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Goal of the talk

(1)

m To show that DAT-ACC-passive (1b) (passive of a ditransitive with DP
movement and accusative object) is not the same construction as the
so-called New Passive (1c) (New Construction, New Impersonal, New
Impersonal Passive ...)

m To do this, we:

Compare Icelandic to Faroese
Compare judgments from a written survey of 772 speakers
Look at different syntax/semantics of the constructions

a.

Pa  voru mér gefnir bilar.
then were me.DAT given.M.PL cars.M.NOM
‘Then I was given cars.’

(Canonical Passive)

bPa var mér gefid bila. (DAT-ACC-passive)
then was me.DAT given.DFLT cars.ACC
ba var gefid mér bila. (New Passive)

then was given.DFLT me.DAT cars.ACC

N)
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The New Passive

m No overt subject
m Accusative case preserved on objects

m Reflexivization possible (2a)

(2) a. DPa0o er drepio sjalfan sig. (monotransitive)
EXPL is killed self.Acc refl.Acc
‘People take their own life’
(Arnadéttir, Eythérsson and E.F. Sigurdsson 2011:48)
b. DPad var synt beim bzeklinga. (ditransitive)
EXPL was shown them.DAT brochures.ACC
‘They were shown brochures before they left.
(Jonsson 2009b:303)
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The New Passive

m Active analysis (Maling and Sigurjénsdéttir 2002,
2012a,b,c): The New Passive isn’t a passive construction
but an active impersonal with a pro subject (hence the
terms the New Impersonal and the New Construction)

m Passive analysis (Barodal and Molnar 2003, Eythoérsson
2008a, Jonsson 2009b, Arnadottir, Eythérsson and E.F.
Sigurosson 2010): It is a passive construction

m Alternative accounts: H.A. Sigurdsson (2011), Ingason,
Legate and Yang (2012) and E.F. Sigurdsson (2012)

Conclusion
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Jénsson (2009b)

m The following examples show passive of a ditransitive with an

accusative DP where the dative DP stays in situ in (3a) but
moves to subject position in (3b)

m Since (3b) shows DP movement, Jénsson (2009b) argues that the

New Passive cannot have a pro subject

Pad var synt peim baeklinga aodur en pau foru.
EXPL was shown them.DAT brochures.AcC before they left
‘They were shown brochures before they left)

Var peim ekki einu sinni synt ibudina fyrst?
was them.DAT not even shown apartment.the.ACC first
‘“Were they not even shown the apartment first?’

(J6nsson 2009b:303)
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m There are however indications that (3a) and (3b) are not
part of one and the same construction

m We argue that (3b) is in fact not part of the New Passive

m (3a) = New Passive of a ditransitive
m (3b) = DAT-ACC-passive
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Why is this important?

m If DAT-ACC-passive and the New Passive are the same
construction, then there is no pro subject (the Active
analysis is wrong, as Jénsson 2009b argues)

m This would also be a problem for H.A. Sigurdsson (2011)
and Ingason, Legate and Yang (2012) — (4a) violates
Shortest Move and Relativized Minimality

(4)

a.

P4 var mér; [yp @ gefid t; bil].
then was me.DAT [yp @ given t; car.ACC]
‘Then I was given a car.

P4 var [yp @ gefid mér  bil].

then was [yp @ given me.DAT car.ACC]|

34

~



m The New Passive is ungrammatical in Faroese

(5) *Tao bleiv sligid meg.
EXPL was hit me.ACC
‘I was hit’
(Eythoérsson 2008b:88)
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Faroese

m DAT-ACC-passive is, however, possible for some Faroese
speakers

Og var honum 6ivad xtlad  somu vidfero og

and was him.DAT doubtless intended same.ACC treatment as

@gmundi.

@gmundur.DAT

‘He was without a doubt intended to get the same treatment as
Pgmundur’

(Dahl 1939:119; cited after Barnes 1986:35)

Honum vard ynskt eina gdé0da ferd.
him.DAT was wished a.ACC good.ACC journey
‘He was wished a good journey’

(Barnes 1986:35)



m However:

(8) a. Tad vard lovad henni eina  teldu.
EXPL became promised her.DAT a.F.ACC computer.F.ACC
‘She was promised a computer.
b. *Tad vard lovad henni hana.
EXPL became promised her.DAT her.ACC
(Eythdrsson 2008a:207)
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(99 a Tad vard lovad henni ein  telda. (Faroese)
EXPL became promised her.DAT a.NOM computer.NOM
‘She was promised a computer.
b. *Tad vard  lovad henni henda teldan.
EXPL became promised her.DAT this.NOM computer.the.NOM
(Eythorsson 2008a:207)

(10) *Pad var lofad henni  tolva. (Icelandic)
EXPL was promised her.DAT computer.NOM
‘She was promised a computer.
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(11)

Faroese also exhibits accusative case objects of (originally)
DAT-NOM-verbs in the active voice (e.g. Barnes 1986,
Hoskuldur Prainsson et al. 2004, Jénsson 2009a, Arnadoéttir
2012)

a. Mer  damar veel hasa bokina.

