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PSYCH ROOTS IN VERBAL CONTEXTS IN ROMANIAN
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Radacinile psihologice in contextele verbale in lintbanan:
(Rezumat)

Pornind de la rezultatele studiilor efectuate asupredicatelor psihologice din limba
englez, articolul analizeaZ distribwia radacinilor psihologice in contextele verbale din limba
romani.

Verbs denoting psychological states have beertiwadily grouped into SubjExp
verbs and ObjExp verbs. Of these the most unusoalgs that of the ObjExp verbs
which can occur either as agentive or as non-agenerbs. While SubjExp verbs
behave like ordinary transitive verbs, ObjExp vehzs/e been argued to have a
specific syntactic behaviour with an Experiencegyuanent generated as an internal
argument and a Causer argument moving past theriErper to get to the Subject
position (Belletti and Rizzi, 1988). Moreover thep not allow a simultaneous
occurrence of the Causer and the Target/ SubjetteMargument as noted in Pesetsky
(1995).

These peculiarities have been given a new, unifyiigrpretation within the
framework of Distributed Morphology as in Marani®997). Arad (1998, 1999) and
McGinnis (2000) provide answers to these unsolvedzles concerning psych
causatives (movement of a lower argument past laehigne to the subject position,
the T/SM restriction, etc.) and extend their analys all types of psych predicates.

Starting from their analysis of psych verbs in Esiglwe will examine the
distribution of psych roots in the verbal contekxisRomanian, accounting for the
advantages of the theory.

1. The syntax of psych causative verbs

ObjExp verbs alternate between a stative readirfg)iand an agentive reading in (b):
1)

a. John/ the joke amused Mary.

b. John deliberately amused Mary to make her fdtgeincident.

The verbamusein (a) has a stative causishn/ the jokeln (b) the intentional agent
Johnwho aims to bring about a change of state in thgeEgncemMary is signaled by
the agent-oriented adverb and by the purpose clause
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Arad (1998, 1999) notes that ObjExp verbs have iguenproperty which
resides in their ability to appear both as stati@esatives (a) and as active causatives
in (b), hence the generalization that causationbeaonderstood either as active or as
stative. Active causation involves an action ofaent or a causer, which brings
about a change of state, while stative causationlves perception of a stimulus,
which triggers a mental state in the experiencer.

When psych verbs occur as active causatives, ediaviour is similar to that
of transitives. Just as a root likelestr is inserted into a verbal context to form the
agentive causative vedestroy so is a psych root likéamuseinserted into a similar
verbal context to form the psych vealuse Since there is no causative interpretation
recoverable from the semantics of the psych x@miuse; a causer must be added to
this root syntactically, by means of a light veftwus the psych causative predicates
are believed to have a bipartite structure jlks dgentive transitive verbs, containing
a light causative verb and a lexical base, which sategory-neutral root. There is
however a difference in the type of light causatreetd that merges lexically with a
transitive or a psych lexical root to form a phtasait. Agentive transitive roots
combine with an eventive light causative verb, whilsych-roots combine with a
stative light causative verb:

(2)
The army destroyed the city. The joke amusetdyMa
vP vP
/\ /\
the army V' the joke V'
/\ /\
Vag P Veaus VP
Vdestr- the city Jamuse-  Mary

The Subject of a psych causative verb is alwayem@ed as the highest argument
while the Experiencer is an argument of the psywit.rThus, Arad’s analysis does
away with the traditional unaccusative interpretatof psych causative verbs: the
subject of psych predicates is no longer interpreean internal argument originating
structurally below the Object and moved into subjaasition (Belletti & Rizzi 1988,

™ The light verb comes in different flavours ands tdifferent properties: ay (eventive,

agentive v: transitives and unergatives), {stative causative v: Psych caus verbg)acy
(unaccusative v: unaccusatives) apgg.{stative perceptive v: SubjExp verbs).
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Pesetsky 1995). Both subjectse armyandthe joke are external arguments in the
specifier position of a light causative verb.

The two flavours of the light causative verQg@nd \..9 account for the difference
between:
(3)

a. John deliberately amused/ angered/ frigltkene Mary.

b. John/ the joke amused/ angered/ frightened aryM

The distinction between (a) and (b) shows that Ipsyots such asamuse-anger-
or \fright- are compatible with two types of v: a standardivadittle v and a stative
little v. This is opposed to other roots which reguwnly an active v (e.gldest).

