
Impact Factor: 

ISRA (India)        = 4.971 

ISI (Dubai, UAE) = 0.829 

GIF (Australia)    = 0.564 

JIF                        = 1.500 

SIS (USA)         = 0.912  

РИНЦ (Russia) = 0.126  

ESJI (KZ)          = 8.716 

SJIF (Morocco) = 5.667 

ICV (Poland)  = 6.630 

PIF (India)  = 1.940 

IBI (India)  = 4.260 

OAJI (USA)        = 0.350 

 

 

Philadelphia, USA  307 

 

 

QR – Issue                    QR – Article 

SOI:  1.1/TAS     DOI: 10.15863/TAS 

International Scientific Journal 

Theoretical & Applied Science 
 

p-ISSN: 2308-4944 (print)       e-ISSN: 2409-0085 (online) 

 

Year: 2020          Issue: 04      Volume: 84 

 

Published:  21.04.2020        http://T-Science.org  
  

Nargiza Mardonovna Suleymanova 

Samarkand State Institute of Foreign Languages 

Doctor of Philosophy in Philology (PhD), Associate Professor 

Associate Professor of the department of Theoretical Aspects of the English Language 

javohirkhonn97@gmail.com  

 

 

ON THE NOMINATIVE NATURE OF THE SENTENCE 

 

Abstract: The article focuses on the question of the nominative nature of the sentence, which is very relevant in 

modern linguistics. In the analysis of actual language material, the nominative value is compared with the predicative 

value. 

Key words: communicative, predicative, nominative, phraseology, linguistics. 

Language: English 

Citation: Suleymanova, N. M. (2020). On the nominative nature of the sentence. ISJ Theoretical & Applied 

Science, 04 (84), 307-309. 

Soi: http://s-o-i.org/1.1/TAS-04-84-53      Doi:    https://dx.doi.org/10.15863/TAS.2020.04.84.53  

Scopus ASCC: 1203. 

 

Introduction 

The concept of a nominative unit requires one of 

the topical issues on the research agenda in the field 

of modern development of linguistics. Indeed, the 

nominative meaning of language units is extremely 

important in the formation of the communicative 

process. We observe this primarily in the nominative 

meaning of the word, because this unit of language is 

distinguished not only by its meaning, but also by the 

fact that it itself provides the nominative expression of 

large units. 

Indeed, the nominative meaning of persistence 

quotes and phraseological expressions that are 

considered units of language and even the unit of 

speech - the nominative sign of a sentence - is also 

expressed through words. In other words, the semantic 

value of a sentence arises from the synthesis of words 

that make up its component (building material). Of 

course, phraseological expressions in the form of 

speech are an exception. 

It should also be noted that speech is always 

predictive in nature, since it expresses an attitude 

towards reality. Even sentences consisting of a single 

word are no exception. But predicative and 

nominative meanings cannot coexist. As if the 

predicative case focuses on the reaction to reality, the 

nominative meaning has nothing to do with it. In this 

regard, the phenomenon of predicative and 

nominative can be called the opposite. These 

phenomena can only be connected through the 

concept of proposition, which requires a semantic 

invariant. As a matter of fact, a proposition has the 

same meaning both for the general syntactic structure 

of a sentence and for transforms formed within the 

framework of the phenomenon of nominalization. 

Since we interpret the proposition in the style of the 

semantic structure of the sentence, it is undoubted that 

both the phenomenon of predicativity and the 

phenomenon of nominative can be reproduced under 

its influence. According to N.Yu.Shvedova, in the 

grammatical aspect of the formation of the sentence, 

its semantic structure is also important. This, in turn, 

indicates that the phenomena of predicativity and 

nominative have a certain relationship. But we should 

not understand this, that it has an absolute character. 

Since, if we consider a deeper approach to describing 

the issue, we will see that the phenomenon of 

nominativity is far from a reaction to reality. 

Therefore, phrases are usually called nominative 

meanings. We usually study a word as a nominative 

unit, since it (except for non-independent words) 

serves to denote objects and events in reality. But in 

this process, the nominative meaning expressed 

through the word may not always have the same status 

following its internal capabilities. We see that in some 

words the nominative sign gives its objective 

expression, and in some words, there are nominative 

signs associated with the meanings of an event or 
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situation. In some words, such as auxiliary and 

conjunctions, the nominative sign is not noticeable. 