me.DAT likes well that book.the.Acc
‘T like that book.

b. Eg dédmi veel hasa bodkina.
I.NoM like  well that book.the.Acc
(Eythorsson and Jénsson 2003:207)
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m Faroese does not have a construction identical to the New
Passive in Icelandic

m Faroese does, however, have DAT-ACC-passive, like Icelandic
(similar to DAT-ACC-pattern in the active)

m Given this, the examples in (8)—(9) are surprising and need
further inspection
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Variation in Syntax survey

Survey nr. 1, conducted in 2005
Results from 772 speakers used (Hoskuldur Thrainsson PI)

Four age groups

Three choices given:
yes ‘I could say this’
2 ‘I could hardly say this’
no ‘I could not say this’

m 16 sentences with the New Passive of monotransitives
(accusative object)

m 2 sentences with the New Passive of ditransitives

m 1 sentence with DAT-ACC-passive
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Correlation

m Speakers who accepted the following sentences
m DAT-ACC-passive more accepted by the oldest age groups
than the New Passive

(12) Results from Variation in Syntax 15 20-25 40-45 65-70
a. DPad var synt peim % =43 21 2 2
EXPL was shown them.DAT N =87 42 3 3
baeklinga
brochures.Acc
‘They were shown brochures.’

b. Var peim ekki synt % = 48 21 8 11
was them.DAT not shown N = 100 42 15 20
ibudina fyrst?

apartment.the.ACC first
‘Were they not shown the apartment first?’
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m Correlation between the New Passive of ditransitives and
DAT-ACC-passive: 0.5

m Correlation between the New Passive of monotransitives
and DAT-ACC-passive: 0.61

m Correlation between the New Passive of monotransitives
and the New Passive of ditransitives: 0.81
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Relationship between jugdments of the New Passive of monotransitives and ditransitives

Correlation (Pearson) = 0.81
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Relationship between jugdments of the New Passive of monotransitives and DAT-ACC—-passive

Correlation (Pearson) = 0.61
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m DAT-ACC-passive is more accepted than the New Passive
(especially among older speakers)

m The correlation between the New Passive of
monotransitives and ditransitives is very high

m The relationship between DAT-ACC-passive and the New
Passive is different
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Syntactic evidence

m [f DAT-ACC-passive and the New Passive are one and the
same construction, we must say that the dative DP is a
subject when it moves but an object when it doesn’t

m It cannot be a subject also when it doesn’t move — as seen
by accusative indirect objects:

(13) a. Igeer var leynt mig sannleikanum.
yesterday was concealed me.ACC truth.the.DAT
“Yesterday, the truth was concealed from me.’
b. *I geer var mig leynt sannleikanum.
yesterday was me.ACC concealed truth.the.DAT
c. Iger var ég leyndur sannleikanum.
yesterday was I.NOM concealed truth.the.DAT
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Syntactic evidence

(14)

m DAT-ACC-passive vs. New Passive of a ditransitive
m When the dative DP moves to subject position, as in (14a),

the implicit agent cannot bind the reflexive
When there is no overt subject, as in (14b), it is possible
for the reflexive to be bound by the implicit agent

I geer var lsekninum; synt rontgenmyndina

yesterday was doctor.the.DAT; shown x-ray.the.AcC
sina,-/*j.

OWH.REFL.ACC;/*j

‘Yesterday, the doctor was shown his x-ray.’

1 gaer var synt laekninum; rontgenmyndina

yesterday was shown doctor.the.DAT; x-ray.the.ACC

sina; ;.

OWH.REFL.ACC,'/j

‘Yesterday, the doctor was shown his x-ray’

“Yesterday, the doctor was shown an x-ray belonging to the person
doing the showing. 21/34
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Syntactic evidence

m Canonical passive vs. New Passive

m Different meaning, similar to DAT-ACC-passive (14a) vs.
the New Passive of a ditransitive (14b)

(15) a. Madur; er alltaf latinn bioa eftir (sjdlfum) sér;,,;.

one.NOM; is always let ~ wait for (self.DAT) REFL.DAT;/,;
‘T always have to wait for myself’ / ‘One always has to wait for
oneself!

b.Pad er alltaf 14ti0 mann; bida eftir sér,;/;
EXPL is always let one.ACC; wait for REFL.DAT
‘People are always making one/me wait for them.
(Eirfkur Rognvaldsson, Joan Maling and Sigridur Sigurjénsdéttir, p.c.)
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m Created on Google Docs and published as a Facebook event
m Conducted from April 2nd to May 2nd 2012
m Results from 936 speakers used

m Main purpose to study case variation among
DAT-NOM-verbs

m Three choices given: yes, ¢, no
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DAT-ACC in the active and the passive

m DAT-ACC seems to be on the rise with original DAT-NOM verbs in
the active in Icelandic (Arnadéttir and Sigurdsson 2012)

(16) Results from HIif Arnadéttir’s study yes 7?7 no
a. Magnisi hlotnadist pann heidur %=34 9 57
Magniis.DAT acquired that.Acc honor.acc N =317 84 529
a0 vera valinn efnilegasti leikmadurinn

b.

