	13. Analytical forms and their role in form-building.

It’s more productive in Modern Eng. Traditionally an analytical form is defined this way: it consists of an auxiliary word and the basic element, which is a notional word. This definition is am’biguous (двусмыслен, неоднозначн.). And for that reason some strange forms are treated as analytical: Combinations of prepositions with nouns were treated as different analytical forms: to the child was treated as the Dative case of a noun. by the child was treated as the Instrumental case of a noun. Many linguists criticized this approach to defining analytical forms and certain theories have been worked out to differentiate analytical forms and free word-combinations.

 1. The theory of the splitting of functions. According to this theory in a true analytical form the auxiliary element should be the bearer of the grammatical meaning only. It is devoid of lexical meaning. It is the notional word that is the bearer of lexical meaning. According to this approach there exist 2 types of analytical forms: complete and incomplete. In a complete analytical form the splitting process has completed and the aux.element is completely devoid of lex.meaning. e.g. In the form of the Perfect the verb to have has no meaning of possession. In an incomplete analyt.form the aux.element retains traces of its lex.meaning. e.g. The form of the Continuous where the auxiliary be retains traces (признаки) of it's meaning of the state. 

2.Acc. to the second approach a true analyt.form is idiomatic in character(the overall meaning of the form is not immediately dependent on the individual meaning of its constituents. It’s not a sum of meanings of its components. Besides an analyt.form also functions as a grammatical form of a single word. If we proceed (исходить из) from this approach we should conclude that such phrases as most interesting are not an analytical form, because it is not idiomatic enough. 

3. Acc. to Бархударов a true analyt.form should posses a discontinuous morpheme (расчлененная морфема) which is a main distinguishing feature of an analyt.form (Блох doesn’t share this view). A discontinuous mrph. сonsists of 2 elements – an auxiliary word and the f.-b. sign of a notional word. The root-mrph of the notional word. is not included (не включ.). According to Бархударов there are only 3 analytical forms (Perfect, Passive, Continuous): Have+en (insymbolic denotation-обозначение) in form of the Perfect. Ex. have arrived Be+en in form of the Passive Be+ing in form of the Continuous. And from this point of view such phrases as shall take, most interesting, by the child are not analytical forms. They are free word-combinations.

	14. Various classifications of sent-s.

A sent. is a complicated unit, is always associated with certain intonation pattern(statement, request); a sent. without intonation can’t function as a speech unit, it’s complete structurally & semantically, can function as an independ. utterance.

(I) Structural: Sent-s are divided into simple & composite; composite sent-s are divided into compound & complex. Simple sent-s are divided into 4 major classes (their use correlates with different communicative functions): 1st class: declarative sent-s, or statements. The subject is always present and usually precedes the verb. 2nd class: interrogative sent-s, or questions. They are marked by one or more of the following criteria: ~ the aux. verb is placed in front of the subj.; ~ the initial position of an interrogative “wh”-element (what, who, which, etc.) 3rd class: imperative sent-s, or commands. Normally they have no grammatical subj., the verb is in the imperative mood. 4th class: exclamative sent-s, or exclamations. They are introduced by what / how & have no invertion of the subj. and predicate.
(II) Extended / unextended (распростран./нераспростран.)
A sent. which consists only of subj. & predicate – unextended. 

If it contains one or more secondary parts (attributes, obj., adv. modifiers), the sent. is extended.

(III) Сomplete / incomplete

Complete sent. contains all structurally necessary elements:

- the subject + the predicate (if it’s a 2-member sent.); 

- the subject + the predicate + object (if the predicate is expressed by trans. verb); 

1-member sent. can also be complete and incomplete; in the imperative sent. verb is a necessary element, e.g. “Stop!” vs. incomplete (usually – in direct, coll. speech, make no sense outside their context, e.g. “Yours”).

Incomplete (elliptical) sent-s – structures in which one of the main parts (subj. or pred.) or both are omitted / ellipted. Elliptical sent-s are divided into 2 types:

· 1st type: they are dependent on what has gone before (“John” may be a reply to 2 questions: “Who did it?” & “Who did you see?”). These sent-s are contextually conditioned. In other words, their incomplete structure can be restored (восстановл.) from a previous sent. This kind of ellipsis is called contextual or syntagmatic.

· 2nd type: they don’t depend on what has gone before. Their structure can be restored from the paradigm of the analogous complete sent. This incompletence is purely grammatical as the structure doesn’t depend on the previous context. This kind of ellipsis is called grammatical or paradigmatic. Can be of 2 subtypes: 1) structures that can be completed in only 1 way; 2) structures which can be completed with the help of several paradigms (Cigarette?). Meaning depends on the situation or the situational context.



	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). 

PS are distinguished from one another by the number of wds in each class. The greatest number of wds is found in the noun & verb. The N&V correspond to the subj.&pred. of the sent., they’re usually the center of predication. 

      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.

Classifying a lang. from the view point of PS, there are the following principles:

1) Semantic: the general mean-g of a PS doesn’t coincide with a lex. or gram.mean-g of every individual word, but it’s closely connected with it. Thus the gen. mean-g of a PS is neither lex. nor gram., but it’s to be called lexical-grammatical. Ex. nouns are characterized by substantivity, verbs- actions & states, which together mean processes, adj-s- attributes of substances, etc.

2) Morphological: it has 2 aspects: a) deals with morphol. categories (each PS possesses certain morphol. cat-s which are not found in other PS): ex. nouns- case & number , adj.- comparison, verbs- 7 categories. This aspect is more important.b) the use of form-build. affixes (deriv. affixes sometimes can be found within this or that PS only): ex. nouns- -ment, -ion, -ness. But deriv. affixes may be highly confusing: ex. –ly: friendly(adj), daily(noun), kindly(adv.), possibly (modal wd)

3) Syntactic: a) the role of a wd in a sent. (dif. synt. Functions are typical of dif. PS); b) the combinability of wds/ the syntactical distribution (распределение): ex. noun can combine with prepositions, articles, adj-s, other nouns, verbs.

4) Functional: PS- a field that has a core & a periphery. 


	The existing principles:

The semantic approach: (based on the meaning, used in many schools). 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). 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). 
They distinguished between two classes of words: 1) declinable (склоняем )- changeable forms; 2) indeclinable (static forms)- articles, prepositions. 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, or for instance shall which has a declinable form. The main problem with this classification- Sweet didn’t manage to work out an idea of an indep. word-class with peculiar properties & he didn’t manage to devoid his class-n from the ideas of mean-g.

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- сущность):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. 



