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EXPRESSION OF THE PREDICATIVE
CENTRE OF SENTENCES WITH
PRONOMINAL-INFINITIVE COMPLEX
(ON THE MATERIAL OF THE UKRAINIAN
LANGUAGE)

Anotacija

Straipsnis skirtas sakinitj su predikatyviniu ir infinityviniu kompleksu predikatyvinio cen-
tre) raiskos priemonitj tyrimui semantiniu-sintaksiniu ir formaliniu-gramatiniu lygmenimis.
charakterio interpretacij”; parodyta, kad bendratis néra jij gramatinio branduolio dhlis.
Nustatytas visij tipij (dvinariij ir vienanariij) sakinitj su pronominatyviniu ir infinityviniu
kompleksu predikatyvinis centras, aprasyti jo isplétimo bidai (struktlrinis-semantinis ir
semantinis) ir priemonés (modalinés ir fazinés leksemos).

PAGRINDIN1A1 EODZIAI: sakinys su pronominatyviniu ir infinityviniu kompleksu, ben-
dratis, pronominatyvas, dvinaris sakinys, vienanaris sakinys, predikatyvinis centras, predi-
katas, valentingumas, modalinis veiksmazodis, fazinis veiksmazodis.

Abstract

The paper deals with the studying of means of expression of the predicative centre of
sentences with pronominal-infinitive complex on the semantic-syntactical and the formal-
grammatical levels. Different approaches to the determination of syntactical matter of such
constructions are defined, the fact of non-belonging of the infinitive to their predicative
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centre is revealed. The predicative centre of every type of sentences with pronominal-
infinitive complex (two-member and mononuclear) is determined, the ways (structural-
semantic and semantic) and means (modal and phasal lexemes) of their complication are
described.

KEYWORDS: sentence with pronominal-infinitive complex, infinitive, pronominal com-
ponent, two-member sentence, mononuclear sentence, predicative centre, predicate, va-
lency, modal verb, phasal verb.
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Sentences with pronominal-infinitive complex, distinguished by their
specific structure and semantics, are rather wide-spread in the Ukrainian
language. Pronominal noun or pronominal adverb and infinitive are the
permanent members of their syntactic organization. They dont subordi-
nate to one another, but are joined with particular syntactical connections.
Such constructions are characterized by the modality of impossibility/
possibility.

The scientific studies, devoted to this problem (Mpa3sek 1972; MNoTe6-
Ha 1958, 407-413), and our own observations point to the usage of such
constructions in many Slavic languages. But the Ukrainian language has
its own specifics: between sentences with pronominal-infinitive complex
there are phenomena of syntactic variance, for example: MeHi Hemae Konu
BignoumBaTu —MeHi Hikonu BignounBaTw, and of syntactic synonymy, for
example: MeHi Hemae Konm BignoumMeBaTu - A He Mat0 KOAW BignNouMBaTH
(KobueHko 2013). This point makes such constructions the object of
research which is especially interesting.

The aim of our paper is to reveal the question about the predicative
centre of sentences with pronominal-infinitive complex. The realization
of this aim intends to accomplish the following set of tasks: 1) to define
approaches in linguistic literature to the determination of the predicative
centre of these constructions; 2) to prove the non-belonging of the infini-
tive to their predicative centre; 3) to determine the predicative centre of
such sentences on the semantic-syntactical and the formal-grammatical
levels; 4) to describe ways of complication of the predicative centre of
analyzed constructions.

