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Abstract

A Study on Subjecthood in Russian:
Subject-Predicate Agreement

Kim, Hyoungsup

The main goal of this paper is to investigate subjecthood in Russian, focusing
on NOM-case marked subject of a finite clause, DAT-case marked subject of
impersonal constructions and infinitival sentences, Numeral Phrases, which exhibit
a variety of morphosyntactic idiosyncrasies by adopting the concept of DP or QP
where D or Q is the head of the functional projection, which serves as a head
of a phrase. The approach of DP/QP to Russian Numeral phrases benefits better
accounts for Subject-Predicate Agreement. The definiteness marked by DP is
realized by word order in Russian. Theme-Rheme structure represents definitenss
in article-less Russian.

Agreement trigger/controller is directly related to agreement target, which
matches [case; number; gender] features by syntactic mechanism AGREE. Subject

in the nominative brings about subject-predicate agreement, while subject in the
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dative causes default agreement. From a syntactic perspective, subjects both in the
nominative and in the dative represent the same syntactic properties regardless of
case: 1) wuse of reflexive pronouns and reflexive adjectives, ii) PRO
transformational feature, iii) uToOBI+infinitive PRO control, iv) impossibility of u
T0o6BI pro (v) Control, v) PRO control of gerund, etc. these syntactic properties
apprear in both structures of personal and impersonal sentences.

With regard to Subject-Predicate Agreement, Russian is one of natural
languages where subject-predicate agreement occurs when there is a subject in the
nominative. As for impersonal sentences or infinitival sentences, there should be a
default agreement, which occurs due to defective T or incomplete set of nominal
features to be matched between agreement trigger and agreement target under
AGREE. Subject-Predicate Agreement consists of two kinds: Formal agreement vs.
Semantic Agreement. Formal agreement can be divided into grammatical ageement
and default agreement, which is used in the form of 3" person singular.

To summarize the core of the paper, subjects in NOM or DAT behave in the
same. The case of subject is very sensitive to Russian, one of NOM-ACC
languages, but NOM case is not necessary requirement to Ergative-Absolutive
language. For this reason, NOM case is an essential requirement to the

subjecthood in Russian.

Keywords: Subjecthood, Agreement, Case Assignment, Numeral Phrase,
Nominative Case
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I. A&

2 =wolAE gAlotofdl AMEEE Folo] HEHH, TAMA, ond 54
S A5t HAlofofddl YEl= F20] A (subjecthood)’ ol thEt 7d S
dYsta e H-FAY BAES Fhed, galolo]e] Fojde tigk FEFA <
A AAA] AR EAS gotaap g FojAdolg) gk Foivt @
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T = AFolu B FolA FxrAoR JILS 53
Av "R, F4 Folrt EAFOREZAH  F0]-5 A X|(Subject-Predicate
SPA)D #AIS HolFw JA-HA Fole] fiek v

Ni

Lo

ANAEI FRAFES I} 1o mE FAH Ao, F4 Fo9 FA9t
HdE FA3 Fojdate] B, F2X99 UAnksk(Burzio’s Generalization) 2t
e HHolE EAEH st VEdA 5 AR FEA-BAY FAHE
o] Fojo] EAleh WAstA #HHo] Utk o]2|g YAJeto]e] Fooh pHH
TEA TARES FoA8E A-BATeEM ddstaat dvh 71Ee A
FATEL Ao LFAE He] AT oR Alol Aol EAMH
A ATE At 2o, 2 A7E TEH el B AE #HAloko
o] FojAde] #I FAA BAS tF s de shEd 9oE s
g Qs Aolth
A= EA didel wdtE ATFES THEHL BEste] gajolo]d
Uehtbe Folo] Adat A Fololm ofgA £ LollA A, on A
o8 ARREEA ZARSIaLAF Sk Zlolth B ATE ffelA AFT Folot
HHE Ao EARES THHL AAH o EA sk, 7]E] JEA
E4ns Zxste FRHAYE AFERE 2, va-EAdos F§ste]
AT A= dofshH 2AE v T Zloln, Fojdd] #ek dwe] dojahy
TAHES o4 2AE At A5HS Az} gt
Eaoa AR oF U§S AnEd, 229 1Ae dEss
FolAdo 3 AYPATES A1, 2Fo s F4 Folo =9 AHd
Fol-zo] dX|¢ 1ol e EFQ JAFEI FRAAE] Abolo] diste] F
A e Ao w2 BAS AlRs] E Aotk 3 Fol-sAke] dA|(SPA)
TAE SHACE I, e A doj5e] HiH EAS v o
Aol dA7E Folid o] A of o ojulgk #
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1. A+

A B A, Fole] 93ts £8E S Qe AES
2 2 gert k. Addojo A Foi(subject)tar HE S

=
2£AE FA oldle] e AL oA,

(1) [Moi1 chIH] TIOCTYIIJI B MEOUITUHCKUY WHCTUTYT.
(2) [OT Ceyga mo MocKBbBI|] OUEHB HAJIEKO.
(3) [XoguThb mo mpoesxelr uacTH] OIIacHo.
(4) [UTo oH wmcIryrajicd,] He YOUBHUTEJBHO.

(5) [IIlppgéT OH MM HET,| 3aBUCUT OT DpdAa 06CTOATEJIHCTB.

