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THE SYNTACTIC STATUS OF THE NOMINAL CONSTITUENT
IN GREEK EXISTENTIAL CONSTRUCTIONS

This paper addresses the syntax of the nominal constituent (pivot) in Greek
existential sentences. Once | present that Greek has three types of existentials,
namely exi-, ime- and iparxo-sentences, | demonstrate that, in all sentences, the
pivot remains in the post-verbal position and is subject to a definiteness restriction.
At the same time, it bears accusative case marking in exi-sentences and nominative
in all other sentences. By examining the behavior of the pivot with respect to its
ability to raise to object and control an absolute construction, | conclude that the
pivot behaves as a subject in all cases but exi-sentences. Finally, | combine this with
assumptions about the predicative structure of existentials and offer a possible
analysis for the predication layer in existentials.
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1. INTRODUCTION

McNally (2011: 1829) suggests that an existential sentence is “a specialized
or non-canonical construction which expresses a proposition about the existence
or the presence of someone or something”. Based on this definition, the English
sentence in (1a) qualifies as existential due to the presence of expletive there
which makes it non-canonical compared to the canonical one in (1b).

1. a. There are some books on the table.
b. Some books are on the table.

Unlike English, Greek has three types of sentences that express the same
proposition and are more or less canonical. Namely, HAVE- (2a), BE- (2b), and
EXIST-sentences (2c) (Delveroudi 1992; Kampanarou 2021a).
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2. a. HAVE (exi) -sentences: Exi kati markadorus sto trapezi.
HAVE.3SG some marker.PL.ACC. on.the table

b. BE (ime) - sentences: Ine  kati markadori sto trapezi.

BE.3PL some marker.PL.NOM. on.the table
c. EXIST (iparxo) - sentences:  Iparxun kati markadori  sto trapezi.

EXIST.3PL some marker.PL.NOM. on.the table
‘There are some markers on the table’

In these Greek sentences, the nominal constituent is obligatory, as is the
case cross-linguistically (Clark 1978; Francez 2007). This paper discusses the
properties of this nominal constituent, often called the pivot, in the sentences
above to determine its syntactic status.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 demonstrates the
key characteristics defining the pivot in Greek existentials. In Section 3, | consider
its behavior concerning its ability to raise to object and control an absolute
construction. | conclude that the pivot constitutes an object in exi-sentences and
a subject in ime- and iparxo-ones. Section 4 shows how this conclusion can be
combined with assumptions regarding the predicative structure of existentials.
Section 5 concludes the discussion and presents the issues left for future research.

2. THE NOMINAL CONSTITUENT IN GREEK EXISTENTIALS
2.1. Case pattern and Agreement

To begin with, Greek existential sentences are differentiated based on the
case and the agreement pattern they exhibit. On the one hand, in exi-sentences,
the post-verbal nominal is marked for accusative case, while the verb does not
agree with it. As shown in (3), the verb retains the third-person singular marking
even if its sole nominal argument is marked for plural. This is a distinctive pattern
in Greek, as it is attested only with impersonal verbs, thus immediately capturing
the ‘non-canonicality’ of existentials.

3. Exi kafe/*kafes/ kafedes sto dulapi.
HAVE.3SG coffee.SG.ACC/coffee.SG.NOM/coffee.PL.ACC in.the cupboard
‘There is coffee/There are coffees in the cupboard.

On the other hand, the nominal in ime- and iparxo-sentences bears
nominative case, and the verb fully agrees with it (4).

4. a. Ine/lIparxi arketos kafes sto dulapi.

BE.3SG/EXIST.3SG enough coffee.SG.NOM in.the cupboard
‘There is enough coffee in the cupboard’
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b. Ine?/Iparxun arketi kafedes sto dulapi.
BE.3PL/EXIST.3PL enough coffee.PL.NOM in.the cupboard
‘There are enough coffees in the cupboard.

An essential characteristic of all existentials is that the nominal constituent
stays in the post-verbal position.

2.2. Definiteness & Bareness Effects

The so-called Definiteness Effect (henceforth called DE) is a second
property that makes these constructions non-canonical. This property that has
been thoroughly discussed in the literature ever since Milsark (1974) refers to
the fact that in all existentials, definite noun phrases (5a) and phrases with strong
guantifiers (5b) like kade ‘each’ are not allowed in the post-verbal position.

