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General Introduction

Russian allows variation in many areas of morphosyntax; case
selection in the object of a negated verb and form selection of
predicate adjectives are two typical examples of such variation.
Previous literature on these constructions suggests, on the one
hand, that they are sensitive to specific contextual interpretations
of the clause. Thus, for example, case selection of the object of
negated transitive verbs is said to be affected by the presence of
an implicit contrast between the negative situation and the
corresponding affirmative (Tomson 1903), or by parameters
related to informational structure of the negative clause (Morison
1964, Fuchs 1973, Timberlake 1975). Form selection of predicate
adjectives is said to be affected by properties which may be
expressed by context: evidentiality (Isaéenko 1958, Nichols
1981), temporal-aspectual restrictions (for example, Vinogradov
et al. 1960, Gustavsson 1976, Nichols 1981), referentiality of the
subject NP (for example, Isaenko 1965, Babby 1975).

On the other hand, the previous literature suggests at the same
time that clause-level parameters may automatically determine
form. Clause-level parameters are clause-internal properties
which can be objectively identified; they cun be properties of a
noun phrase, of a verb, or of a whole clause. Thus, case selection of
the object of the negated transitive verbs is said to be affected by
a number of parameters primarily pertaining to inherent lexical

properties of constituents of the negative clause which comprise
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the "individuation hierarchy” (Timberlake 1975). In predicate
adjective constructions, certain clause-level parameters strongly
favor one particular form: the presence of complements to
predicate adjectives nearly automatically triggers the short form
(Vinogradov et al. 1960, Svedova et al. 1980); overt modal
categories favor the long form instrumental case (Nichols 1981);
and the subject NP without an adjunct favors the long form
nominative case (Gustavsson 1976). In the present thesis 1 will
argue that each variant in the two constructions is motivated by a
specific semantic interpretation of the clause. This interpretation
is generated by clause-level parameters and by context to varying
degrees in different environments.

There is another issue to be addressed in conjunction with the
semantic properties of the clause. Discourse-oriented studies tend
to argue that morphosyntax interacts with discourse, or the
manner in which various units of information are related in text.
For example, Halliday and Hasan (1979) (for English) and
Simmons (1981) (for Russian) describe various types of "cohesive
relationships” between textual units. Givén (1976, 1983) argues
that grammatical agreement interacts with relative topicality and
topic continuity of noun phrases in discourse. Hopper and
Thompson (1980), introducing the notion of "grounding”,
demonstrate that this discourse function of a clause correlates
with properties of the clause which are considered as components

of an interrelated complex called “transitivity”. Discourse




analysists such as Labov (1972) and Polanyi (1985) view that
clause-internal properties, including morphosyntax, highlight the
specific parts of text which carry more significant information
than others. Communicative considerations are said to influence
the structural choices in relative clause constructions in English
conversation (Fox and Thompson 1990:315). A similar (but
stronger) claim is made in Garcfa 1979:46-47 in which functional
considerations are said to predict syntactic behavior. In Russian
the knowledge transaction between the speaker and the
addressee is said to interact with word order (Yokoyama 1986). In
this thesis I will propose that the semantic property of the clause
that motivates each variant in the two constructions not only
provides further evidence that morphosyntactic variation can be
used as discourse devices, but also suggests different manners in

which morphosyntax interacts with discourse.
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Part L Geniti c .
1. 1. Introduction

In Russian there is a choice between the accusative case (A)
and the genitive case (G) for the object of negated transitive
verbs. Previous works are based on the type of analysis which
does not fully treat the effect of context, yet many of them seem
to suggest that there are textual parameters involved in this case
selection.

Literature indicating the relationship between context and the
use of the genitive of negation, to my knowledge, goes back to
Tomson (1903:218). In his interpretation of the negative
sentences with A and G, there are many statements suggestive of
the role of context. For instance, in describing one of the four

types of sentences with A, he states the following:

OTpHYaTeJIbHHEe MOBeCTBOBaTeJIbENE NMPeAJIOXEeHAd ¢ B. II.
o6beKTa ABJIAKWTCA TOrZa, KOrxa oTBepraeTcs ZeACTBHe, C
yBepeHHOCTHH MpeAnosylaraeMoe, OXHJAaemoe HIIH
X eJlaeMoe 'OBOPAI KM HIIH cHIyIaTeJIeM.

'Negative narrative sentences with the accusative case of the
object occur when an action, which is presupposed with

certitude, expected, or desired by the speaker or the

addressee, is rejected.’
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In other words, A may be used when the corresponding
affirmative is expected by the addressee or the speaker. In the
following example cited by Tomson, the affirmative is what the
speaker (an angel) of this utterance had wished, and thus the
sentence implies that he should have "taken out the soul™ (4
AonxeH 6MJI BHHYTH ee) (Tomson 1903:218), as directed by God.

(1) He BHEYN 4 [H3 poXHJILHEQH] AymyA.

'l did not take out the soul [out of the woman in

childbirth}.’

Sentences with G are described by Tomson as lacking the
assumption that the corresponding affirmative proposition might
be possible; his observation suggests that these sentences have a
descriptive rather than a narrative discourse function. Thus, (2)
below is understood as a response to a question [JoxaxXH MHe CBOIO
HoBy0 mnaAny! '‘Show me your new hat!'. The sentence focuses on
the state in which the speaker does not have a hat as a resuit of
not having bought any (Tomson 1903:220).

(2)  He xynun mnanuG,

'l did not buy a hat'

Other works also suggest the involvement of context in A/G
selection. The relationship between the informational structure of
the negative clause and case selection has been pointed out by
subsequent works. Morison (1964:293) argues that the placement

of logical stress determines case selection. Fuchs (1973:87) argues
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that case selection is motivated by the types of information (new
or old) which the verb and the object carry.

Possible influence of context on the use of the genitive of
negation can be inferred in discussions concerning the interaction
between the scope of negation and A/G selection. According to
Timberlake (1975:134), scope or force of negation is one of the
major factors affecting case selection. Attenuated force of negation
is likely to trigger A, while strong force of negation extended to
the object is likely to trigger G. Since scope of negation is said to
interact with contextual boundness of information (Hajidovi
1973:90), case selection may be conditioned by context to a
certain extent.

While there are discussions suggestive of possible contextual
involvement in A/G selection, there are, however, also
observations which suggest that case selection might be
determined by clause-level parameters -- properties which can be
objectively identified within the clause and have little to do with
context. Jakobson (1936:38-39) seems to suggest that A or G may
appear regardless of context; a case inherently has a general
meaning consisting of a set of features. Although this general
meaning may be subject to modifications to varying degrees when
the case form occurs in specific contexts, there are no changes in
terms of the presence or absence of the given features built into
the case. Thus, in the object of negated transitive verbs, the G

form consistently has the features [+scope] and [-directionality],
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while the A form consistently has the features [+directionality]
and [-scope] (where "+" signifies a positive value and "-" signifies
no commitment to the value).

Previous literature on the genitive of negation lists a number of
parameters which pertain primarily to inherent lexical properties
of the object noun phrase: for example, parameters such as
animacy, properness, modification, and concreteness of the object
noun which are said to comprise the "individuation hierarchy”
(Timberlake 1975:133). Thus, in the following pair, the use of G in

the clause with a proper noun Cement is unacceptable (*), while in

the clause with a common noun pomMaH ‘'the novel' it is marginally
acceptable (°) (Timberlake 1975:124).
(3) A1 elge He YHTasN2a PoMaHA ['JTaAKOBa <«[JeMeHT».
*pomanal 'MazxoBa «[JeMeRT».
'l have not read Gladkov's novel Cement.'
(4) A1 elge He YHTANA <«[JeMeHT»A,
*JJeMeHTa»G,

'l have not read Cement.’

Lexical properties of the verb are also said to influence case
selection in many sources; the verb HMeTh and verbs of
perception and cognition are said to favor G.

Another variation on the hypothesis that A/G selection is
determined solely on the clause level has been put forward in
Babby 1980. According to this work, there are two kinds of

theme-rheme partition of a sentence, one defined by context and
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the other strictly on the clause level. It is the latter that
determines the scope of negation, and thus conditions case
selection of the object of the negated verb (Babby 1980:120-121).

The focus of investigation in Part I, then, will be to analyze the
semantic properties of A- and G-clauses and to examine the extent
to which clause-level parameters and context generate these
properties. I will also propose, on the basis of the semantic
properties of A- and G-clauses, specific discourse functions which

A- and G-clauses are likely to have.

1. 2. The Data Base
1732 relevant examples were collected from 2314 pages of
memoiristic texts.! By relevant examples I mean sentences with
the negative particle He placed immediately before the verb.
There are two types of corpora which 1 used for two different
purposes: the "general” corpus, and the "basic" corpus.

The general corpus consists of all the examples with the
negative particle He preceding the verb; it is used to confirm the
effects of the parameters tested previously in other studies. The
basic corpus is the corpus which excludes impersonal
constructions with infinitives, infinitives with modal verbs,
imperatives, and gerund-participle constructions. My discussion
will be based primarily on the basic corpus.

The distribution of A and G in each corpus is presented below.
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Table 1. General and Basic_Corpora
_ gencralcorpus  basiccorpus 0

A 602 (34.8%) 289 (26.6%)
G 1130 797
total 1732 1086

I excluded the following types of examples from my corpora: 1)
those with constituent negation (other than the verb); 2) those
with nouns showing case syncretism; 3) those with second
genitive forms; 4) those with verbs which can take G in positive
sentences; 5) concessive clauses with the particle HH; and 6)
idioms, which I will list shortly.

L 2. L Copsti Negati

Those examples in which the negative particle He does not
immediately precede the verb were excluded; they obligatorily
take A. In the example below the negative particle He modifies
the adverbial phrase u3-3a <¢THX0B 'because of the poems’ rather
than the verb sa6una '[I] forgot' or the verb phrase sabuia
HpuHYy ‘forgot Irina’. Likewise, examples with object negation and
subject negation were excluded.

(5) [..] Ho A He H3-32 cTHXOB 3a6una UpHKEYA, (C. 592)

'(...] but not because of poems did I forget IrinaA.'

Those sentences with masculine animate object NP's were

excluded because in those nouns the accusative case and the
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genitive case have the same morphological shape both within the
singular and within the plural numbers. Examples with feminine
animate object NP's in the plural were also excluded for the same
reason. First declension neuter nouns (of the type: genitive
singular and accusative plural ¢BeTHJa ’'luminary'), second
declension feminine nouns (of the type: genitive singular and
accusative plural RKEETrH ‘'book'), and third declension feminine
nouns (of the type: genitive singular and accusative plural
TeTpaZH 'notebook’), which do not show syncretism within the
same number, but rather across numbers, were included. When
these nouns were not modified to indicate number, 1
differentiated the accusative and the genitive by eliciting the
grammatical number of the object NP's from native speakers.
L. 2. 3. Second Genitive

Examples with a second genitive as the object of a negated verb
were eliminated from the beginning. The second genitive
desinence {u} is distinct from the first genitive desinence {a} in
the masculine first declension, as in the following example.

(6) He xoueT oHa MHe BHHOrpaayG2 aaTs, [...] (C. 658)

'She doesn't want to give me grapesG2, [...]'

Examples of this type were excluded since the motivation for
the second genitive may be different from those for the first

genitive (Klenin 1978:180).

10




L. 2. 4. Verbs Taking G in Affirmative S

Verbs which can take G in positive sentences, such as X 2aTh 'to
wait', OXHAaTh 'to expect’, MPOCHTDH 'to ask for, 3acJYXHBATh 'to
deserve' (taking G only in the imperfective aspect), XoTeThb 'to
want' were not included in the general corpus.

Concessive sentences inherently convey positive meaning, and
thus were excluded from the corpus.

(7) [..] 2 cxonp xo6GpHe 4YYBCTBaA OH HH IHTAMN K Moefl

maMe, [...](5.209)
'[...] and no matter what kind feelingsA he nourished towards
my mother, [...]'

(8)[...] ®m 49TOA 6H HHuYHTan OpPJIOB, apPTHCT2 ¥

MHEEpodOHa A He cnumana (5. 286)
'(...] and regardless of whatA Orlov read, I did not hear an
artist at the microphone.’

1 2. 6. ldioms

The following is the exhaustive list of the types of examples
considered to be idiomatic in my corpus :

He AaBaTh/AaTh KOMY mokoAG 'not to give peaceG to someone’

He 3HaTh AOTHC o 4yém ‘not to know an io:aG about something’

He nMeTb npaBal 'not to have the rightG’

He HMeTb NMOHATHAG 'not to have any ideaC’

He NMPHHHUMATH/NPHHATH y4acTHAC ‘not to take partC’

He o6payaTh/o6paTUTh BHHMaHHAS 'not to turn attentionG’

11



00050331

He oCcTaBJATh KaMHAG Ha xamHe 'not to leave a stoneG on a

stone [=to raze to the ground]'

He OTPHBaTh/oTopBaTh ryasC 'not to tear [one's] eyesG away’

He OTBOAHTL/OTBEeCTH, CBOAHTL/CBeCTH IJ1a3C 'not to turn away
[one's] eyesG'

He INOAHMMATHL/NOAHATH, PYKHG NPOTHB Koro 'not to raise a
handG against someone’

He NpopoHHTH cJ1oBaG 'not to let slip a wordS'

He I'OBOPHTb/cKasaTh (HH) cj10BaC 'not to say a wordC'

He CMMKaTh/COMKHYTH ritasG 'not to close [one’s] eyesG'

He VAapPHETH najiegA o mnasney 'not to hit a fingerA against a
finger [=not to raise a finger]

He 4afgTh AymWHC 'to worship'

1. 3. Quantitative Resuits

This section is intended to test previous quantitative analyses
of clause-level parameters. As shown in the table below, the
parameters can be divided into three groups: those pertaining to
the object NP,2 those pertaining to the verb and/or verb phrase,
and those pertaining to the clause. The selection of such
parameters was based primarily on Restan 1960, Safarewiczowa
1960, Korn 1967, Green 1979, Haka 1981,3 and Mustajoki 1985.
There has been little quantitative investigation of the effect of

counterfactuals, but the correlation between this parameter and

12
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case

selection was examined in order to test whether A is

preferred under attenuated negation.

Table 2. Ouantitatively Tested Cl Jevel P
[. parameters pertaining to the object NP

IL.

II.

1) animate object NP

2) proper object NP

3) emphatic negation on the object NP

4) demonstrative adjectives and headless adjectives in the

neuter singular

parameters pertaining to the verb and/or verb phrase
5) the verb EMeThb 'to possess'

6) verbs of perception and cognition

7) verbs taking instrumental complements

8) perfective aspect

9) impersonal infinitives, infinitives with modal verbs
10) periphrastic future

11) gerunds and participles

parameters pertaining to the clause

12) topicalized object NP (OV word order)

13) counterfactuals

14) exclamatives

15) interrogatives

16) imperatives

1 3 Masako Ueda - 9783954791217
Downloaded from PubFactory at 01/10/2019 03:24:36AM
via free access
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The Yates correction factor was used for calculating the
significance of parameters, in accordance with the instructions in
Hatch and Farhady 1982:170-171. The significance level was set
at .05 = 3.84; the parameter was considered significant if ¥ 2 was
greater than this number. When there were cells whose expected
frequencies were less than 5 (and therefore this method could not
be used legitimately), the Fisher exact test was employed instead.
All examples were classified (positively or negatively) for the
given parameter,

The descriptions of the parameters and the results from my

corpus follow.
L 3. L Ani Object NP

Animate object NP's are said to strongly correlate with A
(Safarewiczowa 1960:124).

(9) {1 He 3a6yay -- cobakyA. (C. 681)

‘I will not forget -- the dogA.’

The results in Table 3 confirm the significance of this

parameter. The percentage of A is overwhelming under animate

objects; the value of Y2 is dramatically high (191.79)

Table 3. Ani Ob;

+animate -animate total
A 121 (89.6%) 481(30.1%) 602
G 14 1116 1130
total 135 1597 1732
¥2=191.79

14
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1. 3. 2. Proper Object NP
Proper object NP's appear frequently in A (Restan 1960:97). I
included kinship terms (Mama 'Mama’, lana 'Papa’, TeTs 'Auntie')
among these NP's,
(10) 1 e BRHI0 KcenuwA. (3. 159)
'l do not accuse KsenijaA.'
The results in Table 4 are in agreement with the previous

findings. A is almost obligatory with proper objects; the value of
¥ 2 is dramatically high (192.32)

Table 4, Proper Object
+proper -proper total
A 112 (93.3%) 490 (30.4%) 602
G 8 1122 1130
total 120 1612 1732
X2= 192.32
L_3. 3. Emphatic Negati

These are examples in which the object NP is modified by
HHEK3KOR 'no', or the object is directly preceded by the negative
particle HH as in HH.., HH... 'neither...nor' and HH OJAHH 'not a
single’.4

(11) Ho A NONOXHTeJIbHO He MOMHI HH OXAHOro npHsHaxaG

ABopHHKa, [..]. (C. 477)

15
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'‘But I positively do not remember a single characteristicG of
the yardsman, [...]'

(12) Huxakoro zokyaaaG oH, pasyMeeTcd, TaK H He caenast, |[..)
(Kr. 103)

'He, of course, did not present any reportC [...J'

(13) A MH He BHJZeJIH B TeéX Xe «CeMH MMOBeNIeHHINX>> HHN
o6peueRHOoCcTHG, HE 4yHCTO PHIROJSIOrHYecKoro crpaxaC
cmepTH, [...) (Kr. 127)

'‘But we saw in the same "Seven That Were Hanged” neither
feeling of doomG, nor purely physiological fearG for death,
[..]

In the test results in Mustajoki 1985:159, G is almost 100%
obligatory; others, such as Restan (1960:101) and Korn
(1967:490), show extremely low percentages of A (6% and 1.8%).
Green (1979:179-180) and Haka (1981) have a higher ratio of A
(23.8% and 38.2%), but this seems to be due to the choice of
examples: Haka included those with other means of emphasis
including ¥ and Zaxe ‘even’, and both Haka's and Green's data
included examples in which emphatic negation modifies
constituents other than the object. The results from my corpus are
in agreement with works by Mustajoki, Restan, and Korn; the
frequencies in Table 5 show that the parameter of emphatic
negation strongly prefers G; G is almost obligatory under this

parameter, and the value of Y2 is very high (50.13).

16
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Table 5. Emphatic Negati

+emph.neg -emph.neg. total
A 6 (4.9%) 596 (37.0%) 602
G_ 116 1014 1130
total 122 1610 1732
X 2= 50.13

1. 3. 4, Demonstrative Adjectives and Headless Adjectives in the
Neuter Singular

This parameter has been investigated by Restan (1960:102-
103), who calculated the frequency of A to be 9% for aTo, 15% for
TO, and 23% for 4To. I put together examples with 3To/3Toro 'this’,
To/Toro (antecedent for 4yTo/4ero), 4urTo/dero ‘what’,
MBoroe/MHEororo ‘much’, Bcé/Bcero ‘everything', cBoé/cBOEro
‘his/her/its own', oXAHo/oAHoro ‘one thing', and adjectives in the
neuter singular without a head noun. These NP's tend to present
abstract notions or situations.

(14) 1 y cecTpH Bamelt MHororoG He moHHMal0, [...) (C. 708)

‘There is a lotG which I do not understand in your sister's
works [...]

(15) [..] 6yap or TaMm, Ha MecTe BaTalloBa HJIH APYrHX
KOMAHAHDPOB MNOJIKOB, OH O HaBepPHAKA cyMeJl cAeslaTh TO,

yeroG oHH He cZenann. (S. 189)
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'[...] Had he been there, in place of Batalov o' other
commanders of the regiment, he would probabl’ have
managed to do that whichG they did not do.’

The value of ¥2(19.56)in Table 6 shows that the paraneter is

significant.
Table 6. D ive Adiectiv | Head sdizcti
in_the N Singul
. I : i I . l
A 39 (20.2%) 563 (36.6%) 602
Q 154 976 1130
total 193 1539 1732
¥ 2= 19.56

Vv ' .

Quantitative studies indicate that sentences with ¥MeTbalmost
exclusively prefer G (Restan 1960:101, Korn 1967:491, Green
1979:185). Mustajoki's data (1985:148) also show a strong
preference for G in sentences with HMeTh, but it is also aid that
other parameters such as animacy and concreteness of the object
noun can block the occurrence of G.

(16) K PYKOBOACTBY TeaTpoM oH MpH3BaHHAGC He umen. 5. 181)

‘He did not have a callingG for theater management.’

Table 7 shows that kMeTs strongly correlates with G; tie value

of X2 is quite high (35.37).

18




Table 7. The Verb MMeTh

—_tdMeThk =~ -HMeTpP total
A 1 (1.4%) 601 (36.2%) 602
G 71 1059 1130
total 72 1660 1732
X 2= 35.37

L 3. 6. Verbs of P :

Verbs of perception and cognition are said to strongly correlate
with G (Restan 1960:100, Green 1979:183, Haka 1981).
(17) {...] aMeHC ux MK He aHaem. (Rb. 273)
'[...] we do not know their namesG.'
(18) [...] ApTembes He BHAen AomaC, HO IpHMepPHO NOMHHIL, TAe

OH ero BrAen. (S. 58)

'[...] Artem'ev did not see the houseG, but remembered
approximately where he had seen it
(19) llo HAaUBHOCTH H# TOrZa He NMOHAJN HCTHHHOro cMucraC aTux
cnoB [...] (Rb. 186)
'Out of naiveté 1 did not understand the true meaningG of
these words then.'
The results from my corpus (Table 8) confirm the previous
findings. G is almost obligatory (85.0%) with verbs of perception

and cognition. The parameter is highly significant (X2=79.17).
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+pere & cog -perc & cog total

A 55 (15.0%) 547 (40.1%) 602
G 312 818 1130
total 367 1365 1732
x2= 79.17

1. 3. 7. Verbs Taking Instrumental Complements
The presence of another complement in the instrumental case
is said to correlate with A (Restan 1960:99). 1 counted examples
in which the verb necessarily takes a complement in the
instrumental case, and those in which the instrumental signifies
instrument or means.
(20) Mou oTHomeHHAA ¢ [JlalleHHORA APYXeCKHMH He Ha3oBellb.
(5. 338)
'One cannot call my relationsA with PaSennaja friendly.’
(21) UHCeHHPOBKYA, pasymeeTcA, A 3THM He cracya. (3. 8%)
'Of course I did not save the adaptationA by this.'
The results in Table 9 confirm the previous findings: A is
almost obligatory with an instrumental complement and the Y2

for this parameter is quite high (33.98).
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Table 9. Instrumental Complement
+complement = -complement _ total

A 26 (86.7%) 576 (33.8%) 602
G 4 1126 1130
total 30 1702 1732
X2= 33.98

1. 3. 8, Perfective Aspect

Perfective aspect is said to correlate with A (Restan 1960:97,
Korn 1967:491, Haka 1981).
(22) Tax 4YTO JAeBHUeCKYH TaJIHI0A Mama, KOHe4YHO, He

coxpaHunaFPF_(Rb. 45)

'So that Mama, of course, did not preservePF a girlish
waistA,'

The results from my corpus (Table 10) indicate that this

parameter correlates significantly with A (¥2=39.21).

Table 10. Perfective Aspect
+pf ~pf total
A 296 (43.8%) 306 (29.0%) 602
G 380 150 1130
total 676 1056 1732
¥ 2= 39.21
21 Masako Ueda - 9783954791217
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L 3 9. ] | Infiniti Infiniti ith Modal Vert
Infinitive constructions are said to favor A (Haka 1981).
(23) Huxoraa MHe He 3aB6HThH IpeKpPacRYK rasnsepeiA o€pason
PYCCKHX XeHIIHH, Co3AaHHYI0 el0. (Ja. 79)
'T can never forget the wonderful galleryA of images of the
Russian women created by her.'
(24) [..] NTeHCKHA He cMOr NOGOPOTH CTOABIIHEe Ha eTro NYTH
npenaTCcTBHAA, [...] (Ja. 109)
'[...] Lenskij could not overcome the obstaclesA which stood
in his way.'
Table 11 shows the frequencies of A among impersonal
infinitives and infinitives with modal verbs. ¥ 2 indicates that this

parameter is extremely significant (}2=189.98).

Table 1L I | Infinit | Infiniti b Modal

Verbs
+infiniti -infinitiv total
A 278 (61.4%) 324 (25.3%) 602
G 175 9535 1130
total 453 1279 1732
X2= 189.98
L. 3. 10. Periphrastic F

Examples in the periphrastic future were treated separately for

measurement of significance under Table 12,
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(25) [...] ecnir Ona He NepegacT ero 6abymke, To OHa GoJiblle He
6y ZeT NPHHOCHThL NPoAYKTHA. (Rb. 223)
'[...] if Olja does not relay it [the message] to Grandma, then
she will no longer bring foodA.
The results indicate that periphrastic future strongly correlates
with A. The frequency of A in the positive cell is extremely high
(84.6%); the significance level = 0.0002831, which is much lower

than .05, indicates that the parameter is highly significant.

Table 12. Peripl ic F

+periphr. f -periphr. f |
A 11 (84.6%) 591 (34.4%) 602
G 2 1128 1130
total 13 1719 1732

a= 0.0002831 << a= 0.05

L3 1L G : | Participle C :
Quantitative works all seem to agree that the ratio of A is
relatively lower in gerund and participle constructions than in

other contexts (Restan 1960:100, Korn 1967:490, Green 1979:178,
Haka 1981).

(26) He wurpas 3tof ponuG Gosiee 12 seT, Enena

MuTpodaHoBHa CorslacHsiach BHeXaTh H CHI'PATh ClIeKTaKJIb
«BonkH H oBgH>» (3. 351)
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'Although she had not played this roleG for more than 12
years, Elena Mitrofanovna agreed to come over and perform
the play "Wolves and Sheep”.’

(27) YTpoMm NpHJIeTANH HX caMoJIeTH, GpocHIH Gombu, He
IpPHYAEABIHAe Sonbmoro Bpeaal [...] (Rb. 206)
'In the morning their planes flew over, and dropped bombs,
which did not cause great harmG [...J

As shown in Table 13, 1 treated gerund and participle

constructions together; the parameter is significant (y2=22.32).

Table 13. G | and Participle C .
+ger. & part, ~  -ger. & part. total

A 36 (19.0%) 566 (36.7%) 602
G 153 977 1130
total 189 1543 1732
x2=22.32

L. 3. 12. Topicalized Obiect NP (OV Word Order)

It is not clear whether OV word order prefers A. According to
works such as Magner 1955:535 and Timberlake 1975:126,
topicalized object NP's are said to prefer A. Quantitative works
such as Restan 1960:99 and Haka 1981 indicate that this
parameter is not very significant. My corpus contained many
examples with G such as the one below.

(28) [...]) HasBaHua eeG He nomMH, [...] (Rb. 142)
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'[...] its nameG I do not remember, {...]'
The results in Table 14 suggest that this parameter is not
significant; the percentages of A under different word orders do
not show any directionality of change. The value of Y2 is

extremely low.

Table 14. Topicalized Object (OV Word Orden)

+0QV -0V total
A 195 (35.8%) 407 (34.3%) 602
G 350 780 1130
total 545 1187 1732
X2= 0.30
1.3, 13, Counterfactual Sentences

There has apparently been little investigation of quantitative
significance of this parameter. Green (1979:172) reports three (of
twelve) examples with A.

(29) [...] or cTan 6K 3aMevaTesNIbHHM aKTepoM, eCJIH 6N He

npexanodesnt npodeccuioA opucra. (Kr. 28)
'[...] he would have become a remarkable actor if he had not
preferred the professionA of lawyer.'

My calculation is based on more examples than are found in
previous works; it indicates that A is preferred under this
parameter (65.1% of all the examples of counterfactuals) and that

this parameter is significant (¥ 2=16.58).
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Table (5. Counterfactuals
+counterfactual  -counterfactual  total

A 28 (65.1%) 574 (34.0%) 602
G 15 1115 1130
total 43 1689 1732
2= 16.58

1.3, 14, Exclamatory Sentences

A is said to be preferred in interrogative and exclamatory
clauses (Restan 1960:98, Haka 1981). I considered all sentences
ending in an exclamation mark exclamatory, but I did not include
examples where the negative clause was a subordinate clause
within an exclamatory sentence.

(30) B xaxom MeABeXbeM YIroJIKe He 3HAJIH H He NPOH3HOCHITH

GraroropefiHo Hms egoToBoRAl (Ja. 79)
'In what god-forsaken place would people not know and
pronounce reverentially Fedotova's nameA!’

The results from my corpus (Table 16) do not confirm strong
preference for A in this environment., The parameter cannot be

considered significant (y2=3.82).

Table 16. Exclamatives

texclamative  -exclamative total
A 26 (48.1%) 576 (34.3%) 602
G 28 1102 1130
total 54 1678 1732
X2= 3.82
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1.3, 15, Interrogative Sentences

The results from my corpus indicate that interrogatives
significantly correlate with A (¥%2=16.99).

(31) OHa xe AryAnHa, TH He 3Haellb 3Ty ceMeAKyA? (Rb. 179)

'She is a Jagudin, don't you know this familyA?'

Table 17. Interrogatives
tinterrogative -interrogative total
A 40 (58.8%) 562 (33.8%) 602
G 28 1102 1130
total 68 1664 1732
X2= 16.99
1. 3, 16, Imperative Sentences

Previous quantitative works indicate that A is preferred in this
environment (Restan 1960:98, Korn 1967:490).
(32) He cTpolt u3 ceba GapumHio, [...] (Rb. 85)
'‘Don't make a lady out of yourself, [...]’
Table 18 shows that the percentage of A is in fact lower with
the imperative than that in other contexts; ¥ 2 is not high enough

for this parameter to be considered significant (¥ 2=1.66).

Table 18 Imperatives

. . y . l
A 4 (19.0%) 598 (34.9%) 602
G 17 1113 1130
total 21 1712 1732
X 2= 1.66
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L 3. 17, Summary

The data from my primary corpus have largely confirmed the
previous quantitative findings; most of the parameters which
have been said to be significant seem, indeed, to affect case

selection. Below is the list of clause-level parameters and their

values of Y2,

parameters e preferred case
I m .. he object NP

1) animate object NP 191.79 A

2) proper object NP 192.32 A

3) emphatic negation 50.13 G

4) neut. sing. dem. etc. 19.56 G

1L, _parameters pertaining to the verb or the verb phrase
S) HMeTBhb 'to possess’ 35.37 G

6) verbs of perc.&cog. 79.17 G

7) predicate instr, 33.98 A

8) perfective aspect 39.21 A

9) infinitives 189.98 A
10) periphrastic future  0.0002831<<a = 0.05 A

11) gerunds & participles 22.32 G

I . he ¢l

12) OV word order 0.30 -
13) counterfactuals 16.58 A
14) exclamatives 3.82 -
15) interrogatives 16.99 A
16) imperatives 1.66 -
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These parameters were treated separately, but some of them
cooccur. How, then, do these clause-level parameters interact with
one another? In the following sections I will examine the

relationship between case selection and combinations of these

clause-level parameters.
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Chapter 2. Clause-level Parameters
2 L C] Jevel P | Their P .

The previous section has confirmed the significance of
eleven clause-level parameters which are relevant to examples in
the basic corpus. They can be divided into three groups: clause-
level parameters interacting with referential uniqueness of the
object, clause-level parameters interacting with semantic
properties of the verb, and clause-level parameters interacting

with force or scope of negation. They are listed in the table below:

Table  20. Statistically Sienifi p
I. parameters interacting with referential uniqueness of the

object
1) animacy of the object
2) properness of the object
3) demonstratives and headless adjectives in the
neuter singular

II. parameters interacting with semantic properties of the

verb
1) the verb HMeTD
2) verbs of perception and cognition
3) verbs taking instrumental complements

IIl. parameters interacting with force or scope of negation
1) perfective aspect
2) periphrastic future
3) counterfactuals
4) interrogatives
5) emphatic negation
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In the subsequent sections I will examine each group of

parameters in detail.

