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1. The problem of the definition of the phrase.  The phrase  and the sentence.

2. Classification of phrases. 

3. Syntactic relations between the components of a phrase.

1 The problem of the definition of the phrase.  The phrase  and the sentence.

Syntax is a part of grammar which studies the combinability of words and the structure of sentences. It also studies means of sentence connection and units larger than a sentence. 

Words within a sentence are grouped into word-groups (syn. Phrases (this term was introduced in the 2nd half of the 18th century), word-combinations, word-clusters, syntactic syntagmas). 
In the sentence  “John and Mary saw an old man crossing the street“ we can distinguish such phrases as: John and Mary;  an old man;   crossing the street;   saw an old man etc. So we see that phrases are sentence constituents, but phrases can also be treated as units built by combining words outside the sentence:


Man – a man – an old man – a very old man – a very old silly man.

At present there are 2 approaches to the definition of the phrase. According to a narrow definition the term “phrase” is a unity of 2 or more  notional words. The wider definition states that any syntactic combination of words joint together grammatically and logically, but which don’t form a full sentence may be treated as a phrase, or a “word-group”. According to this definitions words in a phrase form different syntagmatic connections with one another. We should distinguish between syntagmatic grouping of: 

1) notional words, 2) notional and functional words, 3)only functional words.

This classification is sometimes called nominative.



Notional phrases are more independent structurally and semantically, they are naming units. 

Notional and functional word-combinations are equivalents to separate words by their nominative function. They are felt as artificially isolated from the context (e.g. with difficulty, too cold, to my brother). We call them formative combinations as they may be compared to a word-form, e.g. “to Peter” reminds the dative case of the proper noun Peter.


The combination of two or more functional words is equivalent to a separate functional word; they  are used as connectors or specifiers of notional words, e.g. out of, such as, up to, so that etc.


Like words, notional phrases fulfill the naming function, but they denote complex phenomena of objective reality. This differs them from the sentence whose main function, in addition to nominative, is communicative. The phrase “Noun+Verb” is traditionally excluded from the  level of phrases and is analyzed on the level of sentences. But some scholars study N+V combination at two levels: combinability is studied at the phrase level, the function is studied at the sentence level. Thus,  a phrase is usually smaller than a sentence, but it may function as a sentence (N+V), and it may be larger than a sentence if the latter consists if one word.

2 Classification of phrases. 

There are different classifications of phrases, all of them having their own advantages. They can be classified according to different  principles: syntactic, morphological, positional.  
On the basis of the types of syntactic connection word-groups are divided into 

      SUBBORDINATIVE (poor Mary),

      COORDINATIVE (Tom and Mary),

      PREDICATIVE (he came, his coming), 

      PREPOSITIONAL (besides Ann).

Traditionally, coordination meant a certain looseness of words in a phrase, that is, the words can easily change their places, e.g. Ann and Mary = Mary and Ann.  Thus, very often these phrases were called loose. Today the opinion that coordination means equality and independence is rejected. It has been proved that the members of a coordinative group can not always change their places (nice  and beautiful, you and me). Another point of view: coordinative phrases are only those groups, components of which equally correspond to a third unit: 

    
Nick had been shocked and upset.   Had been shocked and had been upset. 

The members of a coordinative group may be  either connected by other words or have no connectives. The former connection is called syndetic, and the latter – asyndetic. Accordingly,  we distinguish linked groups and unlinked groups. E.g. of a linked group: five and  twenty; of an unlinked group : a low soft voice.

  When a linked group contains more than two members, it may happen that some members are linked, whereas others are not; this produces the distinction of full – linking and partial-linking (a sunny, bright but windy day). 


Subordination is traditionally considered to be based on the inequality of units, which are combined. The dominating unit is called a center, or a kernel (K) / a head-word (H); the subordinate unit is an adjunct (A).  Subordinated structures, which are often called close phrases, are used more widely than others. 
Examples of subordinative (close) groups are nouns with an attributive noun or adjective or with an article or a possessive pronoun (a sleepy child, Ann’s friend); groups of nouns with a participle (a smiling baby, a written letter). 

The relation between words in a close group is that of an adjunct-word and a head-word, or as we may also express it of a modifier and a  modified word ( an adjunct and a kernel).

