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Annotation 

Morphology is directly different from other levels of the language. This is due to the fact that word 

groups and their specific grammatical categories are the most important issues in the formation of speech. 

Therefore, the morphological units of the language have been of interest to linguists from the very beginning 

of linguistics, and even now the study of issues related to the problems of morphology, as well as extensive 

scientific analysis in the morphological aspect, continues on the basis of new paradigms of the language. 

Given this, this article is devoted to the study of parts of speech in linguistics, which is one of the 

most pressing problems of modern general linguistics. It examines the extralinguistic and intralinguistic 

foundations of the formation of adverbs in the languages we study. When studying and analyzing these 

issues, we used methods of comparison, description, as well as thematic analysis. 
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Introduction 

Currently, a radical change is taking place 

in linguistics, that is, the study of linguistic 

phenomena within the framework of a scientific 

paradigm, as a result of which it became clear that 

it is important to look at linguistic phenomena 

from a new cognitive, anthropocentric point of 

view. As a result, many new areas of linguistics 
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began to develop rapidly, such as cognitive, 

anthropocentric, associative linguistics 

[7,11,13,22,24]. However, theoretical concepts of 

the grammatical foundations of the language still 

serve as the methodological basis of modern 

linguistics. For this reason, the study and 

generalization of the scientific basis of units of the 

morphological level of the language is still 

relevant for us today [14,15,16,17,21,23,25]. 

 

Main part 

Some linguists define parts of speech as a 

lexical category, lexical classification of words, as 

an invariant of a subject-logical plan. Others 

believe that parts of speech are logical categories 

of words and therefore morphological features are 

of decisive importance in identifying parts of 

speech. However, this criterion is unsuitable for 

languages with a poorly developed morphological 

system  [6,7, 1, 18,19,20].  

A.A. Reformatsky in his works defined 

parts of speech as grammatical categories (and not 

lexical or lexical-grammatical), the composition of 

which is individual in each language and is 

determined by a set of morphological and 

syntactic properties. Some linguists, on the other 

hand, believe that the meanings of parts of speech 

are their main feature, and the basis for identifying 

parts of speech is their lexical-semantic features, 

generalizing categorical meanings. [2, 124]. 

Finally, parts of speech are considered as lexical 

and grammatical categories of words that differ 

from each other not only in a number of 

grammatical features (morphologically - in 

mutability and immutability, in a way of change, 

in paradigmatics; syntactically - in ways of 

communication with other words, and a syntactic 

function), but also lexically ... This point of view 

is the most accepted in modern Russian linguistics  

[10, 11, 12].  

An approach to the problem of parts of 

speech is possible based on the concept of 

functional-semantic word categories. Words that 

function as nouns, adjectives, pronouns, verbs, 

numerals, adverbs, etc., are found in all languages 

of the world. The presence of categorical meaning 

and certain functions fully ensures the existence of 

functional and semantic categories in the language  

[6,8].  

Questions related to the theory of parts of 

speech remain controversial; there are 

discrepancies regarding the quantity, 

nomenclature, as well as criteria for the selection 

of parts of speech. Linguists of foreign and 

domestic grammar Henry Sweet, the author of the 

first scientific grammar, put forward three basic 

principles of word classification: meaning, form 

and function of a word. He divided the parts of 

speech into two main groups - changeable and 

unchangeable, raising the morphological form to 

the rank of the leading classification criterion 

[3,161; 167]. Within the group of declinables, he 

followed the traditional approach of nouns, 

adjectives, and verbs. Adverbs, prepositions, 

conjunctions and interjections are combined into 

the group of unchangeable (indeclinables). Along 

with this classification, Sweet offers a grouping 

based on the syntactic functioning of certain word 

classes. Thus, the group of nominal words (noun - 

words) includes, in addition to nouns, nominal 

pronouns (noun-pronoun-noun-pronouns), 

nominal numerals (noun-numeral-noun-numerals), 

infinitives and gerunds; the group of adjective 

words includes, in addition to adjectives, adjective 

pronouns (adjective-pronoun-adjective-pronouns), 

adjective numerals (adjective-numerals adjective-

numerals), participles. The verb group includes 

personal forms and verbs; here again the 

morphological criterion is in the lead; all 

impersonal forms, like personal ones, have verb 

categories of tense and liens. Thus, the verbals - 

the infinitive and the gerund - are assigned to 

nominal words on the basis of their syntactic 

functioning, and by their morphological properties 

they also appear in the verb group. 

