Dative Subjects and
Nominative Objects

They’re totally groovy!



OUR
‘ROADMAP

Non-nominative
subjects in Icelandic

Icelandic vs German

A look at nominative
objects
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The Big Picture

o Key Point: Dative (and other non-nominatives) that arein
subject (sentence-initial) positionin Icelandicare actually
subjects; they’re not topicalized objects (cf. German).

Why is this relevant?

oThese facts force us to divorce case and grammatical function, which was
somewhat novel in 1985.

o Nominative does not necessarily mean subject.
o Dative does not necessarily mean indirect object.

oWe know that Ergative-Absolutive systems (and split Ergative systems) divorce
case and grammatical function, so it’s not so shocking that Nominative-Accusative
systems would also.

oAnd we know that agreement is dependent on case, not grammatical function.
Verbs tend to agree with Nominative/Absolutive arguments, not with “subjects”.

oPassivization teaches us that datives (and other non-accusative objects)
“preserve” their case when they move to subject position. This disproves the claim
that semantic objects (internal arguments) move in passives solely for the purpose
of case assighment.



These non-nominatives really aren’t

objects that have been fronted

Mig dreymdi 1 nott

me-A dreamed 1n night

‘Thad a dream last night’

Sumum leidist ad lzra heima

some-D 1s-bored to study at home

“Some (people) find it boring to do homework”
Jons nytur ekki lengur vid

John-G enjoys not longer at

“John 1s no longer available’

(Jonsson 2003: 130)

TRUE STORY.
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(2) a. Folkim samudu pessi ummezh
the people-D hurt  these words-N
“The people were hurt by these words’
b. Hana verkjar 1 bakid
her-A aches 1n the back
‘Her back 1s aching”
c. Mig minmr ad hanmn bua 1 Reykjavik
me-A remembers that he  lLives m R.
‘T seem to remember that he lives in Reykjavik’
d. Emk finnst petta omogulegt
Enc-D finds this-N impossible

Per somdu um betta

they-N agreed on this * (4a): they volitionally agree on something
‘They reached an agreement on this’  * (4Db): they have the experience of not
b. Peim samdi ekki getting along
them-D agreed not
“They did not get along’
(5) a. Bomin lezrdu  adhlyda « (5a): the children learn to obey either by
the children-N leamed to obey experience or conscious effort.

b. Bomunum  lerdist adhlyda  9b): the children learn to obey by
experience.

the children-D leamed to obey
W (Jénsson 2003: 131-133)
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Topicalization

o (a): The object refinn the fox’ has been topicalized
o (b): The PP cannotbe topicalized

a. Refinn skaut Olafur  med pessaribyssu.
the-fox.Acc shot Olaf.Nom with this shotgun
‘The fox, Olaf shot with this shotgun.’

b. *Med pessaribyssu skautrefinn Olafur
with this shotgun shot the-fox.Acc Olaf.Nom
‘With this shotgun, the fox Olaf shot.’ (ZMT, EX 19)
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Topicalization and

Querstions

In questions, the subject
follows the tensed verb.

(a): ‘help’is a verb that
has a nominative subject
and a dative object.

(b) is the question
counterpart to (a). The
tensed verb inverts with
the subject.

Topicalization is not
possible with a question.

(c): the topicalized object
cannot follow the verb.
The dative cannot follow
the verb.

a. Sigga hafdialdrei hjalpad Haraldi.
Sigga.Nom had neverhelped Harold. Dat
‘Sigga had never helped Harold.

b. Hafdi Sigga aldrei hjalpad Harald.i.
Had Sigga.Nom never helped Harold. Dat
‘Had Sigga never helped Harold?’

c. *Hafdi Haraldi Sigga aldrei hjalpad.
Had Harold.Dat Sigga.Nom never helped

‘Had Harold Sigga never helped?’
(ZMT, EX 20)



z ® Non-

ﬂOﬂ“ﬂﬂt'Ve.’ has she.Dat always thought Olaf.Nom boring.Nom
Qﬂd Oue’hon’ ‘Has she always thought Olaf boring?’

a. Hefur henni alltaf pétt  Olafur  leidinlegur?

© Non.-nomlnatllve : b. Olafur  hefur henni alltaf pétt  leidinlegur?
subjects, unlike topics,
can follow the verb in a Olaf.Nom has she.Dat always thought boring.Nom
question = a ‘Olaf, has she always thought boring?’

o The nominative object is )
topicalized= b c. *Hefur Olafur  henni  alltaf pott  leidinlegur?

- has Olaf.Nom she.Dat always thought boring.Nom
o The nominative cannot

invert with the finite verb
=C

‘Has Olaf, she always thought boring?’
(ZMT, EX 21)

o The Dative patterns like
a subject and the
Nominative patterns like
an object.



