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RENEE PERELMUTTER

CASE CHOICE IN RUSSIAN GENITIVE/NOMINATIVE ABSENCE

CONSTRUCTIONS

Running Title: Gen/Nom Absence Constructions

1. Introduction

Negatedbe sentences with an animate referential subject hawe morphological
realizations in Modern Russian. The more statifyickequent construction has a
referential subject of the negated clause in thatige case: SUBJ, + ze 6ruro +
locus: mamer He 6ruTO Ha pab6ore. In the less common construction the subject of
the negated clause appears in the nominative 8483,y + ze 61/ a + locus:mama
He Omyta Ha pa6ore. A question to ask then is, how does the spealaenthe
choice between these two constructions, and wieaharfactors influencing the choice.
First of all, this choice is only possible for amiraated referential subject; non-
animated subjects in negatbd clauses are always marked genitiveva nHe 6ruTo
mostoka. Thus, the discussion of choice in negdiedlauses will necessarily involve at
least one individual. | label the negatleel clauses with an animated subje@&SENCE
clauses, to distinguish them from other negéedlauses that do not allow the choice of

case.
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The choice between the genitive/nominative abselaugses is usually discussed
in the larger context of verbs that allow a cholmstween genitive and nominative
marking for the referential subject under negatidinere exists a large body of literature
debating the differences between the choice oftigenand the nominative, and the
terminology in which to discuss thémn some studies, primary importance is assigned
to distinguishing existential negated clauses \&egher types of negated clauses. Babby
(1980), for example, introduced the terms “negatixtiarative sentences” for the
nominative construction, and “negated existenti@ntsnces” for the genitive
construction. Babby proposed that the scope oftieges different for declarative versus
existential constructions: in existential sentenbesh the subject and the verb fall under
the scope of negation; in declarative constructidhe subject is outside the scope of
negation. Babby describes sentences of the typever me 6rmo mHa pabore as
“locative”, a subtype of a negated declarative elecet, and not “existential”, since,
unlike the negated existential sentences, this typesentence allows for a definite
subject. Borschev and Partee (1998a; 2002) arqidltbse “locative’berre  sentences
can be interpreted as existential, since existehadvays relevant to a locus; according
to this analysisgerre sentences are existential.

Paducheva examined the choice of genitive/nomiaasipecifically in 6z
sentences in her groundbreaking article of 1992y i1997) she expanded the discussion
to include other verbs that allow the choice ofecadaducheva divides the verbs that

allow the genitive referential subject (which skalsc genitive verbs) into two groups:



perceptual and existential. Her insightful proposak that the semantics of perceptual
verbs, among themsrs, presupposes a perceiving entdB$ERVER Habutoga resn)
that shares the locus with the referential subjgctording to Paducheva’s analysis, the
genitive construction presupposes an observer wisgrichronous with the individual in
the locus; she concludes that the nominative claussupposes an observer as well, but
the nominative observer is “retrospective”. Thattie observer is observing the whole
utterance situation.

Borschev and Partee (2002) elaborate on Paducheeéian of observer. They
propose that the distinction between existing amthd located involves a choice of
perspective, a point of view of the speaker, oretimmes the subject of a higher clause in
the sentence: “The speaker, of course, is the dreeclooses the form of expression; but
if the relevant clause is an embedded one, thekep@aay be representing the point of
view of a higher subject of a propositional attaudAnd even in the case of a simple
sentence, if it occurs as a part of a narrativen) tihe point of view of someone other than
the “author” may be represented” (Borschev andeea2002: 208).

Timberlake (2004) talks about predicates which ulscthe presence of an entity
in a domain, either a physical space or a speakmtseptual field. The nominative
construction is used for a statement which focusesthe individual and his/her
properties, and the genitive construction is usdwrwa statement is made about the

world and its contents:



“In principle such combinations can be interpretedwo different ways: as a
statement about an individual or as a statemenitabavorld and its contents. In
the former case, interest is focused on the indalidwho is otherwise known,
and on the properties of that individual. In thé&diacase, the communicative
force of the sentence is merely to establish oy diee presence of some entity in
some domain, the entity often being understood rasessence. When such
predicates of location are negated, the entity wheodstence is negated appears

in the genitive” (Timberlake 2004, 311).

Chvany (1996, 91) discusses the genitive/nominative&rs sentences in terms
of markedness and focusing. She discusses the(ppio6 ne 6w B BocrTonel
(b) Boba B BocToHe He 6EUIO.

(a) “is a statement about a foregrounded Bob, lataisde as “Bob has not been in

Boston”, or “Bob did not go to Boston”, or “Bob ditbt show up” — a volitional

connotation is possible. ... The sentence is usetppptely only if the speaker

Is correct in assuming that Bob was in a positmmike a choice — that is, to

take responsibility, exert some control. In cortiréls) is a statement about Bob’s

absence from some event in Boston, whatever it wagh is foregrounded from
the speaker’s point of view, whence the word ontemgé”.
Chvany argues that genitive can signal discoursi&draunding of an actant, and that
this backgrounding can appear even in isolatedesent contexts. Nominative signals

foregrounding, in opposition to the oblique cadester in the same volume (Chvany



1996, 290) Chvany discusses the pair of clausess we 6w B Mocksel MBaHa
He Omuio B Mockse. She emphasizes that the genitive is more contexiham
nominative; a genitiverire sentence is a statement about absence from a doretgd
event: “A well-formed instance of (nom) requireslyonthe givenness of Ivan and
Moscow; but the felicitous use of (gen) requiredigdnal information about what was
going on in Moscow”.

The above analyses reveal interesting and validntpoiabout the
genitive/nominative constructions. Chvany’s insfghtdiscussion of genitive clauses
being associated with a foregrounded event is hagggported by my data. Paducheva’s
innovative approach, and Borschev and Partee’siarent possible involvement of the
higher clause in the sentence, point to the nagesisiooking beyond the negated clause,
to search for other elements or entities whichuerfice this clause and form cohesive
connections with it. However, these studies tendnphasize a single binary distinction
that leads to a choice of case.

The approach taken here differs mainly in its nfadtior approach to choice; |
show that case choice cannot be reduced to a sifaglor, such as observer,
foregrounding etc. Rather, the choice of genitive nmminative case in absence
constructions routinely involves a number of fastooming together. These factors are
not symmetrical and operate on different linguidgeels (the clause, the text) and

involve not only structural elements, but emotioaitude, point of view, etc. No single



factor can account for all instances in which aioh®@f case is made; a combination of
possible factors prompts case choice.

It becomes apparent that both genitive and nonvieatiauses routinely belong to
a number of fixed semantic templates (such as @dckformation, making excuses,
missing an event of death, etc). Many instancdbefise of the absence constructions fit
these templates. However, for those situationsdbanot fit the templateshe speaker is
free to create meaningful clauses, as long as d#wtors (coordination, type of locus,
etc) are still congruent with the implications ajigen choice.

Table 1 summarizes the factors that influence tice of case. The first three
factors are structural and relevant to the clausest three are text-level structural
elements; following are emotional attitude and poinview. The last group summarizes

the common semantic templates.



Table 1

Element/factor

genitive

nominative

locus individuated, specific geographical conaagype
existential (genitive only) individuated, specific
absentee non-referential (genitive only) indivichaa
individuated
expression of stated explicitly in clause or elliptedpften duration; stateq
timeframe often punctual; always basis fpexplicitly in clause

coordination

can be ellipted

“never” (kind of duration),

coordination

with

element outside th

obligatory, with an observe

esituation or event

rpossible, but not relevant

text organization

clause

pattern of| present; multidirectional usually not relevant, gibky
influences unidirectional

reference: individual removed from center, incentered individual in i
continuity of | comparison to other, (centeredextual interval

cohesive line

entity; can resume narrative cen

ter

0]



in following clauses.

point of view often multiple POV: absenteegbsentee POV

observer, narrator, shifting POV

emotional attitude often emotionally colored, refatf emotionally neutral

f

to the coordinated event/situation;

coordinated with central individual

he/she often expresses opinion |or

emotion about absentee




main

templates

semantid

> Coordinated with an event:

explaining the state of affair
by absence

making excuses for the sta
of affairs

lack of information : often
connected to making excus
alibi

expressing regret

absence at moment of dee

- often connected t

expressing regret & othe

gen. templates

Absence as

goroperty :
te of absence for
period of time

* Never visited a locus

Lack of information

individug

+ Stand-alone stateme

q

|

nt




Coordinated with anothe

=

individual:
* Coordinated individual is
using the absence to engage

in unexpected activity

¢ Coordinated individual i

U7

expressing emotion about

absence/absentee

1.1 Data Collection

| have gathered my corpus in December 2003-Febr2@dy, using Google searches. A
wide variety of genres of texts were examined: inab twentieth-century literature,
literature in translation, fan fiction, newspapeticdes, interview transcripts, on-line
forums and diaries. The examples gathered encomgpasgle variety of styles and
registers, from the formal newspaper reportinghodolloquial, casual forum and on-line
diary writing.

