DKAMeTpuk T. B. ybi6aiiLLl ideueapiipHiNi (heHOMEHN Yy YeHHENiHr-
o [MCKYypCi............. LEAV e e

18. CokonoBaLB. IHTepTeKCTyanbHIiCTb SIK TeKCToyTBOproqua
KaTeropia  iH(opmaLiiHO-peknamMH1X  TeKCTiB (Ha maTtepiani
.@HTIOMOBHOT PEK/IAMU).. . ® *eo¢  _V,....o...... .. v I_IJ

19. ®epoTtoBaO.l. MegiitHWiA MOMITUYHWUIA TeKCT: CeMaHTVIHHVIVI

acnmekT... ... Mo "t vl 107

20. S6noHcbka-tOcuk L B. BescythikcHWii CNoBOTBIp BiggiecniBHUX
iMEHHWKIB Ha MaTepiani (PaHLLy3bKOT MEPIOANKN.......... ...coovrreveern. fel

96

TPAOVLIAHITACYUYACHI NIAXOAN
0O BUBYEHHA MOBHUX OANHWL b
PISBHNX PIBHIB
21. BawmaHiBcbkniiO. 1. , Mpsama HenpsMa  HOMiHauisi
NPUKMETHWUKIB Ha MO3HAYeHHs KOMbOPY - NIHFBOKYNbTYPHI

0CO6NMBOCTI MEPEKMALY .. Lee it e o ereieieieeas 119

22. Bogdan V. V. The similarity of formal arrangement of adjoining
constructions and COMpOSite SENTENCES......cces cvvvrereiieiienienieies 1124

23. ToHTa L A. ABiayiiiHi MONiIKOMMNOHEHTHI TepMiHM 3 areHTVIBHVIMVI
(hopmaHTamm -€r, or, -ant, -ist... A 129

24. Tynpposa L C. CTpykTypHO- CeMaHTI/I'-IHi 0c06/11BOCTI aghopu3mis
N33

aMepPUKaHCbKMX MOETUUYHUX TEKCTIB XX CTOMTTH.cocvevreevrererrerrinieas
25f [Oepkay H.B. [IHTOHauis y3arasbHIOBanbHUX athopUCTUYHUX

BUC/I0B/IEHb B @HITOMOBHOMY NOMITUYHOMY BUCTY M. H
26. 3umunuf. B. KomMmyHuKaLms CKBO3b

AHTPOMOLLEHTPUYECKOW MAPAJNTMBL. c....vreeriririeceeireeieirieeeierses cveeens
271 3y6eHko K. B. JIoriko-ceMaHTUUHMIA NPUHLMA Knacudikauii 4acTuH

MOBW B €BPOMeicbKoMY MOBO3HaBCTBI XIX - noyatky XX CT......... m

28. lweHko H.T. KareropianbHa ceMaHTWKa NOXifHUX Y Cy4acHiii
HIMELIBKIZ MOBI...cvves  overeeseeeeseeses s eevesneeen e e eereessessssssssn seessesessseensens 157

29. KanunyweHko HO. B. CeMaHTUYECKMNE N CUHTAKCUYECKMNE aKTaHTbI
KOHCTPYKLWMIA C 0N1bhaKTOPHLIMU TNArofaMMu................... 163

30. KapamwuwesaP. [. dakTtonoriyHa Ta nofiesa iHopmauia y
MOBIAOM/IEHHAX MNP0 CTUXIAHI NnXa Ha IHTepHeT-CalTaX....covevene. 168

31. Kosb6ackolO. . TpaHCMO3WUiHWIA noTeHuian NPUCNIBHUKIB
TEMMOPANBHOCTE. . cvovacveeveetse ettt bbbttt 174

32. Kocosuy O. B. IHHOBaUiiHi npouecn y paHLy3bKili MOBI:
182

PO3BUTOK HOBOTO HaNPAMKY AOCAiAKeHb B Teopil Heosorisauiii. , ..,
33hfKxenin O. 1. Mapagurma rinoTakTUYHUX | nNapaTakKTUYHMX
3ac06iB Ha MO3HAYeHHs YMOBHOrO MiAPAAHOrO 3B’A3KY B
RHIIACHKIA MOBI (giaxpoHHMI acneKTL, A w L AMACTIAT.y; =
34. Mosrosaf. O. EKcripecuBHi BNacTMBOCTI NMOBTOPY (Ha marepiani
195.