$9) ZE oA ([ DE BEAE FES HAT gu|yozE F
AgS drha HadEh AW, BAK 5AE 7[R Fojrt H
oju gt 543 AL zhFolof A ol R Skt 2lalofoio A
| Aol B3 deH-ard S vy 2o

(6) B Alofofe] F=0]A A (Testelets, 2001, pp. 318-319)
a. IlogJiexarmee ohopMJIIIeTCI UMEHUTEJIFHBIM HadeXX0M.
A9 daxt)
b. TlogJiiexarrnee KOHTPOJIHMPYET COTJIaCOBaHUE ¢ QUHUTHBIM

JIaroJl 110 KaTEerOpHsiaM JIMIld, UMCJIa HMJIM DPOJa.
(=012 AHg¥ A5 AKfinite verb)2Fe] A, 7, Ao dX|)

.

ol IAR oo Fof e dEIyd, fol dud dEs
(DHA "ho] Folo] AL 7pX 3 FolzA d&g dta gty & 4 3l
Aolth. (2-(5)] EEL BT FojHL 71E Aol B
th o]l HEH Aol Aol Fogo] the Apddojste] njus F

|
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BAH QoA o€ Al st @ AN Avne o] Lue Fag
o) F shtet @ 4 qlrk eAlote] A(SPAY7} 2

= FAF 9 AEo]
o= Ez—i Adofol7] wiitell FAFole o= gAjoto]o] Fojyd A
A3E sHA E Aolth
27—:‘.—2[*014 T A= AFAHKfiinite verb) 2] AlAE ©I3F= T(ense) FAF
7ok A9 AHagent) o7 S Foldk= vPob HFA 0w Fhlo] ATHChomsky
1995; Pesetsky & Torrego 2001). T= [4: 4], [uTense: ], [EPP]P) A& 7}
A, A7 o](specifier of TP) Aol HWALE ©]FA|7]:= EPP A& F4 9
A& Foste] AsAbde] Fole FAHOR HHAITIH, wP [tense: | AHE
< EAFete] CP AA AAE AA gtk o]y g FAF|o FAl= eAlo}
ot ofye} t}E Addojol M B FHAfolw o]Eglole] QlojEx}
Burziot= %% Z(accusative)2] oo} vPe} T7F HWH3 @AV vk F3
33l 9l th(Burzio, 1986; Chomsky 1986).

o
é
O{N
fo
(o
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(7) Burzio’s Generalization (©]3} BG)

A verb (with an object) Case-marks its object if and only if it theta-marks its
subject. (S401E 717l FAE Folo] ouRg eldk Bgolut Hyold
Ag g & o

(Chomsky, 1986, p.139; Burzio, 1986, p.178)

F22e0] dwtsl 7pde FAF|Y Ao Byela HAAE ol
shal Sl #Arfoto o]« FQ1A -E(adversity impersonal constructions)”¥}
L AAE Ha Q3

el A AFg Folo] A AT ofye} o] F2AQl FEe Tl
& A= FAbe FoloH, olHd FAMe A ol oa A E 1=t
Aotk thA] el o] 312 Fo(headness)®] EA|o]H, o] o]l A
Zwicky(1986)7} A A gk So|E A sh= 77}11 l—fr%ﬂr HlaLsko] 2 A]oto] e

Me w3 2155 F
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(8) Zwicky's 7 Criteria to determine headedness

i) Semantic argument
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i) Subcategorizand

iii) Morphosyntactic locus

iv) Determinant of concord

V) Distributional equivalent

vi) Obligatory constituent

vii) Ruler in dependency grammar4) (Zwicky 1985)

Zwicky?t 43 99 77H VRS F A% 329 2xE Fud, A}

A %A 9] X(Morphosyntactic locus) 24, 5 wHAS AR7F ojtjoA A&

Hpe] BAlo] wie} aloj7h AR Aol ofele] o E AuuA,

(9) MHOrHMe JIOOM HE XOTAT yuacTBOBaTh Ha COOpaHUM.
[524:5]
(10) MHoro Jromelt He X0ueT yuacTBOBaTh Ha COOpaHWH.

[—Zl— =5 T,T ‘]]

Qo] dlitollA BiTol, ME N dolrt FA9 FolmA S stal 9l
= e & olth Fol-sAke AARASPAYE S A A

Atk A, Fojo] A= eAoto] FARS] HE|-EAE 554
Fe BAE oA HAjofole] AL} Amoio] dAof w
i FAF = T e FAY AR B 573 &
E-°] DP(Determiner Phrase)/QP(Quantified Phrase)/NP(Nominal Phrase)] A+
Z9t #Este] ¢ Eol3k dAAS Ho]FEtHCympym, 1959; Babby, 1985,
1987, 1987; Franks, 1994; Rappaport, 2003).

HAjoto] o] FAL B FAA WStE AXHA TS Xdste do
AAZE AU A A2 o] dAlA AES dojie]a(Xabypraes, 1974;
Lunt 2001; Meabuyx, 1985), dtl EFol9} 72 FAIZA Y EAS Xd A
AR AAHEJIL(Cymapys, 1961, 1964; Xabypraes 1974), HAL-<+e] At
HAo| A FE-FALH o2 Folg dAS HoErh 43 A9 2 Z(direct
case)ol| A= FAE FlmpE= WALe] A& A ujsh= o] F 3 (heterogeneity) o] &
Bl-EAH4 SA4S 7HAAL, AFA(oblique case)oll A= A FmMEE BHANE

25!
ol
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T2 5E 3 (homogeneity)2] 5%
=
h

S A dTthBabby, 1985). o]# g FALe]
ojgt Fel-TAHH 542 TO%-H o]e] alx

QAL BNS B wE

(11) v[OBa cTymeHTalpp IPULILIMpL.

(12) /lIpHIIoNeurse. [ABa CTYZeHTa]ge.

(13) IIaTh yuammxcs +/ He SBUJIOCHNEUTSG. / \/ HE SBHJIACHPL.
(14) IaTe muceM +/ 3aTePSAJIOChNEUTSG. (??3aTE€PAIIACHPL.)

