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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 Sub-
stantiviziation 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.
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Cy6cTaHTMBaUMAHbIH, DeHOMEHI )KoHe OHbIH, TUMTepi

Cy6cTaHTUBALMSHBIH TIAAET T (hEHOMEH TPAHCMO3ULIMSHBIH 6ip TYPi peTiHAE epTeAeH FaAbIMAAPADIH
HasapbiHAQA. bipak, Kenbip OHbIH MaCeAeAepi OCbl YaKbITKa LWeriH AMCKYCCUSIAbIK, TYPIHAE KAAbIM Typ,
MbICaAbI, OHbIH, TYN HYCKACbl X@HE OHbIH TMMTePi CUSKTbI KenTereH cypakTap. bya Makaraaa Kasak, Tia
OiAIMiHIH WweHbepiHae CcyOCTaHTMBALIMS MPOLIECIH YFbIMAbI KEHEMTY Keperi AereH MaCceAe KOWMbIAbIM,
OFaH CaH eciMAep MeH YCTEeYAEPAIH CyOCTaHTUBTEAYIH KOCYbl KEPeK eKeHiH TaAKbIAayFa CaAbIHbIM OTbIP.
Makanapa kasak, TiAiHAeri ke3peceTiH CybCcTaHTMBaAUMSHBIH TUNTEPIH AMddepeHUMsIAayAbIH, Keperi
anTbIAAAbI. TOABIK, OKKA3MOHAAABIK, METAaCyOCTaHTUBALMS TUNTEP] CaH CIMAEP MEH YCTEYAEPAIH TIAAE
JKMi KE3AECETIH 3aT eCiMre aybiCybl KapaCTbIPbIAAAbI.

Tynin  ce3aep: cybOcTaHTMBAUMS, CyOCTAaHTMBALMSHBIH  TUMTEPI, TOAbIK, OKKA3MOHAAAbIK,
MeTacybCTaHTMBaLMSl, CaH eCIMAEP MEH YCTEYAEPAiH CyOCTaHTUBTEAYI.
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MeHoMeH cyO6CcTaHTMBaL MM U €€ TUNbI

S3bIKOBOM (peHOMeH CyOCTaHTMBALUMU KaK OAHOrO U3 MPOSIBAEHWIA TPAHCMO3ULMU  A3bIKOBbIX
€AMHULL B KAQCC CYLLLECTBUTEAbHbIX AQBHO MPUBAEKAET BHUMaHMe yueHbiX. OAHAKO AO CMX MOP OCTAIOTCS
AMCKYCCMOHHbBIMM HEKOTOPbIE BOMPOChl CyOCTaHTMBALMM, Tak1e, KAk, HarpuMep, BbISIBAEHUE NMPUPOADI
cy6GCTaHTUBaLMK, ee TUMNOB U Ap. B cTaThbe CTaBUTCS BOMPOC O HEOBGXOAMMOCTM PACLLIMPUTDL MOHSTUE
cybCTaHTMBaUMM B Ka3axCKOM $3blke, HE OrpaHMuMBasi €ro TOAbKO MEPexXoAOM MpuAaraTeAbHbIX
M MpUYacTMi, Kak 3TO TPAAMLMOHHO pPacCMaTPUBAETCS B Ka3axCKOM $3blKO3HaHMW. B cTaTtbe
YKa3blBaeTCsl, UTO AASl 3TOFO0 HEOOXOAMMO AMMPMEPEHUMPOBATL PA3AMUHBIE TUMbI CYBCTaHTMBALMM.
PaccmatpuBaloTCs MOAHas, OKKa3MOHaAbHas, SAAMMTMYECKas, MeTacybCTaHTMBAUMS U AP. TUIb
CcyOCTaHTMBALMM B KA3axCKOM $I3blKe Ha MPUMEpPEe UCMOAb30BaHUSI MMEH UMCAUTEAbHbIX M Hapeuui B
KayecTBe CyLeCTBUTEAbHbIX.
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Introduction

Substantivization as the manifestation of the lan-
guage 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 phenom-
enon 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 mor-
phological approach to the definition of substantiva-
tion 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 Ka-
zakh language — «Kazakh grammaticals» (Kazakh
grammatikasu, 2002), a special section was de-
voted to the substantiation issue in the general sec-
tion « Cesxacam» («Word formation»): «Onerre
ChIH eciMaep MEH eciMiienep CyOCTaHTHBTCHE,
oNapbIH MaFbIHACHI 3aTTaHAJIbI, 3aTTHIK JepOeCcTiK
anajpl. MyHzail cesiep 3aT eciM CHUSKTBI CenTeNe I,
Toyenneneni, kenrenendi ... Colrim cyOCTaHTHUB 3aT
ecimziep Jiel, MarbIHAHbI TYIKITIKTI 3aTTBIK CHIIAT
aJFaH, )airay KaObuiaay kadiseTi 6ap cblH eciMep
MEH eciMmienepmai aitanmel. Jlemek, Ovimapmbl xait
3aT ecimMJiep CUSIKTBI, TYOIp, TYBIHIBI KOHE Kypeli
CHUSIKTBI yIII TypAe cunattaiaas» (Kazakh gramma-
tikasu, 2002: 339).

