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Abstract

While some languages have negative imperatives, others do not, and express prohibition through
suppletive subjunctives or infinitives. The present paper argues that a language with negative
imperatives projects a mood/modality phrase, ModP, which is c-commanded by Neg. In a lan-
guage with no negative imperatives, however, ModP and NegP are fused.

Within the South European languages there is a distinction with respect to the distinct projection
of ModP: while the majority of the Romance languages do not project it, all the South Slavic lan-
guages do. Within South Slavic there is a parametric difference with respect to the strength of
Neg, however. This difference is reflected in two distinct positionings of the clitics relative to the
imperative verb: in the South Slavic languages with strong Neg the clitics are wedged between

the negation operator and the imperative verb, while in the South Slavic languages with weak
Neg they occur to the left of the verb.

Key words: word order, negated imperatives, Wackernagel clitics, South-Slavic.

Resum

Hi ha llenglies que tenen imperatius negats, i altres que no, i han d’expressar la prohibicié per
mitja de subjuntius or infinitius supletius. Aquest article defensa que una llengua amb impera-
tius negatius projecta un sintagma mode/modalitat, SMod, que és c-comandat per Neg. En una
llengua sense imperatius negatius, en canvi, SMod i SNeg estan fosos.

Dins les llenglies del sud d’Europa hi ha una distincié pel que fa la projeccié de SMod: la
majoria de les llenglies romaniques no el projecten, pero totes les llenglies eslaves meridionals
el projecten. Dins de les eslaves meridionals, pero, hi ha una diferéncia parametrica pel que fa a
la forca de Neg. Aquesta diferencia es reflecteix en dues posicions diferents dels clitics respecte
al verb en imperatiu. En les llenglies eslaves meridionals amb una Neg forta, els clitics queden
atrapats entre I'operador negacio i el verb en imperatiu, mentre que en les que tenen una Neg
feble els clitics apareixen a I'esquerra del verb.

Paraules clau:ordre de mots, imperatius negats, clitics Wackernagel, eslau meridional.
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1. Previous Analyses

It is a well-krown and often discussdéct that in Spanish and Catalaagation
is incompatible with imperate morphology and prohibition expressed through
the use of subjunistes or irfinitives. This is illustrated in (1):

(1) Sp a.* No lee! b. No leas! c. No leer!
not read-2Sg-Imp not read-2Sg-Subj not read-Inf
‘Don’t read ‘Don’t read

Thus, Spanish and Catalan (and Italtart,only in the singular) contrast with
Frend where imperatescan be regated.

(2) F Ne lise pas!
not read-2Sg-lp pas
‘Don’t read

Zaruttini (1991, 1997) accounts for the contrast between the Spanish sentence
in (1) and the French sentence in (2) through tifiereint requiremments ofguerbal
and posterbal regation? whereas pverbal regation requires F, posverbal rega-
tion does not. Since impenats are tenseless, she concludes ttegtdle incom-
patibde with preverbal regation.

Laka (1994), discussing sententiafjation in Spanish, claims that the incompa-
tibility of negation and imperates in this language is due to flaet that tiey are
elements of the same syntacticegaty, which she labelX. Since, in the presen-
ce of regation, imperaves cannot be projected, sentences such as (1) are ungram-
matical.

Zanuttinis and Lakss analyses work well for Romand®it encounter pro-
blems when applied to the languages of the Balkans, wiaiah fheverbal rega-
tion, but differ as to whether #y allow negaive imperat/es: Romanian and Modern
Greek do not, whereas Bulgarian, Macedonian and Serbo-Croatfan do:

1. Wheras in Spanish negation issperbal, in French it is pogtrbal, materiaévidence for this
being the fact that in colloquial Frencegation is marked only by the pustbal regaive parti-
clepas

2. Another Balkan language, Albanian, lacks distinct impeganorphology altogethe
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(3R  *Nu citeste!
not read-2Sg-Imp+it-Acc-Cl

MG *Den/mi diavase to!
Not read-2Sg-Impit-Acc-Cl
B Ne go Ceti!
not it-Acc-Cl read-2Sg-Imp
M Ne Citgj go!
not read-2Sg-Impit-Acc-Cl
SC Ne Citgj ga!
not read-2Sg-Impit-Acc-Cl
‘Don’t read it!

