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Fig. 1
What is the system and what for she is necessary?
System - this such allocation of things (grades, the facts, etc.) at which maximum (!) ratios come to light, properties and functions of these things. In other order, their function are intersected (repeat, for example, as it occurs{happens} in case of a noun - a subject); the ratio break (what ratio has a noun to morphology [i.e. to that discipline which is obliged to study{investigate} the form] or to a subject?) and to reveal their properties is at a loss (to whom the radio-activity of 101-st, 105-th units of the table of Mendeleyev is unknown. Though them name at present we do not remember also ourselves then why it is approved{confirmed; claimed}, and many too know, what they are radioactive? Because they are behind uranium, i.e. in the determined area of this system. And how will be carried on with a neon at contact to gold? Neutrally, since all units of 8-th group are neutral in relation to other units, etc. All these examples of statements grow out system).
System - this maximum form of compression of the information, due to deleting duplicating units and revealing of a maximum of all properties and links (outage and domestic) therefore, this part of a science becomes as much as possible convenient and useful tool in knowledge and a prediction of the world. Other approach, would tangle us in a labyrinth of events.
The system orders units by the determined rules, following which we reveal the whole unknown persons of the characteristic of each unit entering into this system earlier remained to us - only proceeding from logic of this system.
The system - this top of any discipline, boundary of disciplines and only after it{her} any discipline passes to qualitatively new level.
That will give system to linguistics.
What criteria for revealing and classifying of parts of speech exist? In one case - syntactical, in other - morphological, and in the third - still any. Whether it is equivalent to what to divide scientists simultaneously to sexual tags, on a scientific degree and under the profile? Who can to specify, in that case, the place in this classifying? The same, and for different languages - that criterion which undertook{took} in one case for one language, is not necessary for the same case for other language and forces to use other to criterion (For example, the morphological principle is effective for revealing an adjective, but it is not effective for a pronoun; it is effective for the Azerbaijan language, but it is not effectless for Chinese, etc.). And such indiscipline leads to that error which is observed in a following reasoning: “Apples happen - red, yellow... And sour”. As thus apple distributor it will be tangled between sour apples and the apples, simultaneously being both red on color and sour on taste, the same occurs with the linguists this day, which because of substitutions of principles at each case, search and more long will search, where a difference between an adjective and determining, between a noun and a subject, etc. (And  this is the reason  of identification of parts of speech  with parts of sentences by linguist [I.I.Meshchaninov, V.I.Degtjarev, etc.], connecting their difference with mistaken interpretation of Greek terms, and defining parts of speech as morphologized variants of parts of sentence).
How much there should be a maximum quantity of parts of speech? Whether there Is a guarantee what is more never in any modern language the new part of speech will not be found out? How much sorts of circumstances - 6, 9, 16 or more?, etc.
What for the grades revealed by a syntactical method (to a syntactical tag, for example, a verb) are ranked as morphology? But if she has any ratio to syntax, then what their ratio with sentence parts and where their place near to them? And in general, what for members of sentences if parts of speech cover all graphic palette of language (or on the contrary) are necessary?
Or, for example, the word "Long" (or "durably", "years", "less often", etc.), - it is an adverb of time or a measure? In fact it includes simultaneously tags both of them. And in general in many words it is possible to find out such dualism (ambiguity of values in relation to parts of speech). From here and conditionality of allocations of words in parts speeches or blur of boundaries of parts of speech.
These{It} and to that similar questions there is very long time ago and from it{this} such chaos and confusion in modern linguistics. There are no for anybody unambiguous answers to these questions since in linguistics there are no unambiguous principles and categorical prohibitions like such as laws of saving, Paula’s principle, etc. because of it{this} and occurs{happens}, that someone names a pronoun one more part of speech, someone an article, etc. And anybody does not have proved objections. Because to refer there is nothing, and consequently, that the author himself, offering{suggesting} a new grade, referred not to argument, but only to experience. Since, there are no concrete principles, and the unique tool of modern linguistics, experience, i.e., collection and allocation of the revealed language facts in available the template which is made{produced} from antiquity is. From here and a-priori it is necessary, that the probability of detection of new parts of speech is very small, since If those also existed, old for a long time would come to light till now in one of languages known to a science. Or the pronoun is a part of speech because in language such group of words which have similar qualities is observed. And all - more than any arguments. But by the same criterion it is possible still more many parts of speech, for example, grouping in one class of a surname since in the majority of languages they have special morphological difference; or abstract words since for all languages they have special logic.
The trajectory of developing is always dialectic, that is accumulation of sufficient materials (quantitative fluctuations) always leads to qualitative fluctuations, i.e., to marshaling or systematization for the further continuation of developing. Linguistics with its 2000-year age reached the level that to evolve not in quantity, but in quality and to be compacted.

SYSTEMATIZATION OF SYNTAX

From the first strings{lines} we shall add, that here the term syntax is accepted not in traditional sense, where he defining, as area the grammar, studying{investigating} to the sentence, and after a number of linguists 19-20 centuries (M.V.Lomonosov, L.G.Jakob, I.I.Davydov, K.S.Aksakov, F.I.Buslaev, T.P.Lomtev, Shvedova, O.I.Moskalskaja, K.G.Krushshelnitskaja, V.Z.Panfilov, I.P.Raspopov, I.I.Kovtunova, I.F.Vardul, V.G.Admoni, V.G.Gak, J.S.Stepanov, O.N.Seliverstova, E.V.Paducheva, I.P.Susova, G.G.Silnitski, I.M.Boguslavski....) it is accepted as the section of grammar studying{investigating} of the informative schedule of language and it is opposed morphology and the phonetics, studying{investigating} the expressive schedule of language.
This system (a Fig. 1) as consequence{investigation} of the determined logical, gnosiological and ontological reasons in application to some problems of linguistics, due to comparison of legitimacies of these disciplines is output. By the main logical tool here are accepted - laws of classifying (division) of logic; the main thing gnosiological - a principle of " the functional asymmetry of hemispheres of a brain” psychologies; the main thing ontological - parallelism (analogy) between some grades of linguistics and ontology.
  
===========================================
LOGICAL PRINCIPLE
============================================
From any academic publication on linguistics (especially from encyclopedias) it is possible to learn{find out}, that the question on quantity{amount} and classifying of parts of speech is debatable in linguistics, and to this day. Since it is known, that main bodies of speech (a noun, speak, an interjection, the union, a pronoun, an adverb, a participle, a pretext, the numeral, an adjective) have been selected{allocated} in language by different linguistic schools (a noun, speak - the Indian and Chinese scientists; Aristotle has added here - an interjection, the union (a sheaf); Alexandria grammar - a pronoun, an adverb, a participle, a pretext; Roman - the numeral; Muslim - an adjective, etc.) Up to averages centuries. But also it is known, that this historical order of parts of speech is accepted in linguistics not all people. Since, still in due time Roman grammar from this list have eliminated - an article, in the further linguists of the majority of people - a participle and a pretext and as, proceeding from concrete language norms{rates}, any parts of speech have been eliminated from linguistics of some other people still, or are added new. Including, for example, for today in a number of languages of Northern America and Africa the adverb and an adjective do not differ; in language of some Far East people (such as China, Korea, Japan) differ a predicative; in some languages (for example, in language of an American Indian tribe йума) the subject and a predicate, etc. is isolated only
 
In “the Russian grammar»by M.V.Lomonosova(1755)are selected{allocated}:
- 
 Two main, or significant parts of speech: a name and a verb; and
- 
 Six auxiliary parts of speech: a pronoun, a participle, an adverb, a pretext, the union and an interjection.
 
