ISKUSTVA I NOVINI ODSVETOT

iskustva i novini od svetot

3AYECTEHOCT BO YIIOTPEBATA HA
EKCIIOHEHTCKHUTE ATPUBYTH BO
JASUKOT HA I''1YBUTE U HATJIYBUTE JTELIA

Munowesux CBETJ/IAHA

Cpbuja

Rezime

Bo TpyZnoT ce u3noxkeHu pe3ynTaruTe oA UCTpaxy-
BaKETO 3a ymoTpedara Ha aTpUOyTHTE BO ja3uy-
HOTO W3pa3yBame Kaj TIIyBUTE M HArJIyBUTE Jela
ol ocHOBHUTe yumimiiTa. LlenTa Ha ucTpaxyBame-
TO Oemie ma ce YTBpAW MpoOJIEeMOT KOj TO MMaaT
TIIyBUTE M HAIJTyBHTE JeIla BO BPCKa CO CEKyHIap-
HUTE PEUYCHNUYKN KOHCTHTYEHTH W HHUBHUTE €KCIIO-
HeHTH. VcTpakyBameTo € W3BPLIEHO BO IMHCME-
HUOT jasudeH u3pa3. [IpuMepokor ro coumHyBaa
YUEHHIIH O/ YYMJIMILTA 32 JACLa CO OLITETEH CIyX H
YUEHHIIM OJf PEJOBHUTE OCHOBHU yumiumTa. Jlo-
OueHuTe pe3yiTaTh ce U3JI0KEHU TadeIapHo.

['yBUTE U HATTyBHUTE Jelia UMaaT Je)HLIUT BO U3-
pa3yBameTO Ha CEKYHIAPHUTE PCUCHUYKH KOHCTH-
TyeHTH-arpudyTure. OBHE HMCHHUTAHUIY HAjueCTO
KOpHCTaT caMo eJieH 300p, [0Toa ja KOPUCTAT CUH-
TarMaTa, a 3aBUCHATa Kjiay3a € peTKo BO ynorpeoa.

Knyunu 360posu: cexynoapnu peuenuyxy KOHCImumyeH-
MU, eKCNOHEHMCKU ampubymu, 21y8u U Ha2iyeu oeyd.

world experience and current events

THE FREQUENCY OF USE OF ATTRIBUTIVE
EXPONENTS IN THE LANGUAGE OF
COMPLETELY AND PARTIALLY DEAF
CHILDREN

Miloshevich SVETLANA
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Abstract

This study shows the results of a research done on
the use of attributives in the linguistic expression
of completely and partially deaf primary-school
children. The aim of the research was to establish
the difficulties that completely and partially deaf
children have with the secondary syntactic con-
stituents and their exponents. The research was
done on the written linguistic expression. The
sample consisted of the children from schools for
the children with impaired hearing and the children
from mainstream primary schools. The obtained
results have been presented in tables.

Completely and partially deaf children show some
deficiencies in expressing secondary syntactic con-
stituents-attributives. These examinees usually use
only one word, then they use a phrase, while a
subordinate clause is very rarely used.
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WORLD EXPERIENCE AND CURRENT EVENTS

Boegeo
Ilpobnem na ucmpascysaroemo

[Ipob6ieMoT Ha HaIIETO UCTPAXKYBAE, KOj Ce H3HE-
CyBa Ha OBa MECTO, € JIeJI Of] MOIUPOKOTO UCTpa-
KyBambe Ha CHHTAaKCHYKHOT Pa3BOj HA TIIyBUTE H
HATJYBUTE JIenia cO MoceOHO BHUMAaHHE HACOYEHO
KOH CITIOCOOHOCTA 32 N3pa3yBambe Ha CeKyH/IapHUTE
pEUYCHUYKH KOHCTUTYEHTH.

