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ABSTRACT

This paper analyzes the development of parts of speech theory in Russian rusistics within the
period of the past two hundred years. The analysis allows us to consider the approaches
towards the classifications based on various principles (logic, psychological, positivistic,
functional, cognitive) and come up with the characteristics enabling the scholars to give non-
contradictory linguistic definitions to the parts of speech, state their exact number, identify the
boundaries between them and develop a system of parts of speech.

KEYWORDS: part of speech, structural and semantic classification, homogeneous classification,
heterogeneous classification, transitivity of parts of speech, syncretic words, primary and
secondary parts of speech.

1. INTRODUCTION

The problem of parts of speech has been a subject of a scientific research for a
long time. Numerous scholars are trying to define the essence of parts of speech
and work out an optimal approach to their differentiation. Russian science is no
exception in this respect. Starting with M.V. Lomonosov, almost every
prominent Russian linguist had put forward his or her own idea of the parts of
speech and come up with own criteria of distinguishing between them. The
efforts were considerably successful, yet linguists still face the language realia
that do not fit the existing theories. Such facts urge scholars to search for new
paradigms within a number of disciplines in some ways related to linguistics,
such as cognitive science, rather than linguistics proper.

The fact that it is impossible to come up with a non-contradictory
definition of the parts of speech has become a stumbling block for theoretical
grammar. If such a definition were formulated, the problems of the number of
parts of speech in a certain language, their definitions, and hence the problem
of borderlines between word classes, would stand no longer. However, a linear
solution to the above mentioned complex of problems is apparently impossible,
due to stochastic nature of the language (14), and modern science is only able to
explain why things are this way and not otherwise.
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The history of parts of speech study in the Russian language may be
roughly subdivided into three periods.

The first period (late 18" — early 19% centuries) is related to the works by
M.V. Lomonosov, N.I. Gretsch, A.Ch. Vostokov, V.G. Belinsky, G. Pavsky, LI
Davidov, E.I. Buslaev, K.S. Aksakov and others.

The second period (late 19" — early 20* centuries) is the period of works by
A.A. Potebnya, D.N. Ovsyaniko-Kulikovsky, I.A. Baudouin de Courtenay, V.A.
Bogoroditsky, F.F. Fortunatov, A.A. Shakhmatov, A.M. Peshkovsky, M.N.
Peterson, D.N. Ushakov, L.V. Shcherba, etc.

The third period (the second half of the 20" century — up to the present
time) is connected with the works by V.V. Vinogradov, G.O. Vinokur, A.A.
Reformatsky, V.N. Sidorov, LI. Meshchaninov, L.A. Bulakhovsky, A.N.
Gvozdev, N.S. Pospelov, M.V. Panov, S. Kuznetsov, A.A. Zaliznyak, E.S.
Kubryakova, A.E. Suprun, N.U. Shvedova, A.V. Bondarko and others.

2. PARTS OF SPEECH - LOGICAL AND SEMANTIC WORD GROUPING

During the first period the linguists understood parts of speech as logico-
grammatical (logico-semantic) groups of words. Following Greek and Roman
grammars, M.V. Lomonosov claimed that parts of speech are correlated with
logical categories of thought.

The word (speech — A. Karpov) is given to people in order to communicate their concepts
to others. And so they understand the concepts of things and their actions and
communicate to others. Verbal images of things are called nouns, e.g.: Hebo, srompv, ouu;
images of actions are verbs, e.g.: cunremv, éeromnv, sudsmv. Since they denote things or
actions, they by right may be called notional parts of word (25, § 40).

Proceeding from their functions in speech, M.V. Lomonosov singled out
eight “notional parts”:

Thus a human word has eight notional parts: 1) a noun to name things; 2) a pronoun
for short naming: 3) a verb to name actions; 4) a participle to combine a noun and a
verb into one unit for shortness; 5) an adverb to briefly describe the circumstances; 6) a
preposition to show the relation of circumstances to things and actions; 7) a
conjunction to show reciprocity of our notions; 8) an interjection to briefly express
the emotional impulse. (25, § 46)

M.V. Lomonosov divided the notional parts of speech into principal and
functional, with a noun and verb recognized as principle, for they are “parts of
a human word, necessary to describe our most important concepts” (25, § 45).