5. a.*Exi/#Ine/ #lparxi to vivlio sto trapezi.
HAVE/BE/EXIST.3SG the book.SG on.the table
lit. ‘There is the book on the table.
b. #Exi/#tIne/ #lparxi kaBe vivlio sti vivlioBiki.
HAVE/BE/EXIST.3SG each book.SG at.the library
lit. “There is each book at the library.’

Witness that although the strongest version of the DE suggests that definite
determiners and strong quantifiers are prohibited, most examples in (5) are not
ungrammatical (i.e., marked with “*’). Instead, they are marked as infelicitous (#)
in a specific context (explained in detail below). Several authors hold that they
are infelicitous when the sentences are intended to introduce new discourse
referents or, in other words, assert that a property is instantiated in the discourse
(McNally 1997; McCloskey 2014; Irwin 2018; Myler 2018).

Notice that if the function of the sentence changes, definite noun phrases
are allowed, if not required. For instance, when the sentence in (5a) includes
ine, it allows the definite noun phrase when it establishes the location of the
presupposed entity to vivlio, i.e., when behaving as a locative sentence. In fact,
on this occasion, the definiteness of the nominal is necessary. Further, the same
sentence licenses a definite noun phrase when it includes iparxo and is used to
confirm the existence of a specific item already known in the discourse.

However, the sentences in (5b) do not have a function distinct from
the sentences in (2), (3), and (4) when containing kade. They, too, introduce

2 Note that the third person singular form of ime, ine, is homophonous to the third person plural
form.
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a discourse referent. However, unlike the sentences above, they introduce
a different kind of referent. Instead of entities, they introduce types. They are
interpreted as conveying that every type of book is instantiated in the current
discourse. This means, then, that strong quantifiers are allowed in existentials
when they quantify over types. The examples in (6) illustrate this more clearly as
they overtly express reference to types.

6. a. Exi opjodipote  (idos) mabiti stin taksi.
HAVE.3SG whichever.ACC type.SG.ACC student.SG.ACC/GEN in.the class
lit. ‘There is whichever (type of) student in the class.

b. Iparxi kaBe  (tipos) etisi(s) onlain.
EXIST.3SG each type.SG.NOM application.form.SG.NOM/GEN online
lit. “There is each (type of) application form online.

Notice, also, in (7), that if we add to a definite nominal a complement
that reduces some of the semantic definiteness, e.g., an indefinite complement,
the morphologically definite nominal is no longer semantically definite. Thus, it
can denote a novel referent instantiating a property. Hence, it is licensed in the
post-verbal position of an existential sentence, introducing this referent into the
discourse.

7. a. *Exi tis simiosis ~ sto Oranio.
HAVE.3SG the note.PL.ACC on.the desk
lit. ‘There are the notes on the desk.
b. Exi tis simiosis  enos ma0iti sto Branio.
HAVE.3SG the note.PL.ACC a.GEN student.SG.GEN on.the desk
‘There are a student’s notes on the desk.

Therefore, we see that the DE is not a prohibition on determiners. It is a
restriction on particular denotations or semantic types when the sentences are
used to introduce new discourse referents of a specific semantic type. In other
words, when the sentences have the abovementioned function, they license
pivots with denotations corresponding to the type of referent they are intended
to introduce. These denotations must also guarantee that the referent is novel.
Thus, the DE is determined as a prohibition driven by semantics and pragmatics
(Bassaganyas-Bars & McNally 2019).

A second relevant characteristic is detected for ime-sentences in particular.
Inime-sentences, one additional restriction prohibits bare noun phrasesfrom being
used in any sentence function. This is unsurprising for Greek, as bare arguments,
and bare singulars in particular, are dispreferred in the language (Alexiadou 2001;
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Sioupi 2002; Lazaridou-Chatzigoga 2011; Alexandropoulou 2013; Alexopoulou et
al. 2013; Kampanarou 2019; Alexopoulou & Folli 2019).

8. a.*(To) vivlio ine sto trapezi.
the book.SG.NOM BE.3SG on.the table
‘The book is on the table.
b.Ine *(ena/to)vivlio sto trapezi.
BE.3SG a/the  book.SG on.the table
‘There is a book on the table!

