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0. Introduction.

The aim of this paper is twofold. A primary goal is to map down regularities in
modification patterns in the Old Bulgarian (OB) nominal phrase as they occur in a
preliminary selection of early texts. Our subsidiary goal isto try and detect potential
NT (New Testament) Greek' influences in the ordering patterns. In section 1. we
discuss the basic generalizations with respect to designated positions for different
modifier types (cf. Sproat & Shih 1991, Cingue 1994, Dimitrova-Vulchanova &
Giusti 1998, 1999, among others). In section 2. we discuss the regularities that may be
stated for the pre-nominal and post-nominal position and how they are employed in
different types of phrases, e.g., definite vs. indefinite phrases. In section 3. we provide
evidence for the status of the definite article based on our text-sample. In section 4.
we discuss instances of Greek influence and to what extent the sample evidences
origina Old Bulgarian (OB) developments and patterns. In section 5. we present
some problematic data with permutations in the ordering of modifiers which
challenge accepted accounts in the syntax of nomina expressions (e.g. the N-
movement account proposed originally in Cinque 1994 and Greenberg's Universal
20). Finally, we offer some preliminary conclusions. The texts on which this study is
based are The Enin Apostle (EA), Symeon Miscellany (SM), Dobromir Evangelium,
Mark (DE, MKk), and Psalterium Sinaiticum (PS) and the New Testament in the
original Greek version (Scrivener 1902).

1. The data: basic generalizations with respect to modifier type.

We first look at a category we here define as P(ossessive)A(djective)sin line with the
tradition of e.g., Trubetzkoy (1937), and more recently Corbett (1987). These are
modifiers derived from a pronominal base which agree with the head noun in features
(gender, number and case). In the sample this category appears overwhelmingly in the
post-nominal position (N > PA), aswitnessed in (1) below.

D a Ehk OVVENHH CROHMb (DE, 123, 9-10)
in teaching,.oc  PA-anaphoric, Loc
b. Bh OVHIO NALIER (DE, 9b, 6-7)
in €YES,DUAL, LOC OUr,DUAL,LOC

However, this category may occasionally occupy the pre-nomina position as well, as
shownin (2).

(2 Bk TROEMh pagoymk (EA, 3b, 6)

" We would like to thank the audiences at the FASSBL 4 workshop in November 2002 in Sofiaand the
talks given at Venice University, December 2002 for fruitful discussion and critical remarks. We are
also indebted to Melita Stavrou for help with the Greek data and her expertise in the Greek nominal
expression. The usual disclaimers apply.

L NT Greek is a specific variety of Post Classical Greek as discussed in Manolessou (2000), Horrocks
(1997) and Blass & Debrunner (1961) among others.



in your, Loc reason, Loc

A variation in position of the type instantiated above can be attributed for instance to
adistinction between weak vs. strong position along the lines of Cardinaletti (1998).
Possessive adjectives occupy the position immediately following the head noun
aso when the nominal expression contains other modifiers, such as e.g. quality
adjectives, as geankomoy (great) or other types of adjectives, such as fBcsnsin

(heavenly) in (3a-b) below. Thusthe linear ordering patternisN > PA > AP.

(©)] a HMENT TROEMOY REAHKOMOY (EA, 32b, 1-2)
name,nAT your, AT great, baT
b. ol RAlllk HECKHIIH (DE, 8a, 5-6)
father,N your, N heavenly, n

With regard to demonstratives and their position relative to the nominal head an
important consideration is whether one is dealing with an instance of the
demonstrative, that is the strong form, or an instance of the evolving article, that isthe
weak form. The reason for this state of affairs is simply that both items coincide in
morphological form, while apparently differing in syntactic position and tonic
properties (e.g., stressed vs. unstressed). We discuss thisissue in 3. below arguing that
the most reliable (and soundest) criterion for article status is syntactic position inside
the nomina phrase, leaving potential semantic considerations aside. For the time
being we observe that the demonstrative occurs both post-nominaly, as shown in the
examplesin (4), and pre-nominally, asin (5).

