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INTRODUCTION

The main aim of this work is to study the place of adverbs in the system of
parts of speech in Modem English, their morphological and syntactic structures.

The problem of classification of words into parts of speech is one of the
most complicated and contradictory in Modern English.

No standard language could be used as a means of communication without
its grammar and particularly if all the words it consists of, were not divided into
certain classes or groups. In other words, the classification of the vocabulary into
classes is a very important condition for a language to be used in communication
properly. The main mistake has been that the problem of the parts of speech has
been considered mostly without taking into consideration the syntactic
combinability of words of different parts of speech.

A classification is correct only when it is connected with specific
peculiarities of the language and three interconnected components are taken into
account - semantic, morphological and syntactic functions.

Adverbs make up a rather complicated group of words varying widely in
form and distribution. Their primary identifying characteristic is their ability to
take a certain position in utterances. The nature of adverbs, in particular, their
place in Modem English has been drawing attention of our and foreign linguists.
The problem has been discussed, for example, in the works of such authors as
Professor B.A. llyish [7], Professor M.I. Blokh [14], Professor L.S. Barchudarov
[2], Professors R. Quirk and S. Greenbaum [35], W. Francis [20]. In their works
they study particular problems pertaining to the adverbs. Their approach to this
question is individual. Adverbs are described in such linguistic aspects as to their
lexical-grammatical structure, semantic analysis, position in the utterance.

B.A. llyish in his work “The Structure of Modern English” writes that the

meaning of the adverb is hard to define [27, p. 34].
Indeed, some adverbs indicate time or place of an action (e.g. yesterday,

here), others indicate the property, while others show the degree of property
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(e.g.very). B.A. llyish defines adverbs as “property of an action or of another
property” [27, p. 35].

The definition of adverbs and their classification can be found in the works
of such linguists as M. Ganshina and N. Vasilevskaya. They treat adverbs as words
qualifying an action or a quality or expressing various circumstances in which an
action occurs. According to their classification adverbs fall under two main
divisions: qualifying adverbs which denote a quality of an action, the manner in
which the action is performed or give a quantitative characteristic of an action or a
quality, and adverbs denoting various circumstances in which an action occurs.

In the works of linguists abroad this problem as well as the problem of
classification has been widely treated in connection with their structure. In 1896

the book “A New English Grammar. Logical and Historical” by H. Sweet, a

representative of neogrammatical school, was published [36]. Professor Sweet
describes three main features characterizing parts of speech, namely, meaning,
form and function. According to this classification, adverbs refer to words the
main function of which is to serve as adjunct-words to verbs and to particles [36, p.
44].

A new approach and method of establishing word-classes in English may be
observed in “The Structure of English” by Ch. Fries [21].

He classifies words into ‘form-classes', designated by letters. The form-
classes correspond roughly to what most grammarians call nouns, pronouns, verbs,
adjectives and adverbs, though Ch. Fries warns the reader against the attempt to
translate the statements into the old grammatical terms [21, p. 43]. The group of
function words contains not only prepositions and conjunctions, but also certain
specific words that more traditional grammarians would class as particular kinds of
pronouns, adverbs and verbs.

Professor W. Francis [20] makes an attempt to discuss variants of the
syntactic structures of modification. He is concerned only with the way in which
adverbs may be distinguished from other parts of speech. According to his

definition, the adverbs are “a class of lexical words capable of occupying the
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following structural positions: utterance or sentence-final following a single or
double object construction” [20, p. 288].

Alice Maclin in her work “Reference Guide to English” states that adverbs

modify or change the meaning of other words; they are words that modify a verb,
an adjective, another adverb, a participle, a phase, a clause, or even a whole
sentence [32, p. 135].

Another grammarian Marianne Celce-Murcia also emphasizes that adverbs
are words that modify not only a verb, an adjective, or another adverb, but they can
also modify entire sentences or clauses contributing to them meaning of various
sorts [17, p. 18].