I will call this the Bareness effect (BarE) and discuss its significance in
Section 3.

In view of these facts, we can pin down where the ‘non-canonicality’ of
existentials stems from, at least with regard to the nominal constituent. The case/
agreement pattern, partially, the surface word order, and the Definiteness and
Bareness effects are the characteristics substantiating their ‘non-canonicality’.
Nonetheless, the presentation of the DE suggests that the ‘non-canonicality’
arises on specific occasions, i.e., when the sentences are used to introduce novel
discourse referents of a particular type.

It seems, then, that we can refine the definition of existentials to
incorporate these observations. Existentials could be defined as ‘non-canonical’
sentences introducing new discourse referents.

No matter which definition of existentials we adopt, it is essential to
understand whether their morphological similarities depict a uniform syntax. In
the following section, | gather evidence supporting this is not true for Greek.

3. ASPECTS OF THE SYNTAX OF GREEK EXISTENTIALS
3.1. Case pattern and Agreement

In 2.1., | noted that, in contrast with ime- and iparxo-sentences, exi-
sentences include the invariable form of HAVE marked for third person singular.
Traditionally, this has been attributed to an empty pronoun (pro) that controls
subject agreement. This silent pronoun has been assumed for weather verbs,
among other impersonal structures, and has been argued to yield default
agreement manifested as third-person singular marking (latridou & Embick 1997).
Moreover, Alexiadou and Anagnostopoulou (1998) claim that the DE in existentials
(as it differs from the DE in unaccusatives) is indicative of an expletive pro.

Nonetheless, the postulation of pro in exi-sentences is also required for
case-reasons. To give some background, according to a recent view on the Case
algorithm in Greek, accusative qualifies as a dependent case. Anagnostopoulou and
Sevdali (2020) argue that it is assigned under the rule in (9), according to which a DP
is marked for accusative when a second DP c-commands it in the TP domain.
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9. Dependent accusative case rule in SMG: If DP, c-commands DP, in TP,
then assign U (accusative) to DP,.

By contrast, nominative is treated as the unmarked case in the TP domain
and is not assigned under agreement with T. In this view, nominative is the case
that marks the unique or the highest (pro)nominal argument appearing in the
TP domain. Further, Alexiadou and Anagnostopoulou (2021) propose that verb
agreement always goes with nominative when both nominative and accusative
are present.

Based on the above, the accusative case marking on the post-verbal nominal
in exi-sentences suggests a case competitor exists in the TP domain. Out of all the
overt constituents of the sentence, the only one that could possibly act as a case
competitor is the locative PP since it is the sole constituent that includes a second
nominal. However, the locative PP in an exi-existential (or any other existential)
could be replaced by an adverb (10). In this case, the post-verbal nominal would
still be marked for accusative.

10. Exi ena vivlio eki pera.
HAVE.3SGa book.SG.ACC there over
‘There is a book over there!

Baker (2015) and Anagnostopoulou and Sevdali (2020) convincingly
show that the nominals contained in PPs cannot act as case competitors for the
dependent case mechanism since the heading preposition delineates a phase and
makes them inaccessible to the case algorithm.

Furthermore, cross-linguistic evidence suggests that invariant forms of verbs
are often preceded by subject expletives. Romance existentials, counterparts to
the Greek constructions discussed in this study, illustrate this. The French (11a)
and Catalan (11b) examples below show that the non-agreeing form of the HAVE-
verb in existentials is preceded by an overt expletive subject.

11. a. French
I ya beaucoup de fleurs dans le jardin.
EXP. PF HAVE.3SG many of flower.PLin the garden
‘There are many flowers in the garden.’
b. Catalan (Leonetti 2008: 9, ex. 11b)
Hi ha la policia al pati.
there_ HAVE.3SG the police.SG in.the courtyard

EXPL
‘There are the police in the courtyard’

252



THE SYNTACTIC STATUS OF THE NOMINAL CONSTITUENT IN GREEK EXISTENTIAL CONSTRUCTIONS

Francez (2007) also claims that if a language has expletives, it obligatorily
uses them to mark the difference between existential and locative sentences.

