Cut’ (bylo) ne in Russian:
more than just negation

Alexey Kozlov, MSU / RAS IL

A family of constructions with the particle ¢ut’‘a few’:

(1)  Yymb auwb 3860H 8HYMpb yxa eotidem 8 OHy nycmomy,

Kak u He 00HacObL NOPA3UM NPENOHKY My.
‘As soon as the sound enters...” (V. K. Trediakovsky)

(2)  Yymo cunull Koy, ucypua, suemcs,
Jymb Ovluem 6030yx apomam,

BosawbaerHst cudam. (G. R. DerZavin)

‘An azure spring curls a little... the scent of rose is’
(3)  Bnapmepe — uepcmable 2aynybl,

U 6 novcax — wymb au He oHu dce. (A. A. Siskov)

‘There are narrow-minded fools in the stalls, and the seemingly the same stuff in the

boxes.’

(4)  Jemv 8ecend, u HoUb 5, NPABO, CNAK CNOKOUHO:

Tak 3amyxc KUHymMbCsl HUMyms mHe He npucmotiHo. (1. A. Krylov).
‘By no means is it appropriate for me to marry.’

In our talk: ¢ut’ ne + VP, / ut’ bylo ne + VP, ‘nearly’:

(5)  3nuepamma Ha camozo cebst onucbleaem, umo A8mop, npu mopicecmeeHHoM 8se30e Umnepamopa
Tasaa I 8 Mockay 1797 2004, 6ydyuu Kamep-FOHKepom, 4ymb He ynaa ¢ 10uaou U npuHymcoeH 0o,
0CMasst YepeMOHUAAbHBLL MAPWL, YOaaumbcst 06se3ucumu yauyamu e ceot dom. (D. I Xvostov)

‘The author... nearly fell from his horse.’

(6)  Cucnyea s 3ammypuncs,
Ho 80pyz omkpbin 2nasa
1 uymp 6110 He emiopuics,
Takas 6edb kpacal.. (N. A. Nekrasov)
‘...suddenly I opened the eyes and nearly fell in love...



1. Towards the semantic representation

1.1. Cut’ (bylo) ne as an aspectual marker
The meaning of Cut’ (bylo) ne has at least two distinct semantic components:

o ‘the preliminary stage of the event took place’ (prospective)

o ‘the event itself did not take place’ (negative)
A preliminary stage is what usually surfaces in prospective consctructions:

FRENCH

(7)  Malgré ce méme exil qui va les écarter,
Ils font mille serments de ne se point quitter. (Racine, Phédre)

‘Despite the very exile which is going to divide them, they make thousands of vows not to leave
each other.’

o Kuteva (1998) introduces AVERTIVE — a cross-linguistic grammatical type denoting a pre-
liminary stage that did not culminate with the event itself.

o Avertive often evolve from prospectives-in-past: e.g. Bulgarian wsix da naowa ‘I nearly
fell’ < OCS xost’éaxs ‘wanted; intended; PROSPECTIVE)

o Russian lacks a specialized means to express prospective, but possesses a bona fide

avertive construction — ¢ut’ (bylo) ne.

1.2. Cut’ bylo ne as a focus particle

Cut’ bylo ne requires the verb to bear the focus (either narrow or wide).
(8)  a.Jlyusa Muiep [4yTh He TIOKOHYMIIA U3Hb CAMOYBUNCTBOM] .
‘Luise Miller NEARLY COMMITTED SUICIDE.’

b. { Y Hac MHO20 8ce20 Npou3owo... fa ewé [1yms He NOKOHUUAG HCUBHL camoybuticmeom Jlyusa

Muanep] o,
‘Many things have happened, and also LUISE MILLER NEARLY COMMITTED SUICIDE.’
c. * Yymp He noKoHuUAA HcU3HL camoybuticmeom [Jlyusa Muanep] roc.

