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Abstract

The concepts of "language™ and "speech culture" are different plans with the same object. Both
concepts are related to each other. One complements the other. Both directly from people
attitude is related to behavior and speech. Punctuation rules are very important in the language.

There are some kinds of grammatical connections discussed in linguistics. From these ones,
coordinating and subordinating realtions are more important. Coordinating and subordinating
relations exist among words, words combinations, sentences and sentences members. There is
not a special form of disobedient word combinations. Disobedient word combinations which
perform the same function are equal in relation to each other and are combinations of
independent words. Although disobedience related word combinations look like the sentences
with homogenious members, there are some differences between them. This article deals with
contents and form features of coordinating relation with exist in language. During teaching,
students should be taught that inside the sentence

There are some kinds of grammatical connections discussed in linguistics. From these ones,
coordinating and subordinating realtions are more important. Coordinating and subordinating
relations exist among words, words combinations, sentences and sentences members. There is
not a special form of disobedient word combinations. Disobedient word combinations which
perform the same function are equal in relation to each other and are combinations of
independent words. Although disobedience related word combinations look like the sentences

INTRODUCTION

Though there are different syntactic relations in language, the most relation among the words in the word combinations; 2) the relation
spread of them is the coordinating and subordinating relation. among the words in the sentence.

Different relational types among the words, word combinations,
sentences, members of the sentence exist in the language. We meet
with the relations among the words in two conditions: 1) the

The coordinating and subordinating relations have been reflected
largely in the language of the ancient Turkish monuments, too.
A.Radjabli notes the existing of the units having the coordinating
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relation inside the sentence in the language of the ancient Turkish
written monuments. The scientist notes the facts realizing of the
coordinating relation in the following positions in the ancient
Turkish languages: among the homogeneous subjects, among the
homogeneous predicates, among the homogeneous attributes,
among the homogeneous adverbial modifiers, among the
components of the double words, among the components of the
compound sentence (1,98).

Before not to express any opinion about the syntactic relations in
the modern Azerbaijani language, it is needed to have a look to the
syntactic relations in the ancient Turkish languages. Generally, the
history of studying of the syntactic relations is very old in the
Turkic languages. The existing of the coordinating and
subordinating relations in the language of the Uyghur monuments
has been identified. The coordinating and subordinating relation
attracts the attention with own specific features in the language of
the Uyghur written monuments, too. Mainly, the subordinating
relation expresses itself in the language of the “Khuastuanift”
monument. The subordinating relation exists both in the
nominative and verbal word combinations and among the members
of the sentence in the language of the monument.”

Many types of the grammatical relation are spoken in linguistics.
The main of these is the coordinating and subordinating relation.
These types of the relation, almost, have been accepted by all of
the world linguists. About it is written in the Russian linguistics:
“The words express the relations appearing on the basis of the real
attitudes of the things, processes, qualities, and features by
combining in the word combinations” (2,15). The predicative or
the social predicative being the third type of the attitudes was
included by enlarging the line which the subordination and
coordination including by some Russian linguists in the last
periods.

The changing of the words, expressing different forms, the
classification forms is the object of the morphology, the connection
of the words to each other, the rules of the relation is the research
object of syntax in grammar. G.Kazimov compares the relation
among the members of the sentence with the relations among the
members of society. The scientist writes: “As being the simple
judicial equality among the members of the society during history,
the coordination, and the judicial equality exist among some words
arranging the sentence. Starting from the period of slavery, as the
attitudes of agha-slave, the formation of the leader and the group of
the workers belonging to him in nowadays, the relations among the
words are also based to the relation of the main and dependent
parts” (3,15).

The fact that accepting already by everybody in the unambiguous
form is the existing of the type of two main syntactic relations in
the Azerbaijani language: the coordinating and subordinating
relation. Though the subordinating relation creates, forms the
sentence mainly, the coordinating relation also has an important
role in the sentence. These two relations differ from each other, of
course. The basic difference among them is from one of the
expression styles of these two relations. We concluded such result
during realizing the research that, the subordinating relation has

been researched more than the coordinating relation in the
language, some issues have been specified, but some fields wait for
their solutions, yet. The subordinating relation is used more the
coordinating relation in the language and in the most of the
syntactic units using during the process of the speech.

