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o
lat with regard ko 2upe

Tizns of Finnish abject marking

w2 briellw —ouch uvaan some Finnfshi-Bussian si

n, Thers zre zome soriking reszed

nsitive zenlence dircet chiecls

a
subiects. Thercfore, ithess two Sensenca

=nn gnobhaz [of.

i TIon ol Fuxsian as-ocots
tho CEET ClEfEpeI- cres ohas
agon. Therse 15 =
L . . notion "aipecl' if cansrrued 2s oan aazosicion haswesn
actions, r: iy
emskoy thr
ara slaonalips
rdinG o Lha ool

Dagn  memme g s s
- . ek

L .



[1} duec! 'He mpened cne doaz!

(2} HE3n awvazi avesn =013

11) On s+=rail dom "He builidwas bnildine a nouse' o izmil|d
(4] Oo postroil Jdam 'Ee kuflt a hoose' (pi.l

131 Hin rakenszi Laloa (=03}

i
{B] Hin rzhensi talon =02}
¥ shall szact by discussing the cabegory of zspachk in gsneral,

with some Fodificaziaons, &urc Lhesretical poant af ﬁcpﬂr:urc ig Elwa tha-
ory praposed in Dehi (19731, which is partly based wpon voo ignk!
11563 , 1967} logic of change and action. In Dahl (19741, the disvinc-

rion between pericctive and imperlective azpects is explicated by rola-

ting Them to she concepks o STATE, EVENT, PRONJENS AT, and ACTINITY.
STATE Functions ag a primitzwe 1n the choeory and the othes cConEYeplE ATT

Dased upon it. The beginoing and eod of any Stale dalines 2n eyent, i-

ven a twe-valued legic, it then follows that evenss ganngi e oxooicse

in time. Frocousss are z2nalyzed (in a sacowhat simplificd =—a=no

i} 2 : Lt R
consiztling of seguences of gwvenos.” Aoty 2pd activisies relec L3 RS
1atentional bringins-abtount of oventks and processes, rESpect slw. Now,

2ctn and cvents differ fDom activitics ond processes in tws i:?n::zuu

W AH D

17 AcTs ood owvonon arse PONCTUAL, j-F- no= axtcndeod in timn
[whoreas sptivities and processes arp axtended in timel
and

Bl T=ingce acts and cvents are oltizately defined Ly thelr
toerminating in a2 statse, saving that an Qs ofF an nwent
ooccurrad LOGICALLY EXTAILS the coming-about of an =nc-
subatu- apbiyicies ond procosses Dawve oo sush enbailments,

Given =his conceptual schems, 1E is argued, an impartant generalizabian

CEN ba extrasced, FERFTOTIVE SERTEMCES (.o, Fussiafs fensences Wi0D a

cortechive werhzl aspect markes of Finnlsn senlences with anm acousa
vEirnss in aspectundl fuzcticnl bazicallv refer Lo acts and &vents, wh

as IMPCRFECTIVE SINTENCSS 5.2, sentrnmes with an 1sperfnczive 25066



TATHCT £ ancasmectuallvoased pRriitive sbifgtl reier to amtiTicscss a4
procosses dand furthermers S0 mtnces).
Thus, he pericotive saptences (1, 2 oyales wo the noooof g ST, Sty

domr oo open’ wnereas the icperfrotive soutences (Y, 8 Gunoso -me
Ivity of 'morfoeming house-bueilding', In cveardance wilh roizecigle

121 zhe =gnzences 11, 20 carry zhe locical antailmeat °

Lthe door iy cpn
whereas (3, 3 odo net neocsssarily enbail thatl khere aminte a huoseo
Lhe ctlhers Rand, Lo zccordance wWillt prinziple (7) =nly 1T,

IZ, 21 can co-asour with Aurative Time adverbs sus=h A8 in =

L

“his acocunt can be seen as an explication of the bradaiional ObEasan
zion that lmperfootive sentoncos SAEEY a focus on the saoldon itsair
=heroas perfective senteénces Tnous on Lhe onteoome or rezuli of Lhe ac=

Row, the pasfoctive seniuncas (3, Bl have thasce vory entailment snd co-

aofuirizence groperoios thaie (3, 30 lack, thno

L]

2oy being naraliel oo (L,

L} wnigh relfer ta acts, Dut on the othas f1, Bl superficiallw
=

2em Too Senole activitics as Gz (3. 31, This appears o he consrad

DOy,
All of (1-48) aro restricked in the sense of mavNing & pofzible zpecilic
ERD-ZTATE, wiz, 'there exists o houss'. The crucisl fiffasence hatwsan

Lhe mairs 43, ) and {4, B} lios in Ehe Sact rnel tho nnd-skastp in
ACHIZVED and POCAL in the lakbler but only INTENDED ar LATENT fn —he

tormer. This dilfecenco CHErges &.G. In fonjunctions of the folliwing
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2nd it £ ready pow!
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INEERNATICRAL SEVTER OF SLAMEC LENGUIETICS wl. o moo o 0870

erze of prs;mﬂitiu:dl and Aredicate calouins] the differenon

on The two alternatbtives 13 smallsas,

Tk differance is perhaps bont seen in the cose of indelinitre noun
nhrases lin predicate Ipgic, exdistencially quancliies oxprossions).
an o indefinite noun phrase in construccivist somanbics 15 noroe

corarcsed 45 an inntruoction o intradouce a new glooont [with
1

in the model.

In contradistinctizn to fthe naive pioters theory, constructiviss so-
mantics assumes that there are functiomally diiierent 'instruczions’.

wWharaliv only thiz TOSC SONCISnE AnCE involve a2 Jisecs constroction of

",

'migtuzes® or rakher icons of reality (whab we could call siteationsg

The To-e apstrack Inskruckions Ehen serve as UEH&IEI direcbives Sor
byalding such models (in other words, They are nobt restricted to @
single modell. This wonld corresoond Ta concric sentences in aatural

languages.