Rivero and EBrzi (1995) accounof the contast betveen Spanish and Moder
Greek, on the one hapdnd Serbo-Qraian and Ancient Gzek, on the other
through the bocking potential of Ng. They aue thain Spanish and Moder
Greek, ngative impegtives ae unaailable, since Ng blocks the aising of the
verb to C, vhere the stong mood éaure is locaéed and its mooddaure remains
unchedked In Serbo-Coaian and Ancient Grek, havever, the stong mood éa
ture is locded in |, and theerb can aise to it without arssing Ne.

Rivero and EBrzi's assumption thahe illocutionay force can belredked a
two different places is shg® Moreover, the mising of the Serbo-©Gsdian neya-
ted impestive from |, where it cheds its impeative fedure, to C, is in need of
motivation. Recenteseath has undenined not on} the assumption tha&onsti
tuents can be nved in oder to suppdrditics,* but also the assumption thhe
Wadkemagel ditic cluster is alvays formed in C°

In her anafsis of the eldion between ngation and moodHan (1998) posits
C as the oyl locus of the impetive opestor. She agues thanegative impeeti-
ves ae unaailable in some languges, because thidnare syntactic comdurations
in which negation takes syntactic scopever the impeative opeator in C. Her
explanaion for the compgbility of negation and impeatives in languges sub as
Bulgaran and Serbo-@atian can be summiazed as éllows: In Bulgarian and
Serbo-Codaian the impegtive \verb is not in C on the sarfe but rather lawv in the
clause In these languges, the impettive verb maes and adjoins to @ AF. Since

3. They amgue thain Sébo-Croatian and Ancient Grek, C cannot be the position asstedawith
impertive force since in these langges C is eseved as the lastesot landing site 6r verb
movement, in oder to escue the \Atkemagel (or second-position)itics from occuring in dau-

se-initial positions.

Among other things, this mement pesupposes thayntax looks into phonody.

Boskovi¢ (1995, 1997) gues thathe Wadkemagel ditic cluster is brmed in diferent positions
in the stocture, the host being pwided by the phonolgy. Franks (1998) contends ththe
Wadkemagel ditics move to the highestvailable site in the etended pojection of the erb, head
to head leaving copies fall intermediae sites; in PF the higheditic copy is pronounced tha
saisfies the Gtic’ s phonolgical requirement br enditicization.

o~
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morphological/phonola@ical constaints do not pply in LF, the impegtive verb
can mae along stranding the litic-lik e preverbal ngation. Consequent) Neg
does not tad scope wer the impegtive opeator in C, and ngative impegtives
are not uled out.

Nevertheless, the South Sia languaes ofer rumepous counteexamples to
Han's «evidence» or the locéion of the stong semantic impetive mood é&ure.
In paticular:

(a) As illustrated by the Macedonianx@mples in (4), the subject carepede the
imperative verh just as often as it canlfow it:

@HMa. T daj mi go!
you-Sg give-2Sg-Imp me-Da-Cl it-Acc-Cl

b. Daj mi go til
give-2Sg-Impme-Dd-Cl it-Acc-Cl you-Sg
‘You gve it to me!’

(b) As evident fom the Bulgian examples in (5), thelitics can be placedcot
only to the rght, but also to the left of the impative verb:

(5) B a. Daj mi go ti!
give-2Sg-Impme-D4d-Cl it-Acc-Cl you-Sg

b. Ti mi go daj!
You-Sgme-Dd-Cl it-Acc-Cl give-2sg-Imp
‘You gve it to me!