Therefore, it is reasonable to posit that the expletive pro acts as the case
competitor because it is a covert item of a (pro)nominal status that can be case-
marked (see Kampanarou 2024: 16-22 for more details). If pro is the highest
argument in the sentence, it is expected to get assigned nominative, as the
unmarked case in the TP domain, thus yielding default verbal agreement. Hence,
the verb appears non-agreeing with the pivot and is invariably marked for third
person singular as exi. This constitutes a first indication that the pivot in exi-
sentences is not a subject.

3.2. The syntactic status of the nominal

The Definiteness Effect has been recognized as the second key property of
existentials and as a condition implied by semantics and pragmatics. However, the
Bareness effect, identified for ime-sentences, is, arguably, a syntactic condition.
BarE is a property indicative of, but not exclusive to, subjects. Generally, bare
arguments in Greek are preferred in the object position of transitive verbs or
the post-verbal position of unaccusative verbs (see the references in 2.2). In the
first case, they bear accusative case marking, whereas, in the second, they bear
nominative.

Thus, the licensing of accusative bare nominals in exi-sentences indicates
that the nominals occupy an object position. In contrast, the fact that bare
nominative nominals follow the unaccusative verb of existence iparxo in the
respective sentences suggests that they are subjects. The question is, then,
what happens with the post-verbal position in ime-sentences that prohibits bare
arguments? The rest of this section provides support for the above assumptions
regarding exi and iparxo and shows that ime-sentences assimilate iparxo-ones as
their nominal constituent patterns with subjects. To demonstrate this, | consider
their behavior with respect to raising to object and control of an absolute
construction.

First, it is evident in (12b) that the nominal in ime- and iparxo-sentences®
can raise to object as any subject of a typical transitive verb like pezo ‘play’.

12. a.lda na ine/?iparxun/exi/pezun kabosa pedja sto parko.
see.PST.1SG to BE.3PL/EXIST.3PL/HAVE.3SG/PLAY.3PLsome kids in.the park

3 The slightly reduced acceptability of iparxo-sentences in this context does not seem to be a matter
of word order, since the sentence is judged similarly even when the nominal surfaces after iparxun.
The reduced acceptability should be attributed to the fact that iparxo denotes a state that is not
necessarily perceptible. Thus, it is bad as a complement of verbs of perception (Roy 2013).
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b. 18a kabosa pedja na ine/iparxun/pezun sto parko.
see.PST.1SG some  kids to BE.3PL/EXIST.3PL/PLAY.3PL in.the park
‘I saw some kids being/playing in the park.

The acceptability of the above sentences comes in clear contrast with the
ungrammatical exi-sentence in (13).

13. *|da kabosa pedja na exi sto parko.
see.PST.1SG some  kids to HAVE.3SG in.the park
int. ‘I saw some kids being in the park.

Ontheother hand, the same contrastappears regarding the nominal’s ability
to control PRO in an absolute construction. In (14), the nominal constituent of the
exi-sentence cannot control the PRO in the absolute construction appearing at
the beginning of the utterance. In contrast, the pivot in iparxo- and ime-sentences
can.

14. Vlepodas ti simveni se ales xores, *[exi diadilotes) /?[iparxun diadilotes)
seeing  what happens in other countries, HAVE.3SG protesters.ACC EXIST.3PL
protesters.NOM
/line  poli diadilotes]  stus dromus tis Eladas.

BE.3PL many protesters.NOM in.the streets the.GEN Greece
‘Seeing what’s happening in other countries, there are protesters/many
protesters are in the streets of Greece.

Building on Anagnostopoulou (1999), the ungrammaticality of the above
exi-sentence suggests that the nominal is an object. Based on the same author,
this assumption is further supported by the fact that the post-verbal nominal
can be clitic doubled, which applies only to objects of transitive verbs in Greek
(Anagnostopoulou 2003).

15. A: Kseris ti  psaxno? Astinomika miBistorimata.
know.2SG what look.for.1SG detective novels
‘Do you know what I'm looking for? Mystery novels.
B: Al Ta exi afta sto kato rafil®
ah! CL HAVE.3SG these.ACC on.the bottom shelf
‘Ah! They are on the bottom shelf.

