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Abstract
The present study aims at providing a synchronit“syntactic analysis of
the Modern Greek language, with special emphasis on the syatactic be-
haviour of the Empty Categories, pro and PRO. Ultimately it hopes to
shed some Lght on the Modern Greek sentence, its structure and function.
It is demonstrated that the Government and Binding Theory should be
reconsidered with respect’ to Empty Categories, in order to accommodate
data from Modern Greek. More specifically, this pro—drop language that
totally lacks infinitival clauses does not seem to have PRO. As a result, &
- series of Consequences are brought up and discussed within the Government
" and Binding framework. _
P_:':Lrtigular emphasis is given to the special nature of Control in Modern
Greek, as well as to the arbitrary interpretation of some empty pronomi-
pals which replace PROq,s. _
. : y
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Chapter 1

Introduction .

1.1 Introductory remarks on the Modern Greek
language | ' '

‘This thesis deals primarily with Modern Greek (henceforth MG), a pro-
drop la.n'guage. in which subjects may or may not be phonetically present.

MG is the living representative of the Hellenic branch of Indoeumpez.m,
and constitutes a separate branch in the Language Family Tree. Despi‘te
its separate status, it shares with other Balkan languages some properties
such as the lack of nonfinite complements.

The adjective modern locates the language in time, as MG should be
distinguished from Greek (or Ancient Greek), its immediate ancestor. The

modern veriod of the Greek language is considered to have begun after

the 16 or 17 century (see Joseph and Philippaki-Warburton 1987). In



"\-nr_h‘

:'fu‘
-

reality, 16® and 20* century Greek differ a lot. L
Almost the entire body of MG data used in the thesis comes from my
linguistic intuitions. Often the data are tested against the grammaticality

judgements of other native speakers of Greek.. All examples are taken {rom
every day spoken language.

1.2 Theoretical preliminaries on Empty Cat-

egories |

It is 2 well known fact of the G(overnment) and B(inding) theory of Gram-
mar that languages allow null elements to occur as subjects or objects in
clauses. The phonologic':all}' E(mpty) C(ategories) NP-trace, WH-trace,
PRO and pro constitute an important part of the grammar, their exam-

ination involving essential modules of GB (ie., the theories of Bounding,

Government, Control and Binding, 6- and Case theory). They exist as

"a consequence of the Projection Principle, which states that lexical struc-

ture must be represented categorially at every syntactic level, ie., L(ogical)
- e

o

F(orm), D(eep) and S(urface) structure’. st a result, elements. of lexical

& . . . .
structures can appear overtly, that is, be phonetically realized, or exist as

'Chomsky 1981, 1982, 1986. > -

N
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phonetically non-realized EC’s. An example of the latter is given in (1}

-

below.
(1) the movie I saw EC

In (1) thé EC stands for the understood object of sew which is not pho-
netically realized and yet required. The 8-role assignménts of the verb see
require that it hiave a subject (egent), as well as an object (theme or pa-
ttent). In (1) the object requirement is fulfilled by the nor-phonetically
reaiized EC. These relations known as thematic relations, or #-roles, are
necessary for the lexical structure of each verb to be satisfied.

EC’s were introduced in syntactic theory in order to achieve a better
u.ndf_:rstanding of various syntactic phenomena. They are expected to shed
lght on the Semantics of structures :;.nd the way that it relates to Syntax.

Although phonetically null, they are supposed to exist in mental represen-

tations. As Chomsky states (1986:114):

...empty categories appear in mental representations in a man-
ner determined by the trace theory of movement rules, the pro-
jection principle, and the various binding principles... If move-
ment did not leave an empty category (trace), then these facts
[facts relating to the satisfaction of lexical structure] would re-
main a mystery.

Y
In otaer words, EC’s are a mirror of UG, defined as the biologically
* determinec faculty which is crucial in the acquisition of Language.

3



1.3 Aims of the present study

I am g;oing to investigate the stat:s of EC’s in MG focussing mainly on
PRO and pro. Consequently, the MG sentence structure is being under
examination. It is not among the aims of this thesis to provide a complete
analvsis of the syntactic phenomena br(:;ught up in the course of the re-
search. Rather I will try to highlight the problematic areas and provide a
detailed description of thg relevant constructions. In addition to this, I will
discuss the factors which, according to my opinion, relate to a classification
of lexical items. M;reovcr. the implications of the proposed aralysis will
be brought up and discussed within the GB framework. Firally, p;evious
research relating to the theory of EC’s will be surveyed and commented
upon.

Only very recently have Iinguists shown interest in the Modern Greek
language from the perspective of current theories. The rel:atively small
.amount of linguistic research on the syntax of MG has been a slight obsta-
cle to this work. Not bemg éble to refer to a fair-sized prev_iou.s research, I
hzd to rely on proposed theories about other languages not always similar

to MG. As it has already been mentioned, MG shares with other Balkan



o

l;mgua.ges the lack of infinitives®. Consequently, the theorieslc.:leveloped for
pro—drop languages like Italian and Spa.:ish or Portuguese, which retain
their infinitival forms, have to be approached with a critical eye, if they
are to be used ;'or MG..On the ofher ha.nd,. MG proved to be'a rich area
for linguistic research fc.Jrl exactly tﬂe same reason that makes its examina-
tion hard in the beginning: the lack of a considerable amount of previous

research.
1.4 Outline

The thesis is structured as follows:

Chapter 2 provides a survey of selected theories on EC’s. Ie particular,
I discuss the original GB approach‘(Chomsky 1981), the Consequences’
modified GB approach (Chomsky 1982), Rizzi’s theory as given in I‘ssucs
in Italicn Syntaz (1982) and Sufier (1986) in her a.rticlt-: “Big PRO a:nd little
pro”. The focus of this chapter is on the evolution and expansion of the
typology of EC’s from a h;storical point of &_;iew.

Charter Ei focusses on the actual MG data and the status of its EC’s. The

putative absence of PRO due to the lack of nonfinite clauses is discussed.

7

2For a monf detailed description of MG see section 3.2.
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Modern Greek gerunds are examined separately because they seem to be
the sole instance of clauses that could accommodate PRO.

Chapter 4 deals with Control and Exceptional Case Marking (ECM) phe--

#
nomena. I will try to provide answers to the questions: What wil be a

theory of Control without PRO, the only ungoverned, therefore, controlled
. "*"’””\\\l |

element? It seems that MG has Control_structures that are semantically

identical to the Enghsh ones but syntacticall¥ quite different. Is there

Obligatory Control" Hon can we d1st1ngu:sh betueen ECM and Control

~ from object? .
~. 2

Chapter 5 focusses on a.rbitré.ry prong;z-ﬁnals m MG. It seems that this
language lacks PRQO,,+ and has arbitrary persons instead. So I will identify

the factors behind the arbitrary reference of pronominals.

The thesis closes with a recapitulative conclusion.

-

o
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Chapter 2

f

‘A survey of selected theories
on Empty Categories

2.1 Introduction

In this section I am going to give a brief overview of the GB literature
on EC’s from Chomsky (1981) to Sufler (1986). I have to admit that the
suz-'ve}' is selective and by ne meanls exhaustive. The aim is to show how
the typology of EC’s was reformed and expanded since Chomsky (1981). I
will also try te demonstrate how some fairly recent proposals fail to explain
certain issues with respect to pro-drop languages and in pa.rEECula.r with

respect to MG.

-1
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2.2 The original GB approach |
2.2.1 The status of PRO ' '

Of the three original EC's, ie.. NP=trace, PRO and variable (Chomsky
1981), PRO is the one that appears in ungoverned NP-subject positions. As
a result, PRO does not receive Case, the INFL(ection) node in its sentence'
not containing AGR(reement). Because the various principles and modules
of Grammar interact, PRO has some more reasons to be ungoverned, more
specificdlly, because of 2 clash of princil;ies A and B of the Binding Theory.
PRO heving the status [+pro. +ana] provides a problem for the following:

e Principle A: an anaphor '@bound in its governing category

¢ Principle B: a pronominal is free in its governing category

Because of the so—called pro~drop languages, lahguages that do not
always require an overt subject, the theory briefly outlined above had to
be reviewed. The EC’s that appear in structures like the following, taken

.

from MG, have to be examined as well.
(]_.) — ptyeni sto syolio

go—3sg to+art school

"(he) goes to school’



(2) - pryent sio sxyolio o =yianis
go-3sg to+art school

‘John goes to school’

It is quite obvious that the EC’s in (1) and (2), represented by a dash,
cennot be PRO: the INFL node contains AGR. Neither can it be NB—or
WH-trace. ’
As a solution to this problem we read in Chomsky (1981:320) that PRO

_can be:

¥
3

(a) a true argument. eg., in a contro‘l/structure in non-pro—drop lan-
guages, as in (3) '

{b) a quasi argument, eg.. the base generated subject of weather-verbs
in pro—drop languages, as in (4)

¢) a non-argument, eg., the impersonal pronominal of pro—drop lan-
g g
guages, as in (3).