As follows from the above, neither morphological nor syntactic criteria are
taken into account when differentiating between parts of speech, whereas
obvious preference is given to grammatical semantics. For a long time semantic

ANU.FILOL.LLENG.LIT.MOD., 6/2016, pp. 59-71, ISSN: 2014-1394, DOIL: 10.1344/AFLM?2016.6.6



Developments of the parts of speech theory 61

criterion was the main and underlying one in the history of parts of speech
study, even though morphological markedness of a word, which in most cases
directly indicates its part of speech nature, is typical of the Russian language.
M.V. Lomonosov's grammatical views were maintained by A.Ch.
Vostokov, N.I. Gretsch, F.I. Buslaev, G. Pavsky and other Russian scholars, who
worked in the period of comparative-historical linguistics booming
development, when historical grammar of the Russian language was born.

3. PARTS OF SPEECH - PSYCHOLOGICAL OR FORMAL GRAMMATICAL WORD
GROUPING

The second period is related to the works by two Russian research schools of
the parts of speech study, such as psychological and formal grammatical
schools. The first school, represented by A.A. Potebnya, D.N. Ovsyaniko-
Kulikovsky and other scholars, treated a part of speech primarily as a
psychological reality, as a category of human mind. According to A.A.
Potebnya, lexical and formal word meanings make up one act of thought. As
seen by the scholars, the language would go from words to thoughts. A thought
is formed in a sentence, and a word is a part of a sentence, therefore the study
of parts of speechs only possible when based on a sentence. Thereby, A.A.
Potebnya suggested using two characteristics — grammar-semantic and
syntactic — to study a word from the parts of speech point (17).

The Russian psychological school of the 1850-s was to a certain extent
influenced by W.von Humboldt's philosophy of language and H. Steinthal’s
comparative-historical linguistics, being a reaction to excessive spread of logical
views on the nature of language. A.A. Potebnya’s followers were seeking to
empirically describe the essence of perception, impressions, memory,
knowledge and other psychological processes and only then, on that
background, reflect a part of speech.

Thus, D.N. Ovsyaniko-Kulikovsky in his work “The Russian Language
Syntax” described the adjective in the following way: “We distinguish things
(objects and creatures) on the one hand, and properties, qualities of these things on
the other hand. These properties or qualities are nothing but impressions of
things we get through our sense organs (eyes, ears, etc.) ... Our ability to ascribe
qualities to things according to our impressions helps us distinguish between
things, get our bearings in the surrounding world and learn it. It is the
beginning and source of any knowledge. Such ability is called the ability to
objectify impressions. An object means a thing of the outer world; therefore to
objectify an impression means to turn it into something outer, something around
us. We will call any objectified impression, i.e. ascribed to an object as its property, its
quality, its attribute” (15, 36-37).
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In the final analysis, the definition of an adjective has a descriptive
character and is based only on the semantic feature, “it is a part of speech or a
form of thought, conveying characteristics which passively exist in the objects”
(15, 37-38).

Being engaged in scientific and teaching work in Moscow University in
1876-1902, F.F. Fortunatov founded a research school later called Moscow
(Formal) Linguistic School. He tried to overcome mixing of grammar with
psychology and logics, thus predetermining the search for better ways and
methods of linguistic analysis. The oppositions between “word change” and
“form change” as well as “syntactic’ and “non-syntactic’ grammatical
categories (later used in other works), popular in Russian grammatical
tradition, go back to the works by F.F. Fortunatov (30). He suggested to classify
parts of speech basing on consecutive application of morphological principle
and introduced the term “formal classes” for word classes (parts of speech) (10,
578).

E.F. Fortunatov’s pupils included A.A. Shakhmatov, M.M. Pokrovsky, D.
N. Ushakov, N.N. Durnovo, A.M. Peshkovsky, V.K. Porzhezinsky, V.M. Istrin,
V.N. Shchepkin, B.M. Lyapunov, A.M. Tomson, S.M. Kulbakin, and a number
of foreign scholars. His school is also referred to as the Moscow Fortunatov
School.

Elaborating on the ideas of the morphological school of Academician F.F.
Fortunatov, M.N. Peterson suggests to classify words basing on differentiation
of word-changing forms. The classification includes two groups: words which
change forms and words which do not change forms. The first group comprises
case words (having case forms), gender words (having gender forms), personal
words (having forms of person). Gender words fall into two groups: a) words
having only gender forms (xopouw -a, -0); b) words having gender and case forms
(xopouuii, -as, -ee). The first group can be exemplified by words like doop (in
traditional classification — a short adjective), xodua (a verb in past tense), 6pouuer
(a short form of Past participle), the second group includes words like xpadpuiii
(a full form of an adjective), 6ezatoujuii (Present participle), nepsviii (an ordinal
numeral), amom (a pronoun).