Ag 2 paradigm case of 5 linguistic OisScourse we ©=2n Lake & nafrative
texs where 3 seguence of real oo ficvive events are related fa “sTorytl

Dne could ecompsre such a2 toxbt with a set ol instructions for The nert-

for—anice of & {;u;;rt theater] wlav or Tar the roconstruactinon of &

CARRS Came. A Cness doc-e can 52 rortraved by boilding a choss boazd

[or drawing a diagram) whiclhi forsesponds to egoh posibiosn in the oane

[a Soagpaiice of wkakle models), A& much Tore elucidatbine and economical
I

way, nhowevsex, ifc o iadicane only the smitial position and
&

of czeraticns ('moves '] which surcepssively cive new aasitioon Soom EDO
inizial pnes. The initial o __ o= Logethes with The gouereticos can ToeS

tes goan are to Do medes Bimzlifvring somewkat. we cozoTwl

Rimgs-af iasTructions lal 'sbabkict Lnmtouriaicns that gexooibe 3 SET-
Lain gkhakar k] 'Eynamic InstrucTions fnaL vialdd = Rew £T4TS

ST g v rectly selzated Lo in-Dapl L3020
T i o zo b delined before 17 FT

W



rtton, r.ip. &R lOSTTUCSION SO SransTorom o state INLD eanotbipr =t ata

d o2xm given, ar i we like,

The window CRPNS-

Voo Wright cepresenlz the ocaning af (170 gz -pTp where p 35 'The win-
dow iz agpen' and T 17 "and khen', Lo other words, 'The window is nos
cmen and then spen', Thers is here no fendamensal d1fference botween
Ehe stabus of the initial stote and the resulzing state, In ocur chimory
“winitilal state would belong Lo Lhe Dodel thet 15 already proscpposcd
when the sentonce s ugttered. IL £5 anm old observakion thas verchs of

Zhange 0 rtnocol prosuppose the initisl state chat precede the changs,

25 exemplified by joies Llike

V1R Zgwve womn stopped beating

ywiour Wlle

=
lwhich proseoposes blhal owou have enrlier bealen vour wifel .

=2 fhesis tnat the oorioctive aspuest eaxoresses eyvonts ratheo than
CR OT PIOCCSERSG DIDW carries Swer b0 ke pew thicocy as the thesic

suntences wizl bthe pacsieclive aspeck are 'dynamic' Instruclbions,

Im Bakl 11%74), 2z was claimcd that sestences with poerfoctive voerbs
deveribed oveants ar acls, which were sz2id Lo have no edtenslon in Ti1mc.
Iz was conceded Lhat such sentences =ay wery well ke wsed akout teal-
—worli gpings—on -That are in fact extended in timeo, Dut 1t was argued
that when using & gerfective verbk In Such a case, We eithaer (=) [afus
on khe epd-point of Khe progess in questlon, or (Rl 'sretend' that the
ArnCEsSE does Ost Toxe any Time. Many meoale find this claizm rather hacd
to stomach. The constructivist apprazch may pffer = slichsly more
abbractive way of [oramulating basicslly the same idea, The ninimal mo-
cdel of Lhe world that i1s 1mmlied when we use 4 perfoctive wora conzains
bwo states: an initial stace and & resulling =tate. In the actoeal world,
there may well be ssveral lmnlermediste states betwsen thess two, hur

tRmat is zrrelevant for the model: 1n otoor words, Ehe tronsition Doecswesn
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VOTH Senotas as action =himisy anw =VeEnit, bringipe abous oc 18
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1211 HiEn ampui suden "He snok Lhw wal st

122} Cn =z=astreolsl wolxa "He =hot the walf'

5

whab 1z the difference booweon {191 and [2112 In hboih Senburcesg, &
L

almeds In {19}, a shor is [Ired and +hs wolf g pogsibly
nity Im {211, a shet is fired ané thy woll iz his and kitlsad, T

sive lactor is thns whether the rescls of the asktios enszoils o

CHANGE IN THE STATE OF THE OBJECT® ar nat. in (L%), the acticn may or
Sy mot hawve an Lwmpact upon the wolf (it may e hil o2 zpt). This is
Lthe crucial state-change, by which (21) differe from (19F . In fact,

e iy regard [hose insLances where the depobtate underooes a coucial
change as the paramount instantistions of dicect abjeets. Eenay [LRE3)
Zefinegs 'the obkject of an action' {as a semqntic motianl as "thab which
cliznges as a result of an action'. In the Erzsewnr: af the constructz-
vishk gemzntics outlined abowe, the direct gbleck wilil he the primary
cloment of Lthe model ta undergo a chazge in the transformatiocn Sroo osme

state to nng:Har.E

Covigusly, Lk iz hard ko give = precisn explicalfon of the notipn 'cro-
cial change in the stzle of the object'. Conzider the follawing sen-—

Lences:

23] Ri=n rakensi talen "o bullk a house' [acc.)

[24] Lumi peitci maan "The moow cowvered the goound'
lacz=l]

125) bumi peitei maata "The znow oovered the oround’
{part.)

1 25) HiEn 01 pallen "He hit the Hall’ jacec.)