(15) OTU TATH yuarmmxcd v He SIBUIIHCHPL. (*He dBUJIOCHNEUT.SG:)

FARE WA A (1D)F (12)0014] Ho]FRo] Fo]-&0] ] o (uop
apok caoB) = HWHI AHAPS P Qlom, WAt A /M|EAA A
e w9 WHI BAAS 7FA L k. 3 (159 22o)

ol 91215k AANHAHarn)o] EAFTFE Fol-wold] dX
Ao AAFE D UFS & F Uk ol FAo #
AR o] ZAl= A3 A 2B D}-Er % S

oj¢} TEo] Fjof-ggAoe] AX|PA HF Fol-zole] dAo] glof
& vl AAgTE Fol- 301—4 —4“]” 2% 2 A 23 #-d
o] A= UX9A(The Agreement Hierarchy)ell whef 413k 4= gt}
(Corbett, 1979, 1983, 1993, 2006).

I/
2!

o
2

(16) The Agreement Hierarchy (Corbett, 1979, p. 274)
attributive < predicate < relative pronoun < personal pronoun
< >
Syntactic agreement Semantic agreement

(The likelihood of semantic agreement increases rightwards monotonically)

(17) 2 ol-v] 2 ol o] A= 27

a. 7?9Ta Mosg Bpau IpHUILIa KO MHE Ha JI0M.

b. *9Ta MOS Bpau OpHMIEJ KO MHE Ha OOM.

c. v/ OTOoT MO# Bpau HIpHUIJIa KO MHE Ha HOM.
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(A7)l A Kol F3Xo] gjol-va{of o] A (concord)= FAY LA
WAE Adsts ATl Aat, Fol-Eolel AA(SPAE ovF UA 4T
o] ¥ AdtA dehdrh= AL & 5 Stk lﬂiﬂ ool FEj-FAE LA

o WAL 1L 3.4 | ek AzelA AEA B8 g gk
2. FAFN(AAE) vs. AT (FAYE)

ZpAdofol Al F=7-t}] Z(Nominative-Accusative) A9+ ElsAL] W14 &
Aoy} ApEALet EREALS] FAFOE st FEHl-EAA FaEolt) o]l
Wsle], 5 7- A 4 (Ergative-Absolutive) 101 EFsALS] EA o]} AFAle]
FAS AdAS R FYAstaL, EFsALSY] FolE TAHSE AREstE dojRt
sk 4= Q)TH(Adger, 2003; Radford, 2004).

gAolol= FZ-t)Z 2] dojz A FAFH(finite clause)e] T
ofof &tm, F4 Fol& Azole [ A1 AEE IR
(agreement) ZHAIE o] FaL Q. o] st Frof-o] A X|(SPA)7 EAI3H
A Tolgt dAdom, 18 e A, thAl 23, v & FAK(infinite verb)<]
oJujite]l FoR AS Zte BFS FolA ol O1745"/}(LHB(3/:[0133 " Ip.
1982, TlemkoBckutt , 2001). #ilol| A= F242] Foj9} oJA2] Foi7} FAMA
o7 oJugt xpolHE Holm, Folo] FAo] F H]aEA 8o S22 0]

= 3]

]
Folid el Aelel drpt Fadk ATS stal l=A £ BarAl g

o

rlr
N

oX e 1

=

=)

A

i

A= 4 N
o=

(18) e bde] T4+=

/TP\
ArTom T
a /\ .
T v
[OMLERE] /\
[Tospast]  <AHTOH>- o v

[gencterim] .
[rrerize] v[ax;r]

[uCasE NOMI i i

CAllA » Cdmy B Tapre
- [uCager] - [Caserhce] -
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(19) AaTon yBupeJs Canry B IIapke.

9 dlE (19 (18)8 ZdTxl os dddnk WA B /d(transitivity)
T3t little vP FAFTFS] (head)S! little vi= H]34] A (uninterpretable)
A} (feature) [uCase: |= A WA <AHTOH>= 3P 9] AHagent) oJn|H& F
of st A of(spec of vP) Aol AAAIZITE o] thEAt® 22of X <AHTO

H>& [ a8V A e 7EA A AAIRE, AS Foibx] Jet
o] A3 (spell-out) 2 = Sl AHlolth AlA|E ©HslH, EPP(Extended
Projection Principle, &tfFAlolE) 243 FZ([nom]) AHES st T
g (probe) 2.2 2H-&-3kH A EF o) (c-command)dtal T H 3 (goal) HAMF
£ Zhol gl A vaA g s Fstal, e A AR A |
ok Tol ofsf gEsol #A stell EAskH, TEFH F4(nom])S w2
AL Amron[nom]< EPP A& 2J5te] TP A Ao AP & o]FS A =
Fol7b sAke] kel FolAl He Zeolth o3 A wilUEFS dA
(Agree)e}t @k ol2fgh FAMA IS AX FAH Fojrt AdEd & F
ATk T %‘5‘4 ojujie] FolgEdE st o4 Folo Ad 7%
= WA Hlas] HE=E shak

rUlo

I

(20) Vo] oA Fof

WO -+ A

4 § E /\ B
Tepp WP

defective T = /\

. . [dat] . <AHTOH>
- EPP o N — /\
[momtert=zg] v

» [uCascidat]
e .
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(21) AHTOHYDAT YUUTECANF OOJIBIIIE.