Thereby, according to M.N. Peterson, the words traditionally classified as
adjectives belong to the class of gender words conveying the meaning of quality
inherent in an object. The form of gender in these words “means that they refer
to a case word of a certain gender: uerosex do0p, a mamv dodpa, naanve XopouLo Or
J00pviil dpyz, morodas cecmpa, 3aoe dums» (16, 39).

Not all the words with a gender category should be referred to gender
words. For example, the word o “denotes an object regarding to speech, but
only an object of a masculine gender, orna — feminine gender, oto — neuter
gender, their gender does not depend on the gender of the words they collocate
with. On the other hand, 6eawii, for example, does not mean that the quality
denoted by this word is of a masculine gender, it shows that the word in this
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form is collocated with the masculine word, e.g., 6eavtii ctiez. Thereby, the words
oH, oHa, oHo should be referred to case words” (16, 40).

As for gender words, both number and case forms have a meaning
different from case words. Number and case forms of gender words denote that
these words refer to case words in a respective case form of singular or plural
number, whereas in case words the number denotes singularity or plurality,
with the case conveying one or another case meaning.

The classification based on formal indicators and relying on ample
language data had an undoubtedly great scientific value. However, due to its
irregularity, original nature and drastic deviation from traditional logico-
semantic parts of speech classification, it required further elaboration and
reconsideration. Nevertheless, the scholars came with nearly the most
important principle for the parts of speech system of the Russian language — the
morphological principle.

Further works by F.F. Fortunatov’s followers led to new significant
principles and development of a complex approach to the parts of speech
characterization, which meant a gradual shift from homogeneous (based on one
characteristic) to heterogeneous (multi-characteristic) approach.

An important advance was made by A.A. Shakhmatov, who turned the
syntactic principle, when a word as a part of speech is defined by its relation to
the sentence and speech in general, into the basic principle for classifying parts
of speech. Generally, parts of speech differ in terms of their morphological
features. However, this often is not enough, as it’s essential to consider the
semantic and syntactic properties of each part of speech. Hence, a part of speech
is a group of words formed by “the relations of basic word meanings to
concomitant grammatical notions” (1, 15). The basic meanings of words convey
the notions of substances (dom, cecmpa, noae), properties and qualities (kpacusoiii,
depesarnoiit), actions and states (Oexxamv, Aro0umv), relations (cmoa u cmya).
Grammatical notions accompany basic meanings and manifest themselves in a
grammatical form through morphological and syntactical means, e.g. in the
word combination kpacusuwiii ueaosex the adjective kpacusuiii collocated with the
noun vueiosex acquires a form of masculine gender, singular number,
nominative case which are in grammatical agreement with the noun. Thus, A.A.
Shakhmatov clarified three basic principles of parts of speech division for the
Russian language, such as semantic, morphological and syntactic principles.
A.A. Shakhmatov was the first define a part of speech based on these principles.

Another F.F. Fortunatov’s pupil and follower, A.M. Peshkovsky,
suggested a new lexico-grammatical principle of differentiating between parts
of speech. “A.M. Peshkovsky thought of his syntax theory as a synthesis of A.A.
Potebnya’s ideas focusing on the semantic aspect of language phenomena and
F.F. Fortunatov’s theory focusing on formal language means” (24, VI). “To
understand the exceptional importance of A.M. Peshkovsky’s advance, it’s
worthwhile to remember two extreme approaches characterizing the linguistic
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descriptions during that time. The first extreme approach is semantic
radicalism, which you can see when you compare, for instance, the definition of
a noun as a part of speech with the meaning of thingness, of a verb as a part of
speech with the meaning of action, of a sentence as a group of words expressing
a completed thought, and so on, regardless the morphological, syntactic and
other formal properties of the respective objects. The second extreme approach
is formal radicalism, which prevented from considering, for example, the word-
form xere as two different grammatical forms of the noun xena (dative and
prepositional cases), as this kind of difference was not marked on the level of
the denoting word” (24, VI). A.M. Peshkovsky managed to reduce that radical
approach by showing that the meaning of a word and a form of this word,
including intonation, constitute a unity, which allows to view this word as a
part of speech. The conception worked out by A.M. Peshkovsky has not been
fully accepted, though.

