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1. Introduction. In this talk, | investigate the semantics of bBy#o construction in
Russian. This is a construction that involves a ahpdrticlebylo that appears
adjacent to a past tense verb or participle (1).

(1) Ofttuda on posol bylo dgpmm razdumal | povorotil
from-there he started-walkirzylo home but changed-his-mind and turned
v druguju storonu.
to another side
‘From there he started walking home, but then gkdrhis mind and turned in
a different direction.’ (Dostojevskixozyajka)

Isatenko (2003) states that this construction involvesdality of a rejected
action”. Intuitively,bylo sentences mean that a certain event that took plawas
taking place in the actual world was not followsdaonormal, expected pattern.
For instance, in the first clause in (1), the pneseofbylo indicates that while the
subject started walking home, the walking eventraitiproceed normally in some
sense or other. The second clause specifies whdtwveng: the subject changed
his mind and, as a result, the event of walking éevas interrupted and did not
reach its normal completion.

2. TheBylo Construction: The Range of Usages

On the basis of the existing literature on theddpig. Popova-Bottineau 2008,
Timberlake 2004), we can list the following basises in whiclbylo sentences
are appropriate:
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* An event was planned/intended but was not, in fastantiated (2)

» An event began but was interrupted (1)

» An event took place and reached its natural emdplout its result state was
annulled (3)

» An event was performedith a certain goal, but the goal is not achiev&d (
(probably can be unified with the first type)

(2) a. Mendel Lubotsky sobralsja bylo vozrazit, peredumal...
Mendel Lubotsky gatherelylo objectyr but changed-his-mind
‘Mendel Lubotsky was about to object but chankisdnind.’
(National Corpus of Russian)
b. Aleksei popytalsja bylo projti v svoj cabt, no German pregradil emu
Aleksei tried bylo pasg in his  office  but German blocked him
dorogu.
way
‘Aleksei tried to enter his office, but Germaogted the way.’
(National Corpus of Russian)
(3) Lena otkryla bylo okno, no tutZe  snova ego zakryla.
Lena openedlylo window but immediately again it closed
‘Lena opened the window but closed it again aednc

(4) A onabrosilas’ na krovat’ v netoplenojealplakala, metalas’ golovoj po
and she flung on bed in unheatedmrooed  tossed head on
mokroj poduske. Danya bylo prikriknul na nejoe- n pomoglo.
wet pillow Danyayloshouted onher NEG helped
‘And she flung herself on the bed in the unheatean, weeping, tossing
her head around on the wet pillow. Danya raised/tiise at her, but it
didn’t help.’
(Knjazev 2004:296)

In all these cases, the presencbybd signals that the situation did not develop in a
planned / normal / expected way. An event or sateok place in the actual

world (Wp); under a normal development of the situatiortlifnsense to be
formalized below) it is supposed to be followedehybut @ did not take place.

In what follows: ¢=the event that is realized, ®the event that is expected but
remains unrealized.

Another way to look at this state of affairs:

* A certain complex event was realized in the datuaald only partially and, thus,



failed to reach completion, eonstitutes its sub-event that was successfully
realized, whereas, eorresponds to the sub-event that was not instauki

Knjazev (2004)thebylo construction signals “a violation of “a normal
course of events”...”"Normal” in this case standssioch a development of
a situation (more precisely, “macro-situation”)den which a wish is
followed by an intention, an intention — by the ioegng of actions to the
effect of the fulfilment of what is desired, therfprmed action is
completed, its result is preserved, and the fingbpse of the action, for
which all these efforts have been made, is achielfee use of the
constructions with the particlegylo signals that at some stage, such a
course of events was violated.” (p.299, my trarsfet

One goal of this talk is to provide a formal anaybat will capture the above
generalization.

Corrections
— A wish is not sufficient to license the constraati{unlike an intention!).

(5) Todorovsky xotel bylo sdelat’ partnjordiankovskogo Andreja Panina.
Todorovsky wantetdylo makeys partner Jankowskyy Andrei  Panin
‘Todorowsky wanted to make Andrei Panin Jankowslpartner.’

(National Corpus of Russian)

(5) entails that Todorovskntendedto make Panin Jankovsky’s partner, not
merely that he had such a wish. If the imperfect®d xotet’ cannot be
interpreted as reporting an intention state Jayle construction is unacceptable (6).

