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APPELLATIVIZATION AND SEPARATION AS METHODS OF
WORD-FORMATION

With new coinages the system of word-formation is constantly broadening and
improving. Alongside with the productive methods of word-formation (affixation,
composition) some other methods are gradually developing (change of meaning,
conversion, etc.), among them such methods as appellativization and separation,
which up to now have not beén given their independent place in the system of word-
formation.

The present article deals chiefly with appellativization and separation in the for-
mation of the Latvian scientific terminology.

Appellativization is a method of word building which is based on the change of
meaning. The appellative is considered by Soviet linguists as a common noun cont-
rasted to a proper noun?, and the term appellativization (this term is used, for instan-
ce, by A. Superanskaya?) denotes the process in which a new common noun is crea-
ted on the basis of a proper noun. Several Soviet linguists use the term deonymiza-
tion® to denote this process. In my opinion, advantage should be given to the term
used by A. Superanskaya, because it includes the result of the process of word-for-
mation (,,appellative®).

Till now the appellativization in Soviet linguistics has been discussed mainly in
the onomastic research works, but it plays an important role in the process of term-
formation as well, e. g. this method is used for forming numerous terms in various
fields.

D. Lotte, one of the founders of Soviet terminology, mentions the so-called sur-
name terms (,,pamuibHBIE TEPMHHLI“Y, €. g. docoyreea menaomd, nacoc JI>nemio-
pa), which he includes in the category of neutral terms and stresses that these surgame

terms do not possess unnecessary associations (this is the positive side of such terms),
but do not reveal significant features of the conception and its relations with other
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conceptions (this is the negative side of such terms). D. Lotte warns against an ex-
tensive formation of surname terms and simultaneously admits, that considering the
peculiarities of surname term formation, they have their positive role in the term
systems of several fields®.

More than once the proper noun origin of such terms as ampérs, dZouls, farads,
vats, volts, has been stressed in terminological literature. Recently several separate
research works have been dedicated to the use of proper nouns in word-formation
which contain a detailed analysis of several structural and semantic groups of such
coinages, although the corresponding process of word-formation has been present-
ed in a descriptive way, characterising it as a transposition of proper names, their
use in various productive derivations or in composite models (eponyms)$, etc.

Appellativization as a method of word-formation is used in various languages.
In Latvian terminology appellativizations are chiefly international words which have
been borrowed as common nouns from other languages, i. €., the process of appel-
lativization has taken place before the borrowing. Nevertheless the models of appel-
lativization in Latvian are productive. They serve as examples for appellativization
on the basis of either foreign or Latvian proper names.

In Latvian terminology one can encounter both complete and incomplete forms
of appellativization. Complete appellativization takes place when the word loses
its proper name qualities completely and becomes a common noun, written with a
small initial letter, e. g. Rentgens — rentgens, rentgena stari; Janitis — janisi, diz-
janisi; Rainis — rainisms, rainistika, rainists.

We can distinguish three types of complete appellativization: direct, affixal and
composite.

Direct appellativization is the most usual type of appellativization, because proper
names transform into common nouns directly, without affixation or any other chan-
ge, €. g. Ampérs — ampérs, Dondts — donats, Elzevirs — elzevirs, Bordo — bordo,
Panama — panama. Some cases of ending, i. e., gender changes can also be includ-
ed in the group of direct appellativization, e. g. Kalifornija — kalifornijs, Karda-
no — kardans, Volta — volts. (Cases when the ending is changing lies on the border
between direct and affixal appellativization, because such endings have qualities of
suffix endings.)

This type can be viewed as exhaustive if the appellativization is considered in
its narrowest sense.
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The direct appellativization is very close to conversion, though they differ in one
major respect: conversion is characterised by the change of part of speech; appella-
tivization takes place within the boundaries of one part of speech.

The direct appellativization as a means of term-formation is usually connected
with the surnames of prominent scientists, inventors, etc., less frequently — with
place names, which in the process of appellativization transform into units of meas-
ure (ampeérs, dZouls, oms, volts) or other designations (boikots, ¢arlstons, cemberlens,
donats, elzevirs, mandcestrs).

The transformation of proper nouns into common nouns in the process of affix
al appellativization requires the addition of some affix, thus the word-formation
is carried out with the help of two processes: appellativization and affixation, e. g.
Bairons — baironisms, Bakunins — bakuninisms, Gagarins — gagarinits, Listers —
listerioze, Rainis — rainistika, Altajs — altaits, Amerika — americijs (up to now
these word-formations have been dealt with as affixation).

