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(.:wal (Ol bl o0l bl calazos 5 cgloyl 8 oy Au (o §lgunls”

P
dodo -

S ok B3 oyl gen OT sl snn 5 (S sl oy 5| o) sz s Lo dallla
S5 DL Sl el OT Sl Caro 5 Ll sl 3,8 Ll 5 5 40 1) OLalB 0L
plosil s le ol Cople b5 6l 457 (6305 Sl S o)l 5 035 Sl JSKie
boar s b Sl odels S 4 OT 51 Gladlraan 5 alad Jdood zed 598 ol ol
4 pguse o) Salsl S| ool 55 sl dlie e ol 53 Al S5 28
oo 0L3 55 0T dobes 5 (18) e aas o 513wy 30 1y sloyl 5 oy
el gloyl 8 Jay Sl Sl (614 ges ()

(1) a. Mary is [a student].
el 5 5aT 25 (6 e
Sl 0T o &8 das o €l T Solate oljl glo)l S Jay cile JST b w
(Mikkelsen, 2005) ol blze Job ol gm g6 ool o 5 Lol b ol
Slo sl 8 g5 51 (o3le s (ousls OL5 53) (asy Jablay Sjle (Lo i 5o
55b o0 wlis gloyl S g5 3 Slaber i s en 4 0T (ol sl 5 Sl B>
G v:‘fu‘ AN Al ol s F(Heggie, 1988; Mikkelsen, 2005; Moro, 1997)
A e p 3asm (o O3 3 oyl S oy Sl Ol 4 1 (OV) S (SSesr

.v.;.b.ﬁ

L copular clauses
(1V8) Ko & ks b oy ege 45 Llas S i 55 oy S (sl Sslite slasutuaid Lol |
-+» «Specificational) . «(predicational) slo,l ¥ L, dex g5 Ller 4 65 2 Gk
Wlis @ Cydguoms o 4 &5 ol od 6 (identificational) s 5 (identity / equative);,!
.ﬁt;)t;A?J;;)ybdl,)\f&)&uwﬂ:bﬂ&ﬁ
3 canonical realization
SIS 43 pam s e SV gl ) ol 28 S Sl ol g 3 Salite S ol S5 G
(VRAY 550 Yo v 0 oo VM &K (Y00 F ksl AVA Ko YWY (65, 144V (1440



y Salize Ok bl S o A6 alazos 5 o5 1y oy Cale olubaol; ST
Sl 3,555 95 53 1y LT Sl ks 01y e oS duled oo T Sl ol Ol
Dl 5,5 55 53 3508 g aib (7 2 Uphe L5 5) T Ll ksl 5 N0l
055 (ool 03,5 Ll 5 o S(YP) Jgamen b (XP) actis oS5l 5 0l g2 4 Jolb Oy lize
4 ol plesl juate 53 5SS g 5sd o plesl LBl (Gl6LS 3 05 8 Ly ko
Moro, 1997, 2000, 2013; Chomsky, ) b o syl Ol 0s 5 Lasls oSl
Sass Ogmen SOl by 8 s 63 5,, 5 .(2013; Rizzi, 2016
5L 58 s (Baker, 2008) S «(Bailyn, 2001) L «(Bowers 1993, 2001)
o 03 S B sy 4wl a3 8~ ke (Hedberg & Potter, 2010)
en 3 S50y pl 53,8 o b 53 0T (gl O el (g bl 5 Lsd o B Lo
el ol 53 DP el 5 wlai po 51,5 dlaly Jsames 5 Job Ol pamen 55
25 s ol 3,8 o 3 0T pee oSSl 53 Jgame Sl 5 Jsama 03 5 S5
05 53 Sl F ay Sl 0 el & Sl e ol & iy 8L o
Cod 2 el ST 0Ll b 0lize (sl ot 1SS ST bl (sl
Lohndal e JSCa1 51 = &8 4228 = Jln gls flows aberos 5 o8y Jilie 5
S35 5 s gy oplpedd 5)ly Slslisl 4 4> 5 L .(Masood, 2021; ,2006)
(Heggie 1988; Stowell, 1995; Moro, 1995 ) (gldax o3 & i, Olaliisl;
S & ol sl jo &S gladYaeal 5 Lundin, 2003; and Dikken, 2006
dazes F (25 55 o) OL) 3 by ol Sl Al 535S # ks Ol e
e 5 ol Lre 3 6\9,\f&)¢y¢)>6@,&5@\y1,ﬂ.“;,:Nd.da;
—o3 5 a a8 T Sl )0 L8 4 Ol 5 Sb slaaasuin DS 03,57 5 )skie 4

Gloyl S lddaly Jsamme 5 Job Olo 0T 55 &8 ol glnl glojle Kb (glaber

! symmetric
2 asymmetric
3 Functional Category Hypothesis (FCH)

“Jgemma 5 (Ve &8l YAV pkie 13 5 (55l etls 7007 V48P (553) jad Ctlo 056 oyl L5 s

el 0l e dlazr 03 2 Lol Ol e 4 (VF e YAV 4261 4 51 o



Sl B ) Cle lazres B el 5 0l S35 s Ol o 25d 0 LA
—03 5 Olgie 4 glol S oy sl I Colem 53 01y o &S cage SV zul Lol
b pbosbe g 55 dpeome 5 Job Ole Gl dal) Cgplin 3500 7 lae alesr
oo 61> acsle wlie o) glacsle s Sl J gaie e ols sl
S 35 0 )N g dezes F otle geme 5 Job Ole ailhs (635150 )3 g5 I snie
Sage 2l 23S W Y) sl ol el 03 8 K 5 S de ol g 5 Job
g als (Higgins, 1979 ; Mikkelsen, 2005) sluliily & duaib alal
Sl 388 V) e Tslayl e oy Sl Ol o ey Sl S 6 S0
0315 ioman (P 5 F) 545 03 415 Jsems 5 Jobb Ol 35 gloyl i Loy Cstle s
(onin dhaz 83 5 Cotle al sylee 515 &S Sl OT I (S )l 0L sla
(7 50) s Jsamms 5 Jobb Ol a5 Al OT Hs o8 ol oS Ly csle
33 4 Sl pl Sl 3 5gde O 5F Lk gl LY 5T sladlie anlie js oS s &
tslin 8 lailen . Sl S 0liS Cano g 5,58 Jlasl slogl i oy ol
4 a5 sS e o (6,8 515 4 das e OLES O 5 F sk pes LY 5 Y (sladlie
ol Sl opl 3 Jsemes 5 Job lss a5 5 loyl § 8 oy cile LS5
AN

A o85S S Ol T 15 LOT .l (Y)

Az 5 5S e el S OT* O

\

(b ol ol gladVamal 4 slaal b 5 (Y+48) (5555 51 Gam & OVFY) OLGs 5 (5 he amast

Al o)y Mol b (g Sl )3 55l ¢ olpdiel S e e 3 pled (A E Cassos

e ol o st 53 ad b ol 0305T 6o T (s B calar o)l 09057 (et b (3l
A e yle o 03 53,8555 5 U gade

2 non-predicational

J,wm&gtg&ﬁ\é\a)\fu@)&u Gl bt (8) oz 53 & jshailen cnl 73 6 flas 5 T

a3 gn 0L 1) ot



ol sn 58S S T Sl 0T LT o

Az el 2 s 53 OT .l (F)

A Ol 50T 2l s 95 0TF O

0235 B SseT SRl 1y s 93 0T Lol (0)

235 P OlsaT s 1) s 95 0T Lo

Az by ST (6 kew 4 D LT .l (F)

