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ABSTRACT

Property Concept (PC)-expressions are semantic notions that are consistently lexicalized as
adjectives in languages with lexical adjectives (Dixon, 2004). The central question this thesis aims
to explore is “How are the semantic notions of PC-expressions (PCs) expressed in Syntax?”. To
achieve this goal, the thesis utilizes the theoretical framework of Distributed Morphology, as
proposed by Halle and Marantz (1993), Harley and Noyer (1999), and Embick (2015). The thesis
specifically focuses on the idea that PC roots are incorporated into syntax without being assigned
a syntactic category, and categorization occurs within syntax through functional categorizers, as

stated in the Categorization Assumption (Embick and Marantz, 2008: 6).

Languages can be broadly categorized into two groups with regards to their adjective formation.
The first group, referred to as (a)-type languages, primarily use the adjectival categorizer (a-cat)
as the base-merge to form adjectives for most of their PC-roots. Only a small number of PC-roots
from these languages use nominal or verbal categorizers (n-cat or v-cat) as the base-merge to build
modification structures. Conversely, (B)-type languages predominantly use these complex
compositional structures for the majority of their PCs, while only a limited number of PCs are
constructed through direct a-categorization. These languages have been described in literature as
lacking the "adjective" as a lexical category, with examples including Chichewa, Hausa, Mohawk
(Baker 2003), Japanese (Miyagawa, 1987), Korean (Haspelmath, 2001), Kannada and Malayalam
of the Dravidian language family (Amritavalli and Jayaseelan, 2003). This thesis, therefore,
investigates Telangana Telugu, a regional variant of Telugu of the Dravidian language family, in

order to understand the syntactic composition of PC-expressions in (8)-type languages.



First, focusing on the attributive modification structures, this thesis establishes Telangana Telugu
(TT) as (B)-type language. As such, it is found that most PCs in TT adopt the n-cat as the base
merge and employ the relativization strategy to form modification structures. However, not all PC-
nouns are formed in the same relative clause (RC) modification structures. There are two main
forms of RC modification structures in TT: (1) CoS RCPCs that utilize the copula -avu “become”
and (2) equative RCPCs that employ a null equative copula. Both these structures show further
restrictions and variations within them. Specifically, equative RCPCs have three optional markers:
the accusative case marker -ni, the oblique case marker -ti, and the possessive nominalizer -pu, in
addition to the RC structure. Additionally, the -ni marker seems to appear in two different positions
within the structure. This thesis seeks to resolve these puzzles by examining the information

structure resolution within the RCPCs.

Next, this thesis delves into the area of modification semantics with the purpose of addressing the
inquiry as to how adjectives convey their semantics onto the nouns they modify in (B)-type
languages such as TT. The study demonstrates that PC-adjectives are intersective context-
dependent adjectives, while Equative RCPCs exhibit true-subsective characteristics. However, the
interpretation of CoS RCPCs remains ambiguous, displaying both intersective and subsective
meanings. This ambiguity is resolved through the application of the GEN morpheme semantics
(Larson, 1999). Lastly, the modification structure of each type of PCs is analyzed within the

framework of typed lambda())-calculus.



Finally, this thesis also contributes to the understanding of the predication of PC-expressions by
examining the predicative structures of the Psych-PCs in TT. A major finding is that Psych PCs in
TT can also be predicted using ‘-gaa’, a [+eventive] Pred® along with the usual dative ‘-ki’ marker
in Dravidian. This allows psych-PCs to appear in nominative subject predicates with expressive
and dynamic semantics rather than the experiencer stative semantics. This difference finds its locus
in the sub-evental semantics within the First Phase Syntax (FPS) paradigm (Ramchand, 2008).
Furthermore, a comprehensive list of vocabulary items that encompasses all variations of the
Psych-PC predicates in TT is provided. In this way, this thesis highlights the significance of
representational theories such as Distributed Morphology, where late insertion allows to explain

the variation found in the data, adhering to Borer-Chomsky conjecture.

