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Abstract

This abstract attempts to provide an explanation for the wellknown constraint, pervasive in the
Romance languages, which disallows the subject in wh-questions to intervene between a
wh-phrase and the verb. It is suggested that the difference stems from a fundamental structural
difference between the two types of languages. Romance, unlike English, projects an abstract
Cl(itic) category above TP. Cl is an abstract operator whose function is to «externalize» an
argument of a verbbwith respect to the tense associated wit@l is identified by rich agreement

or a clitic morpheme, which accounts for the presence of such a category in Romance and its
absence in English. It is then argued that the projection of a Cl-operator between CP and IP in
wh-questions gives rise to a minimality effect. The appendix deals with some cases of clitic-dou-
bling of non-specific wh-phrases in modal contexts and suggests that the clitic (associated to Cl)
functions as an E-type pronoun in such cases.

Key words: wh-questions, clitics, syntax.

Resum.La projecci6 Cl(itic) a les interrogatives

En aquest article s’intenta explicar una restriccié forga coneguda, molt frequient a les llengles
romaniques, que fa que el subjecte a les interrogatives-qu no pugui intervenir entre un mot-qu i
el verb. Es suggereix que la diferéncia prové d'una diferéncia estructural fonamental entre dos
tipus de llengties. A les llenglies romaniques, a diferencia de I'anglés, es projecta una categoria
abstracteCl(itic) per sobre del ST. El Cl és un operador abstracte la funci6 del qual és la d’'«exter-
nalitzar» un argument d’un vevtrespecte al temps associat amgl Cl s’identifica per la con-
cordanca rica o un morfema clitic, que déna compte de la preséncia d’aquesta categoria a les
llenglies romaniques i la seva abséncia en I'anglés. Es defensa que la projeccié d’'un operador-
Cl entre el SC i el Sl a les interrogatives-qu dona lloc a un efecte de minimitat. A 'apéndix es
tracten alguns casos de doblament de clitic de mots-qu no especifics en contextos modals i s'apunta
que el clitic (associat amb CI) funciona com un pronom de tipus-E en aquests casos.

Paraules clau:interrogatives-qu, clitics, sintaxi.

This article (with the exception of the appendix) will also be published in the Proceedings of the
Conference «On Romance Inversion» (1998), edited by Hulk, A.; Pollock, J-Y., Oxford University
Press. | would like to thank Aafke Hulk for very useful comments and discussion.
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1. Introduction

Ther is a wellkiown constraint, peasve in the Romance languages, which disa-
[lows the subject to inteene between a fronted wh-phrase andséie We illus-
trate this constraint witlexamples from Standard Spanish, French, European
Portuguesgeand Italian:

(1) a. *Qué Pedo compré?  (Spanish)
wha Pedo bought

b. *Que Pierre a acheté?  (French)
C. *Que o Pedro comprou? (EPortuguese)

d. *Che Piero ha comprato? (Italian)

Theexistence of such a constraint can also be appreciated in construggons li
Frendh compekx inversion (wheré/-to-C has applied); it minimil contrasts with
English, where the constraint does not agply:

(2)a A qui a-t-il (*Pierre) parlé?
to whom has-nom.cl (Pierre spdken

b. To whom did Peter speak?

In Zubizarreta (1998), | proposed that thevprbal subject in Spanish ibays
associted with a discourse-related feature («topic» or «focus» or «emphasis»).
Two further assumptions will then conspire to account for the constraint on pre-
verbal subjects in interrogaes: 1) the «topic» feature iknays projected alve
the «focus» feature at the left-edge of the clause and 2) the wh-phrase is associa-
ted with the «focus» feature. It thereforedals that a «topic» subject must precede
the wh-phrase whendi cooccur at the left-edge.

1. As Poletto (in press)gues, the restriction on the position of thevprbal subject in interrogati-
ves is independent from theto-C paramete This is slown byexamples in Northern Italian dia-
lects such as the follving, where nd/-to-C has occurreblut the restriction on the ererbal
subject is still present.

(i) i ho doman@d kol ke (??Marig 'ha fat
to-him have aked wha that (Mario) he ha done

Sufier (1994) mees the same point for Spanish.
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Thete ae various poblems with sub anaysis. One of them is l&kof genee:
lity. The constint is also actie in Frendh, a languge which ladks a «bcus» po-
jection d the left-edg of the tause It is futhemmore empiically insuficient. While
the constaint on peverbal subjects holds systetically in root dauses in most
Romance languges, thee is \arability in embedied dauses. Wlile it gpplies in
embedled interogatives in Spanish and Italian, this is not the caseendd and
European Brtuguese; @., cf. the Spanishiend contast belov:

(3) a. *Me pregunto a quiénJuan busca.
() wonder who Juan is looking or

b. Je me demande quédn derche

Another fct tha the dove anaysis does notaadily account ér is the con
trast betveen bag and nonba& wh-phrases. Wile bae wh-phases actiate the
constaint on peverbal subjects, non-bamnh-phrases lile which Nandhow mary
N do not (cf Ambar (1988), Bllock et al. (1998)):

(4) a. (?) Cuél libro Pedo compro?
Which book Pedio bought

b. (?) Quel lvre Piere a abeté

¢. Que livro o Redio comppou?

(5) a. Acuanta gente Mariainvitd a la fiesta?
How mary peopleMaria invited to the paity

b. Combien de gns Maie a irvité a la féte?

In this aticle, | will articulate a diferent poposal. | will sugest tha there
are two basic ingedients vhich interact to accountdr the ungceptional apli-
cdion of the consaint in most Romance langges and its ariability in embed
ded interogatives. |I) The «istence of the so-calleditc-left dislocdaion
constuction pevasie in the Romance langges lut inexistent in English. &/
assume (in the sjiirof latridou (1990)) thathe istence of thelgic-left dislo-
caion (CLLD) constuction in the Romance langues indicées tha the pedr
cae-agument stucture may be syntacticajl artticulated in these langges in a
different way than in English. Wile the \erbal aguments in English arsyste
matically projected within the VPin the Romance langges under discussion
they may be meged with an bstract (lambda) opetor geneeted dove TP Sud
opegtor in tum binds an gument-anable within the VPWe will refer to it as the
Cl opestor because the gument-ariable it binds is typicay identified by a ditic
or «stong» infectional element.See section 2. I1) e Q &aure in the left edgof

2. Note tha within this viev the topic nture of the «btic-left dislocaed» agument is entély tan
gential to its gammadical propeties. The discouse pppety of «topichood» is &trinsic to the
grammadical propeties of the constiction.



256 CaWwPL 7, 1999 Maria Luisa Zubizareta

the CP feld (which expresses the intevgative force of the sentence)umst be
phonolaically lexicalized, but thee ae moe options gailable for lexicalizing
a Q in embeded than in miix interrogatives (see section 3). Wén the Q+4¢a
ture binds a &riable, it acquies the stiaus of a syntactic opator and inteacts
with the CI opegtor gving rise to a minimality d&ct from which the peverbal
subject constint follows immedigely (see section 4).