The main tasks of this research work are to study the combinability of
adverbs with other parts of speech, to classify adverbs according to their meaning
and morphological structure, to investigate the frequency of morphologically
different structured adverbs taken from four different sources.

The linguistic methods which have been used are the following: the method
of descriptive analysis, qualitative and quantitative, structural, comparative.

The work consists of the following parts: Introduction, Parts I-1ll,
Conclusion, List of Literature and Summary.

The material for analysis was taken from the books “Selected stories” by

E. Hemingway, “Short Stories” by O’Henry, “The Great Gatsby” by

F. Scott Fitzgerald, “The Grass Harp” by Truman Capote, with the total number of

pages 250. There were chosen and subjected to analysis 1000 words that belong to

the class of adverbs. The List of Literature contains 37 items.



36
CONCLUSION

The present project is dedicated to the problem of syntactic and
morphological analysis of adverbs functioning in Modem English.

The project consists of the following parts: Introduction, Parts I-Il1,
Conclusion, List of Literature and Summary. The material for analysis was taken
from the books “Selected Stories” by E. Hemingway, “Short Stories” by O’Henry,
“The Great Gatsby” by F. Scott Fitzgerald, “The Grass Harp” by Truman Capote,
with the total number of pages 250. There were chosen and subjected to analysis
1000 words which belong to the class of adverbs.

In Introduction the main theme and methods are named.

In Part | views of different scholars to the problem of parts of speech are
presented and the semantic characteristics of adverbs are given.

In Part Il the main point of investigation becomes the morphological
structure of adverbs. Four main groups (simple, derived, compound, composite)
are being described here.

In Part Il syntactic functions performed by adverbs are described. As every
syntactic model represents the “nucleus” and the “environment” of a phenomenon
investigated, description of adverb models is based on the forms of the nucleus
itself and in the connections with surrounding elements.

In Conclusion the main results of the investigation are summed up.

List of Literature contains 37 items.

The methods of linguistic analysis employed in the work are the following:
descriptive, comparative, structural and qualitative.

The main results of the work can be summed up in the following way.

Classification of adverbs according to their meaning and morphological
structure presents considerable interest. The frequency of morphologically
different adverbs from four different sources is presented in Table 1, from which
we conclude that E. Hemingway uses simple adverbs in comparison with other

authors (131). F.S. Fitzgerald and O’Henry are inclined to use compound and



37

composite adverbs more often than other authors (30 and 26), that makes their
style of writing rich, peculiar and especially expressive. All authors favor derived
adverbs.

According to Table 2, from six affixes of derived words (-ly, a-, to-, be-,
ward-, wise) the most frequently used is —ly suffix (80 %); the least frequently
used is —wise suffix (0,8 %).

In the process of analysis of the syntactical structure of adverbs with their
environment it was determined that they function in speech not only as modifiers
which is a generally accepted notion, but also as complements (76 % and 19 %).

Problematic cases when it is difficult to single out the nucleus structure,
constitute 5 % (Table 4).

In the function of a modifier adverb is realized in four basic models: Md +
(V+C); Md + W; Md + CI; Md + Phr. The most frequently used model is Model 1
(37,8 %). The least frequently used model is Model 4 (7,9 %) (Table 5).

The term “modifier” in application to the words analyzed is considered by
many anglicists not quite satisfactory. The term “qualifier” which has already been
used by M. Bryant and W. Francis for adverbs, comprises both the units that
behave themselves as modifiers and as complements. It seems reasonable to use
this term for the units analyzed as the most satisfactory for the contemporary level
of linguistics, as it discloses the syntactical structure of adverbs.

According to Table 6 in combination with different parts of speech the most
frequently used syntactic model is V + D (55 %), and it is the model which was the
etymological base for the term “adverb”.

The combinability of adverbs with the words of other classes cannot be the
only reliable criterion of considering them adverbs. On the contrary, a number of
linguistic factors prove the fact that all investigated elements refer to one part of
speech.

In comparison with other words, adverbs may be considered as the most
movable words. According to the function and the position in the sentence adverbs

can be classified in several ways:
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l. Immediately after the verb.

