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1. AIM

The aim of the present work is to investigate cusaonstructions
in the Udmurt language within the framework of thEnimalist
Program and Distributed Morphology.

The dissertation investigates causative constnugticontaining
lexical (or synthetic) and syntactic (or producjiveausatives,
periphrastic causative constructions and their wdodmation
properties, as well as the internal structure agdraent structure of
causatives.

My aim with this dissertation is to present an aoto of
causative constructions in the Udmurt language dasm
Miyagawa’'s (1998)The same-component hypothefis Japanese.
This theory claims that all verbs that have the mimaa component
CAUSE are formed in the same component of the gramhradopt
this claim in the present study, arguing that tesnponent of the
grammar in Udmurt, similarly to Miyagawa’s (1998}caunt for
Japanese causatives, is the syntax.

2. RESEARCH METHOD

The dissertation investigates a syntactic phenomanthe Udmurt
language.

Udmurt is a minority language from the Permic bramd the
Uralic language family, spoken in the Volga-KamagRe of the
Russian Federation. The closest related languagetha Komi and
the Komi-Permyak languages. According to the 20&@suos the
number of native speakers is 552 299 and the Udpmpulation
became bilingual in the 20th century (Salanki 200i)addition to
the Russian language, Udmurt has a permanent ¢onttrc other
Uralic languages such as Mari, Komi and Turkic laages such as
Bashkir and Tatar. While the language has aniaff&tatus in the
Republic (it is the second official language of theémurt Republic
Since 1994), the language is mostly used in domespheres
(Speshilova 2008).

It is a well-known fact that from a syntactic pespve, Udmurt
is an under-studied language; even descriptiveasyintworks are
rare. However, more and more theoretical and tygiodd studies
have been published in recent years that consigeower or wider
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topics of Udmurt syntax (e.g. Edygarova 2009, 26h0possessive
case in Udmurt and Edygarova 2015 on negation;adszt2010 on
passive constructions; Georgieva 2012 on non-figiteordination;
F. Gulyas 2013 and F. Gulyas & Speshilova 2014 ropersonal
constructions; and Horvath 2013 on aspect markensng others).

When detailed syntactic descriptive works are lagki
syntacticians’ aim is always twofold: i) to colleglevant data with
the help of surveys and questionnaires and ii) nalyae this
collected material. This work has also been writteraccordance
with this double aim.

The data in the dissertation come from two sourthe.first and
larger group comes from the material collected murny fieldwork
trips (in three distinct periods between 2012 ar@il3). My
informants are all Udmurt-dominant native speaMesisig in the
territory of the Udmurt Republic and their age remdrom 20 to 50.
All the example sentences presented here are basedheir
judgments.

The judgments were collected in a written form. Tinive-
speakers got sentences in minimal pairs and thelythaate the
sentences with numbers between 1-5, where 1 stood
‘ungrammatical’ and 5 stood for ‘correct’.

The examples for which no source is indicated cdnoen my
fieldwork.

The second group of the examples comes from deiserip
grammars of the Udmurt language; here the maincesuf the data
are two works of Winkler (2001, 2011).

3. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

The present dissertation is written in the geneeatiansformational
grammar framework.

This framework originates from Chomsky’s seminalrkgo(e.g.
Chomsky 1965, 1981, 1986).

In the theory oDistributed Morphologywhich is a theory of the
syntax-morphology interface (Halle & Marantz 19932994),
morphemes are syntactic entities, and similarly ptrases and
sentences, words are also combined in a hieratdticeture all the
way down. Word-internal and word-external structuaege built in
the same way, and morphology (in the traditionalsseof word-
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formation) does not exist as a generative composepéarate from
syntax.

In her theory of causatives, Pylkkanen (2002, 2@08ues for a
unified account of all causatives: she suggests they are all
formed compositionally in the syntax.

Adopting Kratzer's (1994, 1996) proposal for VoiceR a
position of the external argument of the predigati®ylkkdnen
(2002, 2008) argues for a separate position foc#using event. She
calls this position CauseP.

4. THE STRUCTURE AND THE MAIN THESES OF THE
DISSERTATION

The Chapters of the dissertation are organizedlkmsws.