The idea to classify parts of speech taking into consideration both formal
and semantic aspects of a word was fully elaborated by L.V. Shcherba. He
suggested grouping words basing on the morphological, syntactic and semantic
principles altogether. According to L.V. Shcherba who paid primary attention
to the semantic principle, the classification of parts of speech is based on the
categories of thingness, action and property common to all languages (23).

In the end of the second period in the part-of-speech theory development
the scholars came to the conclusion that parts of speech may be differentiated
judging from essential semantic, morphological and syntactic principles.
Linguists did not seek for an exhaustive definition of the “part of speech”
notion, using empirical descriptions for the most part, for example: “Major
grammatical classes of words are so-called parts of speech, i.e. grammatical
classes, including words which make up sentences as the main speech units and
fulfill certain grammatical functions. However, not all words of the Russian
language may be called parts of speech. For example, some word classes, such
as words expressing affirmation and negation (da and rem), exclamatory words
called interjections (oii, ax, ysi, etc.), parenthetical words (decxamuv, mor, sHawum,
KOHeuHo, cAedosameivHo, etc.) and some others do not function as members of a
sentence and consequently they are specific word classes rather than parts of
speech” (1, 83).

Another Russian linguist, V.V. Vinogradov, made an analysis of the works
by different scholars in terms of the number of parts of speech studied.

Traditional Russian grammar developed under the impact of Antique and West
European grammar theories, singled out eight parts of speech, then nine parts of speech,
whereas now - including particles — the number of parts of speech comes up to ten: [...]
Moreover, sometimes participles and adverbial participles are either referred to verb forms, or
to mixed, transitional parts of speech, or considered to be specific parts of speech (in which case
the number of parts of speech comes up to twelve). (4, 38).
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The number of parts of speech in the works of different scholars ranges
from two to twelve (4, 38-40).

4. PARTS OF SPEECH - STRUCTURAL AND SEMANTIC WORD GROUPING

The beginning of the third period in the development of parts-of-speech theory
falls on the middle of the 20% century. In 1947, V.V. Vinogradov published his
book The Russian Language (Grammatical Theory of Words), where he
characterized the system of parts of speech and particles of speech and wrote,

General structural-semantic types of words in the Russian language most definitely
reveal grammatical differences between different categories of words in the system of
parts of speech. The way parts of speech are classified into the basic grammatical
categories is conditioned by: 1) the differences between the syntactic functions,
performed by different categories of words in connected speech and in the sentence; 2)
the differences between the morphological system of words and word-forms; 3) the
differences between the lexical meanings of words; 4) the differences between the ways of
reflecting reality; 5) the differences between the nature of correlative and collaterally
subordinated grammatical categories which are connected with one or another part of
speech (4, 38).

It was the first comprehensive definition of the “parts of speech” in
Russian Rusistics, aimed at developing a whole system where general
definition allowed deriving special ones which revealed both integral and
differential features of parts of speech. Developing the notion of “parts of
speech”, V.V. Vinogradov focuses on the three main characteristics of parts of
speech, such as grammatical semantics, and morphological and syntactical
features.

The classification of parts of speech introduced by V.V. Vinogradov's has a
structural and semantic nature based on lexico-grammatical differentiation of
parts of speech. His system includes four categories of words: 1) parts of
speech; 2) modal words; 3) particles of speech; 4) interjections. The “parts-of-
speech” category includes names (nouns, adjectives, numerals), remains of
pronouns, verbs, adverbs, and statives. The “particles-of-speech” category
includes particles, link-words, conjunctions, and prepositions.

It took some time for V.V. Vinogradov’s innovative ideas to go beyond
academic community. In the early 1950-ies, the scholars were required to
develop a well-thought and traditional grammar of the Russian language,
which could fully meet the needs of public education, hence Russian Grammar
was written in 1952-1954, followed by an almost unaltered second edition in
1960.

The book contains no rigorous definition, but rather a more or less
detailed description of parts of speech.
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The Russian words are divided into classes different in their main meanings, in the
nature of grammatical categories related to each of these classes, as well as in types of
word-formation and form-change. These classes are called parts of speech. Parts of
speech also differ in functions they perform in connected speech. (5: 19)

Proceeding from this definition, we may conclude that parts of speech are
singled out judging from four essential features: semantic, morphological,
syntactic and word-building ones. The latter feature was brought in considering
the theory of word-formation rapidly developing at that time. Each description
of the notional part of speech in Russian Grammar 1960 was accompanied with
an ample characteristic of word-formation peculiarities.