9 @De ot 2e He AX HAATh WA F4 I B
T7h B skoldefective) [FA]S FFakA Faba, Al [o]4]S 2E
iR At TP A

9

ol 2 o XL rlr

it

[
[AA]1S 2 YA AiEsolatal = T EPP Aol <3
of A& fAIsH =, oju] FAo FAE <l Fol-wole] YA
A kol A A X|(default)’} dofdtth 1
o5 YW th33 2t} (Lavine & Freidin, 2002;

(22) Defective T
i) [4] 4l [¢14]& F-ofgih
ii) EPP -2 3} TNS(AA]) #AFd-2 7Fx]aL Q).
i) Fol-A=ol el AX|(SPA)7F LolubA] &=
iv) T4, @9 F14 U (default)’} ol

=

AG7hA FAFo et oAFole] AdANAGS AFudrt. grjotoje] A
A #AAAA BopH, 4 Fo]9 AMSS ElFsARY] Fof, d9iAF oA}
=8| A(patient)®] ] <& 71%% AEAEe] Fo], AEPe] FolR QoFd &
Atk AAFo o] oumols AR, % F A (experiencer) oW S Zke= o F

= =,
48] P9 AH(agent) o o7 FHT = Q). FoAS EAGe SAR
Aol zolE AHHE YoM, BE oude A= u]—r%i_ 15 BE Ae
AR BAG A8 ddH A, ABAolal HEg ge 78 vt
AT} ol g o] f 2 EFsAbY] FoE ARREE LA «]U]Oﬂ:—% A F
At FRAAE, 53] H4(infinitive)©] AE-5= A A2 Ao]Hy} ¥
TS AEUA A Bt gt ou o] 1 FA I o] 4] Fof
7F SAMA o 2= ou g EAS AU A AVEES 3 3l

2.1. AANHA}L cBoit 9} cebs
AAGEAE AAUEALS] AFEo] FZAFoj9f of A 0] FoJolA] 1

ARge] Aol go] WATHEA AARES HHA.
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(23) a. O 6bB1 BepHYJICI K cebe OOMOI .
b. EMy 6bI BepHYThCI K cebe HOOMOI .
(24) a. OHa moJrKHaA KyIIMTH CBOEH cecTpe II0MAapoK.

b. Effi HyXHO KYIUTH CBOell cecTpe IOLapoK.

e Aloko] AAEEA cott S AANEA cebriz FAL Folz AHgahe
BHBAAY olZe] oulge] FolB ALgEHE RAPBEATAMY BT

MAom entEA AgHI ok oA Fedon oud FolPE vt
B 988 o & itk tha welw, Ae) Aolde AR A

HALe] A vl (government) @} A Zx(binding)2] SAMA LAl ztolHo] §les T

2.2. PRO ¥ E A4 (Transformational Features)

(25) MaJpuuk npuBedET CODaKy.
a. Majsbumk; xoueT PRO; mpuBecTH cobaky. (infinitive)
b. PRO; mipuBenst cobaky, MaJIbUMK; IPUBSXeT eé. (gerund)

c¢. PRO; mpuBemmmmit cobaky MaJIbUHK; (participle)

1] 25)= FAA qvge A BFEAre] FAF] mampunko] FgA
, AR, 2Eal FEAbel A PROZ AFEE F SES Holed 74
=]

(matrix clause)?] FZFo7 & 7<qOlb‘r F&olte] PRO A2 WHE"E 4
U 58S AL vk 1% Aol AR B9l ojm o 2t
= AAA9 ont Fole A= 01 WA Yol =5 siAL

(26) MaJpbumKy TIPUBECTU COOAKY.
a. Masibumky; xoueTcsl PRO; IpuBecTH cobaky. (infinitive)
b. PRO; mmpuBers cobaky, MaJIbUMKY; HaZo IIPUBS3aTH €eé.
(gerund)
c¢. PRO; mpuBenammeMy cobaxy MaJIBUMKY (participle)



2.3. Utob6si+Infinitive PRO Control
49 HS ©]11% urobn! (PRO) infinitive oA T4 Fol= &
Zoj9- Ule] PROE &A 7Fsstth shAIRE (27b)ollA B o], A EA o=
AHEE A Boj(mpsamoe momosiHeHMe)w™ PRO EA7F E7bssith o]
335 A (finite clause)®] FZFo]of A KA oo FALA zfo]dol} &
< Blolth skAIRE, of A9 Folem FAHO Fole} FAA SR fALSH
PROE EA F+ Yrtes FEHL z2t=

(27) a. IlucaTeJib; IPUTJIACUJI XYDPHAJIUCTKY, +/UTO6BI (PROy) maTh
el HWHTEPBBIO
b. IlucaTesb; IPUTJIACKII XYDPHAJIMCTKY;, * uT06b! (PRO;) B3ITH
Yy HET0; UHTEPBBIO
(28) UTto MHE eMy cKa3aTh, uToObl (PRO) yTemmTn?
(Kosuuckuit , 1983, p. 42)
(29) MoxeT 6BITb, HaM OTKDPBITH OKHO, uT06bl (PRO) kKak ciemyeT

IIPOBETPUTH KOMHATY.

ol 277 (28)/(29)7F HolFFo], FAF0 9] urobbrtinfinitive E40] T
oA PRO EA7} 7Hsd Az v R 7o) A TR A BA4Y
o] kel PRO, ¥-5AMSH FEALY PROS B BAE 4 gt BAMA
A& Hola k. ol#g FHolA & wf, YA} WS zh= FAHF

AT FAA A A dlrka & & ek

£OH
o

2.4. Uto6pr A EFAA 9 pro Control 7%

_]
O
54g Uehls 45854 urooert olnE F4Ae FA9 F

in
Sl
2
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7} PROZ 24T 2% infinitives A}&3tal, 4 F01¢ yto6prd o] Fo]
7} & 799l 7F4¥(cocaoraTesbHoe HakJoOHeHHe)S ARE-3it) &, &

SAAAE GAAATE Aoty FHe] Folef F&He] Folrt
22 AT uTobprtEAHL @S AREofok Fhth

(30) a. /5 OTKpPBLI OKHO, UTOOBI (PRO;) poBETPUTHL KOMHATY.
b. * 4 OTKPBLI OKHO, UTOOBI pro; IPOBETPUJI KOMHATY.
c. *4; OTKPBLI OKHO, UTOOBI s IPOBETPUJI KOMHATY.

d. v/ OTKDPBLI OKHO, UTO6bI KOMHATa IIPOBETPUJIACE.

