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THE COMPARATIVE ASPECT OF STUDYING STATIVES
AS A PART OF SPEECH
In the article words of condition category are studied in comparative and
synchronic aspect that provides an opportunity to indicate common and separate
properties of impersonal predicative words in each of involved languages, and also get
a deeper understanding of Slavic statives features as a grammatic group of words
among other parts of speech.Studying a words of condition categories’ problem in
contemporary linguistic literature gives an opportunity to suppose, that the meaning of
condition is a unique categorical sense, but not a special case of feature. It is shown,
that a significant contribution into the words of condition category studying was made
by Russianists, who, by discovering mentioned phenomenon in Russian language,
made it possible to be discovered in other languages.
Key words: words of condition category, impersonal predicative words,
statives, comparative analysis, synchrony.
MamopiHa H.
— KaHOuOam pirnosio2iyHUX HaykK, OoueHm Kaghedpu 2epMaHCbKOI ma
crnoe’siHckKoi gpinosnoeii [JoHbacbko2o Oep)xagHo20 rnedazoaivyHozo
} yHigepcumemy
3ICTABHUN ACNEKT OOCNIAXEHHSA CINIB KATEFOPIT CTAHY AK
YACTUHU MOBU
Y cmammi cmaHieHUKU OOCIIOXYyHombCS 8 3iCmMa8HO-CUHXPOHIYHOMY acriekmi,
wo 0Oae Moxrnueicmb susieumu crniflbHi ma eiOMIHHI pucu criie Kamezopii cmaHy 8
KOXHIU i3 3a5iydeHUx Mo8, a maKkox enubwe ycgidomumu ocobriugocmi crio8’ssHCbKUX
cmamusig SIK J1eKCUKO-gpaMamu4yHo20 po3psdy crie Ha mili IHWUX YacmuH MOS8U.
BueyeHHs1 npobniemu criie kamezopii cmaHy 8 cy4YacHil niHegicmuyHid siimepamypi
npu3eodums OO0 BUCHOBKY, WO 3Ha4YeHHs cmaHy € 0cobnusumMm KamezopiarbHUM
3HAYEHHSIM, a He OKPEeMUM MpPOsI8OM 03HaKU. AKUEHMYemMbCS, WO 3Ha4YHUll BHECOK Yy
BUBYEHHSI Kamezaopii cmaHy 6Hecslu came 84YeHi-pycucmu, £Ki, eiokpuswu 0aHul
beHoMeH y pocilicbKili MO8i, yMOXXnususu nodibHe 8i0Kpumms 8 iHWUX Mogax.
Knroyoei crnoea: crioea kamezopii cmaHy, 6e30cobo80-rpedukamusHi croesa,
cmamusu, 3icmagHull aHarsi3, CUHXPOHIS.
MamopuHa H.

— KaHOuOam cburonoaudyeckux Hayk, doueHm Kagedpbl 2epMaHCcKou U
crnaesiHckou ¢burnonozauu [JoHbacckoz2o eocydapcmeeHHo20
rnedazo2u4yecKko20 yHugepcumema
COMNOCTABUTEJIbHbIA ACMNEKT U3YYEHUA CNOB KATEFOPUU
COCTOAHUA KAK YACTU PEYMU