Bo 0Boj Tpyn kako mpobieM ce u3HecyBa YIoTpe-
OaTa Ha aTpuOyTHTE, OTHOCHO aHAJIN3a HA yIOTpe-
0aTa Ha GKCIIOHEHTHTE Ha OBaa MMEHHYKa OIpe-
nenda BO CHHTAaKCHUYKHOT CHCTEM Kaj TJIyBUTE H
HarnyBute jaemna. OBaa IMmojaBa € aHAJIM3MpPaHa Ha
BO3pacT Ha Koja Oum Tpebajo menara co THIHYCH
pa3Boj Ja ce mpuOIMXKyBaaT KOH ja3HYHaTa KOMIIe-
TEHIIMja Ha BO3PACHUTE M3BOPHHU roBopHULH. [lo-
paau HEMOXKHOCT 3a CIIOHTAHO YCBOjyBame€ Ha ja-
3MKOT BO CIIpera CO 3BYKOT M 3HAUCH-ETO, IITyBHTE
W HarJIyBUTE Jiella BOCIIOCTaByBaaT ja3uyHa KOMIIe-
TEHIM]ja MPeKy Apyru natuira. Tue Apyru nmaTuil-
Ta 4eCTO He MOXaT BO IEJIOCT J1a TH KOMITEH3UpaaT
MMaTHINTaTa Ha THMAYHUOT ja3WUeH Pa3Boj, ma 3a-
TOa JAePULIUTUTE Ce OUYEKyBaHH HA CUTE HMBOA Ha
jasuykara cTpykrypa. Bo oBaa mpuinka Hue ro uc-
TpaXKyBaBME HW3pa3yBamETO Ha EKCIIOHCHTCKUTE
aTpuOyTH BO MHCMEHHUOT ja3udeH M3pa3 Kaj TITyBH-
TE M HAarJTyBUTE JIela O] TOCTapa OCHOBHOYYMIIUII-
Ha BO3pacT MpPEeKy CIOopelyBamke Ha TOa H3pa3yBa-
BE€ BO MUCMEHUOT TOBOP Kaj Jierara oJf HCTa BO3-
PacT cO THITMYCH ja3uueH Pa3Boj.

Ilokpaj rnaBHHMTE pEUYEHUYKH KOHCTUTYEHTH, BO
peueHHIaTa ce jaByBaaT W 3aBHCHH KOHCTUTYCHTH
T.€. pa3JjM4HU JIOTIOJHYBamkha M ONpeeNiOn CO KOH
ce JaBa MOXKHOCT 3a JIOTIOJHHTETHA MH(pOpManuja
BO BpCKa CO peaju3allija Ha CUTyalujaTta o3HayeHa
BO peueHHIlaTa. 3a MoJIeCcHO Ja ce pazdepe cMucia-
Ta Ha Mopakara Koja € M3pedyeHa BO peueHHUIaTa,
PEYCHNYKHUTE KOHCTUTYEHTH OOWYHO C€ pacriope-
JyBaaT Taka Ja COAp)KMHATA Ha PEYCHUIIATA Ce HC-
KaXyBa IOCTENEHO, a KOHCTUTYEHTHTE KOU TIO
CMHCIIa TOTECHO c€ MOBP3aHU Jia Ce MojaByBaaT
eJIeH T10 JIPYT.

ATpuOyTOT € MMEHCKa onpezenda co Koja ce ucKa-
’KyBa 0COOMHA WJIM CBOjCTBO HA TIOUMOT KOj € UMe-
HyBaH co0 300pOT, KOj, TIaK, € MOBP3aH CO IaICHUOT
aTpuOyT.

Introduction
The Subject of the Study

The subject of the research work presented here is
a part of a larger research project dealing with the
syntactic development of completely and partially
deaf children, with special attention paid to the
study of their ability to express secondary syntactic
constituents.

The subject of this study is the use of attributives,
that is the analysis of the use of nominal modifier
exponents in the syntactic system of completely
and partially deaf children. This was analyzed at
the age when the children with typical develop-
ment should approach the linguistic competences
of adult native speakers. Since completely and
partially deaf children are unable to acquire the
language spontaneously through the concord of
sound and meaning, they acquire linguistic com-
petences in other ways. Those other ways fre-
quently fail to fully compensate for the ways of
typical language development, so deficiencies are
to be expected at all levels of language structure.
In this study we did the research on the use of at-
tributive exponents in the written linguistic expres-
sion of completely and partially deaf children in
the upper-primary school and we compared it with
the use of the same elements in the written lin-
guistic expression of their peers with typical lan-
guage development.

Besides main syntactic constituents, a sentence
also includes some subordinate or secondary con-
stituents, that is, various complements and modifi-
ers which give additional information regarding
the realisation of the situation expressed by the
sentence. In order to get the message expressed by
a sentence more easily, syntactic constituents are
usually put in such an order that the content of the
sentence is revealed gradually and the constituents
which are closely related in meaning stand to-
gether.

The attributive is a noun modifier which shows a
feature or a characteristic of the concept named by
the word that the attributive stands with.
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Bo ¢ynkuuja Ha aTpuOyT MOXKe Ja Ce jaBU CEKO]
300p (MMeHKa, 3aMEHKa, TpuaaBKa, Opoj), HO Haj-
4ecTO Taa (YHKIMja ja BpIIAT MPUIABKHTE, MPH-
JABCKUTE CHHTAIMH, IPUJIABCKUTE 3aMCHKHU U Peji-
HUTE OpOEBHU.

