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INTRODUCTION
       Our scientific research deals with the problem of investigation of peculiarities of functioning of the nouns in Modern English. Contemporary linguistics is trying to work out an appropriate classification of the parts of speech on the basis of existing theories concerning  this matter , including ancient times  grammars, medieval scientists’ points of view, prescriptivists’  and post-prescriptivists’ teaching(structural grammar, functional and transformational grammar)[22;23;24;30;32;48;49 ]. Special attention is paid to cognitive grammar theories, in particular, to  the prototypical  approach to the parts of speech classification[16;48].
      The noun is in the focus of scientists’ interest because it is considered to be the most frequent referent of the obligatory element  of a predication structure, in most cases it is   the core of the clause(main or subordinate). Being included into the system of the parts of speech of the English language, the noun possesses  definite content and  formal peculiarities[6;7;46]. Modern scholars have been analyzing the contexts in which the English noun can occur , they have  established structural, functional and descriptive patterns of use of the English nouns in speech [13;16;20;23;25;28;46;47;50;51]. Nevertheless they haven’t come to the unique decision as to  their  basic part of speech criteria . The scientists still dispute about their essential content and formal peculiarities  [6; 7; 13; 16; 24; 36; 39; 41; 42; 45]. The  topicality of our scientific investigation is explained by the factors mentioned above.
The subject of our  research work   is the categorial  status of the  language units traditionally referred to the lexico-grammatical group of the noun in Modern English. The object of our scientific analyses are cognitive (conceptual), contextual and functional  characteristics  of the English nouns.
Our task is to define the basic part of speech  criteria according to which the words can be united in the  grammatical group of the noun and to specify the traditional classifications   of the noun.
To fulfill the mentioned tasks   it was necessary to define the notion “part of speech”. This necessity is dictated by the fact that there has not been worked out a common approach to the  classification principles of the words into grammatical classes , though  the attempts were numerous  .

Ferdinand de Saussure states that «distributing of words on nouns, verbs and adjectives and etc. is not irrefutable linguistic reality»[15,p.22]. In her turn V.Belenkaya believes that  the questions concerning the classification of words into parts of speech has not as yet been solved, «though this problem is one of the most important problems of linguistics»[19,p.28]. Meaning, syntactic functions and morphological characteristics are basic distinguishing parts of speech criteria for some linguists[5;9;10;12;13;14]. Syntactic position of a word  in the sentence is the   essential  principle for parts of speech classification for Charles Fries[32,p.59]. He denies the importance of  meaning for classification of the words and divides  the  words according  to their position in a sentence taking into consideration their syntactic connection  with  other words in a sentence  [32.p.45]. Two division criteria are used by the   representatives of traditional grammar school. Nouns ,verbs and interjections are classified  according to their meaning (names of persons and things, actions and states of being, of emotions), the remaining  parts of speech- by their syntactic function, [6; 7; 14; 44;47]. H.R. Cattell criticizes those principles mentioning that  «that conventional grammar has tried to put words into classes according to the two different criteria»[24,p.67]. In certain cases the words are united on the basis  of  meaning, in other cases  - on function. The scientist suggests classifying anything with only one criterion at a time [ibidem]. Some post-structural traditional grammarians  distribute the words between the lexico-grammatical groups  on the basis  of  their morphological paradigms and their ability to combine  with words of other lexico-grammatical groups  [7;51;52;53].
The scientists’ viewpoints  on the the parts of speech number also  diverge. A.G.Kennedy considers  the traditional division of the words into eight parts of speech to be  appropriate. In his opinion ,the basis for such a  division  can serve  the  Latin grammar written  more than 900 years ago by Aelfric. [cit.for 6,p.25 ]. To Janet R. Aiken and M.Bryant this classification does not seem to be logical enough , they consider it to be  « neither formal nor functional, but frequently arbitrary and lacking logic» [cit.for 16,p.14]. The number of the parts of speech in the works of different linguists vary  from five to nineteen [1;3;11;18;19;31;33;34;44].
The place of the noun in the parts of speech system of English also receives quite  different treatment in  different theories. H.Sweet mentions noun-numerals in his works[61,p.37]. M.Bryant unites nouns and pronouns into the group of substantives[18,p.56]. In the majority of scientific works the noun is mentioned  as a specific part of speech [1;6;7;10;20;26;27].
The distribution of nouns between  such subgroups as common and proper, abstract and concrete needs  further scientific investigation.  The specificity of functioning of  different   kinds  of  nouns also constitute a problem in modern English grammar[1-7;35;51;52;62;63].
The next question of our concern is the category of case of the English noun. We tried to clarify its content and formal characteristics. Traditionally it is considered that  «the possessive case has a very narrow and limited meaning: it designates belonging. In this connection the term possessive case appears more appropriate, than the often  used term genitive case» [ 6,p.27]. From here it comes that  the form noun + ‘s (s’) is associated only with one meaning. At the same time  . Paul Roberts suggests six meanings  of the genitive case , « the possessive case ,also called the genitive, denotes ownership, of course, but also origin of source (John’s son), extent or duration (a month’s leave), and quality or characteristic (an artist’s eye)”[cit.for 28,p.67]. From all mentioned above it becomes  clear  that the scientists’ opinions on  conceptual reference of the genitive case  diverge  [4;14;16;26;27;28;59;60].
The category of gender of the English noun is also a  disputable question in linguistics. One group of  scientists consider it to be a specific one,important for the process of classification, while another one denies its status of  a grammatical category[2;10;11;29;35;37;43] .  
Our scientific research  is based upon  the distributional method of analysis. It made it possible for us  to observe  all possible  connections of the analyzed  lexemes  with other language units. The practical material for our scientific investigation  is  constituted by 1000 stretches of speech containing different kinds of nouns, 700 of them were  taken by systematic selection from the  novels by English and American authors and from explanatory English dictionaries , 300 examples were taken non-systematically. The theoretical foundation of our work consists   62 sources of special literature.
Our work consists of Introduction, Chapter I, ChapterII, Conclusions and Bibliography. Chapter I deals with analysis of existing classifications  of the parts of speech and establishing of the basic criteria for parts of speech classification. Chapter II reveals the categorial  content of the English noun and specifies its essential  grammatical categories. The results of our scientific investigation are presented in  Conclusions .
CHAPTER 1.LEXICAL AND GRAMMATICAL ASPECTS OF THE ENGLISH NOUN
1.1. THE PROBLEM OF THE NOUN DEFINITION IN PRESENT-DAY LINGUISTICS
Our task is to define the essential categorial characteristics of the Noun. To do this  it is necessary to establish  the essential  criteria of classification of words into grammatical groups  which are traditionally called “parts of speech”. There exist a lot of points of view on this question [1;5;6;16;16;23; 30;31; 52-58].Until now there hasn’t been worked out a common approach to its solution. The cause of  differences in understanding of the grammatical nature of the Noun lies in different treatment of the grammatical characteristics  of such grammatical phenomenon as  the part of speech, the task of our scientific research demands that the problem of parts of speech classification should be analysed.
1.1.1.The Principles of  Lexico - grammatical Classification of Words in Anglistics
The first attempts  to classify the words into certain grammatical groups were made by the grammarians who stuck to the principles of prescriptive approach.
The  distinguishing  feature  of  the  prescriptive grammarians is their considering the Latin language as an ideal one and they  described English in terms of Latin grammatical forms and constructions. Thus, the English  noun paradigm corresponded to  the  Latin noun paradigm [16;62]. The English noun was considered to possess the cases similar to the  Latin ones by the scientists of this school  [ibidem].
Nominative: the box
Genitive: of the box
Dative: to the box
Accusative: the box
Ablative: in, at, by, or from the box
Vocative: O box
In the Latin language words were divided into declinables (nouns, adjectives, pronouns, verbs, participles) and indeclinables (adverbs, prepositions, conjunctions, interjections, articles[14;16;62]. The same was done for the English language. In that period different points of view on the number of the parts of speech in the English language were worked out : in the beginning nouns and adjectives were considered to be one part of speech[62]; later they were referred to two different parts of speech. In their turn the  participles  were treated as  either a separate part of speech or a form of the  of the verb[62]. The article was the member of the  group of the adjective. It was also given the status of a part of speech and according to the grammarians of those days it had the adjectival characteristics. Such division of the above mentioned words into grammatical groups is explained by the fact that  the main  criterion for it  was form,the latter  was understood as a unity of   morphological and  syntactical characteristics of the words  , this approach was peculiar  for  the Latin and the English grammar [14;16;62]. 
Another  trend  in grammar that appeared  in the end of the 19th  , beginning of the 20th    century is  non-structural descriptive. They  followed  the ideas of the prescriptivists,but they perfected them  in a way. The most well-known  and outstanding representative   of  the  descriptivism, who generated the basic ideas of this trend  was Henry Sweet [61], like  his predecessors,  speaks about   declinable and indeclinable parts of speech. Declinables embraced  “noun-words” (noun, noun-pronoun, noun-numeral, infinitive, gerund), adjective-words (adjective, adjective-pronoun, adjective-numeral, participle), verb (finite verb), verbals (infinitive, gerund, participle) and to indeclinables (particles), adverb, preposition, conjunction, interjection[16;62]. Henry Sweet bases his classification on   three principles: form, meaning, and function. But there is  a considerable divergence between  theory  and  practice in his distribution of the words  between  parts of speech: referring  the parts of speech to declinable and indeclinable is based on form. The principle of function can be observed  within the class [61;62] .
At the same time  another representative of descriptive   linguistics Otto Jespersen, insists upon   three criteria of parts of speech classification: « In my opinion everything should be kept in view, form, function and meaning...» [39,p.102]. Guided by the above mentioned principles, the scientist  distinguishes five  parts of speech: substantives, adjectives, pronouns, verbs, and particles (adverbs, prepositions, conjunctions, interjections).[40,p.56] As far as we can see Otto Jespersen’s parts of speech  theory is a continuity and development  of Henry Sweet’s theoretical approach to the division of the English words into lexico-grammatical groups. Having analyzed the two parts of speech classification we can see  that  in Otto Jespersen’s system nouns are called substantives and they are excluded from  the  group of noun-words, which embraces  words having the same function – «a noun word is a word that functions as a noun»[39,p.57]; for him    pronouns is  a separate part of speech, though Henry Sweet includes them into the group of  noun-words and adjective-words[61,p.89]. Both scientists are unanimous  about  the verb.This part of speech  includes  only  finite forms of the verb,as to the  non-finites they are not sure about separating them into a special group. For them non-finites are specific forms of the finite verbs. Summing up the results of our analysis we can state that that speaking about form, function and meaning Otto Jespersen, in reality  gives preference to form.[2;61]
Another important trend in the development of the theory of the parts of speech  is the grammatical school of  structuralists. Comparing structuralists and descriptivists  we see that descriptivists took into account the traditional classification of words into parts of speech  , but structural grammarians  completely rejected their principles and argue against  basing parts of speech classification on meaning , considering  it  the most subjective element in the language[30;32].  Structuralists  mention another  peculiarity of the descriptive grammar classification. It uses different criteria for including words into the part of speech : « it distinguishes the noun, the verb and the interjection on the basis of meaning; the adjective, the adverb, the pronoun, and the conjunction, on the basis of function, and the preposition, partly on function and partly on form»[cit.for 62,p.45-48].
Thus, one of the outstanding  scientists standing on the ground of structuralism  Charles Fries , opposes  the traditional approaches to  classification of words into parts of speech , he baseshis theory  upon the methods of distributional analysis and substitution[32,p.43-108].For him « words that are characterised by   the same distribution (which is the set of co-texts, immediate linguistic environments, in which a word can appear) belong to the same class»[ibidem]. The distribution of a word is understood by Ch. Fries as its postion in the sentence. The position of a word in a sentence he calls «a slot» . The scientist believes that  the positions, or the slots, which the word occupies  in the sentences are characteristic of different parts of speech, they can serve as criteria for  the classification of English lexemes into grammatical groups [32,p.67]                                                              .
 In order to create classification of parts of speech in the English  language , Charles Fries suggests so-called substitution frames. These are three  sentences(patterns ) , the parts of  which  correspond to typical position of this or that part of speech
Frame A
The concert was good.
Frame B
The clerk remembered the tax.
Frame C
The team went there.  [32]
The word concert occupies the first position .Words that can substitute for concert (Examples: food, coffee, taste, etc.) are Class 1 words. The  words that can substitute for clerk, tax and team   are  also Class 1 words, and this is their usual slot or in other words postion . Class 2 words substitute for was, remembered and went;  Class 3 words  take  the  slot of  good.  Words that substitute there take the last slot  They are called Class 4 words. Ch. Fries states that « these four parts of speech contain about 67 per cent of the total instances of the vocabulary»[32] . He also introduces  15 groups of function words determined by  the process of substitution according to  special patterns. «These function words (numbering 154 in all) make up a third of the recorded material»[62,p37]. Charles Fries uses   his own terminology which reflects  neither the function ,nor the grammatical meaning of  the suggested groups of words. In case we use the traditional terminology to name them we will have  the following list of parts of speech:
Group A words (determiners); Group B (modal verbs); Group C (the negative particle not); Group D (adverbs of degree); Group E (coordinating conjunctions); Group F (prepositions); Group G (the auxiliary verb to) Group H (the introductory there); Group I (interrogative pronouns and adverbs); Group J (subordinating conjunctions); Group K (interjections); Group L (the words yes and no); Group M (the so-called attention-giving signals: look, say, listen); Group N (the word please); Group O (the forms let us, lets in request sentences) [62,p.35-37].
As  far  as  can be  seen classifying  words into  parts of speech  Charles Fries considers ability of the words to be combined with other words, their position in the sentence, in other words their  syntactic function as a basic principle of division. He does not take into consideration their  meaning which is characteristic of structural grammar.
Modern linguists express the opinion that «his classification is not beyond criticism»[35;46;59]. They have the following reasons : first, not all relevant positions were tested. Class 3 words are said to be used in the position of good (Frame A). But the most typical position of these words is before Class l words. If  this position had been used by such words as woolen, wooden, golden, etc. ( relative adjectives) they  would have found their place in the classification. But if he had done it, the classification would have collapsed, for their position can be filled by other word-classes: nouns, numerals, pronouns[16;62]. Second  «his functional classes are very much broken into small groups. This is good for practice but bad for theory, for theoretical grammar is more interested in uniting linguistic facts than in separating them»[62]. Third, «being deprived of meaning, his word-classes are “faceless”,  they have no character»[44;62] . The structuralists that came after Ch.Fries return to traditional terminology,considering form and position as  the basic criterion for parts of speech classification. In this respect we can mention the name of  Nelson Francis. He states: «we must make our classification on  the basis of form, not meaning»[30,p.26]. The scientist understands  form  as  word order, prosody, function of words, inflections, and derivational contrasts. These are five aspects of structural meaning. The same point of view is shared by   J.Sledd and H. A. Gleason [cit.for 62]. J. Sledd distinguishes   inflexional (noun, pronoun, verb, adjective, adverb) and positional word-classes (nominals, verbals, adjectivals, adverbials, determiners, prepositions, conjunctions, relatives, interrogatives, intensive-reflexives, auxiliaries, adverbials of degree)[ibidem]. H. A. Gleason gathers words having formal features (noun, pronoun, verb, adjective) into paradigmatic classes of  words and words «  occurring in the same or comparable environments»  into   syntactic classes  of words [35,p.78].
Comparison of the two classifications  shows that «inflectional ,paradigmatic; positional and syntactic classes»[16,p.19-21;62,p.25-29] coincide in the two works («nominals, verbals, adjectivals, adverbials, determiners, prepositions, conjunctions, relatives, interrogatives, intensive-reflexives, auxiliaries, and adverbials of degree»)[ibidem]. The terms « nominal, verbal, adjectival and adverbial »[62] are applied to the word classes which lack a paradigm but which are capable of being used in the same linguistic environment as the corresponding paradigmatic classes. For instance, the word serious is an adjective but at the same time it can be used as a noun;on the level of language  it is not a true noun, it is only a noun on the level of speech; the word steel is a noun, but it can be used  on the level of speech as an adjective and is then an adjectival[62:35-39]. 
«John is serious. - John is interested in the serious » 
«The cup was made of steel. - The steel cup was good» 
Contribution into the development of the theory of the parts of speech and the definition  of the categorical characteristics of the noun were made by the representatives of the transformational generative grammar school.  Though they do not deal with the description of  actual use of lexemes in a language and as a result do not work out classifications , their theory is rather important because it shows how the thought is organized in the human brain , creating patterns of the generation of potential sentences [3;10,11;16;62]. The transformational grammar  theorists argue with the structuralists as to the starting point of scientific analysis in grammar, they reject necessity of descriptive analysis of actual use of stretches of speech    containing the definite structures .  They are interested in the way in which linguistic competence enabling people  to communicate    develops , in the process of the sentences production. Their objective is to find out models representing the psychological process of generation of the language structures[62,p.29-32]. N.Chomsky believed that « grammar has recursive rules allowing one to generate grammatically correct sentences over and over. Our brain has a mechanism which can create language by following the language principles and grammar»[25, p.56; 62,p.29-32]. They divide the sentence into immediate constituents that correspond to the parts( members ) of the sentence. In this way they connect words of the English language with certain generalized meaning, with their ability to have some peculiar syntactic role, with their ability to connect with each other in a sentence  due to  their morphological  possibility[25]. Thus, all  above mentioned facts demonstrate that according to  transformational generative grammar the words of the English language can be used in speech only on the basis of their grammatical meaning , formal and functional characteristics.
Linguistics that come after structuralists speak about the parts of speech as of groups of words united on the basis of the following  criteria: semantic, formal and functional[]. Coming from the fact that the members of a part of speech are united by their meaning,this meaning can be considered  a category-forming one, thus it can be considered a categorical meaning[51,p.95]. «Lexemes that have the meaning of substance or thingness are nouns, those having the meaning of property are adjectives; those having the meaning of process are verbs; those having the meaning of circumstantial property are adverbs. As categorical meaning is derived from lexemes, it is often called lexico-grammatical meaning»[6;7;9;19;44;52]. The term «overt form » was introduced into linguistics,it means all possible morphological and syntactic peculiarities of lexemes, the overt form of lexemes is connected with their inner form, «lexico-grammatical meaning finds outward expression»[25,p.50-51;62,p.23]. Thus , «the meaning of substance, or thingness, is realized by the following lexico-grammatical morphemes:-er,-ist,-ness,-ship,-ment. It is also realized by specific grammatical forms constituting the grammatical categories of number and case»[62,p.39]. «These outward features are a formal criterion of classification. The functional criterion concerns the syntactic role of a word in the sentence»[ibidem].
The next consequence from  the above mentioned theoretical statements  is the possibility for grammarians to use them as the basis for classification of  the words of the English language into notional and functional parts of speech. «To the notional parts of speech they refer the noun, the adjective, the numeral , the verb, and the adverb. The functional parts of speech  are the article, the pronoun, the preposition, the conjunction, the particle, the modal words, and the interjection»[62,p. 30]. The notional parts of speech are considered to be  open classes,in their turn,  the functional parts of speech are  closed classes of words[26;27;62] ,from here follows that   the number of members  of the notional word group is not limited but  the number of members of  the functional word group  is limited and can be exactly  enumerated in the list. From the poststructuralists’ definition of the parts of speech it  follows that the  representatives of notional parts of speech are characterized by the full lexical meaning , what concerns   functional word groups their representataves are not completely devoid of lexical meaning,they are even viewed by a number of grammarians  as «semi-notional»[62,p.29-32]. A very important identifying feature of the words belonging to notional part of speech is that they can be substituted. Examples::
Mary  saw a dog in the yard. -It was barking [64,p50].
John brought me a beautiful flower.  -He brought me this flower[68,p.32].
John has five cakes. - John has many cakes [67,p.11].
He sings better than you do [73,p.30].
     She came in. Her eyes sad. It was thus (in this manner) that Nick met her [74,p.12].
What concerns contemporary grammarians  they speak about parts of speech as of «discourse-cognitive classes». This approach is based on the principle that «different aspects of reality correspond to different structures in human mind» [16,p.28]. Representatives of discourse - cognitive theory consider  members  of a category not to be «equal», «identical» but to be «similar», « which corresponds to psychological and antropological peculiarities of the process of cognition»[10,p.231;11,p.370]. Each element within a certain class is viewed  as  a «variant» of its ideal representative. «Such organization of a class is called prototypical and the ideal representative is referred to as a prototype»[48,p.25]. This theory also describes and explains the phenomenon  of class migration. In other words«hypostasis» .Hypostasis  is  transition of  a word in some  other part of speech , it means that it may be used in the function peculiar to some other parts of speech acquiring its characteristics ( an iron gate, apple jam–iron and apple  are nouns having adjectival functions)[16,p.28-30].
Summing up we can say that  representatives of different grammar schools based their classifications of the parts of speech on the principles peculiar to each of them. For prescriptivists form was the basis, they treated it as morphological and syntactic characteristics of a word. For  descriptivists -  three principles form, meaning and function. At the same time each separate representative of this grammar school understood those principles in his own way and preferred  either form or function, in most cases neglecting meaning. Position of a word in a sentence was basic for structuralists’ classifications  of parts of speech. classification  problems did not interest transformational generative grammarians at all. Post-structural linguistics discriminate parts of speech on the basis of three criteria: «semantic, formal and functional»[25]. The scientists evaluate theim in a different way. In contemporary  linguistics parts of speech are treated as  discourse-cognitive classes , « taking into consideration  psychological and antropological peculiarities of the process of cognition.» «The theory considers each element within a certain class to be a «variant» of its ideal representative (prototype)»[16,p.28-30].
1.1.2. Analysis  of   Lexico-Grammatical  Classifications  of  the    English  Words 