-

> L L Cl Jevel P 1 : ith Ref ial
Uni f the Obi

This group of parameters suggests that the occurrence of A
may be correlated with the NP's ability to refer to a unique
individual. Proper nouns usually present unique individuals and
entities selected out of a set of people or things; unique
individuals and entities are those individuals and entities which
the addressee is assumed to be able to single out of a set in terms
of a distinct property or properties. Animate entities tend to be
more frequently referred 'to and commented on in discourse, and
consequently they tend to present referentially unique entities.

Neuter singular demonstratives 3To 'this’, To 'that, and 4To
‘'what, which' and other headless adjectives and pronominal
adjectives tend to represent abstract notions, situations, or
properties. These NP's, by definition, do not have a function of
singling out a specific member out of a set, but rather have a
definitional or what Donnellan calls an "attributive function”
(Donnellan 1966:285-289) in most cases. For instance, in the
following example the demonstrative 3To does not single out a
notion or situation or property as a member distinct from all the
other members of a set; it merely refers to whatever type of

appropriate manner of stroking the person’s hair.
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(33) Kax norstaxy [Maxca mo Bostocam]? 3ToroGC g He snana. (C.

357)

'How shall I stroke [Max's hair]? I did not know such a thing

[lit. this}G.'

The demonstrative To ’'that’ in the following example does
not refer to a unique entity or activity, but rather any kind of
entity or activity which fits the description presented by the
subordinate clause.

(34) TaTageB He oTBepran ToroG, 4To paAyeT rinas u yxo. (Kr.

151)

'Tati§&ev did not reject anythingG that (lit. that which]

pleased [lit. pleases] the eye and ear.

Headless adjectives in the neuter singular are also
definitional; for instance, the object n1yqmee below does not refer
to a unique entity, but anything that fits the description of being
better.

(35) JlyumeroG B xHOHK He exana! (5. 120)

'l have not eaten [anything]CG better [than this| in [my] life!’

My data thus suggest that the NP's which are likely to refer
to unique entities trigger A, while the NP's which tend not to do so
trigger G. It seems possible then to order object NP's linearly as
shown below. Proper nouns are most likely to refer to unique
individuals, while abstract nouns are least likely to do so; concrete

nouns can be considered as constituting an intermediate category.

32



050331

The likelihood of the occurrence of A increases towards the left,

while that of G increases towards the right.S

proper 2 concrete 2 abstract

2 L2, P [ , ith S ic P ies of il
Yerb

My data indicate that there are two groups of verbs which

are correlated with case selection; the verb uMeTbh and verbs of

perception and cognition favor G, while verbs with instrumental
complements favor A. A close inspection of the semantic
properties of the verbs identified thus far and other verbs reveals
that the verbs in my corpus, as shown in Table 21 below, can be
divided into three groups: existential, individuating, and neutral.
Exhaustive lists of the "existential” and "individuating"™ verbs from
my corpus other than HMeTBH, verbs of perception and cognttion,
and verbs taking instrumental complements are given in

Appendix 1 at the end of Part L.
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Table 21. Classificati £ Verd

I1.

I11.

existential verbs

1) the verb HMeT5bH
2) verbs of perception and cognition (e.g., BHZeTb/YBEAeTH 'tO
see', 3HaTh 'to know')
3) verbs of possession (e.g., AepxaTh 'to hold’)
4) verbs with an effected object (e.g., TOTOBHTH/NPHIOTOBHTS
'to prepare’, IIHCAaTh/HAMHCATD 'to write')
5) verbs of approval and tolerance (e.g., Z0NYCKaTh/AONYCTHTD
'to allow’, BHNAepXHBaTh/BHAEePXaTh 'to stand, tolerate’)
6) verbs of provision and acquisition
(e.g., ZOCTABJIATE/AOCTABHTS 'to provide',
NOJIYYAaTh/MOJIYYHTD 'to receive’)
individuating verbs
1) verbs with instrumental complements
(e.g., Ha3NBaTh/Ha3BaTh 'to name')
2) verbs implying change in one property of an entity as
a result of the action (e.g., H3BHBaTh/H3BHTH 'to twist,
OrnymwaTh/orNymMHUTh 'to deafen’)
neutral verbs
(e.g., 6pocaTh/6pocHThH 'to throw away, YHTaTh/IPOYRTATH

'to read’)

According to my quantitative data, G is more likely when

the negative clause focuses on the absence of an entity or
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individual described by the object NP in a particular domain. The
verb EMeTh is strongly correlated with G. This verb, when
negated, reports the absence of an entity in a certain domaiil.
HUMeTpr can thus be called an "existential®™ verb. Verbs of
perception and cognition also correlate with G and, like EMeT5B,
under negation, define a domain in which an entity is absent, in
this instance the perceptual and cognitive domains. While AMeTh,
under negation, is likely to report the absence of an entity in the
given physical domain in general, verbs of perception and
cognition report the absence of an entity within a more restricted
domain; the entity may exist in the given physical domain, but it
may not exist within the perceptual or cognitive domain.

The verb kmeTh and verbs of perception and cognition are
not the only verbs which, under negation, report the absence of
entities in one or another domain. Verbs of discovery (of the type
HAaATH 'to find') and verbs of holding (of the type ZepxaTh 'to
hold’) can be considered as verbs of possession. Under negation,
the HaRTH -type verbs report the absence of an entity in a physical
and/or perceptual domain as a consequence of failure to discover.
The zepXxaTh-type verbs are similar to the verb of possession
HMmeThb in that they, under negation, repoit the absence of an
entity in a physical domain. Verbs with an effected object (e.g.,
NprEAYMaTh 'to think up') are existential in that they, under
negation, report the absence of an entity in a domain as a result of

failure to produce. Verbs of approval and tolerance (e.g., TepneTs
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'to tolerate’, IPH3HATH 'to recognize'), under negation, report the
absence of an entity sanctioned in a mental space. Verbs of
provision and acquisition, under negation, report the shift in the
domain in which some entity is absent. Verbs of possession, verbs
of an effected object, verbs of approval and tolerance, and verbs
of provision and acquisition can be viewed as constituting a group
of ‘“existential” verbs, together with verbs of perception and
cognition and HMeTh; when negated, they all report the absence of
an entity in some or another domain.

In contrast to existential verbs, verbs with instrumental
complements, which correlate with A, have a totally different
semantic property. This is clearly the case with the verbs of the
predicative type (e.g., CYHTaTh, to consider (x as y)), whose
instrumental complement is obligatory. The object and the
complement governed by such verbs may be interpreted as an
embedded subject and a predicate nominal 'x is y'; since the
controller of a predicate nominal is said to be obligatorily
referential (Nichols 1981:48), the object of such verbs is likely to
be presented as referentially unique.

Constructions with an instrumental complement denoting
means or instrument tend to focus on the manner or means by
which the described action is carried out, rather than focusing on
the presence or absence of the entity presented by the object NP.

The negative clause below denies the manner in which the
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oratorical speeches were presented rather than focusing on their
presence or absence.

(36) OR He pacljBeUHBaJ1 OPATOPCKHe BHCTYIIJIEHHAA neC'rpnM.u
<««<JBeTaMH KpPacHOpeYHsdA>», He PHCOBAJICA Imepea
caiymaTesIdMH, HO TOBOPDHI BHpasHTeNbHO H XHBo. (Kr. 34)
'He did not adorn [his] oratorical speechesA with bright
"colors of eloquence”, did not pose in front of the audience,
but spoke expressively and lively.’

Verbs with instrumental complements, then, are likely to
presuppose the existence of definite entities as their objects, and
in this sense they can be labeled as "individuating”™ verbs.

Other verbs also share the property of individuation with
the verbs with instrumental complements. These are verbs which
imply change in one property of an entity as a result of the action.
For instance, the verb pas6uBaTh/pas3bHATH 'to break' reports that
the property of the object changes from °‘being unimpaired’ to
'broken’. These verbs presuppose the existence of a definite entity
which is affected.

The verbs which belong neither to existential nor to
individuating verbs may be called "neutral” verbs;® this means
that their interpretations are variable in comparison with
existential and individuating verbs. They include verbs of
exchanging (e.g., NepeMeHATL/NMepeMeHHTE 'to alter') and verbs

which do not denote actions changing the nature of the object (e.g.,

YHTATh 'to read’). Verbs of transfer of the type YHOCHTE/YHeCTH
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'to carry away' also belong here; these verbs presuppose an
individual that changes location, unlike verbs of provision and
acquisition, which are primarily concerned with reporting the
novel presence of an entity in a domain. More neutral verbs are
given in Appendix 2.

These three groups of verbs described above can be
represented in Figure 2. The likelihood of the occurrence of A
increases towards the left, while that of G increases towards the

right.

individuating verbs 2 neutral verbs 2 existential verbs

> L 3. P I . ith F S f N .

These parameters report whether or not the given situation
can be contrasted with other possible situations.

Counterfactuals refer to various degrees of hypotheticality
(Comrie 1986:88). They present a situation distinct from situations
which are presupposed to be actual in terms of degree of
probability. Interrogatives, especially rhetorical questions, can
also present the given situation as distinct from other situations:
the given situation to which the speaker does not subscribe and

others which (s)he believes to be true.
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Perfective aspect in negative clauses may report that a
potential, expected, or desired situation failed to hold by the time
of reference (Forsyth 1970:104). The given temporal-aspectuai-
modal domain, then, may be presented as unexpected and
exceptional, and contrasted with other comparable temporal-
aspectual-modal domains in which such an event would normally
hold.

The periphrastic future can be used in a sense similar to
co6HpaThca 'to plan [to do something]’ or X0TeTh 'to want [to do
something]’ (Forsyth 1970:128-129). This construction, under
negation, may therefore report the failure to carry out a
hypothetical or expected or intended action; in other words, it
may contrast the given hypothetical world in which the situation
does not hold as distinct from other comparable hypothetical
domains in which such a situation might hold.

Counterfactuals, interrogatives, perfective aspect, and
periphrastic future can be grouped together as ‘temporal-
aspectual-modal operators’; the force of negation in these
constructions is attenuated because they can imply other
temporal-aspectual-modal domains in which the corresponding
affirmative situation holds.

As for imperfective present and past and emphatic negation,
parameters which correlate with G, they share a different

property.
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Emphatic negation negates both the verb and the object, and
it can be considered as complete negation which focuses on the
general absence of the entire situation. Imperfective aspect in the
past and present tenses follows suit to a certain extent; it can
deny the general presence of the described situation over a period
of time (or report a "continuous state of nonperformance”™ (Chaput
1985:226)).

Thus, this group of parameters in relation to the likelihood

of A and G can be represented in the following fashion.

temp.-asp.-modal oper. 2 impf. pst. & prs. 2 emph. neg.

In the subsequent sections I will present the percentages of
A in various combinations of the parameters located in.Figures 1

to 3.

2. 2. L. Combinati e Jevel P | C
Selection

Various combinations of the clause-level parameters and the
frequency of A are presented in Tables 22-24 below. Here "#"

refers to the raw number of examples and "A%" to the percentage
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of A. Concrete nouns are defined as those nouns denoting tangible
entities and individuals; all other common nouns, together with
3aTo, 4TOo, To, MHoroe, and headless neuter singular adjectives, are

treated as abstract nouns. Discussion follows the tables.

Table 22. Emphatic Negati { Other Clause-level P

abstract concrete proper

A#IGH(AR)  AWGHAR)  A#GHA%)
exist. verbs 0/33 (0) 0/26 (0) 1/3 (25)
neutral verbs 0/4 (0) 1/16 (5.9) 1/0 (100)
indiv. verbs - . -

A T R ML D W S W S S e T e e R R A T P MR SR TR MR R MR TR MR D A M N MR A IR M el B ek mk o

abstract concrete proper

A#IG#(A%) ABIGIHA%R)  A#IGHA%)
exist. verbs sNn719 2.7 14/109 (11.4) 13/3 (81.3)
neutral verbs 11/77 (12.5) 41/50 (45.1) 12/0 (100)
indiv. verbs  6/9 (40.0) 9/9 (50.0) 6/0 (100)

abstract concrete proper

A#/G# #/G# #
exist. verbs 13/82 (13.7) 23/42 (35.4) 12/0 (100)
neutral verbs 22/48 (31.4) 58/32 (64.4) 12/0 (100)
indiv. verbs 12/9 (57.1) 15/4 (78.9) 5/0 (100)
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First, let us examine Table 22 in comparison with Tables 23
and 24. It is clear that G is almost obligatory (except for the cells
with proper object NP's) under emphatic negation, regardless of
the degree of referential uniqueness of the object or the semantics
of the verb.

In both Tables 23 and 24, certain combinations of object
NP's and verbs almost automatically trigger one case: abstract NP's
governed by existential verbs trigger G and proper NP's governed
by non-existential verbs trigger A. The percentage of A among
abstract NP's governed by existential verbs is 2.7% in Table 23
and 13.7% in Table 24; these frequencies of A are very low. The
percentage of A among proper NP's governed by neutral and
individuating verbs is 100% in both Table 23 and Table 24.

In other combinations of object NP’s and verbs, the presence
of temporal-aspectual-modal operators triggers A more
frequently than imperfective present and past. For instance, when
common object NP's are governed by neutral verbs, the
percentages of A in Table 24 are consistently higher than those in
Table 23: the percentage of A among abstract object NP's is 31.4%
in Table 24, while it is 12.5% in Table 23; the percentage of A
among concrete object NP's is 64.4% in Table 24, while it is 45.1%
in Table 23. The same relation also holds in examples with
concrete object NP's governed by existential verbs; the percentage
of A is 35.4% in Table 24, while it is 11.4% in Table 23.

42



FJOSOSSI

Within Tables 23 and 24, it is clear that the percentage of A
increases in accordance with the likelithood of the object NP's to
refer to specific individuals. Thus, in Table 24, the percentage of A
is the highest among proper NP's and the lowest among abstract
nouns; for example, the frequency of A is 100% in proper object
NP's governed by neutral verbs, 64.4% among concrete object NP's,
and 31.4% among abstract object NP's. Similarly, in Table 23 the
frequency of A is 100% in proper object NP's governed by neutral
verbs, 45.1% among concrete object NP's, and 12.5% among
abstract object NP's.

The effect of semantic properties of the verb, like referential
uniqueness of the object, can be seen in Tables 23 and 24. In
Table 23, the frequency of A is the lowest in examples with
concrete object NP's governed by existential verbs (11.4%); it is
somewhat higher in examples with neutral verbs (45.1%); and it is
the highest in examples with individuating verbs (50.0%). The

same can be said about Table 24. The combination of concrete

object NP governed by existential verbs has the lowest frequency
of A (35.4%); the combination of concrete object NP's governed by
neutral verbs has a somewhat higher frequency (64.4%); and the
combination of concrete object NP's governed by individuating
verbs has the highest frequency of A (78.9%).

In summary, except for the environment of emphatic
negation, which overrides almost all the other parameters,

referential uniqueness of the object, semantic properties of the
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verb, and scope or force of negation correlate with case selection
to varying degrees.

Let us now convert Tables 22-24 into tables which
represent which case is selected and to what extent case selection
is automatic (Tables 25-27).

2 2 2 D £ 2 icity in Case Selecti
Tables 22 to 24 can be converted into Tables 25 to 27 below
with the following notations:
@: G predominant (85% or above)
G>A: G prevalent (less than 75% but always larger than A)
G=A: A and G equivalent
G<A: A prevalent (less than 75% but always larger than G)
G<<A: A very much outweighs G (75% - 85%)
A: A predominant (85% or above)
7. absolute number of cell extremely small; given percentage
not very reliable

-: no examples

e 25. I [ city in Case Selection in

E | ith Emphatic N .
abstract concrete proper
exist. verbs G G G>A?
neut. verbs G G A?
indiv. verbs - . .
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Examples in the Imperfective Past & P

exist. verbs G G Ge<A
neut. verbs G GA A
indiv. verbs G>A G=A A

exist. verbs G GCA A
neut. verbs GA G<A A
indiv. verbs G<A Ge<A A

As noted above, emphatic negation yields G almost
automatically; properties of the object NP and the verb are almost
irrelevant, except when emphatic negation clashes with the
parameter of proper NP (Table 25).

When one looks at Table 26, it is clear that, in the
imperfective past and present, case selection in many of the cells
is determined on the basis of the verb and the object. Existential
verbs trigger G in common object NP's; neutral verbs, when
governing abstract NP's, trigger G; and proper NP's trigger A

almost automatically when governed by neutral and individuating
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verbs. In the other remaining cells, case selection 1is less
automatic. The combination of neutral verbs and concrete object
NP's and the combination of individuating verbs and abstract
object NP's favor G, but the frequencies of A cannot be considered
marginal. When individuating verbs govern concrete object NP's,
both A and G are equally possible.

In Table 27 the presence of proper object NP's triggers A,
while the combination of existential verbs and abstract object NP's
triggers G nearly automatically. In the remaining cells A or G is
favored, but case selection cannot be considered automatic. The
gray area not showing near-automatic case selection is thus larger
in this table than that in Table 26. In Table 27 four cells show
near-automatic casec selection, while in Table 26 five cells do so.

The cells showing near-automatic case selection are the
environments in which case is primarily determined by the
clause-level parameters. I will call these environments "strong
environments”, as opposed to "weak environments”, those in
which case selection is less automatic. The difference among
environments is represented graphically below (Figures 4 to 6).

The dark solid zones connected with A or G indicate strong
environments. The patterned zones, both dark and light, represent
weak environments. The darkness of the dotted zones is
proportional to the degree to which case selection is likely to be
determined on the basis of clause-level parameters. The presence

of two parallel dotted zones, which extend both from A and G,
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indicates that the motivation for case selection in those
environments is unclear; these are either environments for which

there is not sufficient data to indicate the degree of automaticity

in case selection, or those environments in which A and G seem to
occur equally. It seems that there is little contextual influence on
case selection in the strong environments, while context interacts
with case selection in weak environments. I will test this
hypothesis on individual examples in the subsequent sections. I

will also attempt to document some general properties of A- and

G-clauses in this process.

4 .7 Masako Ueda - 9783954791217
Downloaded from PubFactory at 01/10/2019 03:24:36AM
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con. + abst. +
ex. ex.

abst. +
neut.

prop + prop + |con. + con. + abst. + con. + abst. +
neut./ind.| ex. ind. neut. ind. ex. ex.

abst. +
neut.

prop + prop + |con. + |cOn.+ abst. + [con. + {apst +
neut./ind.| ex. ind. neut. ind. ex.
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Chapter 3. Si | Weak Envi for C Select;
The following are the environments which were considered
"strong”.7 They are divided into two groups: one triggering G and

the other triggering A.

Table 28. S Envi for C Selecti
I. strong environments triggering G
1) common object NP's cooccurring with emphatic negation
2) abstract object NP's governed by existential verbs

3) imperfective past and present
3a) concrete object NP's governed by existential verbs
3b) abstract object NP's governed by neutral verbs

II. strong environments triggering A
1) proper NP's governed by neutral and individuating verbs
in the imperfective present and past
2) proper NP's cooccurring with temporal-aspectual-modal

operators

In the analyses of individual examples below, 1 will argue that

all the strong environments triggering G consistently yield one
interpretation of the negative clause, while all the strong
environments triggering A consistently yield another
interpretation.

3. LS Envi 1o ine G

First let us examine the strong environments triggering G. All
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the environments listed in Table 28 suggest that G is motivated
when the given negative clause invokes a certain type or set, but
does not distinguish any particular member from others within it.
Discussion of each of the strong environments triggering G follows.
3. . L. Emphatic Negati | C NP’

The examples with emphatic negation and common object NP's
are subdivided into two groups: those with abstract object NP's
and those with concrete object NP's. The former combination
reports the absence of any portion or aspect which constitutes the
abstract notion described by the object NP. The following are some
examples with abstract object NP's.

(37) Mama [...] oueHEs cepaAMIachk Ha ApPTeMbeBa 3a TO, YTO TOT
He MPOABJTAJT HEKAKOr'o BEEMaHHAC K 3ToRA, 0YeBHAHO, OYeHL
XopolmeN, HO COBepPMEeHHO He HPaBHBIIeACA eMyY XeHIJHHIe.
(S. 26)

'MasSa {...] was very upset by Artem'ev because he did not
show any [bit of] attentionG to this, obviously very
attractive, but not-at-all-liked-by-him woman.’

(38) Hexaxoro pasnu4uaG Mexay HaMH HHKTO HS

npenoxaBaTeslel HUKOrAa He Aestan. (Kr. 10)

'Not one of the teachers ever made any distinctionG among

us.

In the first example above, the emphasis is on the absence of

any bit of attention that Artem’'ev showed towards the woman,
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and in the second example it is on the absence of any hint of
distinction made by any of the teachers. In each example the
focus is on the absence of any behavior which can be
characterized by the given abstract notion. This can be seen as
emphasis on the absence of any single member which constitutes
a set.

The clauses with HH..., HH...'neither..., nor...' are similar to those
presented above. These clauses report the absence of any of
entities which fit the description of the object NP's.

(39) 1 He MOMHI0 HH WyMHOTro ycnexaG, HH npocTo ycnexaG

«Topskoro geeta» (5. 130)
'l remember neither a roaring ‘successG, nor simply a
successC of "The Bitter Color™.

(40) Zdaxe B MOJIOAOCTH A HHKOrJa He opyijasyia HH

oAHHo4ecTBaG, HH HeZocTaTkaC X H3IHeHHNX NepeX HBaHHA.
(Ja. 48)

'Even in youth I felt neither lonelinessG, nor lackG of real-
life experiences.’

The first example reports that there was no manifestation of
any of the two abstract notions -- a roaring success or a simply
success -- in the speaker's memory. The second example reports
that there was no feeling which can be characterized by any of the

two abstract notions, loneliness or lack of real-life experiences.
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When concrete NP's occur with emphatic negation, the negative
clause emphasizes the absence of any single member of the type
of entity described by the object NP.

(41) K coxalleHKIo, HHKaKoro nucbMal oT Bac 8 He NOJIYYHII.

(5. 152)
"Unfortunately, 1 have not received any letterG from you.'

(42) [...] HO [oH] He BOHUM B cTeHY HE ozHoro rsosaasC, [..] (Rb.

14)
'[...] but [he] did not hammer in a single nailC into the wall,
[...]

The first example reports the absence of any single letter
received by the speaker, and the second example the absence of
any single nail hammered into the wall.

The following example, with definite objects which presuppose
a specific grave and a specific funeral, reports that no relevant
property about any of the listed entities exists in the speaker's
memory.

(43) A npomrna co BceMHM Ha kJlaAbGHIfe, HO He NOMHI HH

MoruiG, Ry noxopoHG. (C. 264)
'l went along with everyone to the cemetery, but |
remember neither the graveG, nor the funeralG.’

Similar interpretations are found in examples with abstract

object NP's governed by existential verbs.
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3. L 2. Al Object NP's G i by Exi ial Verl
Abstract object NP's governed by existential verbs yield an

interpretation similar to the ones which have been observed 50

far. Consider the following examples in the imperfective aspect:

(44) Mu He sHanH pacxnabaHHocTHC, pasrunpaafncTsal, ¢

PaHHHX JIeT SHJIH NPHYYeHH K BeXJIHBOCTH, YBaXeHHK K
cTapmeM. (Kr. 11)

‘We did not know lack of disciplineG, sloppinessG, we were

trained from early years to be polite, to respect our elders.'

(45) Ee coBeTH HHKOrZa He HOCHJIH XapakTepaC moyueHust. (Ja.

79)

'Her pieces of advice never carried the characterG of

sermons.’

(46) MacTepa BHCMeAJIH BpOHEBCKOro 3a TO, YTO OH He 3HaeT

TepMHHOJNOrMK. [..] B o6yeM, HHYeEro xopomero eMy 3Ta
HHTPHra He MpHHecna. JanvHefAmes ero cyap6uG He 3Hal0.
(Rb. 191)

'‘Master craftsmen ridiculed Bronevskij for the fact that he
did not know the terminology. [...] In general, this intrigue

did not bring anything good to him. I do not know his

further fateG.'

In example (44) the object NP's deny the presence of any

manifestation of lack of discipline or sloppiness in the work of the

individual; example (45) denies the existence of any hint of

sermon in the individual's advice. Example (46) denies the
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presence of any of the further developments in Bronevskij's life
(which can be characterized as ‘'his further fate') in the speaker's
knowledge.

Negative clauses with object NP's governed by existential verbs
cooccurring with temporal-aspectual-modal operators report a set
of entities with no distinct properties. The following example has
the verb UMeT3® 'to possess’ in a counterfactual negative clause.

(47) He cTasia 6K roBOpPHTH 06 3TOM 3MH30Je, €CJIH OH OH He

HMen riaybSoxoro cMmuciaG: nyuymue apTHcTH Manoro
TeaTpa He I[PHIHABANIM HCKYCCTBa, OTOPBaHHOrO OT
XHUSHeHHOR IDPaBAH, TOJIBKO 4YeJioBeK HHTepecoBalJl HX. (Ja.
66)

'T would not have started talking about this episode, if it did
not have any [bit of] profound meaningG: the best actors of
Maly Theater did not acknowledge art ripped away from the
vital truth, only a human being interested them.’

The speaker in the negative clause above reports the actual
presence of some fact which can be characterized by “deep
significance”™. Thus, the negative clause does not present one
particular entity as being distinct from others in a set, but merely
reports the existence of some entity which fits the property
presented by the object NP.

Here is an example with a perfective verb.

(48) MIaH4YeHKO, XOTHA H INOTepPAN MHOIo KpPOBH, eije He

nouyscTBoBas ¢yabocTHG. (S. 81)
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'Pantenko, even though he had lost much blood, still had not
started feeling any weaknessG.'
The negative clause above in the perfective aspect denies the

existence of any sensation which could be characterized as

weakness by the time of reference.

Examples with concrete object NP's governed by existential
verbs in the imperfective past and present yield similar
interpretations.

3 1.3, C Object NP's Gov | by Exi ial Verbs in t
I fecti p | p

In the aforementioned environment, negative clauses invoke a
set of entities, without distinguishing any particular member out
of it, in a certain domain. Here are some examples.

(49) NeTPOBCKHRA B TO BpeMA He HMeJ1 ceMbHO. (5. 42)

'Petrovskij at that time did not have a familyG.'

(50) A oT Bac moaapxaGC He monyyvana. (5. 96)

'T did not receive any giftG from you.'

(51)[...] Ba HeA Xe NyroBHPH OOJITATCA, OHA B XHIHH

HronkuG B pykax He Zepxasa.. (Rb. 179)
'[...] there are buttons hanging loosely on her, she has not
held a [single]‘ needleG in her hands in aer life...
In the first example above, the object NP is nonreferential; the
negative clause yields an interpretation that there was no entity
of the type described by the object NP in the given domain. In the

second example above, the speaker states the absence of any gift
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received by her. In the third example, the speaker denies the
presence of any single needle held in the woman's hands in her
life. Each of these three examples denies any entity which fits the
description in the given domain; a type or set of entities is
invoked, but none of the members is presented as distinct.

The following is an example with a definite object NP.

(52) Coero oTBeTaG He MOMHIO -- OH IIOTOHYJI B rope... (C. 78)

'l do not remember my reply -- it has sunk into sorrow.’

In example (52) the speaker knows that she gave an answer,
but no property or information about it was available in her
memory. Instead of invoking a set of entities, the clause here
invokes a set of properties, without presenting any of its members
as distinct.

P A/
Imperfective Present and Past
Let us examine some examples with abstract object NP's

governed by neutral verbs in the imperfective aspect.

(53) MaMa He n0SHMTa XosalcTBaC -- Tax HaMm NocJle rOBOPHIMH
O Hefl, H XOThH A NOMHIO, KaK OHa MeTHJa [..] Besibe, H AaXe
BHIIKBAasIa IOpoR, KPeCTHKOM, M 3akasHWBajia ofeium H
YXHHH, H noJsIHBasa UBeTH; [...] (C. 24)

'Mama did not like housekeepingG -- so they told us
afterwards about her, although I remember how she sewed

[letters] (...] on the linen, and even embroidered every now
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and then in cross-stitch, and ordered lunches and dinners,

and watered flowers; [...]’
(54) AKTepCKHX yZauy B clleKTakJle OHJIO MHOro. Bcex H He
NnepeuTelllb. C FroAaMH CIEKTAKNL «IIOPT-APTYP>> He Tepan

cBexecTHG, a Kax 6K yKpennasica KOpHEMH H poc. (5. 322)

'There were many successes by actors in the play. One
cannot enumerate all of them. Over the years the play "Port
Arthur” did not lose [its] freshnessG, it, as it were, put down
roots and grew.’
The imperfective aspect in the first example above suggests that
the speaker's mother did not like any activity which can be
labeled as housekeeping.

The second example reports that, in spite of many years of
being performed, the play never lost its freshness. In other words,
the freshness could have been lost at any time during the given
period, but this situation never took place at any point in the
temporal-aspectual domain; the negative clause focuses on the

total absence of any temporal-aspectual points at which the

situation held.

The observations here are consistent with those made earlier.
The parameters automatically triggering G thus seem to invoke a
certain set of members, none of which is viewed as distinct. Let us

now turn to strong environments triggering A.
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3. 2. § Envi Tui : :

The strong environments triggering A yield an interpretation
different from those triggering G.

32 L P NP's G | by N | | Individuating Verl
in_the I fective P | p

Let us look at the following example.

(55) KoneuHo, nNpecca He NPHBETCTBYET <<Hpocrn‘ry'rxy>>A.(é.
185)

'‘Of course, the press does not welcome "The Prostitute”A’.

Here the play is a unique entity, with its distinct properties
already assumed, within a set of plays. This interpretation is
further supported by KoHe4HO 'of course’, to acknowledge the
negative properties of that particular play, that is, the properties
which present the play as a distinct type from other types of
plays which might not be evaluated so harshly.

The example below also yields a similar interpretation.

(56) F'nasa y CHH[JoBa CTallE CepAHTHMH. OH He NI0OHN HazioA

H cefiyac noayman o Hen. (S. 27)
'Sincov's eyes became angry. He did not like NadjaA and had
started thinking about her now.’

In (56) the proper NP refers to a unique individual. The
properties distinguishing her from other individuals are already
assumed to be known. The neutral verb 'to like', does not interfere
with this interpretation since it does not strongly report the

presence or absence of the entity presented by the object NP. The
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combination of the verb and the object NP thus seems to present
the individual as a distinct member of a set of individuals.

The following example involves a proper NP governed by an

individuating verb in the imperfective,

(57) Y snaeTe, B HeM [Hrope) 6HIIO H3BeCTHOe OGJIarOPOACTBO,
He o6uXas ONI0A, Ta yXe XOZHJIa B TPeTHR KJlace, THXASR,
3acTeHYHBasA AeBoYKa, el NPHUIJIOCH NPeoRoJyIeTh B AOME
OTUYYX ZeHHOCTD, AaXe BpaxXAeGHOCTS, {...] (Rb. 193)

'And, you know, there was a certain nobility in him [Igor’],
he did not insult OljaA, she was already a third-grader, a
quiet, shy girl, she had to overcome alienation at home, even
hostility, [...J'
Olja is a unique individual whose properties which differentiate
her from other individuals are assumed to be known. The
individuating verb 'to insult’, which implies change in the
property of the object, further reinforces referentially unique
interpretation of the object NP. Thus, the combination of the verb
and the object NP seems to present the given individual as a
distinct member of a set of individuals.

In the next section we will look at examples occurring with

temporal-aspectual-modal operators.
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When proper NP's cooccur with temporal-aspectual-modal
operators, focus on a particular member of a certain set is almost
automatic.

The following example has a proper object NP governed by an
existential verb 'to see'.