However, this does not mean that a similar situation is 

observed in all auxiliary words. Evidence of our 

opinion can be seen in auxiliary verbs: started 

speaking, finished reading, kept speaking, etc. In this 

case, the verbs speaking, reading, which have an 

auxiliary position, do not require explanation, since 

they have a nominative sign following their internal 

characteristics. 

In general, the word stands in the main (central) 

place among nominative units. This feature of the 

word has a non-changing character, both when 

appearing in the vocabulary of the language, and when 

performing the function of phrases and components of 

speech. In particular, simple words differ in that they 

express an integral (global) nominative meaning. 

However, the nominative meaning expressed by word 

combinations resulting from the interaction of words, 

in contrast to simple words, becomes complex due to 

the confusion of more than one nominative meaning. 

The nominative meaning formed in this situation will 

have additional features. For example: большой стол 

(a big table), a clean room, қизиқарли китоб (an 

interesting book). 

Despite the fact that these examples are taken 

from different languages, we see that phrases are 

complex nominative units. In this case, we observe the 

complexity of nominative meaning, when the sign of 

the table is big, sign of the room is clean and a sign of 

the book is interesting. But it is worth noting that in 

phraseological units that denote word combinations, 

the expression of the nominative meaning is 

indivisible, that is, it has a global character. The main 

reason for this is that the semantic components of 

phraseological units do not consist of a synthesis of 

their meanings: A plain dealer, sinister motives, etc. 

The expression of the nominative meaning of 

phraseological units in the form of such a phrase has a 

permanent character because they exist in the 

language in a ready-made form. But this opinion 

cannot be drawn about the fact that free phrases mean 

the expression of a nominative meaning. The main 

reason is that they are formed in speech and each time 

they receive the status of a nominative unit only in this 

process. 

The concept of “process”, which is mentioned 

above as a free phrase, plays an important role in 

realizing the nominative meaning of a unit of speech. 

In other words, a sentence is also formed in speech and 

in this process, a nominative meaning arises. But there 

are other aspects of the sentence, in contrast to 

phrases, which we primarily see in the signs of 

communicativeness and predicativity. The 

communicative function of a sentence is related to its 

actual use in speech because any sentence must have 

a certain communicative function for its practical 

application. The phenomenon of predicativity means 

the relation to the reality of the message that is 

transmitted through the sentence. In this respect, the 

phenomena of communication and predicativity are 

inextricably linked. 

The phenomenon of nominativity also has a 

connection with these two aspects of the sentence. 

However, this relationship is not the same for both 

communicative and predicative phenomena. The 

connection of nominativity with the phenomenon of 

communicativeness is much less, because in the 

process of the communicative function of the sentence 

and its execution, the phenomenon of nominativity 

becomes secondary. In fact, during the 

communication period, we do not use the nominative 

meaning of the sentence, but its overall semantic 

value. However the direction of the predicative 

phenomenon is different. This phenomenon is much 

closer to a nominative phenomenon than to a 

communicative phenomenon. The main reason for 

this is that the denotation of nominativity, expressed 

through speech, is not a subject, but a whole situation. 

This, in turn, indicates that there is a certain 

relationship between nominativity and predicativity. 

In addition, predicativity is inextricably linked to the 

concept of proposition (the meaning of a message 

expressed in a sentence). Since there is a concept of a 

proposition, it is natural that there is a predicative 

phenomenon in it. However, it cannot be concluded 

that predicativity is a factor that creates the 

phenomenon of a proposition. Since the phenomenon 

of a proposition can be the basis for the formation of 

predicativity, but not vice versa. 

It should also be noted that the opinions 

expressed by linguists regarding the phenomenon of 

proposition still do not coincide. While 

N.D.Arutyunova interprets the proposition as 

semantically invariant, some linguists 

(G.N.Manaenko) argue that this status is more of a 

nominative phenomenon than a proposition. In our 

opinion, it is appropriate to consider nominativity as 

an invariant character rather than a proposition. 

Because the concept of nominativity can serve as the 

basis for the formation of the semantic meaning of a 

particular sentence, and the concept of a proposition - 

a real one in the process in which we can perceive the 

semantic perception of the sentence structure after the 

complete formation of the syntactic form of the 

sentence. 

In general, in our modern linguistics, the 

question of the relationship between the concepts of 

communicative, predicative and nominative remains 

ambiguous. Of course, each of these concepts has 

served as the basis for several monographic studies. 

But in the research chapter on the level of connections 

between them, riddle situations are still visible. 
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