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1. Introduction
Ever since the onset of generative tradition in the nineteen fifties, probing into
the nature of the theory of grammar received its greatest impact from the
English-type accounts. Finite theory of control, as such, was not considered a
mainstream approach at the time (Landau, 2004; Landau, 2013; Landau, 2024)
with PRO appearing only in nonfinite clauses, receiving no case (Chomsky,
1981). As a result, this study aims at investigating control constructions in
Persian in their finite subjunctive clauses and comparing and contrasting them
to the infinitive control constructions typically found in languages like English.
To do so, we juxtapose the clausal architecture of finite subjunctive
control as seen in Persian and the clausal architecture of non-finite infinitive
control as found typically in a language like English. Whereas control
constructions in a language like English appear in their bare infinitive clauses,
with no overt manifestation of formal properties, the same type of
constructions in Persian appear productively in non-bare finite clauses of the
subjunctives. This dissimilarity in clausal architecture of English and Persian

can be compared and contrasted in (1) and (2) respectively.
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(1) Saratesmim=gereft ke az talar birun be-r-e.
Sara decision=took.3Sg. that from hall out Sbj-go-3Sg.1
“Sarah decided to leave the hall.”

Generally, these differences amount to saying that the two
constructions in the two languages have two different types of embedded
clause architectures, i.e. infinitive vs. finite complementation for the relevant
embedded clause. The architecture, interestingly includes several properties
that mark these clauses absolutely different from the infinitives. In what
follows, we will demonstrate these differences by contrasting the two types of
constructions in English and Persian as seen typically in examples (1) and (2)
above.

The juxtaposition of the two types of embedded constructions, as seen
in the two types of languages above, provides us with two relevant types of
architectures for the embedded clause cross-linguistically, i.e. the non-finite
infinitive clause and the finite subjunctive complementation. While the
embedded clause in (1) is a typical non-finite clause of the type bare infinitive
construction found in a language like English, the parallel construction in (2) is
a finite construction in Persian (Darzi, 2008; Karimi, 2008a; IlIkhanipour, 2014;
Pirooz, 2010; 2016). As a result of the finite complementation, the embedded
clause in (2) includes person and number endings, and as such introduces a TP
projection in the embedded clause with [parson], [number], and [tense], similar
to that of the matrix clause. As such, these embedded clauses are finite clauses
(Cowper, 2016) as the verbal element obligatorily receives person and number
ending completely similar to that of the matrix clause verbal element. This
divorces the infinitival nature of the embedded control construction in these
constructions, and as a result, integrates finite complementation into the
embedded control constructions, as found similarly in other languages (Landau,
2004; 2013; 2024; Terzi, 1997). This is interesting when we also find non-finite
control in the Persian with nominal infinitives, or gerunds in this language as
well (Darzi, 2001; Pirooz, 2011; 2021).