0225 2R [0S olew e H T L .o

@l S5 o) Sz g1l e L awlio 53 lo )l 8 oy Sl c o ol e
oS (oo g ) i le i 53 aSTOT alax Gl das oo OLES 5 5 I (63 5 45 juaie
Son (Sodle 33,8 w35 Jsama 5 o Ole il Al 5 355005, 4
dazros 3 il ys Sl ) &S5 Ol gloyl F (s Sl 5oL sls S35 )
Aol e soale

5l ) 0L 3 a8 55 e eslinad OT 31 2 s cpl Judow 53 487 glaesls
BT 5550 OT glo i g 45 5,8 515 o 3550 plaalan 8" ol 0T 5 5
o 035 4 O lime bl g Ol Hbsle 5 gy 5 aelsl jo il OL) ol L
Ol 5 65950 S5l w3 B30 D o 2050 Sbses Do a ) s
(Chomsky 2013, 2015) (Sl A3z 2 o SN B 0L 53 i
b el 5 dezen B 500 Sl Soles ed Sl sy ol Sle Ol w
Sl 1SS il 550 Cle bl i I iy S

RS S B 0L 5 sloyl S o
oy oz 08 3 Colw 4 Lalis Slad gy -

Cwdel 13,ls e L}LJ.) bl o in‘-')) ty 93 41&.?03# Zi;h' LI“L“" 2
‘)4.1&.7-02}-}J;&Jﬁi).ﬁMo:fg}ué\j)‘w#bdfo)w>ﬁ})
ASch-) JJS‘)J)JJS@ Q‘}..G(SC) ‘f“ Ls\o;p.}‘sﬂfj‘j ﬁji.aé.iii;l:.oa



Olge & b oSSl Sl LY a4 BB ol i 53 5 A o €yl Ol (g ksl

= - .. by S
.J;dﬁ)\ﬁLSMJJ{}M})}A)ﬁ)}j}d‘@‘}‘)}.}ydﬂ41&?:03‘}9'

S Wozod 5 4 Oyl Hlsle 5,59, Y-

Den 2006) ~Sus 0> «(Bowers 1993, 2001);,5s o Olulsol; I b
5V 5 «(Hedberg & Potter , 2010) ;b 5 <8 ,4a (2008 Citko,) ;S «(Dikken,
e 3 5 Lles ST 361 oy dlezes S Cle 4 04l 3 S5 5, (Balazs, 2013)
o dhazes B ol 1 Oyl o 53 Lsh e BB 8E SO e il
—o3 5 ol oS Lan ol 4 6l O, Liel Ty b gomee Lasl eles & ol ol
sali ol 3 el o3 Sogy cpl 55 ol GAE G 5005555 ol sen alax
DLLBOL) Ole ol 93 2558 g0 43,5 5 )3 0T ae Ol 58 & Jgems 5 255 S5 3
Aomely 5 2l Gge gl ST e Ol (B K p sy 03 (Ssline SIS
5o ¢ (TP) skl o5 5 Olgie 4 |y 28 SSI5 (Adger& Ramchand, 2003)
(Den Dikken, 2006) -3 03 5 (PredP) Jgams o5 5 Ol sie « (Bowers, 1993)
4 3oss ©3lgth bl (V) Slsee o3 Llas & ki s (RP) "Layl, o5 8 Olge &
s dlezes 2 gyls glaltle gl p (A5 Dsie LS5 o Sepe S (S Ol
sl 228

FrP
T
NP Pr’
_& f\\
subject Pr xXp

predicale
Pred is o318 skl 1) <O
wlie LOLS S 55 cdas 0 Ol 5y 5l ol s (Alharbi, 2017: 169) ¢l

J.AU@J .Ub}'u.n ?b&g—)b&iﬁ%dljj&\o; c_}jj chj)jj (I cwzlﬁ‘

! relator phrase



W gas Ol gt ol A Gd S0 a0 53 blie s 5 AL wsls SBT3
L5 oo 5 dres Ol 4085 uzie (V) & b wlie oadSH 0L Aazros 5 sl s
(Bowers,1993, p.596) .S 1y S8 51y 5 si
(7) I regard John as crazy.
BB PrP) o& a4 b olgsle i 53 oS das o slgiy o9 9ol )
2 0T pasls ol ol 3Y (EPP) Yo3 28 (SS1 5 fool il sl 45 s 8
OT pze 5 (JoB) Jgams 05 8 (o li o ol  stes gl () 53 (05 St 1355
o3l Aty Jgamen b Jobb 3,5y ool 53 ok @151 (g olaiib 43 .l (J same)
Aoy dgome 5 Jolb Obe O5lime Hlstlo 3 S0 55 55 Ll ebles o 13 5 4 5 5 Slo b
— e Ol 1 3 S sy 95 opl o ol s el ol 5 38 e 1A blize Sl jde sl
Hedberg& ) « 5 15 OLoliaOl Sl ol 455 5,90 Sy9s Slei 4 S .das
"y L;Mi;u Jds 4 «(Potter, 2010; Bailyn, 2001; Tanaka& Yokogoshi, 2010;
OLlial) & p AB 350 das oo O3 ol SaiaS &by oy i 3,50, o

, 2010; Matushansky , 2015, 2017, 2019; moro, 1997; Lohndal, 2006)
Marelj& ) Silegle Fole Ll w8 5 (Marelj& Matushansky

S das s Ol Sy S o 9 ews) OL) 5l g Wesls &1, L (Matushansky, 2010

w8 s KT 25 dees Olge 4 fON) 5 @) olie oS 5 I 5y s

O Ol s b (for’ Jsles ) (Za) (Obj cpl 53 457 dias oo st 6T .55

Sde 4 5h 3,5 B s Lipeze paie Olsie 4 (as” Jsls) ckao/kak b 5 LS|
s5é al (CP) S un &l 55 (A) & 5a5 yskao/kak S Sl Ny O]

(8) Osecam se kao da sam pijana. Serbo-Croat

feel-1SG REFL AS COMP BE.PRES.1SG drunk-NOM

man ehsas mikonam ( ke) mast hastam.

Olse & (FOr) Jslee) za” L5, o sas 53 (Y110) (Sligple 5 adile Soles

bl 20’ e LOL) ol 53 o 358 (U S ol I S clOlS

Slosl S Glme BB L 5 Ll L;\c)ljfralsdw ssb 4 S sy 8 4 Sl

L Extended projection principle (EPP)