(6) #Lena xotela bylaitoby Dima pozvonil, no potom rasxotela.
Lena wantetbylo that Dima phoned butthem stopped-wagnti
‘Lena wanted for Dima to call, but then she d@ethher mind.’

— While an annulled result state may licenseltjle construction, it does not
always do so. Compare the acceptable (3) to theceptable (7):

(7) #Lena otkryla bylo okno, n&erez neskol'’k@asov snova ego zakryla.
Lena openeblylowindow butin  several  hours again dlosed
‘Lena opened the window but closed it again sdverars later.’

Both (3) and (7) report an event whose result ssad@nulled, but, intuitively, it is
only in (3) that the result state is annulleithin too short an intervaland this
factor seems to be responsible for the contraastaoeptability.
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An additional example:

(8) Oni bylo pozenilis’, n@éerez neskol’ko dnejderez neskol’ko mesjacev /
#cerez 10 let razvelis'.
Theybylo got married, but got divorced after several dagesveral months /
ten years.

The case is similar with inchoative verbs that dermobeginning of a process:
(9) a. On bylo zapel, no tut Zenova zamalhal.
he bylo started-singing but at-once again fell-silent.
‘He started to sing but fell silent again ate.’
b. # On bylo zapel, nderezcas snova zamdl.
hebylo started-singing but in hour again felksi
‘He started to sing but fell silent again inteour.’

In (7)-(9), an unbounded eventuality (state or pssg is entailed to begiBylois
licensed if, intuitively, the eventuality stops kit too short an interval.

» An expectation that has not been fulfilled isufficient to license the
construction.

(10) a. #On bylo utonul, no ego Zena ne ordigs’.
he bylo drowned but his wife NEG felt-aggrieved
‘He had been drowned, but his wife didn’t fegjaeved.’
b. #Petja priSol bylo na den’ rozdenija, no p&daviase ne podaril.
Petja caméoylo on day birth but present MaghtaNEG gave
‘Petja came to the birthday party but didn’t gavpresent to Masha.’

3. Verbal Aspect and VP Denotation
Bylo clauses tend to contain verbs that are (and lwelve)tperfective.

(11) Lena otkryla / *otkryvala bylo okno, nattze snova ego zakryla.
Lena openegrrivp bylo window but immediately again it closed
‘Lena opened the window but closed it again aednc

(12) Ottuda on posol / *Sol bylo domoj, no peredumal.
from-there he started-walkipgrwalkedype bylo home but changed-his-
mind

‘From there he started walking home, but then gkdrhis mind.’

Imperfective aspect is possible under certain dardi, mainly in clauses that
denote a state of intention or an attempt (e.dpdve), and also in those cases
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when an imperfective clause is essentially synonysmwith a perfective one

(Knjazev 2004:297-8).

* What is the relation between the VP denotatiwhthe semantics of thmy/lo
construction?

A bylo clause can be conceived of as involving an asseafbout three
eventualities: g , and a complex event or situation which consist@bleast) g
followed by g, namely, a situation that was only partially reedi in reality.
Which of these three events falls under the deiootaif the VP predicate?

» Typically, the VP corresponds tp Blamely, an event that falls under the
denotation of the predicai® entailed to have taken place in reality

» Exceptional cases: the event that falls unded#mtation of the VP is about to
happen but fails to be realized (13). Rare; noeptable for all speakers.

(13) | jabylozasnul, no oni zagoliori snova.
and | bylofell-asleep but they started-talking again
And | almost fell asleep, but they started tagkagain. (Knjazev 2004:300)

4. Inertia Worlds: An Intensional Approach to the English Progressive

The analysis of thbylo construction that will be proposed in this papdbased to
a large degree on the intensional approach torthgr@ssive aspect in English (cf.
Dowty 1979, Landman 1992, Portner 1994).

Imperfective paradox: (14a) does not entail (1#owever, under the normal
course of events, if (14a) holds, (14b) is expetbetbme to be true.

(14) a. Mary was crossing the street.
b. Mary crossed the street.