In affixal appellativization the stem of a proper noun is usually retained unalter-
ed, though in separate cases some elements of the stem can be missing or altered,
e. g. the surname of American scientist L. Baekeland (in Latvian Bekelends) is used
to form a designation for artificial fibre (Latvian bakelits), where the final -its is
added to an altered stem.

The historical theory named after Bakunin in Russian is called 6axynusm where
an element of the stem is missing. In Latvian historical terminology this theory is
denoted by the term hakuninisms which can be considered as a regular derivative of
the proper noun Bakunins and displaying an independent word-formation in Latvian.

In composite appellativization proper nouns are transforming into common
nouns simultaneously with compound formation. In this case the first element of the
compound is usually a stem of the proper noun, e. g. Glaubers — glaubersals, Kap-
lans — kaplanturbina, Senjets (Segneto) —> segnetsals, Tomass — tomasprocess, Vat-
manis —> vatmanpapirs. Such composite appellativization is frequently preceeded by
a word combination with the proper noun as an attributive component: Glaubera
sals, Kaplana turbina, etc.

There are several types of combining appéllativization, e. g. direct composite
appellativization (Dons Kihots — donkihots), affixal composite appellativization
(Andrejs Upits — andrejupitisms, Anri Termjé — anritermjerits). Affixal composite
appellativization is characteristic of deonymic adjective formation, e. g. andreju-
pitisks, imantziedonisks, ojarvacietisks.

Incomplete appellativization can be viewed as a kind of word-formation only
conditionally. Incomplete appellativization concerns proper names used in the de-
pendant component of a combination of words. These proper names have two func-
tions: one is that of a proper name, connected with a definite person or place, the
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other function is characteristic of a common noun, denoting a specific concept or
feature. The second function is even dominating in terms. As these terms still re-
tain their proper name function, they are written with a capital letter: Fara-
dejs — Faradeja skaitlis, Stjidents — Stjudenta kritérijs, Vuds — Vuda sakausé-
jums, Daugava — Daugavds svita, Leidene — Leidenes trauks, Turnbula — Turnbulas
zilums. The use of the capital letter shows that the appellativization (in its proper
sense) has not taken place, though the semantic side of the proper names has
changed to a definite extent.

When the connexion between a proper name and its object (person or place) is
weakening, the function of a common noun is gaining the upper hand and the com-
plete appellativization can take place and the small initial letter replaces the capital
letter, e. g. alpu vijolite, bikforda aukla (from Alpu vijolite, Bikforda aukld). In some
cases word combinations with proper names as the dependent component are re-
placed by one-word terms, which are direct, affixal or composite appellativizations
of the corresponding proper names, e. g. Bogheda - Boghedas ogles — bogheds,
Besemers — Besemera process — besemeréSana, Vatmanis —> Vatmapa papirs —
vatmanpapirs.

All types of appellativization have a common feature (peculiar to this method
of word-formation): in the process of word-formation the change of meaning takes
place which is connected with the transformation of a proper noun into a common
noun and which is manifested by the change of the initial letter (with the exception
of incomplete appellativization). Contrary to other types of the change of meaning,
appellativization may cause changes in the ending (i. ¢. gender), addition of affixes
(affixal appellativization) or addition of other words (composite appellativization).

Appellativization is also common in speech, e. g. Janis Misin§ — misini or mi-
sin§ (J. Misin$’ library), Pauls Stradins — stradini (P. Stradins’ hospital).

Very close to appellativization are such cases when a common noun has been
formed on the basis of a proper-noun-like designation in inverted commas ("’ Tkarus*
— ikars, " Volga“—volga, > Ziguli“— Zigulis) or on the basis of acronyms (BAM —>
bams, KamAZ — kamazs, also bamietis, vefietis, as well as dederons from DDR, etc.).