HIMeLbKNX TEKCTIB penopTaxis).........
35. Moiiceii JL T. IcTOpU4HA CEMACIONOTis KATEFOPIT POAY ....covvererenns. 200

187



36: Mygovych I. V. Secondary nomination in the modern English
language: ..o 206

37. MNapdiHeHko A. O. Preventive un preventative: 0 NUTaHHA Mpo
KpuTepii po3pisHeHHs adikcanbHWX BapiaHTiB (Ha MaTepiani

ANCyyYacHpPiaHr NIMEBKOTMOBUN) v e ; ., ... 214
38. TMMneteHeubka HO.M. [Mapagurma mMOHATL TePMiHONOTIYHOT
CUCTEMU FOHO MEPEKIIALY - ..vnervrvieiieieriseareaesiiere st sbsbesesesieseseerens sessesennns 219
39. PoawoKkM.B. [ienpyKMETHUK B repMaHCbKUX MoBax (Ha
MaTepiani aHrMincbKol, HiMeLbKOi Ta HigepaHACbKOT MOB)............ 226
40. PomaH B. B. KoHTeKcTyanbHoe 3HaYeHVe - JIEKCUYECKUX
3AUMCTBOBAHMM oot et 231

41. CaBenbeBa H. O. lNpo BNAvB KaTeropii 0co6u Ha peanisauito
JEOHTUYHOT CEMaHTUKWU MOJa/lbHUMKM fiecnoBaMu (Ha MaTeplanl

LIeKCNipiBCbKNX TBOPIB) . 239
42. CemeHeHKo I'. M. TpaHchopmauis napa,qmrmm 3aliMeHHVKIB
Apyroi ocobu B nNi3HbOCEPeAHbO- | PaHHLOHOBOAHTNINCHKOMY
nepiogax: ono3nLIA BIAMIHKY.....coooviiies voveriveririninins ; * 247>
43. CimoHoBaK.B. CemaHTM4Hi 0C06/1MBOCTI MOBJSIEHHEBOIO aKTy
«KOMMAIMEHT» Y PAHHbOHOBOAHTMIACHKIA MOBI......... oo 256
44. Cnopgapuk O.B. ®yHKUiOHaNisMm -  NpPOBiAHWIA  NpuHUMN
-TEKCTONMOTIYHNX AOCTIIKEHD .coveriieciennes ‘262 i
45. YckoB [,. KO. 36epexxeHHS y nepeknai eKCnpecuBHO-eMOL,iHOT0
3808PBIIEHHSA CITOBA.. e errereieeeeeiens e e V.A261

4 6 .dopocTiok L B.  TMopiBHANbHWIA aHanis  (hpaseosiorivHmx
eKBiBa/IeHTiB a3. 300HIMIYHMM  KOMMOHEHTOM  aHI/IiCLKOI,
AW THCbKOT Ta POCIACBKOT MOB. ...t wieiiis s :

47. Xoposeub B. €. [lo nuTaHHA npo craTyc I'IpI/IVIMEHHVIKIB Ta ix
0c061MBOCTI B aHINIMCbKIl, YKPAIHCbKIll Ta HOBOrpeLbKiii MoBax.. 281

BifloMOCTi MPO @BTOPIB...cvvvciriiiiceceie 288



BicHuk JTHY imeHi Tapaca LLleBueHka Ne 14 (273\ Y TTT

YAKS 1 - 1 (Wl.16WWn14.11) ,

.Y, Y. Bogdan

THE SIMILARITY OF FORMAL ARRANGEMENT OF ADJOlivu
CONSTRUCTIONS AND COMPOSITE SENTENCES  ~

, TWsarticle addresses the question of common and distinctive" "1 *
of formal structure,pf adjoining constructions (AC) and composite (63
for the purpose of:determining the peculiarities their functioning » |
illustrative purposes, the comparison of a formal arrangement of ACs |
composite, sentences .will mainly be based on complex, sentences
are more demonstrative for our>stil ly-»because they are much more diver«”
structural terms thmcomooundtQnes~fy v B B S

Among the arduous fas”s. of modem linguistics one of the leading0 j
is ,a comprehensive”study oftext as,a maximum unit of language activity j
global problem cannot be solved.successfully without conducting research $
different text components - their structure, semantics, pragmatics, ftniGi |
and regularities in their connections. Among the most important text i
there are two that stand out: composite sentences and adjoining construction
(AC) with adjoining connective words (CW), which are homonymous
coordinating and subordinating conjunctions. These composite sentences ad
ACs are the object research.