®

(31) *MBan; 3aKpbLI I'Jla3a, UToObI *proy/*oH; HE yBHUOEJI
TIPOUCXOLSITIETO.

b. v/ IBaH 3aKpbLI I'Jla3a, UTOObI HE YBHUAETH IIPOMCXOSIIETO.

(32)

&

*MoxeT ObITh, UM; YA TH IIOPaHbIIE, UTOOBI pro; He
OIIO34AJI Ha II0e3x?

b. v/ MoxeT 6bITb, UM yif TH IOpaHBIE, UTOOBI HE OI03[aTh

Ha moes3n?

GD¥ 3 was] K1Y, FAF e} o AT o] A FA VTl &
A 2 o] FolA AL JFE & F Ak fAolA e o), H4S e
TEHEAL uTobpZt o)1= FHFAPE L pro= FAFO|9f oA B

=
T SATE BV FA A S 7HA A glokan & ¢ gl

5. ¥% Al (meempuuactre) ¥ 32 PRO Control

FoAabe FH% 549 48 et F54Q 9uE xdEAY
n|at7] §fste] AREE Tl elAlolo]e] FgAl AR %

Ae] Fol7h olol dth= Hax

A

& FAFo|9) o AFol7}t wF

(33) * PRO Tlogbesxad K CUeM CTaHIIbIM U TJISOS Ha IIPUPOLY

B OKHO, Y ME€EHA CJleTeJla IJILIIA. <Xajiobnag xaHura UexoBa>
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#19] (33)2 F49 y mena’t FEAMTY PROE AT F Uos B
=tk FAolu oA 9] Foluto] PROE FAIE 4 Utk ofefo] oS Heh

(34) Om yméua xkyga-Tto HE ¢ KeM (PRO) He 1pomiasichk.

(35) Kak 6b1 Ham y# T HE ¢ KeM (PRO) He mporasich?

G (35)= A7 FA] Fol7k FgAlTre] PROS EA8kaL
& HolErh FAFoIe} ofAFo BE FA Jbeds & 4 Ak FeAtke
PRO &7 7F57 Al AT} A AT} Aol7h glad HolFe L&

eflo]tt,

6. FARAZ AF EVISA
FAI oA Folo FAMA HAEA Y] mpx|d; o g FAPMA ] 9
2 AHREE 313L 36)Y oAE2 FAPT HAol(negation word)9} FHA| AL
HAs AF, T4 Fo7F AASE W, FATE FRA FEQI 3304,
5 FHIQl default FEHIZ ASE = S & 5 vk AT YRS
Uetdl= FAF0)9 of Aol o]t FAHAA R HEto] Erssitt
T

/\%

FAke] FAY fEo] FAFO AASE Hdte] A £ 9= Z:Zﬂ%,
Folo] oln|Ygo] Themeo|ooF 3}H, SAM’} unaccusatived) 5 A}o]oFdk
Babby, 1978; Adger, 2003, Radford, 2004). ThA] 3, SAME A|Zfol] 4] EX}“S_,
%7] WiHmerge) ¥1AI7F VPUolA o] FoJx]m, o] F(move)®] A &=
gote] FolRY R olFe Ayt & 4 vk ol =S FHFAIIE F
Aol A A=) Hgho] Jhsaltt

(36) a. OTBeT He HPUITIEJL.

b. OTBeTa He IIPUIILIIO.
(37) a. OH He TpucJaJ OTBET.

b. *Ero He TpUNLIET 0TBET(a).
(38) a. OTomy He 6BIBATD.

b. *OToro He 6HIBATH.
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(39) a. Huromy He OBLIO XOJIOZHO.
b. *Huroro He 6bLJI0 XOJOIHO.
6] ol FATIA 5
3o} BA} 24
(%)= BT 2
QAR TG Folsh olAs) FoIE FHew BN WAL S42
AR IAE FAl(control) 2} t‘é(‘rransformatlon)'%
. ole) 7b A A4S melste] mmid § B Ash 243 o7 F

ole] EAlA Folde Ao = Aoz el

(40) FAFo et ATl o] vl A}
W& FAF
AN+ F&AF csott // A FHEAL cebs v
T& o] /Ao Al PROZ ] WP ol v
Yro6b1+Infinitive PRO Control v
Y
V
\/

2
£
2

Uro6sl A& EALE 9 pro Control E7Hs4
B 5 A meenpuuactue) ¥8 2] PRO Control
FAANA 2o [A3 BIHsA

SO W N

of WelE ThE W AR /1EF FHEC] EASAA, A
Baje) B 23, 5A A%E 2
Fuleld Aoz AbEEE WS

=
T Folzre] BAA Aolde Ae] EAA erervhm wE wd -

¥ r e
o & 32 ol

3. ZAJoto]g] Fo]-x&o] UX|(Subject-Predicate Agreement)

°

oM thEnt she Fol.gols] YATAIE wAlolol®u o)

al =
gtRojo M= vi-g- T a7 FEolth Fol-AEe]o] dA= otV

H
L

=
=

i
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WS HlEste] wig W3tsHAl ohFolAl= W&otk ofgHmERE(PI-L PI-II
1982)2 Fol-zolo] UAE 2. FHA dX|(rpaMmaTHuecKoe COrJacoBa
uue)9t 2u] %A A X|(corJracoBanre IO CMBICIY)E T3t Ut} Fek @
SatEo] Folo Ao WE Awole] dAEAE vhFolsta Ak 4
A 2] dhtoltl (Vinogradov 1947; Corbett 1979; Babby 1985; Wechsler and
Zlati¢ 2003; Timberlake 2004; Corbett 2006).

