Lecture 4.
Ways of forming Compound Words.
Specific features and the Criteria of Compounds.

1.1 Specific features of English compound words

A compound is a word composed of more than one free morpheme. English compounds may be classified in several ways, such as the word classes or the semantic relationship of their components.

1. According to the parts of speech compounds are subdivided into:

a) nouns, such as : baby-moon, globe-trotter, address book, blood donor, letter-box, film star, tea bag, match-box;

b) adjectives, such as : free-for-all, power-happy, old-hand, common sense, natural history, diplomatic corps, gray-green, easy-going, new-born, light-headed;

c) verbs, such as : to honey-moon, to baby-sit, to henpeck, to blackmail, to nickname, to housekeep, to proof-read, to stage-manage, to safeguard, to shipwreck;

d) adverbs, such as: down deep, headfirst, splash down;

e) prepositions, such as: into, within, onto, without;
f) numerals, such as : fifty-five, seventy-eight, thirty-eight, ninety-one, sixty-seven, forty-three, twenty-six, eighty-eight.

2. According to the way components are joined together compounds are divided into:

a) neutral, which are formed by joining together two stems without any joining morpheme, e.g. ball-point, to window-shop, general public, space age, long jump, mother-tongue, alarm clock, bank account, washstand, old hand, briefcase, iron-clad;

b) morphological where components are joined by a linking element : vowels «o» or «i» or the consonant «s», e.g. («astrospace», «handicraft», «sportsman»), craftsman, tradesfolk, Anglo-Saxon, guardsman, saleswoman, spokesman, craftsmanship;

c) syntactical where the components are joined by means of form-word stems, e.g. here-and-now, free-for-all., do-or-die, lily-of-the-valley, bring-and-buy sale, washing-up-liquid, Jack-of-all-trades, good-for-nothing, sit-at-home, pick-me-up, merry-go-round, payment-by-the-result, sit-at-home, hold-a-lot-of-beer, up-to-no-gooders, leg-pulling, sick-in-the-mud, breakfast-in-the-bedder, what-if-nucleus, theatre-in-the-round, lady-in-waiting.

3. According to their structure compounds are subdivided into:

a) compound words proper which consist of two stems, e.g. to job-hunt, train-sick, go-go, tip-top, heartache, film-star, double-cross, shop window, whitewash, stremline, sky-blue, day-dream, fire brigade, solar system, fingerprint, paper-made;

b) derivational compounds, where besides the stems we have affixes, e.g. ear-minded, hydro-skimmer, guided missile, baked beans, runner-up, traveller’s cheque, stage-manager, chain-smoker, sky-jacker, tin-opener, horn-rimmed, factory-packed, science-based;

c) compound words consisting of three or more stems, e.g cornflower-blue, eggshell-thin, singer-songwriter, greenhouse effect, one-parent family, golden handshake, labour-government-financed, wastepapper-basket, air-traffic control, fork-lift truck, under-bathroomed, aircraft-launched;

d) compound-shortened words, e.g. VJ-day, motocross, intervision, Eurodollar, Camford, T-shirt, math-mistress, H-bag, X-mas, H-bomb, M.P, G-man, T-shirt, TV-set [4, 69p].

4. According to the relations between the components compound words are subdivided into :

a) subordinative compounds where one of the components is the semantic and the structural centre and the second component is subordinate; these subordinative relations can be different: with comparative relations, e.g. honey-sweet, eggshell-thin, with limiting relations, e.g. breast-high, knee-deep, with emphatic relations, e.g. dog-cheap, with objective relations, e.g. gold-rich, with cause relations, e.g. love-sick, with space relations, e.g. top-heavy, with time relations, e.g. spring-fresh, with subjective relations, e.g. foot-sore etc [22,23p].

b) coordinative compounds where both components are semantically independent. Here belong such compounds when one person (object) has two functions, e.g. secretary-stenographer, woman-doctor, Oxbridge etc. Such compounds are called additive. This group includes also compounds formed by means of reduplication, e.g. fifty-fifty, no-no, pooh-pooh, pretty-pretty, blah-blah and also compounds formed with the help of rhythmic stems (reduplication combined with sound interchange) e.g. criss-cross, walkie-talkie, razzle-dazzle, bibble-babble, chit-chat.
5. According to the order of the components compounds are divided into compounds with direct order, e.g. kill-joy, and compounds with indirect order, e.g. nuclear-free, rope-ripe .

“Stone wall” combination.

The problem whether adjectives can be formed by means of conversion from nouns is the subject of many discussions. In Modern English there are a lot of word combinations of the type , e.g. price rise, wage freeze, steel helmet, sand castle etc.

If the first component of such units is an adjective converted from a noun, combinations of this type are free word-groups typical of English (adjective + noun). This point of view is proved by O. Yespersen by the following facts:

1. «Stone» denotes some quality of the noun «wall».

2. «Stone» stands before the word it modifies, as adjectives in the function of an attribute do in English.

3. «Stone» is used in the Singular though its meaning in most cases is plural, and adjectives in English have no plural form.

4. There are some cases when the first component is used in the Comparative or the Superlative degree, e.g. the bottomest end of the scale.

5. The first component can have an adverb which characterizes it, and adjectives are characterized by adverbs, e.g. a purely family gathering.

6. The first component can be used in the same syntactical function with a proper adjective to characterize the same noun, e.g. lonely bare stone houses.

7. After the first component the pronoun «one» can be used instead of a noun, e.g. I shall not put on a silk dress, I shall put on a cotton one [5, 86p].