In general, only a

subject can be the Reflexivization
antecedent of a

reflexive (but see the

ZMT paper for a more

nuanced description of

BSOS a. Sigga bardi mig  med dukkunni sinni/*hennar.

Sigga.Nom hit me.Acc with doll.Dat her(refl)/*-refl

‘Sigga hit me with her doll’
a: the subject is the b

antecedent for the
reflexive. I.Nom hit Sigga.Acc with doll.Dat her/*refl

. Eg bardi Siggu med dukkunni hennar/*sinni.

b: the object cannot
be the antecedent for
the reflexive.

c/d: the dative is the
antecedent. If these

c. Henni pykir brédir sinn/*hennar leidinlegur.

her.Dat thinks brother.Nom her(refl)/*-refl boring

datives were ‘She finds her brother boring.’

topicalized objects, d. Hverjum bykir sinn fugl fagur.
we would expect

them to behave like everyone.Dat thinks his(refl) bird.Nom beautiful
the object in b. (ZMT, EX 18)
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Corcference with PRO

.Eg vonast til ad fara heim.

|.Nom hope.1sg for that to go home

‘I hope to go home.’

. Mig vantar peninga.

me.Acc lack.3sg money.Acc

‘I lack money.

.Eg vonast tilad vanta ekki peninga.

I.Nom hope.1sg for that to lack not money.

“I hope not to lack money.” (ZMT, EX 28-29)

. Krokkunum dskotnudust/askotnadist nyir litir.

kids.the.dat got.3pl/3sg new crayons.nom

‘The kids got new crayons.’

. Krokkunum likar/lika  til ad askotnast nyir litir.

kids.the.dat like.3pl/3sg for that to get new crayons.nom.

‘The kids like to get new crayons.’
Page 10
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Indefinite
sfubject
Postporing

Icelandic allows for expletive
constructions much for widely
than English does.

b: When a subject is indefinite,
an expletive sentence can be
used. The expletive pad comes
at the beginning of the
sentence, followed by the verb,
which is followed by the
subject.

c: The dative object has been
topicalized.

d/e: The expletive sentence is
not allowed with topicalization.

Q

. bjofur hefur stolid hjolinu minu

a thief.Nom has stolen bicycle.Dat my.Dat

‘A thief has stolen my bicycle.’

. Pad hefur pjofur stolid hjoélinu minu

there has a thief.Nom stolen bicycle.Dat my.Dat

‘A thief has stolen my bicycle.’

. Hjoli hefur pjéfurrinn stolid

a bicycle.dat has thief.the.Nom stolen

‘A bicycle, the thief has stolen.’

. *Ppad hefur hjdli bjéfurrinn stolid

there has a bicycle.Dat thief.the.Nom stolen

‘A bicycle, the thief has stolen.’

. *Pad hefur hjoli stolid pjoéfurrinn

there has a bicycle.Dat stolen thief.the.Nom

‘A bicycle, the thief has stolen.” (ZMT, EX 24)



The Dative here can appear in an expletive sentence

a. Einhverjum  hefur pott Olafur  leidinlegur.
someone.Dat has thought Olaf.Nom boring
‘Someone has found Olaf boring.’

b. Pad hefur einhverjum poétt Olafur  leidinlegur.
there has someone.Dat thought Olaf.Nom boring
‘Someone has found Olaf boring.

c.Olafur  hefur einhverjum pétt leidinlegur.
Olaf.Nom has someone.Dat thought boring
‘Olaf, someone has found boring.’

d. *pad hefur Olafur einhverjum pétt leidinlegur.
there has Olaf.Nom someone.Dat thought boring
‘Olaf, someone has found boring.’
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a. peir fluttu likid og peir grofu pad.
they.Nom moved.3pl corpse.the and they.Nom buried.3pl it
‘They moved the corpse and they buried it.’

b. beir fluttu likid og grofu pad.
they.Nom moved.3pl corpse.the and buried.3pl it
‘They moved the corpse and (they) buried it.’

c. *Likid hraeddi pa og grofu pad.
corpse.the.Nom scared them.Acc and buried it
‘The corpse scared them and (they) buried it.’

1)),
d. Nemendurnir satud l6ngum fyrirlestrum og leiddist/leiddust pau dskaplega.
students.the.nom sat in long lectures  and bored.3sg/3pl them.nom immensely

‘The students sat in long lectures and (they) felt immensely bored by them.

o The elided subjectin the second clause is coreferential with the overt subject in the first
clause.

o The objectin the second clause is nominative because the elided subject is dative.
o AND, we see that the verb optionally agrees with the nominative.

o If the second nominative were a subject, the verb would necessarily agree.