Originally | examined the examples gathered fromn lthternet in comparison to
literary examples, which | have collected from therks of original 28 century fiction.

Electronic versions of these works are availabldinen at Moshkov's library



(http://lib.ru). The literary corpus might be expected to exhébitertain, although not
complete, uniformity of style and register, in aast to the heterogeneous Internet
corpus. However, | have not observed a significalifference in usage of
genitive/nominative negated constructions betwdessd corpora. The sources for the

literary examples are cited.

1.2 Structure of the article

The article is divided into two main sections. Thst section deals with the factors and
combinations that result in a choice of genitiveecéor the absence clause. The genitive
is rich in factors and possibilities that prompseahoice, and genitive absence clauses
are statistically more frequent. The discussionthef genitive strategy is therefore quite
large and complex. Discussion of genitive choicdivéded by locus type — individuated
and existential; by absentee individuation — nativilWuated and individuated. | further
examine textual considerations such as coordinatitimanother event or individual and
pattern of influences between the absentee andcdbedinated event or individual.
Finally, | examine semantic templates common te¢hmnfigurations.

The second section deals with the choice of nonviedor the referential subject. It is
simpler in its structure, as this strategy exhilatssmaller variety of structural and
semantic possibilities. In this section | discussuk types (individuated and generic),

attributive and cohesive motivations that promm tihoice of nominative, the temporal



specification of duration which is prominent in noative absence clauses, and common

semantic templates.

2. Genitive Absence Clauses

In absence clauses with genitive marking of thereaftial subject (here genitive absence
clauses or GACs), two types of loci occur: a specihdividuated locus (such asma,

B Mockse), or an existential locuss( mmpe, Ha cBere, Ha 3emne). The
ABSENTEE, i.e. the animated referential subject, can bleeeitndividuated amer He
6rw10) Of non-individuated ifaccaxmpos we 6rur0). While individuated absentees
can appear in genitive and nominative absence etauke non-individuated absentees
appear only in GACs. The timeframe is often specifb the absentee and locus
discussed: for example, an absence construction arnt individuated absentee in an
individuated locus always involves a coordinatieither with an event taking place in
the same locus at the same time, or with a situatioere another individual is present in

the locus.

2.1. Individuated locus
2.1.1 Non-individuated absentee(s)
In a narrative situation that involves a combinatid abstract absentees and individuated

locus, the locus is emphasized — it becomes arcehtarration in the absence clause or



the narrative interval. Thus, example (1) involeeparagraph-long description of a car,
an individuated locus from which non-individuateabpengers are absent:

Q) x BOpOTaM cana, HENPEPEIBHO axas " crpeJiad,
NOOBEXaJsl BEJICHEN  AaBTOMOOUIIE, Ha g»gBeplie KOTOopoIo
6ryia BEBemeHa 6Gejsiasa gyrootpasHas — HaOouck. “  5BX,
npokauy!”  Humxe [IOMEIAINCE YCIJIOBUS HPOIYJIOK Ha
BEeCeJION  MallMHE. B yac- tou  py06JId. 8a koHEI]- ITO
coruytamenmun. IlaccaxmupoB B MammHe He Oruto. ( M. Wned wu
E. IleTpoB. IIBeHanIaTk CTyJ'IbeB)

From the narrative perspective, the car is thedarfunarration. The vehicle is elevated to
the status of an individual: it drivesxas ‘sighing’, and the first person ofx,
npokauy can be attributed to the car. The absentees apmthmtical, faceless
passengers. Thus, the absence of passengeraisraeantt about a car.

A similar pattern can be observed in (2) and (8)(2), a collision of a bus and a

tram is discussed. Both vehicles are foregrounttezljack of passengers in the bus is a
property of the locus rather than a statement atheuindividuals:

(2) A Bce Havamoce mourm 10 ByJarakosy, C [OPOCTOIO
TpaMBa. Yx He BHAmWn, i MOJIOKO palJjivjia Ha pPeJibCEl
HeKad IJOHEeIIKasAa AHHyIUKa, yZ0p0zs elnre Kakasd OoKasmu4da
CIIyYMiIack, HO aBTOOYC, KOTOPEIR BE3 JIOIEH Ha MUTHUHT,

KakuM- TO CTpPaHHEM OépaS’OM okKasaJjiCd Ha INIyTr TpaMBad,



K‘OTOprIZ obrexaTks €eI'o I10 ITOHSTHEIM IIPUYMHAM HEe MOXeET.

IIo cyuacTeo0, B aBTObOyce JIngeM He OBUI0 M HUKTO HE

rnocrpazngaJl.
In (3), we find a description of a rabbit exhibitjovhich is both a location and an event.
There are no visitors there, only pet owners aribgs. The statements about the
presence or absence of individuals are a parteofiéiscription of the exhibition:

(3) Ieppass yacTe BEICTaBKM NPOBOAMIACE B Ccy66ory 24 Mas,
HocerTuTesen He 6E>IJIO, OBUIH TOJIBKO SKCIIepPTEI VZ
BJIaIOEJIBIIEL

To summarize, this combination involves abstraall &wypothetical persons that are
absent from a highly individuated and foregrountteais; the possibility of individuals’
location in this locus is negated. The hypothetprasibility of containing individuals is

a feature of the locus itself: it is a featurelwd tar that it can have passengers, a feature
of an exhibition that it can have visitors, etc.eTfact that it does not contain any
individuals is an accidental property of the loguthis particular situation.

The locus is the center of narration at the monvdmen the absence of individuals is
asserted, but the individuated locus does not tertcupy the center of narration for a
prolonged textual interval: the scope of this cantgin the text is local and limited. The
focus usually shifts back to persons, thus for eplan(2) continues with

(4) ... o cuacTerw, B aBTObOyCe JIOIEH HEe OBUIO M HUKTO HEe

mocrpanzajs. A HacCcCaxmpel €ro, JHaBHO [NOKMHYBIME CAaJlOH,



OTHpaBMJIVICE Ha MWUTVHI porecTa IIPOTHMB rnprnesna B
ropom Ha CcBor QopyMm Jmmepa ' Hamer YkpawudHre, BukTOpa
Bmenko.

Here the narration shifts to the formerly hypottatipassengers as they relate to another

individual (Viktor lushchenko), who is the real tecof this narrative.

2.1.2 Individuated absentee(s)
A statement of absence that involves an individldbeus and absentee presupposes
coordination with another event or situation; txpression of absence is relevant to the
general discourse because it is connected to aihemtions. There is often a causal
connection between the absence of the individuahfthe locus and another situation
associated with this locus. In example (5), theakpr is promoted (coordinated event)
without being asked first, as she is absent fronsddw, and thus from the workplace, at
the time (coordinated absence):
(5) Meus BrGpamm Ha 5Ty gomkxkHocTh (coordinated event),me
crpocuB Moero corJiacusa. MeHs B 70 BpeMms (temp)soobme
He 6ruio B Mockse (locus).
The expression of a timeframe (sucheassTo Bpemsa above) often serves as a
basis for coordination of the two situations. Irmgoinstances (like example (5)), the
coordinated situation is a holistic event, while athers the coordinated situation

concentrates on an individual, present in the locus



(6) Maxcum nosnro 6eran B nouckax aHecTesmosiora (Situation of
presence)srauvane eé& He 6ruro_(Situation of absenceljorom omHa

Kypuiaa ...

