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1-e MMUO egMHCTBEHHOTO YMcna — 3To Hambonee cnopHaa popma MMNEPATUBHOM NapaamUrmbl. Bo
MHOTMX A3bIKax TaKon GOPMbl MPOCTO HET; HO BO MHOTMX APYIUX A3blKax OHa eCTb, U 3HAaYEHWE ee Ha
nepBbIi B3rA4 HEACHO: KaK MOXHO OTAaBaTh NPMKasbl camomy cebe?

TaK»Ke BO MHOIMX si3blkax popmbl, MOPPONOrMYECKN CXOAHbIE C UMNEPATUBOM, UCNO/b3YIOTCA ANA
BbIpaXeHNA HaMepPEeHWA FTOBOPALLErO, XOTA MPM 3TOM UX CEMAHTUKA He He TOXKAEeCTBEHHA NPOCTOMY
COOBLEHUNIO O HAMEPEHUM.

B noknaae 6yayT npoaeMOHCTPUPOBAHbI BO3MOKHbIE MMNEPATUBHbIE ynoTpebaeHna popm 1-ro amua
€4MHCTBEHHOTO YMCNA: 3TO ONOCPeA0BAHHAA Kay3auua M uMmnepaTneHble Bonpockl. [lanee byaet
PacCMOTPEHa CEMaHTMKa BbICKa3biBaHWM TMNa «lloiay nocnao» (Ana 3Toro 3HayeHuA npeasiaraeTcs
TEPMMUH «BOMIIOHTATUBY») M, B YaCTHOCTM, BONPOC O TOM, MOYEMY OHM YaCTO UCMNONb3YHOT
MMnepaTUBHYO MOPHONOrMI0. 3aKN0YMUTEIbHAA YacTb A0KNAaAa byAeT NOCBALLEHA PYCCKUM
BONIFOHTATMBHbIM BbIPaXKeHUAM, KOTOPble MOPHONOrMYEecKM coBNaaatoT ¢ byayLmm BpemMeHem, HO
MMEIOT HEKOTOPbIE CUHTAKCUYECKNE N MUHTOHALLMOHHbIE 0COBEHHOCTU, KOTOPbIE 06 BEANHAIOT UX C
MMMNepaTUBOM.
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1*t 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.
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