In spite of the existence of a number of researches, devoted to sentenc-
es with pronominal-infinitive complex, there is no systemic description
and clear qualification of these constructions among scientists. Mainly
linguists focus attention on the constructions of two formal-structural
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models - Hemae 4 Pron 4 Inf and Pron 4 Inf, for example: Hema 4yoro
npuBoAMTM A0 XaTu cBOiX Apy>KkiB (KO. BUHHMYYK. BikHa 3acTUrioro
yacy. - JlbBiB, 2012, c. 163); HaBiTb Hema fe npucicTu (€. KOHOHEHKO.
be3 Mmyxuka. - JlbBiB, 2005, ¢. 126); Mpo noesito, kpim KOpu CagoBcbKoro,
Masny rosopuTu Hi 3 kum (M. BonbBay. Kndca. - Xapkis, 2010, c. 356);
CxoBaTwucsa Hige. 9 6i>ky nig gowem (M. BpvHuX. ENeKTpOHHWIA nnac-
™MNiH. - Kuis, 2007, c. 47). Different scientists determined the predica-
tive centre of such sentences in different ways and so interpreted them in
different ways, such as: 1) impersonal sentences with the principal part of
the sentence expressed by negative pronominal component with stressed
morpheme Hi-, that can “come apart to negation and pronoun” (Kynuk
1961, 95) and infinitive (C'eopruesa 1971, 217; Nyxsa 1981, 744, CY/IM
1972, 254); 2) impersonal-infinitive sentences with the principal part of
the sentence expressed by negative pronominal component with stressed
morpheme Hi- (or predicative word Hemae and pronoun) and infinitive
(Pabaiuesa 2004; LLkiubka 2004); 3) impersonal sentences with the prin-
cipal part of the sentence expressed by predicative word Hemae or by nega-
tive pronominal component with stressed morpheme Hi- (Qyauk 2010,
151; Martsisc 1962, 98-99; MNMewkoBckuii 2001, 359-361); 4) infinitive
sentences with the principal part of the sentence expressed by infinitive
(BuxosaHeup 2004, 201; NcayeHko1965, 164-165; Oseposa 1978, 49);
5) infinitive sentences the principal part of the sentence (infinitive) of
which is compounded by negative pronominal component with stressed
morpheme Hi- or predicative word Hemae; 6) two-member sentences with
infinitive as the subject and negative pronominal component with stressed
morpheme Hi- as the predicate (Jlywav 2010, 168; Tumoctees 1950, 291);
7) syntactical phrasemes (bpuunH 1990, 182; /inuyk 2001). Some linguists
considered sentences of mentioned formal-structural models in separat-
ed spheres: constructions of formal-structural model Hemae 4 Pron 4 Inf
as impersonal sentences and constructions of formal-structural model
Proniu_4 Inf as infinitive sentences (ApnoneHko 1982). Yuriy Apresyans
approach to the interpretation of these sentences deserves particular at-
tention. Although the scientist points out phraseological character and
peripheral role of these units in the language system, he thinks that their
analysis is very important in the view of methodology (AnpecaH 2010,
84). With the help of the technique developed by Igor Melchuk Y. Apre-
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syan represents syntactic structure of these sentences as a tree of sub-
ordinations and determines five syntactical junctions (positions) - actor,
element reT (conform to combination He €/ He icHye), K-word (pronominal
component), verb-copula and infinitive (AnpecsH 2010). This view, of
course, has the same preferences in comparison with formal-grammatical
analysis and allows reaching the peculiarity of the union of researched
constructions deeper, but it doesnt give irrefragable explanation of their
syntactical organization.

Therewith the question about affirmative sentences with pronominal-
infinitive complex is almost uncovered, there are single remarks concern-
ing this fact in linguistic literature (Pl 2005). The constructions with
predicate maTu/ He maTwu turn out of scientists’ attention. The unsatis-
factory state of working out this problem is caused by non-typicality of
syntactical structure of analyzed sentences, difficultness of grammatical
matter of their components, uncomprehensiveness of the researched lan-
guage material and orientation of classic linguistic towards morphological
marks. Taking into account these points the topicality of researching such
constructions is evident. Its necessary to revise old approaches, to use new
methods for the analysis and to renovate illustrative base qualitatively and
guantitatively.

The orientation to formal marks only creates “insuperable restric-
tions to the appropriate understanding of the syntactical structure of a
language”, as Ivan Vykhovanets precisely noticed (BuxosaHeupb 1975, 36).
Thats why the methodological dominate of our research is the syntacti-
cal approach, according to which the function of a definite component
is determined not by its morphological form, but by its position in the
structural scheme of a sentence (BuxoBaHeup 1992; JlomTeB 2006, 28-66).
Also taking into account the tendency to symmetry between formal-syn-
tactic and semantic-syntactic structures of a sentence, the method of com-
bined usage of these two aspects to researching the structural organization
of syntactic units seems to be effective. Semantic-syntactic structure of a
sentence is considered as components’combination on the ground of their
valence and unvalence union and semantic-syntactic relations. Formal-
syntactic structure of a sentence is considered as the combination of the
components on the ground of their syntactic connections. The function
of a definite component on the formal-syntactic level is the projection of
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its position on the semantic-syntactic level. Also for deeper reaching the
grammatical matter of the researched units we use the method of deriva-
tion analysis, which contains identification of correlation between deriva-
tive and basic syntactical units and also revealing changes, which are got
in the result of transformative processes.

While studying the constructions with pronominal-infinitive complex
it should issue of the point that they aren’t semantically elementary (Ko6-
yeHko 2010). It the result of derivative transformations of a complex
sentence with subordinate clause of purpose, compare: Hemae Bo>KaiB, He-
mMae Komy goBipuTucsa (YKp. TMXAeHb. - 2012. —Neo ) <—Hemae nrogei,
wo6 im posipuTucs. The basic complex sentence reformates to a formally
simple one with the determinant. The infinitive, which was the predicate
of the subordinate clause, doesn’t belong to the predicative centre of the
derivative sentence after the transformation, but it gets the unvalence po-
sition of the adverbial syntaxeme of purpose. This position corresponds to
the role of the adverbial modifier on the formal-syntactic level. Moreover,
the particularity of these constructions is that the predicate of subordinate
clause, moving to the determinant zone of the derivate sentence, pulls
over the dependent syntaxeme. And since this syntaxeme misrelates with
the same denotatun as the object syntaxeme of the predicate of the main
clause they interflow in one lexeme. In the derivate sentence the predicate
is Hemae, that’s why the innovated syntaxeme gets the position of the ob-
ject of absence, but its form has the influence of the infinitive.