Parts of speech are classes of words separated from other language units in accordance with some principles[1-62]. Taking into consideration that these principles differ much within each existing grammar trend , to define the essential categorial criteria for the English noun  it appears necessary to analyse the most characteristic classifications of each scientific approach. To know what a noun is one must know the principle it has been separated by into a grammatical group. That is why a study of the existing classifications of words into parts of speech is absolutely necessary as a factor in describing the grammatical status of the noun.
The existing classifications are very much different not only quantitatively but qualitatively, including the principles of separating words into parts-of-speech groups.

The first classification of the parts of speech  that we are analysing  is created in the line of prescriptive grammar  , it is the most common one  traditionally accepted in textbooks for British and American schools , it gives the following parts of speech:

«1. Noun
4.Verb
7.Conjunction

2. Pronoun
5. Adverb
8.Interjection»
3. Adjective
6. Preposition                                              [cit.for 7,p.34]
In these classifications a noun is considered  to be «a name for a person or thing»[1;17;44]. From here it comes that  the principle of grouping the words  is meaning. The same approach is characteristic of the verb definition(«names of actions and states of being»[1;17;44].) and interjections («words expressing emotions»[1;17;44].). However, other parts of speech are singled out, on the basis of syntax:thus, adverbs and adjectives are defined as  «words modifying, respectively, verbs and nouns» [ 18; 27; 32; 34].

We consider  this classification to be  scientifically not sufficient. Following  Margaret Bryant we can state that «the scheme is open to criticism in that it is neither formal nor functional, but frequently arbitrary and lacking logic»[16,p. 12].
Our reasons are:
1. Firstly, «any phenomena of objective reality  has a form and a content»[8,p.67]. Accordingly, «any word must also have a linguistic form and a corresponding linguistic meaning»[7,p.22;8,p.56;21,p.48;46,p.67].

2. Secondly, this classification is based upon rather narrow treatment of the grammatical notion meaning («a name for a person or thing»[1;17;44].) and does not include  a number of such  real  nouns as bigness and enthusiasm [ 64,p.28,50]
3. Classificatons of words into  parts of speech must be based upon one common criterion of division. , Ch.Fries points out, that it is not correct to use «lexical meaning as the basis for the definition for some word classes»[32,p.120], «function in the sentence», for others and «formal characteristics» for still others[32,p.121]. It is necessary to find « a set of criteria that can be consistently applied» [32,p.122].

Ch.C.Fries sticks only to  one criterion of dividing  lexical units into formal classes and groups of words – the «functioning pattern», he explains that one part of speech differs from the other  by  «a set of formal contrasts which we learn to use unconsciously as we learn our language»[32,p.122].

Being sure that the traditional  treatment of the grammatical notion of  meaning is  inconsistent he comes to the conclusion that the only approprite approach is to rely  upon  the only reliable criterion for distinguishing between parts of speech (classes of words) which is the form, structure. That is why  for Ch.Friest, all the words occupying the same «set of positions» are included  into the same part of speech[32,p. 123].
The results of implementation of the mentioned above principle are reflected in the following classification:

Parts of Speech or classes of words (4 in number)

«Class 1 – traditionally comparable to nouns»;[16,p.28;32,p.123;62,p.20].
«Class 2 – traditionally comparable to verbs»;[16,p.28;32,p.123;62,p.20].
«Class 3 – traditionally comparable to adjectives»;[16,p.28;32,p.123;62,p.20].
«Class4 – traditionally comparable to adverbs»[16,p.28;32,p.123;62,p.20].

Function Words. Ch.Fries  suggests 15 groups of function words and names them  as «Group A Function Words»[32,p,127],«Group B Function Words»[32,p.17] and so on until the « 0 Group»[32,p.127]., including.
Having worked out the system of formal classes and groups of words, Ch.Fries analyses their  morphological characteristics, which is a very important and highly effective procedure of the descriptive method  , but the scientist does not base his parts of speech classification principles on its data .