However Henry Sweet and some other scientists say that these criteria are not characteristic of the majority of such units.

They consider the first component of such units to be a noun in the function of an attribute because in Modern English almost all parts of speech and even word-groups and sentences can be used in the function of an attribute, e.g. the then president (an adverb), out-of-the-way vilages (a word-group), a devil-may-care speed (a sentence).

There are different semantic relations between the components of «stone wall» combinations. E.I. Chapnik classified them into the following groups:

1. time relations, e.g. evening paper, etc.

2. space relations, e.g. top floor, etc.

3. relations between the object and the material of which it is made, e.g. steel helmet, etc.

4. cause relations, e.g. war orphan, etc.

5. relations between a part and the whole, e.g. a crew member, etc.

6. relations between the object and an action, e.g. arms production, etc.

7. relations between the agent and an action e.g. government threat, price rise,etc.

8. relations between the object and its designation, e.g. reception hall, etc.

9. the first component denotes the head, organizer of the characterized object, e.g. Clinton government, Forsyte family.

10. the first component denotes the field of activity of the second component, e.g. language teacher, psychiatry doctor,

11. comparative relations, e.g. moon face.

12. qualitative relations, e.g. winter apples.

A compound word possesses a single semantic structure. The meaning of the compound is first of all derived from the combined lexical meanings of its components, which as a rule; retain their lexical meanings, although their semantic range becomes considerably narrowed. The lexical meanings of the components are closely fused together to create a new semantic unit with a new meaning that is not merely additive but dominates the individual meanings of the components. The semantic centre of the compound is found in the lexical meaning of the second component which is modified and restricted by the lexical meaning of the first, e.g. hand-bag is essentially 'a bag carried in the hand for money, papers, face-powder, etc.'; pencil-case is 'a case for pencils', etc [7,98p].

The components are often stems of polysemantic words but there is no difficulty, as a rule, of defining which of the' multiple denotational meanings the stem retains in one or another compound word. Compound words with a common second component can serve as an illustration. Let us take words with a common second component, e.g. board-. Board- is the stem of a polysemantic word but it retains only one of its multiple denotational meanings in each compound word: in chess-board it retains the denotational meaning of 'a wooden slab', in pasteboard, cardboard it can be traced to the meaning of 'thick, stiff paper', in overboard to 'a ship's side', in notice-board, foot-board, key-board to 'a flat piece of wood square or oblong'; in school-board to 'an authorized body of men1, in side-board, above-board to the meaning of 'table'. The same can be observed in words with a common first component, e.g. foot-, in foot-high, foot-wide the stem foot- retains the lexical meaning of 'measure'; in foot-print, foot-pump, foot-hold--'the terminal part of the leg'; in foot-path, foot-race the meaning of 'the way of motion'; in foot-note, foot-lights, foot-stone--the meaning of 'the lower part, base'.

It is obvious from these examples that the meanings of the sterns of compound words are interdependent and in each case the stems retain only one lexical meaning and that the choice of the particular lexical meaning of each component is delimited, as in free word-groups, by the nature of the other member of the word.1 Thus we may say that the combination of stems serves as a kind of minimal context distinguishing the particular individual lexical meaning of each component.

Both components, besides their denotational and co notational meanings possess distributional and differential types of meaning typical of morphemes2 the differential meaning, found in both components especially comes to the fore in a group of compound words containing identical stems. In compound nouns eye-tooth--'a canine tooth of the upper jaw', eye-lash--'the fringe of hair that edges the eyelid', eye-witness--'one who can bear witness from his own observation', eye-glasses--'a pair of lens used to assist defective sight', eye-sore--'an ugly or unpleasant thing to see', eye-strain--'weariness of the eye', etc, it is the differential meaning of the second components--tooth-, glasses-, witness-, etc. that brings forth -the different lexical meanings of the stem . eye- and serves as a distinguishing clue between these words.

We observe a similar significance of the differential meaning for the choice of the lexical meaning of the other component in words with the identical second component. In compound words, e.g. wedding-ring, nose-ring, ear-ring, finger-ring, key-ring, circus-ring, prize-ring, etc., it is not only the denotational but mostly the differential meaning of nose-, ear-, finger-, etc. that distinguishes wedding-ring--'a ring worn constantly as a distinctive mark of a married woman' from ear-ring--'an ornament worn in the lobe of ear', key-ring -- 'a ring for keeping keys on', circus-ring--'an arena in a circus' and prize-ring--'an enclosed area for fighting'.

1.2 General characteristics of compounding or word-composition

Compounding or word-composition is one of the productive types of word- formation in Modern English. Composition like all other ways of deriving words has its own peculiarities as to the means used, the nature of bases and their distribution, as to the range of application, the scope of semantic classes and the factors conducive to productivity. Compounds, as has been mentioned elsewhere, are made up of two which are both derivational bases. Compound words are inseparable vocabulary units. They are formally and semantically dependent on the constituent bases and the semantic relations between them which mirror the relations between the motivating units. The compound words represent bases of all three structural types. The bases built on stems may be of different degree of complexity as, for example, week-end, office- management, postage-stamp, aircraft-carrier, fancy-dress-maker, etc.

However, this complexity of structure of bases is not typical of the bulk of Modern English compounds [8,92p].

In this connection care should be taken not to confuse compound words with polymorphic words of secondary derivation, i.e. derivatives built according to an affixal pattern but on a compound stem for its base such as, e. g. school-mastership ([n + n] + suf), ex-housewife (prf + [n + n]), to weekend, to spotlight ([n + n] + conversion).