Interim Summary |

Several pieces
of evidence
point to the
conclusion that
subjects in
Icelandic need
not be
nominative
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Overvicw of Icelandic Payssivers

a. Einhver opnadi skapinn.
someone.Nom opened.3sg cupboard.the.Acc.sg.masc
‘Someone opened the cupboard.’

b. Skapurinn var opnadur.

cupboard.the.Nom.sg.masc was.3sg opened.Nom.sg.masc
‘The cupboard was opened.” (Thrdinsson 2007:10)

(2)a. Logreglan tok Siggu  fasta.
the-police took Sigga(A) fast(A)

The police arrested Sigga.

b.  Sigga var tekin fost  af logreglunni.
Sigga(N) was taken fast(N) by the-police(D)
Sigga was arrested by the police.*
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a.Eg  hjalpadi peim.
I.Nom helped.1lsgthem.Dat
‘I helped them.’

b. beim var hjalpad.
them.Dat was.3sg helped.Nom.neut.sg
‘They were helped.

c.Eg  mun saknabeirra
I.Nom will.1sg miss them.Gen
‘I will miss her!

d. beirra var saknad.
them.Gen was.3sgmissed.Nom.neut.sg
‘They were missed.’
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(37)a.

Ditransitivesin lcelandic

beir leyndu  Olaf sannleikanum.
they concealed [from]-Olaf(A) the-truth(D)

Jon bad mig  bonar.
Jon asked me(A) a-favor(G)

Eg sagdi pér  soguna.
I told you(D) a-story(A)

Olafur lofadi Mariu pessum hring.
Olaf(N) promised Mary(D) this(D) ring(D)

Maria 6skadi Olafi  alls gods.
Mary wished Olaf(D) everything(G) good(G)
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Page 17



Ling 222 ~ Fall2016 ~ C.Ussery




When payssivized. dative objects pattern
like syntactic subjects - except for
hg!ee nt

=y

(47) Subject- Verb Inversion
a. Um veturinn voru konunginum gefnar ambittir.
in  the-winter were the-king(D) given slaves(N)

In the winter, the king was given (female) slaves.

b. Um veturinn var ambéttin  gefin konunginum.
in the-winter was the-slave(N) given the-king(N)

In the winter, the slave was given to the king.

(48)a. Voru konunginum gefnar ambiéttir?
were the-king(D) given slaves(N)

Was the king given slaves?

b. Var ambittin @ gefin konunginum?
was the-slave(N) given the-king(D)

Was the slave given to the king?
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(50) Indefinite Subject Postposing
a. Pad voru konungi gefnar ambéttir i vetur.
there was king(D) given slaves(N) in winter

There was a king given slaves this winter.

b. Pad var ambatt gefin konunginum i vetur,
there was slave(N) gefin konunginum(D) in winter
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(51) Subject Ellipsis
a. Konungarnir foru  vida og —  voru
the-kings(N) traveled widely and —(D) were
oft gefnar ambattir.
often given slaves

b. Ambiéttin kom frd firlandi og —  var
the-slave came from Ireland and —(N) was

gefin konunginum.
given the-king(D)
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. Another Way of Thinking About Case Assignment: an

' (61) Icelandic Association Principles Algorithmic Approach
a. If there is only one thematic role, it is assigned to SUBJ; if
there are two, they are assigned to SUBJ and OBYJ; if there are
three, they are assigned to SUBJ, OBJ, 20BJ. (Universal)
b. AGENTS are linked to SUBJ. (Universal)
c. Case-marked THEMES are assigned to the lowest available
GF. (Language Specific)
d. Default Case Marking:'® the highest available GF is assigned
NOM case, the next highest ACC. (Universal)

(60)  gmta ‘take care of’ (agent, theme) (63)  gefa: V(agent theme goal)
GEN [+dat]

. . a. SUBJ OBJ 20BJ

lofa ‘promise’ (agent, theme, goal) b. SUR] 20RI ORI

DAT DAT
Ling 222 ~ Fall 2016 ~ C.Ussery rage 22



Ge fman - (78)  Ihm  wurde geholfen. (German)

Honum var  hjalpad  (Icelandic)

Icelandic him(D) was  helped.

(80)  Er hofft weg zu gehen.
he hopes away to go

(81)a. Er hofft aufgenommen zu werden.
he hopes admitted 1o be

b. *Ihm/*Er hofft geholfen zu werden.
him(D)/ he(N) hopes helped 1o be
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Subject Ellipsisin
German

(82)a. Er kam und (er) besuchte die Kinder.
he(N) came and (he) visited the children

b. Er kam und (er) wurde verhaftet.
he came and (he) was arrested

c. *Erkam und ____  wurde geholfen.
he came and _(D) was helped

d. *Ersah die Damenund __  gefielen sie.
he saw the ladies and __(D) pleased them(f.)

e. *Er sah die Damen und sie gefielen ___.
he saw the ladies and they pleased ____(D)
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‘NOMINATIVE OBJECTS
In ICEWANDIC




(

Objecct Shift
U e

In a lot of
Scandinavian
languages, objects
can move higher than
their initial positions.