Eight parts of speech are presented and in “Russian grammar”А.X.Востокова(1831), from a name are selected{allocated} as a special part of speech - adjectives, but participles are considered{examined} as a variety of adjectives.
 
In “Experience of historical grammar”f. I.Buslaeva(1858)is saved former quantity{amount} of parts of speech and their division on:
- 
 Significant: a noun, an adjective and a verb, except for auxiliary which is carried to syntactic words; and
- 
 Auxiliary: a pronoun, a name the numeral, a pretext, the union and an adverb. To them it is added also an interjection;
 
A.A.Potebnjain the book “From notes on Russian grammar”(1874)reallocates parts of speech a little:
- 
 (to " lexical words”) he carries to significant parts: a verb, a noun, an adjective and an adverb;
- 
 To auxiliary (to " formal words”): the unions, pretexts, particles and auxiliary verbs;
- 
 Pronouns are separately considered{examined}.
 
In course “Comparative linguistics”F.F.Fortunatova(1901-1902)traditional division of words into parts of speech is absent also grammar bits are selected{allocated} to formal tags:
- 
 Full words: verbs, nouns, adjectives, an infinitive, an adverb which are subdivided on conjugated, declined and indeclinable; and
- 
 Partial words;
- 
 Interjections separately cost{stand}.
 
To фортунатовской to the circuit{scheme} of parts of speechA.M.Peshkovskogo'scircuit{scheme} in which seven parts of speech appear was close:
- 
 A verb, a noun, an adjective, a participle, an adverb, a verbal adverb and an infinitive.
- 
 Pronouns and A.M.Peshkovskim's numerals are not selected{allocated} in independent parts of speech, and
- 
 Syntactic words are considered{examined} only by way of syntactical,
 
A.A.Shahmatov(“Syntax of Russian”. 2 publishers, M.-L., 1941)the doctrine about parts of speech linked to syntax and selected{allocated} parts of speech
- 
 Significant: a noun, an adjective, a verb and adverbs not pronominal and non-numeral;
- 
 Trivial: the numeral, pronominal nouns, pronominal adjectives, pronominal adverbs;
- 
 Auxiliary: a pretext, a sheaf, the union, a prefix, a particle; and
- 
 Separately an interjection.
Only fourteen parts of speech.
 
In classifying parts of the speech offered by V.A.Bogoroditskim, semantic and syntactical tags prevail above morphological. Are selected{allocated}:
- 
 Words with an independent eigenvalue: a noun, a verb, a personal pronoun; and
- 
 Words with a smaller degree of independence: adjectives, names numerals, pronouns is attributive{attributively}-index, participles, adverbs, verbal adverbs; and
- 
 Words without an eigenvalue: pretexts and the unions;
- 
 Interjections separately cost{stand}.
 
L.V.ShCherbaselects{allocates}:
- 
 Words significant: nouns, adjectives, adverbs, words quantitative, a category of state, a verb; and
- 
 Words auxiliary: a sheaf, pretexts, the unions;
- 
 Private residence interjections cost{stand}.
 
V.V.Vinogradov(“From history of learning Russian syntax”, 1958)selects{allocates} following structural-semantic grades:
- 
 Parts of speech: a noun, an adjective, a name the numeral, a pronoun - in a state of decomposition, a verb, an adverb, a category of state;
- 
 Particles of speech: particles in the true sense, particles-sheaves, pretexts, the unions;
- 
 Modal words;
- 
 Interjections.
 
