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Abstract

It has generally been argued that Persian doeimciatle dummy elements called expletives, in
spite of the existence of the morphemevhich shows the behavior of an expletive in specif
constructions. The morpheme is not a part of tlgairent structure and has no meaning. In
Persian, which is a pro-drop language, the morpharas expletive is generated only in [SPEC
CP] of an independent clause. This element mayrdoca subject position, object position, or
as an object of a preposition. In subject and algesitions it is optional when’ #oves to the
end of the sentence, or is adjoined to it, in ott@&ses it is obligatory. As an object of a
preposition it is always obligatory, no matter wiestthe structure is the result of a movement
or not. The aim of this article is to provide evide in favor of the existence of expletives, and
their projection in Persian.
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| zvlegek

V jezikoslovju prevladuje miselnost, da peréijg ne vsebuje masil, navkljub obstoju morfema
in, ki v specifeénih strukturah izkazuje lastnosti masila. Ta morfggnpredstavlja argumenta in
ne nosi pomena. V perzijgi, ki spada med “pro-drop” jezike (tj. nekatedimki so lahko pod
dolo¢enimi pogoji izpudeni), se morfemn pojavlja le v strukturi [SPEC CP] neodvisnega
stavka, in sicer kot osebek, predmet ali pa kotllpni predmet. V primeru, ko j& 8a koncu
stavka, 0z. mu je le-ta prikfen, je morfemn, ki nastopa kot osebek ali povedek, poljuben, v
vseh drugih primerih je obvezen. Kot predlozni pnetl je vedno obvezen. Namen tetgnka

je pokazati obstoj masil teor&tio in na konkretnih primerih.

Kljuéne besede

predikativna logika, masilo, princip projekcijegth kriterij
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1. Introduction

Within generative grammar, counting everything frothe principle-and-
parameters approach to the recent minimalist apprdae existence of expletives in
pro-drop languages has been commonly assumed{@zjo, 1986; Chomsky, 1995).
Dutch and Italian, for example, are among pro-demguages, and allow expletives to
be generated in their architecture of grammar Refuland, 1988; Brandner, 1993).
Current work on the syntax of expletive “there” lEmglish has largely focused on
theoretical problems which expletive “there” posgth regard to agreement, case and
thematic roles (Chomsky, 1995, 1993; Lasnik, 199fat, 1995). Chomsky (1995,
1993) focuses on LF-Affix analysis and Lasnik (1p@m partitive case analysis.
Koeneman and Neeleman (2001) argue that predicdkieary is instrumental in
capturing the distribution of expletives.

Following Jackendoff's (1997, 2002) notion of defee lexical item, | define
expletives as words with syntactic properties biflhwo semantic content. Projection
of such dummy elements has generally been inwéiersian. Mahootian (1997, p. 48)
posits that Persian does not allow dummy subjécsimi (2005, p. 77) posits that
there are no overt expletives in Persian, andthitothere is no evidence to assume the
existence of covert expletives in this language.rédwer, no independent report of
expletives in Persian can be found in books devdtedenerative view, such as
Miremadi (1977) for example.

The aim of this article is to support the view tkapletives are generated in this
language. One of the reasons for the neglect atamkeof these elements in Persian is
argued to be the existence of a homophonous momphemmich is morphologically
similar to an expletive. Morphenia “this”, which behaves like a pronoun and occurs
either in a subject position, object position, sraa object of a preposition, is likely to
be mistaken for a free morpheiime which is null, and this is indeed what has béwen t
line of reasoning when assuming expletives. In temidito morphological similarity,
the effect of writing system and pro-drop naturePefsian can be mentioned as the
other sources for the neglect of these non-arguelentents. This article attempts to
provide evidence in support of the existence oflekes as dummy elements in
Persian, and predicate logic is thought to playd&umental role in paving the way for
generating these elements in [SPEC CP] of indeperuieuses.

2. PredicateLogic and Expletives

Predicates are words which do not belong to angrriefy expressions. Some
predicates are one-place predicates requiring ong/ argument (like “sleep”), some

! The same has not usually been the case for tapjzidnguages like Japanese and Korean for whigh th
theoretical necessity of expletives has rarely lsbscussed.
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are two-place predicates requiring two argumenke (Ikill”’), and some are three-
place predicates requiring three arguments (like€y (Hurford & Heasly, 1996).
Intransitive verbs correspond to one-place predgatith only one argument, and
transitive verbs of traditional syntax correspoodt least two-place predicates taking
two or more arguments. Satisfying argument strectaf the verb results in a
grammatical sentence of that language, and anfiiuaddition of arguments would
make such sentence ungrammatical, as exemplifiedvbe

The verb “surprise” takes two arguments, one in ubjext position and
undertaking a role of an actor, and another inlgaab position with a role of a patient.
The result is a grammatical sentence:

(1) John surprised Julia.