As for the number of parts of speech, 1960's Russian Grammar states the
following,

Traditional Russian grammar used to distinguish between nine parts of speech, such as a
noun, an adjective, a numeral, a pronoun, a verb, an adverb, a preposition, a conjunction
and an interjection. Presently, a tenth part of speech, a particle, has been added. (5, 19).

Russian Grammar still serves as a basis for school grammar textbooks and
various guidance materials, for it is directly connected with Russian
orthography and punctuation, with the established norms of pronunciation,
reading and writing.

In the period between 1960 and 1970 Russian language studies came out to
the front line of the world linguistics, with conditions for a fundamentally new
academic grammar, which could summarize the most essential scientific
achievements in all areas of Russian Rusistics.

The short Grammar of Modern Russian Literary Language published in 1970
and preceding a new academic grammar contains clear definitions of the parts
of speech, which can no longer be considered empirical descriptions, but rather
strict and generally accepted scientific terms.

Parts of speech are word classes characterized by: 1) same categorial meaning, i.e. the
meaning abstracted from lexical meaning of all the words of a given class and from
grammatical categories proper to this class; 2) general paradigmatics; 3) identical
syntactic functions (6, 304).

This grammar theory states three significant features of the parts of speech
(semantic, morphological and syntactic) and defines ten parts of speech, “All
the words of the modern Russian language are divided into 10 parts of speech,
such as 1) a noun; 2) a pronoun-noun; 3) an adjective; 4) a numeral; 5) an
adverb; 6) a verb; 7) a preposition; 8) a conjunction; 9) particles; 10) an
interjection” (6, 304). Pronoun-nouns are singled out into a separate class,
whereas other pronouns are grouped either with adjectives or with adverbs.
Russian Grammar of 1970 is adherent to the morphological principle, which is
fully in compliance with the structural ideas of that time.
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The definition of the parts of speech given in Russian Grammar (1980) is
meant for morphology experts. It is rather academic, filled with scientific terms
and requires a reader to have a deep knowledge of the matter,

Parts of speech are grammatical classes of words, characterized by a set of the following
features: 1) generalized meaning, abstracted from lexical and morphological meanings of
all the words of the given class; 2) a set of specific morphological categories; 3) a general
(identical) system of paradigms; and 4) the same main grammatical functions (18: 457).

As for the identification of parts of speech, Russian Grammar of 1980 does
not differ from Russian Grammar of 1970.

Concise Russian Grammar (1989) was based on the Russian Grammar (1980),
but the definition of the parts of speech differs in a way from the original one:

Parts of speech are the biggest grammatical word classes, characterized by the following
three features: 1) generalized grammatical meaning, abstracted from lexical meanings of
words and from categorial morphological meanings; 2) a specific set of morphological
categories and the same paradigm; 3) the same main syntactic functions. (7, § 12)

The division of words into ten parts of speech is traditional. All parts of speech are
subdivided into notional and functional. Nouns, adjectives, numerals, pronoun-nouns,
adverbs and verbs belong to notional parts of speech; prepositions, conjunctions and
particles belong to functional parts of speech. The tenth part of speech, interjection,
belongs neither to notional nor to functional words: interjections do not designate
anything, they express emotional reactions to facts of reality. (7, § 12)

Thus, Russian Grammars of 1970, 1980 and 1989 reflect the same point of
view on the number of parts of speech in the Russian language, despite some
differences in defining the main notion. Reference books and encyclopedias of
the modern Russian language, basing on academic grammars, provide simpler
and more understandable definitions, which nevertheless fully convey the
notion of parts of speech:

Parts of speech are word classes singled out due to the same syntactic, morphological and
semantic properties. (10: 578).

Parts of speech are word classes characterized by the same generalized meaning (e.g.,
thingness in nouns, process in verbs), abstracted from lexical meanings of all the words of
the given class; by the same grammatical categories and word inflections; by common
syntactic functions. (19: 618).

