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LATIN CASES AND VALENCY GRAMMAR,
SOME PROBLEMS.

RESUME. - En appliquant 1'analyse dépendantielle 1'auteur essaie de
démontrer que dans ses grandes lignes le systéme casuel latin connait une dis-
tinction :

a) entre le niveau du groupe de mots et celui de la phrase (génitif : autres
cas);

b) entre "circonstants" et "actants" (ablatif : autres cas);

c) entre les "actants" appartenant i un méme prédicat (nominatif, accusatif,
datif).

Deux autres regles servent par ailleurs a expliquer un nombre considé-
rable d'exceptions : 1'opposition animé : inanimé (datif : ablatif) et la cohé-
rence lexicale entre prédicats a valence différente (bivalent egere : trivalent
privare avec ablatif).

Une partie des cas exceptionnels jusqu'alors inexplicables peut &tre
éclairée a 1'aide de régles mineures (par exemple : docere + double acc.),
d'autres cas restent inexplicables jusqu'a présent et doivent &tre considérés
comme des expressions idiomatiques (par exemple : parcere + datif).

My paper is organized in the following way. I will start with
a few general remarks on "valency grammar" : after that I will
indicate what one might expect from a case system when adopting a
grammatical model in which the predicate plays a primary role; 1
next will try to show to what extent the Latin case system ful-
fils these dxpvctutions. Most attention will be paid to a number
of facts with respect to the Latin case system which cannot be
incorporated in a strict valency approach.
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1. VALENCY

In the title of my paper I use the notion "valency grammar".
I use it here in a very general sense for all those grammatical
models in which the predicate is taken to play a central role in
the structure of sentences. In this way the notion can be found
not only in the works of German adherents of Tesniére (1959), such
as Helbig (1971), Scherer (1975) and Happ (1976), but also in
Lyons (1977), Dik (1978) and Matthews (1981). Adopting Dik's ter-
minology I will make a distinction between "nuclear" terms in a
predication, called arguments, and "peripheral" terms, called
satellites. The former are obligatory with respect to a certain
predicate, the ‘latter are optional or facultative (1) Depending
on the number of arguments which a predicate requires I will dis-
tinguish one-place, two-place and three-place predicates.

4 Within the domain of Latin linguistics Happ has most thorou-
ghly explored the usefulness of the valency model. Apart from
praise for its thoroughness, his work has also received serious
and varied criticism (Bolkestein (1977), Guiraud (1978), Serbat
(1978), Vester (1981)), the details of which are irrelevant to this
paper. For one thing, it is clear that it is difficult to opera-
tionalize the distinction between nuclear and peripheral terms.
The facere ("do so"") - test, for example, yields no watertight
proof, among other things because it is only applicable to predi-
cates which share certain aspects of its meaning (Bolkestein
(1977)(2). Also, many predicates must be regarded as one-place in
one meaning, as two-place in another (the difference in meaning
often being subtle (3)). Still the distinction between nuclear and
peripheral terms, and between a "nuclear" and an 'extended' predi-
cation, is attractive for a number of reasons.

To start with, the distinction between obligatory and optio-
nal terms is attractive from an intuitive, or rather conceptual,
point of view. The action of laudare ("to praise"), for example,
is normally taken to imply an act of praise between two persons
(or a person and a non-human entity) in spite of the fact that
there are instances in which one of these elements is absent. One
might say that this is the case because of the meaning of laudare;
one might also maintain that it is because that is how things are
in the world. All the same, intuitively, laudaure is a two-place
predicate. In fact, this is how Latin philologists have been wor-
king for centuries. Expressions like "intransitivization"
(Feltenius 1977), "intransitive use of transitive verbs", "absolute
use of verbs" all in some way or other are based upon intuitions
about the inherent valency of predicates. Such intuitions may be
confirmed by examining predicates in their context and by statis-
tics. The fact that certain predicates in our dictionaries are
described as (basically) transitive, others as (basically) intran-
sitive is certainly due to statistical corroboration of intuition
(4). The distinction between nuclear and peripheral terms also
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underlies concepts such as "adverbial', "free dative",. and
"circumstantial" or "peripheral" cases (viz. dative and ablative).

rete arguments for considering the predicate apd its nuc-
lear %::;;:as ag;nit with certain characteristips of {ts own arz
of recent date. One type of argument has to do with lexical a?p?c)
(or "Aktionsart"). Verkuijl (1972), poyty (1979) and.other§ 5t
have shown that the possibility of add{t1on_of a Durat}on Adjunc
or an Adjunct specifying the Time withln'whlch an action or pr?—
cess comes to its end is not only determined py the vetb itse ’
but also by properties of, for example, the Object constituent, as

1n7 L),

(1 a) John built that house in a month
(1 b)*John built houses in a month

ibili of addition of a "Time within" Adjuch in this
:SZm;ﬁjéifti;igtive to the distinctipn definjtc/indeflnlﬁe oft§2§
Object constituent. Adjuncts specifying the lnstfu@ent, pte:h;ir
or Beneficiary (dativus commodi) are also- re§tr1cbed‘ in
occurrence to a certain type of nuclear PredncabLOns, viz. to so-
called controllable states of affairs (Pinkster 1982 16).

This does not mean that a valency model (of some type) - Th?t
regards the predicate as the centre of a sentgqcc - can gxP a;g
all or almost all actual or potential utterances 1? L?tln. ulr?on
(1983) and others have mentioned several pPOchmdi:i~ex5::S?6)
types in which the predicate seems to p]ag no role‘v a'b?gentojds:
However, a large majority of "incomplete %cntcncts or Shoiie sy il
such as (2) can only be explained by assuming some - unspe
contextually or conventionally absent predicate.

(2 a) quid pater ? vivitne ? ("What about his father ? Is he
living ?", P1l., Capt. 282). .

(2 b) manum de ‘tabula ("Hands off your tablet", Cic., Fam.
752553

2. THE LATIN CASE SYSTEM

I will start with a few observations in general. Then I will

go on to the real issue.