Il.  Before the verb.

1. Between auxiliary and the verb or between modal verb and infinitive.
V. Between two auxiliaries.

And also:

l. Front-order:;

Il.  Pre-order;

I1l. Mid-order;
V. Post-order;
V.  End-order.

It was noted that adverbs are not identical in their ability to be moved to
another position in the structure. Thus, adverbs of manner and degree are very
closely attached to the word they modify and cannot be moved away from it. The
initial position of adverbs of manner always makes them emphatic. The most
mobile are adverbs of time and place. They can occupy various positions without

any change in their meaning.
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PE3IOME

daxoBa pobOTa 10 3aXHUCTy JOCIIDKYE TEMy CHHTAKCHYHOI Ta
MOPGOJIOTIYHOT CTPYKTYPH IMPUCITIBHUKIB Y Cy4acHIA aHTIIHCHKIA MOBI.
["'0710BHOIO METOI0 POOOTH € JOCHIIKEHHS MICIS MPHUCTIBHUKIB Yy CHUCTEMI
YaCTHH MOBH CYYacCHOi aHTJIIMCBKOI MOBH, CHCTEMaTH3allisl HaWOLIbII
PO3IMOBCIOIPKEHUX CUHTAKCUYHUX CTPYKTYP CbOT'OJIEHHOT aHTIIIMCHKOT MOBH.
3riiHO 3 METOI0 AaHOi poOOTH OyI0 c(hOopMyITHOBAHO TaKi 3aBIAHHS:
— JIOCHIIUTHA KOMOIHATOPHICTh MPUCIBHUKIB 3 IHIIUMH YaCTHHAMU MOBH;
— KkiacudikyBaTH MPHUCITIBHUKHU MIOAO0 IXHBOTO 3HAYEHHS Ta MOP(OJIOTIYHOT
CTPYKTYDH,
— JIOCHIIUTA YaCTOTHICTh BUKOPUCTaHHS pI3HUX 33 MOP(}OJIOTIYHOIO
CTPYKTYPOIO MPUCIIBHUKIB, B11IOpAaHUX 3 YOTUPHOX PI3HUX JKEPE.
Hana poOota 6a3yeThcsi 37€OUIBIIOTO Ha TaKUX METOJaX JIHTBICTUYHOIO
aHai3y sIK OMUCOBUH, SIKICHUM, KUIbKICHUN, CTPYKTYPHUHN Ta MOPIBHSUIBHUM.
HocnipxenHss Oylio MPOBEAEHO HAa OCHOBI HACTYMHHX Jikepes: «BubOpawi
icropii» E. Xewminryes, «OmnoBiganus» O. T'enpi, «Bemukuit IetcOix»
@.C. duypkepanbaa, «Jlicora apda» T. Kanore.
OO6csr nocmimkenoro marepiany ckianae 250 cropinok Tekery Ta 1000 cmis,
K1 HAJIEXKATh JI0 KJIACy MPUCITIBHUKIB.
Pobora cknagaerbcsi 3 BCTyNy, TPbOX PO3AUTIB, BHCHOBKIB Ta CIIHCKY
JITEpATypH.
VY BeTyni chopMyIbOBAaHO TOJIOBHY METY Ta 3aBIAaHHS AOCIIHKCHHS.
VY nepioMy po3/iii HaBEJAECHO TOYKHU 30py 0araTbOX BUCHHMX Ha MPoOJeMy
YaCTUH MOBH Ta CEMaHTHYHI XapaKTEPUCTUKU MTPUCITIBHUKIB.
VYV pozaim I moBa #ae npo MOpQOJIOTIYHY CTPYKTYpPY HPUCITIBHUKIB,
JOCITIIKYIOTHCS iX YOTUPH OCHOBHI TPYIIH.
VY TpeTboMy po3Miii pO3TISAAIOTHECS CHHTAKCHYHI (DYHKIIIT MPUCTIBHUKIB. 3
OrJIsiAy Ha Te, L0 KOXXKHA CHUHTAKCHMYHAa MOJENb CKJIAAa€ThCad 3 «iapa» Ta
«HABKOJIMIIIHBOTO CEPEIOBUINAY», MPUCTIBHUKOBI MOJEN PO3IIIANATUCT 3 TOUKH

30pYy CaMOTro «s1apa» Ta HOro 3B S3KIB 3 OTOYYIHOUHMMHU CIICMCHTaAMM.
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PesynbraTi qociimKeHHsI HABEIEHO Y BUCHOBKAX.