Structurally compound words are characterized by the specific order and arrangement in which bases follow one another. The order in which the two bases are placed within a compound is rigidly fixed in Modern English and it is the second that makes the head-member of the word, i.e. its structural and semantic centre. The head-member is of basic importance as it preconditions both the lexico-grammatical and semantic features of the first component. It is of interest to note that the difference between stems (that serve as bases in compound words) and word-forms they coincide with is most obvious in some compounds, especially in compound adjectives. Adjectives like long, wide, rich are characterized by grammatical forms of degrees of comparison longer, wider, richer. The corresponding stems functioning as bases in compound words lack grammatical independence and forms proper to the words and retain only the part-of-speech meaning; thus compound adjectives with adjectival stems for their second components, e. g. age-long, oil-rich, inch-wide, do not form degrees of comparison as the compound adjective oil-rich does not form them the way the word rich does, but conforms to the general rule of polysyllabic adjectives and has analytical forms of degrees of comparison. The same difference between words and stems is not so noticeable in compound nouns with the noun-stem for the second component.

Phonetically compounds are also marked by a specific structure of their own. No phonemic changes of bases occur in composition but the compound word acquires a new stress pattern, different from the stress in the motivating words, for example words key and hole or hot and house each possess their own stress but when the stems of these words are brought together to make up a new compound word, 'keyhole — ‘a hole in a lock into which a key fits’, or 'hothouse — ‘a heated building for growing delicate plants’, the latter is given a different stress pattern — a unity stress on the first component in our case. Compound words have three stress patterns:

a) a high or unity stress on the first component as in 'honeymoon,

'doorway, etc. b) a double stress, with a primary stress on the first component and a weaker, secondary stress on the second component, e. g. 'blood- vessel, 'mad-doctor, 'washing- machine, etc. c) It is not infrequent, however, for both to have level stress as in, for instance, 'arm-'chair, 'icy-'cold, 'grass-'green, etc.

Graphically most compounds have two types of spelling — they are spelt either solidly or with a hyphen. Both types of spelling when accompanied by structural and phonetic peculiarities serve as a sufficient indication of inseparability of compound words in contradistinction to phrases. It is true that hyphenated spelling by itself may be sometimes misleading, as it may be used in word-groups to emphasize their phraseological character as in e. g. daughter-in-law, man-of-war, brother-in-arms or in longer combinations of words to indicate the semantic unity of a string of words used attributively as, e.g., I-know-what-you're-going-to-say expression, we- are-in-the-know jargon, the young-must-be-right attitude. The two types of spelling typical of compounds, however, are not rigidly observed and there are numerous fluctuations between solid or hyphenated spelling on the one hand and spelling with a break between the components on the other, especially in nominal compounds of the n+n type. The spelling of these compounds varies from author to author and from dictionary to dictionary [7,83p].

For example, the words war-path, war-time, money-lender are spelt both with a hyphen and solidly; blood-poisoning, money-order, wave-length, war-ship— with a hyphen and with a break; underfoot, insofar, underhand—solidly and with a break.

It is noteworthy that new compounds of this type tend to solid or hyphenated spelling. This inconsistency of spelling in compounds, often accompanied by a level stress pattern (equally typical of word- groups) makes the problem of distinguishing between compound words (of the n + n type in particular) and word-groups especially difficult.

In this connection it should be stressed that Modern English nouns (in the

Common Case, Sg.) as has been universally recognized possess an attributive function in which they are regularly used to form numerous nominal phrases as, e. g. peace years, stone steps, government office, etc. Such variable nominal phrases are semantically fully derivable from the meanings of the two nouns and are based on the homogeneous attributive semantic relations unlike compound words. This system of nominal phrases exists side by side with the specific and numerous class of nominal compounds which as a rule carry an additional semantic component not found in phrases.

It is also important to stress that these two classes of vocabulary units — compound words and free phrases — are not only opposed but also stand in close correlative relations to each other.

Semantically compound words are generally motivated units. The meaning of the compound is first of all derived from the combined lexical meanings of its components. The semantic peculiarity of the derivational bases and the semantic difference between the base and the stem on which the latter is built is most obvious in compound words. Compound words with a common second or first component can serve as illustrations. The stem of the word board is polysemantic and its multiple meanings serve as different derivational bases, each with its own selective range for the semantic features of the other component, each forming a separate set of compound words, based on specific derivative relations. Thus the base board meaning ‘a flat piece of wood square or oblong’ makes a set of compounds chess- board, notice-board, key-board, diving-board, foot-board, sign-board; compounds paste-board, cardboard are built on the base meaning ‘thick, stiff paper’; the base board– meaning ‘an authorized body of men’, forms compounds school-board, board-room. The same can be observed in words built on the polysemantic stem of the word foot. For example, the base foot– in foot-print, foot-pump, foothold, foot-bath, foot-wear has the meaning of ‘the terminal part of the leg’, in foot-note, foot-lights, foot-stone the base foot– has the meaning of ‘the lower part’, and in foot-high, foot- wide, foot-rule — ‘measure of length’. It is obvious from the above-given examples that the meanings of the bases of compound words are interdependent and that the choice of each is delimited as in variable word- groups by the nature of the other IC of the word. It thus may well be said that the combination of bases serves as a kind of minimal inner context distinguishing the particular individual lexical meaning of each component [6, 69p].

In this connection we should also remember the significance of the differential meaning found in both components which becomes especially obvious in a set of compounds containing identical bases.