2.1. -Case systems in general

i is jus he means of marking semantic

Case marking is just one of t ; - . :
and/or syntactic relations that hold betwegn nominal cona;3t9lnzs
among themselves and between nominal constituents §n§ p?c(;fd iﬁ;
Other means are, of course, word order and adpositions s :
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latter of which play a much less important role in Latin than in
the Romance successors of Latin. However, especially in the case
of satellites, prepositional phrases are more frequent than 'bare'
case forms. Not only case marking, therefore, bears the burden of
relation marking. Moreover, the interpretation of a sentence (or
part of a sentence) can to a large extent be inferred from the
lexical meaning of the words involved. Case marking, therefore,
can be regarded as an additional means of establishing relations.
A priori there need not be a one-to-one relationship between case
form and semantic relation, as long as the relations are made
clear enough by other means. In fact, all languages with a case
system display a one-to-many relationship for one or more or even
all of the cases in their system. This can be considered a mani-
festation of the functional principle which "asserts that systems
of relational coding ought not to be more wasteful with their
resources than absolutely necessary to cope with the task of over-
tly distinguishing ... those relational terms that co-occur in an
actual ... sentence" (Plank 1979 : 612; comare also Bossong (1980:
361)). The above abservations imply that it is a priori not very
productive to try to establish one meaning for one form, as gene-
rations of linguists, including structuralists of various denomi-
nations, have done (8).

Now, when we turn to case systems in a valency grammar, the
minimum requirements a case system might be expected to meet -
leaving adpositions, etc, out of consideration - would be to dis-
tinguish, or at least to adequately contribute to the distinction
aEi:

a) nominal constituents on the word group level (say attributes)
from those on the sentence level (arguments and satellites).

b) on the sentence level : nominal arguments from nominal satel-
lites.

c¢) within the nuclear predication with two- or three-place pre-
dicates : nominal arguments from cach other.

(3) figure 1.

sentence level word group level
arguments satellites
1 2 3
In addition to the requirements (a) - (c) such a case system might

(d) contain different forms for arguments, satellites and attri-
butes in accordance with their semantic function. For example,
(d, 1) there might be a different case-form for arguments in the
syntactic function Subject with the semantic function Agent and
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otherwise comparable arguments with different semantic funct%gqﬁ
as is, for example, the case in ergative languageg as DaFo?i ld
1978 ¢ 159, with reference to Chafe 197§) and in Bats azgr
1978 : 57). There might also (d, 2) be different caseiforms‘ or
satellites according to their respective semantic functlt?né ga 1:
in fact the case in many languages. However,la? Ibhii? g:;:t:" Z:d
i i I itiona embellis 5
rlier, all such things would be ddQ1 :

g:ly ne;essary if actual sentences did not possess other cues to
their semantic structure.

2.2. Latin

i ine » Latin case system with the excePt%on
of the socacdver Whioh has's Finchicn dicforent Eron che romsining
fo e’ requivenenls mentioned abovo for o wininal case sysces
t()zzh - f.(Dcr) .ar’l‘goumn:;lr;il’one .Jg“_b with the vir:b uticf( "tc:‘e:‘:jie:gr;enatnd (f,c)","
szzz\luleri't,’ei; ((:zllogs.er' lgns:ecplair{;:)e,r g,.}i:cl:nf:als:e?n ’s]:)l"stte;]me i;lirzgm;l:::?ez:;:
works in a way which resgmb es {gure . _ s el
E‘;n it’r‘ie:fu iirsemaelnmtos% a()”.‘c li;‘ustl vztl)i rtehb;r;::lZ::' 3 t?’)o:;\;ege%ii::lil\irgie:ils:s (2(;(.)
Egigideirs f ?;::e ;?SfTbizggsse‘:\zs f;llhgeut“;‘l st,r.i’buti{m (oit;“ \;l:‘csof;lla\;(; aca:::
T::lrudtg:ie) ?:g:m(;::l;1einofa(;tsiov‘;a;lzgltgk::nit‘:::e:everapl : authors. The
details can be found in Pinkster (1980)(10).

(4) figure 2.

argument 1 2 3
valency
of verb
Yedl, nom.
nom. acc. 88,3%
z-pl. dat . 7,6%
abl. 3:6%
gen. 0,5%
. dat. 70,3%
3-pl. it i abl. 26,6%
af
gen. 1,7%
acc. 1,47
it
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anes
The figure should be read as follows (11). With one-place verbs
the argument - which in Latin is necessarily Subject - is always

in the nominative. With two-place verbs the Subject argument, i.e.
the argument which agrees with the finite verb, is always expressed
in the nominative, and the other argument in a non-nominative case,
the accusative being the normal case. With three-place verbs the
Subject argument again is always in the nominative; one of the two
non-Subject arguments is in the accusative case, and the other
non-Subject argument is never in the nominative and hardly ever in
the accusative. The strategy, so to speak, which - more or less in

this form - can be found in Diver (1964), as well as in Harris
(1975 : 186)(12), might be formulated thus : for different argu-
ments always use different cases, or : always use a residual case
(abbr. : Residual case strategy). (A similar strategy holds for

impersonal verbs. I will not illustrate this any further). I will
discuss some of the exceptions shortly. Notice that in principle
for one-place verbs other cases than the nominative might have
been used, but that just like other accusative languages Latin

"chooses" a similar treatment for one-, two- and three-place
verbs, marking the Subject argument by the same case (cf. Lazard
1978 : 72ff)(13). In this context some observations made by

Norberg in 1944 may be interesting. He observes that in the eighth
century Lex Curiensis there occur a considerable number of (agent-
less) passive sentences with an accusative Subject, a smaller
number of intransitive (one-place-) sentences, but only one exam-
ple of a transitive (two-place) sentence with an accusative Sub-
ject (1944 : 27-32). Apparently the Subject must be in the nomina-
tive in order to distinguish it from the Object noun phrase in the
accusative (14). One might explain this as due to the lack of
functional justification for a specific and separate case form in
one-place sentences. The strategy mentioned above is not without
exceptions, however. I will now deal with a number of problems.