IV HEn 101 oa=llea "Bee hit the ball' {pari.}

(Z3) Hin noski pdinsd (owstyynld '¥e 1if<ed Ris head' fooc.d

(23 HaEn nostl pdstisn "He lifted his head' [pasel)

shork corpus sufficns to show that the nocion "crucial change an

state of the objecl' dows not have any inherent substantive chartao-
-
;

feristics apart from conftexl (2lsa o, Denison 195970, In (230, gihe iz
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Tligatozin I8 thar Cho hoofe iy finighad, (23} Aifferzs Fros 239 BLERs
mlving thas the ground formerly was nol covornd Ly snow, (2E} aF mp-
DTEER L (EZT) oasserss othat Lie moved =sicevhore, ang (28) o suoTTa-
IlmTitoTion oo 1ZR] emtasls thal the moverenl af fhe WhE Lz osicosa
ffizt aoonleted. Thus, the oueslion of what gualifies an asouizLive-
cnforring cruclal change iz tho state af the object d tate CEnnoY Be

anfwernd nozhsoluots terms. This SEbbes can only be decided with ra-
ference o verb-idicsynoratic se—anbics and to pragm=tic knowledas 2
whe world and aboul pozsiblo qutcomes of werhal acbions. The nosion of
Trucial denntats change’ L aleo Reawvily Swecondont on sibvasiarsl con-

sifcrations and a verb+cbject collovation may acoor cinely have sovpral

—_

interorelatians of what the crucial chance 13, Thus, sentencs (101«

130} Hon zmpel seden pustarhasia "He shobl the walf Srom che
carden' f(acc.)

ilnsleas thas the wolf wss searpd awaw, and thins chanoe

o¥ locztion is Turther esphasizod by bhe plostea e =ELa “Froo'; Tha

tarzzly léivsyneratle, pragmacic, and situnatilonzl Gerorminasics oI wiizk

J
flez ax a "srucial chanco' foes noc, Sowever , immaiy Lie conersli-

fzpicn thel the acouzative alwavs BHpbassps SO8T sar- of crueial do-

Molate Shande, whoreoas Lhe partizive doegz oot

. h : .
coreptlon” ol the acousabivespartifive opoosition 20 Fact susfices
count Yor toe west -ajority of Ehosc verkal subgrnnFE 2nd menten-

i =

20, eantinue

SCurala £5d

woo, Blmilar consic
veards denctinc ment

“ove, Think. Thess



S —— i g
T W L0 e 1Y o S P o o E wELE

¢ Blame', =L, To¥

the afs2on 1a

EaLy 'She laved me for two vearz”
fpar=_1

%9 e - - .

51 ‘e gocused wo ol brikeoy!

(park_]
'"He socuzed (pI_) ape ol bol-

bery

izal werks with am innerent 'emotive and sohjective’ mezning

be broasied as a4 2pecial case nf the generalization Lhat &

HoTe obher Cliological verks rezzin problematic, howsyer, In gaszi-

Sular, this cancerns nmihdil

willa "hear' - voerbs of gorocz-

i

tion. These apacar ta taks sarcti

ivn o accusalive gbjeccs wit

iy Clear differpnece ia measdizg [u.g. Ndin sen miehan facc.l =

S1Td T;EEtE fy¢:t-f 'T waw that m=i'). Donison 109%7) 1ries Lo suo-
zume theose socusatives too cnder 1ne abowe geapralizations, claizing
that thae coucial

hange of statn is that the oblect has appedgrad in the

=
visunl or aural spherce o the sobi2ek, checochy saking the accusabive.

rat Rmicht this explanaticon micht seox comewhat incansistent wizh

The reguicrement. that the cruct changn showld Involee cihe woste of

the ahjects Iﬂ:hﬁ;, Lhe explanztllon involves a change inm bhe sta
The subjoect. Howewsr, eniscon's position might -ceceive spmn suRpoTs
oo bhe favt khet puvoinlogical werks such as muissss 'romeshoer' oand

recoynize’ wihich zoos

roeguine accudsalive ghjects,

FEOMN D0 EXpress 4 ftailse-chiangs of tho obhiscos with recars
Mo, what is remembesed was previcusly unconscious o

Lhe viewpoiant ol Lhe subjec:t, and what 15 fell «

s Qo=

aaz felt By rhae sehqecth.
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Ir ssems ochyisus, in summa

—her amene

=g

1sh degree of acnerality
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nnish ;5ject—:ﬂ cntails

af kzat NF, whoro che option 'ctudcial® o is somewhat

Sent wpon anrE-idiosynocratic, wragmatic, and Situatianal factors. Con-

ny af tha avegboasl CDI’!:E.'I"LE".E.&I'I. ol Lhe actfon o of itxg

al duration are insicnificant oompared to E£he denocslbe stals-changs.

I furmenees Delwaoy kiia Rusgian anf Dipnd

c
beal sygtoms, Ticsb; 3inge kiRe rinnish aspeclual distioceicn
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y Folert | 2
s with a dirnnt coirgt ang D:‘.l:." in thoss fases

whnTe 3t 15 mossihlo o envisage & chance in i roforent,

satge than the Aussian

nrogess, Second, bthe

thon The Fussien perlectlve sspeci.

Terencns bDobtween the lancuszes are well cor-

relatpd witkh thn morphalacical manifcestatinons af tho oneerlyine Simcing
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Leomic,, 19 =his epmnestion, thal bl same astlon may be rerarion o

rarsitive and an sccusabive direch ghijsck, dooen

Ty, whera the objeocs 15 in The aconsariveoe

(37 UZm amoul lauxoukson kailll sutta 'He rired & shot st the woll
faca, )

im many sraditiopnal grasmars of Fionish, it is held cthat one of the

ancitions for the wese pof the acecuzative ix thak 'the actien 13 diros
trd at the whole gbject or at o definite pact of iL'. In mony iostend
this rele Ls impossible to spplys Zor exawmple, Lz the action im (170
sr 421 direocteod =t Lhe whole wolf pr onac? what is relevanl 23 rarheor

I = I -
scope ' vin-z-

~ha outcomo as +the acktion a5 pxplicvated aboyve, nok ils
—wing the refearent of the pbivet. Toaditlispal ralss such as the azn
~ust —entsoned thus sumelimes soeo fn ouvnr-cnphasize the sicpiliconan
-

i The popusition betwesn 'martizl ob 2ndd "bpoclal objects!.

