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ati e of these declarati e sentences. In other words, the presence o - thi 
strong fea e in the C of these declarative sentences acti -ate a rhe ori al 
operation that necessitates the overt insertion of a base-generated phra a or 
clausal category in that position. 'Ibis, in tum, enab es us to di stingui h ) n­ 
tactic y between these proverbial declarative sentences from dee arati e 
sentences of the same dialect that are not proverbial. e former ente ce 
always have the s cture of a complement p ase CP: a declarati u: · en­ 
tence that has an as a complement of its head and also a pecifier o th t 
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tl1 
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(p. 335). Accordingly. he regards ordering as "s ace effects" on inter­ 
pret· tion, and he feels that they "seem to involve some additional level or 
le el, internal to the phonological component'' that is ''postmorphology 
but prephonetic" (p. 220). In other words, "the distinction made in early 
tran formational grammar between 'stylistic' rules and others'' is still 
maintained by Chomsky (p. 324). 

Furth rmore, he maintains that the scrambled element (the word or 

of the tring) interface. At some point in the computation to LF, there is an 

i.e .. those elements that belong to the phonological component (Chomsky, 
l 995. p. 229). ereas pre-spellout is overt (i.e., the constituents have overt 
phonetic f orm), the computation to LF after spell out is covert. 

Since "there is no clear evidence that order plays a role at LF or in the 
computation from N to LF'' (p. 335), it is assumed by Chomsky (1995) 
that ordering applies to the output of morphology, which assigns a linear 
(temporal, left-to-right) order to the elements (p. 334), all of which are 

items in the I · icon) and introduces it into the derivation (the set of opera- 

t 11c recur .ively construct syntactic objects that are rearrangements of 
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,,tl1t,I WISl, I ()I(", t·111(~{1 ;1f lhc Ll i,1tt J ,~I(.(' •• <,, \ I(>) I l<1W{'V ·1, 111 ,,,,w; I 
ho] I\ 111(· view tluu :1r1y It. (ll~1<,t·111t·111 in l:111 'll'lJ't' , l);1 ., ally : I 1 il I rt, 
lll()JJ)llt>l<)py driv ·11 muv ·1r1 Ill ;111,I 111;11 the J>t<)l)l(;Jflt, 1t·l:1I ·,t I() vr lttl,l 
J>l11:1S(' (XI') :1tlJ1rr1c:t1,,11 clc> 11<>( 1c··1lly h ·111111• I<> tf1t: minirnnli t f1;11r11·wc1J k 
ft lollows 111:11 ''111c t>lllll:11y ;111 I J)t~1J1,lfl'l only <.,I'll' j~ (l.-;tc(j111t ti,,1 '' (ttt 

proc SS hy whrch ;,r1y word 1:-: ll<ljc,11,t;<l lc, ,111y <>tlJ(I, ,.,,,, I word "to x" 
<1. ,t I ntu [i.c. f'·t1l111 sin W<>1<J\ ,,, rr1<,1f)l1c·1r11·.!-;j ,,r (ii tit< >f)I rati 111 i 

X (),. ( }2 Tl I I . . · overt) an f>. J ) lC I ·~1S<)Jl (JI I II\ rcxtnc ll<JJI <>II (/, :J<fJIJrl 11(111 I 

t}1~,1 tl1is f ramcwork is cone r 1)c<J with last resrn t r11c,vc111<,,r11 dr iv ·11 hy f ;1 
I 111 check i11 , wit l1i11 t lie cornputat inn ( r> ~\ I <J ). 

I l(1W .v 1, it 1r1,1y he the case tl1,1I by the \Irie.I rncrucr ,,I 1W<> I 1r1t ,,, 
()f hy the r ·,isi,111 <>I an clement, 1·,,,·rr1i11, a c}1~1i11 with both cl .n 11ts then 
r11crgir1g (p. ~i22), there arc two terms l)LII only ,,11c I I• role, sirl<'<.:' "each ol 
th ·s · is a c.:(110 1<,ry 111,11 iH vixihlc .. ,t 111<.; intcrfucc. where 11 1r11J\t rec iv 
s,,111 · interpretation, sutisfyi11f' J1I'' (p, 122). IJ11l Ior ('h<)1r1~ky, such :1 
str rcture is p ·r1r1iss1t)fe only ~·;1· o is ;.111 ,1cJ111r1<..t that is deleted :11 I 1.:. leav­ 
in, just one tcr 1r1'' (p. '~22), SL1ct1 .,s when we have :1 cas · of ··1·1111 re <>11- 
struction ,11 I ,11', eliminating the adjunct entirely '' Ac cordin •ly, the struc­ 
Iurc ''I YJ-> Xf? I y1, ... 1 ... 111 (i.e.i rx adjunction) is only interpreted ~,t the tr;1(c '' 
(p. 12 ). In s11c}1 ti case, "scrambling f isl interpreted by reconstruction" (fl 

321), where the IW<> segment cutcgory, Iorrncd by ,1(!Jt1r1ct1<>11 will he 
interpreted ,ts :1 W<>1·cJ by morphology. 

