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This work Is about:

The constraints on the alternations within MWESs
between:

® free genitive NPs and dative genitives
® g¢ (to) /amo (from)-PPs and dative genitives




Why this research?

® [or a sounder representation of the
oroperties of MWEs for lexicographic and

parsing purposes

® For corroborating the research on the
phenomenon of the Dative Genitive and its
relation to the syntactic mechanisms of

______expressing events




Our working definition of a MWE
A MWE is an identifiable set of words that:

® are subject to specific morphosyntactic
constraints

® |ts semantics Is not derived directly from Its
parts; instead it is idiosyncratic.

- —



Our working definition of Dative
Genitive (DG) (1)

» A preverbal resumptive pronoun (1) that has the function
of an applicative or of an argument of a verb such as
divw (give) or mraipvw (take).

1) Tou diéppnéav To OTTITI KAI TOU TTAipaVv Ta KAEIOIG TOU
QUTOKIVITOU

DG.3RP preak_in-V.3PL the house-ACC and DG.3RP took-V.3PL
the keys-ACC the car-GEN

~ “They broke into his house and stole the car keys”




Our working definition of Dative
Genitive (DG) (2)

» Clitic doubling is possible (2) but a full NP can not be
used on its own in preverbal position (3)

2) Tou lNdavvn Tou dIEppPNCav TO OTTITI...

3)Tou lMNavvn diEppncav 10 OTTITI...
(acceptable only as a strongly emphatic statement of

-isession) . -



Previous Work (1)

Tzartzanos (1946) (general language):
® a dative genitive exists in Modern Greek
® realized pre- or post- verbally (2,3)
® realized by full NP or clitic pronoun form

1.H Mapia papel €Eva pouxo Tou TTaIdiou TNG.
The Maria-NOM makes-V.3SG a garment-ACC the child-GEN POSS.3

2. H Mapia pael TOU TTaIdI10U TNG  £vVA POUXO.
The Maria-NOM makes-V.3SG  the child-DG POSS.3 a garment. ACC

3. H Mapia TOU papel Eva pouxo.
The Maria-NOM DG.3RP makes-V.3SG a garment- ACC




Previous Work (1)

® functions as the ancient dative case in both ‘give’ verbs (4,5) and
In constructions such as (6).

4. Tig ool Edwkev TNV £¢ouaiav (Matthew 21:23 V-AIA-3S)

“T'olog oou €dwoe TNV e¢ouaia”

5. Kai rpocégpepov aurw aidia iva aut@wv ayntar  (Mark 10:13)
“kal Tou £€@epvav KOvTA Tou TTaidId yia va Ta ayyiger”

6. OTI TTaudiov £€yevvnOn nuiv (1s.9:5)

yiaTi Jag yevvnonke éva ayopl”




Previous Work (2)

Fotopoulou (1993) (in MWES):

v' Studies full NPs that
e are in the genitive case and are attached to a fixed N (xavw 1a ixvn K1)

* are the objects of a P that is attached to a fixed N (Balw Adyia o€ K1)

* the possible alternations of these NPs with se-PPs, DGs or possessive
pronouns

v" She concludes that:
* se-NPs alternate with DGs but not with possessives
* genitive NPs

* may alternate with DGs & possessives but not with se- PPs if they are
attached to body parts

* otherwise they do not alternate with DGs or se-PPs but only with
possessives.

.® there are some intermediary cases that alternate with aII possmle
1ants (DG onaw TOV TO'(]|J'ITOUK(] katrolou/og-NF




Previous Work (2)

v’ Fotopoulou (1993) offers an extensive description of the
phenomena under scrutiny. However, the approach:

* |eaves out cases of pronominal possessives (Tpwel Ta
vUxla 1nG) and does not explain their behavior with respect
to the DG alternation

* does not set constraints on the ‘P-NP to DG’ alternation

* by restricting the approach to body parts it enforces
metaphorical interpretations:

* Bpiokw 10 KOUMTTi NP-GEN-anim,
* avapw Ta Aaptrakia NP-GEN-anim
koupuTri (button) /Aaptrakia (light bulbs) have to be
econstructed as body parts) _




Our dataset

® About 200 Modern Greek Free Subject Verb MWEs drawn
from a corpus of 1200 MG verb MWEs (Samaridi, 2014).