In clause{article} “About parts of speech in Russian”(1960)selects{allocates}with M.V.Panovfive main bodies of speech:
- 
 Nouns, a verb, a verbal adverb, adjectives and adverbs
- 
 Numerals and pronouns are arranged by other parts of speech;
Outside of system of parts of speech there are particles of speech and an interjection.
The unique tool of linguistics of that time for revealing these grades was experience, i.e. collection and allocation of the revealed language facts in available the template which is made{produced} from antiquity. From here and a-priori it was necessary, that this is a part of speech because in language such group of words which have similar qualities is observed. And everything, more than any arguments.
Not scientific character of such approach was available, and linguists of the last centuries have started to search for concrete principles for allocation and studying of parts of speech.
For the same purpose a number of linguists (J.M.Skrebnev, A.E.Mihnevich...) suggested to use - lexical, others (F.F.Fortunatov...) - is formal{formally}-morphological (on the basis of changeability of words), third (A.A.Reformatsky) - grammar (i.e., collections of morphological and syntactical properties), the fourth (A.A.Potebnya, A.A.Shahmatov...) - syntactical principles.
However because of disadvantages of each of these approaches (Since, classifying of parts of speech to morphological tags is unsuitable for languages with poorly developed morphological system (for example, For languages of China, Tibet, Тан, Vietnam, etc.). Or in the same language too not all words have the formal article description (for example, the pronoun, an interjection, etc.)) have started to search for alternative{alternate} variants which should more universal for all languages and the language phenomena.
L.V.ShCherby's sentence which suggested to use simultaneously collections morphological (morphological grades of a word), syntactical (syntactical functions of a word) and semantic (the generalized value of a subject, operation or a state, quality, etc.) tags, was the most standard, in this context, from all alternative{alternate} approaches. Despite of obvious mismatch, the majority of linguists have silently started to use this principle for learning the language. Since this principle enabled to cover all till now the revealed parts of speech of all people.
But also this approach too did not troubleshoot unambiguously.
As since this principle did not allow to test the existed parts of speech and does not allow it now for newly-discovered ones. By this criterion it is possible still more many parts of speech. And anybody will not have proved objections because in any variant it is possible to get out, referring either on one, or on other of these three standards.
Similar uncertainty inevitably leads to chaos and confusion as it and occurs{happens} in modern linguistics.
We prefer to use strictly logical principle for this purpose, and we think, such approach enables to specify exact boundary of properties and functions of all obvious and implicit parts of speech.
* * *
There are in logic determined laws which are created just for classifying and systematizations. They are named as " Laws of division”:
1) 
 Division should be proportional. I.e. the size of a dividend of concept should not be more or less size of the sums of members of division (it should be equal to the sum of sizes of members of division). For example, in an opinion “the Human race consists: from men, women and children” this principle is broken;
2) 
 Division at its{his} each stage should be manufactured on one basis. In this opinion this principle is broken: “Apples happen - yellow, red and sour”
3) 
 Members of division should eliminate each other, i.e. should not be intersected. An example linked to violation of this rule: “Footwear happen - man's, female and flying”
4) 
 Division should not be spasmodic, i.e. should be continuous. Will not be continuous, for example, such division: “Year consists of January, February, March, spring, summer, and autumns”
And in what classifying linguistics these principles are observed?
Usage simultaneously three principles for classifying also is just violation of all of these enumerated laws of logic.
Here universal principles of division are not comprehensible and, it is necessary to observe rigidly a principle of division, in correspondence with “the second law of division” logic. And, proceeding from this law of logic, it is necessary to use these tags separately. In this case, from positions of syntax, a part of speech will be divided on syntactical and not syntactical. In the first group then paramount{primary} (main things), and in the second - all other parts of speech will concern. In a context of syntax these{thus} the second will enter as a noun.
Concerning paramount{primary} - in them, from this point of view, too not all so is smooth. On demand of these laws, members of division should not be intersected in any ratios. But the pronoun and an adverb are with other parts of speech not in mutually exclusive ratios, and duplicate them in something.
Continuing to parse and other classifying of linguistics, from this point of view, it is possible to see, that laws of logic are broken and at classifying sentence parts.
As a result of all these operations, the pronoun and an adverb, and from of some independent sentence parts - addition are eliminated from of some independent parts of speech.
Below these arguments are stated in more expanded sort:
PRONOUN: Under the second law of division of logic members of division should eliminate each other, i.e. should not be intersected. But ratios of a pronoun with other parts of speech are not equal in rights and mutually exclusive as properties of a pronoun are intersected with other parts of speech, being their subset. Having dismembered all main bodies of speech all over again on the common and private{individual}, and then on is abstract-concrete sorts, we can see disadvantages of abstractly-general view each part of speech (look: a Fig. 2.):
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Fig. 2.
Just, it also is a pronoun, which the science traditionally (by historical inertia or under influence of authority of antique schools) having separated from railroad train of other parts of speech, has united in one class, having named as its{his} pronoun.
It is necessary to note{mark}, that the position of a pronoun in structure of parts of speech and historically was not too strong. Its{his} inclusion in numbers of parts of speech concerns to the European grammar tradition which are going back to antiquity. But in a number of grammar theories 20 centuries have appeared strong enough objections against such approach. There was underlined the grammatical heterogeneity of pronouns, which were qualified as:
- 
 “Indicating words” (K.Brugman, K.Bjuler, U.Vajnrajh),
- 
 “indexes” or “indications” (C.S.Pirs, V.Kollinson),
- 
 “words with changeable specification” (A.Nuren),
- 
 “various determinants” or “shifters” (O.Espersen, R.O.Jakobson),
- 
 “actualizators” or “means for passing from language to speech” (S.Balli, E.Benvenist),
- 
 words with “subjective and objective” lexical meaning (And. M. Пешковский),
- 
 “word replacements” or “substitutes” (L.V.Sherba, L.Bloomfield, Z.Z.Harris),
- 
 “represents” (F.Brjuno),
- 
 “remnants of special part of speech” (V.V.Vinogradov), etc.
And also for M.V.Lomonosova, f.I.Buslaeva she is considered{examined} as auxiliary parts of speech; for A.A.Potebnja - separately; for A.M.Peshkovsko, A.A.Shahmatova and for M.V.Panova she are not selected{allocated} in independent parts of speech and it is arranged by other parts of speech.
I.e., the mismatch of a pronoun to other parts of speech drew attention and up to us. But that authors of these doubts could not prove theoretically the mismatches noticed by them, the pronoun continued to remain in structure of parts of speech and further.
In our system the pronoun is eliminated from of some independent parts of speech and it is accepted as a subset of other parts of speech, arranged on them, proceeding from laws of logic.
ADVERB: Unlike the pronouns, the adverb is not a subset, but a derivative from other parts of speech, or rather adverbalized variant of other parts of speech. The adjudicating of its{his} equality alongside with other parts of speech, breaks the second and fourth law of division of logic. Since its{his} functions are fulfilled by other parts of speech at their performance{statement} as resources of expression of circumstances. I.e., other parts of speech, appearing in roles of circumstances, are automatically transformed to an adverb (or duplicate it{him}). We would identify this process with conversion.
In our system the adverb is eliminated from of some independent parts of speech, and it replaces adverbalized variants of other parts of speech.
ADDITION: Exception of addition from of some independent sentence parts is proved by that in a predicative ("predicate") part of the sentence there should be only one component expressing attribute of the information, corresponding{meeting; appropriate} an adjective of a subject part of sentences. As its{his} argument can be considered:
1) 
 The Law of division of logic (contradicts 3-му and 4-му to the law);
2) 
 The Principle of " the functional asymmetry of hemispheres of a brain” (with function of the right hemisphere one component can communicate only);
Different variants of addition actually are anything other, as:
1) 
 The Variant a subject and other members the sentence;
2) 
 The Derivative (derivative, “an additional word”) other members the sentence;
3) 
 The Variant of a word-combination;
4) 
 Connection of a subordinate clause with the core, in other construction;...
It is necessary to note{mark}, as the position of addition in linguistics till now remained not too strong. Since historically and a number of experts objected to coexisting of addition and circumstance, were advocates of that position, that as explaining function of a predicate should remain either addition, or circumstance. For example, the famous Azerbaijan linguists A.Vezirov, A.Demirchizade (from J.V.Potseluev's Turkmen scientists), etc. were supporters of such approach.
  
Generalizing the aforesaid it is possible to approve{confirm; claim}, that here in all cases of function of both parts of speech and additions are saved. But at such grouping parts of speech and members of sentences which is manufactured, as shown below (the Fig. 3.), does not remain needs to these grades.
  
Thus, it is possible to conclude, as sentence parts and paramount{primary} parts of speech - both concern to area of the informative schedule of language. But in that case, what their mutual relation and allocation of spheres of influences?
Proceeding from that both of them cover all water color of the informative schedule of language, it is possible to assume, that they are not in equal in rights ratios, and in the subordinate, i.e. one of them is the constituent of another and, most likely this is parts of speech. I.e. to some tags of a part of speech are a part of members of sentences, rather than on the contrary more likely.
First, that in a historical competition for authority in the informative schedule of language, all the same members of sentences have won and was superseded with parts of speech. Means, their places here are somehow unshakable. In the second, any members of sentences somewhere have the constituents similar to parts of speech, for example, circumstance. But for any parts of speech similar cases are not observed. And in the third, somewhere in linguistics it is accepted, that members of sentences express through parts of speech.
Means, all the same parts of speech are a part of members of sentences, rather than on the contrary.
Whether but it contradicts any principles?
Most likely, on the contrary. It explains a number before not explained positions of linguistics, including conversion.
It is known, that parts of speech very much often can enter roles each other. But what for? This principle just explains the given position, - they reveal a shade each other then when enter roles of resources of expressions of different members of sentences. I.e. they reveal in themselves tags not other parts of speech, and members of sentences which express. And outage similarity of different members of sentences with what that parts of speech often tangles linguists.
It also is just the fourth argument in favors of what parts of speech are a part of members the sentence, rather than on the contrary. Since parts of speech change the shape in a different situation, members of sentences always remain in the same sort.
In the aggregate, after all these logic operations it is possible to group sentence parts and parts of speech in specified below a variant:
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Fig. 3.
I.e. does not exist isolated, outside of link with each other parts of speech and sentence parts - these four parts of speech enter only roles of resources of expression of sentence parts and members of sentences do not express than other, except for as parts of speech (i.e. accepted here four parts of speech). The essence of conversion also consists In it{this} purely.
After that, we can divide each of parts of speech into four subsets corresponding{meeting} concepts of space, time, causality and categorical. It proves following reasons:
1) 
 In traditional linguistics some parts of speech also often nonsystematic share on these subspecies. For example, sort of the noun answering a question “where?”, existential subspecies of an adverb and circumstance, etc.;
2) 
 From positions ontology, these four grades are the most common concepts covering all reality. Logically it means, as their linguistic prototypes too should be universal concepts for all parts of speech which express characteristics of a reality;..
  
