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Abstract. It is well known that in most of the contemporary Slavic languages (with the partial 
exception of Slovene, Upper, and Lower Sorbian) the main predicate of an explicit performative utterance 
is prototypically realized as a 1st p. sing. imperfective non-past form (NPIPF), as the Russian [see (1)] and 
the Serbo-Croatian [see (2)] directive illocutionary acts reported below show: 
 
(1) Gospoda, prošuASK.NPIPF.1.SG. Vaši bilety, požalujsta. 
(2) Gospodo, molimASK.NPIPF.1.SG. Vas karte. 

‘Gentlemen, your tickets, please’ (lit. ‘I ask for your tickets, please’) 
 

Limiting ourselves to the indicative paradigm, a certain degree of either aspectual [cf. the shift from 
imperfective to perfective non-past in (3)] or tempo-aspectual variation [cf. the shift from imperfective 
non-past to perfective future in (4)] may occur in certain environments and with a limited number of 
predicates, apparently without affecting the overall semantic import of the performative utterance: 
 
(3) Gospoda, poprošuask.nppf.1.sg. Vaši bilety, požalujsta. 
(4) Gospodo, zamoli(t)ćuask.futpf.1.sg. Vas karte. 
 

Although the issue has been addressed multiple times in the traditional Slavistic literature and many 
different proposals have been laid out, with a special focus on pragmatics and speech act theory (mostly 
in the spirit of SEARLE 1976), it is still not clear which parameters exactly may influence the choice 
between two competing (tempo-)aspectual forms in the same syntactic environment, nor how many they 
are, or even how many verbs can enter such an opposition. Recent corpora-driven surveys (VIMER 2014), 
mixed corpora-questionnaires investigations (BIASIO 2021), and psycholinguistic studies (GATTNAR, 
HEININGER, HÖRNIG 2018; GATTNAR, HÖRNIG 2020) have pointed out that the number and the type of 
possible perfective performatives in several Slavic languages might be significantly larger than previously 
expected. 

In this talk I would like to propose a unified approach at the syntax-pragmatics interface to (tempo-
)aspectual fluctuation phenomena regarding explicit performatives in Russian and Serbo-Croatian. 
Building on the tenets of the so-called neoperformative hypotheses (cf., a.o., SPEAS, TENNY 2003; ZU 

2018), I propose that the licensing of non-prototypical tempo-aspectual forms in explicit performative 
utterances is triggered by the syntactic encoding of a feature in the SpeechActP shell, (cognitive) control, 
which can be defined as the hierarchical and contingent (i.e., not given a priori) relation between the 
Speaker and the Hearer in the speech act event. Control can be accordingly realized as an abstract variable 
specified at the level of the so-called Seat of Knowledge, checked against by the Speaker (which may or 
may not be coindexed with the syntactic subject) and spelled out lower in the structure in the AspP shell 
as PF (DICKEY 2000). 
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