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UTO Takoe «Mopdhonornyeckas
TUNONorna»?
Mopdonorna ectb YacTb JIMHIBUCTUKN,

3dHMMalWadACAd Cq1oBOM BO BCEX €10
peJieBaAHTHbIX aCllEKTaxX.

(Menbuyk 1997: 30, BblAeNeHMe Moe)



UTO Takoe «Mopdhonornyeckas
TUNONorna»?

[T]he term ‘'morphology’ refers to the study
of the internal structure of words, and of
the systematic form—meaning
correspondences between words.

(Booij 2005: 7, BblgeneHne Moe).



UTO Takoe «Mopdhonornyeckas
TUNONorna»?

Typology is a research programme aimed
at mapping cross-linguistic diversity and
distinguishing what is systematic about it
from what is random. Typological research
commences by identifying differences
among languages, as opposed to traits
shared universally.

(Plank 2001: 1399)



UTO Takoe «Mopdhonornyeckas
TUNONorna»?

Typology ... Is not so much about the
classification of languages as about the
distributions of individual traits: units,
categories, constructions, rules of all kinds
across the linguistic universe; these
distributions, not languages as such, are
the primary objects of comparison.

(Plank 2001: 1399)



UTO Takoe «Mopdhonornyeckas
TUNONorna»?

lccnegoBaHue U cuctemaTusauus
s13bIKOBOIo pa3Hoobpasuns B obnacTtu
CTPYKTYpbl Crnosa (= Mopdosiormyeckas
CUHTarmMaTuKa) 1 OTHOLLUEHNN MeXay
doopmanbHO U ceMaHTUYEeCKN CBA3aHHbIMMU
crnosamu (= Mmopdonormyeckas
napagurmaTtmka).



UTO Takoe «Mopdhonornyeckas
TUNONorna»?

Mopdonormyeckasa TMNoONorna —
«XpOHOsorm4yeckn nepsasa n Hanbonee
pa3paboTaHHas obractb TUNOOrMYECKUX
nccrieqoBaHMm».

(Meukosckaa 2001: 69)



UTO Takoe «Mopdhonornyeckas
TUNONorna»?

[anee peyb OygeTt natmn He o
OOCTUMXKEHUAX N pe3ynbTaTax,

a 0 npobnemax n BO3MOXHbIX NYTAX UX
peLleHus.



UTO Takoe «Mopdhonornyeckas
TUMOJIOTUA» 7
PekomeHayembin Tunosiornyeckn ob3op

MOPJOSIornyeckomn npodnemaTuku:
Bickel & Nichols 2007

CM. Takxke
Arkadiev & Klamer 2019
Arkadiev, submitted
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[1naH

OcHOBHbIe npobriemsbl
MOPMONOrMyeckom TUNosornu
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OCHOBHbIe NPobemMbl
MOpPdoOJIornyeckom TUNONornn

Of all the aspects of language,
morphology is the most language-specific
and hence least generalizable. Indeed,
even the very presence of a meaningful
morphological component is language-
specific.

(Baerman & Corbett 2007: 115)

12



OCHOBHbIe NPobemMbl
MOpPdoOJIornyeckom TUNONornn

* HeyHMBepcanbHOCTbL caMmon NpeaMeTHOU
obnacTw.

 Mopdhonorusa, B oTnnyne oT CUHTaKcuca,—
Heobs13aTerbHbI KOMMNOHEHT rPaMMaTUKM.
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OCHOBHbIe NPobemMbl
MOpPdoOJIornyeckom TUNONornn

* HeyHMBepcanbHOCTbL caMmon NpeaMeTHOU
obnacTw.

 Mopdhonorusa, B oTnnyne oT CUHTaKcuca,—
Heobs13aTerbHbI KOMMNOHEHT rPaMMaTUKM.

* bonee Toro, camo no cebe cyuiectBoBaHue
Mopdoniornm Tpedbyet 0O bACHEHUSA, MOCKOSIbKY
MHOIMe €€ acnekTbl SIBHO NpoTMBOpeYaT
npeacraBneHmnsam ob «onTumManbHOM AU3anHe»
asblka (Carstairs-McCarthy 2010: Ch. 1).
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OCHOBHbIe NPobemMbl
MOpPdoOJIornyeckom TUNONornn

* IOAMOCMHKPATUYHOCTb U HEPEerynsapHoOCTb
npegmMeTHOW obnacTwu.

* Mopdonormyeckne CUCTeMbl pasHbIX A3bIKOB
HaCTOJIbKO pas3finyHbl, YTO C TPYAOM JOrnycKatoT
He TONbKO YHMBEpcanbHble 0000LLEHUSA, HO U
camMo rno cebe TMnonorM4yeckoe conocTaBrieHne.
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OCHOBHbIe NPobemMbl
MOpPdoOJIornyeckom TUNONornn

* NAMoCcnHKpaTUYHOCTb N HEPETYNSAPHOCTb
npegMeTHOW obnacTu.

* Mopdonormyeckne CUCTeMbl pasHbIX A3bIKOB
HaCTOMNbKO PasfinyHbl, YTO C TPYAOM OO0MNyCcKatoT
He TOJIbKO YHUBepcanbHble 0600LEHNS], HO U
camMmo no cede TUNornorM4yeckoe cornocTaBrieHmne.

* Hemanaa yactb MOP@OSI0rM4eckmnx aBneHnmn
cneununyHa anga KOHKPETHbIX A3bIKOB, B
nydyiiem cny4yae — A3bIKOBbIX CEMEN UNu
KOMMaKTHbIX apearos.
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OCHOBHbIe NPobemMbl
MOpPdoOJIornyeckom TUNONornn

* OTCyTCTBUE YOOBETBOPUTESBHbLIX U
OAMNHAKOBO NMPUMEHUMbIX KO BCEM Si3blKaM
onpeneneHnn KnoveBbIX MOHATUN, B
nepBylO o4epeab, CaMoro NoOHATUSA
«cnoso» (Haspelmath 2011 v nogpobHbIn
0630p B Annatos 2018).
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OCHOBHbIe NPobemMbl
MOpPdoOJIornyeckom TUNONornn

3 3TOro BbiTEKAET METOO0J1I0rM4YecKas
Hebe3ynpeyHOCTb Lerioro psga nocTpoeHun,
HavynHasa ¢ «MHaekca cuHTeTnama» (I pnHbepr
1963[1954]), BblYMCIIEHNE KOTOPOro 3aBUCUT OT
npoBeAeHna rpaHnL, CnoBOOOPM, N 3aKaH4YMBagd
TakKUMWN NOHATUAMMN, KaK «Magex» nnu
«rpamMmmaTtmkanmsayma», — B TOU Mepe, B Kakou
OHUM anennupyroT K NPOTUBONOCTaBNEHNIO
«aPdPUKCOB» N «CNYXEOHbIX CIIOBY.
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OCHOBHbIe NPobemMbl
MOpPdoOJIornyeckom TUNONornn

ISTUM BO MHOIOM ODBbACHAETCHA CMeLleHune
dookyca BHUMMaHUA TUNOJIOrOB B CTOPOHY
BOMPOCOB CMHTaKCMca N CEMaHTUKU U
Hepeakoe B TUMNOJSIOMMYECKUX
nccrieaoBaHusix ctpemMrieHne nsberatb
YETKOro NpOTMBOMNOCTaBIIEHUS
MOpPJdOONorM4ecknx (CUHTETUYECKMNX)
KOHCTPYKLUUA CUHTAKCUYECKNM
(aHaNUTU4YECKNM).
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[1naH

2. Cyabba «knaccunyeckon»
MOPMONOrMyeckom TUNOIoruu
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Cynbba knaccuyeckon
MOpPdOOJIormnyeckom TUNONornn

«[A]JHaNnUTU4YeCcKne A3bIKU XapaKTepna3yrTcH
TeHOeuneun K pasgeribHOMY ... BbipaXXeHUIo
NEKCNYECKUX U TPaMMAaTUYECKUX 3HAYEHUN. <...>

CUHTEeTUYeCKMe A3bIKU ... XapaKTepmnayoTcs
TEHOEHLUMEN K ... OO bEANHEHMIO B paMKax OHOW
cloBoOopMbI fiekcnu4yeckoun (MHorga psaa
NEeKCUYECKMNX) U OQHOWN NN HECKOSTbKNX
rpaMmMaTUYeCcKnX Mopdemy.

