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POSITIONAL VARIANTS OF SEGMENTAL CONSTRUCTIONS
IN THE MODERN ENGLISH LANGUAGE

VY crarTi pocniykeHo mpoOieMy po3MeXyBaHHS CTPYKTYPHHUX MoJieslell CerMEHTOBAaHUX
BUCIIOBJICHb Yy CYyYacHId aHIJIMCHbKIM MOBI B acCHEeKTi IXHBOTO TEMO-PEMHOTO YJIEHYBaHHS,
3’SCOBAaHO, IO CETMEHTOBAaHA KOHCTPYKIIS, SK OJMHULS KOMYHIKaTUBHO-CHUHTAKCHYHOTO DPiBHS,
pPO3MaIaeThCs Ha /1Bl YACTHHU: Ha KOMYHIKATUBHUM cy0’€KT (TeMy) 1 Ha KOMyHIKaTUBHUHN MpeauKaT
(pemy), SIKMH BHUCTYIIA€ TOJIOBHOIO KOMYHIKQTMBHOIO METOIO BHCIJIOBJIEHHS. 3aJIe)KHO BiJl MO3ULI{
CeTMEHTa Yy JOCHi/DKYBaHHX CTPYKTYpax sIBHIIE CETMEHTalii SK eKCIPECHUBHUN MPHIIOM
pearizoByeThCSI B JIBOX PIZHOBHJAAX: SIK penpu3a (CErMEHT 3HAaXOIMTHCS Y MPEMO3UIlil MI0A0
IOCTCETMEHTHOI0 KOMIIOHEHTa) I aHTeuumnaiis (CerMEeHT 3HaXOIUTbCS Y MOCTIIO3MLIT). 3anexHo
BiJl MO3ULIT KOMIIOHEHTIB CErMEHTOBAaHOI KOHCTPYKLII PO3MEXOBYIOTh JIBa THIM AaHTELMIALL:
a) peMo-TeMHa TMOCTIOBHICTH 1 0) TeMO-peMHE pO3TalllyBaHHS €JIEMEHTIB, BIIMOBIIHO
PO3KpHUBAIOYU MPOTHIIEKHI TEHJEHIIT eKCIIPECUBHOCTI — OUIKYBaHE Ta palTOBICTb.

Kiro4oBi ciioBa: akTyalbHe 4IEHYBAaHHS, KOMYHIKaTHBHUN Cy0’€KT, KOMYHIKaTUBHUI

MpeIuKaT, pernpu3a, aHTeIunaIlis.

Problem definition in the context of modern philological science. A
segmental construction is a type of a unit of an expressive syntax, having its
structural and semantic peculiarities, and enlarges traditional notion of a sentence. A
segmental construction appears to be an utterance — a unit of a communicative level.
As A. Zagnitko asserts, «an utterance is an actual sentence being relative to an
addresser and an addressee of a communicative act» [5, p. 159]. According to our
collected practical material a segmental construction, being a communicative unit
with partially broken connections is very frequently used to achieve a pragmatical
aim. The break of structural connections between structural components of a
segmental construction and their functioning in the context intensify their

expressiveness. Informative break and the break of theme and rheme organization of



its components intensify the expressiveness and it is necessary to be taken into
account while studying.

It is considered to be actual to analyze a communicative structure of this
construction allowing to ascertain the interaction of components of a segmental
construction.

The analysis of the problem. While analyzing a segmental construction as a
unit of communicative syntax it’s essential to take into account theme and rhyme
arrangement of its components as the appearance of a segmental construction is
closely connected with the phenomenon of actual split. This theory has been studied
in details by the members of Prague linguistic school V. Matezius [8], F. Danesh [3].
V. Matezius deduced that the word order is the result of information giving in a
specific communicative situation [8]. He proposed to use the term «actual split». In
the process of a communicative act means of communication have some
communicative aim which is the speaker having while advancing his opinion. This
means are making an informative structure consisting of two anti-elements: initial
point or a base (according to V. Matezius’ terminology) and the aim of a message —
main body [8]. Later the terms «base» and «main body» have been changed by terms
«theme» and «rheme».

