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• Evidence from Classical Greek finite 
complement clauses (henceforth CCs) 

• Classical Greek = Greek, 5-4th Centuries BCE 

• Corpus (1246 finite complement clauses) 

 Aeschylus 

 Sophocles 

 Thucydides 

 Lysias 

 Xenophon 
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Two major questions 

• Are CCs NPs/DPs? 

Rosenbaum 1967, Roussou 1991, Baunaz and Lander 2017, 
Angelopoulos 2019, a.o. 

[do they denote entities/abstract objects? properties?] 

Chierchia 1984, Asher 1993 vs. Kratzer 2006, Moulton 2009 etc. 

• Are CCs in a (non-)canonical position? 

(extraposed/topicalized?) 
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Reasons for extraposition or 
topicalization 

• Lack of Case (Stowell 1981) 

• S-selection mismatch (Moulton 2015) 

• C-selection mismatch (Takahashi 2010) 
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CP as DP = reparation 

• Subject CCs can be in Spec, IP if they are DPs 
(Davies and Dubinsky 1998 etc., Hartman 
2012, a.o.) 

 

≠ Object CCs 
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Object CCs in Classical Greek 

All CC-embedding predicates c-select for DPs 

 

HYPOTHESIS 

 

CCs as DPs  non-extraposition 

CCs as CPs  extraposition 
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Classical Greek 

1. CCs are DPs of some sort 

2. CCs are not extraposed 
(cf. Zwarts 1993, Haider 2010, on Dutch and German) 

 

(But why are they obligatory in final position in 
the clause?) 
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Classical Greek 

1. CCs are DPs of some sort 

2. CCs are not extraposed 
(cf. Zwarts 1993, Haider 2010, on Dutch and German) 

 

(But why are they obligatory in final position in 
the clause?) 

They lack case and are not visible for movement 

They remain in situ 
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Outline 

Complement clauses 

1. are DPs 

2. are not extraposed 

3. are deficient DPs, thus remain in situ 
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Complement clauses 
are DPs 



Like distribution CC/DP 

• All the clause-embedding predicates also take 
DPs with no meaning change 

(To the exception of the verb erōtáō ‘ask’, under 
investigation) 
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Coordination CC/DP 

 

 

 

 

 

“Law of the Coordination of Likes” 

(Chomsky 1957, Dik 1968, Williams 1978) 
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Complementary distribution D/C 
• Powerful article: anything can be substantivized  

(Kühner and Gerth 1898: 594-597, §461.6 and 461.7) 

 

 

 

 

 

• Only exception: finite clauses 
(to the exception of indirect questions) 

• *tò hóti, *tò mḗ, *tò hópōs => Same category 
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Compatibility with external 
determiners 

• Emphatic autó ‘itself’ 

(cf. Davies and Dubinsky 1998 > DP modifier) 

• Demonstratives 
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Compatibility with external 
determiners 

• Emphatic autó ‘itself’ 

(cf. Davies and Dubinsky 1998 > DP modifier) 
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(I.1) Pl. Chrm. 161c7 

Ei kaì heurḗsomen autò hópēi ge échei, 

if even we.will.find itself-ACC.N.SG how PTC it.is 

thaumázoim᾽ án: ainígmati gár tini éoiken. 

I.am.surprised-OPT PTC enigma since some it.looks.like 

If we find even the very [answer to the question as to] how it stands, I would be 

surprised, since it looks like an enigma. 



Compatibility with external 
determiners 

 

 

• Demonstratives 
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The DP in Classical Greek 

• Pivotal role of the article (Biraud 1991) 
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Moulton (2018) 

From Bertrand (2010) 



Demonstrative behaves like a bona 
fide determiner 

• No extraction is possible when there is a 
demonstrative. 

• Demonstratives are not just dummies 
announcing the complement clause (like it 
that). They are endowed with φ-features. 

• Demonstratives are not cataphoric 
(announcing the complement clause). They 
are deictic. 
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No extraction 
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Variation in number 
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Deictic force: Referentiality 

• Other demonstratives are possible 

tóde refers to the speaker/the discourse itself 
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Summary 

17/12/2020 

DP/D CC/C Indirect questions 

Same distribution    

Coordination    

Complementary 
distribution 

   

φ-features   ? 