Dowty (1979) introduces the notion iolertia worlds

(15) For any interval i and worlds w and w’,
w’ is an inertia world with respect to <i,wffeverything which is going on in
w during i reaches its normal completion in w’.
(Portner 1994:508)

The analysis of progressive aspect which is basati@notion of inertia worlds is
provided in (16):

(16) [PROG o] is true at <i, w> iff for some interval i’ suchdt i[1 i’ and i is not
a final subinterval for i’, and for all w’ suchahw’ I Inr(<i, w>), ¢ is true at
5



<i', w>.
(Dowty 1979:149)
A progressive sentence entails that the event esathnormal completion in
inertia worlds, although it may but need not reach in the actual world.

Landman (1992): a normal development of one eveytimterfere with a normal
development of another event. Two events that drdating the same temporal
interval in wy may impose opposite requirements on the statéafsain inertia
worlds.

This problem is solved under those intensionalyeeal of the progressive that
define inertia version of reality or a similar ratirelative to a given eveiie.g.the
set of reasonable options for an eveirt €andman (1992:25) arah inertia event
in Portner (1994:508)).

One possible definition of an inertia world relatito an event e (based on the
definitions that Portner provides for inertia warland inertia events):

(17) For any event e and worlds w and w’,
w’ is an inertia world with respect to <e,w> (Iw’'Inr(<e, w>) iff everything
which is going on in e in w reaches its normal ptation in w'.

5. Bylo Construction: An Intensional Analysis

5.1 The Proposal

A certain eventuality ¢(gis asserted to have been instantiatedjyiiiat kinds of
predictions can we make about its inertia worldshenbasis of such an assertion?

 If g is conceptualized as an autonomous, self-sufticampleted event, then
no continuation in inertia worlds is required.

» If e is described / conceived of as a part or stagelafger eventuality (or a
macro-situationn Knjazev’s terms ), then this larger eventualyuld continue
without interruption and reach its normal commletin the corresponding inertia
worlds. e will thus be followed by other stage(s) of the ‘Gr@situation”.

A proposal The particlebylois acceptable under the following conditions: an
event etakes place in the actual world, such that ineusgrtia world relative to
€, it is followed by another eveng eand, crucially, gdoes not take place inpw

(18)AP.LellQLIt [P(e, w) I t(e) <t [1 LIw [w O Inr(<e, w>) — [e’ [Q(e’, w)
[
17(e) <BEG(e’) <§t(e’) Lt 1 CON (e, e, W] -le’ [Q(e’, wy) LI t(e)
<
BEG(e’) <pllt(e’)[Itl] CON (e, e, w]
6



where w = the actual world,t= the speech time, and BEG is the function
from events to times that returns an event’s beg@point

According to (18):

» A P-event e takes place in efore the speech time.

» There is an event property Q such that e igfald by a Q-event (e’) in all of its
inertia worlds during a temporal interval t.

* eis not followed by a Q-event in\{at least not at t).

* In the inertia worlds, the Q-event begins betbeespeech time (it may but need
not reach completion before the speech time).

* e and e’ are not unrelated; rather, e’ is ainoation of e, in the sense specified
below:

(19) An event e’ is aontinuationof an event e in world w (CON (e, e’, w)) iff
e’ temporally follows et(e) <t(e’))
and there is an event e” in w such that bothe &rconstitute parts of e”
(el e” [ e []e")?

5.2 Back toBylo Sentences
Let us now reconsiddaylo sentences of the types discussed above.

5.2.1 Beginning / Partial Realization of an Event
(1) Ofttuda on posol bylo dgpmm razdumal | povorotil
from-there he started-walkirzylo home but changed-his-mind and turned
v druguju storonu.
to another side
‘From there he started walking home, but then gkdrhis mind and turned in
a different direction.’

= The first clause in (1) entails that the subgtatted walking home (the P-event).

= The clause contains an inchoative V, and therteg@vent is conceptualized as
a stage of a larger event of the subject walkimigda (an accomplishment).

= |n all the corresponding inertia worlds, this @oplishment will develop
normally and reach its normal completion, but ia #ictual world this does not
happen.

= The Q-event in this case is an event of (keepiajking home which contains
its natural endpoint (arriving home). Such an evakés place in inertia worlds
but not in w.Thus, (18) is satisfied.

