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COMMUNICATIVENESS OF COMPOUND SENTENCES AND BRANCH SENTENCES

Summary

A simple sentence is a legitimate and complete representative of the class of syntactic units called
sentences, but not the only one. In terms of structure, a simple sentence is the opposite of a complex
sentence. The difference between them is that the first is monopredicative (that is, the predicative
relationship characterizing the mutual relations of the subject and the predicate is presented once in the
sentence), and the second is polypredicative. The above are the most general characteristics of a complex
sentence and will be clarified in the following review.The components of a complex sentence are
traditionally considered as sentences. Maybe it's just imperfect terminology. A dependent clause is
not a sentence because it has no independent communicative significance. It is used in the process of
speech communication and for its purposes only as a component of a larger syntactic unit - a complex
sentence. Even parts of a complex sentence are inadequate as units of communication. Often, their
interactions are semantic relations of cause and effect, certain time organization, etc. is related to and
to break them means to separate, weaken or break each of the members of a complex sentence into
an independent sentence.
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Intradaction union (for example, oath, idol, etc.), the

Polypredicativeness of a complex sentence  predicative structure can be a separate
does not mean only that it contains multiple sentence:ldol huh went ten scribbling soot
predicative relations. In the sentence "he waved  disorganized thoughts swear feelings oath huh
his hand in the direction of the house and was made a decision. (4)
silent" (A. Huxley), the predicative relation Analiz
occurs twice, in connection with "waved his If we talk about the functional side of the
hand" etc., "was silent". Each of these groups is observed phenomenon, a communicatively
characterized by a predicative relationship with ~ complex sentence appears as a unit of the same
it, but there is no complex sentence here. order as a simple one. A complex sentence, like a
Therefore, it is important to clarify the above simple sentence, is characterized by its
characteristics of a complex sentence, it shows  communicative integrity. It has an intonation
that a complex sentence has several predicative  ending. Complex sentences can be declarative,

centers consisting of a subject and a predicate. interrogative, optional, and encouraging just like
Two or more consecutive sentences are also simple sentences in their communicative content.
collectively characterized by multiple centers, A complex sentence seems to be more specific

but again we know that this is not a sentence. The ~ due to its structural features. Such a feature that
parts of a complex sentence form a complex  makes up a sentence as predicativeness is
sentence based on the syntactic relationship. In ~ implemented only at the level of components, not
complex sentences, the syntactic relationship of  the sentence as a whole in a complex sentence. In
their parts is clearly expressed in subordinate  contrast to a simple sentence, which is
conjunctions. The situation with complex  "combined" from qualitatively different units
sentences is more difficult. Even if there is a (word forms, words, word and word
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Communicativeness of compound sentences
and branch sentences

combinations), a complex sentence is built from
units close to the sentence, predicative
constructions.

From this point of view, the analogy between
a complex sentence and a phrase seems
successful: both syntactic units (and unlike a
simple sentence) are characterized by a
significant commonality of the syntactic nature
of the whole and its components. (3)

When considering a simple sentence,
predicativeness was mentioned as its main
feature. Is the position about the importance of
predicativeness as a constitutive feature for a
complex sentence still true? To answer this
question, it is necessary to dwell on the concept of
predicativeness. Predicativeness is a property of a
syntactic unit that makes it communicatively
actual, expresses the relationship of the situation
reflected in the sentence to reality, and gives the
language unit a communicative property in
addition to the nominative property. Words and
phrases that do not receive this second property
remain mere nominative units. A complex
sentence consists of several opposite situations.
Each of the predicative units included in the
composition of the complex sentence, describing
a specific situation, has predicability. Through
them, the complex sentence as a whole does not
lack this property, but there is no general
predicativeness for the whole complex sentence.
In a complex sentence, predicativeness is a
necessary feature of its components. (2)

Thus, a complex sentence is a structural-
semantic unity consisting of two or more syntactic
constructions, each of which has its own
predicative center, formed on the basis of syntactic
connection and used as a coherent unit with a
simple sentence in speech communication.

Just as a simple sentence can theoretically be
infinitely long (the result of adding more and more
elements according to the action of syntactic
processes), a complex sentence can be infinitely
long and extremely complex. Possible
combinations of composition and subordination
within the limits of a complex (complex and
compound) sentence are sometimes carried out in
studies of the problems of studying the structure
of the language, because the complexity and
architecture of such constructions are determined.
"factors beyond the structure of language. We

limit ourselves to citing one (far from the greatest)
sentence from A Milne's Winnie-the-Pooh:

Then huh idol the paper in the jar, corked the
jar as tightly as huh could leaned forward as
headlamp as huh could so as note to fall into the
windows swear threw the jar as headlamp as
huh could--splash'--and then ten the surface. 1
reappeared swear watched dog float slowly into
the distance until soot eyes hurt. Sometimes [
thought dog was a bottle, other times dog was
the wave of water huh was chasing. Watching
dog again huh did everything to save himself.

