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OCCURRENCE AND THE TYPES OF THE SUBSTANTIVIZATION

Occurrence of the Substantivization as one of manifestations of the language units transposition to noun
category is long time topic of research of the scientists. However up to this moment there are disputable and
debatable some questions of the Substantivization, as the identification of the nature and types of the
substantivization. In this article reviews importance of the broadening definition of a Substantivization in
Kazakh lainguage, not only confining with adjective and participle as in commonly accounting in a Kazakh
philology. Article points that it relevant to differentiation different types of Substantiviziation to aims above.
Reviews complete, occasional, elliptical, metasubstantivization and other types if substantivization in Kazakh
language in instance of applying numerals and adverbs as the nouns.

Key words: Substantivization, types of substantivization, complete, occasional, elliptical, metasu-
bstantivization, substantivization of the numerals and adverbs.
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Cyb6cTaHTMBaUUSAHIH (heHOMEHi XXaHe OHbIH TUNTepi

CybcTaHTuBaumMsHbIY, Tingeri eHOMeHi TpaHCno3unuusHiH, Gip Typi peTiHae epTedeH fanbiMAapablH
HasapblHAa. bipak kenbip oHbIH Macernenepi ocbl yakblTKa LWeWiH ANCKYCCUSNbIK TYpiHAE Kanbin Typ, Mbicanbl,
OHbIH TYyN HyCKacbl X8He OHbIH TUNTEepi CUSKTI KenTereH cypaktap. byn makanaga kasak Tin GinimiHiH
weHbepiHae cybcTaHTMBaUUA NPOLECCIH YFbiMObl KEHEWTY Keperi AereH Macerie KOWMbINbIMN, OfaH CaH
ecimaepmeH ycTeynepgiH cybCcTaHTMBTENeyiH KOCyi Kepek eKeHiH TarnkbinayFa canblHbil - OTbIp.
Makanagakasak TiniHgeri ke3geceTiH cybcTaHTMBaUMSIHBIH, TUNTEpiH AuddepeHumanayabiH, — KeperiH
anTbinagbl. TonblK, OKka3noHanaplk, MmetacybcTaHTMBaums TUNTEPi caH eciMaepMeH ycTeynepain Tinge xwi
Ke3[eceTiH 3aT eciMre aycbly kapacTbipbinaabl.

TyniH cespep: cybcTaHTMBaUMSA, CyOCTaHTMBAUMSHbIH TUNTEpPi, TONbIK, OKKasnoHanablK,
MeTacybGcTaHTUBaLWS, CaH eciMaepMeH ycTeynepain cybcTaHTuBneyi.
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®deHOMeH cy6CcTaHTUBALMU U €€ TUNbI
AsbikoBow d)eHOMeH Cy6CTaHTMBaLI,I/1VI Kak ogHoro m3 I'IpOFlBJ'IeHVIIZ TPaHCNO3nLUNN A3bIKOBbIX €OUHUL B Knacc
CylleCTBUTENbHbIX OaBHO MpuBJieKaeT BHUMaHWE Y4eHbIX. O,D,HaKO A0 CuX nop OoCTakTCA AUCKYCCUOHHbIMU
HEeKOTOopble BOMNpOChHI Cy6CTaHTVIBaLlI/IVI, Takue, Kak, Harnpumep, BbiaBieHe npupoabl CyﬁcTaHTI/IBaLl,I/II/I, ee TMnoB un



ap. B cratbe craBuTCA BOMPOC 0 HEOBXOAMMOCTU PacLUMPUTL MOHSITUE CyBCTaHTUBaLMM B Ka3axCKOM $i3blke, He
orpaHu4MBasi ero TONbKO MEPEXOAOM MpuraraTeribHbIX ¥ NPUYacTWii, Kak 3TO TPaauUMOHHO paccMaTpuBaeTcsl B
Ka3axckoMm 3blko3HaHWK. B cTaTbe ykasbiBaeTcs, YTO AN 3Toro Heobxoaumo AuddepeHuMpoBaTb pas3nnyHbie
TUNbl cyb6ecTaHTuBaumn. PaccmatpuBatoTcs nonHas, okkasmoHanbHas, annunTudeckas, metacybcTaHTMBaumst n ap.
TUNbI CyGCTaHTMBALMM B KA3axCKOM 13blke Ha NpuMepe UCNONb30BaHWsA UMEH YUCIUTENbHBIX U Hapeyuii B kKayecTBe
CYLLECTBUTENbHbIX.