Chapter 1 presents an overview of the most impbrtan
morphological and syntactic properties of the Udnuamguage, the
theoretical framework applied to the Udmurt datee typological
classification of causatives and the terminologyedusin the
dissertation.

Chapter 2 investigates the causative/non-causatteenation in
Udmurt. The main research questions concentrate toa
morphological marking of the alternation and th&siinal structure
of verbs taking part in the alternation.

The causative alternation always involves two vegbansitive
and an intransitive one, ordered in pairs. Thestfigation of these
verb-pairs is based on the absence or presence tafnaparent
morphological derivation and the direction of tterivation.

In their typological work Nedyalkov & Silnitsky (¥3)
discovered four different oppositions, and usedéheppositions to
classify the verb-pairs into different groups. Thlassification has
been followed by e.g. Comrie (1981) and Haspeln{a®©3), as
shown in (1a-d).

(1) a. causative alternation: the inchoative verb is the basic verb
and the causative is marked by an affix, a causatiwiliary or stem
modification



b. anticausative alter nation: the causative verb is the basic verb
and the inchoative is marked by an affix, an anedive verb or
stem modification

c. labile alternation: the same verb is used both in the inchoative
and in the causative sense

d. equipollent alternation: both the causative and the inchoative
are derived from the same stem which expressebabie situation
by means of different affixes, different auxiliavgrbs or different
stem modification

e.suppletive alter nation: both have different verb roots

In Udmurt the suffix s’k- is the productive noncausative suffix.
Any root can combine with the non-causative suffitess the root
is not compatible with the non-causative meanintherroot takes a
non-productive non-causative suffix. Similarly teetnon-causative
suffix, the productive causative marker, whichtisin Udmurt, can
attach to any root if the root is compatible withe tcausative
meaning and there is no marked causative verb tovma

(2) a. Pinaljos sajka-zy non-causative
TIunanbséc caifka-3bl
child.pL.NOM wake.uPST.3PL
‘The children woke up.’

b. Anaj pinaljosyz sajka-t-iz causative
Amnait MUHATHECKHI3 caifka-T-i3.
motherNoM childPLACC.3SG ~ wake.UpeAUS-PST.3SG
‘The mother woke up the children.’

The argument structures of the alternating verbselated in the
sense that the nominative argument of the non-t&aszariant with
a patient or theme thematic role is always the Aative marked
argument of the transitive causative variant. Thigans that
noncausative verbs are all unaccusative verbs avileep object in
their ‘subject’ position. Unergative verbs do nakeé part in the
alternation in Udmurt.



For the syntactic structure of the alternating seib adopt
Alexiadou et al.’s (2006) assumption that bare ammtphologically
marked causative and non-causatieebs have the same structure.
This is schematically illustrated in (3):

(3) [ (Voice) [ CAUS/v [ Root + Theme ]]]

The structure is built on a category-neutral robtol is merged
either with a verbalizer head (v) or a causativibabzer head
(CAUS). Voice is a lexical head that introduces tégrternal
argument for any predicate (see Kratzer 1996, 2@0R) merges
with a vP/CAUSP layer.

As for the internal structure of non-causative gerb follow
Anagnostopulou & Schéafer (2006), Schafer (2008) &cidiafer at al.
(2014). In their proposal non-causative verbs are umiform and
their internal structure may differ. They arguettim@n-causative
roots can have the requirement to appear in theepoe of Voice
(e.g. non-causative verbs with extra morphologjghj in German),
even if they express a non-causative event. In daie, a special
kind of Voice is involved with no semantic contemhe different
syntactic structures are illustrated in (4):
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non-causative: [V [ RootA + Theme ]] @

non-causative: [DPexpl. [Voice{D, @ } [V [ RootB Theme ]]]]sich
causative: [DP [Voice{D, Agent} [ V [ RootA/B + T#me ]]]] transitive

(Schéfer et al. 2014)

Alexiadou (2010) argues that in the case of norsatives with
special Voice morphology, the Voice projection pesified as [—
external argument] and [—-agentivity].