It is crucial to notify that every verb has onlyeoargument structure, but not all
arguments of a predicate are necessarily realigeddPs, and some NPs in the subject
position of a sentence are not assigned a themad¢ichence, they are not arguments.

(2) It surprised Julia that the Earth is round.

In this sentence the NP “it” is not assigned aaheile and should not be
considered as an argument because every verb hasra argument structure. The
verb “surprised” is a two-place predicate whichigiss two theta roles, one to the
object “Julia” and the other to thé ‘#hat the Earth is round”. In case “it” in a sutlje
position were considered as a part of an arguntardtare, a verb would be allowed to
have two or more argument structures, which isregahe set rules. Hence, “it” is
supposed to be a special element with no argunterttisre and receiving no theta role.
In other words, it is an expletive. Though thereehget been no reports on such
elements and their syntactic behavior, the follgaiiata ramifies evidence in support
of expletives in Persian, contrary to the literat(ef. Karimi, 2005) that argue against
the existence of these syntactic elements.

3. Expletivesin Subject Position

Persian is a pro-drop language with canonical SQWdworder. The unmarked
position of an object in Persian is in front of erly, and there is an object marker
which distinguishes subjects from objects. It isoapossible to put object before
subject in more marked constructions. In orderrtiv@ the existence of expletives in
Persian one should pay attention to the argumemttate of the verbs that can take
such elements.

The verbmoteaejjeb keerdadto surprise) is a two place predicate in Persihith
takes two NPs as its arguments:
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(3) Julia Al ra moteeejjeb kaerd
SUBroper name) OB Jproper name ) Object marker surprise  AUX
Julia surprised Al

An additional argument in a sentence results imramgnaticality since every NP
has to receive one theta role, and an extra argunoam receive none.
Ungrammaticality of the following example is dueth@ projection ofn as one of the
arguments of the vennoteaejjeb keerdithout a theta role.

(4) *in Julia Af ra moteaejjeb kaerd
this (it) SUB OBJ object marker surprise AUX

However, it is possible to realize one of the argnota not as a NP but as dn S

(5) in [S ke zeen gerd ast] Julia &r moteaejjeb keerd
it COMPy.ay Earth round is OBJ obj-marker surprised AUX
It surprised Julia [Shat the Earth is round]

The verb “to surprise” is a two place predicatechihis assigned two theta roles.
However, the presence d@h in Persian is problematic because its grammar has
projected an element which filters out case fill@me constituenin receives no case
and hence this sentence should be ungrammatical.i\the case that every verb has
only one argument structure, this element is problé in the architecture of grammar
proposed by generative gramar. In fact, prongsum Persian contributes nothing to
the meaning of a sentence,ia@lays no role in a semantic make-up of such sesest
Its presence is required simply for structural oeas Such a dummy pronoun is often
called an expletive pronoun.

Expletives are elements constituting NPs whichnatearguments and to which no
theta role is assigned. If we replaoewith some other NP which requires a theta role,
the result is ungrammaticality because one of tigearaents receives no theta role, as
shown in the following sentence.

(6) *u [S ke zeerin gerd aest] Julia ar moteaejjeb keerd
he COMRyay Earth round is  OBJ obj-marker surprised AUX

What is noticeable is thét behaves like an expletive syntactically. Altholigis
a dummy element, referring to no meaning, Persiaes chot allow Sin a subject
position without the expletivén. In other words, it is ungrammatical to useaS a
subject without an expletive, as shown in the ms&mple.

(7) *[S ke zeenn gerd eest] Juliair moteeejjeb keerd
COMPynay Earth  round is OBJ obj-marker surprised AUX
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Ungrammatical sentence without an expletive inlges position can turn into a
grammatical sentence if ®oves and adjoins to VP at the end of the sentesci@ the
following example:

(8) Julia a moteeejjeb keerd ['Re zeerin gerd  &est]
OBJ obj-marker surprised AUX CONR, Earth round is
(It) surprised Julia that the Earth is round

Constructions in which 'Shas been moved rightward without the help of an
expletive, like in the sentence above, can be usddsuch elements at the end, too. In
other words, the expletiva and Sare allowed to occur after the verb.