(3) John wants [ PRO to see you]

(4) PRO wrex:
rain-3sg
‘1t rains’
(5) PRO prep: na fiy: 1  marie

must-3sg leave-3sg art Mara - .
subj

‘Maria must leave’



+

According to Chomsky the non-argument PRO carries a superscript,

PRO'. because it is coindexed with a post-verbal argument, an NP ora

N

clause. Within this theory the EC’s in (1) and (2) coild be PRO’s. In other
N

words. pro—drop languages differ from non-pro-drop languages in that in
the former. PRO may appear instead of a pronoun as a subject. It follows
that in the pro-drop languages the subject position may be ungoverned,
while the same position is in@:arﬁably governed in the non-pro-drop ones.
The question that remains to be answered now is what permits the subject
in pro—drop languages to be ungover.ned. The answer to this as given in

Chomsky (1981) is found in the next section.

2.2.2 The pro—drop parameter

One more consequence of the GB theory with respect to the various sub-

-
-

. A i '
categories of PRC is that the control structures are essentially the same for

different languages —ie., pro~drop and non-pro—drop. Parametric var%

was introduced to allow for cross-linguistic differences like those between
English and MG control structures (see (7) below). It is the value of the
pro—drop parameter which changes in each case that produces different

results. The rest of the theory remains basically the same.



The pro—-drop parameter as given by Chomsky (1981:325), states that
(6) R may apply in the syntax,

.
Y
- -

where R is a rule which assigns the elements of INFL to the initial verbal
element of VP. If rule R applies in the syntax, as in pro-drop languages,
then AGR does not govern the subject af; neither S-structure or LF: If.
on the other hand. rule R applies at PF, ther AGR governs the subject
position at S-structure ’or at LF. The latter is the case of non pro—drop
languages. In such languages the subject position is invariably governed
and PRO cannot appear as the subject of a finite clause.

Even a cursory look at MG data p:"oves that the analysis above, 2lthough
well implemented, is inadequate. It seems that PRO and PRO' are not
sufficient to explain all cases with EC’s (besides NP-traces and variables). .
In MG there are instances that look like control structures a;ld yet have
in{iected V’s in the embedded clause, eg.,

(7) — Belo to vyiani; —; na fiyi
want-1sg art John leave—3sg

ACC subj

&

‘(I) want John to leave’

11



(9

(7) looks like an Object Control structure’. The second dash here represents
the EC whose status is not clear. The questio.n to be answered is: What
Js the status of the EC'S in (1), (2) and (7)7 We will return to this issue
in chapter 3 where, the structure of MG sentences is discussed in further

detail.

2.3 Little pro is introduced |

‘Rizzi (1582) first discussed the possibility of a fourth EC_occupying the

empty subject and, later on. object positions in pro-drop languages like

-

Italian. As he states:

a phonetically null subject with dummy interpretation can be
found in the local context of 2 nominative assigner (tensed in-
fection or AUX-in~COMP)

a phonetically null subject with definite pronominal nterpreta-
tion can be found in the local context of a tensed inflection (p.
130) ¢
In essence, Rizzi —as well as other researchers later on- accept that there
exist two types of pro, the exact status of which depends on their relation

- to AGR and the @-criterion. Thus, pro is either referential or ezpletive.

(8) pro mangia
' eat-3sg

1For more on the issue of Object Control versus ECM see chapter 4 section 4.5

[ . i
‘ 12

Y
N



_— b e

-

\\ ‘(he) eats’

(8) pro mangia Giovann:
eat-3sg

‘Giovanni eats’

Chomsky (1982) accepts pro as the fourth EC. His own argumentation
(1987) in j}z;tiﬁcation of it as the missing Subjé'ct in prd—drop languages
incluc.les reasons like the non-anaphoric status of pro, its indgpendent ref-
erence and its free status in its governing category. In ;ther words, this
fourth EC was required to ﬁTl the e,fnpt’}' positions that were not suitable
for PRO. s '.

Besides Rizzi, Sufzef (1986) noticed that the EC’s typology containing
only NP-trace, PRO and variables had to be expanded. She proposed
that pro, the phonetically unrealized subject of tensed clauses in pro—drop
languages, sho-u.ld have the featz‘n'es'[ +pro —ana ] - as contrasted with the
[ +pro +ana ] PEO - since pro aﬁiaeared in -governed positions.

The Iogi; behind Sufier’s proposal becomes apperent when we exam.inc/

some Spa.niéh sentences , where the reference of the embedded subject (pro)

shows that it must be controlled by the matrix object-NP, despite the fact

13



that it is, at the same time, coindexed with AGR. This was observed to hap-
pen in sentences with perception verbs, the causative dejar, the existential
haber and some other three-place predicates (see Sufier {1986:9)).

(10) Te dejo que pro escribieres eso
‘he let you write that’

(11) Los hey gue pro ne seben nada
‘there are those who know nothing’

Later I will demonstrate that MG behaves in a very similar way with

-

respect to Control. \

'

v

2.4 The pro—drop parameter revisited

V\"il.lia.ms é.nd Van Rj.emsdjicl{ (1986) suggest that “The pro—drop parame-
ter amounts to the choice of the level of the grammar between having AGR
with or without nominal features” (p.303). Following Rizzi (1982) they pro-
"Tlpose that AGR is a proper governor when it is rich. Since AGR in pro—drop
gaiguages has the typical nominal features of gender number and person
they suggest that it has né;minal status, being { +N -V}. According to their
sroposal the Empty Category Principle (ECP), which states that an EC
must be properly governed, is supplemented with this parametrized defini-

tion of AGR. Thus, we can predict the language behaviour with respect to

14
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a wide vaniety of constructions.
.2.5 Conclusion

In essence. this chapter has shown how the EC’s inventory was expanded
since Chomsky (1981) and how pro was ac;:epted as the fourth EC to occupy
the misAsing subject po..siti_ons. of tensed clauses in pro—drop languages. The
EC’s accepted within the GB Theory of Grammar are four:

(12) John; seems t; to be sick NF -trace

—

(13) Whe; did you see EC.?  wh-trace
(14) I; tried PRO; to go PRO 1

(15) pro parle - " pro
‘(he) speaks’



Chapter 3
The syntactic status of PRO
and pro in Modern Greek e

3.1 Introduction «

Having discussed some properties of ?RO and pro as given within GB using
evidence from English , Spanish and Italian, I would now like to shift the
focus to MG. I will assume the EC’s typology as given in Chomsky (1982):
NP-trace, WH-trace, PRO and pro. The two main questions that 1 will

attempt to answer with respect to MG are: -

e Where does pro appear?

e Where do we get PRO (if ever)?

Included in this chapter, is a brief description of the MG verbal par-
adigm. Related previous research is mentioned and commented upon,

namely, Rizzi (1982), Sufier (1986) and Philippaki-Warburton {1987).

16



3.2 Description of the MG verbal paradigm

Before I proceed with the examination of the MG data, I would like to
: ~

familiarize the reader with the ways that the system of verbs works in this

language. What follows is a brief description of the tenses, moods, voices,

+

do

MG is a pro—drop language with an inflectionally rich verbal paradigm.

etc, which I hope will make reading through the data easier.

Traditional grammars® identify eight tenses (present, past continuous, sirn-
ple past, simple future, future continuous, present perfect, past perfect and
. i
future perfect) and three moods (indicative, subjunctive and imperative).
A particularly interésiing prop:‘-:rty of MG is that it totally lacks infinitives;
in most cases their role has been taken over by the subjunctive preceded
by the preverbal particle 1-’1-0‘.. As a result, there is always person and num-
ber agreernen_t between the verb and its subject even in control and raising
structures. This r.aisés interesting issues for the relevant theories within
GB, as we will see in chapter 4. Another important feature is the role of
Aspect a.r;d its contrnibution to arbitrary reiierence as it will be shown in

chapter 5.