3aeTHUYKO 3a CUTE THE CIUHUIYU € MPUITUIIIYBAbE
HA HUBHATA COJPKHMHA KOH HMEHUUYKHOT MOUM 03-
HAYeH CO INIABHUOT 300p, IpH IITO TOA MPHIIHIIY-
Bame (hopMaHO ce oa0esIeKyBa CO KOHIPYCHIIH]a
(cmoxxyBame) o pon, Opoj mim manex. Kako arpu-
OyTH MOXe aa ce ymoTpebaT W UMEHKUTE WIN
MMEHCKUTE CHHTarMH BO HEKO] 3aBHUCCH NaJekK
WM CO MPEAJIor Wik 0e3 mpeajior (peaioniKo-mna-
JEeKHU KOHCTpyKImK). Criopesi CBOETO 3HAYCHE U
ynoTpeOHaTa BPEJHOCT BAaKBUTE aTpUOyTH MOXKE
Jla ce TPYIUpaaT BO MAaJCKHU aTPUOYyTH CO MpHU-
JIABCKO, PEAKIMCKO MM HPUJIOLIKO 3Hayewe. ([lo-
noBuk, Ctanojunk, 1997).

ExcrioHeHTH Ha WMEHCKHTE OMpenesiOu T.e. aTpH-
Oytu ce: 300p, magekHa KOHCTPYKIIHja, CHHTarMa
1 3aBHCHa kiay3a. Hajuecto Bo jasmunoro yHK-
LUOHUPAkE KaKO eJIEMEHTApPEeH eKCIOHEHT ce ja-
ByBa 300poT. [lajgekHaTa KOHCTPYKIIK]ja BO IIEJIOCT
ce KOHCTUTYHUpa OKOJy TpeTara TOJIMHA Kaj Jiernara
CO THIIMYEH ja3WyeH pa3Boj. CHHTarMata WCTO
Taka € eKCIIOHEHT Ha arpuOyTOT M BO Hea, MOKPaj
TJIaBHUTE 300pOBH TIOCTOjaT €leH WM TOBeKke
3aBUCHU KOHCTUTYEHTH. HajclioxkeH eKCIOHEeHT Ha
aTpuOyTOT € 3aBHCHATa Kijays3a. 3aBHCHATa Kilay3a
CO CBOjaTa KOHCTUTYEHTCKa (DYHKIIH]ja MOXKe IOLe-
JIOCHO JIa ja aKTyelIu3Hpa MopakaTa OTKOJKY 300-
poT miu cuHTarmMara. ATpuOyTOT BO ja3UYHOTO M3-
pasyBame Kaj BO3pPACHUTE TOBOPHHUIIM YECTO CE M3-
pa3yBa IpeKy OJHOCHATa 3aBHCHA KJlay3a Koja nMa
npuaaBcka QyHkumja (Kammk, 2002).

Ilen na ucmpasxcysarnemo

OmmraTa 1elT Ha HaIlleTo UCTpakKyBambe Oerre 1a ja
YTBpAUME AUCTPUOYILMjaTa HA EKCIIOHEHTCKHUTE aT-
pubyTH BO ja3sMYHHOT M3pa3 Ha TIIYBUTE W HATIy-
Bute aena. [loctaBenu ce u moceOHM LeH:

o Co cnopenyBame Oa ce yrBpaaT THIIOBUTE Ha
EKCIIOHEHTCKUTE aTpuOyTH KOU Ce jaByBaaT Kaj
TITYBUTE M HATJIYBHTE JIeTIa W Kaj Jierara co TH-
MUYEH ja3uueH pa3Boj;

Any nominal can have attributive function (a noun,
a pronoun, an adjective, a numeral), but the words
and phrases which have that function most fre-
quently are adjectives, adjectival phrases, adjecti-
val pronouns and ordinal numbers.

What all these elements have in common is that
their content is attributed to the nominal notion
expressed by the head word. That attribution is
formally marked by congruence (agreement) in
gender, number and case. Nouns and noun phrases
in a dependent case, whether with or without a
preposition (prepositional-case constructions), can
also be used as attributives. According to their
meaning and use value, such attributives can be
divided into following groups: case attributives
with adjectival, verbal and adverbial meaning
(Popovich, Stanojchich, 1997).