£ 4. Having compared Russian worbal anpoces with ehe aspeckual fyma-
i

icns of Fainmish object marking o some dutail, we Q09 QrOCEEd TO 2

dispyssion of bhe oihar functicns af object marking, Fivsb, we toZn ID

Zz a gemoral rule, direst oblects in Formally oogatod zenlences tRka
the Darzigive, of. (38, 3%), But guite alipn = ‘memantlic negacion” (2

pooosed Lo mprocholocically oxpressed Lorpal neganion] is

Lo enforco oacbliiive oo the direct obiecz, Rbowe 211, such part
A Gects cocyUr 1N gQuestiopns whors & noecative snswes is expected an Zrue

=
structions govasted by SGIRCTIVES

s TT Ene adworh toskin

V. oon one mthoes hand, socusative cbjecbls can ooour in same Toomalll

3
nezated sontence Lypes such 28 Guestions whers 4 positive aniwel 1S
® pr mresuppased, of. {33):

£t fs chosen, Thus, the svenl reportesd in (19) o2y
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£, the dist-ihntion of the partitive and zoougative Chject 10 Z2an-

tono2s such 25 the onas ahove is ARIgnooy infliencod by zfamantio (ofl
G. Farlsson 1957}, textwal, and eoven pragoatic factors, nok
manifestod negacion alono. Ooviously, the accurrence of partitd
Fecugsalive objecks in guesticns sush as (=0, 4L, 42} pan ka

described onlv an che dissanrse level, Lluel gt Ehn lavel of feweosl

nrRAEnizasion.

Bir:it ol § I thEl che madin rritesips whie

e actlon eazdfor ils reosuls comos sbaubl), Thereby, the Dariitive =g

Lowever mean bhat Fipmiss woras i

2upnCrE. AlvRough ik s sooesioas elad

te fevored In negabed sintences, 5 denial

dl

that Zomeching fas corps zhour will na ally bBe Lormulated in the pav-

Ifcnive axooot;

-
ih

swewedthelezs he 533 nod buil

the hovea' IpL.)

Cramnmany of It

the zoco:

L3



Ao onoted by brediticnal gromewmos,. the Fi i
cositizsn has a Lhirgd fuanctipn {in acddition ftos@zpect and nenalion DLGr-

=)
¥imci, w1z, bto mark the oppousition between datinite and indeiinize

cuantities. .z

I E "I Lowghlfwes buving oeer!
park.d

4T o 'I bouwght s/t beert

{48) Oszin pullon olotea "I boueghs s dbpttlic af Deers!

mothess exancles, fne distinction hetweoeon covizizeo

Az can ke socno
2né indefinibte gquanticies is ot the same as the distioczian Setwesn
underlying definite and indofinite arcicles in ey, English

dish, 'A bottle of bBoop' is m Sefinite coanticy althoogh 5t

definite noun phrase. In Sz2ct, 'aoun phrase denctins indefan
titips" will be mors ar less eaniwalent to "unguanzificd indefinite
zpun phrase', i.e. & noun phrase with no z2rticle - guwantifles wor

ceding LE,

)

lulmun—arzicle

o Ly and larne the English distincoion acti

I
soonds To Flanish definite guantlieyfindaiinite guanticy, wha-a

in marknd with the pasiitive. On the cther hond, the Toglish d:

Hautwoeen Sufinite and fndefipite. arficlns iz meinly o discourse —ooch2nosm,
ancd the <aoxresnonding Finnish cevice 15 woLl dzsder qupositional c2sLris-

coooourrencse of "old and fpaew'l,

ik is ogweanly held En PL

v
(8]
i
n




11 TITETLTICIAL REVIES OF SLAVIC LINGUISTION  wsi- 1 aw. I 1878

dirogkt obdents s walid only whnen the werbal action is resulzacive (i
oezsfoctive) . Thus, we should got the Jollowing combinaticons of asoiobs

and guantiilfes, where the quantity poposition is newgtralized in rhe om

ARl 3 DEF PN T QUANTITY WOEFIAITZ QUARTITY

FEATZCTCVE fOrtin oluen 1afc.} Yrzin oluatta (marz-d
"L bocghz s/2he kear" "I baughmt beoer'

IMFLREECTIVE 2stln olubtia fopackl)

AETICT "I mought (wWas fuving) beez!

Ee ocwith fhe opgated sextencss, one o0uld 2rgue thabt Lhe foodamentzl

asocctial riaule azcanstx foro che Aistxibpklon af «ha parkitive and whne
azcosanive an machkers of the guanbity distimclbisn 2s well, Two possinle
2xplanations vould be pffs-ed for why an acticon is always imper
(ilzfagyltatbivel wnen the cbject is an mw,sinrilied poun nhrasc. Zichws

one could argue that snch WP's hoawe no deontates ot reforonts ozt 211,

2r pne oould ftaka thoe vieow that suchh KPP cenots classes oo spaslac,

a2nc only mart of Ede class 9o gsopedles fsoinvolyved 2L each LEID=. The
Lrtar yu55151-*'y is in facs fhat chosen by same braditignal coacmmas-=

LT
i

fallawing: e pastitive 15 us

1k
o
]

lans, wno oive rules like n
the artion 1 Afirccted 2t =2n ipdeflinite warkt ofF che dbject® . Nobles
t=az barn of the intesoretztiions conform well fto our explics
what paforcos avcusabive gbjscts: given Ltihe first one, no change of

state Pmobkka rafarent 15 Possihle since there i mn oreforent. and s iven

trg gespad one, bhe vertal action =ffecors ooly part pf the refecant
amd 15 Shercfore mol rasulbsroive in the sreocsc at leading $o 2 crucial

cheancn (which is achisved only whon the WHDLE soferent 15 afvected).