II follows, then Ior Chomsky that "adverbials cannot he ,1cl1<>111c<I by 
merge le> phrases lf1,1t arc () related [i.c., arguments <>r prcdic.at ·~1·· (p. 
~1()), because the adjunction <>I ,1r1 adverbial I<> ,1r1 XJ' 1t1:,1 h,,s .1 () role ,if 
I ,J•' 1<> Iorrn the two-xcgmcnt category lxr>,Xl>j, projccnng lrom X, is 
barred when an Xf ' is an adjective phrase (J\I>) or verb phrase (VI') (1> 
12')). '"I his is why Chomsky believes that adverbs can "he 'base adjoin xl' 
inly 1,> X or phras ·s t1e,1<Jc<I l>y v (i.c., :1 verb 1<>1111 1t1;1r f1c1~ had :11·11xcs 
adjoined tc, lt) ()f functional categories" (p. 1'~()). I I(; fl; ·I~ th.ti ,1r),1r·1 Irorn 
IJ1e f't1<.;l tl1;1t 44,tclv ·rt>S SCClll I<> fl,tVC II<> 1r1t>r1>f1<>l<>1.'i ',If r>f"t>f)(;r·ti('S il1;1t 
1c<111ir • XI' :1clj 111cli<>11," tl1crc is 11c> c1r11>1ri(:,1I v1,lc11c • 111:11 :1,lv(·rh~ f c,11r1 
c.;•1,ti11s t,y XI' :.1clj1Jr1ctic>11s (f) 12'J). lr1 t>lt1cr wc,1cls, '';1r1 ,t(Jv<·r·I) 111 f>tt' ff> 
J><> itic>rJ c,1r1rt<>I l>c i11lcr1,1·ctt;cl .,s if r:1iS(;CI f1·<,111 S<>1r1 • lc>Wl, J><>sifit>11'' (1> 
1'~()) :1r1cl ''11,e 1>r<)l)f ·111 ,,I <>r)li<>11:1l 1:1isi11g'' <>I 1l1t· ,1clvcrl1 t·,111 l>L' ,c,lvc<I lly 
111<, I ,t11sc,111,111 sc,l111i,>11, 111 wl1i ·11 <t. is i11t·,,,·1)<,1,1lt.~<I witlt<>ltl 1;11~1111 si11(· ii 
'";1y>1><;:1rs 111. ,,111<, l1i1,f1 ·,· t><>sit 1<>11'' (<'l1c,111sky, 1 •)l)'), t> 1 \I). 

IJ11lik' th 44it<lj1111 ·tic,11 {)f YI' I<) XJ>'' (r> i2 \), wl11(·ll <l(lC~ 11(11 lit {"ilSily 
i11t<) ll1i. 1 'II ·r:11 :t1>r1c,:1t:l1, 111. llt)lic,11 ()f ,I sft()ll1' I< ;1ltll'(' (:, ft lfttl{' 11,.,1 l ;111 

I, i,,,,,, 111<,vl~rr1 ;11l) 1>l(1ys :111 111111<>1 l:1r11 •<•It 1r1 lltl' M111i111.,1,...,, 1>1-<>~·1·:1111 'I lit· 
~,,,,,,,~ I :1ll1tt.;,' i11 · 1t<)Jl,<.:l1~>sl:1r1livl;. 111:11 (·;111 le,, ;1 c :1ll'f'' 11 y 111 ll1t·11 < lll'l k1111• 
,l,,1,1:1111,. 1111111. I ·x1c·,,11, ll1<;1t· ;11l; ·~11l1st:11111v<· c·lt 111c·r1fs ~,,c 11 :1s 11,11111~. Vl ,.l ..... 



movement and A' movement. In the A movement, VP-internal rnateri- 

ther relevant iterature 
rguing against the assumption that word order in languages such as 

Japanese is strictly optional, Miyagawa ( 1997) provides evidence that its 
apparently flexible word order of indirect object-direct object (IO-DO) 
and DO-IO is base-generated (i.e., a lexical analysis), rather than involv­ 
ing optional VP-adjunction scrambling, since scrambling is a strictly 
optional 1no -ernent operation. He also provides evidence that these two 
, ird order involve argument positions (A-positions; e.g., a subject posi­ 
tion or that of the complement of a verb, adjective, or noun), since they 

trong features i, indeed barred," he still maintains that it "is not barred" if 
thi: "covert insertion of cornplernentizers has an LF effect'' (p. 294 ). 

h,t\ c b een introduced covertly and must be weak since strength is motivated 

w hich ca ·c it need not l1c checked unless it is strong. And when it is strong, 

..... . . 
\\, hen the Iunctional category C is questions (Q; for interrogative sen- 
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There are basically six types of proverbial declarative sentence in ECA 
The first type has a CP that has an embedded IP that is introduced by a 
subordinator such as /'in/ or /ba9dima/ generated prior to the matrix IP. 
The second type has a CP that has an embedded JP that is introduced by 
an NP operator such as the relative pronominal /'il]i/ or the interrogative 
pronominal /min/ generated prior to the matrix IP. The third type has an 

rsc (May 19<15). and it can oc 'Lil ·itl1t•1 i11 <> l rt ~ 11t:t <>t 111 J .. t. 
Ace udingly, Io 'ti,' c,111 he realized both frouu-d and i11. itu, l't ouoloui ;ill 
a focus constituent 11,t.' alway: been <IS oci.ucd w,111 ,1 prornin ·1it e I·. dine 
ace cm (Chomsky, 1971 ). 011 th otlu 1· hand. ;1 l<lJJIC rx ti ·:1 • ·111 I ~111,1 ~ J> 
arutcd f1·0111 the s ntcncc by ,111 i11l<>llt.tli<l11al break. i .. in slow 1;11 s 1,f 
speech speakers generally 111,\kc ,1 short IJ~1t1sc betw c11 the topic (111cJ th 
phrase adjacent to it. As Iur as th· syntacuc unalysis of th • topic i cc, - 
cerned, Frascarelli ( 1997) 111,1i11t,1ir1s that there is no gcncr · I a 'fL cr11c:111 
among authors whether a topic is extracted by 111llYC111cr1t from it ;1rgL1111 nt­ 
position (Rochemont, 1989) or base-generated as an cxtrasentcntial c< , - 
stituent, coindexcd with a predicate internal gap or clitic ( inquc, 199() . 
Fra carelli ( 1997) adds that one point that is generally agreed on 111ak a 
critical distinction between a topic and a focus: a topic in extrapos d posi­ 
tion is either an adjunct or a base-generated construction, while a focus is 
neither. Moreover, there can be only one focus while multiple topics are 
allowed. A focus cannot be resumed by a pronominal cluic, and cannot enter 
into coreference relations. A focus can only bind a pronominal provided it 
c-commands it, because in this case it is a syntactic operator. 

Another consideration from theoretical work that relates to the corn­ 
plementizers seen in proverbial declarative sentences in ECA has to do 
with the so-called CP hypothesis. This theory assumes that finite subordi­ 
nate clauses in English that lack an overt complernentizer (that-less clau: - 
es) should be analyzed as CPs with a null head, whether by adopting a rule 

mentizer on a word, rather than a phrasal level; Chom ky and Lasnik, 
1977). This hypothesis that finite subordinate clauses ( with or without 
complementizers) share a common syntactic structure has been refuted by 
Dohe (1997), who has shown that there are significant difference. 
between that and that-less clauses with respect to adjunction possibilitie . 
He has provided evidence from adverbial adjunction, analyzing finite , ub­ 
ordinate clauses in English without an overt C as finite IP complements, 
rather than as CPs with a null head. 