(9) Julia # moteaejjeb keerdn [ S ke zeerin gerd eest]
OBJ obj-marker surprised AUX it COMNR, Earth round is
It surprised Julia that the Earth is round

It is also feasible to analyze dummy elements $algect position phonetically! S
is adjoined at the end:

(10)in Julia # moteeejjeb keerd ['Re zeern gerd  aest]
it OBJ obj-marker Surprised AUX CONR, Earth round is
It surprised Julia that the Earth is round

The obligatory nature of the presence of explagwue to the extended projection
principle (Chomsky, 1982, p. 10) which requires $hbject position to be filled.

Some more examples of predicates which projeckpletve in a subject position
are:

(11) two-place predicates
niarahaet keerdeen (to bother)
negaiin kaerdaen (to worry)
ghaemin keerdaen (to make sad)
&dab/%id keerdeen (to make happy)

(12) one-place predicates
mohem Kideen (be important)
jaye tasessofideen (be sorry)
lizem hideen (be necessary)
jileb bideen (be interesting)
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4. Expletivesin Object Position

The occurrence of expletives in Persian is nottéchionly to a subject position, it
is also found in an object positfpras in the following example. 8as been adjoined
sentence-finally, the dummy elements followed by the object marked:

(13) Juliain ra midineed [Ske zeerin gerd  aest]
OBJ it obj-marker know COMP (that) Earth round is
Julia knows that the Earth is round.

There are several other structures including exeletin an object position:

(14) Juliain [S ke zeerin gerd aest] & midinsed
OBJ it COMRna Earth  round is obj-marker know
Julia knows that the Earth is round.

(15) *Julia [Ske zeerin gerd aest] & midinsed
OBJ COMRyay Earth  round is obj-marker know
(16) *Juliain [S zeenin gerd eest] & midinsed
OBJ it Earth round is obj-marker know

In an object position, the presence of both thdetxe and the complementizer is
necessary. Though the expletiveis not optional in object position, it may be cmdt
in cases when’$oves to the end of S as the following exampldicate:

(17) Julia nidinsed [ Ske zeerin gerd @aest]
OBJ know COMRhay Earth round is
Julia knows that the Earth is round.

(18) Julia in ra midineed [ Ske zeerin gerd aest]
OBJ it obj-marker know COMRy Earth round is
Julia knows that the Earth is round.

(19) *Juliain midanaed [ Ske zeerin gerd aest]
OBJ it know COMRhay Earth  round is

The conclusion which may be drawn from the aboamges is that the expletive
in is optional in an object position under the cdnditthat both the expletive and the
object marker are omitted. The above sentencethanesult of a movement of &d
the adjunction to the end.

However, in base generated structures which artheaesult of such a movement,
expletives and object markers exhibit differenttagtic behavior. It is impossible to
omit an object marker after @ithout loosing grammaticality of the whole serten
The obligatory nature of expletives aftéth@s been shown in the following examples:

2 See Postal and Pullum (1988) for example sentemitesnticipatory object “it” in English.
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(20) Julia in [S ke zeerin gerd eest] & midanad

OBJ it

COMRynay Earth  round is  obj-marker know

Julia knows that the Earth is round.

(21) *Juliain [ S ke zeerin gerd @&st] midanad

OBJ it

COMRyay Earth  round is  know

Below is a list of some more verbs that subsuméegi¥ps in an object position:

(22) heeds zeedaen (to guess)
ommidvir budeen (to hope)
pishnelid keerdeen (to offer)

feeimas

keerdeen (to forget)

be ywid aveerdeen (to remember)

5. Expletivesas Objects of Preposition

In Persian, expletivth may also occur after prepositions:

(23) Julia be in [Ske zeerin gerd aest] fekr keerd
OBJ PRERy, it COMPyay Earth  round is thought AUX
Julia thought that the Earth is round.

(24) Julia be in fekr keerd [ Ske zeerin gerd aest]
OBJ PRERy it thought AUX COMRy.y Earth  round is
Julia thought that the Earth is round.