An example of the paradigm of a regularly conjugated verb is given in
Yriandrfillides (1949, 1976)




N

Table 3.1: Example of conjugated verb in active voice

Tense Indicative Subjunctive | Imperative
Present lin-o na lis-o lin-e
‘I untie’ lis—e
Past Continuous e-lin-a ~
‘I'was uatying’
Past Simple e-lis-a ne e-lin-a
‘I untied’
Future Simple Ba lis-o
‘T will untie’

Future Continuous || fe lin-o
‘T will be untying’

Present Perfect exo lts-1 na exo lis—i
‘I have untied’

Past Perfect ixa lis-1 na iye lis-:
‘I had untied’

Future Perfect fa exo lis—1

L] will have untied’ | A\

table 3.1. - : P
In the same way, special affixes are added to the verb root when it is

inflected for the various persons and numbers,as in table 3.2.

Notice that the pronoun within the parentheses can be dropped with-

i

Table 3.2: Example o'f verb conjugated for person and number

(evo) lin-o 1sg
(es:) lin-1s 2sg
(aftos/i/o) | fin—i 3sg
{emis) lin-ume | 1pl
(esis) Lin-cte | 2pl
(efti/es/a) | in—un | 3pl

18



Table 3.3: Example of verb conjugated in passive voice

‘I have been untied’

Tense Indicative Subjunctive | Imperative

Present lin-ome na lif-o lis-u
‘I am being untied’ .

Past Continuous lin-omun ]
‘I was being untied’

Past Simple Lif-ika ne [1f-0
‘I was untied’ i

Future Simple fa Lif-o

' ‘I will be untied®
Future Continuous || ¢ lin-me
Present Perfect exo lif~1 ne exo lif-:

Past Perfect

tya hif-:
‘I had been untied’

ne ixa 1201

Future Perfect

fa exo L6-1

‘T will have been untied’

out creating any ambiguity to the verb;the richness of the verb—ending mor-

phology gompensates for the pronoun drop, as it happens in other pro-drop

languages®. -,

It should also be mentioned that MG has three voices (active, passive

b4 .
and middle) which are formed with the use of other affixes. In several cases

the passive and middle voices are represented by the same form (Table 3.3).

One more form of the verb is that of the gerund, found in traditional

2An intsresting observation has been made by Franks (1984). He noticed that even in
‘typical’ don-pro~drop languages it is common to Jeave out the subject pronoun, when the
verb is unan.biguous, eg., Wanna go for a welk?, Went home last week.

19




Table 3.4: The tenses of gerunds

Tense
Present linondas
‘untying’
Present Perfect || exondas list
‘having untied’

grammars ( Triandafillides 1949, 1976) under the participle label. It appears
only in two tenses, present and present perfect, and is not conjugated for
person, number or gender (see table 3.4) It is, therefore, reasonable to
assume that it Jacks AGR, whereas it contains TENSE and ASPECT, This
assumption will be important for the analysis that I propose i;1 section

3.4.2.

3.3 On the status of pro

Following Chomsky (1982 and later work) I assume that pro is the EC in
the missing subject position of tensed clauses in pro—drop languages. In a
similar way as in Italian (Rizzi 1982), I assume that there must exdst two
types of pro in MG, the exact status of which ;iepends on their relation to
AGR a,gé the §—criterion. Thus in tree (1) pro is referential, whgreas in
tree (2) it is ezpletive.

In (1} the INFL containing person, number and tense is assumed to
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Figure 3.1: Referential and expletive pro
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govern the referential pro and assign nominaiii'e case to it. | In (2) the
postposed NP o <vianis carries nominative case. Here we should assume
that pro ab;.;orbs Case and 'then transmits it to the postposed NP.

We are obliged to identify the nﬁ;'s'sing subject in sentences like (1) and
(2) as pro é.nd not as any other EC for the following reasons: It cannot be
PRO not only because ‘it appears in a governed site, but also because, unlike
PRO. it has independent reference and is free in its governing category.
unlike PRO. It cannot be NP-trace either because it is not A-bound in
its gdverning ca;tegory. Finally, it cannot be a variable because it does not
sleem‘ to be bound by an operator.

In LGB (Chomsky 1981), the derivation of a sentence like (1} would
- . | { .

entail the following steps: .
D-structure NP [;vrr AGR ] treyub-

Rule R NP trayué-AGR
S-structure PRO t1%7u5—AGR

For a sentence like trayudai o ﬁianis (literally, ‘sings John’) the proce-

dure is the same with the addition of one more step:

Subject inversion = trayué-AGR NP
S—structure . PRO trayué-AGR o yianis

Finally, for a sentence like (3) below, where an erga.tiye verb is used the
additional rule of NP fronting is required:

22



(3) 0 =ianis flan: .
art John arrive-3sg i
NOM "

‘John armives’

The p}erequisites are.lfirst, that preverbal PRO must be present only

N,

when a lexical Subject NP is absent. and second, that PRO isthe ECina -~
preverbal position, when the lexical NP is absent®.

In contrast to the above Philippaki-Warburton (1987) sugg;asts that the
element fulfilling the subject argument role is not an EC located outside
the verb, but a pronominal encoded in the ending of the ;'erb expressing
person and number. which she'calls a .subljecf. clitic. This subject clitic is
like pro and is base generated at the verbal ending. In other words, it is
verbal agreement itself (AGR). Cc;nsequently, Rule R (Chémsky 1981) and
Subject inversion (Rizzi 1982) are considered as redundant in MG. The

lexical NP is in a peripheral A position and is 2 TOPIC.

-

Whether or not pro is identified with AGR can only be decided-after

t 4

a thoreugh linguistic scrutiny of MG, which is beyond the aims of this

[

work. One objection that could be expressed at the moment concerns the

Projecticn Principle, which requires that the argument structure of & verb

Sinstead, the position that I follow is the updated version of GB {Chomsky 1982 and
1987 and Riz 1 1982) with pro, as seen in analyses (1) and (2).
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N
be satisfied at every syntactic levgl. According to Philippaki-Warbuzpon’s
analysis the subject clitic does not fulfill the external argument role of the
verb on a syntactic level, but rather on a morphosyntactic one. This as-

sumption obviously contradicts the Projection Principle and creates further

complicaticns.

-
~

- Besides the above, the apparent absence of [that—e] effects that Phul-~
ippaki-Warburton (1987:313) hop.es to bypass through her-account claiming
that “...there is never an empty category subject... this offers 2 natural ex-
planation for-the *;'iolation observed in pro—drop languages, including Greek
of {he *[that—e] filter”. have been adequately analysed by Rizzi (1982). Rizzi
claims that Italian sometimes has [that—e] effects similar to English which
are, at other times, avoided by wh-extracting the subject from a postverbal

position. I assume that a similar explanation is available for MG in cases

like:
(4) pios pro momizis ot pro pive  sto sinema
who - think-2sg COMP go—3sg to-art movies
past

‘who do you think (that) went to the movies?’
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3.4 On the status of PRO

.3.4.1" The absence of PRO

I would like to propose that there is no PRO in MG, a possible exception
being the subject positions of gerunds (see subsection 3.4.2.).. :

Chomsky’s position is that ISRO being a {+anaphgric, +pronominal]
element is ungoverned and can appear in non-case-marked positions such
as (3). r

(5) John wants [PRO to party cll the time]

In (5) PRO is ungoverned .because of the la..ck of a governor; the INFL
of the embedded VP does not contajn.AGR, and went cannot govern the
embedded subject position éither.

First, since MG lacks infinitives —even in the equivalent of the English
Control sentences— all clauses are finite. Thus, it appears that the embed-

ded AGR governs the embedded subject position.
(6) pro; felo pro; na fiyo
want-1sg leave-lsg
subj
‘I want to leave’
(7) pro; felo pro; ne fiyi o yianis;
want-1sg leave-3sg John-NOM
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<m subj
‘T want John to leave’

Furthermore, PRO is a [+dependent] element that needs an antecedent

to fix its reference upon. like anaphors do, and it cannot take a split an-

tecedent, just like a reflexive (Chomsky 1987:123). Data from MG show
that the ?ositicns where we could postulate a PRO seem suitable to ac-
cornodate a pronominal element which has specific independent reference
and can take a split antecedent. Contrast (8) with (10) and (9) with (11)

below.