The following  morphological characteristics of the formal divisions are pointed out by Ch.Fries 

          1. There are regular patterns of contrasts of form between Class 1 words (corresponding  to nouns) and the rest of the words belonging to  other classes, they are expressed by  special noun-borning suffixes that can be met only within this class of words» [32,p.128]:

      «arrival – arrive»
           «resentment – resent»
     « bigness – big» [32,p.128].
But there exist  such lexical  units as «supplement» which are not associated with  nouns but verbs, as in:

«We pay for what we have, to supplement rations»[70,p. 453].
2. «All compounds of which the last element is – one, - body, - thing, or – self / selves prove to be Class 1 words»[32,p.128].
3. The «-s» ending correlating the «meaning» of «more than one item» of whatever the word represents[32,p.17;46,p.67].
4. The other identifying contrasts of the morphological form  of the particular Class 1 words which have the same type of correlation is  between regular and irregular forming of plural :«-s» ending for plural , the absence of «-s» ending ( lexical units forming the plural «irregularly»).[32,p.128].
5. The «-‘s», «-s» ending are associated  with the concepts of «possession, ownership, related to, etc.» [32,p.128].
6. The possibility of marking almost all Class 1 words by «determiners» (function words of Group A – Examples: articles). [32,p.128].
7. The combinability of Class 1 words with Group F words (corresponding to prepositions). [32,p.130].
8. By recognition of other word-classes and identifying Class 1 words by way of exclusion. [32,p.130].
Very close to Ch.Fries’ system are the principles and classification by W.N.Francis, who states that « there must be different kinds of words according to the position they can fill and the function they can perform in various structures». The words in the English language are classified by W.N.Francis on the basis of the following 5 «signals of structural meaning»: «word order, prosody, function words, inflections and derivational contrasts»[30,p.28].. In case all these signals are not enough to distinguish between parts of speech the utterance is structurally ambiguous .
With W.N.Francis, there are, besides the function words, four different classes of words, which roughly correspond to the four “main” parts of speech, traditionally known as:

the Noun («including the pronoun and a subclass of the numeral»),
the Verb,

the Adjective,

the Adverb. [30,p.157].
W.N.Francis does not give what traditionally will be said to be a definition of the noun, but points out 5 different criteria for their identification:

1. «The most common and most clear-cut noun-marking signal is a group of function words called noun-determiners, such as the, any, no, both, etc.,» . [30,p.172].
2. «Nouns have 2 inflections, the plural {-s, -es} and the possessive (sometimes called the genetive) – {-‘s},». [30,p.172].
3. «Many nouns can be identified as such by various noun-marking derivational suffixes, added either to stems or the other words, usually belonging to other parts of speech» [30,p.172].
4. «Nouns fill certain characteristic positions in relation to other identified parts of speech in phrases and utterances» [30,p.172]. 
5. «Certain superfixes (a morpheme consisting of a pattern of stress, intonation, or juncture features that are associated with the syllables of a word or phrase (such as the distinctive stress patterns of the noun subject and the verb subject) occasionally distinguish nouns from otherwise identical words that belong to other parts of speech, for example: export (n) – export (v)»[30,p.172].

The principles of classification held by Ch.C.Fries and W.N.Francis have much in common despite certain differences:
1. The unity of meaning and form is not taken into consideration, «the form being the only criterion in the separation of words into formal divisions». In the Introduction to his book Ch.C.Fries simply writes: « that his book is an effort «to challenge  anew the conventional use of ‘meaning’ as the basic tool of analysis in the area of linguistic study» [32,p.122].
2. W.N.Francis’ principle of classification includes both morphological and syntactic characteristics, while that by Ch.Fries are mainly syntactic – the classification itself being made on a purely structural basis, more strictly, on the syntactic position of words relative to other word classes[30,p.56].
Another treatment of the parts of speech belongs to  the prominent philologist Henry Sweet, representative of descriptive grammar school . The scientist speaks about  the declinable and the indeclinable classes of words: «the former are represented by noun-words, adjective words and verbs, the latter by adverbs, prepositions, conjunctions, and interjections»[61,p.125]. «The noun words are further subdivided into the noun, noun-pronoun, noun-numeral, the infinitive and the gerund; the adjective-words falling under the adjective, adjective pronoun, adjective-numeral, the participle»[16,p.28;61,p.123;62,p.20]. «Henry Sweet featured his scheme under a strong influence of the traditional conception of the adjective as a word that modifies a noun or a pronoun” and that of a noun as “the name of a person, place or thing»; as such, «the noun was supposed to be always used absolutely, never as a modifier to anything»[16,p.28;61,p.123;62,p.20]. Modification was believed to be the job solely of the adjective. Now, «since certain pronouns and numerals are widely used both absolutely and attributively, it seemed natural for Henry Sweet to refer to them, respectively, as noun-pronouns, noun-numerals and adjective-pronouns, adjective-numerals» [46,p.87;62,p.20]. As far as we can see Henry Sweet did not take into account that « modifying nouns and those being used absolutely were not the essential properties of the adjective, and the noun, respectively.We think that  following his logic the joining of the noun, the pronoun and the numeral into one class of words would have been a most natural thing to do » [46,p.87;62,p.20].
In traditional grammar « separation of words into parts of speech is always based on both meaning and form» [62,p.20]. Further we are going to analyse the basic parts of speech classifications of the representatives of traditional approach to grammar studies, which serve as a foundation for numerous contemporary systems of parts of speech.
Thus, for this trend [1;3;6;7;19;43] parts of speech are «groups of words having the same form, meaning and function»[1;3;6;7;19;43]. If one takes into consideration that the first and the third criteria refer to form (morphological and syntactic), the definition will be based upon the unity of form and content[8;46]. They suggest the following groups of parts of speech:
1. Noun
7. Preposition

2. Pronoun
8. Conjunction

3. Adjective
9. Article

4. Numeral
10.Particle

5. Verb
11.Interjection
6. Adverb
12.Modal words
            13. Words-sentences (Yes, no) [1;3;6;7;19;43;44;45;52].
 Another point of view characteristic to that approach does not consider the article to be a part of speech , it thinks it to be « a word-form changing morpheme»,it also excludes  the word-sentences, but introduces into anglistics «  the category of state, or the stative» [12; 55]. 

B.S. Khaimovich and B.L. Rogovskaya state that «what really lies at the bottom of this division (the division into parts of speech) of lexemes is their connection with the world of material reality»[44,p.32]. «Though the meaning of a part of speech is closely connected with certain typical grammatical meanings the general meaning of the part of speech cannot be purely grammatical»[44,p.32].  From here follows that every word  included  into the same part of speech corresponds to a certain phenomena in the objective world. «Thus, the general meaning of the part of speech is connected with both and is a complex of both lexical and grammatical meaning and is, therefore, “lexico-grammatical”» [44,p32].
B. Khaimovich and B Rogovskaya. have 14 parts of speech, adding to those mentioned above the stative, called by them “the adlink” [44,p.94]. The scholars identify the noun as a part of speech, possessing:

1) «general lexico-grammatical meaning of “substance”» [44,p.94];
2) «certain lexico-grammatical morphemes or specific noun-forming suffixes (-ness, -ence, -ity, etc.)» [44,p.95];

3) «its grammatical categories and paradigms»[44,p.95];

4) «combinability, or the ability of a part of speech to combine in certain ways with certain words»[44,p.96];

5) «certain functions in the sentence»[44,p.96].
Basing our analysis on the fact that the first item corresponds to our concept of “meaning” and the next 4 items to “form”, then it is possible to state  that the definition of the part of speech suggested  by B .Khaimovich. and B. Rogovskaya includes the unity of meaning and form [44,p.94].
We believe that a part of speech is a word or  a group of words that have a common lexico-grammatical meaning which is general to all the words belonging to the class, and a specific linguistic form[51,p.99]. «The task of the linguist is to keep constantly in his field of vision the two sides: sound and meaning. Form and function in the living language are a whole that cannot be kept apart»[29,p.16].
It should be mentioned that reference to the objective reality is universal for all languages while the form (surface structure and linguistic treatment) is specific to every language[52,p.78]. Because of the analytical character of the English language it is sometimes impossible to establish what part of speech a word belongs to just from the very look of the word[46].
The possibility of many English sound complexes to function as two or more words without changing their outer shell is an indication that their syntactic functions and combinability with other words are often of primary importance. For example:

Letter from nowhere [63,p.22].
 Brand’s face was burned a bright red [65,p.99].
 And for a while it was touch-and-go whether the Lieutenant would survive the gamble [68,p.111].
 The underlined units are nouns but on the level of speech.
Moreover, on the level of speech any part of speech (level of language) can function practically as any other part of speech and even take on certain of its morphological characteristics[46,p.67; 51,p.97]. For example:

He had convinced the manager to take the note seriously and to respond to it in the classifieds [64,p.11].
classified  belongs to the non-finite forms of the verb,to Participle II of the verb to classify , that is why it can not take the ending of plurality  -s. This particular example illustrates  on the level of speech even such lexical unit as  classified has certain characteristics of the noun – the preposition in, the definite article and the flexion of plurality .
The trouble was that the handful of haves have too much and the rest of the world of have-nots had next to nothing and could never become haves [60, p.12]..

The word have is marked in the Oxford Advanced Learner’s Dictionary of Current English as a verb only, although here it has two characteristics of the noun; combination with a preposition and the plural morpheme [64]. Whenever such an unconventional use occurs it is not the case of a participle or a verb functioning as a noun, but that of the linguistic unit employed being, on the level of speech, a noun:

«To form a verb from a word of different part of speech, O.Jespersen writes, is quite a different thing from using a noun in the function of a verb; the latter is impossible at all» [40,p. 140].A number of these multi-functioning bases can be found in some English-English dictionaries (Examples: nowhere n, married n, wild n, etc.), many others can be regarded as just grammatical nonce-words[64;65;66].
In this way, it is important  to distinguish strictly between the parts of speech on the level of language and the linguistic treatment or representation of a word’s contextual lexico-grammatical meaning on the level of speech.

According to the law of cognition that «form is essential, the essence is formed» [46,p.22] we can say that the noun (except proper nouns) is «a part of speech denoting a concept that linguistically represents phenomena and relationships of the objective world as particular substance and has its specific linguistic form»[45,p.99].

As will be shown below, two more parts of speech can function as a noun, their referential lexico-grammatical meaning and linguistic form being close to those of the noun. These are, what are traditionally regarded as the pronoun and the numeral.
In the same way a pronoun may be defined as «a word that linguistically represents phenomena and relationship of the objective world as non-particular substance, substances not specified; while a numeral can be said to be a word that linguistically represents phenomena and relationships of the outside world quantitatively without any reference to them as particular substances»[7,p.22;46,p.97].
From the mentioned above it comes that the noun, the pronoun, the numeral may constitute one part of speech whose conceptual, categorical meaning consists in representing phenomena and relationships as substances.

Concerning the form of the lexical units in question the following utterances  can prove that there are no principal differences between nouns, pronouns and numerals:

«Guy spoke to him of the matter which seemed to no one’s mind but his reasonable»[ 75,p.22].
In this stretch of speech the pronoun “one” combines with “no”, which is characteristic of nouns, and has the possessive case marker; in addition, the possessive pronoun “his” is used in the utterance.

«Do you suppose those turtles feel like we do? Or do you suppose it hurts the she?» [72,p.11].
There is the definite article before the pronoun“she”. It is peculiar for the noun,
«– What do you do with it?

- With what?
- With ametralladora

- The what?

- You know what» [75,p. 57].
The pronoun “what” is determined by the article and is used with a preposition 

«The three others had come over and they stood there looking sad» [77,p.19].; the pronoun “other” is in the plural and combines with a numeral and the definite article 
«Harry counted ten hundred dollar bills and four twenties»[79,p.30]; the numeral is in the plural and preceded by another numeral. 
«I’d like to see my target. I’m certain my third [the third of my shoots] was on it»; the numeral is used absolutely, as nouns commonly are, and combines, as the latter do, with a possessive pronoun[67,p. 70].
Thus,in our opinion it is reasonable to combine the three classes of words, traditionally referred to as nouns, pronouns and numerals into one part of speech – the substantive.
It is necessary to mention that the noun and the pronoun have been already combined into one part of speech called «substantive» by Margaret Bryant. She states that «the noun and the pronoun fall together as substantives» [7,p122]. In his turn W.N.Francis defined pronouns as «words that occupy the noun position»[30,p.130]. but «which either make no use at all of the other formal markers, or use a somewhat different set»[30,p. 130].
1.2.ANALYSIS  OF  LEXCO-GRAMMATICAL  CLASSIFICATIONS  OF  ENGLISH NOUNS

In this section we are going to analyse  the most widely used classifications of the English nouns in order to define their categorial characteristics.

In this respect  we can mention the clasification worked out by Ch. Fries, who represents structural (descriptivist) grammar. Structural grammarians began treating the problems of the structure of English criticizing the traditional, or the so-called conventional grammar. He believes that Class 1 Words, which roughly correspond to the noun, fall into three groups in accordance with the following correlation forms [32,p.55]
                                                       Table 1.
                      The First Classification of Nouns by Ch.Fries  [32]
	
	Class 1 Words
	Correlation Form

	1.
	«mother, father»
	«he or she»

	2(a).
	«child, god, beast, etc.»
	«he / she or it»

	2(b).
	«group, crew, family»
	«they or it»

	3.
	«book, tree»
	«it»


                                                                                                                     [32]       

This classification of the noun is characterised by two main peculiarities:

1. The unity of meaning and form is not observed.
2. The division itself is logically untenable, because it is made on the basis of two different principles – nouns in groups 1, 2(a) and 3 are separated in terms of their gender, while the base of the opposition for nouns under 2(b) is «one – more than one». Besides, the category of gender does not exist in Modern English as a grammatical category and is purely semantical.