(Macrios 2005[1975]: 255)
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Cynbba knaccuyeckon
MOpPdOOJIormnyeckom TUNONornn

«B pamkax adpdukcauunmn, npexae Bcero
doopmoobpasoBaTenbLHON, pa3nnyatoT ABe
NPOTMBOMNOSIOXHbIE TEHAEHUNN — (PFIEKTUBHYIO
..., NN PY3NOHHYIO..., N arrNIOTUHATUBHYIO».

(Macrog 2005[1975]: 256)
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Cynbba knaccuyeckon
MOpPdOOJIormnyeckom TUNONornn

«B pamkax adpdukcauunmn, npexae Bcero
doopmoobpasoBaTenbLHON, pa3nnyatoT ABe
NPOTMBOMNOSIOXHbIE TEHAEHUNN — (PFIEKTUBHYIO
..., NN PY3NOHHYIO..., N arrNIOTUHATUBHYIO».

(Macrog 2005[1975]: 256)

«Hepenko anemeHTbl PrekTMBHOU U
arrnroTMHaATUBHOU TEHOEHUMW COBMELLLATCH B
CTPOE OOHOro A3blkay.

(Macrog 2005[1975]: 258)
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Cynbba knaccuyeckon
MOpPdOOJIormnyeckom TUNONornn

9. Canunp (1921, rn. 6):

1) NapameTpbl aHaNMMTUYHOCTU ~
CUHTETUYHOCTU U PNEKTUBHOCTU ~
arrntTUHATUBHOCTU He3aBUCUMbI OpYr OT Apyra.
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Cynbba knaccuyeckon
MOpPdOOJIormnyeckom TUNONornn

9. Cenunp (1921, rn. 6):

1) NapameTpbl aHANUMTUYHOCTU ~
CUHTETUYHOCTU U PNEKTUBHOCTU ~
arrntoTUHaTUBHOCTU HE3ABUCUMbI APYT OT Apyra.

2) MHoroobpasne Mopdonornyecknx «TEXHUK»
He CBOOAUTCA K NPOTUBOMNOCTaBMEHUIO
«priekcnn» N «arrntoTuHaymm» («CUMBOJSTU3M»
anga gooHoNnorM4ecknx N3aMeHeH1mn OCHOB
(«BHYTPEHHEN (PIIEKCUNY), «alrNOTUHATUBHO-
doy3NOHHBLIN» CNOCOb ANA A3bIKOB CO CIOXXHOW
MOPdOHOMOrnen n T.1.).

26



Cynbba knaccuyeckon
MOpPdOOJIormnyeckom TUNONornn

k. 'pnHGepr (1963[1954]):

KBaHTUTaATUBHbLIA NOAXO04, BBOOALLNN
MHOEKCbI CUHTETU3MA (OTHOLLEHNE Yncna
MOpdoeM K Yyncny cnos), arrnoTuHaumn
(OTHOLLEHME YKnCria MOPMPEMHBLIX CTbIKOB
6e3 HeaBTOMaTUYECKUX NMpeobpa3oBaHN
K o0LLEeMY Yncny MopdeEMHbIX CTbIKOB)
nT.Aa.

OT YETKMX KaTEropun K LLKanam.
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Cynbba knaccuyeckon
MOpPdOOJIormnyeckom TUNONornn

B.M. AnnatoB (1985):

1) Knaccundukaumsa rpammaTnyeckmx
MoOpdreM MO CTEMNEHU CUHTArMaTU4YECKOMU

CBA3aHHOCTMN.

donekcun > MopMaHTbl >  CIy)XeOHble
croBa
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Cynbba knaccuyeckon
MOpPdOOJIormnyeckom TUNONornn

B.M. AnnatoB (1985):

1) Knaccundpukauma rpammaTnyeckmx
MopdreM MO CTEMEHU CUHTArMaTU4YECKOMU
CBA3AHHOCTM.

dnekcun >  dopmaHTbl > CrnyXebHble
cnoea

2) Mopdornornyeckasa Tunonorus,
OCHOBaHHasi Ha (KONMMYeCTBEHHO)
npeobnagatoem Tune Mmopgem.
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Cynbba knaccuyeckon
MOpPdOOJIormnyeckom TUNONornn

B.M. Annatos (1985):

T™MN HedpoHeTUYeCKMe BCTaBKa

MopdeMbl U3MeHeHuA Ha rieKcn4yeckKkou
CTbIKax eANHULbI

doopMaHTbI HeT HeT

CNny>XebHble HeT aa

crosa

donekcum oa HeT

?7?7? na na
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Cynbba knaccuyeckon
MOpPdOOJIormnyeckom TUNONornn

B.M. AnnatoB (1985):

B «KITaCCUYECKMX (PNEKTUBHbIX SI3blKax» Bpoae
PYCCKOro Unn naTtbiHM NOMUMO PJ1IEKCUN
BaXXHYO POJib UrpatoT CrnyXebHble CroBa;
HanNpPoOTUB, A3bIKOB, rae dnekcmn obinNm Obl
€JNHCTBEHHbIM TUNOM rpaMmMaTUYECKNX eaNHNL,
BUWOMMO, HE CYLLLECTBYET;

eCTb A3blKW, HANpuUmMep, ANOHCKNU, B KOTOPbIX
O4MHAKOBO BaXXHYI0 poSib UrparoT N POpMaHTHlI,
n pnekcun.
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Cynbba knaccuyeckon
MOpPdOOJIormnyeckom TUNONornn

3a UCKITIOYEHUEM HE MNOSNYy4YUBLLEN
OanbHeWLwero passuTUsa TUMNOMOrnm

B.M. AnnaTtoBa, npakTu4eckn Bce
noaxoabl K « PNekcum» 1 «arrnroTuHaunumn»
COBMeELLalT HECKOSBKO pa3srmMyHbIX U
He3aBUCUMbIX OpYr OT Apyra
MOPMONOrMyecknx napameTpos.
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Cynbba knaccuyeckon
MOpPdOOJIormnyeckom TUNONornn

Plungian (2001):

 agglutination as non-fusion (cnocob
00paboTKN MOPMEMHbBIX CTbIKOB);
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Cynbba knaccuyeckon
MOpPdOOJIormnyeckom TUNONornn
Plungian (2001):

 agglutination as non-fusion (cnocob
00paboTKN MOPMEMHbBIX CTbIKOB);

 agglutination as uniformity (xapaktep
annomopdun apdPUKCoB U OCHOB);
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Cynbba knaccuyeckon
MOpPdOOJIormnyeckom TUNONornn

Plungian (2001):
 agglutination as non-fusion (cnocob
00paboTKN MOPMEMHbBIX CTbIKOB);

 agglutination as uniformity (xapaktep
annomopdun apdPUKCoB U OCHOB);

 agglutination as non-cumulation (xapakrep
OTHOLLUEHUN MexXay POPMON N 3HAYEHUEM).
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Cynbba knaccuyeckon
MOpPdOOJIormnyeckom TUNONornn

The three parameters of agglutionation ...
(the lack of fusion on morpheme junctures,
the lack of non-phonological variation and
the absense of cumulation) are, by and
large, independent.

(Plungian 2001: 673)
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Cynbba knaccuyeckon

MOpPdOOJIormnyeckom TUNONornn

Plank (1999: 285):
THE STRONG HOMOGENEITY HYPOTHESIS

In any language, all marking for all morphological
categories and their terms on all words can only have
either one of two repertoires of properties, the fully
agglutinative one (...) or the fully flexive one (...).

