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THE ISSUE OF MOVING THE SYNTACTIC BOUNDARY
IN MEGRELIAN BASED ON THE HYPOTACTIC
CONSTRUCTION WITH CONJUNCTION-PARTICLE
-60 /-ni/”
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-60 00939000900M9d0gm0 30300M-bsBomazns 393Myandn. 030
3mmnbydob@ozngmn 3608369mmdnLss o BY6JENYM-bYdobiHnznma
033MbdMNLNM Yyz9mody sbenmb EESL Jommymab ,MHmI* 30380M-
00b. 993Mymdn 693M30380M086 303mpodbym 3mbBLAMYJE30sd0
000030M @O ©3dM3nEgoxm 3MA3mbagbhms gobmogqgdab mmbo
dgbodm dgdmb3zg30 ELHYIMYOY; 999ab Lodn Lagmmms JoMm-
0Ymmb, bmgmm dgmmbyg - doogohn+esdmznegdyon+smhgosdo bL3g-
3093039M00 393Myobm3nb.

-60 30300M006 J396ymodnm B0boo©ydednE ma30b50MgosL
4960L 3MmbmEogmo domznMydymn ©admznwgoyman Babo@o-
900 ©o 3MMgmohnb 3mMdogny; 3gMdm, -bn 3o3dnM-763mni03o
©39MmM300L EadM3NEYOY™MN B06oEIEgONL ©365-d9050LA9bgL, M-
09mboE IMLEY3L MMM SH0; 030dHMA FNS33MN S ESTMZNJOYMN
3MA3mbgb®madnb gobmaggds 39030 bobabuoo:

0. dmo30h0+00mM30090900+3MmhgQoBn:

(1) omdngd m dmodng dJoomymalb, Jomopsxgbg.V-60.SUB
139m0.CORR (byodys: 207, 34-35) ,0048s M gmgmd ondnbglb, MmI
nMod0d9b d9Mmag”

0. 009M30090700+3mhgoBn+dmogohon:

(2) mbyMBgd 3990179.V-6.SUB 339®0.CORR, mg 0mIn dngpmbgb
36350093 (byodys: 280, 24) ,30b8330 MMI Esdms3Mes 89MAyY, gL
00g0 650y3069L @obobmmo*

mfMn3g 090mbzg3sdn0 BMmoogngmo bobhogbyma LOBM3MN
3oabgymoas: -60 30300Mnsbn ©365-09050L3909m0 3MMgSHSO
4960L LobHgdsb, MoE gMmma Logmom abHMmbsgnnm TMMIEId.
Loobomadm  LHMYIHIMgdn FobLbbzoe3zqdgmons, MydEgs LObhHLJ-
LMo LIBEO3MOL osb930L Loxwydzgmon mMn3zg Fomasebdn gMmm-
339MmM30600, M3 3gob3nmMmdgoxmns -b0 303d0M0bs o 3MMgmahnb
3Mbhogmnmo 3mdagono.
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20gLady, 6. (1963). ,MMI“ 30380M0 JoMm3zgaym 969030. by FMmMAYON.
Hm30 96. mdamabo.
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0mggMa, 3. (2001). 3MmHoboLO s s3mEmbabo Jommzgmym 9690380
(39M3367m 96599). 30MMOD MBYMN-100. MONMAbLN: MONAbb
36039MbohghHoLb godmIEgammoo.

@mdno, 8. (2005). 303mHagdbob Lsgnmbgdn BgaMymdn. MONMALO:
3o0maE390mmoy ,36039MboN"

b9dY9, 8. (1937). 3g3Mmyano Hgdbhgdo. HhBomabo.

In Megrelian, -60 /-ni/ is a subordinating conjunction-particle. It is
polysemantic and, from the functional-semantic viewpoint, is closest
to the Georgian conjunction ,mMm3“ /rom/ “that”. In Megrelian, there
are four possible cases of distribution of the main and subordinate
components in hypotactic constructions with member-conjunctions. Out
of these four, three cases are similar to Georgian, whereas the fourth-
main clause+subordinate clause+correlate is specifically Megrelian.

The peculiar features of the subordinate clauses with conjunction
-bn /-ni/ are the prosodcally marked subordinate clause and the
position of the correlate. In particular, the conjunction enclitic -6n
/-ni/ is added to the verb-predicate of the subordinate clause, which
is followed by the correlate. Therefore, the order of the main and
subordinate components is as follows:

a. main clause+subordinate clause+correlate:

(1) bosik do 3zyabik kidirules, kila’apesa.v-ni.SUB ukuli.CORR
(Khubua:207, 34-35)

“The boy and the girl fell asleep after they had played”.

b. subordinate clause+correlate+main clause:

(2) osersek geetu.V-n.SUB ukuli.CORR, te bosi mide’ones danzirusa
(Khubua:280, 24)

“When the supper was over, the boy was taken to bed”.

In both cases, the traditional syntactic boundary is moved: the
verb-predicate with the conjunction -6n /-ni/ forms a syntagm with
the correlate. All this is pronounced with one common intonation. The
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structures under analysis are different, although they have similar
grounds for moving the syntactic boundary. This is due to the contacting
position of the conjunction -60 /-ni/ and the correlate.
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Abbreviations:

V- Verb
SUB - Subordinate
CORR - Correlate
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