As a result of all these operations the system represented in a Fig. 1 turns out.
The mentioned system is simply a variant of the language abstracted from all forms of expression; skeleton of any language and different national languages have nothing else but various shells of the scheme. Especially this part of the language is inherited hereditarily or on transgenic doubling (i.e. cloning) of the individual. Its shell part is nationally specific and is inherited only through social way. They both make an essence and phenomenon of the linguistic reality.
This system concerns only to the informative schedule of language. A structure of system of a cover part of language, i.e. the expressive schedule of language, we leave for others.
  
It is necessary to note{mark}, that 1 variant specified a Fig. is not complete sort of system. We can divide all the subsequent grades dichotomic, and this branching proceeds indefinitely.
After any stage, the system starts to repeat itself at higher level. I.e. after the level specified by the circuit{scheme}, there occurs a partition of grades on the common and private{individual}, abstract and concrete subspecies (the pronoun appears at this stage). Then each last grade is differentiated on the subspecies which have derivate from members of sentences, so, and from parts of speech. Word-formation processes grow out these crossings...
It is possible to name this process of a partition by "quantization" of language.
  
=================================
THE GNOSIOLOGICAL DEVICE
=================================
The stated reasons are the logical basis of system. But besides it is possible to interpret this system, and from positions ontology and gnosiology, or on the contrary, it is possible to do{make} from it{him} outputs for ontology and GNOSIOLOGY.
For example, why these grades of linguistics are allocated in such treelike to the form? Whether Is it randomness?
By no means.
In a depth layer language is not any conditional and arbitrary system dependent on speech, from existence of a social life, from a grade of time and will speaking, etc. She is the certain static system which is being outside of a grade of time and nationalities, and is activity of a brain derivative of legitimacies. He has "sector" structure and its{his} each unit has the own strictly outlined and strictly determined sphere of operation, despite of cases of identity under the form with any other unit of language appearing in other functions. Language, and its{his} form of manifestation, i.e. that part which is in the expressive schedule develops and varies not. The expressive schedule of language, not is all language. It simply shell of language, a visible part of an iceberg. She is a projection of legitimacies of activity of a brain in social sphere, and because of a difference in platforms, is not always identical to the original. I.e. In spite of the fact that language is determined by the circuit{scheme} thinking of a brain, its{her} shown part, i.e. its{her} expressive schedule, strongly is exposed to social influences and is regulated by them: In due course all history, outlook, a life, traditions, etc. that people which is its{his} carrier{bearer} and thus, separately taken national languages are made up joins language. But its{his} radical part remains for all to the same - outside a continuum of diachrony and synchrony.
Because of it{this}, despite of formal differences, in all national languages is, or it is possible to reveal the same parts of speech, sentence parts, etc. Because in a depth layer they are a product of the same machine tools working under the general{common} standard.
Owing to the above-stated, it is possible through this visible part of language, to get into the circuit{scheme} of operation of a brain, to glance in procedure of thinking. And on the contrary, the majority of the legitimacies revealed for separately taken national languages, it is possible to explain legitimacies of process of thinking. Because they comprise a print of that manufacturer where they are made{produced}, i.e. a print of the device of thinking, whose product they are, due to what they became the sign of a reality.
And if to approach{suit} to the mechanism of language and the shown circuit{scheme} of a branching from this point of view here it is possible to see the expressed tracks of a principle of " the Functional asymmetry of hemispheres of a brain”, revealed since the last century and the proved R.Sperri (The Nobel Prize 1981).
This theory of scientists so is interpreted, that the brain reacts to the various phenomena the different hemispheres depending on character of the phenomena. I.e., if for events or a subject, is emotional-attributive colorings they it is parsed mainly right, and if a logical shade - the left hemisphere prevail.
But from logic of this system and from logic in general, it turns out, that such treatment is correct half and this theory demands finishing. The matter is that no law prohibits that the primary information was parsed by hemispheres of a brain not one stage, and in multistage sort. I.e. the brain starts to parse both hemispheres not only the information received from the touch device, but also results of the analyses, and then results of the secondary analysis, then the third and so on. And at each such stage both hemispheres react to the information, and everyone reveals in correspondence with the activity various shades - attributive, or logical. One of these results is then exposed in centre of attention and search by both hemispheres both attributive, and the logical information is performed. I.e. it turns out, that the attributive information from logical, or on the contrary is extracted. This process is multiple repeats. In a brain all these operations occur{happen} subconsciously, to the purpose of penetration of thinking in depth of essence of life. And after each partitioning, under the law " the return ratio between a contents and size of concept ", to the person more and more thin structures of the objective world open.
As a result the following model of thinking turns out:
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Rice 4
Very simple multistage combination of all on only two functions. But if to look at this circuit{scheme}, from a point sight of a binary representation of the information we shall see before themselves very powerful device, allowing to read out the information from world around in the binary coding. Owing to very smart chip{integrated circuit} to functions of differentiation and integration, here the primary information "is quantized" up to microns. I.e. the main things are all on only two functions. But at need, they, specularly being multiplied, turn to billions receptors, and everyone starts to be engaged in separate areas.
It represents the inference from the theory “functional asymmetry hemispheres of a brain” and probably looks{appears} ill-founded. But the received system of linguistics as one of silhouettes of thought process, just also proves this position. In the output circuit{scheme} the branching too should occur{happen} dichotomic, but for the sake of simplicity and, proceeding from that in linguistics these transition components are not too popular, we have not selected{allocated} them. But if to consider{examine} the circuit{scheme} in details, that, for example the sentence, all over again it should be divided on the subject and a predicate, and then the subject - into determining and a subject, a predicate - on circumstance and a predicate. Last too in turn, on any two transition, and they in the further: the first on a verb and a noun, the second on the numeral and an adjective. Further, the same, etc.
And apparently from system, to each upper position of a branch there corresponds{meets} the grade of linguistics having an attributive shade, and to the lower position - денотативный. It follows that each of them is a product of a corresponding{meeting} hemisphere (it is once again underlined: actually the system is dismembered dichotomic. Transition components here are reduced).
Process of thinking occurs{happens} in interrelation afferent the analysis and synthesis, in a correlative combination of processes of differentiation and integration.
Such model of thinking enables creations of new generations of artificial intelligences for which process of thinking will occur{happen} not on strictly logical mechanisms, namely under this circuit{scheme}. I.e. in interrelation of sensations and intelligence, and in such web-like combinations of functions of the left and right hemisphere.
But here we have preferred to state only theoretical aspects of this system and to not step on the side having cleanly applied or commercial value. About these aspects we consider{count} correct to state the consideration individually, on other bases and, from it{this} we do not see any damage for the theoretical significance stated.
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Fig. 5.
=================================
THE ONTOLOGICAL DEVICE
=================================
It is possible to consider{count} as the ONTOLOGICAL basis of system that fact, that four main bodies of speech accepted here are linguistic equivalents of grades ontology, such as a matter (= a noun), traffic (= a verb), quality (= an adjective) and quantity{amount} (= the numeral). I.e. the person names only that learns with what daily collides{faces}. Language, has just appeared for the denotation of the apprehended{perceived} subjects and processes. Both philosophers, and linguists observed the same objects. And each of them named them in own way.
This fact is additional argument in favour of exception of a pronoun and an adverb from of some parts of speech, as unlike other paramount{primary} (here syntactical) parts of speech for them are not present an ontological equivalent.
Proceeding from that a philosophical equivalent of these four parts of speech (i.e. the matter, traffic, quality, and quantity{amount}) are universal grades for all mankind, and also proceeding from that the logic of the reconciled system eliminates abstraction of parts of speech from members of sentences and space-time, it is causal-category ratios, it is possible to draw output, that all components of system are universal. From here follows, that the system entirely is universal for all mankind.
And on the contrary, having put instead of these linguistic grades their philosophical originals, it is possible to receive very interesting ontological system (look: a Fig. 5.).
What is this allocation of grades - randomness, or something is more?
Most likely, - the second. Expressing the complete consent with those currents which saw nonseparable link between language, thinking and life, and accepted language as a key for penetration into legitimacies of process of thinking and a reality (for example, “Analytical philosophy”), we can approve{confirm; claim}, what is it the circuit{scheme} is a map of a reality, scheme of anthropo-cosmos. The human knowledge can cover only this area of a reality; possibilities of human knowledge are ended in these perimeters. Outside it{this} there is only a fog transcendental.
Developing all it is possible to do{make} these{it} of even greater{big} consolidations, a number from them which is stated below:
  