‘28 jaie Sl ol 0313 3LES () G503 53 oSy shailen &S Sl pl L e gd dizees
olos 8 4 g5 5 A o Jor Gl gin 10 8 (a5 sutos slas BLSIS > ol
il o ol Jgaie S 0T @ 5 550 Ol pate Ol 5 4 a3 o o5l
(9) Oleg prinjal ego za vraca/ * francuzskogo.
Oleg took him for doctor-ACC/ French-ACC
Oleg took him for a doctor.
031y i S5 sy (114) Slasle 0T b 8 obdVal I K5 S
ol dlazros B Sl 53 gloSly g Jeb s ) Ol U8 o 5y ahezos 5 sl
5 (Grohmann, 2000) 5,8 «(Svenonius, 1996) uslsw Slaalin _ulal ,
2 15 on Slolsz gy sl el 5 gline 25 486 sla Job (Castillo, 2000) yzls”
sarls 03 18 S5 ool G dir ass Al (11)5 (10) s laalasos &
bl g5 5503z b il om ol il 5 3l (S L Les U gema 0y 8
Pred 45" | > ¢354 oo Cole, [Spec, PredP] s 5e 55 Sl ol Olala ol Clel ks
3 Sl Lo ol 35 0T astls ol ply ST el plime 2B 3950 (S §sdsn &
, 2019,p. 11) 5,5 i3 [Spec, PredP] ofSl> 5 Ll Lae L6 Jebb
Olge as |y oolo i 559 slgid wlul 5 018 o3 i 5 opl & (Matushansky
s gl e s 4w Olge w0 LIy o Pred0 5 <5 8 L s sl oSGl
Sehas S
(10) a. I want it cold (when I go skiing). (Svenonius 1996)
b. I’ve never seen there be so many problems (Grohmann et al. 2000)
(11) a. John believes [a man likely to be in the room].
b. John believes [there likely to be a man in the room].
s Wozod B 4y (aylie HUSLo 3Ky 95 ¥-F
Sl 5 (Moro 1997, 2000) e «(Heggie, 1988) ¢Xa ki Sluliol;
Wb oS 5,8 e s oy glady gl 0)lize g4kl (Chomsky 2013, 2015)
S0 by Jay Cile Osel e Slslgiy o 8 ST 51 Sl as SOl
be oy Jab (slas ;o 45 Sl Aitne 3 g0 Canl w2iS ¢ A2+ (Moro 1997, 2000)



WVl ol Sl Colem 53 gy ks S o oLl T0b e eete Alazes &
ooie Alazos 2 be Loy b ST g L 1wl (V) slawiged 039 (55wl
=035 Jyomes 5 D8 Jgams (85 L TOT 51,8 s ol 5o ciled Sl 0L e

(Moro, 2000) el S & dhasr

(12) a. *John is as/for professor.
b. *John is as/for intelligent.

dazos 5 45 ol dizns (Heggie, 1988) ¢Ka L5 alie (MOro, 1997) 5,50 ol ol
(V) G 503 alie 5,50 50 (ol 53 &S| ol (PrEdP AGIP) ik daws 4,5 » 136

258 ga3 )| By asllas Aol Jgaza 5 Jobb Ol (o 0L )
(13) dom nov (house new —agreement)
“The house is new.” (Moro, 1997: 54)

35 Jgems 5 Jobb awl 055 53 2 &S pl 4 slizel L (Moro 1997, 2000)

N3 553 ssai 53 (SC) dazes 55 8 3 KuSS jalss Olgs & oy sl
dozos 5 OT 53 8 Wles oo 3691 oy Alazos & Cslo 4 Ojlie (63,555, )l

Npsuh_,l'ﬁ{'r NP}J?WHMJ £

(Moro, 1997) gle 158 Lay, colu 2555 lsg0d 1 ¥ K3

1 pare small clause
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el SC Ol st 4 me (10,8 5 8 a5 55 3 905 3,05 il 5590 3 SSs5 4 &S (631
ged b s Jol 5 wlol opl s S plesl 53 s jolie 51 mn (SO1 5 oS
ol ool &S 1z 3,1y O plae 550 SL5 sladl fol b gy i 555 oo su
loslo 93 5550 a5 Gl Lol 3,05 (65 5 o i 2 S 5 e 5 D13 (2 S L
B ph DBl (g g e Ol gt 4 S et S )3 S Lipd 0 S 5 KL
(Moro 1997, 2000) 5,5 53 Sl & Cl KoneS 5 sl fuol Lasb oul s
L.YP,XP,p_'.pp,'\eQ_@AJ;;@#JJ%J{J@B\){XP,YP} b i)

3 Wl 36 o (A3 1 02583 Ol e i (Chomsky, 2013) Sl
oS yslie 4 S L5 5 ol a e e ke (Y e 0) 55 5e Tl 050 4 i 51
Ll )y ol 05 e o35 Ol 4 BT ai esgie ol Ll mlaw s
YP 5 XP aniiy oS30 5 93 68 (VF) oy Sl 3 olal ol s 058 (5008 o
2 S Gl 0l paie e 93 ol 3 (S GBI L s plesl S L

shr Bl G 09 8 i Ol 4 5 55 alE gy BB s

(Chomsky 2013:(18)) (14) XP copula { XP, YP}

b (Sl 5 5550 & 5 3 Alemos 5 35k Sl g 5 5500 65 Sl a5 6 S
2 0 Sl el &G 058 s IS 8580 5y bk sl Sglize SuS
o O ) st 4 IS Sl &0 s Ll Gl T S o el

5,8 Do 5 stk s o 53 S 5 6

Y Inclusiveness Condition

2 dynamic antisymmetry

3 Conceptual-Intentional (C-1)
4 sensorimotor
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h5...a)l§ b3 50 Ollae M -y

5L e S 4w Iy Ja, slealas (Sadeghi & Arjang, 1358) <&5,0 5 Sslo
(Cp Dy g0ty Bl g5 oo dis 4SS o 0)Lil LT S o oo s 511, ad
4 255 D)o 4o 5 aalS 65 s 4 o S AL el b Il > 05 S
(osll glacsle 53 Conl uzes (Natel Khanlari, 1364) ¢ Ll [5G .55, 0 58
sl cpl 55 5 Ljle o Jgemee Olsie @ 1) doly &K b L (i) ol 5 o
303 8 ol el b o iy b s 51 S s Job dlex 0l
Mz 53 1) Jsems 5 Lils o SE 51 Jb 1) Ja, = (Gordframarzi, 1368)
o313 Jnee ((Mashkatoddini, 1374) I8 i 5 51 idils o Job Olos (g3l
-csLl s (Vahidian Kamyar, 1386) ;LS oL 44 s (Gholamalizadeh, 1374)
b bl GLAIS - 5 (ko ol 05,5 U150 457 OT ot 5 Sy Job o o sla
- 8 5 53 e e a3 pate & s o JS5 1) b og S S
3sh

03,5 Ol aly Jay <o (V44Y) 5,54 S 63,0 « (Haghbin, 1385) - >
O el gkl g obs 3 Pred ii dnes 4 B 53,8 o i 55 (PrP) J geses
S Sl g o g5 4 ) b 55 A e ey sl
S 55,8 o 3 p b ol 55 i 5 Jgemmn dien 51 1 6Bl U e
S S sph e sTab gy Wl pd b fele ) lacsle )3 padse olas
23,8 ks b Jale 0o 415 (10) dear 53 (0pem g lne

RO ou\.ﬁ\) (e o)

Ol (glae Lo u_iil:a.n Ol das e &yl g oLl & ol it Culem 55 69 &S IVmul oy age !