(8) pro felo -  na erfis
want-1sg come~2sg
subj
R

‘T want (vols) to come’

(9) o wasilis ifele [0 6omas na apofasisi | - ne kolimbisun mazi]]
art Bill want-3sg art Tom decide-3sg swim-~3pl together
,past subj subj

~

‘Bill wanted Tom to decide to swim together’
(10) I want PRO to come
(11) *Bill wanted [ Tom to decide [ PRO to swim together ||

In (9) the EC represented by a dash is not an anaphor because, unlike

-

the equivalent EC in (11), (PRO), it can take a split antecedent, here the
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NP's vasilis, fomas. From (8)-(11) we conclude that this EC must be a
?‘onominail and not an anaphor. It would be reasonable to assume that it
is pro and not PRO. Philippaki-Warburton (1987) has proposed the lack
of PRO in MG as well. Hler main argument is the absence of non—finite

clauses. the only structures that can have PRO.

One more issue to be discussed as a consequence of the lack of PRO
is that of pronominal arbitrary reference. It has been proposed (Jaeggl:
1986) that in English PRO,,, appears where there is no antecedent in an

A-position for it to receive some specific reference.
(12) It would be ¢ good idea | PRQO,.y to return to Greece |

But PRO is a [+ dependent] element, whereas pro is not. .Since pro 1S
supposed to replace PRO in all instances, the question that raises is how
can a [- dependent] element (pro) receive arbitrary reference?. Moreover,

I believe that-the existence of sentences like (8) should lead us to a recon-
sideration of Control theory in gen;:ral in order to apply it to MG. Could

one speak of Control when the embedded clause is finite?”.

' 4gee Chapter 5 ,

%see Chapter 4

(S
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Figure 3.2: Components of INFL
INFL

N

TENSE AGR
[£past] [ ]

J number
~ gender

3.4.2 A look at MG gerunds

In this section I will discuss the subjects of gerunds, which seem to provide
a problem with respect to the putative lack of PRO in MG. It is usually
assumed since Chomsky (1981) that it is AGR in INFL which governs the

subject of a clause (see figure 3.2).

Since uninflected MG gerunds lack AGR, two possibilities arise:

e gerunds’ subjects are ungoverned internally (ie., within their clause)
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e gerunds’ subjects are internally governed by TENSE (rather than
AGR)®
If we assumie the first alternative. the missing gerund subject must be
PRO, as it is shown in the examples below:
(13) PRO styotrayubondas [ : meria eﬁ‘ye‘]

sing softly art Maria leave-3sg
gerund past

‘Maria left sin -in soft]v’
), ging A

(14) PRO,,; troyondas [ pro eryete 1 orex: | }
eat come-3sg art appetite
gerund

. . L . . N
‘one’s appetite comes while eating

In (14) not only could the subject of the gerund be PRO, but it might
also be one of the few instances of PRQO,,s since it lacks an antecedent to fix
its refefence upon. However, if ASPECT is considered as part of TENSE,
and, if TENSE is a governor, as mentioned before, then the empty subjects
of gerunds ere governed, since MG gerunds undoubtedly carry aspect
(+ - perfective, + - continuous).

For the sake of 2 unified theory of MG grammar, if not for any other

reason, I would like to propose that MG totally lacks PRO, even in the

5Chomsky {1980) “On Binding”
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subject of gerunds positions. So I would like to adopt the second alternative

given above.
3.5 Conclusion

To sum up. I have assumed that PRO does not exist fo__r the simple reason
that non-finite clauses are absent in MG>herefore in the usual finite
clause the features in INFL govern the subject position, and the same is true
for gerunds. Instead of PRO. I have postulated pro as the missing éubject of
all clauses. This suggestion, however, creates several problems with respect
to the theories of Binding and Control and these will be discussed in the

chapters that follow.

—
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Chapter 4

Control structures in Modern

Greek -

4.1 Introduction

Control structures can be described as those where a semantic relation holds
between the matrix subject or object and the embedded subject. The Con-
trol module of Grammar is the one designated to determine the referential
properties of PRO. According to Chomsky (1981), first, controlled elements -
are ungoverned, and second, controlled clauses must have an INFL without
AGR. I will trv to show that data from MG challenge both these clair;s.
As it has been shown in the previous chapter, I assume that PRO does
not exist in MG. Yet, in structures like (1) and (2) below there exists a

semanti: relation between the subjects of the two clauses similar to the

relation within English control structures, given in the translations of each
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one.

(1) pro; 8elo pro; na fivo
want-1sg leave-Isg
subj

‘] want to leave’

(2) pro; episa ta pedia, na fiyun
persuade-1lsg art children leave-3pl
past subj

‘1 Persuaded the children to leave’

In (1) it can be argued that the matrix subject controls the embedded
one since they are coreferential. Nev-ergheless, it would be equally justified
to argu;: that the AGR of the embedded clause governs the EC there. In
(2) T assume that the NP ta pedia functions as the object of the matrix
verb, episa ‘I persuaded’. In this case, (2) is an instince of Obligatory
Control from Object. Alternatively, it can be a.rguéd that the AGR of the
embedded verb governs the EC within the embedded clause. In this chapter
I will examine how control structures behave in MG. I believe that despite
the lack of PRO, the only controlled element, the phenomenon of Control
does exist in this langu—age. Semantically it must be the same as in English.

Syntactically, however, it seems to be quite different. We should, therefore,
\

alter or expand our theory, in order to account for the phenomenon in MG.
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The specific issues that are addressed in this chapter are :
e How can a governed element like pro be controlled?
e How do O(bligatory) C(ontrol) verbs behave in MG?

s How can we distinguish between Exceptional Case Marking (ECM)
and Control from Object?

4.2 The properties of PRO

As mentioned in section 4.1, Control theory deals with the referential prop-
erties of PRO. More spgcifically. it deals with its nature, distribution, an-
tecedem- status. and relation of this antecedent to PRO.

The GB theory has described PRO as a pronominal anaphor, which,
consequently, is ungoverned because of a clash of Binding principles A and
B, which require from it to be simultaneously bound and free in its govern- .
ing category. Because it is ungoverned it can only appear in positions like
the subject of non-finite clauses that lack AGR, a potential governor.

Its antecedent can be the subject or object of the matrix clause. It
has I‘Deen proposed that the structural relationship between PRO and its
antecedent is fhat of c-command (Williams 1981). However, Chomsky

(1981 and later work), rejects this'.

7o resolvs this controversy is beyond my aims at this point. Rather, I will focus on
the semantic : elationship which is one of referential dependency.

33



In certain analyses’ PRO..; is like PRO in that it;is [+ dependent]

and ungoverned. Their difference lies in the fact that the {former takes an

operator in COMP as its antecedent (see (3) below). As a result it cannot
be found in embedded clauses where the COMP position is already filled
(see (4)). ,

(3) It is time [comp Op [s PRO,,s to leave]]

(4) They asked me [corp how [s *PRO,, to bake the cake]]

4.3 Obligatory Control

Williams (1981) identifies some properties of OC; These are:
() A lgxica.l NP cannot appear in the position of PRO
(b) The antecedent precedes the controlled PRO
(¢) The antecedent c—-commands the controlled PRO
(d) The antecedent is thematically or gram'maticéll;\"’&ﬁﬁ;uely determined

(e) There must be an antecedent

The ungrammaticality or the controlled reference ofethe examples that
follow can be explained according to: Williams thased on the conditions
above®. Coame

(3) *John tried Bill to win 3

Epstein (1984), Jaeggli (1986). 13
3The examples are taken from Williams (1980) and Van Riemsdijk and Williams (1986)

-

1)
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(6) *John tried PRO Bill to win
(7) PRO; to leave would be John's; pleasure
(8) Jokn promised Bill PRO to leave

(9) *It was tried PRO to leave

-

1

‘On the one hand, MG exemplifies instances of OC like the following:

(10) pro epiyirise pro ne gftoktonis:
attempt-3sg commit suicide-3sg
past ~ subj

)

‘He attempted to commit suicide’
(11) *pro epiyirisa  to yignina aftoktonisi .

attempt-lsg John commit suicide=3sg
past ACC subj ’

*1 attempted John to commit suicide’

As condition (2) requires, a lexical NP cannot replace the cortrolled EC in
(10). Hence the ungrammaticality in (11). Condition (b), however, is not

satisfied for the same verb, given the free word order in MG:

(12) pro na aftoktonis: PIo epiyirise
. commit suicide-3sg attempt
subj . past

‘he attempted to commit suicide’
P



In (10) the antecedent c—-commands the controlled EC (condition (¢)), it is
' - .
thematically uniquely specified (conditionmd, finally, there exists an
/
antecedent, although phonetically unrealized (condition (e)). So the verb

epixirise ‘I attempted’ is one of OC but this property seems té depend on

specific lexical items rather than on an independent theory of OC based on

structural pttperties such as {a)-(e) above.