Compound words can be described from different points of view and consequently may be classified according to different principles. They may be viewed from the point of view:

1) general relationship and degree of semantic independence of components;

2) the parts of speech compound words represent;

3) the means of composition used to link the two ICs together;

4) the type of ICs that are brought together to form a compound;

5) the correlative relations with the system of free word-groups.

From the point of view of degree of semantic independence there are two types of relationship between the compound words that are generally recognized in linguistic literature: the relations of coordination and subordination, and accordingly compound words fall into two classes: coordinative compounds (often termed copulative or additive) and subordinative (often termed determinative).

In coordinative compounds are semantically equally important as in fighter-bomber, oak-tree, girl-friend, Anglo-American. The constituent bases belong to the same class and той often to the same semantic group.

Coordinative compounds make up a comparatively small group of words.

Coordinative compounds fall into three groups:

a) Reduplicative compounds which are made up by the repetition of the same base as in goody-goody, fifty-fifty, hush-hush, pooh-pooh. They are all only partially motivated. b) Compounds formed by joining the phonically variated rhythmic twin forms which either alliterate with the same initial consonant but vary the vowels as in chit-chat, zigzag, sing-song, or rhyme by varying the initial consonants as in clap-trap, a walky-talky, helter-skelter [9, 66p].

This subgroup stands very much apart. It is very often referred to pseudo-compounds and considered by some linguists irrelevant to productive word-formation owing to the doubtful morphemic status of their components. The constituent members of compound words of this subgroup are in most cases unique, carry very vague or no lexical meaning of their own, are not found as stems of independently functioning words. They are motivated mainly through the rhythmic doubling of fanciful sound-clusters.
Coordinative compounds of both subgroups (a, b) are mostly restricted to the colloquial layer, are marked by a heavy emotive charge and possess a very small degree of productivity. c) The bases of additive compounds such as a queen-bee, an actor-manager, unlike the compound words of the first two subgroups, are built on stems of the independently functioning words of the same part of speech. These bases often semantically stand in the genus-species relations. They denote a person or an object that is two things at the same time. A secretary-stenographer is thus a person who is both a stenographer and a secretary, a bed-sitting-room (a bed-sitter) is both a bed-room and a sitting-room at the same time. Among additive compounds there is a specific subgroup of compound adjectives one of which is a bound root-morpheme. This group is limited to the names of nationalities such as Sino-Japanese, Anglo-Saxon, Afro-Asian, etc.

Additive compounds of this group are mostly fully motivated but have a very limited degree of productivity.

However it must be stressed that though the distinction between coordinative and subordinative compounds is generally made, it is open to doubt and there is no hard and fast border-line between them. On the contrary, the border-line is rather vague. It often happens that one and the same compound may with equal right be interpreted either way — as a coordinative or a subordinative compound, e. g. a woman-doctor may be understood as ‘a woman who is at the same time a doctor’ or there can be traced a difference of importance between the components and it may be primarily felt to be ‘a doctor who happens to be a woman’ (also a mother- goose, a clock-tower) [10, 48p].

In subordinative compounds the components are neither structurally nor semantically equal in importance but are based on the domination of the head-member which is, as a rule. The second IC thus is the semantically and grammatically dominant part of the word, which preconditions the part-of-speech meaning of the whole compound as in stone-deaf, age-long which are obviously adjectives, a wrist-watch, road- building, a baby-sitter which are nouns.

Functionally compounds are viewed as words of different parts of speech.

It is the head-member of the compound, i.e. its second that is indicative of the grammatical and lexical category the compound word belongs to.

Compound words are found in all parts of speech, but the bulk of compounds are nouns and adjectives. Each part of speech is characterized by its set of derivational patterns and their semantic variants. Compound adverbs, pronouns and connectives are represented by an insignificant number of words, e. g. somewhere, somebody, inside, upright, otherwise moreover, elsewhere, by means of, etc. No new compounds are coined on this pattern. Compound pronouns and adverbs built on the repeating first and second IC like body, ever, thing make closed sets of words:

|some |+ |body |

|any | |thing |

|every | |one |

|no | |where |

On the whole composition is not productive either for adverbs, pronouns or for connectives [8, 66p].

Another means of word formation is called composition. Composition is such word formation when the target word is formed by combining two or more stems. Usually the first component modifies or qualifies the second one. Compound words are hard to distinguish from free word combinations.

Compound words are words created by word composition: ice-cream, bathroom, horse race

The structure of compound words
1. neutral are such compound which are formed without any linking element. They are build by mere juxtaposition (соединение) of two or more words.

ship-window, baby-sitter, marry-go-round

a) simple neutral compound - consists of simple affixless stem

shop-window, bedroom, sunflower, toy-boy, E-free (без консервантов)

b) derived compound – these are compound with affixes in their structure

teenager = teenag-er, [crash-worth]-ness

c) contracted – these are compound words with a shortened stem in their structure

V-day (день победы) , TV-set (обе основы сокращ)

2. morphological compound- these are compound words with 2 stems linked by a vowel or consonant [Angl]o-Saxon, [spoke]s[man]

3. syntactic compound - are formed from segments of speech. They are formed according the grammatical pattern existing in present day language.

marry-go-round, lily-of-the-valley (ландыш майский), good-for-nothing (никуда не годный), sit-at-home (домосед)

The semantics of compound words

1. completely motivated compounds (понятные по значению) – non-ideomatic

Their meaning can be described as a sum of their constituent parts sky-blue (главная часть обычно стоит в конце – небесно голубой) tea-tester – дегустатор чая
2. partially motivated compounds

One of their components had changed its meaning though the meaning remin as transparent (понятный) football (это не мяч, это игра в мяч)

3. non-motivated – idiomatic a ladybird (божья коровка), tallboy (комод), a horse-marine ( человек, который занимает не свое место) a tallboy – compound word, tall boy – словосочетание (word combination)

The criteria for distinguishing between a compound and a word combination (plural – criteria, singular- criterion)

1. graphic criterion

Most of the compound words spelled either solidly (слитно) or with a hyphen (дефис)

I-know-what-you-are-going-to-say = word adjective

2. the semantic criterion
This criterion is especially important for idiomatic compound. In a few word combinations each component has its meaning.