Turthesmore, 1T 15 woTth pobing thab elere 5 ono overl (Effarance Do-

twEsn the 'mertifective-iadefiaile' and Cimperfective" veadings of sen-
tonoos mRuch oag Ssbin oluoiea, L@, U bouaghs besc’ and "1 owas huving
Gees! . Dzihes, ihe apnTooriatbo o LR
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130] Ostin olutta ja siclen zenin xotiin *'I bought boer and then [ weoot
Tone" Inf,l

131 O=tin oluetta kun hin tuli =isz3Za 'T was buying beer whon he
came in' [1ipf.]

Wotice, that the two readings wundeor diccussion Sifrfer azly in terms af
the eveninal termination of the action, bubl khis parametor is strzocly
speaking irrelevant for objeck case assignomenk: the dpcisive Smco rois
the notion "vrucial change®,and this is nat to be canfysed Wwith "rFor-
minatian of Lthe azbkicn®. All these facks seem fo suggost that Lhe dis-
tinction betwnen definite and indefinite quantity could be subsumed
under ke aspecteal role,

rurther argumenta can be brawght forth in faver of this interpratizbion.
Notice first, that the guantitative oppositicn is peutralized in
negated sentenceos, where almost all abjrcts have tp he marked with the

. 1a -
partitlve es noted above. The azbsence of oppositicons such as:
(%2) EBn astanut olutta 'I did not buy buec’

[33) *En ostanut aluen 'T did npot buw afLhe baase

wJuld in fact he most naturally cwxplained il we assumed the oxistence
af 4 single asmectunl rule for ohjcct marking. Mo "eruecial changes'
can be altaipned in negated sentences and *hareforoo 153 52 subtpmas=i-—

cally ruled wungranmscical.

Furthermore, there are clear instances of verbs wicre all Eho =heoro-

Lical possibilities of {4%) are not realized: these weorhs are "oumula—
“ive'! in the sense of Dahl (1975} . Consider the soptence:

(54) Join olutba 'I frank Lear® {part.)

Weshould expocz (34) to heawve two readinge: corresponding to those in
(50, 511, wiz_ {i) denotling a perfacclive acition which concerns an In-
{ii)] dencting an imperfsctiwve action af

definite guantiey of bkaer, and
m aas

drinking bear. But the distinczian doecs nat soem clear., Heltler &

(=T

(%4] combine witl bime adverbs eha way Lrus gerfective zenisnces shoul

[ef. vli-Vakkuri 1973}F:



7 INTERMATIONAL REVIEW GF SLAVIC LIRGUISTICS  wel. 2 ae. 1 o7

(33} Jaoin olusn btunnisea 'L drani afthe benr in an hoo

[368] "roin olutia —unoissa "I drank kEcer iz oan Hour®

Thoge verhs do ot corbizne with asher resultative adieczs oibher, apd
iimilar aznomalins goour im ather languayes as wall:

157 I draxx oo bBoor,

L25) *Jag drack upp 81 [Swedisn)

[-:lﬂ: o Jax ErEL ]ab::r:‘i 'I atkm '_'\-Ej HPPIEE. ':HUE-E:.EH:'

I= summary. sevoral aryesents can be addecod for regarding Lhe or

@

ditignal Fipnish guantitative oblect opposizion as a Special manifest
Lion af tne baszic aspeckeal role lalso of. Txola 1972}, at least for
unquantified NP-objects. This implies that (607 should hbe substientes
Ior [42) as a represcniazbion of the relesvant Finmish STIucture, with
=he fusther nqualiffcetion Lhat the diffcrence betwaegn (50, 51) is
duzermined on the basisn of raxeual conzideraticns:

f5d}

BERTECTIVE ASPECT Ostin olusn {acc.]  'I bought a/<ho heer

IMPERTZICTIVE ASFECT Cibin elutie (pare.j"r hooght/was buying
AT

SuUL =n che obther hand, CUANTIFIED covinite phijccis aoa Quikte oormal

in
N wecicoiive 2z woll as ipporfoobive sootemcos-

210 Monla  suunmitelmia rohciln Hanw plany wera =made
(2f., ipr. )

1Z1in monia sunnniteimia “In 2n houe, many plans wore
mada' dnf, )

—r

[62¢ -Tunpnlesa. e

b |
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£

cuancitySindetinite quaplity® spart, at least uwntzl Lhe Lelbaviocr af
cuantified objoct-MNP's 15 better wndeorsiood. Tor some furlier Siscossion,

Cf. Verkuyl [1972], Danl {12%5), and Hakulinen & Karlsson (1873751,

Furming up the precoding discussion, we presons the following hier-
2rehic codel for object carking in Finnish, whore we keep Lhe para-
mElers nogatian, asprst, 2nd quaniity separats. Wegacion 1s ELrongest
in the fense kthat the oppoziticns porfectivelimperieckive asmoct and
definitesindelinile gquantily are normally noutralized in pegatod Sens
tences. Furthormorn, guantirsy is subordipate to aspoet since the former
CEPpoEilion is uphaeld only in.perfectiwe sankences bhut nencrolized in

icperfective Gnas.

Y83) FINNISH ORJECT MARKING

HESATED
SENTTMCE 7

+ k#w*”##ﬁ; Ny

PART , FERFECTIVE
| AseEcT V4

+ r!## ku

INDEFTNITE PRRT,
QuaNTITY 7

— 5

PART AL,

This scheme displays the basic structure of the Finnish object marking
swstem by hondling mest "nocmal chicces', but Lk dops —ot Sake into
considerabion those samowhat infreguent instances whese tho cuantiTy