                                                       Table 2.
                        The Second Classification of Nouns by Ch. Fries [32]
	Nos
	Class 1 Words
	Correlation Forms

	1.
	«mother»
	«who»

	2.
	«child, clown»
	«who / which»

	3.
	«dog, beast, cup, water»
	«which»                                


Having analysed this classification we came to the conclusion that it is difficult to find what principle this separation is based upon. The only factor that may seem reasonable is whether the thing referred to by the noun is a living or a non-living object; though point 3 contains nouns referring to both animate («a dog») and inanimate («a cup») things. Besides, words that belong to the same group in Classification 1 here are in different groups (Examples: «child, dog, beast»). Moreover, in everyday colloquial English «dog» is commonly referred to as «he» and sometimes, «she». 
L.G.Alexander et al.in their book “English Grammar Structure” have developed the following classification of nouns:
                                                     Diagram 1.     
                                 L.G.Alexander  classification of nouns                    
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Proper nouns (names for persons,things and

Common places)



1.Count Nouns (personal and 

non-personal). Singular and plural.
2.Irregular plurals.


3.Concrete mass nouns.


4.Compound nouns (of the type «a tea-cup»)[cit.for 6].      
The results of our analysis show that in this classification Proper nouns are separated in terms of meaning («names for persons,things and places»), whereas factors for separating common nouns are three: morphological characteristics (singular, plural; irregular plurals), meaning (concrete, mass nouns) and morphological structure (compound nouns).

With George O.Curme all nouns can be distributed into two main groups [16:45]:

A. Common Nouns.

B. Proper Nouns

A. A Common noun is «a name that can be applied to any one of a class of living beings or lifeless things».

The group of common nouns fall into several subgroups depending on both lexical meaning and grammatical form:

1. Class nouns.

2. Common nouns that  are «the names of a formless mass are  material».
3. Common nouns that «are the names of collections of living beings or lifeless things – collective nouns»
4. Common nouns that «can be the name of a quality, action, state or a general idea – abstract nouns».

B. A Proper noun is «the name of particular living being or lifeless things. A Proper noun begins with the capital».
Represented schematically, G.O.Curme’s classification looks as follows:
                                               Diagram 2 
                     G.O.Curme’s classification of Nouns[cit.for 6]
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This classification is considered to be most traditional and has much in common with that shared by most linguists in this country[1;2;14;62]. 

                                                            Diagram 3

                     Traditional grammarians’ classification of Nouns[1;5;6;7;12;13;14;62 ]
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In our opinion this classification has a number of discrepancies. Some of them:
(1) There is no place in this classification, as will be shown below, for such words as «the earth, the sun, the world, the universe,» because they are neither class, nor collective, nor material nouns, but as  it is pointed out, «unique»[6;46].

(2) Neither is there any place in it for such nouns as «the equator», which, though abstract, is not common but unique[6;46 ].
(3) Collective nouns («a family») in this classification are not class nouns though, as a matter of fact they are: all families making out the class of families in the same way as all girls (a class noun) constitute the class of girls[6;46].
(4)  As one sees, proper nouns in the classification cannot be common and, therefore, are references only to one person or thing, which, however, frequently is not the case. We shall notice here that Henry Sweet divided proper nouns into common and non-common[61].

(5) In accordance with the above classification such words «as London, The Thames, John, the Marseillaise» are neither concrete nor abstract, though the first three are references to concrete phenomena, while the fourth is a sign for a concept whose referent does not exist by itself as a material object and is purely abstract[46].
(6) The division of words into class, collective and material nouns is not based on their grammatical properties. For example, «girl»is said to be a class noun, «family» – a collective noun, though they both have the same paradigms: «a (the) girl – (the) girls; a (the family) – (the) families». The noun «snow» is referred to as «material», but it may have the same forms as the class noun «girl»: «a (the) snow – (the) snows»[6;46].
(7) Explanations to the classification contain such statements as: «abstract nouns can turn into concrete nouns: beauty (краса) – a beauty (красуня), youth (юність) – a youth (юнак) »[62,p.19].
In the following examples one and the same noun is, in the first sentence – concrete, in the second – abstract.

«At the news-stand Frenchmen, returning to Paris, bought that day’s newspaper»[69,p.91].
«As it was, Wallace Johnston, with his rather special pleasures, was Hurry Carpenter’s last stand» [70,p.33].
Therefore we can say that any classification of nouns is possible only on the level of speech.Since the noun is a linguistic unit on the level of language, classified must be not nouns but then variants, speech uses.

There exist, however, another approach to classification of nouns, in accordance with which all nouns are separated into concrete and abstract. The traditional variant of such a classification is represented in the following diagram [16,p.121]:
                                                 Diagram  4
                       Division of the Nouns into Concrete and Abstract
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This classification divides nouns into concrete and abstract, but, in our opinion, its further subdivisions are disputable. For example:

(1) There is no place in it for the unique nouns such as the «earth, the sun, the world, the universe», because, though concrete, they are, when used in such senses, neither class, not common, nor collective, nor mass nouns.

(2) Abstract nouns in this classification cannot be common, which is contrary to fact.
(3) Collective and class nouns in this classification are not common, which again is an erroneous statement.

(4) In this classification Proper nouns cannot be common, or abstract, which, as it has been shown, is by far not always so.

(5) The classification does not reflect, in itself, any grammatical properties of the different classes of nouns.

In accordance with what has been said above, nouns on the level of speech can be divided into two main classes, concrete and abstract. Concrete nouns represent phenomena of the objective reality that exist by themselves. Abstract nouns refer to conceptually substantivised properties existing in things of the objective world. Examples of concrete (a) and abstract (b) nouns:
«The palm branches were sawing in the light north wind: a concrete noun»[71,p.21];
«Mathematics is the science or branch of knowledge dealing with measurements, numbers, quantities: an abstract noun» [72,p.11].
Both these classes of nouns can be further subdivided into common and unique nouns.By a ‘common’ noun we understand one, referring to a substance – objectively existing by itself or purely abstract – of which there is more than one.A ‘unique’ noun is one referring, in a particular utterance, to either a concrete object or an abstract concept which is, under circumstances, only one of its kind. For example:
          « The sun had gone down and the fields of snow looked cold and desolate»[73,p.91]: a concrete unique noun 
« At  JFK we changed to a helicopter»[74,p.41]: a concrete common noun 
«Almost every road in France had seemed to be jammed with tanks...and cheering Frenchmen and women, singing the Marseillaise»[75,p.28]: an abstract unique noun 
« He heard about the deaths of Cavley, Donnelly, Rickett and the break-up of Captain Colcough»[76,p.14].: an abstract common noun.
Both unique and common nouns further fall under two large groups: proper and non-proper.
1.3.LEXICO-GRAMATICAL CHARACTERISTICS  OF PROPER NOUNS

Grammatical characteristics and essential features  of Proper nouns has been a problem in anglistics for a long time. As O. Jespersen and John S.Mill state that «Proper nouns are only names for individual persons or things; in no way do they characterise what they refer to and, therefore, are completely devoid of any denotation» [39,p.192].
O.Jespersen also thinks that «whenever a Proper noun is employed both the listener and the speaker know what they are speaking about and a 100 pecent definite referent is meant.» [39,p.193].
There exists another opinion - «proper nouns point to single notions designating unique objects used in their basic meaning they do not have the category of number and are not used with the article» [45,p.16].
That proper nouns point to certain concepts is a question, because any concept  is « a generalized abstraction of certain properties from phenomena of the objective world», but naming somebody  «Mary» is purely arbitrary , a case  of subjective choice, which is  not based upon «certain properties of persons that can be called their «Mary-ness» »[6;46].

There exists also an opinion that «the proper nouns can be referred to neither countable, nor to uncountable nouns, but grammatically they behave like uncountable nouns, as a rule they don’t have the plural form and are never used with the article» [44,p.22]. This statement, however, is true only when a proper noun is used as unique one, as in:

«I saw Kinsky coming down the aisle» [76,p. 7].
«Charlie asked me to fill you in, he said» [77,p.130].
As has been stated above , « classifications of nouns must belong to the level of speech»[49,p.12]. Proper nouns can be either countable or uncountable on the level of language and can be used with both articles as in:

«Where have you gotten all these nasty things you’he said about me? From a Mr Vietos, Greek Council in Livorno?»: a certain man whose name is Vietos [79,p.12].

«He phoned once and for all times that there never had been a Homer, a Troyan war, or ever a Troy»: such a man as Homer,; a city, named  as [78,p.90].

«The Gisele in the movie this Monday afternoon and the Sharon in the flesh in a cabin... had no relationship to one another»: both names belon to a woman  starring as  Gisele and that woman whose name is Sharon [80,p.17].
«We are worse than the stuff the original Spartacus worked with»[86,p.11]. Here Spartacus is modified by an adjective in preposition – «that original Spartacus man»[56,p.11]. 
We see that a Proper noun may refer to several persons, things, or abstract notions , sometimes it is  the same Proper noun sound complex (Mary, New York, July, etc), in this case  the Proper noun is common to all of them and is  grammatically treated in such a way:

a

Mary            b

N…
In addition to everything mentioned above we can state that linguistically they are treated in the same way as common nouns are –they are  combined  with classes of words used as attribute-modifiers: numerals, For example:
«Scogan ought to pass his intelligence to little Scogans, and Denis to little Denises» [81,p.111].
«Now, Harry, you cannot have three Agamemnons. You have to make up your mind which one was command of  the Achean forces» [82,p.12].
A proper noun may point to a unique   notion, but sometimes it changes its meaning and only a phonetic shape remains . It is used to point  to things (live or inanimate) «as possessing certain properties of a person or thing originally referred to by it»[49,p. 91].
 Examples:

«We are not Bruno Hauptmans or anyone like that » [83,p.91].
 «They are all Caesars and Bismarks»[79,p. 33].
 «He told me “I couldn’t find another Sophie”»[78,p.19].
« He was going to find that America he had never known on its own continent, a tortured and dying America, but an America of Friends and neighbours» [77,p.72].
In the last example we have «America» , the Proper noun.It  is a reference to the country as a geographical name and to a certain concept with its special  constituents and properties that can be either objective or ascribed. The noun «America» can be considered  to be common when it  refers « to a set of properties of that country different at different historical moments of time» [6,p.27].
In examples 1, 2 and 3 the selected nouns are proper according to classification and their semantic content make them «individual common nouns»[6.p.72]. In example Bruno Hauptmabs associates with  «people who possess properties comparable with those of the man who is known to the speaker and to the listeners»[6,p.72]. The same meaning have  Caesars , Bismarks and Sophia in examples 2, 3 . The following utterances demonstrate the same phenomena:
«It would be advisable for every soldier to be supplied with a Mrs. Hardenburg and a half-bottle of vodka »[72,p. 18].
«He is a Shakespear of our times» [67,p.11].
The difference between  the two examples is that  Shakespear is known to more people than Hardenburg.
Everything mentioned above proves that a phonetic shape that functioned as  a Proper noun can be used in  other contexts as a common noun that associates with  objects possessing certain properties. From here it comes that Shakespear can refer to a man whose name is Shakespear and in this case it is a proper noun, while a Shakespear meaning  «a man possessing certain properties of Shakespear»[6,p.15] is a common noun. In this case it is  homonym  of the proper noun Shakespear.
The following examples illustrate the same phenomenon:

«Eventually I come to enjoy killing as a pianist enjoys the Czerny, which keeps his fingers limber for the Beethoven» [67,p.17].
The Czerny and the Beethoven mean here «works written by Czerny (Beethoven)». We can explain such uses of these proper nouns as acquiring by them, due to metonymy, of  the meaning «a piece of music, written by Czerny (Beethoven)» in such a way they become to function as common nouns, they are used collectively , meaning «all pieces of music, written by Czerny (Beethoven) » [6,p.9].
«In the hall they removed their  caps  and  Sam-Brawns» [68,p.94].
Sam Brawn is a man who wears a special cap being in his own style. In the given sentence  Sam-Browns refers to a certain group of people, each of whom has a specific headdress, called Sam-Brawn. The noun points to a type  of a cap and is, in this way, a common noun. The sentence below also shows the acquisition of the proper nouns of the features of the common nouns, the peculiarity is  that the nouns are used  with the definite article ,it means they are used generically .
        «Some used the native tradition of the Colt and Smith and Wesson »[75,p.74] A phonetic shape which according to classification  is a proper noun becomes a common noun as a result of it  being used in the syntactic function of  an attribute to another noun:
3) «In three shops in Naples I could have bought about 400 Parker  pens. When we did not stop they shouted after us that they had Parker 51s for sale» [72,p.79].
The intermediate chain  between a proper noun Parker and a common noun Parker used in the sense of a pen, produced by the Parker firm and having certain specific characteristics is a noun phrase Parker pen . The process of transition of proper nouns used attributively to other nouns into the common ones is shown it the following diagram:   
                                                   Diagram 5
The process of transition of attributively used proper nouns into  common      ones
Proper nouns
Proper noun as an 
Common noun


Attributive modifier

Other examples of the transition of proper nouns to common nouns are represented in English by such lexems as:«shrapnel – a shell holding, bullets, which scatter after explosion (origin: surname of inventor)»[6];«machintosh – a waterproof overcoat, originally of rubber-coat material (origin – Charles Macintosh, the patentee)»[6].
We can state that in the course of development of the English language a number of the proper nouns acquired content and formal characteristics of  the common ones.                
                                             Diagram 6
                    The proper nouns transition to the common ones                                                                          
Proper noun
Phonetic shape
             Common noun

1.4.LEXICO-GRAMATICAL CHARACTERISTICS  OF  NON-PROPER NOUNS
According to the classification of nouns on the level of speech presented in our work , each subgroup of nouns (concrete unique, concrete common, abstract unique and abstract common) further falls under proper and non-proper. The following sentence contains  concrete unique non-proper noun 

«What can you do, after all, in the sun?» [72,p.14].
Common non-proper nouns are divided  into  count and mass nouns.