to be chosen most.prominent player.the

‘Magnus acquired the honor to be chosen the most prominent
player’

Pali leidist handbolta mjég mikio % =5 1 94
PAll.DAT is.bored.by handball.AcC very much N =46 13 865
‘Pall finds handball very boring.

m DAT-ACC-passive patterns with this, as in Faroese

24 /34



Introduction Comparison with Faroese Correlation Syntactic evidence Analysis Conclusion

The New Passive and related constructions

m The New Passive (17) is different and is more like the passive construction
in (18) (cf. Maling and Sigurjénsdéttir 2002)

(17)  Pad var gefio folki stpu.
EXPL was given people.DAT soup.ACC
‘People were given soup.’

(18) N1 er verid ad gefa folki stupu af stjornmdlaménnum.
now is been to give.INF people.DAT soup.ACC by politicians
‘Now people are being given soup by politicians.’

m The dative DP in (18) cannot move to subject position — just like the New
Passive but unlike DAT-ACC-passive

(19) *Nu er folki; verid a0 gefa t; stpu.
now is people.DAT; been to give.INF t; soup.ACC
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The NewPass and the Impersonal Modal Construction

m The New Passive is also similar to the Impersonal Modal Construction (H.A.
Sigurdsson and Egerland 2009) in (20) (E.F. Sigurdsson 2012)
m No overt subject
m Accusative case preserved on objects
m By-phrases grammatical

(20) Results from HIif Arnadéttir’s study yes 7 no
Pad bpyrfti a0 rannsaka petta  mun betur % =72 17 10
EXPL needed to investigate this.ACC much better N = 672 162 97
af freedimoénnum
by scholars
‘This needs to be investigated much further by scholars.
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Weak implicit argument

m Cf. H.A. Sigurdsson (2011) and Ingason, Legate and Yang (2012) for the New
Passive

m Weak implicit subject rather than PRO (secondary predicates don’t seem to
be grammatical)

(21) a. bad var [@ gefio f6lki sipu (??fullur)].

EXPL was [@ given people.DAT soup.ACC (??drunk.NOM)]
‘People were given soup.

b. NG er verio [@ ad gefa folki supu (??fullur)].
now is been [ to give.INF people.DAT soup.ACC (??drunk.NOM))]
‘Now people are being given soup.

c. bad Dyrfti [¢ ad rannsaka petta mun betur (??fullur)]
EXPL needed [@ to investigate this.AcC much better (??drunk.NOM)]
‘This needs to be investigated much better.
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Conclusion

m We have argued that the DAT-ACC-passive and the New
Passive are two different constructions, comparing Icelandic
and Faroese and using quantitative (correlation in a
judgment task) and qualitative (syntactic) evidence

m DAT-ACC-passive does not show that there isn’t a
pro/PRO /weak implicit subject in the New Passive

m DAT-ACC-passive: oblique (overt) subject; related to
DAT-ACC active

m The New Passive: weak implicit subject (Sigurosson 2011
and Ingason et al. 2012); related to the Impersonal Modal
Construction and impersonal passives of aspectual verbs
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(22)

m Secondary predicates in the reflexive passive

m Speakers who accepted the following sentence

Maling and Sigurjonsdéttir’s study Adolescents  Adults
Svo var bara drifid sig einn & ball % = 48-60 23

so was just hurried refl.ACC alone.NOM to dance

‘People just went to the dance alone’

(Maling and Sigurjénsdéttir 2012a)
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Appendix

m Subject-oriented participial adjunct

(23)  a. Eg vakti b6rnin kl. 7, raulandi litinn  lagstuf. (Active)
I woke children.the at 7, humming little.ACC song.bit.AcC
‘T woke the children at 7, humming a little piece of a song’

b*Bornin voru vakin kl. 7, raulandi litinn
children.the.NOM were awakened at 7, humming little.ACC
lagstuf. (Canonical Passive)
song.bit.Acc

c. Pad wvar vakio bérnin kl. 7, raulandi litinn
EXPL was awakened children.the.AcC at 7, humming little.ACC
lagstf. (New Passive)

song.bit.ACC

‘Someone woke the children at 7, humming a little piece of a song (the
children were not humming)’

(Maling, Kroch and Sigurjénsdéttir 2011)
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Appendix

m Subject-oriented participial adjunct

(24)

a. I geer var lsekninum; synt rontgenmyndina
yesterday was doctor.the.DAT; shown x-ray.the.AccC
sina;/,; (*raulandi litinn lagstuf).

OWN.REFL.ACC)/,; (*humming little.ACC song.bit.ACC)
“Yesterday, the doctor was shown his x-ray’

b. T gaer var synt leekninum; rontgenmyndina
yesterday was shown doctor.the.DAT; x-ray.the.ACC
sina; (raulandi litinn lagstuf)

OWN.REFL.ACC;/; (humming little.ACC song.bit.ACC)

‘Yesterday, the doctor was shown an x-ray belonging to the person
doing the showing (while that same person was humming a little piece
of a song).’
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