The analogical transformations take place in the formation of affir-
mative sentences with pronominal-infinitive complex. The difference is
only that the valency of the affirmative predicate € opens the position not
for the object syntaxeme, but for the subject. Thats why the innovated
syntaxeme, expressed by the pronominal component, gets the position of
the subject, for example: MpokypaTypi € Hag yum nonpautoBaTy [.]
(MontoBaHHA Ha «BanbAwiHena». Po3cekpeuveHnin Mukona XBunboBuid. -
Kuis, 2009, c. 35) <—€ peui, W06 Hag HUMK NpaLoBaTW NPOKypaTypi.
So, its impossible to interpret such constructions either as impersonal, as
infinitive, or as two-member with the infinitive as the subject, whereas this
component doesn’t belong to the principal part of the sentence. Our pre-
vious researches show that in spite of the sympathy of the organization and
common semantics, these units don’t appertain to one structural-semantic
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type of simple sentences. They are characterized by grammatical multi-
plicity and divided into affirmative and negative, two-member and mono-
nuclear (definite-personal, general-personal and impersonal), extended
and non-extended, complete and incomplete, etc. (Ko6uyeHko 2012).

Therefore we suggest using the term “sentences with pronominal-
infinitive complex” for their definition. It means the composition of a
pronoun or a pronominal adverb and an infinitive of such type, in which
pronominal component takes the place of the object syntaxeme beside
predicates Hemae and (He) maTwu or takes the place of the subject syn-
taxeme beside predicate 6yTwu, but without its proper form (genitive or
nominative case). It has the same form as syntaxeme, which is situated in
the valency frame of the infinitive, and the infinitive takes the place of an
adverbial syntaxeme of purpose.

Another noticeable trace of sentences with pronominal-infinitive com-
plex is the functional capacity of the pronominal component. It5 known
that the common meaning of the analyzed constructions is absence/
presence of the generalized condition (which is expressed by pronomi-
nal component) for the realization of the purpose (which is expressed by
the infinitive). And since the pronominal component is unable to con-
cretize the absent/present condition because of its semantic peculiarities,
this function changes over to its morphological manifestation. The case
form of the pronominal noun points out a type of absent/present condi-
tion: dative case means subject or addressee, genitive and accusative cases
mean object, etc, for example: He 6yno komy iioro cepef 3MMW 3 KHaiinu
faogomy 3aHecTwu, Ta ii 3amep3 (KO. BMHHMUYK. TaHro cmepTi. - Xap-
KiB, 2012, ¢. 120); fo6pe xo4 Aecb korock MaTw. Xoua 6 And Toro, o6
6yn0 KOMY po3kasaTu iCTOpito AHA, AKWUIA BapTO 3apajy LbOro Npo>XKMTK
(T. Mpoxacbko. HenpocTi. - IBaHOo-PpaHKiBCcbK, 2002, ¢. 137); | neBHa B
ofHomy: B Byyaui Hema voro wykaTu (€. KoHOHEHKO. XKepTBa 3abyToro
mavictpa. —KuiB, 2007, c. 106); Tak, NONbCbKMM aunnomaTam 6yno 4ymm
nakaTwu ceinypsg [...] (B. KoxensHko. AiTn 3acTot0. —YepHisuyi, 2012,
c. 255). Thus, we have the ground to say that in such constructions the
morphological form of the pronominal component is the semantic mark,
but not means of formal-grammatical subordination.

Describing™these constructions it5s also important to indicate, that the
infinitive and the pronominal component do not belong to their predica-
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tive centre, but they are obligatory constituent elements of the sentence.
Without infinitive or pronominal component analyzed structures lose the
main feature of the sentence - to be a communicative unit and to express
information, compare: Ha >kanb, 5 He mato 3 kum nopaguTucsa (tO. Bu-
HHMYYK. [pywi B TicTi. —/IbBiB, 2010, c. 252) —*Ha >kanb, 5 He mMaio 3
KM ; BOHW 3aB>KAy Mi3HO BASiranucs i paHo BCTaBanu, MeHi He 6yn0 Koiw
nocnaTu (€. KOHOHeHKO. Be3 myxuka. - JlbgiB, 2005, c. 117) —*BoHu
3@BX>K/M Mi3HO BASAraNuUCs i paHo BCTasanu, MeHi He 6yno Konu.

The role and function of the word 6yTwu require individual explana-
tions. Dualism of the grammatical matter of this lexeme (the possibility
to function as a content word and as an analytical word-morpheme - the
copula) is the reason for discursive qualification of its role in sentences
with pronominal-infinitive complex. In particular, some scientists insist
on the auxiliary character of this word in analyzed sentences and deter-
mine it as the copula (ba6aiuesa 2004 305; eopruesa 1971). But this
approach does not seem to be argumentative due to a set of reasons: 1) in
the researched sentences the word 6yTw has clear existential or possessive
meaning; 2) the valence of the word 6yTwu forms a structure of a sentence
and opens necessary positions for actants; 3) it can’t have implicit mani-
festation in affirmative constructions in present tense, compare: Y MeHe €
KHUra —*Y MeHe KHUra; Y MeHe € Lo unTaTn —=*Y MeHe Lo untaTu. Itis
right to speak about the auxiliary function of the word 6yTu only as for
negative sentences with the lexical predicate which render the situation in
the past or future, for example: Po3gymysaTu 6yno Hikonm (O. lpBaHeUp.
XBopob6a JlibeHkpaTa. - Xapkis, 2010, c. 165); CeiTano, po6uTu 6yno
HiYoro, AOLIKYNAB XON0f4, OCb A i NpUCiB Ha COHeuky ([3epKano TWXKHS. -
2009. —No 44); Bci 3aKOHU [APY>KHO NPUAMYTb, KOAW AiNNT KN BXKe byge
Hivoro ([3epkano TMxHA. - 2007. - Ne 29); MiyHa 060poHa - OCHOBHe. be3
HEl Ham Hivoro 6yae NPOTUCTAaBUT U Halkpawmm 36ipHuM €sponn —c-
naHii, HimeuunHi, HigepnaHgam (KpaiHa. - 2011. - Ne 35). In such cases
the word forms 6yno and 6yge are really lost of the meaning and play the
role of the mark of grammatical categories of manner of verbal action and
tense.

