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Due to the influence of the English language on the development of syntax,
and because subjunctive constructions are poorly generated in English, such
constructions have received relatively little attention in generative tradition.
This is because English restricts these constructions to a few marginal cases,
and instead, it relies predominantly on its bare infinitival constructions. This
is while in finite and/or subjunctive languages like Persian, a productive use
of these finite constructions are available. Accordingly, this study aims to
investigate Persian finite subjunctive constructions and compares them with
the relevant finite subjunctives in other languages. More specifically, the
present analysis shows that the left-periphery elements of a Persian
subjunctive clause are analyzed following (Rizzi, 1997) with respect to
MoodP and CP and demonstrates that the syntactic structure of these
subjunctive clause contains all features that make finiteness and/or
subjunctive force possible. These include the embedded subjunctive TP
(including ¢-features), nominative Case/case of the embedded PRO,
appearing within the subjunctive mood phrase (ShjvP), and the embedded
clause is dominated by a CP with the overt complementizer ke, “that”
constituting a non-phasal CP. As such, the Persian subjunctive clause bears a
complete structural resemblance to the indicative clause and stands in stark
contrast to the non-finite, bare infinitival constructions found in languages
such as English. The study further shows that the ordering of the
constituents within a subjunctive clause follows the same pattern proposed
by (Oshima, 2003), and (Antonenko, 2010). Finally, using the Operation
Agree (Chomsky, 2000; 2001), or more specifically Multiple Agree
(Hiraiwa, 2001; 2005), this analysis illustrates how the structure of a Persian
subjunctive clause derives under the minimalist account, obviating the need
for Move, and how these constructions highlight the need to reconsider
formulation of Phase Impenetrability Condition (Chomsky, 2000; 2001) to
include the non-phasal constructions like the subjunctives.
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Introduction

This study investigates the structure of finite subjunctive clauses in Persian, a language that, unlike English,
lacks infinitival constructions altogether. Persian instead makes a productive use of finite subjunctives which
appear in subordinate clauses, headed by the complementizer ke “that.” These subjunctives are semantically
similar to non-indicative, subjunctive clauses in other languages like the Balkan languages (Oshima, 2003),
Greek (Roussou, 2009), Italian (Alessandra, 2009), Serbian (Nikoli¢, 2020), Japanese (Oshima, 2003), and
Russian (Antonenko, 2010), among many others.

Materials & Methods

The study mainly relies on native-speaker linguistic data, and acceptability judgments. Using core Minimalist
accounts of Merge, Multiple Agree, Phase Theory, and the cartographic analyses of the left periphery, the
research constructs derivations of subjunctive clauses.

Research findings
Persian subjunctives display a cluster of morpho-syntactic features that align them with finiteness as seen in the
English and Persian juxtapositions.
1. Ali wanted to leave here.
2. Ali mi-xast ke @z inja be-r-e.
Ali AsP-want.PST COMP from here sBJ-leave-3sG*
‘Ali wanted to leave here.’
Structurally, the finite subjunctive complementation can replace different types of constructions that appear in
the non-finite infinitive constructions in other languages.
3. Alisey=kerd ke @&z inja be-r-e. (control constructions)
Ali try-PST.3sG coMP from here sBJ-leave-3sG
‘Ali tried to leave here.’
4. Alibayxd (ke) @z inja be-r-e. (modals)
Ali must comp from here sBJ-leave-3sG
‘Ali must leave here.’
5. be=nzzer=mires-e ke  Ali ®z inja be-r-e. (raising predicates)
seem-3sG comp Ali from here sBi-leave-3sG
‘It seems that Ali will leave.’
6. @®ge Ali®z inja be-r-e, ... (conditionals)
if  Ali from here sBJ-leave-3sG
‘If Ali leaves here, ...’
Based on the constructions above, we propose the following properties of the finite subjunctives.
7. THE PROPERTIES OF THE PERSIAN FINITE SUBJUNCTIVE
Person and number: the embedded verb obligatorily carries agreement endings.
Tense: the verbal stem includes tense.
Finiteness: the clauses are classified as finite (Cowper, 2016).
Case: a structural Nominative case is available for embedded subject DPs, even with the empty
category PRO (Pirooz, 2016; Landau, 2006; Sigurdsson, 2008).
Mood: the verb is marked with the subjunctive prefix be-.
f. CP: these clauses are introduced by the overt complementizer ke (Darzi, 2008; Pirooz, 2025; 2016;
Ilkhanipour, 2014).
Therefore, Persian subjunctive clauses are instances of full finite CPs, resembling the (matrix) indicatives and
licensing nominative Case/case (with no need for ECM). So, the following configuration is radically different
from the bare non-finite infinitive configurations in English. Here is the clausal architecture.
8. THE CLAUSAL ARCHITECTURE OF PERSIAN FINITE SUBJUNCTIVE
.. [cp Ke [svjp b€- [tp DPnom. [ve BRV-¢ ... 1111

oo

@

Discussion of Results & Conclusion

As seen in the properties in (7) and the architecture in (8) above, Persian occupies the comprehensive end of the
scale of finiteness, since it exhibits a full suite of properties related to the finiteness and subjunctives
simultaneously.

