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Complementizers in matrix contexts I ] I

Matrix complementizers Overview Our proposal

Languages like Malayalam (1), Ewe (2), Tigrinya (3) have elements that occur both as complementizers in
embedded contexts (1-3a) and reportative markers 1in matrix contexts (1-3b)

Proposal: By adopting a Kratzer (2006)-style analysis, which locates modal quantification of attitude
predicates in the complementizer, we unify embedded and matrix uses of complementizers

e (1-3b) are genuinely monoclausal, not the result of ellipsis or null verbal elements (see (4-5))

(1) Malayalam (/ndia; Dravidian)
a. prime minister varunnu ennu john paranju
prime ministercoming C  John said

e We adopt the decompositional approach to attitude verbs de-
scribed by Kratzer (2006).

e We further adopt Sundaresan’s (2018) proposal for indexi-

cal shift, which she attributes to a context shifting operator.
Shiftable pronouns retrieve their reference from the shifted

“John said that the Prime Minister 1s coming”

b. pr%me m%n?ster Varuiii eniu e In Ewe and Tigrinya, the complementizer alone introduces an author arguments 1n matrix clauses; in context
prime minister coming C Malayalam the attitude holder 1s understood to be some non-participant individual This of ' tor that G 1ds and
“Someone said that the Prime Minister 1S coming™ e This morpheme licenses indexical shift in Tigrinya (3) and logophoricity in Ewe (2, Clements (1975)), : co&ilté; l‘f](?: tlillsei?lc;)el; eif:ilfhi f? f;lcutzn HIES OVEL WOTIES Glit €52
: both of which have been attributed to the presence of an author argument (Anand, 2006) and . . ' ..
(2) Ewe (Ghana, Togo; Niger-Congo) considered embedded clause phenomena e Finally, we add to this an Author argument which 1s saturated
a.john bu beye nya nu P by the nominal sitting above the operator, in Tigrinya and
John think C LOG know thing Decompgsi’[ion of attitude verbs Prelimin ary denotations Ewe, or by existential closure in Malayalam.
“John thinks that he 1 t” — : ’ ’
o (())hIrll b:n és naa e Illi smar . The “received view” of attitude verhe:  Received view: (8) [thatp] = ApAXAS Auth(x.)( S)N Ve ECm{ﬂ( s)—p(c’) |
; ]J . y y . quantification over worlds takes place  (6) a. believel= ApAx.¥ w'[Dox,(w") — p(w’)] C When embedded, the attitude holder will be. doubled up. Th.1s
ohnC LOG know thing : : . | - . is welcome; the Author argument and subject of the matrix
. in the attitude verb; complementizers b.jthat]= A\pAw. p(w) .
“John says that he 1s smart” AT VACUOUS | ‘ = APAW. P attitude verb, when both present, must corefer.
(3) Tigrinya (Semitic: Eritrea) e Kratzer (2006): this quantification e In matrix cases, the operator still quantifies over worlds, lead-

takes place in the complementizer! Kratzer (2006): ing to attitude-verb-like meaning; the nominal, as Author,

a. hiwat ana nati mashaf ?anbib-a ?il-a ti-ammin acts a kind of subject.

Hiwet 1SG DETbook read-1S C-3F 3E-believe e Accounts for attitude verbs taking DP  (7) a.[believe]= AxAs.believe(x)(s)
“Hiwet; believes she; read the book™ arguments: .“JOhn believes the notion DAL= Apand wteomparbletin ) = pv)!
b. hiwiit and néti méshaf ?anbib- ?il-a that Qreutt 1s a spy. c.[believe that ¢J= AxAs.believe(x)(s) / |
Hiwet 1SG DETbook read-1S C-3F * When no DP present, attitude verbs vw’[compatible(x)(w’) — d(w")] An outstanding problem:
“Hiwet: savs she: read the book” compose with com.p.lementlzer viaa Matrix uses of complementizers have a meaning like say or
iS4y ’ method of composition called Restrict according to. Where does this meaning come from?
N t attitud b (Chung and Ladusaw, 2004). e There are potentially several technical solutions to this (e.g.
2 covert SAY operaton
(1-3b) ook like they might nvolve a nul or clided matsx verh,  |RSUNDAASNONNSCON Y . . olion nceds o explin: why say i particular and no
1312; Szrgeﬁ::tlc operations that target the hypothetical matrix 35.Agent( Hz:we H($)A say(s)AAuthor(Hiwet)( L?) (())ther att1F1;Qfs I?elleve, qut, dream, etc.
A Ve’ €Compatibles—s Author(c’) read the book in(c’) e One possibility: Pragmatics. We have ready access to what
e the attitude event cannot be modified by adverbs (4) /\ people say, but not what they believe, dream, etc.

(4) No adverbial modification of saying event Hiwets AxAs.Agent(x)(s)A\ say(s)\Author(g(3))(s) Conclusion
: TS : . S A Vc’eCompatibles— Author(c’) read the book in(c”’)

naomi aman manbar gazi?-u ?il-akds *(tazarab-a)

Naomi Aman chair buy-3M C-3F quick say-3F - e [anguages use unembedded complementizers to report

y . . o attitudes/speech
Naomi said quickly that Aman bought a chair. As.say () \Author(g(3))(s) VO e This 1s analyzable if we assume that the complementizer 1s
e wh- questions can’t target the attitude event (35) (4) N\ Ve'€Compatibles— (c') AXAs.Agent(x)(s) responsible for modal quantification under attitude verbs
(5) Wh- questions can’t target the saying event e Also accounts for the uniform behavior of indexicals
miSas Piy-a  hiwét mahari fiori  gézi?-u ?il-a As. Author(g(3))(s) | tt-ammin /logophors under complementizers, embedded or otherwise
when COP-3F Hiwet Mahari flowers buy-3m C-3F A Vc’eCompatibles— Author(c’) read the book in(c’) As.believe(s) e Novel observation: indexical shift, logophoricity are
4 : . . . s /\ . . , . .
When did Hiwet say that Mahari bought flowers? Dros AeAs Author(0)(s) Eggjfi)iinpf‘ggtoziuses and find straightforward analysis

;\:’;}1121:1 (jilfcli tf}ii‘giﬁi qiggiﬁ A\ Ve’eCompatible s—Author(c’) read the book in(c’)

® negation of the attitude event 1s impossible /\ Anand, P. (2006). De de se. PhD thesis, Massachusetts Institute of Technology.

e invariant for TAM ana nati mashaf Panbib-a ?il-a Chung, S. and Ladusaw, W. A. (2004). Restriction and Saturation, volume 42. MIT press.
. . . - Clements, G. N. (1975). The logophoric pronoun in ewe: Its role in discourse. Journal of
From this, we conclude the genuine absence of an embedding 1SG DET book read-1SG APAXAs.Author(x)(s) West African Languages. 10.
attitude predicate and concomitant clausal structure. A Vc’eCompatibles— P(c’) Kratzer, A. (2006). Decomposing attitude verbs. handout.

Sundaresan, S. (2018). An alternative model of indexical shift: Variation and selection
without context-overwriting.


mailto:cspadine@mit.edu
<https://www.carolynspadine.com>
https://linguistics.fas.harvard.edu/people/gunnar-lund
mailto:gunnarlund@g.harvard.edu