From the aforesaid considerations it follows that the predicative centre
of sentences with pronominal-infinitive complex is represented by two
kinds:
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1) predicate maTwu/ He maTwu and subject, expressed by nominative
case, for example: ¥ TpasHi 1975, konu Oner He MaB e >KUTHU, 5
3a6pas ioro o cebe (KO. BuHHMuyK. pywi B TicTi. - JlbBiB, 2010,
C. 252); Koponb i TYT He maB kyau nogiTucsa (KO. AHAPYX0BUY.
JIeKCUKOH THTUMHUKX MicT. - Kuig, 2011, c¢. 270); TaTKo MaE 4num
TiwnTucs (Post Moctyn. - 2012. - Ne 1).

2) predicate 6yTu and subject, expressed by pronominal component,
for example: ¥ ko>kHili Halliie Big Horo 36o>kesoniTwu (J1. KocTeH-
KO. 3anucku ykpaiHCbKoro camaileworo. - Kuis, 2011, c. 118);
Cnpasgi, 3amucnmTucs € Hag HUM ([eHb. - 2012, —No 33—-34);
UekaHuyK 3aB>KA/ NigKpecnoBas, LU0 3apo6ms cobi kBapTupy B Ku-
€Bi, a He OTpUMaB y CnafoK, fK feski. Byno 6 HUM nuwaTwucA
(€. KoHoHeHKo. ImiTauis. - fbeiB, 2001, c. 63); Y nomi Tenep 6yae
KoMy KyxoBapuTwu (/1. Oepew. lonosa fHkosa. - Xapkis, 2012,
c. 112).

Mononuclear sentences, as for formal-grammatical approach, - def-
inite-personal and general-personal - are derivative constructions from
two-member sentences with predicate maTwu/ He maTwu and they are the
result of the reduction of subject syntaxeme (lopogeHcbka 1991, 69).
Thats why their predicative centre is expressed only by predicate maTwn/
He MaTw, for example: Y3arani maemo wo possmsaTu (/IbBiBCbKa rase-
Ta. - 2010. - Ne 41); Tomy NOKW He OTPUMaB CBOE YKUT TH Y PyKM, He 3Ha-
€L, XTO TU, He Maew Ha Homy pocTu (KpaiHa, 2011 - Ne3l).