On the other hand, some MG verbs like pros;m@o ‘try’, apofasizo ‘de-
cide’, which would be expected to be OC vefbs, appear to behave much
more freely than their English counterparts. |
(13) pro; prospafo pro; na fivi o yianis

try-1lsg leave-3sg John
subj art NOM

‘I try (for) John to leave’
(14) pro; apofa.sis& pro; ne fiyume

decide-1sg leave—3pl
past subj

‘I decided (for) us to leave’

Unlike its English equivalent ‘try’ the verb prospafe is not one of OC
since in (14) the embedded EC is not controlled at all. Again the MG verb

apofasizo is different from its Eglish counterpart which requires OC.
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In conclusion, MG control verbs behave differently from the ones in

English.

4.4 The Situation in Modern &Greek ,

-~

By exdluding PRO from the EC’s inventory in MG, I assumed that pro

takes %\'er its role in all control structures, as shown in (1) repeated below

{ ~
as (13). i
(15) pro, prospafo pro. ne fivo - .
try-lsg leave-1sg
subj

‘I try to leave’

Both pro’s-in (15) are governed 'by AGR. The second one, however,
should be different in that it does not have independent reference. As a
result it must be controlled by pro; which is free in its governing category.

Apparently, there exists in MG a third type of pro, bésides the rcfcrcntitazl
and ezpletive ones. This third type, which T will ¢call contml!:f. pro, 1s not
exactly a pure pronominal, since it has controlled reference.

With respect to its receiving a referential index, controlled pro is marked

_ redund. ntly: through Government by AGR of the embedded clause and
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through Control by the matrix object or subject. Should we question then
the validity of Control theory or should we alter it?

One way.out of this problem is given .by Sufter (1986). Although the
coexistence of C:)ntrol and Government seems to contradict the Chom-
skyan theory of Control, Sufier claims that it does not. She explains that
coindexing in null-subject languages like Spanish, between pro and the
matrix object or subject is not done through Control theory “...but rather
thrbﬁgh the conjunction of the theory of indexing and the intrinsic prop-
erties (syntactic as well as semantic) of the matrix predicates.” (p.9). It
seems rea.sonable\to acéept Sufier's proposal to assume that pro cannot be
both governed and controlled in the conventional manner of Control. Since
we cannot question the existence of AGR or the fact that it can govern pro
we should reconsider Cc;ntrol theory. As I said before, Control will depend

>

on the lexical properties of the matrix verb, not on an independent theory

of Control based on PRO.

4.5 ECM versus Control from Object

ECM has been defined as the property of certain predicates by which lexical

subjects are allowed in infinitival complements in English as in (16), where
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believes assigns accusative to the embedded subject Jokn.

(16) Bill believes {s John to have lefi]

In contrast, Contro! from object is exemplified in (17) below, where
I

PRO is controlled by the accusative object of the matrix clause:

(17) I persuaded Bill [s PRO ?o go]

' As previous research indicates,? distinguishing between ECM and Ob-
ject Control is not always obvious in MG. It depends on the way th;.t the
brackets are placed within the construction. As subjunctives have no com-
plementizer or they have a null complementizer. clausal boundaries are not
overtly indicated. For example in (18) we could postulate two different

kinds of bracketing and, as a result, two different structures.

(18) — Belo [ ti maria na fivi]) ECM
Maria~-ACC

(19) - Belo ti maria [ — na fiyi ] Object Control
Maria-ACC

‘T want Maria to leave’

A

Structure (18) represents the ECM position: the matrix verb takes a

clausal coinplement and assigns accusative case to the embedded subject.

4Kakouriot’s (1980), Ingria (1981)
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(19) represents tﬁe Object Control position: the matrix verb takes an object
NP and a clausal co}:}nplement; accusative case is assigned to the NP &
mfria through gover;.ment by the matrix verb. In support of (18) are the
intuitipns of some twelve'native Greek spea.kers who unanimously chose (a)
over {b) when pfesentea with these as alternative paraphrases of (18) or, if
you prefer, (19).

(a) T went Marig to leave

(b) I want Maric, in order (for her) to leave :

: /
On the other hand. I believe that (20) constitutes evidence for (1), the

Object Control alternative.

(20) pro felo to <iani[pro na fiy: yelastos]
want-1lsg art John leave-3sg smiling
ACC NOM subj NOM

‘T want John to leave smiling’

The AP 7yelastos is assigned nominative case. This can oaly be' accept-
able, if we assume that there is a pro in the embedded clause coindexed with
the AP and marked for nominative case because if is'governed by AGR in
the embedded clause. If we assumed structure (18), the nominative AP

would not be able to be coindex.ed with the NP to viani which is marked'
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accusative. The same can be demonstrated through use of a quantifier like

monos ‘alone’ or olf *all’ (plural. masculine).

~ . :
(21) pro episa lus eryates [cp pro na fiyun oli)
persuade-1sg art workmen leave-3pl all
past ACC NOM subj NOM

‘I persuaded the workmen to leave all’

(20) also supports Philippaki-\Warburton's idea that #o yiani is in topic
posiiion. The;OPIC x;-ould receive accusati\;e from the matrix verb, and
pro would stifll be located as embedded subject. Her proposal bypasses
the ECM-Control from object question: to yignt is not anymore in ob jegt
position, so we do not have Object Control. At the same time pro is justified
as the argument receiving Nominative.

Further support for structure (20) is given by the ungrammaticality of

(22) below.

(22) pro felo to ~iant[cppro na fiyi *velasto ]
want-1lsg art John leave-3sg smiling
ACC NOM subj ACC

‘I want John to leave smiling’

[
B S

Perhaps, the lexical properties of the verb would help us decide about

bracketing in the examples discussed. To be more specific, if the verb felo
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subcategorizes for an object-NP plus a clause, we can assume that (19)

1s the correct bracketing. If it only takes a sentential complement as its

object, then (1S) must be the correct one.
4.6 Conclusion

To recapitulate, I have triedﬂto highlight the areas of Control in MG that
provide some problems to the GB theory. On the issue of controlled pro
_ I have obsez_'ved that t?}is EC is redundantly controlled in MG. Instead_
we should assume that it gets an index through the theory of indé:dng and
‘taking into account the semantic and syntactic properties of the predicates.
With respect to a classification of MG control verbs, it has been shown that
tﬂhe}' behave quite diﬁ'érently from the English ones, allowing OC more
freely, that is OC in MG is not as strict as it is in English. Finally, as
to how we can distinguish between ECM and Object Control, the issue

remains open to further discussion.



Chapter 5

Arbitrary pronominals in

Mo dern Greek

5.1 Introduction

This chapter'd'ea.l_s with\_ the semantic interpretation that some empty pro-
norninals receive in MG. I will show that several pro positions can be inter-
preted as arbitrary despite the fact that they are morphologically marked
for -pers‘;n. in Eaglish the equivalent is expressed by third persorn plural
(3p1) or second singular (2sg):

(1) They .;cl_l coke everywhere

*

(2) You can buy wine only ct the liguor store

Jaegzli (1986) has discussed similar phenomena in Spanish so his propos-

als are briefly presented. Trying to apply his proposed analysis, Ifound that
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MG behaves similarly in some respects, but it deviates from his assump-
tions in several respects: arbitrary reference of MG pronominals seems to
be related to tense and aspect, modal environment and some other factors.
As far as I know, such conditions have not been studied systematically in
MG or other pro-drop languages. This is precisely what the present chapter

focusses on.

