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When describing the paradigmatic structure of the word-formation category (SC) in this article,
the classification scheme of R.S.Manucharyan is used [see Manucharyan 1987, 56-57] as the
most fully reflecting the ratio of producing and derived words (PS), the type of opposition, the
specifics of the word-formation meaning (SZ).

The following parameters are distinguished in this classification:

1. With respect to the partial characteristic of PS — SC, identifying series of derivatives of one
part of speech or different parts of speech based on invariant values.

2. In relation to the partial characteristics of the producers — SC, combining a series of
derivatives with the generality of a typical SZ, and SC, based on the generality of an
intertype SZ.

3. According to the ratio of partial characteristics of producing and derivatives — transpositional
(transposing) SC and non-transpositional SC.

4. By the nature of the semantic relationship between derivatives and producers — mutational,
transpositional and modification (in the understanding of M.Finished).

5. By the nature of the semantic relationship between the SCs themselves, the author considers
it necessary to distinguish oppositions of an equipolent, privative and graduated nature,
noting at the same time that "a close correlation, taking on the character of oppositions of
these types, covers only a part of the word-formation categories, which reflects the relative
consistency of word formation™ [Manucharyan 1987, 57].
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From our point of view, according to the main types of oppositions, producers and derivatives
are opposed, and this opposition covers all SC, demonstrating the consistency of word formation,
on which the consistency of vocabulary largely depends.

Nouns with the meaning of singularity are represented by a number of semantic subtypes
implemented by several word-formation types. Russians Russian Grammar, nouns with a suffix -
un(a) of the sunoepaouna, nwouna, pervcuna type are described by the definition of the NW as
having the general meaning of "a single object belonging to a mass of matter or to a set of
homogeneous objects called a motivating word™ [Russian Grammar 1980, 218], and are divided
into three semantic subtypes:

1) words motivated by nouns with a collective meaning, naming one particle of homogeneous
mass (6ycuua, BUHOCPAOUHA, 2OPOUIUHA, KTIOKBUHA, MAPMeNIaouHa, cozzomuna);

2) words motivated by nouns with the meaning of substance, material, naming one piece of this
material (zoouna, scenesuna (sSimple), xorcmuna),

3) words motivated by the names of paired objects, naming one of the identical parts that make
up these objects (6prouuna, rviicuna, pervcuna, cmponuiuna, WMAHUHRA, WMUOIEMUHA —
all different) [see Russian Grammar 1980, 218].

It is noted that motivating singular nouns are predominantly unmotivated nouns (rpan,
3eMJISIHUKA, U3I0M, Yeperulia, etc.).

According to the accepted classification parameters of the UK, "unigueness" can be
characterized as follows:

1. In relation to the partial characteristic, PS is a SC that identifies a series of derivatives of one
part of speech.

2. In relation to the partial characteristic of the producers, it is a SC that combines a series of
derivatives with the generality of a typical NW.

3. According to the ratio of the partial characteristics of the producing and derivatives, this is a
non-transpositional type of SC.

4. By the nature of the semantic relationship between derivatives and producers, these are SCS
of a modification nature, since producers and derivatives are modifications of the
grammatical meaning of an inanimate object in a broad sense.

This is reflected in the "Russian Grammar": nouns with the meaning of singularity fall under the
heading "Nouns with modified meanings", along with names with the meaning of femininity,
immaturity, similarity, collectivity, nouns with subjective evaluative meanings, nouns of stylistic
modification [see Russian Grammar 1980, I, 200-218]. It should be noted, however, that
collective nouns in the generally accepted sense do not act as motivating single nouns, since the
nouns are ropox, mapmenaj, KiokBa, cojoma and pod. they are designations of various
substances, and the collective meaning of some similar nouns is only concomitant.