THE STRONG HETEROGENEITY HYPOTHESIS

In any language, any marking for any morphological
category and its terms on any words can have any
logically possible combination of properties.
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Cynbba knaccuyeckon
MOpPdOOJIormnyeckom TUNONornn

Haspelmath (2009: 16, 19):

First Prediction: Correlation among parts of the
morphology

If a language is agglutinating/fusional in one area of its
morphology (e.g. in nouns, or in the future tense), it
tends to show the same type elsewhere.
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Cynbba knaccuyeckon

MOpPdOOJIormnyeckom TUNONornn

Haspelmath (2009: 16, 19):

First Prediction: Correlation among parts of the
morphology

If a language is agglutinating/fusional in one area of its
morphology (e.g. in nouns, or in the future tense), it
tends to show the same type elsewhere.

Second Prediction: Correlation among different
component properties

If a language is agglutinating/fusional with respect to one
of the component properties (cumulation, (stem/affix)
alternation, affix suppletion), it will to behave similarly
with respect to the other features.
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Cynbba knaccuyeckon
MOpPdOOJIormnyeckom TUNONornn

Haspelmath (2009: 27):

| have not found a statistically significant correlation
between the Cumulation index, the Alternation index and
the [affix] Suppletion index, which would have been
expected if the correlations implicit in the composite
types “agglutinating” and “fusional” existed.
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Cynbba knaccuyeckon

MOpPdOOJIormnyeckom TUNONornn

Haspelmath (2009: 27):

* | have not found a statistically significant correlation
between the Cumulation index, the Alternation index and
the [affix] Suppletion index, which would have been
expected if the correlations implicit in the composite
types “agglutinating” and “fusional” existed.

* Also, the evidence that nouns and verbs tend to behave
alike is not overwhelming. There is no correlation with
respect to cumulation, which is sometimes taken to be
the primary defining property of “fusional” languages.
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Cynbba knaccuyeckon

MOpPdOOJIormnyeckom TUNONornn

Haspelmath (2009: 27):

* | have not found a statistically significant correlation
between the Cumulation index, the Alternation index and
the [affix] Suppletion index, which would have been
expected if the correlations implicit in the composite
types “agglutinating” and “fusional” existed.

* Also, the evidence that nouns and verbs tend to behave
alike is not overwhelming. There is no correlation with
respect to cumulation, which is sometimes taken to be
the primary defining property of “fusional” languages.

« After this study, the terms agglutination and fusion have
lost much of their legitimacy (unless they are given a
technical sense that is at variance with the common
usage). 49



Cynbba knaccuyeckon
MOpPdOOJIormnyeckom TUNONornn

Take-home-message:

* BblpaXeHUs «arrntoTUHATUBHbBLIN A3bIK» U
«CpJ'IeKTl/IBHbIM A3bIK» OOJTXHbI ObITb U3rHaHbI U3
JIMHIBUCTUYECKOTIO Y3yCa KakK beccMmbICreHHbIE U
IMIMNpNHECKN HeaEeKBATHDbIE,
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Cynbba knaccuyeckon
MOpPdOOJIormnyeckom TUNONornn

Take-home-message:

* BblpaXeHUs «arrntoTUHATUBHbBLIN A3bIK» U
«qDJ'IeKTI/IBHbIM A3bIK» OOJ1>KHbI ObITb U3rHaHbI U3
JIMHIBUCTUYECKOIO Yy3yCa Kak beccMbICreHHbIE U
IMIMNpNHECKN HeaEeKBATHDbIE,

* MOWUCK 3aKOHOMEPHOCTEN COYEeTaHUS
KOHKPETHbIX MOPMOSIOrM4ecknx napamMeTpoB B
Mopdoonormvyecknx (nog)cmcremax pasnnyHbixX
A3bIKOB — HaCyLLHada 1 NoKa He pelleHHagq
3agava.
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Cynbba knaccuyeckon
MOpPdOOJIormnyeckom TUNONornn

HecmoTpsa Ha CBOK yHMBepPCabHYH
NMPUMEHNUMOCTb U NPOCTOTY, cama no cebe
CTENEeHb CUHTArMaTU4YECKON CIIOXKHOCTU
coBOoopM («MHAOEKC CUHTETU3MAY

[ pHOEpra nnun UHLbIE NOXOXNE MEPDI), MNO-
BUWOUMOMY, — OANH U3 HAUMEHEeE
MHTEPECHbIX NPU3HAKOB MOPMOSIOrMYeCcKoro
pasHOObpa3ns sA3bIKOB.
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Cynbba knaccuyeckon
MOpPdOOJIormnyeckom TUNONornn

* ManyayHryH (apaykaHckue, Yunu; Zuniga
2017 699)

Kupa-Il-el-nge-rke-la-i
come-CAUS-APPL-PASS-REP-NEG-IND
‘they did not bring it to him, they say’

appl - annnukaTtums pass - naccus
caus - Kay3aTuB rep - penoptatuse
ind - HOMKaTUB

neg - oTpuyaHme
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Cynbba knaccuyeckon
MOpPdOOJIormnyeckom TUNONornn

* 3anaaHbin anade (atabackckmne, CLUA; de
Reuse 2017: 530)
na-naa-na-da-go-ch’i-I-zéh
TH-RE-ITER-PL-3SG.0OBJ-3SBJ-CL-do.ITER
‘they usually play again’

cl - «knaccudpukaTop»

iter - nTepaTtue

re - peneTnTme

th - «TemaTnyeckmun npedouKke»
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Cynbba knaccuyeckon
MOpPdOOJIormnyeckom TUNONornn

B Mmopdonornyeckom ycTponcTBe ABYX
CIly4anHoO B3ATbIX «MOJIMCUHTETUYECKNUX»
S3bIKOB BPSA, JIN MOXXHO HAUTU YTO-NMOO
obLlee KpomMme HeEODbIYaNHOIro C TOYKU
3PEHNA HOCUTENEN EBPONENUCKUX A3bIKOB
yMca 3y1IeMeHTOB B COCTaBe CloBa.
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Cynbba knaccuyeckon
MOpPdOOJIormnyeckom TUNONornn

B Mmopdonornyeckom ycTponcTBe ABYX
CIly4anHO B3ATbIX «MOJIMCUHTETUYECKUX»
S13bIKOB BPSAA NI MOXHO HanTu 4To-nnbo
obLlee KpoMe HEODBLIYAMHOIO C TOYKU
3pPEHNA HOCUTENNEN eBPONENUCKUX A3bIKOB
yucra 3NEMEHTOB B COCTABE ClOBa.

bonee TOro, «AnMHHbLIE CrIOBa» TakKoro
TNAa MOXXHO NIENKO HAUTU N B NPUBbLIYHbIX
eBPOMNENCKUX A3blIKaX.

49



Cynbba knaccuyeckon
MOpPdOOJIormnyeckom TUNONornn

* NINTOBCKNU (MHOOEBPOMNENCKME)
ne-be-su-si-skamb-in-dav-o-me
NEG-CNT-PVB-RFL-3seHeTb-CAUS-HAB-PST-1PL

‘Mbl DOJbLLIE HE CO3BaHMBANUCL (MPUMeEpP
n3 Koprnyca)

cnt - KOHTUHYaTMB pvb - npeBepb
hab - xabutyanuc rfl - pedpbnekcue/peunnpok
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Cynbba knaccuyeckon
MOpPdOOJIormnyeckom TUNONornn

NHpoeKkc cuHTeTnama OoJKeEH ObITh
OOMNOJSTHEH NHBIMN MepaMU
MOPJOSIOrMYECKON CNOXHOCTU (Kak
CUHTaAarMmaTuU4ecKkou, TaKk u
napagurmatundeckon; cMm. Nichols 2009, to
appear, Ackerman & Malouf 2013,
Arkadiev & Gardani, to appear).
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[1naH

lpobriema crnoBa: cuHTarmaTumka
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[Tpobriema «crnoBa»

C0OBO KakK cuHTarmMaTuyeckasa egnHuua,
T.€. crioeogpopmMa.