2. The CI Projection

Wha is this Cl-ppjection? It is neither a scope-position asdedavith a +speei
ficity feaure (as sugested lg Spotiche (1992, 1998)) nor an Agosition (as sug
gested g Franco (1993)). W sugest instead tha

(6) Cl is an #&stract opeator whose function is to «temalize» an agument of a
verbv with respect to the tense assdoedhwithv.

Extemalizaion of an agument via a Cl opetor thus gves ise to the dllo-
wing type of stucture:

(7)[DP.[CL [T [yp... [V & ...

The poposal is then thighere is moe than one ay in which the pedicde-
argument eldion may be syntacticajl instantided:

(8) a. In the familiar way, via pmojection within VR in which case the DP gu-
ment is meged with V or with a pojection of V[V DP]or [DP [V ...]]

b. The DP agument is meaged with the pojection of a Cl opetor tha binds
an agument \ariable within the VP The DP is coindeed with Cl via
Spec/headgreement and thefore with the agument wariable tha Cl binds:

[DP,[Cl ... [p .6 ... ]I

We my refer to the sticture obtained via mjection of DP aguments within
VP as the Ieical or small poposition and to the stcture obtained via mgmng of
DP with the CI opeator as the syntactic or lge proposition. (8b) has as itsgar
decessor the anadis of the CLLD constrction put brth by latridou (1990).
Although the details of the pposal putdrth hee differs in impotant espects
from tha of latridou’s, the shae a basic insight, nametha the pedicde-agu-
ment elaions in the CLLD constrction is aticulated in a fundamentalldiffe-
rent way from other constrctions.

The most covincing agument in &vor of (8b) ae the bindingdcts frst repor-
ted in Zubizareta (1993) &r Spanish andeproduced in other langgas with a
CLLD constuction sut as Aebic (Aoun and Benmamoun (1998)) ance€k
(P. SthneidefZioga, p.c). See also Cebetto (1995) and Guasti (1996) on Italian.
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This dda shavs thd ther is a pe-verbal/post-erbal subject asymmetin cases
wher the fonted accuséave topic (which contains the intended bindee) and the
subject (Which contains the intended binder)ginate in the samelause®

(9)a.A sy hijo, cada made, deberaacompafido, el primer
acchis child each mother must accompayp-acccl the first
dia de escuela.

day of sdhool
b. ?7*El primer dia de escuela,a sy hijo deberaacomparfido,
The first day of school acc his son will accompap-accd
cada made,
ead mother

(10) a. A sy propio hijo, ningun padre lo quiere castigr.
acc his own  child no father acccl wants to punish
‘No father wants to punish hisven child’

b. ?*A sy propio hijo no lo, quiere castigar ningun padre
acc his own child not accd wants to punish no father
‘No father wants to punish hiswn child.’

No asymmel is found when the binder is the mix subject and the bindee
is contained within a émted accudéase object thaoriginates in the embeated
clause See (11).

(11) a.A sy hijo, ninguna made, debié acetar que
acc his son, no mother should hae acceted tha
se lo regafe
indef. subj.¢ accd scold
b. A sy hijo, no debié acetar ninguna made, que
acc his son, not should hae acceted ary mother that
se lo regafie

indef. subj.¢ accd scold
‘No mother should ha acceted tha someone scold his son.

The dove dda suggests thathee is econstuction of the fonted object to a
position within the ause thait originates, lut tha this position is not within the

3. It has been lmught to ny atention ty Xavier Villalba tha for some speaits the bindingelaion
in (9a) and (10a) isatilitated ky the pesence of a modaloFsut speakrs, the gailability of a
bound eading de@ases in thetesence of a modal, as in tr@léwing example:

() A sy hijo, cadamade lo acompafié el primer dia de escuela
acc his child, eath mother accc accompaniedhe first day of sdool

This obsevation, if corect, deseres futher investigation.
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VP (cf. the illformedness of (9b) and (10b)h& fronted object mabe econs
tructed to a positionteove the VP and belo the peverbal subject of thelause
whete it oliginates (cf the wellformedness of (9a) and (10ahd fact tha theie

is no econstuction of the fonted object within the VP of théatise it oiginates
suggests thathe fronted object is inseéxd higher up in the sicture, i.e. in the
Spec of Cl (cf Zubizareta (1993, 1998)). Ais means thather is no cop of
thefronted object in the canonical object position within the VP; the binding
factsthen pllow immedidely.

The poposal ve ae putting brth hee ma/ be summateed as éllows:

(12) In languaes with a nominal ditic» or «stong ar» system, a dact agu
ment of the erb (homin&ive or accudive) is «atemalized» ly meging the
argument with Cl (locted dove T) rther than g meging the agument with
V (or a pojection of V) and then nwing it outside the scope of T

It follows from (12) th&ithe peverbal subject in langgas with a CLLD cons
truction of the sdrunder discussion is alsempeted in Spec of Cl.This means tha
in sentences li (9a) and (10a), thelae two Cls: one gtemalizes the nomirtave
argument and the other ong&nalizes the accusigme agument. As the bindingéts
indicate, in these ramples the nomelated Cl is gnerted higher than the
acc-elaed Cl. The dislocted object mgtheefore «econstuct» to a position wit
hin the scope of the nomitiae subject. But it is also posklor the accelaed Cl
to be gnested higher than the nonelated Cl. As pedicted in sut cases the
fronted object mabind into the fonted subject:

(13) a. A cada nifio, su made lo acompafara el
acc ead child (obj), his mother (subj) accd accompap-fut the
primer dia de escuela.
first day of sdcool

b. A ningunode estos nifios, su pade lo
acc none of thesechildren (obj), his father (subj)acc d
quiso acompafar
wantedto accompay

Hence the sentences in (9a) and (10ajehthe stucture in (14a) and the sen
tences in (13) he the stucture in (14b)°

4. The typothesis thiapreverbal subjects in some of the Romance laggsaoes not ayinate wit-
hin the VP is not a n@l one (eg. Barbosa (1995)). Herwe ae genealizing the assumption to
all languaes with a CLLD constrction.

5. A question thaaiises athis point is vy the stuctures in (14) do not viote minimality This
question is pdicularly relevant in viev of the fict tha, as ve shall see in section 3hen Cl inte
racts with Qit does d@ve fise to minimality effects. It would seem thatwo identical opeators (i.e
two opeetors with exactly the same function) do not intee with one anothebut two distinct ope
rators may do so. See section 4 @rffurther discussion.
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(14) a.[DR[CI[DP[CL[T [yple [V [e,..
b. [DP,[CI, [DP, [CI, [T [yp & [V [e;.....

Let us tun bad to the gnealization in (12). Wy is thee a connection been
the istence of Cl and of mpholagical ditics or stong ayreement dfxes? he
anaver is tha the dstract caegory Cl must be magpholagically identified in the
following manner:

(15) Morpholagical identification of Cl is atieved by some nominal m@heme
with phi-fegure contained within the local This mg be a titic or a «stong»
agreement dfx.