The logic of the formation of single nouns lies primarily in the need to designate a single object
isolated from a certain aggregate, mass of matter, so that the basis of this SC is the semantic
formula "a real noun (designation of a substance, homogeneous in some respects mass,
aggregate) is a specific noun (designation of a unit of a given substance)”. Nouns formed from
the names of paired or compound singularia tantum (6prouuna, nvicuna, pervcuna, etc.) are
less numerous, characterized by colloquial affiliation and paradigmatic "adjustment” to ordinary
singular nouns.

5. The semantic opposition between producers and derivatives can be described as equipolent,
since both producers and derivatives are semantically labeled.

The paradigmatic convergence of the IC "singularity” and "subjective assessment” is very
significant, which is carried out through the derivative suffix -unk(a) with the meaning "one
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small particle of homogeneous mass called a motivating word" (6éopcunka, ukpunka, kogpeunka,
NecyuHKa, NoLIUHKA, YAUHKA, etC.).

In "Russian grammar" the meaning singular nouns with the suffix -k(a) is formulated as "a single
object (mainly of small size) belonging to a mass of matter or to a set of homogeneous objects
named by the generating word."

Two semantic subtypes are distinguished:

1) words motivated by nouns with a collective meaning that denote one particle of
homogeneous Mass: kapamenvKa, Mapmenraoka, naymutKa, Yeuyika, uwemunka, etc.,

2) words motivated by nouns with the meaning of a substance, a material that name one piece of
this material: 6ymaoicka, orceneska, pesunka, poeojicka, CyKoHKa, wiokoraoka, etc. [see
Russian Grammar 1980, I, 208].

From our point of view, the selected subtypes demonstrate not so much the lexical and
grammatical difference of the producing subclasses as the difference in the real structure of
objects, reflected in the denotative part of the meaning, but absorbed by the word-formation
meaning.

It is noteworthy that the value of a small size is not mandatory for the PS, especially the second
subgroup.

The description of derived words through the SC system allows us to include in this SC
(obviously, not in the nuclear, but in the peripheral part) animate nouns such as kpectbsiHuH,
TOpO’KaHHWH, apMSHHH, TaTapuH, MOPJBUH, MHUPSIHUH, JBOPSHHH, OonrapuH, etc., in which the
suffix -in emphasizes the meaning of singularity in comparison with the meaning of aggregate
multiplicity, concluded in correlations by number of kpectbsine, ropoxkane, apMmsHe, TaTtapsl,
MOp/IBa, MHPsIHE, ABOPsHE, Oosrapsr and under.

In this section, the category of number is most convincingly represented by a category of the
word-formation type, as it was considered by the Moscow Formal School, so the correlates of the
plural also have the meanings of totality, nation, class [see Miloslavsky 1981; Degtyarev 1982].

It should be emphasized that the ratio "singular noun with the meaning of a person™ — "noun with
the meaning of a plurality” (inanimate) in the aspect of the direction of derivation is opposite to
the ratio "substance" — "unit of substance", which, of course, is related to the non-linguistic status
of the nouns under consideration.

It should also be noted the limited locality of the grammatical-word—formation correlation in
question in a formal sense: cf. the absence of the "suffix of singularity” in the correlations memer
— HeMlIibl, y30eK — y30ekH, Bpau — Bpauu, JIOKTOp — AOKTOpa, npodeccop — npodeccopa, CTyAeHT
— CTYJZIEHTHI, etC.

SC "collectivity" combines a number of suffixal types with various intracategorical subclasses of
producing:

1. animate (names of persons and animals),
2. inanimate (names of plants, objects, abstract concepts).
"Russian Grammar" lists four productive types of collective nouns:

1) nouns with the suffix -j-: 6a0bé, roHKEepBE, Aypauné (simple); 3BephbE, BOPOHBE, KOMAPHE
(razg.), nyon€, 6aToXKbE, TpsNbE (razg.);

2) nouns with a suffix. -u’(a): commaths, modepHs, MaTpocHs (simple); peOsATHS, MaJbIIIHSI
(razg.); BomocHs (simple);

3) nouns with the suffix -uj-/-epuj-: OpaTus, NHOHEpHUS, HHXKCHEPHUS, APUCTOKpPATHS,
KaHIapMepHsi, HHTEIUTUTCHIINS, 8 IMHHUCTPALIHS;
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4) nouns with suffix -uk(a): mormartmka, METOJMKAa, CHMBOJIHMKA, TOTOHHUMHKA, CTpodHKa,
CHHOHUMUKA, CHMIITOMAaTHKa (Spec.).