> 
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• • > • th : 1 c11 > dd d IP introduced by a subordinator 
I f t 1 · · th 'l fJr) rbial d clarative en ence has a CP with 

1~ th L '" mtrodu d by a ubordinator, uch a I in/ or 

I . t l1t u I i ~ 11 tcd that in th prop ed ntactic con- 
iu 11 ,t1.1t t 1 11 le ·ig111ted in ch light of the inimalist 

( I r, l l ir 11 i 'l f l u t O \ •• ha ' b n U 

I f Ill I 1 

,,f .. l .Tl1i·i 

I t · 

It 1.._ t 1 1 .tr, ,11 t .d J l1 (1' thut i1;1s ~111 imper live verb generated prior to 
It man 1 11 ." 11 , fourth 1 -p cc>r1si:t. t>1 thr c subclasses of these prover- 

I r l li«.- lnr: 1, 11l 11(' • , but all have : CP with an P that is generated 
tt1 111, t, i: II>. ·1·11 tir t subcl. ss has an NP that may have overt 

u I i1 rs : I o i11 .tr\ 111lJ ddcd J I ncrat d prior to the matrix IP. e 
• ( 1 I ,t J,,s ,1· 1 'I [out has · n P that is a nominal construct gener- 

.1 
1 1 ,11, r ou: r11i11,1I >1· n that do n l have deictic function generated 

r1 1 t, t 1 · 11.1t1·i 11. he fifth typ ~ of these proverbial declarative sen- 
t 11 I a < , , itli ~ 11 11 that •~ mtr duced by the ·ocative particle gen- 
r ,r I 11 i( r to 1t1 , tarn: 11. 1 he i th typ f the e pro erbial declarative 

111 .n · 11 1 (. I 1 1itl1 a Pl> generated prior to the matrix IP. 
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Subj 
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Subj 
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vmax 

CP co 
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+ stren 
CP 

With /ba9di111a/ (proverb 2) 
CP 

• 

il-mi :ri 

fa:tak 'in 

IP 

CP 

+ stren 

CP 

e 1: labeled tree diagrams 
With /'inf (proverb 1) 

CP 
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pro 

s bj r 

• max u: IP 

rp c CP 
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/ 
~W 

neg.part. 

ma: .. h 

CP 
CP 

CP 

T. p 2: abeled tree diagrams 
'ith I illi/ roverb 3 

CP 

. . , mterrogauv e pron. + pron. . (.Jrd per .. masc., sing.) + perfective 

I"'l ~· • ~ ng. + perfecti ·e verb 
Lie .. ··\ no oe 'er lea 'e his old (friend is lost." 

lntr duced by the interrogative pronominal /111in/ 
4 /rnin tar , ' cli:mu ta:h/ 

Intr du ·ed bJ the relative pronominal /'illi/ 
(3) /'illi y istoro rabbu ma yifDaHu:sh maxlu:'/ 
rclati e pron. + pron. infl. (3rd per., masc., sing.) + imperfective verb+ 

111· n. infl. :rd per .. ma c .. sing.)+ noun+ pron. · .. (3rd per., masc., sing.) 
+ ne zan ·e particle + pron. infl. (3rd per., masc., sing.) + imperfective verb 
+ 11 of the negati 'e particle+ pron. · . (3rd per., masc., sing.)+ noun 

Lit .. "Whos ever God helters. nobody can expose (him)." 

Type 2: CP with an embedded IP introduced by an NP operator 
The . econd type ha · a CP that ha an embedded IP that is introduced 

l1\ a11 P pcrator . uch a· the relative pronominal /'illi/ or the interroga. 
11, pronominal /rnin/ generated prior to the matrix IP. This proverbial 
. truer ire i · shown in the sentence and their respective trees below. 
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Subj 
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pro 

CP 
/ 

NP vmax 
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,J 
dughri v 

I 

IP 
-. 

CP co 
I 

+ stren 

(5) /~imshi dughri yiHta:r 9aduwwak fi:k I 
pron. infl. (2nd per., masc., sing.)+ imperative verb+ adv. + pron. infl. 

(3rd per., masc., sing.) + imperfective verb + noun + pron. infl. (2nd per .. 
masc., sing.) + prep. + pron. infl. (2nd per., masc., sing.) 

Lit., ''( If you) follow the straight path, your enemy will not know how 
to attack you.'' 

pe 3: labeled tree diagram 
CP 

pe 3: CP with an embedded IP that has an imperative verb 
The · d type has a CP that has an embedded IP that has an impera­ 

tive verb generated prior to the matrix IP. This is exemplified by the en­ 
tence and its tree below. 
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t l 

ypl 
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yl 
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tarak 'adi:mu • mm 
v pro 

v ' Subj IP NP 

vmax CP 
-: -. 

C° CP 

+ stren 

With /nun/ (proverb 4) 
CP -, 

co CP 
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· + a v + ne · · 

.. it. "Th tail of the dog it · , 1, never u · ,, · 

per., ma c., ing.) + 

ce.'' 

• 

t' 
sharran 

pro ti9mili 

til' ai 
Obj pro VP 

I 
v 

I 

v 

VP 

v 

v Subj 
• xaynn 

'P 
v ' 

vmax cp2 

cp1 co 
I 

+ trcn 

pe 4, subclass 1: labeled tree diagram (proverb 6) 
CP 

(6) /xayrin ti9mil sharran til'a I 
noun + genitive case+ nunation + pron. infl. (2nd per., masc., sing.)+ 

imperfective verb + noun + accusative case + nunation + pron. infl. (2nd 
per., ma c., ing.) + imperfective verb 

Lit., "Good (being) done, evil returned." That is, instead of a reward 
for doing good, you get evil in return. 