2.2.1. The use of non-residual cases in the nuclear predication
(exceptions to requirement (c) on p. 166)

Before turning to the most obvious exceptions to the strategy
formulated above I will mention one well-known exception to the
rule that with three-place predicates there must be at least one
argument marked by the nominative and one marked by the accusa-
tive. The verb interdicere ("to forbid") is regularly constructed
with an animate argument in the dative and an inanimate argument
in the ablative case-form, for example (5) :

(5) quasi non omnes quibus aqua et igni interdictum est
exsules appellentur ("as though all to whom water and fire
have been formally forbidden are not called exiles", Rhet.
Her. 2,45).
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The only possible explanation, to my mind, is the one given by ?tt
(s.v. 2174,44) viz. contamination of the structure fquqd wi g
verbs of communication (e.g. dicere) and verbs of depriving an

preventing (e.g. privare, arcere, resp. (15)).

important than this isolated exception interdicere is
the class of verbs that govern two accusatives. @ctualli,]t§?
class can be divided into three subclasses. The first subclass
is exemplified by (6) and (7). See also K. -St. T, 292-7.

More

(6) me universa civitas ... consulem declaravit (ﬂI was
returned consul by the entire community", C%c., Pis. 3)
(7) consules declarantur M. Tullius et C. Antonius ("MarCﬁs
Tullius and Gaius Antonius were proclaimed consuls",

Sall., Cat. 24,1)

(6) is a sentence with a so-called Object Complementoé?on:uiszz
which may be regarded as some sort of pre@1cate of the gec Sl
stituent me; in accordance with the Latin rule for suc egtlth
lence relations, there is concord in case-form (just like in be
passive version (7)). Thus, the exception to the strategy can be
explained by obedience to another major rule of Latin syntax.

The second subclass consists of compound verbs, for example

traducere.

(8) Caesarem ... deterrere posse ne maior multitudo Germa-
norum Rhenum traducatur ("that Caesar could preven? t&e
crossing of a larger host of Germans over the Rhine",

Caes., Gal. 1,31,16)

The accusative Rhenum is usually explained as‘a-rcmnant oilggs
formerly being governed by the prevcrb/prcposxt19n t;a:s. e é
This may well be the case. What is more remarkable is { at a "engs
number of compounds use the dative case for one of theLrlaFg:& i,
(e.g. includere, "to include"). This may either be exp a}:h o
many of these verbs as due to siyllarxty of meanxnf %1 gt
compound verbs which govern the dative case ( p.172 below ,f B
have something to do with the above-mentioned strategy o
different case-forms for different arguments.

accusative

: A 1
The third subclass of verbs governing a double T

comprises verbs of teaching, asking, hiding (e.g. (9)
See also K.-St. I, 297-305).

(9) te hoc beneficium rogo ("I ask you this favour", Anto-

nius in Cic., Att. 14,13A,3)
(10) quid ? nunc,te e iitteras doceam ? ("What ? Must I

begin; to teach you letters ?", Cic., Pis. 73)
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What these verbs have in common is that there exist alternative
case patterns, e.g. docere aliquem + ablative or even genitive
(Patrs  46,7): (TLL ‘s.vi.-1732:30PF; J4RE€)  ia wall' as alternative
constructions with a preposition, that is patterns in which diffe-
rent case-forms are used for the second and third argument, and
which, consequently, fit in with the Residual case strategy. There
may be one explanation why these verbs have two accusatives and
one '"excuse". The explanation may be that these verbs not only
have a three-place frame, but also at least one two-place frame,
with a non-personal argument as its Object (in the active) and
sometimes another two-place frame as well with a personal argument
as its Object (K.-St. I, 304, A.10). Semantically related verbs
such as erudire and instituere ("to instruct") which normally
govern an accusative and an ablative case-form (17), as in (11),
do not possess two-place frames with a non-personal Object in the
accusative (at least not with the same meaning)(18).

(11) omnibus eos artibus erudiit ("he educated them in all
the arts", Cic., Rep. 2,34)

The excuse, which I am well aware might turn against me, is that
with these verbs a) there is a clear distinction between the Sub-
ject and non-Subject constituents and b) in normal situations the
non-Subject argument refers to a person (or animal) and the other
is inanimate, so that they are sufficiently distinguished by their
lexical meaning. :

In summarizing this section about the occurrence of verbs with
a double accusative construction as an exception to the strategy
"always use a residual case" I claim that in most of the cases -
which, by the way, are not very frequent - there is another
"conflicting" rule which explains the exceptions (19).

2.2.2. The use of more than one case-form for second and third
arguments.

Figure 2. exhibits another problematic aspect of the Latin
case system, namely the fact that both for the second argument
with two-place verbs and for the third argument with three-place
verbs more than one case-form is used. Moreover, the same cases
occur in both columns (and, what seems to be worse, they are also
used for satellites; I will come to that later). The question to
be answered is whether there is any semantic justification for
using different cases (requirement (d,1) on pP. 166.

(a) Three-place verbs. I will start with the use of more than
one case-form for the third argument and I concentrate on the use
of the dative and ablative. Of these two the dative is the most
frequent (see figure 2.). The use of the accusative for marking
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5 nder discussion and the geni-
the third argument has already been u g e e

i semanti

Pite 2= v?ryo?a;%taah;tgiet:i;eagTZtive for th%rd érgumenti ? 22;
e tr? ?be est that there is such a justifica§10n.1ndeeg.(_)q:ith
i T'buf%on might sound like this. The dative is use L o
it ;?a ommunication and (ii) with verbs of _g1V{n% an Ls i
verbs o : taking away. The ablative occurs (i) w1§ _vernter—
Co:z:ﬁ;gaizb] and (ii) with verbs of supplying and, its cou
;zrt, depriving. Examples are (12). - (15)

i i fectum esse ("I
ict mihi est Hippodamum ad te pro . .
i 3;2 ﬁlld that Hippodamus had set out to join you",
LeR oy 31520) ;
(13) a:;énq.” tib{ éatam donatamque esse dico ("{ az;ert
that this ship was given and presented to you", Cic.,
3 ) :
(14) K:Zisz;:ius templis pellebantur ("Magistrates were
driven from temples",f??c:, iest.i§SLUi S ok
iratione autem afficiuntur i ...
o gs::r hand those are regarded with admiration who...",