[IpoGnema kmacudikaii TPHUCITIBHUKIB 3 TOYKHA 30py iX 3HAYCHHS Ta
MOPQOJIOTIYHOT CTPYKTYPH MPECTABIs€ BEIUKUNA IHTEPEC.

3rigHo 3 pesynbratamu gociimkenHs E. Xeminryeit y mopiBHSIHHI 3 IHITUMH
aBTOpaMH HaWyacTillle BUKOPUCTOBYE TPOCTI NpuciHiBHUKK, Tomi sk D.C.
diypxepansa 1 O’I'eHpl CXUTSAIOTHCS A0 BUKOPUCTAHHS CKIIAIHUX Ta CKIIAJIECHUX
MIPUCITIBHUKIB, IO POOUTH IX CTUJIL OaraTuM Ta €KCIPECHBHHM.

3 mectu adikciB, ki yrBoprooTh npuciaiBuuku (-ly, a-, to-, be-, ward-,
Wise), HalyacTillle BHUKOPHUCTOBYEThCS cydikc -1y, a cydikc - Wise — pimiire
BCHOTO.

VY xoni pocniJikeHHs: OyJio 3’SCOBAaHO, IO MPUCTIBHUKU Yy CHHTAKCUYHUX
MOJIEIISAX BUCTYMNAIOTh HE TIIBKH K MOAU(]IKATOPH, a i TAKOXK SIK KOMILIEMEHTH.

Y poni momudikaropa TNPUCTIBHUKH MOXYTh BHUKOPHUCTOBYBATHCS B
JOTUPHOX Mozesx. Haiuactiine BukopucrtoByerhes moaenb 1 (Md + (V + C)),
piame Bcworo — mojens 4 (Md + Phr).

Haii6inpimr  po3mOBCIOKEHOI0  MOJICIIIIO, SKa BiJoOpa)kae CTOCYHKH
MPHUCITIBHUKIB 3 IHIIMMH YaCTHHAMHU MOBH, € Mojieib (V + D).

VY mportieci nociimkeHHs 0yIo 3’ 1COBaHO, IO MPUCTIBHUKA MAIOTh BIIMIHHY
KOMOIHATOPHY CTPYKTYpPYy Ta MOXYTh y PEYEHHI 3aiiMatu pi3Hi moswmiii. Tak,
MPUCITIBHUKHA CIIOCOOY JIli Ta CTyNEHs AY>K€ MILHO OB’ s3aH1 31 CIIOBAMH JI0 SAKUX
BOHU BIAHOCATHCS 1 HE MOXKYTh 3aliMaTd 1HIIY TMO3UINI0 B PEYCHHI, TOMl 5K
MPUCITIBHUKHA MICIISI Ta Yacy € HalOlIbIl MOOLTBHUMHU, OO0 BOHU MOXYTh 3aliMaTH
JeK1IbKa MO3UIINA Y peueHH1 0e3 Oyab-SKUX 3MIH Y X 3HAUCHHI.

B po6oTi HagaHOo TIICTh TAOMHIIb, K1 BIIOOPaXKAIOTh PE3YJILTATH SIKICHOTO 1
KUIBKICHOTO aHajizy. BOHM 1maroTh MOXJIMBICTh CKJIACTU YSBJICHHS IIPO
YaCTOTHICTh BHUKOPHUCTAHHSI TPHUCITIBHUKIB Ta TMPHUCITIBHUKOBUX CHHTAKCHYHUX

MOJIeNIel y CydJacHIH aHTJIIHCHKIA MOBI.
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