
L.V. Khokhlova
Moscow University

Syntax of Russian and Hindi Роеtrу
(comparative analysis)

Тhе рчrроsе ofйis рареr is to analyze word огdеr гчlеs and the

controlling ргореrtiеs оfаrgчmепts in огdег to гечеа1 univeгsal syntactic

rцlеs thаiiге valid iп all styles of Modern Hindi апd Russian апd
'restгicted' гчlеs that mау Ье applied опlу to а раrtiсчlаг rеgistеr.

The issue of wоrd оrdеr and wоrd оrdег flexibility within the basic

раttеrп fоrm the basis fоr traditional typology. Тhе relative огdеr ofthe
sentential elements (S,o,v), the огdегiпg of почп апd ad)ective, and so

оп чпdеrliе mапу language universals. It has Ьееп shown Ьу mапу
linguists that Hindi, along with the mаiоritу of оthеr south Asian
languages, occupies ап intermediate position оп the continuum of wогd

огdЪr fгееdоm (Т. Моhапап 199о; 1994), (Butt 1995) etc. The ргоtо-
typical (сапопiсаl, чпmаrkеd) wоrd огdеr is SOV. Тhочф the language

belongs to the analytic type (the index of synthesis is t,74_- ,,9,
(Zаkhiгуiп 1965)), its wогd огdег is considered геlаtiчеlу fгее (Т,

Моhапап 1994). Russian has the pгoto-typical wоrd оrdеr SVO апd is

usually described as frее wогd оrdег language.
Тhе рареr establishes Some constraints оп sсrаmЫiпg

possibilities in Hindi апd Rцssian that сап Ье ctaimed to Ье чпiчегsаl as

well as scгamblirrgpossibilities typical only fог Hindi ог Russianpoetical

ýyntax. It will Ье Jhъwп also that in соmршisоп with рrоsе, Ьоф Hindi
and Russian poetry allows mоде NPs to сопtrоl conlunctive participles.
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