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AHHOTAUMSA

CraThs OCBAIICHA U3YYCHUIO MPOOJIEMBI ONMO3UIIUH CIIOBO — YacTh PeYN B OPUTAaHCKON JIMHTBUCTHYICCKON Tpaaulluy, a
TaKKe PACCMOTPEHHUIO KOHIIENTa JIOKATUBHAs KOHCTPYKIMS B COBpeMEHHOM s3biko3HaHuM. Eciam B XIX Beke ciioBo
OTIPENIeISIIOCh C JIOTHIECKAX M CEMHOTHYECKHX IO3UIMHA, TO yke B XX BEeKe NOSBWIACH CTPYKTypHas TrpaMMaThka W
CHHTAKCHYEeCKHH KpUTEpHWH BBINIEN Ha | IIIaH, 9eMy Kak pa3 M yaenseT BHUMaHWE aBTOp. UTO KacaeTcsl JIOKATHBHBIX
KOHCTPYKIMH, TO OHH PaCcCMATPUBAIOTCS C MO3UIMN HEO-(PEepCHAHCKOTO TOX0/1a. BRIIENIOTCS 1Ba X THIIA — IIEPEMEHHBIE U
TIOCTOSIHHBIE.
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Abstract

The article deals with studying the problem of opposition word — part of speech in British linguistic tradition together with
studying the concept of locative construction in modern linguistics. While during the 19th century word was defined from
logical and semiotic approaches, in the 20th century structural grammar appeared and syntactic criterion became dominant,
which is shown in the article. As far as locative constructions are concerned they are seen from the point of view of neo-
Firthian approach. Two types of them are identified — alternating and non-alternating.
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Introduction

The article examines some basic tendencies in the development of British linguistics during the second half of the
20% century taking into account several notions and phenomena that were studied at that time. It is quite possible to evaluate
the development of grammar studies and linguistic theory development taking into consideration the way British linguists
perceived the above mentioned notions. To be more precise, new kinds of oppositions word/part of speech appeared at that
time and deserve carefully looking into [2].

During the 19% century the notion word used to be defined from logical and semiotic approaches as well as using the
approach of structure and word building. While defining word several criteria were taken into account including phonetics,
semantics, structure, etymology, syntax. But some time later, in the 20" century, structural grammar appeared and syntactic
criterion became dominant. English locative constructions are described in the article within the framework of a broad neo-
Firthian linguistic approach. Special attention is paid to the general lexical grammar of them [4].

Theoretical background

The first thing to do is to identify how verb and its participants are structurally integrated with each other. Both synchronic
and diachronic data imply that English locative constructions also manifest a semantic extension into caused possessive
relations. It is known that Halliday [6], [7] has developed Firth’s systemic approach to grammar in the theory called Systemic
Functional Grammar and Sinclair has continued Firth’s collocational approach and has worked mostly at lexis [3].

Methods

Methods of our analysis include studying works of British scholars critically, basing primarily on examples provided in
their papers. At the end of the article conclusions of research are provided and broad definitions of the terms part of speech,
word and locative construction as seen by British linguists are offered.

Part of speech and word as they are interpreted

It is important to state that in British systemic grammar with its hierarchy of grammar units and exponent ranking the word
is typically seen from the point of view of morphology and syntax. Morphological layer takes into account involvement into its
structure of a unit lower in the rank (a morpheme), syntactic layer, on the opposite, implies involvement of the unit into higher
in the rank (clause).
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In contrast to systemic grammar, words and their borders and functions in descriptive-functional grammar are defined
taking into account several criteria that go in line with traditional English grammar in general. Words are characterized by
some kind of internal stability and external independence. Their structural integrity cannot be changed. By saying this we mean
that there are indeed very rare cases in English when polysyllabic words are divided by expletives (e.g. bloody is changed
into abso-bloody-lutely), as in most cases prefixes or suffixes are used.

Word independence is also denoted by phonology (there is usually a pause before or after it), spelling (by using
punctuation marks), morphology (by using inflection added to root), syntax (by using a word as an utterance), semantics (by
having a meaning).

The criteria described above are by no means completely safe. Thus, as we know, in some compound nouns a plural
flection is added to the first element (e.g. notaries public), in other nouns it can be added either to the first or the final element
(e.g. mothers-in-law, mother-in-laws) or to both elements (e.g. women-teachers). It is not always possible to identify the
difference between a compound noun and a word combination (e.g. for ever/forever, ice cream/ice-cream).

While classifying English vocabulary the followers of descriptive functional grammar take into account semantic and
grammar peculiarities of words. For example two types of words are defined: content words (that are ‘complete’ and have
vocabulary meaning) and grammatical words. Content words include major word classes such as verbs, nouns, adjectives and
adverbs, while grammatical words include pronouns, determiners, auxiliary verbs, prepositions, conjunctions that are minor
word classes.

