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Examples of salient constructions (impersonals in dotted lines)
N+V+A

Transitive construction

Devuška sšila jubku [Girl-N sewed skirt-A]
‘The girl sewed a skirt’
Intransitive temporal construction

Devuška šila vsju noč’ [Girl-N sewed all night-A]
‘The girl sewed all night’
N+V+PP

Intransitive temporal construction

Devuška šila do utra [Girl-N sewed to morning-G]
‘The girl sewed until morning’

Intransitive motion construction


Devuška pošla v školu [Girl-N went to school-A]


‘The girl went to school’
N+V

Intransitive construction

Devuška rabotala [Girl-N worked]
‘The girl worked’

N+V+G
Genitive-governed construction

Devuška izbegala vsjakix interv’ju [Girl-N avoided all interviews-G]

‘The girl avoided all interviews’

Partitive genitive construction

Devuška vypila čaju [Girl-N drank-up tea-G]

‘The girl drank up the tea’

N+V+A+D

Ditransitive construction
Devuška sšila sestre jubku [Girl-N sewed sister-D skirt-A]

‘The girl sewed a skirt for her sister’
N+V+D

Dative-governed construction
Devuška soputstvovala advokatu [Girl-N accompanied lawyer-D]

‘The girl accompanied the lawyer’
Object-incorporated ditransitive construction

Devuška zaplatila advokatu [Girl-N paid lawyer-D]
‘The girl paid the lawyer’

D+V+A
Transitive dative modal construction

Devuške nado bylo sšit’ jubku [Girl-D necessary was sew skirt-A]
‘The girl needed to sew a skirt’

D+V

Intransitive dative modal construction

Devuške nado bylo rabotat’ [Girl-D necessary was work]
‘The girl needs to work’

Reflexive dative modal construction


Devuške xorošo rabotalos’ [Girl-D well worked]


‘The girl was able to work well’
N+V+I

Instrumental-governed construction

Devuška maxala rukoj [Girl-N waved hand-I]

‘The girl waved her hand’

Instrumental label construction

Devuška stala ženščinoj [Girl-N became woman-I]

‘The girl became a woman’

Instrumental temporal construction


Devuška šila noč’ju [Girl-N sewed night-I]

‘The girl sewed at night’

N+V+A+I

Transitive instrumental adjunct construction

Devuška rezala rybu nožom [Girl-N cut fish-A knife-I]
‘The girl cut the fish with a knife’

Transitive instrumental label construction


Devuška sčitala mal’čika geroem [Girl-N considered boy-A hero-I]


‘The girl considered the boy a hero’
V+A

Raw force transitive construction

Devušku ubilo [Girl-A killed]
‘A/The girl was killed’

V+A+I

Raw force transitive instrumental adjunct construction

Devušku ubilo tokom [Girl-A killed electric shock-I]
‘A/the girl was killed by an electric shock’

V+I

Raw force intransitive instrumental adjunct construction

Paxnulo lukom [Smelled onion-I]
‘There was a smell of onions’

Examples of “mild” impersonals

(N)+V+A

Transitive construction

Iskali devušku [Girl-A looked]
‘They were looking for a girl’
Intransitive temporal construction

Tancevali vsju noč’ [Danced all night-A]

‘They danced all night’
(N)+V+PP

Intransitive adjunct construction

Tancevali do utra [Danced to morning-G]

‘They danced until morning’

(etc. – mild impersonal is possible for all constructions containing N+…)
Minimal differences in case marking for same argument in adjacent constructions



Object: marked as A or PP or G or D or I
N+V+A: 
Devuška xotela pobedu [Girl-N wanted victory-A]



‘The girl wanted victory’
N+V+PP: 
Devuška nadejalas’ na pobedu [Girl-N hoped on victory-A]


‘The girl hoped for victory’


N+V+A:
Devuška bojalas’ sobaku [Girl-N feared dog-A]
N+V+G: 
Devuška bojalas’ sobaki [Girl-N feared dog-G]



‘The girl was afraid of the dog’
N+V+A:
Devuška soprovoždala advokata 
[Girl-N accompanied lawyer-A]


