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Vinichuk L. S. Phonetic Characteristics of the French Spoken Language.  
The article deals with the problem of functional and stylistic peculiarities of spoken language as oral 

form of spontaneous dialogue, the sphere of its use, which results the choice of certain lexical, grammatical 
and phonetic means. The phonetic character of the French spoken language such phenomena as ellipticity, 
sound loss, emphatic stress, pauses, appearing as a result of spontaneous expressive speech, are under the 
analysis. 

Keywords: French spoken language, phonetic characteristics, sound loss, ellipticity, emphatic stress, 
pause. 
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Vialikova O. O. The Systemic Relations between the Graphic Stylistic Devices in the Structure 
of the Creolised Verse Text (on the Material of the Ukrainian Visual Poetry).  

The article gives the analyses of the graphic stylistic devices, which can be allocated in the structure of 
the creolised verse text, their functioning and their systematic connections with the other structural elements of 
the text. The term creolised verse text in the work includes all the kinds of visual poetry: concrete poetry, 
shape poetry, etc. As the method of research there is proposed the formal modelling of the text, which 
graphically shows the structure of the creolised verse text as a macrosign in the aspect of the cultural 
linguosemiotics.  

Keywords: creolised verse text, formal model, verbal element, nonverbal element, graphic stylistic 
device, text structure. 
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