.J};@)‘JéJd)ﬂ}ﬁ})}ﬂw@‘_gu‘:{ﬁ)}&@‘
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Al ag 5
I
e T—
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e ——
- —
T
.| S atila
2l L= og 5 cenal 0g,5
~—— P
al et L St ia —
@ e A 4 ij! Jp PP 35 s
L_n_"i P - T, S
| PR A
F
! I|
.-"ll \
/
i /
jEE] el el s
|
|
&y . a7
| F—

(FUYA0 (o 3) (B Ob) 3 3399 4 B Bl p Jay oSl il IS

o8 e 4 S Tl (o B fn (B8 5 53 el DL 5 3 gai 3 5T
Iy (Ko slassl fol slo S i 3525 5 Sl 0303 Ol 2553 i3 503 53 o &
Sl 0l 3 K055 b gm0 o8 2l 3550 53 Sy Sl 53 50 Sl 2
el 0 )| Laosls fudous idu o

35 oy S 4 o dis ol o s (Tabibzadeh, 1391) osljend
b SKaS b b alan 53 s Sl i 4507 S tild oo B 1) 3 S
3 St Gladorls ¢ a5 e 4S0OT S 5 ias o S5 ab SET515 Aol o
35055 el ol izme o LS 0 5 15 035 5 8055 555 5 it S
.MM\Pm»bj\diﬁQL?jUWJJ\

Gao )l S blas 53 Jwb b glao,l ¥ dulis L (Rasekh Mahand, 1391) g
Joo Vgene 5 Col da 5,15 nb o juaie dacsile ol 55 oS das e OLiS e

31 eslazul cd.wu,f s sdoe ulal 5 (65 .35, 00 J8 4 LOT LS 55 50 o,
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33 oy b S e e Ol sl cpl 55 Cawells 3,0 5 3,4 Jab b aie
sh a8 8 53 o)l 8 0lste 4l eb b (6 i S e o)l § S0
Sss Sdl Sl ol & pgu e DBMaz Catle Lo 55 (Anushe, 1400) <2 5
B 0L 53 oy bl Gl s 55 (ks 5 A o0 Sy S o Slad samee
m,;45@\0&,_‘J,sé\,,uq,,f@@,wdwwfﬁmﬁw.uu
a3 oo S n e 65 SUES s Sl ol 4y 5 it gr S ST b 0y £
e OT 51 i 855 5 S b D50 a0 oy b slacsle pux 53 g5 ks
i Jpme 055 1) STl cin 55 s 03 md S e e i S
S35 Sl SIS OB 05 8 L s o 038 (el 038 Dolan & Ll
.,\iu@w;(‘r’),\;}gcﬂy@\,(\9)ﬂ¢6@,¢su$u,‘l{

Al )T /5,0 361 (VF)

vp
D PredP/AP
Pred/A NP

| A

(Anushe, 1400, p. 286) 4&gil oy 3! ;:;:ng} PP~ PR W NE S i I e
Sral S n Jgame (VW) (g oo Bliil (Anushe, 1400, p. 200) 4s gl Judse s
b e oSl 0T )3 &S S Jab 03 8 ol ply Sl (g e g0 L3 oS o
5 (@l T/ o) s ¢ 5148 (2o 05,8 L) Jgamme 05,5 G .S ad S35
s e B3 o S (BUD R ST gl B L (G300 g S
Jo ol ol 55 S8 b 03 8 s S e bl 2 S ST b0y 8
S ol (Stowell, 1981) Jsgiul o8 ais b gunes 5,55 opl sl (0l S

wb e oy OMaz IS 0055 okl il 35 5 o BB 28 SE1S  ax S
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S Olend g s o 5l ol es G e 1y S ST Wl e

C..w‘ ol 44“)‘ LAOJ‘JJ#J‘J:&;Q‘)) QT )‘)}.ﬂ‘).}

S Fle £

(Chomsky, 1995) Ssl> ol SaeS &by B Ol 31 Sb) &k Cous
Chomsky, 2015, ) Susls .l 035 OT ()5, ,olis 40 U5 4 L a5 o)l san
el ol Gk S GL5 Glaedidy S e 03 S AS (0 el (02
25334 ke 5l ples) Slles i o 0313 s 5 ples] g (Sl Slles
O g uoTwmﬁMgwlssgdw‘s*@m&;\ﬁ‘@,,; plesl dab
—r oS S RIS L s e 8 Tty Sl s S plesl Al 3 3,8
S 5 ¢ the table’ awl 05,5 L “under” Blsl (s> sl b & ga5 gl s
$903 el Al Ll G plesl Aul b ol ny aﬁf‘f Ji “under the table’
e e s a1y 0L s bejle sl 5 Sl e 0S5l S
S Ll o ke 1) (S > Sy, & K (Chomsky, 2004, p.11) (Sl
355 kol Sl 53 (S 5 03 IS s ol i lojle OT el
L GaeS) sl (Y10 (YY) 54 31,8 s Ssls 5,108 o sl
G 00 0 AT 6 Oy S e 00 pagie B AS a B0 5 Ll S S
Sl cbles Cod [ eble 3L SL5 b 53 058 B s 5 o s Sl o5 WS
b Jodne o) ) mo 5 pskie a5 Lled o o)la) (e & 05 ol 5o S5l 355 4
Slols oy b 55 jole Col 03 ST s ol alely & ol 4 g
2 451 (V) 53 45 s o 451 1y A3z o225 SN a5 il (5 g o
el

A3 o525 S (W)

Y Internal Merge (IM)

2 External Merge (EM)

3 root

4 copy theory of movement
5 endocentricity
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et ‘:"};-“4{‘) 5}’.':';:“56}?&“’.')"’3“"&1;3-{13}5 ol rL’p;! Sos s

v\iv\:.-é.wa:d-ura.;c(l%jb)Q\j:.oQx|§@4§dlwa;§i>9(a)J|:}¢)>
kol 53 Cl YP dian ) Sl XP G oS b o X 355 48 5 L 5

N\
X YP

Wiy 5B 5 b iy plEDI 20 IS

.(JJ‘J )‘J‘; JJ))J

48 plest SVl b Ll oy o 5 4y 03l £ 9 50l S oSS 3 4 S
— e g 20 S 6y 1) (ISChe W oa (B me O5lime (gla sl Ol e
AV #) das o 13 (Sl 25

A\ N\

XP  YP X Y

w5 53 plesl iy JSC et b s pls) IS
plosl SuSy L s 55 (7) 55 5 55 g0 plesl SouSy L sty oS315 53 (V) 5o
Wb Sz 38 6 Ll e Ll ) 1S e 5
S wYP s XP glaaar 55 a4 Y 5 X e 95 8 (V) 3 .Col ates op 205
AY 5 X dF) 55 lin Hob 4 A 0 g8l o 93 8 1 5 it 535 01
WS fos o Ol 4 WIS e 058l Dpso 4 S LG 4 s s aes 5
ol S das e slgt | oSGl 5 Ak oy 3 (Chomsky 2013, 2015) Sl
b oosle 53 31 (S IS o (C) agad S b Ol on Jo oly 53 sls 1y K
S oS o5 S Jooly bl an 93 Do bbaainin (& 5 ST 231 (0)

L problems of projection
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—%ﬁﬁ,ﬂ\d\ﬁ(wwaﬁ_Légsc,)}.p@\ﬁ@m;;sfxp 55l
Ceibge L YP Ol 4 o550 Cobe (plply 5 Sl (q s 5 Suf) (BB (2
d 5 258 Joo wg) b B YP IS m s 3 s S
33 g Al odel @;qdﬁ,@/%ﬁ S S e X g okl ez
Soge ol 33 L Gl b Sy 53 Y s XA 550 5 S e sl
<OP > Ulsie 4 Culbgn b e G jaie 5 350 o SIS it Sladaiia

38 o S s

$ Ol b Oylake Sl 1wl Ob) 58 Sloyly Juycele L0
A3 8 o5l OLalaol s g 1 oy Sl b Bl s Sglate o8 s 55 4§ i
33 Olge 4 Jsame 5 Job 5 onsd BB 28 (S 4 o Glelaol) Cuss
Heggie 1988, 1989; Moro, 2000; ) sl o il SousS als it oS5
Sloyl 5 day el 4 o)l a5 S Slaliaol; e3> .(Chomsky,2013
(Adger and Ramchand, 2003 ; Wi o ai -SG5 a4 BB 5 Lyl

Citko,2008; den Dikken,2006; Bowers, 1993,2001; Hedberg and
‘) ‘5&!) C,\>Lw 4§ GL«NL.&)L) U:'i BL) A% a)L‘A i\ &u DL 45 )jhr\.o.h (POtter,ZOlO