FAFo7F dA(agreement)®] A S 91ste] F A AKcontroller)®] S-S
Fastal, Aso7t H 3 (agreement target)’} o] 1A, A, o] AHS T
sHAl Fo=EH FolAwolo dX7E AdEnt & 4 QIth(Corbett, 1983,
2006). ©]#E Fol-zolo] A AL FolHTE Hoj(head)ot LHI A

= 9u 9t & 4 dvkZwicky, 1985; Hudson, 1987; Rappaport, 2002).

HaoflA = WA Fol-zo] X H/A A AR VTS T Fo]
& TAHSE DPoF QPO T xF AoliE AvEal, FAA-EHA dA W
o on A A AAE FEste] AR A g

3.1. DP/QP T&

@y oReP FE
spec . . . Iy . . . . spé&c . . . 8

5 N g nm

@nelr B0 Adenel  ojgk  X-Bar Theoryell <
(determiner)& N Oo2 3}= FAFERE DP, Q(quantifie)E o2 = FA}
TE2E QPetaL Fhrh. IAE EAISHA] eFe wAlofolo] Ao mE
A DPT-E9] AlZtol A A o] heaty, FEl-SAH R Sold A4S
B ALY Z$- DPeF QP AlZtellA] Rajo] shEaith Folu
TAPZE EAEA = wlAolo]ol A 3G X (definiteness) S X = WS
A NEALE AHE3he A5 AARE 7154 4 (akryasbHoe UJIEHEHNE)
4 E3F THEME-RHEMESY] 7|53}tel olafl 4ol FaH T4, 1996;

Pereltsvaig 2007). ©|&3gt 7|54 4L o ZAAd= g Fa3st o3t
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(42) [Muoro Jrogeit Jop cOOPAJIOChpErauLT Ha COOPAHUU.

(43) Mog ceMbslzsc. XUBET3sc. B Poccun B MockBe.

(44) HukTO3s6M. HE IIPUIIEI3sgvm. HA BEUEDUHKY.

(45) Hurorogen. He OBLIOpgpauLT B ayAUTOPHM.

(46) [BOJIBIIMHCTBO CTYHEHTOB|gp HE JIOOUTprrFAuLT MATEMATHUKY.

(47) Jrogupr, cobpaJiuChpL, B IIEHTPE TOPOZA.

el AZEE Hoiel 4, 3 A2l B Al B IRATUA o
A mAlFE FL ootk @2/4s)(Ene] B, F3x4 U< DEFAULTE
Q] o

E)7} ARgo] % =d|(Franks, 1994), o] 0*4
WALA z}Ao] Weslr] AL v Y

Mg, Fontl, Fol-Ake] Ao FAlE @
Sl BERbE R A 2R REe] BAS o B @

3.2. FATY Fol-godA

Alofele] b HubEi WAbeh AYE W, 1S BEFA, 2, 3, 4
SEAZ, 5 o4 BEAAL AR oR A oldd Sold =
g wEo] waloole] AL Foldio] AAo] ofel g ob7147]a St

tel dE Au e

(48) a. *IIBa mIOMOrJIM OPYT APYTY.
b. v/ JIBoe TIOMOTJIH APYT ZPYTY.

(49) llpumutoperavir [OBa CTyAeHTa]qp.

(50) [dBa cTymeHTa]pp IIPUIILIIH.pL.
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ol i FARIE SAF bt Foll 74z gl st} efnde] Aol &

| Al71aL et (49)°] 745 oln] &L 3l

Rl ddvow v e 6“3 o] shep= A

e Aol g onE TR

= Aol (@9t =tk o] A, EAF kel AAIF FAE DPY] T EE
2 v A MEo] sAPE EedEE FHskA "k s, (52)

o ol FAE solde] YTk ARSEE, FAF el AR S2AH7E DP/QP
E o] default AAYV A AAE S vk SR (519 ©f

I

AHstar vt (50)
&

Astar )

OHT
>
rir
g e
i

(51) Ilpurmuio O9TH CTYOEHTOB.
(52) a. V/[II9Th CTYHEHTOB]gp IIPHIILIO.
b. Vv [[IaTh cTYymeHTOB]pp IIPUITLIIN.

(53) [OxoJ10 OBamIlaTh CTYHOEHTOB|gp IIPUITLIIO.

o,
<

(¢3

Sbek ol obd diEFAQl Fu 2 ®¥se B¢ FAHTE QPY
A8 AUA "ok 12 Q7F Hol o

Jm

(54) UacTp yuammxcd +/ He IBUJIACH//He aBUImch.(PI-1, 1982, p.243)
(55) UacThb mmceMm +/zaTepsiach / * zaTepsumch. (PT-II, 1982, p.243)

Y 4L uacre 'partE ARESHTE A EtE FRbE= WAL ojw]of
el Aol H5FPEe] ARgo] AStHETE o]z EAAe nEAA, =
B Ak vl AEe] ofm A g dol wt g dABAE oF7IATIA "k
o} zf °4]¥ (56)2 &AL craparbeal] o|v|7F Aol A L£2 Q] =i} o]
& xWetE A ouE A7) wiel EFFE ] AMwolrt ARSE Ao
o) olgf g 42 FAE DPE (Hrdks Alo] Elgsith