The definitions of the above articles are not quite "word-forming™: "a group of homogeneous

persons, objects called a motivating word", "a group of identical objects (usually persons) called

a motivating word", "a set of phenomena called a motivating word", often with the additional

meaning "branch of science, the doctrine of these phenomena”, and it is emphasized the

collective meaning of nouns [see Russian Grammar 1980, I, 206-207].

Nouns with the suffix -usxk (6epe3nsk, BepOHsK, 1yOHSK, HBHSK, JTO3HSK, IUIMTHAK) are described
as an unproductive type, which is defined as "a set of identical objects (most often plants) named
with a motivating word" [Russian Grammar 1980, 1, 207].

It should be emphasized, however, that nouns with a suffix can have the same meanings
(rpylIHKUK, OpELIHHK, MOXOKEBENbHUK, Oospbimauk, etc.); cf. the definition of the word
opemnuk in Ozhegov's dictionary: “OPEIIHHK ... kycTapHUK CO CheIOOHBIMU ILIOJAMH —
opexamu, a TaKKe 3apociib Takux Kycrapaukos” [Ozhegov 1984, 303].

The generic term kycrapuuk itself is defined as “1. To e, uto KycT ... 2. cobup. 3apocib
kyctoB” [Ozhegov 1984, 270].

The very unproductivity of these types is explained not by linguistic reasons, but by non-
linguistic ones: the limitation of phytonyms serving as productive bases due to a reduction, not
an increase in realities. Focusing on lexical rather than word-formation (more generalized)
definitions does not allow us to fully identify the specifics of the word-formation meaning of
collective nouns.

From our point of view, the concept of collectivity abstracts from the lexical and grammatical
differences of the producing substantive subclasses, combining two semes: multiplicity and
totality.

Additional meanings (a specific subject, an abstract concept itself, etc.) are typical
implementations of standard metonymic formulas for organizing not word-formation, but
specific lexical meanings of a number of the above nouns.

A number of other suffixes are distinguished in the "Russian Grammar":

v yp(a) / -aryp(a) (ammapatypa, MyCKyaTypa, KIaBuarypa);

v' azn(a) (apkana, kojoHana); -B(a) (IMcTBa, 6paTBa, TaTApBa);

v' ap(a) (Mmomkapa), -Bop (a) (meTBopa); -at (mpoJierapuar);

v’ wurer (TeHepallnTeT), -apHii (AHCTpyMeHTapuii); -ad (Keapay),

these suffixes are distinguished in single formations [Russian Grammar 1980, I, 207].

The method of collectivity allows the inclusion of adjectival producers (monomoii (4enoBek) —
MONOOENCD, TOTIBIN — 20/1blMbOA, PBAHBIA — PEAHD).

Thus, the "collectivity” in modern Russian can be characterized as follows:

1. Inrelation to the partial characteristic, PS is a SC that identifies a series of derivatives of one
part of speech.

2. In relation to the partial characteristics of producers, this is a SC that combines mainly a
series of derivatives with the generality of a typical C3.

3. In terms of the ratio of partial characteristics of producers and derivatives, this is a SC of a
predominantly non-transpositional nature, and only for a part of derivatives — transpositional.

4. By the nature of the semantic relationship between producers and derivatives, these are SC of
a modification nature.
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5. According to the type of semantic opposition of producers and derivatives, this is a SC based
on semantic privative opposition, with explicit semantic (and usually stylistic) labeling of
derivatives.

The logic of the formation of word-formation meanings of collective nouns is opposite to the
logic of the formation of singular nouns: not the isolation of a singular from a homogeneous
mass, an aggregate, but the formation of an aggregate based on single objects (in the
grammatical sense).