The subject of the artice is a segmental construction. The source of practical
material is the novel of Chuck Palaniuk «Invisible Monsters». We have collected and
analyzed 1500 segmental constructioni. The aim of the paper is to find the
structures of an analyzed type, to describe them and to analyze them taking into
account the peculiarities of their communicative structure. Thus, there have been
defined such tasks: 1) to study scientific and theoretical literature in investigated
problem; 2) to collect practical material — a unit of an expressive syntax, a segmental
construction, — from the chosen source; 3) to study the types of communicative
structure of a segmental construction and to analyze them.

Basic material statement and received results reasoning. The role of a
substantive is to name a theme of further information following a segment. A

segment focuses a reader’s attention on the theme of a message, logically



emphasizing it. While segmentation a separated substantive is communicatively more
important than in an unsplit utterance. Compare a segmental construction: The shot,
it was like getting hit hard what | remember (Chuck Palaniuk, p. 287) and an unsplit
variant of this utterance: The shot was like getting hit hard what | remember As we
can see in a split construction attention is focused on a segment being a theme of a
message. In the second example the shot being a part of a rheme is logically less
emphasized and consequently less expressive. Thus the theme of a message in a
segmental construction takes actual position and becomes more attractive for a reader
being a very expressive unit. The second part of an utterance comprises a message
about a theme being a rheme conveying the main content of a message.

Thus a segmental construction is divided into two parts: an initial part (a
theme) and a message (a rheme) being a main communicative aim of an utterance.
Peculiar for a substantive role of a theme component isn’t occasional. A. Zagnitco
assumes that «the function of theme is typical for a semantic subject and the function
of rheme — for a predicate». [5, p. 79, 90].

It should be mentioned that the peculiarity of a postsegmental component of a
segmental construction is to be expressed by a sentence with verb in the function of a
predicate. The main part of this structure, to be sure, can’t be expressed by one word
form and even word combination, because the role of a rheme is to give expanded
information about theme being a segment.

Synonimcally terms «old» and «new» are used apart from terms «theme» and
«rheme». But the theme of utterance doesn’t always denote «old», the objects or
events already known to an addressee.

The analysis of practical material proves that a theme in a segmental
construction isn’t old as this element can’t be represented in preliminary context. The
theme in two-component structures is new, firstly mentioned. 1. Kovtunova assumes
that such type of connetion (new — new) is a matter of situational independence; such
utterances aren’t stipulated for context and situation [6, p.152].

A postsegmental component of a segmental construction being a rheme gives

new information including old one as a correlate. It appears to be a thematic element



in the second part of a construction. Thus pronominal correlate has the function of
theme — old.

To denote two communicative parts of an utterance there has been used such
terms in linguistics: «communicative subject» and «communicative predicate»,
«logical subject» and «logical predicate», «psychological subject» and
«psychological predicate», «sense subject» and «sense predicate», «starting point»
and «main point» etc. In our research we’ll use terms «communicative subject» to
denote what is informed and “communicative predicate” to nominate the main point
of the utterance as we consider these terms to be the most successful to name the
parts the structure falls into according to speaker’s communicative intension.

We consider the research of T. Safronova to be interested to be taken into
account. The scientist stresses on the structural peculiarities of segmental
constructions making them different from unsplit constructions, — a theme in a
segmental construction is represented by one-member component and a rheme is «a
two-member theme and rheme component». Apart from that T. Safronova
accentuates on double theme denotation: a segment — a correlate [10, p. 14]. Let’s
take the next example: The suit, it’s this white Bob Mackie knock-off Brandy bought
in Seatle with a tight hobble skirt that squeezes her ass into the perfect big heart
shape (Chuck Palaniuk, p.12). In this example we have a type of a segmental
construction — a pronominal reprise. In communicative syntax this utterance is
divided into a theme the suit, a communicative subject and a rheme, a communicative
predicate it’s this white Bob Mackie knock-off Brandy bought in Seatle with a tight
hobble skirt that squeezes her ass into the perfect big heart shape.

Communicative subject located outside the main part of an utterance changes
the common structure of it; a theme becomes emphasized owing to a pronominal
correlate which is repeated in a postsegmental component and appears to be a
communicative predicate.

Thus, we have a theme twice represented in a structure. T. Safronova considers
that a thematical component referring to pronominal objective component in a

postsegmental part acquires the features of a theme in relation to which the rest of



components of a postsegment is a rheme as it contains new information about theme,
being a communicative predicate.