2.1.2.1 Coordination with an event
Two situations can be syntactically coordinatedaosentence level, or in the larger
narrative interval. Within one sentence, this isenfachieved by subordination or by
including the event of absence in parenthesesdditian, the coordinated situation isn’t
always overtly expressed in the clauses immediadjgcent to the GAC — it can be
established throughout the narrative, invoked thhowcommon knowledge of the
interlocutors, etc. In example (7), absence is dddeparentheses to the coordinated
situation where the name of the father is absemh fthe birth certificate (this is caused
by his absence when the registration took place):

(7) B cBoe Bpemsa 6pak He OBUI 3aperMCTPUPOBAH, [TOTOM MEI

paccrajncpe He3a1g0J11'0 0 POXIOEHNA JeBOYKII. B

CBUOETEJIECTBE O POXICHuMM B Ipade orer’  croAT
npouepky ( ero He O6rUIO B MOCKBE B TOT MOMEHT), XOTSA
OH HpusHaBaJl cebs OTIoOM M Ipengarail IepeodopMuTh
CBUOETEJIECTEO.

In (8), the individual's absence is expressed ie thain clause, and the

coordinated event is found in the subordinate e@aua this ironic narration, the



individual does not know the multiplication tablkée is absent from school on the day of
the coordinated event (learning the multiplicatiable):
(8)B IITY MeHa noyeMy- TO He HpuHAIM. CkKaszsaju, 4YTO Halo,
KaK MUHUMYM, xoTss Orl TabOJIHIy YMHOXEHMS S3HATh. He
craam pal’zbupaTsCsH, yTo KOI'Za B5TYy YepTOoBYy Tabjuily
IIPOXOOMIIN, MeHA He OBLITIO B IIIKOoJIe I10 yBa)KMTeJIbHOﬁ
IpUymHe.
Syntactic coordination throughout a narrative wééroften occurs wheman extended
period of time is involved. While the absenteewsg, a set of conditions develops in a
locus. For example, in (9), the common locus isnd@rnet site. The visitor knows from
prior communication that updates are expected tpeap The web administrator
responsible for the updates was absent from Moscbus by metonymy from the
Internet as well (presumably he has internet acoelysin Moscow). During his absence,
something happened to the updates:
(9) — Cranmcias, a rme OGHOBJIEHMS, WM s HE Tymda CMOTPI?
— Menss He 6rmuto B MOCKBE BCK HNPOIUIYIO HeIeJmn, Cenyac

paszbepeMcH.

2.1.2.1.1 Textual considerations: pattern of inflees between the two coordinated

situations



From the textual perspective, it may seem thattwdinated event is the foregrounded
topic of discussion, while the situation of abseiscbackgrounded. For example, in (5),
the main topic is promotion, in (7), the regiswatiof birth is central to the discussion, in
(8) it is the repercussions of not learning the tiplitation table, etc. However, such a
binary approach to textual ranking does not dagasio the complex pattern of mutual
influences between the two coordinated situatiéos.example, in (7), the father's name
is not registered in his daughter's birth certifecaas a result of absence from the
registration. This impacts the father, who lateggasts that the certificate should be
changed. In (8), the situation of learning the mpiittation table in class is coordinated
with the situation of absence; the coordinationultssin the absentee’s lack of
knowledge. This lack of knowledge, in turn, inflees the absentee, who cannot be
accepted to a practical studies schomt).

Sometimes the absentee’s reaction to event + absmardination is emotional.
In example (10) below, the absentee expressest itbgitehe couldn’t take direct action as
one of the protectors of the White House. His absgmrevented the individual from
influencing the coordinated situation: if he hadmen Moscow at the time, he could
have participated in protecting the White House #mas could have influenced the
events of 1993:

(10) Asrycr moro roma B cpaBHeHum c okrTabpem 1993 roza

MOXHO CUMTATEL HEe CTOJIb BHAUMTEJIBEHEBEIM COOETHMeM. Xajiemwn,



yuro B OkTsa6pe 1993 roma mens He 6ruto B M ockBe u
cpenr 3alMTHIMKOB Besioro mowma.
Similarly in example (11), the absentee (Lilya Biikinks she could have influenced the
coordinated event (Vladimir Mayakovsky’s suicidead she been present:

(11) Korma Bosonms 3acTpenmsics, MeHsS He O6puio B MoCKEBe.

Ecim 6 5 B TO BpemMms Oruia JoMma, MOXeT OBITh, M Ha 5TOT
pasz cMepTbs OTOABMHYJIACH OEL

From the examples discussed above it should be ¢ledt the pattern of
influences between absence and the coordinated évdikely to be multidirectional.
Two possibilities can be distinguished.

The absence influences the event: for example,nabsef the father influences
the process of birth certification, etc. In manyrafive situations, the influence on the
coordinated event is potential rather than reaingal), the absentee builds a conditional
mental space in which she could have prevented kiasgky’'s suicide. As we have seen,
the situation of absence can affect the whole evantmore complicated pattern of
influences is possible, where the nexus of absermmordinated event influences another
person(s) associated with the event: for exampl€)i a site visitor is inconvenienced by
lack of updates that are related to the webmasadsence; in (12) below, the recipient of
the late birthday card is affected — the absente&dmot send the card on time due to his

absence:



(12) Bamgmd Or Bcer gyum [0os3mgpaBJssio Bac ¢ IJHEM
Poxnenns! ( XOTH M C oIoB3rmaHmeM — MEeHsS He O6rUIO B
MockBe).

The event or the fact of absence from the evente@ the absentedor
example, the absentee is inconvenienced by coumim&uns, which happens at the
moment of his absence, as in (13) below:

(13) Ipoxyparypa Br3Bajsia Xomopa Ha HOMNPOC, KOI'NA €r'o He

610 B MOCKBE U Korga eMy OBUIO HAa JOIIpoC HABJIATBCHA
HeynobHO.

The influence on the absentee might be purely emalj this can happen if an
event in the past (death, demonstration, concem) o longer be influenced by the
absentee, except in an imaginary mental spacef tng coordinated event is still in
power, the absentee may choose to affect it nogefat® from birthday might result in a
belated greeting; absence from on-line when updaisappeared might result in
restoration of updates).

By either influencing the event or experiencingotions about it, the individual
can re-center the narrative on him- or herselfjtéx¢éual importance of coordinated event
is lessened. Such recentering often happens irdacemnt clause, where the individual
(the former absentee) is referred to by nominaswieject or by a verb with an ellipted

nominative subject. For the nominative subject @89, ecoir 6 5 B TO Bpems

20



erta nowma; for the verb with ellipted subject, see for exdng10) xazen. Such
recentering often happens for first-perg@mitive subjects, for example in (14) below:
(14) Cecrpa, npocTu mMeHs. MeHs He OBUIO PSOOM, M s HE

cMOor Tebe IIOMOUb.

2.1.2.1.2 Common semantic templates
The absence + coordinated event scenario lend§ itsean inventory of common
semantic templates. They generally deal with ragdid an event which happened during
the absence - thus, for example, it can involyaagming the state of affairs by absence,
making excuses for the state of affairs, produailitys, etc.

One common semantic template is making excusedndiddual was absent for
a period of time, and for this reason he/she waablgnto react to the coordinated
situation in the expected fashion. In (15), theealse apologizes that she was unable to
answer a letter in a timely fashion:

(15) MzBHMHM, uTO OTBeuan Tebe C ONO34AHMEM. BallM NMUCBMAa

rnpyuaiv, KorI'ga MEHA He 6rU10 B MOCKBE.

This semantic template usually involves a belatetioa that is influencing the
coordinated event after the absence is over (asusbed in 1.2.1.1): here the former
absentee reacts by apologizing and answering ttee.le

The next semantic template involves the absentpeessing his or her lack of

knowledge or information regarding the situatiomattileveloped during the period of

21



absence. This lack of knowledge often implies thatabsentee was not able to undertake
the necessary actions connected with the situalmofl6), a woman couldn’t visit a sick
person earlier: because she was out of town, seenatanotified. Now that she received
the information, she was able to act upon it:

(16) - A npmexana cpaszy xe, Kak MHE CTajo MW3BECTHO.
IHormMmaeTe, MeHS He ObBUIO B Iropome, M A He [NoJIydusia
coobueHns, IIOKAa ... — HeT Hyxnel BIaBaTbECA BO BCe
2T HO,HpOﬁHOCTM.