«By сommon non-proper count nouns we understand nouns which refer to countable concrete or abstract phenomena, are, therefore, combined with the indefinite (as well as the definite) article, numerals, and take the plural inflection»[6].
For example:

San Marino had twice as many inhabitants as Andorra [72,p.14].
Well into Peace’s terminology, a black scenario is vicious, total violence, firing randomly into words of people [74,p. 20].
We didn’t find it strange to hear the actual salary figures.
-That’s a lot of temptations [77,p.11].
Mass nouns (both concrete and abstract) refer to phenomena that cannot be counted,they are combined with the definite article and have no category of number, Examples:
Corporations understand that real power is in monopolies, not patriotism – in oil, natural gas, food and transportation [70,p.22].
Tony was rich in love and promise [81,p.14].
Pay for my opinions, pay for my easy life...and all the easy money [85,p.19].
Our scientific analysis proves that some lexemes belonging to the group of count nouns can be semantically and linguistically viewed in two ways , they reveal their grammatical characteristics  in combination with finite verb-forms. For example:
«Uncle Theokletos”, she exclamed in astonishment, for the family was not a demonstrative one, you have just composed a romantic poem»[86,p.11].
«On the yacht beyond, a pleasant, duel and upright family are asleep» [76,p.14].
In these sentences «lexeme   family has the surface structure of a noun in the singular and agrees with a verb in the singular and in the plural respectively. Such nouns are known as collective and their linguistic treatment (constructions with verbs) is explained by the way the speaker understands it notionally: as one whole unit (           It was not characteristic of the family as a whole to be  demonstrative), or as its individual components (            all the members of the family were asleep)» [55,p.20].
The following examples illustrate specific functioning of lexical units  having   the surface-structure of a singular noun. Peculiarities are revealed  in combination with the finite form of the verb:

«The Government know just how many men they can handle» [69,p.17].
«A group of friends were on the clock to greet him»[ 67,p.20].
«I shouldn’t wander if the staff aren’t having rather a sticky morning, too» [80:24].
The subgroup of countable nouns includes  a numerous individual ones, which in traditional grammar are called class nouns and they are opposed to collective nouns. «An individual noun is one referring to one thing from the class of like things.As opposed to them, a collective noun is one that refers to a group of things from the class of like groups»[6,p.24].
In our opinion «like concrete, abstract nouns are subdivided into unique and common, and further into proper and non-proper. Many linguistic units that belong to mass nouns in certain contexts can function as count individual ones in others»[6,p.24].
For example:

«They looked up at him solemnly and tucked the candy in their pockets. // A stewardess offered in quick succession Ski-air pamphlets, magazines, coffee and candies for take-off» [68,p.140]. (concrete mass noun // concrete individual noun). 
«Nearly 70 per cent of the detected crime was committed either by jobless people or school children // The number of detected crimes was 69 per cent of the total in the first half of 2000». (abstract mass noun // abstract individual noun) [60,p.9]
CONCLUSIONS  TO  CHAPTER  I

          In conclusion it is possible to say  that the analyzed classifications of the parts of speech are based on different criteria peculiar  to a certain grammatical school. Each of them have their own point of view on the principles of division of the English vocabulary into grammatical groups. 
Prescriptivists believed that the leading criteria was form, «which they understood as morphological and syntactic characteristics of a word»[51,p.98]. For  non-structural descriptivists the most important parts of speech division criteria were form, meaning and function. What is characteristic of this trend is that each separate representative of it understood those principles in their own way , «preference  was given either to form or to function, usually meaning was  completely neglected» [6;61;62] .
Position of the words in a sentence is considered  to be the essential criteria for parts of speech division for structuralists [25].  Representatives of transformational generative grammars did not deal  with the question of classification at all. Three criteria for parts of speech descrimination: semantic, formal and functional are peculiar to the theories of  post-structural linguistics[25;62,p.18-20] . Only  the scientists evaluate differently  the role of the each of those principles[62,p.20]. Contemporary linguistics divides the vocabulary of the English language into  parts of speech taking into consideration  «psychological and antropological peculiarities of the process of cognition and understands them as  discourse-cognitive classes» [16,p.32]. «The theory considers each element within a certain class to be a “variant” of its ideal representative (prototype)»[16,p.32;48,p.127].

2.Our analysis states that  the most appropriate way to single out  the lexemes  of the English language into certain grammatical groups(parts of speech) is to combine the structural and  descriptive analysis with the discourse – cognitive approach ,which will make it possible  to determine all prototypical characteristics of a language unit (semantic and  formal ) and establish its place in the system  of the parts of speech.
3.The analytical research  of the actual use of the English nouns showed that  nouns must be classified on the level of speech. In such classifications they are distributed between  two main groups, concrete and abstract. «Concrete nouns represent phenomena of the objective reality that exist by themselves. Abstract nouns refer to conceptually substantivised properties existing in things of the objective world»[6,p.21]. 

Concrete and abstract  nouns can be ,in their turn,  subdivided into common and unique nouns. A common noun is considered to be  the noun , associated with a  substance which objectively exists by itself , sometimes it is a purely abstract notion grammatically presented as a substance  of which there is more than one.
A  unique  noun is the noun  which (in a particular utterance) associates  with  «either a concrete object or an abstract concept which is, under circumstances, only one of its kind»[6,p.14] . Unique nouns and common ones are subdivided into  two classes: proper and non-proper. Abstract nouns, in their turn, like concrete ones , are divided into  two groups:  unique and common, and then  into proper and non-proper («abstract common non-proper count (temptation) and mass (love, money)»[65]) . In certain contexts some   lexemes  that are referred to mass nouns function as count nouns, and  in other contexts as individual ones.

CHAPTER 2. CATEGORICAL CHARACTERISTICS OF THE  ENGLISH  NOUN
2.1. THE CATEGORY OF NUMBER
 Grammatical category is a term that  includes referential meanings and their by certain  grammatical forms. Our work  analyses the problems of the  parts of speech that is why we are interested in defining the  morphological categories of the lexical units in question. «The term “morphological category” implies, first, that the words of a part of speech have different inflectional forms possessing different grammatical referential meanings and, secondly, that the oppositions of these forms and meanings are systematic, that is, they cover the bulk of the words belonging to the part of speech» [6,p.25;7,p.110]. «The obvious and universally recognized morphological categories in the noun are those of number and case» [1;5;6;7;62].

             In our opinion the existence of the opposition : singular noun - plural noun makes the category of number of the noun. English grammar distinguishes between the marked member of the opposition(plural) and unmarked member of the opposition (singular) . «The marked member of an opposition must have a marker in the surface structure. The markers of plurality are the inflection -(e)s [-z, -s, -iz]: dog - dogs, clock – clocks, box – boxes. The singular form has no material marker, it has a ‘zero’ inflection»[62,p.34]. Some relict forms follow  «non-productive ways of marking plurality 1) internal vowel change in several forms (man – men, woman – women, foot – feet, mouse – mice, 2) the use of the archaic inflection -(e)n (ox - oxen, child – children, cow – kine, brother – brethren). Some words borrowed from Latin and Greek preserve their classical plural forms (formula – formulae, phenomenon – phenomena, crisis – crises, criterion – criteria, etc.)» [14,p.34;16,p.23;20,p.124,62,p.38].Some English nouns plural forms are homonyms of the singular nouns « (sheep – sheep; deer – deer; swine - swine; trout – trout; code – code; pike – pike; salmon – salmon; haddock – haddock; mackerel – mackerel; carp – carp; perch - perch; grouse – grouse; wildfowl - wildfowl; species – species; series – series; craft – craft; aircraft - aircraft)». [14,p.34;16,p.23;20,p.124,62,p.38].
What concerns the use of the English nouns regular forms  it is a tendency  to change classical plurals by them, Examples: « memorandum – memoranda / memorandums; vertebra – vertebrae / vertebras; vortex – vortices/vortexes; criterion – criteria / criterions; bureau – bureaux / bureaus; cactus – cacti / cactuses; index – indices / indexes; formula - formulae /formulas, antenna - antennae / antennа.» [14,p.34;16,p.23;20,p.124,62,p.38].
            The change of the classical plural forms into the modern English ones  depend upon the functional style. Classical form is characteristic of  the scientific style. The English plural  form of the noun is used  in fiction and  in  every-day spoken English [ 62,p.40]. 
«The category of number is based on countable nouns (nouns having numeric (discrete)) structure[14,p.34;16,p.23;20,p.124,62,p.38]. Uncountable nouns have no category of number, for they have quantitative (indiscrete) structure. Two classes of uncoutables can be distinguished: singularia tantum (only singular) and pluralia tantum (only plural)» [14,p.34;16,p.23;20,p.124,62,p.38]. A number of scientists « do not exclude the singularia tantum subclass from the category of number» [14,p.34;16,p.23;20,p.124,62,p.38].Such forms are called by them «absolute singular forms»  contrary to the «common singular of countable nouns» [62,p. 59]  .
«The absolute singular is characteristic of the names of abstract notions (love, courage, beauty, cruelty, etc.), the names of the branches of professional activity (philology, linguistics, mathematics, pragmatics), the names of materials (steel, iron, water, gas), the names of collective inanimate objects (foliage, fruit, furniture), the names of some diseases (measles, mumps)» [14,p.34;16,p.23;20,p.124,62,p.38].It is important to mention that in both singular and plural forms there can be met  some uncountable nouns. In terminology of traditional grammariansm, «in the form of the common singular with the common plural counterpart[16,p.23;20,p.124,62,p.38].In such uses  they can be associated with a sort of material or with some aspect of  it. Some grammarians consider them to  manifestate «the properties denoted by the uncountable noun»[54-56,62]. Examples:
«She shouted with joy» [62,p.38]. - «It was a joy to see her again» [62,p.38]. «Who can resist the joys of spring?» [62,p.38].
«Georgian tea is of high quality » [62,p.38]. -«This is a Georgian tea» [62,p.38]. « I am fond of Georgian tea[62,p.38] » . «Our Georgian teas are especially good»[62,p.38].
By combining uncountable nouns with indicators of  discreteness they  can be either actualized, or restricted: « a bit, a piece, an item, a sort of, etc » [14,p.34;16,p.23;20,p.124,62,p.38]..
«He took some paper and a few bits of wood and soon made fire»[62,p.39].
«Are there any interesting items of news in the paper thismorning? » [62,p.39].     
«They served a sort of coffee»[62,p.40].     
«She offered me another beer (i.e. another serving of beer)» [62,p.40].     
«There were five different sorts of wine»[62,p.41].     
Сountable nouns may be used in the absolute singular , also uncountable  nouns can be produced from the countable ones:
«The refugees needed shelter. The baby does not like apple»[62,p.38].     
«Man is mortal. We had chicken for lunch»[62,p.38].     
Shelter,apple,man,chicken in the adove-mentioned examples demonstrate the shift of  the concept   changing the sense of oneness into generalization and massness. 
Uncountable nouns associated  with objects having  two halves form  the absolute plural. « Trousers, jeans, scissors, tongs, spectacles»[62,p.47]. Such  nouns as «outskirts, clothes, earnings, contents, police, cattle, poultry» [62,p,47] have the concept of  collectiveness.  Discreteness markers can  actualize  the meaning of collective nouns. 
«He bought a pair (two pairs) of trouser»[62,p.48].     
«Several cases of measles were reported»[62,p.48].     
Сollective nouns сan demonstrate the meaning of the concepts of absoluteness non-distributiveness , correlativeness.
«This family is friendly[62,p.40].     // This family are early risers[62,p.41] ».     
«Almost every family in the village has a man in the army[62,p.41] ».  //   «There are twenty families in the village»[62,p.42].     
«The absolute singular and the absolute plural exhibit a linguistic process called oppositional reduction: the absolute singular means that its plural counterpart has been neutralized, and the absolute plural means that its singular counterpart has been neutralized» [62,p. 43].
Taking into consideration everything mentioned above we can come to the following conclusions. In Modern English there exist regular plural formed with the help of [s, z]  or irregular whose base vowel shifts or in certain cases the nouns can  have the form of their singulars.

«a student – students [s]» [20,p.154;62,p.49].

« a sorrow – sorrows [z]» [20,p.154;62,p.49].

«man – men»[20,p.154;62,p.49].

«deer – deer»[20,p.154;62,p.49].
There are nouns whose surface-structure is characterized  only  by the plural form («jeans», «shorts»[62,p.43].)
What is important for the subject matter in hand is that a lot of English nouns do have the number oppositions when used in certain senses but are devoid of them if employed in other senses. This is especially evident in cases where nouns are used as unique or mass nouns. Thus, the words “man”, “sun”, “earth”, “cosmos”, “universe” are mostly employed in the singular, though, naturally, the plural form is also a grammatical noun[6,p.27].