4 a Bh  Bp'RMA ce (DE, 53, 6)
in time, acc this, acc
b. ERANKIEAHE ce (DE, 16D, 16)
evangelium, N this,n
C. N ABNH ToMK (DE, 15b, 11)
about day, Loc that, Loc
B a Bh Thid AHNH (DE, 14b, 8)
in those, acc days, acc
b. Bh Th vheh (DE, 144, 5-6)
in that, acc hour, acc

When the demonstrative co-occurs with other modifiers the latter usually follow it
creating the pattern N > Dem. > AP, asin (6) below.
(6) KRR CHIR PRKOTROPENRER (DE, 20b, 11-12)
church,acc  this, acc man-made, acc

An interesting category among the modifiers of the OB head noun are the type
usually labeled D(enominal)A(djective)s (cf. Corbett 1987, and Stavrou, forthcoming
on DA/GA properties in general and for an analysis). The percentage of DAs among
modifiers is very high, most likely because DAs realize a variety of theta-roles, as
demonstrated in the examples in (7) below, as well as being an inherently Common
Slavic category based on a productive pattern, a pattern similar to non-defective
grammatical paradigms (cf. Trubetzkoy 1937). This property of DAs may explain
their high frequency and unproblematic use. DAs are overwhelmingly post-N in the
sample, asindicated by the examplesin (7).
@) a AOMBI ghpogHYA (GA, socia group)(DE, 123, 17)

house, pL,acc widow, pa, pL, AcC



b. Bh LLPhCTRO BxHe  (POSSESOr) (DE, 2a, 20-2b, 1)

in kingdom, acc God, pa, Acc

C. Bh KNHIaKh moncrHnaxk (Agent) (DE, 10b, 19-20)
in books, Loc Moses, pa, Loc

d. oTh  MAOAA Ao3kHaare (Source) (DE, 183, 10-11)
from  fruit, cen Vine,pA, GEN

There also occur nominal expressions with DAs co-occurring with genitival/dative
phrases, as demonstrated in the example in (8a), as well as expressions with two
genitives, such as keaeeTina and nanwi pumsckaaro in (80b). The patterns that emerge are
N > DA > Gen/D NPand N > GenNP > GenNP.

(8) a NAM'RCThIE AAMACORO nansi  peamnckaaro  (SM, 23c, 27-29)
seat,acc  Damascus, pa, acc Pope,cen Rome, ba, Gen
b. HaMECTHIE KEAECTHNA nansl  pHmkckaaro (SM, 23d, 28-24a, 1)

seat, Acc Cdlysty,cen Pope,cen Rome, ba, Gen

2. Generalizations with respect to type of expression and linear position of the
modifier.

In the text-sample there is a distinct tendency for the post-nominal position to be
employed in definite nominal expressions for phrasal modifiers, such as adnominal
genitival/dative NPs?, complex adjective phrases, and expanded forms of adjectives,
Consider the data in (9)-(11). (9) provides evidence for adnominal genitival/dative
noun phrases in post-N position, respectively cuamona ngokaxenaars in (9a), rgosoy in
(9b) and meanTrk in (9c) .

9 a Bh AOMOY CHMONA npokaxenaaro (DE, 163, 14-15)
in house,Loc Simon,cen  leprous, Gen
b. NA ABQH rPoRoY (DE, 258, 15)
on door,pL,AcCc  grave, sG, DAT
C. XpaMh MOAHTRE (DE, 7a, 18)
temple, N prayer, baT

The expanded forms of adjectives® also tend to occur primarily in post-nominal
position, as witnessed in (10).
(10)  Ew BEREKN roRAFLIeH H  KHROTh RRYhHIi (DE, 54, 8-9)

in time,acc coming,acc and life acc eternal, acc
A similar tendency obtains for complex Adjective Phrases (AP), such as phrases in
which the head adjective takes a complement. This is the case with gssatorenaaro emoy

in (11) where emoy (him) is the complement of rssatorenaaro (beloved).

(11)  Hmkaue EAHNOIO tha Rh3Al0BeNaare emoy  (DE, 93, 9)
had, 3sc ONe, Acc son, acc beloved, acc him, pat

The pre-nomina position is primarily employed for modifiers in indefinite
expressions, such as zwakxmmpx (evil) in (12a) and zagruershwia (jealous) in (12b)
below.