A clear example of the structural possibilities
of multiple representation is the last sentence of
the famous poem "The House That Jack
Built".(2)

Syntactic processes related to complex
sentences have been little studied. It can be
assumed that they are specific both in terms of
their inventory and the laws of action. Just an
illustration of the second aspect of the problem.

Matching at the sentence level, John asked
some questions from the quiz book and Matty
answered them can result in a sentence like The
condition of the possibility of combination is the
identity of the structure of some part of the
predicative union in each of the sentences (the
corresponding parts are preserved) and the
complete identity of some syntactically
dependent element or elements, including
lexical filling. in the section described above
(this element or elements are subject to
compression). The sentence above can be seen
as a combination of John asked some questions
from the quiz book and Mary answered some
questions from the quiz book.

The facts described in the literature show that
all propositions satisfying the above condition
cannot be combined. This is proven by the
ungrammatical constructions such as John offered,
and Harry gave, Peter a new journal.

The problem is particularly acute when a
sentence has more than one compressible
component (in the example immediately above,
these are two objects). It should be assumed that
the impossibility of combination is influenced
by not one, but a number of factors, including
those outside the structure and semantics of the
language. Thus, the omission of the above
sentence may be due to a known mental
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difficulty in interpreting Peter as the
complement of the addressee. The name Peter,
which is lexically-semantically of the same type
as John and Harry, arises during the initial
perception, during the construction of the same
type as the previous S - P structures (John
offered, Harry gave, Peter ...), a certain mental
to reinterpret the sentence requires effort. Such
an assumption is shown when comparing the
ungrammatical sentence marked * John
proposed and Harry gave Peter a new journal
with John offered, and Harry gave, a new journal
to Peter.

The structural and semantic integrity of a
complex sentence, taking into account its
invariable  multi-component  composition,
implies a certain organization of its constituent
parts and the methods of such organization
specific to a complex sentence. (In particular,
we're talking about ways to combine predicative
constructions, not word forms, words, or word
groups, as in a simple sentence.)

The following features are important for the
grammatical  organization of  predicative
constructions into complex sentences:

a) type of syntactic relationship (composition or
subordination);

b) the rank of predicative constructions (Color
is the place of the predicative construction in the
hierarchy of the components of a complex
sentence. The hierarchy can be determined, for
example, by analyzing the components
themselves. For the nature and accordingly. , in
determining the type of a complex sentence, it is
not necessary to have only an essay or a
subordinate .In the case of a plurality of
predicative units (more than two), the rank of the
predicative units combined on the basis of the
corresponding syntactic relationship is also
important. Complex and complex sentences are
distinguished by the nature of the syntactic
relationships of the predicative units, which are the
highest in the hierarchy of the components of the
complex sentence.

c) a sign of the structural and semantic
necessity of the predicative construction
(optional or mandatory),

d) presence / absence of binders and their
nature;

e) the order of mutual arrangement of
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predicative constructions.

For the most general division of complex
sentences, the first two signs are the most
important. Complex sentences are divided into
complex and complex sentences, taking into
account the sign of syntactic connection and the
degree of predicative units.

In a complex sentence, the highest-order
predicative constructions are connected by a
coordination relation (A little boy with slanting
black eyes was tending pigs, and a woman was
standing in the porch and coming towards them.
(J. Galsworthy), and in a subordinate complex
sentence (He was the only boy on the island who
didn't seem to have any hair (V. Golding)

The original concept of the complex sentence
in English was developed by LLIofik. Perceiving
a complex sentence as a syntactic unit is based
on the desire to characterize it not as a quantity
formed by adding simple sentences, but with
terms specific to the object of these categories.
Establishing four types of relationships of
predicative  units composition, relative
attachment, subordinate and connecting
relationship, LLIofic defines the system of types
of predicative units as including independent,
semi-dependent,  dependent and  input
predicative units, respectively. In contrast to the
traditional trichotomy (simple, complex and
complex sentence), the choice of simple (mono-
predicative) and complex (poly-predicative)
sentences as the main dichotomy fits well with
the structural features of the respective units.

Conclusion

As for the complex sentence, it is difficult
to talk about structural schemes, as with the
simple sentence, because of the number of
predicative units connected on the basis of
the coordinative relationship, as well as some

types of subordination. clauses can be
infinitely large. The most common
construction schemes - in addition to the
original  structure of compound and

compound sentences - arise based on the
ways of combining the composition and
subordination of the first and second-order
predicative units: subordinate complex
sentences and complex sentences with
composition.
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MURSKKOB CUMLONIN VO BUDAQ CUMLOLORIN KOMMUNIKATIVLIYI
Xiilaso

