oci gopori? AP Ayoke
I caMi meHCiOHepU, SKUM JeXTO 3 MOJIOAIIHNX TaK CITIBUYBA€, HE JIaJIN

JIIOKATU _CBOTO _Yacy V CIIOKOI IHIIMM IeHCioHepaM 1 T03HOCHJIHN
nam'aTHukn _Craminy? ™ A mepea TUM TeHCIOHEPH, SKi CTaBUIN

nam'aTHukY CrajiHy, 326U Ha TEHCIOHEPIB, AKi HOCUJIU KBITH JIO
naM'ATHUKIB apsaM-acBabazaitesnsm. AF3 [ Tex ix suecan. P4 A 3a01H0 111e

(%)

¥ 3HUMWIN 06e3]iu IepKOB 1 MOHACTUDIB, IPHUIAOPOKHIX XPECTIB,
CHAJIMJIN TOPH iKOH i CTapuX KHIKOK. **> A MeHCioHepH, SKi CBOro 4yacy
CTaBUJIW _IIaM ATHUKHU _IapAM-acBabaJiTENAM, T MaJWl PUIbIEe B
IYIIIKY, 00 3HUIIWINA BCi IPEKO-KATOJIMIIBKI IIEPKBU HA TepPeHaX €JIIHOM i
Henemimon. APe " AP7

I Texx He mepedManucd IHINMAMHA _"cTapikamu'.
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(http://old.tsn.ua/blogi/themes/politics/vibriki-dekomunizaciyi-
597298.html)

The difficulties of delimiting of an AC and a PS are seen in the
unrestrictedness of the concept of "parcelling” with clear grammatical rules
(Shevchenko T. V.), which determines the existence of conflicting views
about an AC and a PS: a) the denial of the existence of a PS in general
(Referovska O. A.); b) non-recognition of adjoining and an AC in general
(Vannikov Yu. V.); c) identification of adjoining as an AC (Pustovar O. V.,
Shevchenko T. V.) or as its second component (AP) (Ivkova N.M.); d)
recognition of both an AC and a PS and an attempt to establish the criteria
for distinguishing between these externally isomorphic text units (Bohdan
V.V., Dmytrenko V.O., Koniukhova L.I.; Lytvynenko E.V., Maksymov L.Yu.,
Rinberh V.L., Tsihanova K.L.).

At the heart of this diversity of opinions are some common features
inherent in both an AC and a PS: 1) two-component composition with a
fixed arrangement of parts (an autosemantic base part + a synsemantic
adjoined part; 2) intonational disunity; 3) a meaningful pause and 4) an
expressive singling out of the second part (adjoined or separated).
However, these two units of expressive syntax are fundamentally different
from each other. Parcelling is the reverse process in relation to adjoining
(division, dismemberment of a ready-made statement). That is, in an AC,
its AP is added to its base utterance without any previous plan, and in a PS,
its parcellate is removed outside the framework of this PS, formally
becoming a syntactically separate utterance but in fact remaining a member
of the PS.

We offer the following approach to the problem of distinguishing
between an AC and a PS: 1) parcellation is understood to be only as an
asyndetic dismemberment of a sentence (L. I. Koniukhova); 2) correlation
with the content of the previous sentence (base part) cannot be the main
criterion due to its subjectivity (Dmytrenko V. O.); 3) conjunctive words do
not divide a sentence into parts, but only adjoin them to a previous one (L.
V. Shcherba); 4) first of all, it is necessary to take into account not the
transformational capabilities of an AC and a PS, but a communicative task
of a message sender, which can be defined only in a context; 5) in formal
terms, the structure of an AC is more characteristic of a predicative unit,
and that of a PS — of a member of a sentence; 6) in case of parcelling, a
sentence is divided formally and semantically, and in case of adjoining, the
division into parts is only formal, and semantically we have adjoining (V. O.
Dmytrenko).

The performed analysis allows us to state that the phenomena of
parcellation and adjoining have been a relevant research issue for many
years since parcelled sentences and adjoining constructions are widely used
in modern literature and the mass media and are a speech universal of
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syntax in general. Parcelled sentences and adjoining constructions differ in
their structure, semantics, frequency of use, degree of expressiveness, and
therefore require further study.
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