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Borovik O. Y. Linguists about the history of development of impersonal sentences. 
The article is devoted to learning of the problem of impersonal sentence in Russian syntax from the 

beginning of XIX century. Different views of scientists according to the questions about the syntactical forms 
of Russian impersonal sentence are presented. 

Keywords: impersonal sentence, one-member sentence, two-member sentence, subject, predicate. 
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Borshchevsky S. V. Linguistic evidence of proto-Basque presence in South European area.  
The article attempts genealogical and typological identification of the Latin vocabulary of unknown 

origin in the context of pre-Indo-European substratum theory. On the basis of the language facts revealed the 
participation of a non-Indo-European (in particular Basque) component in linguo- and ethnogenic processes 
in South European linguogeographic area is presupposed. 

Keywords: vocabulary of unknown origin, pre-Indo-European substratum, linguoethnogeny, Latin 
language, Basque component, South European area. 
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