Type 4 · CP with an NP operator : 
There arc three ba ic subclasses of. type four of these proverbial declar­ 

ativ sentences. The first ubcJass is exemplified by sentence 6, in which 
th re is a focu cd mbedded CP that has itself a focused NP with overt case. 
Th second ubcla s is exemplified by . entences 7- I 0, in which there are 
focused NPs with different internal structures. The third subclass is exem­ 
plified by ·entences 11 and 12, in which the focused NPs have the internal 
structure of strong pronominal fo1111s that have lost their deictic force. 

• 

t' 
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(12) /huwwa l-kalb yi9ud widn 'axu:h/ 
strong pron. (3rd per .. masc.. sing.) + def. art. + noun + pron. infl. 

(masc., sing.) + pron. · . (3rd per., ma c .. sing.) + imperfective ·erb + 
noun+ noun+ pron. infl. (3rd per., masc., sing.) 

Lit., "He the dog bite his nephew's ear?. ' I it po ible that p opl 
would really hurt others of their own race or kind? 

kataki.t 
• 

t 1 

Obj \ 1 
• 

tiram tni l 

pro 

Subj 

CP 

bclass 3: labe ed tree diagram proverb 11 

1 l, ~ a -Hidda: ·a ti1a111111i kataki: .. .. ., 

strong pron. 3rd per .. fern .. sing.) + def. art. noun - pron. in 1. fem. 
· infl '"'d f. · · rf · g. + pron. 1n . 5r per ..... em .. srng. + 11·r1pe ect1 :e ·erb T noun -r 

pron. · . pl) 
LiL "She+ ..... e kite throws a · av chicks that she has caught o ea .. ·· " ~ 

That is, is it pos i e that the kite would throw a, ·a) the chick at she 
bas ca zht for herself? 

"""'" 

0 ,. a bu:r · zan 9ala xara: 9i~h h 
no n onj, - pron. · 3rd per .. masc.. · g. • 

prep. • noun .1-. no11n + pron. . ...,rd per .. m c.. inz. - 
Lit .. "Awasp and it kept on buzzing to de troy it nes . · 

people harm themsel ·es. 

• 

• 
• 

conj. emp a i particle - noun +- def. an. noun 
Lit .. ·· ·s. your face and no the slnter of e moon i- its ea ..... 

· i a ·er: ordial ·a,., of comp · · g omeone on hi ap 

- 15 Colloquial EITT han Prov er s The S ··,-, t-cU 



( 15) /ya baxt min 'idir wi-9ifi/ 
• • 

ron. m . r per., 

• • 

. . esc11p ion o an a1·ro- 
gant and conceited person. 

( 14) /ya 'arD ma 9ali:ki 'illa-na/ 

pro 'arD ya 
• 

insha: 'i t V' 

VP v 

bla9i:ni • 

Wl Subj Part 

v vmax • 
COilJ ' 

NP co 
I 

CP 

+ stren 

co 
I 

Type 5: labeled tree diagram (proverb 13) 
CP -, 

c r ' 

Type 5: CP with an NP operator introduced by a vocative particle 
The fifth type of these proverbial declarative sentences has a CP that has 

an NP that i introduced by the vocative particle generated prior to the matrix 
IP. Several e amples are given below as well as a tree diagramming this 

(13) /ya 'arD "insha:"i wi-bla9i:ni/ 
vocative particle + noun + imperative verb + pron. infl (2nd per., fem., 

sing.)+ conj.+ imperative verb+ pron. infl (2nd per., fem., sing.)+ pron. 
infl (lst per., sing.) 

Lit, "You earth, crack up and swallow me." That is, I was so ashamed 
that I wished I could hide anywhere even it meant my being devoured by 
the earth. 
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NP introduced by /ba9d/ 
(20) /ba9d il-9i:d ma yinfitilshi 1-ka 
temporal particle + def. art. + noun + negative particle + pron. infl. 

introduced by /9ala/ 
(19) /9ala lisa:ni wa-la tinsa:ni/ 
prep. +noun+ pron. infl. (1st per., sing) + conj. + negative particle + 

pron. intl. (2nd per., sing., masc.) + imperfective verb + pron, infl. (1st 
per., sing.) 

Lit., ''On my tongue, and do not forget me," that is, do not forget me 
a I have not forgotten you. 

introduced by /bi:n/ 
(18) /bi:n 'il-ba:yi9 wi-shsha:ri yiftaH 'all 
prep. + def. art. +noun+ conj. + def. art. +noun+ pron. infl. (3rd per., 

masc., sing.) + imperfective verb+ def. art. + noun 
Lit., ''Between the seller and the buyer, God is the Provider." God may 

provide for the seller and the buyer if they do not agree with one another 
to conclude the transaction. 

(17) /ya ma taHt "is-sawa.hi dawa:hi/ 
vocative particle + relative pronominal + prep. + def. art. + noun + 

noun + pron. infl. (pl.) 
Lit., "Oh whatever is underneath this inadvertence, [you are] 111is­ 

deeds," said of anyone whose behavior in reality is different from its 
appearance. 

pe 6: CP with an NP operator introduced by a preposition 
The sixth type of these proverbial declarative sentences has a CP that 

has a PP generated prior to the matrix IP. This type of proverbial structure 
is demonstrated by the sentences and their respective trees below. 

(16) /ya 'alb yakata:kit ya ma fi:k w-inta sa.kit/ 
vocative particle + noun + vocative particle + noun + vocative particle 

+ relative pronoun + prep. + pron. infl. (2nd per., masc., sing.) + conj. + 
strong pron. (2nd per., rnasc., sing.) + active participial predicate 

Lit., "Oh heart, oh poor young chick, oh what is in you, and you arc 
silent?" That is, my poor little heart is overcome with sadness. 

masc., sing.) + perfective verb + conj. + pron. infl. (3rd pcr., ma .c., sing.) 
+ pcrf ccti vc verb 

Lit., '·011 lu ky one, who has the ability lo punish hi. wrongdoer, and 
yet he forgives." 
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CP 

Type 6: labeled tree diagram 
With /bi:n/ (proverb 18) 

c:e 

(23) /zayy 'il-marakbeyya ma yifti · :sh rabbina 'ilia wa't 'il-ghara' I 
prep. + def. art. + noun + pron. infl. (pl.) + negative particle + pron. 

ticle +noun+ pron. infl. (1st per., pl.)+ prep. +noun+ def. art. + noun 

drowning." 