This template also can involve a belated actionh ¢ha influence the coordinated event
after the absence is over.

Another template is the alibi: the absentee explaihy he could not be involved
in a certain event. So in example (17), Kosygierafits to prove his innocence by saying
that he was not present in Kiev at the day the ermunchs committed:

(17) B xome crmencrBmua wm BO BpeMsa mnpolecca KOCEITMH u
BosiogueHKO coyyacTme B yoOurcTBe IeTbMaHa OTPHIIAJIN
nosHOCTEWR. |[...] Bo Bpemsa mnponecca OBUIM —3aCJIyIlaHE
ITIOKAa3aHMA KeHEBI KocrirmHa mu ee CeCTPEHI, KOTOPEIEe
roepopuiiu, uTo BecHoi 1998 roma Snyapn wms JJoHelka He
BrIe3X)aJsl. CaM KOCHEIMH Takxe I'OBOPMII, UTO 22 amnpeJisd

ero He 6ruto B Kuene.
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Emotional reaction to absence and its implicatisralso common. Regret for not
being able to attend a coordinated event is expdessr example, in (18), where absence
from the city precluded a fan from attending a @stic

(18) OueHb coxaJjien, YTO BO BpEMS BalleT'0 BU3MUTA, MeHS He

OEUIO B Iropode M HEe CMOI' I[IONAaCThb HA Ball KOHIepT B Puo.

Emotional reaction is often expressed in connectioth an event of death.
Surprisingly enough, the combination of GAC + evehtdeath is rather frequent (see
also ex. (11)):

(19 Kk coxanenmn, — B3OEIXana A, — korga  HwuHa

CKOHYajsiaChb, MEeHA He 6rU10 B MOCKBE.
2.1.2.2 Coordination with an individual
In the absence / coordinated event scenario, Ihethndividual and the event can be of
equal textual importance: they are coordinated setap of possible mutual influences.
While the absentee often appears backgroundedatiore to the coordinated event, the
absentee tends to reclaim central position in tieving clauses: he or she often
appears again as subject with nominative referefiteés is especially true if the
individual is in £' person, i.e. if the absentee is explicitly marksdthe perceiving and
experiencing entity of the narrative interval.

A slightly different situation occurs when the cdimated situation is concerned
with the presence of individuated person, rathantlvith an event. This coordinated

situation of presence is then parallel to the sitnaof absence: a concrete individual,
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additional to the absentee, is involved with thenown locus. In (20), the coordinated
individual — Gogol — is contrasted to the absentesprincess Volkonskaya:
(20) B Pume TI'orose yYacTo HOCEmMAET IOM KHSATMHM SuHAMUIE
BosixkoHCKOM. OH BEICOKO II€HMJI €€ panylme W KYJIMHAPHEE
crnocobHocTH. Korma xHArmHM He OpRUIO B Iopone, I'OoroJie

yyBCTBOBAaJjl cebs CHpPOTJIMBO.

2.1.2.2.1 Textual considerations: interaction betwthe two coordinated individuals

The coordinated individual is often the focus ofraton, as in (20), found in a text
written about Gogol and his experiences abroathdfperceiving entity other than the
absentee is the focus of the narration, the refeeto the absentee tend to appear, often
consistently throughout a narrative interval, in ablique case — note the genitives of
ruaruan andeé in (20).

Similarly in (21), the nominative-marked centratividual, Nikita, is the main
perceiver of the narrative. He does not find Litdiahome. Throughout this interval,
Nikita has the central role of subject with nomivatreference, while the absentee,
Liuba, is referenced with the genitive and thenabeusative.

(21) B Tor Beuep Hurmra He 3Bacran JoOe, e& He O6BUIO

gomMa. OH ceJs1 TOI'ma HAa JIABOYKY Y BOpPOT wm CTaJyl OXMIAaThb

X03s8MuKy. FEejsiple OyJIKM OH IOJIOXMJI cebe 3a Hnasyxy u
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corpeBajJl nMxX Tam, yT0o6 OHM HE OCTBUIM O Ipnxona JI06E!
( Amgpert [naroHoB. Peka [IOTyIaHB)

We have examined the scenario where the coordinagigdidual is always
central (with nominative reference), while the aliee is always backgrounded (with
genitive reference in the negated clauses). Anqgtbssibility is thatboth the absentee
and the coordinated individual can potentially midhe center of the narrative, i.e. a shift
of centers can occur. So in (22), the narrativeriratl has two individuals who take turns
as perceiving entities. The first centralized indiixal shares a locus with a person named
Burbage. The first individual is marked by nomimatithrough most of the narrative
interval. When the focal individual's presence e tlocus is contrasted to Burbage’s
absence, the absentee is marked genitive whilecéiméralized individual is marked
nominative. After the discussion of presence/atseand the corresponding nom/gen
marking, the focus of the narrative shifts to Bybawho is referenced by the

nominative pronoums:

(22) Om Buzmesn, uTo Bepbemx MedyeTcs, uvma IOy, U
nobaBuil yxe ycrnokaupawome." Jla HeT, BE HE€ BOJIHYHTEeCh,
He BOJIHyHTeCch, noporoin [..]” OH He HJOrOBOPMJI IO

KOHI[a, HIoToMy 4UTO bepbemxa yxe He Oruto. OH Bexatl
(23) o VJIUIIAM. YeJIOBEK OH ORI HEeTOPOIIJINBEIH,

Me,ﬂﬂMTeﬂbHBIﬁ, XOTA MOJIOXE
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(24) llexkcnoupa, HO yXxe ToOXe B JeTax W Bceryga NOMHuII 00

sToM. Ho cemyac OH

(25) m;eren, xax crpesna Pobwmu Tyma. ( Opuit JoMOpOBCKMIA,

Hopesuiel o llekcrnupe).

In a situation where two individuals can occupy tiagrative center, the perceiver
— central individual — is often in first-person, ehthe absentee appears in third-person;
however, the narrative construction is not limiteg this choice of reference; for
example, in (23), the first-person speaker shiifesrble of the perceiver, and the narrative
center, from himself to his interlocutor. The setqerson reference is marked
nominative, while the first-person appears in thikque genitive:

(26) Bml He cupmasM MoOero I1ojioca, MNOTOMYy YTO MEHS TaM He

OEUIO.

My description of the coordinated individual scaeoalaborates on Paducheva’'s
notion of observerfanyuesa 1992, 1997). In my opinion, Paducheva’s observiamof
proves elusive, since she does not distinguishdmiveoordinated event and coordinated
individual scenarios: in the coordinated individisglenario, a perceiving entity in a
situation of presence is contrasted to anothewiddal in a situation of absence; in the
coordinated event scenario, a focal event is inrashto backgrounded absence. The
event and the absence can exert influence on asteeanthe implications of absence can
also influence another person: for example, infBgre the webmaster's absence results

in disappearance of updates — and this in turnrhpact on the site visitor.
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This potential additional individual is also clde=i as observer by Paducheva.
However, in my opinion, the absence/event coordinais focal in this scenario; as we
have seen, this coordination implies a patternnfiiénces and usually appears in a
number of semantic templates. It is not so in terdinated individual scenario. In my
classification, the genitive assignment is onlympbted by another individual when this
individual is in a situation of presence, focaltla¢ moment of the referential subject’s
absence, and is syntactically contrasted to therdbs.

