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SYNTACTIC- SEMANTIC COMPARISON  
OF COMMON PERSON SENTENCE WITH NON-PERSONAL  

AND INDEFINITE PERSON SENTENCES

Summary. The predicate of general finite sentences is expressed mainly by the second person singular and the 
third person singular in the Azerbaijani language. The first, second and third persons forming the predicate of gene-
ral finite sentences can’t be concerned to a concrete person.
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We think comparative clarification with non‑per‑
sonal and indefinite person sentences has a sig‑

nificant place in reveal of peculiarities of common person 
sentences and their accurate explanation:

1. Over the first person
Unlike non‑personal sentences, it is possible to put 

a question who? pronounced in nominative case to the 
predicate of common person sentences and as a reply to 
get one of personal pronouns (I, you, they) matching with 
the predicate of the sentence.

But I, you, they used in these questions are not used in 
their real‑special meanings, but in general (all) meaning 
they have recently obtained.

For example:
a) The people of this division dug a pit for the people 

of another division, and they dug pit for the formers. But 
they tried to take that cookie from Nazar’s hands, they all 
were interested in it. (I. Malikzada);

b) It is quite outside. It is noisy in the party.
It is possible to put a question who? pronounced in 

a nominative case to the predicate of the sentence of 
the first group and to get an answer, as we have already 
mentioned, one of the personal pronouns matching with 
the predicate of the sentence to some extent. But they are 
used in the meaning different from their real meanings, 
in the meaning of general (all) which they have acquired 
recently. And it is compatible with formal character of 
personal semantics of common person sentence. That is, 
the first, second and third personal forms forming pred‑
icate of the common person sentence cannot be referred 
to a concrete person.

Taking into consideration all the above stated, it can 
be concluded that in common personal sentences either 

personal or time semantics carry formal character. It 
would be to the point to visualize it with the below shown 
scheme.
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As the indefinite person sentences, common person 
sentences have also been set up on grammatical‑structural 
basis of the sentences with definite persons, but without 
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a subject. The predicate of the common person sentence 
is mainly expressed with the third person plural and the 
second person singular. According to formal‑grammatical 
origin of the person and peculiarity in its composition, com‑
mon personal sentences can be divided into the following 
structural types:

1. Common person sentences the predicate of which 
carry the peculiarity of the first person — it is not typical 
for Azerbaijan language, only on the basis of paremic units 
it is possible occasionally to come across such samples:

For example:
a) I will neither sow his land, no drink his buttermilk;
b) Let’s set our conditions before plowing, in order not 

to fight in the threshing‑floor.
2. As we have already mentioned earlier, the first, 

second and third person forms forming common person 
sentences cannot be referred to a concrete person. No 
matter which concrete person they convey according to 
their grammatical form, according to the content, they 
refer to singular and plural of all three persons, therefore 
from syntactic semantic point of view refer to all the hu‑
man. So, “I”, “you”, “they” used here differ from “I”, “you”, 
“they” having concrete meaning used in the sentences with 
definite person. Because, here they are used not in their 
real dictionary meanings, but in new acquired — general 
meaning obtained at the result of the factors like pronun‑
ciation, text condition, grammar structure, etc. changing 
their real dictionary meaning. So, “I”, “you”, “they” used 
in common personal sentences always refer to all the hu‑
man. From this point of view, common person sentences 
the predicates of which carry the peculiarity of the first 
person also draw attention.

For example:
a) Let me make my place, then watch me;
b) I’ll give my name to you and make you suffer;
c) I am khan’s servant, just dare disobey me, I’ll break 

your ribs.
Although, these sentences, according to their gram‑

matical structure look like as the sentences with definite 
person the subject of which is determined in the predicate 
of it (I read a book, I write an article, etc.), according to 
the content, they cover singular and plural of all persons. 
If to approach from logical point of view, it is possible to 
state that there is no concept of commonness separately. 
Commonness is a concept coming from the definite, indi‑
vidual and single. That is, it means generalizing similar 
and different peculiarities of separate things and individ‑
uals. From this point of view, it can be concluded that the 
common person sentences have derived from the sentences 
with definite persons.

We can show the structure of such type of a sentence 
by means of such a table:
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“Say why are you lonely, why are you alone?
Storms are your sighs; rivers are your blood.
You did not know that you would remain for ever
In the heart of native Azerbaijan!”

(M. Araz)

In the sentences of the first group, according to the 
content of the sentence, the executer of the work cannot 
be you. Although in such sentences all persons are meant, 
in the second group of sentences as the concrete subject is 
expressed, the second person singular is meant.

In comparison with the first person, the second per‑
son singular is more actively used in the common person 
sentence.

“According to communicative content, as the second per‑
son is in the position of the listener, the possibility to expand 
abstractly the content coordination and to achieve functional 
generality within etymological concreteness is quite high”.

In common person sentences the predicate of which 
is in the second person plural neither classic‑ book, nor 
speaking‑ folklore style is observed. However, in our mod‑
ern language, in order to concretize generalizing semantics 
structures like “What you sow, that you will reap” are used 
and it is fully a stylistic event.

4. Over the third person:
Common person sentences the predicates of which 

are used in the third person singular are met only among 
paremic units:
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1) You say scat, it doesn’t go away; you say stop and 
it doesn’t stop;

2) Her hands are busy with dough, eyes are busy with 
watching cattle etc.

Expansion of semantic coordination of the third person 
singular is not constant, so, this type of common person 
sentences is not active.

Common person sentences the predicate of which is used 
in the third person plural have been spread more widely. 
This structure type of common person sentences is often 
met in live colloquial speech. According to this grammatical 
peculiarity, this structure type is similar with the sentence 
with indefinite person.

For example:
a) They have found work and get a salary approximately 

as much as I get. And they live in an apartment similar to 

which I live in and live just the way I live. (The sentence 
with indefinite person);

b) Animal is branded on the thigh, a man on the heart.
A cock crowing not in time, should be cut. (Proverb)
Subject of the verdict expressed in the first group sen‑

tences is indefinite “they”. Therefore, the predicate of this 
sentence is possible to be matched with an indefinite subject 
(they). On another hand, the thoughts coming out of it, do 
not refer to everybody, it refers just to a certain group of 
people. But the work in the second group of sentences do 
not refer to a certain group of people, it refers to everybody, 
to all persons (general).

The work, the action conveyed in common person sen‑
tences in positive form refers to everyone, in negative form 
to no one. But in the sentences with indefinite person it is 
impossible to carry out such an operation.
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