(c) As shavn by the Slowvenian @ample in (6), embetkd impeatives ae not
always led out:

(6) SlVztraja da pridi jutri.
insists tha come-2Sg-Imptomorrow
‘He insists thayou come tomaow.

In this paoer | ague thaithe \erb deds its impeative mood éaure in an ope
rator node to the immedia left of Ag P. The incompébility of imperatives and
negation in Spanish, Galan (or Moden Greek, br tha mater) follows from the
fact tha in these languges the same node isgpected ly negation makers, as
well. In the South Slac languaes, in vhich preverbal ngation coincides with
impertives, havever, the node \Wwere the impegtive mood is heded is distinct
from the node Were naation is dedked (Neay).

2. The Relaionship of Neg and Mod in Macedonian

In Macedonian, the nodehere the impegtive mood is heded coincides with the
node pojected ly the modal litics. Matenal evidence or this is thedct tha, like
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the Macedonian impdive verb, the Macedonian modalitics can be vedged bet
ween the ngation opestor and ponominal ditics. Compae (7a) to (7b):

(7)M a. Ne  davaj mu ja knigata
not-Cl give-2Sg-Imphim-Da-Cl herAcc-Cl book+the-Cl
‘Don’t give him the book.

b. Ne ke mu ja dade’
Not-Cl will-Mod-Cl him-Da-Cl herAcc-Cl give-2Sg-Subj
knigata.
book+the-Cl

‘You won't give him the book.

As agued in Dmi¢ (1996), the Macedoniaazisal ditics are deived as heads
of a ;range of functional pojections. Te stucture of (7b), with a lausal ditic clus-
ter consisting of the getive ditic ne‘not’, the modal titic ke ‘will/shall’ the dai-
ve pronominal ditic mu ‘him’ and the accudase pronominal ditic ja ‘her’, is
presented in (8):

8 M NegP

Spec Neg’

pro Neg ModP

ne Mod Tense/AgP

ke Tense/Ag,  Agr, P
Agr,,  AgrP

m Agr, VP

ja Vv XP

dadg knigata

In (8) Tense/Agc? does not domirta ary mopholajical maerial. Nevertheless,
in the deivation of (9), where the tausal ditic cluster indudes an auxiligr dlitic,
Tense/AgP is pojected ly this ditic.

6. Ajoint Tense and Subject Agement Plase is agued br by the potmanteau mqoh which in all
Balkan Slaic langu@es epresents tensgeson and omber
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(99 M Ne ke si mu ja
not-Cl will-Mod are-2Sg-Aix-Cl him-Da-Cl herAcc-Cl
dadel knigata.

giveni-Part-M-Sg-Subj book+the-Cl
‘Rumor has i, you would be unwilling to g/e him the book.

The stucture of (9) is gven in (10):

(10) M NegP

SpecNeg’

pro Neg ModP

ne Mod Tense/AgP

ke Tense/Ag, Agr, P

Si Agr, AgrP

mu Agr, VP

ja v XP

dadeé knigata

The cooccuence and afeiing of the modal and auxiligrclitics justifies the
projection of ModP and its positioeletive to Tense/AgP.

While occuring in dauses in \aich the \erb is in the subjunate mood the
Macedonian modallitic ke is excluded flom dauses in vkich the \erb is in
theimperative mood In sud dauses Mod is an impaiive mood opeator and the
imperative \verb mises to it vertly to ched its stong impestive feaure. The stuc-
ture of (7a), viere this is illustated is gven in (11):

7. In Macedonian, the coocaence of brms ofbe with forms of thel-patticiple, signals eporting
modality.
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(11) M NegP
SpecNeg’
Pro Neg ModP

VJe Mod Agr P

davaj Agr, Agr, P

A A

| 1 Agr,,  AuxP
3 m Agr, VP
| j:‘;\ v‘ XP
| t, knigata
| |
- |

The mising of the erb to Mod (via Ag,) accounts or the posexbal odering
of the ppnominal ditics. The position of the rgation ditic is invariable, hove-
ver. As agued in Dmi¢ (to gpear) this is due to the thfence in the rtare of
the modal, auxiliar and ponominal ditics, on the one han@nd the ngative di-
tic, on the other: Wile the modal, auxiliarand ponominal ditics originate as
clitics, the ngative ditic originates as a stss-beang negation opestor and acqui
res ditichood vhen meging with V and ap modal, auxiliay and/or ponominal ¢i-
tics thd had diticized to it. The diference in the rtare of the titics is reflected
in the stess ptems of the titics + V or V + ditics complex.