Separation is another method of word-formation analysed in the present artic-
le. The term separation has been borrowed from syntax. Separation in the domain
of word-formation is a process contrary to composition and prefixation. The com-
ponent of a compound or prefixed word (the basic component which has a root and
an ending) which previously was not used independently acquires the function of
an independent word. The independent function is usually acquired by such compo-
nents which are present in several derivations (compounds), e. g. diahronija, sin-
hronija - hronija; elektrolize, hidrolize, termolize —> lize; absorbcija, adsorbeija -—
sorbcija. The independent status has been acquired recently by such international
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elements as koma, ptoze, soma, staze, which are usually postfixal elements in com-
pounds, e. g. glaukoma, hromosoma, metastaze. Such postfixal elements in termi-
nology acquire the function of a dominant conception term.

International posifixal elements are acquiring the function of an independent
term in different languages and this influences the same process in Latvian. Besides,
this process takes place on the basis of national word-formation.

In some Latvian syntactic-morphological compounds with final -is, -e (e. g. ligzd-
gulis, saulmilis, atrrakstis, lietvedis, gramatzinis; sarakste, paszine) or prefixal forma-
tions (e. g. ierakste) the basic components which are not usually used separately
do acquire the function of an independent term, e. g. gaisdzese, skidrumdzese —
dzese; straujpliide, noplide — pliide; arvéde, caurvéde, pasvéde ~> véde. These separ-
ations (dzese, pliide, véde) formally coincide with affixal (suffixal) derivations (ch.
dzese, plide, véde -~ as cirte, krite, rauste) and one cannot draw a strict border be-
tween them. Nevertheless, some derivations with -is and -e which previously were only
components in compound or prefixal formations and thus being secondary in re-
lation to the corresponding compound or prefixal formation, prove that they have
acquired the independent status due to separation (disunification).

In a small number of cases this process can be observed in the formations of nom-
inal origin, e. g. aproce, ieroce — roce (‘sleeve cut’); apkakle, pakakle — kakle
(‘low neck’).

Separation has not become a productive method of word-formation in Standard
Latvian and Latvian scientific terminology, cases of separation are not systemic
(not all components can transfor“m into an independent word). Many of these separ-
ations can be regarded as undesirable from the standpoint of Standard Latvian, e. g.
components of such words as pavérse, sniegtiris, mantzinis. Still the need for such
separations in terminology occasionally can arise and thus they are transformed
into independent words.

In speech one can find such separations as mans (from grafomans, teatromans),
milis (from énmilis, saulmilis), etc.

The above discussed methods of word-formation — appellativization and sep-
aration — have not arisen in an empty place. They are closely related to tradition-
al methods of word-formation: appellativization — to the change of meaning, affix-
ation and composition, separation — to composition and affixation. Yet appella-
tivization and separation have their own peculiar features which enable them to be
analysed separately and to occupy a definite place in the system of word-formation
not only in Latvian, but in other languages as well.

It is probable that due to increasing need of nomination these methods will be-
come more active in future as they are useful for the enrichment of vocabulary.
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APELATIVACIJA UN SEPARACIJA KA VARDDARINASANAS PA NEMIENI
Rezume

Latvie$u valodas varddarinasanas sistéma sava patstiviga vieta buitu ierddama tiadiem jauniem
varddarindSanas papémieniem k& apelativdcija un separicija.

Apelativicija ir ar virda nozimes mainu ciei saistits varddarindSanas papémiens, kurd jauns
sugasvirds (apelativs) tiek darinats uz ipagvarda bazes. Iz8kir pilno un nepilno apelativaciju. Pil-
najai apelativacijai ir tris paveidi: tie$a, afiksala un kompozitivd. TieSaja apelativacija ipadvirds
kliist par sugasvirdu bez jebkadiem papildu varddarini¥anas lidzekliem (ampérs, dzouls, volts),
afiksdlaji — reizé ar ipa$virda pareju sugasvarda kategorija notiek ari afiksacija (gagarinits, lis-
terioze), kompozitivaja — veidojas saliktenis (glaubersals, vatmanpapirs). Nepilnaja apelativicija
latvieSu valoda saglabajas liela saikumburta rakstiba (Alpu vijolites, Bikforda aukla).

Separicija ir saliktendarina$anai pretéjs virddarina§anas process, kura patstaviga varda funk-
ciju iegnst saliktena vai prefiksdla atvasindjuma pamatkomponents (gaisdzese, Siidrumdzese —
dzese; absorbcija, adsorbcija — sorbcija).

Apelativicijai un separicijai ipasa vieta ir terminu darinaSana, turklat ne tikai latvieSu, bet ari
citds valodas.



