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Abstract. This article examines the role of syntax in military discourse, focusing on its
communicative functions and structural characteristics. Military speech is presented as a specialized
form of language shaped by the need for clarity, brevity, and operational efficiency. The study analyzes
key syntactic features, including the use of imperative constructions, subject-verb-object structures, and
hierarchical patterns in command formulation. Particular attention is given to the role of jargon and
acronyms in enhancing communicative precision and group cohesion within military environments. The
findings demonstrate that syntax in military discourse is not only a structural element but also a
functional tool that supports effective command, control, and interaction among personnel.
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Annotatsiya. Ushbu magola harbiy nutgda sintaksisning rolini tahlil giladi, uning kommunikativ
funksiyalari va tuzilmaviy xususiyatlariga e’tibor qaratadi. Harbiy nutq aniglik, gisgalik va operatsion
samaradorlik zarurati bilan shakllangan tilning maxsus turi sifatida taqdim etiladi. Tadgigot buyruq
shakllaridan foydalanish, ega—kesim—to ‘Idiruvchi tuzilmalari hamda buyrug berishda ierarxik nagshlar
kabi asosiy sintaktik xususiyatlarni o ‘rganadi. Shuningdek, harbiy muhitda kommunikativ aniqlikni
oshirish va guruh birdamligini mustahkamlashda jargon va qgisgartmalarning roli alohida ta’kidlanadi.
Natijalar shuni ko ‘rsatadiki, harbiy nutqda sintaksis nafaqat tuzilmaviy unsur, balki xodimlar o ‘rtasida
samarali buyruq berish, nazorat va o ‘zaro alogani ta’'minlovchi funksional vosita hamdir.

Kalit so‘zlar: sintaksis, kommunikativ funksiyalar, harbiy aloga, ierarxik til, buyruqg tuzilmalari,
jargon va gisgartmalar, lingvistik tahlil.

Annomauyun. B Oannoti cmamve paccmampusaemcs poib CUHMAKCUCA 8 80EHHOM OUCKYpce C
aKyeHmom Ha e20 KOMMYHUKAMUGHble (QYHKYuu u CMmpyKmypuvle Xapakmepucmuku. Boennas peuv
npeocmasiieHa Kax cneyuanu3upo8anuas gopma s3vika, chopmupo8anHuas HeodX0OUMOCmblO ICHOCMU,
Kpamkocmu U onepamusHou 3dpgexmusnocmu. B uccnedoganuu  aHanuupylomcs — Kiouesvie
cuHmaxcuieckue 0COOEHHOCMU, GKIIoYAs UCHOIb308AHUE NOBENUMENbHbIX KOHCMPYKYULL, CMPYKMyp
«noonedcaujee—CKa3yemoe—00OnoaHenuey, a makdce uepapxuyeckue Mmooeau 6 Gopmyauposanuu
npuxazos. Ocoboe HUMaHUe YOeniemcs Ponu HcapeoHa U adbopesuamyp 6 NOSblUEHUU MOYHOCMU
KOMMYHUKAYUU U VKPEnJieHuUu 2pynnoeoli CRI0YEHHOCMU 8 8OeHHOU cpede. Pezynomamul nokaswiearom,
YUMo CUHMAKCUC 8 BO0EHHOM OUCKYpCe 5818emcs He MONbKO CHMPYKMYPHLIM I1eMEHMOM, HO U
@DYHKYUOHANLHBIM  UHCIPYMEHMOM, o0becneuusarowum 3¢gpekmusnoe KomManoosaunue, KOHMpOIb U
g3aumooelcmeaue mMexicoy TUUHbIM COCHABOM.

Kntouesvie cnosa. cummarxcuc, KOMMYHUKAMUGBHblE (DYHKYUU, BOEHHASL KOMMYHUKAYUS,
uepapxuuecKkutl sA3viK, CMpyKmypbl KOMAHO, HCapeon U abopesuamypbl, TUHSBUCMUYECKUL AHANU3.

Introduction.Military speech is a distinctive mode of communication that plays a
crucial role in the effective functioning of armed forces. It encompasses a specialized
lexicon, distinct syntactical structures, and specific communicative functions that facilitate
the execution of orders, coordination of efforts, and establishment of authority within
military hierarchies. The language of the military is not merely a vehicle for conveying
information; it is a strategic tool designed to enhance operational efficiency, ensure clarity
under pressure, and maintain discipline among personnel.
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Literature review. This perspective aligns with the views of M. A. Halliday, who
emphasized that language functions as a social semiotic system, where linguistic choices
are shaped by context and purpose [4,50]. In military settings, this function becomes
particularly evident as language is adapted to meet operational demands. The importance
of precise communication in military contexts cannot be overstated. Commanders rely on
succinct and unequivocal language to issue orders, while subordinates must interpret and
execute these commands with accuracy and speed. As noted by Roman Jakobson, the
referential and conative functions of language are especially dominant in directive
communication, such as military discourse, where influencing behavior is a primary goal
[6,25].