3. Inter dependence betwen Types of Clitics and the Mophological
Feaures of the Head of the Clause

At this point, a discussion of thétcization stiategy of the Macedonianlitics is
in order The dausal titics of a languge can in most cases be qualifas podi-
tic or enditic. In Macedonian thds not the caseConsider the Macedoniafao-
ses in (12):

(12) M a Si mu go dal vcera.
are-2Sg-Aix-Cl him-Da-Cl it-Acc-Cl given-M-Sg yesteday.
‘You gave it to him yesteday, | undestand

a, *Si mu go vCera dal
are-2Sg-Aix-Cl him-Da-Cl it-Acc-Cl yesteday given-M-Sg
b, *Si mu tatko.

are-2Sg-Aix-Cl him-Da-Cl father
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(12)

b, Tatko si mu.

father are-2Sg-Aux-Cl him-Da-Cl

‘You ae his fther (so yu hae to tale cae of him).
Ti si mu tatko.

you are-2Sg-Aix-Cl him-Da-Cl father

‘Y OU ae his &ther (and not aybody else)?’

?7?Si mu mil.
are-25g-AIx-Cl him-Da-Cl dear

‘He likes you!

Mil  si mu.

dear are-2Sg-Aix-Cl him-Da-Cl

‘He likes you!

Ti si mu mil.

you are-2Sg-Aix-Cl him-Da-Cl dear
‘It is you he liles!’
?Mu e skinao paltoto.
him-Da-Cl is-3Sg-Cltomn-Pass.Rrt coa+the-Cl
‘His cod is tom out.
Skinao mu e paltoto.
tomn-Pass.Rrt him-Da-Cl is-3Sg-Cl coa+the-Cl
‘His coa is tom out.
Na Petreta mu e skinao paltoto.
to PeterDat him-Da-Cl is-3Sg-Cl torn-Pass.Rit coa+the-Cl
‘Peters coais tom out:

?Mu e reCeno da bide tocen.
him-Da-Cl is-3Sg-Cl told-Past.Rat to be-3Sg-Subj punctual
povekle pati.

more times
‘He was told to be punctual methan oncé

Re&eno mu e da bide tocen
told-Past.Rut him-Da-Cl is-3Sg-Cl to be-3Sg-Subjpunctual
poveke pati.

more times

‘He was told to be punctual to be punctual entiran oncé

Na Petreta mu e povele pati

to PeterDat him-Da-Cl is-3Sg-Cl more  times

receno da bide tocen.

told-Past.Rut to be-3Sg-Subjpunctual.
‘Peter vas told to be punctual methan oncé

The gammdicality of (12g), whete the ditics are dause-initial and left-adja
cent to thd-patticiple, in contast with the ungammdicality of (12a), where the
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clitics are dause-initial lut separated from thel-patticiple by an aderb, tells us
tha we ae hee dealing with pototypical \erbal ditics, i.e. ditics tha are left-
adjacent to thearb and poditicize to it. The well-formedness of (12band (12b),
where the titics are preceded andollowed by a nominal, in conast with the
ill-f ormedness of (12p where they are placed kause-initialy to the left of a nomi
nal, sugests thathe ditics can be hostedyta nominal to their leftid not ky one
to their ight. The lelaivized accptability of (12¢)), (12d) and (12f), compaed
to the unconditional acpésbility of the other tauses in (12c), (12d) and (12e),
indicates tha, in ervironments sutas the ones illustted in theselauses, thelc
tics can with some (li not all) speadrs of the languge occur in initial position
and be hosted to theight, though non-initial ltic positioning with hosts to their
left is prefered