Arad counters the earlier proposal that ObjExp sesbould be assigned a
special syntactic configuration simply on accouinthe existence of the Experiencer
argument. After all, the Experiencer argument isassential for the configuration in
which ObjExp verbs occur because it can be easplaced by arguments with other
thematic roles.

Following her line of reasoning, we bring furtheidence from Romanian to

show that such verbs share the structure of losatidative and causative
configurations.
In many languages, Romanian included, ObjExp patdicmay have two realizations:
either as verbs or as nouns (or adjectives) whichbine with an ‘ordinary’ verb. The
first are referred to as ‘incorporated’ forms ahd tatter as ‘non-incorporated’ forms
(Bouchard, 1995):

Incorporated forms of ObjExp verbs are frequentbfiged by the causativie-:

- Intrista, tnveseli, infric@, ins@imanta, ingrozi, ingrijora,

- a bucura, a speria, a mania, a urf, a sug a ferici, etc.
Non-incorporated forms denote the emotion eithernt®ans of a noun or of an
adjective. Nouns co-occur with an Experiencer i dlative:a-i face (cuiva) picere,
a-i starni (cuiva) groaza, mania, ura, dispuk a-i trezi (cuiva) admiraa/ simpatia/
antipatia, etc. Adjectives associate with an Experiencereeiih the accusative: face
pe cineva & fie vesel, trist, fericit, supat, incantat, mulimit, etc.or in the dative:a
fi drag/ simpatic (cuiva)

Romanian (just like French) has pairs of predicateiscorporated and non-
incorporated forms, with related or identical meast

4)
a ingrozi - a starni groaza cuiva
a ntrista - a face pe cinevafge trist
a inveseli - a face pe cinevafe vesel
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a infricaa - *a face pe cineva die fricos
a face pe cinevasfie frica

The configurations in which non-incorporated foratsur reveal similarities
with transitive structures of three types: locatidative and causative.
Non-incorporated forms may blecative-like, i.e. they contain a verb indicating
motion and an argument with a locative interpretati

®)
a biga pe cineva in inchisoare
PATIENT LOCATION
a kiga pe cineva n spetiEin groaz/ in fiori
EXPERIENCER state of mind

The verb a higais used with the meaning ‘to put (in)to a place'torput into a state
of mind’. Either the noun denoting the emotion hascative tinge of meaning as in
(5) or the Experiencer can be understoot a=ative:

(6)
Biiatul a lagat/ varat cartea n banc
LOCATION
Biiatul a lagat/ varat groaza/ spaima/ frica/ teama  Tn oameni.
Filmul a starnit teama n spectatori.

EXPERIENCER
Non-incorporated forms may havelative-like configuration:
(7)
Anai-adat Mariei o carte.
GOAL THEME
Decizia i-a dat Mariei  dureri de capitéi de cap.
EXPERIENCER

Mariajul i-a adus Mariei bani.
BENEFICIARY

Mariajul i-a adus Mariei fericirea/nefericir@aimai)necazuri/nepteri/
EXPERIENCER griji/ sugrari.

The ditransitive verla da‘give’ selects a Theme as its direct object ar@loal as an
indirect object. However, when the Theme is redlisg a noun denoting some state
of mind, the IO can be interpreted as an Experienather than as a Goal (a) or
Beneficiary (b). The interpretation of the 10 deg@eron the interpretation of the verb
and on its other arguments (Bouchard, 1995)
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Non-incorporated forms may appear ircausative configuration, with the

verbs:a pricinui, a produce, @rovoca, a faceand with the Experiencer argument in

the Dative:
(8
Incidentul i-a pricinuit Mariei intarzierea.
PATIENT
Incidentul i-a pricinuit Mariei ingrijorarea.
Comportarea lui i-a produs Mariei scarba.
EXPERIENCER
Vestea i-a provocat Mariei slaul.
PATIENT
Vestea i-a provocat Mariei o depresie.
EXPERIENCER
Vestea i-a facut Mariei o bucurie/ necazpititere/ scarba.

In all these structures the Experiencer particiguiie Object (direct or indirect) and
it alternates with other theta-roles: Patient, GBaheficiary.

The same type of alternation appears with traresitigrbs reinterpreted as

psych verbsa deranja, a tulbura, a mia, distruge, a termina, a starni, a zdruncina,
a agita, a lovi, a dini, etc.:

(9)

Baiatul/ reziduul a tulburat apa.
Baiatul/ scrisoarea a tulburat-o pe Maria.

Mecanismul/ Vantul/ lon a rgat undia.
Scrisoarea/ * lon a tat-o pe Maria

Proprietarul/bomba a distrus casa.
*Proprietarul/ Pierderea averii I-a distrus/ leaninat pe lon.