KnioueBble cnoBa: cybctaHTMBauus, Tunel cybctaHTMBaLmMK, NomnHas, okkasmoHanbHas, annunTuieckas,

MeTacyOCTaHTUBaLUNS, Cy6CTaHTUBALMA YNCUTESIbHBIX M HAPEUNA.

Amirova Zh.R. Introduction

Substantivization as the manifestation of the language transposition (latin — transposition — «transpo-
sition») (Lingvistichiskiencyclopedicheskyislovar, 1990:519) represents spread in different languages as
the application different parts of the speech in the function of the noun and sometimes as the complete
transition to the noun class. Up to this moment still is relevant and debatable questions of the detection of
a substanivization nature, its types and research other aspects of the substantivization. The complexity of
this linguistic phenomenon is indicated by the fact that substantiation has long been considered only as a
purely grammatical phenomenon in the section of the doctrine of parts of speech. From the second half of
the twentieth century, substantivization began to be researched as an independent object of word for-
mation by Western European and Russian scientists Paul H. (Paul, 2013), Al Smirnitsky (Smirnitskij,
1955:31), VV Lopatin (Lopatin,1967:205).

In Kazakh linguistics, as in Turkic studies in general, the grammatical approach to this phenomenon
of language also prevailed. Traditionally, the phenomenon of substantivation was considered in
connection with the identification and definition of parts of speech (K. Akhanov (Ahanov, 1993:496), M.
Tomanov (Tomanov, 2002: 616), etc.). The morphological approach to the definition of substantivation
was replaced by the syntactic one: the works of M. Balakayev (Balakaev, 1957:123), R. Amirov (Amirov,
1972: 180), etc. Since the end of the 20th century, substantivization in Kazakh linguistics has been
studied as a word forming phenomenon — (Kh. Netaliyeva (Netalieva,1963: 21), A. Salkynbai
(Salkunbai,1996: 96), and others).

In the new Academic Grammar of the Kazakh language — «Kazakh grammaticals» (Kazakh
grammatikasu, 2002), a special section was devoted to the substantiation issue in the general section «
Cezxacam» («Word formationy): «OeTTe ChIH eciMaep MEH eciMmIienep CyOCTaHTUBTEHENi, OJap.IbIH
MarblHAChl 3aTTaHalbl, 3aTTHIK JepOecTiK ayiazbpl. MyHAall ce3zep 3ar €ciM CHUSKTBI CemTesel,
ToyenaeHe i, kenteneAi ... ColTin cyOCTaHTHB 3aT e€ciMJiep JACIM, MaFbIHAHBI TYIMKUIIKTI 3aTTBHIK CUIAT
aiFaH, xanray KaObuigay Kadineri Oap ChIH eciMep MeH eciMienepai aiTaabl. Jlemex, Oymapabl xai 3at
eciMIep CHSIKTBI, TYOIp, TYBIHIIBI )KOHE KYpeIi CHIKTHI YiI Typae cunartanaab» (Kazakh grammatikasu,
2002: 339).

As follows from the above quotation, adjectives and participles in the Kazakh language are usually
substantivized, their values acquire objectivity, objective certainty. Similar words, like nouns, tend,
acquire categories of possessiveness and plural. In the Kazakh grammar, it is further noted that substan-
tive nouns are adjectives and participles that have acquired the meaning of an object and the ability to
attach endings. In addition, they, like ordinary nouns, are divided into non-derivatives, derivatives and
complex (Kazakh grammatikasu, 2002: 339).