5.2 Arbitary plural pronominals in English
and Spanish

5.2.1 Jaeggli 1986

Sevéral constructions involving arbitrary pronominals in Spanish are de-
. scribed, compared and investigated in Jaeggli (1986). The similarities be-
tween certain Spanish and English constructions receiving arbitrary ref-
erence are accounted not in terms of the pro-drop parameter (Chomsky
1981), but raihef in terms of the way in which arbitrary pronouns receive
an interpretative index. Moreover, this is directly related to the way Case
and thematic roles are assigned to them.

To be more specific, the impersonal they in English, as in (3) below, 1s

regarded as similar to the arbitrary plural in Spanish, as exemplified in (4),
(3) They sell cigareties at all gas stations
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(4) pro llaman a le puerta

call-3pl

‘(they) are calling at the door’

According to Jaeggighe similarity Lies on the fact that both the English
and Spanish pronominals. overt and empty respectively. receive arbitrary‘
reference.. The two appa.réritly different pronominals share the property
that they are [+dependent] elements which lack an antecedent. [+depen-
dent] elements are defined as those tﬁat fix their reference by linking it to an
antacedent (p.74). It is only referentially dependent prontminal elements
which lack an antecedent that receive arbitrary interpreta.tfon (p.75). In
contrast, arbitrary interﬁretatior{ is impossible with [-dependent] pronomi-
nals such as overt pronominals in Spanish. It is also impossible with [+de-
pendent] pronominals with a specific antecedent as those in passive, erga-
tives or middle voice constructions in English (p.52).

The positions where arbitrary plural pronominals are allowed are lsyntac)-
tically restricted: transitive, unergative intransitive and raising sentences
in Spanish. As Jaeggli observes, these environments shire the property
that “...the position o.ccupied by the arbitrary plural pronoun is neither

assigned objective case nor a §-role directly by the verb, nor is it in a chain
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which is assigned a §-role by the verb”(p.75). Such po/éitions (ie., positions
-assigneci a f-role) would be found in passive, ergative and middle voice
constructions. The special characteristic of the arbitrary plural construc-

tion is exactly that it is assigned an index at LF. “Hence they [arb. plurals]

are restricted to appear in positions which do not enter into crucial Case

-

or thematic relations until LF”(p.73).

One more point brought up by Jaeggli is the different status of PROgn
(as in NOC structures) and the impersonal se and arbitrary 3pl construc-
tions. In a sequence of two PROg.r. as in (5) below, both of them have to

select the same individuals; they have to be linked in reference.

T
(5) PRO winning this game requires [PRO mastering the end of the game]

-~

5 .
In the case of impersonal se and the arbitrary 3pl this is only an option.

The two pronominals may or may not be linked in reference as is the case

in (6) and,(7).

(6) Para que chi se pueda ganar mucho dinero cultivando marihuana es
necesersq que se controle muy poco estrictamente la produccion agri-
cola dﬁa region. (impersonal se) -

‘In order (for arb) to make a lot of money planting marihuana there,
it is necessary that arb control loosely the agricultural production of

that region.’

(7) Para que pro pueden ganar tanio dinero vendiendo droges debe ser
que pro controlan muy poco estrictamente el irdfico de drogas en este

46



pais. (arbitrary 3pl)

‘In order for arb to be able to make a lot of money selhng drugs it
must be the case that arb controls loosely the traffic of drugs in this
country.’ _ -

The reason why PRO,,; behaves differently from impersonal se and the
arbitrary plural is that PRO,,, requires to be bound by a null operator

whereas the latter do not have to do so. Jaegglt concludes that “...an

arbitrary pronominal cannot be in a chain that is case or §—marked "(p:62). -

And this brings us back to the conclusion given in the previous page (Jaeggli
p.75).

5.2.2 Critique of Jaeggli

Jaeggli's account seems unsatisfactory because it lacks clarity; he defines
[+ dependent] elements as those requiring an antecedent and he claims
that arbiltrary reference accompanies [+ dependent] elements that lack an
antecedent. Kondoravdi (1987:3) finds that his explanation is circular, as
“..binding... can look to see whether 2 given pronominal is to have an
arbitrary reference, a.nd., if it does, the binding between the pronominal
‘and the potential antecedent is annihilated”.

'\Igaddition to the above, Jaeggli’s predictions about passive and ergative
/ . / o

verbs not being able to re¢eive arbitrafy reference are contradicted by data™
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from MG, as we will see later on in this chapter.

5.3 Arbitrary pronominals in Modern Greek

5.3.1 Persons that receive arbitrary reference

The equivalent of whay Jaeggli and Sufier call the arbitrary plural pronem-

inal can be expressed equally well with either 3pl or 2sg persons;

(8) s aftoto ‘estiatorio —_ tros kala ke ftino

>
in this art restaurant eat—2sg good and cheap

‘in this restaurant (vou) eat good and cheap’

(9) —- bden milane me to stome ~yemato

NEG talk-3pl with art mouth full

‘(they) don’t talk with the mouth full’

The subjects m (8) and (9), represented by dashes, must be empty
pronominals, governed by AGR and should, therefore, tarry Case. In other
words, they act like pro’s and not PRO’s. Moreover, they ;nay have arbi-
trary reference, despite the fact that they are morphologically rpa.rked for
2sg and 3pl. They could equally well be translated as |

(8) ‘In this restaurant one eats well and cheap’.

48



(9) ‘One should not speak with the mouth full’.

As Suiier (1982) points out, proges 15 ambiguous between the arbitrary

e
and the specific referent reading. A second characteristic of prog, is that
it is indeterminate as to the number of referents. Arbitrary reference 1s

found with null pronominal elements in both main and embedded clauses

as shown in (10) and (11) respectively:

(10) pro lene ot fa vrezt evrio
say-3pl COMP rain-3sg
future i '

‘(they) say that it will rain tomorrow’

(11) mu ipe © ot pro ton zitane sto tilefono
_me teli-35g COMP him ask-3plat+art telephone

‘(he/she) told me tha@hey want him on the phone’

Sometimes the meaning of a sentence involving a 2sg verb can be ex-
pressed with 1pl retaining the arbitrariness in reference. The only thing
that f:.ha.ngk‘s is that, when 1pl is used, the speaker is included in the sub-

ject as in the following:

(12) 2o oti pro d:ps pro simen: ot
art COMP " be thirsty-2sg mean-3sg COMP
o0 oryenismossu  xTigzele nero
art orFanism yours need-3sg water

‘the fact that you are thirsty means that your body needs water’
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(13) to ot pro dipsame pro simen:  of:

art COMP be thirsty-1pl mean-3sg COMP -
oryanismos mas xriczete | nero : '
art organismm  ours need-3sg water

‘the fact that we are thirsty means that our body needs water’

So far I have simply shown the ways by which arbitrary reference of
pronominals is expressed in MG. To recapitulate these are:

"~ e 2sg
e 3pl
o 1pl

5.3.2 The role of tense and aspect in arbitrary refer-
ence ’

In this section I will identify the environments where a.r't;itra.ry reference
1s possible and exhaustivel}_’ describe them, in relation to the features in
INFL and the ways that they affect the properties of empty subjects. I will
show that use of all the three alternatives (2sg, 3pl and 1pl) is not always
possible in the same circumstances; in certain of them only two or one are
allowed (examples follow).

Another point that I would like to make is that ergative and passive
verbs in MG sometimes do allow arbitrary reference contrary to the claims
of Jaeggli (1986:49). Finally, I will show that in several cases, where both

the arbitrary and the definite choice are allowed slight modifications should
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be made to the sentence, in order to get the arbitrary reference. Let’s

examine these facts more closely with examples drawn from MG. .

. 3
To begin with. an example where all three persons will be allowed to -

receive arbitrary reference in an identical environment does not seem to be
a possible case. Rather it seems that the 3pl person can have arbitrary
reference more easily than the other two persons. For example, in (14)
below the same sentence is used three times. (14a) deﬁ.nitely has arbitrary
reference. (14b) is a less clear case of prog,;. Finally, in (14c) where 1pl is
used, prog,, is not possible. Similar behaviour of pro.,s is shown in (15).