(‘It is Luise Miller who nearly committed suicide.’)
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RNC: ¢ut’ ne + N,,, — except homonymical accusatives, three main subcases :
o thetic clauses :

(9)  Kak mosvko 5 cen 8 KpecAo, 31eKMpPOoHHbIU KOHOUYUOHep OYHY HA MeHA Mak, 4mo 4ymb He omo-

peaaucs yuiu. [Buxrop Bapaner, l'eHmtab 6e3 taiiH. Kaura 2 (1999)]

o «expressive rheme inversion» (Paduceva 2008)

(10)  Hadoesa mypasbuwke maxas e3od. Iymov 6bu10 He yKycua o nayka. [Burammit Bruanku. Kak My-

paBbuILKa foMoi crietnwt (1923-1957) // «Hayka v s%usHb», 2008]

o VS (topical) comments to direct speech :

(11) "B noaumomdese, 3a MHO20 86pCm oM GPOHMA MEUKAMU KPO8b NPoausan", — uyms He 6yxHya

Jlanuna, Ho 808peMst 6030epma/wﬂ. [BI/IKTOp ACTaCl)LeB. [IpoJieTHBI I'yCh (2000)]

‘— You have shed your blood in sacks in the political department office, far off the front — Da-

nila nearly uttered.’

% Focus particles usually deal with sets of focus alternatives (Rooth 1985, Koenig 1991 and
elsewh.) and tells something additional on them:
o also conveys that for all relevant alternatives, the proposition holds

o only says that for all relevant alternatives except the given the proposition does not

hold
o what are the alternatives that cut’ (bylo) ne deals with?
% Stages of the situation in Plungianian linear aspect framework:
(12)  preliminary phase > starting point > internal phase > endpoint > resultant phase

The set of alternatives includes the stages which have already taken place. Each stage implies

all the precedent ones:
o preliminary
o preliminary & starting
o preliminary & starting & internal
o

Then every situation is a scale in a Neo-gricean sense (Horn 1984), and there arise Q-implica-

tures:



(13)  He bought three cows (>> impl.: ‘and not more’)
(14) CHURCH SLAVONIC

U dasixy emy numu ecmupHucmeHo suHo (inner stage >> impl. : ‘inner stage and not the end-

point’; imperfectum de conatu case)

‘And they gave,, him to drink wine mingled with myrrh: but he received it not.’

(15)  Iwas about to falll (‘preliminary stage’ >> impl. : “preliminary stage and nothing more’; pro-

spective-into-avertive development)

o Cut’ (bylo) ne prospective and negative components fit into this pattern

o Isthe negative component really an implicature?

1.2. The pragmatic status of negative component
Negative implicatures of prospectives-in-the-past can be cancelled or surpressed:

(16)  a.Isaw the vessel when it was about to sink — and it actually sank before my very eyes.

b. 4 uden asmom kopabiv, ko20a oH Uyms He YMoHyA — # U OH YMOHYA HA MOUX 2/1d30X.

(17) a.Koeamo  MuseHa wewe 0a ya08u opyaa yauya
when M. want.IPF.3s¢  take.cony other street

ms  8uos Ha HEAAHAMA  HeuwMd, ye ce Muexa

she  see.AOR prep iron.DEF water_pump CcoMP  REFL wash.IPF.3PL

HAKOKO condamu... [Kuteva 1998 (72)]

several soldier-pL

‘When Milena was about to take another street, she saw that...”
b. # Kozda Musiena wymb He nogepHyAd Ha Opy2yio yAUYY, OHd y8uoead, 4mo...

o According to Kuteva (1998), the preliminary stage in (17) was followed with the event itself in

due course
— The negative component of ¢ut’ (bylo) ne is neither cancellable nor calculable
Can it be in assertion?
Ziegeler (2001) introduces a causal test for assertion: only assertions can serve as causes

(18)  * Everybody wore coats, and I noticed you, because you were wearing a red jacket
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(19)  °“Everybody was in green, and I noticed you, because you were wearing a red jacket

% ..red(x) & jacket(x)... — both predicates are asserted

(20)  * Lisa doesn’t expect John to come, because even John came

% ‘John is unlikely to come’ is presupposed and thus cannot serve as a cause

(21)  °f OH uymb He ynaa ¢ deadyamumemposoll ckabl — U NOIMOMY 6eCb OCMABUIULICA OeHb HePSHO

NoKycblean 2yobl.

‘He nearly fell from a twenty-meter high rock, and that’s why he was biting lips the rest of

the day.’ > ‘He was in a preliminary stage of falling from a rock, so he was nervous.’

(22)  #E20 uymb He 8bl2HAU U3 YHUBEPCUMeEMA 3a MO, YUMo OH noddeada noonuch, NOIMOMy OH maxoul

PAao0oCMHbli.