Cicy; Offs 2,37)

ili ati use of these particular case-forms
A famlllﬂrd eﬁf:::::éfnf;f.é::’third argument with verﬁ? gifEZ?:ﬁ;
(qﬂtlYe . da verbs of removing and of thF fact tha c U
izt ?? used at all is that there exists some so: oresumed
?3??;502$2;::; éﬁo lexical meaning of :he Q::ﬁiﬂfzg ihi gblative

; S e
S?mantic valuf"éﬁ ;ﬁ?;;nzjzih)F:g izags. 214) is labelled ;segszi-
w{bh"pelle:e ablative". In the approach adopted here,d'gz réné
Cete tha truethat‘, this case is used and the fact that' i 'i1 ok
st e facc‘edl for third arguments are regarded as a Sdlgar o
s ?bﬁhe taway from' relationship Pebyeen ver@ ﬁnrentgto
redundancxb.t‘d to the ablative case-form is in fact 12 iionshjp
o e g ; the verb pellere just as the Addressee rela S
i meanl?g - b of‘ communication and its dative arg::e i
§0tweon ¢ er meaning of the verb dicere. However, for : give i
ET:?;§2t<;f th:ee;placc verbs, with an arsy?igteséx t;f f:ct, e
YAt ih i re i .
ablatiye Se?. 21?11??:d &;f)};;?rgiz 115) are semantically‘razhzﬁ
e CLasbsie:: afg even verbs which have poth case pai:er:béifée—
iiizimggre (cf. Bolkestein 1983)é g::rifliheoﬁmgzzzieL ot
m ? . .

rﬁnce w{tmkfe%ggiztfo ;:? ;g?f. With verbs gpvernx;g fangzzézg
Fi oo tﬁ mdl;ble’argument has (in the.actxve) tli sy e
s ﬂ13)%J{(?t - hence it is in the accusative case. 1:r e
iz?ztisz caJseec with the other tydp.effof ::r::sé_zt}())r:mch;vLiv t,h’e it
difference need not imp}y using di creuestion N
aCCuSatiV?\ argr:e:tZem;:zgivii;soahihyqthese_differgnt ciiiieazz
Whezhgzt: f::ﬁs*which seem to be pretty close in meaning.
use
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indeed one phenomenon that may be relevant, both with these verbs
and the ones discussed before, viz. the property of animacy. With
three-place verbs the arguments marked by the ablative case-form
tend to be inanimate (22). Third arguments in the dative, on the
other hand, are preponderantly, but not exclusively, animate. The
strategy "always use a residual case", seems to need some sort of
modification, for example in the following way : "with a three-
place verb, the third argument is non-nominative non-accusative,
the dative being the normal case for animate entities, the abla-
tive for non-animate entities". This may be stated otherwise: most
three-place verbs governing a dative refer to typically inter-
human states of affairs, cf. "communication", "giving", etc.
Notice that such a statement very much resembles definitions of
the dative as the typical case of the person involved in an action
without being its Object (cf. K.-St. I, 307).

The characterization of the ablative in three-place frames as
marking inanimate things, is supported by an observation on pre-
positional phrases occurring as an alternative to "pure case-
forms" with many three-place verbs : with animate Head nouns the
prepositional alternative is much more normal than the "pure case-
form". This may be illustrated by figure 3, which is based on data
of the lemma liberare in TLL (1309,23fFf).

(16) Figure 3.

3d argument 3d argument

animate inanimate
liberare + abl. - +
liberare + ab + abl. + +

Notice that this observation is in agreement with the well-known
fact that in passive sentences the animate agent is expressed by
ab + abl. and not by the ablative alone. One might speculate that
case marking alone would be insufficient to make the position of
an animate being - which is neither Subject nor Object - in a
state of affairs sufficiently unambiguous. Animate beings are
quite "versatile", so to speak (cf. Plank 1979).

So, the lexical meaning of the three-place verbs involved and
"(in)animacy" of the third argument are factors which correlate
with the seeming redundancy of case marking of third arguments.

(b) Two-place verbs. T will now turn to two-place verbs with a
second argument in the dative or ablative. Again, the genitive is
very marginal. The dative occurs with more verbs than the ablat-
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ive. Whereas in the case of three-place yerbs the question :hy
speéific different case-forms for the third argument occur has

received no systematic attention - Ehe r?a:on bﬁj;gtgizgsz:iz
i i ce 3 -
rs and lexica do not mention the existen
%:3gzaat all - there is ample literature about the case-form of

second arguments with two-place verbs. I class the various expla-
nations into three types.

The first type is the most popular :bfttql§imst:hs: zzglzgiza
i i he verb uti is
tive case-form with for example t ¥ ) B e
j i "facultative" uses of the ablative, viz. 2
%:ztatizs zgni common, in this case "instrumental'", meaning of t??
ablative. Notice that in this respect Dénnges-Happ (1977 : 3
follow traditional practice.

