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e Evidence from Classical Greek finite LANGAGE

complement clauses (henceforth CCs)
e Classical Greek = Greek, 5-4th Centuries BCE
e Corpus (1246 finite complement clauses)
» Aeschylus
» Sophocles
» Thucydides
> Lysias

g
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» Xenophon
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* 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| ...
tOpiCaIization  LANGAGE

* Lack of Case (Stowell 1981)
e S-selection mismatch (Moulton 2015)

g
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e C-selection mismatch (Takahashi 2010)
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CPas DP =reparation |,
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e Subject CCs can be in Spec, IP if they are DPs
(Davies and Dubinsky 1998 etc., Hartman
2012, a.0.)

# Object CCs
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Object CCs in Classical Greek| . i
\_

Ej

All CC-embedding predicates c-select for DPs

HYPOTHESIS

CCs as DPs <> non-extraposition
CCs as CPs <> extraposition
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Classical Greek i
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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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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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Complement clauses

1. are DPs
2. are not extraposed
3. are deficient DPs, thus remain in situ
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Like distribution CC/DP |

&ANGAGE Ej

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

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

(1.25) hdpds, Th. 1.65.2

boulémenos ta epi toutois paraskeuazein
wanting the on these preparing
ta-epitoutois kai hopos ta  éxothen héxei hos arista

and that the outside he.will.have the best possible

Lit. Desiring to prepare [the future and that he have things outside in the best

posture possible].

“Law of the Coordination of Likes”
(Chomsky 1957, Dik 1968, Williams 1978)
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Complementary distribution Df£..

. . . L LANGPGE
* Powerful article: anything can be substantivizéd™ >
(Kihner and Gerth 1898: 594-597, §461.6 and 461.7)

(1.30) Esti dé presbyteron ar’ ouch hétan kata ton nyn chrénon éi gigndmenon ton metaxy

CNRS / UNS JUCA

tod en te kal éstai? ou gar pou poreudmendn ge ek tol poté eis to épeita
hyperbésetai td nyn. (Pl. Prm. 152b3-6)

And it is older (is it not) when in becoming older it is in the present time, between the
past and the future; for in going from the past to the future it cannot avoid the
present. (Fowler)

tol én te kai éstai: the was and will.be

tol pote, to épeita, to nyn: the once, the then, the now

* Only exception: finite clauses

(to the exception of indirect questions)

o *td hoti, *to me, *td hépds => Same category
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Compatibility with external | ...
determiners N

* Emphatic auto ‘itself’
(cf. Davies and Dubinsky 1998 > DP modifier)
* Demonstratives

g
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D
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Compatibility with external | ...
determiners N

 Emphatic auto ‘itself’
(cf. Davies and Dubinsky 1998 > DP modifier)

Pl. Chrm. 161c7

\ LR 7020
CNRS / UNS JUCA

Ei kai  heurésomen autod hépéi ge échei,
if even we.will.find itself-acc.N.sG  how PTC it.is
thaumazoim’ an: ainigmati gar tini éoiken.

l.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, | would be

surprised, since it looks like an enigma.
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Compatibility with external | ...
determiners Nl

e Demonstratives
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The DP in Classical Greek |
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* Pivotal role of the article (Biraud 1991)
(1.39) todto to chorion. (Th. 4.3.3)
this the village
This village
(.42) to chorion  todto. (Th. 4.102.3)
the village this
This village
(1.43) toGto labon td  chorion. (X. HG 7.5.11)

this having.taken the Vvillage
After taking this village

(1.45) *td labon chorion.
the having.taken Vvillage
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(1.52) Antipho 5.32

Oimai hymas epistasthai tolto;, From Bertrand (2010)
l.think vyou-acc know-InF this
[h6ti eph’ hois an to pleiston méros tés basanou, pros toltdn eisin hoi
basanizomenoi légein ho ti an ekeinois méll 6si charieisthail];.
| think that you know it [that withesses under torture are biased in favor of those

who do most of the torturing; they will say anything likely to gratify them].

(Maidment adapted)
(.54) 1. a. D complement: [D [CP]]

b. Anull N: [D @ [CP]
2. a. CP is a sentence adjoined element (or afterthought) to D(P): [DP]....[CP]

b. DP and CP form a constituent but are in apposition (e.g. My sister, Alice,

where CP adjoins at the DP level)

Moulton (2018)
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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 ¢-features.