According to the conventional point of view, substantivization only extends to the passage of adjectives
and participles, while substantiation of other parts of speech is considered occasional. For the first time in
our work (Amirova, 2009: 232) the question was raised about the necessity of differentiating different
types of substantivization in the Kazakh language. In our opinion, it is necessary to separate other kinds
of substantivization from occasional substantiation: metasubstantiation, elliptical substantivation, etc.
Experiment

Substantivization of numerals of different lexical and grammatical categories in the Kazakh language has

become widespread, therefore we will show on its example different types of substantivization. The
affix possessiveness serves as an indicator of the substantivization of quantitative numerals in the
Kazakh language, as well as of other nominal

parts of speech.
becimoe oxy Olncin nem,
Ara-aHa Oepni cabakka.

On becime KenreHse,
apIIbiFa, OYpKIT KepreHe



Kyc canbim xypaiM cepyenne

Epkinzen mbFbIn a3aTka.

(LIskopim. becimae oky Giiciu zerr...)

Becimoe, on becim — «in my fivey, «to my fifteen» — in the Kazakh language express the concept of age
without any context, as in the above poem. Consequently, this is not occasional, but true sub-
stantivization. Without an affix of possessiveness, quantitative numerals usually denote a school mark for
academic achievement:

MareMaTrKagaH «Hecy ajbiM, OpbIC TimiHEeH «mopmy anasiM (from informal speech)

O.M. Kim (Kim, 1992: 6) considered similar instances of substantivation in the Russian language as

metasubstantiation, as a means of indicating the sign to itself. In this example, the substantivized nu-
merals 5 and 4 are taken quoted, indicating a me
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Occurrence and the Types of the Substantivization ta-label for their use, i.e. a mark «five» and a mark «four.
Thus, this is a case of metasubstantiation, rather than occasional substantiation.

Substantivized in the Kazakh language and collective numerals. The most commonly substantively
used are collective numerals, formed from quantitative from two to seven:exey, ywey, mopmey, becey,

anmay, scemey. For instance:

Anmay ana 6onca,

AybI31aFbl KETEi.

Tepmeytyren Goinca,

Tebeneri kesemi. (Maka)

The use of collective numbers in substantivized form without affixes of possessiveness as a whole is
not characteristic of the Kazakh language. Generally, collective numerals result in substantivization from
the affixes of possessiveness and / or plural. For instance, in this example, the substantiation index is the

affix of the possessiveness-mis:
Tloe3man Tyce calIbIK Ta yuteyimizyII )KaKKa KyTipe KOHEIIIK.
(F. Mycpenos. Atakrsl oHII Maiipa)

The previous context, which is not given because of its voluminousness, makes it clear that we are
talking about three fellow travelers on the train. In addition, the Kazakh language is characterized by the
use of 6iz exeymiz, 6iz mopmeymizand etc.

The previous context, which is not given because of its voluminousness, makes it clear that we are
talking about three fellow travelers on the train. In addition, the Kazakh language is characterized by use,
etc. As in the following example:

baruxa. ... Ceiircem, onri 6i30iy mopminwiniz — bopibail kepuIiHiH 0anacklH YPBIN TACTAINTHI.
(©.Tapazu. ThIHBIII KOLIEET] KOTiIIip Yii)

Similar facts testify to elliptic substantiation, i.e. about the omission of the noun(for e.g.: mepminuwi
6anameiz)or pronounéiz (for e.q.: 6iz0iy mepminwimi)

In the following example, the indicator of the elliptic substantiation of the collective numeral exey is

also the affix of the dative case -xe:

Exeyine Hazap OypJbl €11 epek,

OiliTKeHi oap JapbIHIBL €11l KepeMeT.

(M. [IaxaHoB. ApmaH)

Often the ordinal numerals are substantiated: Gipinwi, exinwi, ywinwi and others with the omission of
the word being determined. For instance, in the example below of the elliptic substantiation, the word
«tree» from the previous context is omitted:

Exinwicin omueiK, Kilpek.

(M. Marayun. Koc Ara)

So, in the following example, from the poem the order number numerals «second» and «fifth» are used
substantively, with the omission of the word «yerkek», as follows from the title of the poem «The Fifth
Many:

EKIHIIITHI mib11aMCBI3IbIK aJaCThIPIbI KOJIBIHAH,

CoCBIH KalTCiH, ycTail canapl 6acka oieN iy KOIbIHaH.

