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It is well known that nouns in predicate position with the copular byt” in Russian may take

either the nominative or the instrumental case, as in (1):

(lay O o6vn  epau (1b) Ow ObvLT 8pay-om
H
he was doctor[NOM.SG] he was doctor-INSTR.SG
‘He was a doctor.’ ‘He was a doctor.’

The commonly held view is that predicate nouns with more specified temporal, referential
or evidential properties favour the instrumental (ITotebns 1899, OBcsuuko-KynukoBckuit
1912, ITaroxoBa 1929, bynaxosckuii 1958, Bopkosckuii, Ky3nenos 1963, Reed 1966,
Nichols 1981, Timberlake 2004). These properties may be linked to the semantics of the
predicate noun itself, or to aspects of clause structure (such as the presence of dependents
on the predicate, word order, mood, or negation). On the basis of a corpus of 19" and 20™
century texts, we find that while this view is correct with regard to 19" century and early
20™ century Russian, in the second half of the 20™ century the instrumental with predicate
nouns becomes dominant and exceeds the bounds of the aforementioned constraints. Thus,
while in earlier periods the case choice was variable, contingent on multiple competing
factors, by the late twentieth century case choice was mainly non-variational and

syntactically determined.

Research background

Several domains have been considered to be relevant for the competition between predicate
cases, both from a diachronic and a synchronic perspective. One tradition is to associate
marking on predicate nouns with grammatical factors, namely with the effect of
tense/mood on the diachronic shift from nominative to instrumental, and on the synchronic

variation between the two cases. [latokoBa (1929) and bopxosckuii, Ky3ueron (1963)



claim that the spread of the instrumental in early Old Russian was more noticeable with the
past tense copula (in particular the pluperfect), than with other copular forms. Reed (1966)
has shown that the instrumental was firmly established with the future in copular
constructions in the 19™ century and slightly increased in use in the early 20™ century (78%
and 88% respectively, although the calculations are based on relatively small numbers, 16
instances in each of the two samples). Nichols (1981) points out that the preference for the
instrumental with predicate nominals is greater in the future than in the past (in the present
the instrumental with predicate nominals is ungrammatical). For predicate nouns with
copulas this means that variation is possible primarily in the past tense, where lexico-
sematic factors have some impact on morphosyntactic choices, while in the future these

factors are irrelevant (Nichols 1981, 152).

Another line of investigation is related to lexical and sentence semantics. Since I[loreOns
(1889) and Oscsanuko-Kymukosckwmii (1912), there has been a tradition of connecting the
predicate casestonouns’ lexico-semantic classes. The general view is that
predicate nouns that denote permanent properties of a subject take the nominative, whereas
occasional, non-typical properties are associated with the instrumental. This pattern is
already found in Old Russian, where the predicate instrumental is restricted to nouns
denoting temporary or acquired properties of a subject, such as nouns of occupation or
dignity (ITatoxoBa 1929, 5; Moser 1994, 65). Subsequent texts (17" and 18" centuries)
show an increase in the number of lexemes that allowed instrumental case marking in
predicate position, e.g. deverbal nouns defining subjects from the point of view of their
regular or occasional actions (e.g. csudemenv ‘witness’). Following the same line of
investigation, Reed (1966) distinguished between nouns denoting essential permanent
properties of a subject (on Owvi1 Mep3asey-you-/Mep3asyem-ws- ‘he was a scoundrel’), and

those denoting non-essential temporary properties (2 6wviL1  céudemenbyou- /



ceudemenem-ysr- 3moeo coovimusa ‘I was a witness of this event’). According to his
statistics, derived from a corpus of 19" and 20™ century literary texts (looking only at
sentences with the copula 6wims ‘to be’), the two groups show a drastic difference in case
marking preferences when they occur in predicate position: for the 19™ century the
frequency of the instrumental is 3% (of a total 58 instances) for permanent-property nouns
as opposed to 39% (of a total of 138) for temporary-property nouns. In the first half of the
20™ century the instrumental occurs with 57% (of 68 instances) for permanent-property and
72% (of a total of 170 instances) for temporary-property nouns (Reed 1966, 36). These
statistics are based on calculations for concrete nouns, as Reed treats abstract nouns

separately.