Interestingly, PRO actively appears in finite control constructions, similar

1. 3Sg.: third person singular, Sbj.: subjunctive, teesmim=gereft: a complex-predicate control verb
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to the non-finite, infinitive found typically in a language like English, contra the
GB approach of the time (Chomsky, 1981) and as such, values/checks structural
Nominative in the course of the embedded clause derivation, contra the Null
Case approach (Martin, 2001), divorcing the PRO Theorem (Chomsky, 1981) in
these finite environments (Landau, 2006; Sigurdsson, 2008; Pirooz, 2016). The
construction of an embedded control construction in a sentence like (2) above
has a TP, with the [person], [number], and [tense] actively present in the
derivation, where the verbal element obligatorily receives person and number
ending. As such, PRO base-generated within vP moves Spec;TP to check
Nominative structurally (Pirooz, 2016). These appear in (2) above, repeated as
(3) below with the relevant elements added to the derivation, shown in
boldface for the convenience sake.
(2) Saratesmim=gereft ...[Tp PRONom. [vp PRO @z talar birun be-r-e]].
Secondly, whereas the embedded clause in (1) typically appears in a
bare infinitive construction, the embedded clause in (2) appears in the
subjunctive construction, with the subjunctive clitic be- prefixed to the verbal
element. This makes it possible to introduce a mood phrase (i.e. MoodP) into
the derivation, headed by the subjunctive clitic be- prefixed ultimately to the
beginning of the verbal element. These elements that appear in (2) above, are
included in the derivation (4) below in boldface the for convenience sake.
(3) Sara teemim=gereft ... [Moodar [Tp PRO [vp PRO 27z talar birun be-r-e]]].
Thirdly, whereas the embedded clause in a control construction in a
language like English does not hold a CP projection, the embedded clause in (2)
inadvertently includes a CP projection, with the complementizer ke “that”
appearing as the head of the CP (Darzi, 2008; Hashemipour, 1989; Ilkhanipour,
2014; Karimi, 2008a; Pirooz, 2010; Pirooz, 2016). The CP projection and its
relevant complementizer head ke in (2) above, are added to the derivation
shown in in boldface in (5) below:
(4) Sarateesmim=gereft [cp Ke [Moodp [Tr PRO [vp PRO 2z talar birun be-r-e]]]].
Therefore, the difference between the infinitive-type English
complementation for a language like English and the finite-subjunctive

complementation in embedded control constructions can be linearized below.
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(5) Finite vs. Infinitive Complementation
a. Infinitive complementation (English)
... [mp PRO ...]
b. Finite complementation (Persian)
... [cp ke [Moodrbe- [Tp PRONom. [vp [ PRO ... be-v ...]]11]1]

These differences undoubtedly show a change of the idea of the control
constructions from the early English-type accounts of non-finite control
complementation, to the inclusion of finite and/or subjunctive
complementation in the minimalist accounts. More specifically, the finite-
subjunctive theory of control, as we see here, and as we see cross-linguistically,
results in a shift of attention from merely considering finite and/or subjunctive
control constructions as something marginal to the mainstream control
constructions of the GB-type era, to embracing them as a new typology of
control constructions with a new clausal architecture that shares its
architectural properties with those ones in the matrix clause architecture

(Landau, 2004; 2013; 2024).

2. Conclusion

In what follows, we will demonstrate how this theory of finiteness, as
we illustrated here and as are found in the relevant literature of control
complementations in other languages, resulted in the development and/or
extensions in the theory of control, starting from the pre-GB era to the most
recent minimalist accounts.

Firstly, as the theory of generative grammar took its earliest
explanations from the English-type languages, the earlier accounts of the theory
of control and PRO dissociated finiteness from control constructions altogether,
and related them to infinitive complementation found in a language like
English. Therefore, a language like Persian at the time with the finite, non-
infinitive control construction (Hashemipour, 1988; 1989) or having a
subjunctive clause having merely a bare vP (Wurmbrand, 2001) to lack a CP
projection (Ghomeshi, 2001) was considered exceptional, or marginal to the
conception of the infinitive control, found in the mainstream-type languages

like English.
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Secondly, since English does not typically utilize the subjunctive
complementation, or alternatively, since the class of subjunctives in English
does not generate control constructions, the earlier accounts of control in
subjunctive constructions in the languages that have these constructions
appeared marginal to the mainstream generativist accounts, though these
studies have a history of their own, beginning in the 1980s and the 1990s
(1998; Terzi, 1997; Hashemipour, 1988; 1989), among many others.

Thirdly, the earliest accounts of infinitive-type control constructions
considered the empty category PRO to be ungoverned with no Case, appearing
only in the subject position of the infinitive clause (Chomsky, 1981). This was
again to the exclusion of this empty category PRO in the finite clauses in the
theory of syntax. Subsequently, at the time PRO was considered an exceptional
nominal empty category, appearing only in the subject position of a non- finite
infinitive construction, and not in that of a finite construction. However, with
the development of the idea that PRO is a regular empty category, checking
regular structural Case, and having regular morphological case similar to any
other nominal elements elsewhere in the sentence (Sigurdsson, 2008; Landau,
2008), a regular Case/case was valued/checked for the PRO, and was received
morphologically by PRO in languages like Persian that show PRO having regular
Case/case (Pirooz, 2016).