In the second type a semantic justification is reieiteqaiif
is assumed that certain prehistoric deyelogment:.haIerlzaseof;rms
i i i i bs with particula - -
matic combinations of particular ver ; AL gt
i ts of this opinion. only
There are uite a number of adheren - 1 :
meﬁbion recgnt publications by Diver (1964 : 1?4),.Fe1t§n1us (lzzzc
12f) and Strunk (1982 : 316, 320). The substltuﬁ;onéh rom arcbive
i i y e accusa 2
i onwards, of non-accusative oblique cases b i
?:t;2ten adva;ced as an argument for the 1d}9m§tlc, ng?-§eT?2§1c,
Basis for these non-accusative case-forms (Viidninen 19 s 3

The third type assumes a (synchronic) semantic justific:?ign
for the second arguments not being marked by thg a?ig?;)IZné
Several types of evidence have been presented. Ebeﬁ}ng o
Serbat (1981 a : 139; 1981 ¢ : 306-7), for example, argtsative
there must be some connection between.tpe use of a_noaiagcof iy
case and the impossibility of tr?nSit1V1zat1°;.t::l:cc::ative o

i uld be more convincing if the use of th . oo
:§:125c::d arguments always implied the possibility o;gfasg;:::aa
tion - which it does not. Heilig (1978 K 5;, 19k b1'o bl
different kind of explanation using dlstxp?t19nz ;fsﬁ:v z;?nkster

1970 : 95ff), which is not convincin : .
TgSgh?fTZé)97As for thé specific non-accusative case-fgrﬁg ;zxgi
: s i i ho accept some sor an-
n erhaps most, linguists w : . S ; ;
zig’ ;r;éa%izatioﬁ assum} that there is a similarity )1nszzan;2§
between verb and case (cf. above on three-place pellere ;Eere ,("to
example, Serbat (1981 a : 140; 1981‘q :.311{ one;x;n o
spare"). Usually, the assumption of 51m1ﬂ?rftg 110:; mangbserve,
; i e.
d case is nothing more than a postula > ’
KEEZV:: a parallel behaviour of certain twp—place verbs w1ﬁ3;r::d
ect t,c: the particular case-form of their sccond'arguméaonSider
:ertain three-place verbs with a related meaning.

figure 4.
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(17) Figure 4.

two-place three-place
carere privare
abundare instruere

The three-place verbs in figure 4 may be regarded as causatives of
the two-place verbs (23). In fact, our manuals classify two-place
and three-place verbs with roughly the same meaning together.
Figure 4. illustrates that apart from idiomatic relationships be-
tween particular verbs and particular case-forms, there also

exists a tendency for semantic classes of verbs - whatever their
valency - to behave similarly with respect to case marking. Notice
that this tendency extends to abjectival predicates and also

explains analogical spread of non-accusative case marking to verbs
which normally govern the accusative (e.g. occupare + abl.n potiri,
cf. Norberg 1943 : 143-9). When we turn to animacy again it appears
that the clear-cut division found with third arguments of three-
place verbs (dative : animate / ablative : inanimate) is less pro-
minent with two-place verbs. The ablative, again, almost always
marks inanimate things, but the dative is used both for animate
and inanimate entities, with only a slight preponderance of ani-
mate beings. The connection between animateness and dative, how-
ever, is confirmed by the behaviour with respect to animacy of
verbs which may govern either a dative or an accusative case with
a difference in meaning. The existence of such verbs is always
taken as a strong argument for attributing some sort of indepen-
dent meaning to cases. An example is the verb cupere ('to desire'):

(18) is plane mihi probabat se ... cupere pacem ("He quite
convinced me that he was desirous of peace", Cic.,
Att. 14,20,4)

(19) te .. ipsum cupio ("You are the very man I want to
see", Cic., Fam. 1,9,9)

(20) ego Fundanio non cupio ? ("Am I not kindly disposed to
Fundanius ?", Cic., Q.fr. 1,2,10)

It appears from TLL s.v. 1435, 33ff. that the dative only occurs
with animate beings (24).

Concluding this section about case marking in the nuclear
predication I claim that the strategy of always using a residual
case interacts with the systematic behaviour of (semantic classes
of ) predicates with respect to case marking. There is a correla-
tion between animacy and case marking of non-Subject / non-Object
arguments.
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2.2.3. The use of cases for marking satellites

I will now turn to case assignment to satellites. In our
corpus the distribution of the non-nominative cases appears to be
as follows

(21) Figure 5.

In classical prose the proportion of dative and accusative satel-
lites is much lower. The ablative is the case par exellence for
marking satellites, as appears also from its use for marking sat-
ellite-embedded predications (the so-called Ablativus Absolutus-
construction, cf. Pinkster 1972 b; Serbat 1979 : 353; Bolkestein
1680). I also stress that satellites are more often marked by pre-
positions than by case-forms alone (cf. Serbat 1975 : 72).

Within the framework of valency grammar there is no a priori
need to use different case-forms for satellites. So, the question
again is, whether there is some semantic justification for using
three (25) cases for satellites instead of one. One reason might
be that the number of satellites in a sentence is so large and
other aspects, for example the lexical meaning of satellites, so
inconclusive, that more than one case is necessary. However, most
sentences do not possess more than one nominal satellite. More-
over, lexical meaning normally settles the matter. Consider
Serbat's illustration of the licentia of the ablative (1975: 63).

(22) Cicerone consule amico auctore Marcus Athenis Romam
silentio tertia hora porta Capena advenit ("When Cicero
was consul Marcus came from Athens to Rome at the
advice of a friend, in complete silence, in the third
hour, along the porta Capena")

In fact, the number of minimal pairs where case alone seems to
convey the difference in meaning is remarkably small. Familiar
examples are Roma venire ("to come from Rome") and Romam venire
("to come to Rome" ), where ablative and accusative, resp. seem to
be responsible for the difference in meaning. Expressions with an
accusative noun phrase indicating the time during which and expres-
sions with ablative noun phrases indicating the time within which
some action is performed are another example. As for the first
type, it is illustrative, though perhaps not sufficiently so, that
only proper nouns occur in this way (26). The second type of
!
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minimal pairs is usually mentioned as an instance of "opposition",
but appears to be an instance of '"complementary distribution"
states of affairs which allow for the addition of Duration satel-
lites do not allow for the addition of Time within satellites and
vice versa (see p. 2 above).

In fact, this may explain why the formal distinction between these
expressions was blurred instead of the accusative marking Dura-
tion satellites we encounter the ablative just as - the other way
around - we find instance of the accusative marking Price satel-
lites instead of the ablative from Petronius onwards (Védinidnen
1981 : 111) : lexical meaning is sufficient.