CRpposition 15 s£ill upheld in noaated and impercfpo<ive sapbascas

5 3. Hewt, we turn to an examination af Russian obIrcT macking. To share
ih

Lh, w= Jind chab Lhe zame factors chat deteérzize cass zelusszics 1n



=3 INTERNATICHAL REVIDW COF SAMIT LINFULETICS  woil [ po. [ fwre

13h are at play in Jusslan koo, although *hoy fnte-ack iz A Qiffurnonz

W2y, The direct oojecs iz Sedatnd sCnlences tends Lo bo in tho gsnitive

In Russizn as it tends ko Be in bhe PArtitive in Finnish, bur the aooucs-

=i¥e in alzo vsed in many contexbls. An nated zhave, aceusative cbiagrs
mEy oocur In Flooizh nogaled sontences koo under spocific condizioms,
CUT AuMESlan Ftill zllows foar o more extansive use of the acopsatiop <o

T

i contextss

(B2l J3 ne Runil dosoa "I did nol boy lany] housze®
[gen_}

'T did not buy (Pebrow's)

“house' faco,)

Zn astanut ktaloa [=(Ed, 3339

YEZ) Ja ne kuepil dom (Posrova)

.—\.
Ty
I
st
i

Tarning to aspect and indefinitencss aof quantiiy, we fiad that they Loo
influsnce Eho chodce hetween ascusabive ang genitive, but not in the
SEEE WEY 2x in Finnlsh. The genitive can bo psed if twao conditisas are
fulZfilled: (a} the objecs depoles an indafinice vuantlby, and b} zhe
verb is perfective., The main d:fference comaared ko Finnish is that

the objecc 0f an inperfective werh always Lakes the accusasive. Zrw-
=ver, one could Say that Rle svstems aro soilloin accosdance By nouzral-
izing the distinotion booween doefinlte a=d indelinite guantity I the
liper fogiive asacct, We obinin kil Tellowing pavadicm for <ho cHamsle

"I Loughb bDeerc':

&7 DEFINITE QUANTITY INDEFINITE GQUARNTITY
PELREFLCTIVE Ja Fupll plen Ja xuwlil niwva
szoTeT (i, Ao ) (of., qen.)
EMPCREECTIVE Jda wokupal niuve

4y - 4
2ETD ilol., aoeld
ATDEC

of the obicrt marking systoem coporising

A
i
-
m

ame in Dinmish znd Sussian, oF.

bl

t2) That Russian naz overt morpholoaiesl
a

Tombinatiens dus o bhe indemgng-
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—pryhological device in Finnishl, znd [31) that Fussian h2s Lhe acoussz-

k.

ciye i ke imperfoective whoreas Fimmisch has .bne martitive.

1ot us how 1n more demail consider the Dussian rules Zor dimtingulis

botween the sccugative and Lhe genitive in aegated senbences. The iol-

lowing factors are tolewanks

il definitenoss (definize objects tond Lo bake tha aoousabive) s
abebrgctness (ahstract objects kend to take Lhe acousaTidvel;

the pasiticn of the objsot (objects in toplo pasition tend

to Take bthe accusacivel,

in Dahl (1971}, the following winim=l palr w“as gquakeds

(83l [a) Ja pe vile mat' *T pan't fdon't) see Hothor!
faee. )
{h] Ja ne wilu materi 'I pan't Sicon"i) see Mother®
)
{gen.]

The fellowing wero given as natural cantexts for the fwo snntonces:

(490 (a) Plosse gek out of my ways; I can'k zee Mother.

i5) I can't see Mocher anywlere, probably she has ganes,
The differcnce hece might be formulated in kterws of what che sentences
entail: only (68a) entails the presence of khe denotate of the direch
chject. 'Presence’ can be regarded 45 existenoe Telative o 2 certaim
iocaticn. It was notad in Dahl (19711 that the genitive in Pussian tends
to bre usrd wheoewver 3 novn phrase dees aotk entail the existence o what

it Eenotes.

Motice that indefinite noun phrases genesslly enlail Lhe existence ol
cheit denotates, but that the int-educiton of a negotion into the 2en-
tence uspally has the offoct of suspending Ehat entalilment, The same
Goes mob pneslliy holé for defipnite noun phrases, which are connechced
with oxistence entzllments oven in zost negeted sentences, with some
notable sxceptions as (63b}. These Czses are also exceptlans o the

general tendency to use khe secusative foT negated definite direct =b-
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JEsne, We thus sgasest che Iollowing cule: Dizpct objects iz nogatod
Ners iz no exigtepnoe entalloent

che genifive 18 th
1

o =ocmEs tooh

i
A

chis u

iinexmadted

a
avcuzatives in Finnish neocatef santancscs as
]

we'll, sich as fhe following one discussed by G0 Zarlsson 1153715

-- =2ligi se tun likijallie weden ‘== 17 it dors Fa%e Lthe reader's

“2] RoEME YD ConTain o glear existence entailmeni whiech imfccon =l

frfurative. Furthormore, similar considerations govern bhe diziribukion

2 nominative and paccictive an subjecbt cases in guice normal znd I[xa-

quont senitencaes LiKe the following:

(71) Rizi 21 ole xotona. (nom.d "Magher is not =t home!
iensallmentks "=he is nomowhers
) otsg'])
(72} Hizii wi ple (iotooa) [pars.] 'Therz iz oo Maxthas= (ak home
leazpatinle with "¥obther beifg
doadg'])

1

Almz =T, 1n this ennnection the @lscussion of Tinnish Aegices suestions

15 menticned asz oo FUlf i lleds. The

TOET Ammortant groun li percbhs with he genersl mesalng 'Spogsion, askh,
TETEDT IZn Tinnmlsn, Lae corresgpinding wverhs Galone to o the zacagory
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1T3) RUSSIAY QBJECT MARXIHG

KEGATED
SEHNTEMCE 7

e

N

i PERFECTIVE
i

%

ExX[STENTE

ENTAFLMENT 7 ] ASPECT 7

it N - . _

ALC, CEH.