(14)(a) o ~ianis feli pfoﬂ,b na ton prosexun
want-3sg him pay attention-3pl
‘John wants attention to be paid to him’
(literally, ‘John wants that they pay attention to him’)

(14)(b) o ~ianis f8eli 7proa., na ton prosexis
want-3sg him pay attention—2sg
‘John wants attention to be paid to him’ -
(literally, ‘John wants that you pay attention to him’)

(14)(z) o ~yianis feli *prog., na ton prosexume
want-3sg him pay attention-1pl .
‘John wants us to pay attention to him’
(literally, ‘John wants that we pay attention to him’)

(15)(2)  prous ktipun tin porte
knock-3pl art door
‘(they/one) is/are knocking on the door’

1The interp.etation of the sentences is my own.
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(15)(b)  *proars ktipas tin porie
knock-2sg art door
‘you are knocking on the door’
(15){(c)  *proass iﬁ@amc tin porte
knock-1pl art door
‘we are knocking on the door’

_ As mentioned before, sometimes the sentence should be modified, if we
want to get arbitrary reference for the 2sg or the 3pl persons. The modifi-
cations include tense and/or aspect change or addition of some condition,
so that the sentence's time reference is clearly unspecified. Such condi-

- tions can be given with adverbs ( eg., sixna ‘usually’, spania ‘rerely’, penda
‘always’, etc... ).

(16)(2) pro.s den milane me to stoma yemalo
NEG talk-3pl with the mouth full
‘one should not speak with the mouth full’

(16)(b) *prosm den milas me tfo stoma -yemato
‘ NEG talk-2sg with the mouth full
" ‘you should not speak with the mouth full’

(16)(c) pote pro den prep: Progs ne milasme to- stoma vyemato
never NEG must-3sg talk-2sg with the mouth full
‘you should not never speak with the mouth full’

In (16¢) the addition of the conditich pote fen prepi modifies the sen-

tence, resulting in the possibility of pros.s. Contrast this with (16b) above,



where only pro with definite reference is possible. The same is shown in
(17) below: -
(17)(a)  *proers tu tilefonises
him call-2sg
past
‘(vou) called him’
(17)(b) = prog. tu tilefonis kje Sen apandai  kenis

him call-2sg and NEG answer-3sg nobody
‘one calls &m and nobody answers’

(17)(c)  progss tu tilefonun biarkos
N him call-3pl all the time
‘somebody calls him all the time’

In (17b) we notice a change in the tense and aspect of the verb (past
simple becomes present habitual) which accompanies the addition of the
condition. The result is that the time reference of the sen.tence has become
u:ﬁspeciﬁed. The same result is effected with the adverb diarkos ‘2ll the
time” in (17c).

Another noteworthy phenomenon is the occasional allowing of arbitrary
reference with passive and ergative verbs in MG. Recall that according
to Jaeggli's proposed analysis, passive and middle voice verbs as well as
ergatives .do not allow it. Some counter examples taken from MG are the

’

following:

o3



(18)(a) prog. silemvenese  apo tin aslinomic yieto paramikro s afti i yore
) be arrested-2sg by art police for theslightest in this art country
‘in this country vou are arrested by the police even for the smallest

crime’

Notice that arbitrary reference is not so clear with the 3pl in the same

sentence

18)(a ?prog-s silamvenonde  apo tin astinomic yiafo paramikros efti it yore
p ? B X
be arrested-3pl by art police for the slightest in this art country
‘in this country they are arrested by the police even for the smallest

crime’
To sum up, what we have seen so far is that MG deviates from what
Jaeggli has observed for Spa;i%n\that:
(2) it can have arbjtrary reference: assigned to 2sg.and 1pl pronouns (be-
sides 3pl)
(b) it allows passive and ergative verbs to receive arbitrary reference

(c) it 2llows arbitrary reference with a change in the time reference of
the sentence ( unspecified in time ).

5.4 Arbitrary reference in Italian

The fact that 2sg may be arbitrary in reference has been observed by Cinque

(1987) for Italian.

(18) Quando sei nasci ricco, puos fare certe cose

‘When you are born rich you can do certain things’
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Cinque also observes that the arbitrary interpretation is lost when the
time reference of the sentence is specific. Thus (20) below contrasts with
(19): in (20) the 2sg person cannot be arbitrary.

(20) Sei nato ricco, e ellora puot fare certe cose

“You were born rich, and thus you can do certain things’

His claim is that there are two usages of the arbitrary pronoun, which
he calls quasi-ezistential and quasi-universel, respectively. In a systematic

way he sumrmarizes the properties of each one of them, which I repeat

below:

Quasi—existential interpretation Quasi-universal interpretation

(2)

compatible with specific
time reference

(2)

incompatible with specific
time reference

(b} incompatible with ‘generic  (b) compatible with generic
time reference time reference

(c) incompatible with con- (c) compatible with contexts
texts suspending the speci- suspending the specificity
ficity of the time reference of time reference

(d) compatible with the exis- (d) incompatible with the ex-
tence of a single individual istence of a single individ-
satisfying the description ual satisfying the descrip-

tion

(e) restricted to [ NP, S | 6-

marked in D-structure (e) non-restricted to [ NP,S ]

8- marked in D-structure



P

Cinque concludes that “The l.iezi"to understanding of tht:: two different
aré) interpretati‘ons_a.nd of their different clusters of properties appears to
be the di;’fei—ent semantics of the generic and specific time reference.” {p.34)

I agree with Cinquie’s claim about time reference and its relation to

arbitrariness of pronominals. It seems to me that this is the major factor

s N

related to arbitrary reference. The examples _tha.t foll_ow; (21) and (22),
show that the verbal category ( in/transitive, un /ergative; copulative, pas-
sive ahd raising verbs) is not essentially related to the arbitrariress of the
empty pronominal®. In (21) 2sg is used exclusively, wheréas-iz} (22) only

3pl appears. I will leave 1pl aside for the moment.
. re
21} a Transitive spanieprog,s vriskis aules ton yimona
: peniep X
rarely find-2sg strawberries art winter
‘rarely one finds strawberries during the winter”™

(21)(b) Intransitive stin  anglic prog., obtvyis  arisiera
in+art England drive—2sg left
‘in England one drives on the left’

- w— (21)¢) Unergative en ine ' kalo PIOarb na dulevissio spits
be-3sg good work-2sg in+art home
SUBJ

‘it is not good for one to work at home’

(21)(d) Ergative stin  ezox! Pro., kimase pio  efkola
indart country sleep—2sg more-easily
‘in the countryside one sleeps easier’

2Verb types taken as defined in Cinque (1987)
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(22)(=)

(22)(b)

(22)(c)

(22)(e)

(22)(f)

Copulative

Raising

Passive

Transitive

Intransitive

Unergative

Ergative

Copulative

tipote fen se sozm, an PTO.rp €m ise grosios a;;o AI.pS
nothing NEG you save-3sg if be-2sg sick  from AIDS
‘nothing can save wou if you have AIDS’

Drosrs fenese Pi0  TEOS GTPTOg.p 1€

seem-2sg more young if = be-2sg b
mikrokamomenos
built small
‘one looks vounger if one is built small’
DIOqurb silamvanese a.po' tin ast:'nomﬁz ~yia
_ be arrested-2sg by art police for =~
to paramikro s aftt &z £ 0Ta
art  slightest in this art country

*in this couniry vou are arrested by the
police even for the smallest cnime’

» - "'
spania 7prog,y vriskun froules ton ximone
rarely . - find-3pl strawberries art winter
‘rarely they find sirawberries during the winter’

stin  anglia  Drogs obiyun  aristere
in+art England drive-3pl left
‘in England one drives on the left’

éen ine kalo ?pros. na dulevun sto spiti

be-3sg good work-2pl in+art home
SUBL

“it is not good for them to work at home’

stin exoxi 7proer kimunde pio  efkola
in+art country sleep-3pl more easily
‘in the countryside they sleep easier’

tipote ében se soz, an 7prog. tne - erosti apo AIDS

. nothing NEG you save-3sg if = be-3pl sick  from AIDS

Raising

‘nothing can save them if them have AIDS’

*Droses fcnonde pio mei ar*proges ine

F

n
-1
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. seem-3pl more young if be-3pl

mikrokemoment”
“built small
‘they look younger if they are built small’
22)(g) Passive  7pro.. silemvanonde apo tin cstinomiz yia
: be arrested-3pl by art police for
o peremkro s aftr s xora
art slightest in this art ~ country

‘in this country they are arrested by the
police even for the smallest crime’

In conclusjon. (21) and (22) demonstrate that verbal category is not
. o . ‘
a primary factor as concerns the arbitrary reference of pro. Furthermore,
they show that person, 2sg versus 3pl. is a far more important factor: the

same verb may or may not permit pro.,s in both persons Later I will show

that verb category does play some role in arbitrary pro interpretation.