Case-marked satellites are seldom animate. ( Prepositional
phrases seem to be more common in that case). Here again the dat-
ive and the ablative are in contrast. The dative is, of course,
used much less often than the ablative, but is, relatively, much
more often animate (for example the so-called dativus commodi)(27).
Lexical meaning (including animacy) seems to be more important
than case marking for understanding the semantic function of sat-
ellites. Why the accusative is used at all for Duration satellites,
etc. is not clear, apart from the fact that the dative was exclu-
ded because it was typically the case for animate beings and the
fact that the ablative case was already in use for various tempo-
ral and spatial expressions (28). Synchronically, the use of dif-
ferent cases for satellites must be regarded as an idiomatic, non-
semantic and therefore redundant phenomenon.

2.2.4. The use of similar case-forms for both arguments and
satellites

Before examining this topic in more detail it may be useful
to summarize the major functions of the 4 "sentential" case-forms
as they appear from our corpus. Consider figure 6.

(23) Figure 6

case animacy function
nominative animate most likely Subject (argument)
accusative x most likely Object (argument)
dative normally person directly or indirectly
animate involved in the state of affairs
(argument )
ablative inanimate |[most likely an accessory element
to the state of affairs (satellite)
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i i eet
If the Latin case system were like th1sf 1t'wo:iq exgeilen;iieter’
the requirements which I mentioned eerller in lsbfasivé g P
as'we have seen, especially the dative and the a el P
tb mérk both arguments and sabellitesz In K.-Si.th ,rega;ded e
elsewhere) the dative and the ablatlvg ar? 311) B cirer
wadsentential" cases. Recently Serbatl(IQ % E 3 s
the occurrence of dative and ablative -w1t ;e{ & Circumscantial)
rcere as traces of presumed former perxphere o o
o0 Along this line of reasoning arguments 1n the dativ yalbcin
iz?;tive ﬁight be regarded ashformﬁ: 1:i?azzszzgazzg—i:;$? B 2
p i A tivel which ave ecom A
2Liitzid ta2Tziace ;;;dicates in the course of time (29).

: : th
Apart from the fact that the dat:ve_and ablative agin:oto
foundl;s markers of arguments and satellites, one may p

i telli-
certain points of resemblance between third arguments and sa

s as well ;
tc:)d;hny cannot become Subject of passive sentencz:oégolnstead %
b) Thére exist alternative prepOSLLEPnal e¥p2ii;5e kn i
T : i in
.-forms. Notice that the former ¢
pz::—§?§ZQical Latin and that thercforg third ar%um:gtihzgg
Za;ellites also resemble each other with respec
istorical evolution. : % Sl
c) 2;:re are many nominalizatlons.of one- aniiﬁrinzizzus o
wi{h'the arguments in the genitive (so-calle ; e o
'(‘(;\,i\:lls" and "genitivus objectivus ") but for;hy iatter e
gﬁird argument in the genitive. Examples o e

(24) absolutio maiestatis ("acq%ittal of the charge of
aiestas", Cic., Fam. 3,11,1. : :

(25) Tibcratio’ culp;e ("absolution from guilt", Cic.,

Fig.;- 1) : : 3

(26) pr%v;tio doloris ("absence of pain", Cic., Fin. 1,38)

1 know no examples of a nominalization with the Addressee

el i s e ol i i ove the argument status

> .. it is more difficult to pr ; 8

o 2gr;o;$;;tiv0 third argument than of a first or second argu

ment in Latin texts.

.pite of the abovo-mentioned resemblance betwgen ;h:zilgriﬁt

“ ﬁPl d satellites and between dative and ablative > A

i 2? Sqlto r#iect the existence of three—glace_ver s a . ir

e :r'aé érnm th arguments mentioned ear}ler in this p]gcc

il t to the existence of nominalizations of tﬁree-ﬂ) .s

o gy 00115450 : (26\) and to a semantically "empr ver .ih

:22?;e::x("to cause to pbe affected by"), whic?]:SbSiSZ;qiiiS;hzzo_

i se apparently 2 > 3

s thiiﬁiwfﬁﬁgx::gt:Ox:xegétﬁ?fitespgmphasize the relevance of
mena 5 E nt s
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the question of how a Roman could understand the structure of a
sentence when case-forms seem to be used so randomly for different
types of constructions.

I will now turn to this -my final - question and try to ans-
wer it from the valency point of view. Let me first, however,
stress certain obvious facts.

a) Sentences are embedded in a context which restricts the number
of sensible combinations between their constituents.

b) There: are perceptual constraints on the number of consti-
tuents in a sentence or clause.

c¢) Nominal constituents not only have a case ending - which is
almost always unaccented - but also a stem bearing the lexi-
cal information

Now, the answer to my question runs as follows :

(i) Firstly, it is not correct to call the distribution of case-
forms over a sentence "random". The strategy "always use a
residual case" has its exceptions, but it is still valid.

(ii) Secondly, predicates do not, by their lexical meaning (or

meanings), allow for an infinite number of nominal terms to
be constructed with them, neither in quantitive nor in
semantic respect. In fact, by its meaning the predicate
determines both how many nominal terms are necessary in or-
der to express a "minimal event" and what kinds of nominal
terms are allowed. Moreover, the predicate also determines
which case frame the nominal terms will have to be expressed
in. Given all these cues there is no objection to using the
same cases both for obligatory terms (arguments) and, from
the point of view of the predicate, accessory terms Cdces
satellites), on two conditions
(a) Their lexical meaning must be such that their semantic
function in the sentence can be determined with a reasonable
amount of certainty. This is, in fact, the case : Place names
occur as Locative satellites, Abstract Quality nouns as
Manner satellites, etc.
b) Their lexical meaning must be such that they cannot be
easily understood as obligatory terms with the predicate,
because in that case ambiguity might arise (I will come back
to this shortly).

(iii) Certain nominal terms are more likely to occur in certain
predicate frames and in certain satellite functions than in
others. For example, nominal terms denoting human beings are
much more likely to occur as argument than as satellite and
are much more likely to occur as Agent (> Subject) than in-
animate things are.

(iv) In addition to these three points a strong correlation can
be observed between animacy and dative/ablative assignment.