The coordinating relation is used more in our written monuments,
too. N.Khuduyev writes about it: “each two types of the syntactic
relation have been used intensively in the ancient Turkish written
texts and have been divided into two types as being in our
language: the coordinating relation and subordinating relation. 1.
The coordinating relation — has existed among the homogeneous
members of the sentence and the components of the compound
sentence. The using of the coordinating relation with both the
conjunction and without conjunction has been observed in the
ancient Turkish written monuments. In the sample given above, the
conjunction hasn’t been used; the homogeneous members have
only been related with the intonation as asyndetically. N.Khuduyev
notes the existing of the coordinating relation only among the
homogeneous members and the parts of the compound sentence in
the ancient Turkish language. The author doesn’t speak about the
coordinating relation among the parts of the word combinations in
the ancient Turkish language.

Gazi Burhanaddin (Kadi Ahmad Burhan al-Din) being the middle
centuries Azerbaijani poet writes about the coordinating relation
and its place where it is used: “The main method is the prosodic
methods, in the relation of the homogeneous members and the
components of the compound sentence, the styles of the
enumerating, oppositing, distinguishing, separating of the fact and
events and the rhythmic-melodic flow of the speech is active in this
process.” (4.21).

The usage of the coordinating relation isn’t met in the language of
Kadi Burhan al-Din.

For example,
Gah mehrab ola gaslarun bana,
Gah zilfin belima zlinnar ola.;(Qazi Biirhanaddin.s. 262)

There is no the special formal morphological sign of the
coordinating relation as being during a period of history in the
modern language. This grammatical relation appears by indicating
intonation or by the coordinating conjunctions. The coordinating
relation expresses itself among the homogeneous members of the
simple sentence firstly in the divan; for example.

Nasimdir canumu salan bu zévga,
Na zardlir canumun gasdi, na simdir.(Qazi .Blrhanaddin. s. 151).

As the coordinating relation exists among the homogeneous
members and among the parts of the compound sentence, it also
exists among the parts of the coordinating relational word
combinations in the Azerbaijani language, generally, in linguistics.
This fact, as well the coordinating relational word combinations are
not accepted by all of the linguists unambiguously. *...the
coordinating relation exists among the homogeneous members and
the parts of the compound sentence.”’(5.43). As we saw, the
coordinating word combinations aren’t spoken here. The existing
of such relational word combination isn’t signed. If we can group
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the thoughts being about it in linguistics, we meet with the
following view. Some groups accept these combinations, but some
of them approach carelessly to such combinations, and the other
group isn’t spoken from the coordinating relational combinations.

M.B.Balakhayev writes: “The word combination being in the
coordinating relation can’t be the object of the syntax” (6,16).

V.N.Yartseva doesn’t accept the existence of the coordinating
relational combinations. “The word combination must have the
meaning center and grammatical center, by the other word, one the
words in the word combinations must be submissive from the
grammatical feature”(7,125). But it is not possible to agree with the
thought of the author, absolutely. We can meet the word
combinations which their parts aren’t obey to each other both in
the Azerbaijani language being the agglutinative language and in
the inflected languages. The coordinating relation happens among
the same homogeneous words and sentences being related with
each other from the meaning and grammatical feature, but not
depending on from each other, not clarifying one another, in the
attitude to each other: oglanlar vo qizlar, daglar vo doralar, hava
qarald1 vo yagis yagmaga basladi.

The thought of the creation of the word combinations on the basis
of the coordinating relation in some of the linguistic works is also
given. V.M.Nasilov writes during spoken the ancient Uyghur
monuments that, the word combinations showing on the texts of
the monuments are the coordinating and subordinating relational
combinations (8,95).

Generally, the attitude of the authors is different to the
coordinating relational word combinations, too. We meet with an
interesting view during looking through the scientific-theoretical
literatures belonging to linguistics.

Most of the linguists approach to the coordinating relational word
combination unambiguously; they call such word combinations
such as weak group. During saying the independent combinations,
the authors think that the words calling as word combinations in
these expressions are independent according to lexical feature, they
show that one member exists as its right being the same, not
depending from the other.