«She had the most beautiful body is the known universe»[69,p.23] . // A gigantic carousel of vanished universes, their voices almost as old as the cosmos itself»: notice also the unique noun «cosmos» [69,p.25].
«He described how at last they had landed on the innermost moon of all, mimos only half as far from Saturnus, the moon is from the Earth»[69,p. 45]. : the first «moon» is a common noun // «It was early evening. Eight or nine moons hung like pallid lanterns in the dusky sky» [69,p.16].
«I went out of the labour and down the deserted hill. Already the round sun was setting, spithing the dove-grey with rose»[68,p.16]. // «Life itself had not yet evolved into being upon the new worlds that spun about the young suns of this galaxy» // « It will make you a lord over a 1000 suns! No empire in all the past ages of the universe shall be so mightly as yours» [67,p.20].
Our examples show that singular and plural forms are not peculiar for  mass nouns, they  do not take them. If in certain contexts  «mass» nouns function  in the plural, in these cases such noun lose  characteristics of  «mass» nouns, they  become individual ones. Examples:

«Christian found another [bottle] in the closet stocked with Champagnes and brandies and fine Burgundies in straw-covers»[68,p.11].: bottles of wines and brandies in straw-covers. 

«He handed me a third whiskey and jane came back, bringing a huge tray of what she always called “pick and savour foods»[69,p.18]. : delicious tidbits of meat and fish fried with heavy spices: things to eat.

«They went into Trenton for a couple of beers, and the sergeant cought them and now  they have to walk until they’re shipped»[70,p.18]. For a couple of glasses of beer: glasses of beer (individual noun) // beer (mass noun) [71,p.12].
Considering  surface structure mass nouns can be used  either singular (gold, beer, furniture) [62,p.21] or in plural forms  (clothes, flannels) [62,p.24]. «Singular in form mass nouns can be further subdivided into those constured as singular and those as plural» [5,p.28]. For example:

«There was a flash and the air above the supermarket was filled with a delicate tracery of white particles»: construed as singular [68,p. 22].
«Police are now hoping they will be able to lead them to Moro»[69,p.50].: construed as plural 
«The Yeomany haven’t had any horses since the year before last»[85,p. 92]: construed as plural.
Mass nouns plural-in-form:

(1) «Every man in the barracks was watching him, harshly and unforgiving, as he changed into his fatigues» [79,p.72].
Some mass nouns function as plurals:

«At first he assumed that the ashes were from the cremation of human bodies»       [80,p.31].
Abstract mass nouns can have a singular  and a plural form 
«Yet, on the whole, apart from Italy’s natural beauty which is eternal, her man-made beauty consists either of Roman ruins or else art-treasures» [75,p.79].
«Enthusiasm is intense interest in, or desire to help forward» [82,p.19].
  Some lexemes with the same phonetic shapes having  the plural endings are not  mass but countable nouns. Examples:

«Utter the word “Italy” and the patient will close his eyes and sigh; he will embark on a monologue in which you will be able to discorn such phrases and fragments as “...the lure of Mediteranean”, “...the magic of the southern sky”, “...the beauties of Italy”, “...Latin warmth”» [71,p.125].
«He liked too close to Facism in Italy to share the opposing enthusiasms of his countrymen» [69,p.16].
«I’ve tried to put up with your rages and jealosies and your meannesses» [78,p.20].
«The Lieutenant was sailing happily along in an armored car, stuffed full of tactics and Clausewitz»: One will also notice that “Clausewitz” here is not a Proper but abstract mass noun used in the sense “methods of warfare worked out by Clausewitz” [69,p.18].
«Michael said, felling silly at the heroics of his request» [80,p.44]. 

Some of these mass nouns which are in form plural  can be associated only with  the singular concepts :
«Good news grows in clusters like bimches of grapes in the summer sun»[82,p.57].  
Common proper nouns can also be used in plural contests:

«It was the summer of the spring of 1835 that my grandfather George Wimbush, first made the acquaintance of the three lovely Zapiths» [69,p.81].
Further  the group of concrete individual nouns are  split into 
a) those whose plural uses  differ from the singular ones ;

b) those whose plural uses coincide with the uses of the singular ones.

A. The nouns  of this group   sometimes have the morpheme “-s”, in certain cases they do not possess this form. For example:

«He was sent to London as a correspondent to cover the Munich crisis» [69,p.16].
«A table, a chair, also a curious structure like a gallows from which hang his uniform» [72,p.17].
«The noun “gallows” (singular) comes, as the Chambers Dictionary explains, from Middle English ‘galves’ and was construed in that period as plural»[64,p.56]. «In Modern English the plural is both gallows and gallowses[66,p.17]», though R.Zandvoort points out that «the form gallowses to denote more than one specimen, is usually avoided»[cit.for 62,p.37]. 
Сertain lexemes forming  irregular plurals belong to the group of nouns whose singular does not have ending  “-s”,  such characteristics also peculiar  to the nouns that   form their plurals by changing the root morpheme[62,p.40], for example:


   « a tooth – teeth»[62,p.34].
                               « a mouse – mice»[62,p.34].
Some of them acquire  the Old English ending  “-en” [62,p.34].
                                             «a child – children»[62,p.34].
                                               «an ox – oxen» [62,p.34].
                                       «a [she] fox – vixen» [62,p.34].
Some of the  nouns change their root morphemes by introducing these or those consonants                                
                                    « die – dice»[44,p.17].
                                     «penny – pence»[44,p.17].
Some nouns having  so called classical plurals  change  the vowel or the consonant  of not stressed suffix:
                               « crisis [‘kraisis] – crises [‘kraisi:z] »[44.p.19].
                                « basis [beisis] – bases [beisi:z] »[62:17].
Nouns of foreign origin with irregular plural  have either   the plural form peculiar to  the language , from which they  were  borrowed or have two plural forms – the regular, developed in the English language , and the original; sometimes with differences in the conceptual meaning. 
Examples:


«appendix – appendices – appendixes»[64,p.67].

«focus – foci [fousai] – focuses»[64,p.78].

«formula – formulae – formulas»[65,p.81].




phenomenous ( unusual people) »[65,p.160].

«phenomenon 
                                                   phenomena»[66,p.197].
B. Nouns whose plural coincides with the singular form make another group of  individual  nouns. They are  divided  into 2 subgroups: the nouns that have singular without “-s” constitute the first subgroup;and those that have singular with the “-s” inflexion constitute the second subgroup (b). For example:

(a) (1) «There was three bob on my mess bill yesterday marked “entertainment”» [82,p.75].
(2) «Two weeks among Germans instead of these swine» [77,p.20].
(b) (1) « This goddamn barracks is a goddamn pigpen: individual noun constitued as singular» [81,p.18].
(2) «... at a particular headquaters when the General there is given a lucky command» [78,p.12].
«Your quarters are upstairs» [71,p. 25].
This group also includes a number of  abstract nouns, for example, the noun “means”:

«The pressure on the Jew is a means not an end: “means” is combined with “a” and construed as singular» [74,p. 41].
«The end is German world-power, and in the attainment of this end any means are justifiable: the noun “means” is construed as plural »[68,p. 29].
                            2.2.THE CATEGORY OF CASE
Contemporary  linguistics understands the notion  «case» in two ways: 1) as a semantic, or logic category , and 2) syntactic category. The concept of  semantic category of  case was worked out by C. J. Fillmore. This theory treats case as «the semantic relation of the noun to the verb»[28,p.79] . « In “I opened the door with the key”  the cases of “I”, “the door” and “ with the key” are respectively Agent, Affected / Patient, and Instrumental»[16,p.32].The category of  semantic cases pressuposes that the cases  may correlate with  varying elements  in the sentence syntactic structure. The English  cases  are identified  by the word order and  by the use of the preposition «with», in syntactic languages they are  identified  by case inflexions [6,p.28] . The notion of syntactic case was first worked out  by Ancient Greek and Roman grammarians. They suggested the idea that «it is a case whose main role is to indicate a relationship between constituents»[28,p.144;62,p.57]. It means that the role of case  is determine a syntactic construction. From here it follows that the genitive case is the one which indicates the dependence of  one noun on another [62,p.58], example: Mary’s bag.
Prescriptive, non-structural descriptive and structural descriptive grammarians  treat the concept of case as an identifier  of syntactic relations . Prescriptivists suggested the system  of the nominative, the dative, the genitive, the accusative, and the ablative cases. H. Sweet  sticks to the syntactic conception of case: case to him is a syntactic relation that can be realized syntactically or morphologically[61,p.97]. He speaks of «inflected and non-inflected cases (the genitive vs. the common case)» [62,p.78]. «Non-inflected cases, according to the scholar, are equivalent to the nominative, vocative, accusative, and dative of inflected languages». O. Jespersen recognized two cases - the genitive and the common case [40,p.92]. But G. O. Curme supporting the syntactic conception of case, speaks about four cases: nominative, accusative, dative, and genitive[cit.for 16,p.29]. The scientist believes  that a number of  prepositions have developed into «inflectional particles»,  like in “ a friend of the student” [cit.for 16,p.29]. Some linguists , R. W. Pence , H. Whitehall , H. Shaw , introduce  three cases into  English grammar-nominative, genitive (possessive) and accusative (objective) [cit.for 16,p.29]. In the grammars of the 20th century the three-case system was presented ,its  foundation was  the analogy of the pronouns forms, a  structural grammarian H. Whitehall  shared the same idea [62,p.57]. But  H. Whitehall’s theory does not correspond to  the general views of  the structural grammar school : structuralists supports the idea  of two cases - the genitive and the common[16,p.38-45].
Linguists  dealing with transformational – generative grammar were interested in the generation of possible sentences, they did not work on analysis of  the system of cases in English: they agreed  with  the two-case system. The followers of  W.Harris’ ideas  understood  the genitive noun as a concept which developed in the result of the nominalizing process (Mary sang - Mary’s song; Mary has a flower - Mary’s flower)[25,p.38;36,p.89;62,p.48]; supporters of  N. Chomsky’s theory understood  genitive nouns as «primaries, underived»[62,p,56-63]. From corresponding deep structures nouns in genitive case  which are  used in construction with the gerund were derived (Nelly draws - Nelly’s drawings) [62,p,56-63]. «The reason for this lies in the very conception of the model: transformations applied to the deep structure cannot change its meaning, or, to put it otherwise, only structures that preserve the same meaning are treated as transforms of the deep structure: verbal nouns and the corresponding verbs differ in meaning, while gerunds and the corresponding verbs do not» [62,p,56-63].
Still there does not exist a unique point of view on the grammatical peculiarities of the English case system . A number of  grammarians  do not recognize the existence of the category of case in the English noun [5,p.47; 40,p.92). Some scientists  understand  «the ending ‘s as a postposition, a kind of preposition»[cit.for 6,p.28]. Another point of view  proves  that  ending ‘s has become a particle associated with possession. Other grammarians treat  the prepositions of and to as «inflexional prepositions»[ cit.for 6,p.28]. They write  «... once we admit prepositions, or word order, or indeed any non-morphological means of expressing case, the number of cases is bound to grow indefinitely. Thus, if we admit that of the pen is a genitive case, and to the pen a dative case, there would seem no reason to deny that with the pen is an instrumental case, in the pen a locational case, etc., etc.» [cit.for 6,p.28]. A number of traditional grammarians  sharing  the idea of  the system two cases of the  English noun , think that  ‘s stops   to de an ordinary inflexion; it is transferred to  a particle [6,p.20;23,p.68]. The conclusion is -  there are   the following case-theories in the English grammar : 1) the syntactic position, or function is identified with cases. This theory is called  positional cases theory;[6;16;36] 2) the theory speaking of analytic cases, it considers prepositional constructions as cases;[6;16;55] 3) the theory which proves the existence of two cases in the English Noun , it is called the theory of limited cases;[52;54;60] 4) the theory suggesting the complete loss of  grammatical category of case by the English noun (the ‘null’ case theory)[62,p.41] . 
Our point of view is that  the  English language has  the grammatical category of case,it is expressed by two opposed forms  the genitive( the marked member of the opposition)  - the common (the unmarked member of opposition): «both members express a relation - the genitive expresses a specific relation (the relation of possession in the wide meaning of the word) while the common case expresses a wide range of relations including the relation of possession, example: Kennedy’s house vs. the Kennedy house» [16,p.22;62,p.43]. What concerns the English genitive case, it is necessary to add that in the mentioned language  it  is not a classical forms. The characteristics of this specific grammatical form  are:
1) Word combinations with genitive noun  have corresponding noun phrases with preposition (Dickens’s novels-  the novels  of Dickens)[62,p.43];
2) The genitive is for the most part  used  with nouns pointing to  living creatures[16,p.38];
                3)the formant  -‘s is characteristic to  the plural and singular nouns  (: a girl’s doll -  the girls’dolls), this is  not peculiar  to  inflexions of case[6,p.31].
               4)Its marker  demonstrates a loose connection the head of the structure of modification  (Examples: the President of Uganda’s famaly; the boy  I saw on Tuesday’s son)[62,p.47];

