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1-e IMLL0 eAMHCTBEHHOrO YMcna — 310 Hanbonee cnopHas Gopma MMNepaTHBHON NApagnrMbl. Bo
MHOI X 3bIKax Takoi GpOpPMbl MPOCTO HET; HO BO MHOTUX APYIMX A3bIkaX OHA €CTb, U 3HAUEHMeE ee Ha
nepBbli B3r/54 HESICHO: KAk MOXHO 0TAaBaTb NpKKa3bl camomy cebe?

Takxke BO MHOTUX s13blkax GopMbl, MOPHOAOrNYECKM CXOAHbIE C UMNEPATUBOM, UCMOL3YIOTCS A1
BblPA)XEHWSI HAMEPEHWS TOBOPSILLEr0, XOTS MPW 3TOM MX CEMAHTHKA HE He TOXAECTBEHHA NPOCTOMY
COOOLLEHNMIO O HAMEPEHWN.

B noknane OyayT NnpogeMOoHCTPUPOBaHbI BO3MOXHbIE MMMNEPATUBHbIE YnoTpebnenns dopm 1-ro nmua
eMHCTBEHHOTO YMCa: 3TO ONOCPeOBaHHAs Kay3aLus v MMNepaTBHbIe BONPOChk!. Janee bynet
PacCMOTPEHA CeMaHTMKA BbICKa3blBAHWIA TUNA «[oiay NOCmmo» (AN 3TOro 3HaUYeHUs NpeaaaraeTcs
TEPMUH «BOJIOHTATUB») W, B YACTHOCTM, BOMPOC O TOM, MOYEMY OHM YaCTO UCMOb3YIOT
MMNepaTyBHYI0 MOPGOOruIo. 3akumnTeNbHas YacTb 1okNaaa OyaeT nocBsiLleHa pyccKum
BOJIIOHTATVBHbBIM BbIPXXEHWSM, KOTOpble MOPhONOrMUecky CoBNaatoT € OyayLym BpeMeHeM, HO
MMEIOT HEKOTOPbIE CMHTAKCUYECKMEe N MHTOHALMOHHbIE 0CODEHHOCTY, KOTOPble 00bEANHSIIOT KX C
MMMepaTVBOM.
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Tt person singular is the most controversial member of the imperative paradigm. Many languages do
not have such forms at all; but many others have, and their meaning may appear strange: how is it
possible to urge oneself?

In many languages forms, which are morphologically imperative, are used to express the speaker's
intention, though semantically they are different from the plain declaration of intention.

The talk will present the possible imperative uses of the 1st person singular forms: these are indirect
requests and deliberative questions. Then the intentional use of this form (called here “voluntative’)
will be discussed, with an attempt to explain why it so often is based on the imperative morphology.
The final part of the talk will be dedicated to Russian voluntative constructions, which are
morphologically identical to the future tense, but have some syntactical and intonational features
close to the imperative mood.