Sado ciimla ciimlo adlanan sintaktik vahidlor sinfinin ganuni vo tam niimayondosidir, lakin tok deyil.
Qurulus baximindan sads climlo miirokkab ciimloyo garsidir. Onlarin arasindaki forq ondadir ki, birincisi
monopredikativdir (yoni subyektlo predikatin qarsiliqli miinasibotlorini xarakterizo edon predikativ
miinasibot climlodo bir dofs toqdim olunur), ikincisi iso polipredikativdir. Yuxarida sadalananlar
miirokkab climlonin on {mumi xarakteristikasidir vo sonraki nozordon kecirmo zamani
dogiglosdirilocokdir. Miirakkob ciimlonin komponentlori anonavi olaraq climlolor kimi do gobul edilir.
Bolko do, bu, sadoco olaraq, geyri-kamil terminologiyadir. Bagli climlo miistoqil kommunikativ
ohomiyyato malik olmadig iigiin ciimlo deyil. O, nitq {insiyyati prosesindo vo mogsadlari iiglin yalniz
daha boylik sintaktik vahidin - miirokkab ciimlonin torkib hissasi kimi istifade olunur. Hotta miirokkob
climlonin hissalori {insiyyot vahidlori kimi geyri-adekvatdir. Cox vaxt onlarin qarsiligli alagoalori
sobob-naticonin semantik alagoalori, miioyyon zaman togkilati vo s. ilo baglidir vo onlar1 pozmagq,
miirokkob climlo iizvlorinin hor birini miistoqil ciimloys ayirmaq, zsiflotmok vo ya pozmaq
demokdir.

Acar sozlar: Miirokkab ciimlo, terminologiya, linsiyyast vahidlori, sintatik slago
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KOMMYHUKATHUBHOCTD CJIOXKHbBIX HPEI‘[JJIO)KEHI/H?I N PABBETBEHHbIX
HNPEJJIOKEHUHN

Pe3rome

HpOCTOG Hpe)IJ'IO)KCHI/IG SABJIAACTCA 3aKOHHBIM U ITOJIHBIM HpGI[CTaBI/ITeJ'IeM KJ1acCa CMHTAKCHUYCCKUX
€IMHULI, HA3bIBAEMBIX MPEIIOKEHUIMH, HO HE €AMHCTBEHHBIM. 110 CTpyKTYype MpoCcToe NpeIIOKEHNE
HpOTI/IBOHOJ'IO)KHO CJ'IO)KHOMy HpC}IJ'IO)KCHI/II-O. Pa3H1/1ua MG)KI[y HUMH COCTOHUT B TOM, YUTO nemeﬁ
ABIISICTCA MOHOHp CANKAaTUBHBIM (T. c. HpeI[I/IKaTI/IBHOG OTHOIIICHHUEC, Xap aKTCpI/I?:YIOHIee
B3aUMOOTHOIICHHSI TOJJIEKAIIETO U CKa3yeMOT0, IPEICTABIIEH B MIPEIOKEHUU OJHH pa3), a BTOPOi
- HOJ'II/IHPGI[I/IK&TI/IBHBIM. BBIIHCI/ISJ'IO)KGHHOG SABIISICTCST Hau6onee 06HII/IMI/I XapaKTepI/ICTI/IKaMI/I
CJIOKHOTO TIPEIJIOKEHUS W OyJEeT pa3bsCHEHO B clieayromieM o030pe. KOMIOHEHTHI CIOXHOTO
MPEVIOKCHUST TPATUIIMOHHO PAcCMAaTPUBAIOTCS KaK MpeIokKeHUs. BO3MOXHO, 3TO MPOCTO
HeCOBepI_HeHHaSI TepMI/IHOHOFI/IH. HpI/II[aTOIIHoe npe;monceHne HC SBJIISICTCA Hpe)IJ'IO)KeHI/IeM,
HOCKOJIBKy HEC HUMCCT CaMOCTOATCIBHOTO KOMMYHI/IKaTI/IBHOFO 3HAYCHUSI. OH HCHOJ’IBSyeTCH B
MIPOIIECCE PEUEBOT0O OOIMICHHSI U B €T0 IENISIX TOJIBKO KaK KOMIIOHEHT 00Jiee KPYITHOW CHHTaKCHIECKOM
CINHUIIBI — CJIIOKHOTO Hpe)IJ'IO)KeHI/ISI. Jlame qaCcTu CJIO0XHOIro npennonceHI/m HCAICKBATHHI KakK
CINHUIIBI O6HI€HI/I$I. 3a‘IaCTYIO nux BSaHMOHeﬁCTBHeM SABJIAFOTCSA CMBICJIOBBIC HpI/ILH/IHHO-
CJICJICTBEHHBIE CBSI3U, OTPE/IeIICHHAs OPraHU3aIisl BPEMEHH U T. JI. OTHOCUTCS K HUM U pa3OUTh UX
03HA4YaeT OTACIUTh, OCIAOWTh WM PA30UTh KAKIBIM M3 WICHOB CIIOXHOTO TMPEIOKCHHUS Ha
CaMOCTOATEILHOE MPETIOKCHHE.

KuaroueBrbie ciaoBa: CloXHOE MPEIOKEHUE, TEPMUHOJIOTHS, SAMHUIIBI CBSI3M, CHHTAKCHUECKas
CBSI3b.
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