I ACC.
1‘ INDEFIHITE
|oAUARTITY T

LEN. ALC.

in gonelusion, we can say that the same factors faspect, negation,
guanzicy)l govern object cage selecclon in both Finnigh and Aussian. The
basic differsnca is thot the Aagcusative has a mace naccow disiribubion
in Finmish than in Fussian {ar, copvecsely, Lhat the Russian genisiwve
has o more NErrow distribution than Ehe Finmish parttitiwve). This difler-
ence omerges most consploously in negatod sectoncos (Ruszian allows
areugatives whers Finnish does notl, and in impecsfactive sentences
(Fussian mostly has accusaziwve objecks, Flonizh only partitive cbjeclsi.
At theo hoart af this difference is the fazt that Fionish cbject marking
in all itg panifecstabtions has a basically aspectozl functicon, whermas
in mussian object macking and aspecis are distines paramctors. Thoss
izmstances whooe Finoleh obdesc marking drowiates Erom RBuzzian can Thus

Dazically e regarded as durm o "aspeckual inlerferesnoe’.



ok Rver B ERTE Doty o ic mainly conca--

shRall aisa briufly congiger he casp NATRING of subdipots o

Is
=

1k

et

iy B B

la)
1t

Paneq

an. I

iTive =n gne hand ane nominacive on the acter.

Lize the Iollowing for the coge ol

=

The rublect takes the parsicive
quantity and the wn

menalog, Ti_os

FoydillE on maikoa

Pihalla juoksi poikis

The subject is in she partitioec

FO with ohjsce

 Bolh languages, we have a choice netwoern

tae suhjectk:

conitivefngs-

50 gramcEZe cive

1L It denctes an lagEcfini~o

rh l: intransicive ans Faz =n exfu=rnrizl

"There 12 milk on the tahla!

‘Thers ran hays in the warg

11 the verh tgo

inkransitive exintanLlial | and ag pesibive implicaturos

Frevail {glso in carresponding gqueskions with 2 nngs

impork) . Ex,:
Hadulla e ole autos

Minuilz 2i ole vairga

Lhe subjoct fahes -ns

“
ik
o
[1:]
I
1

I

al
R4 |
=

[T = 76} =anm be hisvecenicellw
[HnlSH BUELIECT MAzKING
—
1 - —

THANSITIVE VERE

LNCEE is OO0 Sar on

'I have no owife!

'I SUEJECT 17 -|
OEMATING i
INDEF 15

[ ouaRTITY

Eive

the s=-cet
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PART, H\‘j' HEGATED SENTLCHCE
WETH MO POSITIVE
IMPLTCATURE 7 i

DRT, N,

Fe mee Lkabt the nohion "ewxjistentinl werk' is imporisnt here. Thase verbs

'be Dorn' ldRted "leswe', and bundreds of others. The verbs belonging
ta this i;-rnup fave jat least in par:z] meanings such as 'exist’, 'hea
present®, begin to exist or be present’, and 'cease to exist or bhe pre-
sent', These wverbs have poeculiar properties 1n many langueages. For io-
stnace, it seems 0 he this swery groun of werhs thas allows (o even
recuires) periphrases with tha so-called 'Tarmal subject" or '‘cxale-
Live E' in Cermanice lanpquagos [E it Bwadiskh)] [cf. Dail 196%] .0 The
=ain function oL sush existenktlal constructions is in fact discoursal
or textual: they sorve as mechanisms Zor the introduction of new disz—

codryse plomentss dof. Wihdamaki 19735) .

TwINing ajain o Pussian, we find once more bthat the dekermining faclLors
aty the sama, althouch their interasction is different. The zubject in
PBurzian is in the genitive maizly in once 2lass of ocages: when the werb
12 an Intransitive eXistentizel opne 2nd the sentence is nogated, 25 in
the sentence
(78} He bylo o menja maghltafons "I had na tapo-rercardes' (oeno g
bt for instances

Bvl u monja magnitofan "I had a tape-recordexr' (mom. i

There is, however, ancther case, the status of which is moze periphersl
and which is5 wsually not discussed in Fusslan grammars. Existential
werbs may take the cenitive oven if thoy are nec neqated '__n:'n:w'iinli thaz
they ara perfoctive and the coantity is indefinite. This constowecticon
apprats to be slightly colloguwial, which may be khe feasch that it s

st aften sentiaones. OF.
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1TR) Bobralos' naredu "Poanle congrecated! (a3t
i
ig

0f Sak:iralsja pnazod TFeople WOre foncrogating'
inob; *Sonirales' narcdal [ipl .. nomsd

Esowe see, the Tulos for subjsct TACXING ar muite s.: o Lbhpmp
cbient macking. We can reprasent a5 [ollows:

[B1} RUSS1AH SUBJECT MARKEIMG

TRANSITIVE
vERE 7

e

SO —
I“qu ?

i
Pt ol e M ] LIOR
el g W E | I'":II':-
f 2 |
| wIEFELD = |

| SUBIEET & :

I |

PoDEHOTES :
1

| T [ =1 T :'

' L Ty e |
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1
S N

. Tn khiz papes, we have examined fwoo langoaces: Russian

im

1+ shauld be mentioned, howsver, fhat the phendbend aro mot reskricted
to thesze languages. The ocppasiticon brtween a partitive az penitive case
on one hand and nominative or accusative on the other can be found also
o, S, an Cutonlan, Latyvisn, Lithuwasian, 2neé Pelish. Dziganlan appeals

co have more or less the Zarme roles 3E Finnish, and Polish by anc large

1L
anress with Husuizan, althouch thare sre zome divergeonooes, .. 19 s=0-

tences with negated transitive verbs, where theo genitive 1 more of 18RS
ohligatnry in Tolish. For the Haltic languages, w-e guole che trealIsnc

af the Lithuanian partitbive gonicive 1n HSonn (1966] :