(58) Kak! Maprio [lanepA He BHZAeNa? BoH Xe OHa -- pasBe He

BHARWEL Me4? (C. 378)

'‘How [could you not]! You didn't see Marija PaperA? There

she is -- don't you see the sword?
Marija Paper is a unique individual; she is therefore viewed as a
unique individual with various properties which differentiate her
from other people. This interpretation is reinforced by the fact
that the object NP is in an interrogative clause. The speaker
questions the possibility that the addressee has not seen Marija
Paper; this can be interpreted as implying that her distinct
properties are so obvious that the addressee could not have failed
to identify her. In other words, the proper NP, together with the
interrogative, presents the individual as unique, whose many
properties differentiating her from other individuals should be
obvious to the addressee.

Similar interpretations are possible with examples with proper
object NP's governed by neutral verbs, as shown in the example

below.
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(59) [...] aompaboTHMa He @8HaJIa, NIYCKaTh HAC HJIH HeT,
[poBeJyia He B XOMHaTy, a2 K ¢ e ©§ e, Ha KYyXHI, faxe
¢cTaKaHa Yad He NPeAJIOXHIIA, ONATh Xe OT PacTepPAHHOCTH,

He mosBasyia OsyleuxyA K 6abymxe u zaxe, [...] (Rb. 123)

'[...] the maid did not know whether to let us in or not, she

led us not into the sitting room, but to her place, into the
kitchen, she did not even offer a glass of tea, and, again, out
of dismay she did not summon Ole¢kaA to [see] her
grandmother and uncle, [...]'
Here Ole¢ka is a wunique individual whose properties
distinguishing her from other individuals are already assumed to
be known. The verb in the perfective aspect lines up with this
presentation of the individual. The perfective aspect, together
with this property of the object NP, suggests that the action was
not carried out by the maid on this occasion, although such action
is expected to be carried out by the time of reference; this

suggests a special relationship between the child on one hand and

the speaker and his mother on the other hand (that is, she is not
merely a child, but a child who has special relationship to the
speaker and the speaker's mother).

The following example involves a proper NP governed by an
individuating verb in the perfective and yields an interpretation
similar to the one which we have just observed.

(60) AHRY AHApeeBHYA A He npopanuia. Ho H ocobux s1aBpoB

OHa MHe He NMpHHecna. (3. 312)
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. 'l did not make a complete mess of Anna AndreevnaA. But

the role did not bring me special laurels either.’
The object NP refers to a unique role in a play among a set of
roles; this alone makes the entity distinct from other possible
members of the set. In addition to the inherent property of the
object, however, the verb in the perfective aspect 'to make a
complete mess of suggests that the speaker could have played the
role better; some properties were expressed well, but there were
many other properties of the role which should have been better
expressed by the speaker. Thus, the verb in the perfective aspect
and the property of the object NP present the role as having
various properties which make it a distinct member of a set of
roles.

The strong environments triggering A thus almost
automatically present object referents as unique individuals. In
contrast to clauses with G, then, negative clauses with A can be
said to distinguish one member out of a set of individuals.

We shall now turn to examples occurring in weak
environments and examine what motivates case selection there.
The questions to be asked are whether similar semantic
operations of the types observed here take place even in the
examples in weak environments, and, if this is the case, what is

motivating such semantic operations.
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3. 3. Weak Environments Favoring G

The following is the list of weak environments favoring G:

Table 29. Weak Envi Favoring G

I. object NP's cooccurring with imperfective past and present

1) concrete object NP's governed by neutral verbs
2) abstract object NP's governed by individuating verbs
II. object NP's cooccurring with temporal-aspectual-modal
operators
1) concrete object NP's governed by existential verbs

2) abstract object NP's governed by neutral verbs

[ will analyze and compare near-minimal pairs -- examples
with the expected G and examples with the somewhat unexpected
A occurring in these environments.8
3, 3. 1. Concrete QObjects Governed by Neutral Verbs in the
Imperfective Present and Past

The following two examples involve the verb npomnyckaTh 'to
miss, skip’ with cmexkTaknu ‘performances, shows' as the object

NP.

(61) O6nuHO HHKoOJIall He NMPONYCKaJl ClIeKTAKJIeAG ¢ MOHM
y4acTHeM, HO B 3TOT Beuep NoueMy-TO ocTaJicA goma. (5.

101)
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'Usually Nikolaj did not miss performancesG with me in
them, but on that evening, for some reason, [he] stayed at
home.’

(62) OnleHbKa He NPONYcKaeT CHeKTAaKJIKA ¢ y4YacTHeM

HHKoTad MapHyCOBHYa, CMOTPHT, YUYHTCA. (5. 143)

'Olen'ka does not skip the peformancesA with Nikolaj

Mariusovi€é in them, watches them, studies them.’
The object NP in example (61) presents a set of performances with
no particular distinct member. The context reinforces this
meaning. The negative clause reports that he did not miss any of
his wife's performances in general.?

The negative clause in (62) also has the plural of cmexkTakne
‘performance, show'. Here, however, the interpretation of the
object NP is modified by the context. The text following the
negative clause presents motivations for Olen'ka's not skipping
Nikolaj Mariusovié's performances; they were worth studying.
This entails the following interpretation of the negative clause:
‘(while she might have missed other performances which were not
worth studying,) she did not miss Nikolaj Mariusovié's
performances because they were worth studying'. Thus, the group
of entities ‘N. M.'s performances’ is presented as distinct from
other possible performances in this context.

Let us look at another near-minimal pair involving the verb
OTKPHBATLH 'to open'.

(63) A mamama npogeccopa, [...] BoBce cTana, UTo HasHBaeTCH,
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BeceNnIoR BAOBONA H HOCHJIAa Ha Ilee MAaCCHBHYIO
30JIOTYI0 [Jellk ¢ SOJIOTHM MeJAaJILOHOM. A 9TO OMJIO B
MeZasnboHe, HHKTO He SHaeT, MeZasiboHaG OHa HHKOrZa He
OTKPHBaJia, MOXeT TaM OHJT YeA-TO MOPTPET, H KTO 3HaeT,
BO3MOXHO, MOPTpeT noaApaAuHkal.. (Rb. 32)

'‘But the professor's mother [...] completely became what is
called a merry widow and was wearing a massive gold chain

with a gold medallion on her neck. But what was in the
medallion, nobody knows, she never opened the medallionG,
it's possible that somebody's portrait was there, and who

knows, possibly the [railroad] contractor's portrait!..’

(64) liprmiia Sela. B ApoCcTH CTHA2 H HeroAOCBAaHHA, NOAMAB

BoJioX10 Ha BOpPOBCTBe Y KOI'o-TO HG [aHCHOHepOB,
AnekcaHaAp EropoBHY TBOPHT HelJaAHYI0 paclpaBy HaA
CHHOM, -- Aaxe JIépe OH He OTKPHBaeT ABepPhA, B KOTOPYIO
oHa cTyuHTcs. (C. 112)

'There came misfortune. In a frenzy of shame and
indignation, having caught Volodja stealing from one of the
guests, Aleksandr Egorovié creates a merciless punishment
for his son, -- even for Laura does he not open the doorA on

which she is knocking.'

In (63), the object NP is definite and referential. The speaker of

this text is commenting on the fact that, for all those years (while

she was wearing the medallion), she could have shown what was

inside of her medallion, but she did not show it on any of the
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possible occasions during this period of time. The focus is thus on
the absence of any member of a set of temporal-aspectual points
in which the given action could have occurred.

In (64) the object NP is also definite and referential. This
example is slightly different by virtue of the presence of an
oblique argument ‘even for Laura’, which suggests that this
situation is unusual. The context is also different from the
previous example in that there is reference to Aleksandr
Egorovié's unusual degree of anger against his som. The reading of
the negative clause should then be as follows: 'If Laura knocks on
the door, under normal conditions he would definitely open the
door, but this particular occasion was quite unusual in that he did
not do this even for Laura’. Thus, the negative clause presents the
given occasion as a distinct member of a set of comparable
occasions.

Again, the examples suggest that case selection in this group of
examples is determined not purely by the presence or absence of
clause-level parameters, but also by the way in which context
characterizes the nature of the negative situation.

Let us move on to another group of examples.

' v jvi

The following set of examples involves the verb NpepNBaTh 'to
interrupt’. The object NP's Tpya 'labor' and NoTok potentially have
concrete submeanings of 'a piece of tangible work' (such as an

article or book) and ‘a stream of water' respectively, but in the
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following instances, they both refer to activities (‘work or effort
for building the museum' and ‘flow of despair that God does not
exist').

(65) C xakKUM MYyXeCTBOM BHHeC OH CBOe@ «yBOJIbHeHHe OT

AONIXHOCTH» | Kak, noZaBuB B cebe YUYBCTBa NHeYaJIH H
HeroA0BaHHA, -- OH JaXe Ha CaM0e KOPOTKOe BpeMsAa He
npepHBasn cBoero TpyZxaC mo cosZaHHI HoBoro Myses!
[loNly4eHANRA yZap He cAeslajql ero HH pasovyapoBaHHHM B
CIIYX eHHH NpocBeljeHHI0, HH ogobrieHHNM. (C. 342-343)

'With what courage did he endure his "dismissal from his
job"! How -- having repressed the feelings of sorrow and
indignation in himself -- did he not interrupt his workGC in
creating the new Museum even for a short period of time!
The blow received made him neither disenchanted in the

service of enlightenment nor embittered.’

(66) M BOT MH CHAHM BABOeM B TINny6okoR THXOR

PeAaXJHOHHOR KOMHaTe; OH OTOPOCHIST PYKONIHCH H KHHUTH,
Gesd XoH[Ja rosBopHM.. OH cJymaeT MOM paccKkad O MoeR
Cyayigel KHHre, 8 ee MepeNnHy, NPHIJI0, K OH He
IpepHBaeT NOTOKA Moero yrBepXJAawl|jerocs oT4YagHHH,
YTO HeT Bora, Moe NoNHoe oTBepXeHHe¢A BepH. Bce 3HAKOMO
eMmy. [IOHATHO. ¥ KOPHH BHAHKN. OH He ONOJIYaeTCA HA MOH
NIPOTecT NIPOTHB ero BepH, He CIIOPHT. OH OGepeT MOH PYKH H

CMOTPHT B raasa, [...] (C. 551)
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'So now we are sitting together in a deep quiet editorial
office; he had thrown aside the manuscripts and books, we
talk endlessly... He listens to my story about my future book,
I will rewrite it, [and] send it in, and he does not interrupt
the flow of my consistent despair, that God does not exist,
my complete rejection of faithA. Everything is familiar to
him. Understandable. Even the roots [of the problem] are
clear. He does not take up arms against my protest against
his faith, he does not argue. He takes my hands and looks
into my eyes, [...]’

In (65) the prepositional phrase 1axe Ha camoe EKOpPoOTKoOe
Bpemsa ‘even for the shortest time' indicates that the speaker
emphasizes the absence of any single stretch of time in which the
speaker's father gave up on his project during the given period of
time. The example thus reports a certain duration of time and the
absence of any portion of it in which the situation held.

(66) is part of a text about the speaker's meeting with her
friend. The text surrounding the negative clause suggests that the
speaker's main focus is on how special he was and how special
this meeting was. The negative clause therefore can be
interpreted as evaluating the given event as something
extraordinary and different from similar experiences she had had:
'In similar instances people interrupt such a flow of my despair
that God does not exist, but this occasion was special in that this

sort of event did not hold.’
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The examples above indicate once again that context
contributes considerably to the generation of the interpretations
of A- and G-clauses. G is likely when the both clause-level
parameters and context refer to a set of members with no special

characteristics, while A is likely when context interferes with

clause-level parameters and distinguishes a specific member out
of a set.

In the following two sections we will look at examples with
temporal-aspectual-modal operators.

' v i ial V

The following set of examples involves the verb HAaATH 'to find'.

(67) A y pebAT OHJIO ZOTrOBOPEHO: €CJIR MONAaAYTCA, TO HA B
KOeM CJZIy49ae He BMJAaBaTh NOX3eMHOIo XoXa, yMepeThb, HO
He BHJAaBaTh: €CJIH 3C3COBYN o6HapyxaT nmorpeba B To, UTO
B NIorpebax, To paccTpesIAT BceX XHTesiell zoMa. M, xoraa
MaJIbYHKH YBHAeJIH HeM[jeB, OHH CTaJIH YXOAHRTh He K
noaseMHoMy xoay, [..] -- OHH YXOAHNH B AaNbHKWIO
[IPOTHBOMOJIOXHYIO CTOPoHY, [..). 3CacoBUN WK 3a HHMH,
CTPeNIAJIH ¥ HacTHI K HX, [...] Hnblo npHcTpesIHIIA BHHAY, a
Cama Tax Ha sabope, MepTBHA, X noBH¢. (..] HeMIK HAWH H
Gouxd ¢ XOHPeTHOM HAYHMHKOMN, HO NoaseMHoro xozaaG He
Hawd. (Rb. 264)

'‘But the boys had an agreement: if they are caught, under no

circumstance should they give away the underground path,
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die, but not give it away: if the SS men find the cellars, and
what is in the cellars, then they will shoot all the inhabitants
of the house. So when the boys saw the Germans, they
started going not towards the underground path, [...] -- they
went in the opposite direction, [...]. The SS men went after
them, shooting, and caught up with them, [...] they killed II'ja
from below, and Sasa also on the fence, he hung [from the
fence] dead. The Germans even found the barrels with candy
filling, but they did not find the underground pathG.'
(68) -- CexpeTep TOYHO AJIA 3TOro yrya 6w cosaan!
-- Zla, Bel B CaMH HAYT B PYKH, KorAa BX Hyelws. [..]
-- A MapMaHKYA a0 cHX mop He Hamna (C. 538)
""The writing desk has been made just for this corner!”
"Yes, things come into your hands by themselves, when
you look for them.”
"But I still haven't found a street organA up until now.™
The text preceding the negative clause in (67) makes reference
to an agreement which indicates that it was extremely important
for the people in the ghetto to keep the Germans from finding the
underground passage. The text here therefore can be understood
as focusing on the fact that the path remained unknown to the
Germans. In this context, then, the negative clause can be
interpreted as emphasizing the definitive failure of the type of
event described (the Germans' finding the path), which kept the

passage unknown to the Germans.
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In (68) the text preceding the negative clause refers to an
assumption shared by speaker and by the addressee that one
always finds the right things for one's apartment if one looks for
them. Then, the object NP in the negative clause can be
interpreted as referring to a specific type of street organ rather
than any street organ -- the kind that is appropriate for the
speaker's home. Thus, the negative clause presents a member as
distinct from other members of the same set at two levels. At the
level of the object, the entity is presented as a distinct type of
member out of a set in terms of a specific property. At the level of
temporal-aspectual-modal domain, the given temporal domain (up
until the temporal point referred to as Zo cHX nop 'up until now')
is presented as exceptional in contrast with other temporal-modal
domains. This can be paraphrased as follows: 'while comparable
events would normally take place in similar circumstances, it is
unusual that up to this point the given event has not taken place.’

In the following two examples the object NP's are both
referential and definite, and are governed by the verb sHaTh 'to
know',

(69) OH pacckasuBan o Kanpu. Csaxu, {...] Hecslachk CTpyHHasA
MysuKa. Heyxenu -- 3 AHA HasalJ A He 3HAaJIa 3TOro
ronocaG? I'myxosaToro, THxoro... (C. 657)

'He talked about Capri. String music was heard in the
background. Did I really not know this voiceG three days

ago? {Such a] low, quiet [voice]...'
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(70) B He MYX4HHMN, BN KPHCH! [..] BH XOTHTe NONPATATHCH

IO yriiaM, HO TaKHX YI'JIOB HeT, OHH HalAYT Bac BCIOAY! BH
FOBOPHTe: aKHHE He 6yZeT? A rAe BoCeMBCOT UeJIOBeK ¢
[IpopesHoR yNHOK? BM He 3HaeTe AOPoryA x aMe? Bam ee
IIocJIesaBTpa NMOKaX YT, NMpoRAeTe NO HeR B MOCJ/IeAHHA pas.
(Rb. 294)
'You are not men, you are mice! [...] You want to hide in the
corners, but such corners dom't exist, they will find you
anywhere! You say: there won't be any action? Then where
are the 800 people from the Proreznaja Street? You don't
know the roadA to the pit? They will show it to you the day
after tomorrow, you will go down it for the last time.’

In (69) the speaker feels that the voice which she heard for the
first time sounds familiar; the text following the negative clause
suggests the speaker's feeling that the type of voice described
here as ‘'quiet and low' must have existed in her knowledge
before. The negative interrogative, then, questions the existence of
a certain type of voice.

In (70) the negative clause is part of the text where the
speaker criticizes the people who were still afraid to rise up
against the Germans and pretended to know nothing about what
would happen to them (that is, they would be taken along the
road to the pit and would be executed). In this context, then, the
negative clause does not merely question the existence of such a

road in the addressee's knowledge; rather, it questions the
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addressee's knowledge of the specific properties of the pit -- that
they would be killed after going through it -- of all its possible

properties and urges the addressee to take appropriate measures.
The situation with examples with abstract object NP's governed
by neutral verbs is similar to the one with examples with concrete
NP's governed by existential verbs.
3. 3. 4. Al Object NP's Gov { by N | Vert i
Temporal-aspectual-modal Operators
The following set of examples involves verbs in the perfective
aspect: 3a06HTh 'to forget' implies a disappearance of a certain
piece of information into oblivion, while 3apuTh ‘to bury' implies
covering up of a certain entity,10
(71) Kak NpHATHO CO3HABaTh, YTO BH, HOCMOTPA Ha MeJIKHe
HeyJauH, He 3apHJIM Bamero TaJIaHTaG, a npoxosxann
HeycTaHHoO paboTaTh. (Ja. 82)
'How pleasant it is to realize that you, in spite of your small
failures, have not buried your talentG, but have continued to
work tirelessly.’'
(72) Beasna IllaTpoBa H CHIpaJsla Ha I[Opore cpoero
COMHASCATHNATHIIeTHR TPRAJATHUIIeTHIOW!
Kakx Xxe OHJIO Ha caMoM JeJie? I MYy4YHNIach
COMHeHHAMH? Tepsasiack? JIHXOPaAOYHO TBepAHUNa
3a0HTHA TeKCT?

HHu4ero 3toro He 6mJ10. [...)
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30JIOTHCTHA MAPHK 3aBHJIH, TaK Xe KaK 3aBHBAJIH ero
ABeHaANaTh JieT Hal3aA. MoH 3aTHJIOCK NO-NPpeXHeMYy
AoJIXeH OWJI AOCTABJIATH YAOBOJIbCTBHe ny6nuke. [...] TekcT
BCIIOMEHAThH He NpPHIINoch. BHYTpeHHee PasBHTHe AeACTBHA,
3alayH, KYCKHA He 3a6LlJIa: TeKCT BOSHHKAIl cam coboR. (3.
352-353)

'S atrova took up and played a thirty-year old on the
threshold of her seventy-fifth birthday!

How really was it? Was 1 tormented by doubts? Did I
fal! into pieces? Did 1 try feverishly memorizing the
forgotten text? No such thing happened. [...]

The golden wig was curled up, just as it was curled
twelve years ago. The back or my head, as before, was to
bring satisfaction to the auvdience. [...] It was not necessary to
work at remembering the text. 1 had not forgotten the
internal development of the act, the problems, the piecesA:

the text came back on its own.'

The text in (71) is part of a congratulatory speech about the
addressee’'s long successful career as an actress. This suggests that
the speaker's focus is on the presence of her talent which
remained unharmed. The negative clause in this context can be
interpreted as reporting the total failure of the type of event
(described in the negative clause), which left the talent intact.

The text of (72) hints at a general expectation that people could

not play the role which they had played twelve years ago in
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exactly the same way, and that it would take time to recall the

text. The negative clause, then, can be interpreted in the following

way: 'While in most instances, one might be expected, in gencrél.

to have forgotten the internal development of the acts, problems,

and pieces under such a circumstance, this is an exceptional

instance in that (surprisingly) I had not done so’. Thus, the given

situation is presented as a distinct situation out of a set of

comparable situations.

Let us look at some examples with G.

(73) CxoNBKO ¢J1e3 A NPOJIHNA 8a 3TO BpeMA -- OMHCATh HeJIb3A.

'nmaBHOe, cTPaZaw f, YTO TH, GeAHas, XOAHUWL B CTAPOM
naneTo. Bce Bpemsa Mosnioch 3a Tebda, a ropaC He oTBela.
TBow mWy6Ky oOTAasla BHYHCTHTHL, B cy660Ty BevYepoM
MpHILJIA B3ATH, a2 OHa BCA B NATHaAX [...]. A MacTepa AryT, 4TO
Tax u 6uno [..]1 (3. 63)

'How many tears have 1 poured during that time -- it is
impossible to describe. Above all, 1 have been suffering
from the fact that you, poor thing, are going around in an old
coat. I have been praying for you all the time, but have not
averted misfortuneG, 1 had turned in your fur coat for
cleaning, came to pick it up on Saturduy evening, and it has
spots everywhere [...]. And the workmen lie and say that it

had been like that [...]!

The negative clause in (73) introduces an episode about the

unfortunate incident with the addressee's fur coat. The G-clause,
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then, is most appropriately understood as stressing the definitive
absence of the type of event (managing to completely avert
misfortune), which resulted in the incident.

Other examples which do not constitute minimal or even near-
minimal pairs, but their semantic properties are similar to the
examples cited thus far. A is selected when the negative clause
presents a distinct member out of a set, while G is selected when
the negative clause presents a set with no distinct members in it.

(74) OH [aeaywxkal Braen ero [Mocudal HackBo3h: BpeT, 6yaTo

AeTeR yBes3nn B [loNbWYy, -- AeTeR DACCTPeJIANIH, BpeT,
6YATo I'lle-TO elje COXPABMJIACE ['eTTO, -- OHH YHHUYTOX €HH
BMeCTe ¢ HX OGHTaTeJIAMH; BpeT, 6YATO HeM[KN BOSHEMYT
MockBy H BOAHA CKOPO KOHYHTCH, -- OHH ofeljaJIH B3AThH
MockBy eige B oxTA6pe. XH3HLA UM 8aechb HHKTO He
COXPaHHT, BCé BPeT CKOTHHA, AyMaeT TOJIBKO O CBoefl
mxype, a Be 0 CIaceHHH Jiozed. (Rb. 232)

'He [Grandfather] saw right through him [losif]: he lies [when
he says] the children have been taken to Poland, -- the
children have been shot; he lies [when he says] some
ghettoes have been preserved somewhere, -- they have
been eliminated together with their inhabitants; he lies
[(when he says] the Germans will take Moscow and the war
will end soon, -- they had promised to take Moscow way

back in October. No one here will preserve their lifeA,
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everything which the swine says is a lie, he is thinking only
about his own skin, not about saving people.’

The negative clause in (74) is located in the grandfather"s
response to losif's texts about the people in the ghetto. The
negative clause here can be interpreted as contrasting what losif,
the alternative speaker, says (a set of the alternative speaker's
texts) and the speaker's text about the status of the people in the
ghetto. The negative clause can be read as follows: ‘while losif
presents all these texts related to the fate of the people in the
ghetto, what my text ("no one will actually protect the life of our

people™) on the same issue is distinct from those of losif in that it

carries the truth'.
(75) B ¢eBpasie xXe 1926 roaa PaaAMH oZepXaJl HacTOAYIO
nobeay Kak aKTep M pexHccep B «Toproeygax csasofi» [..].
Heckonbko MosAHee TeaTpa GHBmM. Kopma 3Ta nbeca
npomna Ha ceHe MXAT noa HaspaHHeM «IlIpoAaBPH
CJTaBu>>. CTAaBHJI ee MOJIONOR pexHccep H. M. Foxyapxos,
PyYxoBoANI NocTaHOBKOR K. C. CTaHHCIIAaBCKHA.
B rJIaBHHX POJIAX: ¥ Hac -- PaAHH u TonopkoB. B MXAT
-- JIyXcXHA H BHIIHeBCKHA.
HeBoJNIbHOe copeBHOBaHHeA Tearp OWBI. Kopma He
IIPOHTpaJI.
KpHTHK M. 3aropckuf nucan s «HoBoM spuUTesle>» 23

HIOHA 1926 roaa:
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«<Kax 3T0 HH OOHAHO, HO BCe Xe NMPHXOAUTCH CKal3aTh,
YTO aKTEePCKH 3TOT CNeKTaKJIb PasurpaH OuJI 3HAYHTeNIbRO
nydme B «KoMeauu» [..], ueM B MXAT. (5. 190)

‘In February of 1926 Radin sustained a genuine victory as
an actor and director in "The Tradesmen of Fame™ [...].

A little later than the former Kor$s Theater, this play
went on stage of the MXAT under the name of "The
Merchants of Fame". The young director N. M. Gonéarkov
directed it; K. S. Stamislavskij led the staging.

In the major roles: we had Radin and Toporkov, in the
MXAT Theater - LuZskij and ViSnevskij.

The former Kors Theater did not lose the unintentional
competitionA,

The critic M. Zagorskij wrote in The New Spectator on
the twenty-third of June, 1926:

"No matter how annoying this is, still, one must say that
in terms of acting this play was performed significantly
better at 'The Comedy' than at the MXAT. [...]’

The text above emphasizes Radin's remarkable accomplishment
as director and actor in 1926. This is reinforced by the text
following the negative clause, in which a critic presents the fact
that Radin's theater sustained the competition with MXAT as
something impressive. The negative clause, then, can be
interpreted as follows: ‘'while under normal circumstances,

theaters like this might be expected to lose a competition with
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MXAT, in this particular case (because of Radin's excellent acting

and directing) this theater did not do so'.
3.3, 5. Summary

Observations from sections 3.3.1 through 3.3.4 indicate that A-
and A-clauses in the weak environments yield interpretations
similar to those in the strong environments. G-clauses report a set
of faceless members, while A-clauses report a distinct member of
a set. In this section, however, uhlike examples in 3.1 and 3.2, we
have encountered more examples in which these two kinds of
interpretation operate on levels other than the level of entity: on
the level of property, on the level of temporal-aspectual-modal
domains, and on the level of text. Also, the influence of context on
the interpretation of the examples in this section is greater than
on the interpretation of the examples in 3.1 and 3.2. In the strong
environments, clause-level parameters nearly automatically
impose specific interpretations. In contrast, in the weak
environments G is likely when the clause-level parameters and
contextual interpretation line up, while A is likely when there is a
certain amount of contextual interference.

Contextual influence is also found in the weak environments
favoring A, which 1 will examine in the subsequent sections.

4 vj v

The following is the list of weak environments which favor A:
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Table 30. Weak Environments Favoring A

L.

I1.

proper NP's governed by existential verbs in the

imperfective present and past

object NP's cooccurring with temporal-aspectual-modal
operators

1) concrete object NP's governed by neutral verbs

2) abstract object NP's governed by individuating verbs

3) concrete object NP's governed by individuating verbs

Both examples with the expected A and with the unexpected G

will be analyzed.
4

Imperfective Present and Past

1al V

The following are some examples with A.

(76) MRNNR, Aoporon nmana! OH BCI0O XH3Hb KOMHJI ANA AeTeR,

[..] # cxonrneHHoe 3a XUSHL pacOpeResIASl ¢ TporaTeJsibHOR
OTHOBCKOR 3aGOTIIHBOCTHIO H CIIPaBeJIHBOCThI0. 51 He NOMEI0
MaprHYA. Jlépa myaveT. Ha HeR 4To-To WepHoe. Ha
gHnovYKax npoxoAHT AHApel. (C. 502)

'My dear Papa! He saved [money] for his children all his life,
[...] and distributed what had been saved over his life with a
touching fatherly thoughtfulness and fairness. I do not
remember MarinaA, Laura is crying. She is wearing

something black. Andrej walks by on tiptoes.’
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In the example above, the object NP names a unique individual;
thus, already on the object level there is reference to a distinct
member within a set. The context also seems to support this
interpretation. The speaker retained other close family members
in her memory. This reinforces the difference between the given
individual and other individuals: the former, unlike the others,
was not in the speaker's memory.

In the example below, the object NP also inherently presents a
distinct member out of a set.

(77) OcnopHTHL MOXHO -- Bce. OCIIOPAT H 3TO.

Sl sHa1 Bce, YTO MHe BOSPa3AT, No-cBoeMYy HCKaxaf H
NePeTONIKOBHBaA PaccKasaHHYIO 3/ech IIPaBAY. 3TH JIIOAHK He
aHasig MapHuYA... (C. 758)

'‘One can question -- everything. This will also be questioned.
[ know everything people will raise an objection to [me],

distorting in their own ways and reinterpreting the truth
told here. These people did not know MarinaA...'

In addition to the inherent property of the proper NP, the
clause is located in a context which reports that people
misunderstood Marina, In other words, they did not know the
most essential and true properties of Marina. The context, then,

presents distinct properties among many properties attributable

to the individual.

The following example, in contrast, has an unexpected G.
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(78) lomHuI0, 9YTO £ OYeHb obHXanace Ha YepHeBCKOro, KOTOPHA

OocJIe CMeKTaKJIR YIOPHO roBopRN: «JlycTh CaHeuka He
PacckasiBaeT, YTO He BREJeJsIa ['NHKepHH HHKoJNaeBHHG B
«MHoro myma {#3 HHYerol», He Beplo. HeJlb3d, He BHAEB,
TAaK YAA4YHO CHIPaTh.» (Ja. 102)
'l remember that I was very angry at Cernevskij, who after
the performance, adamantly said: "Don’'t let Sanet¢ka say that
she has not seen Glikerija NikolaevnaG in "Much Ado [about
Nothing]", 1 don't believe it: one cannot, without seeing her,
play [the role] so successfully.™

The critic here insists that one would have to see how Fedotova

acts in order to reproduce her acting so successfully. Then, the
negative clause is understood as focusing on a set of properties
which constitute Fedotova's acting (for example, intonation,
gesture, voice, posture) rather than Fedotova as a distinct
individual. The clause can thus be read as follows: 'she had not
seen any of the properties of Fedotova in the play’.

The following example with G yields a similar interpretation.

(79) Ha cemu AHeR B [lapHXe «BnacTs TBMH>»> HIrpanm
YeTHpe pasa. OT BOJTHeHHA H HeMOCHJILHOIC HANPDAXeHHA ¥
HeKOTOPHX H3 HallHX apTHCTOB ceJl roJjioc. HeKkoTopue Ha
oocrie AHeM cneKTakJ1e CBOY PoJi¥ 6yKBaJIbHO NpolleNTalIH.

51 Geperna HepBH H roJsioc. B ZeHb «BJIaCTH THMH>> C

yTpa TOTOBHJIach 6MTh MaTpeHOR. B ¢cBOGOAHHRA ZAeHB
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OTANXaJIa B Homepe. NlapuxaG He BHAeNa.. H BHIJIO NO-
o6MYHOMY: 4To [Japux, 4To CepnyxoRt -- Bce oAHo. (5. 345)
'‘During the seven days in Paris they played "The Power of
Darkness” four times. From agitation and excessive tension
the voice of some of our actors went hoarse. Some literally
whispered their roles during the last performance.

I spared my nerves and voice. On the day of "The Power
of Darkness” [ prepared myself to be Matrena from the
morning on. On free days I rested in my hotel room. I did
not see [any aspect of] ParisC... and things came out as usual:
whether it is Paris or Serpuxoj -- it's all the same.’

In the example above, the object is a proper noun, which might
be expected to refer to a unique entity. The context, however,
seems to present Paris not as a distinct city within a set of cities.
In this text, 'seeing Paris’ is understood as seeing various cultural
aspects of Paris which overwhelmed actors and distracted them
from performing in their usual fashion. The negative clause, then,
can be interpreted as reporting that the speaker saw none of

Paris’ overwhelming cultural aspects (properties) before her

performances.