Vantul a starnit un nor de praf.
*lon/ Cuvintele lui au starnit-o pe Maria.

The accusative object can be interpreted aBheme or as an Experiencer. The
pronominal clitic in the accusative is obligatoryittwthe psych verb, as is the
occurrence of the prepositiope on account of the fact that the DO is [+human,
+individual] (cf. Cornilescu, 2000).

Actually, any verb can be interpreted as a psych,vécertain conditions are

fulfilled (Bouchard, 1995). Firstly, the verb mustve one argument [+animate] which
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should be interpreted as Experiencer and secotithyexternal argument should be
incapable of physically affecting the object. Withn-incorporated forms there is also
the requirement that one of the internal argumehtaild be an emotion or a mental
state as in (7) and (8).

The arguments of a psych verb cannot be equatédmeéta-semantic entities
such as ‘container’ or ‘stuff’ but in the followingon-incorporated constructions the
Experiencer can be conceived as ‘container’ wihiterioun denoting the mental state
is the ‘stuff’ that fills the container:

(10)
Scrisoarea a umplut-o  pe Maria de furie/ trestsugarare.
Container Stuff
Stirea a gat spaima/ groaza n oameni.
Stuff Container
Frica/ groaza/ spaima am  cuprinde/ aput ia.
Stuff Container

Romanian has special idiomatic constructions inctvihe Experiencer in the
dative may have the interpretation of Possessmlationship with the Subject NP of
the sentence. In such structures the Subject deagpart of the human body and the
PO denotes the Cause (the state of mind or thei@mpahat affects the dative-
possessive Experiencer of the sentence:

(11)
Inima/ mustga/ ochii ii rad(e) lui lon de bucurie.
[+part of the body] EXPERIENCER Cause
Séangele i fierbe lui lon (in vene) deidur
Picioarele [ s-au taiat lui lon de spaim
Inima i-a inghgat  lui lon de frig.

EXPERIENCER Cause

The Experiencer occurs with a clear Locative meagnin the following idiomatic
construction:
(12)
Fierbe séangele in lon.
[+part of body] EXP/ LOCATION

All these examples from Romanian bring further suppn favour of Arad’s

suggestion that the Experiencers may alternate Witdme, Goals and Locations. Any
syntactc position can be interpreted as an Expegierthe direct object in (5), the
indirect object in (7) and (8) and a locative PRGnand (12). This indicates that it is
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unlikely that there are specific syntactic rules figsych verbs only because they have
an Experiencer in their thematic grid.

2. The syntax of Subject Experiencer predicates

Cross-linguistically, SubjExp predicates occur @itin transitive or reflexive verbal
configurations or as adjectival psych predicates.

SubjExp verbs are traditionally believed to pattevith transitive verbs
although both semantically and syntactically themee certain differences.
Semantically they differ with respect to both cdivilg and eventivity, syntactically
they have a nominative and passivise, just likenabtransitives in most languages:
(13)

Mary loves John.

John is loved by Mary.

However, there are a few languageRomanian included, in which SubjExp verbs
have ‘quirky’ dative subject and resist passivigati
(14)

Mariei 1i este frid/ teand/ groaa/ sila/ lehamite.

Mariei 1i place filmul.

*Filmul este plicut de Maria.

This group of verbs includingt-i placea, a-i dispicea, a-i prii,correspond to the
Italian piacereverbs which have been traditionally analysed aE&bjerbs:
(15)
Dieta vegetariana i (dis)place/ ptie Mariei.
EXPERIENCER

However, Marantz (classnotes, 1998)iggests that these verbs may have a SubjExp
derivation with a quirky dative Experiencer subjeotwhich v would be responsible
for quirky case on the Experiencer.

Besides the subgroups of SubjExp verbs already iomead, there are non-
incorporated forms containing a nounavea oroare, o frica, o sdpre, etc.or an
adjective:a fi speriat, Tnspimintat, induigat, ingrozit, etc. In contrast with non-
incorporated forms of ObjExp predicates which asgecwith the verbs stirni, a
baga, a produce, a cauzatc, non-incorporated forms of SubjExp predicat@sbine
with a fi anda avea

2 McGinnis discusses evidence from Georgian and iéra
% As quoted in McGinnis M. (2000:15)
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a-i fi teama - a-i starni teama
a-ifigroaza - a-i starni groaza
a avea admitee- a-i trezi admirga

All these verbal and adjectival configurations ¢engiven a unified analysis
as in Arad (1999) who extends the proposal foritkerpretation of ObjExp verbs to
the Subj Exp verbs.