In the 19" century, the two groups clearly contrasted, with predicatively used abstract
nouns taking the instrumental in the vast majority of instances, as opposed to concrete

nouns. The spread of the instrumental, according to Reed, may be presented as follows:

100 -

80 e

60 -

40 -

20 I -
0

- 1

Total 58 68 138 170 39 79

Concrete permanent Concrete temporary Abstract

OLate 18th - 19th centuries W 20th century




19th century % m 20th century %

Figure 1. Spread of the in te nouns in the 19" and 20™

centuries (Roed 1966).

As Nichols (1981) has shown, in the 20" century a number of lexico-semantic classes show
clear case preferences:
Predicate nouns favouring the nominative

= Nouns of nationality

= Evaluative nouns: dypax ‘fool’, kpacasuya ‘beauty’, secenvuax ‘merry person’

= Semantically bleached (empty) nouns used with modifiers: uerogex ‘person’,

Myaxcyuna ‘man’, oegyuxa ‘girl’.

Predicate nouns favouring the instrumental
= Nouns of occupation, status and function: yuumens ‘teacher’, npedceoamens
‘chairman’
= Abstract and deverbal nouns: yers ‘aim’ ‘ npuuuna ‘reason’, zamsmue ‘occupation’

= Kinship terms

A number of researchers have emphasized that the distinction between temporally
restricted and temporally unrestricted nominal predicates may arise from sentence
and contextual semantics. Thus, JlomteB (1956) argued that morphological
choices are determined not by the mere properties of predicates, but rather by the way
speakers view these properties. In other words, either they identify the subject and the
predicate and see the property as inherent to the subject, or they see the property as one that
originated at some point within a subject (JlomteB 1956, 93). Writing along these lines,

Mrazek (1964) pointed out that speakers make the choice between one of the alternative



cases on the basis of their communicative goals, irrespective of the properties of the
denotatum. The instrumental will emphasize the resultative nature of the predicated
property while the nominative will establish a syntactic relation between the subject and the
predicate, without emphasising the resultative nature (Mrazek 1964, 223-229).

Further insight into the problem has been provided by the idea that, to choose between the
nominative or instrumental, speakers evaluate relative temporal characteristics of
predicated properties with respect to a certain reference point implicitly or explicitly
included into the context. Nichols (1981) discusses in particular two conditioning factors,
which she generalizes as covert tense-aspect parameters: 1) marked relative tense and ii)
implicit change of state. The former signals the “departure in tense from their immediate
context”. The latter implies that the reported state is the result of some recent change and
formerly did not hold (Nichols 1981, 155-156). Timberlake (2004) points out that the
instrumental with predicate nouns limits the state “in time-worlds” (as in On doxaswieaem,
ymo Ihywkun 8 nocieoHue 200bl HCU3HU ObLT MOHAPXUCMOM s> He attempts to show that
[Tymkun in the last years of his life was a monarchist’; bpam dse 3umvt noopso o6win 6 Tyne
penemumopoM psm- ¥ Manvuuxos Jlonyxunwvix ‘Brother worked two winters in a row in Tula
as the coach for Lopukhin boys’). The nominative is used with temporally unrestricted
states (e. g. identifications), meaning that the statement is generally true (Beds or Obin
uneH-you- Ilonumoropo ‘After all he was a member of Politburo’). The instrumental is also
used to indicate the fact that the individual in question, not others, fits a certain definition
(Jlanyenom Ovin camvim Xpabpvim pwvlyapem-sm- U3 6cex, kmo cobupancs 3a Kpyenvim
cmonom ‘Lancelot was the bravest knight among those who gathered at the Round Table”),
whereas the nominative is used when the subject is “presumed known and the predicative
subject contributes little, the communicative weight carried by the adjective” (On 6vin

8cecmoponHe MalaHmaIugvlll 4enosek-von- ‘He was a man of many and varied talents’)

(Timberlake 2004, 286-288).



On the whole, it is generally agreed that semantics has been a significant factor in
nominative — instrumental competition, at least up until recently. This raises the question of
the exact role that semantics has played in the changes that have taken place. Have the
changes been driven by semantics, or is semantics simply a filter that independently
motivated changes pass through? To provide an answer, we need first to address the

question of whether the impact of semantic factors changes over time.

Analysis

We investigate the expansion of the predicate instrumental with the copula byt” ‘to be’ over
the 19" and 20™ centuries'. The study is based on the analysis of 1853 instances distributed
among four fifty-year time periods between 1801 and 2000. The data have been extracted
from a corpus of fiction and non-fiction texts, originally compiled by Adrian Barentsen,
University of Amsterdam. (For relatively infrequent nouns of nationality we also used data
extracted from the Russian National Corpus.) In what follows we attempt to capture the
trajectory and underlying conditions of the nominative — instrumental shift, comparing the
relative frequencies of the two competing forms, calculated with respect to the four fifty-
year periods. Considering each of the conditioning factors separately we analyse their
impact on variation within these periods and evaluate their relevance on the basis of the

statistics derived.