Similar interpretations are present in examples with concrete
object NP's governed by neutral verbs with temporal-aspectual-

modal operators as well.
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3. 4. 2, Concrete Object NF's Governed by Neutral Verbs
The following near-minimal pair contains the perfective verb

CHATH 'to take off. The object NP's in both examples are
referential and definite.

(80) 3amepxaBWHCH, 8 Morjla 6N ABHTBLCA, KaK OONYHO

ABJIANIack K TOMOPKOBHM, oZeTad OyAHHYHO, C JIHJOM
JIOCHAIAMCA OT BaseJIHHaA. Topondch, 8 He CHAJIA JIeTKHHA
KOHJepPTHHZ rpumA [..] B He Nepeoenacsk. (3. 269)
‘At the expense of arriving late, I could have appeared, as 1
usually appeared to the Toporkovs, dressed in daily clothes,
with my face shining with vaseline. Being in a hurry, I had
not taken off my light concert makeupA {...] and had not
changed clothes.’

(81) 1 oHH ceJtH, BCce ejje AepXach 32 PYKHA. ToNIbko TYyT Mama
BCIIOMHHJIA, YTO OHA He CHAMNA IUTagga B 6epeTaC. C GepeToM
AeJto 6O J1erKo NONPaBHTh, OHA IPOCTO CTPEXHYJIA €ro ¢
BOIIOC JIeBOR, CBOGOAHON PYKOR, HO IJIal] HeBOSMOXHO GHJIO
cHATH, ...} (8. 31)

‘And they sat, still holding hands. Only then it occurred to
Masa that she had not taken off the raincoat and the beretC.
With the beret the situation was easy to correct, she simply
shook it off her hair with her left free hand, but it was

impossible to take off the raincoat [...]'
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The context in (80) makes references to what the speaker
usually did before going to the Toporkovs -- she would take off
her concert make-up and change clothes. The gerund 'roponac'b
suggests that this was an unusual occasion in which the speaker
had to hurry. The negative clause, then, can be read as follows:
‘While on a number of other comparable occasions I took off my
make-up, but this particular occasion was unusual in that I did
not'. In other words, the given occasion is presented as a distinct
member of a set of comparable occasions.

In the context of (81) Masa notices the inappropriateness of
wearing her coat; this is indicated by the adverbial Tonbxko TYT
‘only then', implying that she should have taken off her garments
long time ago. The negative clause can be interpreted as focusing
on the fact that it had become definitively too late for the given
action to be appropriate any longer. The clause suggests the
unavailability of any more occasions in which her action of taking
off her coat and beret is considered appropriate.

Let us look at another pair of examples. This one involves
verbs which imply transfer of entities.

(82) MHoro BeljeR HOWleHHNX H Oeniba -- [[eoprufl] ocraBui,

CJIOXHB B y3eJl, paspellityl B3AThL X03de3aM.

'--MH ofpaZzoBaZIuChk -- TO BpeMsf TPYJAHoe ORJIO, BORHA,
HHYero He AOCTaTh, a ¥ Hac ONJI MayleHbKHA pebeHok, --
cKagaJyia Xo3fAflKka, -- HO g4 He YHecJIa yseJIA, oCTaBHJIA ero

TaM, TZe OH 6HJI. A MOTOM NPHIUJIK KaKHe-TO ABa 3HAKOMHe
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Feoprud [..] cTanu PRTHCA B Belfax M Ha IJlagax YHeCJIH
ysen ¢ coboft. (C. 721)

'[Georgij] left a lot of used clothes and linen, and having put
them into a bundle, allowed the landlords to take it.

"We were overjoyed -- it was a difficult time, the war, you
could not get anything, and we had a small child, -- the
landlady said, -- but 1 did not take away the bundleA, I left
it where it was. And then some two acquaintances of Georgij
came [...] started to dig through the things, and took the

bundle with them in front of my very eyes.’

(83) NopTpeT OHJ 3aKPHT MapyCHHOA, MHe XOTeJIOCh

MOCMOTPEeTh, HO A He NOAHAN IapycEHNG, 3aBepHYIN
NOPTPeT B UHCTYI MelKOBHRHY, [...] # ornpaBRica Kk [NagKky.
(Rb.103)

‘The portrait was covered with a piece of cloth, I had wanted
to take a look, but I did not raise the clothG, I wrapped up

the portrait into a clean sack, and went to Gajk.'

The text preceding the negative clause in (82) is about how the
speaker needed the bundle and how glad she was when her
tenant offered it to her family. In this context, the failure to take
the bundle is an unexpected occasion. Then, the negative clause
here can be viewed as presenting the given occasion as distinct
from other comparable occasions: 'while a person under such a
circumstance would take such a bundle right away, this occasion is

unusual in that such a situation did not hold.'
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The text in (83) indicates that the speaker had wanted to see
how his mother was depicted in the picture, but ended up not
doing so before he carried it away; there was no other further
occasion in which he could see it after that. The focus, then, is on
the definitive absence of the type of event described and its
consequence -- the speaker never had a chance to see the picture.

Just like in weak environments favoring G, case selection
among examples containing concrete object NP's governed by
neutral verbs with temporal-aspectual-modal operators is
motivated not only by clause-level parameters, but also by
context.

3. 4. 3. Al Obj NP's Gov | by Individuating Ver!

A is slightly favored over G in abstract object NP's governed by
individuating verbs; the frequency of G, however, is by no means
marginal.

Let us look at some examples with A.

(84) <<KOHe4YHO, H ¥ HHX ToXe IIoTepH GoJibiIHe>>, -- MOAYMAJI
06 apTHJIJIePHCTAX H NMeXOTHHIaxX KNMHMOBHY, IpoAonxas
NOAHHUMATLCA Ha OapxaH.

Ho 2axe M 3Ta MHCAL He (MAT4YHsa ero Bce
HapacTaBillee pa3apaXeHHeA INPOTHB KOMaHAHpaA
CTpesIXoBoro nonka. KIMMoBHY ZAeJIHJI CBOH IIOTePH Ha Te,
YTO OH JAOJNIXeH GHJI NOHeCTH H NoHec, [...] H Ha Te, 4To oH

NMOHeC H3-33 IJIOXOro B3aHMOJAENACTBHA ¢ NexoToR. Ob6a
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ceroAHAMMHUX TaHKa, [..] Mornu 6M H He cropeTh, ecJIH 6
IIeXO0Ta ¢ CaMoro Havasa Iiijla 3a TaHKaMH BIJIOTHYIO, KakK
OHa XOAHJIa MOTOM, KOrZa B3AJIH 3ToT BapxaH. (8. 211)

'""Of course, they, too, had great losses,” -- Klimovi¢ thought
about the artillerymen and infantrymen, as he continued to
climb up the sand-dune.

But even this thought did not soften his ever growing
irritation against the commander of the infantry regimentA.
Klimovié divided his losses into those which he had to suffer
and suffered, [...] and those which he suffered out of poor
coordination with the infantry. Both of today's tanks, [...]
would not have burnt, if the infantry from the very
beginning had been going closely behind the tanks, as it
went later, when they took this sand-dune.’

The text following the negative clause above presents two
categories of losses: the necessary losses which Klimovi¢ had to
bear and the unnecessary losses caused by poor interaction with
the infantry. Klimovi€'s growing anger against the commander of
the infantry regiment stems from the losses of the latter type.
This suggests that the anger stemming from the losses of the
former type would have been softened by the same thought. The
reading of the negative clause is as follows: 'While this thought
would have softened the type of anger stemming from the
necessary losses, it did not soften this one (because it stemmed

from the unnecessary losses)'.
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The following was the only interrogative clause with an
individuating verb and an abstract object NP.

(85) Kax oH [Cepexa] ropeBasi, UTo He ycneJs MHe HOAHATSH Ha
YeTBEePTHA 3TaX KHPNHUH! YMONAN MeHA NOAOXK AATH A0
3aBTpa, [..] -- a 3aBTpa OH BCTaHeT H MHe HX BHeceT!

PasBe TaxHe I0HOWH He HCKYNAJIH TPYAHOCTEA 3NOXH?

A CTONBKO HX OHJIO, TaKHX! B TOHA roJIOAHOA, repoHYecKolt
Mockse! (C. 634)
'How he [SereZza] grieved that he had not managed to carry
the bricks up the fourth floor for me in time! He begged me
to wait until tomorrow, [...] -- and tomorrow he would get up
and bring them in for me!

Did such young men not redeem the difficultiesA of that
period? And there were so many of such [young men]! In
that hungry, heroic Moscow!

The context seems to focus on presenting a distinct group of
individuals in a set. The text preceding the negative clause above
presents outstanding properties of a young man (Cepexa) who
helped the speaker tremendously. The text following the negative
clause emphasizes that there were many young men like SereZa.
In this context, then, the negative clause can be interpreted as
presenting those young people as a distinct group. The reading of
the negative clause is as follows: '(there might have been other

people in this hungry, heroic Moscow, but) is it not young men

89



00050331

like Sereza who redeemed the difficulties of the epoch? (i.e., it is
these who redeemed the difficulties of the epoch)'.

There are some examples with G.

(86) Ham TeaTp Teneph HasuBaeTcd «Komeama PCRCP N 3,

HO HOBaf BLHBeCKa He H3MeHHJIa B CyJIecTBe Hamero ZenaC.
KoHeyHOo, ropm 6yMar, Macca KOHTPOJIepOB, HO
XyAoXeCcTBeHHag YacTh He NOJABepPraeTcsd 3HAUUTEJILHOA
JloMke. HaeT pellepTyap, ¢ KOTOPHM MOXHO NPHMHPHTBLCH:
[..] (5. 152)
'Our theater is now named "Comedy RSFSR No. 3", but the
new name did not in essence change our businessG. Of
course, mountains of papers, lots of inspectors, but the
artistic part is not subject to significant change. Repertoire
which it is possible to tolerate is being played.’

In the example with G above, the object NP is modified, just
like the examples with A above. The negative clause thus can be
potentially understood to present the entity as a distinct member
of a set of various activities. The context, however, does not
support this sort of interpretation. The text following the negative
clause indicates that the mairn focus here is on the fact that the
quality of the performance never dropped. In this context, then,
the negative clause can be interpreted as reporting the definitive
absence of the event, which left the important part of the theater
untouched.

The following example is similar to the previous one.
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(87) NNoaT momyTHN. JIYH2 He «KaHYJNa», oHa He IlepecTalsia

ONTL TeMm, YeM OHUJIA AJIA JIIOAeR THCAYEJIOTHAMH, JIYHHHNA
CBeT He MOTePAJI CBOER MO3ITHIYECKON NpeJiecTH. U nadeTa
Mapc OTTOro, UTO MH S3aKHHYJIH Ha Hee BHMIOeJI, He
H3MEHHJI2 CBOeTro 3arajouHoro MeplaHuaG. OT mosHaHHA
KpacoTa MHpa He y6upaeT, a yBennuuBaeTca. (5. 369)
'The poet was joking. The moon did not drop, it did not stop
being what it was for people for thousands of years, the
moonlight did not lose its poetic beauty. And the planet
Mars, because we dropped a pennant on it, did not change
its mysterious twinklingG. The beauty of the world does not
diminish from knowledge, but increases.'

The text above is about the current state -- the unchanging
beauty -- of the stars despite recent scientific discoveries in space.
The focus of the negative clause, then, is on the definite absence of
the type of event described by the negative clause, which left the
mysterious twinkling intact.

The examples above again confirm that G-clauses yield an
interpretation focusing on a set in which no member is presented
as distinct, while A-clauses yield an interpretation differentiating
a particular member of a set. The analyses of these examples
indicate that not only clause-level parameters, but also context
contributes to the generation of these interpretations. This will be

further demonstrated in our last group of examples favoring A:
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concrete object NP's governed by individuating verbs cooccurring
with temporal-aspectual-modal operators.
3 4 4. C Object NP's Gov | by Individuatine Ver!
wi - -
Concrete object NP's governed by individuating verbs favor
A strongly, but G is still possible. Let us first examine clauses with
A in the perfective aspect.

(88) OHE no cBoel 6e33abOTHOCTH TakK elfe H He YycCIeJIH XO
KOH[Ja YCTPOHThCH ¢ Malled, ZaXe He OTPeMOHTHPOBAJIH
KOMHATYA. (8. 280)

'Sincov and Masa, because of their lightheartedness, had not
managed to settle down completely, they had not even
(completely] repaired the roomA.'

The text preceding the negative clause (88) attributes Sincov
and his wife's failure to settle down to their lightheartedness. This
property presents these individuals as distinct from other
comparable individuais, and consequently the negative clause can
be read as follows: 'While people in similar circumstances would
have already settled down, Sincov and Masa were so lighthearted
that they have not even repaired their room.’

Presentation of a distinct member out of a set is also found in
the following example with A.

(89) B kBapTHpe MaTepH NOTrH6NH 6yMaru moero oTga ¢

nucbMaMH PenuHa, KYHHAXHY H APYrHX. UyaoM ylellena

6uONMHOTeKa B IJIYOOKOR CTeHHOR HHIle: ¥ o0BeccHIJIeHHMX
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roJjIoAoM JIIOAeA He XBaTHJIO CHJI OTOXABHHYTH
3aropax HBABIMHA HHWIY TAXeJIeHHHNA SepKaNbHHA ikxad.
KHHrHA He coxXrnH. (Kr. 314)

'In my mother's apartment my father's papers with letters
of Repin, KuindZi, and others were destroyed. The library in
the deep niche in the wall survived miraculously: the people
who had been weakened by hunger did not have energy to
take away the heavy mirrored closet which was barricading
the niche. They had not burnt the booksA.'

The plural form of the object NP in (89) indicates that the NP
may be interpreted as representing a set without differentiating
any of its members. The text preceding the negative clause,
however, suggests that most of the belongings of the family had
been destroyed. In this context, then, the negative clause can be
interpreted as follows: ‘unlike other things which they had burnt,
they did not (manage to) burn these books'.

Let us now turn to examples with G. The following example,
like the two previous ones, is in the perfective aspect.

(90) Urpasa llypy JlebeaeBy, 8 HeHaBHAeNla MeJIKHX JIIOAKIIEK,
OKPYXaBIIHX HBaHoBa; Gepa ero mox salyKTy, Gpocana
BH30B oOjjecTBY. Mo peSKHA TOH He YAOBJIeTBOPHI
PeleH3eHTa, HO A ToHaC He H3MeHHJTa. «<Pe3KOCTH»> OT MeHH

Tpebosan H. H. CuHenbHHKOB. (3. 337)

'Playing Sura Lebedeva, I hated petty people who

surrounded Ivanov; taking him under my protection, I
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threw down a challenge to the society. My harsh tone did
not make the reviewer happy, but I ended up not changing

the toneG. N. N. Sinel'nikov had demanded "harshness” from

me.

The text surrounding the negative clause in (90) presents the
speaker's strong determination to preserve the harsh tone. This is
manifested in the speaker's detestation of petty people and
Sinel'nikov's instruction to act with "harshness”. In this context,
the negative clause is interpreted as emphasizing the total
absence of the desribed event, which left the harshness intact.

Another similar example follows.

(91) B Havalle SEMEeEro ce3oHa -- CHOBa pexHccepcxas paboTa.
BBoXYy Ha pPonb rerepasna Crteccensa B. II. lllapysraxosa. |...].
BBoa oKkasaJyicg yZAaduHNM, [llapnaxoB cmexTakngC ge
IIoCpaMHEN. Ho 4 Bce Xe oropvyeHa: 3aveM BeJIHKOJIeTHOMY
aKkTepy 3y6opy H3MeHATH CBOeMY HCTHHHOMY NPHIBAHHIO?
(5. 324)

'At the beginning of the spring season -- a director's work
again. I bring in V. P. Sarlaxov for General Stessel's role [as a
substituting actor]. [...] The substitution turned out to be
successful, Sarlaxov did not disgrace the playG. But I am still
embittered: why does a great actor like Zubov have to
betray his true calling?

The text in (91) refers to the successes of the substitution. The

negative clause then can be considered to emphasize the
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definitive absence of the described event, which left the play
unharmed.

The following contains a verb in the perfective past.

(92) -- Kakag TH cTpaHHaa! -- cKkasaJla, HeroaAya, MapHHa. --
DoueMy TH He OCTaHOBHJIa TpPaMBafiA, He BH3BaJia
MHJIE|JHOHepa, He COCTaBHJIa aKT? PDHJI Xe XOoTh OAHH
KpacHoapmee]] B TpaMBae -- B lIJieMe! He 3aABHJIA, YTO TH -

- 9yieH Coloaa nucaTenen, [...] (C. 638)

""How strange you are!” Marina said, indignantly. "Why
didn't you stop the streetcarA, call for the militia man, make
a complaint? There was at least one Red Army man in the
streetcar -- wearing a helmet! You didn't announce that you
were a member of the Writers' Union, [...]'

The negative clause above is part of Marina's quote in which
she evaluates her sister's behavior as strange; in Marina's view it
is obvious that she should have stopped the streetcar on such an
occasion. The negative clause, then, can be interpreted as follows:

"'While on such occasions you are expected to make a complaint, it

is strange that you did not on this particular occasion.’
The example below is a counterfactual clause which contains a

verb in the perfective aspect, but the object NP appears in G.
(93) -- 1 caM ceroAHf OAHHUMH YOHTHMH ZAeBATHAAUATH

YeJIoBeK MOTepAn,-- ¢ cepaAlleM cKasan Kpaciok.
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-- U ¢BOHX CTONBKO He NoTepANl 6N, ecsix 6N AHeM Tex
TaHKOBGO He cxer,-- 6e3XaJIOCTHO CKasaJl MOJIYAaBIIHA A0
CHX nop CaeHxo. (S. 216)

'""{Counting] only the dead, I myself lost 19 men today,”
Krasjuk said in anger.

"And you wouldn't have lost so many of yours, if you hadn't
burnt those tanksC during the daytime,” Saenko, who had
been silent until then, said mercilessly.’

The object NP here is in the plural form, which does not
differentiate a specific member out of a set of tanks; nonetheless,
the noun is modified and can also be considered as presenting a
specific group of tanks out of a set. In this context, however, the
focus of the argument between the two officers is on the quantity
of men and tanks lost in the given battle. The tanks have
referents, but to these officers it does not matter which tanks they
lost; the .entities are thus not presented as distinct members of the
set of given tanks in terms of some special property, but as tanks
which could have been available in the battle --'if there had been
a sufficient number of tanks, Krasjuk would not have lost his men
(but in reality since he was deprived of some of his tanks, he lost
his men)’. The negative clause comments on the existence of some
tanks lost, but do not distinguish them out of a set in terms of any

specific property.
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3.4, 5. Summary

The examples from this section confirm that G is correlated
with reference to a general set which consists of members,
without presenting any of them as distinct, while A is correlated
with reference to a distinct member of a set. The examples in 3.4
are similar to those in 3.3 in two respects. First, in many of the
examples from both sections the two types of interpretation
operate not only on the level of entity, but also on other levels.
Second, there is much contextual influence on the interpretation of
many of the examples from both sections. What is different about
the weak environments favoring A and the weak environments
favoring G is that contextual interpretation lines up or interferes
with clause-level parameters in different ways. In the
environment favoring G, contextual interpretation and clause-
level parameters tend to line up to trigger G, while contextual
interpretation tend to interfere with clause-level parameters to
trigger A. In the weak environments favoring A, contextual
interpretation and clause-level parameters tend to line up to
trigger A, while contextual interpretation tend to interfere with
clause-leve! parameters to trigger G. In section 3.5 I will examine

the other remaining weak environments.

3. 5. Other Weak Environments
The following is the list of other weak environments. For the

first group of environments, there was not sufficient data to
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determine which case was favored. The environment with
concrete object NP's governed by individuating verbs in the

imperfective past and present appears to allow A and G equally.

Table 31, Other Weak Environments
I. proper NP's cooccurring with emphatic negation
II. concrete object NP's governed by individuating verbs in the

imperfective past and present

3. 5. L P NP's C i ith Emphatic Negati

To this point we have observed that A-clauses report a distinct
individual out of a set, while G-clauses report a set of entities
without any specific properties. It is interesting to see what
happens when strong parameters inherently triggering these two
interpretations cooccur. Proper nouns refer to unique individuals,
while emphatic negation emphasizes the absence of any distinct
individual within a set. Instances in which the two parameters
cooccur are not numerous, as shown in Tables 22-24, but they

occasionally occur in ‘neither...nor...' constructions, which do not
necessarily yield a nonreferential interpretation of the object NP.
Case selection in these exampies seems to be heavily dependent
on context.

Examples (94) and (95) have proper object NP's and existential

verbs.
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(94) HaTypa MapycH B3fAna Bepx HalX 60J1e3HbI0: OH2

MOIIPABHNIAach. Bo Bce Te 3HMHHe H NOJIYBeceHHHe AHH A He
NOMHI0 HH mnani, HH JlepuG. MoxeT GuHTH, OHH BABOEM
e3AUJIU I10 ropoaaM HUTanuu? (C. 116)
'Marusja's nature gained the upper hand over the illness:
she recovered. During all those winter and early spring days
I remember neither PapaG nor LauraG. Maybe they were
travelling together in the cities of Italy?

In the example above, the verb, on the one hand, inherently
implies a set of entities with no distinct properties in the cognitive
domain; proper NP's, on the other hand, inherently imply the
presence of various properties differentiating a specific entity out
of a set. Here, context seems to line up with the former. The text
following the negative clause indicates that the speaker is
interested in these two individuals' property -- in what these two
individuals were doing -- during the time of Marusja's illness; this
is indicated by the reference to traveling in Italian cities as their
possible property. Thus, the negative clause is best interpreted as
focusing on the unavailability of any property (in the speaker's
memory), concerning these individuals during the given period of
time; in other words, the speaker knows that there is a set of

properties regarding these individuals, but she cannot retrieve

any of them.

The following example is similar to the one above.
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(95) Ho H TpexX CTPOK HedeM BallOJIHHTbL MHe o JleTe 1906 roaa

IocJIe CMepPTH MaMH. 5l He IOMEX HH ZoOPOTBOPCKHX B TO
neTo, HX TeTnG, HX HalIHX AOMAMHHX HA Zade, HH OTheska
MapycE B MockBy (BepofTHo, ¢ JIépoll H AHApIOmMeR K
Havany ydenua). (C. 223)
‘But I do not have anything to fill even three lines about the
summer of 1906 after Mama's death. I remember neither
the Dobrotvorskijs, nor AuntieG, nor our family members at
the dacha, nor Marusja's departure for Moscow (probably,
with Laura and Andrjusa towards the beginning of her
study).’

In the example above, the text preceding the negative clause
emphasizes the lapse of memory about the days after the
speaker's mother died. The negative clause, then, can be
interpreted as focusing on the fact that there should have been
some properties regarding these individuals during those days,
but none of them is available in the speaker's memory.

In contrast to examples with G, texts cooccurring with A
reinforce the interpretation focusing on a distinct member of a set,
as in the following examplie.

(96) -- [...] T’ 4To, cobupaembcad NOCAZHTL MHe elje ZeBYOHKY

Ha rosioBy? 3Toro He 6yzeT HEKorxal[..]
M pelllHsT 4 NOTroBOPHTL ¢ OTHoM. OTell He BHZAeJI HH

Oni0A, HH AHHY MoHceeBHYA, B HallH ¢ MaMOH CIOOPH He
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BMellHBaJyicA. M Kxoraga ocrasyIuck MH OAWH Ha OAHH, £ eMy

rosopio:

-- YTO-TO Hal0 pellaTh ¢ OJieft.

~- 3a6paTh? -- ClIpallHBaeT oTel ¥ CMOTPHUT Ha MeHA. [..] U
XOTHA OH CKadal TONBKO JABa cJloBa: ««<Hago moaymate», -- £
[IOHAN, 4UTO oTe]] Ha Moe#t cTopoHe. (Rb. 150)

"[...] Are you planning to put yet a girl on my head? This
will never be! [...]"

And 1 decided to talk with Father. Father had seen
neither OljaA, nor Anna MoiseevnaA, he did not interfere
with the arguments between Mama and me. And when we

‘ were alone, I say to him:
"One must do [lit. decide] something with Olja.
"To take [her]?" asks Father and looks at me. [...] And

although he only said three [lit. two] words: "[We] have to

think [a bit]," -- 1 saw that he was on my side.'

Here, too, proper nouns occur as objects of a perception verb.
The context, however, is different from the one in the previous
example. In this episode, the speaker and his mother have an
argument over what to do with the orphaned Olja. The speaker's
mother refuses to have anything to do with Olja because she had
been treated coldly by Anna Moiseevna, Olja’'s mother, in the past.
The speaker, who wants to help out Olja, then goes to talk to his

father in order to obtain his father's support on this matter. This

is indicated by the text following the negative clause ([..] & noran,
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YTO OTeQ] Ha MoeH cTopoHe. '[..] | saw that Father was on my
side’). In this context, then, the negative clause can be interpreted
as follows: 'Father, in contrast with Mother, had seen neither Olja
nor Anna Moiseevna, (and was more likely to support my attempt
to help out Olja; consequently I decided to talk to him)." Thus, the
negative clause can be viewed as presenting Father distinct from
Mother in that he had not seen these two individuals.
The following example is somewhat different from the previous
two in that it contains a neutral verb.
(97) Ny6nnxa meHA [B ponH ZXeCcCHKH] NMONpPoOCTy He
saMeTHna. [..] (5.66)1...]
locnne «Yaflx®>> MBaH MHPOHOBHY NO3APAaBHJI MeHA H
BaXHO SaMeTHJI.
-- Y pac zeno noazert! [..]
CHHeJILHHKOB-CTapIHAA, HaBepHoOe, TOX e HaZedJIcd, 4TO
B KOH[Ié KOH[JOB Y MeHH <«<€JIO ITOAAEeT>»>.
Hru ZAxeccHKXyA, HE 3apeuRyA y MeRH He oTobpanu,
HaA OTXeNIbHNMH cljeHaMH H3 "YaAKH" CHHeJIbHHKOB
npoZosixajyl paboTaTh co MHOR H Hocile MpeMbepH, B
c¢BoBoaHNe YacH. (5. 69)
‘The audience simply did not notice me [in the role of
Jessica). [...] (66)
After "The Seagull” Ivan Mironovi¢ congratulated me
and remarked with authority:

"Things will work out for you!"
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Probably, Sinel'nikov Sr. was also hoping that in the end
things would work out for me.

They took away neither JessicaA nor ZareénajaA from
me, Sinel'nikov continued working with me on separate
scenes from "The Seagull” even after the premier, in his
spare time.'

Here, too, clause-level parameters strongly conflict. On the one
hand, the verb 'to take away' tends to imply that the entity exists
independently of the event, before being removed; proper nouns
presuppose various properties which differentiate the given roles
from others; on the other hand, emphatic negation 'neither..., nor...'
emphasizes that neither of the two entities had the property
described by the verb. Context seems to determine case selection
here. Prior to the negative clause within this episode, there are
references to the speaker's bad performances of Jessica and
Zare&naja. This is followed by a text about the existence of people
who, to the speaker's surprise, were nonetheless supportive of
her. This context, then, suggests that, the situation ~presented by
the negative clause was an exceptional case, different from what
usually would take place. The clause can thus be read as follows:
'while in similar circumstances people would take roles away from
actors/actresses who perform badly, in this specific circumstance
(which is marked by exceptionally strong support from several

people), the people at the theater took away neither Jessica nor

ZareCnaja from me.’
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The examples above suggest that, when proper object NP's
occur with emphatic negation, case selection involves a high
degree of contextual reinforcement for one of the two
interpretations: one which distinguishes a member out of a set,
and the other which refers to a set of faceless entities.

Thus far we have looked at examples in which clause-level
parameters compete. Let us now examine the one environment in
which the frequencies of A and G are almost equal.

vi Whi v
Particular

According to my data, there is one environment in which
neither A nor G is favored: concrete object NP's governed by
individuating verbs in the imperfective past and present. Let us
look at some of the examples.

(98) «Tpareauioc MaJyo CNIpaTh, -- FOBOPHJI MYH3 CIOJUJIH, -- ee
HaJo eje H NpoTaH[eBaTh>». BHcoyKkad He «<TaH[JeBaJIa»>, HO
IUTaCTHYHO ABHIAJIach H BeJIHKOJIENIHO X eCTHKYJIHPOBaJia.
OHa He M3BHBAJIa TOPCA B «TPardHyeckKX KOHBYJILCHAX>>, He
KOpYHJIach -- ee MNo3W OHJIH MOHYMEHTAaJIBHH,
BHPasHTeJIbHHN, XeCcTH IpekpacHu. (Kr. 73)

"It is not enough to play a tragedy, -- Mune Siulli said, .-
one must dance it as well". Vysockaja did not 'dance’, but
rhythmically moved and gesticulated magnificently. She did

not twist her torsoA in "tragic convulsions”, she did not
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contort herself -- her poses were monumental, expressive,
her gestures were superb.’

In (98), the text preceding the negative clause suggests that
there was a general notion that actresses should "dance tragedy”,
including twisting torsos. The negative clause, then, presents
Vysockaja as a distinct member of a set of tragedy actresses in
that she did not dance and did not twist her torso.

The following example is similar to the one above.

(99) Ero ropsavo JWOGHIIH MOCKOBCKHe 3PDHTesIH, HO OH OHJN

««HeyroZeH»> HavaJIbCTRY, TakK KakK HHKOrZa He THYJI nepeX
HHM CNHHYA, HeHaBHAeJNl NMOAXaJIUMCTBO, ORJI YeCTHHM H
He3aBHCHMHM YeJioBexoMm. (Ja. 112)

'Moscow viewers loved him vehemently, but he was
"inappropriate” for the authorities, since he never bent his
backA in front of them, hated boot-licking, he was an honest
and independent person.’

Object nouns denoting body parts are said to have a tendency
to appear in A (Borras and Christian 1971/79:29). Nonetheless,
context, in addition to this inherent property of the object, seems
to contribute to case selection here: (99) is a text about Xoxlov's
special properties -- he was independent-minded, honest, and
therefore no good for the authorities; the negative clause
elaborates these properties. In other words, the negative clause
can be interpreted as presenting Xoxlov as a distinct individual in

terms of the given property (‘while it is assumed to be
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appropriate that actors bend their backs in front of the
authorities, Xoxlov was inappropriate in that he did not’).
The following example also has an object NP referring to a body
part but has G.
(100) Hy ¥ BHJAan oH MHe Toria! He mosmman ronocaGC, ox
Boo6llle He IMOBHIMAN royiocaC, cesi IPOTHB MeHA M cKasaJl,
YTO I[TO33MA Xopolla TorzAa, Korzxa oHa IoJIeSHA Aesny
[IpoJleTapHaTa, ecJIH Xe OHa He MNOJIe3Ha, SHAYHT, 3TO
BpeZHad no3suA. (Rb. 82-83)
'‘Well, he let me have it then! He did not raise his voiceG, he
did not raise his voiceG in general, sat across from me and
said that poetry is good when it is useful to the cause of the
proletariat, but if it is not useful, then, it is harmful poetry.’
In the example above, the text preceding the negative clause
indicates that the speaker was about to talk about how his brother
scolded him. The negative clause then can be interpreted as
responding to the addressee’s expectation of an event in which the
brother raised his voice in anger at some point(s) during the given
period of time. The adverb Boo6iye 'in general' indicates that thcre
never existed any point throughout the given temporal-aspectual-
modal domain at which such an event took place.
Let us now compare negative clauses with plural object NP's.
(101) Ha BTopoM Kypce S5KoBJIéBa CMEHHJZI AJIeKCaHAP
AKHMOBHY CaHHH, peXHccep ZpaMaTHUYeCKOro TeaTpa.