The classification of the representative of 

the classical school of grammar Otto Jespersen is 
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also based on three principles: form, function and 

meaning. He criticizes almost all traditional 

definitions of parts of speech. O. Espersen also 

questions the distinction between conjunctions 

and prepositions as independent parts of speech. 

In his classification, O. Espersen distinguishes the 

following parts of speech: 1) a noun, 2) an 

adjective, 3) pronouns, 4) verbs, 5) particles, 

which include all other words lacking the ability 

to form.  The author insists that the distinction 

between words from group 5 is greatly 

exaggerated. However, O. Jespersen sees the 

difference between the compositional and 

subordinate unions and calls the compositional 

unions the compositional connectors, and the 

subordinate unions and prepositions - the 

subordinate connectors [4:148,152]. 

Interjections also fall into group 5.  

Jespersen analyzes this class of words in an 

interesting way, noting the features of 

interjections, for example, the presence in them of 

such sounds that are absent in the phonemic 

composition of an unrelated language: aspirated 

bilabial (f) and aspirated (x). 

Thus, although the scientist proposes to 

take into account all three signs of highlighting 

parts of speech, in his classification it turns out to 

be inconsistent. 

Along with the above classification, 

Espersen proposed an analysis of word classes 

from the point of view of their functioning in 

syntactic combinations (phrases, sentences), 

which is called the theory of three ranks. This or 

that word can be primary, i.e. be the core of a 

phrase, a sentence, another word may be 

secondary, i.e. directly defining the primary, 

another word - tertiary, i.e. subordinate to the 

secondary. 

Representatives of foreign linguistics of 

the middle of the twentieth century, descriptive 

structuralists, put forward a fundamentally new 

approach to the problem of classifying parts of 

speech. They opposed taking into account the role 

of meaning in linguistic analysis  [6,8,9]. 

Structuralists believed that the 

classification should be based only on signs of the 

position of a word in a sentence. [7,10,11,12]. A 

typical classification of this type can be 

considered the classification of the American 

structuralist Charles Fries, given by him in the 

book "The Structure of Language". He draws 

attention to the fact that even in a meaningless 

sentence, it is possible to establish the belonging 

of a word to certain grammatical categories - parts 

of speech. This can be established by the position 

that the words occupy in the sentence, and by their 

form as opposed to other positions and forms. 

 

Выводы 

In order to find out what positional classes 

of words exist in the language, it is necessary to 

find out what positions are basic. For this purpose, 

C. Freese selects a limited number of sentences, 

which he calls “test frames”, and within these 

frames determines the basic positions 

characteristic of words. Using the method of 

substitution, Freese, within each test box, 

identifies words that can occupy a certain position 

in a sentence. All words that can be substituted in 

a given syntactic position constitute one positional 

class. The first test box was filled with words 

capable of occupying a position in a sentence. All 

words that can be substituted in this position 

without changing the structural meaning, Frieze 

calls the words of the first positional class. In 

traditional grammar terms, these are words in 

subject position in a simple declarative sentence.  

In the second frame, all words were 

substituted in position (i.e., in the position of the 

predicate verb in the personal form). These words 

constituted the second positional class. 

The third positional class is the position of 

the adjective in the first test box, i.e. in the 

position of the prepositive definition and the 

nominal part of the predicate. 

 The fourth positional class almost 

coincides with traditional adverbs that can modify 
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the verb. 

In addition to these four positional classes, 

Frieze identifies 15 more groups of formal words 

for which he uses letter designations (A, B, 

C,...O). Group A includes all determinants, 

determinatives, i.e. all words that can appear in 

the definite article position in the first test box. 

For group B, take all those words that can stand in 

the position possible in the following frame: the 

concert (can) be good. This includes modal and 

auxiliary verbs. Group C includes only one word 

(no) (negative particle, in traditional terminology). 

For group D, C. Freese proposes to combine all 

words that can occur in a position very 

immediately before a word of the third positional 

class, they signal a certain degree of quality. 

When isolating this group of words, Fries still has 

to resort to meaning  [5, 147; 6,7]. 

 Four positional classes contain thousands 

of units, words of 15 groups - 154 units (very 

uneven division). The disadvantages of the 

classification should be attributed to its mutual 

intersection, since the same word appears in 

several digits. At the same time, C. Freese 

consistently applies the substitution method and 

obtains interesting data on the distribution of 

words and their syntactic valence (compatibility). 
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