It is significant that the definitions comprise three main features of parts of
speech — semantic, morphological and syntactic.
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5. MODERN APPROACHES TO CLASSIFYING PARTS OF SPEECH

The question of parts of speech, their number and volume and differentiation
principles has not been completely solved. Modern rusistics scholars continue
to search for solutions develop new theories and classification methods based
on V.V. Vinogradov’s theory (20, 17). Heterogeneous classification is one of the
methods to differentiate parts of speech. It is a step-by-step procedure of
dividing words into groups according to the established criteria. The criteria to
group words into parts of speech are as follows: 1) notional — non-notional
nature of words; 2) the word’s manner of reflecting reality; 3) categorial
meaning of a word; 4) morphological features of a word; 5) syntactic features of
a word; 6) word-building features of a word. All these criteria have been
familiar for quite a while, going back to the works by V.V. Vinogradov and his
predecessors, but the first and the fifth criteria were usually treated as optional.
Structural-semantic classification of the parts of speech based on three main
features is used in school, where students carry out a step-by-step
morphological analysis of a word-form derived from a particular context.

The term “heterogeneous”, borrowed from natural sciences, is used in
linguistics in such combinations as “heterogeneous classification” (mentioned
above) and “heterogeneous parts of speech” (28), where the former can be
substituted by the word “structural-semantic” and the latter — by “non-
uniform”.

From the very first attempts to describe parts of speech, almost every
scholar and researcher had to face the phenomenon of “heterogeneity”. Some
scholars analyzed the transitivity between the parts of speech (4; 13) and
syncretism zones in the system of parts of speech in the modern Russian
language (2), etc. E.I. Dibrova's guidance on the modern Russian language
grammar gives a detailed interpretation of this phenomenon explained by the
transition of one part of speech into another a) by means of change (often
repeated) of a morphological and word-building-morphological indicator:
3eAeHDII—3eACHb—3CACHENb—3CACHO; depeso—depesstituiti—depesetentv—0epessHHo;
bezamv—Oez—Dezavtii—0eza0, etc.; 6) by transition of one part of speech into another:
KHU2A—KHUXKHOLL, — OYyMaAza—0yYMaxHulil, pyuka—pyuHou, merePor—merePortotil,
10A0K0—a0A0utbLil, XAeO—xAeOHwiil, etc. “The transitivity results in syncretism.
Syncretic words combine the features of two or more parts of speech in their
grammatical structure (categorial meaning, morphological and syntactic
properties)” (4; 13; 2; 20). Syncretic words are also called hybrid or intermediate
words or contaminants (4; 2). They form syncretic parts of speech.

All notional parts of speech are divided into two groups - non-syncretic
(primary) and syncretic (derived). The correlation between these parts of speech
is reflected in the following table, where the upper line shows primary parts of
speech and the lower line shows the derived parts of speech.
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noun adjective verb adverb
numeral pronoun participle adverbial stative
participle

Speaking about the derived parts of speech, scholars consider synchronic
rather than genetic ties, which allow making conclusions about the availability
of a certain syncretic property in a group of words (20, 26).

The problem of detecting and describing transitivity among parts of
speech is one of the most significant achievements of modern parts-of-speech
study. Dividing the parts of speech into primary and derived ones makes
scholars reconsider many aspects of morphology teaching. Besides, linguistic
conclusions on the parts-of-speech system go well together with the data of
cognitive science.

6. CONCLUSION

Thus, by analyzing the development of the parts-of-speech theory, we
concluded the following: a) scholars tried to consider the question from a
definite point of view —logical and philosophical (antique tradition), logical,
psychological, positivistic, functional, and cognitive; b) find essential features
enabling to give non-contradictory definitions of parts of speech, state their
number, draw borderlines between them, and make a system of defined parts
of speech.

During the first period, the parts-of-speech theory was dominated by the
logical and semantic principle. The traditional system of parts of speech
gradually took shape and was applicable in terms of teaching grammar. The
second period resulted in the development of structural and semantic system of
parts of speech based on the combination of semantic, morphological and
syntactic features. The drawback of that system is in the fact that only “pure”,
ideal representatives of a certain part of speech have all three features, while
other examples may fall out of the definition and may be shifted from one part
of speech to another (e.g. ordinal adjectives/numerals).

In the second half of the 20 century, due to the intensive study of word-
building, scholars paid special attention to transitivity in the parts-of-speech
system and such phenomena as “substantivization”, “adjectivization”,
“pronomenalization”, “adverbalization” (noted by A.A. Shakhmatov), and
other suchlike processes and numerous hybrid words. Transformology as a
branch of linguistics dealing with transitivity processes allowed for dividing
notional words into primary and derived, which undoubtedly has broken new
ground in parts of speech morphology.
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