 Demonstratives are not cataphoric
(announcing the complement clause). They
are deictic.
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No extraction e
- J
Predicates | A-Extraction | Demonstrative | A-Extraction Nothing | Total
+Demonstrative®’
Categoryl 0 0 0 565 565
Category2®® | 43 0 0 159 202
Category 3*° | 20 19 0 220 259
Category4™ | 0 33 0 188 221
Total 63 52 0 1132 1247%

Table 1 : Demonstratives and extractions are exclusive from each other
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Variation in number |,
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b. tadta ‘this’ medial, X. HG 2.3.53

kai  ta(ta gignoskontes

also  this-acc.n.p. knowing
hétioudén td emoén énoma euexaleiptéteron é to  hymon hekastou.
thatnothing the mine name more.erasable that the of.you each-Gen

Especially when you know that my name is not easier to erase than that of each of you.
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 Other demonstratives are possible

tode refers to the speaker/the discourse itself
(.61) X.HG.2.3.33

Hos eikéta poiodmen, kai tad’ ennoésate

that proper we.do even this-acc.N.pL  consider

“kallistd mén gar dépou dokei politeia einai hé Lakedaimonion...”

And in proof that what we are thus doing is proper, consider this fact also. “The

constitution of the Lacedaemonians is, we know, deemed the best of all

constitutions...” (Brownson)
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Summary

e rrr—

Same distribution

Coordination v v x
Complementary v v x
distribution

¢d-features v v ?
Referentiality v v ?
Islandhood with Dem v v ?
Islandhood without Dem x

Argument CPs as frozen in situ DPs, R. Faure
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Complement clauses
are not extraposed
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Liberal word order within VP|©*”
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(.L1)  Th.1.64.2

Proségage téi Poteidaidi tén  stratén.

led the Potidaea-pat the army-acc
(Phormion) led the army to Poteidaia.

(.2)  X.HG6.4.3

adgei ten stratian eis tén  Boidtian. (X. HG 6.4.3)

leads the army-acc into  the Boetia

(Cleombrotos) leads his army into Boetia.
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Fixed word order for CC s

\ LR 7020
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Hoti: intervener : Indirect object. X. HG 1.6.32

Hérmon (...) eipe pros auton hoti eie kalos échon apoplelsai.

H-nom said to  him that waswell having to.sail.away

Hermon said to him it was well to sail away.
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Fixed word order for CC  |{.
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Hoti: intervener: adjunct X. HG 2.2.16

Theraménes eipen en ekklesiai hoti

T-nOM said Iin assembly that

ei boulontai autdon pémpsai para Lysandron, eidos hexei Lakedaimonious péteron
exandrapodisasthai ten pélin boulémenoi antéchousi peri ton teichon e pisteds
héneka.

Theramenes said in the Assembly that if they were willing to send him to Lysander,
he would find out before he came back whether the Lacedaemonians were insistent
in the matter of the walls because they wished to reduce the city to slavery, or in

order to obtain a guarantee of good faith. (Browson)
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Complement clauses seem to t{ﬁ;ﬁ;ﬁ%
extra posed LANGAGE i

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

1160 are clause-final
* No exception
* Looks like real and obligatory extraposition
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VP
N N
VP  CP DV
PN N
) A%
PN
vV P

Extraposition-adjunction hypothesis In situ hypothesis
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Contra extraposition ESZ,E,SUS%%
Binding facts =

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

Must be bound by an antecedent in the matrix
clause >> must be c-commanded by the
antecedent
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(1.72) Not adjunct to VP
a. Th. 1.55.2
aitia ha(té proté egéneto tol polémou [tois Korinthiois]; es tolus Athénaious
reason this  first was of.the war for.the Corinthians against the Athenians
hoti  sphisin; en spondais enaumachoun,
that spheis-par in truce fought.by.sea

The first cause of war against the Athenians was for [the Corinthians]; that they

fought them; with the Corcyraeans during the truce.
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TopP

N

recason IP

PN

this; FocP

N

first reasen Foc'

PN

was TopP

—

Hrstreason of the war VP

T

to.the Corinthians; V'

/\

was SMALL CLAUSE

/\

firstreason-of-the-war against the Athenians SMALL CLAUSE

/\

CP; DP

/\/\
that they fought them; during the truce firstreason-of-the-war-against-the-Athenians-




TopP

PN

recason [P

PN

this; FocP

N

first reasen Foc'

PN

was TopP

— T~

firstreason of the war VP

/\

VP CP;

T

to.the Corinthians; V'

that they fought them; during the truce

was SMALL CLAUSE

frst-reason-of-the-war against/the Athenians SMALL CLAJUSE

Ty '
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TopP

PN

recason [P

PN

this; FocP

N

first reasen Foc'

PN

was TopP

— T~

firstreason of the war VP

/\

VP CP;

T

to.the Corinthians; V'