5.5 Other factors relating to arbitrary ref-
erence of pronouns

To be able to prove that it is mainly the time reference of theg verb —in other
words, TENSE/ASPECT in INFL- that decides abo-ut the non/arbitrary
reference of the pronoun I am going to exa:ﬁine which tenses are inherently
specified in time. These tenses should always be accompanied by specific

reference, whereas. the ones with generic time reference should not. The
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eight tenses of the MG verbal paradigm are marked [* specific] in time

refererce helow?. -

Present [ specific]

Past Continuous - speciﬁc]

Simple Past ’ [+ specific]

Simple Future [—- specific]

Future Continu;us [- specific] \
Present Perfect [- specific] . ,‘
Past Pexifect [- specific]

Future Perfect [- specific]

A

It seemns that tenses carrying [+ perfective] or [+ continuous] aspect are
marked [~ specific] for time reference, whereas those that are [~ perfective]
or [- continuous] are marked [+ specific)®.

In the sentences that follow I will attempt to show that arbitrary ref—

erence of the empty pronominal is allowed with tenses that are inherently

3Refer to tables 3.1 and 3.3 , chapter 3 for an, example of a conjugated verb
4Present tense is [+,~ specific] because, despite its single morphological form it can
have either [+ continuous] or [~ continuous] aspect.



marked [- specific] in time.The same is expected to happen with the tenses

which are interpreted as such because they are ambiguous.

. (23)(a)  prous kenun ton stawvro tus’ ofan progs benun  stin  eklisic
do-3pl art cross theirs when enter~3pl intart church
present present '

‘one should cross themselves when they enter a church’

(23)(b)  ebo prosms fen plironis tipote an en minis  efyvaristimenos
here NEG pay-2sgnothing if NEG stay-2sg satisfied-2sg
present present
‘here one pays nothing if one is not satisfied’

(23)(¢)  simeyos PrOcrs anakaliptun kenuries favmaturyes Sietes
21l the time discover-3pl new miraculous diets
present

‘they discover new miraculus diets all the time’

(24)(a) s afto to mavyazi prog,, dokimazes ola ta krasia Sorean
in this art store try-2sg  all art wines free
past cont. '
“in this store one used to try every wine for free’

(24)(b)s afto to mavyazi *pro.., dokimases olec t¢ krasic orean
in this art store try~2sg  all art wines free
past simple
‘in this store you tried every wine for free’

(24)(c)  akom: pro..s Sen anakalipsan to farmako ~iaton kerkino
yet NEG discover-3pl art medicine for*art cancer
past simple

‘they haven’t discovered the cure for cancer yet’
. :

(24)(d) prog., pivenanpanda mazi  sto sinema
go—3pl always together to+art movies N
past cont >

‘they always went to the movies together’
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(24)(e)

(24)(5)

sta 1954 progry kataferan  prog.s ne zeperesun to fraymetu iyu
in+art manage-3pl art barrier art sound
past simple

‘in 1954 they managed to break the sound barrier’

Progrs 8a me viepun ke fa ~elun
will me see-3pl and will laugh-3pl
future |
‘they will laugh when they see me’

The additional data in (23) and (24) clearly show that-tense/aspect is a

crucial but not unique factor in the interpretation of pro. Apparently other

factors should be taken into consideration. These factors are:

(a) person. as mentioned above.

(b) type of verb, not necessarily along Jaeggli's classification.

(c) modal context, ie., futurity or conditionality.

5.6 Conclusion

-

To recapitulate, 2sg, 1pl and 3pl pro can receive a.rbitra.fy reference in MG,

despite the fact that it is governed with and coindexed by AGR.

I demonstrated how Jaeggli's assumptions with respect to pronominal

arbitrary reference fail to apply in MG and I suggested that one should

rather ook for other factors to account for it. More specifically, it is not

the fact that the candidates for arbitrary reference are not assigned Case or

61 .



a 6-role directly by the verb. Rather, time reference (tense and/or aspect)
decides v."hether. pro is going to be arbitrary or not. Some other factors
relating to pro.., are: modal environment, type of verb and person (2sg vs.
3pi). Type of verb (verbal category) is important but not as presented by
Jaeggli. since the factors are not Case or f-role as hPwsuggests.

MG defies Jaeggli's analysis in a fundamental point in his ;malysis: Al-
dependent] element. pro, is able to receivg arbitrary reférence. According
to Jaeggli it is only [+ dependent] elementg that lack an antecedent which
can be arbitrary.

It should be made clear that in this chapter I have simply highlighted
some factors related to pro,,,. Further research is necessary, in order to
comprehensively explain the phenomena and incorporate them in the gen-

eral GB framework.



Chapter 6

Conclusion

n

Linguists have become increasingly aware of the relevance of cross-language
studies. Such studies provide a wealth of valuable data that kelp m gaining
a proper u;zderstanding of the ways that UG should be stmcturec.l. Within
this general approach, parametrization allows for cross-linguistic differences
such as the ones between pro—drop and non-pro—drop languages. The basic
theor-y of ':IG remains constant; it is only the value of the parameter that
changes, so that languages demonstrate apparently difierént behaviours.
The present work hopes to promote this goal of contemporary linguis-
tics by examining the little explored language of MG. One fact should be
stressed: the primary aim is highlighting some interesting, ie., problematic,
issues raised by MG, not always providing an answer. Among the questions

that have been raised within the course of the thesis are:
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1

(a) Is PRO ever present in MG, despite the fact that all MG clauses are
finjte?

(b) What would be a theory of Control without' PRO?

(¢) In case we replace PRO by pro, how can we justify the fact that a
governed element can appear in controlled positions?

(d) What would be the conditions according to which pro can receive
arbitrary interpretation?

Chapter 3 deals with question (a). It proposes that PRO does not
exist at all in MG. This claim stands even for gerunds. PRO cannot be
in sﬁbjei:t—of-—ge.rund position, because gerunds lack AGR but TENSE is
regarded as a governor.

1‘_ With respect to question (b}, it is claimed in Chapter 4 that Control
in MG is effected through a combination of a theory of indexing and the
specific semantic and syntactic properties of the predicates. Control theory
in MG séems to be semantically the same as in English, a matrix subject or
objecfc is related to the embedded subject, but it is syntactically different.
PRO is replaced by a contfolled pro. This brings us to question (¢) of how
a governed eIemen't like pro be controlled which has been answered above.

Chapter 5 answers question (d). It is suggested that the factors which

determine the arbitrary reference of pro are person, tense.and/or aspect in

INFL, type of verb and modal context.
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At the moment, when comparatively very little is known about the syn-
tax of the MG sentence, MG might seem to be somehow “messy”. By
this I fnean that it might seem suspect on theoretical grounds because MG
svntactic phenomena are not consistent with the general analyses provided
by GB. Accgrding to Ingria (1981:229), for example, Raising and Control
(EQUI) phenomena in MG are syntactically free. Under the light of similar
works it may be assumed that it is not zlways possible to provide a com-
prehensive, general system of ru‘les for MG within the GB framework. My
belief 1s, however, thét only when more data are brought up and analysed
will it become.clear that MG complies with the GB rule system!.

As it hasl already been mentioned, not always have I selected a specific
solution among the alternatives that were brought up. A féir number of
questions have remained unanswered:

(2) The ECM versus Control from Object controversy
(b) The classification of OC verbs in MG

(¢) Prevalent and secondary factors affecting the arbitrary reference of
pro

With questions like the above still unanswered, it 1s obvious how much

For a treatment of Raising phenomena within GB see Rivero (1987) and (1988).



research there is to be done on MG. 'I;his language seems to ofier a chal-

lenging opportunity for fruitful linguistic research.
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1pl
2sg
ACC
AGR

art

EC

- ECM

ECP

GB

INFL

LF

MG

NEG

NOC

NOM

Abbreviations:

grammatically unacceptable
of doubtfull grammaticality
first person plural
second person singular
accusative case
' agreement

article

, iEmpty Category
lExceptional Case Marking
Empty Category Principle
Government and Binding
inflection
Logical Form
Modern Greek
negation
Non-Obligatory Control

nominative case

67



OC
subj

UG

Obligatory Control
subjunctive

Universal Grammar

!
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