120 a Bk ZhARXRITOR  ALIOY (SM, 4c, 15-16)
in evil, acc soul, acc

2 In the text-sample adnominal datives are very frequent supporting the observations made in Kodov &
Miréev (1965: 217).

% In the OB tradition these forms are often referred to as complex forms. For a discussion of the origin
and function of these forms see Duridanov et al. (1993: 206).



b. ZARHCThHhIM NOMBICARI (SM, 5a, 26-27)
jealouseL, N thought r, N

3. Thearticle evolving.
Unambiguous instances are hard to find due to the exact morphological overlap
between the demonstrative and the evolving article. An additional difficulty arises
because there appears to be a partial overlap in discourse function as well. Thus, both
the demonstrative and the article can have an anaphoric function referring to an entity
mentioned earlier in the discourse, as evidenced for the demonstrative in the examples
in (4)-(5) above. This function is well-attested for Greek aso from a diachronic
perspective (cf. Manolessou 2000). Also both the article and the demonstrative occur
only in definite expressions, due to their referential properties (cf. Longobardi 1994
who defines the article as a kind of referentia index). In regard of
discourse/referential function the article and the demonstrative only diverge in the
deictic proper function, which is apparently missing in the case of the article (cf.
Renzi 1997: 1-11 and Giusti 2001: 158)*. The partial overlap in discourse function
and referential features thus undermines discussions of alleged occurrences of the
article based exclusively on these features (cf. lvanova-Miréeva & Haralampiev 1999:
125-129). The latter can, at best, be taken as additional/subsidiary, but not as crucial
evidence for article uses of the form at hand.

Consider the following examples.
(13) a EAHNA B AORHLLA oygora  (first mention) (DE, 12b, 6-7)

one,N widow, N poor, N

a. R AORHL,A cH oyBorak (2" mention) (DE, 12b, 11-12)
widow, N the,n poor,exp.,N

b. ...H KAKORO SAANHE (first mention) (DE, 133, 3-4)
andwhat, N building, N

b. REAHKAR cH 3hAANHE (an mention) (DE, 13a, 6)
big pL, Acc the L, acc building pL, Acc

b’. rtavertal ta=( usyastial  olerxodopa
(NT, Mk, X111, 2)
thisp the  bigr building r

C. Norsigkan CH NoMASANHE ELICTh (DE, 16b, 2-3)
waste, N the, N 0il, Gen was

In (13a) an occurrence of the article corresponds to the second mention of a
referent, eanna RapogHU,A (@ poor widow) ((13a)), the two expressions occurring only a
couple of lines across. Likewise, the examplesin (13b-b’) attest an anaphoric function
of the pronoun ¢n, again with the two expressions occurring minimally close to each
other. This is the case of the example in (13c), too, the only difference being that the
expression is anaphoric within the discourse context (e.g., without explicit first
mention of the referent). What all three examples suggest is that the pronoun at hand
can occur immediately following nouns, as in (13a), adjectives, as in (13b’), and
nominalizations, as in (13c). Thisis a clear indication that the form under discussion
is a structural marker of the phrase as a whole, rather than e.g. only the head or any

* Renzi (1997: 1-11) analyzes the categories DEMONSTRATIVE, PRONOUN, and ARTICLE as a bundle of
syntactic and semantic features and Giusti (2001: 158) critically discusses Renzi’s proposal arguing
that the article is underspecified for the features definite and anaphoric, while missing the feature
deictic.



other constituent for that matter. Thus, what we consider as more or less unambiguous
instances of the article are cases when the pronoun occurs in a specific position inside
the nomina expression immediately following the phrase initial constituent,
irrespectively of whether it is an adjective or anoun.

In the typological tradition low selection for the host of cliticization/attachment is
usually interpreted as a sign of grammaticization, and this is what we are actually
after in this specific case. Our analysis is very much in line with the analysis offered
in Galsbov (1950), whereby the evolvement of the article both accompanies and also,
quite likely, brings about a radical re-organization of the architecture of the nominal
expression. We also agree with Giusti (2001) that, while the article is underspecified
for semantic features, it is exclusively defined in terms of its structural/syntactic
function inside the nominal expression.> Occurrences only in the context of anoun are
ambiguous as such uses can be instances of the demonstrative in post-nominal
position, as shown in (4) above, a position well-attested for demonstratives in their
deictic function.

In terms of linear order the position occupied by the article is a classical instance
of the Wackernagel/2™ position. There is further evidence supporting the evolvement
of such a site specifically designated for clitics occurring inside the nominal
expression. Consider the examplesin (14) below.