The ditic or verbal greement dfx is of couse elaed to the DP in Spec of
Cl. In the case of thditic, this elation is catured ky the fact tha a nominal &-
tic is nothing else than a cppf the D and phidaures of the ayjument-ariable
bound to the DR the case of thegeeement dfx, this relation is catured ty the
Spec/headaiation tha the agument-ariable bound to the DP beawith the erb
at some point in the desation. See bel for futher details.

We can nw raise the question ofhvet is the elaion between the type of mpr
hological identifcation required ky Cl (as summazed in (15)) and the one impo
sed ly theFunctional Pojection Actvation Principle (FPAP) put forth by Speas
(1994), koopman (1997), &etto (1998), and othsr

(16) Functional Pojection Actvation Principle: A fedure in the head of a func
tional piojection is actiated iff the gpropriate mopholagical maerial occu
pies either the head or the Spec oftth@jection & some point in the
derivation.

Note tha the equirments on the mpholagical identiication of Cl is stic-
ter than the one imposeg the FRAP. In efect, a DP ajument in the Spec of ClI
is insuficient to identify Cl. he reason is thaCl does not encode a (semantic)
feaure like other functional dagories. Its ple is puely formal, name} tha of
estdlishing a connection bewen a DP in its Spec and agumnent-arable of the
verh More piecisey, Cl seves the ole of extemalizing a DP ggument with espect
to the T assoctad with V Some mapholagical nominal element on shia T is
required to identify Cl. Another ay of putting it is thathe position of syntactic
activity of Cl and the position of itsefture-content a dissocited; its aure-
content is not under Cl as one migRpect. R#her; it is contained within the T
node immeditely below it.

The acc-elated Cl is typical identified by an accudive ditic. There is no
other option in the Romance langea because these langes lak momholagi-
cal object greement on theerh The accudéave ditic is a copy of the D and phida
tures of the accuise agument-aiiable. It left-adjoins to V pior to the plicaion
of V-to-T (I assume with Kgne (1994) thiadjunction is alays leftward):

(17) [DP,[CI, [[VJ. acc ¢, [v+agr]] T [yp - [VJ. €....
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The identifcation of the nom-elated Cl is not unibrm acioss the Romance
languages. Some languges (like mary of the Nothem Italian dialects) hae a
nomindive ditic which is systemtécally used to identify the nom-assaod Cl.
The nomingve ditic is a copy of the D and phidaures of the nomirtave agument-
vaitiable. Since the nom gument-ariable is locded dove the \erb in the erbal
projection, its cop (i.e. the nom ttic) cannot left-adjoin to theerh Instead it
left-adjoins to the T to hich the \erb has been adjoing@hs we shall see in the xie
section, this dfference betwen nomintve and accugeve ditics is impotant
because it accounterfwhy accustive ditics are alvays pioditic, but nominai-
ve ditics are enditics when \fto-C gplies).

(18) [DP, [ CI; [nom d, [[v+agr]j T [pe [Vj .....

In languaes which lak a nomingve ditic (lik e Spanish and Standadtalian),
the subject greement element is used to identify the nom-astatial:

(19) [DP,[Cl, [[Vlagr]; T] [yp& [V, -..r

In other languges, like Standat Frendh, it would seem thizeither a nomina
tive ditic or the subject-grb @reement element ngadentify the nom-elaed CI.
See (20a, 20b) beko But upon toser scutiny, we see thain Frend (unlike
Spanish and Standhltalian), the subjectgreement element is not «@tig enough»
to identify the Cl opeator on its avn. It can ony function as an identédr in con
junction with a coindeed lexical DP thais «dose enough». See (20c).

(20) a. Piere il a vendu sa voiture.
Piere nom.d has sold his car

b. Piere a vndu sa witure.

c. Piere sa voiture *(il) I a vendu.
Piere his car (nom.d) acccl has sold

We sugyest thathe notion of «lbseness» woked dove be brmalized in the
following way:

(21) DP and Ag are dose if they are coindeeed and thg are contained in the
Spec of- or in the head of- adjacentjpctions athe point of spell-out.

To summaize, | propose to dissodia the Cl cgegory from the mopholagical
clitic itself. Cl is an &stract opegtor whose function is to «gemalize» an ggument
of a verb V with lespect to the T assotgd with \ This is atieved by meging
a DP with a pojection of Cl thabinds an ayjument wariable of the wrh The fune
tion of the ditic contained within T (andn cetain cases, of theevbal @reement
affix) is to mopholagically identify the &stract Cl caegory. This Cl cdegory in con
junction with the Q-opetor constitute the lirfgpin of our analsis of the pever-
bal subject constint in Romance inteogatives.
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3. The Q-opemtor and Ph-lexicalization

As mentioned eéer, | assume thiaan interogative sentence has a €dure which
encodes theofce of the sentence Ided d the ightmost edg of the CPiéld. As
we shall see in the resection, vien the Q daure is coindged with a cetain
type of wh-phrase (sul as the barwh-phases), the Qetture acquies the stas
of a syntactic opetor. | will furthemore assume tha feaure thda expresses the
force of the sentence (duas the Qdaure) nust be phonolgically lexicalized
We defne Ph(onolaical)-lexicalization as bllows®

(22) Ph-lexicalizaion: A feaure in the head of a functionalgjection is ph-lgi-
calized iff the head or the Spec of thaojection is assoctad with gpro-
priate ph-Baures @ the point of spell-out.

We eldorate belav on the notion «point of spell-out».

The typothesis thiaph-lexicalizaion goplies d the point of spell out can be
formalized within the gneal architectual framevork proposed in Zubizaeta
(1998: section 1.3.3). It isguwed thee thd the syntactic dération proper and the
PF intepretaion accompayead other br a stetch, namey, the stetch tha stats
with S-stucture (a point in the deration where the stucture involved is a single
phrase makter) and ends with L-sicture (the last plase maker in the dewation
before it biandhes). As indicied Ly the discontinous line in the digram belav, PF
intempretaion begins & S-stucture and contines after the devation brandhes. V¢
will refer to the devation between S-sticture and L-stucture as the shale par
of the syntactic dévation and to the stictures genegted 4d this point as shalle
stiuctures.

(23) ‘ (set of phase-makers)

>-stucture (unique phase-maker)

A-structure

/
/
/
’
/

PF LF

Assetion Stuucture

6. Itis likely tha factive predicaes, wich pressupose thetith of its pppositional complement, cen
tain an Ass(éfon) opestor in its CP This opeator is lexicalized by the complementer, which
explains why it must be obgatorily present. CfJohn regrets (*th&) Mary is bald Complements
of propositional #itude \erbs la& an Ass opetor; theefore, their complementar may be dsent
in some languges. Cf John thinks (thg Mary is bald

7. We shall see tar tha not oniy a mopheme ht also aéaure my fulfill the function of ph-l&i-
calizgtion.We shall see tar tha not onyy a mopheme bt also aéaure may fulfill the function of
ph-lexicalization.
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It was agued in Zubizareta (1998) thiathe Nudear Stess Rulethe Focus
Prominence Rulgand some msodicaly-motivated maements pply in the sha
llow pat of the syntactic dération. Hee we sugiest tha movement opeations
triggered soley by the need to ph-iécalize a ctéegory applies in the shallw part
of the deivation as vell.