The syntactic behavior of an expletive after prépwss differs from its behavior
in other positions; its presence is obligatory. Diigatory nature of the presence of

expletives after

prepositions can be ascribed ¢of#lct that PP is not a part of the

argument structure of the verb, i.e. it is an adjun

(25) *Julia
OBJ

(26) *Julia
OBJ

be [ Ske zeerin gerd aest] fekr keerd
PRER, COMPua Earth  round is  thought AUX

be fekr keerd ['&e zeerin gerd @aest]
PRER, thought AUX COMRh.y Earth round is

The important characteristic of the expletitreafter prepositions is that it refers to
nothing in the external world. If it were the calsat it could refer to something beyond
the sentence, its existence as an expletive waulfllestionable.

6. Neglect of Expletivesin Persian

Up to this point several examples have been inteduo support the view that
expletives are generated in Persian. One of theonsawhy both, the traditional



52 Abolfazl MOSAFFA JAHROMI

grammar as well as modern linguistic studies hasglatted the existence of this
constituent in Persian may be found in the wriihde. The consequence of writing on
leading into ignoring dummy elements implicitly whassuming them. Expletiva
and the following complementizer in Persian ardtemi as one woréhkeand as such
have always been interpreted as one constitueeteTseem to be no literature where
inkewould be treated as two different syntactic caustits, one as an expletive and
the other as a complementizer.

(27) Julia be [ Sinke zeerin gerd  aest] fekr keerd
OBJ PRER, expletive COMP Earth round is thought AUX
Julia thought that the Earth is round.

Another feasible reason for the neglect of thesenehts lies in the fact that there
exists another similar constituent in Persian whichen proceeding a noun, functions
differently from expletives. This constitute is rs@mantically void (as i ketib “this
book”; in maerd“this man”), and according to Lyons (1996) has dten deictic
meaning. Expletives, as presented in this papere ladways been ascribed to the
category of a noun, and this conception has gaidethinance in syntactic

argumentations.

Yet another reason can be found in the pro-dropreatf Persian language, which
allows expletives to be phonetically empty. Itigngficant to note that expletivia has
an allomorphdn, which has the same distribution &8 The use ofin is more
frequently found in a spoken language, whiheis more prone to be invoked in written
form.

(28) Julia an na midinest [ Ske zeerin gerd  aest]
OBJ it obj-marker know.sy COMPuy Earth  round is
Julia knew that the Earth is round.

7. Thetaless Expletives

The claim that there exists an element called ¢ixplén Persian still invokes a
guestion why expletives, receiving no theta rolm occur in object positions or as
objects of prepositions, which is contrary to treneral position requirements. To
resolve this dilemma, possible syntactic positiofisexpletives are to be verified.
Expletives are generated in [SPEC CP] of an indégetnclause which receives no
theta role.
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In the light of this conception the tree diagramdgpletivein in a subject position
would be as the following:

/N

SPEC c

AN

<N
N\

SPEC c

VP
/\ ¢
c IP /\
NP V

SPEC I

/\ Julia ra motaejeb kard

zami | VP

AN

gerd ast

ke

Figure 1. The expletiven in a subject position
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The next tree diagram shows the expletivan an object position:

/CP\
SPEC C
c IP

| VP
Julia SPEC \
/CP\ V
SPEC C ,
mida:nad
c IP

SPEC I

) ‘ /\
zamin [ VP

gerd astra

Figure 2: The expletiven in an object position
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Furthermore, the expletivia after a preposition would result in the followitrge
diagram:

N\

SPEC P’

AN

P

BN

be  speEC c

| VP

gerd ast

Figure 3: The expletiven after a preposition

Haegeman (1992, p. 55) proposes that expletiveayalviurn up in a subject
position, i.e. in the NP position for which the wedoes not subcategorize. Indeed,
expletives are elements lacking a theta role, hadheory predicts that expletives can
only occur in NP positions that are not subcategakifor, i.e. subject position of a
sentence.

8. Conclusion

Expletives are non-argument elements in NP posttonwhich no theta role is
assigned. They may occur not only as subjects Isot @& objects. Their occurrence
after prepositions is unlike the English structweere such position is ungrammatical.
As expletives escape the theta role criteriors upposed that they are inserted into
grammar after the theta criterion has filteredtbet X-bar rules. It was argued that the
reason for expletives being in background hasatgsrin morphological homophony
of a similar but still different constituent as Was in the effect of how expletives are
realized before complementizers in written fornPefsian.
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