In the Ukrainian language impersonal constructions with pronominal-
infinitive complex, as it has been mentioned, are represented by two for-
mal-structural models - Hemae + Pron + Inf and Pron + Inf, for exam-
pie: Y Bac Hema uum guxaTu (B. JomoHToBMY. JokTop Cepadikyc. —KuiB,
1999, c. 50); [...], 0T>oKe —KOAHOI Hebe3nekn, Hema HOTo MaHikyBaTM
(M. BonbBay. Knsca. - Xapkis, 2010, c. 426); Ha Bynuui TemnepaTypa
maibke 40 rpafycis, HIHUM AuUxaTu, a B CaNnoHi Lwe ripwe (J3epKano TUX-
HA. - 2009. - Ne 26); Hivoro Tam TeninaTucs! (M. AueHKo. MNoBepHEHHS
npuMypkiB. - J1bBiB, 2004, c. 154). We have every reason to consider such
construction as syntactical variants, whereas they have identical general
semantic and grammatical meaning and are kinds of the same syntactic
structure, wjhich only differ in formal expressing of its components.
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As for sentences of formal-structural models Pron 4 Inf the gram-
matical matter of pronominal words with stressed morpheme Hi- should be
cleared up first of all. We support the scientists which use the diachronic
method for solving this problem and reveal that these pronominal compo-
nents are the result of lexicalization of the negative particle Hrb, verb ecTb
and pronominal noun or adverb (ba6aiuesa 2004, 305; BpuupbiH 1990,
187; leopruesa 1971, 219-225; JlomteB 1948, 45; lMewkoBckuidi 2001,
361). It causes their hybrid character and function as the contaminated
syntaxeme with the predicate-object meaning. However, we do not con-
sider the statement of some linguists that pronominal words with stressed
morpheme Hi- are divided into negation and pronoun, as such Hikomy -
HEMaE KoMy, HiYoro-Hemae 4oro, Hige-Hemae ge (Ayauk 2010, 151; Kynuk
1965, 95), to be correct, because these pronominal words aren’t the result
of incorporation of predicative word Hemae and noun. The question about
correlation of sentences of formal-structural models Hemae + Pron + Inf
and Pronm_+ Inf can be solved with the help of Olexander Potebnya’ and
Valentina Georgiyevas works, which are full of the illustrative material
from ancient chronics of XI-XIV centuries (IMoTe6Ha 1958; Neopruesa
1971). The detailed analysis of many examples of constructions with pro-
nominal-infinitive complex in ancient chronics leads to the thought about
two ways of their formation. The sentences of formal-structural model
Pron w+ Inf came from ancient sentences with the predicate (Hrb) ecTb,
for example: 6bICTL TOMMb HOUYM TENNO0 U AOXKAb PaMsiHb, U He 6bICTBH UMD,
Kyaa nepcbxaTwu, Wn., 127 (the example is from MoTe6Ha 1958, 409);
Jliogmne >ke XpUCTUaHBLCTUK, CylW MW BO rpage, Gerarolle no yamuamb Cemoi
0BaMoO... HECTb rfae K3baBneHWe o6pecTu, N HeCTb rge CMepTU yberka-
TW, WHECTb rae 0T ocTpua Medroykpbl Tucs (Huk. Xl, 77 - the exam-
ple is from eopruesa 1971, 221). And the sentences of formal-structural
models Hemae + Pron + Inf evidently came from ancient sentences with
the predicate umaTw, for example: He UMaMb, Yeco MONOXKUTM MPrbdb
HUMb, ib., Jlyk., 11, 6 (the example is from TMoTe6Hs 1958, 408); CbiHb
YENoBTYECKbIMN He UMATb, Kbfe rnasbl noagbknoHUT UK, O. eB., Mar., §,
20 (the example is from MoTe6Ha 1958, 408); YbTo rnaronewn 6paTe
aHacTace IKO He MMaMb YMMb KOynuTu 6paTum TpebosaHua (PKuT.
deop. Yen. cb, 68 - the example is from Neoprmesa 1971, 219). It may
be the explanation of the fact that there are more structural kinds of sen-
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tences with the pronominal-infinitive complex in the Ukrainian language
than in Russian. On the ground of the Russian language the verb nmaTu
lost the possibility to organize sentences of possessive meaning, compare:
A Mato iM - Y MeHs ecTb gom (*A umeto fjom)-, A He Mato BinbHOro vacy/ Y
MeHe HeMae BINIbHOro Yacy - Y MeHs HeT CBO6OAHOro BpeMeHu (*$ He nMeto
cBo6oaHoro BpemeHn). Thats why in Russian there aren’t two-member sen-
tences with predicate maTwn/ He maTu and impersonal ones with predicate
Hemae.

Y. Apresyan’s view as for the formation of pronominal components
with the stressed morpheme Hi- seems well-grounded and interesting. The
linguist suggests the term syntactical agglomerates, understanding it as
“the combination of words which does not have inner syntactic structure,
but is always uttered as a single whole” (AnpecaH 2010, 73). Accord-
ing to this conception the basic traces of syntactic structure are the ab-
sence of the direct syntactic connection between the components as well
as “masking to words, which they cannot be in reality” (AnpecsH 2010,
73). They mainly become content words during the process of historical
development, and the term syntactical agglomerate urges to fix the start
of the convention of a word combination into a word (AnpecsiH 2010,
62-74). This solution of the problem doesn’t vary conceptually from the
previous one and permitting to look into the matter of pronominal com-
ponents with stressed morpheme Hi- from another side, confirms their
hybrid character. That’s why this approach can coexist with the diachronic
conception, supplementing with it.

Therefore, the predicate Hemae or the contaminated predicate-object
syntaxeme, expressed by pronominal components with the stressed mor-
pheme Hi-, forms the structural scheme of impersonal sentences with pro-
nominal-infinitive complex.

The observations over speaking actions reveal cases of using analyzed
constructions with complicated principal part of a sentence. According to
the conducted research we can mark out three ways of complication of the
predicative centre of sentences with pronominal-infinitive complex:

117

I Modal verbs complete the predicative centre of every type of con-

structions with pronominal-infinitive complex on structural and semantic
level as well. s for the structural level an added component - modal
verb - appears in the sentence organization. Semantic complication im-
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plies its meaning in the expansion of the sentence in the way of creating
one more plan of modality - the general meaning of such sentences can
be determined as: 1) the necessity of possibility/ impossibility to achieve
the purpose - these constructions express unappealable necessity of exist-
ing/ non-existing of the required conditions, for example: OTke, w06
CKNacTW Takuii KOHTPakT, Tpe6a MaTu uum ToprysaTu (M. No-
raHceH. fAk Oyayetbca OMoBigaHHA. AHasi3a NP030BMX 3pasKiB. - XapKis,
1928, c. 29.); Ta Hacamnepes Tpe6a MaTW Ha YoMy TOI xNi6 3acia-
Tu... (I. Binbge. CecTpu PiunHcbKi. - Kui, 2004, KH. 1, c. 97); 2) wish
for possibility/ impossibility to achieve the purpose - such sentences ex-
press a person’s desire for owning conditions or not, which guarantee the
realization of the purpose, for example: He gymaiiTe, TaTy, npo me, Lo
MuHyno. bo s e xouy maTwu go koro nucaTu (M. Martioc. ApmarefoH
yxe Bigoyscs. - JlbBiB, 2011, c. 62); 3) opportunity of possibility/ impos-
sibility - these sentences express the possibility of such a situation, when
a person has/ hasnt conditions which are required to achieve the purpose,
for example: A xoTina ckazaTu, NpoLy NaHa, WO Mili TaTO MOXKYThb He
maTun Bam uum 3annaTuTwu (. Binbge. CecTpn PiumHCbKi. - KuiB,
2005, KH. 2, c. 163); ¥ 2012 poui YKpaiHa 3iTKHETbCS 3 6pakoM rpoLueii-
gasaTun Kunesy kpefuTHi pecypcn moxke 6yTu Hikomy (CBiT y 2012,
c. 130).

