15. Parts of speech and different principles of their classification.

The general definition of a part of speech: it is a lexical-grammatical word class which is characterized by a general abstract grammatical meaning, expressed in certain grammatical markers.
Within a part of speech similar grammatical features are common to all words belonging to this class.

A part of speech is a mixed lexical-grammatical phenomenon, because:

1) Words are characterized by individual lexical meanings.
2) Each generalized class of words (noun/verb/adj., etc) has a unifying abstract gram. meaning, for ex.: noun – substance, verb – process, adjective – quality of substance, adverb – quality of process.

3) Some parts of speech are capable of representing gram. meaning in a set of formal exponents; for ex.: the plural of nouns is expressed with suffix –s. *this feature is not universal in all languages; for ex.: in synthetic lang-s, adj-s, numerals, pronouns are inflected in the categories of case, number & gender; while in analytical lang-s (Eng.) these word classes are devoid of gram. markers with the exception of a few pronouns.

Parts of speech are classified within the domain of morphology. 
Modern classification of parts of speech is traced back to ancient Greek. Later this classification was applied to Latin and thus it found its way in modern languages.

The present day classification of parts of speech is severely criticized, when it’s applied to languages the structure of which is different to the structure of the Latin language. So the criticism is easily justified.

On the other hand the traditional division of words into parts of speech seems quiet natural and easy to understand & remember from the logical point of view.

So it’s not the classification itself that is wrong but it must be the principles of classification that should be criticized and reviewed.

The existing principles:

The semantic approach (based on the meaning).

In many schools the semantic principle was used for p/of/sp classification. It is based on the universal forms of human thought which are reflected in 3 main categorial meanings of words:

1) substance (предметность)

2) process (процессуальность)
3) property (свойства, качества)
In Medieval linguistics (Пор-Рояль, 1660) p/of/sp are defined as invariants of the substance-logical plane. 

However, this principle is open to criticism; it doesn’t always work; it can be hard to define a categorial meaning of a word

e.g. 
whiteness  - is it substance of a noun or property of an adjective? 


action – it denotes process, but it isn’t a verb

The formal approach
Only form should be used as a criterion for the classification of the p/of/sp. (Henry Sweet, Cruisinga). 

They distinguished between two classes of words:


declinable 





indeclinable (static forms)

(changeable forms)




articles, prepositions, must




This criterion is also unreliable. It doesn’t take into account the way a word functions in the sentence. Must functions as many other verbs, for instance shall which has a declinable form. 

This approach has limitations:

1) p/of/sp are morphological classes (Фортунатов), which means they are words with a similar paradigm. But this fact cannot be applied to the lang. such as Chinese, where morph. system is non-existent or poorly-developed.

2) p/of/sp are gr. word classes (Реформатский), he takes into account their morph an syntactical properties (form and function). This is the borderline between the second and the third approaches

The formal-semantic approach
Grammarians tried to take into consideration meaning, form & function. 

It appears that in analytical, where English belong, it’s impossible to place a word without analyzing it in the sent. In addition to the analysis of the morphological features of this word.

This approach was developed by Russian linguists (Vinogradov, Smirnitsky, Ilyish).

There are three principles on which this classification is based:

1. meaning

the meaning common to all the words of a given class and constituting its essence.

e.g. thingness of nouns


  process of verbs

2. form 

the morphological characteristics of a type of word

e.g. noun is characterized by the category of number

     prepositions, conjunctions and others are characterized by invariability

3. function

the syntactical properties of a type of word

a) the method of combining with other words (deals with phrases)

b) its function in the sentence (deals with sentences)
The syntactic (functional) approach

Only the syntactic function of a word should be taken into consideration as a criterion for p/of/sp classification. 
* Charles Fries’ classification of words

Ch. F worked out the principles of syntactico-distributional (s-d) classification of English words. He was the follower of the famous linguist L. Bloomfield. 

The s-d classification of words is based on the study of their combinability by means of substitution testing. The testing results in developing the standard model of four main “positions” of notional words in the English sentence:

· noun (N)

· verb (V)

· adjective (A)

· adverb (D)

For his materials he chose tape recorded spontaneous conversation (250,000 word entries or 50 hours of talk). The words isolated from the records were tested on the three typical sentences (also taken from the tapes), which are used as substitution test-frames. 

Frame A. The concert was good (always). [The thing and its quality at a given time]

Frame B. The clerk remembered the tax (suddenly). [“Actor-action-thing acted upon” –characteristic of the action]

Frame C.  The team went there. [“Actor-action-direction of the action”]

As a result of those tests the following lists of words were established:

Class 1. (A) concert, coffee, taste, container, difference, etc.  (B) clerk, husband, supervisor, etc.; tax, food, coffee, etc. (C) team, husband, woman, etc. 

Class 2. (A) was, seemed, became, etc. (B) remembered, wanted, saw, suggested etc. (C) went, came, ran, lived, worked, etc.

Class 3. (A) good, large, necessary, foreign, new empty, etc. 

Class 4. (A) there, here, always, then, sometimes, etc. (B) clearly, sufficiently, especially, repeatedly, soon, etc. (C) there, back, out, etc.; rapidly, eagerly, confidently, etc.

All these words can fill in the positions of the frames without affection their general structural meaning. Repeated interchanges in the substitutions of the primarily identified positional (notional) words in diff. collocations determine their morphological characteristics. 

Functional words are exposed in the cited process as being unable to fill in the positions of the frames without destroying their structural meaning. These words form limited groups totaling 154 units. They can be distributed among the three main sets:

1) specifiers of notional words (determiners of nouns, modal verbs, functional modifiers and intensifiers of adjectives and adverbs)

2) interpositional elements, determining the relation of notional words to one another (prepositions and conjunctions)

3) refer to the sentence as a whole (question words, attention-getting words, words of affirmation and negation, sentence introducers (it, there))

**The Parts of Speech in English:
Traditionally:

1. The Noun (categories of number, case and def./indef.)

2. The Adj (the category of degrees of comparison)

3. The verb (the tense, the aspect, the voice, the time-correlation, the mood, the person, the number)

4. The Adverb (the d of comp)

5. The Pronoun (the notional parts of speech (declinable))

6. The Numeral Form (Function) Words

7. The prepositions

8. The Conjunctions

9. The Particles

10. The Interjection

11. The Modal Verbs

12. The Sentence Words (Yes! No!)

Some disputable problems:

1) The Adj – s which begin with “a” (afraid…) and “ill” – where to refer them? Sometimes they are included in the group of adj as a special kind of predicative adj – s. Another point of view: they constitute a special PoS which is called the category of state.

2) Where to refer pronouns? notional or form words. But they’re somehow in between. They are more notional than functional because they are very important text building elements mostly anaphoric but sometimes cataphoric

3) The Article. In some grammars we find that the A is considered to be a part of speech and + in some modern grammars.