The doice of anbor and the dentaion of the Macedonianlausal ditics
actually corelates with the marholagical propeties of the head of thdauise In
Tomi¢ (1997a, 1997b), | gued thatensed Igical verbs,|-paticiples, past pdi-
ciples, passe paticiples and adjeatal and nominal mdicdes hae distinct alues
for the eaures V] and [EN]. These a represented in (13):

13) ™M Vv N
tensed erbs
I-patticiples
past paticiples
passve paticiples
adjectves
nouns

+ + + + +
+ + + o+ |

Note tha l-paticiples hae positve values br V, negative for N, as do tensed
verbs. As agued in Dmi¢ (1996, 1997b) the betiar of I-patticiples in the ewi-
ronment to litics is analgous to thaof tensed grbs. Lile the tensederbs, the
|-patticiples form enlaged local domains with thditics to their left, to the xent
tha, when thg move, the ditics get a fiee ide with them. This is ekemplified in
(14a) and (14b), txere anl-paticiple and a tenseckevb, respectiely, hare moved
to the left of the intepgative ditic li, which in all the Slaic languaes is uncon
troversially located in C:

(14) Ma. Bi (si) mu go dala
would-Mod-Cl are-2Sg-Aix-Cl him-Da-Cl it-Acc-Cl given-F-Sg
li permoto?
Inter-Cl pen+the-Cl
‘Would you be willing to gve him the pen?’
b. ke mu go dadea li
will-Mod-Cl him-Da-Cl it-Acc-Cl give-Pes-2Sg Inter-Cl
pemto?
pen+the-Cl

‘Will you gve him the pen?’
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The nouns ha positie values ér N, negative for V; and when acting as heads
of dauses, thedo not brm enlaged local domains withlitics. Accodingly, dau-
ses sub as (15a), Were the ditics in initial position occur to the left of a nominal
predicae, contiast with ¢éauses sut as (15b), in Wwich the ditics in initial posk
tion occur to the left of ahpatticiple; while the brmer ae ill-formed the later
are well-formed:

(15) Ma. *Si mi tatko.
are-25g-AIx-Cl me-D4d-Cl father
b. Si mi go dal.

are-2Sg-AIx-Cl me-D4d-Cl it-Acc-Cl given-M-Sg
‘You have allegedly given it to me

Predicae adjecties, past péiciples and pasgé paticiples, which ae [+ V,
+N] caegories, hae dual behdor: when occuing in the position oflausal heads,
they may form enlaged local domains with thditics to their left, like the tensed
verbs and-patticiples, lut moe often thg do not do thand ve find them in a
clause-initial position, to the left of théatisal ditic cluster Thus, both (12,
repeded as (16a), el the ditics are in dause-initial position, to the left of the past
patticiple receno,and (12f), repeded as (16b), ere the past péciple is in dau-
se-initial position, to the left of thditics, are well-formed Macedonianlauses,
though (16b) is mer «usual»:

(16) Ma. ?Mu e receno da bide tocen
him-Da-Cl is-3Sg-Cltold-Past.Rat to be-3Sg-Subpunctual
poveke pati.

more times
‘He was told to be punctual methan oncé

b. R&eno mu e da bide toCen
told-Past.Rat him-Da-Cl is-3Sg-Cl to be-3Sg-Subpunctual
poveke pati.