NP introduced by /zayy/ 
(22) /zayy 'il-magazi:b kulli sa:9a f(i) Ha:l/ 
prep. + def. art. +noun+ pron. infl. (pl.)+ universal quantifier+ noun 

+ pron. infl. (fern., sing.) + prep. + noun 
Lit .. "As with crazy people, each hour [they are] in a different condi­ 

tion." i.e., he is very moody like a lunatic. 

NI> introduced by /fi:/ 
(21) /ti:l1a l('a)xl'i:ha/ 

Lit .. "(I elm) in it (else) I will dispose of it," i.e., if I am not part of it, 
I will put an end to it. 

)8 



pe 1. If strength is motivated only by phonetic f onn (PF) manifestation 
(Chomsky, 1995), then it may be said that the strength of the C of the 
matrix CPs in sentences of type 1 is overtly manifested by the bas e-gen- 
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'I ' ,,. . · \ ith 111 • sc nrcuccs <>I. type I, Lit' strength of the f the matri 
I.' Ill till .' 'l'()lt(i lyJl is overtly manifested by embedded Ps that ar 

.1 . 11111 J t<> 11 · ha: L gL:11 rated i11 the C of their iuatri CPs du to th tr· 11g 

f ·11l111.. i11 111 .ir ( ~. I lit till' l mhcddcd (~l'>s in s utenccs of type 2, unlike 
tho 1.:· 11 I) 111.. I, hav · '()l·L f 1·r.11ti,,I s111,1ll 111·,>,' (a small 111·<) is u cov rt pro- 
11 iun tl1:1l i" till subj, <.·1 t>1 <.>11.it ct of ;, Finite claus ) within the ir 111atJ-i CP , 
llltl thi r ·111i11(I · ux ()1· Chomsky's ( 19()5) assumption that i11 som Ian- 

1'1 ' • ·:,1·i t1111 utx I :11·t· I ·1tt.1 .hcd ~,s adjuncts assoc iatcd with internal l "- 
111 'f I ,, (I , l l), I ccordingly. i11 S Ill .ncc .l. this embedded pis lit inter- 
11 11 tu 't1111 ·111 ,1· till' 111:1t11 · v rb /yitD«! l11:/; this is indicat d l1v tl1c f~1 t 
tl1.11 11 t, l. :1 ·(11 ·1· 1 ·11t1·1I ,llll ·t s111,1ll 1,,,, i11 its 111~1t1·i, I. In s 11tc11c 4 

111 1, 1·111 i < I. 111:1ki11i1 11 tltt • t~ r 1111 ~11·lt1111 ·11t t1l' tt1 111~1t1·i. verl1 /ta:li/. 
J JI I ) ll)()ll t ,ti •ti I 'tl1 I '.'f)tl'ti,·' ,,., .'()I.SL Ill {l 't., : 'lll i . 

I 

~11· 

I J l 11 l s 't 1 I ( I ( I 1 t l, l. ( ) I I I 1 ' I l I t l l I l 1 ' \I.~ l l I l \ I l s ' l 1 l l t I, t ~ ll ' I 
11,11\l'f . rl11. :11 tl()t 1, .' 1.1( lf 1tl, i111 •·11·11 I 1t1 1tt · ,,·itl1i11 

• 
l '11 JI, lj(ll ,,, ll ll' :11111.'l\tl '' I • .• tll 1\ll ill <.I ll: ll) ll t 11·,,· ' 1 t'- 
1. 1(1 I 11111 /'I() i1, tl1 i, Ill 1(1 ( l l lll 11 (\ tl, {4.. 'll' i l i~ "lll 

I I II I I I 
• • 

ll II f I I( I l \llll fill If I l lli 11. (\\,I 'l • • l"lii1t~'I), \ · 'lllll' l(l 
• 

l . I 111 l ll' I 1 \ { I I i 11 f l f \ '1 t l, l 1 h . 1 ) ( '1 l l l l I 1 t l 'l.' l l 
• 

I 1 II • tf t( I 111 It l)( Ill il lll,ltl I f • \ ll ·t ',\ · tll ( l' l,' i 

l'1,1t1t)11 of 111 • cmlx-dd •(I ('l)s as 111 • focused clement. These embedded CPs 
:11· • udjuu ·t ( '11.·: i11 till' tree of 1)1·<.)V ·1 b I, the mbeddcd Cl? is an adverbial of 

• l11<l11 i<.)11, vluch is 111t1 oduced by th conditioner /' in/, and i11 tree 01· sentence 
) . tl1t mhcddcd ('I' 1s ;111 advcrhial <>l li111 , which is introduced by the te111- 

pornl /11~1()(11111.tl I have adopted th view that these ernb ddcd CPs are "base­ 
·1<IJ<l111 d" (( 'l1<l111 .ky, I t.)95. 11. 11()) i11 the of these matrix CPs du to the 
.tron • ll aturc 111 till' (~ of till sc 111~tt1·i · ( Ps. This is bccau: adjunction of 

111:, ·i,111l 1l1<>ll ·ti<>11s headed by ,1 word cat gc.)ry (c.g., YP and XP where Y 
:111<1 1 1>1L'St·r1l v(11·1~1l)l<. x) docs 11c>t "lit easily into this general approach." (p. 
,2,) Mt>1 ov ~1. "adverbials c~11111()t he adjoined by merge" to phrases that are 

() 1 ·l:1t ti, 1.l ., lllt>s plu uscx that play ,1 sc111,111tic rol either as n argument 
t,1 rt 1>1· dicau (1>. _,_~()). Stated another way, this strong feature in the C 01· 
th ·s 111.1t1·i · ('t>s is ilimin.ucd by having the focus d element (i.e., the 

11111.: d l .d ( 'I s) bas g .11 rated i11 its checking domain, rath r than by overt 
111<•, 111l·11t. Furth ·1·111(11L'. the le ical analysis has been assum d h r b cause 
th .rc is no sr) crl 1t· carcnoi i,11 feature involv .d in this operation. 