Finally, with the overt manifestation of the CP, and with the overt
complementizer head ke “that” in these control constructions (Darzi, 2008;
Ilkhanipour, 2014; Pirooz, 2016; Karimi, 2008a), Persian illustrates that the
presence of a controlled CP is a possibility in control constructions. This makes
the language similar to other languages that have this type of projection in their
embedded control construction (Witkos, 2010; Sevdali, 2012), and dissimilar to
the infinitive-type languages with no CP in their control environments.
Nonetheless, as these control CPs in Persian are porous to a matrix probe, they
allow for the ¢-features of PRO to be controlled, i.e. valued/checked phase-
externally, the theory of finite control in Persian provides challenges for the

Phase Impenetrability of Condition.

Keywords: finite control, PRO, subjunctive clauses, complementizer, Case,

¢-features, Persian
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1. subjunctive
2. mood

3. attitude

4. indicative
5. realis

6. irrealis

7. clitic

8. pro-clitic
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3.vP
4.CpP
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5 Ssbize ;805 sLaok 53 55 alie Galsla b o) J 25 glacsla s, e Lo
53 Lpae 09,5 4 Aasor aalsl 30l ) (sbaos 5 4 szl b g SUebl ¢ s A5 o plaze
SLa S 515 3505 s sws paie BOT 33 057 el Tl (sl paze 05 8 &K sl
Sy 53 (ol Al Slmls 5 Cotl 5 g g Skl o8 s 53 s oa LS 5 45 51 il
el 2l iy ool ool 0L 15 0T sl ol s Lo &S o J 28

(Darzi & Kwak, 2015) 57155 5 (6555 ¢ sl 3l (slady o lina— (6 s Sl 5540 3
A gote s Ols Sl bty &5 o bl oyl 0Ly sl sl &S s e LS
aaly oSG ool Ay b L i 53 S Gl S 4 8345 0 uOlile ol A 0L
L 5o BOT .l s 15, (Hiraiwa, 2000) 1sa! 0 o8 s pisbate |, "6 ks il
wuﬂuwwuwug;_wuu;@—]ﬁ;\ﬁﬁﬁjbeg6|J|;oujw4§

oA (51,13 1 ez iy sl bl o80T 0T .S o 5l (Landau, 2004) 5 o s

1. temporal adverbials
2. defective CP
3. multiple Agree
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S b G [ B8] (S5 6558 13,7 Glaas dlaly ol 1t Job 50 8 b
= 535S sl 3 IVl 58 s sl (il b Bl glyls 457 (ol 31 G sty
sk 8 5

3 ph g oy 5 oyl 0L (S8 T Ko 53 Liaza 03 8 5 45 (Sledane i 3
(L&)l Colv 5) I8 Colu &S Sl 3k opl » (Karimi, 2008a) a0 S 4 seics)
o e oLl 53 LinaS &80 5y 45l on (oo S i Liiaza 0 8 (1,
L i §3 Al o (JoB T (g s Sl sl (gl J ST Sl &G s [ s o]
355 SBelS s 355 e sl OLej i 5 Caillan e I oS 5 5l 6 Ll !
Lo o 05,5 ‘ped 59735 4l » (Ikhanipour, 2014) , 5 Skl wores 5 (Darzi, 2008)
A2 oLl LT 4 VL 3 a8 Sl gzl 45 4z