Example (24) illustrates this. Here we have twerlioicutors marked with the’'l
person reference: the female detective investigaimurder, and a friend of the victim:

(27) —  Hy, g yXxe I'OBOpHia, yTo nobrBajsia B 2 Ballell

KBapTHpeE, OyMas, 6y aTo B2T0 Bac OBOHAaPY XU B
mragpumuke. B BaHHOM TopyaJsia onHa 23y6OHas meTkKa, B
HpMXO}KeIZ 6pUIa TOJIBKO OHAa Iapa TallOK M I[I4daXJjIO COoOBCeM
KaxKx B HeXMJjIoM IOJgoMe. Hagmoma KMBHYJIA. — HpaBI/IJH::HO.
Menss He 6rut0 B MOCKBE HECKOJIBKO IOHEM. Ezmmina B IurTep.
The women are discussing a situation in the locte-state of disarray of the apartment.
What the detective “observes” is not the absendgaafiusha from the apartment, but the
state of the apartment (event/situation). Thusctrgralized situation has implications for
both absentee and second individual. Nadiushadkgoaunded compared to the event;
she explains the unexpected state of affairs byabsence. Note that Nadiusha is then

recentered with the ellipted nominativeedgmia & Imurep (c.f. 1.2.1.1).
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2.1.2.2.2 Semantic templates of the coordinateviohgal scenario

The most common semantic template with the cootdthadividual involves a situation
where that central, coordinated individual is usithg absentee’s departure to do
something independently — this often involves umet@d or even forbidden actions. For
example, in (25), the daughter is using her moghabsence to try cooking on her own,
nearly burning the kitchen in the process:

(28) IIOMHIO, OBlJIO MHE JIeT BOCEeMbL, W S elle TOJIKOM He
yMejia T'OTOBUTE. M BOT OOMH pas, Korzma MaMel He OBUIO
ooMma, S penmyia CchOeJiaTbk €M COpPHIpM3 M caMa CBapuThb
KapTOoOIKY. Bce Bpone crheJjiajia IipaBMIJIBHO, BOT TOJIBKO
BOZEI B KACTPKJIIO 3abrUia HAaJUTh. Hy, MamMa IHIPprnuXonunT, a
KYXHS B IEBIMY.

In another common template, the centered individux@iresses regret about the
absence of another person. For example, in (26)splrtsman is unhappy that his trainer
is absent and thus unable to help him compete:

(29) - Bes KysHernosa Taxejgo BaM Ha OnuMnuane?  —

KoHeuHoO. OyeHB XaJjib, yrTo ero He O6wrUio B AQuHAaX.

VHOT'Ma HYXEeH COBET JIMYHOI'O TOeHepa.
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In comparison to the coordinated event scenarietetlseem to be less fixed
templates involved. In terms of the pattern of uefices, the situation is also less

complex — usually only the coordinated individusaimpacted by the absence.

2.2. Existential Locus

The individuated loci discussed in 2.1 can appesdh in nhominative and in genitive
absence clauses. Unlike them, existential contsiappear almost exclusively in genitive
absence clauses.
By existential containers | mean, first of all,ypé of locus that is expected to contain the
individual throughout the stages of his or her:l§ach are the containets mmpe, =Ha
ceere, Ha zemye. A statement which deals with absence of an inldiai from such
a locus usually deals with times when the agenniwgst born. So, in the example (27)
below, a coordinated set of conditions (buildinghotises) happens at the time preceding
Lenin’s birth:

(30) Tarx noma xe wu paHbBmEe CTPOWMIM, KOT'ma JIeHMHa He

6euto. ( AHmperi [IaToOHOB, YCOMHMBIMICSA Makap)

2.2.1 Coordination with event or individual
A GAC with an existential container is also routineoordinated on the timeframe: the

period of time when the individual was not yet barcontrasted to the coordinated event
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or individual; the pattern of influences is slightlifferent from that observed in the
GACs with individuated loci.

In a coordination of existential absence with ardowted event, we are asking
the question, “does the non-existence of the absehtive an impact on the main
coordinated event?” This happens in (27), where to®rdination is with an
event/situation — construction of houses; the pattef influences between the
coordinated event and the existential absenceasgwed, and the observation is that the
event is not influenced by the individual beforeafter his birth. However, the possibility
of such influence is the point of the clause. Oaa conceive of an utterance where
Lenin’s existential absence would have an effecth@ncoordinated event, for example,
there was no electricity before his time, but thanged due to his activity.

Coordination with an individual is also possibleor Fexample, in (28), the
coordinated individual, the writer Nick Perumov, telking about his history as an
author.:

(31) A Havasm nmcars HaBHO — BHE3AMNHO OCO3HAJ, UTO YXe
IIouyTy IOBanlaTes JieT Hasaz, Korrga MHOI'MX nocerureyen
CTPAHMYKM WM MOMUX ymyTaresen enme gaxe ¥y Ha CBeTe He
OERUTO.

The coordinated individual is explaining that heswemgaged in the process of writing
before his readers were born. By producing thidesme, he invites his readers to

observe the process of writing (to influence andirideienced by it), even though it
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happened before their time. A similar semanticasitun often occurs when elder people
tell stories of their lives to their children andagdchildren; such narrations are often
accompanied bye6s eme ma csere me 6ruro. This is to imply, “although you
have not been present at that time, | invite yowlbserve/participate in the events
through this narration. They are relevant to yoa azember of the family”.

A subtype of the GAC existential construction desdathe individual's non-
existence on the timeframe — for example, to poutt that the absentee is a fictional
character. In this instance, coordination betwées total absence and a series of events
or conditions is still possible. For example, i®)2an artist is making a sculpture of
Shakespeare:

(32) Bor, ckazaJjl MWTKuHI OT CTEeHE, — yTO X BE MEHS
BacraBniiy TAaxoe crpeJiaTe, A JIeIlJI BadM IUeKchpa, a MHEe
roeopsaT, ero u Ha ceBere He Oruio ( Dpwuit JJoM6pOBCKUIL
T'OHIIE)

When the sculptor is told that Shakespeare isteffial character, he complains that his
artistic endeavor is hereby rendered useless;the.absence of Shakespeare from
existence has a bearing on the coordinated indaidu

I have not found a difference sufficient to separdocative” clauses from
“existential” clauses. Like other genitive abserstatements, a statement of “negated
existence” or absence from an existential contawaer only appear if it has bearing on

another event or situation; coordination of an texigally absent person with another
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individual or event is structurally similar to theegular absentee/event and
absentee/individual scenarios. The pattern of amfaes is slightly different, and a
separate set of semantic templates can be expressech constructions (see Table 2).
However, “existential” semantic templates such aeltiding individual into
narrative that predated his/her birth” can alsoeappn a modified form with non-
existential containers — and with non-genitive gerbor example, an employee might
include a colleague in the workplace narrative fr&dated his/her time in two ways:
with me 6ru710 + genitive (30.a), and with a non-genitive verd pa6oran/ a (30.b):
(33) a I'pycTHO MHE, KOor'ma HaW JeKaH [OIPpUXOOUT U
HadlMHaeT pPpaCCKa3EIBATb, KakKk BCeTO 2 I'oga Haszsal Yy HUMX
OBILJIO 3 TPYIIEl VM ecelle OO0 IIOJIYYeHMA IOUIIJIOMa IIOUYTM BCe
paGOTaJ'IM, InprnueM pa6OTanaTenM exXajinm 3a clielrmalJimcCTaMIM
CO BCEeM CTpaHbB U kabMHET IekaHa OBJI Kak Oupxa TpyZa.
Ho wZ roa Ha3al 3Iechb eue He ObBLJIO.
b. A JileT n4ThL Hasam, Korma TH ele 30eCk He
paborajs, 5TO OBUJIO LeJjoe
Oencraue.
To summarize, non-existence will only be expresged has relevance to
existence; in this non-existence is only a semaslgtype of genitive absence, which is

expressed in connection to other events or sitngitio
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Table 2

locus existential container

timeframe before birth of absentee

rare: absentee never existed

pattern of| impact or relevance of absentee or coordinatedvithaial

influences /event or vice versa

semantic templates including individual into naw@tthat predated his/hé

D
-

birth

~+

Declaring that non-existence of absentee has impa¢

coordinated event or individual

3. Nominative Strategy

In the discussion of the genitive construction Vénaxamined two scenarios in which the
absent concrete individual is marked with the geaitase. Both scenarios involve two
components that can occupy the center of narraliothe coordinated event scenario, a
textually important event occurs in the locus frammich the referential subject is absent
at a certain period of time. In the coordinatedivitilal scenario, there is another
individual who occupies the locus from which theliindualey is absent at a certain

period of time. In both scenarios, the individual decentralized at the moment of
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absence, but maintains tipotential of reclaiming the center of the narrativethe
following clauses. | have noted that in the navaiinterval that includes the GAC, the
centered coordinated individual is marked with ti@minative case. The absentee is
marked with genitive at the moment of absence, wiw/she is opposed to the present
and central individual marked with nominative. hetnominative strategy, the absentee
is marked nominative even at the moment of abseareéjctably enough, this happens in
a situation where the absentee never loses hiséméral position in the narrative.