* Note that a minority of speakers accepts this sentence with a coerced “possessive” reading with a
dropped subject, roughly meaning ‘keeps them at the bottom self’.
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Therefore, the above distribution suggests that the nominal constituent is
an object in exi-sentences, and a subject in iparxo- and ime-sentences. This means
there must be at least two structures with mirrored argument arrangements: one
in which the nominal is a subject and one in which it is an object. The following
section accommodates this assumption within a hypothesis about the syntax of
existential predication.

4. THE SYNTACTIC STRUCTURE OF GREEK EXISTENTIALS

To begin with, as argued elsewhere (Kampanarou 2021b), independent
reasons lead us to assume that a functional preposition, p, introduces a
predication relationship between the NP pivot and the locative PP. To sum up, the
arguments supporting this analysis are (a) the fact that iparxo is a verb prefixed
with ip- which originates as an independent argument-introducing prepositional
head that incorporates into the verb (Asyllogistou 2018; Alexiadou 2020), (b)
the fact that ime and exo are covert prefixed verbs, which becomes evident in
their nominalizations, parusia and katoxi respectively, where the overtly prefixed
variant is used, (c) the fact that these sentences are stative (when they do not
include eventive nominals) and for Hale and Keyser (2002) stativity derives
from the inclusion of such a p-head, and (d) ime is a deponent and according
to Alexiadou (2019) unaccusative deponents include a p-head regulating the
projection of an intrinsic type of non-Active Voice.

Although the assumption of a prepositional head echoes analyses in the
style of Freeze (1992), the current analysis does not argue for a unified structure
underneath all types of existentials and locatives. Instead, in the spirit of Harley
(1995, 2002) and Pesetsky (1995), | propose that p-heads come into two variants.
In the standard arrangement, the NP is the subject, and c-commands the PP (16a).
In contrast, in the reversed p-structure, the NP is the object and is c-commanded
by the PP (16b).

16. a. Standard p-structure (pP) b. Reversed p-structure (RpP)
pP EpP
N,,l;-""h"“-..,‘ r_..--""‘ﬁ"""--___‘
p FP Rp'
—_— — e
— - . ’/\B‘p /“\-\
att markadori  p sto trapezi Rp NP
_d&_h— _..-"".-'-.-.-F.‘“-‘-‘-""-__
sto trapezi kati markadorus
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Then, each p-structure is selected by the verb. The standard structure in
(16a) is assumed for iparxo- and ime-sentences, as in (2c) and (2b), respectively,
whereas the reversed structure in (16b) for exi-sentences as in (2a). Therefore,
although existentials are structurally unified in having a preposition heading their
predication layer, they are dissociated due to the argument arrangement within
this layer.

5. CONCLUSIONS

This paper has demonstrated that Greek has three existential constructions.
Besides the fact that they are headed by different verbal items, they are also
distinguished based on the status of their nominal constituent. Considering the
latter’s properties and behavior in several environments, | have argued that the
nominal is a subject in ime- and iparxo-sentences, and an object in exi-ones.
Studying the locative constituent’s behavior and comparing these constructions
with others using the same verbal items may reveal additional points of divergence.
This is, however, left for future research.

References

Alexandropoulou 2013:S. Alexandropoulou, The lexical restrictions on verbs taking
bare nominal complements in Greek: Empirical evidence and implications
for an analysis. [Master Thesis]. Utrecht: Utrecht University.

Alexiadou 2020: A. Alexiadou, The Complexity of Greek Verbal Morphology. In
Complex Words (pp. 192—-216). Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Alexiadou 2019: A. Alexiadou, A form-function mismatch? The case of Greek
deponents. In J. M. M. Brown, A. Schmidt, & M. Wierzba (Eds.), Of trees and
birds. A Festschrift for Gisbert Fanselow (pp. 107-117). Potsdam: University
of Potsdam.

Alexiadou 2001: A. Alexiadou, Functional Structure in Nominals. Amsterdam: John
Benjamins.

Alexiadou & Anagnostopoulou 2021: A. Alexiadou, E. Anagnostopoulou,
Rethinking the nature of nominative case. In A. Barany, T. Biberauer, J. &
S. Vikner (Eds.), Syntactic Architecture and Its Consequences: Synchronic
and Diachronic Perspectives. Inside syntax (pp. 307—331). Berlin: Language
Science Press.