Singular and collective nouns are paradigmatically correlative subclasses of nouns; their
formation is related not only to the actual derivation, but also to the formation of lexical and
grammatical subclasses of nouns, and word-formatively designed, "identifiable" through
formative design.

In this area, the closest relationship between morphology and word formation, the active
participation of word-formation processes in the formation, development, and differentiation of
parts of speech is clearly manifested.

The paradigmatic connection of singular and collective nouns is manifested, in particular,
through the category of numbers, cf.: osopsnun — Osopsne — Osopsncmeo, kpecmvsHun —
KpecmbvsiHe — KpecnbvAHCmEO, cmydeﬂm - Cmyd@Hmbl - cmydermecmeo; AHSIIUYAHUH —
anenudane, OCmpoSUNAHUR — OCMPOSUMAHE, NPUXONCAHUH — NPUXOIICAHE.

In the first three examples, the meaning of collective plurality is expressed in two ways: both
through the correlate of the plural and through the collective noun (more explicitly, because it is
formantly expressed), and the uniqueness in the lexemes peasant, nobleman is also more explicit
due to morphemic design.

In other examples, in the absence of a word-formation derivative with the meaning of
collectivity, the meaning of aggregate multiplicity is transmitted by a morphological derivative.
/The Suf. -stv(0) is not considered in the "Russian Grammar" among the modification collective
formants [see Russian Grammar 1980, 206-207]. The collective meaning of nouns such as
studentship, acting, and Slavism is considered as secondary, which arose as a result of indirect
motivation from subjective nouns [see Russian Grammar 1980, 266]. This decision seems
controversial, because the first dictionary meaning of the word student is collective. There is also
a contradiction with the morphological description of collective nouns, since when describing
collective nouns, the words studentship and youth are called first [Russian Grammar 1980, 461]./

It is noteworthy that in "Russian Grammar" there is a possibility of considering single nouns in
terms of organizing a graded opposition, similar to the SC of subjective assessment: "This
meaning is usually combined with the qualification of the subject by size: words with suff. -
un(a) usually call objects large or relatively large, with suff. -k(a) — small subjects, with suf. -
unk(a) — very small” [Russian Grammar 1980, 266].

However, it should be emphasized that the above subtle and witty observation reflects only the
possibility of such an opposition, which is realized in a number of cases (epaouna — epaounka,
JIbOUHA — TbOUHKA, MAKAPOHUHA — MAKAPOHUHKA).

In other cases, there is a distribution of formants by types of producers (mex — menok, xapamens
— KapameilbKa, CHe2 — CHEeHCUHKA, cOPOX — 2OpoutuRa, KioKea — ICJZIOK@MHCZ).

Thus, the word-formation categories with the basic meaning of "quantity” show significant
similarities in the paradigmatic organization. These are mainly non-transpositional SCS based on
the same or the same type of word-formation meanings, modification based on a graduated or
privative opposition.

Literature

1. Degtyarev V.l. The category of numbers in Slavic languages: (Historical-semantic research).
— Rostov-on-Don: Publishing house of Rostov. University, 1982. — 320 p.

478 Journal of Language, Literacy and Learning in STEM Education Www. grnjournal.us



2. Manucharyan R.S. Aspects and issues of comparative typological study of word formation //
Comparative study of the word formation of Slavic languages / ed. by G.P. Neshchimenko. —
M.: Nauka, 1987. — 271 p. — pp. 53-58.

3. Miloslavsky I.G. Morphological categories of the modern Russian language: Textbook. — M.:
Nauka, 1981. — 254 p.

4. Ozhegov S.I. Dictionary of the Russian language. — Ed. 16th, rev. — M.: Russian Language,
1984.

5. Russkaya grammatika. In 2 volumes. — M.: Nauka, 1980. — Vol. 1. — 783 p.

479 Journal of Language, Literacy and Learning in STEM Education Www. grnjournal.us