A psych root may also combine with a verbal heattlvis stative and non-
causative. This head may be the same as ‘BE’ madidke). This head is always
stative and its complement denotes a property {be place, mental state, have a

property)
(16)
VP VP
NSy PP ™y
/\ /\
Mary Vge VP/ PP to Mary  Vge VP/ PP

has anger/ is angry/ is at anger IS anger

Arad’s proposal accounts for all types of non-ipmated forms of SubjExp
predicates and for constructions with quirky datese.

McGinnis (2000) further refines Arad’'s analysis BubjExp predicates. A
psych root merges with a non-causative stativet hghb labelled asv.to form a
SubjExp verb:

(17)
Bill fears another invasion.
vP
Bill Y
/\
Voerc VP

PN

\fear another invasion

In accounting for the adjectival psych predicaMs@innis modifies Arad’s proposal
and relies on Baket(1997) who argues that the adjectival predicate ltave an

* As quoted in McGinnis (2000:2)

BDD-A3643 © 2004 Ovidius University Press
Provided by Diacronia.ro for IP 216.73.216.38 (2026-06-26 00:01:24 UTC)



Psych Roots in Verbal Contextd.Ovidius University Annals of Philology XV, 17-32004) 25

external argument, and suggests that this extemralment is the specifier of an
adjectival event head. She assumes a counterpafi.©fgee Which is a stative
perceptive adjectival event head in SubjExp adjatpredicates:
(18)

The children were angry.

aP
T
the children a’

/\
Bherc Jangr-

Thus the assumption of the existence of two hemgsrbal and an adjectival one, of a
similar flavour, yecand g uniformly accounts for all types of SubjExp prates.

Reflexive psych verbs are accounted for by means of yet another distincti
on v, the active vs. non-active v. McGinnis (1998ats v as a ‘voice’ head,
responsible for the morphology and semantics af@@nd non-active voice. Active
voice includes transitive and unergative configora, while non-active voice refers
to unaccusatives, passives, middles and reflexReaghly speaking, active v is used
in transitive and unergatives, while non-activeswuged with passive, unaccusatives,
middles and reflexive clitic derivations.

The reflexive clitic is actually the external argemb but it fails to become
syntactic subject, at least in part because itdaClaseé Thus reflexive clitic
derivations would have a representation similgrassive constructions:

(19)

TP
Ion/\ T
TS
se N v
/\
Y, P
/\
\teme t

® Another possibility is that reflexive/non-activeorphology reflects the absence of a specifier
of vP (Lidz J., 1996).
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The non-active morphological items are assumee tonglerspecified in contrast with
the active transitive vocabulary items which cannserted in the v node only when
an external argument with its own phi-features ésged in spec-vP.

Such underspecified non-active items are insertelda v of a reflexive clitic
derivation, which has both causative semanticsaanexternal argument, but the
argument lacks phi-features of its own.

Reflexive verbs in Romanian are either inherengilexive @ se tempgor
lexically reflexive, i.e. they have causative paiasse speria, a se indym a se
ingrozi, a se bucura, a se intrista, et©ccasionally reflexive clitics occur in
constructions with a dative Experiencer and nodalgsubject:

(20)  Mi s-a urét/ acrit de ceva.

Thus in theory, psych roots are able to combind witee different types of little v:
agentive, stative causative and stative non-caugsakiowever, in reality there are
differences between roots: not all roots accepntdrpretations equally easily.

For instance the Romanian rodteme- forms the reflexivea se temend the non-
incorporated formsa avea o temere, a-i fi tea@amwhich means that it can combine
with a stative non-causative or causative littlebut it can never combine with an
agentive causative little v to form the incorpodata teme pe cineva.

In contrast the rootsurpr- can occur as an incorporated or non-incorporated
psych causative verd surprinde pe cinevar a pregiti cuiva o surpriz which means
that it is able to combine with an agentive cawsatittle v. It rarely occurs as a
reflexivea se surprind€usually while doing or thinking about something):

(21)
M-am surprins zambind la gandul. c

But as a SubjExp predicate it can appear as a mmrporated form containing an
adjective or a nouna avea o surpriz, which indicates that it may as well combine
with a stative non-causative little v, but not asefy as the roottemedoes. Both
roots can combine with a stative perceptive adjatBvent head to forna fi temitor,

a fi surprins.