The exponents of the nominal modifier—attributive
are: a word, a case construction, a phrase and a
subordinate clause. A word appears most fre-
quently as a basic exponent in language function-
ing. Children with typical language development
form a case construction completely at about the
age of three. A phrase is also an attributive expo-
nent; besides the head word, it contains one or
more subordinate constituents. The most complex
attributive constituent is a subordinate clause. A
subordinate clause can, through its constituent
function, actualize the message more fully than a
word or a phrase. The attributive in the linguistic
expression of adult speakers is frequently ex-
pressed by a subordinate clause which has an ad-
jectival function (Kashich, 2002).

The goal of the study

The general goal of our research was to determine

the distribution of attributive exponents in the lin-

guistic expression of completely and partially deaf
children. However, some specific goals were set as
well:

e to determine by comparison the types of
attributive exponents used by completely and
partially deaf children and the ones used by the
children with typical language development;
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« Co crnopemyBame aa ce yrBpaT THUIIOBHTE Ha
EKCIIOHEHTCKUTE aTpruOyTH KOU HE ce jaByBaat
(unm peTko ce jaByBaar) Kaj TIyBUTE U Harly-
BUTE JIeTla, a Ce jaByBaaT Kaj Jerara co THIIU-
YeH ja3uueH pa3Boj;

e Bp3 ocHOBa Ha J1BeTE IPETXOMHH ITOCEOHH Iie-
T Jia ce YTBpAAT TELIKOTHHUTE BO MPOIIUpPYBa-
BETO HA ja3WYHaTa KOMIIETCHIMja Kaj TIyBUTE
Y HaTJTyBHTE JIela ¥ HUBOTO HA HUBHHUOT 3a0a-
BCH CUHTaKTHYEH pPa3Boj.

Mamepujanu u memoou

HctpakyBameTo € M3BPIICHO BO MHCMEH ja3udeH
u3pa3 u Toa BO HapaTHBEH cTWI. [Ipumepokor Oe-
II€ COCTaBeH O]l YYEHHIIM CO OIUTETEH CIyX OJ
cnenyjaHuTe yurnuira Bo CpOuja, Ha yUrIIHIIHA
Bo3pact ox V no VIII ogmenenue. BkymamoTr 6poj
Ha y4eHHIH co omTtereH ciyx ¢ 190 (108 rimyBu u
82 narmysu yuenunn). KonTponHaTa rpyma ja co-
YHMHYBaa YYEHHLU OJf PEJOBHOTO OCHOBHO Y4H-
numte ,,17 OxromBpu on Jaromuuna. BxymHHOT
Opoj y4eHHWIIM BO KOHTpoJjiHaTa Tpymna Oeme 114
(yumnmumraa Bospact ox V o VI ognenenne).
WHTenekTyaqHUOT cTaTyc Ha HCHUTAHULUTE Of
eKCIepUMEeHTAIHaTa rpyna Oerie Bo rpaHHIaTa Ha
HOpMajaTa 3a CIyIIHO omreTeHu aena. Cropen
OLITETYBAHKETO HA CIYXOT CUTE C€ PariopeeHH BO
YEeTUPH TPYNU cropen kiacupukanujata Ha CeT-
CKaTa 3/IpaBCTBEHA OpraHU3aIl]a.
VHTeneKTyanHHOT CTaTyCc Ha HCIHMTaHULHUTE OJ
KOHTpOJIHATa Tpyma Oelle BO rpaHUIaTa HA HOpMa-
JlaTa 3a YUMJIMIIHY Je1ia CO TUITMYEH Pa3Boj.

Co moMom Ha KBaHTHTaTHMBHA M KBaJIWTAaTHBHA
aHanu3a ce J0jlIe OO pe3yiTaTHTe Ha UCTPaXKyBa-
BETO JOOMEHH Kaj ABETE IPyNH UCTUTAHUIIH.

Pezynmamu 00 ucmpasicysaroemo u

ouckycuja

Bo ananu3ara Ha mojarouute ce yntpeGeHn ciiea-

HHUBE CTATUCTUYKHA MCPKHU U MMOCTAIIKU:

o @pekBeHIHja U TIPOIICHTH

o ApuTMeTHUYKa CpellMHa W CTaHIapIHa JeBHja-
nuja

o 3HauYajHOCT HA PA3NIUKUTE METy apHUTMETHYKH-

T€ CpeauHH (T-TECT) 3a 3aBUCHHM M HE3aBHCHH
MPUMEPOLH

e to determine by comparison the types of
attributive exponents not used (or rarely used)
by completely and partially deaf children, but
used by the children with typical language de-
velopment;

« on the basis of the previous two specific goals
to determine the difficulties arising in the
process of improving the linguistic compe-
tences of completely and partially deaf chil-
dren, as well as the level of their slower syn-
tactic development.