(You can look up Holmberg’s
Generalization for more info.)

Non-shifted Accusative Object

Han hefur pvi sennilega ekki hitt pa um kvodid.
she.Nom has thus probably not met them.Acc in evening.the
‘She has probably not met them in the evening.’

Shifted Accusative Object

Hun hitt pa pvi sennilega ekkium kvodid.
she.Nom met them.Acc thus probably not in evening.the
‘She probably did not meet them in the evening.’

The Nominatives in (c/d) pattern the same way as the Accusatives in
(a/b).

C.

Non-shifted Nominative Object

Henni hafa pvi sennilega ekkileidst peir um kvodid.
her.Dat have thus probably not bored they.Nom in evening.the
‘She has probably not felt bored by them in the evening.’

Shifted Nominative Object

Henni leiddust peir bvi sennilega ekkium kvodid.

her.Dat bored they.Nom thus probably not in evening.the

‘She has probably not been felt by them in the evening.’
(Boeckx 2008)
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ECM

Mér finnst/finnast skot af Brennivini bragdgdd en vinum minum finnst/finnast pau sterk.
me.dat find.3sg/3pl shots.nom of Brennivin tasty but friends.dat my.datfind.3sg/3pl them.nom strong

‘I find shots of Brennivin tasty but my friends find them strong.’

S/

o We've seen that verbs optionally agree with nominative objects.

o In ECM, the matrix verb optionally agrees with the embedded
nominative subject.

o This subject is behaving like an object.
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& ® Word orderisn‘t the problem (remember standard Arabic?)
z
Post-verbal Unaccusative

Pad opnudu/*opnadi allir bankar og kaffihus i Kringlunni klukkan tiu.

expl open.3pl/*3sg all banks.nom.pl and coffeehouses.nom.pl at Kringlunni clock ten

‘All banks and coffeehouses in Kringlan open at 10.

Post-verbal Unergative
bad donsudu/*dansadi prir braedur

expl danced.3pl/*3sg  three brothers.nom.pl

‘Three brothers danced.’

o lIcelandicalso allows expletive constructions with intransitives
with nominative subjects.

o BUT, agreement with the verb is obligatory.

o Optional agreement affects nominative objects. not just
post-verbal nominatives.



~ A long-standing part of the grammar of Icelandic

-_—

-

(1) a. Honum likadi  stérilla adgerdir peirra (Svarfdaela saga, 1794)
he.dat liked.3sg badly operations.their.nom
‘He really didn’t like their operations. / He was very dissatisfied with their operations.’

b. b6rdi likadi illa  hennar malsemdir (Bjarnar saga Hitd=lak., 120)
bordi.sg.dat liked.3sgbadly her.speech.nom
‘Pordur didn’t like her speech.

c.pa likudu honum gerdir eigi betur en fyrra sumar (Sturlunga, 75)
then liked.3pl he.dat operations not better than earlier.summer.nom
‘Then he liked "the operations” not better than the earlier summer’

d. Badum konungunum likudu pessiandsvor (Hrolfs saga Gautr., 47)
both.dat kings.dat liked.3pl these.answers/protests.nom
‘Both of the kings liked these answers/protests’ (Jonsson, to appear, EX 27.8)

Optional agreement in monoclausal sentences in the Sagas.
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— e

(1) a. Peim botti [ pau tidindi  mikil vera | (Fostbraedra saga, 778)
they.dat found.3sg those.news.nom big to be
“They found these news to be big.’

b. botti monnum [ petta mikil fadeemi | (Hrolfs saga Gautr., 140)
found.dft men.dat this big exceptional.nom
‘They found this to be a big exception.’

c. Oddi bottu [ petta mikil tidindi | (Bandamanna saga, 7)
Oddur dat found.3pl this big news.nom
‘Oddur found this to be big news.’

d. Gretti bottu [ illar spar hans | (Grettis saga, 1003)
Grettir.sg.dat found.3pl bad his.prophecies.nom
‘Grettir found his prophecies to be bad.’ (Jonsson, to appear, EX 27.9)

Optional agreement in biclausal sentences in the Sagas.
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Icelandic active sentences illustrate that we
cannot (necessarily) pair case and grammatical
function.

e Subjects need not be nominative.
In passives, “non-structural” case is retained.

In Icelandic, the passivized object behaves like
non-structurally case-marked NPs in actives.
* Notsoin German

Nominative objects in Icelandic syntactically
pattern like accusative objects.

Nominative objects and embedded nominative
subjects in ECM both allow for optional
agreement.
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