Thus, in the sentences: Tall men are strong. All men are strong. “Tall” and “strong” are adjunct-words modifying the meaning of the head-word “men”.

 The distinction between an adjunct-word and a head-word is only a relative one: the same word may be a head-word in one sentence and an adjunct-word in another;  the same word may even be a head-word and an adjunct-word at the same time. 

 E.g. He is  very strong: STRONG is an adjunct word to HE, and,  at the same time it is a head-word to the adjunct-word VERY, which may itself be a head-word, as in “he is NOT VERY strong”.

 
Close  groups can best be classified when we arrange them according to their leading member: we may distinguish verb groups, noun groups, adjective groups, adverb groups. The pronoun groups are most suitably included in the noun or adjective groups to which they are evident parallels.  We recognise five phrase types in all:  

  

	Phrase Type
	Head
	Example and abbreviation

	Noun Phrase
	Noun
	[the children in class 5] (NP)

	Verb Phrase
	Verb
	[play the piano] (VP)

	Adjective Phrase
	Adjective
	[delighted to meet you] (AP)

	Adverb Phrase
	Adverb
	[very quickly] (Adv P)

	Prepositional Phrase
	Preposition
	[in the garden] (PP)


Subordinative (close) phrases  may also be classified according to the positional  criterion into
1) regressive – an old house (A+K)

2) progressive – to hear of  it (K+A), 
or according to the position of the adjunct into prepositional (A+K) and postpositional (K+A). 

The syntactic classification of subordinative word-groups represents OBJECTIVE (came to me),  ATTRIBUTIVE (a short answer) AND ADVERBIAL (arrived late) phrases. They reflect the part of the sentence performed by the adjunct.

Jespersen distinguishes between JUNCTION (точка, соединение) and NEXUS (связь, цепь). 


In a junction the joining of the two elements is so close that they may be considered  one-composite name for what might in many cases just as well have been called by a single name.

         Compare:   A silly person - a fool,        The warmest season - summer.


If we compare the red door and the barking dog on the one hand ( junction ) & on the other hand the door is red & the dog barks ( nexus ) we find that the former kind is more rigid or stiff & the latter   more pliable : there is as it were, more life in it. A junction is like a picture, a nexus is like a drama or a process. In a nexus something new is added to the conception contained in the primary : the difference between that and a junction is seen clearly by comparing;   

           The blue dress is the oldest.                 The oldest dress is blue.

                 A dancing woman charms.                 A charming woman dances.

In examples like the door is red & the dog barks, the nexus   is independent & forms a whole sentence, gives a complete bit of information.

M.y. Blokh suggests dividing notional phrases into two groups on the principal of constituent rank: equipotent (of equal rank – a nice spring day) and dominational (the modifier and the modified words). Further on, equipotent phrases are subdivided into coordinative (books, notebooks and what not) and cumulative (pleased, or almost so) -  on the bases of the character of nomination – logically consecutive connections and connections, realized by coordinative conjunctions. 

Dominational phrases are subdivided into consecutive and cumulative. Consecutive are  presented by predicative phrases which do not form a sentence ( semi-predicative constructions and predicative complements) and completive phrases (objective,  attributive, adverbial).
3  Syntactic relations between the components of a phrase.
Subordination can be classified according to the realization of the syntactic connections as

1) Agreement. It takes place when the subordinate word assumes a form similar to that of the word to which it is subordinate. In English agreement is typical only of the category of number in demonstrative pronouns
2) Government takes place when the subordinate word is used in a certain form required by its head word, the form of the subordinate word not coinciding with the form of the head word. The expression of government is the use of the objective case of personal pronouns and of the pronoun "who" when they are used in a verbal phrase or follow a preposition.
3) Agreement and government are considered to be the main types of expressing syntactic relations by phrase constituents. Yet, there exist some special means of expressing syntactic relations within a phrase, they are adjoinment and enclosure.
4) Agglutination, or adjoinment is usually given a "negative" definition: it is described as absence both of agreement and of government, it is typical of the syntagma "adverb + head word". In case of agglutination the elements are combined without any changes, e.g. nodded his head silently.

5) By enclosure some element is put between the two parts of another constituent of a phrase. One of the most widely used types of enclosure in English is the enclosure of all kinds of attributes between the article (determiner) and its head-noun.
If agreement is typical of Russian, adjoinment and enclosure are peculiar for Modern English. 