The above – mentioned facts are usually used  as a proof of the English noun’s having lost its morphological expression of case. But these peculiarities being rather specific do not reveal  the general state of things . «According to the data obtained by B. Khaimovich and B. Rogovskaya , the -‘s morpheme is mostly attached to individual nouns, not noun groups, to 96 per cent of the collected examples»[44,p64]. Genitive construction with formant –‘s can be replaced   with the word combination noun + of phrase. It is caused more by the stylistic reasons than by the grammatical ones.  The noun with ‘s is semantically  more integrated into  the meaning of the  main noun of the noun phrase than  the noun in the word combination noun + of phrase. From here follows that the construction “the novels  of Dickens” helps  to emphasize  the noun Dickens.[16,p.43] Limitation concerning the use of the nouns with the formant ’s only with the nouns pointing to the living beings is not always observed in the English (the biography’s charm, the record’s imperfection, human nature’s diversity [62,p.47] ). This fact  needs  deeper penetration: in such languages Ukrainian (inflected ones) there are specific case markers  in the singular and in the plural (кімната  дівчинки – кімнати  дівчинок). This can mean that the formant ’s is not a specific marker of the grammatical case in the English language[16,p.47;18,p.30].
A wide variety of senses is peculiar to the English  genitive case  the genitive constructions can be descriptive and non-descriptive [20,p.327;62,p.47].  «The noun can be used in two functions: it can refer to a specific (concrete, occurring in a real situation) entity or to a non​specific (abstract, occurring in a generalized situation) entity»[62,p.49]:
The children’s room - Children’s room.
The / children’s room  (дитяча кімната)(descriptive genitive )
The children’s / room(кімната дітей) (non-descriptive genitive)
 This  construction  can be understood in two different ways . The noun children can in certain cases be associated with  concrete, definite  children (The children’s). The / children’s room  - children’s do not  point to definite children.
«The descriptive genitive construction is similar in meaning to the corresponding common-case construction (a cow’s house vs. a cow house)» [44,p.28].Grammarians  state that «the difference concerns the stylistic aspects of the two constructions: the genitive noun expresses a complex of images, the very substance of the thing while the common noun, functioning as an adjective, performs a labeling function». Our analysis shows that descriptive genitives not always can have the grammatical synonym  expressed by  non-descriptive ones («the people’s houses») [14,p.29].
The construction with the genitive is syntactically a modification structure. It has two members a head-noun and a modifier.  A modifying noun attributes another noun which is a head noun. A  number of grammarians point out that a head noun and its modifier are in specific semantic relations [1;2;6;7;13;62],the content peculiarities of  the sentence that they come from determine their  actual  semantic characteristics     1)«Possessor + Possessed, examples: Jane’s doll; Peter’s hand; John’s sister. The three constructions illustrate two types of possession: alienable (Jane’s doll) and inalienable (Peter’s hands; John’s sister;)» [62,p.45]
2)«Carrier + Attribute, example: Mary’s vanity»;[62,p.45]
3)«Agent + Process, example: the President’s arrival»;[62,p.45]
4)«Patient + Process, example: John’s trial»;[62,p.46]
5)«Agent + Effected (Result), example: Smith’s novel»;[62,p.47]
6)«Circumstantial attribute + Carrier, example: an hour’s delay»;[62,p.47]
7)«Circumstance + Effected, example: yesterday’s newspapers»[62,p.48].
The above mentioned  word combinations  develop  from the relevant semantic types of the sentence. The linguists point out «that construction (1), traditionally called the genitive of possession, is derived from a relative sentence of possession: Jane has a doll - Jane’s doll» ; «construction (2), the genitive of quality is also derived from a relative sentence: Mary is vain - Mary’s vanity[62,p.48]»; (3), «construction   the subjective genitive is derived from a ‘doing’ sentence: the President has arrived - the President’s arrival»[62,p.48] ; «construction (4) derives from a ‘doing’ sentence, too, but it may be also related to a ‘happening’ sentence: They tried John > John’s trial; The King died - The Kings death »[62,p.49]; «construction (5), the genitive of authorship is derived from a ‘doing’ sentence: Smith wrote a novel - Smith’s novel»[62,p.49]; «construction (6), the adverbial genitive is derived from a relative sentence: The delay lasted an hour - an hour’s delay»; and construction (7), the adverbial genitive is derivationally related to a ‘doing’ sentence: «They published the newspapers yesterday - yesterday’s newspapers»[62,p.49].
From everything mentioned above we  can conclude  the following.
Grammatical case is a category formed by different morphological forms of the nouns , on the level of speech substantives, «by any other word or group of words linguistically treated as substantives» which point to   specific connections  between things associated  with  them and other things associated with other words in the sentence.
In his scientific investigation  Charles Fillmore suggests  existence of  such  «semantic universal notions of cases» [28,p 56-72]:

1. «Agentive (A) » [28,p.56]
2. «Instrumental (I) » [28,p.56]
3. «Dative (D) » [28,p.57]
4. «Factitive (F) » [28,p.57]
5. «Locative  (L)» [28,p.58]
6. «Objective (O)» [28,p.58]
The above-mentined cases worked out  by Ch. Fillmore are peculiar to  all languages, only the specificity of their use lies in the fact that  not all of them, in some case none of them have categorical expression  in a certain language[].

Analysis of the theoretical sources demonstrates  that case systems of different languages , even those having  categorical expression, can have a complicated  semantic scheme .Thus, an agglutinative language ,like  Modern Hungarian, possesses  15 cases [4,p.24-25]:

1. «Superessive [super + essere]» [4,p.24-25]
2. «Inessive [ in + essere]» [4,p.24]
3. «Adessive [ad + essere] » [4,p.24]
4. «Illative» [4,p.24]
5. «Sublative» [4,p.24]
6. «Allative» [4,p.5]
7. «Elative» [4,p.25]
8. «Delative» [4,p. 25]
9. «Ablative» [4,p. 25]
 10.«Accusative»[4,p.25]
11.«Dative»[4,p.25]
12.«Sociative»[4,p. 25]
13.«Causalis Finalis»[4,p. 25]
14.«Temporalis»[4,p.25]
15.«Terminative».[4,p.25]
According to the data of our scientific research there exist two cardinally different points understanding of the number of cases in Modern English. Most scientists  suggest the theory of  two cases of nouns in the English language: the common case and the possessive case (or genitive). Some linguists treat the formant ‘-s’ as  the sign for the category of possession not for a case[19;43;45;50].
Several explanations are presented in scientific sources concerning the reason  why there is no grammatical case in the English noun[6;7;16;17;21;28;34,52], the most important of them are  :
1. «The ‘-s’ can be affixed not only to nouns but to whole groups of words, including clauses and he illustrates it by the example “The blond I had been dancing with’s name was Bernice”. In his turn  W.N. Francis considers this fact alone to be sufficient reason to reject the category of case in English»[6].

2. «The “-‘s” is mainly limited to nouns denoting living beings, and a few others, denoting units of time (a week’s absence)» [20].

3.«in “at the baker’s” and “St Paul’s” the “-‘s” is not a case morpheme but a word-forming morpheme»[26].
Analysis of actual use of the nouns with the  formant “-‘s” states that :
Such word combinations as “The blond I’d been dancing with’s...[6] are treated as one syntactic unit, on the level of language they can’t be referred to the grammatical group of nouns, but in the given context, on the level of speech , this syntactic unit is grammatically treated as a noun. If one follows the arguments of opponents of two – case system in English  one could  equally well state  that the English noun doesn’t have  the grammatical category of number because the marker of plurality  “-s” can be added,besides the nouns,  to whole syntactical units and  clauses:

«Life’s full of goddamned if onlys» [69,p.19].
«After all the hellos and kisses and hugs and how-was-its had been given and accepted, the three of them were above in the bar» [67p.132].The lexical units in these sentences given in bold types function in speech as           nouns, they possess the forms of the plural and of the genitive case [16p.35].
2.The stretches of speech taken from the scientific works in linguistics prove that any English noun can be used in the genitive case, it does not matter whether they are associated with live or non-live things  :

«The sentence is filled by the infinitive’s temporary substitute“ it”» [27,p.18].
«The active is a reasonable copy of the passive’s deep structure» [26,p.43].
«Entity, n. a thing’s existence» [48,p.67].
«The word’s use» [40,p.120].
«S. Potter in his article “Changes in Present-Day English” writes: “Another interesting change in current speech is the spread of the “-‘s” genitive inflection of nouns at the expence of the genetive phrase”. Summarizing, he concludes that the traditional grammar rules are now “no longer observed”»[cit.for11,p.130].«It cannot be denied that the words “shop” and “cathedral” can be added to the words like “the baker’s” and “St. Paul’s”»[ibidem,p.130].

Basing ourselves upon the above-mentioned reasons we can state that noun  in Modern English has  two cases: the common case (student, students) and the possessive, or genitive,  case (student’s, students’).

The English possessive case demonstrates that the noun(subtance) that goes after it  is connected  with the noun(substance) used in the form of the genitive case  by the meaning of  “possession” or “description”.

Our scientific investigation also shows that  the genitive case is associated  with the concept  “possession” in all contexts in which a possessive pronoun can be used instead of it :
1. That boy’s room 

          His room.
2. That boy’s notes 

His notes.

     That boy’s nose

His nose.

3.  That boy’s nickname 

His nickname.

     That boy’s love           
               His love
3. That boy’s friendship                  His friendship   
4. The boy’s diploma work
             His diploma work
      5. That boy’s medical check                      His medical check.

The patterns with the genitive presented  above can be associated with the following concepts, respectively as:

1.3. Genitive of Ownership (That boy owns a room).
1.4. Genitive Inclusion (That nose is part of the boy, the nickname is part of the characteristics of the boy).

1.5. Subjective Genitive (That boy is the bearer of the process of loving: That boy loved; That boy is the bearer of the state of being in love; That student is friendly).

1.6. Genitive of Origin (That boy is the author of the diploma work).

1.7. Objective Genitive (The doctor checked the boy’s health).[28;62]
Other patterns of use of the  possessive (genitive) case  are the genitive of description, or the possessive case of property, conceptually it is associated with  the concept of properties or property of a substance or substances , they can be intrinsic (belonging to a thing by its very nature) or  extrinsic (indications of time and space) [11,p. 130].
The Genitive of Description or Property:

Women’s bag       (
               bag as used by men;

                                              their bag)

a minute’s walk     (                  a minute long walk,
                                              its walk).

Another set of conceptual patterns of use of the possessive case in the Modern English language is suggested by Paul Roberts [cit. for 6;16;62]
           1. «Possessive Genitive: The boy’s cap».

2. «Subjective Genitive: Edgar’s question».
3. «Object Genitive: Henry’s».
4. «Genitive of Measure: An hour’s delay».
5.«Descriptive Genitive: children’s play, teacher’s college, men’s overcoat».

6.«Genitive of Origin: the woman’s child, William’s poem»[6,p.27;16,p.43].
The results of our scientific analysis give us possibility to  come to the following conclusions : in Modern English there exists the category of case. It is a two-member category .One  member  is marked with the formant –‘s  (the genitive), another one is  unmarked (the common case): both members are conceptually associated with the notion  “relation” - the possessive (genitive) points to  the relation in the wide understanding  of the word , while the common case is connected with  a wide scope of relations which embraces also  the possession relation. The category of the possessive (genitive) case reveals specificity  of  relations and ,thus, association of the substance expressed by the genitive noun with the substance  designated  by the head-noun..
2.3.THE CATEGORY OF GENDER
The question of existence of the category of gender in  the English noun is still a disputable one. Scientists mostly stick to the point of view that the nouns in contemporary English do not possess this category. This approach is peculiar for such scholars as R. L. Trusk, E. Morokhovskaya B. Ilyish,  F. Palmer [6;11;52;62]. Another group of grammarians  , on the contrary, suggest the idea of  existence of the grammatical category of gender Modern English. Among them are J. Lyons and  D. Biber[20;62]. Recognizing the  existence  of  the category of gender in the English noun  he calls it “ a less important one in English than in many other languages ”[19,p.24]. The results of our investigation presented in this subsection is our attempt  to make contribution  into solving the above- mentioned problem.

First  of all it  is important  to  define what the nature of  grammatical  category is in general.«The term “category” is used to refer to the general phenomenon which is ontologically lingual and which is the lingual representation of some conceptual category »[52,p.45]. It means that for each generalized meaning there must be an appropriate marker. Any member of the category must possess the same generalized meaning and a specific marker.
The conceptual category of gender is associated with female and male gender.

Jane came.  She came. 
Peter came .He came.
In these examples the personal nouns Jane and Peter point respectevely to female and male human-beings. They can be respectively substituted by feminine and masculine pronouns. Such nouns as stone,house,door, pointing to non-living beings, can be substituted by the neuter pronoun it.
-Whose house is it?

-It’s mine.

A girl,a woman, mother,sister point to  female living beings,these nouns can be substituted by the feminine pronoun she.