CrnoBoO Kak Nnapagmnrmatmny4eckad eanHnua,
T.€. JIeKceMa.

Oba noHATUS NopoXxaatoT LEenbIv
KOMMeKkc npobnem.

(MogpobHee cm. AnnatoB 2018)
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YHuBepcanbHa nu
«cnoBodgopma»”?

Kputepun cnosodopmbil:

* rpaMmmMmaTnyeckune:
— aBTOHOMHOE ynoTpebneHmne
— NEepPeMEeCTUMOCTb N OTAENTUMOCTb
— LeNnbHOOMOPMIIEHHOCTDb
— cTporas ynopsigoO4eHHOCTb KOMIMOHEHTOB
— CNOCOBOHOCTb K COYMHEHMIO U ANNTUMCUCY
— aHaopun4eCcKnm oCcTpoB

n ap.
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YHuBepcanbHa nu
«cnoBodgopma»”?

Kputepun cnosodopmbil:

* JDOHETUKO-NPOCOANYECKNE
— HEBO3MOXHOCTb BHYTPEHHEeN nay3bl
— eVHOoe yaapeHune
— eNHbIN TOHOBbLIN KOHTYP

— obnacTb AencTBmA npaBun peayKLuuny,
CUHrapMoOHM3Ma, caHaxu u T.n.
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YHuBepcanbHa nu
«cnoBodgopma»”?

DopMynMPOBKU TUMONOrNYECKNX
0000LLEHNN OOIMKHbI ONMMPaTbCA Ha YETKO
onpeaerneHHble NoHATUSA, OANHAKOBO
NMPUMEHUMBIE KO BCEM A3bIKaM

(comparative concepts no Haspelmath
2010).

Y



YHuBepcanbHa nu
«cnoBodgopma»”?

Haspelmath (2011):

Kputepuu, ncnonb3yrowmnecs angd sblaerieHns
CIT0BOOOPM B MPOTUBOMONOXHOCTb
CITOBOCOYETaHUAM, C O4HOW CTOPOHbI, N KOPHAM,
adpdpumkcam, ocHoBaMm U T.M.,C APYrou,

(1) HeyHMBepcarnbHbl U (ii) gatoT
HecornacoBaHHble pe3yribTaTbl MPUMEHUTESNIBHO
K pa3HbIM A3blkaM U (iil) gaxe B pamMKax O4HOro
N TOrO XXe A3blKa.
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YHuBepcanbHa nu
«cnoBodgopma»”?

* Typeuknn (Broadwell 2008):
[zengin ve  mesuf]-tu-m

rich and happy-PST-1SG
‘| was rich and happy.’
[ev ve dlkkan]-lar

house and shop-PL
‘houses and shops’

* NpOTUBOPEYMNE MeXOy COYNHEHNEM U
LeNbHOOOPMITIEHHOCTbLIO



YHuBepcanbHa nu
«cnoBodgopma»”?

« manyayHryH (Bickel & Zuniga 2017: 174)
entu-soyum-yaw-klle-i
remove-shrimp-PERAMB-PROG-IND
"They are going around gathering shrimp.’

* e[QUHbIN KOMMNIIEKC C TOYKW 3pPEHNA
yrnopaaovmnBaHnd, BOSMOXHOCT BCTABKU
N OPYTNX rpaMmMmaTn4eCKnX KputepmeB
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YHuBepcanbHa nu
«cnoBodgopma»”?

« manyayHryH (Bickel & Zuniga 2017: 174)

[entu]-[soyum]-[yaw-klile-i]
remove-shrimp-PERAMB-PROG-IND

"They are going around gathering shrimp.’

* TPU OTAENbHble 001acT NPUNUCLIBAHUSA
yaapeHus
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YHuBepcanbHa nu
«cnoBodgopma»”?

« Kaxxgbln peneBaHTHLIN KpUTEPUU
BblAendaeT CBOK CUHTarMaTu4ecKkyto
obnacrTb.

* HeT anpuopHbIX OCHOBaAHUN CUYNTATDb
KaKne-To KpUtepum BaxHee gpyrnx u
nonaraTtb BblOensemble nMmn obnacTu
«NPUBUNETMPOBAHHBLIMNY.
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YHuBepcanbHa nu
«cnoBodgopma»”?

« Kaxxgbln peneBaHTHLIN KpUTEPUU
BblAendaeT CBOK CUMHTarmMaTuyeckyto
obnacTtsb.

* HeT anpuopHbIX OCHOBaAHUN CUYMUTATDb
KaKne-To KpUTepum BaxHee gpyrnx u
nonaraTb BblgensieMble MU 0biacTu
«NPUBUNETMPOBAHHBLIMNY.

 To Xe camoe KacaeTcs NoOHATUU
«aPPUKC», «KNUTUKa», «KOCHOBa» U T.N.
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YHuBepcanbHa nu
«cnoBodgopma»”?

« Annatos (1985: 96-97):

«Y Hac HET OCHOBAHMW CUYUTATb, YTO pasnuyne
Mexay addpumkcamu n doopmaHTamm dboree
BaXXHO, YeM pasnunyne mexay dopmaHTamMn u
Crny>kebHbiMn cnosamu (M HaobopoT).
[ToaTOMy MbI BblAENSIEM ABE pa3fiMyHbIE
eanHuLbl — cnosodopmy 1 n crnosodopmy 2. B
cocTaB crnosodopmbl 1 BXOOAT OCHOBBLI U
donekcun <...>; crnoBoopma 2 BKo4aeT
OCHOBbLI, Pnekcnum n POPMaHTbI».
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YHuBepcanbHa nu
«cnoBodgopma»”?

« CuHTarmatmnyeckme n doOHONOrmyeckme
KpUTEPUN CriegyeT paccMaTpmBaTbh Kak
napamMeTpbl BApbUPOBaHUS.

» BmecTo noncka oTBeTa Ha BOIMpPOC:
«4T0 Takoe croso (B A3blke L/BoOOOLLE)?»
— cliegyeTt u3ydaTtb BOMNpPOC
«Kakne napameTpbl B Kaknx si3blkax v B
Kakon Mepe KOpPEernupyT Mexay
coboto?»
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YHuBepcanbHa nn
«cnoBodgopma»”?

Tallman et al. (2018): nunoTtHoe
nccriegoBaHne Ha matepuare A3blKoB
AMeEpPUKMU:

» CKONMbLKO KpUTEPUEB CXOOATCS (converge)
Ha TOW UM NHOW CUHTArMmaTU4yeCcKou
eanHnue?

e 3HAQYMMO NN 3TO N HEe OBYCMOBMEHO N
arnpuvopHbIM NogdOOPOM KpUTEPMEB?
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YHuBepcanbHa nu
«cnoBodgopma»”?

Tallman et al. (2018): nunoTHOE nccnenoBaHne
Ha maTepuane A3blIkoB AMEpPUKH:

* 11151 pa3HbiX A3bIKOB OTBETblI HA 00a Bonpoca
pa3Hble;

* A3bIKN pas3nuyarTca TeM, B KAKON Mepe Onga HUX
penieBaHTHO MOHATUE «CNOBOGOPMA;

* NapameTp MOXHO OOBbEKTUBHO U3MEPUTH U
NPOBEPUTb 3HAYNMOCTb KOPPENALINMN.
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[1naH

OcHOBHbIe npobriemsbl
MOPMONOrMyeckom TUNosornu

Cynbba «Krnaccmyeckom»
MOPMONOrMyeckom TUNOIoruu

lpobriema crnoBa: cuHTarmaTumka
'Ipobriema cnoBa: napagurMmaTuka
Mopdonormsa noMMmMo « MopdeMbI»
3aKroyeHne
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[1naH

4. llpobnema cnoBa: napagurMmaTmka
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[Tpobrnema «crnoBa»

» Kak npoBoanTb rpaHunLbl Mexay
nekcemamm?