It may be sketched in the following way:

Sketchl
segmenal construction
+
segment postsegmental component

| |

communicative subject (T) communicative predicate (T+R)

Segmentation is known in linguistics to be represented in two types: reprise (a
segment is located in pre-position to a postsegmental component) and anticipation (a
segment is located in post-position).

The sketch represents the type of segmentation — reprise.

Constructions with a segment in post-position and their actual split have been
studied by T.Zhavoronkova [4], Yu.Skrebnev [11], A. Nikitina [9]. As
T. Zhavoronkova assumes antecipation constructions comparing with reprise have
some peculiarities. Unlike reprise where a segment is a core theme, in antecipation
constructions a segment can be not only a theme, but also a rheme of an utterance. [4,
p. 45]. The scientist singles out the structures with a postpositional segment with
theme and rheme arrangement and rheme and theme arrangement of components.

Antecipation constructions with R — T arrangement are close to reprise They
are inverted variants of reprise: All around us, erosion and insects are just chewing
up the world, never mind people and pollution (Chuck Palaniuk, p.84) comp.,
Erosion and insects all around us are just chewing up the world, never mind people
and pollution; How bad could it be, my face? (Chuck Palaniuk, p. 53) comp., How
bad could my face, it, be? As it can be seen in similar antecipation constructions
structures can be easily transformed into reprise. N. Valgina ascertains that
substantives in postposition to expose the contents of a subject (pronominal correlate)

used in common form [2, p. 200].



In T — R arrangement the most informative component of an utterance is
placed in initial position [6; 7]. Such usage completely differs from rheme and theme
arrangement. «Communicative split and actual informativity of components
contradict each other: a rheme informs about that isn’t of enough informative value
without a theme» [6, p. 153]. A segment is a rheme when a pronominal correlate and
a substantive is logically emphasized, the main assignment of which is to emphasize
the most important in an utterance. These are constructions where logical emphasize
IS necessary. Let’s take the example: How bad could it be, my face? (Chuck Palaniuk,
p. 53). A postsegmental component has the biggest notional meaning while the
predicate in postsegmental component has a weakened lexical meaning. Apart from
that a segment actualization is realized by unusual component position and a
substantive gains semantic expression only in the end of an utterance.

Thus, there has been distinguished two types of antecipation a) rheme and

theme arrangement and b) theme and rheme arrangement of components.

Sketch 2
a) segmental construction
-
postsegmental component + segment
communicative predicate (R+T) communicative subject (T)
Sketch 3
b) segmental construction
postsegmental component segment
communicative predicate (T) communicative subject (R(T))

Sh. Balli ascertains that segmentation is very expressive approach as the
arrangement from a theme to a rheme (T — R) and from a rheme to a theme (R — T)

expose opposite tendencies of expressiveness — expected and suddenness.



We have found out there are theme and rheme connections between the
components of a segmental construction. A segmental construction the postsegmental
component of which is expressed by complex syntactical unit isn’t an exception.
Communicative arrangement of this unit is expressed according to its components:
each following sentence is dependant on the preceding, from known to new, forming
a theme and rheme link. In a complex syntactical unit there has been distinguished a
core theme or a hypertheme correlated not only with the first utterance, but with all
the following, being the part of a postsegmental component and a rheme containing a
thematic component.

Let’s take a segmental construction where we have a complex syntactical unit:
The detective, the one who searched my car for bone fragments, the guy who'’d seen
all those people get their heads cut off in half-open car windows, he comes back one
day and says there’s nothing left to find (Chuck Palaniuk, p 50). The second part is a
complex syntactical unit containing three sentences. In this segmental construction a
theme and rheme link is arranged on the basis of parallel connection. A hypertheme
is a segment and a rheme is realized in separated rhemes: rheme 1 containing a theme
component (indefinite pronoun) is the first sentence of a postsegmental component,
rheme 2 containing a theme component (a noun-synonym) is the second sentence of a
postsegmental part and rheme 3 containing a theme component (personal pronoun) is
the third sentence. «A core theme and correlates representing it in the second
segment make some theme line or the line of cohesion (connection), penetrating the
whole text» [12, p. 77].

