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Arkushyn Hryhorii. Mid-Lenten Celebrations in Pidlyashya & Other
Various Regional Observances. Described are regional celebrations of certain
Orthodox calendar dates characteristic for a specific region or locale (Zelenets in the
Berestye and Pidlyashya Regions, Kruk in the Kholm Region, Kolodka in the Volhyn
Region, Zhyzhok in Liubeshiv County of the Volhyn Region, Hrada in Polozhevo
village in Liuboml County, etc.). Each such celebration observed various
prohibitions: one was not allowed to garden during Hrad so as to prevent hail (hrad)
storms from ruining crops; it was forbidden to harvest grain during Zhyzhok so as to
prevent lightening from striking and burning piles of cut grain, etc.

Mid-Lent was uniquely observed in the Pidlyashya Region with bachelors
hitting a house’s walls, thus «breaking» Lent, smearing windows with clay, or tossing
pots of ashes into houses where girls lived. Utilized attributes such as clay pots and
ashes testify to the antiquity of these practices and were certainly borrowed from
Catholics who in this same way observe Ash Wednesday.

Key words: Pidlyashya, Winter Holidays, Regional Celebrations; Lent; Mid-Lent.
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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.
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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 «rhemey.

The aim and tasks of the paper. 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
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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 «rhemey». 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
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context. The theme in two-component structures is new, firstly mentioned.
|. 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 predicatey, «sense subject» and «sense predicatey,
«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
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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

4/\

segment + postsegmental component

A 4 v

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
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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
) segmental construction
— T
postsegmental component + segment
communicative predicate (R+T) + communicative subject (T)
Sketch 3
b) segmental construction
postsegmental component segment
v A 4
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
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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, p50). 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
segment postsegmental component
] |
communicative subject (T) communicative predicate
(TR; — TRy)

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 communictive
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 theme (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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bakyn Ougbra. Ilo3uumiiiHi BapiaHTH CerMEHTHHUX KOHCTPYKUil Yy cy4acHii
AHIJIIHCBHKIA MOBI. Y CTaTT1 HOCTIIXKEHO MPOOJIEMy PO3MEKYBaHHS CTPYKTYPHUX MO-
JieJiel CeTMEHTOBAHUX BUCIIOBJIEHb Y CYYacHIM aHTIINCHKINA MOBI B aClEKTl IXHbOIO
TEMO-PEMHOTO WICHYBaHHS, 3’ ICOBaHO, [0 CETMEHTOBaHA KOHCTPYKIIIS SIK OJMHUIIS
KOMYHIKaTUBHO-CUHTAKCUYHOI'O PIBHS, PO3NAAA€ThCSA HA JBl YACTUHU: HA KOMYHIKa-
TUBHUN CyO’€KT (TeMy) 1 Ha KOMYHIKaTUBHUH NpeaukaT (pemy), sSIKuil BUCTYIIA€ To-
JIOBHOIO KOMYHIKATHBHOK) METOIO BHUCJIOBJICHHS. 3aJIE’KHO BiJ] TIO3UIIIT CErMEHTa B JI0-
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CIII/DKYBaHUX CTPYKTYpax SIBUIIE CErMEHTAIlll SIK eKCIPECUBHUI mpuiioM peaiizo-
BYETHCS Y JIBOX PI3HOBUAAX: SIK pernpu3a (CerMeHT mnepeOyBae y Mpeno3ullii oo
MIOCTCETMEHTHOTO KOMITOHEHTA) ¥ aHTeUHUMalis (CerMeHT 3HaXOAUTHCS y MOCTIIO3U-
11ii). 3a71eXHO BiJ] MO3UIIT KOMITOHEHTIB CErMEHTOBAaHOT KOHCTPYKITli PO3MEKOBYIOTh
7IBa TUNH aHTELMIMAllii: a) peMO-TeMHA MOCIIJOBHICTb 1 0) TEMO-peMHE PO3TalllyBaHHS
€JIEMEHTIB, BIAMOBIAHO PO3KPUBAIOYM MPOTHIICKHI TEHACHIlI EKCIPEeCHBHOCTI —
OYiKyBaHE Ta panTOBICTb.