INTRODUCTION TO TRANS-EXISTENTIAL PHILOSOPHY
From logic of these systems follows, that a hemisphere of a brain do not catch, and filter outage signals (information). Catch only those signals which can more correctly, on what suffices their capability (as assumed the "transcendental philosophy"). And the world which we see, is actually anything other, as half “creation of human reason” (as assumed “Эмпириокритицизм”). I.e. the image of the world in our representation is not a direct copy of a reality, and its{her} only rationalized sort.
On logic of these systems, the information on the world around, "radiated" by units of a reality, or mirrored by them (i.e. the information on the physical and chemical phenomena of world around), reaching{achieving} the peripheral nervous terminations{endings} of the person, not only is transformed in chemical and electrical (or others) processes at a level of our sense organs, i.e. not only is converted in "language" of a brain at transportation{transporting}, but also updated by functions of hemispheres during thinking, under this circuit{scheme}, for understanding their person. And only after it, dynamic and continuously renewing neuron mode of ambient world is created for the man from this distant and chaotic sensory inflow,  but reality remains noumen for the human being.
There would be for the person not two hemispheres of a brain, and three (four, five...) - everyone customized on different functions, the person could extract and other forms of the information from the sea of a reality, and process of designing of these signals too would differ from this. I.e. for the person the path to one more measurement would open.
We would name this model thinking accelerative, and the received model of outlook trans-existential. Since on logic of this model, the image of the world in our representation, in our feelings and in a reality, coincides not on isomorphic, and at a polymorphic level. I.e. the bulk of life remains outside of a limit of possibility of human knowledge and feelings - remains unidentified and imperceptible for mankind. And that part which is learnt by mankind, is not direct reflection of a reality, and represents only a construction of initial touch substrata, i.e. the transformed sort of a reality, its{her} pseudocode which is generated by a brain.
Knowingly Platon compared this life to a cave, and people - prisoners in her which do{make} outputs about all event outside of this cave, only on the basis of visible shadows through cracks.
  
=======================================================
SOME NOTICES
=======================================================
1) grades of linguistics Existing in this system are known for all very long time ago. What will give their reallocation on other?
The judicial system, parliament and executive authority existed simultaneously both in the USA and in the USSR. But the difference in their mutual relations for these countries has resulted in well-known all. The inefficiency and not their viability in the USSR were result of wrong{incorrect} allocation of functions and ratios.
Other example: Projection of the circuit{scheme} of the world in plane geocentric system Ptolemy did not allow to explain a number of the astronomical facts, including traffic of heavenly bodies and especially, one-way traffic and an ellipticity of their trajectories. But, having shifted centre of the world outside of itself (i.e. having put on the place), the person has found answers to very many questions. Including, could predict{forecast} existence, properties, exact coordinates of some planets (8-th and 9-th) and other heavenly objects - outgoing only from system reasons (from reasons of the new order of things). In spite of the fact that units for both systems were the same. A difference only in style of their marshaling.
With Mendeleyev table the same: characteristics of many units were known for scientists{scientist} even before their opening - owing to Mendeleyev system. Without this system they would not guess at all to search for 110-th or 120-th unit.
Similar example - system of Darwin. As soon as the reference point has moved{was shifted} with Homo sapiens from the outside and each essence, including mankind, began to be perceived equal in rights and as one of a branch in genetic branchings, - all found the place.
All these examples are merits system, a system approach, i.e., correct marshaling of already available facts.
In the nature there is nothing abstract, i.e. isolated from world around. In the nature all exists in interrelation and in an accordion with other components. Any characteristic something is caused{stipulated} by something outage and is response to something. To systematize is not that to create a certain artificial model for allocation of the gathered facts or not that to classify the facts to any tags. To systematize - means to find the true, natural order, links and properties of things, and also to find optimal (i.e. as much as possible clear for human perception) language for the description of this model. This unique variant as much as possible mirrors all data about her. At all other variants any our questions will remain somewhere without the answer.
With language, the same. He is not which artificial creation of the social environment for simplification of the mutual relations. He is the characteristic of a brain, a quantifier of its{his} function and its{his} learning as one of keys, will by all means lead to disclosure of secrets of thinking. And finding of system of language is unique path to it{this}. Because only after that, having clocked legitimacies, it is possible to reveal something concerning to a depth layer of knowledge as we have tried to make it in this operation.
  