They include:

1. Full genitive NPs dependent on a fixed nominal (58 MWEs in
our dataset).

2. Possessive pronouns dependent on fixed nominal bound by
the subject or the object (64 in our dataset).

3. Only Dative Genitives (15 in our dataset)

4. oe-/amo-free NPs dependent on fixed noun (65 in our |
. dataset) : -



Free genitive NPs vs DG in MG MWEs
(Semantic features)

Free genr“ve NPs Dat|ve GenltlveS
I. denote both animate i. always denote an
and inanimate entities animate entity
Il. can be bound by either Il. are never bound by
subject or object subject or object




Free genitive NPs vs DG in MG MWESs
(Phrasal features)

Free genitive NPs Dative Genitives
Instantiated as: Instantiated as:
e Afull NP * Always a weak pronoun

« A postnominal weak * Always preverbal

pronoun

— Always dependent on > Always dependent on verbs
ominals. :




Free genitive NPs and Dative Genitives in Modern
Greek MWEs (1)

They alternate but NOT freely:

Avepalouv 1o nBIKO TOU KOOuou. / Tou avepadouv 10 nBIKO.
Raise-3.PL the morale-ACC the people-GEN. / DG.3RP
“They are psyching the people up”

H EAévn TPWEI Ta vUxIQ NnG./ *Tng n EAEvn Tpwel Ta vuyla.
The Helen-NOM eat-3.SG the nails-ACC POSS.34./ *DG.3RP ..
“Helen is worried”

‘E@ayav Tnv okovn rou Aiauavridon/ *Tou £payav Tnv okovn
ate-3.PL the dust-ACC the Diamantidis- GEN / *DG.3RP

: lagged behind Diamantidis”




Free genitive NPs and Dative Genitives in Modern
Greek MWES (2)

They co-exist when they refer to two different entities:

H Mapia, TOU €0EICE Ta OOVTIA NG:.
The Maria-NOM DG.3RD shown-3.SG the teeth-ACC POSS.3RD.

“Maria threatened him”




1. When a free genitive NP can alternate with a free Dative
Genitive(1)?

A free DG may replace a free genitive NP iff:

1. There are no binding phenomena

2.




No binding phenomena

Pronoun necessarily bound by subject - a constraint on the structure of the MWE:

H EAévn Tpwel Ta vUxia TNG.
The Eleni-NOM eats-3.SG the nails-ACC POSS. SRS
“Eleni is very anxious”

rkE)\évr] TPWEI T VUXIA
DG.3RP the Eleni-NOM eats-3.SG the nails-ACC.

Pronoun necessarily bound by object - a constraint on the structure of the MWE :
Badw  Tov MNwpyo, oTtn B€on Tou;,.

put-1.SG the George -ACC to-the posmon POSS.3RP
“I put George in his place”

*Tou; Badw Tov lNwpyo; oTn B€on.
DG.3RD putl.SG the George -ACC to-the position-ACC. o




Necessary binding as a strong component of MWE
identity

® PRO, éByaAe Ta oukwTIa TOU, =>» possessive genitive and subject do not co-
refer idiomatic-compositional meaning, causative, DG: Tou; PRO, £ByaAe Ta
OUKWTIA

® PRO, éByale Ta oukwrTia Toy; =» possessive genitive and subject co-refer,
idiomatic meaning, non-causative, no DG: *Tou; PRO, EBYOAE TO CUKWTIA

The idiomatic meaning is preserved In causative-inchoative
alternation that returns a MWE with a fixed subject and co-
reference is ruled out:

® TITAON PE AEPOOTATO: KOUVOUOE OV EKKPEPEG TO ATIUO, MOU
BynKav Ta oUuKwTIa! = idiomatic meaning, non- causatlve




More on binding: Accidental Binding
no constraint on the structure of the MWE

KoupdoTtnka va ByaAw auTéG TIC 10€€C aTmro TO MUOAO Tou KworTa.
Tired to get out these the ideas-ACC from-PREP the mind-ACC the Costas-GEN.
KoupdoTnka va Tou ByaAw aTroé TO MUOAO QUTEG TIG IO€EG.

