Agentivity, control and semantic structure in Russian Causatives
The paper examines the correlation between the degree of agentivity in Russian causatives and their semantic structure. It supports the view that the distinction between agentivity vs. non-agentivity in causatives is an important feature with various ramifications, and motivates the role of the ‘control’ feature in the event structure of the causatives.   
Russian causatives differ with respect to their interaction with negation, which can affect either both elements in their event structure – ‘causing situation’ and ‘caused situation’ (wide scope) or only the second element – ‘causing situation’ (narrow scope).  Generally, Russian non-agentive causatives admit narrow scope negation, whereas agentive causatives favor wide scope negation, which is explained by the status of the component ‘causing situation’ in the semantic structures of the causatives. If it is in the assertion, it gets negated; if it is in the presupposition, it projects. However, why is ‘causing situation’ usually asserted in agentive causatives, but presupposed in non-agentive causatives? The hypothesis is that the status of this component in causatives is contingent upon the degree of control that the agent exercises over the ‘caused situation’: the more control, the more likely the causing event will be asserted. 
This hypothesis is confirmed by the data from Russian emotional causatives, which are largely non-agentive and presuppose the causing event. However, certain emotional causatives, mostly denoting the causation of fear, anger and amusement are agentive and involve intentionality and control over the outcome. They allow wide scope reading: 
(1) On menja   bol’še  ne  pugaet
       He I.ACC   more   not scare.3SG

       ‘He doesn’t scare me anymore’ = [doesn’t make attempts to scare me anymore]’ 
As corpus data show, the hierarchy of control in Russian emotional causatives, as manifested in their ability to be used in the imperative, corresponds to the frequency of their wide scope reading: the more control, the more possibility of a wide scope reading and thus of the asserted status of the ‘causing situation’ component. The logic is as follows: the greater is the agent’s control over the result, the closer are the causal relations between the components ‘causing situation’ and the ‘caused situation’: no result means no causing situation. Thus, those two components belong to the same level of semantic structure – assertion. The lower is the agent’s control over the result, the weaker are these relations: thus, the absence of the result does not mean the absence of the causing situation. Thus, these two components belong to different levels of semantic representation – presupposition (‘causing situation’) and assertion (‘caused situation’).       