more times
‘He was told to be punctual methan oncé

A discussion of the quaidation «moke usual» is in ater hee. In the langua
ges of the Balkans, théazisal ditic clusteis hare undegone a bang from 2P to
verbal. In some of these langes, induding Macedonian, thdausal ditics have
come to brm enlaged local domains with theevb and a& phonolgically pro-
clitic, rather than enlic. The dual behaor of the ditics in Macedonian lauses
in which V is instantiged by past or pasge paticiples (and maginally by adjec
tives) indic&es tha in this languge the dang from 2P to erbal ditics is still
under vay. With those speads with whom, or in those etronments in wich the
Macedonian lausal titics may proditicise to past or pass paticiples (and mar
ginally to adjectves), the [+N] alue of these p#ciples (and adjectes) seems to
be undegoing a ©iange to [-N].
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In Tomi€ (1997a, 1997b) | ¢ted the Gtics in dauses Wose heads alinstan
tiated ky [+N] categories as a subtype of thenbal ditics. Note havever, tha the
clitics in sud dauses do not safy the citerion for «verbal ditichood»: non-gea
rability from the \erh As illustrated in (17), in tauses \mose heads armast par
ticiples, the Macedoniarlausal ditics can be s@arated from the ¢ausal head:

(17) M a. NaPetreta mu e poveke pati reteno
to PeterDat him-Da-Cl is-3Sg-Clmore times told-Past.Rrt
da bide tocen.

to be-3Sg-Subpunctual
‘Peter vas told moe than to be punctual.

b. NaPetreta mu e od strana na
to PeterDat him-Da-Cl is-3Sg-Clfrom side of
komisijata veteno deka....

commission+the-Clpromised-Rst.Rrt that
‘Peter vas pomised ly the commission tha.!

On the other handhe ditics in dauses Wose V heads arpast or pasg par
ticiples, can occur inlitic-third and @tic fourth positions, thus corasting with the
Wadkemagel ditics. The dauses in (18) ha past pdiciples as Vheads:

(18) M a. NaPetreta poveke pati mu e receno
to PeterDat more  times him-Da-Cl is-3Sg-Cltold-Past.Rrt
da bide tocen.

to be-3Sg-Subpunctual
‘Peter was told moe than once to be punctual.

b. NaPetreta od strana na komisijaa poveke
to PeterDat from side of commission+the-Clmore
pati  mu e receno da bide
times him-Da-Cl is-3Sg-Cl told-Past.Rart to be-3Sg-Subj
tocen.
punctual

‘Peter vas told ly the commission merthan once to be punctual.

The Macedonianlausal ditics in dauses Wose heads armpast or pasg par
ticiples actualf behae sometimes asevbal, sometimes asatkemagel ditics.
With those speaks with whom, or in those efironments in Waich the \alue of
the Macedonian past and passpaticiples is undegoing a tiang from [+N] to
[-N] they behae as erbal ditics; otherwise thg behae as Vddkemagel ditics.®

8. The ditics in dauses with nominal pdicaes alvays behae as Vddkemagel ditics.
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4, Stress Rtterns

The stess in Macedoniaralls on the anggerultimate syllble of the vord. A com
paiison of (19a) and (19b) shs thd the pesence of modal, auxilipand/or po-
nominal ditics does not alter the sgs pdem of the ditics + V comple; the ditics
simply dliticize to the erb:

(19) Ma.DAvas SE sto - Imas.®
give-2Sgeverything wha  have-2Sg
‘You gve (avay) whaever you hae’

b. ke - si - mu - a -
will-Mod-CI are-2sg-Aix-Cl him-Da-Cl herAcc-ClI
DAdel KNIgata.

giveni-Part-M-Sg-Subj book-the
‘As reported, you would gve him the book.

When the litic cluster indudes a ngative ditic, howvever, the ditics and the
verb form a unique phonotgcal word with the antperultimate stess barmcte
ristic for the languge. The stess ptem of (9), which differs from (19b) ory in
the pesence of the getive ditic, is gven in (20):

(200 MTI ne- ke - si — mu — JA -
you not-Cl will-Mod-CI are-2Sg-Aux-Cl him-Da-Cl it-Acc-Cl
dadel KNIgata.

giveni-Part-M-Sg -Subj book+the-Cl
‘As reported you won't give him the book.