As was discussed in the previous section, each of the predicate cases may be triggered by a
set of heterogeneous factors. However, these factors may conflict. For example, according
to lexical semantic criteria, nouns of occupation should be more likely to take the
instrumental, since they denote properties which are viewed as temporary and non-intrinsic.

But the larger context may provide conflicting cues. Thus in (2a), where there is no



indication to the transience of the predicated property, the noun of occupation takes the
nominative (2a), whereas explicit time boundaries in (2b) independently require the
instrumental on the predicate noun. Conversely, a noun of nationality, which denotes a
temporally unrestricted property, takes the nominative as expected in (3a), but the modal
meaning of the structure (subjunctive clause) supersedes the lexical semantics and triggers

the instrumental in (3b)

(2a) Ona Oblia  yuumenvHUY-a, OYeH  XOpOWlds, YMHA — Oe8yUKA
b K :
She was teacher-NOM.SG very nice clever girl

‘She was a teacher, a very nice and clever girl.’

(2b)  Kymyzo 6wbl1  cenvck-um yuumen-em 06a 200a

8
Kutuzov was Vvillage-INSTR.SG teacher-INSTR.SG two years
‘Kutuzov was a village teacher for two years.’

(3a) Oun  owvin dpanuys.
He was Frenchman[NOM.SG]
‘He was a Frenchman.’
(3b) Ax, eciu 6wt OH ObL1 dpanyyz-om!

Oh if particle[SBIV] he was Frenchman-INSTR.SG*

‘Oh, if he were a Frenchman!’

To pin down these factors under appropriate headings, as well as to evaluate their
significance in different time periods, we employ the general framework proposed by
Timberlake (1986, 2004). The decisive issue, according to Timberlake, is the relationship
between the predicated state and possible or expected states. The state that holds, with no
indication of any limitations from either a temporal or modal perspective, triggers the

nominative. If a reported state represents a departure from some previous state (or results



from the previous state), or an actual state contrasts with the state which is expected and
holds despite expectations, then it is marked by the instrumental. This falls into two types,
temporal instrumental®’ and modal instrumental, whose distribution

may be presented as follows:

Pure state, without Departure from Departure from

attention to its causal current state expectations
relationship to other

events of the episode

Descriptive nominative Temporal Modal
instrumental instrumental
These senses can be illustrated by the following examples from the corpus:
Descriptive nominative

(4a) Omna ovLa 6006-a, bez0emna u 0080JIbHO  Oocama
She was widow-NOM.SG  childless and rather rich
‘She was a widow, childless and rather rich.” (Typrenes)

(4b) Kpome moco, on 0bL1 npsm-oU u YecmH-wlll 2pyousn.
Besides he was direct-NOM.SG and honest-NOM.SG  boor[NOM.SG]

‘Furthermore, he was a straightforward and honest boor.” (JloBiaTon)

Temporal instrumental

(5a) bonpe omevecme  ceoem  Obll nApPUKMAXep-OM, nomo 6 Ilpyccu
6 e M u
Bopre in homeland his was hairdresser-INSTR.SG then in Prussia
conoam-om

soldier-INSTR.SG
‘In his homeland, Bopre was a hairdresser, then in Prussia he was a soldier.’

(ITymkun)

(5b) B rwHocmu Pecuna  6vina munuun-oti cogemck-ou
In (her) youth Regina was typical-INSTR.SG Soviet-INSTR.SG

WIKOJIbHUY-€ll



schoolgirl-INSTR.SG
‘In her youth, Regina was a typical Soviet schoolgirl.” (ZloBnaros)

Modal instrumental

(6a) Ecmu 6 OHA 0bLIA MYMCUUH-010, OHA Obl Haoenana
if particle[SBJV] she was man-INSTR.SG she particle[SBIV] did
3a Bac maulcaqy 2nynocm-etl
for you thousand silly.thing-GEN.PL

‘If she were a man, she would do all sort of silly things for you.” (JI. TosncToif)

(6b) pasmeccs cayx, umo Dun  Oblla He mMax-oul npeoanH-oul
came gossip that Ann was not such-INSTR.SG devoted-INSTR.SG
JKeH-0Ii, KaKk  CYHMTaJIOCh
wife-INSTR.SG as was.considered

¢...the rumour came that Ann was not so devoted a wife as it was considered.’