As follows from the above quotation, adjectives
and participles in the Kazakh language are usually
substantivized, their values acquire objectivity, ob-
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jective 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 differ-
entiating different types of substantivization in the
Kazakh language. In our opinion, it is necessary to
separate other kinds of substantivization from occa-
sional substantiation: metasubstantiation, elliptical
substantivation, etc.

Experiment

Substantivization of numerals of different lexi-
cal and grammatical categories in the Kazakh lan-
guage has become widespread, therefore we will
show on its example different types of substantiviza-
tion. 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 6incin mem,
Ara-aHa Oepi cabakka.

On becime KenreHe,

Kaprubira, OypkiT Kepresje

Kyc caibIn xypaim cepyeHze
EpKiHzeN IIBIFBIN a3aTKa.

(IToxopim. becimae oky Gincin xerr...)

becimoe, on becim — «in my five», «to my fif-
teen» — 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:

MarematukagaH «bOec» anjbiM, OPBIC TITIHEH
«mepmy angpM (from informal speech)

O.M. Kim (Kim, 1992: 6) considered similar in-
stances 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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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 col-
lective numerals. The most commonly substantively
used are collective numerals, formed from quantita-
tive from two to seven:exey, ywey, mopmey, decey,
anmay, sxcemey. For instance:

Anmay ana 6onca,
AyBI3IaFbl KeTe.
Toepmey Tyren Goica,
Tebeneri kenemi. (MaKka)

The use of collective numbers in substantivized
form without affixes of possessiveness as a whole is
not characteristic of the Kazakh language. Gener-
ally, collective numerals result in substantivization
from the affixes of possessiveness and / or plural.
For instance, in this example, the substantiation in-
dex is the affix of the possessiveness-mi3z:

[loe3man Tyce cannmplk Ta yuweyimiz yII XKakka XKyripe
JKOHEIIK.
(F. MycpenoB. AtakTel oHIIi Maiipa)

The previous context, which is not given be-
cause 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 0i3 exeymis, 6i3 mepmeymizand etc.

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

barmxa. ... CeliTceM, oNri 6i30iH mopmiHimiz
— bopibaii kepuriHiH 0alachklH YPBIT TacTaNThI.
(©.Tapasu. TeIHbBII Ke1Ieeri Keriaip yi)

Similar facts testify to elliptic substantia-
tion, i.e. about the omission of the noun(for e.g.:
mepminwi 6arameiz)or pronounois (for e.g.: 6i30iy
mepmiHwimi)

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

Exeyine Hazap Oypabl el epek,
OIliTKeH1 onap HapbIHIBI €1 KEpEeMeT.
(M. IllaxanoB. ApmaH)

Often the ordinal numerals are substantiated:
Oipinwi, exinwi, ywinwi and others with the omis-

sion 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 enmenik, Kimpex.
(M. Marayun. Koc Arar)

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

EKIHIIITHI mib11aMCBI3IIBIK aJaCThIP/bI JKOJIBIHAH,
CoCBhIH KalTCiH, YCTall caljibl acka oUeNIiH KOJIbIHAH.

Tex FECIHIIII epteH KybIII )KeTepiHe CEHeI].

Coun becinwi — eH OAKBITTBI €PKCKTIH
ApMaHIaiiMbIH OoJicam-ay JeTl TOMBIH .
(M. IllaxanoB. becinmi 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 simi-
larity 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: «orceminui»
— «the seventh» (bus, train, trolley bus, etc.).

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

The adverb of ka3ip «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 xasty xypeminy, — neiimin. «Kasip, kasip ...»
— neitni aram. «Kaszipyne OITTI.
(M. Maraynsn. Koc ararm)

The following example is interesting in that,
with substantiation, the adverb acquires the case
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form of the instrumental case, expressed by the affix
-meH, which, it would seem, speaks of the system-
ativeness of this manifestation of substantivization:

«KekemMHIH KOHBIp JayChlH MaHa €CTiceM Je KaiTamamn
alTKaH CallbIH «KA3Ip-KaA3ipMeH» a1l )KaTbIPMbIH.»
(M. Xacenyisl. CoHap)

The literally: «Although I hear the pleasant voice
of my father, several times repeating the same thing,
with» now-now «still lie». Let’s consider one more
interesting case of occasional substantivation. The
name of the Almaty cafe «Kasipazip» is translated as
«Now it is ready». In this case, the typical phrase of
the waiter: «Now (will) be ready», — used as a name,
1.e. as a nominative, noun. Originality, expressiveness
characterize this substantivatist as occasionalism. Con-
sequently, 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 substan-
tivization is, undoubtedly, conversational (see R.
Amirov’s work [9]), and, as a phenomenon of collo-
quial speech, has its characteristic feature, namely:
expressiveness. Expressiveness distinguishes occa-
sional 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 vari-
ous types. An analysis based on material from dif-
ferent 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 differenti-
ate in the Kazakh language different types of sub-
stantiation: true, or complete (according to H. Paul),
elliptical, metasubstantiation, occasional substanti-
vation, and make changes to the corresponding sec-
tions 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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