(5) [Voice (—ext. arg. —AG) [v [Root]]]

Since in Udmurt non-causative verbs can optionitignse a
causer argument with a [tagentive] feature, | assuhat Voice
appears also in the internal structure of non-dawesaverbs,
similarly to the structure of German non-causativeish extra



morphology éich), and the specifier position of VoiceP hosts the
causer DP with a [-external argument] feature.

Based on the empirical data, | propose that nosatawe verbs
have two different structures.

(6) a.
VoiceP
T
[-ext. arg. Voice’
-AG] Py
vP Voice
/\ @/-s’k
v
T

vrootP Y

VoiceP
T
[-ext. arg. Voice’
-AG] Py
VPTRANSITIVE Voice
/\ @DI-s’k
V'TRANSITIVE
T
vP i-/10
T

\Y

T

vrootP Vv

| propose the following syntactic structure for tausative variants
of the alternation.



(7)

VoiceP

[-ext. arg. Voice’
tAG]

CauseP Voice

Cause’
T
vP D/t
T
Y,

N

Vroot v

]

Causative verbs are associated with a Cause haadhdbkts the
causing event. Adopting Pylkkdnen’'s (2002, 2008praach to
causatives, it is th8election parametewrhich regulates which head
is selected by Cause. It is obvious that in the cdidexical causation
Cause selects &P containing only an internal argument and no
external argument. In the case of causative vetles, external
argument is the causer, and following Kratzer'sd)9assumption
that the external argument always appears in thpedYoiceP]
position, | propose that the causer argument sitiSpec, VoiceP]
and it can have either a [+Agentivity] or a [-Ageity | feature.

Chapter 3 focuses on the productive, morphologicaiarked
causative constructions (factitives).

In contemporary Udmurt, external causative prediatre
marked with the causative morphente This morpheme can be
attached to unergative and transitive verbs to fdiantitives
(GSzUJa 1962, Kozmacs 1994).

In the case of both unergative and transitive vettiiss complex
verbal form with the causative morpheme involves aaiditional
argument: the causer of the causing event, which ison-core
argument. In the case of (1a), the base intraesiterb has become
transitive and the original argument — the exterm@ument — is
marked as a direct object with Accusative casdg\iohg the direct



object marking rule in Udmurt. This is a univergabperty of the
causative form of an intransitive verb.
Transitive based factitives have some special ptiggewhich are
observed by Kozmacs (1994). These are the following

i) the coding of the causee with ACC case,

ii) the fact that ACC case appears on both definitermaefinite

causees (as opposed to regular objects)
iii) the invariable order of [+animate] arguments.

(8) b. Masha Sasha-jez rniga-jez lydzhy-t-iz
Mama Camra-e3 KHHUTa-€3 JIBII3BI-T-H3
MashanoM SashacC bookACC readeAUS-PST.3SG
‘Masha made Sahsa read the book. ’

iv)  case-marking pattern on the causee argument

(9) Sasha kyrzhan-en pinal-ez babyty-t-iz
Cama KbIp3aH-3H NUHANI-33  0aOBITHI-T-II3
Sasha.NOM song-INST  baby-ACC rock.to.sleedJSAPST.3SG
‘Sasha made the baby rock to sleep with a song.’

Syntactically factitives contain an extra Causeefamerged on
top of the structure of the factitive causing eveértie Cause head
contains the causative morphente The external argument of the
factitive event, similarly to the external argumehinner causatives,
is introduced in another Voice projection in thenxse of Kratzer
(1994).

A syntactic approach is presented for these prigsettased on
Pylkkénen (2002, 2008). In the syntactic structofefactitives in
Udmurt, similarly to lexical causative verbs, thausing event is
associated with the CauseP, and the factitive ti@esaorphemet-
occurs in the head position of this projection. Exgernal argument,
the causer, is introduced in the specifier positdén/oiceP, in the
sense of Katzer (1996).



(10)
VoiceP

Sasha Voice’
T
CauseP  Voice

T
Cause’
T

VoiceP  Causk
/\ -t-
Mashajez Voice’
T
CauseP Voice
T
Cause’
T
vP Caust

pinal-ez  baby

In addition to these crucial properties, this ckaphvestigates
the domain and event properties of productive daues too.