It seems that psych predicates in Romanian lendngblves to an
interpretation in line with thgeneralisations formulated by Arad. We leave fourfel
research the idiomatic configurations with a dapessessive Experiencer and the
impersonal reflexive psych idioms.
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3. The syntax of psychological causativeswith make

The Target/ Subject Matter restriction noted by ePdg/ (1995) is the
generalization that a Psych Causative verb caren both a Causer and a Target (3
a) or both a Causer and Subject Matter argumeh}. (However the two can co-occur
in a periphrastic causative construction (4 a, b)

(22)
a. *The article in the Times angered Mary at theegnment.
Causer Target
b. *The latest news frightened Bill of anotherasion.
Causer Subject Matter

Relying on Arad’s proposal, McGinnis (2000) shotvattthe T/SM restriction
falls under a broader generalization about caugation. She proposes that this
restriction arises from a morphological distinctiogtween causatives that determine
the syntactic category of a predicate (23 a), amdsatives that are added to the
predicate that already has a category (23 b):

(23)
a. *The article in the Times angered Mary at theegnment.
b. The article in the Times made Mary angry atgbeernment.

McGinnis analyses the structure of a psychologiealsative verb (23 b) as basically a
psychological predicate to which a category-exteraasative is added.
In such structures the root merges with a non-¢avasatativev, yielding a SujbExp
verb whose T/SM argument checks structural case. dn English and Italian this
Case is realized by accusative case morphology.SIHgEXp structure then merges
with a causative stative realisedragke
(24)
VP
N

The news Y

PN

Vcaus VP

make B > v

vperc/\ \P
/\

Vfear another invasion
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A causative structure, however, may also contaiSudjExp component as an
adjectival predicate rather than a verbal one. ldbeeassumes that the root combines
with an adjectival stative event head again yielding a SubjExp predicate. The
adjectival event head does not check structurad,css if the predicate has a T/SM
argument, this argument must be Case-marked bgpogition ¢f, at, etc):

(25) vP
/\
the news v
/\
Vcaus aP
make BiIll a'
%erc/\ \/P
/\

Vafraid of another invasion

McGinnis’ account of the T/SM restriction does appeal to movement of the Causer
from a position below the Experiencer. She propabed the example in (3 a)
involves just a root-external causative v, whilattim (3 b) involves a root-external v
plus a category-external causative v.
It is interesting to note that in Romanian the &ubj component of the causative
structure may be realised in two different ways:

a. as a reflexive verb or an adjectival predicate or

b. as a ‘quirky’ dative Experiencer construction
Psych roots cannot occur in both verbal contexts.ifstance, the psych rodsupara
can only appear as a reflexive or as an adjegbneicate:
(26)

Articolul a sugrat-o pe Maria. Maria s-a sinat pe guvern.

Maria a fost samati pe guvern.

*Articolul a sugirat-o pe Maria pe guvern. (T/ SM restriction)

a. Articolul a ficut-o pe Maria&se supere pe guvern.

b. Articolul a ficut-o pe Maria&fie sugirata pe guvern.

In contrast a psych root such sic can only be used in the context of a ‘quirky’
dative Experiencer construction:
(27)

intamplarea a Infrig@t-o pe Maria. * Maria se infrigeaz de caini.
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* Maria a fost infricgatd de caini.
Mariei ii este fricde céini.
*Intamplarea a infricgat-o pe Maria de caini.  (T/ SM restriction)
Intamplarea aitut-o pe Maria * 5 se infricgeze de caini.
* § fie infricosata de caini.
Intamplarea aitut-o pe Maria#1i fie frica de caini.

As expected there is no T/SM violation in the plergstic causative construction, but
there are, however, in Romanian, and possibly lierolanguages with morphological
case, two alternatives for the realization of thibjExp component of an analytical
causative psych construction.

Conclusions. This paper has pointed out the positive resultthefresearch
done on psych predicates within the framework dstiilbuted Morphology. Unlike
earlier interpretations, psych predicates are nowotmly accounted for as being
formed out of lexical psych roots which combinehwgbmplex syntactic structures. In
each type of psych configuration, the Experiensdaniroduced by a light verb of an
appropriate flavour: agentive, causative, statime-causative or non-active.

The proposal has been checked against the data Romanian. Psych
predicates in Romanian comply with the theory, pkioas have been noted in the
idiomatic area, in configurations with a possessiadve Experiencer and in
impersonal reflexive psych constructions.

The puzzles of the earlier interpretations (thecspesyntactic derivation
assigned to causative psych verbs and the mucliedebpon T/SM restriction) are
given a satisfactory solution.
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