CaHHH He I[IOJIOHAJI HallH cepAunaA, xak [leTPoBCKHM, He
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BOCXHIfaJl aPTHCTHSMOM, NoaobHo HKoBJleBy. Ho MH
N6UNH ¥ CanuHa. (3. 50)

'In the second year Jakovlev was replaced by Aleksandr
Akimovié Sanin, director of the Drama Theater. Sanin did
not captivate our heartsA, like Petrovskij did, he did not
carry [us] away with his artistry, like Jakovlev. But we liked
Sanin as well’

Here, the noun phrase following the conjunction kK aKk
NerpoBckuR 'like Petrovskij’ in the negative sentence indicates
that Sanin is presented as distinct from Petrovskij. The text
following the negative clause refers to yet another individual
Jakovlev and this further indicates that the speaker's focus is on
the difference between Sanin and other instructors.

The following is an example with plural nonreferential object

NP appearing in G.

(102) MH HHKOr Za He AeNCTBOBaJIH B OAHHOYKY, He BHABHIaJIH
¢BOR o6pas B yujep6 ocTanbHHNM, He MoAYepPKHBAJNH
<«BAUTPHIWHKNX>> MecTCG B cBoel ponu. EcAu mo xoay
AeHCTBHA HaYHHaeTCcd <«MOfA CleHa»>, To-eCTb B HeN
AOMHHHDPYIO 4, TO OCTAaJIbHHE JOJIXXHK MHe NOANIPHBATH,
©CJIH X e HAeT CleHa APYroro aKkTepa M oH AOMHHHDYeT, TO
A JIKWb NOANI'PHBAK eMy. (Ja. 70)

'We never acted alone, did not push our own image at the
expense of the others, we did not emphasize the "flashy”

placesG in our role. If in the course of the act there begins
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"my scene”, then I become the main character, then the
others should support me with their acting; if, on the
contrary, there goes a scene of another actor and he
becomes the main character, then 1 merely support him.’'

In this example, the object NP is modified but nonreferential.
This example thus does not form a near-minimal pair with the
immediately preceding one, but it is possible to see how context
yields an interpretation different from that in (101). Here, flashy
places are those places which make the individual actor or actress
look good but which should not be emphasized for the sake of the
whole play. Since the context is about how well the actors and
actresses  cooperated, the negative clause is best understood to
focus on the complete absence of any single flashy place which
was unnecessarily emphasized.

3. 5. 3. Summary

The examples above again confirm observations concerning
the interpretations of A- and G-clauses from previous sections: A-
clauses distinguish a specific member (an unusual or exceptional
member) out of a set, while G-clauses report a set of members
without specific property to differentiate any one of them. As in
examples from 3.3 and 3.4, these two types of interpretation
operate on different levels. The examples from this section do not
constitute strict pairs, but they nevertheless suggest a high degree

contextual participation in invoking such interpretations.
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In the subsequent section I will describe in more detail the
semantics of A- and G-clauses. I will also suggest the relationship

between case selection and discourse.

3 6. S . f A- and Gl | Their Relationshi
Discourse

The quantitative results and the analyses of individual
examples have indicated that case selection may be determined
on roughly two different levels: primarily on the basis of clause-
level parameters, or a combination of clause-level parameters and
context. When strong clause-level parameters are present, context
usually does not interfere with case selection; when strong clause-
level parameters are not present, context tends to participate in
case selection. We have observed, however, that, in spite of the
different degrees of contextual influence, similar semantic
operations take place in case selection. The following discussion of
clauses with A and G addresses this similarity.

1 i -

The analyses of my quantitative data and the individual
examples indicate that the occurrence of A is motivated when the
negative clause presents a distinct element ‘n context of a set of

elements. This is graphically represented as follows:
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The A-clauses implicitly present the given element x; as
exceptional or unusual from other members (x2._5) within a set X;
this process of presenting a specific member as distinct can be
considered individuation, to use Timberlake's term. Individuation
(IND) has been perceived as a property of a noun, but it can be

realized on several different levels, as listed in the following table.

T Indivi 1on rati n_Differen
Levels
1. IND on the level of lexicosemantic properties of

constituents
la. IND on the level of individual or entity (INDent)
1b. IND on the level of property (INDprop)

2. IND on the level of temporal-aspectual-modal domains
(INDasp)
3. IND on the level of text (INDtxt)
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When individuation operates on the level of individual or
entity, the negative clause presents the given individual or entity
(INDent) or the given property ((INDPfoP) as a member distinct
from the other members of the set.

INDent contrasts the given entity and other possible entities in
terms of some property or properties. It tends to operate when
the object NP is referentially unique. Proper nouns typically refer
to unique individuals; the properties distinguishing a particular
individual or individuals from other members of the set are
assumed to be known to the addressee. Individuation of an entity,
however, may be realized not only by proper nouns.

The example below contrasts two kinds of people: young people
and old people. The latter is differentiated from the former in that
they could not possibly come up with a name like "Konstapso”.

(103) HasBaHHe TeaTpa «<KOHCTAaNCO»» -- COKpPAUfeHHO®e

««<KOHYpa CTaphX IICOB>>. BHJIN MK Bce MOJIoAN, CTapue
TaKoe HadBaHHeA HaBepHOe, He MpHAyManu6u! (3. 171)
‘The name of the theater is "Konstapso” -- the abbreviated
"konura staryx psov [the kennel of old dogs]”. We were all
young. Old people probably would not come up with such a
nameA!

Individuation on the level of property (INDP™P) is the other
type of individuation on the level of lexico-semantic properties of

constituents; in this case, a negative clause presents the given
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property as distinct from other possible properties which hold for
the same individual or entity.

The negative clause below (as discussed in (77) earlier) yields
the following reading: ‘'these people did not know more crucial and
essential properties of Marina (in order to understand my view),
while they might know the less important ones’; here, then, the
object NP presents distinct properties of Marina -- her essential
properties -- in a set of properties regarding the individual, rather
than presenting Marina in contrast with other possible
individuals.

(104) 3TH nwau He 3HaJIH MapHHYA. (C. 758)

'These people did not know MarinaA.’

When individuation takes place on the level of temporal-
aspectual-modal domain (INDasP), the given event is typically
presented as a member distinct from other members of a set of
comparable events conceived as possible in some world.

In the following example two conditions are contrasted: in
other comparable instances, a person in Anna Egorovna's position
(or even Anna Egorovna herself) might have been expected to
follow the mistress’'s order and slam the door closed; but in this
particular instance (involving the close relatives of her master),
Anna Egorovna did not do so.

(105) U a7 noHAN, 4To AHHa MoHceeBHa [...) Hakagzana He

NycKaTh B AoM. [..]
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A

Ho AHHa EropoBHa pacTepsasiach, He 33aXJICMHYJIA NNepea
HaMH ZBepbA, go6pafd XeHYHHa He CMOI'Jia 3TOro cAesyaTh,
BIIYCTHJIA, HO NIPOBeJIa He B KOMHATY, 2 Ha KYXHI0. (Rb. 122)
'And I understood that Anna Moiseevna [...] she had ordered
her not to let us into the house. [...]

But Anna Egorovna did not know what to do, she did not
slam the doorA closed in front of us, the kind woman could
not do this, she let us in, but led us not into the room, but
into the kitchen.'

When individuation operates on the level of text (IND!x!), the
negative clause presents the given text as distinct from all the
possible texts which may potentially occur at the given point of
discourse. Below is an example of IND!Xt. As discussed in (74), the
negative clause here can be interpreted as contrasting the texts
presented by the alternative speaker (losif) and the speaker's text
related to the same issue (the fate of the people in the ghetto).

(106) XXn3HpA UM 3Zech HHKTO He COXPaHHT, BCe BpeT CKOTHHa,

AyMmaeT TOJIBKO O CBOeN WIKYype, a He O CrlaceHHH J1ioAe. (Rb.
232)
‘No one here will preserve their lifeA, everything which the
swine says is a lie, he is thinking only about his own skin,
not about saving people.'
f G-cl
G-clauses invoke a set of elements without distinguishing any

of the members in it. I will call this type of interpretation of a
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negative clause the existential interpretation (EI). Thus,
general graphic representation of this interpretation is
.
.
following:
- -
Figur m f
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the

The negative clause first invokes a type or set of entities X and

denies or reports the existence of its members (Xxi...n),

without

distinguishing any particular member or members from others.

This type of semantic operation takes place on different levels, as

shown below.

T

Different Levels

1. EI on the level of lexicosemantic properties of

constituents
la. EI on the level of individual or entity (Elcnt)
Ib. EI on the level of property (EIProp)

2. EI on
(Elasp)
3. El on the level of text (EItxt)

the level of temporal-aspectual-modal domains
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When an existential interpretation operates on the level of
lexicosemantic properties of constituents, the negative clause may
invoke a set of entities or individuals (EI°M), or a set of properties
which might hold for the given individual or entity (EIPTopP),
without distinguishing any of them.

When an existential interpretation operates on the level of
individual or entity (EI®P!), a negative clause with G can deny the
existence of any entity or individual of the type characterized by
the object NP.

(107) {...] Ho oH SHJI cNyXalHA, HA OAHOA KoleAKHC cBepx

¥ aJioBaHbA He HMeJI. (Rb. 46)
'(...] but he was an office worker, he did not have a single
kopeckG above his salary.’

This type of EI may be viewed as being in direct opposition to
INDent (exemplified by (103) above), in which one specific entity
is presented as distinct from all the other entities within the set.

The other type of existential interpretation on the level of
lexicosemantic properties of constituents, (EIPTOP) assumes the
existence of the given individual or entity and focuses on the
unavailability of any possible properties which might hold for this
individual or entity in a certain domain, as in the following
example (repeated from (78)). Here, the negative clause focuses
on a set of properties which constitute Fedotova's acting (for
example, intonation, gesture, voice, posture) rather than Fedotova

as a distinct individual. The clause can thus be read as follows:

115



00050331

'she had not seen any of the properties of Fedotova in "Much Ado
[about Nothing]™'.

(108) NNycTe CaHeuka He paccKasnBaeT, YTO He BHJAeNa
I'nuxkepHy HukonaeBHHNG B ««MHoro wyma [U3 HHYerol», He
Bepwo [...]. (Ja. 102)

'Don't let SaneCka say that she has not seen Glikerija
NikolaevnaG in "Much Ado [about Nothing]", I don't believe
it: [...)

This type of EI may be viewed as being in direct opposition to
INDpProp (exemplified by (104) above), in which one specific
property is presented as distinct from all the other properties
within the set.

When an existential interpretation operates on the level of
temporal-aspectual-modal domains (EI3SP), a negative clause can
imply that there were many occasions within the given temporal-
aspectual-modal domain on which the given event could have
happened, but that such an event took place on none of these
possible occasions, as in the following example.

(109) HukoMy £ cBoero HacTpoeHHUAG He mokasuBasl. M HHKTO

HHUeTo He 3aMeTHJI, Kpome MaTepPH. (Rb. 160)
'l did not show my moodC to anyone. And no one noticed
anything, except for my mother.’

The speaker has in mind a certain stretch of time during which
showing of his emotion could have taken place, but it did not at

any of the possible points (or possible occasions) in the temporal-
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aspectual-modal domain. EI2sP, then, can be viewed as being in
direct opposition to IND2sp (exemplified by (105)); the former
invokes a set of occasions without distinguishing any of its
members, while the latter presents one specific occasion as
distinct from all the other possible occasions.

I have claimed above that negative clauses with A may yield
IND!xt in which the given text is presented as distinct from other
possible texts which may occur at the given point of discourse.
EItxt, an existential interpretation directly opposed to this
interpretation, is possible when the negative clause denies the
existence of any of expected texts related to some episode or
theme.

In the example below, the sentence in parentheses indicates
that texts related to religious education are often presented in
memoirs. The negative clause can therefore be interpreted as
denying any of such texts which the reader probably expects in
the speaker's text.

(110) PentMrHosHoro BocnHTaHEAG MW He monyvanu (Kak oHO
ONMHUCHBaeTCA BO MHOTHX BOCIIOMHHAHHAX AeTCTBa --
gyepKkoBHHEe TPaAHUHH, yCepAHOe MNocCeljeHHe LepKBeH,
MOTHTBH). [..]

3aTo HpaBCcTBeHHoe HavaJsio, Bonpoc¢ JAofpa H 3Ja
BHe ApAJIHCh MaMofl ycepaHo [...] (C. 56)
'We did not receive any religious educationC (as it is

described in many memoirs of childhood -- ecclesiastical
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traditions, diligent visits [lit. diligent visit] to churches,
prayers). {...]

Instead, the basis of morality, the question of good and
evil, were taught by Mama diligently [...]'

It seems that existential interpretations on other levels line up
with EIxt, The EI'*t in the example above cooccurs with El¢nt;
'There was nothing which can be characterized as religious
education that we received'. Such a cooccurrence with EI on
another level seems natural; the speaker, while denying the
existence of the sort of text expected by the addressee, he/she
may deny the existence of various elements constituting the text
which are expected by the addressee. .

To reiterate, A-clauses present a member as distinct in context
of a set, while G-clauses present a set of members that are not
differentiated by any specific properties and report the existence
or nonexistence of any members. Both interpretations may
operate on different levels: on the lexico-semantic level, on the
level of temporal-aspectual-modal domains, and on the level of
text.

These observations not only confirm, but also make more
precise Tomson's intuition that A-clauses make implicit reference
to the corresponding affirmative (1903), by showing that
reference to the corresponding affirmative clause occurs on
different levels of the semantics of the negative clause. Tomson's

observation that G-clauses have a descriptive function has also

118



00050331

been confirmed and elaborated here. G-clauses describe or
characterize the type of individuals, properties, occasions, and
texts. I have also shown that the notion of individuation proposed
by Timberlake (1975) can be extended to account for semantic
operations not only at the noun phrase level, but also at more
abstract levels.

3. 6. 3. Di Considerati i A- and G-l

To the extent that A-clauses distinguish a distinct (exceptional)
member out of a set, the speaker assumes that the addressee
entertains some property P about a set of elements. A-clauses,
then, are likely to have the function of revising the addressee's
knowledge by singling out an exceptional member out of this set
for which the property ~P holds. G-clauses, in contrast, may be
used when the speaker assumes that the addressee might
entertain the existence of a set of elements with a property P in a
certain domain. G-clauses may therefore report the nonexistence
of any of such elements in the domain. Clearly A-clauses and G-
clauses modify the addressee's prior knowledge, but they do so in
different ways.

This relationship between discourse and A- and G-clauses also
suggests that morphosyntactic variation reflects discourse
operations which are finer than the distinction between presence
and absence of "evaluation” or highlighting (Labov 1972, Polanyi
1985), or between backgrounded and foregrounded information

(Hopper and Thompson 1980). Both A- and G-clauses are capable
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of presenting some unexpected situation and therefore present
information "worth conveying,” but they revise the addressee's

knowledge in different ways.1!
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Notes to Part 1

1. 522 examples were collected manually and 1210 from

scanned texts.

2. Previous quantitative results show very little significance of
morphological number in the object NP (Restan 1960:97, Green
1979:161, and Haka 1981). This is one of the reasons why this
parameter has not been considered for testing. There was also a
technical problem in testing the relevance of this parameter to the
whole corpus. The chi-test requires that each example fall into one
and only one category (Hatch and Farhady 1982). The opposition
"singular vs. plural” exists only in a particular group of nouns
(primarily concrete nouns); since the corpus includes nouns which

do not have this opposition and would have to be labeled "not

applicable”, this property was not tested for the whole corpus.

3. I used Haka's data quoted in Mustajoki 1985: 51, 54, 58, 61,
65, 75, 95.

4, Constructions with HHKakKoRA and HE o©oAUH emphasize the
absence of any entity which fits the description of the property
presented by the object NP; that is, they emphasize the absence of

any member of the given type or set of entities described by the

object NP. The construction HH..., HH.... may be construed as
slightly different from these two constructions; HH x, HH y ... may
emphasize the nonexistence of any of the members within a set {x,

y, ..z} (or {x, y, ...}) which fit the property presented by the verb.
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All three types of constructions, however, are similar in that they
emphasize the absence of an entity within a set.

5. Here 1 assume that some animate nouns are either
incorporated into proper nouns or Into concrete nouns.

6. This category of verbs may appear to constitute a large class,
but, as Tables 22-24 indicate, the number of examples belonging
to this group in my corpus was not exceedingly large to be
compared with examples with other verbs.

7. As for the environment “proper NP's cooccurring with
emphatic negation”, the number of examples was too small to be
safely considered automatic; I will treat the combination in section
3. 5. 1, together with those environments which are labeled as
"other weak environments”,

8. Admittedly, in this type of analysis there is no pair where
every single variable is identical except for one. This is the reason
why | call these examples "near-minimal”.

9. One might argue that there is a possible contrast between
the occasions on which Nikolaj did not skip the performances and
the specific occasion on which he did. Nonetheless, what is being
emphasized as unusual or exceptional (and therefore
individuated) is not the former, but the latter. Clearly the given
negative clause does not present the event as distinct from the
others, but reports many (indistinguishable) occasions in which

Nikolaj did not skip the performances.
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10. For justification for treating the examples as members of a
near-minimal pair, see Janda (1985).

11. Hopper and Thompson (1980) argue that negation and
objects with low degree of individuation tend to correlate with
backgrounding, while highly individuated objects tend to correlate
with foregrounding.

The present analysis demonstrates that negation and high
degree of individuation of the object, two of the conflicting
"transitivity” parameters, or more interestingly, negation and low
degree of individuation of the object, which are said to correlate
with background information, may line up to present
informationally significant texts. Sequentially ordered events are
said to be foregrounded information, and tend to be viewed as
constituting the main thread of discourse and consequently as
being informationally prominent, but my results seem to indicate
that this might not always be the case, and that the so-called
background information is heterogeneous and may carry

significant or prominent information; similar observation is made

also 1n Kalmir 1982:242.
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L.
1)

2)

Appendix ! to Part I: Existential and Individuating Verbs

existential verbs

verbs of possession and discovery

BCTpPeuaTh/BCTPETHTL 'to meet, encounter’
AepXaThk 'to hold'

3acTaBaTh/3acTaTh 'to find'
HaXOAHTH/HAATH 'to find’

HecTH, HOCHTH 'to carry on foot'

IMoANCKaTh 'to seek out, find'

verbs with an effected object
BHYmMaTh/BEYWMHTSH 'to inspire, instill’
BH3NBaTh/BH3IBATE 'to provoke, cause'
TOBOPHTHL/CKA32Th 'to say'
FOTOBHTL/INPHIOTOBHTSH 'to prepare’
AeJlaTb/cAeNnaTh 'to make’

AyMaTsh 'to think'

3aABJIATH/3aABHTH 'to announce, claim’
MHCJIATH 'to conceive, think’
MEcaTh/HAMHCATDL 'to write'
npeanaraTh/NpeANIOXHATH 'to offer, suggest'
NpeACTaBIAThH/NpeACTaBHTh (cebe) 'to imagine'
OpuAyMaTh 'to think up’

NIPOHIHOCHTL /NIPOH3HECTH 'to pronounce’

CJIaTaTh/CIIOXHTE 'to compose’

124 Masako Ueda - 9783954791217
Downloaded from PubFactory at 01/10/2019 03:24:36AM

via free access



00050331

COCTABJIATH/COCTABHTDH 'to put together
WMHTh/CMHUTH 'tO sew'

3) verbs of approval and tolerance
BHAepPXKBaThL/BHAepXaTh 'to stand, tolerate’
BHHOCHTH/BHHeCTH 'to stand, tolerate’
AONYCKATL/AONYCTHTS 'to allow'
NPpH3HABaTh/NPH3HATH 'to recognize as valid’
TepneTh ‘'to stand, tolerate’

4) verbs of provision and acquisition
Be3TH, BOSHTL 'to carry by means of transportation’
AaBaTh/AAThH 'to give'
AOCTAaBJIATH/AOCTABHTS 'to provide’

OTAABaTh/OTAATH 'to give back’

llepelaBaTh/NepeAaTs 'to relay, pass'
OoJIy4aTh/MOJIYYHTS 'to receive’

ODPHHOCHTL/NPHHECTH 'to bring'

I1. individuating verbs
THYTbL/COTHYTH 'to bend'
3ageBaTbh/3akeTh 'to wound, offend’
H3BHBATH/H3IBHTD 'tO twist'
H3MEeHATH/H3MEeHHT) 'to change’
HCKYNAaTh/HCKYNHTH 'to redeem’
KOMKATh 'to crumple’

MeHATSH 'to change'
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HapyumaTh/HapyWHTh 'to violate'
oB6HXaTh/06HAeTH 'to insult
OrNymaTh/ornywHTs 'to deafen’
OCJIENJIATL/0CJIeNKTH 'to blind'
OCTaHAaBJIHBaTh/OCTAHOBHUTS 'to stop’
flepeseJINBaTh/NepeAesaTh 'to alter, do anew’
IMOBHILATH /MOBHCHTD 'to raise’ in the context of
MOBHINATHL/MOBHCHTEL ToJIoC 'to raise the voice'
NMOAHUMATH/NMOAHATL (B aTaky) in the sense of
No6yXAaTh/NOo6YARTSH 'to incite’
NoA4YepPKHBaTh 'to emphasize'
MONORATHL/MNOJIOHATD 'to take captive'
NMOCPaMJIATL/NOCPAaMHETD 'to disgrace’
npepHBaThL/NpepBaTh 'to interrupt’
NpoBaJIHBaTh/MPOBAJIHTS 'to ruin, spoil’
pasbuBaTh/pasbuTs 'to break’
paspywmaTs/paspymnTs 'to destroy’
PeMOHTHPOBAaTEL/OTPEeMOHTHPOBATS 'to repair
CXHAraTh/cxedsp 'to bum’
C¢NTaMHBaTh/CJIOMRTS 'to smash’
CMYIIaTh/CMYTHTD 'to embarass’
CMATYaTh/CMATYHUTD 'to soften’
CHHXaTh/CHH3HTSH 'to lower'

TONHTE 'to heat’
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Appendix 2 to Part I: Neutral Verbs

6paTh/B3ATSH 'to take'

6pocaTh/OpocHTh 'to throw away, abandon’
BOHTE 'to hammer in'

BAeBaTh/BAeTh 'to put into’
BTHKAaTh/BOTKHYTSH 'to stick into’
eCTh/cBhecThb 'to eat

3abNBaThH/3abHTL 'to forget'

3apHTH 'to bury'

3aXJIONHYTH 'to slam’

KOHYATh/KOHYHTSE 'to finish'

N0 6ATH 'to like'

OMHACHBATL /ONNHCATH 'to describe’
OCMATPHBaTh/OCMOTPETH 'to examine, inspect'
oT6HpaTh/oTo6paTh 'to take away'
OTBOAHTL/OTBECTH 'to avert'
OTXPHBAaTh/OTKPHTSE 'to open, reveal’
OTHHUMATL/OTHATSH 'to take away'
nepeMeHATDh/NIepeMeHHTD 'to switch’
NOAHHMATH/NOAHATH 'to raise’

No3BaTh 'to summon’
NMOKa3KBaTh/MoKa3aTh 'to show'
NpeyMeHMaTh/NPpeyMeHUWHTD 'to underestimate’

OPHBeTCTBOB2aTSH 'to welcome'
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OpHHEHHUMATH/NPHHATD 't0 accept’
npoHrpaTsh 'to lose (a competition)’
NPONycKaTh/NMPONYCTHTDL 'to miss'
NPpOABJIATL/NPOABUTSH 'to show, manifest’
pasbupaTh/pasobpaTh 'to sort out’
PBaTh 'to take off

CHHMATLH/CHATD 'to take off
COXPaHATH/COXPAHHATS 'to preserve’
CPHBAaTh/COPBATH 'to rip off

CYAHTSH 'to judge'

TepATH/NOTePATH 'to lose (something)'
YHOCETBL/YHeCTH 'to take away on foot'
YHTaTh/MPOYHTATH 'to read’

ABJIATH/ABHTH 'to show, display’
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4, 1. Introduction

Predicate nominals (PN's) may occur in different forms in
Russian: nouns may appear either in the nominative or in the
instrumental case; adjectives may appear in the long-form
nominative case, in the long-form instrumental case, or in the
short form. Although various works offer different conclusions
and observations, many of them, just like the literature on the
genitive of negation, seem to make statements which suggest
tension between the influence of context and the influence of
clause-level parameters. Possible connections between variation
in PN forms and context can be found in discussions about the
effect of parameters related to evidentiality, temporal-aspectual
restrictions, and referentiality of the subject NP on the PN form
selection.

Findings by Nichols (1981:163) indicate that evidentiality, or
the speaker's evaluation of the validity of the given property,
affects the use of PN forms. According to her findings, the
nominative form is said to present "a scene as witnessed by the
speaker or writer and also as seen from the hearer's or reader's
perspective” (Nichols 1981:163). Short-form adjectives can imply
the speaker's subjective judgments and evaluations (Isaenko
1958:148-149). Since perspectives and points of view are not

marked by any overt presence of surface morphosyntactic devices
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in Russian, it is possible that context is in part responsible for
restricting the validity of the property to a particular perspective.

Another point made in a number of works and commensurate
with the connection between form selection and context has to do
with tense and aspect. Temporal-aspectual restrictions are said to
be correlated with the use of the instrumental case (Vinogradov et
al. 1960:464, Gustavsson 1976:329, Nichols 1981:154-157); more
specifically, covert tense categories (the pluperfect, past iterative,
and past habitual) and implicit change of state are said to trigger
the instrumental case. Mrizek (1964:223-224) claims that the
instrumental case is marked for resultative actualization of a
property as opposed to the unmarked nominative case. Short-
form adjectives are also likely to present temporally restricted
states (PeSkovskij 1914/1956:85, Vinogradov et al. 1960:450,
Bauer et al. 1966:229-230, 5vedova et al. 1980:295). Since
restrictions of this type are not overtly expressed by the verb
6HTh 'to be', such readings of predicate nominal clauses might be
generated by contextual references to other properties of the
entity in other possible temporal-aspectual domains.

A connection between context and form selection of PN's also
seems apparent in observations related to referentiality of the
subject referent. Such observations are made by Isatenko and
Babby. According to Isacenko (1965:195-196), example (1), with
a long-form nominative case, is equivalent to (2).

(1) KHTafAcKHR AWK OoYeHb TPYAHHAAN.
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'(Iit] The Chinese language is very difficult.

(2) KRTAaACKHA 43HK OYeHb TPYAHNZA (49HK).

‘The Chinese language is (a) very difficult (language [=one]).’
In other words, (1) reports that Chinese belongs to a set of
difficult languages. Similar observations are also made by
Saxmatov (1925, 1927/1941:192), who observes that the function
of predicate adjectives of the type in (1) is similar to modification
(onpeaeneHne), Similarly, according to Babby's analysis
(1975:203), example (1) reports that Chinese is characterized as
being difficult relative to other languages. Such interaction
between referentiality of the subject NP and the use of the long-
form nominative case is shown by Nichols (1981:303-305) as well.
It is possible that such a set-membership interpretation 1is
generated by context where sets and other members are
mentioned or implied.

A more direct link between context and form selection is
indicated by Gustavsson (1976:309). He states that the long-form
nominative case is frequent when the subject of the sentence is
previously unknown, while the short-form adjective is frequent
when the subject is previously known or given.

These observations about the interaction between selection of
PN forms and evidentiality, temporal-aspectual restrictions, and
referentiality of the subject NP suggest that context at least in

part might contribute to the generation of interpretations of the
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subject NP and the property, and therefore might have some
impact on selection of PN-forms.

There are, however, observations which indicate that use of PN
forms may also be determined rather automatically by clause-
level parameters. The presence of complements to predicate
adjectives strongly favors the short form (Vinogradov et al.
1960:450, Gustavsson 1976:178-179, Svedova et al. 1980:295).
Nichols (1981:161-162) observes that negation and overt modal
categories such as imperative, conditional, and counterfactual
clauses favor the instrumental case, in addition to the future
tense. Inherent referential properties of the subject NP are said to

affect selection of predicate adjective forms; thus, subjects without

“adjuncts favor the long-form nominative case, while those with

adjuncts favor the short form and/or the long-form instrumental
case (Gustavsson 1976:282-304).

In sum, previous investigations suggest that both context and
clause-level parameters participate in selection of predicate
nominal forms. Previous works which point out the correlation
between different PN forms and evidentiality, tense-aspect, and
referentiality also suggest that clauses with different predicate
nominal forms may have different discourse functions. I will

address these issues in my discussion of predicate adjectives
(PA's).!
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4, 2. The Data Base

1457 examples were collected from 11 memoiristic texts from
the twentieth century. Clauses with PA's -- the short form (AS),
the long-form nominative case (AN), and the long-form
instrumental case (AI) -- and overt forms of 6NTB 'to be' were
counted as examples; this means that the corpus consists of
examples with the past-tense forms and future-tense forms of
6K Tb.2 Consequently examples in the present tense, which never
allow Al, fall outside the scope of this investigation.

Below is the list of the types of examples which were treated
separately and/or excluded from the corpus. A description of each

type of example foliows the table.

Table 1. Excluded Examples and Examples Treated Separately
I. examples which were treated separately

1) demonstrative adjectives and headless adjectives in the

neuter singular

II. excluded examples

1) adjectives with specific suffixes

2) substantivized adjectives

3) AS-only adjectives

4) comparative and superiative degree forms

5) pronominal adjectives

6) participles

7) subordinate clauses as subjects
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Neuter Singular

I will deal primarily with examples with pronominal, proper,
modified common, and unmodified common nouns with overt
head nouns as their subjects. PA form selection in examples with
demonstrative adjectives and adjectives in the neuter singular
NP's without head nouns (e.g., 3To 'this’, Bcé ‘everything’, To 'that,
9To ‘'what/which/that’, rnasHoe ‘the important thing’) is tested
quantitatively, but it will not be discussed in depth here; these
subject NP's can be considered as NP's without gender and
number specifications (Corbett 1979:8-12, 19-21), and their
agreement patterns can be expected to differ from those with
other subject NP's.
L 2.2 Adiecti ith Specific Suffi

It is often difficult to determine whether a given adjective is
able to form AS. In this paper I excluded those adjectives which,
for morphological reasons, clearly do not have AS: those with
specific suffixes, e.g. {sk], {enk}, {3}, {ov]) (cHafimepcKXHA ‘pertaining
to sniper, MaJIeHbKHRA 'small', TTToXeHBKHNA 'baddish’, 60yIbWORA
'big', CBHHIOBNA 'lead’).
4 i ectiv

When the adjective was obviously substantivized, it was not
included in the corpus.

3) [....] oH 6151 ToT xe cnenoAN. (Kon. 165)

'[...] he was that same blind manAN_'
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In the example above the adjective is modified by a

demonstrative adjective ToT ‘that’; this is an indication of a
substantivized adjective.
4 2. 4. AS-only Adiecti

Those adjectives that appear only in AS in the following
meanings were excluded. Below is the list of such adjectives from

my Corpus.

BeJIHK 'too big' rotoB 'ready’

AonxeH 'should XHB-agopoB 'safe and sound'
Man 'too small’ MOJIOZ 'too young'

HaMmepeH 'intend to’ npas ‘right'

paa ‘'glad’ cTap 'too old’

4, 2. 5. Comparative and Superlative Degree Forms

I will only discuss constructions with the positive degree forms,
since the occurrences of AS, AN, and Al among comparative and
superlative degree forms are more restricted. Not all comparative
forms can appear in all of the three forms; this opposition is
irrelevant to synthetic comparative forms. Likewise, not all
superlative forms appear in all of the three forms; superlative
synthetic forms rarely appear in AS, and superlative analytical
forms never appear in AS.

Relative and interrogative pronouns and pronominal words are
exciuded when they are used in isolation; they inquire about

properties of the entity, or refer to previously mentioned
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properties, but, unlike other adjectives, do not by themselves
present new properties regarding the entity. The following is the

list of relative-interrogative pronouns and pronominal words

excluded from my corpus.