B cmamebe crosa Kameeopuu cOCMOsAHUA uccnedy;omc;q 8 corrocmaesumersibHoO-
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CUHXPOHUYECKOM acriekme, 4mo 0aém 803MOXHOCMb 8bII8UMb 0bWUE U pa3udHble
ceoticmea 6e3/1u4YHO-NPeduUKamu8HbIX CrlI08 8 KaxO00M U3 rpusriekaeMbiX 3bIKO8, a
makxe earnybxe ysaCHUMb O0OCOBEHHOCMU CrlaB8sSHCKUX Cmamueo8 KaK J1eKCUKO-
epaMmamuyeckoz2o paspsida croe Ha ¢oHe Opyaux 4dacmel peyu. W3ydyeHue
npobrembl €108 Kamezaopuu COCMOSIHUSI 8 CO8PEMEHHOU  IUHe8UCMUYecKoU
numepamype 0aém 803MOXHOCMb foJlazame, YMo 3Ha4YeHUe COCMOSIHUS S187151emcsi
0COb6€eHHbIM KamezaopualibHbIM 3Ha4YeHuUeM, a He 4YacmHbIM CrlydaeM rpu3Haka.
lMokasbigaemcsi, YmMoO 3Ha4YumersibHbIU 6Knad 8 U3yYeHUEe Kamea20puu COCMOSIHUS
BHEC/IU UMEHHO YYeHble-pycucmbl, KOmopble, OMKpbI8 OaHHbIU heHOMEH 8 PYCCKOM
A3bIKe, coesnasiu 803MOXHbIM M0006HOe OMKpbIMue 8 Opyaux si3bIKax.

Knro4eeble  croea: crioea  Kameaopuu  COCMOSIHUS, 6e3u4Ho-
npedukamuegHble c/108a, cmamusebl, CoOnocmasumersibHbIl aHasu3, CUHXPOHUS.

Formulation of the problem. Words of condition category as a part of
speech have been presenting an object of intent linguists™ attention for more
than a hundred years already. Contoversity and complexity of approaches to
the definition of grammatic status and words composition can be explained
by the heterogeneity of the studied object itself, lying on the intersection of
word formation, morphology, syntax and lexical semantics.

Analysis of latest publications. Words of condition categories
problem is urgent in compatative aspect. There are almost no works
dedicated to this problem can be found. Among the studyings, that we
managed to get aquanted with are the works by Zh. S. Sazhinov [17],
G. I. Tiraspolskiy [19], A. V. Zubkov [8] etc. Relevance of given article can be
defined by the necessity of complex studying of semantic, word formation
and grammatic features of words of condition category in comparative and
synchronic aspect. Such a research gives an opportunity to define common
and separate properties of impersonal predicative words in each of the
involved languages and get a deeper understanding of Slavic
statives'features as a grammatic group of words among other parts of
speech.

Aim of the article is to study status and words of condition category
compositions in works of native and foreign grammarians.

Presentation of the basic material. In Russian philology there can be
defined following approaches to the words of condition category:
1) philologists deny the existence of words of condition category as an
independent part of speech (V.M. Zhirmunsky, A.B. Shapiro v gp.);
2) linguists admit the existence of words of condition category, but interpret it
(V. V. Vinogradov, N. S. Pospelov, Ye. M. Galkina-Fedoruk, A. V. Isachenko,
A. N. Tikhonov, V. M. Panfilov etc.); 3) scientists admit the existence of the
condition category only formally, pointing out, that “it would be better to
devide it between parts of speech, than to devide parts of speech just
because of condition category” (V. A. Trofimov, Yu.D. Apresyan,
V. N. Migirin, V. V. Shigurov etc [for more detailed information: 14; 15]. All in
all, the majority of modern Russian philologists quite fairly consider the
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condition category to be an independent part of speech.

We base on the opinion, that condition category exists in Russian
language as an independent part of speech that appeared in Russian
language as a result of words transposition from one part of speech to
another. And we share the opinion of those scientists, who reckon, that the
words of condition category is an independent part of speech, that has its
own morphological, sematic and syntactic characteristics. These are words
that mean static condition and play the role of predicate in impersonal
sentences. In other words, condition category is an independent part of
speech that expresses common meaning (or esteem) of living creatures,
nature, environment in grammatic form of predicate in impersonal
sentences: MHe  epycmHo... rnomomMy 4mo  eecesio  mebe.
(M. Yu. Lermontov).