The authors being the partner to this thought accept such
combinations, though they are formal. These thoughts are caused
to get such result that, the authors accept not only the
homogeneous members but also the coordinating relational word
combinations.

Though they don’t consider the coordinating relational
combinations as the complete entitled word combinations, they
accept as the weak group. The other representatives of the linguists
accept the coordonating relational combinations. The authors as
A.M.Peshkovski, A.N.Gvozdev, V.P.Suxotin, Y.M.Galkina-
Fedorchuk note the formation of the word combinations in the
sentence and the formation of the word combination not only by
the coordinating but also the subordinating method repeatedly.

Accepting the coordinating relational word combinations,
Y.l.Ubryatova writes that the homogeneous members create many

word combinations in the Yakut language. But in the other Turkish
languages, the author doesn’t indicate the strong affirmative
thought about it (9,71).

During saying the coordinating relational word combination, some
of them consider the additional and homogeneous member.
A.M.Peshkovski has treated about it clearly in his own book named
as “Pycckmii cuHTakcuc B HayuyHoM ocBemienun” (10,51). Thus
these linguists approach the same object differently. Some of them
accept the coordinating relational word combination, and the others
show the existing of the homogeneous member and addition only
inside the sentence as the word combination, they don’t accept
such combinations apart from the sentence, too. These authors
haven’t overlooked the existing of such combinations in the
subordinating relation with the other members of the sentence. The
representatives of this movement have appreciated the importance
of the study of coordinating relational combinations with the
sentence equally in syntax and otherwise, as deviation from the
content or carelessness to the content.

Many facts give the base to accept the coordinating word
combinations as an independent type in the language. Essentially,
it gives the base to identify as an independent type from the
similar, but grammatical feature. The coordinating word
combinations expressing the combination of the independent
events or vice versa from the similar or grammatical feature
essentially reflect the type of certain relation of the real
trustworthiness, the special character of the attitudes among the
words. For example, kitab va daftor, saat va divar, ata va ana, baba
V2 NaNa Va S.

But some of the authors don’t accept the coordinating relational
word combinations as a special typed combination. These linguists
supporting the same idea, combining in the same group consider
the word combination as a special syntactic unit. They accept the
usage apart from the sentence and the existing of such syntactic
units. Such syntactic units must have the nuclear word; the others
must be connected with that word from the meaning and
grammatical feature combining on the basis of subordinating
relation with that nuclear. The result noted by he authors is that the
word combinations must form on the basis of the inner
coordination, one of the words must comply with the other. The
combinations creating only in such structure can be called the
special combination. One of the parts is considered the basic
submissive, and the other is considered the dependent member.
The submissive part is called “the nuclear” word. Sometimes this
word is called “centralizing member”.

The relation among the words gives the opportunity to specify the
meaning of the basic components of combinations, to contraction,
to understand the approaching of the concept expressing by the
word from which position concretely.

Y.Seyidov writes that there is no the centralizing word in the
coordinating relational word combinations (11,38). Exactly, non-
existing of the centralizing word is caused to the separation of
certain thought in the accepting of the combination. But non-
existence of the centralizing unit, the absence of the formal sign
doesn’t deny the semantic-grammatical unity of them. There is the
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secret meaning relation combining the other components in one
center other from the coordinating intonation creating by the
coordinating relation and conjunction in such units. But the
meaning, content requires the form. This meaning relation gives
the stimulus to the opposite relation, combination of the parts. If
the meaning can be expressed in such form, there is no need
additional method. Because the form having no the meaning,
content relation cannot be the basic. The power of such
combinations is in the meaning relation.

There is the meaning relation and inner subordination in the
coordinating relational combinations. The inner subordination is
being directed from the elder to the smaller, from the importance to
the unimportance. And it exists in the homogenous members.