* [ Ooe rpaHuua mexay crioBON3MeHeHUuem
n cnoBoobpasoBaHuem u kak (if at all)
MCNoJib30BaTb 3TU MOHATUS B
TUNOJIOrMYECKNX NCCrieaoBaHNsAX?
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CnoBo{n3meHeHne|obpasoBaHue|?}

TpaguuMOHHOE NpeacTaBneHue:

* MOpdonornyeckne aBneHns aenarca oes
oCcTaTKa Ha «CITOBOU3MEHUTENbHbIEY» U
«CnoBooOpa3oBaTENbHbIEY;
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CnoBo{n3meHeHne|obpasoBaHue|?}

TpaguuMOHHOE NpeacTaBneHue:

* MOpdonornyeckne aBneHns aenarca oes
oCcTaTKa Ha «CITOBOU3MEHUTENbHbIEY» U
«CnoBooOpa3oBaTENbHbIEY;

* CTOJIKHYBLUMCb C HEOHO3HAYHbIM
criyd4aem, cnegyet OTHECTU ero K ogHOMY
M3 3TUX TUMOB HA OCHOBAHWM TOTO UK
MHOIO KpUTEPUS NN NX COBOKYMHOCTMW.
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CnoBo{n3meHeHne|obpasoBaHue|?}

He cToNbKO ANXOTOMUS, CKOSIbKO
KOHTUHYYM, CTPYKTYPUPOBAHHbIW LIEMbIM
psgom kputepues (Dressler 1989, Plank
1994, lNepuos 2001, Booij 2006 n gp.).
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CnoBo{n3meHeHne|obpasoBaHue|?}

CJIOBOU3MEHEeHue crnoBoobpa3oBaHue
obs13aTenbHo HeobA3aTeNbHO
napagurmaTnyHo HenapagurMmaTU4HoO

HE MEHSIET YacCTb peyn MOXET MEHATb YacTb peyun
abcTpakTHoe bonee KOHKpeTHoe
rpaMmmMmaTn4ecKoe 3Ha4YeHne | Nekcu4yeckoe 3HavYeHue
CEMaHTUYECKU MOXET BbITb CEMaHTUYECKN
KOMMO3ULIMOHHO HEKOMMNO3ULMOHHbIM

TpebyeTcsa CUHTAKCUCOM

HE3ABNCNMO OT CUMHTAKCUNCA

NPOAYKTUBHO

HeobA3aTeNbLHO NPOAYKTUBHO

Bblpa)kaeTcs 6nmxke K KOPHIO

Bblpa)kaeTcs Aanblue oT
KOPHS 24




CnoBo{n3meHeHne|obpasoBaHue|?}

* Hun oanH 13 ykasaHHbIX (MU KaKnX-1indbo UHbLIX)
NPU3HaKoOB He ABMideTcd HeobXoanMMbIM UK
OOCTaTOYHbIM.

« MHorme npusHakm B psige A3blkoB BoOOLLE
HeperneBaHTHbI.

* PasHble npu3Hakn CTPYKTYPUPYIOT MHOXECTBO
MOPONOrM4yecKmx NPoLLeccoB No-pa3HOMY Kak B
pa3HbIX A3blkax, Tak 1 B ogHOM A3blke (cp. Nau
2001 o naTtbiwcKom).
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CnoBo{n3meHeHne|obpasoBaHue|?}

C.C. Caun (Say 2005):

* B pa3HbIX 3HAYEHUSIX PYCCKMNE BO3BPATHbIE
rrnarosibl JEMOHCTPUPYIOT pa3Hbin HAbop
NPU3HAKOB CITIOBOU3MEHEHUSA U
CJ10BOOOpAa30BaHUS;
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CnoBo{n3meHeHne|obpasoBaHue|?}

C.C. Can (Say 2005):

* B pa3HbIX 3HAYEHUSIX PYCCKMNE BO3BPATHbIE
rrnarosibl JEMOHCTPUPYIOT pa3Hbin HAbop
MPUN3HAKOB CITIOBOU3MEHEHUS U
crioBoobpasoBaHus;

* TO XXe caMOe€ KacaeTCs, No BCEN
BUONMOCTWN, OFPOMHOIo Ynmcna
MOPdONIOrM4YeCcKknx NPoLECCOB B NOObIX
A3blKax.
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CnoBo{n3meHeHne|obpasoBaHue|?}

* afbIirencknm (Npumep n3 Tekcra)
wes’x  g-a-f-je-S’xa-r-ep
NOXOb DIR-3PL.IO-BEN-IO-poxantb-PRS-NEG
1ng HUX He naeT aoXxab.’
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CnoBo{n3meHeHne|obpasoBaHue|?}

* afbIirencknm (Npumep n3 Tekcra)
wes’x  g-a-f-je-S’xa-r-ep
NOXOb DIR-3PL.IO-BEN-10-poxante-PRS-NEG
119 HUX HEe NAET OoXab.’
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CnoBo{n3meHeHne|obpasoBaHue|?}

* afbIirencknm (Npumep n3 Tekcra)
wes’x  g-a-f-je-S’xa-r-ep
NOXOb DIR-3PL.IO-BEN-10-goxante-PRS-NEG
1ng HUX He naeT aoXxab.’
* abasuHcKkMK (3NMUNTNPOBAHO)
a-s j-t-Ca-zapata-mas¥a-rk"a-p
DEF-gBepb 3SG.N-oTKpbITb-INTF-FREQ-DEPR-CONT-NPST

‘[1Bepb, K coXkaneHuto, No-nNpexHemy 4acTo
OblBaeT OTKpPbITa HAacTeXb.’
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CnoBo{n3meHeHne|obpasoBaHue|?}

* afbIirencknm (Npumep n3 Tekcra)
wes’x  g-a-f-je-S’xa-r-ep
NOXOb DIR-3PL.IO-BEN-10-goxante-PRS-NEG
1ng HUX He naeT aoXxab.’
* abasuHcKkMK (3NMUNTNPOBAHO)
a-s j-t-Ca-zapata-mas¥a-rk"a-p
DEF-gBepb 3SG.N-0TKpbITb-INTF-FREQ-DEPR-CONT-NPST

‘[1BEPb, K COXaneHuto, No-rnpexHemy 4yacTto
ObiBaeT OTKpbITA HAcTEXb.’

81



CnoBo{n3meHeHne|obpasoBaHue|?}

* afbIirencknm (Npumep n3 Tekcra)
wes’x  g-a-f-je-S’xa-r-ep
NOXOb DIR-3PL.IO-BEN-10-goxante-PRS-NEG
1ng HUX He naeT aoXxab.’
* abasuHcKkMK (3NMUNTNPOBAHO)
a-s j-t-Ca-zapata-mas¥a-rk"a-p
DEF-goBepb 3SG.N-0TKpbITb-INTF-FREQ-DEPR-CONT-NPST

‘1Bepb, K coXkaneHuto, No-NPexHemMy 4acTto
OblBaeT OTKpPbITa HAacTeXb.’
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CnoBo{n3meHeHne|obpasoBaHue|?}

* afbIirencknm (Npumep n3 Tekcra)
wes’x  g-a-f-je-S’xa-r-ep
NOXOb DIR-3PL.IO-BEN-10-goxante-PRS-NEG
1ng HUX He naeT aoXxab.’
* abasuHcKkMK (3NMUNTNPOBAHO)
a-s j-t-Ca-zapata-mas*a-rk™a-p
DEF-gBepb 3SG.N-0TKpbITb-INTF-FREQ-DEPR-CONT-NPST

‘1Bepb, Kk coxaneHuto, No-NPeXxXHemMy 4acTo
OblBaeT OTKpPbITa HAacTeXb.’
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CnoBo{n3meHeHne|obpasoBaHue|?}