Despite the great interest of scholars in textual problems, there isa*
great lack of papers dedicated to the study of ACs and the criteria for theii> ]
dissociation.from composite sentences, the different types of adjoining thet.: |
exist, as well as parcelling. Nevertheless® modem linguistic research in that#]
direction has made it possible to learn (with the help of a text) those fuxtios j
and regularities of a,language that can only be revealed by thestudying of |
linguistic units in textual segments that are bigger than a sentence [1, c. 17]/y

The similarity in terms of form, semantics and executable fuxtios
between GSs and ACs led to the fact that some researchers did not see mrch
difference between them. We call an AC a two-component text unit dividedby
an external punctuation mark into two parts that have a fixed position - an
autosemantic base utterance (BU) and synsemantic adjoined part (Afl). Tre
AP forms a separate sentence that is connected with a BU by ajG”*which
determines the easeo f an AC’s syntactic singling out in a text: A

~"They're here BA?:Nem!™ ypu .want to ask them anything
LLL . Towles). ~
t The ACs with CWs and CSs are considered as variable units at varios
syntactic ,levels (text and sentence levels, respectively). In *fhis >aticle,
‘variability’ is understood in broad terms to mean the ability ,of language units
to change, but not necessarily keep an identical meaning.

Considering grammatical principles of ACs and CSs”linguists point

out certain external isomorphism of the syntactic structure of their nodels
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Ej&(;. 64r- 70; 3, c. 13 - 17], which include: 1) the presence of two parts in
their composition: (BU + AP) in an AC and the main clause(s) and subordinate
clause(s) in»a CS that can be characterized by a contact representation, direct

“or iinverted.word order; -2) primary function of one part (a BU and main
clause),inrelation to the other, dependent one (an AP and subordinate clause;

j) the existence of predictable / unpredictable connection in CSs and two
classes of AGs that are related to them - «shifted», the parts of which are
incompatible in content and cannot form a CS, and those in Which an AP is
compatible with a BU in the plane of content, and its transformation into a CS
is possible; 4)'the simplicity of identification of an AP and a subordinate
clause in the text due to the presence of an AC in their initial position; 5) the
possibility of existence of both units in the form of elementary and nén-
elementary structures.

The differences between an AC and a CS are seen in: 1) a different
type of syntactic relations between the parts ofan AC and a CS,(adjoining and
subordinate respectively). The use of an AP after a long pause focuses
attention on it and thus significantly increases both the role of the pause and a
pragmetic effect of an AP, which results in: a) the vividness of intonation and
abruptness of an AP; b) the acquisition of new meanings and expressiveness
by’an AP that are, not characteristic of a subordinate clause; 2) the
impossibility for avCS. to have a syntactically dominant or dependent word in
the other.composite sentence, while such syntactic relations exist-betwéen the
bompofients of an AG, similar to those relations that exist among formally
independent sentences; 3) the existence of both free and fixed part order in a
CSand always strictly fixed order in an AG (a BU + an AP) that does not deny
(wlike in a, CS) .the possibility,of -existence of distant grammatical and
semantic-relations between the parts of an AC and 4) the impossibility for an
M H®Ifflduded in-the structure of a CS and vice versa, the possibility for a
syntactic, unit similar to a?composite sentence to be.the part of an AC structure;
5 punctuation marks between their parts: a comma, a dash, a colon,
asemicolon or no punctuation in a>GS, and a period, a question mark, an
exclametion Mark and a stage direction in an AG. The common punctuation
nark for both units is three dots. A CW that has strong connecting and
anaphoric properties helps to distinguish an AC from adjoining at the sentence
level as well as from other units of the text level.

Wej»support the -idea that some communicatively important information
can be transmitted by both a subordinate clause of a CS and an AP in &n'AG

and that makes them equal in significance to amainclauseijll
Fopthefirst time we have singled out these kinds of APs that are equal in
importance to>BUs| not onl semantically but also formally, i. e. they -are
structurally integral elements'Ofan AC (We in.the BU and IFe; after the AP Me
differentreferents so we cannotremove the AP from thé Context):
m I"ii0i:aavé”0m d ktepnal war agpinstythé abominationsoit mention

and{eifcdark inhstets
«As«have <y own people. We have our .witch-hunts and our laws»
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(W.King).
Observations made with the help of text material reveal both-a lfo

; (consecutive) and a parallel adjoining of an AP. A linear adjoining takesipij® 1
when a BUfis closely connected byljts content with an AP that'consistsrof e 1
part. At a sentence level we can draw an analogy with a*GS %ith an |
elementary structure (with one subordinate clause). A-parallel adjoining |
which is more characteristic of multicomponent :AP%- correlates to<mn 1
elementary GSs (with two or more subordinate clauses).