As researchers mention, in Ukrainian language, the phenomenon of
condition can be expressed not only via grammatic category of verb
condition, but via independent part of speech—the founder! The founder is a
group of irrevocable words with categorical meaning of unprocced condition
as the additive in impersonal sentences: Hawm 6yno npuemHo, a
2ocriodapsm npuemMHiwe! Cb0200Hi menno, a s4opa 6yrno menniwe. Tuxo
cmaro ckpi3b y ny3i. (Lesia Ukrainka).

Ukrainian researchers do not have fixed view on the status and
composition of the words of condition category. One type of researchers—
M. A. Zhovtobriukh [7], V. O. Horpynych [4], O. O. Selivanova [18] etc. —
define the existence of condition category as an independent part of speech,
while the other — A.P. Hryshchenko, L.I. Matsko, M. Ya. Pliushch -
consider the founders in composition of other parts of speech, although they
separate them and call prediactive adverbs etc. [5]

The founder was formed on basement of different parts of speech,
but not in every lexical meaning, only in those, that are used as an additive.
Among them there are: nouns (ropa, 2pix, 4Yac, Xarb, COPOM, fIUXO Ta iH.:
OciHb 4ydosa nopa. —noun; llopa meHi 8 nymb. — word of condition
category), adverbs (cyMHO, msixKo, eecesio, meriso, Xosi00HO etc.: 3esieHo,
6apeucmo po3snyckanucek nucms. —adverb; 3eneHo, 6apeucmo Ha ny2ax
i nonoHuHax. — word of condition category), modalists (mpeba, HeobxiOHo,
MOXHa, eapmo: He eapmo cryxumu xumepHomMmy ceimy). But in all cases
only words that lose all their other functions and only play a role of main part
of sentence in monosyllables are able to become a founder. So, to the
founder belong such words as — 6e3/100HO, 8aX/ueo, 8iMPSHO, 8UOHO,
luxo, muxo etc.

In foreign linguistics the issue of adding words of condition category to
the independent part of speech has never been discussed erlier. For
instance, linguists, who were studying English of both strucrured and
traditional directions, were also studying a group of words of mentioned
category in English either in the composition of an adjective, or in the
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composition of an adverb. There is also no systematic explanation of
mentioned category words in contemporary English dictionaries, in which
they are interpreted either as adjectives, or as adverbs.

Words of condition category in foreign languages were added to the
separate part of speech by soviet grammatists, who had begun to study
given part of speech as an independent grammatic class influenced by
Russian grammatic tradition.

This way, L. I. Barmina consider words like down, up, in, on etc. to be
the words of condition category: your son is down with enteric [1]. B. A. llyish
studies this category not so widely, so, in his opinion, both words with
morphological index (a- element), and words, that express condition, but
refer to different parts of speech [9] may be included to the words of
condition category. Some linguists (for instance, P.l. Shleyvis) limit this
group only with -a words [21].

The existing points of view on words of condition category look like
this:1) words of condition category should be attributed to the separate part
of speech; this words have their features (semantic, syntactic and
morphological), that differ them from other parts of speech; 2) there is no
significant difference between words of condition category and adjectives;
3) the third point of view was made up by V. G. Vilyuman [2], who reckons,
that given words create not an inpependent part of speech, but a lexical
category, because condition is expressed by diffrent parts of speech (nouns,
adjectives, participles)

Not so long ago the problem of statives was considered by A. V. Li
[12], by giving a detailed analysis of the condition's expression in English,
L. L. Lisina touched the issue of words of condition category valence [13].
N. V. Levina described words of condition category as a the core of sematic
condition and looked through stages of their usage in English [11].
V. S. Volkov dedicated his dissertation to the description of words of
condition category predicate [3].

Talking about English philologists, they used to use term “condition” or
‘stative” to define a special verb category in Jewish language. Only
O. Jespersen in his “Grammar philosophy” mentioned the issue of words of
condition category origin, however, he attributed them to adjectives or verbal
adjectives too, hat is common for foreign grammar [6].

