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The article deals with the problem of Contensive Typology of finding a dominant
category, which implicates all the proper language’s grammatical structure. That pre-
dominant category is thought to be placed on the upper grade of interdependent gram-
matical categories’ hierarchy, and any language is characterized by it’s dominant ca-
tegory and a set of certain hierarchically organized interdependent grammatical cate-
gories. Some categories are regarded as dominant in many languages: 1) the Subject-
Object category of the action for the nominative grammatical system; 2) the semanti-
cal coordination category for ergative grammatical system; 3) the Activity category
for the active system languages; 4) the «Participation-in-communicative-acty category
for the Khartveli-type languages, etc.
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