'her adwerbale parsitive Gen. ist enlweder Ohjcktssenitiv odes
Subjcktzgenitiv. fAls Cbjexingeniily Zindnt er =ich im pesiciven
Gasr bei br. Werben, 215 fubdskissenitiv kel Zxiztentialwveclen
und anderen inbs. wngd refl. Telitwiroera intz. SDedenTung nowla
einlgen wopersdnlichen Zeiwwdrtern. In beiden Tillen bezeichnot
er eine unbezlismbe Yonge 21noT Hazerie oder fine unbesbimmic
nzahl won konkroten Cinzeldingen cder Lehownsnon oder ahntrzkian
BooTiffe '

®hus, the reles meen Lo he similar hers tono, with the resecvalion that
aspect doss not - ab leass not according £o what 2an be deduced fram
Sepn's trentrent - play any ioportant role. Since we are here coalins
with cenpticslly unrolated bot geagaghicaily contligquons Tanguaces, it
Halile

dacs ok seem toa far-ferched to speak about & Sorachbund in Lhe

drea,

§ 8. We hawe scen in this papes that thr choice of subject and phiscl
cavps in Finnish and Fussian Ls guided byv the zome secanllic factors,
while toezn factors hawe different celative weoicht In Lhe Two languagos.
Thus, the aspecival elessnt 15 much Fors orominesl in Fizaish, where
casp marking is the only systomalic marpholegical dowice fop expross=ing

azpeclual diskincilons. Howewvel, the aupecbunl distioctlons axproassed

ctl
ny the fipnlsh aoonnative-partitive 0OpoSitien 222 TEYTRWSS than those
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nderlying the Bussian verkal Epenly: 1T L5 bkipd dirs

TRt 2D tRe direst ohjess, wits bhe afcusative enzaillize a cha~ze im ==n

state of this referent, and <he Parfilive lacking such an aneazl-g-m=,

T OIZhOTES
" We ars tndebbed to Danota Clasnocha, Julena Dahl, Auli Hakuliiaer,

Elenz #ellberg, Gunnar Jacohssosm and ‘Tlarfl nLIESGn for fruoitfoi Siz-
Sussions in CONNectian with thiz paper

! The resemblance between Finnisk ebiect narking and Slavenic asuscos
nas been ﬂr&v1nL:ly nazad in bhe 1icsaya ture, cf, Cemizom [1937] %0z =
TEVizw nf some olde- -rest ments, and Vahros (L959] for g mo-o hetailéﬁ
izt of ma—e 31"11a itics and ﬂ_-fehe“cEE A Lﬂmﬂﬂu flaw 1nm traze-
ments ol the Ticnizsh obijec hs Lhat the azpecty tunccion' of jeor
marking hes often been somewhalb _nuu1y renardnd as EUJurn1na*n Ea it

Iuzmcticon as o dLEC‘nFUliiﬂr HELw eon 'wartial nhjett ang "toLzl ohieczs'

4 In @ skrict sehze, Lhis will nold oniy for iterativa actions suck as
drop, xick, knock.
1l =5t stales cannoo

05 90 With acbiwvities ratheor khan wish sCbks since
md-states: thoy can anly Le terminptad ¥ a change-inducing nuesnc,

i We use che shoriter locukion "the stape ol Lho ghject' inssead of the
o correct alohoush clumzicr Ythe sbate ot Lhe denotates-efcoropr or
the ohjack!.

3 This would includs Lath "affpzcad: an)ects and 'offected” aljestz,
In the Iiatter casz, Lhe chance wauld he one Srom ooa-eXistenos =o
ENLSLunoe,

£ Whieh is ip hasic sococd with those arevicus Sreatments of :
oDject oppasiclon that siress zhs Parameter _=5u]rutivn,111a. sltat
rollinr Lhan partialstctal, cF. a4 fa. Farisson (19570, Sonises (7
and ¥li-Fakkueri (1973 -

Y E¥ceptions duo ro poetic license ocewr, such a5 Tiso Leings olzu
Cclted sencteonce Idn rakazed minunizce. ) rappiolle 'She Isved e oinTo
decay', ¥otice, that this mantense clearly oXnresscs an ACCnEativo—1m-
ducizg change in thue state of the cbinci,

= IL 95 lucercsting to speculs=co ghout the Easslbhility of =4
‘erchesvnal' and ﬁerudn universal uzes of cises, The nooygsss
Nave one zuch use, wiz. shat of Censiing "what is changed’.
difTerence Fe'a“rn such 2 Rrypothesis angd ehas undorlying th

Fore o al, There would zot secosss
;.1miL;uns in teros of which 227 nos
, Bl s=ther, casn gzes woyl
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some alisnticn ln recent discussion:

(i} John smeared F:lint an the wall

1ii} Jonn seeared thoe wall with naint

It has Eeen moisted oot that (ii) Jdiffers Lfoom (L) by the implication
that the whele wall was affected by the snfaring. Anderson [1970)
atiribuces this difference in meaning S0 Bhe fact Lhal the wall is di-
Tect object only in (ii}. Hoblce rhat anly in [ii} is it possikle o
talk about decizive changs 1o the atate af the wall,

9 Thore iz one epxception to this claim, however, wiz. specific adjuncts
BEf “ime, measure, and the lisg, when use=d togethesr with intransitive
achiewezent werbs — Lhe so—called "ohipct-like modifiers' nf sraditiznal
Finnish gramsar, Cf. Hin _juoksi mailin "He ran a mile” {(acc.} - Hin el
juessut cailis ‘He 413 not tun a mile” {part. ). In such expressions,

tho accusaline iz used in a fashion mimilar ko fhat gowvermiong (B : rhe
cructal, end-sT1afe 15 achieved when the mile i=s fcovered, as 1L 15

whiun =hHo =ouse iz fizmished in [5). Here, we retfraln fror o morn dotallsc
Lreazoens of che "gbhjeci-like modificTrs'.

10 Cf, G, Earslsscn (1957 for a disvussion of zpse specific condicicns
sndny which Tha afcusnt:v. seill i® oossible in necaled Senlenoss.
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