(14 a Bhck MH  ARTR (EA, 2a, 15)
al,pL, N my,cl year,r, GEN
b. NE Akao  an MOE Rl ECTE (EA, 3b, 16-17)

not work,nQcl. my you ae
C. NE He XA aH ik NAWIEMO  BHARY™S (EA, 3b, 15-16)
not  Jesus Christ,cen Qcl. God,cen our,ceN saw, 1sc
The phrase in (14a) is about the only instance in our sample of a Dative clitic, amw
used in a possessive function, while (14b-c) witness the possibility of the question
clitic, a#, occurring in the noun phrase as well. Thisisin contrast to the options for #
attachment available in Modern Bulgarian, whereby 4# can only occur outside the
border of aphrase, anoun phrase or a verb phrase, but not inside.®

4. NT Greek and itsinfluence.

We now consider instances that can be attributed to NT Greek influence (cf. Blass &
Debrunner 1961, Horrocks 1998 and Manolessou 2000 for features of NT (PC) Greek
noun phrase syntax, and Assenova 1989 on the features of the Balkan Sprachbund and
possible influences in general). One such case is the post-nominal position of APsin
indefinites.

(15) a KAMENK KPhHORKHKIH (DE, 1b, 20- 23, 1)

stone, mill, DA exp.

® Within a generative framework Guisti (2001: 159) analyzes the diachronic evolution of the article
from a/the demonstrative as areanaysis in terms of structural position inside the nominal expression of
the type SpecDP > D°.

® This fact is taken as evidence that the site of sx-attachment is constant across al instances, the
difference being what maximal projection has moved to the Specifier of the projection headed by 4s.
This analysis can be assumed for the examples in (14b-c) as well, a minimal difference with Modern
Bulgarian being the possibility of moving fragments of a phrase to the specifier of a4# rather than full
phrases.



a. A Qog UOAKO=C (NT, Mk,
IX, 42)

stone, N mill, ba, N

b. KkNHI'kI PACTIOVCTHNKIA (DE, 3g, 1-2)
certificater., acc dischargingrL, Acc

b'. Bipriseov OLeTTOGTAGL OV (NT, MK,

X, 4)
book, sc,acc  discharging, Gen

As dready mentioned in 2. above, the most typical position for modifiers in indefinite
expressions in the current text-sample is the pre-nominal one. In contrast, the
examples in (15a-b) above witness post-nominal occurrences of APs. A comparison
with the potential NT Greek source text shows that this is the same position in which
the modifiers occur in the Greek original ((15a'-b’)). Moreover, the post-N position is
defined in Blass & Debrunner (1961) as the most common in indefinite expressionsin
NT Greek.

Furthermore, the data discussed in 1. above indicate that the most common
position for denomina adjectives (DA) in the sample considered here is the post-
nominal one. This observation is very much in line with the general post-nominal
pattern for modifiers which agree in features with the head noun in definite
expressions. Our sample contains occasional pre-nominal DAS, as in (16a-b), which
can be attributed to NT Greek influence again.

(16) a KPANHERO mkemo (DE, 23D, 3)
skull, pA, N place, N
a. KPOVLPOV  TO**TOG (NT, MKk,
XV, 22)
skull, cen place, N

DAs offer an interesting case of comparison with NT Greek, since they represent
instances of paralel linear ordering, however, with a contrast in morphology and
overt syntactic realization. Thus, there is a clear tendency for denominal adjectives to
replace a genitival noun phrase in the Greek original. Consider the examples in (17)
below.

17) a Bk  ILPhCTRO BoKHE (DE, 2a, 20-b,1)
in  kingdom, acc God pa, acc
a. glerg M=V BaciAgisav  tovd Ocovd (NT,
MKk,IX, 47)
into the acc kingdom, acc the, cen God, Gen
b. OTh nAoAA AO3KNAAIG (DE, 183, 10-11)
from  fruit, cen Vine, pA, GEN &
b. gerk tovd yevvneuatog g QLeTUTES A0V (NT,MKk,
X1V, 25)
from the fruit, Gen the, GEN vine, GEN

In (17a) &xne (God, adj.) corresponds to the phrase tovt ®gové (of-the God) in the
Greek source examplein (17a). Likewise, in (17b) aessnaare (Vine, adj.) corresponds
to méc aerunesiov (of-the vine) in (17b’) in Greek. We consider denominal
adjectives (DA) occurring both in pre-nominal and post-nominal position as a specific
OB strategy for rendering adnominal genitives from the Greek original. This tendency
clearly counterevidences claims that the use of adnominal genitives in OB texts was
enhanced by their frequent occurrence in the Greek originals (cf. e.g. Duridanov et al.