‘The girl accompanied the lawyer’
N+V+D: 
Devuška soputstvovala advokatu 
[Girl-N accompanied lawyer-D]



‘The girl accompanied the lawyer’
N+V+A:
Devuška zakryla dver’ 
[Girl-N closed door-A]


‘The girl closed the door’
N+V+I:
Devuška xlopnula dver’ju 
[Girl-N slammed door-I]


‘The girl slammed the door’
Temporal adverbial: marked as A or PP or I

N+V+A: 
Devuška šila vsju noč’ [Girl-N sewed all night-A]

‘The girl sewed all night’
N+V+PP:
Devuška šila po nočam [Girl-N sewed along nights-D]

‘The girl sewed at night’

N+V+I: 
Devuška šila noč’ju [Girl-N sewed night-I]

‘The girl sewed at night’

(Logical) Subject: marked as N or D

N+V:
Devuška xorošo rabotala [Girl-N well worked]

‘The girl worked well’

D+V:
Devuške xorošo rabotalos’ [Girl-D well worked]


‘The girl was able to work well’

Experiencer: marked as A or D
V+A:
Devušku tošnilo [Girl-A nauseated]


‘The girl felt sick’
D+V:
Devuške tošnilos’ [Girl-D nauseated]


‘The girl felt sick’
Same or similar verb possible in adjacent constructions

See all examples for argument case marking, plus examples like:
N+V+A – N+V+A+D

N+V+A: 
Devuška sšila jubku [Girl-N sewed skirt-A]

‘The girl sewed a skirt’
N+V+A+D:
Devuška sšila sestre jubku [Girl-N sewed sister-D skirt-A]

‘The girl sewed a skirt for her sister’
N+V+A+D – N+V+D

N+V+A+D: 
Devuška napisala sestre pis’mo [Girl-N wrote sister-D letter-A]

‘The girl wrote her sister a letter’
N+V+D:
Devuška napisala sestre [Girl-N wrote sister-D]

‘The girl wrote to her sister’
N+V+A – V+A

N+V+A: 
Devušku trjasla lixoradka [Girl-A shook fever-N]



‘The fever shook the girl’
V+A: 

Devušku trjaslo [Girl-A shook]



‘The girl was shaken’

(etc. Similar “minimal pairs” can be set up for all other highlighted transitions) 
How relationships influence meaning of constructions

V+A: 

Devušku ubilo [Girl-A killed] ‘A/the girl was killed’
(N)+V+A: 
Devušku ubili
[Girl-A killed] ‘A/the girl was killed’
N+V+A: 
Devušku ubili soldaty/Soldaty ubili devušku [Girl-A killed soldiers-N]


‘The soldiers killed the girl’
N+V+A+I: 
Soldaty ubili devušku toporom [Soldiers-N killed girl-A axe-I]


‘The soldiers killed the girl with an axe’
V+A+I: 
Devušku ubilo tokom [Girl-A killed electric shock-I]


‘A/the girl was killed by an electric shock’
N+Vpass+I: 
Devuška byla ubita toporom/soldatami [Girl-A killed axe/soldiers-I]


‘A/the girl was killed with an axe/by the soldiers’
*V+A+I:
*Devušku ubilo soldatami [Girl-A killed soldiers-I]


*‘A/the girl was killed by the soldiers’
V+A:

Ulicu zasypalo peskom [Road-A strewed sand-I] 

‘The road was covered with sand’
(N)+V+A: 
Ulicu zasypali peskom [Road-A strewed sand-I] 

‘They covered the road with sand’
*V+A+I:
*Ulicu zasypalo rabotnikami [Road-A strewed workers-I]


*‘The road was covered by workers’
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There are many similar verbs expressing giving, benefit, harm, equal relationships or submission – some have A objects, some have D objects





Many verbs expressing avoidance, approach and quantification can have both A and G objects





Note: these transitional relationships also involve the same or similar verbs 
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There are many similar verbs expressing movement, manipulation or leadership  – some have A objects, some have I objects