Talcing into consideration the size of the’added component,@an [P 1
linguists single-out the following variants opt;-a) simple*ones - word fans |
(example 3),, word combinations™*(example -4), units structurally similarto
elliptical predicative units (example 5), complete predicative unit (example®) 1
and b) complex ones - with several predicative units in the form of adgh 1
(Example 7) or*sequence of sentences:

(3) Fine BU Whatever AP. I just wish I knew, what you were talking aat |
(J. Grisham).

(4) «Assoon aspossible», Jeffrey saidBU. «As early as tonightA (R. Q).

(5) «A greatpilot.» MaxsmiledBU « Almostas good as meAP» (J. Hggrs), |

(6) The Lord Godtested men BU. As He was testingnow AP (RLudlum), |

(7) 1t was o fthe many skills he wouldn t have acquired had he bemna |
better shot at a sixteen Bu. If his shaft hadnt missed the deer and pierced |
Wolfs shoulder... APi If Cicatrices band hadnt chosen to lay waste thevin 4
Mecklenberg estate... aAp2 | f old Baron had employed more men like Vubtish, £
and less like Schunzel, his then-steward... AP3 If... ap4 (J. Yeovil).

Researchers point to the possibility of adjoining being possible aftera 71
BU in a syntactic unit of any size up to a composite syntactic unit. Developing 91
this idea, we offer a more detailed classification of multicomponent A%, j
arranging ACs that have such APs according to the classification of CSs with A
several subordinate clauses and composite sentences with various typesbf
syntactic relations. ACs with multicomponent APs can have (similar to o |
elementary CSs and composite sentences) various types of syntactic relatios 1
of different sizes (the number of «sentence parts») and depth of structure (tre 2
number of levels of division into parts). Thus, we single out basic-ACs A
(elementary, formally indivisible: BIX+ CW + AP) and derivative ACs (o fl
elementary, compound: (BU.+ CWj + APi + CW2+ AP2A CW3+ AP3LL,
CWn + APn). Among derivative ACs, we single out the following: 1) A% fl
similar to the consecutive (stage) subordination, 2) APs similar to collateral 1
subordination (homogeneous, heterogeneous and mmixed), and 3) ACs with fl
relationships among ftheiifc different parts similar to those that exist ina fl
composite?sentence with various types of syntactic relations. At the sametinte, A
the dominant part in relationships between a BU and an AP|s the adjoining £
relationship, and all the other possible one's only- overlap’ it.

r The ACs in the following examples are -similar to the CSs with fl

homogeneous (example 9),; heterogeneous (example 10), and mixed |
subordination (example 11). -
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WNiMitfraidersMidn't know — could not have known — that their target
wwMfWImge indheviilagemhemheyispluck su.LLl aLLl eir targethad, nothing
nd A W o*eMA AW TW nThw TTM be dustLL, the ritndvbefoneaihe
nigtwas 0 M ”2s(Cjj©avidson). ' tu

W, Ljenttl ybe tape recorder-was. off,-Smith took. Thorntonjaside
Adipiteheda comedy hedhought the two”ofthem should do B+ Which is great
~1. Aslong as We-'get '10per centAP: (Newsweek!).; r*

{?:LLl)rAsentence is what the speaker means it to meanBU What he secretly
mears iIWo fnean'Wp'Whickmby be quite opposite Ar2What he doesnt mean it
tomeanR.Whatitmeans as“evMenemfhisrealnature®ii. Fowles)™:*'

Another piece ofevidence for the existence of universal relationships at
different syntactic levels is the example-below of an >A3 with these kinds of
relationships among -its parts which are the functional equivalent of those in a
multicomponent composite sentence with differenttypes of syntactic relationships.