Ex: blackbird - дрозд - I saw a black bird ( я видел черную птицу)

3. the phonetic criterion
The compound words acquire a new stress pattern. a ‘key a ‘hole – a ‘keyhole

4. the morphological and syntactical criteria
a) morphological
in word combination each component is opened to grammar changes

a tall boy -> a taller boy, a tall boys a tallboy -> a tallboys

b) syntactical
New components can be introduced into a word group (word combination)

a tall handsome boy

1.3
The structure of compound verbs

Verbs are of special interest. There is a small group of compound verbs made up of the combination of verbal and adverbial stems that language retains from earlier stages, e. g. to bypass, to inlay, to offset. This type according to some authors, is no longer productive and is rarely found in new compounds [10,82p].

There are many polymorphic verbs that are represented by morphemic sequences of two root-morphemes, like to weekend, to gooseflesh, to spring-clean, but derivationally they are all words of secondary derivation in which the existing compound nouns only serve as bases for derivation. They are often termed pseudo-compound verbs. Such polymorphic verbs are presented by two groups:

1) verbs formed by means of conversion from the stems of compound nouns as in to spotlight from a spotlight, to sidetrack from a side-track, to handcuff from handcuffs, to blacklist from a blacklist, to pinpoint from a pin-point;

2) verbs formed by back-derivation from the stems of compound nouns, e. g. to baby-sit from a baby-sitter, to playact from play-acting, to housekeep from house-keeping, to spring-clean from spring-cleaning.

From the point of view of the means by which the components are joined together, compound words may be classified into:

1) Words formed by merely placing one constituent after another in a definite order which thus is indicative of both the semantic value and the morphological unity of the compound, e. g. rain-driven, house-dog, pot-pie (as opposed to dog-house, pie-pot). This means of linking the components is typical of the majority of Modern English compounds in all parts of speech.

As to the order of components, subordinate compounds are often classified as:

a) a syntactic compounds in which the order of bases runs counter to the order in which the motivating words can be brought together under the rules of syntax of the language. For example, in variable phrases adjectives cannot be modified by preceding adjectives and noun modifiers are not placed before participles or adjectives, yet this kind of asyntactic arrangement is typical of compounds, e. g. red-hot, bluish-black, pale-blue, rain-driven, oil-rich. The asyntactic order is typical of the majority of Modern English compound words; b) syntactic compounds whose components are placed in the order that resembles the order of words in free phrases arranged according to the rules of syntax of Modern English. The order of the components in compounds like blue-bell, mad-doctor, blacklist ( a + n ) reminds one of the order and arrangement of the corresponding words in phrases a blue bell, a mad doctor, a black list ( A + N ), the order of compounds of the type door- handle, day-time, spring-lock ( n + n ) resembles the order of words in nominal phrases with attributive function of the first noun ( N + N ), e. g. spring time, stone steps, peace movement.

2) Compound words whose are joined together with a special linking- element — the linking vowels [ou] and occasionally [i] and the linking consonant [s/z] — which is indicative of composition as in, for example, speedometer, tragicomic, statesman. Compounds of this type can be both nouns and adjectives, subordinative and additive but are rather few in number since they are considerably restricted by the nature of their components. The additive compound adjectives linked with the help of the vowel [ou] are limited to the names of nationalities and represent a specific group with a bound root for the first component, e. g. Sino-Japanese, Afro-Asian, Anglo-Saxon [10, 52p].

In subordinative adjectives and nouns the productive linking element is also [ou] and compound words of the type are most productive for scientific terms. The main peculiarity of compounds of the type is that their constituents are nonassimilated bound roots borrowed mainly from classical languages, e. g. electro-dynamic, filmography, technophobia, videophone, sociolinguistics, videodisc.

A small group of compound nouns may also be joined with the help of linking consonant [s/z], as in sportsman, landsman, saleswoman, bridesmaid. This small group of words is restricted by the second component which is, as a rule, one of the three bases man–, woman–, people–. The commonest of them is man–.

Compounds may be also classified according to the nature of the bases and the interconnection with other ways of word-formation into the so-called compounds proper and derivational compounds.

Compounds proper are formed by joining together bases built on the stems or on the word-forms of independently functioning words with or without the help of special linking element such as doorstep, age-long, baby-sitter, looking-glass, street-fighting, handiwork, sportsman. Compounds proper constitute the bulk of English compounds in all parts of speech, they include both subordinative and coordinative classes, productive and non- productive patterns.

Derivational compounds, e. g. long-legged, three-cornered, a break-down, a pickpocket differ from compounds proper in the nature of bases and their second IC. The two ICs of the compound long-legged — ‘having long legs’ — are the suffix –ed meaning ‘having’ and the base built on a free word-group long legs whose member words lose their grammatical independence, and are reduced to a single component of the word, a derivational base. Any other segmentation of such words, say into long– and legged– is impossible because firstly, adjectives like legged do not exist in Modern English and secondly, because it would contradict the lexical meaning of these words [6,8].