Tex BECIHIIII epepTeH KybIH XKeTepiHe CeHesl.

Cout Hecinui— eH GaKbITThI ePKEKTIH
ApmaHnaiiMbIH OosicaM-ay e TOWBIHAA.
(M. IIaxaHoB. becinii epkek)

(*The writing of numerals with the capital letter of the author — the poet M. Shakhanov — Zh.A.).



The author’s emphasis is intended to draw the attention of the reader to the general idea of a poetic work:
not the FIRST, not the SECOND, but only the Fifth of all men is capable of such an act — to go to the end
and believe. Therefore, in this example, complete substantivation is shown, due to the similarity of
ordinal numbers in their syntactic function to adjectives. Like the adjective, ordinal numerals easily pass
into a noun.

Similar cases of elliptical substantivation are frequency in colloquial speech when you designate vehicles
by their numbers, for example: «orceminwi» — «the seventhy» (bus, train, trolley bus, etc.).

Let us also consider examples of other kinds of substantivization of adverbs as immutable words.

The adverb of kasip «now» although used in the example below is substantial: in the quality and in the
position of the noun (subject), but remained in an unchangeable form, because in this case we have
another form of substantivation — metasubstantiation (according to O.M Kim [14]). When metasubstanti-
vatsii the word, in this case — the adverb — appears as a meta-sign pointing to the concept of «word
orword,» and is quoted:

JKepre Tycin xasy xypemin», — neimin. «Kasip, kasip ...» — aeiiai aram. «Kazipyae OiTTi.

(M. Marayun. Koc arar)

The following example is interesting in that, with substantiation, the adverb acquires the caseXa6apurs.
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mark «five» and a mark «four». Thus, this is a case of metasubstantiation, rather than occasional
substantiation.

Substantivized in the Kazakh language and collective numerals. The most commonly substantively
used are collective numerals, formed from quantitative from two to seven:exey, ywey, mopmey, becey,
anmay, scemey. For instance:

Anmay ana 6onca,

AybI31aFbl KETEi.

Tepmeytyren 6oica,

Tebeneri kesemi. (Makan)

The use of collective numbers in substantivized form without affixes of possessiveness as a whole is
not characteristic of the Kazakh language. Generally, collective numerals result in substantivization from
the affixes of possessiveness and / or plural. For instance, in this example, the substantiation index is the
affix of the possessiveness-mis:

Tloe3man Tyce calJIbIK Ta yureyimizyII )KaKKa KyTipe KOHEIIIK.

(F. Mycpenos. Artakrel oHIi Maiipa)

The previous context, which is not given because of its voluminousness, makes it clear that we are
talking about three fellow travelers on the train. In addition, the Kazakh language is characterized by the
use of 6iz exeymiz, 6iz mopmeymizand etc.

The previous context, which is not given because of its voluminousness, makes it clear that we are
talking about three fellow travelers on the train. In addition, the Kazakh language is characterized by use,
etc. As in the following example:

baruxa. ... Ceiircem, onri 6i30iy mopminwiniz — bopibail kKepuIiHiH 0anacklH YPBIN TACTAINTHI.
(©.Tapazu. ThIHBIII KOLIECT] KOTIIip Yii)

Similar facts testify to elliptic substantiation, i.e. about the omission of the noun(for e.g.: mepminuwi
6anameiz)or pronounéiz (for e.q.: 6iz0iy mepminwimi)

In the following example, the indicator of the elliptic substantiation of the collective numeral exey is
also the affix of the dative case -ue:

Exeyine Hazap OypJIbl €11 epek,

OiiTKeHi oap JapBIHIBL €11l KepeMeT.

(M. [lIaxaHoB. ApmaH)

Often the ordinal numerals are substantiated: Gipinwi, exinwi, ywinwi and others with the omission of
the word being determined. For instance, in the example below of the elliptic substantiation, the word

«tree» from the previous context is omitted:

Exinwicin ommenik, Kimipex.