Materials and methods

The research was done on the written linguistic
expression, a narration. The sample consisted of
the children with impaired hearing from special
schools in Serbia, ranging from the 5th to the 8th
year. The total number of the children with im-
paired hearing was 190 (108 completely deaf and
82 partially deaf students). The control group con-
sisted of the children from a mainstream primary
school, "17. oktobar” Primary School in Jagodina.
The total number of children in the control group
was 114 (ranging from the 5th to the 8th year).

The intellectual level of the examinees from the
experimental group was within the normal range
for the children with impaired hearing. All the stu-
dents were classified into four groups according to
the level of their impairment and in concordance
with the classification of the World Health Organi-
zation.

The intellectual level of the examinees from the
control group was within the normal range for the
schoolchildren with typical development.

The results of the research were obtained in both
groups of examinees by both qualitative and quan-
titative analyses.

The results of the research and discussion

Analyzing the data we used the following statisti-
cal analysis tools and procedures:

« frequency and percentage
o arithmetic mean and standard deviation

o a statistically significant difference between
the arithmetic means (t-test) of dependent and
independent samples.
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Pesynrature ce n3nokeHn TabelapHO 3a JBE MOJ-
TpyIH BHAaTpe BO €KCIIEPHMEHTAIHATA Tpyma U ef-
Ha KOHTPOJTHA TpyTIa.

Tabena 1. Pezynmamu o0 oucmpubyyujama Ha eKcho-
HeHmcKume ampubymu Kaj 2iyeume oeua

The results have been presented in tables for the
two subgroups within the experimental group and
for one control group.

Table 1. The results of the attributive exponents’ distri-
bution in completely deaf children

aTpuOyT: He xopucrar Oncer AC Ca

(attributive) (don’t use) (range) (AM) (SD)

1) xonrpyentet 36op 18.5% ( 20) 1-28 5.66 5.83
(congruent word)

2) KOHIpYe. CHHTarMa 90.7% (98) 1- 6 0.21 0.81
(congruent phrase)

T-TE€CT ¥ 3HaYajHOCT
(t-test and statistical significance)

acl:ac2 —>7(t)=10.10 [HuBO (level) 0.01]

3) KOHTPYEHTHH BKYITHO

(non-congr. phrase)

0, —
(congruent total) 18.5% (20) b >4 o1
4) HEKOH. MK 300D 54.6% (59) 1-12 1.44 4.17
(non-congr. pcc word)
5) HEKOH. CHHTarMa 94.4%(102) 1- 6 0.06 0.23

T-TECT U 3HAYAjHOCT
(t-test and statistical significance)

ac4:ac5 —>t1= 590 [muBo (level) 0.01

—

6) HEKOHTPYEH. BKYITHO

0,
(non-congr. total) 33.7% (38)

1-12 1.49 2.49

7) 3aBHCHA Kay3a

0
(subordinate clause) 99.1% (107)

1 0.01 0.10

T-TECT Y 3HAYajHOCT
(t-test and statistical significance)

ac3:ac6 —>71(t)= 7.67 [HuBo (level) 0.01]
ac3:ac7 =71 (t)= 9.93 [HuBo (level) 0.01]
ac6:ac7 —>71(t)= 6.17 [HuBO (level) 0.01]

Bo rtabenara 1 ce u3n0OKeHW pe3yaTaTUTe Of 3a-
YecTeHOCTa Ha yrorpebaTa Ha EKCIOHEHTCKHUTE
aTpuOyTH BO MHCMEHHOT M3pa3 Kaj IIIyBHUTE Jela
Ha Bo3pacT of 11 mo 15 roauHU, KOM jacHO HH ja
MMOKa)XyBaaT HajrojieMaTa 3adecTeHOCT Ha 300po-
BUTE KAaKO EJIEMEHTapeH EKCIIOHEHTCKH aTHOYT.
BkynHo 88 ucnuTaHUIM TO KOPUCTETIE OBOj EKCII0-
HEHT Bo oricer on 1 mo 28 ymorpebeHn 300pOBH.
Hemro moman 6poj Ha riryBu ucnuranuim (49) ka-
KO EKCMOHEHTCKU aTpuOyT ro ymnorpeOuie HeKOH-
TPYEeHTHHOT 300p WM MpeaonIKo-TaaekHaTa
KOHCTpYyKLHKja Bo omcer of 1 mo 12. Ha HuBo Ha
KOHTPYEHTHH U HEKOHTPYEHTHH 300pOBH , TITyBHUTE
ro cliemaT TEKOT Ha yrorpebaTa Ha aTpHOYTOT Kaj
Jieriata co TUIIMYEeH ja3udeH pa3Boj, HO Ha 3HAYaj-

HO ImoMJiaga BO3pacT.