Anushe, ) 4 gl 5 3Hlimel 63,5555 (WAD) i Bles ST gy (omslb 0L o
ol 93 Lles S 36 1y (Stowell, 1981) U sl o8 s b sen aE 5 (1400
b Dsie Lo p ) O)limel 5Ky SWShe 4 Calzses gladVaal Bl L zse
38505 S s o UL 5 eled oo o551 (Stowell, 1981) Uy s & us 5 (FCH)
Jos (Chomsky 2013, 2015) (Seelr pscmsrn o280 wlby Ol

s o &l b 0L3 s sl ey il i g T
—0L3 OT bl oS ol gladVutal (p ege 51 (S Olaenl (slaojlu Kolan
J6 oy e le gl ool g5kl (FCH) ik 4520 & b 5l b Olulis
S b wlan SuK b glaojle L ((Slan b3 bl 5 Lsd e
b dies iz b g3 sloyl S 53 a8 Jl=ipl L (Radford, 2009, p.59) dis &

OAN o god dSle ) 55 o0 Qwﬁi.&il{;d:;u@):n Y saa
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Sl [ ) Sl sWalde SIpp] 5 [0 jais s STy 55 NP] (6 jewan 3 (VA)

e [YL ey b pp] 5 [0l g3 ap] e 535 (19)

Ao 53 (O)lame Hlstle 4 O JB Oy g 53 & Ldiiae 21 A 5o 45 3 0,18 b
03,5 Soslize 65lu 55 (V4) Az 53 5 S1BLSICS > 05,5 5 ol 03,8 Usin 93 (VA)
ol (Slas b b (a8 o s 28 wles KK L Gl6lI0 >~ 05 5 5 o
s B 28 (S8 5l 4 B slawipes 53 ST OLelaol ol slizel & .l
oS OA AQ) 5 pladiges 53 1) o ples) Dl slaojl ity oS35 015 o3

.W&ij));#&) leAg}Ln)ba.uwa L;Léajl.w :\3‘55.6 C.,.:ALA)J}QJ

7
e \\\x

’-’P\\ oF

FP AP o s
-, ‘

chala ASin Clgsaa

Olwodb (sdojlw Sl (SlH1s  Jry IMNo 18 masd ($958 w9 1A KU

Silolan 53 A S Ll o s 88 she 15 (Sl 53 OLLIOLS !
S das o slgriy 5 ol oS ki (s ol 5 B (5 5ms Dshe gl
b3 ol 4 s Wledd albon oSS L Pred” 2k Ugde 53 (A 9) Glasi soi 5o
S Sl 5 (Sben bs pbisle i s 4B (S31S sy 4 05 Ji

.ijf
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] |
/ o S
Pred Pred’
/\ /\ AP
oy bp Pred ‘
AN
Clolb SSay N s

006 bl oo 58 Oluodb (So 3l Sbon (5110 (Jay DMes 1A Kb

slasl ol 5 SKnS 3 S0 ay i o 53 G s sas 4o b= lae 8 3o Ll
Sl B 02 S b s Sl G5 skl b s el s Jlse 251 G5
Aasrse gae S S 5 Ol s B 5 g ladtl s il sl | oSe
—aabia 36 5 g S Pred i das 4 0ad BB Oy pe 45 S 0T b i 1K
5 s el s S 5 ol i cllel OGS b 15 Gl g e

sy dlie 25 S alal Jol 5 SnS
0 2l 5 S ool Jooly sl 5 A8 Bshe 255 ST pds 4 a5 L
bl o 3l 55 ol ol € oy OB (61 Olime bl I s le
Saler paie Gl 5 v s, (Chomsky 2013, 2015) Sl b
S AS o 0l (Seslx b alie 55 (Y1) Silisile 555 o aseine (CoOrdP)
SS9 Olge 4 3,8 o s s Dshe 55 Slan 0T 0555 & lojle Ll
5> bl @l s pas dlen dyie 53 1) Sl il Ol b 338 7 hae wlemos 8
sl Aizne @;Wﬁﬁ),ﬁ\,;y@@\&L;i,fuuvu;}:wgw;L&:ﬁ
e b 4 3 (isdior wlen S b Olesl Bgin 53 o (535050 53 S
S ol len slaojle glias day ol (Y00 F) ey 5 Gl Gl s il G
Gla i opl &5 das e OLE5 33 (Y V) dowd il o s |y (S Lad S goes
) 0T (5552 Ve & 5 S o oal 3 1) (Sloon Ol L5 o s e
b 4 s oglie dghe 5l e S ot lan laojle &S ol w5 L 5 oLl
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Solen Cusgdoms (VA1) ez 53 23 8 e 0155 oo 40,05 3l LSS g lims
ditme Solas Sl ol G gmi aie i p 30 53 (Y00V) G0y 2358 i Ll
4;.Ailir.aojjf}.aja66\@\0%wwulﬂ):béf@>%ﬁ4§@\
S o 0n 8 0SS S (18) Bgei 3 Jin (gl 3,8 o0 Sy il Gl OT
A5 3 Jolo i Ol g 4T gemma OUST dattin ok plisl (slLS1 U 05 8
Tl 4 0dd when ladgemme (VA Q) (slawisas )3 &7 ol g5 1358 o0 w5
Olse 4 53 2 A ) Gladised 53 wles glad sams . L)ls Gl S plns
4 b same (V) G pes alin S48 0T Jlo cizean (ILPS) ™5 jite s (glad yasms
Slaejle ) 5ws SV 5he 035 il o5 o AL wdls Gl Ssline Lo - show
3 b Jgeme (V) Bsa5 53 358 o Jolo Cotlody slabor ol wlon
Sl 5 wif when (Co,0) (SLPS) T amdsn mhoo gems b (Ol fewd)
ot:,,u,d‘,:uém\.\,_,uuj;,“,g,a;adwdudw.@uuyt}&u,g
3Laj;wLs:géycbdudw&kbﬁsmgu;gajw.@uﬁw@
A ol Ol 4 s gdome &S LS 0 Ol |y B g0 slasl )

Az [ 56 ap] 5 [O) em )3 ap] o s, # (Y1)

e (Jay gbosle Mo gl a5 ghe i T80 Ko s
A 3 ST a8 Ld gy a3 e Ol 45T Sl s 0L 3 (Y1-YY) e
b JB g A s 4 el 5 5u e OV lady 4 e slo)l S )
39055 Blizsl 3 sbadl fol ol &S| tles p Ul 5 1) sl SiaS™ Jool
228 Jom s BB 1) 5 65,0 8 Al e 5 Al e 4 LU LS gL
b o oz 03 5 & B3 500 P00l e 2 (G5 i 0 S 08 Ushe 455
@S odsb Jool opl i SV sie Cond 4 (PredP) Slol ii &Y « 045 6

! macro-feature

2 predicate macro-feature

% individual-level predicate
4 stage-level predicate
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i e 2 8 L 3 das e OUE ey 4 ) ladlie .ol T e sgie Sy
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o (Y0) l3LSICs = 058 L 5 (YY-YV) (sladiyel alin giw 058 51 U3
Sy50 Ll e (V¥ OYF) el 03,5 51 i paie ol g8 5 0ds § e Ly
L e opl (Y010) (Sl gle 5 ol 5 alie 015 oo s 53 23,5 13 oLz
SIL1 Co 05 8 S OT 51 s ool 035 ol jad 4 45 Coils 6LSICs > Ol g2 4
s e LSS5