(Crpyrarkue)

By the 19" century the instrumental had already become firmly established as a predicate
case in copular constructions, appearing consistently under certain structural and semantic
conditions®:
Structural conditions

* Copulain the infinitive

* Copula in the future

* Copula in the non-indicative mood
Lexical semantics

* Inanimate nouns

» (Certain animate nouns which clearly denote temporary states (e. g. céudemens

‘witness’)

Sentence or contextual semantics:

* Temporal phrase On 6vin  npedxcoe NOIKOB-bIM 00KmMOop-oMm.
He was formerly regiment’s-INSTR.SG doctor-INSTR.SG

‘Formerly, he was a regimental doctor.” (Typrenes)
= Restricting adjunct B maxom napsoe onu owviiu zepo-amu.

10



or modifier In such attire they were heroes-INSTR.PL

‘In such attire they were heroes.’ (I'munka)
* Indication for the Ou Kpacasy-em obLn.

change of state in the He handsome.man-INSTR.SG was

broad context ‘He was a handsome man.’ (Typrene)
(There is an indication in the context that the state

no longer obtains)
Beyond these conditions, few predicate nouns had instrumental marking. The nominative

also had two domains to which the instrumental normally was not admitted:

* Semantically bleached
nouns On 0v11 xopout-uii yenoeek/
He was good-NOM.SG man[NOM.SG]
‘He was a good man.’

* Nouns of nationality Own 6bi1 Hemey

He was German[NOM.SG]
‘He was a German.’
The conditions that trigger the instrumental clearly fall into one of the two groups,
depending on which kind of specification (restriction) they impose on the predicated
property. Most factors that disfavoured the nominative by the early 19™ century may be
classified under Timberlake’s headings. Consequently, we can arrange factors that
specified the scope of the predicated characteristic as follows:
Temporal instrumental
» Copula in future
= Certain animate nouns which clearly denote temporary states (e. g. ceudemens
‘witness”)

* Temporal phrase

11



= Restricting adjunct or modifier

= Indication of a change of state within a broader context
Modal instrumental

= Copular in the non-indicative mood

= Negated copula

In the first half of the 19" century, the future, imperative, subjunctive and infinitive contrast
with the past in that they strongly favour the instrumental®, whereas the past tense copula

allows significant variation in case marking, as presented in Table 1:

Form of the copula total number % instrumental
Past 328 54
Imperative and subjunctive 32 81
Future 58 93
Infinitive 61 97

Table 1. Predicate nouns with the copula (1801-1850)
With the past tense copula, the choice is conditioned by semantic factors. First, predicate
nouns split depending on animacy: the proportion of instrumental inanimate nouns is very

much the same as with imperative, subjunctive, future or infinitive:

total number

% instrumental

Animate nouns

216

38

Inanimate nouns

121

78

Table 2. Animate and inanimate predicate nouns with the copula (1801-1850)

Second, with animate nouns case marking was to a large extent determined by the presence
or absence of factors that restricted the scope of predication (predicated characteristic), by
establishing a temporal framework within which a given state holds’, such as nouns which
denote temporary states (csudemens ‘witness’); qualifiers (e .g. yorce ‘already’, ewe ‘yet’);

temporal phrase (e .g. 6 npowwiom 200y ‘last year’); restricting adjuncts (e. g. 6 uncmumyme

12



‘at the institute’, as in Sauza 6vira moum nyywum opyeom 8 uncmumyme ‘Eliza was my
best friend at the institute); and, finally, an indication of the change of state in the broad
context. Characteristics specified in one of these ways required the instrumental, which in

this instance was 3.5 times more frequent than with nouns denoting unspecified properties.

total number % instrumental
Animate nouns, unspecified 102 16
Animate nouns, specified 114 57

Table 3. Animate predicate nouns with the copula (1801-1850). Specified and unspecified

characteristic

In other words, in the early 19™ century the predicate instrumental dominated in all forms
of the copula except for the past tense, where nominative-instrumental variation was
semantically conditioned. States specified in terms of their modal properties or temporal
restrictions triggered the instrumental, unspecified, indefinite states triggered the

nominative.