This necessity has led to the development of a highly structured communicative
framework that prioritizes clarity and brevity, often employing jargon and acronyms
unique to military operations. According to John Swales, specialized discourse
communities such as the military — develop their own conventions and genres to achieve
communicative efficiency and group cohesion [7,40].

Moreover, military speech is influenced by the hierarchical nature of armed forces,
where rank and position dictate the flow of information and the manner of its delivery. The
syntax employed in military communications reflects this hierarchy, often reinforcing the
authority of the speaker while establishing expectations for the listener. This reflects Pierre
Bourdieu’s idea that language is a form of symbolic power, where authority is embedded
within linguistic structures [1,70].

Research methodolgy . Military communication is characterized by a distinct syntax that
serves specific functions in operational effectiveness and clarity. Understanding the
syntactical structures employed in military speech reveals how information is conveyed
efficiently and how meaning is constructed to suit the unique demands of military
environments. The structure of military commands is often concise and directive,
reflecting the need for clear and immediate understanding among personnel. Typically,
command sentences follow a straightforward syntax, often beginning with an imperative
verb that directly instructs the recipient.

This use of imperative constructions can be linked to Noam Chomsky’s discussion of
syntactic structures, where sentence forms are selected based on communicative intent [2,
26]. In military discourse, the imperative mood dominates due to its efficiency in
prompting immediate action.

Moreover, military commands frequently employ a subject-verb-object construction,
which prioritizes clarity and immediacy. This aligns with functional approaches to syntax,
where linguistic economy reduces cognitive load in high-pressure environments.

The military also employs a significant amount of jargon and acronyms, integral to its
communication syntax. This phenomenon supports Dell Hymes’s concept of
communicative competence, which includes not only grammatical knowledge but also the
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ability to use language appropriately within a specific social context [5, 90]. While
abbreviations enhance efficiency, they also highlight the boundary between insiders and
outsiders, reinforcing group identity—an idea further supported by sociolinguistic studies
of professional communities.

Another critical aspect of syntax in military communication is its hierarchical nature.
Military organizations are characterized by a clear chain of command, which is reflected in
the syntax of orders. This reflects Michel Foucault’s notion that discourse is shaped by
power relations [3,20]. In military speech, syntactic structures not only convey information
but also encode authority and control.

Results. The analysis of military speech reveals several key communicative functions
that are directly supported by its syntactic features.

1. Clarifying Commands

Military syntax plays a crucial role in ensuring that commands are precise and
unambiguous. The use of direct and simple sentence structures minimizes the risk of
misinterpretation, enabling personnel to respond accurately and efficiently. This finding
aligns with Jakobson’s referential function, highlighting that clarity in message
transmission is fundamental to effective military communication.

2. Establishing Authority

Hierarchical syntax in military speech reinforces the power dynamics inherent in the
chain of command. The structure and choice of linguistic forms legitimize authority and
signal expectations for compliance. Consistent with Bourdieu’s perspective on language as
a form of symbolic power, the syntax functions as a tool to maintain discipline and order
within military units.

3. Facilitating Coordination Among Units
Standardized syntactic patterns, including imperative structures and consistent command
formats, enable seamless coordination across different units and branches. According to
Halliday, such uniformity supports both the ideational and interpersonal functions of
language, ensuring that information is understood similarly across the organization and
facilitating operational cohesion.

4. Cultural and Contextual Influences
The structure of military speech is shaped by historical, cultural, and contextual factors.
Military discourse evolves to meet the practical and social needs of the armed forces. As
noted by Swales, adaptation to cross-cultural and joint operations requires sensitivity to
linguistic norms to maintain mutual understanding among diverse participants.

Conclusion. In summary, the syntax of military communication is not merely a
structural feature of language but a functional system shaped by authority, efficiency, and
context. Integrating linguistic theories demonstrates that military speech operates as a
speci Furthermore, the uniformity and predictability of military speech facilitate
coordination across diverse units and operational contexts, supporting organizational
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cohesion and operational effectiveness. These syntactic patterns are not arbitrary; they are
carefully adapted to meet the cultural, historical, and contextual demands of military life,
allowing for seamless communication even in joint or multinational operations. By
considering linguistic theories from Jakobson, Bourdieu, Halliday, and Swales, it becomes
clear that military syntax embodies an intersection of clarity, authority, and adaptability,
reflecting both the functional needs of communication and the broader social structures of
the armed forces.

Ultimately, the study of military syntax demonstrates that language in this context is
a dynamic tool precisely calibrated to transmit information, assert authority, coordinate
action, and navigate complex cultural and operational landscapes. Its analysis offers
valuable insights not only into military communication but also into the ways language
can be systematically shaped to meet the specific demands of specialized discourse
communities.
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