Il Phasal verbs complete the predicative centre of constructions with
pronominal-infinitive complex on structural and semantic level or on se-
mantic level only. They point to the stage of the situation i.e. they ex-
press appearance or disappearance of conditions, which are required for
the realization of the purpose. Phasal verbs structurally and semantically
complicate impersonal sentences with the contaminated predicate only,
for example: [...] flerko 6yno Boporam nogonaTb Kpaii lyaeicbkuii, ioro
6opoHnTU Hikomy cTano [..] (Jleca YkpaiHka. CamcoH); Hogi nogu
B CMiNKYy He Winu, cTapi - B NPAMOMY PO3YMiHHI LpOro cnosal! - uneHun Big-
XOAUAW NPUPOAHUM LUAAXOM, i HACYBAIUChL Yack, KON Aep>KaBHi KOLWTK, SKi
BUAINAIOTL Ha yTpumanHa HCIY, ocBotoBaTU CTaHe MPOCTO HiKOMY
(Post Moctyn. - 2012. - Ne 2). Other types of sentences with pronominal-
infinitive complex can be complicated by phasal verbs on the semantical
level only. Phasal lexemes displace predicates maTu/ He maTwu, 6yTu and
Hemae, filling their position, for example: A lomy 3Haiiwna 6 wo cka-
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3aTu (KpaiHa. - 2011. - Ne 18); € Ha CBITi BCAKI «-iCTU», 3aBXKAW 3Halk-
nem koro 37icTu! (M. Jlykaw. Lnuradkun. - Kwuis, 2003, ¢. 75); HaTe
0Cb MO0 LLANKy, Xo4iM, 3MiHITb Byca Ta raiga fo MeHe. 3HailaeThbca fe
nepebyTu (M. MoraHceH. BubpaHi TBopu. - Kuis, 2001, c. 204); MpoLuy
Tebe, He pobu BUKpyTaciB, Tam 3HalijeThbCA KOMY LepobuTun 6e3 Tebe
(M Marioc. ®dypuuet. - JbBiB, 2002, ¢. 146); [...] i nATHaguATMMeTpoBa
ropa CeneBol NaBUHU 3a NIBFOAMHW 3Mena 3 Anus 3emni Linui MikpopaioH,
MOX0BaBLUM Mif COO0K COTHI NOAEN, AKUX TEXK He 3HaMLWINoCcs KoMy nig-
cTpaxysaTu (O. 3ab0yXKo. My3eli NOKMHYTMX cekpeTiB. - Kuis, 2009,
C. 686); AX o0 TOro AHsi, Koiu BXe He cTano 3 kum rosopuTu (O. 3a-
Oy>KKo. My3eil MOKMHYTUX CeKpeTiB. - Kuis, 2009, c. 444). Such displac-
ing of MaTwn/ He maTK, 6yTH and Hemae is possible, because their function
inthe sentence becomes overabundant because semes “ownership”, “non-
ownership”and *“absence” are in the semantics of these phasal lexemes. In
particular s3HaxognTw (to find) - “2. to get, to have, to obtain somebody,
something” (CYM lll, 646); sHaxoamTuca (to be found) - “2. to be in
stock, to turn out” (CYM IIl, 647); cTasaTm (to get) —*17. with negative
particle He, impersonal not to be in stock; to disappear”, “18. with negative
particle He, impersonal to stop existing to die; to perish” (CYM IX, 627)
etc.

1l For the precise description of the ways of expressing the pred-

icative centre of constructions with pronominal-infinitive complex we
should mention cases of its complication with homogeneous parts of the
sentences, for example: 3a Takux ymoB He3abapom 6yfe HikoMy i Hige
LOCNiA>DKYBAaTW CKnagHi TexHonorii i npouecn (A3epkano TwxHs, 29.09-
5.10.07); MpocTo B MIiCTi CTOITb HAATO BENMKA CreKa, i Bif Li€i cnekn B
MeHe ocnabnu Hepeu. MpocTo MeHi Hema Kygu i yomy inTwu (B. [JOMOH-
ToBWY. [iBunHa 3 Beameankom. - Kuis, 2000, c. 49).

So, the science studies analysis of the problem of the sentences with

pronominal-infinitive complex and our own observations point to:

1 The linguists used the morphological approach to interpretate the
grammatical matter of the constructions with pronominal-infinitive
complex. But this approach has insufficient inexplaining power in
qualification of intricate syntactic phenomenon. According to this,
the traditional grammar looks at the infinitive as an integral part of
the predicative centre of such sentences.

