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* Basque: an ergative language.

Ergative marked arguments can have various theta roles:
(1) Euriak egurra hondatu du ‘The raing; has damaged the wood” - CAUSER

(2) Jonek dantza egin du ‘Johng has danced’ —> ACTOR
(3) Jonek Jainkoarengan sinisten du ‘Johng, believes in God’ —> EXPERIENCER
(4) Etxeak 20 milioi balio du ‘The housegg costs 20 millions’ —> HOLDER

* Many stative predicates in Basque are lexicalized in Basque in
the form of nouns, adjectives and adpositional phrases:

o Psychological predicates

maite izan (have love) ‘to love’
(6) a. Jonek Mikel maite du

John.ERG Michael love  has
‘lohn loves Michael’
b. Oraina-k ardura du

gogon izan (have in mind) ‘to remember’

amets izan (have dream) ‘to wish’

o Modals
behar izan (have necessity) ‘must, need’

Y - <h) ¢ ) NOW-ERG matter has
na //zan.( ave wish) wa.nt ‘The present does matter’
o Predicates expressing worth/value c.(Hark)  soldadu izatea zuen amets

merezi izan (have merit) ‘to deserve’
axola izan (have importance) ‘to matter’
balio izan (have value) ‘to be worth, to cost’

(he/she.ErG) soldier
‘He/she wished to be a soldier’

* ETXEPARE & URIBE-ETXEBARRIA (2012) analyze behar izan ‘must’ like a
transitive predication structure (see also BErro forthcoming):
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* In First Phase Syntax (Ramchand 2008), two

primitive types over subevents: (5)  stateP = initiation
/\
O processes, and ctate ycp
o states.
proc stateP = result

* Composition Rule: implication (Hale & Keyser 1993).
 States get a more specific interpretation
depending on their position with respect to
process.

IF 3 el, e2 [State(el) N Process(e2) [ el—>e2], then by definition Initiation(el).
IF 3 el, e2 [State(el) N Process(e2) [ e2—>el], then by definition Result(el).

N
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* Some eventive predicates derive from bare analytic predicates,
e.g. amets egin/ amestu ‘to dream’ and behartu ‘to force’.

(8) a. Jon-ek askatasuna du amets €) ?teP
John-ERG liberty has dream \
‘John longs for liberty’ EA state
b. Irakaslea-k ikaslea behar du /\
state SC

teacher-eRG student need has
‘The teacher needs the student’ e
A behar ‘need’
amets dream’

I
EA interpreted as the experiencer of a state

When process is projected:
(11 stateP = initiation

(10) a. Jon-ek amets egin du TN
EA state
John-ERG dream done has PN
‘lohns has dreamed’ state procP
ki PN
b. Irakaslea-k ikaslea behartu du oroc  amets ‘dream’

teacher-eRG student forced has
(12 stateP = initiation

‘The teacher has forced the student’ N
EA state

EA interpreted as an actor or as a causer: T
B The projection of proc below the state introducing the state procP
EA makes the state be interpreted as initiation. oroc /Stgp
® Different eventive configuration due to Root type. TN
Amets is an Event naming Root, whereas behar is a State A St}te\
naming Root (see Harley 2005). state  behar ‘need’

*-tu-a resultatives as another type of transitive predication. In this configuration, the predicate is headed by a stative head, and the interpretation of

the ergativeargument is ambiguous (INITIATIOR/HOLDER).

Transitive predication (ResuscHi 1984, de Ruk

2008, E&UE 2012, FERNANDEZ & REZAC in press):
o “a transitive structure with *edun auxiliary as a
copula expressing predication” (de Rijk 2008: 675).
(13) a. (Hark) eskultorea du aita

(he/she-ERG) sculptor has father

‘His/her father is a sculptor’

b. (Hark) ezaguna du baserria
(he/she-ERG) known

ETXEBARRIA 1991, ZABALA 1993)

has the farmhouse

‘He/she knows the farmhouse’

® EA: same case marking and but different theta roles.
®The different theta roles are accounted for deriving the INITIATOR

interpretation from the relation established between the head introducing the

EA (state) and procP.
o If the state selects for procP, the state is interpreted as an initiation
subevent (Ramchand 2008).
o |If procP is not projected (as in bare analytic predicates) or if the state
does not select for procP directly (as in one meaning of the -tua
participial), the state is not interpreted as initiation.