e 3. The IP generated in the C of type 3 is imilar to ti e 111b dd d s 
of type 1 in that they are adjunct , rather than arguments. Their status a. 
adjuncts is indicated by the fact that they do not have corcferenual 111,111 

mu l 

Another bas ic differenc t n th c111h ddc C P. o t. 'J) · a11 

- 
inal in entence 4 (i.e., /mi · . A the rel· tive pronomiru I i ... / illi/ h. A- 

embedded CP that is the external argument of the matrix erb, a i di at 

in the embedded CP, whether it is relative or interrogative. funcii 11 ,. a 

regarded as the focused wi . · these embedded CPs. 
In sentence 3 we have the noun /rabbu/, which also has A-propertie 

such as binding. It binds the subject small pro in it major syntactic true­ 
ture. But the noun /rabbu/ is a topic , rather than a focused P in thi 
embedded CP. This assumption is built on two premises: (1) thi P doc 
not function as an operator in relation to the embedded IP it heads· and (2 
it displays a different syntactic behavior from that characterizing focu ed 

s. Concentrating on the distinct syntactic behavior of the topic P, -e 
notice that it displays a flexibility of the movement that is not available to 
the focused . It has been extraposed from its pre-IP position, where it i 
assumed to be base-generated, to a post-IP position. Not being part of the 
focused element, this topic has been moved to the post-IP po ition. 
'Ibis movement of the topic /rabbu/ may be described as "not 
belong[ing] at all within [this] framework of principles'' (Chom ky. 1995. 
p. 333) since it is a stylistic variation, which is not applicable to the 
focused NP. din trying to account for this syntactic behavior of the topic 

without an overt complementizer, as distinct from the focu ed argu­ 
ment, within the framework of the Minimalist Program, we could maintain 
that this type of is base-generated as a multiple pecifier of T. along 
with the subject small pro. Since both specifiers (i.e., the topic NP and th 
subject small pro) are checked by a single head (i.e., I or T). they may be 
regarded as multiple specifiers.s Thi indicate that the A-po iti 11 f o th 

only the topic that may extrapo ed, producing a styli: tic variation, 



leading to their subclassification into different subtypes. 
The first subtype is exemplified by entence 6. is subtype is com- 

p ed o an embedded CP that itself has a focused , but one that has 
overt ase manifested on its noun . e second subtype is exemplified by 

ntences 7 10. These sentences have focused NPs that may be internally 
c impo cd of nominal constructs, a in sentences 7 and 8, or complex NP 

ructures, as in sentences 9 and 10. The third subtype is exemplified by 
entence 11 and 12, in which the focused NP has the internal structure of 

a strong pronominal form that has lost its deictic force . 
. Analyzing sentence 6 first, we find that there are overt case markers 

arc no overt case marker') nor an overt indefinite marker associated with 
OU fl~ j n f.:,( r ~ • • • , 

l ti 11<,LJn bcin th, , · . 
r rar er cai ried b the no . · 
na lcs ti to rna1 nla1 n that · . · . . , . 
i:1 A~p<)sit1 >n, r athcr u 1an in , · · · . 

lrltlt1ns111(1(, .• lx .. t rin/. , , . 
c I v · r ) ~ ( 1 . • . • It 19 r111 I , · · ' , · · · 

flit I vc. C,IS , lll(Jlt..:· tin ' IJ1al j . . • . . . . ' . 

I • re> t<. in , us wi •. 
, , ,11 <..' ·•1"1'· A .. "JI . · . , .. ' ..... · -p(>s1t1<)n 

t: 1tl:1tr·1x (~I.). [ · , . . . 

· rnau ix S. ' 

1 1. c n IP, rather t an a , . . . . . . 
thi type of prover ta ~ ru . 
c tory pre cnce o e irn 
th 1rnpc1· ecu e or . . 

22 



generated in the focused CP, which is itself base-generated in the C of the 
matrix CP. The noun /sharran/, on the other hand, acquire its accusative 
case marker by being in a spec-head relation to the V of the matrix CP. Not 
being part of the focused category, the noun /sharran/ in sentence 6 has 
been extraposed to a position before its verb (i.e., /til' a!) as the result of 
"surface effects'' mentioned above. This extraposition is a kind of stylistic 
vai iation that makes the word order in the matrix CP apparently similar to 
that found in the focused CP, making the proverb more harmonious. 

Sentence 6 also demonstrates that when the scrambled element is an 
argument whose semantic interpretation is determined by its overt case 
marker, there is no need for it to be associated with an internal element 
within the major syntactic structure. This is probably why the with the 
noun /xayrin/ does not have a coreferential small pro within its major syn­ 
tactic structure, nor does the with the noun /sharran/ have a coreferen­ 
tial small pro within its major syntactic structure. In other words, the pres­ 
ence of the overt case marker alleviates the need for an internal element 
within the major syntactic structure of each of these nouns. 

Sentences 7 10 differ from sentence 6 in that it is only the latter sentence 
that has overt case markers. However, it may be said that the strength in the 
C of the former sentences, which are also proverbial declarative sentences, 
is nonetheless given PF manifestation. In sentences 7 and 8, there is a nom­ 
inal construct base-generated in these sentences' Cs; in 8 there is also the 
adverbial particle /9umr u I and the negative particle /ma/, both of which pro­ 
vide er evidence that this nominal construct must be in a position exter­ 
nal to the major syntactic structure. In sentence 9, the strength of its C is 
indicated by the emphatic particle /la/, the demonstrative pronominal Ida!, 
and the conjunction /wa/, all of which are generated in order to focus the 
noun /wagh . In other words, the demonstrative pronominal in this sen­ 
tence does not have a deictic function nor does the conjunction have a coor­ 
dinating function. Similarly, in sentence 10, the presence of the conjunction 
/wi/, which has lost its coordinating function, focuses the noun /dabbu:r/. 