There ae se&eral ways in which a Q opeator may be ph-leicalized:

(24) a. by aerbal element:
(i) via movement of Wto-Q (in direct questions)
(i) via meging of Q with marix V (in indirect questions)
b. by meging Q with a complementer
c. by a wh-phrase in Spec of Q in caseber the Wh-fedure is syncetized
with Q

As we shall see in section 4, the manner riclv the Q-opaeator is lexicalized
will be crucial in undestanding the @ss-linguistic diferences withespect to the
preverbal subject constint in embeded interogatives. W biefly illustrate belav
the paametes in (24) andetum to it in section 4.

French and English illusate the paameter in (24a). In déct questions, V
moves to Q (via T), Wwere Q is the head of a functionabjection & the ightmost
edee of the CP?

(25) a. Qui Piere a-t-il encontré hier?
a’.[Qui [Piere [g-t-il [Q]] [ & rencontré hier]]]
b. Who did Reter meet gsteday?
b’.[Who [did [Q]] [, Peter emeet \esteday]]
V-to-Q also aplies in yes/no questions:
(26) a. A-t-il mangé?
a.[A-t-il [Q]] [, & mangé]
b. Did he e#?
b’.[Did; [Q]] [, he eed]

In indirect questions, her thee is no Vmovement to the CRdld, we my
assume thaQ ets licalized by meging with mdrix V:

(27) a. Je me demande quédn aencontré hier
a’.Je me [Q [demande]] quean a encontré hier
b. 1 wonder wo bhn met wsteday.
b’.1 [Q [wonder]] who bhn met esteday.

In mary Northem Italian dialects, Mo-Q also aplies in mé&ix questions, bt
in embeded questions Q mges with a complemengz & the ightmost edg of

8. Inthe nat section, ve discuss the position of the subject in sentenceg2ika).
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the CP (instead of mging with the mé&ix V as in Fend and English); cfPoletto
(in press). he xamples bele are from Monnesgdiscussed in detailytBeninca
and Pletto (1998).

(28) a. fe-t maja? (yes/no question)
do-you ea
b. ke fe-t maja? (matrix wh-question)

wha do-you ea

(29) iho domanda kol ke (embedled wh-question)
to-him have aslked wha tha
¥ ha fat.
nom. d.(3rd. pess. sing masc) hasdone

Finally, we sugyest tha Standad Spanish hascouse to the pameter in
(24c). The Wh-feaure syncetizes with the Qdaure, giving rise to a mied po-
jection Wh/Q. On the one handhe wh-phrase in the Spec of WQ teds the
Wh-feaure and on the one handt ph-lexicalizes the Q-éaure.

(30) a. Qué compré Juan ayer?
Wha bought Juan yesteday

a'.[[que [Wh/Q] [;,compro dian ger]]]

b. Me pregunto qué comprdéJuan ayer?
() wonder wha bought Juan yesteday

b’.  Me pregunto [[qué [WW/Q] [;,compro dian ger]]]

Another way of rephrasing the bove pioposal is thwh-words in Spanish
have a dual mgsholagical function: besides functioning as asmompheme they
also function mgsholagically as an intepgative opestor. The same angsis can
be assumedbf Standad Italian?

Spanish intaogatives hae two salient popeties tha may be talen as sup
porting the d&ove anaysis. Hrst, thee ae no mérix/embedled asymmeies, as
shavn in (30). This is to be ¥pected since thez is no eason vy the synocetism
of the Wh and Q &aures should beessticted to either maix or embeded CPs.
Secondin embeded questions, thetwphrase bllows the subatinaing comple
mentizr, if they coeist. Cf. Sufier (1994).

9. Rizzi (1991) notes than Standad Italian, lut not in Spanish, an emtseH interogative in the
subjunctve does not igger the «peverbal subject constmt». Pletto (in pess) notices thahis
is a moe genenl propety of modal contets.

(i) Mi chiedo cosa Gianni avrebbe fatto in quel frangente

myself ask wha Gianni have-cond done on that occasion

‘I wonder vha Gianni would have done on thtaoccasion.

This could be accountedrfby assuming thain Standad Italian a erb tha triggers an irealis
mood can mee with Q
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(31) Me  preguntaon gque a sus pades, qué querian
to-me asled-3d-pl tha to their parents, wha would-like-3d-pl
los nifios  regalades pama Navidad
the children give-dd.cl for Christmas

This fact mg be talen as eidence thasyncetism of the Vi and Q é&ures
takes place in Spanish. Infeé€t, while the fct tha the subadinaing conjunction
appeas to the ight of the wh-phrase in Monese can be &kas eidence thathe
complementier and the Qdaure occup one and the same position, thetftha
the subadinaing conjunction ppeas to the left of the Ww-phrase in Spanish nga
be intepreted as indiding tha the Wh and Q éaures occup one and the same
position. This corelaion is sustainedybthe assumption th#éhe Q £aure occupies
the ightmost edg of the CPiéld and thathis position isiked In other vords,
fedaures tha encode thedrce of a sentence delimits thetfrer weak) flontier bet
ween the CP and the Ielfls. Therefore, if a feaure (subt as Wh) syncetizes with
Q, or if a complementar meges with Q the efects will be seentahe locus of
the Q Bdure (i.e a the ightmost edg of the CPiéld). In Spanish indect inte
rrogatives, the dect is thathe wh-phrase ppeas & the ighmost edg of the CP
field and in Monnese indict interogatives (as wll as in other Ndhem Italian
dialects), the ééct is thathe subadinaing complementier gppeas & the ight-
most edg of the CPiéld.

Ther is a ¢ear genenrlizaion tha emeges: fto-C never goplies in embed
ded interogatives. If this vere simpl a tendeng, we could #tribute it to the
assumption thiaxkmovement» is mag costy than «mege». But this gplandion
cannot account asff why the oot/embeded asymmeyris ébsolute ather than a
trend The anasis poposed bove can eadily explain tha genealizaion. On the
one handV-to-C in interogatives is tiggered ky the need to ph-lécalize Q On
the other handa marement tiggered ty the need to ph-écalize a céegory goplies
at shallav stiucture. Suppose fuhemore tha ph-lexicalization, like leical inser
tion, is stictly cyclical (where the gclic nodes a& CP and DP). Since thee&ris
constucted bottom-up and since wement tiggered soley by the need to ph-e-
calize a céegory applies & shallav structure (i.e at the end of the syntactic der
vation), it follows tha V-to-Q can onf apply on the lastycle (i.e the oot dause)l?