KaKoB 'of what sort’ TaKoOB 'of such sort’
Kaxopoft  ‘which’ TakoBofl  ‘'such’
Kaxon 'what' TaxoR ‘such’
KaK ‘how’ TaK 'so’

. 2. 7. Particinl

Participles differ from adjectives in that they are said to form a
category marked for "verbality” in relation to adjectives (Jakobson
1932/71). Because of this property, they were excluded from the
corpus unless one of the following conditions indicating
adjectivalization was met: they had pe- at the beginning (e.g.,
HenoapaxaeM 'inimitable'); or -nn- appeared in the non-
masculine-singular short forms (e.g., feminine singular short form
H3HNCK2aHHA, neuter singular short form H3MckaHHO, plural short
form HINCKAaHHH 'refined’).

L 2. 8 Subordi o Subi

Subordinate clauses, which one could argue are the subjects of
the PA's (such as below), were excluded. Such subjects do not
have gender or number.

(4) YaepXaTh ero 6uso HepoaMoXHoAS? (Kon, 24)
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"Keeping him back was impossibleAS?’

(5) Bam u3BecTHOAS? TakXe, UTO IOCJIe 3TOrC 3AABJIeHHA
noseZeHHe [...] HM B 4eM He H3MeHHITOCH. (B. 59)
It is knownAS? to you also that after this statement the

behavior [...] did not change one bit.

4 3. Q tative Resul
13 LQ itatively D | p
The following is the list of quantitatively documented

parameters.

Table 2. O itatively [ | p
I. property of the subject NP

1) referential uniqueness of the subject NP
II. property of the predicate

1) presence of nominal and infinitival compiements to the
PA

2) future-tense forms of 6NTSH 'to be'
3) past-tense forms of 6MTH
[Il. property of the clause

1) counterfactual and concessive clauses
The corpus was first divided into two groups: those with and

without complements. Each group was then subdivided into three

subgroups: counterfactual and concessive clauses, future tense,
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and past tense. By counterfactual clauses I mean those

constructions with the past tense forms of 68Tk and 6K, and those
with the past tense forms of 6HTH and Y¥To6H 'so that., By
concessive clauses I’speciﬁcally mean those clauses with xak ‘how’
and xkaxo# 'what kind of with HE '...ever'.

As for referential uniqueness, the parameter measures the
likelihood of the subject NP to refer to unique individuals and
entities. NP's can be ordered hierarchically in terms of this

parameter as follows:

Ei L. Referential Uni

referentially more unique <-----c--ecvceccnemnnn.. > less unique

pronominal-proper 2 modified common 2 unmodified common

Pronouns and proper nouns are most likely to refer to
individuals and entities that both the speaker and the addressee
are able to identify; in other words, both the speaker and the
addressee possess sufficient information about the individual or
entity to pinpoint him-her-it out of the set. Unmodified common
nouns, on the contrary, do not signal any property about the
individual or entity; they can equally well refer to a generic
category or a member -- arbitrary or specific -- of the set of
comparable entities. These NP's are least likely to refer to unique
individuals and entities. As for modified common NP's, they are

different from unmodified nouns in that they signal at least one
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property attributed to the entity or individual, and thus are more
likely to refer to specific entities or individuals. In other words,
the amount of information which is assumed to be shared by the
speaker and the addressee is likely to be the largest among
pronominal and proper subjects and to be the smallest among
unmodified common noun subjects.

As previously mentioned, examples with demonstrative or
headless adjective neuter singular subject NP's are separated from
the others.

The following table illustrates the way in which the examples

were subdivided:
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counterfactual & (1)

concessive clauses
+complement——— future tense (2)
) (3

corpus
anssimd nelanbi.at £

(4)
(S)
(6)

Each group of examples from (1) to (6) was tested for the degree
of referential uniqueness of the subject NP .

In the following section, 1 will present the quantitative results
of these tests.
4.3, 2. Frequencies of AN, AS, and Al

The tables below show frequencies of AN, AS, and Al in

different environments. Discussion follows the tables.
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Table 4. F ies of PA-f 0 the P [

Complements
pron/am [+mod.c. | -mod.c. | total eto etc.
* IR * | R - IR * IR * | R
C.F.& N 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 '0 - -
conc. Ao oo o 0]o [o |o - -
3 |too] 1 [100] 1 |[100]S [100 - -
ANfo [0 Jo |o 0olojo |o - -
FUTURE|AI] © 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 - -
AS| 10 100 f 7 [100] 1 | 100|118 | 100 - -
AN 0] o Jo [o o0 Jo Jo Jo 0 0
PAST |AI] 2] o098 [701 1 | 29]11 |30 1136
jAS| 217[99.1| 107 [93.0] 33 [97.1l357 |970 27 | 964
BNl o[ 0 fo fo 0 [0 o Jo 0 0
TOTAL [Al| 2 oo [ 8 |es |1 |28 |11 |28 1 36
JAS[230 |99.11115]|935] 35 |97.2| 380 {97.2 27 | 9.4
Table 5. F . ¢ PA-f in_the Al c
Complements
pron/nm | +mod.c. | -mod.c. totel éto etc.
* | R * IR = | R * IR * | K
CF &TAN o o Jo Jo Jo Jo o [o 0o o
cbni: AMllo J]o fJo |o Jo [o Jo 0 o|o
L As[i2 100]17 l1oo] e 710035 [100 3 o]
Nl2 [133] 4 [211] 3 [333] 9 [2009 0 0
FUTURE|At] 3 [200] 7 368 5 |55.6] 15 [34.9 2 400
S| 10 Jes 7] 8 421 v [11.1] 19 |442 3 |600
AN] 45 [142] 64 [182]89 [S09]198]235 3 36
PAST |Al}34 |108]90 [256]29 [166] 153|182 7 |83
AS5)237 17501197 |56.1 157 [326] 491|583 74 |88.1
] Nla7 [13.7] 68 |176]52 484|207 | 225 3 |34
TOTAL |At]| 37 [108] 97 |25.1] 34 |179]168 | 183 9 |10.1
jAS|259 | 755]222 [57.4] 64 |33.7] 545|592 77 [865

The numbers in some of the cells in Table 4 are small, but

overall they suggest that AS is nearly obligatory in the presence
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of complements to predicate adjectives. In the presence of
complements, the total frequency of AS in examples with
pronominal-proper, modified common, and unmodified common
subject NP's is 97.2%. The frequencies of AS in examples in the
future and past tenses indicate that AS is selected regardless of
referential uniqueness of the subject NP and of properties of the
verb. The total frequencies of AS in both the future and the past
tenses are 100% or nearly 100%.

In the absence of complements, form selection interacts with
properties of the clause, the verb, and the subject NP to varying
degrees. AS is automatically selected in counterfactual and
concessive cdnstructions; in these constructions referential
uniqueness of subject NP's does not correlate with form selection.3

In the future and past tenses (in the absence of complements),
form selection is not automatic. Here, properties of the verb and
the subject NP interact with form selection. The total frequency of
Al in the future tense (34.9%) is significantly higher than in the
past tense (18.2%); the likelihood of Al appearing in the future is
higher than in the past tense by nearly two times (1.9 times). The
difference between the total frequencies of AS in the two tenses,
in contrast, cannot be considered significant; AS is only 1.3 times
more likely to appear in the past tense than in the future tense.
As for AN, its total frequency in the past tense is practically
identical to that in the future tense: Al is 1.1 times more likely in

the past tense than in the future tense.

142



Within the future tense, the frequency of Al is in inverse
relationship to the degree of referential uniqueness; it is 20.0% in
examples with pronominal and proper subject NP's, 36.8% in
examples with modified common subject NP's, and 55.6% in
examples with unmodified common subject NP's; thus, Al is 2.8
times more likely in examples with subject NP's of the lowest
referential uniqueness than in those with subject NP's of the
highest referential uniqueness.

The frequency of AN in the future tense is also inversely
related to the degree of referential uniqueness. The values are
13.3%, 21.1%, and 33.3% in examples with pronominal and proper
subject NP's, modified common subject NP's, and unmodified
common subject NP's, respectively. AN is thus 2.5 times more
likely to appear with subject NP's of the lowest referential
uniqueness than with those of the highest referential unigueness.

The frequency of AS, in contrast, is directly proportional to
referential uniqueness in the future tense: it is equal to 11.1%,
42.1%, and 66.7% in examples with unmodified common subject
NP's, with modified common subject NP's, and with pronominal
and proper subject NP's, respectively. AS is thus 6.0 times more
likely to appear in examples with subject NP's of the highest
referential uniqueness than in examples with subject NP's of the
lowest referential uniqueness.

In the past tense, AS and AN correlate in the same way as in

the future tense with degrees of referential uniqueness of the
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subject NP. The frequency of AS is directly proportional to
referential uniqueness. AS is 2.3 times more likely in examples
with pronominal and proper subject NP's than in examples with
unmodified common subject NP's. The frequency of AN is in
inverse relationship to referential uniqueness. AN is 3.6 times
more likely in examples with unmodified common subject NP's
than in examples with pronominal and proper subject NP's.

The behavior of Al in the past tense is different from that in
the future tense. Al correlates inversely with referential
uniqueness in the future tense, but there is no correlation in the
past tense; the frequency of Al is 16.6% in the examples with
unmodified common subject NP's, 25.6% in examples with
modified common subject NP's, and 10.8% in the examples with
pronominal and proper subject NP's. In other words, unlike AS
and AN, Al does not correlate consistently with referential
uniqueness in the future and the past tenses.

Tables 4 and 5 thus indicate that AN and AS might be directly
opposed to each other, but Al might be an intermediate type
between AN and AS. AN does not occur when AS is automatically
selected (in counterfactual and concessive clauses, and clauses
with complements). In other environments AN and AS
consistently correlate with referential uniqueness in opposite
ways; the former is in inverse relationship to referential

uniqueness, while the latter is directly proportional to it.
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As for Al, it does not behave as consistently in relation to the
parameters to which AN and AS are sensitive. Al behaves
somewhat differently from AS in that it, like AN, is rare in clauses
with complements, and concessive and counterfactual clauses. Al,
however, does not behave exactly like AN either; it does not
correlate with referential uniqueness consistently. In the past
tense, Al does not correlate either directly or inversely
proportionally with referential uniqueness; in fact, the frequency
is highest in the middle of the scale. Furthermore, Al differs from
both AS and AN in that Al is favored in the future tense. The
relationship between the frequencies of PA-forms and the four
parameters -- the presence of complement, concessive and
counterfactual clauses, referential uniqueness, and the future
tense -- can be summarized as below. Here, "+" indicates that the
given form is favored, "-" indicates that it is disfavored, and "g"

indicates absence of clear sensitivity to the parameter.

AS + + + o
AN - - - @
Al - - ] +
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The table above indicates that AS and AN consistently behave
in two opposite ways, while Al does not.

The results from Tables 4 and 5 also indicate that the degree of
automaticity in form selection of PA’'s varies in different
environments.4 AS is nearly obligatory in counterfactual and
concessive clauses, and in clauses with complements. Although the
number of examples in counterfactual and concessive clauses is
small in Table 4, the strength of this parameter is clearly
indicated by the high frequency of AS under this parameter in
Table 5. Counterfactual and concessive constructions and clauses
with complements can thus be considered as “strong”
environments for AS.

In the past tense (in the absence of complements), AS is the
most favored form in clauses with pronominal-proper subject NP's
and with modified common subject NP's; these clauses can be
considered “"weak” environments favoring AS. In contrast, AN is
the most favored in clauses with unmodified common subject NP's;
such clauses can thus be considered to represent a weak
environment favoring AN.

In the future tense, AS is the most favored form in clauses with
pronominal and proper subject NP's; this is then a weak
environment favoring AS. Clauses with unmodified common
subject NP's favor Al, and is thus considered to represent a weak
environment favoring Al. In contrast, Al and AS are nearly

equally possible in clauses with modified common subject NP's; in
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this environment, form selection of PA forms is the least
automatic.

The differences in strength among the environments can be
represented graphically in Figures 2 and 3 below. Here, the dark
solid zones represent strong environments. The darkness of the
patterned zones below indicates the degree to which the given
form is favored; when more than one zone with an identical
pattern line up, form selection in that environment is considered

the least automatic.
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prn/nm | +mod.c. [-mod.c

c. 1. |AN

In the subsequent sections | will discuss the properties of AS-,
AN-, and Al-clauses and the form selection process of PA's. Since
AS and AN seem to be in a direct opposition, 1 will first compare
ex.amples with these two forms, and then compare Al-clauses
with AS- and AN-clauses. I will limit my discussion to clauses

with pronominal-proper, modified common, and unmodified

common subject NP's.
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Chapter 5, AS- and AN-clauses

Discussion of differences between AS- and AN-clauses will be
presented in three sections. First 1 will discuss examples in the
environments triggering AS almost automatically, second those in
the environments favoring AS and those in the environments
favoring AN, and third those in the environments which favor

neither AS nor AN. The list below defines these environments.

Table 7. AS-AN F Selection in Vari Envi
I. strong environments triggering AS
1) concessive and counterfactual clauses

2) clauses with complements

II. weak environments favoring AS or AN

| 1) weak environments favoring AS

a) clauses with pronominal and proper subject NP's in
the past and future tenses

b) clauses with modified common subject NP's in the

past tense

i 2) weak environment favoring AN
’ a) clauses with unmodified common subject NP's in the
past tense
III. other environments
1) clauses with modified and unmodified common subject

NP's in the future tense
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The parameters triggering AS all overtly indicate some sort of
restriction on the value of the given property. This is illustrated
by the examples below.

3, L. 1. Counterfactual and Concessive Clauses

Counterfactual clauses restrict the degree to which the
property holds in the hypothetical world. In the example below
the property ('being unfair') is presented as valid for the
individual in the given world to the extent that the individual is
fair in what the speaker considers to be the real world.

(6) Oanaxo a 6uJa 6K pelHTeSIbHO HeCIIPaBeAJIRBAAS, ecntl 6u
BHAesla B 3y6oBe TOJNIEKO 3TH 6eccNOPHO AOPOrHe KadecTBa
aptHcTa. (3. 315)

'‘However, 1 would be definitely unfairAS if 1 saw in Zubov
only these indisputably precious qualities of an actor.’

Concessive clauses also necessarily subject the property to
restrictions. They represent each of various possible hypothetical
worlds in which the property may hold to a specific degree, as in
the following example:

(7) MHe CcTano HCHO, 4UTO Kak OH cHJILHOAS gEM 6MNnO
NepeX HBaEHe B MOMEHT CNeKTaKJZId, OHO JofaeT A0
3PHTEJIA CO BCeR MOJIHOTOA JIHIIL B TOM CJiy4dae, ecCJIH
KaxXAad AeTaJlb POJIH TIaTeJIbHO IIpopaboTaHa H ycBoeHa

€O CTOPOHH TeXHHYecKoH . (Ja. 75)
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'It became clear to me that, no matter how strongAS the
feeling is at the moment of performance, it reaches the
audience with all its fullness, only provided that each detail
of the role be thoroughly worked on and mastered on the
technical end.’

In the example above the speaker acknowledges that the
feeling may be strong to different degrees at various hypothetical
moments of performance.In other words, the clause reports a
possibility that the property may hold to a different degree in
each hypothetical moment of performance.S

The examples above indicate that concessive and
counterfactual constructions inherently report that the given
property might have different values in different worlds.

2.1 2, Clauses with Complements

Complements restrict the property presented by the given PA
in terms of individuals and entities. When the PA is so restricted,
the validity of the PA is guaranteed only for a specific individual
or entity., These clauses thus automatically allow the
interpretation that the PA might not hold or might hold to
different degrees if restricted to other individuals or entities.
Some examples follow.

(8) OTHocHJICE K Hell NMo-ApPyXecKH, H OoHa OHNIa CO MHOR

npHBeTIHBAAS, (Rb. 247)
'l treated her in a friendly manner, and she was cordialA S

with me.'
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(9) Yesxn 6un GoraTAS ckoroum, [...] (Rb. 10)
'The district was richAS in cattle, [...]

The first example above allows an interpretation that the
woman might not have been very friendly with others; and the
second example can be interpreted as ‘the district was rich in
cattle, but might not have been as equally rich in other respects’.

When the PA is restricted by an infinitive, validity of the PA is
guaranteed only for that particular action, as in the following
example.

(10) A aymalo, B 3Ty MEHEYTY Hocud 6un cmocoBeHAS y6UTE

MO0 MaTs, [...] (Rb. 60)
‘l think, at this moment losif was capable of killing my
mother, {...]’

The example above yields an interpretation that the property
might hold to different degrees or might not hold at all when
restricted by other types of actions. This example, again, reports a
restriction on the value of the given property.

3, 1. 3. Summary

Clearly the parameters which select AS almost automatically
share a common property of reporting some kind of restriction on
the value of the property presented by the PA. It might then be
the case that AS-clauses in general report such restrictions; in the
next section 1 will argue that this hypothesis is consistent with the

correlation between high referential uniqueness and AS.
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J
|
|

s. 2 Weak Envi Favori \S AN

AS is frequent among examples with referentially unique
subject NP's. A referentially unique NP is likely to refer to entities
and individuals known to both the speaker and the addressee.
What this means is that the speaker and the addressee have
sufficient information to differentiate the given entity out of a set.
We have observed that the strong environments triggering AS
report a restriction on the value of the given property which holds
of the entity. These environments then allow the interpretation
that the property may hold for the same entity to different
degrees in other possible domains; in other words, the strong
environments triggering AS are likely to imply the existence of
other possible predications for the entity and consequently are
likely to present the entity as unique. The examples in the present
section will demonstrate that the correlation between referential
uniqueness and AS- and AN-clauses not only confirms the
property of AS-clauses to focus on restrictions on the property,

but also provides further clarification of the relationship between

AS- and AN-clauses.
5. 2. 1. ClI ith P inal | p Subi NP's_in 1l
Past and Future Tenses

In clauses with pronominal and proper subject NP's, AS tends
to occur, but AN is not excluded. What are the differences

between the clauses with expected AS-forms and those with the
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somewhat unexpected AN-forms? Let us look at some of the
examples.
The three examples below have the same adjective CHOKORHHNR
‘calm’ and proper names as their subjects.
(11) [..] u# xXoTg ¢ BHAY JleBa OHJI CHOKOEHAS &
PaccyAHTeJIeHAS, g BHAeJ, UTO OH HalpAXeH, KaK CTPYHa, 1
ero Xopollo 8Has, Kax HH roBopHTe, poAHoOR 6paT. (Rb. 112)
'l...] and although by appearance Leva was calmAS and
sensibleAS, I noticed that he was taut like a string, I knew
him well, whatever you say, [...] he is my own brother.’
(12) [..] ApTesneB A0s10OXHJI [...] 0 CBOHX coobpaxeHHAX:
TpaJbYHKH --- NPHA3SHAK HexopomwHA.. ToH Kuiondep
65T YARBHTEJIbHO CITOKOeHAS B moBeJI ce6d CTPAHHO.
-- BH omHGaeTech, cTapJielT,-- CKa3aJl OH.
-- IlpocTHTe, 4 Bac He NMoHAJ. (Pik. 516)
‘Arten’'ev reported his thoughts:
Mine-sweepers are a bad sign... Von Kiipfer was
surprisingly calmAS and acted strangely.
"You are wrong, Senior-licutenant,” he said.
"Excuse me, [ did not understand.™
(13) 3HaeTe, KaK 3To OWBaeT Ha yJIH[e, KOrja NATepo 6paThes
H BCe APYr 3a Apyra, Bce HX 6oATcd, H YeM Gosibllie HX
GoATCA, TeM OHH HaXaJIbHee H SaJHPHcTee. Ho 1 u JleBa ¢
PaHHHX JieT paboTany, HaM OHJIO He A0 YIHUHHX ApPaK M

WasiocTeR, PuMa ORI CIOKOAHHAAN B ypaBHOBelleHHMAAN, a
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BoT [eHPHX, 4YBCTBYR 3a co6oM cHNy cTapmux 6paTbes,
BHpocC, [...] TaKkHM GaHAHUTOM, YTO A A0 CHX NOP He MOHHMAI,
KaK emy He oTopBasH rosnoBy. (Rb. 106)

'You know how it is in the street, when there are five
brothers and all protect one anothér, everybody is afraid of
them, and the more people are afraid of them, the more
impudent they are and eager to pick a fight. But I and Leva
worked from early age, we did not have time for street
fights and mischief, Fima was calmAN and levelheadedAN,
but Henrich, feeling the power of his older brothers behind
him, had grown up to be [...] such a bandit that to this very
moment [ don't understand how he didn't have his head
torn off.’

(11) contrasts how Leva appeared on the surface and how he
was in reality -- he appeared calm, but actually he was tense. This
interpretation is motivated by the weak complement ’'by
appearance’ as well as the context; there are references to the
speaker’'s noticing Leva's tenseness. Likewise, the PA-clause in
(12) presents a property of the individual from one participant’s
(Arten'ev's) perspective. Also, in this text Arten'ev is surprised at
von Kiipfer's reaction; the latter was exceediingly calm in view of
the circumstances. Thus, the value of the property here is
restricted to a specific perspective and to a specific circumstance.

Each of the contexts in (11) and (12) with AS's, then, is
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interpreted as reporting a restriction on the value of the property
in a particular world.

The context in (13) is different from those in the previous two
examples; it presents the subject referent as a type. The
references to the characteristics of other brothers define a set
which can be called "the Raxlenko brothers". With respect to this
set, there is no information regarding the individual Fima in the
text prior to the PA-clause. The example can thus be rendered as
follows: 'Fima was a calm and levelheaded type among the
Raxlenko brothers'.

The next pair of examples involves the adjective BeceJINA
‘cheerful'. The subject NP's in both examples are proper nouns.

(14) -- BH 3HaeTe, MHe TOXe BHadaJle CTaJio He Mo cebe, xoraa

YBHAeJI BoeHHNe Kopa6nu. [...] A noaan ycJIoOBHNA CHTHAM H,
oxa X JAaJI 0TBeTa, HCNHTAJI YYBCTBO TPeBOrH, -- CKagsal
PaMoH. -- A ceRvac, Apy3bA, AZaBafiTe Ha IMpolfaHHe
nooGezaeM 110 HallKM MOPCKHM TPaAHIHAM.

PaMoH 6N BecenAS, myTnJsi, 6s1arogapusl 8a TeNJHe
CJI0Ba B aApec HCMAHCKOA KOMaHAN. (B. 39)
""You know, I too hadn't got hold of myself at first when I
saw the military ships. [...] I gave the pre-arranged signal
and, while I waited for the answer, I had a feeling of alarm,”
Ramon said. "But now, friends, let us dine at parting

according to our seamen's traditions.”
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Ramon was cheerfulAS, cracked jokes, expressed thanks
for the heart-warming words addressed to the Spanish

crew.’

(15) Y a8za8 u TeTH [laTpoBHX Bce G0 Mo-uHOMY, [..] Mol

Asaa (..] Toprosan xoBpaMH, cKaTepTAMH, oaeanamu. TeTs,
Aradpa sixoBsleBHa, pasyMeeTcH, HHrJe He CJIYXHIA, 2
TOJNILKO poXxajla AeTeR -- [g] 6usla oueHy BecenagAN,
MHJTaAAN, OTJIHYHO Mefla PycckHe NecHA. MYX HX cTaplien
Ao4epH OnH, [...] 6T APHM JIOHTeJIeM HCKYCCTB2 B HANIHM
T71aBEMM pexHccepoM. (5.9)

'At uncle and aunt Satrovs' everything was different, [...] My
uncle [...] sold carpets, tablecloths, blankets. My aunt Agafja
Jakovlevna, of course, did not work anywhere, but simply
bore children -- [she] was very cheerfulAN, sweetAN, sang
Russian songs excellently. The husband of their oldest

daughter, Olja, [...] was a passionate lover of art and our

main director.’

The situation presented by the PA-clause in (14) can be
understood as a result of the safe arrival of Ramon's ship; he
might not have been as cheerful to such a degree or might not
have been cheerful at all under different circumstances. Thus, the
property can be understood as being restricted to a specific
degree in a specific temporal-modal domain.

The text in (15), unlike (14), does not focus on restrictions on

the property in the PA-clause. The text in (15) lists and describes
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the speaker's relatives. The PA-clause is part of this text and
therefore the property can be understood to present what type of
person Agafija Jakovlevna was among the given set of people. It is
not clear in this context whether there were other members of the
family who were also cheerful.

The following AS-clause in the future tense also reports some

restriction on the value of the property in a specific world.

(16) -- NaBes1 EpUMOBHY, MO3BOJIbTe, A 6YAY UecTeHAS . Zlo cHX

op A He BepHN B GoecnmocoBHocTh ¢noTa. Teneppr =R
NpeKJIOHANCH Nepes ero repoACTBOM H TBepPAO YIIOBalo, YTO
HHKaKOR Bpar HaM He cTpameH: [..] (Pik. 606)
""Pavel Efimovi&, excuse me, I will be honestAS... Until now I
have not believed in the fighting capacity of the fleet. Now I
bow down before its heroism and firmly trust that no
enemy is frightful for us: [...J’

The example is followed by statements about the extent to
which the speaker will be honest with the addressee on the given
occasion; he would be honest with the addressee to such a degree
on the given occasion that the addressee would learn the
immediately following information. Clearly the AS-clause can be
interpreted as restricting the value of the property in a specific
temporal-modal domain.6

m ) 's in th n
Modified common subject NP's carry some information about

the subject referent, and therefore they are more referentially
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unique than unmodified subject NP's. AS is favored in this
environment. The examples with expected AS's and with
somewhat unexpected AN's indicate that context is involved in
form selection. Let us compare the first set of examples involving
the adjective XopoTKHA ‘short’.
(17) «l..] X ¢ xem Hrpana-tolll Co Ctpensckost! [...] OHa
YAHBHTEJIbHO CHMIIaTHYHAA CTapyllKa. 3HMOR pacckaxy, o
YeM MH ¢ HeHl TOBOPHJIH...»
PasroBop ¢o CTpesIbcKofl 6HJI KOPOTOKAS,
CTpesibcxas, FroTOBACH K BHXOAY, KPeCTHTCH.
-- YXacHO BOJIHYIoch Nepeld cnekTaknem! [..] U Tebe
HYXHO BoJIHOBaThcA! M MHe! Jo caMoR CMepTH HaZo
BonHopaThcA! (5. 57)
"[...] And with whom did I perform!!! With Strel'skaja! [...]
She is a surprisingly nice old woman. I will tell you in
winter what I talked about with her..."
The conversation with Strel'skaja was shortAS,
Strel'skaja, preparing for the entrance, crosses herself.
"l am terribly worried before a performance! [...] You
also need to worry! And so do I! It is necessary to worry
until one's death!’
(18) IMepBoe nucbMo [laBna 6uyo H3 YHTH [...]. OH nMHcan, 4To
X ZeT HasHadeHHR, (..] H NHCbMO ero OHJIO AJTHHHWNM OT

HHYeroHeZeJIaHHA. BTopoe mHceEMo 6HJIO KOpoTKoeAN,
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Halne4YaTaHHOe Ha MallHHKe H TOJIbLKO NOANHCAaHHOe OT PYKH.
[..). (S. 163)

‘Pavel's first letter was from Cita [...]. He wrote that he was
waiting for an assignment, [...] and his letter was long from
idleness. The second letter was shortAN_  written on a
typewriter and just signed by his hand. [...]’

The text in (17) is about a conversation which the speaker had
with Strel'skaja, a famous actress. The text following the PA-
clause illustrates the degree to which the property held, yielding
the following reading of the PA-clause: 'the conversation was
short to the extent that the whole thing can be presented in
exactly the following quotes’. Thus, the PA-clause restricts the
validity of the given property to a specific degree.

The AN-clause in (18) is similar to the AS-<lause in (17) in that
its subject NP is modified. The context, however, presents the
entity in a different way. The text preceding the PA-clause refers
to the first letter which was long. This presents the second letter
(which was short) relative to the first one within a set of Pavel's
letters; the former belongs to a subset characterized by being
short, while the latter belongs to a subset characterized by being
long.

The following pair of examples below involves the adjective

KpacHBHEA 'beautiful’.
(19) OueHs KPAacHBHAS GHJIH KOCTIOMM OPJIOBCKHX KPeCThAHOK.

ORH ApPYyr nepeX APYXKOA IJeroJiIAJIK CBOMMH HapAZAaMH.
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Bonpmyio 4acTh AeHer, 8apaSoTaHHHX Ha MNOAeHIHHe,
OCTAaBJIAJIE OHH BJIAAMMHPUY-KOPOoGeAKHKY, XOTOPHA ¢
GOJILIIEM KOPoOOM Ha CIIHHe H ¢ apPIIHHOM B PYKaxX mnepex
OpPasAHEHKAMHK IOABJAJICA B AepeBHe, CoBJIasHAA KpacaBHY
WeSIKOBHNMH JIEHTAMH, OycaMH, NyroBHljaMH H NPOYHM.
(Ryl. 80)

'The costumes of Orlov peasant women were very
beautifulAS, They paraded in front of one another their
costumes. They gave the larger part of the money earned on
day-labor to the peddler from Vladimir, who showed up
before festivities in the village with a big box on his back
and with a ruler in his hands, tempting the beauties with
silk ribbons, beads, buttons, and so forth.’

(20) Apyrre GeslopycH y Hac roBOPHINIH MO-PYCCKH, OAeBAJIHChH
O-FOPOACKOMY. CTalleHXH roBOPHJIK no-GernopycckH: [..] KU
OAeBaJIHCh OHH C HEKOTOPOH NPHMechbl OeJIOpYCCKOR
oszexau: [..] Ha XeHpHHax kopoTxafg kodTouxKa co
mAypoBkofl, [..] cHRAA UAH XxpacHad W6ka, dapTyk, Ha
roniose NnaTok. XXeHYHHN B AoMe CTalleHKa OHJIIH O4YeHb
xpacHBNeAN, B cam zoM Gm ocobeHHHA: [..] B yKJax HX
X HSHHY OYeHb OTJIHYAJICA OT AeAymKLHoro: [..] CTamleHKH
XHIH THXO, [...] (Rb. 78)

'‘Other Belorussians in our area spoke Russian, [and] were
dressed like town-dwellers. The Stadenoks spoke

Belorussian: [...] And they were dressed with some
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admixture of Belorussian apparel: (...] women wore a short
blouse with a string, {...] a blue or red skirt, an apron, a
shawl on the head. The women in the house of Stadenok
were very beautifulAN, and the house itself was special: [...]
and their life-style was very different from my
grandfather's: [...] the Sta$enoks lived quietly, [...)

In (19), the text following the PA-clause presents the intensity
with which the peasant women in Orlov cared about their clothing.
Thus, the PA-clause focuses on the specific degree to which the
property held, and yields the following reading: ‘if the women had
not been so fussy about their costumes to such a degree, their
costumes might have been beautiful to different degrees or might
not have been beautiful at all'. The clause can thus be interpreted
as reporting the particular value of the property in a particular
temporal-modal world.

In contrast, in text (20), everything in this family, including the
given group of women can be viewed as being contrasted with
women in other Belorussian families. Thus, unlike (19), the focus
is not on any specific value of the property, but rather on the
women as belonging to a subset characterized by the given
property within the more general set of women in Belorussian
families.

The last set of examples involves the adjective ropadYHA ‘hot,

passionate’.
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(21) Bce, 4To OHa Hrpasia, oHa Hrpasia xopomo. IOXHHe,
OrpoMHHe IJ1asa GNIIH ropauHAS, MosToaANAS, Ho PHr'ypa yxe
TAXxeJsyla. KpoMe Toro, coBeplieHCTBYACh B MHHHATIOpaX,
BackaxoBa OTBHKJIa OT poJieft MacmTabHuX. (5. 165)
'Everything she performed, she performed well. Her
southern, huge eyes were passionateAS, youngAS, but her
figure was already heavy set. Besides, mastering skills in

small plays, Baskakova had grown unaccustomed to large-

scale roles.'