* afbIirencknm (Npumep n3 Tekcra)
wes’x  g-a-f-je-S’xa-r-ep
NOXOb DIR-3PL.IO-BEN-10-goxante-PRS-NEG
1ng HUX He naeT aoXxab.’
* abasuHcKkMK (3NMUNTNPOBAHO)
a-s j-t-Ca-zapata-mas¥a-rk"a-p
DEF-gBepb 3SG.N-oTKpbITb-INTF-FREQ-DEPR-CONT-NPST

‘1Bepb, K coXkaneHuto, No-npexHemy 4acTo
OblBaeT OTKpPbITa HAacTeXb.’
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CnoBo{n3meHeHne|obpasoBaHue|?}

ObnapgatoLlme npakTn4ecKku
HeorpaHM4YeHHON NPOAYKTUBHOCTbLIO U
BbICOKOM CTEMNEHUIO CEMAHTUYECKOM
KOMMNO3NLMOHHOCTUN, HO NPU 3TOM HU B
KakoM pa3yMHOM CMbICI1e He
«obsizaTenbHble» MOpdonornyeckne
npouecchbl HEBO3MOXHO De3 HaTSAXeK
OTHECTU HU K «KITaCCUYECKOMY
CITOBOU3MEHEHMIO», HN K «KITaCCUYECKOMY
CrioBoo6pa3oBaHUIOY.
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CnoBo{n3meHeHne|obpasoBaHue|?}

Heobxognmbl bonee ApobHbIe
Knaccudoukauum, otTpaxarwlime peanbHoe
MHoOroobpasme Mmopdonorm4ecKkmnx
ABINEHUMN.

Sapir 1921, Booij 1994, 1996, Myers-
Scotton 2002, Bauer 2004,
de Reuse 2009, Spencer 2013
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CnoBo{n3meHeHne|obpasoBaHue|?}

He KOHTUHYYM C ABYM4A nontocamu, a
CITO>KHbIM 00pa3oM opraHM3oBaHHOE
MHOIrOMepPHOE NMPOCTPaHCTBO,
HeJoCTaTO4YHO N3y4YeHHOEe BO MHOMOM
n3-3a TOro, YTO NIMHIBUCTbI CITULLKOM
MHOIO BHMMaHUA yaensnm Bonpocam
«CITOBON3MEHEHUA» U
«CNOBOODOpa3oBaHUSI».
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CnoBo{n3meHeHne|obpasoBaHue|?}

Types of lexical relatedness (Spencer 2013: 273)

1) Same lexeme FORM | SYNT SEM
contextual inflection + = =
unmarked transpositions = + =
marked transpositions + + =
regular polysemy = = +
evaluatives, contentful + = +
inflection

marked or unmarked = + +
argument-structure N N N
operations ds




CnoBo{n3meHeHne|obpasoBaHue|?}

Types of lexical relatedness (Spencer 2013: 273)

2) Different lexeme FORM | SYNT SEM
perfect synonymy + = =
marked and unmarked = + =
transpositional lexemes + + —
strong polysemy = = +
syntactically inert derivation + = +
conversion = + +
canonical derivation + + +
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CnoBo{n3meHeHne|obpasoBaHue|?}

ABreHuns, nexalune BHe pamMoK TpaanLUNOHHbIX
«CINMOBOM3MEHEHUSA» U «CITOBOOOPa3oBaHUAN:

* perynsipHble HOMUHanM3auum, npuyacTus,
Bepbanusauum n ap.;

* Kay3aTuBbI, anninkaTuBbIl, (aHTN)NAccMBbI U AP.
«3anorm» N «akTaHTHble AepuBaLINNY;

* OJUMNHYTUBbI N ayTMEHTATUBDI,

* perynspHble acnekTyanbHble, MoAarbHble U
npoyne moandukauumu,

* MHKOpNopauuna n «rnekcnvyeckme adoduKcbI» B
«MOJNMMCUHTETNYECKNX A3bIKaX»,

* 1 MHOrO€ Jpyroe.
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CnoBo{n3meHeHne|obpasoBaHue|?}

* FA3bIKM pa3nnyarTca TeM, Kakme Kracchbl
Mopdooriekcmnyeckmnx oTHoweHun (lexical
relatedness) B HUX NpedcTaBrieHbl U
KakuMn cBOMCTBaMu OHM obnagator.

e OTN OTHOLLEHNA N CBOUCTBA crieayeT
n3yyaTb camu rno cebdbe, BHe anpuUoOpHOU
OUXOTOMUUN «CNOBOU3MEHEHUA» U
«CrnoBoobpasoBaHUAY.
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CnoBo{n3meHeHne|obpasoBaHue|?}

‘Spencer’s Razor’: if you find that all the answers
to a research question are absurd, ask a
different question. In this case we don’t ask
whether a given process is inflectional or
derivational. Rather we ask how the lexical
representations of the two related lexical items
compare: which attributes are the same, and
which attributes are different, and in what way.
Once we have answered those questions, we
have fully defined the lexical relatedness. We
don’t need to answer any other questions.

(Spencer 2013: 405)
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CnoBo{n3meHeHne|obpasoBaHue|?}

» take-home-message:

CTtounrno 6bl 06BABNTL MOpPATOPUN Ha

o0OcyXXaeHne crioBON3MEHUTESNIBHOIO VS.
CrioBoobpasoBaTenbLHOro cratyca

KaTeropuu Bmaa B PyCCKOM 5A3blke ©
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[1naH

5. Mopdonorna noMmmo «MopdemMbI»
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

Mopdema — MMHUManbHaga ABYCTOPOHHASA
eanHnua a3blika, B KOTOPOW

1) 3a onpeaeneHHbIM 3KCMOHEHTOM
3aKpensieHo TO U MHOEe coaepKaHne U
KoTOpas

2) Hegenuma Ha bornee nNpocThle
eanHunubl, obnagarowme TemM xe
CBONCTBOM.

(Macnos 2005[1975]: 143)
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

[T]he importance of internal structure for
morphology is not in the identification of
exponents for meaningful bits, but in ways
that the organization of exponents
facilitate patterns of discriminability that
help to distinguish and relate (classes of)

words.
(Ackerman & Malouf 2016: 298-299)
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

abasnHCKUin

da-b-b-aj-t
3SG-2SG.F-Buaetb-PRS-DCL
‘Tbl BUOULWWIb ero/ee.’
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

abasnHCKUin

da-b-b-aj-t
3SG-2SG.F-Buoetb-PRS-DCL
‘Tl BUOULWb ero/eé.’
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

aba3NHCKNN

da-b-b-aj-t
3SG-2SG.F-Buaetb-PRS-DCL
“Tbl BUOULWDb ero/ee.’
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

aba3NHCKNN

da-b-b-aj-t
3SG-2SG.F-Buanwb-PRS-DCL

‘Tbl BUOULWWIb ero/ee.’
da-b-ps-aj-t
3SG-2SG.F-cmoTpeTb-PRS-DCL
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

aba3NHCKNN

da-b-b-aj-t
3SG-2SG.F-Buanwb-PRS-DCL

‘Tbl BUOULWWIb ero/ee.’
da-b-ps-aj-t
3SG-2SG.F-cmoTpeTb-PRS-DCL
‘OH(a) cMmoTpuUT Ha Tebs.’
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

aba3NHCKNN

da-b-b-aj-t
3SG-2SG.F-Buanwb-PRS-DCL

‘Tl BUOUWb ero/ee.’ CYyOBbEKT
da-b-ps-aj-t

3SG-2SG.F-cmotpeTb-PRS-DCL

‘OH(a) cMOTPUT Ha TebA.” OO0BEKT
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

aba3NHCKNN

do-b-b-aj-t
3SG-2SG.F-euanwb-PRS-DCL

‘Tbl BUOUWb ero/ee.’ ODBEKT
da-b-ps-aj-t

3SG-2SG.F-cmoTpeTh-PRS-DCL

‘OH(a) cMOTPUT Ha TeEDSA.” CYyDOBbEKT
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

The meaning of the whole word licenses
the exponents to be used, but there is no
precondition that the meanings of the
exponents have to combine to comprise
the meaning of the whole. <...> The whole
itself may contribute meaning to the
meanings of the parts, or may override the
meanings of the parts.