The assignment of nominative under negation wasvipusly connected to
centering or focusing on the absentee, so, for pl@nTimberlake writes that for the
negated nominative subject, “the interest is foduse the individual, who is otherwise
known, and on the properties of that individualinjberlake 2004, 208).

However, the centering on the individual in themmuative absence clauses
(NACs) is of a somewhat different kind than theteeing in the GACs. There are two
motivations (often combined or inclusive of one tiieo) for centering on the absentee:
what | would call attributive motivation, and cohesive motivation.

In the case of attributive motivation, the abseacéts components (such as the
locus) are perceived as a part of the individudfsnain, i.e. they are interpreted as one
of the individual’'s personal attributes or as at wdrhis/her experience. For example, a
locus can be important to the utterance only thinoitgy part in the individual experience

of absence; “Individugby never visited place Y” is a syntactic/semantic peate where
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never visiting a locus is an attribute of the indual. Another venue of expressing
individual experience is through temporal spectfaraof absence.

Statements that are motivated by attribution oftepear in stand-alone sentences,
such asz me 6ruT Ha IlHenpe Of oHa He Oruia B Mockse 90 jrer.

The individual can also be central to the narraiiveerms of text cohesion. Such
centering normally has a wide scope in the namatwhere the individual acts as a
nominative subject for more than one clause. Tdreative tends to focus on one person,
who is often the main character; the narrator tisisscharacter’s perspective so that the
character acts as perceiver.

The attributive and the cohesive motivations oftembine. This happens, for
example, in first-person narratives, where the giger is the main cohesive focus of the
story. Such a perceiving entity tends to expresgowa happenings as a part of his/her
domain of individual experience rather than as tepa of influences that develops
between different coordinated situations.

Unlike in genitive absence clauses, only indivigglaind concrete absentees are

allowed in NACs.

3.1.1 Locusas Generic Concept or Type

Nominative absence clauses, like GACs, allow irdimated loci. In genitive absence

clauses, the locus acts as a concrete physicdl;eatien if it is not experienced as
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physical directly due to absence, the locus is riegkess physical for the coordinated
person or event. In addition, genitive absencesdauwallow existential loci such as
Mupe, Ha ceeTe, Ha 3ewmie; these loci do not appear in NACs.

Some types of loci, however, appear predominamlynominative absence
clauses. These are non-individuated specificatibascan be further assigned into three
categories: geographical concepis funru, Ha Ixemnpe), a locus out of an array of
loci (8 mammne dopmysal), and generic concept locid mope).

Geographical concepts appear in NACs routinelyhim semantic template “the
individual has never visited X”. The individual kme the name of location X from a map
or from some other source; the locus cannot beithgiated in the absentee’s perception,
since the individual is not familiar with it physity. In the following example, the old
man has visited a number of places, which aredistbut he had never visited the Dniepr
River:

(34) ¥ Bopyr crapmrk 3a6€CHOKOMJICA. 3axXoTesloCk eMy B

Poccuro, Ha JHemnp, OH O6wBajJg Besrge. M Ha PenHne, wu Ha
TI'aHTe, u Ha Mwmccucwmnm, w» Ha AH- 3, M Ha Hurepe, u
Ha Boumre. W He 6pUI OH TOJBKO Ha JHenpe. B3axoTesiochk
eMy, BrgmTe @ JIM, 6pOCI/ITb BBIJI4I M HAa STy HIMPOKYK

pexy.( M. Mned m E. Ierpos.l1l2 crynnes)
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Such a locus, a geographical concept, is a potemigerty of the individual's
domain of experience or knowledge. In (31), the rolah is the center of narration, and
the fact that he visited some places (which algmeap here in non-individuated, listed
form), as well as the fact that he hadn't visitélderos, are a part of the description of this

individual's experience regarding travel.

Similarly in (32), the narration centers on theiwdlal and his experience. The
individual had never visited TluZ (Theatre of theunhg Spectator):

(35) Tarx BoT 3TO CEH €ro, — MOSCHMJ MHE BapmabBCKuii. —

XY IOOXHUK. PaboraeT BTHO3e. Ecmom BRI Tam ORUIH, TO,
HaBepHoOe, Bupesjam ero ngekopammum. B TIO3e g9 He O6pUT U
nexopanmy He Bunes. Ho »5Ta kapTmHa MHE HPaBMIIACH
Bce 6ospme u 6ospme. ( Dpmuit JoMOpoBCKMi. T OHIIE)

TluZ, as opposed to the Dniepr in (31), could bterpreted as a concrete,
individuated theatre — however, the central indmaildhad not only never been to TluZ,
there is no coordinated event connected to hisnalesehere is no thwarted expectation
of presence and no pattern of influences; the lddug is an abstract concept in the
perception of the individual, and as such it isra@pprty of the individual's perception,
not a separate physical entity.

Another type of non-individuated locus is a locug of an array of subtypes: for

example, a car of a certain make, a store outabiaén or stores, etc. This locus type also
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appears predominantly in NACs. The array itsel€hsas the IKEA chain of stores or the
“Formulal” type of car can be known to the indivafuhowever, a single locus out of
this array is non-individuated. It is not importdot us to know specifics about the locus,
other than its belonging to a type. For exampléRB), the sportsman participating in the
car race is discussing his results:
(36) Ecam BcnomHumTe, uTO 3a pysem Formulals ceriuac Bcero
ToM OHS M, 4YTO A He O6rmyi B MammHe Formulal mojiropa
Mecdlia, A  OeMCTBUTEJIEHO  I[TOJIATAIH, yro Moe BpeMd

IOEMCTBUTEIIBEHO HEO}KM,HaHHO!

The sportsman’sie 6rur relates to the type of car rather than to a specif
individuated car. His absence from Formulal cara art of individual's experience:
one of his qualities as a racer is a lack of expee with Formulal cars during a

specified temporal interval.

Generic concepts of a location, suchmas mope, constitute another type that
appears predominantly in the NACs. These loci i@i@i@n abstract concept such as “any
sea” or “the sea as a type of location” or, by mgtoy, “vacation at a seashore”; these
loci can never be individuated. The abstract loougvent such asope, ornyck,
BoriHa are relevant in the scope of the individual’s egece; absence from these loci is
a property of the individual. Although these cortclei appear predominantly in the

NACs, they do not “trigger” the nominative caset tather they themselves are triggered
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by the structure of the message, its centeringhenintdividual and his/her properties.
Loci that appear predominantly in the NACs can appge GACs if coordination is
involved, though such examples are rare. In (38),dhild Irishka was absent from the

sea (unspecified), when the other children wereveging “scientific experiments”:

(37) Mpumkm He 6BUIO Ha MOpe, M OHa OUeHB PAaCCTPOMIACK,

UTO IIPpOoIllyCcTiijlia TaKne MHTepPeCHEBIE OIIBITEL

Irishka expresses regret over the fact she wasleimabnfluence the coordinated event,
l.e. to participate in experiments, because ofdixence. This is a one of the common

GAC semantic templates (as discussed in 2.1.2.1.2).

On the other hand, loci that appear almost exatgivn the GACs can appear in
a NAC in the appropriate syntactic/semantic tengpl&tor example, | found a single
example of NAC occurring witle mmpe. It is extracted from a questionnaire published
on-line, in which the author is asking the sitedeza to choose among a number of ready-
made sentences which answer the question, “Do Wkyau from real life, and if so,

where could we meet?” The last option reads,

(38) A He 6ru1 B MaTepmasnbHOM Mupe Boome (SIC), & ToabkKO B
MHTepHETE ... (HquPo, Bce TAM 6ynem, TAM yBI/II[I/IMCH).
Here the nominative construction is chosen in oposto the existential semantics that

would be implied if this locus appeared in a GAQeTsite author implies that even
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though the visitor is not to be found in the mateworld, he/she is nevertheless very

much in existence; his/her existential containechadice is the Internet.