On the basis of Horvath & Siloni's (2010) and Batt(2011)
tests | propose that factitives are monoclausal btgventive in
Udmurt.

Chapter 4 deals with periphrastic causatives. Utirhas two
different verbs that have an important role in gt@l causative
constructions:kosynyto order’ andlez'yny to let. The Chapter

investigates the distribution and the syntactigprtes of these light
verbs.
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(11) a. Masha Sasha-jez riga-jez lydzhyny

Marmmra Cama-e3 KHHTa-¢3 JIBII3BIHBI
MashanoMm Sashacc  bookacc readiNF
kosiz.

KOCH3.

orderPsST.3sG

‘Masha ordered Sasha read the book.’

b. Masha Sasha-jez  riga-jez lydzhyny.
Marmra Camraes KHHUTae3 JIBIA3BIHBI
Mashanom Sashacc  bookacc readNF
lez'iz
JI3U3.
let.PST.35G

‘Masha let Sasha to read the book.’

The complement clause selected by the two lexieaisative
verbs can be either non-finite or finite. The #ndlauses are CPs and
the finite verb occurs in subjunctive mood.

Applying tests | propose that the non-finite compémts of
causative verbs are ECM constructions.

(12) NR\IOM [NPACC VINF] VFIN ECM

In the case of a non-finite complement, similarlp t
morphologically marked causatives, the causee aggtiis encoded
with ACC case.

Syntactically both structures contain a vcauseReption in the
matrix clause which hosts the causative light verdégpending on the
finiteness of the complement clause, the light \selects CP in the
case of finite subordination or TP if the embedddduse is
nonfinite.
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(13) VoiceP

Spec Voice'
/\

Voice vP

T
vCAUSE TP
T
Spec T
T
TNON-FINITE VoiceP
T
Spec Voice'
T

Voice vP

T

\Y

VoiceP
/\

Spec Voice’

Voice vPcause
T
vcause CP
T
TP
T
Spec T
T
T VoiceP
T
Spec Voice’
T

Voice vP

T

\Y
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In Pylkkanen’s (2002, 2008) assumption causatiylt lverbs are
phase-selecting. In Udmurt this assumption is obrré the
complement of the light verb is finite since fingenbedded clauses
are CPs and CPs are phases. It is, however, rofdrihe nonfinite
complement clauses, which are TPs, as TPs are pbases.

Chapter 5 summarizes the main research questichgemults
proposed in this work and contains the conclusi®hss chapter also
lays out the potential directions for further intigations.

In the course of this thesis | proposed that tiawktly called lexical,
morphological and syntactic causatives are all &trin the syntax
with a functional projection CauseP. This projectie responsible
for the causing event, as argued by Pylkkanen (220@8). In the
Udmurt language the head of this projection cafillegl or it can be
phonetically null. If it is filled then it is alway filled with the

morpheme t-, which is the phonological realization of the siag

event in this language.

Causative constructions in Udmurt are similar tosedives in
other languages, though all of the three types Igxical, factitive
and analytic causatives) show some special syotgmibperties
which are not attested in any other language.

In the case of lexical causatives, in the caushtorecausative
alternation there are some non-causative verbs hwhitow an
agentive causer as an adjunct. This property hadeen observed
for non-causatives cross-linguistically.

Factitive causatives in Udmurt also show some spegintactic
properties, namely the appearance of the suéfizfjezboth on the
causee argument and on the theme argument, arshseemarking
alternation of the causee argument. In the lat@secthe case-
marking pattern of the causee is based on the dagréhe control
on the causee arugment. If the causative actigitgliiect then the
causee bears ACC case, while if it is indirect thle® causee is
encoded with INST case. Contrary to the case-patidternation
observed in other languages, where the causeavéysl+human],
Udmurt features a case alternation even when thgecia [-human].
The possible appearance of a [-human] argument eausee in
factitives is also a special property of the larggua

In addition to the investigation and analysis ofugative
constructions in Udmurt, the dissertation also pegs an alternative
account for the use of the suffigz/jezappearing in all of the three
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main chapters. The main idea of the analysis istlesuffix ez/jez
occurs when two entities are in an associativetioglain the
sentence.
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