“The existing of certain legality ruling the sequence system of
elements, and also the morphological component of them in the
coordinating word combinations gives the opportunity to consider
being the structure of these combinations arranged from
grammatical feature. Considering them, we can say complete
resolutely that, the theory of formation of the coordinating word
combinations must be one part of the word combination teaching
because to know certain legality of the same legal elements is
necessary according to syntactic feature in the creation of these
combinations (12,10). We agree with the thought of author about
the coordinating relational word combinations, but we must note
that, it is not true to consider all of the homogenous members or
coordinating relational members as the word combination,
unconditionally. Some members connecting with the coordinating
relation have the situational character and they cannot use apart
from the sentence. Naturally, such expressions shouldn’t be called
the coordinating word combinations.

The first information belonging to the coordinating relation was
given by the German linguist at the end of X1X, in the beginning of
XX century. According to the opinion of the German linguist I.
Risin, the teaching about the word groups is belonged to the
material field of the syntax and it is divided into three basic types:
1) the weak groups; 2) the elliptical groups; 3) the dense groups
(13,16-17). These combinations are belonged to the weak groups
that, they are created on the basis of the coordinating relation; they
don’t depend on from each other. For example, g6zal va ¢irkin,
yaxsi va pis, qiz va oglan Vs S.

Though the first information about the coordinating relation is
belonged to the German linguists, this relation has been researched
by the Russian linguists, mainly. A.M.Peshkovski considers the
combinations accepting as “additional” and the combinations
consisting from the homogenous members of the joint sentence
under the name of the coordinating word combinations; and he
considers the other combinations as the subordinating
combinations (10,59).

C.Muradov explains that, one of first researchers about the
coordinating relation among the word combinations has been
N.S.Trubetzkoy. He was divided the syntagmas into the three parts:
the syntagmas making by the modifier with the antecedent, the
predicative syntagmas and the coordinating syntagmas appearing
in the result of combination of subject and predicate (12,36).

N.N.Prokopovich shows the three types of word combination in his
researches (13, 30-31). In terms of coordinating relational word
combinations, N.N.Prokopovich considered the combinations as
“not depending on one member from the other member or the
others”. According to his opinion, the word groups combining
around the word according to formal and meaning feature can be
considered the word combination.

Not all of the authors accept the existence of the coordinating
relation among the word combinations in general linguistics.
Sh.Balli insists the absence of the coordinating syntagmas. In the
same time, he excluded the existence of the coordinating
combinations in the syntagmatic attitudes. But the Russian linguist
A.A Reformatsky didn’t accept the existence of the coordinating
word combinations and didn’t include to the syntagma (14, 253).

While there are two components as the method of grammatical
relation among the members of the coordinating word
combinations, from the conjunctions “va”, “da/da”, “va ya” being
the coordinating conjunction are used more, if there are
components more than two, besides the conjunction, the
enumerated intonation is used. Thus, the combination of the same
legal and independent words in the attitude to each other,
performing the same duty in the sentence is called the coordinating
word combinations. The coordinating word combinations don’t
have their own special form.

The word combinations are divided into two types in the book of
“The Grammar of the Russian language”: 1) the subordinating
word combinations — forming by the relations of agreement,
management, and adjoining; 2) the coordinating word
combinations, in other word, forming by the ranks, not closing
combinations — the coordinating conjunctions, intonation (15, 36-
37).

Some scientists are belonged the coordinating relation only to the
sentence theory. N.S.Valgina writes that “...the opposite attitudes
of the words combined on the basis of the subject and predicate,
and also the coordinating relation are belonged to the sentence
theory completely and they don’t concern to the problem of word
combination. The group of the homogenous members can’t
consider the word combination, because they are the ranks of the
words that cannot close” (16,29).

The coordinating relation has two parts as the special type of the
syntactic relation. The content and form. The content part of the
coordinating relation is the coordinating attitudes considering the
special type of the syntactic attitudes. The semantics of the
syntactic attitudes is arranged by their information and syntactic
content. The information content serves to the expression of the
attitudes among the thing and events of the objective reality.

As we know, the coordinating relation has no special formal sign.
The coordinating relation creates by the enumerating intonation
and the coordinating conjunctions. The main condition for the
establishment of the coordinating relation is that, the words must
be included to the same category. In the same time, the words must
carry the same grammatical form. If we consider all of these
features, we can say with certainty that, it is not possible to be in
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the coordinating relation of the nominative case of noun with the
other cases, the predicate with the subject, the object with the
attribute, the predicate with the adverbial modifier.