(22) -- 3z0opoBo! -- cxasan KosuHpeB, NPHNOAHHMaACh Ha

JIOKTAX H OTPHBad OT NOAYUWKH MNJIABMIYI0 XAPOM [OJIOBY.
Pyxa, xoTopyio oH NPOTAHYN ApTeMbeBY, OHIMa ropguagAN
B cNTabagAN -- Ycenumarn, 9To CTapHA 3SHAKOMMR IMOABHJIICS
Ha HalleM rOpPH3OHTe,--- BeJiesl1 Te6A nossaTh. Cam OH
IPRIllesT TYAa, K BaM, Za MaJidpHA ojoJtesla. He B o6nae? (S.
117)
'""Greetings!™ said Kozyrev, getting up on his elbows and
tearing his head, which was burning with fever, off the
pillow. The hand which he stretched towards Artem'ev was
hotAN and weakAN, "I heard that my old acquaintance
appeared on our horizon, -- 1 ordered [my subordinates] to
bring you. I would have come over myself, to you, but
malaria overcame [me]. You are not angry?™

In example (21), the context focuses on the degree to which the

given property held on the given occasion. In her performances,
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Baskakova's huge southern eyes were passionate, young to such
an extent that the speaker had positive things to say about her
performance, but the references to the speaker's dissatisfaction
with the actress’ performance also suggest that the eyes were not
overwhelmingly passionate and young to the extent that they
managed to compensate for the other shortcomings in the actress's
performance. The context thus focuses on the restriction on the
property to a particular degree in a specific temporal-modal
world.

(22) is unlike (21) in that there is no indication of focus on the
intensity at which the hand was hot and weak. The context thus
does not suggest a possibility that the property of the hand might
have different values on different occasions. In the absence of any
information about the hand other than the PA, the clause presents
the given hand as a type of hand which belongs to a set of hands
which might have been extended.

Analyses of individual examples indicate that those clauses
with AS correlate with referentially unique subject NP's, but the
form is selected only if the context reinforces an interpretation
focusing on the specific domain in which the property holds to a
specific degree. In contrast, AN is selected when the entity is
viewed as a type in the given context: AN-clauses therefore can be
said to presuppose a general set of entities and to locate the given
entity (the subject of the sentence) within a subset inside this

general set. The examples from above also indicate that AN-
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clauses at the same time remain ambiguous about whether there
are other entities belonging to the subset defined by the PA
within the general set.

The semantic property of AN-clauses proposed here is
consistent with Saxmatov 1925, 1927/1941 and Isalenko 1965,
in which AN-clauses are said to present the entity as a member of
a set of entities characterized by the given property. My analysis
is also in agreement with Babby (1975:200) who states that AN-
clauses occur when there is an implicit reference to set
membership.

Thus, observations from this section not only confirm what we
observed in AS-clauses in the strong environments, but also
suggest that AS- and AN-clauses might consistently yield two
different interpretations of the subject and the property. Let us
look at examples in other environments and test this hypothesis.
5.2 3 (] ith U lified C Subi NP's in the P
Tense

Clauses with unmodified common subject NP's tend to cooccur
with AN, but AS can also occur. Both the expected AN- and
somewhat unexpected AS-forms seem to be motivated by specific
interpretations of the clause which were proposed in section 5. 2.
2. The first set of examples involves the adjective a¢ppex THHA
‘effective, striking’. The subject NP's in both examples are
unmodified common NP's, and carry little information about the

given entities.
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(23) 1 nHackopo ogerica, BHBexan Ha o3apeHHHA NJIaMeHeM

ABOp. B ycazbOe y Hac ropens [..] pura ¥ [...] MOJIOTHIILENA
capall. KHHYJIcA NMomoraTh TYWHTh IIOXApP, HO XosAlKa
OpeANOX HIIA MHe HATH K AOMY H
HabnoAaTh HeoOXOAHMHA MHe ANA ledeHeroB ¢oH, a
KCTAaTH H NOKAapayJIATh AOM, TaK KaK TaM HHKTO He
OCTaJIcA. ZleACTBHTeJILHO, 3pesinge 6uIo 3¢pPexTHOGAN 1
XyTKoeAN, Kkak pas To, 4To MHe HaZo. KJIOUKH ropaiges
COJIOMB, BHCOKO MOAHHMAfACh B BOSAYX, JIeTeJIH ZAJIeKO B
nosne. [...]. (Ryl. 79)

'l got dressed in a hurry, ran out to the courtyard
itluminated by the flames. In our farmstead the drying barn
and the threshing bam [...] were burning. I rushed to help
extinguish the fire, but the landlady suggested that I go to
the house and observe the background necessary for me for
[painting] the Pedenegs, and at the same time watch the
house, since no one had remained there. Indeed, the scene
was strikingAN and eerieAN, just the kind of thing that [lit.
that which] was necessary for me. Shreds of burning straw,

rising high in the air, flew far into the field. [...]'

(24) Konuaky 6HJIO0 TOraAa 43 rofa -- He TOJILKO B POCCHH, HO

Aaxe 8a pyGexom He OHJIO TaKoro MOJNOZAOTO

KoMaHAyoero psiorom!
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Dpecca 6YpXyasHHX raseT pafoTajyila Ha Hero. AaMHpan
6u1 3dPex TeHAS, xak repoft aBaHTIOPHOrO POMaKa, H I'ageTH
OOAHANE KoJIMaxa Ha JJHT CJ1aBH... CeBacTOMNONb BCTPETHI
ero opxecrpamg, l..] (Pik. 262)

'Kol&ak was then 43 years old -- not only in Russia, but even

abroad, there had never been such a young commander of

the fleet.

-----------------------------

The press of bourgeois newspapers worked on him. The
admiral was impressiveAS [=looked good], like a hero of an
adventure novel, and the newspapers eulogized Koléak...
Sevastopol' met him with orchestras, [...]'

The text preceding the AN-clause in (23) introduces a scene of
fire. The speaker wakes up after hearing the noises and sees the
drying barn and the threshing barn on fire. The text implies the
existence of the scene of fire, but does not provide any
information about it. Thus, 3¢pexTHoe B xyTKoe 'striking and
eerie’ are the first properties which specify the given member
within the possible scenes of the fire. The given sceme, in other
words, is presented as a type, as a member belonging to a subset
of striking and terrifying fires within a general set of fires.

The context preceding the PA-clause in (24), unlike in (23),
does not present the individual as a type. It suggests that the
evaluation of the admiral had been exaggerated by the press and

that he was not as impressive as people thought he was.
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Furthermore, the text immediately following the PA-clause
restricts the validity of the PA with the conjunction Kax; the
property holds of the individuval as much as it holds of a hero in
an adventure novel. All this indicates that in this clause the focus
is on the restriction on the value of the property; the property is
true only to the extent that the individual is viewed from that
particular perspective. Also, in this context, the common noun
aamHpan ‘the admiral’ alternates with the proper name Konuax
and is used like a pronoun; this indicates that the subject NP is
presented as a unique individual.
The following three PA-clauses involve the adjective Xopomu#a
‘good’. AHl have unmodified common subject NP's.
(25) B Te BpeMeHa, [..] MaccoBoe NMPOHSBOACTBO elje He OHIIO
TaK PasBHTO H MHOTHe NpeANOYHTAJIH WMHTH 06YBL Ha 3aKas,
(..] Zeaymxa nocTaBrs1 Aesto 06ayMaHHo, [...) OB WU B BAN
MYXCKYI0 06YBb B ZaMCKYIO, OT Hadasna 20 KOH[Ja, OT MepKH
A0 rotoporo GoTHHKa. CaM OHJI MacTep, H NOAMACTePbA
GuNH XopomneAN, B CHHOBBRA, XOTA H He Bce, TOXe ITOMJIK MO
CaMOXHON 4YacTH, H BHYKH: [..] (Rb. 49)
‘In those days, [...] mass production had not been so
developed and many preferred to make shoes on order, [...]
Grandfather organized his work with careful consideration,
[...] he sewed and wove men's and women's shoes from
beginning to end, starting with the measurement and ending

with the finished shoe. He himself was a master-craftsman,

168



000160331

and the apprentices were goodAN, and his sons, although not
all of them, also took up shoemaking, as did his grandsons:
(..}

(26) Z¥pex KA BHOYCTHNa KpacHBy0 adumy. Ha adHime Ouito
HaHCaHO: «<Y JapHHe Bedepa BopHcoBCKOA H TapaxHo»>. Bce
npeAcCTaBlleHHs MNpomMJH YycHemHo, H cBGopH ONIH
xopomHeAN_ (T, 163)

'The management produced a beautiful poster. On the poster
was written: "The Striking Evenings of Borisovskaja and
Taraxno”. All the presentations went successfully and the
box-office returns were goodAN.’

(27) NepenucTal XyYpHANH TeX JleT -—— H HAYero cTpPamHoOro,
ONacCHOro An4 POAHHK He o6HapyXHmb. Kazasioch, YTO 3TOT
MHD HEPYIIHM. .

{..] lo HescxoMy HeciTHCh OrHeHHMG PHCAKH, BGpHBasf
XOMbA OYMHCTOrO CHera, a B BATPHRe ¥ EJTHCeeBa Nexana
cBeXag xJyry6HHxa. [locneAHHM KAanpH3OM MOAM cTaJjo
AAMCKO@ MAaHTO U3 IIKYP JIeONAPAOB -- K AOPOT0 H XY TKO...

XusHb GHIa YepToBCkH XopomaAS| (Pik. S. 6)

'Turn the pages of the magazins< of those years -- and one
cannot find anything frightening, dangerous for the
motherland. It seemed that this world was inviolable...

[...] Along Nevskij fiery trotters were running, blowing
up lumps of fluffy snow, while in the show-window at

Eliseev there were fresh strawberries. A women's coat made
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of leopard’'s fur became the latest whim of fashion, -- both
expensive and eerie...
Life was devilishly goodAS!'

In example (25) the text preceding the PA-clause mentions the
speaker's father's shoe store. The text therefore implies the
existence of apprentices at this store, but does not present any
information about them prior to the PA-clause. The property here
is the first available information about them. The AN-clause thus
can be interpreted as specifying the subset to which the
individuals belong, within the general set of apprentices.

Likewise, the AN-clause in (26) is preceded by a context
implying the existence of box-office returns. There is, however, no
information about what is special about these particular box-office
returns. The AN-clause, then, presents the box-office returns as a
type, like (25) -- as belonging to a subset (‘good box-office
returns’) within a more general set of possible box-office returns.

Example (27) is different from the previous two. The text
preceding the PA-clause also implies the existence of people's life,
but the description of the people's life which was materially rich
has already been suggested. Thus, the property presented by AS
is not the first property presented to specify the particular
member within the set. Furthermore, against the background of
the description of the seemingly peaceful state in the imperial
Russia when actually the Revolution and the subsequent turmoil

were about to take place, the PA-clause can be interpreted as
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implying a contrast between the speaker's perspective and the
perspective of the people then -- the danger and uneasiness
which were actually present in the life of the people and the
seeming peacefulness of the life in Russia. Thus, the validity of the
property presented by AS is restricted to a particular perspective.

The examples above indicate that an AN-clause consistently
presents the subject referent as belonging to a subset within a
larger set -- as a member of a subset characterized by the PA. An
AS-clause, in contrast, reports a restriction on the value of the
property in a specific world. Thus, these examples support the
hypothesis that AN- and AS-clauses yield different types of
interpretations of the subject and the property.

The analyses of the examples above also demonstrate that AN
is favored in clauses with unmodified common subject NP's which
are likely to yield a set-membership interpretation, but that AN is
selected when the set membership of the subject referent is
reinforced by the context. As for AS, it is selected when context
focuses on the restriction on the value of the property in a specific
domain. We will now turmn to other environments in which neither
AN nor AS is favored, and examine whether AN- and AS-clauses

yield the respective interpretations I have suggested to this point.

her vironm

In clauses with modified and unmodified common subject NP's

in the future, neither AN nor AS is more favored. The examples
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presented below will demonstrate, however, that general semantic
properties of AS- and AN-clauses suggested thus far hold for
clauses in these environments as well.

(28) --[..] OcTaBb TeopHIO -- I'NI4AH B NPAaKTHKY: 6yab £ Ha
MecTe HeM[leB, 4 6K 6aTapeH HalllA ¢ 3eMJiell Mepememarn, ¥
TOoraa...

-- Toraa -- Aa! -- NOATBepPAHII APTeHbeB. --- Toraa ¢rnoT
BHHYX ZeH NPHHATEL OoR oT HeMfja Ha KaccapckoM mtece. Y
Goft 3TOT 6yAeT XecTokAS MocyAH caM: 3a XaccapaMH Bce
Halll¥ I'JlaBHie MaHeBpeHHNe 6asN. (Pik. 472)

"[...] Leave theory out of it -- look at the practical side: if I
were in the Germans' place, I would confuse our batteries
with soil, and then...

"Then -- yes! -- confirmed Arten'ev. -- then the fleet
will be forced to accept the battle from the Germans on the
Kassar stretch [of river]. And that battle will be fierceAS,
Judge for yourself: behind the Kassars there are all our
major manceuvre bases.’

The AS-clause in (28) is followed by a text indicating the
importance of the location of a possible battle. It is also preceded
by a text indicating that the location of the battle would be
disadvantageous for the Russians; this is supported by the
expression BHHYXZeH HNPHHATL 6oft 'being forced to accept the
battle. The speaker thus concludes that the Russians would have

to fight off the Germans at any cost, no matter how difficult it
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might be. In this context, then, the AS-clause can be viewed as
focusing on the intensity of the battle under the given

circumstance. The following AS-clause with unmodified common

subject NP's yields a similar interpretation.
(29) Pa6ouRe-NYTHIIOBN ¢ TPYAOM ZXOOHJIHCH ayAHOHUHH ¥
KepeHckoro. OBH npeAynpeAnyin ero, 4To [yTHIOBCKHA
GacTyeT H 3abacToBKa HX MOXeT CTaTh OCHOBOA ANdA
DOTPACeHHH ¢TpaHH. loTpAceRHa 6YAYT rPaHAHOSHMAS --
HH ¢ YeM paHee He CPaBHHMH.. KepeHCKHA HX He MOBAJI, a
BeAb OHH OKagsaJIHCh npopoxamH! (Pik. 303)
"The Putilov factory workers managed to see Kerenskij with
difficulty. They warned him that the Putilov factory was on
strike and that the strike might become the basis for shocks
to the country. The shocks will be grandioseAS --
incomparable with anything before... Kerenskij did not
understand them, but, in fact they turned out to be
prophetst!’ _

The text in (29) is about the workers who came to warn
Kerenskij not only of the strike, but of its intensity and its
subsequent effects on the rest of the country; the emphasis is on
the intensity of the strike is supported by the text HO ¢ Yem paHee
HecpaBHHMH 'incomparable with anything before’. The PA-clause,
then, can be interpreted as restricting the value of the property in

a hypothetical world.
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Examples with AN in the future tense yield interpretations
different from examples with AS above.

(30) Ilo xaxHM NpH4YHHAM poJib [TIOJIHHH CeMeHOBHH OCTallach

3a MHOR? [..] He 3Hai0, HO MeHA BH3BaJIH Ha KHHOCTYAHIO
BTopHuHo. [..] (5. 306)

Mog Nonura CeMeHOBHa caMa YHTaeT raseTH, OHa
XeHJIHHa BIIOJIHé I'PaMOTHag, HO OHa 6yJAeT nMoxoxa Ha
MaTh HavaJIbHHKa asponopTa. Ha ¢BOH BOJIOCH 2 HaJIOXY
ceAyI0 HaKJIaAKY, OCHI TOH JIRQa 6yZeT TeMHNAAN, [.] (5.
308)

'For what reasons Polina Semenovna's role stayed with me?
[...}] I don't know, but I was summoned to the movie studio
for the second time. [...}

My Polina Semenovna reads newspapers by herself, she
is a completely literate woman, but she will resemble the
mother of the chief of the airport. On my hair I will put a

gray hair piece, the general tone of face will be darkAN, [.]'

In (30) the text prior to this paragraph suggests that there had
been other potential candidates for the role of Polina Semenovna.
Thus, in this case, the speaker is implicitly contrasting her own
way to play the role versus other actresses’ ways. Since the AN-
clause is part of the text contrasting the given Polina Semenovna
with other possible Polina Semenovnas, the subject of this clause
can be interpreted as a member of a set of the tones of P. S.'s face

made by actresses in general. The PA-clause thus locates the
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entity within a subset of this general set, and, unlike (28) and
(29), does not focus on the intensity at which the property holds
of the entity in the given world.

In the following example with an unmodified common subject
NP the set-membership interpretation is very clear.

(31) Ecnin AeKopajJHH H KOCTIOMH 4Yepe3MepHO #PKHe, OHH

MealT ToBOPHTH HNpPocTo. HeoOGXOAUMO €AHHCTBO BCeX
ajileMeHTOB. Korza axTep 6yzeT TroBOPHTBH NPOCTO, a
zexopapgHa 6yaeT gpxadAN, oRa ero norsioTHT. (Ja. 70)
'If sets and costumes are excessively loud, they prevent
{actors] from speaking in a simple fashion. Unity of all the
elements is necessary. When an actor speaks [lit. will speak]
in a simple manner, while the set is [lit. will be] loudAN, it
will swallow him up.’

In the text preceding the PA-clause above, the speaker is
talking about various stage sets and their interaction with other
elements on stage; the PA-clause presents a general statement
about the outcome of using a loud stage set when an actor speaks
in a simple manner. The subject NP of the PA-clause is thus
interpreted as a type: as a member of a subset (characterized as
being loud), among all the possible stage sets.

As in examples from sections 5. 2. 1 through 5. 2. 2, AS-clauses
in this section restrict the validity of the given property; AN-
clauses, in contrast, present the given entity as a member of a

subset characterized by the PA within a more general set. These
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examples also confirm the earlier observations that context
participates in invoking these two distinct interpretations and
consequently in selection of PA-forms.

In the following section 1 will make an interim conclusion to
the form-selection process of AS and AN and propose semantic

representations for AS- and AN-clauses.

The individual examples given above indicate that an AS-
clause reports the given world w) in which the property P holds of
x to a specific degree Y! as a member of a set of worlds W; W may
be an open or a closed set of worlds. The figure below shows that
P holds of x in worlds w), w2, .... wn to degrees Yl y2. .. ym
respectively. The parentheses indicate that there may exist a
world wpq.1 and wy in which P does not hold at all (~P). As shown
below, there is no clear boundary between the worlds in which
the property P holds of x and the worlds in which it does not,
since the set W is viewed as forming a continuum of worlds in

which P holds to different degrees.
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Ei 4 S ics of an AS<l

& PY M () W1 m

Pyn=LY0 (x)Wn-1,n

= “P(X)Wn-1,n

Since the given predication PYlw | may be presented as one of
many possible predications which are assumed to exist (PYlwy, ...
PYow,), the subject referent is likely to be presented as a unique
entity about which much information is assumed to be available
to the addressee in order for him or her to identify it. The subject
NP of an AS-clause is therefore likely to present the subject NP as
unique.

As for AN-clauses, individual examples suggest that AN is used
when the PA-clause reports that a member x| (of the set X)
belongs to the subset defined by the property P. The members xp,
xp are those of which P does not hold; x2 in parentheses indicates
that X may also contain members of which P holds.” The clearly
marked boundary between P and ~P indicates that AN-clauses do

not present the property P as potentially valid to different

degrees.
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P(X|‘2)

~P("m, n)

This analysis of the semantic property of AN-clauses is consistent
with the observations by Saxmatov (1925, 27/41), Isaéenko
(1965), and Babby (1975).

Since AN-clauses do not focus on different values of the
property, and report that there may be other members of the set
which are characterized by property P, the subject referent in AN-
clauses is less likely to be presented as unique (as distinct from all
the other members of the set) than the subject referent in AS-
clauses.

My analysis of AS-clauses is commensurate with Isaéenko and
other scholars who claim that AS may imply evaluative judgments
and/or temporary states. AS-clauses restrict the value of the
property; this restriction may be related to tense or perspective.
My analysis, however, differs slightly from the previous works.
The previous works state or imply that the difference in
referentiality of the subject NP is built into the two PA-forms or
the syntactic structures of AS- and AN-clauses. In contrast, I have

proposed two basic semantic models for AS- and AN-clauses and
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have claimed that the difference in referentiality of the subject NP
results from the difference between these semantic models.

In addition to constructing semantic models for AS- and AN-
clauses, 1 have also demonstrated how these properties are
generated by context and clause-level parameters in different
environments. The data from my corpus suggest that form
selection of PA's might be made at different levels. This is
illustrated in Figure 6 below. Here, examples with complements
nearly automatically select AS; thus, form selection is determined
on the predicate level when complements to the PA are present.
Concessive and counterfactual clauses select AS as well; when
these parameters are present, form selection is thus determined
on the level of overt modality. The solid area extending from AS
indicates that the above mentioned clause-level parameters
override other considerations.

In the absence of these automatic parameters, namely in the
past and future tenses, form selection between AS and AN is not
automatic; there is a high degree of contextual influence on the
interpretation of the PA-clause. This is indicated by dotted areas

extending both from AS and from AN,
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+complement -complement
+c. 1. &conc. -c. 1. & conc.
past&future
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The connection between the referential uniqueness of the
entity and the occurrences of AN and AS raises another problem:
what are discourse functions of AS- and AN-clauses? Unique
entities are those entities about which the speaker and the
addressee have sufficient information to distinguish them from all
the other comparable entities. If an AS-clause is likely to present
its subject NP as unique, then it follows that a considerable
amount of information about the subject referent is likely to be
located in what the speaker considers to be the addressee's
preexisting knowledge. This is consistent with Gustavsson's
observation (1976:309) that discourse definiteness favors AS. A
property presented by AS, then, adds further information to the
addressee’s knowledge about the already known entity. An AN-
clause, in contrast, is less likely to present the subject NP as
unique. Hence little information about the subject referent of an
AN-clause is likely to be located in what the speaker considers to

be the addressee's preexisting knowledge than the subject
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referent of an AS-clause.

To recapitulate, the analyses of the quantitative data and the
individual examples thus far have further elaborated the
descriptions of the semantic properties of AN- and AS-clauses in
some of the literature, have demonstrated that these properties
are generated under different degrees of contextual influence, and
have proposed the discourse functions which the two types of PA-
clauses are likely to have. In the following chapter I will examine

the status of Al-clauses.
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Chapter 6. Status of Al-clauses

Previous literature is unclear about the properties of Al-
clauses relative to AN- and AS-clauses. On the one hand, Al-forms
are represented as being in direct opposition only to AN (Babby
1975:154). In other words, PA forms are described in terms of
two binary oppositions; long forms vs. short forms constitute the
primary opposition, and AN vs. Al the secondary opposition. On
the other hand, there are observations that Al, like AS, implies
restrictions on the property; this relationship between Al and
temporal or temporal-aspectual-modal restrictions has been
pointed out in the literature (Gustavsson 1976:329, Nichols
1981:154-157, 161-162). The data in Tables 4 and 5 are not very
clear about the status of Al either, but the relatively high
frequency of Al in the future tense suggests that the semantics of
Al-clauses might involve tense, aspect, and modality. In fact,
according to Chvany (1975:90), the future forms of the verb OMTSH
may "behave like a perfective, its acquired future meaning being
compatible with contexts of perfectives”. Also, according to
Forsyth (1970:129), the verb 6HTB used in the imperfective
future can have a function similar to an auxiliary. He observes
that the ability of the future tense forms of 6MTH to express mood
is particularly explicit when the speaker "rejects the very idea of
the action named,” and cites, among others, the following example:

(32) -- A pabGouHft, -- ropopHJ BajieT... -- 32 UTo 8 Teba Sygy
yORBaTL? Beru! --
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"I'm a worker,” said Valet... "Why should L kill you? Run for
it!"™ (Forsyth 1970:129)
Here, the sentence reports a contrast between the reality and
what the speaker considers to be the addressee's belief.8
Individual examples with Al in the environments listed below
indicate more specifically that the semantic model for Al-clauses
involves two distinct worlds and a2 semantic primitive similar to

one used to describe the perfective aspect in Russian.

Table 8. Occumrence of Al and Various Environments
I. weak environment favoring Al
1) clauses with unmodified common subject NP's in the
future tense
lI. other environments
1) clauses in the future tense with pronominal and proper

subject NP's and modified common subject NP's

2) clauses in the past tense

o 1. Weak Envi Favori N
Al is favored in clauses with unmodified common subject NP's
in the future tense. Let us compare some examples with AS, AN,
and Al
As discussed above in (29), the AS-clause in (33) focuses on the
specific degree to which the given property holds in a specific

temporal-modal world. The AN-clause in (34) (repeated from
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(31)), in contrast, presents the subject NP as belonging to a subset
characterized the PA within a more general set.

(33) HoTpaceHHa G6YAYT rpaHAHOSHNAS -- HH ¢ YeM pPaHee He

cpaBHHEMH... (Pik. 303)

'The shocks will be grandioseAS -- incomparable with

anything before...

(34) Koraa axTep 6yZeT roBOoPHTDH NPOCTO, a AeKopajjRa 6yAeT

apxasAN, oHa ero morsioTHT. (Ja. 70)
'When an actor speaks [lit. will speak] in a simple manner,
while the stage set is [lit. will be] loudAN, it swallows (lit. will

swallow] him up.’

The Al-clause below is different from the AS- and AN-clauses
above. |

(35) HeyxenH MH, AeTH NOANONbBA, XHUBYJHe

HeNpPaBAONOZOOHOA XHIRLI 3aCTeHXOB, YBHARM cefivac
OOMNKHOBeHHMNEe TIOpPOACKHe VHUHN, HAYQHX 10 HEM
c¢BOGOARMNX JII0ZER?

IOna ToponaKBO JAeJIHTCA CBOHMMH BecCbMa
ONTHMHCTHYECKHMH NPOrHOSaMH: Pas BeSYyT B OTKPHTOR
MallIEHe, SHAYHT, peXHM 6yaeT JNerxuMmAl 3HauyHT, Bce
OYTHPCKHe C/IYXH O Pe3KoM YCHJIGHHR TIOPeMHOr'o peXHMa
OMNIH «qapamaMH». (G. 192)

'Is it really the case that we, children of the underground,

who are leading an implausible life of torture chambers, will
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now get to see ordinary city streets and free people walking
along them?

Julia shares her rather optimistic prognoses [with
others] right away: if they transport us in an open vehicle,
this means that the conditions will be lightAl, This means all
the rumors in Butyrskaja Prison about the sharp aggravation
of the prison conditions were "crap”.'

In (35) the validity of Julia's prognoses is contingent on
another condition. Thus, if the prisoners were not being
transported in an open car, Julia would not come up with the
given prognosis.

The following example with Al can also be considered distinct
from the AS- and AN-clauses above.

(36) B 10.45 opyAHA OTKpPOKT ¢ Toro Oepera orosb Imo

ANOHCKOA NepenpaBe, paBAa, Ha NpeXeJILHOA AHCTAH[IHH,
A06aBJI4AJT HaYaJIbHEK MTaba, MpeAynpexJafd TeM CaMMM,
4YTO OroHb 6yZeT MaJio ZeACTBeHHHM Al (S, 135)
'‘And at 10:45 the guns will open fire from that shore to the
passage of the Japanese, admittedly, at 2 maximum distance,
the chief of the headquarters added, warning by this that
the fire would be barely effectiveAl.’

In the text above, the staff-captain reports to a commander

positioned on one side of the river that the weapons will open fire
on the enemy on the other shore, but under a very severe

condition. In other words, the Al-clause can be understood as
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contrasting the given condition (firing at a maximum distance)
which causes the fire to be barely effective and the more
desirable condition (firing at a closer range) which would cause
the fire to be effective.

Examples (35) and (36), then, suggest that an Al-clause in the
future tense involves two distinct conditions, Q and ~Q: condition Q
triggers property P to hold of entity x, and condition ~Q triggers ~P
to hold of entity x. Since the given situation P(x) comes into being
provided that a specific condition holds, Al-clauses in the future

tense can be considered as having a resultative meaning, as

Mrizek observes (1964:223-224).

6, 2, Other Environments
In other environments Al is not the most favored form. We

will examine the samples in the future tense and those in the past
tensc scparately.
s 2 L_C) ith P inal and P Subiect NP’ I
Modified C Subiect NP's in the F I

The AS-clause in (37) below (repeated from (28)) focuses on
the specific intensity of the property. The AN-clause in (38)
(repeated from (30)) presents the entity as belonging to a subset

within a more general set of 'general tones [of face]'.

(37) U 6on 3TOT OyaeT xecTokAS, (Pik. 472)

'And that battle will be fierceAS .’
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(38) Ha ¢BOH BOJIOCH A HaJZIOXY ceAYI0 HaKJIaAKy, oOQiBA ToH
naga 6yaer TeMERAAN [ ] (5. 308)

'On my hair I will put a gray hair piece, the general tone of
face will be darkAN, [...]

The following Al-clause yields a different interpretation of the

property.

(39) BanTHiAckEM ($JIOTOM <¢Tall KOMaHAOBaTh BacHIHR
AnexcaHApoBHY KaHKH -- HeIpPHMeTHHA BH[e-aAMHpan ¢
JIR[JOM Pa3o4apoBaRHOI'0 B X H3HH Y4YHATeJIA H3 IPDOBHHE[HH. B
KalOT-KOMIOAaHUAX Kopabned [..] gapusno Bceobyyee YHHHHE
[.]

OdHLepH HerpoMKO NeperoBapHBAJIKCH!

-- C XOHYHHOI 3¢ceHa QJIOT OCHpOTes1, MN NOTepPAJIH

ONMTHOr'0 cTpaTera. HAKoslaf OTTOHOBHY He BHHOBAT, 4TO
Kafsep OTOABHHYJI Hac K UpGeHaMm. B niobom ciiydae BTopas
BOeHHad HaBUTaJHdA 6yJZeT cloxHoMAl  (Pik. 96)
'Vasilij Aleksandrovié Kanin started commanding the Baltic
fleet -- an undistinguished vice-admiral with a face of a
teacher from the province disappointed in life. In the ward-
rooms [...] general depression reigned. [...]

The officers quietly exchanged remarks:

"With the death of Essen the fleet has become orphaned,
we have lost an experienced strategist. Nikolaj Ottonovil is

not guilty in the fact that the Kaiser moved us aside to
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Irbeny. In any case the second military navigation will be

complicatedAl....

In (39), the Al-clause is uttered by the officers who had just
lost their excellent commander. Just like (35) and (36), the clause
can be interpreted as contrasting two conditions and two
situations contingent upon them: with Kanin the navigation will be
complicated, while with Essen it might not have been complicated.

The following example also focuses on a contrast between two

conditions.

(40) A B Te roAH HHOr'Z2 OoTel, BHAA, YTO 4 He NMOHHMAJI Hero-
HHOYAL B POJIH, NNTasIcCA NepeAaTh MHe HHTOHAPHIO <«<C
rosfocar>, 3To Bceraa BHSHBaJIO BO MHe CHJIBHMEA IIPOTOCT, B
f KpHYAJIA: <5l caMa, caMa HaRAY, He MelIafATe MHe D>

Beas BepHORAI 6yaeT ToNIBKO Ta HHTOHAQHA, KOTOpad
corpeTa H3HYTPH YYBCTBOM, MNCJILIO UeJloBeKa, Yelt o6pas g
AOJIXHa BOCCO3AaTh. 3HAYHT, I'JTaBHOe -- 3TO NIPOHHKHYTH B
rny6e xapaxTepa, BJIedTh <«B KOXY AeACTBYIOero JIH{ar.
[..] A noapaxanne YyX#M BEHTOHHAM AACT JIHIIb BEEWHIOW
packpacky poJiH. (Ja. 57)

'‘But during those years my father, noticing that I had not
understood something in the role, sometimes tried to convey
to me the intonation "from the voice”, this always aroused a
strong protest in me, and I shouted: "I will find it by myself,

by myself, don't bother me!"
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After all, only the intonation which has been made real
[lit. warmed up] from within -- through the feeling, through
the thought of the person whose image | should create --
will be genuineAl, That is, the important thing is to
penetrate the depths of the personality, to get into "the skin
of the character”. And an imitation of other people's
intonations would only give an external coloring of the role.'