Moreover, three types of words are defined. They are orthographic words, grammatical words and lexemes. Some
grammatical words may make one lexeme, such as is — was and think — thought actually belong to one lexeme. One may
come across an even broader classification of words. Taking into account their major functions and grammar behavior words
are divided into lexical words, functional words and inserts, and here the first and the second groups are included into
grammatical words category. So we may see that the notion ‘grammatical words’ are rather broad and includes practically all
classes of words except some conjunctions.

But conjunctions also have some grammar characteristics. But probably the explanation may here be as follows. So-called
vocabulary class of words portrays the basic meaning in any text and are usually stressed in speech. Moreover, they are widely
used in telegrams, newspaper headlines. Vocabulary class words include nouns, main verbs, adjectives and
adverbs. Functional class words, on the other hand, identify the connection between vocabulary words and larger elements of
the text and also contribute to understanding of the meaning of a vocabulary word and a broader lexical unit, these words may
be stressed in speech. Functional words form closed systems including auxiliary verbs, conjunctions, prepositions. The third
class of words is a new one and is defined as insert-word. Interjection and insert-word are not the same. Insert-words are very
freely used in the text, they are stressed in speech by intonation, pauses and by punctuation marks in writing.

Insert-words have important communicative meaning and of course deserve attention. Together with interjections here are
also other types of words included into the class of insert-words: greetings (%i, good morning, bye-bye), discourse markers
(right, well, yeah), attention signals (hey, look), response elicitors (alright, okay), responses (veah, alright), hesitators (erm, er),
thanking words (thanks), expressing sorry words (excuse, pardon, sorry), expletives (oh, Jesus).

Of course it is evident that the distinction between open word classes and closed word classes is not really definite, as, for
example, prepositions may be formed on the basis of verbs (e.g. regarding). But the open word class is generally ‘more
willing’ to accept new words.

There are some problems connected to the division of words into classes. One of them is the existence in language of
homophones and homographs. Such words as round or like can be given as examples here. Descriptive functional grammar in
Britain developed the theory of parts of speech and it became clear that, generally speaking, vocabulary plays a more important
role in building correct syntactic constructions, as it was supposed earlier. And the overall tendency is so-called lexicalization
of grammar.

In Russian linguistics there are some papers studying the problem, for instance, a thesis paper written and presented by
V.A. Gureev [1].

Speaking about the perception of parts of speech we would like to quote the definition of ‘parts of speech’ given in Oxford
Dictionary of Linguistics: “a system of word classes, developed first for Ancient Greek and for Latin; thence extended, with
modifications, to many other languages. The parts of speech canonical in Latin grammars were noun, pronoun, verb, participle,
conjunction, preposition, interjection. The system canonical in Greek grammars included the article. The ancient term means,
more precisely, parts of the sentence. A part was thus an element of syntax necessarily related to other parts, noun to verb,
adverb to verb, preposition to noun and so on” [10, P. 289]. As we can see, we cannot describe and study parts of speech
without looking at their functioning in sentences. And that brings us to the next part of our article, which deals with locative
constructions.

English locative constructions

A locative construction is a construction that “depicts the transfer of entities to a specific location” [§, P.171]. Structural
functional approach often referred to as ‘neo-Firthian is a tradition in modern British linguistics that dated back to and finds
roots in the works by J.R. Firth, the first professor of general linguistics in Great Britain and founder of the London School [4],
[5]-

A.Laffut and K. Davidse [8], [9] identify 2 types of locative constructions: ‘alternating’ and ‘non-alternating’.

Traditional examples of alternating locative constructions are as follows.

1. A) John sprayed paint on the wall. B) John sprayed the wall with paint.

2. A) John loaded hay on the wagon. B) John loaded the wagon with hay.

Examples of non-alternating constructions are given below.

1. A) Tamara poured water into the bowl. B) Tamara poured the bowl with water.
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2. A) June covered the baby with a blanket. B) June covered the blanket over the baby.

An English locative construction presents a number of general facts relating to its grammatical structure and semantics.
The ideational structure of locative constructions is factually their representational layer. The main descriptive problem while
studying locative constructions is the structural status of prepositions in them. Structural analysis of locative constructions is
based on systemic functional tradition by M. Halliday (Firth’s follower), a multifunctional approach in which the structure is
viewed as resulting from integration of separate layers of organization.

Ideational organization of the clause is concerned with representation of human experience of the world. Interpersonal
organization of the clause defines a situation type based on speech exchange between speaker and listener. While textual
organization is a message in situational context and can be seen in Theme- Rheme concepts.

Conclusions

As we have seen in our research both the notions of parts of speech, words and locative constructions raise interest in
British linguistic science and can be seen from different perspectives. Firth’s ideas have further been developed and
transformed into new theories which later were applied to studies of various notions. Such theories and approaches deserve
attention and further study in modern linguistics.
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