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ABSTRACT: ModernGreekdistinguisheswo typesof ditransitive constructions,
the genitive ditransitive constructionand the doubleaccusatie ditransitive con-
struction.

1. In ModernGreekthegoalin mostditransitivessurfacesasa PP(seeexample
(1)), or asan NP with morphologicalgenitive case(seeexample(2)):

(1) O Petros estile to paketo s-tin mitera
thePeteNomsend.3SG RST thepaclet.Accto-themotherAcc
tu polu prosfta.

his.Cl.Gervery recently
“Petersentthe paclet to his mothervery recently”.

(2) O Petros estile tis miteras  tu to
thePeteNom send.3SG RST themotherGenhis.Cl.Genthe

paketo polu prosfita.
paclet.Accveryrecently

“Petersenthis motherthe paclet very recently”.

2. With a limited set of verbsboth the indirect object and the direct object
may surfacewith morphologicakccusative caseusedwithouta preposition.
Theseverbsincludethe predicateglidasko (teach),serviro (sene), plirono

(pay):

(83) O Kkathigitis didakse tusfitites tin
the professaNom teach.3SG RST the student.Acc.Plthe
ili ton mathimatilon proshta.
course-material.Acthe maths.Gen.Plecently
“The professottaughtthe studentshe coursematerialfor the maths
recently”.

(4) O kathigitis didakse tin ili ton
the professaNom teach.3SG RST the course-material.Acthe
mathimatilon s-tus fitites proshta.

maths.Gen.Plto-thestudent.Acc.Pltecently

“The professortaughtthe coursematerialfor the mathsto the stu-
dentsrecently”.

Adjectival passieswith goal externalizationare not possiblewith the verbs
forming the genitive ditransitve construction(thefollowing examplereadsn rela-
tion to examples(1) and(2)):
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(®)

Enaproshtastalmengaleto. /* Mia proshtastalmenimitera.
a recentlysent paclet /* a recentlysent  mother

“A recentlysentpaclet”. /* “A recentlysentmother”.

In contrastadjectval passieswith goal externalizationare possiblewith the
verbsforming thedoubleaccusatie ditransitive construction(the following exam-
ple readsin relationto examples(3) and(4)):

(6)

| prosttadidagmenili ton mathimatilon./l prostta
therecentlytaught  course-materiaghe maths.Gen.PL/theecently
didagmenffitites.

taught  students

“The recentlytaughtcoursematerialfor the maths”./“The recentlytaught
students”.

Moreover, in ModernGreekthe two verb classediffer with respecto nomi-
nalization.Nominalizationsvherethe goal surfacesasthe non-prepositionatom-
plementof the nounarenot possiblewith the verbalpredicategarticipatingin the
genitive ditransitve construction(examples(7)-(9)), while they are possiblewith
theverbalpredicateparticipatingn thedoubleaccusatie ditransitve construction
(example(10)in relationto examples(3) and(4)):

()

(8)

9)

(10)

O Petros nikiase to spiti s-ton fititi.
the PeteNomrent.3SG.RST thehouse.Acdo-thestudent.Acc

“Peterrentthe houseto the student”.

O Petros nikiase tu fititi to spiti.

the PeteMNomrent.3SG.RST the student.Gethehouse.Acc
“Peterrentthe studenthe house”.

To nikiasmatu spitiu. /* To nikiasmatu fititi.

therental thehouse.Geif* therental thestudent.Gen
“The rentalof thehouse”./* “The rentalof the student”.

| didaskalidtis ilis ton mathimatilon. / |
theteaching thecourse-material.Gen.SBe maths.Gen.PL the
didaskaliaton fititon.

teaching thestudents.Gen.PL

“The teachingof the coursematerialfor themaths”./ “The teachingof the
students”.