(M. Marayun. Koc Arar)

So, in the following example, from the poem the order number numerals «second» and «fifth» are used
substantively, with the omission of the word «yerkek», as follows from the title of the poem «The Fifth
Many:

EKIHIIITHI mib11aMCBI3IbIK aJaCThIPIbI KOJIBIHAH,
CoCBIH KalTCiH, ycTail canapl 6acka oieN iy KOIbIHaH.

Tex BECIHIIII epteH KyBbII KeTepiHe CEHEeli.

Cout Hecinui— eH GaKbITThI EPKEKTIH



ApmaHpmaiiMbeIH GorcaM-ay aen TOHBIH/A.

(M. IlaxaxoB. Becinmri epkek)

(*The writing of numerals with the capital letter of the author — the poet M. Shakhanov — Zh.A.).

The author’s emphasis is intended to draw the attention of the reader to the general idea of a poetic work:
not the FIRST, not the SECOND, but only the Fifth of all men is capable of such an act — to go to the end
and believe. Therefore, in this example, complete substantivation is shown, due to the similarity of
ordinal numbers in their syntactic function to adjectives. Like the adjective, ordinal numerals easily pass
into a noun.

Similar cases of elliptical substantivation are frequency in colloquial speech when you designate vehicles
by their numbers, for example: «owceminwi» — «the seventhy (bus, train, trolley bus, etc.).

Let us also consider examples of other kinds of substantivization of adverbs as immutable words.

The adverb of kazip «now» although used in the example below is substantial: in the quality and in the
position of the noun (subject), but remained in an unchangeable form, because in this case we have
another form of substantivation — metasubstantiation (according to O.M Kim [14]). When metasubstanti-
vatsii the word, in this case — the adverb — appears as a meta-sign pointing to the concept of «word or
word,» and is quoted:

JKepre Tycin xasy xypemin», — neimin. «Kasip, kasip ...» — aeiiai aram. «Kazipyae OiTTi.
(M. Marayun. Koc arar)

The following example is interesting in that, with substantiation, the adverb acquires the case
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instrumental case, expressed by the affix -

QOOOOVOOO, which, it would seem, speaks of the systemativeness of this manifestation of
substantivization:

«KoKeMHIH KOHBIp JayChlH MaHa ecTiceM Jie Kaifranamn alTKaH callblH «Ka3ip-Kazipmeny ol )KaThIPMBIH.»
(M. Xacenyst. CoHap)

The literally: «Although | hear the pleasant voice of my father, several times repeating the same thing,
withy now-now «still lie». Let’s consider one more interesting case of occasional substantivation. The
name of the Almaty cafe «Kazipazip» is translated as «Now it is ready». In this case, the typical phrase of
the waiter: «Now (will) be ready», — used as a name, i.e. as a nominative, noun. Originality,
expressiveness characterize this substantivatist as occasionalism. Consequently, we have before us an
example of occasional substantialation as a phenomenon of a non-systemic, but rather opposed to the
linguistic system.

Results and discussion. This form of substantivization is, undoubtedly, conversational (see R.
Amirov’s work [9]), and, as a phenomenon of colloquial speech, has its characteristic feature, namely:
expressiveness. Expressiveness distinguishes occasional phenomena, so these cases can be attributed to
occasional substantiation.

In the opinion of OM. Kim (Kim, 1992: 6-7), Occasionalsubstantivation, like any occasional
phenomenon in the language, should have a sign of unpredictability, originality, while ordinary sub-
stantivation is a systemic, predictable phenomenon. Proceeding from this position, the following inter-
esting fact from language practice can serve as an example of occasional substantialation.
Conclusion
So, we analyzed a number of examples of the substantiation of numerals, adverbs in the Kazakh language
with the purpose of revealing its various types. An analysis based on material from different types of
discourse showed that the nature of substantiation lies in the ability of a language to use not only the
words of different parts of speech, but entire phrases in the function of the noun’s name.
Careful analysis leads to the need to differentiate in the Kazakh language different types of substantiation:
true, or complete (according to H. Paul), elliptical, metasubstantiation, occasional substantivation, and
make changes to the corresponding sections of grammar and word formation.
Comparative analysis of the substantiation types in Kazakh and Russian languages is also promising,
which will help to reveal the distinctive features of the same kinds of substantivization in different-lan-
guage languages.
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