5m 1 03 K SLadl (o dlen el 15 i 5 bl
A=l Ols5 e (Al (Sl g ol 6K o7 ns 0L b 553 52T (Pirooz, 2010)
s> (A 5 5 @S oy (S et iy o 53003 1y (ST ente
SEET iy 5 o sl S L (A8 8 ol 5 s ey S 315555 0
35, A 53 g O3 53 s et (6 Gl S35 3550037 L sl e 35 5 Koo
2345 g ooan Glisls 56 i 4o Ll s jrand o s oo OLL (Pirooz, 2011)
o) (Sl b ool a5 03 55 b 39emn (g oo 0> (eSS OL5 5L L
A1 0L ol 0o 1) (ST ey Sl 01y ol A Glsls B Gl le o 5 (6 e
Sotar pol Gl U s & 5 93 )3 ) e e (6 i S S5 Olear oyl 53 80T
e S 525 () 45 003 DL b s oo ol 28T (ST 65 0 ol A1 (il 35
AN Gl 5 Ay )3 s e o s I s 65 53 0 3 s e 6l
23 i s 33 4 ol (28 g o 3 (g sheme ol (a5 56 iy O e ¢
JeL5 oLl 4 2>t (Chomsky, 1981) Sl O somad (ol 0Ly simns Lo,

J_E)Jw‘}ﬁ‘g/}wb}ﬁ-w‘shu\%Lg‘j‘shgf.tg-ﬁjﬁﬁé)ww&u%

1. semantic tense anaphoricity
2. morphological sequence of tenses
3. co-variation

6)‘9""L“" GBS 5 Sl $9s > Lo “5)}; B, L :Case .¥
5. agreement
oo Jas.al.cb)...o..o [ 5 Bgdoe ulclé ot (Glixe 4 «S:>55 By, L ;pro .#
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e A 095353 Ol 09 8 ol 4 oS 87 b 05§ St oKl 518 o Lz
o5 sl m S 55,5 0T 53 sl il Kl 60 e pand 40 (ol ol 5,8
Godas (glwls b Sl ¢SO 53 s e med (5150l 5) (6o Sl EIL
(S35 € s 4B (i gl S5 (bt Ll I b ey wZales
o3 OLE (I ST pene Gl 16l (s L (Pir00z, 2021) 55, 55 o oS
FAS Cla (a5 015 (ol I aate L 5 Sl ol Ly Joll) pae Ay £ 55 95 2 S
ey HAS slalo pll dil 5 oo s Olazt b £ 5 55 ol 5 )15 ()b 0L 50
A 3 5 glais 5 s SE Sl calibline L3 ) RS RE

liline 53 0o HUT 51 (5 g e 8 plonil o 0 g 3 (Son YU (sla sk
S e 3y b pl 434S ol af¢t>,.;\ SoslS i aiejopl s Lok r\,ﬁ;ug‘s;lf;\j
33 o Dsie w4 (Motavallian Naini, 2011) b OU s (b .25 5 il i
Corlo jo o8 gt a5 s 0 QLS (69 5505 5 o0 @\}:M‘,A:JQJJ:QL;)\T?\ Js ol
(NSRS e el b s 2,00 Lsdlels s 51 sline (o)l (sl 0L (I 2S
S (o S e Gl e Ay C e 03 gl 5 5 g5l 4T Ay s DL 5Ll
O e 0355 oln 5153 (65 s oSl (B 5leS a5 65 0 ) s e
Al oo ol S glsl ) slamws 1 il J =S ((Motavallian Naini, 2012)
4« (Motavallian Naini & Darzi, 2010) 5,5 5 sl 0L s %54,5\1: 133 e
IS BOT b5l o0 (AN D8 sl )3 (J 87 (slad sames p 5l o liline (golyatins
el is il U bl or sivsiws JolS 2 J 285 JolS I 287w 55 4 1) (65l
Culicover ) (s -S> 5 5SS 5 (Jackenoff & Culicover, 2003) SIS 5 s 5S>

O se il I 28 gacsle e SE 5l alilins ) » 4 (& Jackendoff, 2006

sla s slyls (Chomsky, 1981) S_vwl> o8uns 4l jLss 4y la5 o (PRO Theorem) s jood anid )
2 o L pmi +] (Fs sl soos9mil 5 09 [ gz ol (F5s slls (5 5576 g S cgmaSe) g SBlite
S g0 LT il 0,0 (Sigurdsson, 2008: 403) jluws ;55w 03] ot 5 950 diie pb 053 eSSl
oblas @15“‘ 59033l Gy g adl alilS (695w Sl Candlgi cad gy CueS > ey it yuod “SL?QU