(Gurevich 2006: 44-45)
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

J1e4yb rneye
8bICMOMPEMb 8bl2/190emb
Ha3arucbleamak rnepe3sariucbieama
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

J1e4yb rneye
8bICMOMPEMb 8bl2/190emb
Ha3arucbleamak rnepe3sariucbisamas

[lpn3Hak Bnga He cBA3aH HMU C KAKOW KOHKPETHOW
eaVHNLEN B cOCTaBe KOHKPETHOW rnarofisHou
CIToBOOOPMbI U HE MOXET ObITb «CYUTaH» C €€
NMMHENHOW CTPYKTYPbI; OH NPOABAETCA B
COBOKYMHOCTN MOPMPOCUHTAKCUYECKNX CBOUCTB
BCeX POpM JeKceMbil.
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

yapa (Komnzo, cembsa M, HoBasi [ BUHeS,
Dohler 2018: 177-178)

yfathwroth
‘they hold him away’
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

yapa (Komnzo, cembsa M, HoBasi [ BUHeS,
Dohler 2018: 177-178)

y-fath-wr-o-th
‘they hold him away’
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

yapa (Komnzo, cembsa M, HoBasi [ BUHeS,
Dohler 2018: 177-178)

y-fath-wr-o-th
‘they hold him away’

3 pl > 3 sg masc npst ipfv andative
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

yapa (Komnzo, cembsa M, HoBasi [ BUHeS,
Dohler 2018: 177-178)

y-fath-wr-o-th
‘they hold him away’

3 pl >3 sg masc npst ipfv andative
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

yapa (Komnzo, cembsa M, HoBasi [ BUHeS,
Dohler 2018: 177-178)

y-fath-wr-o-th
‘they hold him away’

3 pl >3 sg masc npst ipfv andative
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

yapa (Komnzo, cembsa M, HoBasi [ BUHeS,
Dohler 2018: 177-178)

y-fath-wr-o-th
‘they hold him away’

3 pl >3 sg masc npst ipfv andative
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

yapa (Komnzo, cembsa M, HoBasi [ BUHeS,
Dohler 2018: 177-178)

y-fath-wr-o-th
‘they hold him away’

3 pl >3 sg masc npst ipfv andative
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

yapa (Komnzo, cembsa M, HoBasi [ BUHeS,
Dohler 2018: 178)

[2|3 PL] > [3 G

MASC] NPST IPFV AND
— - e -
- — — :_'_:_'-'-:ff:—_ff.::"“' -

o i
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

MHOro-mMmHOro3Ha4Hble COOTHOLLUEHUSA
Mexgy dopmMoun U 3HaYeHNEeM — He
9K30TKMKa, a HopMa ANnga 3Ha4YnTENbLHOro
ymcna A3bIKOB CO CKOJIbKO-HNOYOb
Pa3BUTON MOPEONOrnen.
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

 Moaenb mopdgonornm, ucxogawias mn3a
npeacTaBneHnst o «Mopdemax» Kak o
«KMpNn4YmnKax», N3 KOTOPbIX CKMaabiBatOTCHA
doopma 1 3HadyeHune cnoB, HeaJekBaTHa
Oaxke Ons A3bIKOB, rae croBa noggaroTco
NIMHEVHOMY YJTIEHEHMUIO.
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

 Moaenb mopdgonornm, ucxogawias mn3a
npeacTtaBneHnsa o «Mopdemax» Kak o
«KNpnmMYmnKax», U3 KOTOpbIX CKaabiBatoTCH
doopma 1 3HavyeHne cnoB, HeaJekBaTHa
aaxke Ons sA3blKOB, rae croBa rnogaatoTcs
NMMHENHOMY YNEHEHUIO.

« OgHako boratast MOpdoriorna MoXeT
BOOOLLIE HE NCMNOSb30BaTb NIMHENHbIX
9KCMOHEHTOB!
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

OuHka (Hnnotckue, KOxHbIn CynaH, Andersen

2002: 29)

‘3emMng’ ‘aom’ ‘OfOHb’
Absolutive pin ujot maac
Oblique pin uot mdaac
Construct state | pin won maan
Construct state |l pyEen ujion maan
Allative pin ujot méeec
Inessive-ablative piiin wot méeec




Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

[OnHka (HMnotckne, KOxHbi CygaH, Andersen
2014: 233)

Sg Pl

dit djeet ‘mTuna’
kdoor kaar ‘JIOKOTB’
ldj laaj ‘3Beph’
maac méec ‘OroHp’
rjigem rim ‘KPOBB’

waam  wloom ‘Oeqpo’
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

[OnHka (HMnotckne, KOxHbi CygaH, Andersen
2014: 233)

Sg Pl

dit djcet ‘mTuna’
kdoor kaar ‘JIOKOTB’
ldj laaj ‘3Bepp’
mdaac méec ‘OroHp’
rigem  rim ‘KPOBB’

waam  wdloom ‘Oeqpo’
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

[OnHka (HMnotckne, KOxHbi CygaH, Andersen
2014: 233)

Sg Pl

dit djeet ‘mTuna’
kdoor kaar ‘JIOKOTB’
ldj laaj ‘3Bepp’
mdaac méec ‘OroHp’
rjieem rim ‘KPOBbB’

waam  wdloom ‘Oeqpo’
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

[OnHka (HMnotckne, KOxHbi CygaH, Andersen
2014: 233)

Sg Pl

dit djeet ‘mTuna’
kdoor kaar ‘JIOKOTB’
ldj laaj ‘3Beph’
maac méec ‘OroHp’
rjigem rim ‘KPOBB’

waam  wdoom ‘Oeqpo’
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

[OnHka (HMnotckne, KOxHbi CygaH, Andersen
2014: 233)

Sg Pl

dit djeet ‘mTuna’
kdoor kaar ‘JIOKOTB’
ldj laaj ‘3Beph’
maac méec ‘OroHp’
rjigem rim ‘KPOBB’

waam  wdoom ‘Oeqpo’
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

3HayeHune Yucrna (M B NpuHLUKMNE rnoYTu
BCEX AOBOSIbHO MHOIMOYUNCNEHHbIX
MMEHHbIX M rnarosfibHbIX KaTeropun) B
A3blke AWUHKa NPUNUCbIBAETCS
cnoBodoopmMe nullb B CUNY ee
NPOTUBOMOCTABMEHNSA OPYrMM doopMam
napagurmbi.
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

[ToHaTHe «MopdeMbl» BpAa NK
OCMbICITIEHHO NMPUMEHUMO K A3blKaM C
npenmyLlecTBeHHO HeadhdukcanbHOU
(«HenMHenHoW», nonconcatenative)
MopdoSiormen Bpoae AnHkKa.

OaHako COOTHOLLEHUSA, NOA0DHbIE
npeacTtaBrieHHbIM B AWHKA, BCTpe4valoTcH
N B A3blKax ¢ adpdumkcanbHoOun
MOpPdONornen.
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

CaHckpuT (Stump 2016: 209-220)

pa ‘3awmuaTtb’ da ‘naBaTtb’

IPF AOR IPF AOR
1SG |apam apasam |adadam |adam
2SG |apas apasis adadas |adas
3SG |apat apasit adadat adat
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

CaHckpuT (Stump 2016: 209-220)

pa ‘3awmuiaTtb’ da ‘naBaTtb’

IPF AOR IPF AOR
1SG |a-pa-m |apdsam |adadam |a-da-m
2SG |a-pa-s |apasis adadas |a-da-s
3SG |a-pa-t |apasit adadat a-da-t
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

Mopdronorusi 43bIKoB, BITM3KUX K
«arrntoTUHaTUBHOMY naearny», HaBoauT
Ha MbICMNb O TOM, YTO CNOBOMOPMbI
obpa3syloTcsa nocneaoBaTenbHbIM
npucoegmHeHnem adpodonKcoB, Kaxabin 13
KOTOPbIX BHOCUT B CITOBOJOOPMY CBOE
3Ha4deHue (lexical-incremental theories,
Stump 2001: 1-2).
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