Vi
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et spledee (F1E)) -y fBdfes arone § S afease fadwor (Seas, 2004) arelr

STTST3TT 7 TAAYUT & TG H FNAR ATFARATSST T ST & | Pl 9 57 A& T IdT o9t
FraeT g "THeeg H Irir-vaauere (d) Hr f@sfes aront Fa saad Hradrg?” ag Dfaw
3EdIsges Ardfers (Tel 31X ANCS, 1993; &Tel 3 ARK, 1999; TiFaeh, 2015) & i
o & A fod &Y 8, Tay a8 I8 faar o Oy st ol i farees Aol & foerr fidaa
T foRam STaT & 31% Teft gefiercor e & ATCTa & 81T & | e JaffeniuTehd (aefienor

¢RUTT; UTeaeh 31 ARCST 2008: 6) |

PIY-HTHTS =0 I, HTITST B 39 Jae § 31 BRI H faHTira foran o TedT 8 1 962 U8 («)-
YR B HINTY § S 30 SHfeepie YIil-cl o fory faRivur 89 & fow o9 #sf & w0 o
fIRYT JUNBRS (a-cat) BT START Hc g | I7P URI-FcH H Y HId TS ol 99 Aol & 27
H AR O Aifee Jufierr (TH-de a1 dt-de) BT ST Hd § 3R IRNe TRl &
At & forg Sfew TRammTd TRamel &1 FAaifoTa R 8 1 gERY 81, (B)-UHR &1 HISTY 30—
31T IRft & foIT 371 TerTeTss TRaAISHl &1 IUTRT ! §, Siafd dad gl HR Uit e
T-q7ifepRU1 o HIegH X 9T & | 39 HIWTSHT bl eit-et wifee H Ueb sumeaees 9uft & &
7 faQwor &t Bt & U § afvla fosar Srar 81 I & forg, fean, g, Jigie (@R
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2003), ST (FFRITTET, 1987), HIRATE (@IUAHS, 2001), SfAS HNT URAR & HAS 3R
AT (3Mdacal SMR SIeH, 2004) | 39 SR Y, T8 FRRT T AF] &I w7t §,
afag W1 URaR & a7 & T & I Bl gHgH & o b b8 dief-siftreafa
JIRTAP ¥ T (B)-UHR BT HTIT3T 7 I St 3

T U5, UIBRT SR TRF1H IR & dhfad ad g¢, I8 MR daTe=1 aqy () o
(B)-IHR B UTHT & =0 T RITUT el 7 | o1, I A SHferepir Uit TH-ohe &1 o 7sf & =4
T A T SR Areferor UMY BT IUNT s WY W1 A1 | gTaias, Tt dief
T U &) 10 TS (R Fme Ieemaif & e adt 81 S o (3R Fxiie ST
FIH & & T db & | T §:- 31. CoS RCPCs ST CoS HIYAT -avu &' 3R b BT SUTNT Hd
21 SHfed SRR S U 31=Iad S&fed HIdl &1 SUTNT HRd ¢ | IH1 TRATE 39+ HiaR
3R 31fde Ufasy SR fiFdr faard § 1 faRiy =0 §, ¥HIe RCPCs 3 ddhfedds HTa] & 91y

fRars 3a §: - YIS AT HIHR -ni, fORST AT HIHR —ti 3R W ATHHT -pu RC

TRAT S SHWR MR FW | 3P AT, -ni HTHR HY TR H 2 3T-3T S8 UR fears ST

2| iR SR & 1 ffeR e TAREHT Tahed &1 gaTel Gax 3 URTerdl & gd el o |

9% dc, U8 SR U &1 IR &1 & Ie20 J ANy earf & & | 3ideP UeH Hdl g -
IR (B) - UHR Bt HTHTST H TN T TR 397 g1 Y ) AR Bl 82 | T AT
Tl & 1o Ufl-faivor nfoedes uifies =0 & fR fa=ivor € ofk gfeq smdidis w=-
SU-fARIyUT fIRIwoT §1 gTeifcs, Heflud SRR Ryy TR < © 9k exdfaed ok
gadfged <t 31 Td & | I8 GEN morpheme (ATEH, 1999) & W31 BT IUTNT B g [T
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