‘He was nearly thrown away from the university for forging a signature, that’s why he is’»

‘He was not thrown away and that’s why he was glad’

— In causal clauses with cut’ (bylo) ne, only PROSP, but not NEG can be a cause.
Interaction with negation :

(23)  A:— Bacst uymb He pdcnAakaacs Ha npuéme y 0eKaHa.
B : — Henpasda!

‘Vasya nearly wept in the dean’s office. — It’s false!’

OK ¢

Possible entailments: He did not even show that he was dissapointed’

# ‘Actually, he did cry’
— General negation seems to deny only the PROSP, but not NEG.

o NEG seems to survive under negation (and other non-veridical operators), thus behaving

like a presupposition
o It can be due to some other reasons:

e an internal stage implies that a preliminary stage has taken place:

(if Vasya is reading, it must have been a period of time when he was about to read)

e thus the absence of a preliminary stage implies the absence of an internal stage (if

Vasya has never been about to read, he never was reading)

Negative component is:



o calculable (fits the Q-implicature pattern)
o not cancellable

o survives under negation (due to pure logical reasons)
— a presupposition?

— a conventional(ized) implicature (in the sense of Karttunen & Peters 1979)?

2. One more component

(24)  *Cyn uymo He ceapuacsi.

(‘The soup nearly got ready.’)

(25) "% Mul uymb He npodoaxcuAU Pas2o8op.
(‘We almost continued the talk.’)

(26) A 83541 8 pyku nosomeHye u #4ymo b0 He 8biMep UM 204108, HO NOUeMY-MO He CMAA U NOWEN C

MOKpPOU 20/1080U.

‘I took a towel and was going to wipe my head, but did not do it for some reason and went away,

my head remaining wet.’

o Cut’ (bylo) ne is infelicitous in contexts of a highly expectable, or supposed by a usual sce-
nario event.
o When the same event is interpreted as somehow illicit, the construction becomes more

acceptable:

(27)  ° B komHamy eowén Hear [lemposuu. Mul 4ymb He NPoO0OAMCUAU PA32080p, KaK 80pYy2 808peMs

BCNOMHUAU, YMO OH KAMOOOUCUUCKUTL WUNUOH.

‘Ivan Petrovitch entered the room. We were about to continue our talk, but suddenly realized

that he was a Cambodian spy.’

o (27a—b): the first (unlike the second) strongly implies that to marry the hearer was an

extraordinary event

(28)  a.— s 8edb Ha mebe wymb 6bL10 He HeHUACS Mo20d, nocae Bapsuxu. [MipuHa MypaBbeBa. Mea-

HUH BO ZBOpsiHCTBe (1994)]

‘The fact is that I nearly (¢bn) married you after Barvikha’
b. — A 8edb Ha mebe noumu xceHuACs mozda, nocae Bapsuxu.
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‘The fact is that I nearly (pocti) married you after Barvikha’

o Thus, the construction has one more component — that of unpredictability / unlikeli-
hood / undesirability of the event. As it projects out of non-veridical operators, it is

probably a presupposition:

(29)  Jaxce ecau 6bL OH Hymb He yMep Y HAc 8 60bHUYe, MO U Mo2dd Obl y 8ac He ObL/10 1080008 008UHAME

enasspaual

‘Even if he had nearly died in our hospital, you wouldn’t have had any reason to accuse the

head physician!” > ‘For a human to die in a hospital is undesirable’

Presuppositions of the kind [ ] = (‘necessarily not’), conveying different types of unlikelihood
and unexpectedness are not infrequent; however, they seem to vary regarding the modal base

of the necessity operator (in view of what P is unlikely):

(30)  BOpye nody. cusbHbLl 8emep. KaHamoxodey wymb He ynad.
(31)  #Bopye nodya cunbHblll 8emep. KaHamoxodey, 0axce ynaa.

Situations favoured by ¢ut’ (bylo) ne seem to violate the stereotypical modal base, falling out of
the normal course of events (somewhat similar to Sannikov’s (1989) analysis of Russian no). We

should refer to this presupposition as to the adversative component.