TypeLuKun
ev OOM
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

TypeLuKun
ev OOM
[ev]-ler ‘aoma’
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

TypeLuKun
ev ‘oM’
ev]-ler ‘aoma’

[ev]-ler]-im ‘Mou goma’
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

TypeLuKun

ev ‘AOM’
ev]-ler ‘aoma’
[ev]-ler]-im ‘Mou goma’
[[ev]-ler]-im]-iz ‘Halwun goma’
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

TypeLuKun

ev

ev]-ler

[ev]-ler]-im
[[ev]-ler]-im]-iz
[[[eVv]-ler]-im]-iz]-de

1 J

OOM

‘nomMa’

‘MOu goma’
‘HawWwmM goma’

‘B HAWMX gomMax’
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

HenunHenHaa mopdonorna ymeeT genatb
BCE TO e camoe nyTem
nocriegoBaTesibHOro HanoXXeHnus 0aHOW
onepauun Ha pesynbTaTt gPYyrou.
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

anHka (Andersen 2002: 29)
lec ‘3yObI’ (=KOpPEHDb)
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

anHka (Andersen 2002: 29)

lec ‘3yObI’ (=KOpPEHDb)

'3y0’ (yOnMHEHWe rrnacHom +
nameHeHne dpooHaumn)

leec
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

anHka (Andersen 2002: 29)

lec ‘3yObI’ (=KOpPEHDb)

léec '3y0 (yOnMHEHWe rrnacHom +
nameHeHne dpooHaumn)

leen-e ‘atOT 3y6’ [construct state |]
(Hasannsauuq)

J
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

anHka (Andersen 2002: 29)

lec ‘3yObI’ (=KOpPEHDb)

léec '3y0’ (yOnMHEHWe rrnacHom +
nameHeHne dpooHaumn)

leen-e ‘aTOT 3y6’ [construct state |]
(Hasannsauuq)

lEcn-de  ‘ero 3y0’ [csl+csll]
(MOHWXXEHMe rnacHon)
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

[lpenmyLiecTBeHHO HeNMMHENHad
opraHmsauma Mopdgonornm — ckopee
NCKIMoYeHne ana 3Byyallmx A3bIKoB,
OAHaKOo npaBuno Ans A3bIKOB XXECTOBbIX
(Aronoff et al. 2005a, 2005b, Velupillai
2012: 110-112, Napoli 2019 n gp.).

140



Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

Most of the word formation in sign languages
does not consist of the linear affixation of
concrete morphemes that bear a one-to-one
correspondence with a meaning or grammatical
function. Instead, the morphology of sign
languages <...> involves forms and processes
that are often abstract and are not necessarily
concatenative.

(Sandler & Lillo-Martin 2006: 108)
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

The reason that sign languages express
simultaneous events through simultaneous
form may be simple: they do so because
they can. <...> [l]n creating morphological
complexity ... the simultaneity option
presented by the existence of two
relatively independent articulators is
productively exploited.

(Sandler & Lillo-Martin 2006: 491-492)
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Mopdonorna noMmmmo «Mopdoem»

JlnHenHo-KoHKaTeHaTMBHAas opraHu3auus
Mopdosfiorum — He bornee 4Yem oaHa 13
BO3MOXXHOCTEN B BeECbMa LLUNPOKOM
NPOCTpaHCTBE, TUNONOrnyeckas
cucTtemMaTusaumnsa KoToporo B Te4eHune
ONUTENbHOro BpeMeHu Obina 3aTpyaHeHa
NOBbILLEHHLIM BHUMAHUEM JIMHMBUCTOB K

«MOopdemMamM» U No-HacToALEeMY NULLb
Ha4YMHaeTcH.
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N

o O kW

[1naH

OcHOBHbIe npobriemsbl
MOPMONOrMyeckom TUNosornu

Cynbba «Krnaccmyeckom»
MOPMONOrMyeckom TUNOIoruu

lpobriema crnoBa: cuHTarmaTumka
'Ipobriema cnoBa: napagurMmaTuka
Mopdonormsa noMMmMo « MopdeMbI»
3aKroyeHne
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[1naH

6. 3ak4deHune
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3akfroyeHue

HeyHuBepCcanbHOCTbL U
NMHreocneundU4HOCTb MOPAONIOrUN He
OTMEHSET TOro, YTo Mopdoosnorug
npeacraBnsaeT cobor ocobbIn TUN
opraHm3anum A3blIKoBOMN CTPYKTYPHbI,
OTNINYHbIA OT CUHTAKCUca u
dYHKLUMOHMPYIOLWMNA NO CBOUM
COOCTBEHHbLIM 3aKOHAaM.
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3akfroyeHue

PasHble A3bIKM1 pa3rpaHn4nBaroT
CUHTaKcuc n Mopdoonoruo no-pasHomy m B
pa3HoOW CTeneHu, n ogHa M3 HacyLHbIX
3aga4 MOP(POCUHTAKCNYECKOUN
TUMONOINMN — HA OO BLEKTUBHbIX
AMMNUPUYECKNX OCHOBAHUAX UCCenoBaTh
9TOT Kracc napamMmeTpoB MeXbA3AKOBOro

BapbUpPOBaHUA.
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3akfroyeHue

[Napagurmatnyeckne OTHOLLIEHUS MEXAY
aBTOHOMHbIMW eanHULLaMn MopdOCUHTaKcKca
(Hanpumep, «cnoBamu») AOMMKHbI N3y4aTbCs
HapaBHEe C NPUHLUMNAMN UX BHYTPEHHEWN
CUHTarMaTuKMW.
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3akfroyeHue

[Napagurmatnyeckne OTHOLLIEHUS MEXAY
aBTOHOMHbIMW eanHULLaMn MopdOCUHTaKcKca
(Hanpumep, «cnoBamu») AOMMKHbI N3y4aTbCs
HapaBHEe C NPUHLUMNAMN UX BHYTPEHHEWN
CUHTarMaTuKMW.

Cp. HabupatoLee nonynapHOCTb
TUNONorM4eckoe nccregoBaHme
MMNIUKaATUBHbBIX OTHOLLEHUN MeXay
aneMeHTaMu Moponornyecknx napagmrm
(Stump & Finkel 2007, 2013, Ackerman &
Malouf 2016)
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3akfroyeHue

Typology is not only assembling and
comparing more and more data from more
and more languages; it also means
redefining the foundations of linguistic
theory from the bottom up.

(Miestamo & Walchli 2007: 1)
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3akfroyeHue

Mopdonormyeckasa TMNonorna gomnkHa
OTHOCUTBLCS K BHYTPU- N MEXBA3BIKOBOMY
BapbUPOBaHNIO KaK K OOBbEKTUBHOM
NAHHOCTN N OCHOBHOMY ODBEKTY U3YYEHUS
N OCTaBUTb MNOMbITKK YNOXNUTb €ro B
MPOKPYCTOBO J10XE anpMOPHbIX MOHATUN U
NPOTUBONOCTaBNEHUN.
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3akfroyeHue

OT noucka «yHuBepcanmm» n «TUNoB» —
K NU3yYEHUIO Koppenaunum mexay
KOHKPETHBLIMW NPU3HaKaMm n nx
OUCTPNOYLUN B A3bIKOBbIX CEMbSX U
apeanax.
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3akfroyeHue

OT noucka «yHuBepcannum» n «TUMNOB» —
K U3y4YEeHUI0 Koppenaunumn mexay
KOHKPETHbIMU NMPU3HaKamMmn n nx
OUCTPMOYLMKN B A3bIKOBbIX CEMbAX U
apeanax.

B pe3ynbTaTte Moryt ooHapy>XnTtbcs
HeTpmMBMarbHble, HE BbIBOAUMbIE U3
HaLLUKX anpuopHbIX NpeacTaBneHni
oOLLme 3aKOHOMEPHOCTMN.
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