ol Jdocpendy (SKieS Al 50 i pad 4pdd B> 5 b Shg ol o sl
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3 5kl pseie 3| S mu o T (Motavallian Naini & Darzi, 2010) (5,5 5 swb
35 j 5 (Pollard & Sag, 1994) Sl 5 5,¥ 4 ;545 ") ppesaied 2.5 S Sl s
Culicover & ) (s s8> 5 555" 50355 o 5L (Sag & Pollard, 1991) 5,¥ 5 5 <L
oT 31 Jackenoff & Culicover, 2003) ,5ISJE 5 (o 348> umean 5 (Jackendoff, 2006
LaoT el o o (3B 0L 3 g3luslols s cmaan |y (J ST 6151 el 0 g0
)\)3‘_55\;.&1;”:\yq@):\):)l}ﬁQTc.\%LJ:)}&ﬁm\:)\yn\{eb&il):4543;0\_‘@
gl 00398 g4y aS Las e
5 4 Jsis ) » 4 (Motavallian Naini, 2015) b oW g0 ¢ Ko 5155 O3l e
OLE (65 23515y o bl 5 (caaze Ay 0553 53 oLl J S Sl 3 s e 6 5
S A OV 48Tl s o s s Sl 6 o (5 ke ) T s e
s s s s JlS IS 53 8 L1l e 65 BT S o ) o F e e
s Line Sl 5 8 1555 a8 uS o ASTH pimen (653,10 5 a3l J 1S s

.CM‘)‘J)‘?}B 6‘0}1} C,-:»A‘)‘ ‘;}‘f&u):

0B Obj 9 (AT Sl (lilags £
Sl lo Ly ()b 0L (I8 gladatb 5o ate iy jlitlo oS s> dedle 53 5 ey
=50 0T 51l cplanyls ol Ssls ol OLJ O gmen [S03 sla0LS 53 0T wliee
(Sliwls 56 glasy 53 J 28 Glaltly 3 et L (oSS A5l L 53 oS 348
0953 53 515 (o ()l OL5 Ule (oLa0L) 53 ote oy nan (T €355 o0 Iy (S ydeas
g5 3 omate Ganl Ol (sl Sl el pl LT oy ol Slls 5 glanty
$olE el S 55l oS sl o el 1 (Sl o (Slads b (6 pduan (Slomgls g5
5ot Sl Ol Tl O pmen (plapl L oline 5 (6o Sl 93 () O S 5
Al 95 (San Martin, 2007) o 5l e 4si sais] ) Comalodd 03 s ol (el I
A Ol (gl Sogles ol adw opl 5o b (Quer, 2020) ;S 5 (Wurmbrand, 2001)

S o o Satan (SEasls UL ol Sl 55 coaze

1. coercion
2. Head-Driven Phrase Structure Grammar (HDPSG)
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Sahan Sbaw 50 gluwlogsb £
b oSl i oS ol plils s sla Shs 5l S b s plad Osk pban Sl 6
o ool oy o 53 350 50306 sl 53 15 i (S (i 25k a0 alete 5 A 31
B S 59555 0T 538 Sl bl b ol 5 (g pdan e K (g 3,8 0 13
s bl 56 0L o Cotlu ¢ w1y sl 0T Sl 5 03 503 €0l ) ylad ¢ o Al
S S5 Cenlods 3L OL o (5 yhan Ly b b sy U/ s Jab i 1o Ll S
a0 06 et b1y (6 )deae ot S (Karimi, 2008b)

Cotl K s ol SKan ad Gy o dile s S35 51 S (0L Sl slosl s canl
V_a‘daiﬂ; S ohoze ( J5 5 0L 55 i saig Bl ails o Jlsistle Jholed (5 puas
s ga JUT 53 (b5 I 5 0L 03 (o, godbeas Jro b (J 587 Cotle 3 5d 0 3L
25 ;5 3 (Sheehan, 2018) Ol I8 55 oL, JW , 0L5 55 5 (Modesto, 2016, 2018)
i1 5 (Gongalves et al, 2014) 0, 5an 5 o Jli S 55 55 slne e 5 5lre JW5 0L
S panlss o bl b s jdeme 53 (SRS Sl wsad ol 5SS w e pl 53 Sl ol
5 I S s by lme e bl IS5 5 5kae (2bssl JU 5 0L555 4 sais!
:g;.AGéifdL;)maf;\gﬁ&u&);wqg}e(om)ob&w