Alexiadou & Anagnostopoulou 1998: A. Alexiadou, E. Anagnostopoulou,
Parametrizing AGR: Word order, V-movement and EPP-checking. Natural
Language and Linguistic Theory, 16 (3), 491-539.

256



THE SYNTACTIC STATUS OF THE NOMINAL CONSTITUENT IN GREEK EXISTENTIAL CONSTRUCTIONS

Alexopoulou & Folli 2019: T. Alexopoulou, R. Folli, Topic Strategies and the Internal
Structure of Nominal Arguments in Greek and Italian. Linguistic Inquiry, 50
(3), 439-486.

Alexopoulou et al. 2013: T. Alexopoulou, R. Folli, & G. Tsoulas, Bare Number. In
Syntax and its Limits (pp. 300-323). Oxford: Oxford University Press.
Anagnostopoulou 2003: E. Anagnostopoulou, Participles and Voice. In A.
Alexiadou, M. Rathert, & A. von Stechow (Eds.), Perfect Explorations (pp.

1-36). Berlin: Mouton De Gruyter.

Anagnostopoulou 1999: E. Anagnostopoulou, On Experiencers. In A. Alexiadou,
G. Horrocks, & M. Stavrou (Eds.), Studies in Greek Syntax (pp. 67-93).
Dordrecht: Springer.

Anagnostopoulou & Sevdali 2020: E. Anagnostopoulou, C. Sevdali, Two modes of
dative and genitive case assignment: Evidence from two stages of Greek.
Natural Language and Linguistic Theory, 38 (4).

Asyllogistou 2018: A. Asyllogistou, Result in the Diachrony of Greek. [PhD. Thesis].
Ulster: University of Ulster.

Baker 2015: M. Baker, Case. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Bassaganyas—Bars & McNally 2019: T. Bassaganyas-Bars, L. McNally, There be-and
have-sentences: Different semantics, different definiteness effects. The
Linguistic Review, 37, 179-208.

Clark 1978: E. Clark, Locationals: Existential, Locative and Possessive Constructions.
In J. H. Greenberg, C. Ferguson, & E. A. Moravcsik (Eds.), Universals of
Human Language. Syntax (pp. 86—126). Stanford: Stanford University Press.

Delveroudi 1992: R. Delveroudi, The Modern Greek existential predicate: ine,
exi, iparxi. In A. Christidis, Ch. Tzitzilis & M. Stavrou-Sifaki (Eds.) Studies in
Greek linguistics 13 (pp. 426—-446). Thessaloniki: Institute of Modern Greek
Studies.

Francez 2007: |. Francez, Existential propositions. [Phd. Thesis]. Stanford: Stanford
University.

Freeze 1992: R. Freeze, Existentials and Other Locatives. Language, 68 (3), 553—
595.

Hale & Keyser 2002: K. Hale, S.J. Keyser, Prolegomenon to a Theory of Argument
Structure.

Harley 2002: H. Harley, Possession and the double object construction. Linguistic
Variation Yearbook, 2, 29-68.

Harley 1995: H. Harley, Subjects, Events and Licensing. [Phd. Thesis]. MIT.

latridou & Embick 1997: S. latridou, D. Embick, A propos pro. Language, 73 (1),
58-78.

Irwin 2018: P. Irwin, Existential unaccusativity and new discourse referents. Glossa
a journal of general linguistics, 3 (1).

257



Anna Kampanarou

Kampanarou 2024: A. Kampanarou, Relating BE and HAVE via transitivity: evidence
from Greek. Glossa a journal of general linguistics, 9 (1).

Kampanarou 2021b: A. Kampanarou, Three types of existential constructions
in Greek: their distribution and syntax. Paper presented at 54th Annual
Meeting of the Societas Linguistica Europaea, [Online].

Kampanarou 2021a: A. Kampanarou, Revisiting and Revising the “Possessors as
Locations” (PAL) hypothesis. Paper presented at Working on Linguistics.
Crete: University of Crete.

Kampanarou 2019: A. Kampanarou, Bare Noun Phrases in Modern Greek:
The interplay between Number and Reference. In G. Papanastasiou, D.
Koutsogiannis, & N. Amvrazis (Eds.), Studies in Greek Linguistics (pp. 539—
554). Thessaloniki: Institute of Modern Greek Studies.