It is to be noted that since the NPs generated in the C of sentences 7 10 
do not have overt case markers they have coreferential small pros wit · 
their major syntactic structures. It is only in sentence 9 that there is no 
internal element that determines the semantic interpretation of the NP that 
is base-generated in its C. This is because sentence 9 is a nominal sen­ 
tence, in which case it is not possible to have a subject small pro. The nom­ 
inal predicate, u · e the verbal predicate in Arabic, does not have inflec­ 
tions heavy enough for the local determination of a subject mall pro A 

In entence 11, the strong feature of its C is basically indicated by the 
base-generation of the strong personal pronominal (i.e .. /hiyya/) in its C. 
Having lost it deictic force, this strong personal pronominal imply 
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• 
1 n I t f I • t ( ll (.)C t l . • 

ru ur /'a1 

ti e major syntac- 

3 an O\ ert ca e marker, it is likewise associated with an internal ele- 

another A-position in a pre-IP position for the the base-generation of a 
topic NP without an overt complementizer. But this NP may be regarded 
as a multiple specifier, along with the subject small pro since both speci­ 
fiers are checked by a single head (i.e., I). As for the focused NP, it is 
hccked by a distinct head from that which checks the subject small pro. 

It i , checked by a declarative C with a strong feature; and it bas an opera­ 
torlike function. 

Despite the distinctness of these two pre-IP base-generated NPs in 
sentence 11, they nonetheless constitute one NP in relation to the 
remainder of the sentence, and this is indicated by the agreement in gen­ 
d r and number between them (i.e. the pronominal /hiyya/ and the noun 
/l-Hidda.ya/). As both of them represent the contrastive element in this 

cnrence, together they constitute the focused element since there can be 
only one focus (Frascarclli, 1997), forming one phonological unit asso­ 
.iared with a prominence-leading accent (Chomsky, 1971). Both NPs 

3, sentence 11 likewise provides evidence that in ECA there is not only an 

reca: ts the whole sentence so that it rhetorically questions the possibility 
of a kite ever letting go of its prey. This strong personal pronominal is 

The Syntax of Colloquial Egyptian Proverbs 24 



I 

t/ 

Jl 

I 

I 

l t 

, 
' 

(J l 
I ,,,,Ji, I 

I 

t I II I I 
I ( Jl ti 

J 'tlll ' I" 'f)t l t ll\~tl {) lie nt , 11 t 1, r ii 
i l. bli 'll ). l ut thi ll 11 ' ltt l \ l l nun I t 

-hi 111·1k · 111, l' in th ,1 iminul ,11 r c 
ated i11 it C, an l 111 , l 1 ua le J ~ I .. llin ., 
t l 1.1 t l 1, 1 · ' b 11 1· l c rr cl t 1 )' l , l 1 l I J r a t I • 
_2(). TJ1i. i he ·~1t1 .c tl,i. 1· >111i111 i c >r ir ,, nt : 111 in ti 

ocati i 11 u . • 11 t ~ 11 c ' i t I 1 a t) rt: pl ) ~ i l i l ) 1 l ~ 1 I () I d I • t 

1)1· ... nee 1· a ~Lr1.>11g feature in ~l 1, 11 ubstantivc . t 

renting of the prepositional prcdicat i11 till 11 1 1i1, I 
ati re NP bas -gen rat d i11 it C i f L111(J 11( t 111 1 

al .o 111 s nt · nc 17, in which /taHt •~ a a.hi/ i ont d u t 1 

ation 01· th vocative NP (i.e., /ya 111a:/). 
An ther important characteristic of he · pr , rt ial 11t , 

have a voe: tive NP is demonstrated bys .nt nc s IS a: 1 : t is 1 l .ur 
ivene s of the f ocus ed element. Looking rrst al er t ·11 1 S ~1 ~ n 

pie, if we as ume that thi. sentence i: dcri d 1·,·c m 11 un rl 11 1 11 

ture /'illi 'idir wi 9afa baxtu kwayyi I(''\ hoevei J1:_1s the a ilit t J 11 1 1 

and yet forgive . ha good luck"), then the ocativ i.e .. I 
refers lo the one who i in possession of thi-, good 1< rtunc l au 
the above qualities. The other focused clement in this ent 11 , t 1 

pound verbal clauses (i.e., /min 'Idir wi 91fi/), which d crib 1t1 qu: l1f ,_ 
cations of the one who is in po session <)f this g(>< d Fortun . 

Sentence 16 provide us with further evidence of· thi 111 i n 
of the focu ed element in ECA. It has thrc f ocu: cd I 111er t : the 11 

vocative element is the NP (i.e., /ya 'alb/), whi 11 cl scri . the c b I 

the other vocatives in this sentence'< C The second '< ati 1., I 111 h 
is /yakata:kit/, is base-generated adjacent to th· 11r· t '< at· I. 
describing the heart as a little chick Thi: pn ides • 11 c 11 or (, cal 
izing effect to the first vocative NP. The third ocari c J ment 1 a r I 

inal clau e (i.e., /ya ma fi.k/), which d <cnb s the se t>11cJ )<.~1t1 't 

as full despite of its small size. In other word , th fir· 1. o ~ n v , ddr 
cs the heart, the second dcvcribcs the ">itc elf. that he: . and tt1 thrr 
vocative slates the full capacity <)f that he: rt i }1 th < niuu t1< n /v..,1-/. 
localizing these f ocuscd clements. lt is tc h ~ noter 111, r the ro] c i 1 11 

in this sentence's major syntactic structure is nc t d I red: 1t , /1111. 
sa.kit/ C'you [masc. sing.] arc q ict and tolerant"), -hilc in ~t~1 ten c S 
the proposition in its me jor syntactic trucrur · i j leied. he proposi­ 
tion in the major syntactic ,t ructurc <)f S(,n1 r·1cc I(> 1 nc,t cJ I ·t( d ~ c, 

,t ithth 
f ) II th .. • 

• I , ·: ti, 1 1, i. · .. I 
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adverbs do not form chains by XP-adjunction and because the adjunction 
of a11 adverbial to an XP that has a 8-role is barred when an XP is an adjec- 

r view of relevant literature''). The PPs in these sentences are also similar 
to the embedded CPs in sentences of type 1 in that they are focused ele­ 
ments that are adjuncts, and this is indicated by the fact that they do not 
have coreferential small pros within their major syntactic structures. 
Accordingly, these PPs are generated in an A '-position in their C. As with 
the adjunct CPs in type I sentences, these PPs of type 6 have been regard­ 
ed a adjunct operators that are base-generated in the specifier position of 
CP when they modify that IP (Rizzi, 1990). 

