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Polish passives and the role of the 
lexicon: 

• The motivation of the conversion analysis of 
resultative adjectives (= passives of 
unaccusatives) by Cetnarowska (2000) 

 

• Further arguments in defence the syntactic 
approach 

 

• Target vs. resultant state passives in Polish 
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Polish passives and the role of the 
lexicon: 

• Cetnarowska (2000) postulates that Polish 
resultative adjectives such as upadły ‘fallen’, 
pożółkły ‘that became yellowish’, zamarznięty 
‘frozen’ are derived in the lexicon by the process 
of conversion 

 

• she claims that the relevant forms are not derived 
in the syntax due to ‘…high degree of 
idiosyncrasy…’ (2000:57) involved in their 
derivation 
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Polish passives and the role of the 
lexicon: 

• forms in -ł- are ‘derived from’ unaccusatives 

 

• forms based on transitive verbs are marked 
with -n/t- 

 

• BUT there are intransitive verbs marked with -
n-: intransitive (‘reflexive’) verbs 
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Polish passives and the role of the 
lexicon: 
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Polish passives and the role of the 
lexicon: 
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• moreover, in Polish there are reflexively 
marked verbs marked with -ł-   



Polish passives and the role of the 
lexicon: 
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• being an unaccusative does not imply that the 
passive will be marked with -ł- 

 

• and neither does being a reflexively marked verb 
with unaccusative semantics 

 

• the morphological marking on resultative 
adjectives (= passives of unaccusatives) is 
unpredictable: stored lexically/decided in the 
lexicon      



Polish passives and the role of the 
lexicon: 
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• resultative adjectives show doublets in -ł- and 
-t- or -n- 



Polish passives and the role of the 
lexicon: 
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Polish passives and the role of the 
lexicon: 
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Polish passives and the role of the 
lexicon: 
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• resultative adjectives show idiosyncratic 
semantics (different meaning than the verbal 
base)  
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The morphosyntax of Polish passives 
(cont.) 
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The morphosyntax of Polish passives 
(cont.) 
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• active ł-participles differ from their passive counterparts in the 
presence of feature [-act] and A-head 
 
• the vocabulary item is underspecified for feature [active] co it 
may realize both active and passive ł-participles 
 
 

{(Asp), (Asp2), (Voice), Prt, (A)} ↔ /ł/  



The morphosyntax of Polish passives 
(cont.) 
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• the vocabulary item that realizes Prt-head in passives of 
transitive verbs (1) cannot be inserted in unaccusatives or active 
participles; (2) will always win out against /ł/ in passive 
participles of unaccusatives 
 

a) {(Asp2), Voice, Prt[-act], (A)} ↔ n/t (złapa+n+y ‘caught’,  
     otwar+t+y ‘open’) 
 
b) {(Asp), (Asp2), (Voice), Prt, (A)} ↔ /ł/ (ogłuch+ł+y ‘that  
  became deaf’, zzielenia+ł+y ‘that became green’) 
 
c) {(Asp2), (Voice), Prt[-act], (A)} ↔ [pal]t /  O__ (kopnię+t+y  
    ‘kicked’, zamarznię+t+y ‘frozen’)    
  



The morphosyntax of Polish passives 
(cont.) 
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Polish passives and the role of the 
lexicon: 
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The morphosyntax of Polish passives 
(cont.) 
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•  these verbs contain an external argument introducting head 
 
• they may either be treated as reflexives (Fehrmann et al. 2014) 
 
• or as morphologically/reflexively marked anticausatives 
(Schäfer 2008 and subsequent works)   



The morphosyntax of Polish passives 
(cont.) 
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The morphosyntax of Polish passives 
(cont.) 
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Polish passives and the role of the 
lexicon: 
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Polish passives and the role of the 
lexicon: 
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• Cetnarowska (2000, 2012): forms in -t- are 
growing more popular because they are 
analogius to the forms of the passives of 
semalfactive verbs (kop+nię+t+y ‘kicked’) 
 

• semalfactives show more stable paradigms, so 
the passives of degree achievements are 
analogically attracted to passives of semalfactives 
 

• analogical extension is a feature of the ‘lexical 
derivation’  

Polish passives and the role of the 
lexicon: 
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Polish passives and the role of the 
lexicon: 
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Polish passives and the role of the 
lexicon: 

• the preference towards passives in -t- is the consequence of the choice of a 
simpler vocabulary item realizing the root 
 
• the existence of doublets is not an argument against a syntactic appraoch to 
word formation     
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Polish passives and the role of the 
lexicon: 

• the forms with ‘special semantics’ have a specific syntactic 
property: they do not allow event modification 
 

• dwa dni temu ‘2 days ago’/zimą ‘during the winter’ etc. 
 

•  zamarzniety zimą staw ‘a pond that froze during the winter’ 
 

• owdowiały przed tygodniem mężczyzna ‘a man that has become a 
widower a week ago’  
 

• upadły przed wiekami anioł ‘an angel that has fallen centuries ago’ 
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Polish passives and the role of the 
lexicon: 

• Wytrwały dwa dni temu alpinista… ‘A mountain 
climber that was persistent 2 days ago’ 
 

• …dziś stracił zapał ‘lost his verve today.’ 
 

•  semantically they are adjectives 
 

• morphologically: passives (prefixes, /ł/) 
 

• Embick’s (2004): statives    
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Polish passives and the role of the 
lexicon: 

• wz+nios+ł+y ‘lofty’ 
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Polish passives and the role of the 
lexicon: 

• Marantz (2013): semantically empty v-heads may 
be realized phonologically and count for cyclic-
spell out 
 

• statives are predicted to be immune to root 
allosemy triggered by the noun 
 

• the allosemy of the root may still stem from the 
root receiving alternative meaning in the context 
of a semantically empty V-head   
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Polish passives and the role of the 
lexicon: SUMMARY 

• reflexively marked intransitive verbs possess Voice-head so they are 
not expected to give rise to ł-passives 
 

• reflexively marked intransitives in -ł- are true unaccusatives so they 
are not expected to get n-passives 
 

• the existence of doublets and the preference of t-participles reflects 
the preference to use less burdensome vocabulary items 
 

• semantically anomalous readings are not unpredicted/problematic 
in a syntactico-centric framework 
 

• syntactico-centric framework places constraints on what can 
influence meaning 
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Polish passives and the role of the 
lexicon: SUMMARY 

• ‘Polish resultative adjectives (= passives of 
unaccusatives) must be derived in the laxicon’ is 
not a necessary conclusion 
 

• following Bruening (2014): if it is not proven that 
they must be derived in the lexicon, they should 
be considered to be derived in the syntax  
 

• Polish data do not support the ‘procedural 
lexicon’ view           
 
 



SUMMARY 
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• the procedural lexicon vs. lexicon as a list debate has been actual for 40 - 50 
years 
 
•  the list-like lexicon approach seems to promote a simpler model of the 
Grammar 
 
• it is far from settled 
 
• passivization is unmatched in its cross-linguistic attestedness 
 
•find a language and dismantle the system of the passives! 
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