(56) IlaTh cTymeHTOB +/ cTapasmch (*cTapaJjioch) TIpU T

Ha 3aHATHE BOBPEMII.
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©

AFG7HA AL AEo] ] FolAgo] AX|o #ato] thkgt oEES
AH BT TR FARY] Aol QlojAl= dojo] A7 MY Fash
gehs st dvke As AR sk =, dojrh IS 2= DPe
Meol7t A dAE Adeta dom, Qpe WANA A, 7, Ao
A= Qlete] default FEi] 734 UA=Z Addrh H=g olyd S
71552 - o) olso g ApEstste] Fol-mo] AX|FA el Ak FaF
S WA vk ojEiRt ofue), FAM L AdtE WALe] owA A, =
[A$AH = [3AA] 59 9nd 24 T3k EHE X9} default A=

F83 o & 5 gk Fol-Eolo] IAAAE A

(57) o1-=°] U | (Subject-Predicate Agreement)2] &
i) 214 UX|(Formal Agreement)
a. wHA 2 X](Grammatical Agreement)
D AR Al e A
b. 3% UX|(Default Agreement)
AL Aol B edolut HlsiMA Aol oFk dA
3014, &, A FH ARS)

170>

~

i) "4 < *|(Semantic Agreement)
D BAA AFE ou A Qe o) AAEH= I

3.3. 9n 3 X (Semantic Agreement)

om A A= FAH dA o= Gl guAEIE dABAE e T
AL ol Ao 7t i (agreement target)7} Fi= RS weth FAH
27 obd oujFow g HE Begl] A AR veel dies

Farstet

(58) BoJIBIMHCTBO TeX, KTO DPaHEE XWJI B APYT'UX MeCTaX, IIpUexXaJid

¢ poguTeJiiMu B 1994-1997 rr. mim 2000-2001 rr.
(59) Bepaysmck B CuMdeporiosib — TaM XHUBYT MOU 6abyIiKa

C HOEeOyIIKOH .
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(60) IIaTh OeBYyIIEK HE CMOIJIA OT HU3MOXIAEHUS HaXe BBIN TU

Ha IIOCJIEOHUE DEleTHIIUU, Y OLHOU CJIyUUJIach HCTEpUKa.

£9] dliEe A B WAL GospmmHCTBO 'majority, THE 39134, T4,

ol Wabolth FapATe) Mo ATL s ot BAE BEPHE A
FHSTh ol @ A5, dolol BAE A3t &0l Aol AAFHI HA
) O -

i) o Ak Felgelo

Y ok
:\o

EHA A= 3903 o d U“} Gaby1m
Aol elsk A7k ojufol a1, oyl
Aok weiuehs Bael ofn] usk gl AR Asoltt (0= v
AR SATS e Qubis ALE YRR Qlolshagel Tasn
FZol A, o =AY A= Q= AR ARt A maThE FWEs
male] AL QAo T AujEt= AT A maree
SA40 dolustel SPAH WAL Akl HFE e sl
ol gk Ak W3l A S AAHA ‘ﬂ/‘}A 1} , = A,
AL ALe [4: FF), [ ‘%—’F %-’,‘—]94 A %’%Oﬁﬂﬂﬂ, A

oo A s el 2

i)
9
1o,
g M
o et
m[o
@
_u
Olt

o

o

2

+

ML

30 1o

ol

ol

B

rlj

lo

=

o

(o

fru

e
LU= AN ,

3

N
ool 2 = oo N

ol m X
tlo ol
ot o
oW T T
o

posy
]
o2
i do

w.UNTE
R
)
ol -
o
_()|L

of
>
= L
ol

Lo
L=
roon o
_ziml
o

T o=
_}I_{.—|

34. §8Are] A
ZAotole] HgAE AEolE o]t EA EAF IR beEARS} O
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ol %ol e Bk Nofole] FEAFF ok Nl WAl IS £
3k ofu| AR qE, 34 Ad(definitenes)S  7H7]El7] $15Fe], 1A TIEALY] ofn]E
20 BT LA BAL BoIF ojrizk AAWA AT 3

oAn|g ojn|i= A (permanent state)S F =t FE2 AMESa, Woju]
oju]= U4 (temporary state)S ZFEsh=tl, ARS-Shl HESE whojn)E P EAL
© AeAomnt AAgEY, Folny FEAE ATRA, AEHor BF AL
"ok A8 EAeE Aol = ot o] e Fasteh
(61) Folmd F-EA}
a. Bbl v/ 6blIH / *6bLI CUaCTJIUBBIY .
(sg. male, polite)
b. Bbl v/ 6bLIH / *6BLI CUACTJINBAL.
(sg. female, polite)
c. Bbl +/6bLIH / *6BLI CuacTJIMBBIE.
(L)
glAjotolofl A= 291w el digk 39 o ® 2901 H5FH
Ql Berg AFESHLE (6la)ys HAESol dish =4, (61b)= oJd gl dish
Ao, (6lo= HE 7t=ATh o7)A FrEE H2 (6 1a)9} (61b)9] %=
o sAlE BT EFPHE Fstae Jdon, " d8EA ek ARt
FAKRA S zAF & 'onA UX|(semantic agreement)E F3IH, A OE]X]

(grammatical agreement)E 33
M [ FAAAL, [

A gkth vhal W, Folsh FZno] A
AE, [4: FA18 BAE Apde] AXRAS
nolFEh BT Wl PEAE AunA,

(62) ol F FgA}
a. Boi(sg.fpolite) +/6pum / *6pL1a KpacuBbI(pl.).
b. Bbi(sg.m.polite) v/ 6bLmr / *6bLT KpacuBbI(pl.).
c. Boi(pl.) v/ 6buIH KpacuBbI(pl.)