This variation continued until the middle of the 20" century without significant change. In
the second half of the 20™ century, however, use of the instrumental with predicate nouns
increased dramatically for animate nouns denoting unspecified, indefinite states. Statistics
derived from the corpus for this group show similar frequencies for the three periods

(1801-1850, 1851-1900 and 1901-1950), and significant increase in the second half of the

20™ century.

total number % instrumental
1801-1850 102 16
1851-1900 136 32
1901-1950 122 32
1951-2000 140 87

Table 4. Animate predicate nouns with the copula (1801-2000). Unspecified characteristic

13



One way analysis of variance (ANOVA) was used to examine the significance of the
differences among the mean values for the four time periods. The results are summarised
below

One-way ANOVA: instrumental % versus Period
Source DF SS MS F P
Period 3 0.0014592 0.0004864 32.33 <0.001
Individual 95% Cls For Mean Based on
Pooled StDev
Level N Mean Stbhev -——4+-———-———- o o ————— o
1801-1850 5 0.002034 0.001787 (---*---)

1851-1900 5 0.006015 0.004703 (——-*---)
1901-1950 6 0.003540 0.002903 (——-*--)
1951-2000 3 0.027540 0.006415 (——--*---)

0.000 0.010 0.020 0.030

The extremely low p value (<0.001) indicates that at least one of the means is significantly
different from the others. The 95% confidence intervals for each mean are shown in the
graphic. It can be seen that these intervals overlap for the three early time periods,
indicating negligible difference among the occurrence of the instrumental for these periods.
That of the last period, however, shows no overlap with the early three, suggesting that the
occurrence of the instrumental is higher. The probability of this conclusion being wrong is
<5%. A level of p = 0.05 (5%) is generally accepted as the cut off value for significance in

linguistics.

Contrasting the three earlier periods with the last one, we can conclude that until the middle
of the 20™ century, the instrumental was used with predicate nouns that had temporally
specified (7a) or modally restricted (7b) properties, while the nominative was typically
used with predicate nouns denoting properties not restricted temporally or modally (8a),

and only occasionally with predicate nouns in clauses with temporal or modal reading (8b).

14



(7a) Ecn 6w OHU  3HAMU  KAK-UM 6UHOGAM-bIM

u

if particle[SBIV] they knew what-INSTR.SG guilty-INSTR.SG
MATbYUK-OM noayaca momy Hazao  Ovlnl  ux npeocedameiv!
boy-INSTR.SG half.hour ago was their chairman

‘If they only knew... what a guilty boy their chairman was half an hour ago.’

(JI. Toncroit)

(7b) moavko nozeonvb-me, umob 6 smom paz s obLn
just allow[IMP]-2.PL so.as in this case I was
nPO60OHUK-OM eaui-um

guide-INSTR.SG yours-INSTR.SG
‘Just allow me to be your guide on this occasion.” (becty>xeB-MapnuHckuii)

(8a) Ona ovina mnesecm-a, u Ymo 6cezo 6adiCHell, Heéecm-d bocam-as
she was bride-NOM.SG and what more.important bride-NOM.SG rich-NOM.SG
‘She was a bride and, more important, a rich bride.” (bectyxeB-MapauHckmii)

(8b) ...6uomo,  umo OH obLn mozoa pebenok
obvious that he was at.that.time child[NOM]

‘...it was obvious that he had been a child at that time.’ (ITymkun)

In the late 20™ century the instrumental is used with the majority of predicate nouns
irrespective of their semantics or semantics of the clause, while the nominative may be
used with predicate nouns denoting properties which are temporally and modally
unrestricted, as in (9a, b), though the instrumental marking in such cases would be more
common (10a, b). There are a few exceptions to this. One is sentences of identification

(11), which show preference for the nominative®, another is emphatic sentences with

15



reverse word order, where the predicate precedes the subject, as in (12) and (13). In terms

of information structure, both types (12) and (13) have a foregrounded adjectival part of the

predicate NP with a clearly backgrounded noun. However, along with the nominative in

(12a) and (13a), the instrumental in such structures became fully acceptable in

contemporary Russian (12b and 13 b), which, in our view, indicates the global nature of the

nominative-instrumental shift’.