Lazaridou—Chatzigoga 2011: D. Lazaridou-Chatzigoga, The distribution and
interpretation of bare singular count nouns in Greek. Paper presented at
Sinn Und Bedeutung Satellite Workshop on Weak Referentiality. Utrecht:
Utrecht Institute of Linguistics.

Leonetti 2008: M. Leonetti, Definiteness effects and the role of the coda in
existential constructions. In A. Klinge & H. Hoeg-Muller (Eds.), Essays on
Nominal Determination (pp. 131-162). Amsterdam: John Benjamins.

McCloskey 2014: J. McCloskey, Irish existentials in context. Syntax, 17(4).

McNally 1997: L. McNally, A Semantics for the English Existential Construction.
New York: Garland.

McNally 2011: L. McNally, Existential sentences. In K. von Heusinger, C. Maienborn,
& P. Portner (Eds.), Handbooks of Linguistics and Communication Science
(pp. 1829-1848). Berlin: Mouton De Gruyter.

Milsark 1974: G.L. Milsark, Existential Sentences in English. [Ph.d. Thesis]. MIT.

Myler 2018: N. Myler, Complex copula systems as suppletive allomorphy. Glossa a
journal of general linguistics, 3 (1).

Pesetsky 1995: D.M. Pesetsky, Zero Syntax: Experiencers and Cascades. Cambridge:
MIT Press.

Roy 2013: I. Roy, Nonverbal Predication. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Sioupi 2002: A. Sioupi, On the semantic nature of Bare Singular NPs in Greek. In
Clairis C. (Ed.), Proceedings of the 5th International Conference on Greek
Linguistics (pp. 231-234). Paris: Sorbonne University.

258



THE SYNTACTIC STATUS OF THE NOMINAL CONSTITUENT IN GREEK EXISTENTIAL CONSTRUCTIONS

Avva Kapmnavdapou
Navemotiuo Kprtng & lvotitolto NeogAAnvikwv Enovdwv (1I6pupa Mavodn
TpravtadulAAisn), ApiototéAelo Naveniothio Oscoalovikng

H ZYNTAZH THZ ONOMATIKHZ ®PAZHZ :TIZ AOMEZ YMNAP=HZ THZ EAAHNIKHZ

NepiAnyn

To apBpo autd e€etdlel Tn popdoAoyia Kot Tn cLVTAEN TNS OVOUATLKAG GpAcng
mou epdaviletal otic Sopég Uapéng thg eAANVIKAG. Edooov SlamiotwBel 6Tl n eAAnVIKA
Sl100£TeL tpelg Sopég UTapEnc, kaBepia Baollopevn ota PAKATA EXYEL, EUAL KAL UTTAPYW,
TAPOUCLAleTal OTL N OVOUOTIK ¢pdon mou Tep\AUPAVETOL O QUTEG TIOPOUEVEL
UTIOXPEWTLIKA O UETA-pNATIKA B€on Kat Slakpivetal anod éva S1odpopETIKO LaPKAPLOHA
TITWONC KoL VAV TIEPLOPLOUO OPLOTIKOTNTOC. 3TN CUVEXELQ, £€eTAlovTag T cupneplpopd
OQUTWV TWV MPOTACEWY OF TIEPLUITTWOELG OTIOU N ovopatikh dpdcon KaAsital va avuwbel
otn B€0n avTIKELEVOU KUPLOG TTPOTAONG KOl VA EAEYEEL AMOAUTEG UETOXEC, CUUTEPAIVETAL
OTL N ovouaTik $dpacn AElTOUPYEl WG QVTIKEIUEVO OTIC TTPOTACELG HE TO EXEL KAL WG
UTIOKELEVO OTLG TIPOTAOELC LIE TA Eipal KAl Exw. TENOC, TIPOTEIVETAL TWE TO CUUITEPACHLAL
autd pnopei va cuvduaotel pe AAAeG urtoB€oelg mou adopolv TN yevikOTEPN Soun Twv
TMPOTAcEWV UTapénG.

NE€elg-KAEWSLA:  SopéC  UTaPENG, UTIOPKTIKEC TIPOTAOCELG, HUETA-PNUOTIKA
UTIOKELUEVQ, TIEPLOPLOUOG OpLOTIKOTNTAG, avUPwon og BEon aVTIKELUEVOU.
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