3.2 Cohesive motivation

Unlike the more transparent attributive motivatitme cohesive motivation operates in a
wide area of text. The choice of nominative for sidject marking is here relevant to the
way the information is organized over a narrativeerival. The narration centers on an

individual who is the agent of a number of claus@se of these clauses is the event of
absence, where the individual is also marked notmwmaThere is no tension between

two situations as there is in the genitive stratemother event or person can indeed be
coordinated to the absence — but this event arighehl will be interpreted from the

point of view of the perceiving individual, who rexwcedes his centralized status.

In (36), the narrative is centered on Oleg, thenn@haracter of the story. He is the
nominative subject of a chain of clauses that desdris activities on the ship. One of

those activities is the absence clause:

(39) Omer orcrosn BaxTy C Hysnsa OO UYeTEPEX, a IIOTOM —
no Ob6BABIEHHON 60€eBOM TI'OTOBHOCTHM — IIOHSIJICS K
cebe, Ha npaBeni QopMapc, B KOMAHIHO- JaJjlbHOMEPHEIN
HOCT( Kﬂﬂ) YTpoM ero HNOOMEHMIIM Ha 3aBTpak, u Oner

ycrnesl 3BabexarThb B KaoTy, rge OH He ORI CO
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BUepamHero obexna, B34TE nauky  nammupoc. ( AHaToJMit

AB0JIECKMI. BaTsXKHOM BEICTPEI) .

Although other individuals are present, they do nexe to the central position: somebody
relieved Oleg from his duty on the post, but théenence inero mommernitm is
impersonal; the usage of an explicit subject maista cohesive focusing on Oleg.

The nominative subject syntactically unites a chairtlauses — this unification
can often be achieved (or emphasized) throughsalipf the subject reference in linked
clauses:

(40) Komern Beuepa nmposommM B JloMe — JMTEpPaTopoB. TaMm S

IJaBHO HeE OBUT U Iiornangan B TOp}KeC’TBeHHBIIZ MOMEHT.
( Dpmst JoM6poBCKMiZ. 3BanmcCKy MEJIKOI'O XYJIUTaHA.)

In (38), we find a lengthy monolog of an individuaérrating his emotional
response to the defense of Ostankino, and his legteterpretation of the event. The
ellipsis helps establish a centralized cohesivst-fierson reference throughout the
narration, and simultaneously allows us to avoitlonfuction of other pronominal or
explicit nominal subjects. The personal experiegnog mental processes of the individual
are highlighted through the centralized nominativete thes me ¢ mmvr and other
nominative subjects in negations, referring togame person:

(41) A mHe ©6r1 B MockBe, HO o06a MUTHMHT'A BHUIOEJ IO

TeJIEBMU30pPY. CorymaJj n C BOJIHEHMEM IIOBTOPAJI 3a
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opaTopaMi. Yac wMyxecTBa HOpobOMJI Ha HammMX dYacax u
MyXeCTBO HAC He I[IOKMHEeT. Bocxuimajcsa W YMWUISJICS 1O
cIes. JymaJr. Kaxkue Jrron CBObBOIOHEIE, I"OpOEle u
orBaxHrele! Bpocawupie B JIMIIO BJIACTM 6eCCTPAIHEE CJIOBA.
MuHe OBUIO HEJIOBKO, UYTO S HEe C HuMM. UYTO HE CTOK Ha
TpubyHe, HEe [NPOM3HOIY IIJIAMEHHEIX CJIOB, He 6epyCch 3a
PYKM M He PacCTOIBEPHUBAK [HAJIbIE B 3HAKE BUKTOPUH ... A

Tenepbk nyman. Bor yb6eper. Ceryac xomuis Obl, [DOTYIIMBIINA

B30Op.

3. 3 Temporal specification

We have seen that the GACs typically involve camatlon of the situation of absence
with another situation or event at the same timiene is important also for NACs, but in
a different way. NACs often include a specificatiaf the period of time over which the
individual was absent from a locus. In fact, thastauction Suljpy Benee TEMPogriop IS
basic for NACs , and it often acts as an independtand-alone clause.

The TEMRerop Specification can be an accusative time state@@nd), a “from”
statement (42.b), aa statement (39.c), an adverbial specification suEhasHo or
mroro ger(42.d), or theumrxorna specification (42.e):

(42) a.d He 6Grutla B MOCKBE HECSTH JHEI.
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b.C 6 wuwHg o He 6rur B MOCKBe, NPaKTUKOBAJI B
OIPYTHUX CTpaHax.
C. Ba To gmosiroe BpeMms, dYTO S He Orui B MockBe,

Poccusa msBMeHuIack B

JIYy4Ilyl0o CTOPOHY.
d. A He 6rul B MOCKBE MHOI'O JIET, XOTHA
n pononijicAd B MockBe u Jenrl MOV
MOCKBIMYI.
e. OH HMKOrma He ©OrUul B MOCKBe, HE MeUYTayJa TyOa
II0IIaCTh 1M BeCbMAa
OTHaJjIeHHO IIpelCcTaBJIAJl ceée, KakK OHAa BEIJIAOMT.

The interval of absence is interpreted through ititgvidual's experience. The
absence can be mentioned simply as a feature ahttedual, without an immediate
connection to other events. For example, in (463, individual is asked how often he
visits Moscow. His visits to Moscow area are expeglsas a part of the individual’s
experience. There is no coordinated event the passafluencing or is influenced by:

(43) O, 4 Tenepp HEe IIOMHI TakK TOYHO. S TOJIBKO I[IOMHI,

yTO CHaydaJia A OUYEeHBb 4YacTo IIpresXxall, a noroM OBUI Jaxe
Takoy mnepepeiB B4 roma, korma s He Opl B MockBe. Tak

MedTan, 4dTO YyXe TAaKOI'0O IAJIMHHOI'O IIepephBad HE 5}/’,[[8‘1’. A
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Bcerga OY€eHb, OY€eHb pall €XaTb B MockBy, HO He Bcerzga

S5T0 BO3MOXHO.

The period absence in (40) above is also cohesinee the utterance is centered on one,
first-person individual. Sometimes an individuahtigre of absence is needed to explain

certain peculiarities or manner and reactions:

(44) Persicom Jloc- AHmxesiec- MOCKBa NpuUIeTes  HEeCKOJIBKO
yesioBexk — u cpasy B Vogue Cafe. Bpau ApTyp — B TOM
yycge. OH He Ovul B MockBe pojsropa roxa.' OueHb 34ecCh

BecCceJIo. HpOC’TO HEeBEPOATHO. Bce KpacCrBEIe, YJ'I.BIéaIOTCH,

Yy Bcex 3y06w xopomue’.

Part of the description of Arthur is that he isatr/dentist and wasn’t in Moscow for
1.5 years. This is to explain his fascination wvitie happy Muscovites and their healthy

teeth.

In some instances, the experience of absence ddeed occur at the same time
as other events. But the events are not coordiriatthe same sense as is the case with
GACs. There is no pattern of influences betweenitdesidual and the situation. Most
often, the individual makes an observation regadiis or her state of knowledge: the
individual’'s absence affected his/her state of kieoige or thought processes, but there is

no influence on the events or other individualstbis person. The absence and the
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subsequent lack of knowledge connect only to thlividual. In contrast with the NS
coordinated semantic templates, the GS presupposestual interaction between the

individual and the events that transpired in treatoduring his/her absence.

A subcategory of the state of knowledge semantioptate is the detached
observation of the coordinated situation: thevthlial notices that things have happened
while he/she was away, but the observation is Hethan fashion, i.e. there is no
influence by the individual on the developmentshi@ locus, and there is no influence on
the individual, except for the observation he/slakes.

The state of knowledge template appears in (42yevire find a second-person
reference, and where the lack of information ig@prty of the individual, without any
possible influence on the situation, or vice versa:

(45) Ecam Bel He 6puiM B MockBe wmiam BooGme B Poccwum, TO
MOXeT 6BIT£>, BRI HEe B3HaerTe, a BOT Ipyrue KOJUIeI'r BAalliu,
HaBEepPHOoe, BHART, Kakasd TAXeJIaAa MOpaJiIbHAaA,
IICUXOJIOI'MYe CKasd curyanmnsd OrlzIa rocisie B3PEIBOB B MockBe.

Stylistically, (42) is not a polite utterance, dw tspeaker forcefully focuses on his
addressee’s absence and subsequent lack of knaviedde contrasting them to the
knowledge of others.