10. As is well-known, V-to-C is Hocked in marix interrogatives when the maix subject is gtracted;
cf. *who did leare?vs.who left?A possilte explandion is tha in sud stuctures one and the same
mompheme (namg| Aux) entes into a Spec-headj@ementelaion with the subject twice: once
as the head adjoined to T and another time as the head adjoined tal@ (e phrase moes
through the Spec of Q on itsaywto the Spec of the hwfegaure piojection). W& may speculée tha
this one-to-may relaion between the erb and the subject is not taded by the gammar Or
more geneally, one and the samexieal head mg not enter into naltiple Spec-headetaions
with one and the samegaiment. his would entail thain languaes like English, in vkich the
subject mues to Spec of  Tthe \erb cannot mee to T The corelaion seems to be carct: ony
the feaure V moves to T in English, without piedpiping therbal constituent.

Languaes difer as to the defilt metianism thg tum to in sub cases. Some of the Nioem
Italian dialects esot to the mehanism thathey use in embeded questions; i.ehey meige Q
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4. The Preverbal Subject in Romance Interogatives Reconsidezd
4.1. The Inteaction of Cl and Q Opeators: a Minimality Efect
We bagin by (re)stding the poblem:

(32) Unlike English, in the Romance lang@a thee ae restictions on the posi
tion of the peverbal subject in inteogatives:

a. Matrix interrogatives do not allev a DP subject to besalized within the
IP field: *[pwh Aux [, S V][, *[ cpWh [z S (Aux) V]|

b. Embedied interogatives in vhich the Q mopheme is Igicalized in the
CP feld (moe pecisey, a the ightmost edg of the CPield) do not
allow a DP subject to bealized within the IPield: *.....[.[o,wh Q [ S

(Aux) V]]

What is the paticularity of the position of the @werbal subject in the IReid
in Romance? W sugested in section 2.1 than Romance the subject isxter-
nalized» flom its VP intenal position to a position betgn CP and TP via ng&
with Cl. Cl is an opeator, which binds a aiiable within the VP When the Q-éa
ture is coindged via Spec/headjeeement with a [+W] DP, Q acquies the stiais
of an opeator and the tice of the W-phrase with vhich it is coindeed acquies
the stéus of a ariable:

33) a.  [[,Wh-], [Wh [e[Q[fp. 6.

The daim in this pper is thathe gnearlizaion in (32) is due to thestation
between the Cl-opetor and the nomirteve \ariable it binds, vhich intewenes bet
ween the Q-opetor and the ariable bound ly it. More speciically, we sugyest
that the genealizetion in (32) is to be tiributed to a minimality ééct. 1o illus-
trate, consider the fend example in (1b) (@peded in (34a) belw), which has
the stucture in (34b). In this strcture, the binding elatiion between the aria-
ble g and the opetor Q is bocked by the pesence of the opaior Cl, which is
closer to ethan Q!

with a complementigr gving rise to sentences kkwho thd left (see Pletto (in pess)). It is not
clear wha strategy Frendh and English use as a daft medanism in the case oo left/qui est
parti. We might specule tha they resot to a supasgmental &gure thd is spelled out as &g
contour In other vords, what | am sugesting hee is thathe gammar does notemeally rely on
intondional popeties to leicalize the Q-opetor, but it may do so in cerin defult cases. See also
section 4.1.

11. | have ignoed hee the so-called stylistic wersion constuction; ctf Qu’ a aceté &an?'Wha
bought &ar?’. But the question &es as to Wwether the poserbal subject occupies the Spec of Cl
in sud constuction (as the angsis put drth by Kayne and Bllock (in press) would sugest), in
which case sutconstuction is elevant to our pesent concess. Their poposal is thathe entie
TP is maed into the CPi¢ld in this caself TP moves to a positionkmove the Q-opeator (per
hgps to the Spec of Q), then tkewill be no minimality efects in sub stuctures:

(i) [Qug [WH; [[1p 2 [g acheté ¢]] [Q [Jean[Cl; [ TPIII
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(34) a.*Que Jeana acheté?
Wha Jean hasbought

b. [ [,,que] Wh [&[Q [Jean[Cl [T [yp& [ §...
‘ (I ‘

In marix interrogatives, Q is aliays present as the head of aaction and
therefore the g@nealization in (32a) holds in all the Romance langegmtha «exter-
nalize» their subject via Cl. On the other haasl mentioned in section 3, in embed
ded interogatives, thee ae coss-linguistic diferences. In Fenc the estiction on
preverbal subjects issent. Tis is due to theakt tha, in embeded interogatives
in this languge, Q meges with the miix verb (see section 2.2) h&érfore, the
Q-feaure never functions as a syntactic opfar in sud stiuctures; see (35b).

(35) a.Je me demandagque Jeana adeté hier.
| to-myself ask what Jean hasboughtyesteday

b. Je me [Q [demande]] [qugVh [Jear} [CIJ. [tpa [VPe] [achete ehier]]]]]]
In Spanish, Q neer meges with V it always defnes a pojection (albeit a

mixed pojection WWh/Q) (see section 2.2)h&refore, the minimality effect induced
by a nom-assoctad Cl is pesent in both ntax and embeded ¢ausest?

(36) a.*Me pregunto  qué Juancompro ayer.
to-myself ask-1st-singwha Juan bought yesteday
b. Me pregunto [qué[Wh/Q [Juan [CI; [, compr6 [e[V e ]]]]]]]
(|
| |
We tun next to the &ception to the gnealization in (32) noted in theirfst
section; cf the kamples in (4) and (5), lnich we reped below:

(37) a. (?)Cual libro Pedio compré?
Which book Pedio bought

b. (?) Quellivre Piere a ateté

c. Que livio o Pedio compou?

12. | have not discussed long distanch-wovement suls as (i) belor:
(i) Que (*Juan) dice (Juan) que (Maria) compré (Maria)?
Wha (Juan) sas (Juan) tha (Maria) bought (Maria)
The restiction on peverbal subjectsgplies in the maix but not in the embetkd ¢dause We

assume a)yelic wh-movement in suls cases and b) theatre thais locally bound ly Q functions
as a arable, i.e. the wh-trace in the embetd Comp (@her than the &ice in the embetdd VP):

(ii) [QUE[Q, ......... kpe [DP[CL T [e Ve TN
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(38) a. Acuanta gente Mariainvité ala fiesta?
How mary people Maria invited to thepaity

b. Combien de gns Maie a irvité a la féte?

It is to be noted thiasud non-bae wh-phrases a pecisey the ones than
Romanianequite ditic-doubling; cf. Dobiovie-Soin (1994). This author ajues tha
while bae wh-phrases systentigally function as syntactic opaprs, non-bag
wh-phiases do not.fe intuition behind Dolavie-Soin’s poposal mg be expressed
in the bllowing way:13

(39) A wh-feaure in the Spec of DP mar may not pecolate to the DP noddf
the wh-feaure pecolaes to the DP and if this DP is in the Spec ot €oae
point of the dewation, then it will be coindeed with Q Q will then acqui
re the sttus of a syntactic opator and the ariable it binds will acquie the
staus of a ariable.

In the sentences in (37) and (38), tHefeaure in the Spec of DP has not per
colaed to the DP nod&) theefore does not function as an ogier and the @ice
of the wh-phrase does not function as arable:

(40) [[ppjWhINJ[Q[DRICI[T[,,€[Ve

Compae with the epresentéion in (41), vhere the tace of the W-phrase is
bound ly Q and thegfore has the stas of a arable.