Tired-1SG  to DG.3RP get_out-1SG from-PREP the mind-ACC these the ideas-ACC.

Qa TIC ByaAw QUTEG TIG 10€€EG atro TO MUAAO MOu.
PTFUT PN get_out-1SG these the ideas-ACC from-PREP the mind-ACC POSS.15T".

*Oa MOU  TIC BydaAw QUTEG TIG  10€€EG atro TO MUQAO.
PTFUT DG.15T PN get_out-1SG these the ideas-ACC from-PREP the mind-ACC.




* |nability to alternate in the presence of binding
phenomena seems to be due to more general properties
of MG resumptive pronouns that can not be bound by a

co-argument.

While binding phenomena in a MWE may be
o necessary, that is part of the MWE's fixed structure
o accidental, that is a random requirement of discourse
the mechanism that blocks the DG alternation is derived from

general properties of the language




When a free genitive NP can alternate with a free
Dative Genitive (2)?

A free DG may replace a free genitive NP iff:

1

2. NP denotes an animate directly affected by the
situation denoted by the MWE




When a free genitive NP can alternate with a free

Dative Genitive?

The genitive NP denotes a person directly affected in the situation
denoted by the MWE:

H aywvia Tpwel Ta cwBika TnG EAEvNG entails that Eleni (+anim) suffers
under the situation denoted by the expression (that has no
compositional semantics)

H aywvia TPWEI Ta CWBIKA TG EAévNG. /
the agony-NOM eats the guts-ACC the Helen-GEN
“‘Agony eats at Eleni/Agony eats at her”

H aywvia ™G TPWEI Ta OWOIKA.
the agony-NOM DG.3RP eats the guts




MWE entails that the subject of the expression was affected
by the event denoted while the entity denoted by the free
genitive NP is not necessarily affected.

‘Epayav TNV okovn Tou AlauavTion.
ate-3.PL the dust-ACC the Diamantidis-GEN
“They lagged behind Diamantidis”.

*Tou £@ayav Tnv oKovn.
DG.3RPate-3.PLthe dust-ACC




When a free genitive NP can alternate with a free
Dative Genitive?

This approach is more general than Fotopoulou (1993) that
only talks about body parts and enforces metaphorical
Interpretations:

H ouptrepipopd  uou NG  avapel Ta AaUTTAKIa.

The behavior-NOM POSS.1st DG.3' switch_on.V.3SG the lights-ACC
“My behavior made her furious”

O uTtToupyoS AvVOWE Ta AQUTTAKIO TOU dNUAPXOU.

The minister-NOM switched on.V.3SG the lights-ACC the mayor-GEN
_“The minister made the mayor furious”



2. MWEs with a free DG as part of the fixed MWE
syntax (2).
A free DG is part of fossilised syntax of the MWE and does not
alternate with a free genitive NP

<> ldiomatic meaning/compositional meaning

To oupBav TOU EKope T TTOdIA.
The event-NOM DG-3RP cut-3SG the legs-ACC.

<> Only compositional meaning

*To ouppav EKOWE Ta TTO0IA ToUu Nikou/Tou
The event-NOM cut-3.SG the legs-ACC the Nikos-GEN POSS.3RP




3. Dative Genitives alternating with og/atmo-PPs (1)

> 0o¢ (to)/até (from)-PP alternates with DG iff the NP of the PP
denotes an animate.

o The MWE requires an animate NP:

O1 yadnrtég EByaiav YAwooa oTn OaoKAAA.--*OTOV TTiVOKA.

The students-NOM took out-3.PL tongue-ACC to_the teacher-
ACC.ANIM

O1 yadnrtég ™NG EByaiav YAwooa.