Table 1 shows the results of the frequency of at-
tributive exponents’ use in the written expression
of completely deaf children with the age range
from 11 to 15. These results clearly show that a
word, as a basic attributive exponent, is most fre-
quently used. A total of 88 examinees used this
exponent, ranging from 1 to 28 used words. A
slightly fewer deaf examinees (49) used a non-
congruent word or a prepositional-case construc-
tion as an attributive exponent, ranging from 1 to
12. As far as congruent and non-congruent words
are concerned, the deaf follow the same line of the
use of attributive as much younger children with

typical language development.
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Kora e Bo mpamame ynorpebara Ha CHUHTarmaTa,
Ol pe3yiATaTUTe IieJaMe MPOLEHTYaIHO 3HAa4YajHO
momMaja 3a4eCTeHOCT Ha OBOj €KCIIOHEHTCKH aTpH-
OyT, 3Haum BKymHO 9.3% (10 ucnuranumm) ox riry-
BUTE Jiela ja ynoTpeOuie KOHTpyeHTHAaTa CHHTar-
Ma BO omcer of 1 g0 6 cuHTarMu, A0JIeKa HEKOH-
TpyeHTHaTa CHHTarMa ja ymorpeobusie BKynHO 5.6%
(6 ucniurannnm). Cemnak, TIIyBUTE JAela ja ymoTpe-
Owmsie cMHTarmara IITO 3HAuYM JieKa Kaj Man Opoj
[JIyBU MCIIMTAHUWLM CHHTarMara € Bo ynorpeba, HO
ManuoT Opoj Ha ymOTpeOEHW CHHTAarMH YKa)KyBa
Ha 3Ha4ajHO MOHUCKO HWBO HAa CHHTaKCHYKO (PyHK-
IMOHHUpAamke Kaj TIyBUTE Jela. 3aBUCHATa Kiiay3a
KaKko eKCIIOHeHTCKH arpulyT Omia ymorpedeHa
camo Kaj eaeH ox BKynmHO 108 riryBM MCIUTaHUILIM,
LITO YKaXKyBa Ha W3Pa3HTO 3a0aBEH CHHTAKCHYKU
pa3Boj.

Wmajku rv mpeABuA CUTE yNOTPeOCHN €KCIIOHEHT-
CKU aTpuOyTH MOXKe Jia ce 3aKIy4d JeKa TIIyBHUTE
Jena T'M KOpHCTar, a cropel AUCTpuOynujara 3a-
KIydyyBaMe JieKa ce 3a0elie)XyBa MOCTamHOCT BO
BOCIIOCTABYBAlETO HA €JIEMEHTUTE HA CHHTaK-
CHYKHOT CUCTEM HCTO KaKO M Kaj HCIIUTAHUIIUTE CO
THITHYCH Pa3Boj, HO Ha 3HAYajHO TIOMJIa1a BO3PACT.

Tabena 2. Pezyrmamu 00 oucmpubyyujama Ha eKcno-
HenmcKume ampubymu Kaj Hazaygume oeud

When it comes to phrases, we can observe that this
attributive exponent is used much less frequently.
Only 9.3% of the deaf children (10 examinees)
used a congruent phrase ranging from 1 to 6
phrases, while a non-congruent phrase was used by
only 5.6% (6 examinees). However, the deaf chil-
dren used phrases, which means that a few deaf
examinees use them, but few used phrases imply a
considerably lower level of syntactic functioning
of deaf children. A subordinate clause as an at-
tributive exponent was used by only one out of 108
deaf examinees, which implies extremely slow

syntactic development.

Bearing in mind all the used attributive exponents
we can make a conclusion that deaf children use
them, while on the basis of their distribution we
can conclude that there is a gradation in establish-
ing the elements of syntactic system which corre-
sponds to the same process in much younger ex-
aminees with typical development.

Table 2. The results of attributive exponents’ distribu-
tion in partially deaf children

aTpuOyT: HE KOpHUCTaT orcer AC Ca

(attributive) (don’t use) (range) (AM) (SD)

1) xonrpyenten 360p 11.0% (9) 1-24 5.68 4.98
(congruent word)

2) KOHIpye. CHHTArMa 84.1% (69) 1- 5 0.30 0.86
(congruent phrase)

T-TeCT W 3HAYAjHOCT ac1:ac2 —>1=10.15 [auBo (level) 0.01]

(t-test and statistical significance)

3) KOHIPYEHTHHU BKYIIHO 11.0% (9) 1-24 5.99 5.30
(congruent total)