weass w next part will be a rave B.. She looked at him, both
persuading andWstimating. "And on'the -other hand they live in cynical open
TrLULLiXXBucby ones Ai$ Where noTone really believes' anyone elses
reputation *Specially ifthey are successful s. Which is all rather healthy,
Lmay" ~.(bFowles).
eteaTo”sum up, we can come to the conclusion that non-elementary AQs
withrCWs can realize practically all the models of arrangement and all the
semartic andrsyntactic relations that are characteristic of non-elementary GSs.
fM#iti<'SMs and”“eomposite sentences have equivalent structures, but in the
texfehiefarchy they .areton different'syntactic levels£jjatextual and a sentence
‘fedlire”peetiyely.
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peyeHb. PoswmnpeHa knacugikayis npueaHyBanbHUX YacTuH y npueir
KOHCTPYKLiAX; 3anponoHOBaHi: KpuUTepil BigMeXxyBaHHA npuegH!!or »
KOHCTPYKLIN* Big IHWMWX- CKNAAHUX CUHTAKCUUYHUX OAWUHULb
BMCHOBOK MNP0 €KBiBaNEHTHICTb Pi3HOPIBHEBUX OAMHMUbL - npueg” Y
KOHCTPYKUil | CK/lagHAX3peHeHb™ 3LLIOT 1A y.iX]" cTpoitosux OCLps 3™ B
AKn4oBi CnoBa: npueaHyBanbHa 'KOHCTPYKUis, 6a3oBe SaSI
NpUeAHYBanbHa YacTUHA, NPUELHYBANbHUA CNONYYHUKOBW A 3aci6™s

BorpaH B. B. CxofcTBO thopManbHoli l. .
NPUCOEANHNTENBbHBIX KOHCTPYKUMIA 1 CIOXHbBIX NPeaIoXeHN CTe<rp™

B> pa6oTe paccMOTpeHbl .CXOXMWe U OT/UYHbIE, 06r|/rarq}be
(hakynbTaTUBHble 4epTbl (OPManbHOW OpraHu3auuMyu NPUCOEANHUTENLHS
KOHCTPYKUMIA M CNOXHBIX NpeAnoXeHuin. PacwupeHHas Kiaccugmkatop
npucoeanHNTENbHLIX . uacTeii » B npucoegnuutensHbix  KOHCTOYKIbI,
NpefnoXKeHbl KPUTEPUNU OTrpaHUUYeHns NpUcoesnHUTENbHbIX KOHCTPYKUMA <
OPYTWUX , CMOXHBIX  CUHTAKCMYeCKUX  eAWHUL,. CpenaH  BbiBOg "
9KBWBANEHTHOCTW  Pa3HOYPOBHEBbIX  eAWHUL - NPUCOEANHUTENBHBIX
KOHCTPYKL M U CNOXHbBIX MPEANOXEHWUI - C TOUKU 3PEHUA UX CTPOEBbLIX OCHOB

Knioyesble cnosa: npucoeAuHUTEeNbHas  KOHCTPyKUuWA, -
BbICKa3blBaHME, MNPUCOEANHNTENIbHAA YacTb, MPUCOEAUHUTENBHOE (oaHoe
CpeAcTBO.

Bogdan V. V. The Similarity of Formal Arrangement of
Constructions and Composite Sentences

The paper focuses on similar and distinctive, obligatory and optioral«?
peculiarities ofthe formal organization of adjoining constructions (with the parts,
(the base utterance and the adjoined part) connected by the adjoining®
conjunctions that are homonymous to subordinate ones)) and composite
sentences. On the material of Modem English the criteria for dissociation of
adjoining constructions from complex sentences are offered; formal ad
syntactic properties of-fhejadjoining constructions are added and specified; the
classification of their adjoined parts is expanded. The adjoined parts similarto
the consecutive (stage) subordination, collateral subordination (homogeneous,
heterogeneous and mixed) and with relationships among the parts similarto
those; that exist in a composite sentence with various types o f syntactic relations
are singled out. Structurally, the adjoining constructions and composite
sentences are considered to be equivalent units at different syntactic levels. «

Key words: adjoining construction, base utterance, adjoined part,
adjoining conjunction; |

CTaTtTa Hagiwna fo pepakyii 20.02.2013 p.

MpuiiHaTo Ao ihyky|B4.05,2013 p.
PeueH3eHT - A. dinod: H., npot. XapnaHO. [.
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I. A.T OHTa

ABIALIAHI MOMIKOMMOHEHTLW TEPMIHWN
3ATEHTUBHUMW ®OPMAHTAMMU -ER, OR, -ANT, -IST

NAKTYanbHIiCTb JOCNIAKEHHS 3YMOBMIOETLCA MOr0 CMPAMOBAHICTIO Ha
iHTerpaLito PyHKLioOHaNbHOro'MigX04y A0 aHaniy HOMIHaTUBHUX OAUHMWLb i3
thopvaHTamu -er; Or, -ant, -ist, K HalinowunpeHiWnx areHTUBHNX CydiKciB B
aHrmivcekiii MoBi. Lle B CBOIO Yepry A03BONNTb BU3HAUYUTW LUNAXM nepeknagy
LL}O0 06'EMHOF0 NAACTY NEKCAKM.