KuarouoBi cioBa: akTyanbHe 4JI€HYBaHHS, KOMYHIKATUBHHHA CyO’€KT, KOMYHI-
KaTUBHUU MIPEIMKAT, PETIPU3a, aHTECIUTIAITIS.

bakyn Oubra. Ilo3unmoHHbIE BAPUAHTHI CerMEHTHPOBAHHBIX KOHCTPYKIMIA
B COBPEMEHHOM aHIJIMICKOM si3bIKe. B cTaThe paccMmarpuBaeTcs mpobdiiema pasrpa-
HUYECHUS CTPYKTYPHBIX MOJEJIEN CETMEHTUPOBAHHBIX BBICKAa3bIBAHUN B COBPEMEHHOM
AHTJIMACKOM SI3BIKE B aCIIEKTE UX TEMA-PEMATUUECKOI0 YWICHEHHUS; CETMEHTUPOBAHHAS
KOHCTPYKIMS KaK €IUHUIA KOMMYHHUKAaTUBHO-CUHTAKCUUECKOIO YPOBHSI PA3ACIISIETCS
Ha JIB€ YaCTU: KOMMYHUKATUBHBIM CyOBEKT (TE€My) U KOMMYHUKATUBHBIA MpPEIUKAT
(peMy), KOTOpBIN BBICTYMAET TJIABHOW KOMMYHHUKATHUBHOM I€JbI0 BBICKA3bIBAHUS.
3aBUCHMO OT MO3UIIMU CETMEHTa B UCCIEAYEMBIX CTPYKTypax SIBICHUE CErMEHTAIlUN
KaK SKCIIPECCUBHBIM MPHUEM PEATU3YETCS B JBYX PA3HOBUIHOCTAX: KaK pernpusa
(CerMeHT pacrojoKeH B MPEMO3UIUA K MOCTCETMEHTHOMY KOMIIOHEHTY) U aHTELH-
naius (CeTMEHT PacIoyiO’KEeH B MOCTHO3UIIMK). 3aBUCUMO OT MO3UIIUHA KOMIIOHEHTOB
CErMEHTUPOBAHHOTO BBICKA3bIBAHUS BBIICIAIOT JBAa BUJIa aHTCHMIALUU: a) PEMO-
TEMaTUYECKOEe U 0) TEMO-PEMATUYECKOE Pa3MEILIEHUE SJIEMEHTOB, PACKPBIBAs pa3HbIE
TEHAEHUIHNH SKCIIPECCUBHOCTH — OKUIAEMOE U BHE3AITHOCTb.

KiroueBble c10Ba: akTyallbHOE YJICHEHUE, KOMMYHUKATUBHBIM CyOBEKT, KOM-
MYHHMKATUBHBIN IPEAUKAT, PENIPU3a, AHTCLIUITALIUS.
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IOnia Baceiiko

BEPBAJIbHUM ITOPTPET KIHKH
B OITOBIJAHHAX AHYIIA BUIITHEBCBKOI'O

VY crarTi 1OoCHiKEHO CTPYKTYPHO-CEMAHTUYHI 0OCOOJIMBOCTI BEpOATILHOTO MOPTpETa
KIHKMA B OTOBIJIaHHSX TOMYJSPHOTO CYYaCHOTO TOJBCHKOTO MUChbMEHHHKA SHyIa
Bumnescbkoro. st aHamizy B3ato TBopu «Wirtualnoséy, « Wyspa kobiety, «Zawiséy,
«Bol opozniony», «Rytualty», KOTpi yMOXIHUBIIIOIOTH Pi3HOOIUHE BUBYEHHSI CMHCIIO-
BOTO HAIMOBHEHHS KOHIENTYy «KODbietay, ockiibku MPe3eHTYIOTh HECXOXi JIFOJCHKI
J0J11 — IIACTUBY B CIMEMHOMY KUTTI KIHKY; 3aMDKHIO KIHKY, 3paJKE€HY YOJIOBIKOM;
CaMOTHIO KIHKY; KOXaHKy. 310paHuii JTIOCTPaTUBHUN MaTepiall 1aB 3MOTYy BUSHAUNUTH
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