Unless reconstruction at LF

that they fought them; during the truce

was SMALL CLAUSE

frst-reason-of-the-war against/the Athenians SMALL CLAJUSE

Ty '
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Stranding st 1

(1.77) Lysias 6.38

Hos oudén prosékei Andokid&i ton synthékon,

that nothing is.related to.A. the agreement-Gen.pL

peri toutou Iéxo

about this Lwill.speak

oute ma tdon Dia ton pros Lakedaimonious (...) olte (...)
neither by Jove the-gen.pL with Lacedaemonians nor

Lit. That Andokides has no part in those agreements[cen], | will speak about that, no

(part in) those[cen] (agreement) with the Lacedaemonians.
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Xen.HG 2.4.42
Eipon [talita kai alla toiaGta kai hotiouden deoi tarattesthail].

having.said this-N.PL and othersuch-N.PLand thatnothing needed be.in.trouble

having said this and more to the same effect and that there was no need of their

being disturbed.
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Pl. Cri. 53.a4
Houto soi diapheréntos ton allon Athénaion éresken
thus you-DAT differently from the rest of the Ath.-GeN pleased
hé polis te kai hémeis hoi nomoi delon=06ti houto-sei
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.
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Movement e

g
]
H

J

* Adjuncts are islands, thus no movement
* Exception for A-movement
* Only A-movement is a reliable test
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VP
N N
VP  CP DV
PN N
) A%
PN
vV P

Extraposition-adjunction hypothesis In situ hypothesis
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Raising-to-object/Prolepsis e

c. Indirect interrogative: Wh-question, Lys. 6.5
epeidan idosi ton basiléa hostis ton-basiléa esti...
when they.saw the king-Acc who-NOM he.is

When they saw who the king is.

(Faure 2018, 2019)
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Vv XP
/\
DP X'
/\ /\
ton basiléa X CIP
/\
DP C1'
/\ /\
tonbasilea- Cl1 C2P
/\

hostis esti
17/12/2020 41
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_ In situ analysis | Extraposition analysis

Logophoric v x
binding
Strandingin v x

Topicalization

Coordination

v
Reanalysis v
Movement v

x

L X X %

Obligatory
final position
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_ In situ analysis | Extraposition analysis

Logophoric v x
binding
Strandingin v x

Topicalization

Coordination v/ X

eanalysis v x
Movement v x
Obligatory——x— v

final position
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Why are complement clauses
final?
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Several positions for objects within, VP
J

Lys. 52.14
Edoka dyoin androin triakonta drachmas hekatéroi.
|.gave the two men-par 30 drachma-acc each-DAT
Pl. Lg. 876e2
Dolnai ta paradeigmata toisi dikastais tol __meépote bainein éxo tés dikés.
give-INF the examples-acc the judges-par of.the never go outside the case

to give the judges the examples of (people) who neve leave the case aside.

(vP, Chomsky 2000, Applicatives, Pyllkanen 2008)
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Lack of case ;
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Function | property
Subject (never EA) Nominative

Object Accusative

+*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)
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CCs occupy the
lowest slot

17/12/2020 Argument CP
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Summary et

Function | Property

Subject (never EA) Nominative

Object Accusative

NB: A-movements (Topicalization and Focalization) are ok
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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 (6-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?



Appendix: O-feature valuatior{ oy
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Satisfied by a proxy

Demonstrative

Pro
Nul

eptic DP
dummy expletive (Classical Greek is

subj

17/12/2020

ect and object pro-drop!)
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Appendix: Coordination facts&f:'ﬁ’;’;
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* Recall: the CCis always second in coordination
structures.

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

e The CCis allowed to remain in situ!
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Subject clauses are final |2 &
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(1.35) Subject complement clause (passivized verb), Th. 2.6.3
Ouk eéengélthe autois hoti tethnekotes eien.
NEG  was.reported to.them that dead were

It was not reported to them that they were dead.
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Subject clauses are final |[}0 ™

CoRPLs
Exceptions? LA D
(1.38) Th. 1.34.2
Hos de edikoun saphés estin.
that ptc they.were.unjust clear is

It is clear that they were unjust.

Topics (see the particle dé)
(Koster 1978, Moulton 2013, a.o.)
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~ o)
BASES i

. . CORPUS ¢
Object clauses are final | ¢
L S
| Th.3.53.2
[Tén te agona peri ton deinotaton einai] eikotos hypoptedomen

the ptc trial about the most.important be-inF rightfully we.suspect

[t6n-te-agdnaperiton-deinotitén-einai kal hymas mé ou koinoi  apobéte].

andyou C nNEG common you.prove.to.be

We have reason to suspect both that the trial is capital, and that you are partial.

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