4) HeKoH. Nk 360p 65.9% (54) 1-9 1.01 1.87
(non-congr. pcc word)

5) HEKOH. CHHTarMa 92.7% (76) 1- 4 0.13 0.56
(non-congr. phrase)

T-TECT U 3Halla:jH'0CT o ac4:ac5 —>t1= 4.23 [nuBo (level) 0.01]

(t-test and statistical significance)

6) HEKOHIPYeH. BKYITHO 64.6% (53) 1-9 1.15 2.02
(non-congr. total)

7) 3aBucHa Kiaysa 93.9% (77) 1-5 0.12 0.62
(subordinate clause)

ToTeCT M 3HAYA HOCT ac3:ac6 —>r1(t)= 8.41 [HuBo (level) 0.01]

tost and tat.J ool Sionif ac3:ac7 —>1(t)= 9.98 [mmBo (level) 0.01]

(t-test and statistical significance) ac6:ac7 —>T1(t)= 4.57 [muBo (level) 0.01]
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ISKUSTVA I NOVINI ODSVETOT

Bo Tabenara 2 ce M3II0KEHU PE3yATATHTE O] YIIO-
TpebaTa Ha EKCIIOHEHTCKHUTE aTpUOyTH Kaj HarIy-
BUTE Jienia. HariryBuTe MCIUTAHUIIA BO HEIITO TO-
roJIeM TPOIEHT T0 YHOTpeOyBaje eIeMEHTAPHUOT
EKCIIOHEHT 300poT (89%) BO oricer Ha 3a4eCTEHOCT
on 1 no 24 ymorpebenu 36oposu. Co criopeayBame
Ha 3a4ecTeHOCTa MpH ymorpebaTta Ha HEKOH-
TpyeHTHUTE 300poBH (TalEKHH KOHCTPYKIIUH)
BOOYCHO € JIcKa HArllyBUTE YYCHUIM ja YIOTpe-
Owmte oBaa KOHCTpyKuHja Bo 34,1% ox ciryqante BO
omcer oa 1 no 9, a rmyBute yueHuuu Bo 45,4% on
cirygante Bo orcer ox 1 1o 12 ymorpeOeHu HeKoH-
IpPyEeHTHH 300pOBH.

Cunrarmara ja ynorpeoune 159% u 7,3% Bo
orcer ox 1 1o 5 ynorpeGeHr CHHTarMu, ITO € He-
LITO TTOI00PO BO OAHOC HA TIYBUTE UCITUTAHUIIH.

3aBucHaTa knay3a ja ynorpeoune 6,1% (5) Harmy-
BH yueHutH, a 93,9% (77) He TO KOpHUCTENEe OBOj
EKCIIOHEHT BO CBOMTE MCKa3u. Orceror Ha ynorpe-
06a e on 1 1o 5 ymorpebenu 3aBucHH Kinay3u. OBoj
pe3yaTar cemak IMOKakKyBa JIeKa M OBOj THI Ha
€KCIIOHCHTCKH arpulyT € BO MOpeTKa yrnoTpeda Kaj
HarJyBUTE JIena.

OBue pe3ynTaTd MOKa)XKyBaaT JeKa W HarlyBHUTE
Jera MOKaXyBaaT Ae(UIINT BO CHHTAKCHUKHOT
pa3Boj. Kaj rmyBuTe 1 HariryBuTe Aena ce MOKaxy-
Ba IMMOCTAIHOCT BO BOCTIOCTaBYBAWmETO Ha €JIEMEH-
THUTE HAa CHHTAKCUYKHOT CHCTEM.

Tabena 3. Cnopedysare Ha 3auecmeHOCMA 60 YNO-
mpebama Ha eKCNOHeHMCKUme ampudymu Kaj deyama
CO owmemen CyX u Kaj deyama co MURUYEH jasuuKu
pazeoj

Table 2 shows the results of the attributive expo-
nents’ use in partially deaf children. The percent-
age of these examinees who used a word as a basic
exponent is slightly greater (89%), with the fre-
quency range from 1 to 24 used words. Comparing
the frequency of use of non-congruent words (case
constructions) we observed that the partially deaf
used it in 34.1% of cases ranging from 1 to 9 used
words, while the deaf ones used it in 45.4% of
cases ranging from 1 to 12 non-congruent words
used.

A phrase was used (by 15.9% and 7.3%) within the
range of 1 to 5 used phrases, which is a slightly
better achievement than in the case of completely
deaf examinees.

A subordinate clause was used by 6.1% (5) of par-
tially deaf students, while 93.9% (77) didn’t use
this exponent in their expressions. The use ranged
from 1 to 5 used subordinate clauses. However,
this result shows that this type of attributive expo-
nent is used only sporadically by partially deaf
children.