In German language words of condition category are not separated to
the independent part of speech, even though there is a row of words, that
expess condition and in the function of definition their usage is limited. [16].
So, N. G. Kozinskaya defines following types of adjectives: a) those, that
have different semantics in attributive and predicative functions (15 crnos);
0) those, that do not have a function of prepositive definition (56 cnos);
B) with limited attributive usage (10 cnos) [10]. The researcher reckons, that
both in German and other languages the expression of condition in time
plays the role of common lexical and grammatic meaning of condition
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category. There are a lot of words, that mean person's condition and play
the role of subject in sentences. According to author's opinion the following
words may be refferd to the mentioned ones: ansichtig, eingedenk, gram,
imstande, schuld, wach, willens v gp.

Many Romanists (O. |. Bogomolova, N. M. Vasilieva, JL. P. Pitskova,
Ye. M. Wolf, V. G. Gak, A.A. Zaliznyak, M. D. Potapova, K. Kh. Rekosh,
Ye. A. Referovskaya, A. K. Vasilieva, Yu. S. Stepanov,
N. M. Shteinberg etc.) study items, that express condition. However, their
studies do not go beyond admission of the existence of items, that express
condition, or come down to studying only one constructuion, for instance,
there is a research by T. N Cheltsova, that is dedicated to studying the
construction «noun + etre + adjective» in logical and syntactic theory [20].

Conclusions and recommendations. So, a significant impact on
studing the condition category was made by Russianists, who, by
discovering this phenomenon in Russian language, made possible to make
the same discovery in other languages. Studying of words of condition
category problem in modern linguistic literarure gives an opportunity to
suppose, that the meaning of condition is a special categorical item, but not
just a special case of feature. Words of condition category take an active
part in many languages development, enrich the vocabulary, that gives
ground for fresh thoughts in the linguistic literarure.
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CeapuyeecbkKa A.
— KaHOuOam rnedazoaiYHuUX HayK, sukriaday kaghedpu coujiaribHoO-
2yMaHimapHux ma ¢pyHOameHmarsbHuUXx oucyurnsid [Hcmumymy 8ilicbKo8o-
MopcbKux cur, HauioHanbHuU yHisepcumem «Odecbka MopCbKa akademisi»
YOK 81.161.2'367.332
BOKATUBHI CUHTAKCEMU AK MAPKEPU HOMIHALLI
TA NPEOUKALIT Y XYOOXHbOMY TEKCTI
Y cmammi po3ansiHymo ocobniueocmi ycKnadHeHHs ceMaHmu4YHoI cmpykmypu
peyeHHs 3a 0ornomo2or 3s8epmaHb. Oxapakmepu3o8aHO 80KamMUBHI KOHCMPYKUii SK
3acobu  8UpPa)KeHHsi  8MOPUHHUX  IMAMiKauyiiHUX  npedukamie y  meKcmi.
[NpoaHanizogaHoO ymMoeU 8UKOpUCMAaHHS KOHCMPYKUiU 3 iMrnikayiiHOl ceMaHmMUKOR
ma ocobnusocmi ix KoMno3uuyitiHoi 6ydosu.
Knroyoei crniosa: cknadHe pedyeHHs, okamuse, iMrnikauiiHul rnpeodukam.
Ceapuyeeckas A.

— KaHOuOam redazoau4vecKux Hayk, rnpernodasamersib kagheOpbl coyuasibHO-
2yMaHuUmapHbIx U gpyH0ameHmarsibHbIx ducyuniuH MIHicmumyma 80eHHO-
MopcKux cur, HauuoHarnbHbil yHUgepcumem « O0ecckasi MOpCKasi
akaodemusi»

BOKATUBHbIE CUHTAKCEMbI KAK MAPKEPbI HOMUHALIUX U
NPEOUKALNN B XYOOXECTBEHHOM TEKCTE
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