2The necessary relation may be closer to the stage-of relation (in the sense of Landman 1992);
see Section 8 for details.



5.2.2 Intention / Planning
(2) Mendel Lubotsky sobralsja bylo vozrazit’, nergdumal...
Mendel Lubotsky gathereblylo objectys but changed-his-mind
‘Mendel Lubotsky was about to object but changedind.’
= The progressive aspect in English (as well aptbgressive usage of
imperfective aspect in Russian) may, too, be liedns such a context (although
with a restricted group of predicates):

(20) I am going to the cinema tonight.

= Landman (1992): an event may includal@aning stageThe eventuality of
planning / intention to perform e can be viewea @=art of e (or a slightly
extended version of e) (see also Rada 1996).

= Under this view, (2) reports that a stage of\amnétakes place ingwhich is
not followed by the next stage (the actual objeptil8) is satisfied, and the
use ofbylois appropriate.

[IWhy does an intention impose a restriction thatitkended event be performed
in its inertia worlds?

An intention constitutes a preparatory stage cd@entive action. Its special nature
Is such that in case of no interference, it wiketually develop into, or bring
about, an action (a performance of the intendedt@viem some cases, interference
may be totally natural and expected, and, therefotention does not always
result in performance. But in the correspondingtiaavorlds, interference,
however natural in reality, is impossible by defon.

1 A wish is different from an intention!

A wish may be instantiated without interruptionimerference and still never
bring about performance. | may wish for an evenyalto be instantiated even if
| am aware of the fact that the performance ofreotsunder my control, or even
that e can never take place (é.gish it were SundgyA wish may, of course,
bring about an action, but this is not necessadeuris natural development;
moreover, the relation between a wish and an acianrmally not direct but
rather mediated by intention. Therefore, an ingifion of a wish is not sufficient
to make thdoylo construction appropriate (6).

5.2.3 An Unachieved Goal
(4) A onabrosilas’ na krovat’ v netoplenojealplakala, metalas’ golovoj po
and she flung on bed in unheatedmrooed  tossed head on
mokroj poduske. Danya bylo prikriknul na nejoe- n pomoglo.
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wet pillow Danyayloshouted onher NEG helped
‘And she flung herself on the bed in the unheatean, weeping, tossing
her head around on the wet pillow. Danya raised/tiise at her, but it
didn’t help.’
Danya attempts to realize a complex event whehebyould cause the woman
to recover self-possession.
An attempt involves intention. If intention issasned to constitute a stage of the
intended event, then (4) reports that a stagecoh@lex event of causation
takes place in reality.
In all the worlds that are inertia relative torfiya’s intention/attempt, this event
of causation takes place successfully. In theséd&/on contrast to yy Danya’s
behavior causes the woman to recover self-possessio

5.2.4 Annulled Result
(3) Lena otkryla bylo okno, no tutze  snova ego zakryla.

Lena openedlylo window but immediately again it closed
‘Lena opened the window but closed it again aednc

(7) #Lena otkryla bylo okno, n&erez neskol’k@asov snova ego zakryla.

Lena openeblylowindow butin  several  hours again dlosed
‘Lena opened the window but closed it again sdverars later.’

= The state of a window being open is stage-lew@l, so it is absolutely normal

[]

for it to be annulled at some point. Thus, it mayannulled even in an inertia
world, and the unacceptability of (7) is non-suspry: the sentence does not
report any violation of a normal pattern.

But why is (3) acceptable? This seems to beeeltd the intuition that the
window has been closed “too quickly”. Intuitivelyjs normal for a state of a
window being open to last longer than several sg€oif a window is closed so
quickly, this is perceived as a violation that ifeeees with the opening event,
even though, once other facts about the world @nsidered, such a closing
event may appear to be completely normal and paduales Analogously, if a
couple gets married, there is something abnormidaim getting divorced within
several days or even several months after the wgd#8).

“Normal”, or inertia, worlds are worlds in which:

» Events associated with a natural endpoint réaein normal completion.

» For P-events that are not associated with@alsendpoint, it holds that:
P (e)ll Tt (e)>rp, where g is an expectation value that corresponds to a
minimum standard/normal duration of a P-event.

In other words, the duration of the events isshmirter than some minimal
temporal interval for which it is judged as norrf@l P-events to last.