Let’s show this chain in sketch:

Sketch 4

segmental construction

4/ +

segment postsegmental component

| |

communicative subject (T) communicative predicate
(TR, — TR»)




Conclusions and perspectives for further investigation. Summing up, it
should be mentioned that segmentation occurs according to speaker’s intention. In
segmental structures, to be sure, a segment is a communicative subject. It conveys the
topic of an utterance, the part of information being the subject of a message. A
postsegmental component is a rheme (a communicative predicate), the centre of a
construction. In antecipation either theme (R — T) or a rheme (T — R) in emphatic
emphasis, focuses on a postpositional substantive. In further investigation it will be
interesting to study semantic and pragmatic peculiarities of these structure models

from the point of view of a speaker and the addressee.
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bBakyn Ouabra. Ilo3mnnoHHbIe BapHaHTbl CErMEHTHPOBAHHBIX KOHCTPYKLIMH B
COBPEMEHHOM aHIJIMIiCKOM si3bIKe. B crartbe paccmarpuBaercs mnpoOjema pa3rpaHUyYeHUs
CTPYKTYPHBIX MOJI€JI€H CErMEHTHUPOBAHHBIX BBICKa3bIBAHUM B COBPEMEHHOM AHIJIMHCKOM SI3bIKE B
acleKTe HMX TeMa-peMaTHYeCKOr'o YJIEHEHHUsS, CEerMEHTHPOBAHHAS KOHCTPYKIMs Kak eAMHuLA
KOMMYHHUKaTUBHO-CUHTAaKCUYECKOTO YPOBHS pasleisieTcs Ha JB€ YacTH: KOMMYHUKAaTHUBHBIN
CyOBeKT (TeMy) M KOMMYHUKATHBHBIA Mpenukar (peMy), KOTOPbIH BBICTYNAEeT TJIaBHOM
KOMMYHHUKaTUBHOW L€JIbI0 BBICKA3bIBAHMSA. 3aBHUCHUMO OT MO3MIMM CETMEHTa B HCCIEIYyEeMbIX
CTPYKTypax sBJIEHUE CETMEHTAllMM KaK »JKCIPECCHUBHBI IPUEM pealu3yercsi B JIBYX
Pa3sHOBUAHOCTSX: KakK pernpu3a (CErMEHT pacIoJIOKEH B MPENO3HLIHMHA K IOCTCETMEHTHOMY
KOMITIOHEHTY) M aHTeHHnaius (CErMeHT pacIojoKE€H B IMOCTIO3HUIMH). 3aBUCHUMO OT TO3UIIUU
KOMIIOHEHTOB CErMEHTHMPOBAHHOTO BBICKAa3bIBaHMS BBIIENSIOT JIBa BHMJa aHTELUIAIMHU: a) PEMO-
TeMaTu4eckoe U 0) TeMO-peMaTHUECKOe pa3MeIleHUe 3JIEMEHTOB, pAaCKpbIBasi pa3Hble TEHIACHLIUU
AKCIIPECCUBHOCTH — OKUAEMOE U BHE3AITHOCTb.

Kuirouesnie CJI0Ba: aKTyaJlbHOE YJICHEHHUE, KOMMYHHKaTUBHBIN CyOBeKT,

KOMMYHUKaTUBHBIN NPEIUKaT, pepu3a, aHTCLUIIAIS.

Bakun Olha. Positional variants of segmental constructions in the modern English
language. In the article we have studied the problem of distinguishing structure models of
segmental constructions in the modern English language taking into account their theme and rheme
split, there has been defined that a segmental construction is divided into two parts: a
communicative subject (a theme) and a communicative predicate (a rheme) being a core
communicative aim of a message. Depending on the position of a segment in investigated structures

the phenomenon of segmentation as an expressive means may occur in two types: a) a reprise (with



a segment in pre-position to postsegmental component) and an antecipation (with a segment in
post-position to a postsegmental component). Depending on a segmental construction components
position there should be distinguished two types of anticipation: a) a theme and rheme arrangement
and b) a rheme and theme arrangement of components, showing different tendencies of
expressiveness — expected and suddenness.

Key words: actual split, a communicative subject, a communicative predicate, reprise,

anticipation.



