























IMPERATIVES, V-MOVEMENT AND LOGICAL MOOD

illustrated by Znam da ga mnogi ljudi paZljivo Citaju ‘1 know that many
people read it carefully’. By contrast, (61) shows that CGk oti cannot license
clitics in its internal domain because it lacks the appropriate characteristics,
so it triggers V-raising, leading to 3P or 4P effects for clitics that distinguish
CGk from SC as a W-language.

In CGk, non-imperative V-raising to license clitics is last resort, like the
similar process in W-languages. It applies when an alternative licensing
domain for the clitic is absent, and responds to the Enlightened Self-interest
principle. Thus, this V-raising does not combine with Topicalization because
this is an alternative means to endow a functional head with visible A-bar
properties. Since non-imperative V-movement in CGk has exclusively this
effect, it will not apply in this context.

To summarize, CGk is a Class I language, with a strong Imperative feature
in C, which triggers obligatory V-raising, making CGk Imperatives identical
to those of MGk: they cannot be negated, and must follow clitics. The rule
that raises V to C in Imperatives is not last resort, so can combine with
Topicalization. With non-Imperatives, a last resort V-movement rule that
does not land V in C applies in order to provide a licensing domain for clitics.
Due to its last resort nature, this second type of V-raising results in some of
the 2P-effects that make CGk resemble W-languages, and does not combine
with A-bar frontings such as Topicalization, because they also establish a
licensing domain for clitics. CGk disallows first-position clitics because they
have a strong feature that needs to be licensed in the internal domain of a
head, like clitics in W-languages. However, C is the only licensing head in W-
languages, while any functional head with A-bar characteristics licenses
clitics in CGk. As a result, clitics surface second in W-languages, but can
appear irt several positions in CGk, with the exception of the initial position.

Having outlined our proposals, we conclude by contrasting AGk, CGk,
and MGk. The syntactic distribution of Imperative Vs in AGk vs. MGk/CGk
contrasts in important ways. AGk was a W-language with 2P-restrictions. In
this period, movement of V to C followed Enlightened Self-interest in the
sense of Lasnik (1993): to save the derivation, Vs overtly raised to C by
means of an altruistic last resort process with the aim to support 2P-items.
As a result, all Vs had the same distribution, regardless of morphology and
logical mood, and C was featureless. By contrast, MGk is not a W-language,
Vs do not raise to C to support 2P-items, and altruistic V-to-C movement no
longer exists. MGk Imperative Vs raise overtly to C because this position
now holds a strong V-feature with logical mood that needs checking. Thus,
Imperative V-to-C complies with the principle of Greed, and the distribution
of Imperatives and other Vs differs. CGk is mixed, and combines two types
of V-movement: with Imperatives, raising complies with Greed, as in MGk,
but with finite Vs the process is altruistic, as in AGk. This is because
Imperative V-raising is triggered by a strong V-feature in C while finite V-
raising is triggered by the need to satisfy a first position prohibition that
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affects clitic pronouns. This prohibition, however, is unlike that 2P-
restriction of AGk, which always affects C. Since CGk does not have ‘true’
W-characteristics affecting the C-position, the CGk root C can contain the
strong V-feature of Imperatives.

As to clitics, CGk clitics and MGk clitics are not in WP, but the former
differ from the latter in having a strong feature that needs to be licensed in
the internal domain of a head. However, CGk clitics also differ from AGk
W-items in the manner they are licensed. W-items in WP must be licensed in
the internal domain of C. This leads to C being filled by V if Spec-CP is
empty, as a last resort option, and precludes it from holding a strong
Imperative feature. By contrast, CGk clitics are in FP and can be licensed in
the different internal domains defined by higher functional heads with visible
A-bar properties, such as NEG, and M, or they can be licensed through last
resort V-raising to a lower position than C. Thus, the CGk C has a different
function: it holds the strong Imperative feature. The situation is summarized
in chart (62).

(62) |CL/P position | Licensing Head | Logical Mood | Distinctive
restrictions in C Imp syntax
AGk Yes C No No
CGk Yes A-bar H Yes Yes
MGk No No Yes Yes

Above, we suggested that the natural syntactic location in the clause for the
logical mood that contributes to illocutionary force is C, that is, the highest
functional layer of the clause. The evolution of Greek seems to support this
view. That is, the logical mood of an imperative is preferably syntactically
encoded in C, and Imperative Vs whose morphology is endowed with
intrinsic logical mood will preferably move to that position, unless some
factor interferes. In AGk Imperatives the logical mood of imperatives is not
encoded in C due to the interfering factor of the Wackernagel effect, which
results in a syntax for V that (a) disregards logical mood, (b) is driven by last
resort considerations and (c) departs from Greed. When the W-effects
making C inert and denuding if of the role of logical mood marker disappear,
the development of a new imperative syntax with the less marked properties
of MGk and CGk becomes possible, and in fact develops.

CGk provides an insight of the complex changes that seem to underly the
loss of W-characteristics, a frequent diachronic change among Indo-
European languages.’®* On the one hand, CGk has developed what we

[19] Interestingly, AGk contrasts with the modern stages of Gk in the same way Archaic Latin
contrasts with Sp. While Archaic Latin is a W-language, with negated Imperatives, Sp is
similar to MGk in lacking W-properties and negated Imperatives.
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consider the unmarked imperative V-syntax with C a logical mood indicator,
and obligatory V-raising. On the other hand, CGk shows a V-syntax for non-
imperatives that is driven by last resort considerations that depart from
economy principles such as Greed.
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