In (40) the first paragraph suggests a condition for generating
an intonation -- learning from “"the voice”. The second paragraph,
which includes the Al-clause, presents another condition for
generating an intonation -- building intonation through the
feeling. The Al-clause can thus be understood as contrasting two
possible conditions and reports that only one of them generates a
situation in which the resulting intonation is genuine.

Examples (41) and (42) below both have pronominal subject
NP's. The AS-clause in (41) (repeated from (16)) implicitly refers
to a specific individual ('with you') with which the property held.

(41) -- NaBent EdUMOBHY, No3BOJIbTe, A OYAY UecTeHAS . Zlo CHX

nop A He BepHN B BoecnocobHocTh ditoTa. (Pik. 606)
"Pavel Efimovi&, excuse me, I will be honestAS .. Until now I
have not believed in the fighting efficieucy of the fleet.'

The Al-clause in (42) yields a different interpretation.

(42) BcTpe4a ¢ JlasapeHXxo HMeJla ANIA MeHA Gosibpmoe

gHaYeHHe elje H IIOTOMY, YTO OH yOelAHJI MeHA, B3POCIIOro
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YeJIoBexa, a MHe ONJIO Torza YXe TPHAUIATH JIeT,
NMOCTYNHUTL B WIKOJIY.

-- He Oyaemp mno-HacToAjeMy CpPaMOTHHNMAIL me
cMoxXxelllb SHThL B HacTOAYHM apTHCTOM, -- y6ex asr oH. U
£ noobelgasn eMy, 4TO B 3TOM Xe roAy NOCTYNJIIO B WIKOJIY.
(T. 117)

‘The encounter with Lazarenko had a great significance for
me also because he convinced me, a grown-up person,
incidentally 1 was then 30 years old, to start school.

"If you are not (lit. will not be] truly literateAl, you will
not be able to become [lit. be}] a genuine performer either,”
he argued. And I promised him that I would start school
that year.’

The Al-clause above can be read as follows: 'if you do not
become literate in the real sense, you will not be able to become a
real comedian; if you do become literate, however, you might be
able to become a real comedian’. The focus of the Al-clause is on
the contrast between two conditions which yield two possible
consequences.

We will now turn to examples in the past tense, an
environment in which Al is less favored than in the future tense.
6. 2. 2, Clauses in the Past Tense

The following AS- and AN-clauses with the adjective Becenu &

‘cheerful' are repeated from (14) and (15). In (43) the property is
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restricted to a specific degree in the given domain, while in (44)
the individual is viewed as a type within a set.

(43) PamoR 6HNT Beces1AS, myTHJN, 6aroZapHJI sa Tensnke
CJIOBa B aZpec¢ HCIARCKOA XoMaHAH. (B. 39)

'Ramon was cheerfulAS, cracked jokes, expressed thanks for
the heart-warming words addressed to the Spanish crew.'
(44) Tetsd, Aradra SIKoBneBHa, [..] [¢] 6una oueHp BecesmagAN,

MHrTagAN, OTNIRYHO meJia pycckue necHA. (5.9)
'My aunt, Agafija Jakovlevna, [...] [she] was very cheerfulAN,
sweetAN  excellently sang Russian songs.'

Example (45) contains Al of the same adjective.

(45) -- MoxeT 6NTb, BN XOTHTe YTO-HH6YZb cKasaTh, E.C.7 --
XPHEIOJSINM OJIOCOM CIpaliHBaeT BHKTameB, He MOAHHMAS
rJ1as, onyeHHNX Ha Jlexalyjee Nepea HEM <«ZeJ1o». [...]

llaysa. Temephb MHN ¢ BHKTalleéBHNM CMOTPHM ZApPYyra
APYry B rnasa. llepeA EamMH BOSHHKAKT OAHH H Te Xe
KapTHHN nOpomJioro.. ZXAecATh JIeT TOMY Hasaax 4,
MomnoAeHbKad HadHHAWYAA NMpenoZaBaTesIbHH[a, Y4y ero,
[..] opumeamero us AepeBHH. [..] CxoJibKO HX OWJIO --
TPYABOCTeHR, pPaAocTeR MNpeoAOJSIeHHA, HCIpPaBJ/IeHHHX
TeTpaZel. KakHMH OHH OHNJIA BecenHMHAl §
NM06ogHaTeNbHHNMHAL 3TH y3KHe MOHI'OJIBCKHe I'laskH! U

KaKHe OHH TYCKJINe H [IOKpacHeBIIHe ceRAvac.. (G.44)
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""Maybe you want to say something, E. S.?7" Biktasev asks in
a hoarse voice, not raising his eyes directed down at the
"case” which was lying in front of him. [...]
Pause. Now | and Biktadev are looking into each other's
eyes. In front of us the same scenes from the past arise...
Ten years ago, I, a young beginning instructor, am teaching
him, [...] who has come from a village. [...] How many were
there -- difficulties, joys of conquering, corrected notebooks.
How they were cheerfulA! and curiousA!, those narrow
Mongol eyes! And how dull and red they are now...'
The context contrasts the given properties which held in one
temporal domain and the properties of the same individual which
held in another temporal domain.

The following set of examples all have modified common

subject NP's and the adjective orpoMHEA 'huge'.

(46) 1 Ha xax A0 [xapueBHe] BHcesla BHBecKka: «TOJILKO ¥ HaC
HacToAgHR OGopy. BoATech NoAzenxH, 6yayT 6GonerThs
XHBOTH »

Effe H3ZaNH 0KOJIO XapueBeR BHAHEJIHCh AJIHHHNe
CTOJIN, 3acTJIaHHHe 6eJIof TXaHbI0. Ha CcToJle CTOHANH
INHAEAHNEe MAKHTPH, HeKOTOPHe OHJIH OrPOMHKAS, 10 NATH
BeZep eMKocThI. [..] OxoJsl0o Kax A0 MaKHTPH CTOANH
rny6oxHe rIHHAHMe YallKH H AepeBAHHHEe pacKkpalieHHHe

JIOKKH. MoJloAne Ka3ayKH B HalJHOHAJIBHHX KocTiOMax |[...]
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BOOpPYX eHHMe AJIHHHHMH INOJIOBHHKAMMU, CTOAJIH B IOJTHON
GoeBOR FOTOBHOCTH.

{..] Bopy 6Ny TakoA CHTHHHA, YTO pPeAKO KTO INPOCHN
BTOpYIo moppuio. (T. 91)
'And at every [eating-house] there was a sign: "Only we have
the genuine bor$¢. Beware of fakes, your stomach will hurt.”

Already from afar, near the eating-houses, one could
see long tables covered with white cloth. On the table there
were clay containers, some of them were hugeAS, up to five
buckets in capacity. [...] Near each of the containers there
were deep clay cups and painted wooden spoons. Young
Cossack women in their national costumes [...], armed with
long serving spoons, stood fully ready for action.

The bor§& was so filling that hardly anyone asked for a
second helping.’

(47) B TPHAQATH ABYX ropoAax NOoGHBaJIA MH ¢ «JIOXbIO»
NMeToM 1929 rozxa. CHrpajyii ceMbAeCAT cCIOeKTakKkJleR.
HHTepec K CNeKTAaKJII0 BCIOAY GHI orpoMHENAAN, (5. 212)

‘In the summer of 1929 we played "The Lie" in thirty-two
cities. We performed 70 times. Everywhere the interest in
the performance was enormousAN'

The AS-clause in (46) presents the property as being graded.

The property in this clause holds true to the extent specified by
the immediately following prepositional phrase. The whole text is

about the taste of the famous Kuban bor$¢ and its large quantity.
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The size of the some of the pots containing borSC is one of the
items used to emphasize these two points. Thus, the AS-clause is
best interpreted as focusing on the degree to which the property
heid.

In (47) the PA-clause is preceded by a text which refers to
different places where the speaker's theater performed the same
play. The subject does not refer to a unique entity, but rather to
the audience's interest in the performance given by the theater in
general. In other words, this AN-clause presents the subject as a
type within a general set of interest in the performance; it belongs
to the subset characterized by being enormous.

The Al-clause below yields an interpretation distinct from both
the AS and AN.

(48) O MaxkumeeBe ¢OBCeM HHYEro He HAIlIHC2HO, a KakKoR 3TO

APKHA pPeasZIHCTHYECKHRA TasaHT! OH OHJI NpeAesIbRO NPOCT
H HCKXPeHeH Ha ClJeHe, Y Hero OHNJI I0OMOP Kakofi-TO 0coGof
MArKOCTH, YTO OT/IHYAJIO er'o OT OCTaJIbHNX KOMHKKOB. Ho
3Ta MATKOCTH GhJIa 0OMaHYMBaA -- pagobiraunTesIbHAA CHITIA
ero romopa 6una orpoMHofiAl OcoGeHHO MPOABJIANIOCH 3TO B
ponK roposAnudero. [...] HIKoraa a He BHAeJsIa CTOJbL B H -
CMeAHHOrI O TopolHHYero, Kak ropoAHHYHA Marxieesa.
(Ja. 130)

'About MakSeev there is nothing written at all, but what a
bright realistic talent he is! He was simple to the extreme

and sincere on stage, he had humor of some special softness,
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which made him distinct from the other comic actors. But
this softness was misleading -- the power of his humor to
expose was hugeAl, This became apparent especially in the
role of the governor. [...] I have never seen a ridiculed
governor such as the one played by MakS$eev.'

The Al-clause in (48) is preceded by a text about Mak3eev's
'soft’ sense of humor and a potential misunderstanding of the
addressee arising from it. The Al-clause, then, can be understood
as correcting such a misguided assumption; it negates the
assumption that MakSeev's humor lacked the ability to expose
evils due to its softness and that MakS$eev therefore failed to be a
realist. This Al-clause can thus be interpreted as contrasting the
addressee's possible assumption and what the speaker considers
to be the real situation.

The following set of examples involves the adjective

npaBJsieKaTeJILHNA 'attractive'.

(49) KpoMe HHHM BHapAo MHe NOHPaBHJICA AY3T JIHAHH H
HRxoslag KoBapcKHX, HCNOJIHABIWIHX NPOHIBeAeHHA UYeXOBa,
PepaHXe, ABepYeHKO H C[JeHKH, HAaOHCaHHHEe CAaMHM
KoBapckEM. [IpHBJIexaTesIeHAS GHII # MYTOYHHA NTy6ox ¢
TaHaMH H dYacTymxamMH MaTpeHN H AHATOJIHA
Boraanosrua. (T. 92)

'‘Besides Nina Viardo | liked the duet of Lidija and Nikolaj
Kovarskij, who performed works by Cexov, Beranie,

Averéenko, and skits written by Kovarskij himself. The
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comic play with dances and verses of Matrena and Anatolij
Bogdanovi¢ was also attractiveAS '

(50) MHe OH NMpPeANOXHSI e3XHTH BMeCTe ¢ HUM H BHCTYIATh

ocJle ceaHCOB. B obSjfeM-To 3TO ZeJyio OHJIO He OYeHb
OpHBJIeKaTeNbHoe AN, Ho ANTONINOHCKHA COGJIa3HHIT MeHHA...
pexsiamont. (T. 121)
'He suggested to me that I travel with him and perform
after his shows. In general this work was not very
attractiveAN_  but Apollonskij tempted me... with the
advertisement.’ |

The PA-clause in (49) is presented from the speaker's
viewpoint; it is a statement made as a result of his observation.
The property is restricted to a specific perspective.

In example (50) the PA-clause is preceded by a
characterization of what type of work Apollonskij offered to the
speaker. The subject NP in the AN-clause can thus be understood
as a type in this context: 'this work -- the kind of work which he
described to me -- was not attractive'; the work belongs to a
subset defined by the PA.

The following example with Al is distinct from the AS- and
AN-counterparts.

(51) OcxyaeBmas I'pegua B 1912 roay yxe He BJIaZeJia CBOHMH

NOPHPOAHHMH GoraTcrBamMu. KaMeHOJIOMHH [leHTeJIMKOHaA
NPHHAAJIeXAJIX aHTJIKYaHaM. ¥ 3THX HOBHX X03€B MH H

NOKYNaNH NeHTeJIMKOHCKHA MpaMop. OTo6paliH HeCKONbKO
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KPyYNHRX 6JI10KOB H BIANH BA06aBOK IPYAY MPaMOPHHX
06JIOMKOB ¢ CaMOPOAKaMH. 3TH 0OJIOMKH GHIJIH HeoOHUHO
NpKBNexaTenbHUMHUAl xak no dopme, Tak H mo cBoeR
OPHIHHaJILHOM CTPYKType. OHE OHJIM yCeHHHW APY3aMH H
KpYNHNMH KpHcTansgamMHu. (Kon. 177-178)

'Greece in 1912, which had become decimated [in resources],
no longer possessed its natural riches. The quarries at
Pentelikon belonged to the English. From these new owners
we bought Pentelikon marble. We picked out some big
blocks and took, in addition, a pile of marble fragments with
native metals. These fragments were unusually attractiveAl
both in form and in original structure. They were studded
with holes and big crystals.’

Example (51) is preceded by a text describing a situation in
Greece, which no longer possessed good marble for sculpture. The
discovery of these unusually attractive fragments is therefore an
unexpected surprise for the speakers. The Al-clause, in other
words, can be interpreted as contrasting the speakers' prior
expectation and the newly affirmed reality: they had not expected
much good material for sculpture in the quarry, but they
unexpectedly came upon these fragments which turned out to be
very attractive.

The PA-clause below also contrasts the individual's prior

expectation and the newly discovered reality.
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(52) PatoTan Haa cnexTaxnem [enbTgep No-aKTepcKH.
HHTepecHoe pellleHHe OTAeJILHHX C[JeH He Bceraa cJIarasyioch
B HHTepecHoe [eJyice. Haeda cHmexTakKJZIA o0CTaBaJyachk
TYMaHHOH.

HeyzauHORAl 6MIta HEC[JeHHPOBKA. 3HAKOMACH ¢ POJIBIO,
8 ¢ yAHBJIeHHeM BHACHHJNA: MapdHHbXa -- BOAeBHINLHMEA
nepcoEax ? CMeeTca, HAHBHHYaeT, BJIIOGsIAeTCA, 2 MNCJIell B
ronose nukaxux? (3. 87)
'Pel'tcer worked on the play like an actor. His interesting
treatment of individual scenes did not always yield an
interesting whole. The idea of the play remained nebulous.

The adaptation was unsuccessfulAl, While studying the
role, I found out: Marfinka is a vaudeville personage? She
laughs, acts naive, falls in love, and there are no thoughts in
her head?

The interpretation is supported by the text following the PA-
clause; it describes, from the individual's internal perspective, the
speaker's surprise when she encountered Pel'tcer's adaptation.

The examples in the past tense above, like the examples in the
future tense, indicate that an Al-clause involves two distinct
worlds. Like the examples in the future tense, many of the
examples in the past tense can also be considered as resultative;
they report a newly discovered reality (the property P came to
hold of the entity x at a specific modal-temporal point, prior to

which ~P had been or might have been expected to hold of x).
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These examples, then, may be equivalent to the constructions with
the verb oxagaThbcg 'to turn out to be' and a PA. Example (45),
however, indicates that some Al-clauses in the past tense may not
be resultative; they may report cancellation of the given state,
contrasting the temporal world in which the property used to hold
of the entity and the temporal world (simultaneous with the
speech event) in which the property no longer holds. What is
common to all the Al-clauses presented above is that they all
involve contrast between two distinct worlds: the given world in
which the property holds and the alternative world in which the
property does not hold.

In the subsequent section I will summarize the relationship

among the three PA forms.

6. 3. Conclusions to Part ]

The individual examples with AS, AN, and Al above indicate
that AS-, AN-, and Al-clauses consistently yield specific
interpretations. AN-clauses report that xi, a member of a set of
entities X, belongs to a subset defined by the property P. AS-
clauses report that, in wj, in a member of a set of possible worlds
W, the property P holds of the entity x to a specific degree Y1,

The individual examples suggest that Al-clauses are different
from both AS- and AN-clauses. Al-clauses, unlike AN-clauses,

contrast the given world and another world.
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Al-clauses may seem similar to AS-clauses in that they report
restriction on the property, but AS- and Al-clauses are different
in two respects. First, AS- and Al-clauses can be differentiated
with respect to the presence of a clear boundary between the
world in which P holds and the world in which ~P holds. AS-
clauses simply report that there is a restriction on the property in
a specific world. They therefore allow an interpretation that the
property might hold to different degrees or might not hold at all
in other worlds; the given world belongs to a set of worlds which
form a continuum in which the property holds from the minimum
(= zero) to the maximum degree. In this sense, the given world
w1 in which the property P holds can be viewed as "open”, since
there is no clear boundary between the world in which P holds
and the world in which P does not hold. Al-clauses, in contrast,
specify two distinct worlds or conditions: one in which P holds and
the other one in which P does not hold. In other words, the world
in which P holds in an Al-clause can be viewed as "closed”.

The second difference between Al- and AS-clauses is
connected with the presence and absence of "closure”; it has to do
with difference in the point of perspective from which the
property is viewed. An AS-clause views the sitvation from within
the given world wj in which the property holds to a specific
degree, and therefore remains unclear about whether P holds
outside of wi, namely in other worlds which also belong to the set

W. An Al-clause, in contrast, views the situation from outside of
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the given world; thus, the given world, viewed in this manner, is
presented as enclosed by a clear boundary, beyond which the
property does not hold. The models for AS- and Al-clauses, then,
are similar to those used in Timberlake 1982:311-313 in which
the imperfective and perfective aspects are characterized as
"open” and "closed” with respect to the "aspect locus”. The need
for a semantic element similar to aspect locus in describing Al-
clauses is supported by Mréazek's description of Al-clauses as
having resultative aspectuality (1964:223-224) and Chvany's
observation that the future forms of 6HTE (which correlates with
Al) may have a perfective meaning (1975:90).

The semantics of an Al-clause can be graphically represented

as follows:

Fi 7. S ics of Ll

In the future tense, the contrast involves two conditions; under
one of them P(x) holds. In the past tense it involves a contrast
between the prior expectation and the newly discovered reality,

or a contrast between a situation in the past and a situation in the

present.?
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This property of Al-clauses perhaps explains why Al does not
correlate with referential uniqueness of the subject NP as
consistently as AN. In my analysis of AS-clauses in section 5. 4, I
argued that the subject NP of the clause is likely to, but does not
necessarily, invoke an interpretation that the subject NP be
viewed as unique, because AS-clauses present the given property
Py! as one of the many possible properties PY!-..¥ which might
hold of entity x in the possible worlds wy _,. Unlike AS-clauses,
Al-clauses contrast two and not more than two worlds; this, then,
suggests that the given property is viewed as one of the only two
properties of the entity x. Consequently, Al-clauses are more
likely to present the subject referent as a unique entity than AN-
clauses, for which contrast with alternative properties is
irrelevant; Al-clauses, however, are less likely to present the
subject referent as unique than AS-clauses, which present the
property as one of an unspecified number of alternative
properties of the subject. This explains why Al-clauses do not
correlate with referential uniqueness as consistently as AS- or
AN-clauses.

The semantics of AS-, AN-, and Al-clauses is summarized

below. Here, "+" indicates the presence of the given semantic
property (represented in square brackets [ ]), while "-" indicates
its absence. As shown below, AS-, AN-, and Al-clauses all have

positive values,
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Table 9. S ic p ies of AS-. Al and AN<]

(reports that [contrasts [reports that
in wp(e W) two worlds, x1 belongs to
P holds of x wl and w2, a subset
to a specific degree Y!; in which P(x)&~P(x) characterized by
point of perspective respectively: P within X)
is inside of wy) point of perspective
is outside of wj)
AS + - -
Al - + -
AN - - +

Let us now attempt to formulate the necessary conditions for
the three PA forms. Figure 8 below shows the levels at which PA
forms are selected. A solid line parallel to a form indicates that
the given form is nearly automatically selected in the given
environment, while a dotted line parallel to a form indicates that
the given form is selected with less automaticity. Constructions
with complements and counterfactual and concessive clauses
almost automatically focus on the specific world in which the
property holds to a specific degree. These parameters, regardless
of context, nearly automatically trigger AS. In contrast, in the
future and past tenses, form selection is not as automatic as the
two aforementioned strong environments, but is heavily
dependent on the contextual interpretation of the clause. When
context presents the given world as a member of a set of worlds -
- with the point of perspective internal to the world -- and

presents the property as being valid to a specific degree, AS is

selected. Future tense forms of 6 TB, which may behave like a
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perfective verb, favors Al, but the occurrence of Al is heavily
dependent on a context implying contrast between two possible
worlds. AN is favored by low referential uniqueness of the subject
NP, but the form is selected when context presents the subject NP

as a member of a set.

Fi 8. PA F Selecti
+complement -complement
] +c. f. &conc. -c. 1. & conc.
past&future
AS IS INNNN NNV
A N ’\’\’\’\’\'\’\’\'\’\’\ ’\’\ ‘
Al [N NN

The semantics of AS-, Al-, and AN-clauses suggests differences
among the PA-clauses in terms of informational structure. [ have
argued in section 5. 4 that much information about the subject NP
of AS-clauses is likely in the addressee’s preexisting knowledge,
while the opposite is true of AN-clauses. Al-clauses, in contrast,
can be considered as having an intermediate informational
structure. As discussed above, the property in an Al-clause is
presented as one of only two possible properties of the subject
referent. Consequently, the subject referent of an Al-clause is less
likely to be viewed as unique than that of an AS-clause, but it is

more likely to be viewed as unique than that of an AN-clause.
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This seems to be commensurate with Potebnja's observation
(1888/1958:504) that Al form implies the presence of an
alternative property which "is about to come into the speaker"s
consciousness”; this suggests that the subject referent of an Al-
clause is moderately activated in the discourse.

The informational structures of AS-, Al-, and AN-clauses can

thus be graphically presented in Figure 9.
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perfective verb, favors AIl, but the occurrence of Al is heavily
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Fi 8. PA_F Selecti
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AN OGN
Al annaaananani
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structure. As discussed above, the property in an Al-clause is
presented as one of only two possible properties of the subject
referent. Consequently, the subject referent of an Al-clause is less
likely to be viewed as unique than that of an AS-clause, but it is

more likely to be viewed as unique than that of an AN-clause.
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This seems to be commensurate with Potebnja's observation
(1888/1958:504) that Al form implies the presence of an
alternative property which "is about to come into the speaker"s
consciousness”; this suggests that the subject referent of an Al-
clause is moderately activated in the discourse.

The informational structures of AS-, Al-, and AN-clauses can
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F 0. Add ‘s Knowledse about the Subiect Ref :

PA-clauses

addressee’s knolwedge unrelated to
the subject referent

properties of the subject referent
unknown to the addressee

properties of the subject referent
known to the addressee

subject referent
of an AN-clause

subject referent
of an Al-cleause

subject referent
of an AS-clause
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The relationship between the subject NP and the amount of
information the speaker assumes the addressee has about the
subject referent is illustrated by the dark portion of the area
representing the subject referent.

As shown below, the differences in discourse function among
AS-, AN-, and Al-clauses can be represented in terms of their
informational structures: the speaker's evaluation of the amount
of knowledge which the addressce is likely to have concerning the

subject referent.
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description (1966:285). In the example used by Donnelan below, it
is irrelevant whether the speaker knew who killed Smith (or even
how many people killed Smith). The definite expression "Smith's
murderer” reports whoever that fits the description of having
killed Smith.

(i) Smith's murderer is insane.

In other words, the definite subject NP presents the individual
as belonging to the subset of "Smith's murderer” within a general
set of people.

8. Support for the speculation that the semantics of a certain
type of PA-clause might involve tense-aspect-modality can also
be found in other languages. In Polish the instrumental case is
said to denote temporalized, modalized, and aspectualized
properties as opposed to the nominative, which is descriptive
(Rothstein 1986). Similar phenomena can be seen in non-Slavic
languages, such as Finnish (Elliot 1890), Turkish (Underhill 1976),
Thai (Kuno and Wongkhomthong 1980), and Lithuanian
(Timberlake 1987).

9. This observation might lead one to a question why AS
correlates with counterfactuals more significantly than Al in my
data. The meaning of conditionals, however, does not seem to
strictly boil down to a contrast between two conditions. Rather, it
seems more likely that conditionals (including counterfactuals)

express various degrees of hypotheticality (Comrie 1986:88) or
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the speiker's uncertainty or uncontrollability of the given

situation (Akatsuka 1986:344).
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General Conclusions

In the discussion above, 1 presented specific conclusions on
case selection in the object of negated transitive verbs and on
form selection of predicate adjectives. It is, however, possible to
state three general points which unify the thesis as a whole. First,
1 have identified strong and weak environments in which the two
instances of morphosyntactic variation are determined to varying
degrees of automaticity. Second, I have employed a similar
strategy in the description of the two morphosyntactic processes,
which made more precise some of the intuitions and notions
which have been previously used. And third, I have pointed out
the correlation between these morphosyntactic processes and
discourse considerations.

The first general point which 1 made in this thesis is that there
are different environments in which context exerts influence on
the morphosyntactic processes to different degrees. In what 1
labeled as "strong”™ environments, selection of the appropriate
form is more automatic than in "weak"” environments. The degrees
of automaticity in the two morphosyntactic processes are
presented in Figures 4, §, and 6 from Part I and Figure 8 from
Part II.

In strong environments the clause-level parameters nearly
automatically impose one specific interpretation of the clause, and
consequently they consistently assign a specific form correlated

with this interpretation. In weak environments the clause-level
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parameters tend to assign one specific interpretation, but the
interpretation of the clause is also dependent on the context. The
two instances of morphosyntactic variation examined here are
then results of the tension between clause-level parameters and
context; these compete with each other to impose a certain
interpretation on the given clause.

The second point which I made in this thesis is that clauses
with a variant from each of the morphosyntactic processes can be
reduced to a specific abstract semantic model involving a limited
number of semantic primitives. This strategy presents a clearer
picture of the difference between the two types of negative
clauses (A- and G-clauses) and of the difference among the three
types of PA-clauses (AS-, AN-, and Al-clauses).

Thus, in clauses with negated transitive verbs, A-clauses can be
said to individuate a distinct element (xi) out of a set (X) of
comparable elements. In contrast, G-clauses invoke a type or set
of entities X and reports the existence or nonexistence of any of its
members (x)..n), without distinguishing any particular member or
members from others. In this sense G-clauses can be said to yield
existential interpretation of some element. | have argued that
individuation as well as existential interpretition may operate on
different levels: on the lexicosemantic level, on the temporal-
aspectual-modal level, or on the textual level.

These set representations offer a more precise account of the

intuitions about A- and G-clauses in Tomson 1903, in which A-
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clauses are said to imply the corresponding affirmative situation,
while G-clauses are said to present a state of nonexistence of some
entity resulting from the given negative situation. Also, the
models above extend the notions of individuation and existential
interpretation, which tend to be wused for individuation or
existentiality of entities, to more abstract levels such as
properties, temporal-aspectual-modal domains, and texts.

The set-member model can be applied to the semantics of the
three types of PA-clauses as well. AN-clauses report that a
member xj of a set of entities X belongs to a subset defined by the
property P. AS-clauses report that in a specific member w; of a
set of worlds W the property P holds of the given entity x to a
specific degree ¥1. Al-clauses contrast two distinct worlds: one in
which the property P holds of the entity x, and another in which it
does not. In addition to sets and members, I also introduced
another primitive, point of perspective, to differentiate AS- and
Al-clauses; in the former the point of perspective is internal to
the given world, while in the latter it is external to the given
world.

The fact that the two types of morphosyntactic variation can be
described in terms of similar set of primitives, namely sets and
members, suggests that these may belong to the basic semantic
components utilized by native speakers of Russian in resolving
morphosyntactic fluctuations. Also, by using a primitive called

point of perspective in my analysis of AS- and Al-clauses, I
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suggested the third semantic component which might operate in
morphosyntactic variation in Russian. Timberlake's notion of
"aspect locus” in aspectual selection in Russian (1982), a semantic
primitive similar to the point of perspective, seems to justify this
possibility.

The final point which can be drawn from the current thesis is
that the two morphosyntacic processes are correlated with
discourse.

Under negation, both A-clauses and G-clauses tend to modify
the addressee's assumption, but they modify it in slightly
different manners. A-clauses are likely when the speaker assumes
that the addressee entertains some property P about a set of
elements; the negative clause singles out an entity out of the set
as distinct or exceptional in that it does not share the same
property P with the other members of the set. G-clauses, in
contrast, are likely when the speaker assumes that ‘the addressee
presupposes the existence of a set of elements with a certain
property P in a certain domain; G-clauses modify this assumption
by denying the existence of any of such elements in the domain.

PA-clauses are correlated with discourse somewhat differently
from negative clauses. True, Al-clauses may be similar to A- and
G-clauses in that they can involve modification of the addressee's
prior knowledge, since they may report a newly discovered

reality, but the major distinction in discourse function among the
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PA-clauses lies in the amount of (what the speaker evaluates to
be) the addressee's preexisting knowledge.

AN-clauses report that the given entity belongs to a subset
chararacterized by the given property, within a more general set
of comparable entities; these clauses allow an interpretation that
there might be other members of the set which are characterized
by the same property. It follows that AN, in comparison to the
other two PA-forms, is more likely to be correlated with a context
in which very little information about the subject referent (which
would identify the entity as distinct from all the other members
of the set) is available in the addressee’s preexisting knowledge.

AS-clauses report that in a member of set of worlds the
property holds of the subject referent to a specific degree. Thus,
AS-clauses are likely to present the predication as one of the
possible properties of the entity. Consequently, the subject NP is
likely to be viewed as unique and is likely to be in a context in
which considerable information about the subject referent is
available in the addressee's preexisting knowledge.

As for Al-clauses, they report two worlds -- one in which the
property holds for the entity and the other in which it does not.
Al is then likely when some information about the subject
referent is available to the addressee prior to the PA-clause. In
this sense, Al-clauses are like AS-clauses. Al-clauses, however,
differ from AS-clauses in that they focus strictly on two distinct

worlds. Al-clauses are therefore less likely to present the entity
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as unique than AS-clauses; rather, they are likely to correlate with
a context in which the addressee entertains only one alternative
property about the subject referent. As a consequence, Al-clauses
can be considered as an intermediate type with respect to the
amount of information which is likely to be available to the
addressee. The relationship between the addressee's preexisting
knowledge and the three types of PA-clauses is illustrated in
Figure 9 in Pant 1L

The investigation of the semantics of negative and predicate
adjective clauses thus not only accounts for the occurrences of
variants, but also supports the hypothesis put forth by many
discourse-oriented studies that morphosyntactic processes
interact with discourse. Furthermore, the present thesis has
indicated two different manners in which morphosyntactic
variation may interact with discourse: A/G selection correlates
with different ways in which the addressee's knowledge is
modified, while PA-clauses correlate with the amount of
information available in the addressee’s preexisting knowledge.

To conclude, the contribution of the present thesis can be
summarized as follows: I have observed that the two instances of
morphosyntactic variation are conditioned by tension between
clause-level parameters and context competing to impose an
interpretation on the clause; I have adopted a similar set of
primitives to account for both types of variation and suggested

that they might belong to the general set of basic semantic
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components which operate in morphosyntactic variation in
Russian; and 1 have pointed out different manners in which

morphosyntactic variation may correlate with discourse,
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