It is to be noted that the topic NP (i.e., /' alla: in sentence 18 and its 
tree i not part of the focused element, and this is probably why it has 
undergone a "surface effect'' rule, moving it from its base-generated pre­ 
II> position to a post-IP position. That the topic NP (i.e., the noun/' alla: 
has been moved from a pre-IP position is indicated by the fact that it is 
assigned an external thematic role and nominative case, rather than accu- 

• 

· au vc case by the verb adjacent to it. Being a topic NP with no overt com- 

along with the subject small pro. Moreover, the lack of coindexation 
between the topic NP and the focused element in sentence 18 indicates that 
they do not constitute one unit, which is the focus in this sentcnce.o 

. . . . " . tencc would riot be complete had the proposiuon m its major syntactic 
structure been deleted. 
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1}1;11 (11, ·.s 11<>1 11,,vl· ,111 1>vt•11 11 'i1tl w11l1 ,111 c,v, JI ( 111111 I ,,, 11t11 1 111 ' /\ 

tl(lt'\ 11 ,1 Jt"<flilll' ,Ill c1l,l11•,1l1,1y l<,t u: • I t·lc 1111·111 111 :, f>I II' 1111 111 ,11 

I lll'l(>I it ,1J lit Vil l. It j~ Ill 1111. I ~,,'if 111;11 ,,1:1y .,y 111:11 ,1, I f 

lyf)l'S l)f (ft ( l;1r:111 ( scrucu '(''·, Ill I•,( ;\ ()Ill' Jc,, 111 JIIJllfll(J ,t,1 r 1 · I 11 

:1t1vc· s1·11lt·11, c· 111,11 cl1,<" 111>1 l1:1v, ;111 <>V('tf l1t·:1cl will, :,,1 ov I fltJ I 
111< 111i.1.(·1. ;111<1 ,111(ltl1<·1 11,r 111 • 1>t<>vt·1l,i:1I e.l c l:11.1lrv1· •, ·1,1 J1 It I ti, 
l<11111l'J lyJ)t· <,f· <l<;<·l:11:11ivc: ~ 11lt nee 111:11 111,11<,rl 11,,111 J y' ( J<)t1 ) 
I }CI 1 (. J 11 l; 1 I f I l c I : j s ; I I 111 I I v: 11 ',II t I ( 'f I I t l' j It. ( J ; l l : 1 I I v • ( : 111 ( I 11 I: If t J 11 ' I J I 
v.1,i,1111 c,I tilt'. clt·cl,11:1livt· (' i\ 11111,1<111( ( <I ( «>Vt·11ly 1-,< < ;111f..t 11 
f'<:;1f111·c. 111 ,1tl1c:r w1,1cl~. 111 · 11,,1,c,111!1;11 th ·, · :111· ,l1<111, :1,1cl w I :11 11 

r1<>1 only clis1111i,11isl1 '!-. bcIw« ·11 i11I ·11c,1,:11iv1· . ·11tt·11,· • ~111tf ,t,, larauv 
sentences 111 r~111~lisf1 l,11l ,1!1.,1, between tl1 <lilt ·r ·1,1 ty11· ,,f ,J· l:11·1,v 
scr1I ·11<·c~ i11 I {( ';\ 

The Iocuscd I I ·1,1e11fs i11 1f1<..:\ J>1c,vc·rl,1;jl cfc~, J:,r:1l1vt ·111 ·11c hav 
been divided i,11,, lc1c11~t;cJ ;11g11111e11I;\ 1J11,f fc,t,11\(·cl ,1clj1111, I· .. '11, fc 11, cl 
it1J;t11r1<.;r1t., (he tJ1 ·y < 'I "i or NI>\) :,re; :l\',<>< ... iatcd will 1r1f ·111,11 I,, 11 r ~ 
w11!1ir1 their major xyutact« ... !-.lr11c...lt11·,~\ tl1;.1t <l( ... rennin · 1J1 ir . ·1,1;1r1li 1111 i 

prctauon. /\~ for tile locuscd :1<Jj1111<....l~ (he, tl1(;y 111>,, ff>s, ,,, (I~). th · ell 

no! ,1st--<,c.:i,.1lc<J with internal r><,~11ic,r1~ w1tt1111 IJ1c;1r r11,1j,,, i.,y, 1:1c1i stru 
turcs Ior the clete, minaf ion <>f tt1(;11 semantic i11t ·11>rcl,1t 1, ,,,s. Ac r ,r lir11,Jy9 

the focused arguments are baxc-gcrteratcr] in ,111 /\ ,,,,~itic>r1, wl11J • ti · 
focused adjuncts arc base gcr1,;r:Jle<l 111 ,1r1 A. r>'>~,ili,,,, 1$111 both , <>~it,,,,, 
(i.c., the J\-r><>~i1i,,r1 lor focused argumcnt-, and tln. /\ f><1\it1,,11 t,,r I<> u ti 
adjunclxj are external I(> 1J,1e 1r1::11<>r xyntacuc structure. 1.<.;.., 1r1 < · 'f Ji, nor 
only highlight» the importance ,,t 1111~ prc-Il- f)(), it1,,r1 Ill 1111 syntacu con 
figuration <>f these proverbial dcclarari ve ',c11lcr1c(,.., 111 I~<'/\ ~>111 :,Ir..,, ti 
di ';Ii net ic in bet ween arg 1.1 rncnt s ;1 nd ,1(J i u 1 icts, 

The difference in the sy11factic hchuvror between the Iocuxcd NI> and 
the 1.c>pic NJ.> t1I!-.<> warrants the ,t~;st1rr1p11c,r1 tf1,1l they arc base- 1c11 .rated 111 

different A. pc,sitic1r1\ in the pre-I}' r><,~itic,r1 /\ c;c,rclir1 ,jy, 111 · l<>1>ic NI' 
without an overt complcmcnuzcr hah b< .... en re 1,1r<lccf ,is :, multiple pcci 
Iier of the t1c'1<J f or 'I', allowmg 11 t<, he cxtr:.1r><> cd (i < •• i1 11;.as tJ1 · :11 1lity 
t<) ,c..,uh~urric l<J rtJle~ t:tl lh<.:, ph<>n<,l<1g1c...,1l c,,,n,,,,,1c111, lc,1clir1, I<> it~ ·x11:1 
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