2) Link with “logicism” an ohm:
How much really that fear of some linguists of the last century, what such approach sooner or later will lead linguistics of monopoly of logic?
There are two disciplines among all which do not cost{stand} near to them. It is philosophy and logic.
The philosophy, uniting in itself a maximum of universal legitimacies of each discipline, creates “the Concept of a uniform panorama of the world”, using them as fragments. And the logic is the universal standard, the uniform constitution accepted by philosophy for all disciplines. Only disciplines observing these constitution receive citizenship in the world of a science. And others, despite of extracted{obtained} every possible interesting results, remain nevertheless outside of the status of a science (for example, occult and esoteric disciplines).
From this point of view, logic - the science which is not necessary in one number with other disciplines, and is a meta-method and absolute criterion for all scientific concepts. Following to rules of logic not sufficient, but a mandatory condition for all disciplines. Because all disciplines are in correlative link with each other, and the logic fulfils clocking function between them. And only owing to her, results of all disciplines, being combined with each other, participate in philosophical consolidations.
Linguists of all times understood this position and moderately adhered in the researches. For example, the Greek philosophy 5-1 century B.C., the West-European scholastic sciences (logic and grammar), the rationalistic concept of language and more a number of schools and currents in logic, philosophies and linguistics of the end 19-20 centuries (“Philosophy of the analysis”, “Linguistic philosophy”, “Philosophy of logic”, “the Logical analysis of natural languages”, etc.).
But has historically added{developed} so, that the linguistics in struggle for the sovereignty should refuse every possible tags of other disciplines, including and logic. Here have played the role and some directions of linguistics, such as, for example, logicism  which too absolutized functions of logic at research of language, and it has led to disgust. Orientation of a vector of developing always spiral and returning to earlier denied channel in more perfective aspect inevitably.
Unlike supporters logicism, in our approach it is accepted, that problems truth-falsehood, conclusion, the proof-refutation, etc. concern exclusively to logic; and forms of words and sentences, declination, родо-specific attributes, typology of languages, psychological and communicative aspects of language, the problems linked to morphology, ways of expression of syntactical ratios, reflections in structure of the sentence outside of-language realities, etc. exclusively are a subject of linguistics (including, together with other disciplines).
And unlike them in our approach the concept - with a word, a logical and linguistic subject-predicate with each other is not identified. I.e. strict parallelism between a word and concept, the sentence and an opinion does not affirm{is not claimed}. Denotations in the expressive schedule of the same concepts or an opinion - are admitted by separate words, word-combinations, the whole sentences, or groups of characters of nonverbal sphere; Or on the contrary - it is admitted, that the same word, a word-combination, the sentence or a nonverbal code can be expression separately taken concept, or the whole an opinion. And more: depending on synonymity and homonymity (i.e. identity of value or the form) words, word-combinations or sentences, they can be expression of different concepts or opinions, either the same concept or an opinion can express plural synonyms, word-combinations or sentences.
And a problem of the title of unit of this schedule - concept, an opinion, etc., or the sememe, a lexeme, etc. - has no essential value. In all cases, here it is a question of units of the informative schedule of language and their combination in a variant expressing complete thought.
  
3) Apparently from circuits{schemes}, this system is ended on the verge of the expressive schedule of language. What is behind a side of it{this}?
As expressed repeatedly, it is considered, that this system is a skeleton, a kernel, a frame of any national language, and various national languages - its{his} various shell. But not only they.
In a role of the shell of this system everything can appear, that can carry the information, including electrical impulses, light signs, figures{pictures}, touch, etc.
In the aggregate sort, it is possible to class all these forms of resources of expression as follows.
1) 
 The Verbal channel: a Subcode grounded on feelings of hearing;
2) 
 The Visual channel: a Subcode grounded on feelings of sight;
3) 
 The Dactyl (tactile) channel: a Subcode grounded on tactile senses;
4) 
 The Fragrant channel: a Subcode grounded on feelings of sense of smell;
5) 
 The Degust channel: a Subcode grounded on feelings of taste;
6) 
 Other auxiliary channels of feelings: the Subcodes grounded on other feelings, such as feelings of temperature, weight, etc.;
But it is conditional classifying since at centre of this classifying there is a person, its{his} capabilities. If to approach{suit} to a problem from the point of view of information theory in general then it is possible to take any of resources to which the information in its{her} any form can be passed as resources of expression of language. Thereof in an electronics engineering as resources of expression of language electrical impulses or electromagnetic waves are used; in what that situations light or other visible signs, for many insects (for ants, butterflies, wasp, etc.) are developed nonverbal (nonverbal) forms of language (dialogue), etc.
I.e. language and speech (sounding) not is the different sides of one medal (or a page), or causing existence each other. Speech does not precede language and is not the unique instrument implementing of language. Language can exist both without speech, and these enumerated resources can enter roles of the shell of this system all.
But then why for the person it is developed only verbal, and for any other sorts, other forms of language?
Not entering polemic with those currents which linked etymology of language or to vocal clonings (in the theory of " sound imitation”), or with emotional affects (“in the theory of exclamations”), social conventions (in current “Linguistic naturalism”), etc., say, that here in force a principle of convenience. I.e. for each essence that form of language which is most convenient for possibilities of its{her} sense organs develops, including is equally convenient from the point of view of transmittance and receiving.
For some insects nonverbal forms of dialogue are developed because their relative size is very small to create the audio resonances extending on distances, by virtue of their tiny throat or lips.
And for the person the speech (verbal) form of language just is developed because its{his} other channels of the communications not so are extensive, and not so are convenient. For example, the person can receive the information from world around by means of the 5 cores and about 20 subsidiary organs of feelings. But can generate all on all in three or four of them, i.e. can express the same thought only verbally, visually or dactyl (by means of touch).
Why last from these three channels it is ineffective from a point sight of the communications, it is not difficult to guess. But why the mankind has not constructed the system of dialogue on the visual channel, in fact the share of this channel in obtaining the daily information makes about 90 %?
And here takes place natural selection. Despite of prevalence of the visual channel in ordinary mutual relations of the person with world around, in extreme conditions, from a point sight of safety of an individual, this channel is insufficiently reliable, and authentic.
The matter is that the range of sight covers in space only a quarter of a visible environment, and on time - half of day (i.e. only time of wakefulness). And it not all. Working capacity of the visual channel is limited also to various unfavorable situations. The smoke, a fog or any barrier meeting daily, sharply output it{him} out of operation.
Activity of the acoustical channel is saved within 24 hours on time and in a range of 360 degrees on space. A unique barrier in distribution of a sound is superstrong noise which and that is very atypical from a point sight of occurrence. Besides to communicate with the person visually it is necessary, that its{his} attention concentrated on you (approximately on you), i.e. looked at you. The sound channel is opened{open} round the clock for perception of the information from different directions, ото all and without any special customizations.
All these factors promoted that the sound form of transmission of the information has won a historical competition and has step-by-step started to dominate over daily dialogue of the person. Verbal call has turned to skill because of the efficiency and convenience, and mankind, proceeding from the needs{requirements} of safety, non-sensibleness developed it{him} up to a today's level of complexity and detail.
And as these initial shouts Maugly or Tarzan turned to the modern perfect{absolute} and supercomplex{superdifficult} national languages, it has simply put time: its{his} Mechanism is completely identical with the evolutionary mechanism of writing. I.e., as developing of writing experienced a stage [grapheme = the sentence (iconic  writing)]  [grapheme = a word or a word-combination (ideographic  writing) ]  [grapheme = a syllable (syllabographic writing) ]  [graphemes = the sound (phonographic writing)], the same trajectories has tested also language, and evolved through stages [phonemes = the sentence (iconic language)]  [phoneme = a word or a word-combination (ideographic language) ]  [phoneme = a syllable (syllabographic language) ]  [phoneme = a sound (phonographic language) ]. I.e. any shout all over again substituted (designated) the whole sentence, then - only a part of this sentence, and then - a part of a word.
But, despite of typological or morphological features of different national languages (which are derivative from social individuality the native speaker), silhouettes of this system were saved in all languages.
Our system concerns only to the informative schedule of language. A structure of system of the expressive schedule which should cover all these language forms as it was spoken above, we leave another.
  