Referentiality   ? 

Islandhood with Dem   ? 

Islandhood without Dem   
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Complement clauses 
are not extraposed 



Liberal word order within VP 
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Fixed word order for CC 
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Fixed word order for CC 
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Complement clauses seem to be 
extraposed 

• 87 are topicalized (= clause-initial) or focalized 
(= preverbal) 

• 1160 are clause-final 

• No exception 

• Looks like real and obligatory extraposition 
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Extraposition-adjunction hypothesis In situ hypothesis 



Contra extraposition 
Binding facts 

“indirect” or “semi-reflexive” or “logophoric” 
pronoun spheîs 

 

Must be bound by an antecedent in the matrix 
clause >> must be c-commanded by the 
antecedent 
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Unless reconstruction at LF 



Stranding 
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Coordination 
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Reanalysis 
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(I.1) Pl. Cri. 53.a4 

Hoútō soi diapheróntōs tō̂n állōn Athēnaíōn ḗresken 

thus you-DAT differently from the rest of the Ath.-GEN pleased 

hē polis te kaì hēmeîs hoi nómoi dēlon=óti hoútō soi... 

the city-NOM PTC and we the law-NOM clear=that 

The city and, clearly, we, the laws, we satisfied you more than the other Athenians. 



Movement 

• Adjuncts are islands, thus no movement 

• Exception for Ā-movement 

• Only A-movement is a reliable test 

17/12/2020 Argument CPs as frozen in situ DPs, R. Faure 38 



17/12/2020 Argument CPs as frozen in situ DPs, R. Faure 39 

Extraposition-adjunction hypothesis In situ hypothesis 



Raising-to-object/Prolepsis 

 

 

 

 

 
 

(Faure 2018, 2019) 
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Summary 

In situ analysis Extraposition analysis 

Logophoric 
binding 

  

Stranding in 
Topicalization 

  

Coordination   

Reanalysis   

Movement   

Obligatory 
final position 
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Summary 

In situ analysis Extraposition analysis 

Logophoric 
binding 

  

Stranding in 
Topicalization 

  

Coordination   

Reanalysis   

Movement   

Obligatory 
final position 
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Why are complement clauses 
final? 



Several positions for objects within VP 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

(vP, Chomsky 2000, Applicatives, Pyllkänen 2008) 
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Lack of case 
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+ *P C 
 
All these positions require that the DP that 
has access to them be Case-marked 
 
CCs are not >> they remain in situ 

(Stowell 1981, Zwarts 1993) 

Function Property 

Subject (never EA) Nominative 

Object Accusative 



CCs occupy the 
lowest slot 
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Summary 

Function Property 

Subject (never EA) Nominative 

Object Accusative 
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NB: Ā-movements (Topicalization and Focalization) are ok 



Conclusion 
• Classical Greek CCs are DPs, but not as a repair strategy 

(Cf. Pietraszko 2019 on Ndebele) 

• They are able to satisfy the projection principle (θ-role) 

• They do not extrapose >> they need not 

• They are defective in that they aren’t endowed with an 
unvalued Case-feature >> not an active goals for a probe >> 
remain in situ 

(so two conditions to access Spec, IP: 

being a DP, being case-marked) 

• Interface condition/Case as a morphological phenomenon? 
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Appendix: Φ-feature valuation? 

• Satisfied by a proxy 

• Demonstrative 

• Proleptic DP 

• Null dummy expletive (Classical Greek is 
subject and object pro-drop!) 
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Appendix: Coordination facts 

• Recall: the CC is always second in coordination 
structures. 

• Bruening and Khalaf 2020: only the closest 
element has to satisfy all the requirements. 

• The CC is allowed to remain in situ! 
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Subject clauses are final 
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Subject clauses are final 
Exceptions? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Topics (see the particle dé) 
(Koster 1978, Moulton 2013, a.o.) 
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Object clauses are final 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Lit. We suspect the trial and that you are partial. 
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