1
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stration of the second - a;d 39:?
iti tioned. 3%
nd the conditions men
Mg 02 Eﬁyf:;w::dlxelling "the price" is 5;9?11¥h2:;
i -called ablativus pretii).

5 i ablative case (so-ca ; : B
pressedrégt:qtlions on the lexical meaning of bh1ietigmz2;) . g
?Zie::s denoting money are most frequent. An examp

I will finish with an illu

central
three-place verbs o

o

(27) quid enim erat quod discessu nostro emendum putar::\:sour
("What was it then, for which we thoqg} igat eQ o
separation was a proper price to pay ?", Cic., Q.Ir.J,
8,1) d

i 11y adde

etc. may also be optiona

?3:§?ho not belong to the class of verbs

ple is (28) .

A lexeme denoting price,
(as a satellite) to verbs
of buying and selling. An exam
(28) cum mercede doceret ("Though he taught for hire", Cic.,
de Orat. 1,126)
i denote
i i lexemes which do nqt
1mp%ﬁzi¥;;e:z zggm zs nprice" (condition (a)).
tances (29) is impossible:

It is, however,
money and still tq
Thus under normal circums
n

(29) *docebat equo ("He taught upon payment of a horse")

(30) fidibus ("lyre") cannot reasonably be

Conversely, example Pt

understood as the payment for the

idibus docuit nobilissimus fidicen ("Socrates

G0 et e by a very famous musician",

was taught to play the lyr
Cic., Fam. 9,22,3)
Had they been, example

a means of payment. gy g

e o e oo (condition (b)). Fortunately,

(30) would be ambiguous
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10.

HARM PINKSTER
NOTES

I z 3

(l;;?v: ?uségg; iii:::; ::.thls paf:r the distinction made in Pinkster
! 3 1 juncts and Disjuncts. I also make i

;;;: (?g;zeenlégfzzﬁgatlve' and 'obligatory' arguments, as i:o gizzln;;

: - . Engelen (1975 : 64-5) has a useful disti i
tween constituents that may be added f b s
! ly to an di

that are restricted in their c i ity (i A6 v B P
: ombinabil " - ifi 3 i

fisch"). See also Pinkster (1972 a : 85t43ﬁy e

2221f::erfgﬁf§f hai been developed in imitation of the do so-test for

- nly selects "action" - predicates. K i

the properties of the German verb ' e
e Y i

Pro-verb for another class of verbs.g N

::mg;:e %ﬁbreton (1901 : 1720-85) for a list of verbs whibs may be regarded
ek e_-p:;;cse) ::g ;:l()t—plfxce.( I;c;r)diachronic observations cf. Lofstedt
950. : - ! enius (1977). It is also important to reali
2:;2:;::e;g; z;}iffggzggnie:?s mayHb: compensated for by the pre;::c:hz;
: ypes. Habitare ("to live"), f
mally requires a place Adj i Thgeen il s
junct as its secondary argument. I
sent, however, if a constituent such H el s
0 1 as laxe is expressed : Ci
115 h;bltare laxe et magnifice voluit ("he wanted é; live frelc-% i
trictions and sumptuously") (Pinkster 1972 a : 82) %

Notice, however, that th i
0 t Wt ere is no systemati i
dicates in our dictionaries. > s e R i s o

Cf. Pinkster (1983) for a discussion of Latin examples.

There is also some conf

S usion about the notion 'predic
: ] ate', whic
pgop{e redpce to 'ﬁerbal predicate'. I also recognize nominél and hd§0me
tival predicates (with or without a copula). 1 e

he use of case markin i sition repositi s St=-
| s g W th adpositions iti iti
P (p *positions and post-posi 1ons)

For the history of cas i i
SRS y ase theories see Calboli (1972; 1983) and Serbat

I ag ith aire ( 1 1 ) i regardi th vocativ:
ree wit \ 1 953 in sgardin e C ive r
: : : g g 1 as some sort of

The sample comprises sections f

s from the followi :
Caes., Gal. 1,1-40 i oy
Catu., 1-14bs 69-102
Cic., Mil. 1-64; N.D. ! -32; Fi
N el 1-3& 2, 1-32; Fin. 1, 32-9; Rep. 6, 1-21
Livius, 2L,:1=25

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.
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Ovid., Met. 2,1-339; 11, 410-748

Sall., Jug., 5,4-16; Cat. 5-22

Sen., Ep. 1,2,5,6,7,10,12,17,18,23,26

Tac., Ann. 13, 1-43

Verg., I O

ed in the figure. Also, ad jectives go-

Copulative sentences are not includ
the word group level are left out of

verning a particular case-form on
account.

0of course, the percentages are based on our own interpretation of senten-
ces and on decisions which other linguists might reject, especially with
respect to the decisions of classifying a verb as a three-place predi-
cate. I can only refer the reader to the basic material as published in
Bolkestin a.o. (1976 1978) I do not expect, however, that different
decisions would affect the main line of argument. For statistical obser-
vations on the dative see Maretkova Stolcovd (1975).

Diver does not make a distinction between arguments and satellites. His
description is not in terms of case marking either but in terms of seman-
tic function, for example with three-place predicates Agent / Patient
- Non Agent / Non patient. For restrictions cn case-forms, see also
Shibatani (1977 : 807) and Ludi (1981 : 90-1).

I will not enter into the discussion about the special status of the
first argument and of the Subject. I refer to Engelen (1975 : 105-8) and
Serbat (1981 129-34). For active' and "ergative' traits in Latin see

Lehmann (1982).

Norberg explains most of his examples as due to contamination of active
and passive, but also assumes that the accusative is developing into a

‘universal' case. A semantic explanation might run as follows. In most of
the examples the accusative Subject has the semantic function Goal. The
author used the accusative for Goal constituents, whatever their syntac-

tic function (M. Bolkestein).

For late Latin parallels of this type of contamination compare Norberg's
example of circumdare + dat. + acc. (1943 : 117).