The students-NOM DG.3RP took_out-3.PL tongue-ACC

“The students answered back to the teacher”




3. Dative Genitives alternating with og/atmo-PPs (2)

o The MWE requires an animate NP:

Agv TTAipvOUV KOUBEVTA ATTO TOV UTTOUPYO.--- *ATTO TOV AUTOUATO TNAEPWVNTA
Not-NEG take-3PL word-ACC from-PREP the minister-ACC.ANIM

“They don’t take a word from the minister”

Agv TOU TTaipvouVv KOUREvTa.
Not DG.3RP take-3PL word-ACC

o The MWE does not require an animate NP:

Aiveic Baon oto padnua
divelc Baon




When we encode MWES:

(1) binding of the possessive pronoun is a lexical property
(2) meaning of the MWE is a lexical property
(3) whether the P selects an animate is again a lexical

property

Thus, MWEs of cases (2) and (3) have to be marked for the
ability to participate to the Dative Genitive alternation
because it iIs not derived from general principles of the
language.



Conclusions

In the MWEs DG:
1. Can be part of the fossilized structure of the MWE.

2. Can be the result of an alternation with se/apo- PP or

free genitive NP Iff:
=  Animate

= Not bound

= Directly affected

3. Unlike compositional language DG never introduces an
~_additional participant in the event denoted with the ver
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Genitive Dative and Possession in MG (NOT in
MWEs)1

Genitive Dative gradually

replaced Ancient Greek Dative  H Mapia pdBer éva pouxo Tou Traidiol Tng.
H Mapia pdapel Tou TTaidiou Tng €va pouxo.

“... phrases in which a (examples from Tzartzanos)
displacement of genitive relation

was possible ***keep in mind 611 €dw o T{&pTlavog
contributed to the replacement. TTEPIYPAPEI hIa DOTIKN HE Aiyo aANIWTIKA

XAPOKTNPIOTIKA aTTO QUTA TTOU TNG WO AE:
can be pre and post verbal, not only
resumptive pronoun but also full NPs)

Genitives assigned to nouns
(genitive possessives)

could be considered

attached to the verb as datives”
(Tzartzanos, 1946)




e goal or endpoint

Genitive Dative and Possession in MG (NOT in MWEs) 2

Xeipoupynaoav 10 TTODI TOU.

Tou YEIpoUpyNGay To 63! Edwoa oT1o Navvn 1o BiBAio.

Tou €dwaoa T10 BIBAIio.

‘ETpEXE 0 1I0PWTAG TOU TTOTAI.

Tou £TPEXE O |6p(bTag TTOTAWI. (MWE????) Genitive Dative does not introduce an extra

argument.

-Genitive dative introduces an extra
argument NOT not licensed by the
valence (argument structure) of the verb

Alternative expression of a thematic role
(goal)

Typically occurring in cases of give/take
verbs (much closer to the literal meaning
of dative)

The extra argument denotes an animate
entity

The entity is directly affected some notation of possession still exists
Presumably parallel to the “Ethical Dative” of

Ancient Greek - the Dative possessor has probably

developed by metaphorical extension of
the

goal schema to the possessive domain
based on the conceptualization of the

Strong connotations of possession
(inalienable possession, body parts)

s, POSS alternation allowed



Examples of Free genitive NPs & Dative Genitives

Free genitive NP
O Nikog; BéAel Ta Ae@Ta TOU, /TOU..
The Nick-NOM wants-3.SG the money-ACC POSS.3RP

Nick; wants his,; money”.

Dative genitive
Tou dIEppnEav To OTTITI KAl TOU TTAPAV Ta KAEIOIA TOU QUTOKIVITOU
DG.3RP the house-ACC and DG.3RP took-V.3PL the keys-ACC the car-GEN

“They broke into his house and stole the car keys”
ttp://www.newsit.com.cy/default.php?pname=Article&art id;l

=31



http://www.newsit.com.cy/default.php?pname=Article&art_id=167286&catid=31
http://www.newsit.com.cy/default.php?pname=Article&art_id=167286&catid=31