170



120

Natalia Kobchenko
Expression of the Predicative Centre of Sentences with Pronominal-
Infinitive Complex (on the Material of the Ukrainian Language)

2. Using the method of derivational analysis we can see that the sen-

tences with pronominal-infinitive complex are the result of deriva-
tion transformations of compound sentences. During these trans-
formations subordinating part with semantic of aim changes, its
predicate moves from central position to peripheral and transforms
to determinant, expressing by infinitive. So, the infinitive isnt a
part of the predicative centre, but is the adverbial syntaxeme with
an aim semantic.

The predicate centre of the constructions with pronominal-infin-
itive complex is formed by the predicates maTwu/ He maTu, 6yTH,
Hemae. The two-member sentences break down to 2 types - with
predicate maTwu/ He maTu and with predicate 6yTwn. The both pred-
icates open left-handed valency for subject syntaxeme. Nominative
(direct case) takes this valency-place in the sentences with predi-
cate maTu/ He maTu. And substantivized form of indirect case of
pronominal noun or substantivized pronominal adverb takes this
valency-place in the sentences with predicate 6yTu. Mononuclear
personal constructions come from proper two-member ones with
the predicate maTu/ He maTw, thats why they have the same predi-
cate centre, but without a subject syntaxeme. Mononuclear imper-
sonal sentences with pronominal-infinitive complex break down to
2 types also - the one with unlexical predicate (Hemae) and the one
with lexical predicate (pronominal words with stressed morpheme
hi-). They are syntactical variants.

The predicative centre of sentences with pronominal-infinitive
complex can be complicated by modal verbs (such as xoTiTu, mor-
Tu, Tpeba - want, can, may, must) and phasal verbs (such as cTa-
no, He cTano, 3HalWnocs He 3Haiwnocs —become, disappear, find,
not find). Modal verbs function in both two-member and mono-
nuclear sentences with pronominal-infinitive complex and com-
plicate these sentences on structural as well as on semantic level.
Phasal verbs complicate only mononuclear impersonal sentences
with the lexical predicate on structural and semantic levels. They
complicate two-member sentences and mononuclear impersonal

0 sentences with the non-lexical predicate on the semantic level only.
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Natalia Kobchenko

SAKINiy SU PRONOMINATYVINIU IR
INFINITYVINIU KOMPLEKSU
PREDIKATYVINIO CENTRO RAISKA

Stimmary

Straipsnyje analizuojami sakiniai, kuriij sintaksinéje organizacijoje pa-
grindinj vaidmenj atlieka daiktavardzius atstojantys jvardziai arba prie-
veiksmis ir bendratis.

8ios studijos tikslas - nustatyti sakiniq su pronominatyviniu ir infi-
nityviniu kompleksu predikatyvinio centro sudétj ir aprasyti jo isplétimo
biidus ir priemones.

Del analizuojamij konstrukciji® struktdriniij komponentij gramatinio
nevienareiksmiskumo, faktinés medziagos neissamuno ir jiems analizuoti
formaliniij metodij taikymo egzistuoja jvairi® sakiniij su daiktavardzius
atstojanciais jvardziais arba prieveiksmiu ir bendratimi sintaksés interpre-
taciji®. Todél siandien labai svarbi uzduotis - nustatyti ir argumentuoti vie-
nod$ sakiniy su pronominatyviniu ir infinityviniu kompleksu kvalifikacij”®
atsizvelgus j dabartinés kalbotyros pasiekas ir taikant efektyvesnius tyrimo
metodus. Visa tai parodo sio straipsnio aktualumg.

Pagrindiniai tyrimo metodai - sintaksinis metodas, kuris presupo-
nuoja, kad komponento funkcijg lemia ne jo morfologiné forma, o pozicija
sakinyje, ir derivacinés analizés metodas, kuris nustato s”sajas tarp baziniij
ir isvestiniij vienety ir atseka transformacijos etapus. Taip pat buvo atlikta
kompleksiné sakinio analizé dviem lygmenimis - semantiniu-sintaksiniu
ir formaliniu-gramatiniu.

Moksliniai darbai, kuriuose tiriamos sios problemos, taip pat autores
pastebéjimai liudija, kad analizuojamos konstrukcijos funkcionuoja dau-
gelyje slavij kalbij. Ukrainij kalbos ypatumas - tai, kad siuose sakiniuose
galima pastebéti sintaksinés variacijos (formalinio ir struktirinio mode-
lio Hemae + Pron 4 Inf ir Pron 4 Inf sakiniai) ir sintaksinés sinoni-
mijos (formalinio ir struktlrinio modelio Hemae 4 Pron 4 Inf ir N, 4
(He) maTwn{ 4 Inf sakiniai) reiskinius.