1993:428), further supporting the view that translators of the period overwhelmingly
resorted to native OB patterns in rendering specific Greek constructions.

This tendency is further supported by the data discussed in 3. above concerning the
evolution of the article. More often than not, the OB phrase containing the article
corresponds to a specific Greek construction, often labeled in the literature the DS
(determiner-spread) construction. In such cases, the Greek phrase contains a head
noun preceded by the article and followed by a modifier with a resumed instance of
the article. There is no doubt that the respective OB phrase, such as the one in (18a)
and the Greek one in (18b) are based on two different and, in each case, language-
specific patterns. Likewise, the occurrence of the article in the example in (13b’)
corresponds to a phrase with a phrase-initial demonstrative followed by an article and
a modifier in phrase-internal position in the respective Greek phrase in (13b’’) (cf.
Manolessou 2000 for an outline of the NT Greek modification patterns). Clearly, no
NT Greek influence can be attested in these cases either.

(18) a Rh AORHLLA CH oyEorak (2" mention) (DE, 12b, 11-12)
widow, N the,n poor,exp.,N
b. n® ynepa av®< n® nmoym= (NT, Mk,
XIl, 43)
thewidow, N this, n the poor, N

Further instances of deviation from the Greek text are found in (19) below,
whereby the position of the modifier in the OB text differs from the one in the NT
Greek original, even though the respective Greek position is a viable choice for OB as
well.

(190 a Bh ABNH  ThlA 10 CKPhBH Tl (DE, 15a, 7)
in days those after sorrow that
a. gerv eerkivvolg toudg nOuepalg, peta= thev OASyy

gerxerevny (NT, Mk, X111,24)
in those thedays, after thesorrow that

b. ckosk Hrannk OVILH (DE, 4b, 9-10)
through needle, ba, PL, Acc  ear, PL, ACC
b. dlo=  tpuvpoialg pOapredog (NT, Mk, X,
25)
through hole, cen needle, GEN

5. Permutations. Complex ordering cases.

In the current text-sample there are data which contradict some standard typological
assumptions, such as e.g. Greenberg's (1966: 87) Universal 20 as well as popular
current accounts, like e.g. the partial N-movement account (cf. Cinque 1994).

Usually the linear patternisN > PA > AP, asin (20a) below, and N > AP > Gen/D
NP, asin (20b) below. We may then further stipulate that an extended version would
be N > PA > AP > Gen/D NP, even though such phrases do not actually occur in the
text sample.

(200 a HMENT TROEMOY REAHKOMOY (EA, 32b, 1-2)
name,pAT your, bAT great, paT
b. KPBTRF XBaAk E'hINR ERH (EA, 34a, 15)
offering, acc praise,n aways God, o

“Offering to the eternal praise of God”
However, one also finds mirror orderings when the modifiers occur in the pre-
nominal position (e.g. AP > PA > N), as in the example in (21a) below, as well as



permutations in the ordering in the post-nominal position, as witnessed by the data in
(21b-b’) below.

(21) a ML)TRAR BALA ThRaeca (SM, 7d, 19-20)

dead,pL,Acc  your,p,acc  body, p, Acc

b. Bh  ropk ok €ro (EA, 32b, 9-10)
in mountain, Loc holy, Loc  he, cen

b’ N e N YL CThIkA CROEER (PS, 2v, 4)
from mountain,cen holy, Gen anaphor pa, Gen

C. RH nke... HORXR (EA, 33Db, 6)
God, b song, Acc new, acc
“God's new song”

d. C"hKAZANHE CHORHA ECTHCTRA (SM, 6c, 25-26)

account,acc  son, bA,GEN  hature, GeEN

“account of the nature of the son”
One aso finds instances whereby the adnominal possessor phrase, a dative or a
genitive NP, precedes the head noun, as demonstrated in (21c-d) above by rgu

(God's) and ciorna (son’s), respectively. All of these data are inconsistent with a

partial N-movement account on which the ordering of modifiers is not expected to be
affected by the movement of the head noun across them.

A similar pattern seems to obtain with the universal quantifier gxcs (all), which
usually occurs pre-nominaly, as in (22a) below (e.g. universal Q(uantifier) > N >
PA/AP).