2.1. Adversativity: some statistics
o Twenty most frequent verbs in ¢ut’ ne construction (according to the RNC trigrams):

Ynas, 3anaakas, yousa, ymep, 3abbia, 8CKPUKHY., no2ub, 3a00XHYACS, CBAAUACS, ond, cOU, CKA3a, 8bl-

POHUA, 3aKpUUA, NOMePSA, YMOHY, YPOHU, N00ABUACS, 3A0YWUA, PACNAAKAACA

o Twenty verbs with the largest portion of ¢ut’ ne uses relative to the overall amount of to-

kens

ONuUCancs, CMoWHU0, N00ABUCS, YMOn, 3d00XCSL, C8ep3UCS, 3A00XHYACA, 8bIPOHU, Nepedpanucs, 3aed-
AU, paspesencs, 3a0yuus, cuuub, nOOPAauch, 3azpbl3au, PAcNAAKAACS, BbIBUXHY, YepoOu, 3axae6-

HYACS, NPOMAapaHua

o Twenty verbs most attracted to the construction according to collostructional analysis
(Stefanowitsch, Gries 2003) :



obmas yacrora popm YacToTa P-value Tounoro
rarot npeTepuTa uymb He + V Tecta Pumepa
ynan 15731 321 1,36E-278
3aIvIaKasl 5091 188 7,64E-210
youn 10912 166 1,21E-123
3aJOXHYJICS 761 78 8,65E-123
BBIPOHII 632 62 1,10E-96
BCKPUKHYJI 3470 92 3,25E-90
CKasaj 310234 63 5,05E-87
cTan 224449 31 1,46E-74
com 1906 66 1,24E-72
yMep 22042 159 3,48E-72
CBaJINJICA 2610 71 9,88E-71
OAaBUJICS 308 40 4, 66E-68
326511 20234 140 1,57E-61
3ayIInI 508 40 5,37E-59
pacriakaics 613 37 2,45E-50
YTOHYJ 1472 43 9,22E-45
cumb 409 30 1,07E-43
HOAPaINCh 418 30 2,08E-43
moruo 9906 82 4,47E-42
YPOHMII 1779 43 2,52E-41

o Twenty verbs least attracted to the construction according to collostructional analysis :

obwas acrora popm JacToTa P-value TousoOro TecTa
rarox peTeprTa yymbHe + V dnmepa

BBL/IE3 2876 3 1
BBIZAJT 4202 4 1
BBIUTPAT 3408 3 1
rnepeexasni 3450 3 1
KOHYMWJIOCH 11126 13 0,88815
XBaTUJIO 5207 6 0,83872



BBIITYCTHJI 4850 6 0,829582

06HsIT 4544 4 0,825142
npogari 3855 3 0,808575
pasoLumch 3711 3 0,806037
JIOLILIIO 11078 11 0,777919
3aCMesIca 10936 11 0,777487
YCHYIJI 2553 3 0,770888
JlOBEJIO 2365 3 0,755966
Ipourpasnl 2341 3 0,754207
apecToBas 2331 3 0,753485
copocun 2306 3 0,751712
Iy CTUJI 4917 4 0,671884
6pocuics 14889 19 0,62617
CBEPHYJI 3014 4 0,594927

NB : The same trend (but different in several details) in Kuznecova & Rakhilina’s (2015) analysis
of Russian mpuuuHa + N, constructions: *npuuuna cuacmos vs. °* npuuuna Hecuacmost; “sudden

unexpected disasters”.

3. Conclusions
Three components in ¢ut’ (bylo) ne meaning:
o preliminary stage of P took place ~ (prospective) asserted
o Pitself did not take place (negative) presupposed / implicated

o P break the normal course of events (adversative) presupposed

% How could such a complicated structure have emerged?
Possible source: ¢ut’ ne + N construction, which now sounds a bit archaic

(32) U HedasHo 3amb e20, UMeHUS U Oea U Uymb He AKadeMuu HACAeOHUK, OMO38A/CS 8 PA32o8ope O
npousgedeHUU poccutickux cmydenmos: Pasee-Oe Ham Oecsimb JIOMOHOCO8bIX Hado6Ho? [M. B.
JlIoMoHOCOB. 1758-1759 3ammcka 0 HEOOXOAUMOCTU TpeobpasoBaHus AkageMuu Hayk
(1758-1759)]



‘Recently his son-in-law, the heir of his property, business and almost of the Academy of Sci-

ences...)