The forms appeared by the combining with the coordinating
relation of the words are divided into three parts in the Azerbaijani
language: 1) the double words; 2) the homogenous members; 3) the
word combinations. It is the axiom accepted by all of the scientists
yet. And we can add the parallel components here.

The coordinating relational word combinations remind us both the
homogenous members, and the double words, and the parallel
components. Besides this, the coordinating relational word
combinations differ from all of them. Because the coordinating
relational word combinations are the independent syntactic units.

If we generalize the sayings above, we can see the variety of the
attitudes. We can group these attitudes, as well the attitudes
belonging to the coordinating relational word combinations:

1) The authors who don’t accept the coordinating relatioal
combinations. V.V.Vinogradov, M.B.Balakhayev,
Y.V .Korotkevich, V.N.Yartseva don’t accept the coordinating
word combinations. V.V.Vinogradov writes: “...the subordinating
word combinations forming only by submissive of one word to the
other word include to the word combinations™ (18, 120). But taking
basic the following features, V.H.Yartseva doesn’t accept the
existence of the coordinating relational combinations: “The word
combination must have to the meaning center and to the
grammatical centre, in other word; one of the words in the word
combinations must be submissive from grammatical
feature.”(7,250).

2) The authors accepting the coordinating relational combination.
A.M.Peshkovski, M.l.Peterson, A.N.Gvozdev, V.P.Suxotin,
Y.M.Galkina-Fedorchuk, B.P.Ardentov, V.M.Nasilov, Y.Seyidov,
C.Muradov, R.Khalilov, and the others note the existence of the
coordinating relational word combinations beside with the
subordinating relational word combinations. The common thoughts
of the authors are this that, the combinations of the same legal and
independent words in the attitude to each other, performing the
same duty in the sentence are called the coordinating word
combinations.

3) The scientists accepting this combination partially. Though
these authors accept the existence of the coordinating relational
word combinations, they don’t give the large information about the
relation among these typed combinations. We can add here
R.Khalilov and G.Kazimov. Though R.Khalilov and G.Kazimov
have disputed about the coordinating relation in their works, they
haven’t argued from the coordinating relation among the word
combinations. The authors including to this group support the idea
of existence of the coordinating relation only among the
homogenous members and the parts of the coordinating compound
sentence.

The most of the linguists accept the coordinating relational word
combinations as the homogenous member. V.V.Vinogradov,
Y.I.Ubryatova, M.Ergin don’t accept the coordinating relational
word combinations independently.

The components of the coordinating word combinations cohere
with the third member of the sentence in the coordinating word
combinations and express the meaning of totality.

The coordinating word combinations are being liked to the
homogenous membered sentences by some of the scientists. From
these scientists, we can indicate the names as V.V.Vinogradov,
Y.l.Ubryatova, M.Ergin and etc. M.Ergin includes all of
combinations connecting with the coordinating relation to the
homogenous members (17). The author calls these typed
combinations as “parcel group” (baglama qrupu). As having the
different features of them, they have the similarities. The
similarities consist of that, the coordinating relation is realized by
the help of the coordinating conjunctions in each two syntactic
units; the enumerating intonation exists in each of two and the
connective intervals exist in each two.

The coordinating constructions are inclined to reflect the rank of
the described events as coinciding to the degree of importance. We
see during applying the facts of the Azerbaijani language that,
certain subordination is seen in the words inside the coordinating
relational word combinations in our language. For example, nazir
va miavinlari, direktor va is¢ilari, mUallim va sagirdlari, ana va
ovladlari va s.

Many times the coordinating relational word combinations are
confused with the homogenous members. Even the scientists who
don’t accept the existence of the coordinating relational word
combinations, they call the elements of these typed word
combinations as the homogenous members. But though the
coordinating relational word combinations are looked like to the
homogenous membered sentences, the different features exist
among them. The general signs of the homogenous members of
sentence with the word combinations; are the existence of the
coordinating relation among each two of them, the enumerating
intonation; the connective intervals. The content and the form have
also the undeniable role in the coordinating relation. First of all the
content must be identified, and then the form created from that
content must appeared in the coordinating relational word
combinations.
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