Comparative concepts and
descriptive categories in
crosslinguistic studies



KaK OoMnucbiBaTb A3blK?

paHHME rPaMMaTMKKU: B paMKax Tpaauuumn? (NTaTUHCKOM, aHT IMMCKOM U ap.)

nominative: John
accusative: John

dative: to John
genitive: of John
ablative: from John
vocative: o John

Hayano XX B: KaTeropun AoJ1XKHbl ObITb peneBaHTHbl ANA KOHKPETHOIo A3blKa.

BTOpasA nosioBUMHa XX B: YHMBEpPCAJIbHbIM FPaMMaTMYECKUMK Habop



Kak paboTtaeT TMnosorma?

OnnUcCaHmA A3blKOB — KPOCC-JIMHIBUCTHUYHECKHNE KaTEeEropmn — OrnnucCaHme
A3blKOB

Hanpumep:

4  KJIMTUKA

4 npunaratesibHoe
4 aKKy3aTuB

4  muo

nT.A.

370 Ha3biBaeTca CATEGORIAL UNIVERSALISM



NpUMeEp: AAaTUB

AaTUB B Pa3HbIX A3blKaX — O,D,I/IHaKOBbIl‘;i?

KOPEUCKMI PYCCKMM
® peumnueHT ® peuMnueHT
® causee e ajpecat
® BpemA ® DJKCMNepueHuMabHbIM CYyOBEKT
® JIOKaTMBHblE 3HAYEHMA



OornncarteJibHble KaTeropmm vs. CpaBHUTEJIbHbIE KOHLEMTbI

}'II/IHI'BOCI'IeLIMdDM‘-IHOCTb VS. YHUBEPCAJIbHOCTb

ornmcaTesibHblE KaTErOpUM MOTFYT BbITb CXOXMMM B PasHbIX A3blKaX, HO
NMPMPaBHMBATb MX HE/b3S

370 Ha3biBaeTca CATEGORIAL PARTICULARISM

CpaBHUTE/IbHbIE KOHLIEMTHI CO3AaHbl TUNOJIOramMu ANA TUMOJIOrMK (HE
OCHOBBbIBAOTCA Ha ONMCATE/IbHbIX KaTeEropuax, T.e. He ABJIAKTCA YacTbio
CMCTEMbI), BbIAENAITCA HAa OCHOBE CEMAaHTUKM



A dative case is a morphological marker that has among its functions the coding
of the recipient argument of a physical transfer verb (such as ‘give’, ‘lend’,
‘sell’, ‘hand’), when this is coded differently from the theme argument.

>

>

bOpMyIMPOBKa COAEPKUT TOJIbKO KOHLIENTYA/IbHO-CEMAHTUYECKME NOHATUSA,
He A0JI)KHa coZlep:aTb JIMHrBOCNEeUM@UYHbIX MOHATMM (XOTSA COAEPHKMT)

OHa BKJIlOYAeT HEKOTOPbIE JECKPMNTUBHbIE KaTErOPUM, KOTOpble
TPaZMLUMOHHO JaTMBOM He Ha3biBaloTca (PUHCKUMM AnnatuB), U UCKIOYaEeT
Te, KOTOpble MM Ha3bIBaKOTCH



BOMpPOCH

«HeNb3A NPUPaBHUBATb AECKPMMNTMBHbIE KaTErOpMM B pa3HbiX A3blKax»

> KaTeropuu pasHATCA BHYTPM A3blKa (B 3aBUCMMOCTU OT HOCUTENA, permcTpa u
T.4.)



BOMpPOCH

«(DOPMYJIMPOBKA CPAaBHMTEJIbHOIO KOHLIEMNTA HE MOXKET 6bITb BEPHOM UJIN
HEBEPHOM, OHa 6bIBAET NPOAYKTUBHOM/ HEMPOAYKTMBHOM»

> KOHUENT 3aBMCMUT OT TEOPMU U €€ co3aaTeNIs — MOXKHO JIM €ro UCNoJib30BaTb
ewé rae-Huoéyap?



BOMpPOCH

«CpaBHUTE/IbHbIE KOHLIENTbI BbIJEATCA HA OCHOBE KOHLENTYaJsibHO-
CeMaHTUYECKMX NOHATUM>

> CEeMaHTUYECKUE POJIM — CaMM HEYETKO onpeaeneHbl

> KPOME TOro, NMOHATMA C OYE€Hb Pa3MbITOM CEMAHTMKOM MM €€ OTCYTCTBMEM
(HanpMmep, NOCECCMBHOCTb, HEOTTOPKMMAA NPUHAANEKHOCTb)

> KpOMe TOoro, 6bIBaloT pasinMyms 06yC/0BNAEHHbIE (hOpMasibHbIMM MPM3HAKAMM
(npunaratenbHble-CTaTMBbI M NPUNAaraTe/ibHble-rpunaratesibHble B
OKEAHUMCKMX A3bIKax)



BOMpPOCH

«CpaBHUTEJ/IbHbIE KOHLENTblI U AECKPUNTUBHbLIE KaTEroOpmn HE3aBNCHUMbI>

HY)KHa /I A€CKPUNTMBMCTAM TMMNOJIOMMA?



npo6.1eMbil

<> BC€ KOHUenThl ANCKPETHbI

<> U3 NonA 3peHns ncyesaeT nepmdepums



4 KpPOCC-JIMHIFBUCTUYECKME NPOTOTHNbI (Keenan 1976)

> MHOIo Cy6beKTHbIX CBOMCTB

> NP, yaoBneTBopsAtoLiee 60/blIEMY KOIMYECTBY 3TUX CBOMCTB, M €CTb
CYyObeKT

4 KaHoHu4eckasa tunonorma (Corbett 2007 v gp.)

> onpeaensem naeasbHoro (6eccnopHoro) npeAactaBMTeNS
> BCE€ oCTa/IbHOE OTCUYMTbIBAEM OT naeana



BbIBO/bl

4 KaX/AblM U3 NOAXO0B AEMOHCTPMPYET HEKOTOPYIO CTEMNEHb Orpyb/ieHMS BO
MMA CpaBHEHMA (MPO 3TO HAaA0 NMOMHMUTL) (MM HE HaAao)

4  TEepPMMHOJIOrMYECKME Cnopbl ecTb Be3ae (He06XoaAMMO YETKO OrosapmBaTth
3Ha4yeHue)
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