A boy,a man,father,brother point to male living beings.They can be substituted by masculine pronoun he.
Given above examples show that there is a direct association of a noun,pointing to a living being with corresponding concept of masculinity and femininity. Nouns,pointing to non-living beings,are associated with the neuter gender concept. At the same time neither of the nouns mentioned above  has a grammatical marker of gender. Scientists dealing with  the history of the English language state that «in Old English nouns were divided into masculine, feminine, and neuter: stan (stone), duru (door) and reced (house). Formal, or grammatical, gender disappeared with the loss of inflections»[62,p.47]. 
According to the grammarians’ point of view « gender in inflected languages is a grammatical category dividing nouns into classes for grammatical purposes, namely for declension, agreement, pronoun reference»[26,p.7;28,p.43;62,p.98].As far as we can see of all these characteristics only the pronoun reference remained. 
         The results of our analysis give us possibility  to state  that in Modern English the grammatical category of gender  developed into a purely semantic one. The English nouns are associated with female and male living beings, they point to  inanimate objects but  they lack morphological markers of sexes and inanimation though «the grammatical category implies the unity of grammatical meaning and distinguishing categorical formal characteristics»[46,p.48;51,p.95;52.p.67].
                  CONCLUSIONS  TO  CHAPTER II

Our analyses of   the scientific sources on the peculiarities of  functioning  of the noun in Modern English and the results of the carried out analyses of the factual use of the English nouns  lead to the following  conclusions :
1. The English noun possesses the category of number .It is revealed by the dichotomy  “the plural form of the noun “ – “the singular form of the noun”, it includes the marked member of the opposition ( the plural form ) and  the singular form (the unmarked member) .
2. The category of number is clearly manifested within countable nouns having numeric (discrete) structure. Nouns characterized by  quantitative (indiscrete) structure  are considered to be uncountable . The  category of number within this subgroup of nouns reveals in the context and through their combination with the forms of the verb and other nouns. There can be distinguished the following  subclasses of  uncountable nouns : those which are only singular( singularia tantum) and those which are used only in plural ( pluralia tantum). In certain cases the semantic changes of the  meaning of the noun may result in its   association with the  substance belonging to  discrete concept, then it changes its number reference.
        3. The category of case is a grammatical category of the  noun  which is understood as one  pointing to  certain relationships between objects , it is morphologically expressed by different forms of the language units associated with substances: a noun or any group of words grammatically corresponding to substantives. 
4. The results of our scientific analysis give us possibility to  come to the following conclusions : in Modern English there exists the category of case. It is a two-member category .One  member  is marked with the formant –‘s  (the genitive), another one is  unmarked (the common case): both members are conceptually associated with the notion  “relation” - the possessive (genitive) points to  the relation in the wide understanding  of the word , while the common case is connected with  a wide scope of relations which embraces also  the possession relation. The category of the possessive (genitive) case reveals specificity  of  relations and ,thus, association of the substance expressed by the genitive noun with the substance  designated  by the head-noun.
5. The category of gender of the English noun has recently been the topic for investigation  for a number of the linguists[6;9;10;12;23].The scientists express rather controversial opinions on that matter: by some grammarians it is recognized as grammatical category [50,p45], some analysts of the English grammar consider it to be a semantic category[55,p,78;62,p.97]. We treat this category as an objective, ontological category (it refers to inanimate objects,  to male and female  living beings,), having no regular morphological markers. Taking into  consideration  the  fact  that  besides  the  generalized  ontological  reference the grammatical category must have the morphological expression it is possible to state that there does not exist the grammatical category of gender in the English language.
                              CONCLUSIONS

Our scientific research is  an attempt to make contribution  into the investigation   of  grammatical  nature  of  the  English  noun, in establishment of its essential content and formal characteristics. We understand the essential content characteristics  of the grammatical groups of words called “Parts of Speech” as its reference to a certain objective, ontological category, forming  generalized concept or mental structure.  The formal markers of a part of speech are constituted by essential   morphological  and  syntactic  features  of  its  representatives.
To achieve the mentioned above goals we based our research work on the cognition  laws  which  recognize  the  primary  role  of  ontological studies, whose priorities are  reality and experience []. It helped us find out connection between the particular and the general. Analysis of  accidental and essential made it possible to establish form and content of the lexical units embraced by the grammatical group of words called “ The Noun”.
The main results of our scientific work are the following:

        1. The principles of distribution of the words into the parts of speech  in the analyzed classifications are carried out  in accordance with  different criteria peculiar  to a certain grammatical school. Each of them  have their own point of view on the principles of division of the English vocabulary into grammatical groups. 

For prescriptivists the leading criteria was form, which they understood as «morphological and syntactic characteristics of a word»[10,p.375;11,p.451;61,p.56]. Non-structural descriptivists treated form, meaning and function as the most important parts of speech division criteria .The thing is  that each separate representative of this trend understood the mentioned above  principles in their own way , «preference  was given either to form or to function, usually meaning was  completely neglected».[62,p.19] 

Structuralists’ opinion is that the position of the words in a sentence is the essential and basic  criteria for parts of speech division [30,p.23].The question of classification of the English word stock into parts of speech did not lie in the sphere of interests of  representatives of transformational generative grammars. The theories of  post-structural linguistics rely on  three criteria for parts of speech descrimination: semantic, formal and functional [14,p.28;16,p.21,44,p.67]  . Only the degree of importance of each of those three criteria  is evaluated differently by the transformational generative grammar supporters [6;7;14;51]. Contemporary linguistics divides the vocabulary of the English language into  parts of speech taking into consideration  «psychological and antropological peculiarities of the process of cognition and understands them as  discourse-cognitive classes» [16,p.32;48,p.60]. «The theory considers each element within a certain class to be a “variant” of its ideal representative (prototype)»[16,p.41].

2.Our research  shows  that the use of the structural and  descriptive analysis with the discourse – cognitive approach which makes it possible  to determine all prototypical characteristics of a language unit (semantic and  formal ) and establish its place in the system  of the parts of speech appears to be  the most appropriate way to single out  the lexemes  of the English language into certain grammatical groups(parts of speech). 
3.Our  scientific research  of the actual use of the English nouns showed that  the most exact principle of their classification   is the level of speech. In classifications of this kind  they can be  distributed between  two main subclasses, concrete and abstract. «Concrete nouns represent phenomena of the objective reality that exist by themselves. Abstract nouns refer to conceptually substantivised properties existing in things of the objective world»[46,p.72]. 

Within the abstract nouns  and concrete ones  it is possible to distinguish between  common and unique nouns. A common noun is understood as the one, associated with a  substance which objectively exists by itself , sometimes it can  be  an  abstract notion grammatically functioning as  a substance  of which there is more than one.
A  unique  noun is the noun  which (in a definite context) associates  with  «either a concrete object or an abstract concept which is, according to an extra linguistic context , only one of its kind»[6,p.37] . There exist two classes  of unique nouns and common ones: proper and non-proper. Abstract nouns, in their turn, like concrete ones , are of   two groups:  unique and common, and then they are subdivided  into proper and non-proper («abstract common non-proper count (danger) and mass (friendship, furniture)»[6,p.29]) . In certain contexts some   lexemes  that are considered to be  mass nouns function as count nouns, and  in other contexts as individual ones.

4. The English noun possesses the category of number .It is revealed by the dichotomy  “the plural form of the noun “ – “the singular form of the noun”, it includes the marked member of the opposition ( the plural form ) and  the singular form (the unmarked member) .

5. The category of number is clearly manifested within countable nouns having numeric (discrete) structure. Nouns characterized by  quantitative (indiscrete) structure  are considered to be uncountable . The  category of number within this subgroup of nouns reveals in the context and through their combination with the forms of the verb and other nouns. There can be distinguished the following  subclasses of  uncountable nouns : those which are only singular( singularia tantum) and those which are used only in plural ( pluralia tantum). In certain cases the semantic changes of the  meaning of the noun may result in its   association with the  substance belonging to  discrete concept, then it changes its number reference.
        3. The category of case is a grammatical category of the  noun  which is understood as one  pointing to  certain relationships between objects , it is morphologically expressed by different forms of the language units associated with substances: a noun or any group of words grammatically corresponding to substantives. 
6. The results of our scientific analysis give us possibility to  come to the following conclusions : in Modern English there exists the category of case. It is a two-member category .One  member  is marked with the formant –‘s  (the genitive), another one is  unmarked (the common case): both members are conceptually associated with the notion  “relation” - the possessive (genitive) points to  the relation in the wide understanding  of the word , while the common case is connected with  a wide scope of relations which embraces also  the possession relation. The category of the possessive (genitive) case reveals specificity  of  relations and ,thus, association of the substance expressed by the genitive noun with the substance  designated  by the head-noun.
7. The category of gender of the English noun has recently been the topic for investigation  for a number of the linguists[6;16;26;43;56].The scientists express rather controversial opinions on that matter: by some grammarians it is recognized as grammatical category [50,p45], some analysts of the English grammar consider it to be a semantic category[55,p,78;62,p.97]. We treat this category as an objective, ontological category (it refers to inanimate objects,  to male and female  living beings,), having no regular morphological markers. Taking into  consideration  the  fact  that  besides  the  generalized  ontological  reference the grammatical category must have the morphological expression it is possible to state that there does not exist the grammatical category of gender in the English language.
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                                        РЕЗЮМЕ
Частини мови, зокрема іменник, підлягали аналізу ще у стародавньому світі, за часів Платона (429- 347р. до н.е.), але і тепер, у наш час науковці продовжують сперечатися по питанням, пов'язаними із принципами виділення критеріїв для розподілу слів на групи, що називають у граматиці частинами мови, ще існує багато точок зору на основні частиномовні ознаки іменника. Наша робота - це спроба зробити внесок у вивчення граматичних властивостей іменника, що робить можливим виділення його суттєвих частиномовних ознак.

Теоретичним підгрунтям роботи є 56 джерел спеціальної літератури, із них 4 словника. Фактичний матеріал (всього 2000 прикладів ) відбирався методом суцільної і несистематичної  вибірки із 20 творів англійських і американських авторів. У роботі було зроблено кількісно-якісне описання прикладів, проведено співставлення результатів аналізу фактичного матеріалу із даними із теоретичних джерел.

Робота складається із Змісту, Вступу, Розділу I, Розділу II, Висновків та Списка використаних джерел. У Розділі I розглядається  місце іменника у системі частин мови сучасної англійської мови. Визначаються принципи за якими в англістиці слова об’єднуються у групи, що називаються частинами мови,розглядається проблема визначення іменника. Наводяться точки зору по даним питанням вітчизняних і зарубіжних лінгвістів, а також аналізуються найбільш поширені класифікації іменників. Дається своя трактовка проблем, пов'язаних із визначенням особових і неособових іменників. У Розділі II описується основні граматичні категорії іменника і робиться висновок про ступінь їх значущості для визначення іменника як частини мови. Дається своя трактовка граматичного значения англійського відмінку Posessive Case. У Висновках наводяться результати дослідження.

Основні  висновки нашого дослідження наступні:
1. Існуючі класифікації частин мови базуються на наступних принципах. Прескриптивісти надавали формі значення основного критерію при виділенні частин мови, при цьому формою вони вважали морфологічні та синтаксичні характеристики слова. Дескриптивісти неструктуралістського напрямку говорять про три головні принципи класифікації: форму, значення та функцію. Однак, кожен представник цієї граматичної течії розуміє ці принципи по-своєму, віддаючи перевагу або форму або функції, зазвичай повністю зневажаючи значення. Структуралісти класифікують слова за їх функцією у реченні. Представники школи трансформаційної граматики взагалі не займаються проблемою класифікації. 

2. На наш погляд, основними критеріями розподілу слів до частин мови мають служити їх граматичне значення та суттєві морфолого-синтаксичні характеристики. При віднесенні мовної одиниці до цієї чи іншої частини мови слід брати до уваги рівень мови і рівень мовлення. На рівні мови слова відносяться до тієї чи іншої частини мови у всіх своїх використаннях. На рівні ж мовлення будь-яке слово або група слів можуть бути репрезентовані як будь-яка частина мови.

3. Класифікації  іменників, наведені у підручниках для анппйських та американських шкіл не є зручними для викладання і не є суто науковими, вони не враховують суттєвих характеристик  іменника.

4. Основними критеріями розподілу слів до частин мови мають служити їх граматичне значення та суттєві морфолого-синтаксичні характеристики. 
На наш погляд, основним граматичним значенням іменника є здібність співвідноситись із субстанціями. Їх суттєві морфологічні характеристики – це наявність граматичної категорії числа, відмінка, та семантичної категорії роду. 

5. Іменники - це підрозділи більш широкого класу слів -субстантивів. Субстантив включає іменник, числівник, займенник. Іменник указує на субстанцію, специфізуючи її. Займенник указує на субстанцію, не специфізуючи її. Числівники відображають квонтитивні властивості субстанцій. 
6. Стосовно існуючих класифікацій іменників треба зазначити, що на рівні мови розкласикувати іменники здається неможливим, бо один і той же іменник може функціонувати подібно до іменників різних класів (абстрактних, конкретних, індивідуальних і збірних). Здається раціональним розкласифікувати іменники на рівні мовлення на конкретні та абстрактна з подальшим розподілом на Common та Unique 

7. Специфічні морфологічні категорії іменника - це число та відмінок. Категорія рода є суто семантичною категорією. 
8. Суттєве категоріально-семантичне значения відмінку Genitive Case - це асоціативний зв'язок між двома субстанціями, що виражені іменниками, один із яких вжитий у загальному відмінку і є ядром іменникової фрази, тоді як другий, вжитий у  Genitive Case є його модифікатором.