(9a)

(9b)

(10a)

(10b)

Poounca on 20e-mo 6 bapenyeso  mop Ha nedokone
M e

was.born he somewhere in Barents sea on ice-breaker

omey y He2o ovLn Kanumaw

farther his was captain[NOM.SG]

‘He was born on an ice-breacker somewhere in the Barents Sea, his father was a

captain.” (B. HekpacoB)

Bumwvka o0vl1  cepve3n-wiit PadOMmMHUK,

Vit'’ka was  serious-NOM.SG worker[NOM.SG]

He mo umo  wanonau U3 omoena Abcomomnoe  3uanus.
0]

unlike idlers from department (of) absolute knowledge

‘Vit’ka was a serious worker, unlike idlers from the department of Absolute

Knowledge.” (Ctpyraukue)

Temsa  Ilon owina pacuemnug-oi beccpebpenuy-eil.
Kl
aunt Polja was prudent-INSTR.SG idealist-INSTR.SG

‘Aunt Polja was a prudent idealist.” (ILlanamoB)

O obi1  Mmopakom, OHa vexan ¢ HUM Ha

H a
he was sailor-INSTR.SG she left with him for

16
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‘He was a sailor, she left with him for the East.” (Ctpyramnkue)

(11a) Illmemenx  06b1  umenn  mom HAYaIbHUK,
0 7 0
Stemenko was just that[NOM.SG] superior[NOM.SG]
KOmopbwlii ...uznoman 6ce  apecmawmcKu — KOMeIKU.
e
who ...smashed all prisoner’s pots
‘Stemenko was just that superior who... smashed all prisoners’ pots.” (IllanamoB)
(11b)Asan  Muxatinoeuu 6v1 m-em cam-vim ueno6eK-oMm,
Ivan  Mixajlovic was that-INSTR.SG same-INSTR.SG person-INSTR.SG
KOMOpblll — 8bIpacmu u eévinecmosa  Huxona  Heanmosuua  Eoicosa.
b/ A
who brought.up and fostered Nikolaj Ivanovic EZov

(12a)

(12b)

(13a)

‘Ivan Mixajlovi¢ was just that person who... brought up and fostered Nikolaj

Ivanovi¢ Ezov.” (Pa3ron)

[enoe-ou uenoeek ovin  Cmanun  0enoe-oil.
practical- NOM.SG person[NOM.SG] was Stalin practical-NOM.SG
‘Stalin was a practical person, indeed.” (Mckanzep)

Bce omo 3amano He  Ooavwe MuHymol, mMakK KaKk OblCHpP-bIM

all this  took not more minute as quick-INSTR.SG
IHEPZUYH-bIM Yeno6eK-om ovin  Muxaun Konomoexun
energetic-INSTR.SG  person-INSTR.SG ~ was  Mixail Kolotovkin

‘All this took not more than a minute, as Mixail Kolotovkin was a quick, energetic
person.” (JIumatos)
Ho nonkoeooey 0 Obl1  2eHUAIbH-bLI

H

but commander[NOM] he was ingenious-NOM.SG
‘But he was an ingenious commander...” (HMckannep)

17



(13b) IHuanucm-om Llocmakosuu — 0bl1  6e1UKONENH-bIM
pianist-INSTR.SG  Sostakovic was magnificent-INSTR.SG

‘Sostakovi¢ was a magnificient pianist.” (BumneBckas)

With the spread of the instrumental within the group of animate predicate nouns associated
with unspecified characteristics, late 20" century Russian has reduced nominative-
instrumental variation in predicate nouns to a minimum, and consequently reduced the role
of semantics as a conditioning factor. In other words, for the different semantic conditions

the proportion of the instrumental became similar, thereby indicating their reduced

relevance.

total numbers % instrumental
Animate, past, unspecified 122 87
Inanimate, past 85 93
Animate, past, specified 84 98

Table 5. Predicate nouns with the copula under different semantic conditions (1951-2000)

As was mentioned above, it is generally believed that the nominative-instrumental shift left
behind certain lexical classes which retain nominative use, in particular nouns of
nationality and semantically bleached (empty) nouns. The common explanation for this is
that predicates with NPs, headed by nouns of nationality would hardly allow temporal
reading triggered by the instrumental. Reed (1966) claims that NPs with semantically
bleached nouns, such as ou 6si1 xopowuii yenosex ‘he was a good person’, have a
permanent reading, since they denote some intrinsic significant properties of the subject
(wesentliche Eigenschaften des Subjekts). Nichols (1981) points out that predicate nouns
which describe or characterise the subject (such as nouns of nationality and semantically
bleached nouns) favour the nominative case, contrary to those designating a function (e. g.

nromuux ‘carpenter’, yuumenwv ‘teacher’, mpedcedamenv ‘chairman’), which favour the

18



instrumental. If a qualitative reading of function nouns is possible, for example when they
are modified by qualitative adjectives (o Owvi1 cnocobnvui yuumens ‘he was a gifted
teacher’), such cases favour the nominative. On the view advanced by Reed and Nichols, if
the distribution of nominative — instrumental is determined by semantic properties of
lexical items, it would be natural to expect the predominance of the nominative with nouns
of nationality and semantically bleached nouns. Indeed, this state held in the 19™ century

and was maintained to a certain extent into the early 20" century.