In Tomi¢ (to gppear) | agued thathe distinct behaor of the neative ditic is
due to thedct tha, unlike the modal, auxiligrand ponominal ditics, which, in the
lexicon ae phonolgically deicient items, the rgation ditic originates as a s#ss-
beaing opeegtor, which acquies ditic status upon meging with a [+V/ —N] heads
and modal, auxiligr and/or ponominal ditics tha may have previously proditi -
cized to them.

Note tha the impeative verb behges analgously to the ngation opestor. As
illustrated in (21), the impetive verb does not host thétis, but rather orms a
unigue phonolgical word with them:

(21) Ma.PokaZl — mu - go !
shav-Imper him-Da-Cl it-Acc-Cl
‘Show it to him!’
b. Na - Ml — i — go!

take-Imper me-Eth.D&Cl you-2Sg-D&CI it-Acc-Cl
‘Take it (my dear little one)!’

9. The stessed syllble is capitalized
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In (21a) the sess &lls on the last syllde of the \erb, while in (21b) it &lls on
the ditic to the immedige right of the \erb; in both cases iafis on the syllale
which constitutes the argerultimate sylleble of the phonolgical word in which
the \erb and thelitics patake. The impestive verb and thelitics following it form
a unique phonolgical word, as does theerb + modal, auxiliar and ponominal
clitics complex when peceded ¥ the nggation opestor. In both cases svae dea
ling with opeetors which extend their scope toxeal maerial to their ight.

When the impettive verb is peceded ¥ a ngation opeetor, the impestive
modality opeator falls in the scope of the gation opegtor. As illustrated in (22),
this is eflected in the uniquglformed phonolgical word:

(22) M a.NE - davaj NIsto!
not give-2Sg-Impernothing
‘Don’t give (away) arything!

b.Ne-DAvaj — mu Nlisto!
not gve-2Sg-Imper him-Da-Cl nothing
‘Don’t give him arything!’

c.Ne—da¥hJ - mu - go!
not gve-2Sg-Imper him-Da-Cl it-Acc-Cl
‘Don’t give it to him!’

In (22a) the erb is not llowed Ly ary ditics and the sass &lls on the ngetive
opestor, which actualy constitutes the anperultimate sylldble of the phonole
gical word made up of the getion opeetor and the disyllic verh In (22b) the &rb
is followed ky one ponominal ditic and the stess &lls on theifst sylleble of the
disyllabic verb, which nowv occupies the anperultimate sylleble of the phonole
gical word. In (22c) the erb is Dllowed ky two pronominal titics and the sess
falls on the second sybke of the \erb, which also epresents the anperultimate
syllable of the phonolgical word.

5. Strong and Weak Negation Operators

Wheras in StanddrMacedonian the pnominal ditics always occur to theight
of the impedtive verb, in Bulgarian (as vell as in some non-standbdialects of
Macedonian), wen the impattive verb is peceded H a neation opestor, they
occur betveen the ngation opestor and the grh The Bulgarian and the Ndh-
Westen Macedonian counteaits of (22c) a@ gven in (23) and (24)espectiely:

(23) B Ne — MU - go DAvaj!
not him-Da-Cl it-Acc-Cl give-2sg-Imper
‘Don’t give it to him!’

(24) NWM NE ~ mu « go DAvaj!
not him-Da-Cl it-Acc-Cl give-2sg-Imper
‘Don’t give it to him!’
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Both in Bulgarian and in Nath Westen Macedonian theerb is stessed dis
tinctly from the dtics. In Notth Westen Macedonian the pnominal ditics endi-
ticize to the ngation opegtor, which keeps its wordhood sttus. In Bulgrian, on
the other handhe ngation opertor and theifst ditic to its right form a phone
logical word in which the stess alvays falls on the fitic.