3. O juri declarou irem dois candidatosa  final.

the jury declared go.INF.3PL two candidates to.the final
“The jury declared the two candidates go to the final.”

ol oly (SLL 593 43560 93 45 5 5 eel Ol y5ls i

oy Jolan) Irem & -2f (§)duae Jab S oty (J A5 oaie Ay fob oS 550 o0 olalin

234 S F0ln (sl 0L 53 4 Jlomys Sl ()b O3 53 55L ol Uslae & 5 OLzsil
Sloslsrsln L) ol 5l gliwsls s &)y spas e Jrd 558 o 3L YLy Jslas
o keT WU JU5 s & pos 55 56 80T (s ol (o Job Sy ooty & 5 ol (il ] Usloe
Laisb) opl 5o IS i o tias o Ol oS Sl ol 3 SBT 668 01 65 ks dm g oy 330
03,357 318035 31 st s (81 0 )0 ST n Iy Sl s e (§yehen D) 30y
gl JUT 0T 1 ol 5038 2 5 0T sl (bdslae 5 LOLS (ol 51 K05 i g

.MJ@

1. inflected infinitive
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ebLh S S s ol (S man cligls g oate iy G LM g (65 ks
JUos (sl 0L 53 5558 2slS ol e S5s ool 0,55 sl axls ool i) 3 pe
Lile S5 53 i ls 55U (g ydan Sl Olae sl 45,8 457 s Ol b 5 S dal g

o (6l gl e e gy 0L 3 ol I (Sl ls g sl b el

@B O 50 (ol T madeo Ay 50 gl logs £-T
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(1) 5 (el (V) e 53 Ola 505 1o (B 0Ly 55 (J2S 8 5 SRS slay
d—w‘b-\.&M&.ﬁ_}w\.’}.&:ﬂW@y@&w‘@‘p‘WJ&TJ?jJJw)b
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sl ey 0L 53 OT slats S
stls g gl
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[ 5500 05587 213 sty £l it £
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L[5 01557 2505 ss s 2] @nplg,;Jﬁur@,,;JSg;fHM
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1. aspect
2. Inflection Phrase (IP)
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1. interpretive properties of PRO
2. empty category
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1. co-index(ed)
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1. obviation/obviative
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0L A5le bl 56 Sl s o s 5 sl 0L A5le b ls 5 Ctl e o€ s
b cmmmes 5 (Landau, 2004, 2013, 2024) 5 ,UT 4y S ol saics) ) ol
303 ) 33 S smicslp 5 s Lo o T (st 03 5t S48 0len adl (WOT 05,5
IS gt 30 4S 0,05 g bgls U I ST Ct e (B 0L (e by 5 (Darzi, 2001)
s 555

ol Sl b (J 58 mpodo iy 3929 .0-F
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ol 53 o 3T Olae sl 4 O 4 5 (61 OLS K5 b (5 gmat gr)lb O o7 g0 g il
230 ((KeS ali SLT 55 oy S o s anS o w5 053 3 o ol i S5
UL 8 v e K b J a8 e 6 3 (hdeae Jobb S 03 g ol (Sl e
Lt a8 i o a3l o5 25 5 (6115 5SS i ) 355 50 s ead
S 325 s ) K5 g3l (g et e Ly B ol 3 Yo3 18 S ool

1. Extended Projection Principle (EPP)
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2. empty category
3. empty pronominal
4. specifier
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1. derivational crash
2. left periphery
3. clausal architecture
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1. Phase Impenetrability Condition
2. weak phase

3. strong phase

4. non-phase
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