The derivational adjectival suffix –ed converts this newly formed base into a word. It can be graphically represented as long legs ( [ (long–leg) +

–ed] ( long–legged. The suffix –ed becomes the grammatically and semantically dominant component of the word, its head-member.

1.4 Ways of forming compound words

Compound words in English can be formed not only by means of composition but also by means of :

a) reduplication, e.g. too-too, and also by means of reduplicatin combined with sound interchange , e.g. rope-ripe,

b) conversion from word-groups, e.g. to micky-mouse, can-do, makeup etc.

c) back formation from compound nouns or word-groups, e.g. to bloodtransfuse, to fingerprint etc.

d) analogy, e.g. lie-in ( on the analogy with sit-in) and also phone-in, brawn-drain (on the analogy with brain-drain) etc.

Secondary way of word building.

Sound interchange.

Sound interchange is the way of word-building when some sounds are changed to form a new word. It is non-productive in Modern English, it was productive in Old English and can be met in other Indo-European languages.

The causes of sound interchange can be different. It can be the result of Ancient Ablaut which cannot be explained by the phonetic laws during the period of the language development known to scientists., e.g. to strike - stroke, to sing - song etc. It can be also the result of Ancient Umlaut or vowel mutation which is the result of palatalizing the root vowel because of the front vowel in the syllable coming after the root ( regressive assimilation), e.g. hot - to heat (hotian), blood - to bleed (blodian) etc.

In many cases we have vowel and consonant interchange. In nouns we have voiceless consonants and in verbs we have corresponding voiced consonants because in Old English these consonants in nouns were at the end of the word and in verbs in the intervocalic position, e.g. bath - to bathe, life - to live, breath - to breathe etc [21,86p].

Stress interchange.

Stress interchange can be mostly met in verbs and nouns of Romanic origin : nouns have the stress on the first syllable and verbs on the last syllable, e.g. `accent - to accent. This phenomenon is explained in the following way: French verbs and nouns had different structure when they were borrowed into English, verbs had one syllable more than the corresponding nouns. When these borrowings were assimilated in English the stress in them was shifted to the previous syllable (the second from the end) . Later on the last unstressed syllable in verbs borrowed from French was dropped (the same as in native verbs) and after that the stress in verbs was on the last syllable while in nouns it was on the first syllable. As a result of it we have such pairs in English as : to af`fix -`affix, to conflict- `conflict, to export -`export, to ex`tract - `extract etc. As a result of stress interchange we have also vowel interchange in such words because vowels are pronounced differently in stressed and unstressed positions.

It is the way of word-building when a word is formed by imitating different sounds. There are some semantic groups of words formed by means of sound imitation

a) sounds produced by human beings, such as : to whisper, to giggle, to mumble, to sneeze, to whistle etc.

b) sounds produced by animals, birds, insects, such as : to hiss, to buzz, to bark, to moo, to twitter etc.

c) sounds produced by nature and objects, such as : to splash, to rustle, to clatter, to bubble, to ding-dong, to tinkle etc.

1.5
The meaning of compound words

A compound word is a combination of two or more words that function as a single unit of meaning. There are three types of compounds: Those written as single words, with no hyphenation, are called closed compounds--the word "flowerpot," for example. Hyphenated compounds, such as "merry-go-round" and "well-being," are the second type. Those in the third group, called open compounds, are written as separate words--the nouns "school bus" and "decision making," for example.

Keep in mind that compounds can function as different parts of speech. In such cases, the type of compound can change, too. "Carry over," for example, is an open compound as a verb but a closed compound ("carryover") as a noun and an adjective:

-The money from that line item will carry over to next year's budget.

[verb form]

-The money we used for the trip was part of the carryover from last year's budget.

[noun form]

-Carryover funds can be used to cover a deficit.

[adjective form]

When you don't know in which category a particular compound belongs, first try looking it up in the dictionary. You will see there that some compounds are hyphenated regardless of their function in a sentence. For example, "on-site" is a hyphenated compound when it functions as an adjective or as an adverb: "The team conducted on-site visits" and "The team conducted its review on-site" [10,11].

The real confusion begins when the compound is not given in the dictionary. That is, it is a compound that is being formed for a very specific situation. In such cases, we have to rely on guidelines provided by the style manual to which we adhere. Our style manual of choice, the Chicago Manual of Style, has a lengthy section devoted to compound words--evidence that the rules are not simple [12, 86p].

Unfortunately, on this issue even the fairly straightforward rules about hyphens leave some room for a writer's own judgment. Here is what the Texas Law Review Manual of Style says about using the hyphen to create a compound word: "When two or more words are combined to form a modifier immediately preceding a noun, join the words by hyphens if doing so will significantly aid the reader in recognizing the compound adjective". The "if" clause in that sentence is the tricky part.

One way to decide if a hyphen is necessary is to see if the phrase might be ambiguous without it. For example, "large-print paper" might be unclear written as "large print paper" because the reader might combine "print" and "paper" as a single idea rather than combining "large" and "print." Another such example is "English-language learners." Without the hyphen, a reader might think we are talking about English people who are learning any language rather than people who are learners of the English language [14, 80p].

On the other hand, no one is going to be confused by the phrase "chocolate chip cookies" or "Saturday morning cartoons." In other words, the open compounds (i.e., no hyphen) "chocolate chip" and "Saturday morning" are so well known that there is no room for ambiguity. The open compound "high school" is so common, for another example, that we would not hyphenate the phrase "high school students." We would, however, hyphenate "high-risk" in the phrase "high-risk students."