2301 53 6555 e 5y Olsie 4 glas g (V)

ol Ol 1 gl dla el o 55 Ol gie 4 wss 3 (YF)
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S das o Ol 35 S5l gl g B ob Sl dsl all s g5 Pred S8 51y e
e S dias e OLES 3 g5 5l Jgame slaoy S LPrEd 5, s gslie 4l aol;
ST YN F9 0L 5o wges (6l s go 5l 3 s T 00 ) an plsemy ol ol o

Jones ) sy, ,I5 4 Ll g cad Gllol O Jgams b Aol 0 @) o5& s Jolae

L compositional semantics
2 conceptual necessity
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o2l s pred Olge 4 (YM 4l 3 L dals ol S Jl= s (and Thomas 1977:47
s

Sl 3 025 S &L A Dske 15 5 ST & 5 Ll ol
ol 0L s oy ey Jdsw (6l Oylae Hkle 51 (Chomsky 2013, 2015)
GS I Sl Bl ool S Jay Sl e B I e eml e Sales
Sz OT 51 g sl o8 s 23t o3 (o 3550 (Stowell, 1981) Uy sl s
53 3,05 Cald bl Alie s el 3wl o U el s 2E S5 4 J56 o
St 0T QT poe 5 (Susler (A3 p 025 S L o3 ) S5l 4 i o
Anushe, ) ab sl Lo Conl (238 05155 o ol O 53 gl o Lo
g Ll odd &1l Julow &7 ol (Stowvell, 1981) Jg il o8 s b gunes (1400
Oay5 Goble Sjo a4 Jay dlas 035 o opl 3 €0l G Sl Ui LB
ool s Job 5 o wity (SBI ui l dgame 0T 03 8 3500 41 S0
03,5 (ool 038 Llg o XP opl S 5)l3 5135 (XP) S8 515 oS6l 5 oK Lasls
p—%uﬁ‘ 2SS 053 Jol Sl 53l bl Gl6LSl O 05 S L 5 o
¥9) Gloy 8 oy glacsle js b 55,8 o135 s 3yee (Sslr Adr
53 0l5e 4 dlaz 03 5 gemmn 5 Jobb dazos 5 Clo wlie 8 ptes 0T dali (YV
Jyommn a3 on DL 35 slaesls &8 shailen kg oo ples) SuS b aiy SO 5
sl i S 3 ESS 35 5 Sl s ls (gl

el 3zl s el (Y5)

ol axdly ol e e ) (YY)

Ol l aty (S35 655 51 y Sl smome dis o DL oS (6,505 dals
33 CS o opl ki e (YA ) ol e Gl 4 Jay Sl Jgese &S >

.‘MJ@'C)L;JJEJJ\VUU‘JQM)JJQ)uUQé\oJ\J'?L;EwQM

— e i 3 games 5 dis a slgii calazes 5 St le Jsemes &S o Ol Sl b (VAAY) el

@5 a5 (X)) e 55615 Olsie 4 dezros 5 Jsemes S145° Conl Jlm 3l ol iy 5SG1 5 ola
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s 059 5 pl s LT (I (YA)

Az T 055 opl J shmn .o

S5 2Ll e sbe 5,255 OT L (Anushe, 1400) az sl Jows 53 87 (5 505 JSCe
Iy dezos o Ctlo (69 ¢l dazos 5 Ctlo 9 oy sl g5 90 3 s sl
3,8 o i 53 (PredP) S o Jgemes 1) oy Ctle 5 (AQIP) aislhs o5 5 o
s ) dlares 5 alie 5k, Ly Cotle 8 ws S oyl 55 5k S b s
ol b ol il 53 a5 Jgemee 5 Job Ole ol daly 5 das e OLES
il ge JSaa b1y (KinS 5 b slasl Sl g3 pll Sosline Ldows @11 ol ol
LS s

JSus 5 (Bowers, 1993,2001) O,liel 3, gy 5 sS de Gl 4 a5 L
3z g 02 bl 1S o e a3 ( Stowell, 1981) J e
33l s glacsle gl O)lie Jew «(Chomsky 2013, 2015) Sl
XP, § 5058 33 (Y4) o,y slacstlu ys 45 ol =l s €151 s 0L
Wl (375 oy M Al B Dy gl 534S g plesl SouS L {YP
B 0350 &S i slaes S 51 (S5 5 050 wSs b O, JSCe ol o s
o a Bl iRs5 03 la e | dazes 5 (5o i okile (Bbos £
4 4«5 (Anushe, 1400; Darzi,1996; Darzi & Mahdibirghadar, 1389 ) jl.liil;
plest 51 oy (aty OBz 3 dha Jobb 4T ons o DL b0 B Job oS >
Jol b el S sl it o &S ST ab 03 8 St S315 D) 5 O
7 Glrtaintin o (S (o IS o Dlos 0y 8 et lh ol 03 8 (SS S
e e 4 5 358 o ufs BB a2 S sl el s e
5 I dlares 5 5

SC=p el [ 58l el ] (Y4)

Merge v, B [t [ 52t el p ]
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It



23

Merge vp, T ([t [ 5580 oot Tvp] 7e]

Move <Amir> to [Spec, TP], Label SCas  [[[c! [ 52l 5= ar] vp] ool TP]

AP
oo 3305 e )y dlazos 5 Jolb &S > OT bl 0155 0 &5 (ials ahox )
Y b o5 5 Bl sl B el b og 8kl s )l S ST e oy 8
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il ot 4 Job 58 a0l 5 or ol ledis Bl B 5 edile
S 55 dwb 0s S dnn 5 o340 OS> Ol 0y S Latls 4 s guS Sl Lol
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0l 038 Ll ol 4 o) Alares B Jeb das 0 0l S (5 K5 el
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role spim 3,85 Sy po Dl s 8 el oKl 4 Jobb oS > S1SOT Ul
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Gl 5o 0T ladasin 0lbj o3 8 Lasls ol 4 Jeb &S > 51w (V)
JB okl s jate laaaiin g5 555 Ml Sudy JB Ao oyl
S5 PSS S5 i p D5 4 o 03 8 nl gl 0 Al Zu)
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| A
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o) (B laaasin 55 ¢S o b )bl Job Olgie 4 Gl 53l o3 13 03

4 ool 03,8 S o 5t (A3 55 S Gl il o 13 s (et

el 035 0, Job il Aol 43 oS yST nb oy 8 Lo dals JIOWVA N ) as gl |



24

JB e s rﬂwﬁ‘ Gl 0T S leaasnin k) oy 8 Larls oKl
S35 iy Olge 4 (AP) olile 3L 355 gl j3 oS SGI5 5 358 0 Cufy

5,1 Olej dwd 4 55 oy Ja .35,8 oo Obul ardy oSOl 5 55 oyl plest 3l Jol>

Al o I ol g5y 51y Sl Al ems Lot T dd 5 b oo
T
,.--"’/-,f-/ H.-lx\x“'x
_ -
~ - ~
T e
A
// N 'y
/ \\
T .
T -]
— S
AP
i - "JN‘M..___\__.
- ™
] g |

B o) s SleylF Jay csle Y- IKE

HEPRE A
ey Sl b LIy oplimel p ojlime Aezes S 5 Sy 93 ol Rash o
SRS gy 4y oy OBl 3 Olulsily Ol ot 53 3 8 e slo )8
B 0L s ey bl Lo gl 3 S0, cpl sl Ol oS ods 8 6 ok
5 o a8 N )3 e & S s Sl 03Y TS
Jiis S 3l g05, s 5 \)LS:,S:M;SM}.@\ 3 la sl yy JB Lgbojf
s A Ol gie @ T &S s o Ol )b 0L dalsd 5 Sl dals sy
355 51 Lol O o e (585 ()b O3 53 Olsie 4 alie) 535 o o haa ST
S el il 55 g0 (A 55 B 1 0T 015 gad 10 5 as e OLES
95 el OLj Slo,sl S Sy Gl s W el Ol Sslr s
Bl 4y dharos 5 Jolb s 505 8 plosl SKuSS by Jgamn 5 Jolb Aty oSG 3
375 iy Olsie 4 0kl s S0 035 5 bl &S Olej g 8 Lasls