From the middle of the 20" century, the instrumental became fully acceptable with nouns
of nationality. As shown in table 6, statistics for four 50-year periods indicate an increase
from 4% in 1801-1850 (in fact, one instance among the 25 examples found in the sample

for this period) to 56% in 1951-2000°,

total number % instrumental
1801-1850 25 4
1851-1900 63 5
1901-1950 71 28
1951-2000 190 56

Table 6. Nouns of nationality in predicate position

After the elimination of instances in which predicated properties could be read as
temporally or modally restricted (14), which, as shown above, triggers the instrumental, we
still arrive at 42% of the instrumental (from a total of 135 examples) with predicatively

used nouns of nationality in 1951-2000.

(14a) ..yowce moc0 [on oObI  Hemu-em, omue2o cetiua
a ] a c arcusem
already then [he] was German-INSTR.SG which.is.why now lives
6  obveounuswetics PPl
in  reunified FRG
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‘He had been a German at that time already, which is why [he] lives now in

reunified Germany.’ (IToroB)

(14b) ...ecu 6w A Oblla PaHuysHceHK-oul Ul AHZAUYAHK-OU,
... if  particle[SBIJV] I was French-INSTR.SG or English-INSTR.SG
mo OHU oOvl, noxcanyi nooymanu Kaxk —MHe NOMOUYb.

then they particle[SBJV  maybe thought how I[DAT] to.help

]
'If I were French or English, maybe they would have thought how to help me.’

(Bacunbes)
(14c) 4 6 Poccuu meumana pabomame 6 MaKou ice KOHmope, HO MeHs
I in Russia dreamed to.work in same particle[IDENT] office but I[ACC]
He 631U, NOMOMY Ymo A  mam ovlna  eepe-em.
not hired because I there was Jew-INSTR.SG

‘In Russia I was keen to work in the same office, but I was not hired because I was

a Jew there.” (PyOuna)

A more dramatic change occurred with semantically bleached nouns with the past tense
copula, the vast majority of which took the nominative in the 19" century. The instrumental
in these constructions, as in (15), became fully acceptable in the early 20" century, and by
the second half of the century had become dominant. As our statistics for uezosex ‘person’
show, the numbers for the instrumental in this group for 1951-2000 are similar to those in

all other groups of predicate nouns (table 7).

total number % instrumental
1801-1850 93 5
1851-1900 165 11
1901-1950 122 45
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1951-2000 136 90

Table 7. Yenosex ‘person’ in predicate position (semantically bleached usage).

Instrumental with semantically bleached nouns (1951-2000):

(15a) Kax 6c  71ecKOMbICIEHHbL — MYHCUUHDL,
e e
As all  light-minded men
omey  Ovl1  00OPOOYWIH-bIM Yen06eK-oMm.

farther was good-natured-INSTR.SG person-INSTR.SG

‘As all light-minded men, father was a good-natured person.’ (loBnaToB)

(15b) Kynma o6win uenoeex-om 000p-bim U,  NpPAMO CKAdiCeM, 2Yn-bIM.

Kunta was person-INSTR.SG kind-INSTR.SG and frankly
‘Kunta was a kind and, frankly speaking, a silly person.” (Mckannep)

(15¢c) HYenosex-om OH Obll  He3aypAOH-bIM
person-INSTR.SG he was remarkable-INSTR.SG

u 0619!6‘6 60 MHO2UX OMHOUIECHUAX.
and even in many respects

‘He was a remarkable person, and even in many respects.” (KiaumoB)

silly-INSTR.SG

(15d) /Jbwcon bBpeii Ham NOHPABUN-CSL  C nepeoii MUHYmBbL,

John Bray we[DAT] liked-REFL from  first minute

HO celua OH ObL1 JIy4UI-UM YenoeeK-om 6  Aodenauoe

(4

but now he was the best-INSTR.SG person-INSTR.SG in Adelaide
‘We liked John Bray from the first moment, but now he was the best person in