(41) [ [opipeuy W NI [Q [DP[CI [ T [p8 [V e,

Dobrovie-Soiin shaws thd in the case of «lwvo mary N», thee ae actualy
two different semantics. If it functions as a syntactic ejoer(cf. the stucture in
(41)), it anges oer quantities and if it does not function as a syntacticabqer
(cf. the stucture in (42)), it anges aver objects. Tis author shas futhemore
tha how mary Nmay have narow scope with espect to the subject gnih the
former case (Were the tace of the \-phrase functions as awable). The pe-
diction is then thiain structures where the peverbal subject constint does not
apply, the narow scope eading should be uwailable. The pediction is bone out:
(42b), lut not (42a), allrs for a distibutive reading Cada(‘eadh’) being an ob-
gatory distributor, (42a) is uninteretable.

(42) a. Cuantos libros Maria/*cada estudiantéey6é ayer?
How mary books Maria/eab student read yesteday

b. Cuantos libros leyé Maria/cada estudiantayer?
How mary booksread Maria/eab student yesteday

13. Dobrovie-Soin amgues thawhether or not a trspecifer pecolaes its eaure to the DP is bdcally
detemined in Romanian (g which Nvs.what N). Our pediction is thawhile a question with a
frontedwhich Nin Romanian wuld not be subject to thegwerbal subject consiint, what N
would be
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The question des as to he the Q &aure is ph-l&icalized in (37) and (38).
These sentencesvea salient intorteonal poopety, namey, thee is an intona
tional hiaus a the ight edg of the intonional phase More precisey, the pith
falls davn to the base line and theisas gain, indicding the pesence of a pr
sodic boundar (see Bekman and Pieehumbet (1986)). & sugest tha the
prosodic boundarfeaure is dtached to the Qdaure and seres the pysose of
ph-lexicalizing it

Given wha we hare said aove (cf (39)), we need toeadiress the stas of
the tiace of the W-phiase in the embeéd question in (35). Cldgrthe tace of the
wh-phrasequefunctions as aafiable in embeded questions asudh as it does
in matrix questions (cf(1)). We hare poposed thathe tiace of the W-phrase
functions as aariable iff the wh-phrase is assodied with Q When Q ddhes a
projection within the CPiéld, this associéon is obtained via Spec/heagrae
ment (as aasult of et movement), nt when Q is adjoined to the tnia verb, the
associéion must be obtained in some othashion. V& popose thathe meba
nism tha gives ise to thaassocidon is the same one thandelies the associmn
between the NPI and the rmix negative verb in the éllowing type of gample:

(43) Piere doute que Marie ait vu personne
Piere doubtstha Marie has seenarybody

In the ekample &ove, the NPIpersonness licensed i the ngative verbdoubt
(= ‘not suk’). In other vords, personneanddouterare associed in some \ay.
We mg assume thahis is done § covert negg-fedure morement. Let us assume
that the wh-phrase and the integgative verb Qidemanderare associted in the
same éshion (via ceert wh-fegure mavement). Te esulting epresenttion would
then be as in (44)4dther than as in (35b)). In thispresentsion, the leical inte
rrogative verb functions as the ogaor tha binds the W-vaiiable (i.e the tace of
que.

(44) Je me [Q [demandg]lqug [Wh, [Jean [Cl; [rpa [yp & [acheté ehier]]]]]]

The question thaalises with espect to suta epresenttion is why it does not
give rise to a minimality éect. We sugiest the bllowing ansver. In (44), the ope
rator Cl does not inteene in the glation between the opetor demandeiande
because Cl is a functionaltegory anddemandeis a leical caegory. In other

14. Asis wellknown, fronted wh-adrerbs do not aatéte the «peverbal subject congtint» in Romance
interogatives:

(i) CuandoPedo compré este libro?
When Pedio bought this book
(i) Quand Piae a abeté ce lire?
Given the ole of the Cl opetor as an ajument-gtemalizer, a plausike assumption is thaCl

does not «see» aerbial positions. Another altegtive (poposed in Zubizaeta (1998)) is tha
wh-adrerbs mg be diectly geneeted in the CPiéld.
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words, we suglest tha minimality should beglaivized not ony with respect to
the distinction beteen phases and heads (&izzi (1990)), bt also with espect
to types of heads @eal vs. functional).

4.2. Getting anund Minimality: Pojecting Cl within the CP iEld

Given the minimality d&ct ceded Ly the pojection betveen CP and TP of a nom-
associged Cl in interogative stuctures like (34), the question iges whether a
nom-associad Cl mg ever coaist with a Q-pojection. The ansgver is thathey can
coexist hut iff the nom-assoctad Cl is pojected higher than the Qggection.
According to Rletto (in pess), in Fend and in map Northem Italian dialects,
the subject mabe ealized within the CPiéld, as in the xamples belw:

(45) A qui Piere a-tdil paié?
to whom Piere has-he (nomlt spolen
‘To whom has Piee spolen?’ (Frendh)
(46) I me ga domandaGianni quandoche el vien
nom.d me have aslked John when tha nom.d comes
‘They asled me vhen Gianni is coming (a Nothem ltalian \ariety)
47 A ventache Majo ch’ a mangda pi’ tant
cl need tha Majo tha nom.d ea more
‘Majo must eamore.’ (Piedmontese)

The possibility of ealizing the subject within the Cild might actualf be
an option moe widely available within the Romanceamily. This option is made
available by the fact tha the subject isy@éemalized via Cl in these langges. While
Cl is geneally projected &the left-edg of the IPield (i.e immediaely above
TP), the gammar allavs for the option of mjecting Cl within the CFiéld in oder
to avoid a minimality violdgion, namey above the Q opeator and belw the
Wh-projection in Fend but above it in the Nothem Italian dialects. fius, the
Frendh example in (45) will be assodid with the sticture belav (before \-to-Q
movement aplies in shallev structure):

(48) [A qui, Wh, [Pierre, [C, [¢, [Q, [il, a [¢ [paré €]ITN]

In (48), Cl is &dove Q; theefore Cl does not integfe in the bindingelation
between Q andjeThe guestion thaaises is viy Q does not intefre in the bin
ding relaion between Cl and theariable g. | sugyest tha this is due to the so-
called anti-greement dict discussedybOuhalla (1993) andeferences cited
therein. We eldorate belav.

A variable bound ly Cl has the stas of a ponominal \ariable. This is due to
the fact tha the ditic or «stiong» @reement element thaentifies Cl is [+pono
minal]. Ther is a paametic varation among languges:
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(49) Some languges allav a [+pon] to be boundythe interogative Q-opesa
tor and othes do not.