3y N



25

:@l:.a

63,5595 1w b 0L 53 OT sl i sla Sl 5 g e sl (WWAY) ST 50 cads 5l

Ol g & isls céj.’f: :\»UQL“Q ‘;4*:5

(i sleiagy 15 nS 65,55, ol OL5 53 4 5L sla Jpems (\FAY) &S5 5 cad gl
A ANCOX)

Ol oKl 100,85 v I U ] S tieS g 43 Copo (1F04) 657550 4l 5
PN rled Ol 5 L o gy DL 55 g3ll Slgstle 55 b b (VWAB) soy b ¢ pm G
FA-Y)

e Ol 5> Jgrie e AOFY) s s ale, 50058, 50U s AL IS S ha
doi: 10.22067/lkd.2023.82778.1168 ~ ,olu/ 2 (sla i 55 5 wlitil )

18 a8 ey &l s B 5 ke oSl gy (VYA I8y (sikgn ey 5 o (55,0
AN bl o i

(hider ol sla g b OL) 55 Jb b glao )l T L(1FAY) deses i &=
FY-14 (1))

ol 0L s 4 gl ool sl (\WAY) s (-.A.E.n S s rﬁp\ Sl gl
XA (PP LS sle sl

5 UEaseT Slis illash Olg o stes (OFOA) Lo e &S53,0 5 o 81 e o Sl
“PIIA

i1 gl B3 oz 3Ly glal St 5 frs Cud B (1YAY) daol o3l s

5 e A0 Nels L el

S sl 101 L s B 0L e (AYVF) 5 st ool Jaadle

30 150 (o) OL) S gws OYPA) . e (g 0l 33 5

otils Sl sl ihgie e leiS 4 L7 Dl oy O g sty OYVE) (Ggn ¢ oo U1 Sl
gt (92

w5 LSO o s B Ob gz (NVF¥) g es Bl J5U

01 e Sl (1) () 05 s (WWAP) Lo b Gl 5 (5 5Ll Ok

B el



26

Adger, D. & Ramchand, G. (2003). Predication and equation. Linguistic
Inquiry, 34, 325-359.

Anushe, M. (2008). The Structure of sentence and its functional projections
in Persian: A Minimalist Approach. (PhD dissertation), University of
Tehran. [In Persian]

Anushe, M. (2019). Secondary predicate in Persian: A minimalist approach.
Linguistic Research, 9(2), 1-21. [In Persian]

Anushe, M. (2021). Morphology in syntax: from minimalism to distributed
morphology. Tehran: University of Tehran. [In Persian]

Bailyn, J. (2001). The syntax of Slavic predicate case. ZAS Papers in
Lingusitcs, 22, 1-23.

Baker, M. (2008). The syntax of agreement and concord. New York: Oxford
University Press.

Balazs, J. E. (2012). The Syntax of small Clauses. (M.A dissertation),
Cornell University.

Bowers, J. (1993). The syntax of predication. Linguistic Inquiry, 24, 591-
656.

Bowers, J. (2001). Predication. In C. Collins & M. Baltin (Eds.), The
handbook of contemporary syntactic theory (pp. 299-333). Oxford:
Blackwell Publishing.

Carreira, M., Foltran, M. J., & Knopfle, A. (2017). Small clauses: origins
and state of affairs. Revista Linguiftica, 13(2), 383-401.

Citko, B. (2008). Small clauses reconsidered: not so small and not all alike.
Lingua 118(3), 261-295.

Chomsky, N. (1995). Bare phrase structure. Goverment and Binding Theory
and the Minimalist Program, 383-439.

Chomsky, N. (2004). Beyond explanatory adequacy. Belletti, Adriana (ed.)
Structures and Beyond. The Cartography of Syntactic Structures.

Chomsky, N. (2013) “Problems of projection,” Lingua 130, 33-49.

Chomsky, N. (2015) “Problems of projection: extensions,” in Structures,
strategies and beyond: studies in honour of Adriana Belletti, ed. by Elisa Di



27

Domenico, Cornelia Hamann and Simona Matteini, 3-16. Amsterdam, John
Benjamins.

Darzi, A. (1996). Word order, NP movements, and opacity conditions in
Persian. University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign.

Darzi, A. (2006). Small clauses in Persian. J. Humanities.13 (1):13-30.

Darzi, A, Mahdibirghadar, R. (2010). A minimalist approach to the landing
site of Persian topics. Researches in Linguistics, 2(2), 18-1. [In Persian]

Den Dikken, M. (2006). Relators and linkers. The syntax of predication,
predicate inversion, and copulas. Cambridge, Mass.: MIT Press.

Gholamalizadeh, Kh. (1995). The structure of Persian language. Tehran:
Ehya-e Ketab. [In Persian]

Gordframarzi, A. (1989). Persian grammar. Moallef. [In Persian]

Haghbin, F. (2006). Valency in attributive constructions in Persian language.
Language and Linguistics, 2(4), 38-21. [In Persian]

Haspelmath, M. (2007). Coordination. In S, Timothy (Ed.), Language
typology and syntactic description (pp. 1-51). Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Hedberg, N., & Potter, D. (2010). Equative and predicational copulas in
Thai. Annual Meeting of the Berkeley Linguistics Society, 36 (1), 144-157.

Heggie, L. (1988). The syntax of copular structures. (Doctoral dissertation).
Retrieved form ProQuest. (UMI No.DP29067).

Higgins, F. (1979). The pseudo-cleft construction in English. New York:
Garland.

Jones, M., & Thomas, A. R. (1977). The Welsh language: Studies in its
syntax and semantics. Schools.

Khamse Ashari, M, Motavallian, R, Rezaei, V. (2023). Object complement
in the Persian Language. Linguistics and Khorasan Dialects. doi:
10.22067/jl1kd.2023.82778.1168. [In Persian]

Lohndal, T. (2006). The phrase structure of the copula. Working papers in
Scandinavian syntax, 78, 37-75.


https://jrl.ui.ac.ir/article_17193_69b108774f16c1c44286abf7969bf5b1.pdf?lang=en
https://jrl.ui.ac.ir/article_17193_69b108774f16c1c44286abf7969bf5b1.pdf?lang=en

28

Lundin, K. (2003). Small clauses in Swedish: Towards a unified
account (Vol. 60). Lund University.

Marelj, Marijana, and Ora Matushansky. (2010). Against overt predicators in
Slavic. Workshop "Syntax and Ontology of Predication". Paris, February 7,
2009.

Masood, T. (2021). Monoclausal copular clauses: Their structure and case
assignment. SKASE Journal of Theoretical Linguistics, 18(1).

Matushansky, O. (2015). Against PredP. In Proceedings of IATL (\Vol. 30,
pp. 83-99).

Matushansky, O. (2017). Predication without PredP. In University of
Geneva, Linguistics Department.

Matushansky, O. (2019). Against the PredP theory of small
clauses. Linguistic Inquiry, 50(1), 63-104.

Mashkatoddini, M. (1995). Introduction to persian transformational syntax.
Mashhad: Ferdowsi University Press. [In Persian]

Mikkelsen, L. (2005). Copular clauses. Specificational, predicational and
equation. Amsterdam: John Benjamins.