For Modern Greekgenitive ditransitve constructiond argue for an account
which shareswith the “dative shift” approachetheideathatthereis a singleverb
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meaninginvolved, andwith the “dative alternation"approachethe ideathatvari-
antsarenondenvationally related(seeButt, Dalrymple,andFrank(1997), Wech-
sler(1995),amongothers for similar approaches LFG andHPSG respectiely,
to Englishditransitives). The startingpoint of the analysisfor predicatedeading
Modern Greekgenitive ditransitive constructiongs thatthey arenot polysemous
and,moregenerally the genitive ditransitive alternationdoesnot involve two dis-
tinct meaningdor eachindividual ditransitive predicate In the spirit of Levin and
RappaporHovav (2001),| proposethatthe key ideais thatthe genitive ditransi-
tive alternationin Modern Greekis not aboutalternateobjects,like for instance,
thelocative alternationin ModernGreek,but aboutalternatesxpression®f recipi-
ents(i.e., animategoals).Thatis, recipientsin ModernGreekgenitive ditransitive
constructiongnay berealizedin two waysasthey areopento two semantichar
acterizationgseealsoGoldsmith(1980)for English): (i) atype of possessofii) a
type of goal,asthe LocalistHypothesigredicts(cf., alsoGruber(1965),Jaclend-
off (1972)). The consequencef the availability of two semanticcharacterizations
for recipientsin the caseof ModernGreekgenitive ditransitive constructiongi.e.,
possessorandgoals)is that recipientshave alsotwo potentialmodesof syntac-
tic instantiation: (i) a genitive case-mar&d NP (seeexample (2)), (i) a PP (s
tin (to)-phrasan example(1)). For Modern Greekdoubleaccusatie ditransitve
constructions proposean analysiswhich shareswith the “dative alternation”ap-
proachesheideathatvariantsarenondervationallyrelated.l alsoproposethough,
thatunlike the genitive ditransitve constructionsn ModernGreekthe doubleac-
cusatve ditransitve constructionis aboutalternateobjects,like for instancethe
locatve alternationin ModernGreek. This proposalis strongly supportedoy the
evidencefrom adjectval passiesandnominalizationgpresentec@bore in relation
to Modern Greekdoubleaccusatie ditransitive constructionswhich shawvs that
with predicatesieadingdoubleaccusatie ditransitves eitherthe theme or there-
cipient agumentexhibits “object” propertiesdependingonwhich is (the primary)
object. Suchan analysistendsto be accompaniedy differentlexical semantic
entailmentsn relationto thetwo variants:

(11) FromArad(1998)
a.to-VARIANT: x causdy to cometo beat (possessiory]
b. DOUBLE OBJECTVARIANT: x causgz to cometo bein STATE (of
possessionly meanf [x causdy to cometo be at (poss)z]]

(12) O Petros estile to paketo s-tin mitera
thePeteNom send.3SG RST the paclet.Accto-themotherAcc
tu.
his.Cl.Gen
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“Petersentthe pacletto his mother”.

stelno<  agent recipient=goal theme>
-0 (f-am) -0 -r
SUBJ OBLy OBJ
(13) O Petros estile tis miteras  tu to paleto.

the PeteNomsend.3SGRST the motherGenhis.Cl.Gerthe paclet.Acc
“Petersenthis motherthe paclet”.

stelno<  agent recipient=possesso theme>
-0 (0-am) +r -r
SUBJ OBJ(genitve) OBJ
(14) O kathigitis didakse tusfitites tin

the professaNomteach.3SG RST the student.Acc.Plthe
ili ton mathimatilon proshta.
course-material.Acthe maths.Gen.Plecently

“The professortaughtthe studentsthe coursematerialfor the mathsre-

cently”.
didasko< agent recipient theme>
-0 (f-am) -r +0
SUBJ OBJ OBJy(secondaccusatie)
(15) O kathigitis didakse tin ili ton
the professaNomteach.3SGRST the course-material. Acthe
mathimatilon s-tus fitites proshta.

maths.Gen.Plto-thestudent.Acc.Pltecently
“The professortaughtthe coursematerialfor the mathsto the students

recently”.
didasko< agent recipient theme>
-0 (f-amg) -0 -r
SuUBJ OBLy OBJ
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