Similarly, example (43) falls into this patternetd a vampire woman does not

have knowledge of current hotels in Moscow, sinte Bas not been in Russia for 90
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years. She doesn’'t have the knowledge needed; lemwiéns has no repercussions for the
situation, but only for herself. The NAC here mayunderstood as an explanatory aside

on the part of speaker.

] ”n

(46) “ 1o rocrumuMue * Poccus™, — eyt 6BUIO CTEIOHO B 5STOM
NPU3HATECS, HO OPYyITMX OHAa IMOPpOCTO He 3Hasa. OHa He

6suia B MOCKBE HOUTHM IEBSHOCTO JIET.

Detached observation is exemplified by (44), a qea narrative of an individual who
was fired from work during the late Soviet timesdanf his subsequent adventurous

career in business (with anecdotes from persormresnce).

(47) 4 npmexan B MOCKBYy 3a HOeHB 10O COOpaHMs, yTPOM
omeJjl ycrpamBadTbECA B I'OCTHMHMUILY. ﬂaBHeHbK‘O s He ORI B
MOC’K‘Be, a Tywr, OKa3BkBaeTC4d, ped)oprI IIjI1yt IIOJIHBIM XOIJOM.

The example above also is cohesive, as the whotative is built around this individual.
Examples that combine text cohesion with individegperience are especially
prominent in first-person narratives. In such nares often the texts are built around the
first-person reference, and the world is perceitl@dugh the individual’'s domain of
experience. One such example is (45), where aesoldites his last letters from the front
line. The text focuses on the individual's perceps, feelings, regrets; these are
contained within the domain of the speaker’'s exgme; the absence has no bearing on

the coordinated events — the Rimsky-Korsakov anek@bv jubilees.
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(48) IHocnemmme nmcema. " BaBTpa normy B 601
ABCOJIOTHO YyBEPEH B TOM, UTO MOS 3Be3Ja MEHS BEHECET
HEBPEOUMBEIM W3 STOM BOMHE ... 4 Bepo B CBOKO CyOb0Oy

A mojslaram, YTO CMEPTHE MEHS MUHYyeT, a YTO PaHsT,
TaK STO OUYEHB BOS3MOXHO . IlocsgenHmne cJjoBa. " XaJjko,
yTO S He Orul B MockBe Ha obwminesx Pumckoro- KopcakoBa

u UYexoma...”

3.4 Additional nominative factors
3.4.1 Syntactic Parallelism
In some instances the choice of nominative capeoismipted by syntactic parallelism with
a positive clause. This can happen even in thosernoes when genitive would be
expected, as in the following example (46), whedistential locus and semantics would
normally require genitive

(49) To Jit ORI, TO JIM He O6pUl HAa CBeTe OIOMH IIBI'aH-

Ky3Hell.

Syntactic parallelism can also figure as one offdwors that contribute to the
choice of nominative. The following example fronm faction writing features syntactic
parallelism, but also cohesive focusing in the ateseand his experiences outside of his

house:
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(50) *“4 noma, noma’, — noBTopsas A cebe. Iloma, Ba
KOMIIETEP OM. Cerntuac cpaboraer  Tanumep, u g

Paccemmocs 0 OKPyxamommux CHOIOM TaonmmX MCKP, cerxyac

KOHUMTCS 3TOT MOPOK ... Ckopert 6B nomnacrTs 1gOMO ..."
[..]Ho s me 61 ngmoma. A mnoHsan 510 cPasy. =
BCe Tak Xe CTOsJ Ha yauie, OPUCIOHSICE K cTeHe
JoMa.

An additional example (48) shows that syntacticafp@lism can operate even for non-
animate subjects, which would not be able to tdle nominative case under other
circumstances:
(51) MeHHO B 5TOT MOMEHT, [IpOMBHECH BTM CJIOBA, OH
IOYyBCTBOBAJ B cebe O0B0CTPEHHYK pacyeTsiMBOCTE,
YMeHMe cocpernoroymnBaTeCA HAa HIMKOMY HE BEeIJOMBEIX
CO@LITMHX, Ha TeX, KOTOpEEe BpoLe OFI 6BIJII/I, HO TeM He

MeHee — He 6pumn. ( AHaTOJIMI A30JIBCKMI. JIOMYIIOK)

3.4.2 Translation

The choice of nominative is statistically more fieqt in translated texts. This choice is
often made in utterances where genitive markinglevtde expected due to a variety of
syntactic and semantic factors — sometimes corindputo the general feeling of

“awkwardness” of a translation. The following exdenfrom the translation of Simon
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Clark’s Aldebaran combines such genitive factors as absence codedinvath an event,
absence at the moment of death, complex patteinflaeEnces (the absentee thinks he
could have prevented the death), emotional attiftetdings of guilt and regret, etc):

(52) A He 6wyl moMa, Korga MaMa C Iarnoy ybwuajsiu IDKOHA. ...
Buna, Mos BumHa! Bcex wux A MOI' CHACTH, Oynob A XOTh
HAINoOJIOBMHY TakK Xopol, KakK JInIn obo MHEe Oy MaJIiv.

This example is, in fact, similar to (11), where thpeaker regrets being absent at the
moment of suicide. The genitive in (11) is expectbé choice of nominative in (48) is

made plausible by the translated nature of the text

4. Concluding remarks

In the analysis above | have examined multiple digctthat can play a role in the
speaker’s choice of case , among them clause-lpasdmeters — individuation of
absentee, the nature of a locus (individuated,texiigl, geographical label, etc.),
specification of timeframe (coordination, duratiprigext-level phenomena such as
focusing and cohesion; emotional attitude and pahtview; common semantic

templates; and some additional phenomena suchnéectig parallelism and peculiarities
of a translated text. Some of those factors mapngty influence the choice of case: for
example, a clause with a geographical lakel (vope, za Irenpe) and atimeframe

of duration will usually combine with a nominativearking of the absentee. A clause

with an existential locus mmpe, Ha ceere, wHa semse Will predictably show a
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referential subject in genitive. However, other icke can never be excluded: a clause
with an existential locus can have a nominativeenasitial subject due to syntactic
parallelism (46), or in order to create an unus@hantic meaning and to focus on the
individual (35). A clause with a geographical lalweln have the referential subject
marked genitive when factors such as coordinationtlee timeframe and emotional
expression of regret come into play (34). Coorilimais obligatory for GACs, but
shows up also in nominative clauses (38), (45) wheminative is triggered by such
factors as cohesive focusing on the absentee asitehiindividual properties. Time
specification of duration is characteristic of NAG=mIt it can also appear in genitive
clauses due to other factors such as coordinatiomplex pattern of influences (9),
semantic templates such as making apologies oaiexpd current state of events (24),
emotional attitude etc. We have also seen thatesepce of an “observer”, i.e. an
additional individual in a situation of presencetl locus, is not by itself sufficient to
prompt use of the genitive — it is a question afftioting points of view and processes of
cohesive focusing (as discussed in section 2.1.2f89n combined with other factors
such emotional attitude, semantic considerations et

It is therefore crucial to use a multifactor apmio#o case choice when examining
absence constructions. Many of those factors appesae frequently in GACs or NACSs,
and tend to cluster together into a “predictablynimative” or “predictably genitive”
choice. If a rule of thumb is needed, one could H#t genitive choice is about

coordination and interaction with other elementshia text, while nominative choice is
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about focusing on the absentee and his/her pregeBut such simplification will not be
very useful when trying to understand how choiceserate in real life and in real
examples. It is important to remember that whiletdes tend to combine in certain
predictable ways, the speaker is free to constaticer combinations and to create
nonstandard semantics with the factors availableinoher. The multifactor approach

accounts for both fixed and flexible choices.

NOTES

"1 would like to express my gratitude to Profs. Aleimberlake and Johanna Nichols of
UC Berkeley for their support and essential criticammentary on all stages of this
project.

+ Since the literature on the topic is quite exteasivwill not offer a full survey of
literature here. A good overview of the construtsicand discussion can be found in
Borschev and Partee (2002), and Timberlake (2004).

* This word order change is, of course, not obligaty even statistically predominant in

genitive negated clauses. Discussion of word asjamfortunately, outside the scope of
this paper.
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