4) And more one notice{note}:
Here on the person{face} obvious analogy to Darwinian evolution. Since and there developing goes from individual{single} to plural and through crossing of results of different branches. And if, really here there is any parallelism according to synergetic, with each branching, here the degree of structurization (organization) too should increase. And she really increases, since here uncertainty (entropy) of value inversely proportional to a level of differentiation.
Just and from here an identification of language with a certain alive organism for some schools, for example for naturalists. And actually, because of that, as here during formalizing language there is a unit of integration (connection of results of different branches), he starts to behave according to principles of synergetic, just as organic substances.
Let's notice also, that is possible{probable}, диалектикам it is time to pay attention on such web-like of a trajectory of the developing, revealed in various spheres from botany up to zoology, and now also here.
And more: as has expressed above, in these partitions appreciable{noticeable} there are only the results received through one division, and transition components for some reason are not actual neither in linguistics, nor in philosophy. Why it so, is not known.
At last, one more notice{note}: apparently from the circuit{scheme}, orientation of a vector of differentiation here is routed from the general to the particular, i.e. from left to right under the circuit{scheme}. But this first impression. Probably, even actually occurs{happens} on the contrary - the trajectory of thinking is routed from right to left in the circuit{scheme}. I.e. the primary information is on the right tips of this system, in the form of various and disconnected with each other signals. The brain, uniting these separate fragments stage by stage, creates the common panorama of the world.
  
=======================================================
WHAT ADVANTAGE{BENEFIT} OF THIS SYSTEM FOR THE SCIENCE?
=======================================================
This system not the artificial model constructed for the sake of simplification of scientific manipulations (similarly to sorting{classification} alphabetically), and the revealed legitimacy of natural properties, links and ratios (similarly to, for example "Mendeleyev Periodic System" or "Heliocentric [and nowadays Eccentric] Systems" in astronomy), - whose consequence{investigation}, for example, is scalability of many logical, linguistic, philosophical grades for all mankind.
From a theoretical point sight, she orders all grades of linguistics by the determined rules and gives the same results which the modern linguistics gave in more uneconomical variant in more compact sort.
This system arranges grades of linguistics on subgroups or under multilevel ratios, showing vertical and horizontal links. Boundaries of a partition are here extreme clearly designated; any component never appears in a role of another, i.e. all of them are in mutually exclusive ratios. Functions and the status are precisely distributed, revealed subordinal and equal in rights ratios.
The given system simplifies linguistics due to abbreviation{cutting} (more correctly, consolidating) repeating (duplicating each other in something) functions, symmetrization and terminological reforming (for example, here there are no such not linguistic terms as quantity{amount}, quality [as sorts of circumstance]. Here they are substituted [i.e. the system, is more correct than legitimacy of system demanded replacement] native terms of the linguistics that simplifies understanding of links); This system enables is correlative to link linguistics to other disciplines, and its{her} domestic grades - with each other, i.e. determines exact coordinates of linguistics in system of sciences - due to its{her} coercion to the general{common} standard with other disciplines; Opens essence of "conversion", word-formation; enables to reveal (more correctly to construct) every possible forms word-formation; Here the problem of a competition between members of sentences and parts of speech (here they are not in equal in rights, and in subordinary [subordinated{subordinate; subject}] ratios) is solved. This system is universal, i.e. enables to clock linguistics (i.e. that part of linguistics which studies{investigates} the informative schedule of language) all nationalities, as the averaged form of all national languages, or on extreme to a measure applies for this status.
She enables to rehabilitate or reanimate sights of many linguistic, philosophical, psychological and cybernetic schools.
And the most important - in linguistics does not remain any logical violations therefore the linguistics comes to the general{common} standard with other sciences which already at joining{docking} can freely exchange legitimacies.
This system reveals more than hundred classes (clusters, cells, blocks), i.e. distinctions in values differing from each other even on micron on which it is possible to arrange all lexicon of any language. Why to use such extensive, simultaneously compact and evident{visual} library (the directory, a database) for allocation of all suffixes, affixes, any nouns, adjectives, their subspecies, etc., for more evident{visual} learning all graphic palette of language.
Simultaneously she can be useful as mnemonic the device at learning foreign languages since for all languages any subspecies of a noun to be in that cell where there is its{her} native equivalent in the native language.
To identify this system it is possible with a site where on each page there corresponds{meets} only one reference{link} and to each reference{link} there corresponds{meets} only one page. Here the main page is the page of "Sentence" which has four references{links}. Each page, being the address of these references{links} (page the "Predicates" which are "A subject"...), too has on four references{links} which addresses, in turn, also refer to four other pages, etc. As a result we precisely know where to search for what value, and there is no need to be afraid of errors on a crossroads of a subject and a noun, and others.
The given system is especially useful to Machine translation where identification of characteristics of words, as is known, has paramount{primary} value. But similarity of morphological features of pronouns to other parts of speech, shifts morphology in computerized analyses on a minor position and forces to index each word in advance (present, all this basically because of a pronoun!).
And in general she applies to render significant influence on the common scientific concept of the world and spasmodicly to transfer{carry} on qualitatively new level of researches in areas of an artificial intelligence, machine translation, philosophical outlooks, etc. Except for these{it} as the new tool the knowledge, opens huge horizons for solutions weight of problems of a science - both theoretical, and technical.
At parse of sentences on this system - members of sentences all over again come to light; at the second stage - comes to light, what parts of speech express these sentence parts; these parts of speech are then parsed also - their sorts (on space, time steal up...); then subspecies of these sorts (whether they are nominal or own, abstract or concrete?). Then subspecies of these subspecies (from what parts of speech they are derivate, further - from what subspecies of these parts of speech), etc. - if it is necessary to go before. As a result we reach "atoms" and "molecules" of language, and for mankind more thin structure of the world reveals.
All these examples only partially show advantages of offered system.
  