In poetry the rule by which the case of one of the arguments of a compound
verb is governed by the prefix was revived e.g. decurrere monte, Hor., C.
4,2,5. Cf. Lehmann (1983), K.-st. I, 362f. and, for late-Latin, Norberg

(1943, ch.9).
There are exceptional instances with a double accusative (K.=St I; 299,

A.5), e.g. Ovid., Met. 8,215. Cf. TLL s.v. erudire 830, 71ff; instituere
1990, 46ff. On the construction of teaching verbs see also Working group

FG (1981).

We will see later on that semantically related two-place and three-place
verbs terd to behave similarly with respect to case marking.
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19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

25.

26.

27.
28.

29.
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I have confined this discussion to finite sentences. Consequently, the
use of the accusative for marking the Subject constituent of the Accu-
sative and Infinitive-construction falls outside the scope of this paper.
I have tried to explain this phenomenon in Pinkster (1982 : 06-7).

Unless one regarded the ablative noun phrase in these cases as a satel-
lite (the examples can be fcund in K.-St. I, 364-72).

Traditionally, the ablatives with verbs like liberare, privare ("to rob")
are explained as 'separative', but it is strange that with these verbs
the thing taken away is in the ablative . Also, this approach is outside
the scope of my paper.

This statement is based on counts of active sentences in books I and II
of Caesar Gal. by Rodie Risselada and Caroline Kroon and await further
confirmation, especially outside 'normal!’ prose.

Compare Also

esse dare

deésse adimere

and my remarks about docere above. Lidi (1978) has related remarks on
parallelism in construction with verbs that are both two-place and three-
place.

The co-occurence of metuere + dat. alongside metuere + acc. is more com-
plicated since one ‘also finds metuere + dat. + acc. (e.g. Cic., Ver. 1,

141).

The genitive is limited to odd examples like Germanicus Aegyptum profi-
ciscitur cognescendae antiquitatis ("Germanicus set out for Egypt to view
its antiquities", Tac., Ann. 2,59).

In antiquity some scholars called Romam and Roma adverbs (Pinkster 1972
a : 41). In poetry common nouns also occur in this way. One might also
consider the possibility of making a distinction between the Direction-
expression (Romam) and the Separative-expression (Roma) with respect to
their relationship towards the predicate. Direction-expressions might be
considered arguments because they play a role in the admissibility of
temporal adjuncts discussed above (p. 2) (Pinkster 1983 : 281).

-The major non-animate use is the so-called dativus finalis.

There are many languages in which the case for the Object is used in
semantic functions similar to those encountered.

A similar thought cen te found in Wuest (1980 : 66) : "Funktional bewirkt
der Aktantenwechsel eine Hervorhebung des morphologisch zu einem zweiten
Mitspieler aufsteigenden logischen dritten Mitspielers".
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i f so-called 'retained accusa-

i are cases of the poetical use o -C ey

30. Eﬁs:?tEZ:Ztructions, as Verg. A. 3,81 §acyi red1m1tusd?e?por?d::gzzs(sym-
brows bound with hallowed laurel')~ alicui tempora redimire

patheticus).
P ot A o
we do find the dative case-form, e.g. sibi ipsi responsio in Cic , de Or

. K.=St. I, 317). ; > :
g;h227e$z;p;is of ';hird argument' attributes are consultatio nuptiarum

i iti Liv. 44,31,13; Paul., Dig. 37,9,
id. 282), accusatio stu1t1t1ae_( : 5 v B
gglt;;pfgizio unias (varro, LL 7,32), liberatio moifiFZ?i::E: érSditaru;
1 55), purgatio lentiginum (Plin., NH 23,164), soluti
)

(Cic., Off., 2,84, Liv. 7,22,6).

31.

i i i n earlier
#I thank Machtelt Bolkestein and Slmcn_le for th?l; ;:Zirks on a
version and Pieter Niewint fcr correcting my Englis 3
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INTERVENTIONS

Paulo de CARVALHO pense qu'il ne faut pas sous-estimer
1l'extension de la phrase nominale latine et que les possibilités
assez larges de construction de phrases sans verbe suffisent a
établir que le verbe n'est pas un élément essentiel de la phrase
latine et que le cas par conséquent existe, syntaxiquement, indé-
pendamment du verbe. Voila qui parait compromettre les chances de
toute analyse du type "valenciel". C'est ainsi que la prééminence
abusivement imputée au verbe est a 1'origine de nos difficultés a
analyser la forme casuelle dans (5) AQUA ET IGNI interdictum est et
(30) Socratem FIDIBUS docuit : il n'y a pas de rapport direct
entre "l'eau et le feu" et le contenu lexical de interdicere, ni
entre la lyre et celui de docuit.

I1 aimerait savoir comment Harm Pinkster fonde 1'ordre qui
1'améne a poser, par exemple, que dans les verbes "a une place",
c'est le nominatif qui, a l'en croire, est toujours retenu (cf.
pourtant ME pudet); que dans les verbes "a deux places", c'est
( outre le nominatif pour 1'argument un) 1'accusatif qui est pré-
féré pour 1'argument deux, et ainsi de suite. Le principe "always
use a residual case" n'explique pas ces préférences !

Robert COLEMAN. - In a three-place pattern containing two
accusatives the decision as to which belongs to the second, which
to the third place can in some instances be made by reference to
passivization : nos litteras docet — litteras docemur but not
#litterae nos docentur. Relevant also is the possibility of nos de
litteris docet, with nos retained in second place, but not, say,
#]littera nobis docet.

The order of frequency for satellites (n° 21 of the handout)
contrasts with that in the 2nd and 3rd places of the argument
—abl, dat, acc, gen v acc, dat, abl, gen, which from the table in
(4) seem to behave cyclically— viz. while acc is assigned to top
place in 2, acc moves to bottom place in place 3, after dat, abl,
gen. The fact that places (2) and (3) are thus linked together
over against the satellite statistic confirms the validity of the
distinction made.

A big question : How does one draw the line between argument and
satellite ? The question is highlighted by Serbat's example (hand-
out n°® 22). One might say that Athenis and Roma belong to the
ARGUMENT since the verb signifies movement in space from one point
to another, whereas instrument, time at which, attendant circums-
tances etc. are all "added" to the nucleus.