The distinct sttegies in the syntax and phongloof the ngative impeeti-
ves actuail follow from differences in the stngth of Ng, and its intesction with
Mod, which it c-commands. If Nggis weak the impeative verb raises wertly
to Mod to dhed its stong mood éaure, while Neg forms a unique phonadjical
word with this \erb and ayp pronominal ditics tha may have entiticized to it. A
strong Nej, howvever, neutalizes the sength of Mod which it c-commands and
the \erb does notaise wertly to ched its mood éaure. The ditics in this case
gravitate tavards Ne.

The South Shac languaes difer with respect to the stngth of Ng: where-
as in Bulguian (as vell as in some non-standedialects of Macedonian) i§és
strong, in Standagt Macedonian, StandhSerbo-Coaian and StanddrSlosenian
it is weak.

6. Fusion of Ng and Mod

While within South Slaic there is a paametic difference with espect to the
strength of Ng, within the South Ewpean languges thee is a distinction with
respect to distinct pfection of the Modality Plase: In Macedonian, Budgan,
Serbo-Codian and Sleenian the Modality Plse is distincyl projected In Spanish,
Cdalan, Romanian and Mode6reek, on the other hapid fuses with Ng. As a
consequence of this fusion, eithega#on or impeative mophology surfaces.

The fusion of Ng and Mod is stingly suppoted Ly the distinction beteen
indicative and impeative neative dauses in Albanian. Albanian Ike distinct
imperative mopholagy, i.e. tense andgieement magsholagy in impestive daw-
ses is identical with tense amgt@ement mguholagy in indicdive dauses. Kallulli
(1995) agues thain positive impesgtives the erb mwes wertly to the joint
Neg/Mod opeator, which, following Laka, she laelsZ. This mosement &plains
why the \erb in an impaeative contet precedes the pnominal ditic, as in (25a),
wherras in an indidive contet it follows it, as in (25b):

(25) Ala. Hapnie derén!
open-2pl+it-Acc-Cl door+the
‘You (all) open the door!

b. E hapni  derén.
it-Acc-Cl open-2pldoor+the
‘You (all) ae opening the door

In negative contats indicdive and impeative dauses a maked distincty by
specifc lexical items -mosandnuc, respectrely. In (26) | quote Kallullis exam-
ples:



Negation and impeatives CaWwPL 7, 1999 205

(26) Al a.Mos e hapni derén!
not it-Acc-Cl open-2PI door+the
‘Don’t open the door!

b.Nuk e hapni derén.
not it-Acc-Cl open-2PI door+the
‘You ae not opening the dobr

As we seethe mopholagy of the \erb in the Albanian impetive dause (26a)
is the same as in its indibee countgpait (26b), and so is thelaive odeiing of
the ditic and the erh The raising of the erb in ngative impeetive dauses is
impossilhe, since the head of the §fiMod phase is occupiedyithe nggative ope
rator. Moreover, no sub raising is necessgrsince the impetive feaure of the
Albanian neative impeetive is incoporated in the ngative opestor.

7. Summaity

| have agued thathe Souther Euopean languges difer as to vaether thg pro-
ject distinct Ngation and Modality opettors, or else the tavopestors ae fused
in a common Ng/Mod opeator. This Neg/Mod opeator is formally anal@ous to
Laka’s (1994)z, hut differs from it in pespectve. Raher than competingf a
single nodel see ngation and modality «coopating».

The «coopative» pespectve males it possite to anajze uniformly the lan
guages which do not hee nejative impeetives with those thalo. In both types of
languayes Ng and Mod or Ng/Mod ae to the ight of C, or ether to the imme
diate left of Ag, with the Nggation opestor c-commanding the Modality ofator.

The fact tha Neg c-commands Modxglains why in the languges in which
negation and impegtives cooccur the diérences in thealaionship of Ng and
Mod depend on the stingth of Ng, rather than on the stngth of Mod If Neg is
weak, the impettive verb aises wertly to Mod to ted its stong mood éaure,
while Ngg forms a unique phonadical word with this \erb and ay pronominal & -
tics tha may have enditicized to it. A stong Ney, havever, neutelizes the sength
of Mod and the erb does notaise wertly to ched its mood &aure.
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