In summary it is necessary to note{mark}, that, probably, this system is not correct also a science does not require similar things. But she has the right to existence, as one of the version, one of images{visions}, variants of solutions. Especially, probably, not all system and what those its{her} units will seem to someone reasonable, and, proceeding from these reasons, they will solve any other problem, or in general will construct on the basis of this system any other, more perfect{absolute} model. In fact up to today's cosmogony system (where, the centre of the Universe is outside of limits of our galaxy) existed heliocentric (“centre of the Universe is the Sun!”) and geocentric (“centre of the Universe is the Earth!”) Systems. And though they also were erratic, but became a support for the further perfecting model of the Universe. And without these predecessors, would not be also today's eccentric models of system of a galaxy. The same it is possible to tell{say} concerning Darwinian system: there would be no Z.B.Lamarka's erratic system, probably, there would be no also a system of Darwin (how much{as far as} she is perfect{absolute} at the given stage is already other question).
And this{thus} one of advantages of our system since she offers new nonconventional solution of existing problems of a science.
THE END
For today this material on the Internet is accessible from more than 1000 (!) address since it is included{is switched on} in section “Languages and linguistics” all scientific sites of the world. The list of the majority of them can be found, having looked on “http://www. Google.com” a phrase “Новая система лингвистики” (to write so-called).
It is authorized to translate this material on any language, to publish it{him} in any issuing (paper or electronic) without the permission of the author:
- 
 Only with saving authorship J.M.Mammadov and referring to this site (http://www.phillaw.aznet.org/monru/mamedov2.htm or http://phillaw.aznet.org/monru/mamedov2.htm);
- 
 With the instruction{indication} somewhere near to First name, middle initial, last name author in brackets to a word "Azerbaijan" (in sense of a national identity);
- 
 It is desirable, with departure to the author (c.m.mamedov@mail.ru) a copy or the scanned variant of that issuing, or the information on publication.
The author thankful in advance themes who will help{assist} with the following:
- 
 In distribution of this material, especially in linguistic, philosophical either psychological sites or logs;
- 
 In editing an English-speaking variant of this material and \ or in its{his} distribution to English-speaking sites or logs. (the English-speaking version of this material is to the address of: http://www.phillaw.aznet.org/monen/mamedov2.htm or http://phillaw.aznet.org/monen/mamedov2.htm)
The author thankful in advance for any remarks, sentences, and responses
CONTACT: c.m.mamedov@mail.ru
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				The expressive plan of language								ATTRIBUTE				VERBAL ATTRIBUTE
(Participle)				Temporary type:		Dialectal participle				ADJECTIVATION

																				Spatial type		Dynamic participle

																				Causal type:		Perfective/imperfective participle

																				Class type:		Static participle

				(Verbal and not verbal constructions of expressions)

																SUBSTANTIVE
ATTRIBUTE				Temporary type:		Former, previous, morning

																				Spatial type:		Local, urban, top

																				Causative type:		Existing, functioning

				[the morphology
etc.]																Class type:		Attachment

																ADJECTIVE
ATTRIBUTE
(ordinary attribute)				Temporary type:		Young…/daily

																				Spatial type:		Closed,//cramped

				THE  LANGUAGE																Causative type:		Property adjective

																				Class type:		Quality adjective

																NUMERAL
ATTRIBUTE
(ordinary numeral)				Temporary type:		Perennial…//simultaneous…

																				Spatial type:		Long, one-meter…//ordinal numeral

																				Causative type:		Disposable, double, single…

																				Class type:		Cardinal, fractional and collective numeral

								THE SUBSTANTIAL PLAN OF LANGUAGE

												SUBJECT				VERBAL
SUBJECT
(Infinitive etc.)				Temporary type:		Dialectal verbal noun				SUBSTANTIVATION

																				Spatial type:		Dynamical verbal noun

																				Causative type:		Perfective/imperfective verbal noun

																				Class type:		Static verbal noun

																SUBSTANTIVE
SUBJECT
(ordinary noun)				Temporary type:		Spring, night…

																				Spatial type:		Agdash, Baku, Moscow, city, settlement…

																				Causative type:		Wintering, spring-ploughing

																				Class type:		Man, philosophy, Sokrat…

																ADJECTIVE
SUBJECT				Temporary type:		News…//diary, annual…

																				Spatial type:		Foreign country, distance…

																				Causative type:		Substantivized property adjective

																				Class type:		Substantivized quality adjective

																NUMERAL
SUBJECT				Temporary type:		Five mark, agave…//longevity

																				Spatial type:		Long-arm, kid

																				Causative type:		Disposable…

																				Class type:		Minority, half ruble…

												ADVERBIAL  MODIFIER				VERBAL ADVERBIAL
 MODIFIER
(gerund)				Temporary type:		Dialectal gerund				ADVERBALIZATION

																				Spatial type:		Dynamical gerund

																				Causative type:		Perfective/imperfective gerund

																				Class type:		Static gerund

																SUBSTANTIVE
ADVERBIAL
MODIFIER				Temporary type:		Temporal adverbial (adverb)

																				Spatial type:		Local adverbial (adverb)

																				Causative type:		Illative adverbial (adverb), adverbial (adverb) of aim and result

																				Class type:		Words with prepositions additional

																ADJECTIVE
ADVERBIAL MODIFIER				Temporary type:		Sometimes, everyday…//long ago…

																				Spatial type:		Cramped…// from afar..

																				Causative type:		Adverbial modifier (adverb) of manner

																				Class type:		Adverbial modifier (adverb) of comparison

																NUMERAL
ADVERBIAL MODIFIER				Temporary type:		For years, for months, forever…

																				Spatial type:		By km, by meter…

																				Causative type:		Once, seven times, not once, once upon a time

																				Class type:		Adverbial modifier (adverb) of quantity and degree

												PREDICATE				VERBAL
PREDICATE
(ordinary verbs)				Temporary type:		Dialectal verbal predicate				PREDICATIVATION

																				Spatial type:		Dynamic verbal predicate

																				Causative type:		Perfective/imperfective verbal predicate

																				Class type:		Static verbal predicate

																SUBSTANTIVE
PREDICATE				Temporary type:		Temporal substantive predicate

																				Spatial type:		Spatial substantive predicate

																				Causative type:		…is for…, is of…

																				Class type:		Subjective and possessive predicate

																ADJECTIVE
PREDICATE				Temporary type:		Not new, was daily…

																				Spatial type:		Become closed, is cramped…

																				Causative type:		Adjective predicate of manner

																				Class type:		Adjective predicate of quality

																NUMERAL
PREDICATE				Temporary type:		… will be long lasting…

																				Spatial type:		… is a meter

																				Causative type:		… (how) many times

																				Class type:		Predicate of quantity
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				THE PHENOMENA										ATTRIBUTE														TRAFFIC						Time		VARIATION ON ATTRIBUTE				ADJECTIVIZATION

																																		Space

																																		Causality

																																		Class

																												MATTER						Time

																																		Space

																																		Causality

																																		Class

																												QUALITY						Time

				PERCEIVED PART OF THE REALITY																														Space

																																		Causality

																																		Class

																												QUANTITY						Time

																																		Space

																																		Causality

																																		Class

								ESSENCE						ДЕНОТАТ														TRAFFIC						Time		Developing				SUBSTANTIVIZATION

																																		Space		Moving

																																		Causality		Duration

																																		Class		Static traffic

																												MATTER						Time		Time

																																		Space		Space

																																		Causality		Causality
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																																		Class		Tag

																												QUANTITY						Time		Duration

																																		Space		Size
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														COORDINATES														TRAFFIC						Time		VARIATION ON COORDINATE				ADVERBALIZATION
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																																		Causality

																																		Class

																												MATTER						Time
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																												QUANTITY						Time
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