Adelaide.” (I'panun)

(15¢) A 6 my  nopy Obl1  HenpumA3zamenbH-bIM Yej106eK-oM.
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I in that period was unpretentious-INSTR.SG person-INSTR.SG
‘I was an unpretentious person at that time.” ([{oBnaToB)

To make sure that the high numbers of the instrumental attested in 1951-2000 are not due
to the strong factors described above, we eliminated from the sample instances in which, as
in (15d) and (15e), the predicated property is temporally or modally specified (in
Timberlake’s terminology, ‘departure from current state’ or ‘departure from expectations’
accordingly). After eliminating these factors, we obtained a sample consisting of 122
instances. The frequencies of the instrumental in this group for the 1951-2000 period (89%)
are similar to those for predicate nouns in general. In other words, NPs with semantically
bleached nouns, despite their tendency to indicate a pure characteristic expressed by an
adjective, adopted the instrumental in the predicate position, even when temporally or
modally unrestricted, which superseded the influence of this lexico-semantic factor on

predicate case marking.

Conclusions

Until the middle of the 20™ century, variation in case marking on predicate nouns with the
copula byt” was to a large degree conditioned by semantic and syntactic factors. In the
second half of the 20th century the instrumental spread to domains formerly occupied by
the nominative. This change replaced multiple rules of variation with a single overall rule.
Within some lexical classes, such as nouns of nationality, changes may occur more slowly
than in the language in general. Nevertheless, a thorough analysis of the variation within
this group across the two centuries does not indicate any fundamental differences as

compared to other lexical classes. In our view, semantics had only a subsidiary role in this
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morphosyntactic process, supporting variation at some stages, while ultimately being
ousted in favour of a single rule, namely: instrumental case marking on predicate nouns.
The shape of the nominative-instrumental shift indicates that Russian is moving from a
semantically conditioned to a syntactically determined model for predicate nouns, and that

this change is at an advanced stage in the contemporary language.

NOTES
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! For the purpose of this paper we left out of consideration constructions with semi-copular verbs (cmams ‘become’,
oxasamwcs ‘prove to be’, etc.) and verbs of naming (nazvieamucs © to be called’, 36amwb ‘name’, ‘call’) in which the
instrumental became dominant much earlier than with the pure copula. The timeline of the change in these two former
constructions, as well as conditioning factors, requires separate consideration. For example, see the sub-grouping of
semi-copular verbs with respect to their preference of a particular case on predicate complements, suggested by
ITote6nst (1889, 493-495), and the discussion of the instrumental — “independent nominative” competition with the

verbs of naming (ITore6us 1889, 183-184; bopkorckwii, Ky3nemos 1963 /2006, 337).

? Indicating the relationship of the predicated state to other events in the text, “this sense of the instrumental is not

purely temporal, but has some modal flavour as well” (Timberlake 1986, 142).

* To avoid subjectivity, we consider here conditions that have clear overt exponents, either within a sentence or in the
adjacent context. Equally, instances which did not include these exponents and could be classified only on the basis of

intuition were not included in either of these groups.

* Bocrokos observed the impact of tense/aspect properties of the copula in his contemporary language. In Pycckas
epammamuxa, first published in 1831, he pointed out that forms 6y0dy (‘to be’ future), 6y0s (‘to be’, imperative), are
very likely to take instrumental predicate nouns, in contrast with 6.z (‘to be’ past) which favours the nominative

(BoctokoB 1844: 214-215).

> cf.: “.. .the instrumental in this usage indicates that the inception of the state represents a significant departure from the
prior state of affairs and, further, that it is a necessary development from the circumstances that obtain locally around

the narrated time.” (Timberlake 1986, 142).

8 Specificity of identity statements has been analysed in great detail in the linguistic literature. In this paper we are not
focusing on this problem separately. The logical and semantic aspects of identity statements have been discussed in
ApyTtioHoBa (1976), in particular see chapter 5. For discussion of various encoding strategies employed in identity

statements see Stassen (1997).



7 Constructions of this type are very infrequent, which could be an important factor in retaining the nominative usage.
Type (13) in particular occurs in our corpus of 1951-2000 texts once in 54,000 words of running text. The instrumental
has been found in 5 of 22 total instances. Possibly, higher frequencies could be found in informal oral speech, but we

are not aware of any statistics that would support this claim.

¥ Statistics for nouns of nationality in the predicate position are based on samples extracted from the Russian National

Corpus (Www.ruscorpora.ru).



