
KEY POINTS

• There is a debate in LFG about the necessity of the COMP and XCOMP functions: as far
as Hungarian is concerned, they are not needed.

• Both finite and nonfinite complement clauses are amenable to analyses in terms of
other GFs.

• The analysis of complement GFs is framed in Falk’s (2005) approach but it is possible
that a more stripped-down inventory of GFs is preferable in the long run.

b) Do we need XCOMP?
• Alsina et al. (2005): no, XCOMP is just a special, functionally controlled COMP.

o A new theory of LMT and functional control is needed (see e.g. Alsina (2008)).
• Falk (2005): yes and also other open complements to model GF-category correlations:

o CP, S, IP COMP; InfP  XCOMP (InfP ≡ VP, IP, CP – depending on the analysis);
NP, DP SUBJ, OBJ; PP OBL

o It is possible for a language not to have +c functions, e.g. Norwegian.

o The +c row is problematic (why only +r?, why unspecified for o?).

My goal here is not to decide the (X)COMP debate, but to add a Hungarian perspective to it.
The claim is that Hungarian is also like Norwegian, a language without +c functions. Whether the -s
functions are needed in the long run is another question.
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GFs in Falk (2005).
r: restricted, o: object-like
c: complement, s: saturated
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