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ABSTRACT: ModernGreekdistinguishestwo typesof ditransitive constructions,
the genitive ditransitive constructionand the doubleaccusative ditransitive con-
struction.

1. In ModernGreekthegoalin mostditransitivessurfacesasaPP(seeexample
(1)), or asanNP with morphologicalgenitive case(seeexample(2)):

(1) O
the

Petros
Peter.Nom

estile
send.3SG.PAST

to
the

paketo
packet.Acc

s-tin
to-the

mitera
mother.Acc

tu
his.Cl.Gen

polu
very

prosfata.
recently

“Petersentthepacket to his mothervery recently”.

(2) O
the

Petros
Peter.Nom

estile
send.3SG.PAST

tis
the

miteras
mother.Gen

tu
his.Cl.Gen

to
the

paketo
packet.Acc

polu
very

prosfata.
recently

“Petersenthis motherthepacket very recently”.

2. With a limited set of verbsboth the indirect object and the direct object
maysurfacewith morphologicalaccusative caseusedwithoutapreposition.
Theseverbsincludethepredicatesdidasko (teach),serviro (serve), plirono
(pay):

(3) O
the

kathigitis
professor.Nom

didakse
teach.3SG.PAST

tus
the

fitites
student.Acc.PL

tin
the

ili
course-material.Acc

ton
the

mathimatikon
maths.Gen.PL

prosfata.
recently

“The professortaughtthestudentsthecoursematerialfor themaths
recently”.

(4) O
the

kathigitis
professor.Nom

didakse
teach.3SG.PAST

tin
the

ili
course-material.Acc

ton
the

mathimatikon
maths.Gen.PL

s-tus
to-the

fitites
student.Acc.PL

prosfata.
recently

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

Adjectival passives with goal externalizationarenot possiblewith the verbs
formingthegenitiveditransitive construction(thefollowing examplereadsin rela-
tion to examples(1) and(2)):
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(5) Ena
a

prosfata
recently

stalmeno
sent

paketo.
packet

/*
/*

Mia
a

prosfata
recently

stalmeni
sent

mitera.
mother

“A recentlysentpacket”. /* “A recentlysentmother”.

In contrast,adjectival passiveswith goalexternalizationarepossiblewith the
verbsforming thedoubleaccusative ditransitive construction(thefollowing exam-
ple readsin relationto examples(3) and(4)):

(6) I
the

prosfata
recently

didagmeni
taught

ili
course-material

ton
the

mathimatikon./I
maths.Gen.PL/the

prosfata
recently

didagmeni
taught

fitites.
students

“The recentlytaughtcoursematerialfor themaths”./“The recentlytaught
students”.

Moreover, in ModernGreekthe two verbclassesdiffer with respectto nomi-
nalization.Nominalizationswherethegoalsurfacesasthenon-prepositionalcom-
plementof thenounarenotpossiblewith theverbalpredicatesparticipatingin the
genitive ditransitive construction(examples(7)-(9)), while they arepossiblewith
theverbalpredicatesparticipatingin thedoubleaccusativeditransitiveconstruction
(example(10) in relationto examples(3) and(4)):

(7) O
the

Petros
Peter.Nom

nikiase
rent.3SG.PAST

to
the

spiti
house.Acc

s-ton
to-the

fititi.
student.Acc

“Peterrentthehouseto thestudent”.

(8) O
the

Petros
Peter.Nom

nikiase
rent.3SG.PAST

tu
the

fititi
student.Gen

to
the

spiti.
house.Acc

“Peterrentthestudentthehouse”.

(9) To
the

nikiasma
rental

tu
the

spitiu.
house.Gen

/*
/*

To
the

nikiasma
rental

tu
the

fititi.
student.Gen

“The rentalof thehouse”./* “The rentalof thestudent”.