How long it is judged normal for an eventualitytangtiating an event property P to
last is vague, and depends on numerous extra-itigdiactors, including:

» the average length of P-events that have beserofd by the speakers (a
statistical factor)

» the speakers’ conception of a prototypical Préve

 social conventions

= The notion of normality is similarly vague in tbentext of generic sentences:

(21) a. Children like ice-cream.
b. Boys don'’t cry.

= Generic sentences involve statements abowrhal individualsor aboutnormal
worlds, in which individuals bearing the relevant progdg.g. children) behave
normally (e.g. Asher and Morreau 1995). The notbnormalityis vague
What counts asormalmay depend on such notions as prototype, social
conventions and average real-world observations.

Let us introduce the notion of amertia interval If an unbounded event is initiated
In Wo, then in all the corresponding inertia worlds t#sporal duration is at least
as long as its inertia interval.

(22)Let &" be an event of change which involves the beginofrayprocess /
result state'8”. Then i is an inertia interval fot"Biff:
For every w such that W Inr(<é™", wy>), it holds that (€"™) >iin w, and i
Is the maximal temporal interval that satisfigs gondition.

(3) is acceptable because the result state fallsltbfor its inertia interval in v
There is a temporal interval at which the statthefwindow being open (the Q-
event) holds in all the inertia worlds but not ip w

5.2.5 Expectation

If e, is followed by gin all of its inertia worlds, the realization of tgpically leads
to an expectation thag e/ould take place. Thereforeylo sentences are associated
with disappointed expectations. However, an expiectan its own is not

sufficient to license this construction (10). Ihse individual expects thatwould

be followed by g this does not yet mean thatig followed by ¢ in all of its

inertia worlds. Namely, this does not mean that &n inherent part of the nature
of e, to be followed by gunder normal circumstances.
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6. TheBylo Construction and the Progressive Aspect

Shared properties

* Both phenomena involve a statement about readityell as about inertia
worlds.

« Both phenomena set the actual world againstinesorlds.

Differences

* In the progressive, the VP specifies the prgpeirthe complete potential event
which is fully realized in inertia worlds but nog¢cessarily in w In thebylo
construction, the VP normally corresponds to the plasuch an event which
does take place in reality.

» The progressive is compatible with the posdipthat w is an inertia world
with respect to the relevant event. Thgo construction entails that ingnthe
normal development of the event is interfered withother words, it entails that
the actual world is abnormal.

7. The History of theBylo Construction

Etymologically, thebylo construction is derived from the Pluperfect aspeQId
Russian, which was used to report a past eventwygreceded another past event.
While the semantics of the construction (as weltsasyntax) has undergone a
substantial change, the reflex of its original megrcan still be perceived. Part of
the original semantic contribution bylo can be represented as in (23):

(23) AP.Jelle’ [P(e)ll 1(e) <t(e’) <1y

Both the moderibylo construction and its Old Russian ancestor repogvant
that took place in wbefore the speech time and was (in some worltfipwed
by another past event. However, in Modern Russheconstruction has
developed an intensional interpretation, which isggosubstantial constraints on
the distribution obylo.

8. Parts or Stages?

According to the analysis formulated abolglo sentences require thatasd g be
parts of the same “macro-event”. But this relaseems to be too permissive. For
instance, (10b) is not licensed even though bodme ¢ can be conceived of as
parts of the same event — a birthday party.
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(10) b. #Petja priSol bylo na den’ rozdenija, nadarka MasSe ne podaril.
Petja caméoylo on day birth but present MaghtaNEG gave
‘Petja came to the birthday party but didn’t gavpresent to Masha.’
Hypothesis The construction is licensed only ifand g constitutestages of the
“macro-event”.

Landman (1992:23): “An event is a stage of ano#ivent if the second can be
regarded as a more developed version of the tirat,is, if we can point at it and
say, “It's the same event in a further stage ofettgyment.” Thus, not every part of
e at an interval is a stage @fto be a stage, a part has to be big enough ard sh
enough withe so that we can call it a less developed versian’of

A problem States do not have stages. Byib is licensed if a state is annulled
within too short an interval (3). Hereg, is a state, and it cannot constitutgtage
of the “macro-event”.
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