;Y MeToto focnifXeHH: € AOCAIIKEHHS (DYHKLIOHANbHNX XapaKTepUCTUK
TEPMIHOMOTiYHI HOMIHATUBHI O0fUHMLI 3 dopmaHTamu -er, or, -ant, -ist Ha
piiHi CKNagHWX, CiiNagHONOXiAHMX YTBOPEHb Ta CTaaMX CMOBOCMONYYEHb Ta
BUSIBNIEHHS HAAMOLWIMPeHiWnx cnocobiB X nepeknagy YKpaiHCbKOK MOBOIO.

Ab 6 '€eKTOM"AOCNIAXKEHHA € TepMiHOMOFiYHI HOMIHATMBHI OAWMHMLUI 3
thopmarTamm -er,®  -ant, -ist'Ha pisHi cknagHux, cknagHoNoXigHUX yTBOPeHb
18 WIitiix cnbeOcnonyyelib. MpeAMeTOM AOCHIAKEHHS € 0COBAMBOCTI X
repeKnaay*yKpaiHCbKoto MOBOK. P akTUUYHWIA MaTepian LOCNIAKEHHS - Le
491 TepmiHM Acypikcamu -er, or, -ant, -ist, Bu6paHi Metogom BuGIpKK i3
Ll ieraiHCbKUX TepMiHOMOTIYHUX CNOBHUKIB. TeopeTuyHe 3Ha4YeHHA
[OCNiMKeHHA “nonsrae B' TOMy, WO Oro pesynbTaTu CTaHOBNSTb BHECOK Y
posBTOK TeopeTUYHMX acnekTiB nepeknafo3HaBCTBA, 30Kpema Crnocobis
repenagy TEPMiHIB 3areHTUBHUM cydikcamm.

1*NilllBHicTb B aBiauiliHili TepMIHONOTIYHUX CUCTeMax aHrnincLKoi Ta
YKPAIHCHKOI MOB BENMKOT KiNbKOCTi MONIKOMMNOHEHTHUX HOMIHAaTUBHUX OAMHULb
YVMOREHE*] eKCTPaNiHIBICTUYHUMN  YMHHWKaMKW, @ CcaMme, PO3BUHYTOO
iH(PaCTPYKTYpPOIO aBiaLiliHOT rany3i Ta CKNagHICTIoO NiTanbHMUX anaparis.

pMA/peTuuHoto 6asllio gocnifgXKeHHs € pob0TH BYUEHUX, LLLO AOCAILXKYBaAM
yTBOpeHHA  Ta ™'(yHKUiOHYBaHHS  TepmiHiB:  A. B. CynepaHcbkoi |[1],
B, KapabaHa [2], C.B.lpiHboBa [3], P.I. Ko6piHa [4], A.C. lotre [5],
®ILU|ATKIHOT [6] Ta iHLWKX.

Ha HawyigymKy, BNacTMBOCTI TepMiHa 4iTKO 6ynu copmMynboBaHi
UB. I'piHboBuMi L INCneyndiuHicTb BXUBaHHA» i '«3MICTOBHA TOUHICTb».
Mg nepwoto BnacTueicTio TepmiHa C. B. [piHbOB po3yMie BWMKOPWUCTaHHSA
TepviHa Andlll[3vBaHHA ;poHATLL’iiig Apyroto «YiTKiCTb; 06MEXEHICTb
3Ha4eHHs TepMiHa, L0 BCTAHOBNIOOTbCA AediHiuieto» [3* c. 29].

ATreHTUBHUWIAYCY(iiKC B aHTNIACLKIA Mbii A[0CUTbL YaCTUM eNeMEHTOM
CnoBOTVopeHHs. BapTo 3raganu, WO AareHTMBHWM B aHrNilACbKiA MOBI
BBKAETHCA CY(PIKC, AKWH hopfaeTbca A0 [ieCNiBHOT OCHOBM, YTBOPHOIOUU
iVEHHVK 33 3HAYeHHAM <<xToCb ab0 LWOCb WO BUKOHYE Tit01BUpaxeiy
[iecnroBov106°ekT Ha AKuil CnpamMoBaHa fis BupaxeHa gicenosbm».' Cepbg
[JocnipkeHoro  Kopnycy-ipannsetbcs 6arato  HOMiHAaTUBHWX OAWHIANb,
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