We shall efer to ppnouns boundybthe interogative Q-opestor as Qu-bound
pronouns. Spanish alles for Qu-bound prnouns under cin conditions (see
the gppendix belw), but French and most Ndhem Italian dialects do not
(seePoletto (in pess))!® Thus, in the Fendh stucture in (48), the ppnominal
variable in Spec of VP (boundytthe nom-associad CI) cannot be bound to. Q
In other words, Q is not a posdib binder br the ppnominal \arable (il,e).
Consequenti, Q does not inteefre in the elation between Cl and eand no
minimality efects ae obseved

The fact tha Frendh does not allw for Qu-bound mnouns in conjunction with
the anasis of non-bae wh-phrases putdrth in section 4.1 careadily explain the
contrast in (50). In (50a), the lmnomindive wh-phrase is coindeed with Q; the
refore Q is bound to the nomitige ponominal ditic. On the other handh (50b)
the non-bag nomindive wh-phrase is not coinded with Q; theefore Q is not
bound to the nomirieve plonominal ditic.

(50) a.*Qui a-t- il lu unlivre?
who has- he read a book

b. Quel féroce magicien a-t- il enfemé ton secet?
Wha terible magicien has-he locked up your secet
(Grevisse (1980), cited in Spirhe (1998))

There ae two issues tharemain to be attessed withespect to the sicture in
(48). Why is the nomintive ditic obligatory -despite thedct tha the nominéve
DP and the subjecgeeement element arcontained in adjacentgjections after
V-to-C gplies? his might be due to the EPP (as@ested in Rizzi and Rolisr
(1989)). While the DP in the Spec of Clgjected within the CRdld fulfills the th-
requirrment of the mdicde, it fails to fulfill the EPP equirement:

(51) a. The EPP pplies specitally to the IP: the IP st hae a subject.

b. An IP subject is either the DP in Spec of TP diitefstrong ayr adjoined
to T. (See Algiadou & Anagnostopoulou (1998))

15. Although rare, thee ae Nothem ltalian dialects in Wich a nominéve enditic coexists with a
wh-subject; cfBellunesechi é4o che vien?Who is it tha came?’ Sue ditics are genenlly inva-
riable in form in tha they do not ary with respect to gnder and mmber and thealso @pear
with verbs thalack an ettemal agument; cfquando te pago che ‘I sia iva? ‘When does it
seem to pu tha he has aived?’ This sugests thasud ditics are not elaed to Cl 4 all, but
have the sttus of an inteogative maker. In some dialects, shas Brinese an irvanable endi-
tic may in fact coist with an infected nomintive pioditic (which, | daim, is elaed to Cl); cf
lon dv'al’a-lo fa ‘What has he done?’. fle dove examples a from Murano (1997)). Indct, it
might be a total misnomer tefer to sub enditics as «nominave» (although theonly appear
in tensed contés). The fact tha sud enditics only surface in méix interrogatives might be due
to histoical reasons if thg are indeed nothing else than a higtat relic.
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The other question ishy the nominéve ditic is an entitic in (45). Recall
tha the nomingéve ditic originates dove V (see section Zave). Therfore it
cannot adjoin to Vinstead it left-adjoins to T(after V left-adjoins to T)jwing
rise to the dllowing stucture:

(52) [;nomd[;[V]T]

When \{to-Q gplies in shallev structure for the pupose of ph-lgicalization,
it only moves the ctegory with ph-content, namglV (i.e. T has no ph-content):

(63) [[V;[Qll[ynomd[;[,&]TIl

The nominéve ditic will then attach a& PF to the erbal céegory to its left.
Our daim tha the nomingve ditic may attach to a word to its left ty a phonole
gical, sandhi-typeule, receives some suppbfrom the Nothem Italian dialects
wher the nomintive ditic may optionally atach to a complementéx to its left
(cf. Poletto (in pess))t®

(54) a. Ara che el vien. (Veneto)
Look tha nom.d comes

b. Ara dh’el vien

4.3. Similaities with Chinese withaspect to Minimality

It is timely to mention the case of the inohéte wh in Mandain Chinesediscussed
by Li (1992). Li shavs tha wh-words in Chinese can i@ a non-inteogative
indefinite intepretaion as vell as an intaogative one depending on the seman
tic propetties of its binderThe elaion between a non-inteogative wh and its
licensor is a bindevariable relation, like the one thaexists betveen an inteno-
gative wh and a question opator. And these bindevariable relaions ae subjet
to Minimality, as illusteted ky the conigurations belev:

(55) a.+QP ... -QP ...l .... vh2

-_— |
b.*+QP .... -QP .... Wl .... vh2
\—‘——“
C*+QP ....-QP .... Wl .... vh2
\ L |

16. Spotiche (1998) mims tha the nomin&ve entitic has a tighter mgrho-phonolgical connee
tion to the erb than a nomiréve pioditic and theefore pioposes thizenditics be lically gene
rated with the erh | would sugest tha this is a moe geneal mowpholagical propety of words:
mophemes to theght of the stem & doser to the stem than the rpbemes to the left of the
stem. This is tue not ony of ditics but also of diixes. Cf the possibility of coatinaing prefixes
but not sufixes; eg. pre- and post-positian



272 CaWwPL 7, 1999 Maria Luisa Zubizareta

The conigurations in (55kc) illustrate minimality efects; -QP isloser to vh2
than +QPIn (55a), -QP is inacte; theefore it is not a potential antecedent and
does not igger minimality efects. Li (1992:144) stas the gneanlizaion tha
emeges flom these and other cagdirations in the 6llowing tems:

(56) The linking of a vin-element with an opetor is subject to minimality
The linking of A with B [...A...B...] obg/s Minimality iff there is no inter
vening C [...A...C...B] suttha C is linked to another element, D =/=B
=/=A

Our daim is tha the stucture in (34b), vhich we repea below, is formally
identical to (55c):

(57) [[ynoue] [Wh [e[Q;[Jean[CL[T [yp&[.. §-...
| —

Li remaks tha thele ae no minimality efects vhen the tw opestors involved
are of the same type:

(58) a. +QP ... +QP ... 1 .... h2

b. +QP .... +QP .... Il .... vh2
\ — |

This obsevation is paticulally interesting because in the case of the Cl-atper
we find the same eneanlizion, as illusteted by the wellformedness of the sic-
tures in (14), vich we reped in (59). In these aiictures thee ae two Cl opestors
with identical function and no inteention efects ae obseved

(59) a. [DP [Cl[DP [CL[T[ypleVe,..
| | |
b.  [DP,[CI, [DP, [CI, [T [p & [Ve,.....
L ] |

5. Condusion

In this aticle | have reconsideed the consaint on peverbal subjects in Romance
interrogatives. | put brth an &planaion tha is crucially based on a ptacular
anaysis of ditics and stong ar.