1. Asp.: aspect; Pst.: past; Comp.: complementizer; Shj.: Subjunctive; 3Sg.: Third person singular.
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Besides, the left periphery of Persian subjunctives, (8) above, follows the architectural structure of Rizzi (1997),
hosting CP, MoodP, and TP, all above vP.
Within Agree-based syntax (Chomsky 2000, 2001), Persian subjunctives provide strong support for Multiple
Agree (2005; Hiraiwa, 2001), where a full CP structure is projected, and the valuation of features differs
between free and control subjunctives.
In free subjunctives, T is defective only with respect to tense. It is anaphoric to the temporal head in the matrix
clause, but its ¢-features are valued locally. Multiple Agree establishes a dependency between the embedded T
and the matrix T for temporal anchoring.
In control subjunctives, the embedded T is doubly defective as it lacks both tense and ¢-feature values. Multiple
Agree must connect it both to matrix C/T (for tense) and to a controller (subject or object) for ¢-features. This
classifies control subjunctives into two categories of subject- and object-control.
In the subject-control environment, the embedded ¢-features co-vary with the matrix subject in Spec-TP,
yielding straightforward Agree seen in (3) above. In object-control, (9) below, the @-features are valued by the
matrix object inside VP, requiring the Agree chain to extend deeper into the matrix vP.

9. Ostad; danefjuyan;ro majbur keerd ke  be-r-an;  unja.

teacher students ~ 0BJ force=made.3sG COMP SBJ-go-3PL there
‘The teacher forced the students to go there.’

As the co-indexations show, the embedded verb receives third person plural ending from the matrix object DP.
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18. Interpretable

19. Uninterpretable

20. Long-Distance Agree (LDA)
21. Multiple Agree

22. C (Complemetizer)

23. Unvalued

24. Mood

25. Derivational crash

26. Minimalist Program
27. Non-finite infinitive
28. Finite subjunctive

29. Mood Phrase (MoodP)
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42. Tense Phrase (TP)
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44. Complementizer Phrase (CP)
45. Phasal

46. Non-phasal
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.3 g 4:..1\4;_1.:_9:}/:

LGL) 90 ol 31 Glawis E1gil gwisos y (Y=Y
o .. . &.¢ o : N L. B
Qb.) @‘Jﬂ‘ LQLAWL"J:J’”;;{{)&“Q‘}‘@ LSA‘J:.“ Lgyr.a 6&)‘)4_\)5 u':’l‘““’)ﬁ 6‘7-‘1946“)}3\{
}uram4@1p\mﬁ“5ﬁﬂwﬁ@:¢@\p\ s le Guues; 4 0681 .C8L Caws )
S)ls s ol H
o pais 118 sapb) (1YY
L?"LJ'Z BE .L.S@ oslaiul Lg\a}.v.) @‘jﬂ‘ b}j" J‘ | J.;)\J W L5°‘J:H 35‘)&\.««: Q@Lv dalaie LsUhQLv) 48 gazes
Lseze 15 OT (4l 47 ¢ U5 0L5 55 N8 (i s 5 5le i o0 g 53 HSAT (slasate &5 515150
oY . . = . . Z. - N . . . N

Quer, 1) " 055 jaie 6K G Shs o 5 g O Sy o Sla ey o
SLUT obj ca 3l Sleipaze (gLl 0L eas smazen opf SLa0OL Jii; 45 .5,l3 Subjunctives, 2006: 673)
{Quer, Subjunctives, 2006: 673) 3,5 KU luipozs ™ szl 0L 5 & ool 3! (Slod o

(Rivero, s, 4, (Krapova, 2021) Ls 51 S & soman ol 33155 0 01,855 51 (65l cialy oo
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50. Comparative study

51. Typological study

52. I-like element

53. Salentino (Ul i op 5 g5 53 SbY 2 S)
54. Uniformity Principle
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(Oshima, 2003: 5) ol o 5y ool 531 3 505 (51 1 033 Saaled 5 (6oL 3505 (11 1y o
Lodposo g ol 31 pais 118 Slagb (F=F=Y
OSIL S0k 48 sazme Ola 43 Je O 2o 4 L)l Ldpaze &G oo 5 (ol A1 pie &S5 oa 0L 51 K05 258
33 S O3 (Oshima, 2003: 3) dizs (ol 31 5 > o 5 Ladpate 1> o 50T 5 G WUT (o Liles, 0L
Slopaze | (oS pa 03,5 6 Col okt oS 3 Ku L oS 3505 Wpate o8 5 (a3 O o (o (ol 6 S0
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(oS O3 53 87 3Bl n 5 dns o ol S5 SO & 1 sl b s LaoiT ol 6 e 5 Sl 0L
S T 31 (Oshima, 2003: 5) 3,8 o &) go ol 31 puaie S Al b alie sbaol) [Kos 5 o bibl casl b
s 314755 el b e g ealinal ¥ 3T 5 SBUT (obilesy Gla0LS 53 5 4 58 (i R slodpae S|
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55. Arbersh
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58. Raise/Raising

59. Complex predicates
60. Incorporation
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61. Agr
62. Phase collapse
63. Tense or event interpretation
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64. Quantifier raising
65. Scope interpretation
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66. Phase Impenetrability Condition
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