Moro, A. (1997). The raising of predicates:Predicative noun phrases and the
theory of clause structure. New York: Cambridge University Press.

Moro, A. (2000). Dynamic antisymmetry. Cambridge, Mass.: MIT Press.

Moro, A. (2013). Rethinking Symmetry: A Note on Labeling and the EPP.
In The Equilibrium of Human Syntax (pp. 200-201). Routledge.

syntax (pp. 314-333). Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Natel Khanlari, P. (1984). Persian Grammar. Tehran: Toos Publications. [In
Persian]

Rasekh Mahand, M. (2012). Non-verbal predicates in Persian. Comparative
Linguistic Research, 1(1), 32-19. [In Persian]

Rizzi, L. (2007). On some properties of criterial freezing. Studies in
linguistics, 1, 145-158.



29

Rizzi, L. (2016). Labeling, maximality and the head—phrase distinction. The
Linguistic Review, 33(1), 103-127.

Rothstein, S. (2004). Predicates and their subjects. Kluwer: Dordrecht.

Roy, 1. (2013). Nonverbal predication:Copular sentences at the syntax-
semantics interface. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Sadeghi, A, Arjang, A. (1979). Grammar. Tehran: Ministry of Education.

Shahsavari A, Dabirmoghadam M. (2018). Secondary Predicative structures
in Persian. Language Related Research, 9 (4),181-200. [In Persian]

Stowell, T. (1981). Origins of phrase structure. (Doctoral dissertation). MIT,
Cambridge.

Tabibzadeh, O. (2012). Verb valency and basic constructions of sentences in
Modern Persian; a survey based on dependency grammar theory. Tehran:
Nashr-e Markaz. [In Persian]

Tanaka, T., & Yokogoshi, A. (2010). The rise of a functional category in
small clauses. Studia Linguistica, 64(3), 239-270.

Vahidian Kamyar, T, Omrani Gh. (2007). Persian Grammar (1), 3rd edition.
Tehran: Samt. [In Persian]

Whitman, J. (2004). Semantics and pragmatics of English verbal dependent
coordination. Language 80, 403-434.



30

Syntactic Representation of predicational copular clauses in
Persian Language

Maryam Khamse Ashari®
*Rezvan Motavallian?
Received: 2023/10/11
Accepted:2024/03/12
1. Introduction:

The study of copular clauses and their syntax and semantics has captivated
the attention of numerous linguists. Despite many endeavors to elucidate
their nature, no definitive and comprehensive conclusion has been reached
thus far. This article delves into predicational copular sentences in the
Persian language through the lens of the minimalist program. The analysis of
these structures is approached from two fundamental perspectives: the
symmetrical structure analysis and the asymmetrical structure analysis. The
Functional Category Hypothesis (FCH), also known as the asymmetric small
clause analysis, was introduced by Bowers (1993, 2001) and further
supported by Bailyn (2001), Bailyn and Citko (1999), Baker (2008),
Mikkelsen (2005), Hedberg & Potter (2010). On the other hand, proponents
of the symmetric structure argue that the subject and predicate of a copular
clause merge as two maximal projections. This hypothesis was posited by
linguists such as Heggie (1988), Moro (1995, 1997, 2000), and Chomsky
(2013).
2. Materials and method

This study examines predicational copular sentences using Persian language
data. A descriptive-analytic method is employed to analyze the data,
incorporating Chomsky's labeling algorithm. Linguistic theory, since the
advent of the Minimalist Program (Chomsky, 1994), has strived to reduce
the theory of language to its essential components. Chomsky (2013, 2015)
traces yet a more ‘minimalist’ system of linguistic theory, eliminating the
concept of endocentricity, a construct that has remained unquestioned since
the introduction of the X-bar theory. Chomsky proposes the labeling
algorithm in (1).

(1) Labeling Algorithm (LA)

A constructed syntactic object takes the 'label’ of the nearest head by
minimal search.

Thus in (2) the closest head that can serve as the label for the newly
constructed object is X, the head of XP (Y, the head of YP, being “far
away”).
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N\

X YP
_ _ ) .
This seems straightforward. Other possibilities of Merge, known as
symmetric structures, however, create a problem for LA. Consider the

derivations in (3).
N\ N\

(3)a. XP YP . ¢ Y

In (3a), two phrases are merged; and in (3b) two heads are merged. Now
these structures cannot be labeled because there is no‘nearest head’: in (3a)
both X and Y, heads of XP and YP, respectively, are equally near, and
therefore they are both potential labels. Similarly, in (3b), both X and Y are
heads and, in turn, can potentially function as labels. In POP and POP
Extensions, Chomsky proposes that this labeling failure can be resolved by
(i) either movement of one of the two constituents, or (ii) sharing of some
feature(s) between the two heads. Under the first scenario, suppose that in
(2a) XP moves. Now only one head remains accessible for LA, namely Y,
and the structure is successfully labeled. The same procedure applies if YP
moves. On the second scenario, suppose that X and Y agree in some feature,
say o, then this shared feature will project, and the new syntactic object will
be successfully labeled as < ¢, ¢>.

3. Results and discussion

Several arguments contradict the projection of PrP, as proposed by Bowers
(1993, 2001) and his followers. The first argument presented by Bowers
1993 in favor of a functional head in small clauses comes from examples
where constituents of different lexical categories are coordinated despite the
cited general prohibition on the coordination of dissimilar categories. The
hypothesis that a functional head is present in the small clause resolves the
issue, turning it into a coordination of two PredPs. However, we argue that
the asymmetric structure is not minimalist due to the assumption of empty
nodes that cannot assign case. On the other hand, this issue can be resolved
within current linguistic theory by positing that the conjunction itself is
projected as a CoordP. Furthermore, following Rizzi (2010), we can assume
that the labeling algorithm assigns the mother node with the macro-feature of
the class to which both distinct categories belong.

Another issue arising from the asymmetrical structure is the occurrence of
ungrammatical sentences when overt functional heads are present in
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predicational copular clauses. This treatment introduces an additional
functional layer, known as PredP, to the inventory of functional categories,
thereby contradicting the minimalist principle of economy. Furthermore, it is
worth noting that this addition may not be conceptually necessary in the
analysis of predicational copular clauses.

As the tree diagram (4) illustrates the structure of predicational copular
clauses in Persian, based on Chomsky's labeling algorithm ((2013, 2015))
the subject and the predicate of predicational copular clauses are merged as
sisters. However, Since the symmetrical small clause cannot remain intact,
either the DP subject or the XP predicate must raise to a higher specifier
position. Spec, TP is a suitable landing site for the DP subject's movement.
Consequently, the DP subject moves to Spec, TP, resulting in the canonical
copular sentence.

vp

/ \ T

AP v
/\ <ast>
NP AP
L <Amir> bihug

(4) The tree diagram of predicational copular clauses in Persian language

4. Conclusion

This article highlights the problematic nature of the asymmetrical structure
in predicational copular clauses in which the presence of null functional
heads disregards the principle of linguistic economy. This issue is resolved
by proposing symmetrical structures, such as Chomsky's (2013, 2015)
labeling algorithm based on which the subject and the predicate
of predicational copular clauses are merged as sisters. We have also
demonstrated the necessity for the subject of the predicational copular clause
to move to a higher position. Once the subject of the symmetrical small
clause raises, the label of the small clause is determined as the in situ phrase.
Key words: predicational copular clause, small clause, symmetrical
structure, asymmetrical structure, labeling algorithm
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