According to this vigv, ditics and stong ar are the magpholagical maniestaion
of an dstract Cl postion, Wwich has the stas of an opetor. Cl, which is pojec
ted dove TR has the function of xgemalizing» an ajument of the erb with es
pect to the T assoded with the erh It achieves this via a combitian of binding
and mege. More pecisey, Cl binds a DP gument of the erb, giving rise to a
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syntactic pedicde; a ponominal or lgical DP meges with Cl and functions as
the subject of the pdicde. Cl is thus érmally compagble in staus to a eldive ope
rator. Cl is mopholagically identified by a ponominal titic or strong &r contained
in T. Languaes with ditics and stong ar, like mary of the Romance langges,
thus hae a mehanism other than mement to «&temalize» an sgument, in par
ticular the subject. Ae poposal then is thigreverbal (nonbcused) subjects in
Romance a in the Spec of a Cl-opor and this Cl araes minimality effects
when a question iofmed ty moving a wh-phrase &ove it. More precisel, a
wh-phrase mues to the Spec of aprojection though the Spec of a Qgjection
(located a the ightmost edg of the CPiéld). This ceaes a coindeng relaion
between the Wi-phiase and Qwhich then binds thedce of the \w-phrase as wil,
giving rise to a Q-opetor/variable relaion. But the Cl opetor is doser to the
wh-variable than the Q-opeator, a minimality violdion thus aise.l”

The dsence of the pverbal subject congtint in interogatives with fonted non-
bare wh-phrases was dtributed following Dobiovie-Soiin (1994), to thedct tha
the wh-fedure in the speciér of suth phrases mgfail to percolae to the DPin
which case theris no coindeing of a wh cdegory with Q. In sud stuctures, Q does
not function as a syntactic op&sr and no minimality ensues.

While Cl is generlly mgoped in the higher paof the midile field, namey
between the Q mjection and THn cetain cases Cl maproject d&ove the Q po-
jection, thus woiding a minimality efect. This is the case of the so-called com
plex inversion constuction in Fendh and of a similar constction in the Nathemn
Italian dialects.

It was sugested thathe diferences among the Romance larggsawith es
pect to the mverbal subject constint in embeded interogatives is to be tri-
buted to paaimetic differences in the phgcalizaion of the Q-&dure thd expresses
the force of the sentence

Appendix: On Acc Clitic Doubling in Castilian Spanisht®

In Castilian Spanish an acctisa ditic can doulte a wh-phrase ony in the pe-
sence of an aete neyation or in a modal conke:

(60) a. A quién no lo aguanta ni el mas paciente
Whom (obj) not acccl stand-3d-sing even the most paient
de los mortales/ni su made. (Active Neag)

of the mortals/evzen his mother (subj)

17. An exception is Bazilian Prtugueseln efect, the peverbal subject congtint is dsent in Bazilian
interogatives. This is as gpected Brazilian Portuguese laks Cl because it has nayof morp-
hologically identifying it: it has a walen subject greement system and has lost (or is in the pr
cess of loosing) the 8peson accudive ditic. See Matello Modesto (1999) anéferences cited
therin.

18. 1 would like to thank Mana Femandez Lgunilla for providing judgements on the da reported
in this section.
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b. (?) A quién no lo aguanta nadie? (Active N&)
Whom (obj) not accc stand-3d-sing nobod; (subj)
c. *A quiénnolo aguanta Maria (subj) (Non-actve Neg)
(61) a. Aquién (piensas que) lo deberia castiqr

Whom (obj) (think-2nd-sing that) acccl should-3d-sing punish
Maria/ su made? (modal erb / «deontic»)
Maria/ his mother (subj)

b. A quién dudas de que lo castigue
Whom (obj) doubt-2nd-singof tha accc punish-3d-sing-subjunc
Maria/ su made? (pesent subjuncte)
Maria/ his mother (subj)

c. A quién (piensas que) lo castiqara
Whom (obj) (think-2nd-sing that) acccl punish-2nd-sing-fut
Maria/ su made? (futue indicdive)
Maria/ his mother (subj)

(62) a.*A quién (piensas que) lo castigd
Whom (obj) (think-2nd-sing tha) acccl punish-3d-sing-past
Maria/ su made? (past indidave)
Maria/ his mother (subj)

b. *A quién (piensas que) lo castiqa
Whom (obj) (think-2nd-sing that) accc punish-3d-sing-pes
Maria/ su made? (pesent indictive)
Maria/ his mother (subj)

Some emaks about the d& ae in oder:

1. Ther is no speci€ity effect: the vi-phrase thais being doulked is not inter
preted as being discae-linked

2. The wh-phrase & quién can bind the posérbal subject withoutiging rise to
WCO efects. This is as gpected since the wphrase oiginates in the Spec
of Cl. See section 2.

3. The accudive ditic being +deinite, it rendes the question +digite. In other
words, «istence of an indidual coresponding to the object isgaupposed
by both speaér and heaar. This is shavn by the fact tha «nobog» is not a
possille ansver for ary of the questions in (60) and (61).

| would like to popose thain order to undestand the phenomenon debed
above, we must gpeal to the kel of Assetion Stiucture in the sense of Zubizata
(1998). The Ass Stucture is a post-LF kel whete the paitioning of the sentence
in terms of focus and Fsupposition is déiculated in tems of odered popost
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tions1® The (shaed) pesupposition is an assien tha introduces anxastentially
bound aiiable. The focus of the sentencegides a alue br the \ariable introduced
in the pesupposition. fie former theefore precedes the teer in the Ass Strcture,
To illustrate, consider thexample in (63a), with the F(ocus)-rkarg as indica
ted in (63b). his sentence will be assotEd with the Ass Sacture gven in (63c).

(63) a. Maria irvited dian.
b. Maria irvited [ Juan]

c. Ass Stucture:
Ass (1): Ther is an x sut tha Maria irvited x
Ass (2): The x sub tha Maria irvited x = dian

It was noted in Zubizaeta (1998) thiathe elation between the défite des
cription in Ass (2) and thexestentially-bound \ariable in Ass (1) is érmally com
parble to the eldion between an E-type pnoun and an indigfite in a pevious
sentenceas in the xample belaov.

(64) A sailor came inHe was weaing a ed shit.
[he = the sailor thecame in]

Capitalizing on this intuition, w sugest tha the accudave ditic in (60) and
(61) has the stas of an E-type mnoun. V¢ develop it belav.

Suppose thanegation and modals intrduce an indeendent asston. Consider
the kamples in (60a) and (61a)hd@ pesence of rgation and the modalige lise
to Ass (1) in (65) and (66gspectiely. Ass (2) assigns alue (i.e a constant) to
the \ariable introduced in Ass (1). Wuse a gaital letter to indicte a constant,
where the constant cagsponds to the possgbansvers of the question. Outam
is tha the accudive ditic corresponds to the defte desciption in Ass (2).

(65) Ass (1): There is NO x (not een the most gaent of motals) sub tha x
stands some y
Ass (2): The y sub thd ther is no x...(Xx stands y) = A
| |
lo

(66) Ass (1): SHOULD (Maria punish some y)
Ass (2): The y sub tha (should (Maria punish y) = A
‘ lo

19. | have also agued in the sameak tha the notions topic/comment should bé&arated a the
Ass Stocture level in tems of the subject/pdicae relaion.
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We then ead the bllowing condusion for Castilian Spanish:

(67) In Castilian Spanish, an acctigsa ditic may be QJ-bound if the ditic has
the staus of an E-type mmoun (in other wrds, iff the accustive ditic
comresponds to a dieite desciption in the Ass Strcture of the sentence).
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