The other time we must use hyphenation is to join a word to a past participle to create a single adjective preceding the noun it modifies: "a well-intentioned plan," for example, or "a horseshoe-shaped bar." Be aware, however, that we do not hyphenate these same phrases when they FOLLOW the nouns they modify:

-This is a government-mandated program.

-The program is government mandated.

-She is a well-respected student.

-She is well respected as a teacher.

Another basic rule is that we never hyphenate compounds that are created with "-ly" adverbs, even when they PRECEDE the nouns they modify: "a fully developed plan," for example, or "a nationally certified teacher." Here are more examples:

-We sent in heavily fortified troops.

-The troops were heavily fortified.

-All newly employed nurses must be evaluated regularly.

-All the nurses on the eighth floor are newly employed.

-A beautifully designed room can be both relaxing and invigorating.

-The living room is beautifully designed.

For more information about hyphenating adjectives preceding nouns, see our previous tip in the tip archive or in our book of writing tips [12,69p].
Remember these two important points:

(1) We have three types of compounds: open compounds, closed compounds, and hyphenated compounds.

(2) Many of them are found in the dictionary and are not subject to our interpretation, our judgment, or our whim. Start with your dictionary before applying any other guidelines. (On-line dictionaries are easy to use. We favour Merriam-Webster's New Collegiate Dictionary, 10th edition, available. There is also the American HeritagePlan.

Within the class of compound nouns we distinguish endocerrtric and exocentric compounds. In Eurocentric nouns the referent is named by one of the elements and given a further characteristic by the other. In egocentric nouns only the combination of both elements names the referent. A further subdivision takes into account the character of stems [16, 66p].

Type sunbeam
A noun stem is determined by another noun stem. This is a most productive type, the number of examples being practically unlimited.

Type maidservant also consists of noun stems but the relationship between the elements is different. Maidservant is an apposition compound. The second element denotes a wider sphere and the first element restricts the sphere.

Type looking-glass shows a combination of a derived verbal stem with a noun stem.

Type searchlight consisting of a verbal stem and a noun stem is of a comparatively recent origin.

Type blackboard has already been discussed. The first stem here very often is not an adjective but a Participle II: outwork. Sometimes the semantic relationship of the first element to the second is different. For instance, a green-grocer is not a grocer who happens to be green but one who sells vegetables.

There are several groups with a noun stem for the first element and various de-verbal noun stems for the second: housekeeping, sunrise, time-server [12,67p].

In egocentric compounds the referent is not named. The type scarecrow denotes the agent (a person or a thing) who or which performs the action named by the combination of the stems. In the case of scarecrow, it is a person or a thing employed in scaring birds. The type consists of a verbal stem followed by a noun stem. The personal nouns of this type are as a rule imaginative and often contemptuous: cut-throat, dare-devil a reckless person', a murderer', lickspittle 'a toady', a flatterer', pickpocket 'a thief, turncoat 'a renegade'.

A very productive and numerous group are nouns derived from verbs with postpositive, or more rarely with adverbs. ' Cf. blackout 'a period of complete darkness, for example, when all the electric lights go out on the stage of the theatre, or when all lights in a city are covered as a precaution against air raids; also 'a temporary loss of consciousness'; breakdown 'a stoppage through accident', 'a nervous collapse'; hangover 'an unpleasant after-effect', especially after drink; makeup, a polysynaptic compound which may mean, for example, 'the way anything is arranged', 'one's mental qualities', 'cosmetics'; take-off, also polysynaptic: 'can— canter', 'the beginning of a flight', etc.

This type consists chiefly of impersonal deverbal nouns denoting some action or specific instance as in the following example: could just imagine the brush-off he'd had. Other examples are: comedown, drawback, drop-out, feedback, frame-up, knockout, set-back, splash-down, take-in, teach-in and many more.

A special subgroup is formed by personal nouns with a somewhat derogatory connotation, as in go-between 'an intermediary', start-back 'a deserter'. Sometimes these compounds are keenly ironical: diehard 'an irreconcilable conservative', pin-up i such a girl as might have her photograph pinned up on the wall for admiration, also the photograph itself), pick-up 'a chance acquaintance', a prostitute'. More seldom it be pattern is used for names of objects, mostly disparaging. For instance: "Are these your books?" "Yes. They were a very odd collection of throw-outs from my flat."

The group of bahuvrihi compound nouns is not very numerous. The term "bahuvrihi" is borrowed from the grammarians of ancient India. Its literal meaning is much-riced'. It is used to designate possessive exocentric formations in which a person, animal or thing are metonymically named after some striking feature they possess, chiefly a striking feature in their appearance. This feature is in its turn expressed by the sum of the meanings of the compound's immediate constituents. The formula of the bahuvrihi compound nouns is adjective stem noun stem. The following extract will illustrate the way bahuvrihi compounds may be coined: got

discouraged with sitting all day in the backroom of a police station...... with six

assorted women and a man with a wooden leg. At the end of a week, we all knew each other's life histories, including that of the wooden-leg's uncle, who lived at Selsey and to be careful of his diet [9,11p].

Semantically the bahuvrihi are almost invariably characterized by a depreciative ironical emotional tone. Cf. bigwig a person of importance, black-shirt an Italian fascist (also, by analogy, any fascist), fathead a dull, stupid person', greenhorn an ignoramus, highbrow a person who claims to be superior in intellect and culture, lazy-bones a lazy person.