Taking into consideration the level of the language
development partially deaf children showed, these
results show that these children also show some
deficiencies in syntactic functioning. Both com-
pletely and partially deaf children show gradation
in establishing the elements of syntactic system.

Table 3. Comparison of the frequency of attributive
exponents’ use between the children with impaired
hearing and the children with typical language devel-
opment

omTtereH ciyx (190) penoBHa nonynamja (114) )

aTpuOyT: (Attributive) AC Ca AC Ca et HSHAtAHOct

KOH. 300p (cong. word) 5.67 5.47 8.68 6.28 T (t) = 4.40 [HuBoO (level) 0.01]
KOH. cuHTar. (cong. phrase) 0.25 0.83 3.23 2.93 T (t)= 13.16 [HuBO (level) 0.01]
KOH. BKynHO (cong. Total) 5.92 5.79 11.91 8.23 T (t) = 7.43 [muBO (level) 0.01]
HEK.ImK 300p (non-c. pcc word) 1.25 2.22 2.10 1.75 T (t) = 3.46 [muBoO (level) 0.01]
HEK. CHHTar. (non-c. phrase) 0.09 0.41 0.66 0.92 T (t) = 7.40 [muBO (level) 0.01]
HEK. BKYITHO (non-c. total) 1.34 2.30 2.75 2.10 T (t) = 5.35 [muBoO (level) 0.01]
3aBHCHa Kiay3a (subord. clause) 0.06 0.41 2.36 2.90 T (t) = 10.78 [HUBO (level) 0.01]
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WORLD EXPERIENCE AND CURRENT EVENTS

Bo Tabenara 3 ce mpukakaHu pe3yaTauTe OJ CIIO-
pendara Ha 3a4eCTEHOCTa BO ymoTpebara Ha eKc-
MOHEHTCKUTE aTpUOYTH Kaj eKCIIepUMEHTAIHATA H
KOHTpOJHATa Tpymna. BoowsHBo € Jeka U JBeTe mo-
MyJIallK T yoTpeOyBaaT CUTE YSeTHPH TUTIOBU Ha
EKCIIOHEHTCKU aTpUOyTH BO MUCMEHMOT ja3H4eH
n3pa3. KoHcrarupaHa e craTHCTHuKa 3HAYajHOCT
BO KOPHCT Ha KOHTPOJIHATA Tpyna npH ynorpebara
Ha CUTE BUJIOBU CKCIIOHCHTCKH aTpUOYTH.

3aknyuox

Bp3 ocHOBa Ha M3HECEHUTE KBAHTUTATHUBHU PE3yJI-
TaTH OJ] UCTPAKYBAH-ETO MOXKAT Ja c€ M3BEIAT OA-
PEIeHH 3aKITy4OLH 32 BOCIIOCTaBYBabhE Ha €JIEMEH-
TUTE€ Ha CHMHTaKCHYKaTa CTPYKTypa Kaj TJyBUTE H
HarJIyBUTE Jiella ongaTeHy Co CHEIUjaIHO 00pa3o-
BaHme Ha Bo3pact o 11 mo 15 rogunn:

o [Jomynanujata Ha TIIYBU U HATTyBH HCIIATaHUIIA
I'M U3pa3yBa CUTE€ TUIIOBH HA E€KCIIOHEHTH OJ HC-
TpaXyBaHaTa CHHTakcH4ka (yHKIUja (aTpuOyT):
300p, NagexHa KOHCTPYKLHja, CHHTarMa 1 3aBUCHA
KJay3a.

e Kaj riyBUTE M HAarIyBUTE UCIUTAHUIM € BOOUYCH
3a0aBeH TEK Ha BOCIIOCTABYBame Ha yroTpedara Ha
MOCTIOKECHNUTE EKCIIOHEHTU-CHHTAIMA ¥ 3aBHCHH
KJIay3H.

e Bp3 ocHOoBa Ha aHaiquM3upaHaTa ymorpeba Ha
CKCIIOHEHTCKU aTpuOyTH, KOja MOKa)X<yBa WACHTH-
YeH TEK Ha Pa3BOjOT KaKO M Kaj MOIyJianujara co
THUIIUYEH TOBOPEH Pa3Boj, MOXKE Ja Ce 3aKIy4Hd Je-
Ka CO COOJBETEH HAuyWH Ha paboTa MOXe Ja ce
MPEMOCTaT BOOYCHHUTE ACHUIMTH Kaj JiMIara co
OIITETEH CIyX.
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