-tu-a adjectival participials (e.g.
EUSKALTZAINDIA 1991[1985], ORTIZ DE URBINA & URIBE-

* They (can) involve the head introducing the

external argument (like in Greek, see ANAGNOSTOPOULOU
2003 and ALEXIADOU & ANAGNOSTOPOULOU 2008).

* They give rise to an ambiguity in the

interpretation of the ergative argument. EA
(For example, target participle > EA HOLDER interpretation)

Ambiguity in -tua:
(14) (Nik) autoa konpondua dut

(I-erRG) car  fixed have
‘I have fixed the car’ or ‘My car is fixed’

INITIATOR INTERPRETATION (A): | HOLDER INTERPRETATION (B):
(15) As (16)

EA: INITIATOR/HOLDER

stateP

Asp stateP = initiation EA state
-da /\ /\
state N\ state SC
/\ \\\2 > d\)(:\“% /\
e} S
. state procP W 3 606,& 0 IA AdjP
|\ /\ ‘\(\e Se\ec |\ /\
IF 3 el, e2 [State(el) N Process(e2) N N o _— N o® \ Adi ocP
el->e2], then Initiation(el). P ot 7@\ aJ YAN

-~
-~
e - —-—

ALEXIADOU, A. & E. ANAGNOSTOPOULOU (2008) Structuring participles. In
C.Chang & H.Haynie (eds.), Proceedings of the WCCFL 26. Somerville,
MA: Cascadilla Press, 33-41.

E. ANAGNOSTOPOULOU (2003). Participles and Voice. In A. Alexiadou,
M.Rahert & A. von Stechow (eds.), Perfect explorations. Berlin:
Mouton de Gruyter, 1-36.

BERRO, A. forthcoming. Breaking verbs: from event decomposition to
syntactic categories in Basque. Doctoral dissertation, UPV/EHU and
Université Bordeaux Montaigne.

ETXEPARE, R. & M.URIBE-ETXEBARRIA (2012). Denominal necessity modals in
Basque. In U. Etxebarria, R.Etxepare & M.Uribe-Etxebarria (eds),
Noun Phrases and Nominalizations in Basque: Syntax and Semantics.
Amsterdam/Philadelphia: John Benjamins. 283-330.

EUSKALTZAINDIA.(1991[1985]). Euskal Gramatika: Lehen Urratsak |1, Bilbao:
Euskaltzaindia.

FERNANDEZ, B. & M. RezAC (in press). Differential object marking in Basque
varieties. In B.Fernandez & J.Ortiz de Urbina (eds.), Microparameters in
the Grammar of Basque. Amsterdam: John Benjamins.

HARLEY, H. (2005) How do verbs get their names? Denominal verbs, manner
incorporation and the ontology of verb roots in English. In N.
Ersteschik-Shir, & T.Rapoport (eds.), The syntax of aspect: deriving
thematic and aspectual interpretation. Oxford University Press.

RAMCHAND, G. (2008) Verb Meaning and the Lexicon: A First Phase Syntax.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

REBUSCHI, G. (1984) Structure de I’énoncé en basque. Paris: SELAF.

DE RiK, R.P. G. (2008) Standard Basque. A Comprehensive Grammar.
Cambridge/London: The MIT Press.

ZABALA, |. (1993). Predikazioaren teoriak gramatika sortzailean (euskararen
kasua). Doctoral Dissertation, UPV/EHU.

This study has been partially supported by the Basque Government (the pre-doctoral grant BF109.203 and the project IT665-13), by the Spanish Ministry of Economy and Competitiveness (FFI2014-51878-P) and the European Commission (AThEME FP7-SSH-2013-1; 613465).