(22) a BhCE  JKHTHE CBOE (DE, 12b, 18)

all, accfortune, acc  anaphoric ra, Acc
However, phrases in which the universal quantifier is phrase-final, thus following all
modifiers of the head, asin (22b-c), are also common.

b. MHOTOYRCTKNKIHXs  E2KCTERNAIK  KhNHI Bekxs  (SM, 2v, 18-20)
all-honouredr. .Gen Godpa, rL ,Gen book pLGen all pL,GEN
C. CTPACTHHOE ZAZOPKCTRO  RCE (SM, 5¢, 7-8)

passionate, N accusation, N all, N
A partial N-movement account cannot explain these data either.’

Greenberg’'s (1966: 87) Universal 20 states that “When any or all of the items
(demonstrative, numeral and descriptive adjective) precede the noun, they are always
found in that order. If they follow, the order is either the same or its exact opposite.”
Thus, the options expected cross-linguistically are permutations in the post-nominal
order of modifiers, but not in the pre-nominal position. The OB sample data clearly
contradict this generalization. Consider the examplesin (23)-(24) below.

(23) a CThIM H  MHPKCKKIR WECTh ChEOPH (SM, 234, 14-15)

holy, acc and world, pa, acc Six, acc council, pL, Gen
b. CThIHKR  TPH  ChTh H ocMH  Ha  Aecame ouk (SM,233,16-18)

holy, L, cen three cen hundred, rL, cen and eight, cen on ten, Loc father,
PL, GEN

C. C'_'.I'hIHX‘"h Eh KONCTANTHNH FpAA'k C'hTA H LUECTH AECATS H NATH 0'_l.le

7 Note, however, that thisis consistent with the analysis in Giusti & Dimitrova-Vulchanova 1996 with
DP raising to SpecQP. The glitch is that at this stage it is not clear whether QP is a functiona
projection yet.



(SM, 233, 26-29)
holy pL, cen in Constantin, Loc city, Loc hundred, cen and sixty, cen five,
ceN father, pL, GeN
The datain (23) above evidence a pattern of the type AP > (PP)> Num > N. (23c) is
particularly striking, since it attests the possibility of a heavy prepositional phrase
modifier to occur in phrase internal position. In contrast, in (24) below the exact
reverse order is attested, i.e. Num > AP >N.
(24) a WECTH KT H TPH AECATR cThiHX's ok (SM, 233, 25-26)

SiX, Gen hundred, pL, cen and thirty, cen holy, p.cen father, pL, Gen

The OB sample data are not only problematic in regard of the “illicit” pre-nominal
permutations of the type demonstrated in (23)-(24) above. A striking fact is that a
language should alow for both “regular” (e.g., following the default hierarchy of
modifiers proposed in Sproat & Shih 1991) and mirror orderings in both the pre-
nomina and post-nomina position, that is all four logically possible options. One
potential solution is to attribute the permutations at hand to Greek influence.
However, the discussion and the data in 4. above strongly undermine this hypothesis.
Other potential solutions are Cinque's (2000) multiple XP roll-up account on which
fragments of the noun phrase together with its modifiers are assumed to successively
raise to the specifiers of functional projections, thus reversing the default post-
nominal order. Alternatively one may adopt the radical merge analysis originaly
proposed in Bouchard (1998) and implemented and further developed for
modification patterns in the modern Balkan languages in Dimitrova-Vulchanova
(2002). On the latter approach the unification of the head noun with modifiers is
driven by selectional properties/ factors and the setting of a linearization parameter
which is language-specific.® These issues await further research.

6.Conclusions.

In this paper we have reported preliminary data concerning the ordering of modifiers
inside the nominal phrase in a selection of OB texts. Our observations so far indicate
robust native tendencies, such as e.g. the use of denominal adjectives in place of
adnominal genitives in the Greek original, the evolvement of a definite article, quite
different in nature and function (e.g., obligatoriness), and syntactic position, from its
Greek counterpart. The reported data also present quite a challenge to popular recent
syntactic accounts of the cross-linguistic ordering options in terms of the permutations
alowed. To the extent that the OB noun phrase, as indicated by the sample data, has a
hierarchical structure, such permutations, to our mind, cannot be attributed to NT
Greek influence or to a “free/flexible word order”, an assumption to be proven by
future research.
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