Hoin)q WAt A%, AUEA B EHom A8 A9, B



YL BE AT & Yrke RS dolA] ARG AW, EFFo
2 A48 A% A, 4 A9 QAsE B 9AF F46 gojn g
9] WofuP e beBAISY FARC] ¥E wF FPH ANE HelFh Bor
7 A% () Aol Aegle] BrFEE A

o}

2o FAE AREEE 8RS Hou|P g dojn|y o
T3 onrt 2 vebds & 5 AATh AR, &o] 9] 7(The Predicate
Hierarchy, Comrie, 1975)% WZAIA FTFAoZ AASst dx|9} wolo] ¢
Al(The Agreement and Predicate Hierarchies, Corbett, 2006, p.233)E Aru K
oA Aad besAtel FEALS] XA E olalets dl 2 o|24 VA=

&tal ik

(63) The Agreement and Predicate Fierarchies (Corbeft, 2006, p.233)

. houn
-
- adjective
“participle -

attributive — predicate verb — relafive pronoun — personal pronoun

1. 248

AF7HA B Alotolo Vel Foldel wste] Ao E gkt WA F4-)

Z Aof3l #AJolo]e] Foj= FY-FAF (finite clause)ol| A= FAS 2 LERL
w Algolel Fol-zo] UABAE FATT) olw FAHO Foj= AXTAA
AeSs 3w, YA dl’d(agreement target)s Zol

A} A TG (feature-sharing) & 3] Fol-zo] AXAA7L AL FH] Fol

o M

(agreement controller/trigger)

N



fe ol
N
iy
filo
T

i
_O|L
rlr
H
L
g
iy
rob
)
e
Ll
=4

o Kl

N
i
N
2
o
2
iy
X
2
Lo
_>|J_|‘
o,
o
rlo
offl
> ;
iy
O
Hﬂ
rr
u
)
rh
2
ol
X
52

= Ao
= Ytk oE =01, a) AFHEARt ZH?‘]%%A}«] FC-L b) PRO W=
*J (Transformational Features), ¢) UTo6br+Infinitive PRO Control, d) Uto661 4
FE5AE9] pro Control E7154, e) F&AHmeempuuactue) ¥ &2l PRO
Control, f) 8840z A& B7lsA 58 TAH 5AS HAud 243
FA oA Fole] FA4de Aol fle Xsith

T AR FARRSE FARe] A BAE AH BT FAME DP/QPE| 7]
SEARE &8E Aol A AriEA e Bkt FAS] S(head)o] A E
I 7ol wel @A A AAE o] FAY on A AAE o] FH, Fol-go]
2 BAZE G
mpA o w oAkl F-gAbehe] AR TA el thete] A Ekrh who
A Aol d P8ALY] wa/Eg FEo ARG, FojE ALEH
WAakete] AE Ffro] of B7F Fa sk EA Yol - 8Atet AEiE o) F
besAte] AAZA Al FEAReL HEo] YAlote] o] Frol-mo] A
Fo Fod ool BUHCh golulsh volul WAL begAs Ha
2 AFEE, FAulS AL Folul (4 45 Aje] A7} <
v, dolu]ge A= [ 71 AT onde] dX7F dojdttt

7] AT ofel ) WHoR exotole] ek ool dstel
A ugHTE Fol4o] FoloH, olmF HHL AL Ak
HEAoR FAA BAS Hdsiala, dsiAt 23E
Aoluh AL Ao Tl AALA, FEAL Folv] B3} whofv
2 AsBonn eaololel Folo] Jau )%, sR AAE0] FUA

i)
e,

=)

ot

L oo o 2

1) Wechsler, S. & Zlatic’, L. (2003)ol Fol¢} M&oje] AX#AS HPSG F2o = A

3}, "Subject- Predlcate Agreement”2}E= g0l 2 /\}%8]—0 t},
2) §LEH—r/‘}O]E Extended Projection Principle, EPP): }ﬂA AAE Yehles A%

=

TE Fo2 Z3sts TP/HA dAFFALE o of EPU} finite tense constituent T
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3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

must be extended into a TP projection containing a subject. (Chomsky 1995)

Babby (1993)+= AF4l9] =&l Al “adversity impersonal sentence”#H= -£0]2 AMEE 10
W, ARl i walolo] Q1Y FEe| FAA pxel tid AW A Minimalist
Approch'o| A “H7 FIAT-Eolghe £o& AL AFEsIT) (o]t 22(4), p&d)
oA e 71%9] Ruler in dependency grammary ZelH.ojshe] #eAo] wo A7) m
ol BadAe gFA] 7|2 gkt

Nominative-accusative is a form of morphosyntactic alignment where subjects of
transitive and intransitive verbs are distinguished from objects of transitive verbs
through word order, case marking, and verbal agreement. In contrast to this type of
languages, ergative—absolutive language is a language, in which subjects of
intransitive verbs and objects of transitive verbs are case-marked as the same, that
is, as absolutive case for objects of transitive verbs and subject of instransitive
verbs, where as ergative for subjects of transitive verbs. These different language
groups have the following case markings for their arguments.

Nominative-Accusative Ergative-Absolutive
A Nominative Ergative
S Nominative Absolutive
0O Accusative Absolutive

Unaccusative &AM= HlUlZ SAER sh, F2Ho2 Fo7} FAMH(VP, Verbal
Phrase) ol H]EH FALZ 2FH0h 9ol9 come sAF WA eo|tt. (Burzio,
1986)

41912 (Headedness Principle)
Every syntactic structure is a projection of a head word (2E BATZE ] FAL

Tzolt}).
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