Compound words are words consisting of at least two stems which occur in the language as free forms. In a compound word the immediate constituents obtain integrity and structural cohesion that make them function in a sentence as a separate lexical unit. The structural cohesion and integritiy of a compound may depend upon unity : f stress, solid or hyphenated spelling, semantic unity, unity of morphological and syntactic functioning or, more often, upon the combined effect of several of these or similar phonetic, graphic semantic, morphological or syntactic factors. The integrity of a compound is manifested in its indivisibility, i.e. the impossibility of inserting another word or word-group between its elements. If, for example, speaking about a sunbeam we can insert some other word between the article and the noun, e.g. a bright sunbeam, a bright and unexpected sunbeam, because the article a is a separate word, no such insertion is possible between the stems sun and beam, for they are not words but morphemes.

In describing the structure of a compound one should examine three types of relations, namely the relations of the members to each other, the relation of the whole to its members, and correlation with equivalent free phrases.

Some compounds are made up of a determining and a determined part, which may be called the determinant and the determinate. The second stem, in our case ream, is the basic part, the determinates. The determinant sun serves to differentiate it from other beams. The determinate is the grammatically most important part which undergoes inflection; of sunbeams, bothers-in-law, passers-by.

There are non-idiomatic compounds with a perfectly clear motivation. Here the meanings of the constituents add up in creating the meaning of the whole and name the referent either directly or figuratively. Thus, when the combination seaman was first used it was not difficult to understand that it meant 'a man professionally connected with the sea. The word differentiated in this way a sailor from the rest of mankind. When aviation came into being the same formula with the same kind of motivation was used to coin the compound airman, and also aircraft and airship to name the machines designed for air-travel, differentiating them from sea-going craft. Spaceman, spacecraft and spaceship built on the model of airman, aircraft and airship, are readily understood even when heard for the first time. The semantic unity of the compounds seaman, airman, spaceman, aircraft, spacecraft, airship and spaceship is based on the fact that, as the conquest of sea, air and outer space advanced, new notions were created, notions possessing enough relevant distinctive features to ensure their separate existence. The logical integrity of the combinations is supported by solid spelling and by the unity of stress. Such transparent compounds can be transformed into free phrases: air-mail mail conveyed by air.

The semantic integrity of a compound is on the other hand very often idiomatic in its character, so that the meaning of the whole is not a mere sum of its elements. A compound is often very different in meaning from a corresponding syntactic group. Thus, a blackboard is very different from a black board. Its essential feature is being a teaching aid: not every board of a black colour is a backboard. A blackboard may be not a board at all but a piece of linoleum or some other suitable material. Its colour is not necessarily black: it may be brown or something else. Thus, blackboard a board which is black. A chatterbox is not a box, is a person who talks a great deal without saying anything important; the combination is used only figuratively. The same metaphorical character is observed a the compound slowcoach. It is also idiomatic as it does not name a vehicle but a person who acts and thinks slowly. A fuss-pot is a person easily excited and pervious about trifles. Thus far the original motivation of the idiomatic compound could aid be easily re-created, The following examples illustrate idiomatic compounds ere it is not so obvious: blackhg 'strikebreaker', blackmail 'getting money, or me other profit from a person by threats', bluestocking 'a woman affecting literary Easters and learning' [14,26].

The analysis of the semantic relationship existing between the constituents of a compound presents many difficulties. Some authors have attempted a purely

theoretical interpretation distinguishing copulative, existential, spatial and other connections. This scheme, however, failed to show the linguistic essence of impounds and was cumbersome and artificial.

A mistake common with many authors is treating semantic connections within compounds in terms of syntactic relations. Marchland, for instance, -when analyzing the type house-keeping, backbiting, housewarming, bookkeeping, sightseeing, etc. Writers: "In most cases the first word is the object, A subject/predicate relation underlies earthquaking, cock - crowing, cock-fighting, sunburning... The first word Is the predicate complement in well-being and short-coming.

N. G. Guterman very convincingly showed that such syntactic treatment should be avoided because syntactic ties are ties between words, whereas in dealing with compounds one studies relations within a word, the relations between the morphemes, its significant constituents. These two series of relations belong to different levels of abstraction and should not be mixed. In the compound spacecraft space- is not an attribute to -craft. It cannot possess syntactic functions, being not a word but a stem. So it is more convenient to consider it a determinant restricting the meaning of the determinates by expressing the purpose for which -craft is designed : the medium in which it will travel. Surely, one could combine these two points of view using a more careful wording, and formulate it as follows: phrases correlated with compounds by means of transformational analysis may show objective, subject/predicative, attributive and adverbial relations. E.g. house-keeping :: to keep house, well-being :: to be well In the majority of cases compounds manifest some restrictive relationship between the constituents; the types of restrictions show great variety [12, 92p].

A killjoy person who throws gloom over social enjoyment' not 'kill1 and the case is different from the slow-coach above, as in the free phrase 'kill' is a verb in the Imperative Mood and 'joy' is a noun : action of this verb is directed. A phrase of this type cannot be used whereas the predicative function is typical of the compound killjoy art of the determinatum is obviously missing, it is implied and under-: formally expressed. Marchland considers these words as having a zero linatum stem and calls such compounds exocentric, because their ileatum lies outside as opposed to the endocentric: sunbeam, blackboard, wall-flower. Absence of formal determinatum results in the tendency to append the real ending to the element that happens to be final. Thus, brothers-in-law but s-fa e.g. There is this fool convention in English publishing that you don't name ace ou're writing about, in case the unpleasant characters in the story turn out ble the mayor's in-laws.