fESC' 1820 1840 1860 1880 1900 1920 1940 1960 1980

Cut’ne + N : distribution over years

Both ¢ut’ne + V and cut’ne + N (as well as just ¢ut’+ Adj) is attested in the written sources as early

as XVII century; ¢ut’ bylo ne appears only in the XVIII century

(33) A XAOHBIXB 3aNACO8s HA MIbXB KASUIXS 85 NOAKU NOCLLAAMb OMHI00b He/b34, NOMomy Hmo OHI

Yyymb #uebl u Hacuy 6podsims (DOR database, 1660).
‘... they are barely alive’

(34)  [la oH Ke apXUMapUT, IprexaB B KayA3uH, 1oYal MOHACTBIPCKON YMH Pa3opsTh, IbSHBIX

CTapyX BCEX PasrOHsLJI, M YI0Th OH apXMMapUT MOHACTHIPS He 3amycromw1 (DOR database,

2" half of XVII)
‘“...that archimandrite has nearly ruined the cloister’

(earlier < ¢uti ‘to feel’; Sreznevsky (1912) mentions some uses of this verb with a meaning

‘maybe even’:
(35)  WCTaBJIO e TJIATU 3a0yTPEHAA JAXe 1 10 © Jaca, YIOTH XKe, U [I0 iro Jaca
% Is this cluster stable typologically?

It seems to be. Kuteva (1998) mentions a component of “uncontrollability” which often comes

together with the avertive gram.
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In Tundra Nenets, an avertive verb (which like a general negative verb hosts inflectional mor-
phology, while the main verb is in the connegative mood) bears the same adversativity presup-

positions:

(36) TUNDRA NENETS
myaq-myi tyukonh xaCa-demh  myar-q
tent-POSS.1SG there AVERT-15G Put-CONNEG

‘I have almost put my tent on this place’ > ‘It is really not a very good place to put tents on it’

However, it is not necessary for an avertive construction; in Moksha, the synthetic avertive

doesn’t bear the adversative presupposition:

(37) MOKSHA

mon mol’-ak$n’a-n’ t’'azo masinasa

I gO-AVRT-PST there-1L car-IN

1. ‘I nearly went here by car (having completely forgotten that it is illicit)’

2. ‘I was going to went here by car (but it got broken).’

References

Horn, L. ‘Towards a new taxonomy of pragmatic inference: Q-based and R-based implicature’. In: Schiffrin, D. (ed.),
Meaning, Form, and Use in Context: Linguistic Applications, GURT84, Georgetown University Press, Washington,
1984, p. 11—42. — Karttunen, Lauri and Stanley Peters. Conventional implicature. In Choon Kyu Oh and David A.
Dinneen, eds., Syntax and Semantics, Volume 11: Presupposition, p. 1-56. New York: Academic Press, 1979 — Kuteva T.
On identifying an evasive gram: action narrowly averted. In: SL Studies in Language, 1998, vol. 22, N¢ 1, p. 113—160.
— Kuznecova, Juila and Ekaterina Rakhilina. Genitive of cause and cause of genitive. In: P. Arkadiev et al. (eds.)
Donum semanticum: Opera linguistica et logica in honorem Barbarae Partee a discipulis amicisque Rossicis oblata. Moscow,
2015.— Padudeva, E. KOMMyHUKAaTHUBHAS pPACYJIEHEHHOCTh U TIyTH €€ MPeOAOJIEHUS: MHBEPCUs TOIJIeNKa-
utero [Communicative indivisibility and the ways to overcome it : subject inversion]. donemuxa u Heforemuxa. K 70-
Aemuto CaHOpo B. Ko3dacosa. Moscow, 2008. p. 417—426. — Sannikov, Vladimir Z. Pycckue COYMHUTEbHbBIE KOH-
crpykumu [Russian conjuctional constructions] Moscow, 1989 — Sreznevsky, Izmail 1. Matepuassl s cioBapsi
APEBHEPYCCKOTO SI3bIKa TI0 MUChbMEHHBIM MamsiTHUKam. [Materials for a dictionary of Old Russian according to
literary sources] Vol. 3 (T—I) and addenda. Saint Petersburg, 1912. — Stefanowitsch, Anatol, and Stefan Th. Gries.
“Collostructions: Investigating the Interaction of Words and Constructions.” International Journal of Corpus Linguis-
tics 8/2, 2003, p. 209-243.

11