(10) I
the

didaskalia
teaching

tis
the

ilis
course-material.Gen.SG

ton
the

mathimatikon.
maths.Gen.PL

/
/
I
the

didaskalia
teaching

ton
the

fititon.
students.Gen.PL

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

For Modern Greekgenitive ditransitive constructionsI argue for an account
which shareswith the“dative shift” approachestheideathatthereis a singleverb
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meaninginvolved,andwith the“dative alternation”approachestheideathatvari-
antsarenonderivationally related(seeButt, Dalrymple,andFrank(1997),Wech-
sler(1995),amongothers,for similar approachesin LFG andHPSG,respectively,
to Englishditransitives). Thestartingpoint of theanalysisfor predicatesheading
ModernGreekgenitive ditransitive constructionsis that they arenot polysemous
and,moregenerally, thegenitive ditransitive alternationdoesnot involve two dis-
tinct meaningsfor eachindividual ditransitive predicate.In thespirit of Levin and
RappaportHovav (2001),I proposethat thekey ideais that thegenitive ditransi-
tive alternationin ModernGreekis not aboutalternateobjects,like for instance,
thelocativealternationin ModernGreek,but aboutalternateexpressionsof recipi-
ents(i.e.,animategoals).Thatis, recipientsin ModernGreekgenitive ditransitive
constructionsmayberealizedin two waysasthey areopento two semanticchar-
acterizations(seealsoGoldsmith(1980)for English):(i) a typeof possessor, (ii) a
typeof goal,astheLocalistHypothesispredicts(cf., alsoGruber(1965),Jackend-
off (1972)).Theconsequenceof theavailability of two semanticcharacterizations
for recipientsin thecaseof ModernGreekgenitive ditransitive constructions(i.e.,
possessorsandgoals)is that recipientshave alsotwo potentialmodesof syntac-
tic instantiation: (i) a genitive case-marked NP (seeexample(2)), (ii) a PP (s-
tin (to)-phrasein example(1)). For ModernGreekdoubleaccusative ditransitive
constructionsI proposeananalysiswhich shareswith the“dative alternation”ap-
proachestheideathatvariantsarenonderivationallyrelated.I alsopropose,though,
thatunlike thegenitive ditransitive constructionsin ModernGreekthedoubleac-
cusative ditransitive constructionis aboutalternateobjects,like for instance,the
locative alternationin ModernGreek. This proposalis stronglysupportedby the
evidencefrom adjectival passivesandnominalizationspresentedabove in relation
to ModernGreekdoubleaccusative ditransitive constructions,which shows that
with predicatesheadingdoubleaccusative ditransitiveseitherthe theme or there-
cipient argumentexhibits “object” properties,dependingonwhich is (theprimary)
object. Suchan analysistendsto be accompaniedby different lexical semantic
entailmentsin relationto thetwo variants:

(11) FromArad (1998)
a. to-VARIANT: x cause[y to cometo beat (possession)z]
b. DOUBLE OBJECTVARIANT: x cause[z to cometo bein STATE (of
possession)]by meansof [x cause[y to cometo beat (poss)z]]

(12) O
the

Petros
Peter.Nom

estile
send.3SG.PAST

to
the

paketo
packet.Acc

s-tin
to-the

mitera
mother.Acc

tu.
his.Cl.Gen
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“Petersentthepacket to hismother”.
stelno

� agent recipient=goal theme�
-o (

��
-arg) -o -r

SUBJ OBL � OBJ

(13) O
the

Petros
Peter.Nom

estile
send.3SG.PAST

tis
the

miteras
mother.Gen

tu
his.Cl.Gen

to
the

paketo.
packet.Acc

“Petersenthis motherthepacket”.
stelno

� agent recipient=possessor theme�
-o (

��
-arg) +r -r

SUBJ OBJ� (genitive) OBJ

(14) O
the

kathigitis
professor.Nom

didakse
teach.3SG.PAST

tus
the

fitites
student.Acc.PL

tin
the

ili
course-material.Acc

ton
the

mathimatikon
maths.Gen.PL

prosfata.
recently

“The professortaughtthe studentsthe coursematerialfor the mathsre-
cently”.

didasko
� agent recipient theme�

-o (
��
-arg) -r +o

SUBJ OBJ OBJ� (secondaccusative)

(15) O
the

kathigitis
professor.Nom

didakse
teach.3SG.PAST

tin
the

ili
course-material.Acc

ton
the

mathimatikon
maths.Gen.PL

s-tus
to-the

fitites
student.Acc.PL

prosfata.
recently

“The professortaught the coursematerial for the mathsto the students
recently”.

didasko � agent recipient theme�
-o (

��
-arg) -o -r

SUBJ OBL � OBJ
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