Nepaisant tofciij. vienetij bendro formalaus pozymio ir jij bendros reiks-
mes, vargu ar galima tokias konstrukcijas priskirti vienam strukturiniam ir
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semantiniam vientisiniij sakiniij tipui. Siems sakiniams biidinga gramatine
jvairove, t. y. skirtumas tarp teigiami®jij ir neigiarmjj® dvinariij ir vienana-
rig, (@asmeniniy apibrezti®ji®, asmenini® apibendrinami”, beasrteniu, infi-
nityvinii®t), isplestiniij ir neisplestinii®, piinuiy, ir nepilngj”® sakiniy ir pan.
Todei sitllome tokioms konstrukcijoms pavadinti vartoti termin” ,,sakiniai
su pronominatyviniu ir infinityviniu kompleksu® Vartodami sj termin”,
turime omenyje tokj daiktavardzius atstojanch” jvardziij arba prieveiksmio
ir bendraties junginj, kai pronominatyvinis komponentas yra objektines
sintaksemos pozicijoje su predikatais Hemae ir (He) maTw arba subjekti-
nes sintaksemos pozicijoje su predikatu 6yTu. Taciau sis komponentas
isreikstas ne laukiama forma (kilmininku arba vardininku), bet forma, bi-
dinga sintaksemai, isreikstai valentiniu infinityvu, o pats infinityvas yra
prieveiksmiskos tikslo sintaksemos vietoje.

Straipsnio autore isvardija ankstesnius poziurius i analizuojami” sakiniij
predikatyvinj centr”. Lingvistineje literatliroje jie buvo kvalifikuojami kaip
1) beasmeniai su pagrindiniu nariu, isreikstu neigiamu pronominatyvu su
kirciuotu Hi- (arba predikatyvu Hemae ir jvardziu) ir bendratimi; 2) beas-
meniai ir infinityviniai su pagrindiniu nariu, isreikstu neigiamu pronomi-
natyvu su kirciuotu Hi- (arba predikatyvu Hemae ir jvardziu) ir bendratimi;
3) beasmeniai, kuriy pagrindinis narys isreikstas predikatyviniu zodziu
Hema arba neigiamu pronominatyvu su Kirciuotu Hi-; 4) infinityviniai su
pagrindiniu nariu, isreikstu bendratimi; 5) infinityviniai, kuriy pagrindinis
narys (infinityvas) isplestas neigiamu pronominatyvu su Kirciuotu Hi- arba
predikatyvu Hemae; 6) dvinariai, kuriy veiksnys - infinityvas, o tarinys -
neigiamas pronominatyvas su kirciuotu wi-; 7) sintaksiniai frazeologizmai.
Kai kurie mokslininkai sias konstrukcijas dalija j skirtingus tipus, interpre-
tuodami formalinio ir struktirinio modelio Hemae + Pron + Inf sakinius
kaip beasmenius, o formalinio ir struktirinio modelio Pron  + Inf saki-
nius - kaip infinityvinius.

Pritaikius derivacines analizes metod” buvo parodyta, kad konstruk-
cijos su pronominatyviniu ir infinityviniu kompleksu yra prijungiamo-
jo sakinio su tikslo priklausomu demeniu transformavimas j formaliai
vientisinj sakinj. Bendratis, kuri yra prijungiamosios dalies predikatas, po
transformac” nepriklauso padaryto naujo sakinio predikatiniam centrui,
& atsiranda valentiskai neapibreztoje prieveiksmiskos tikslo sintaksemos
pozicijoje, bet formaliai ir struktiriskai atlieka aplinkybes vaidmenj. Ta-
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ciau jis yra butinas sakinio komponentas, nes be bendraties tokios kons-
trukcijos netenka svarbiausiy sakinio pozymiy - teikti informacijy ir bQti
komunikaciniu vienetu.

Straipsnyje atskirai analizuojama dvinariy ir vienanariy sakiniy su pro-
nominatyviniu ir infinityviniu kompleksu predikatinio centro raiska. Dvi-
nariy sakiniy predikatinj centry sudaro predikatas maTwu/ He maTwu arba
6yTu ir substantyvu isreiksta subjektine sintaksema. Tie patys predikatai
funkcionuoja vienanariuose asmeniniuose apibreztuosiuose ir asmeni-
niuose apibendrinamuosiuose sakiniuose su pronominatyviniu ir infinity-
viniu kompleksu.

Ukrainy kalboje, kaip jau buvo mineta, beasmenems struktiiroms bQ-
dingi sintaksiniai variantai - su nekontaminuotu (isreikstu leksema Hemace)
ir kontaminuotu (isreikstu pronominatyvu su kirciuotu Hi-, pvz., Hikoro,
HIYOro, HiKOMy, Hikonu, Hige ir pan.) predikatais.

Kalbines medziagos analize rodo, kad tiriamyjy konstrukcijy predi-
katyvinis centras gali buti isplestas semantiskai ir strukturiskai arba tik
semantiskai. Modalines leksemos isplecia visy tipy sakiniy su pronomi-
natyviniu ir infinityviniu kompleksu predikatyvinj centra ir formaliai, ir
semantiskai. Fazines leksemos isplecia ir strukturiskai, ir semantiskai tik
beasmenius sakinius su leksikalizuotu predikatu. Dvinariuose ir beasme-
niuose su neleksikalizuotu predikatu sakiniuose pastebetas tik semantinis
ispletimas. Faziniai komponentai isstumia predikatus maTwu/ He maTw,
6yTw ir Hemae, uzima jy pozicijy, nes jy reiksrn” sudaro ,,turejimo®, ,,ne-
turejimo* ,,egzistavimo* arba ,,neegzistavimo* semos.
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