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The focvs oftbis thesis is an investigation of abjsd shift hlselandio withinthe 
Mhkal is t  hmewmk. Obi& shat here involves m-cllfafadinctobisf or an 
8 n h c r  ohleer Gom base dosltlon to a Dormon htghcr m the ry&&c stm&e Adverb 
pla~.rmmr 8s oflm cmplqrd as cvldcncr fm obj ru  shin m s,m elernens follm, and 
.hlRcd clemrnt~ precede a rrnrential sdvcrh such a. nrwnon 

A deocdptionofthe object shift phmomnuonis presented in Chaptor One. Backmmd 
rencanh is d i m r e d ,  includingadescrifi'on of Icslandic vabprapcrtia by Holmberg 
and PlaQ%k(1995), an investisadonofthe category E by Travis (1994X and workoo 
negator movement byMoritz &dValois (1991). 

Chapter Two Ummtes various bypothnsn c&g the syntactic derivation ofthe 
w o r d o r d e r e o m b ~ o ~  inwlvrd in(doub1e) objca rhiR with an emphasis om Ioebdis 
dab. These include work by Gmetand O'Neil(1996), Collins a n d ~ s s o n  (1993), and 
Bobaliik(1995). Problems wifh each ofthe ~mwoala are laidout &er the M&VC 

ass- the ~owestpositianofan indefitehubjec~ aod t h e v ~ - s a r m a ~  position-ofa 
shifted direct object to be the same position [Sp- 
[Spec. NegP] is proposed. Object shfi is dervvd by apmces. whmby the prssmee of 
reong feames is triggered in a head wh- maximal pmjcdon is immediatsly 
dominated by the maximalpmjcction of anothcr head which ifScIfcontak smog 
features. The im~licationoffhe latter is that shift of ao indircaobiect alone is amdlv 
shifting of tk  &rest objsa, ths ncpator, and the direct objea t o h e e r  positions &e 
posibility ofvP-internal shifl of the direct object is also raised. 



chapter one 
Background 
1.1 htmdu~tion ................................................... 1 
1.2 Foundationsand Objectives of the I n d g a f i o n  ....................... 2 

12.1 Badr~undonIcelandic Object Shift ............................ 2 
1 2 2  TheorpfidFm-rk 5 
1 2 3  Objectives ................................................. 6 

1.3 On Icelandic Verb Properties Including h v m i i i  ...................... 8 
............ 1.3.1 The Double Object Coomunioa and TWO Vcrb Clas~es 10 

.......................... 13.2 Diffe~nses Berwccnthe Vat, Classes I 2  
1.3.3 hwrsi~nVerrurHeavyiWShift .............................. 16 

...................... 1.3.4 Pmpcrtiescfhvurio~andH~vyNPShift 25 
1.3.5 P a r s ~ ~ o n a f t h e  Objects ................................... 26 

................................... 1.4 Baskgmund on the Category E 31 
1.4.1 Evidence for the Existpncc of E ................................ 32 
1.4.2 EandMalagasyData ........................................ 35 

.............................. 1.4.3 Causativer and their Relation to E 39 
.......................... 1.4.4 E and its Chamctedptics as a Category 42 

.................... 1.4.4.1 E as a Lexical and Functional Category 42 
1.4.42 E and Them-binding ................................... 43 

1.5 NegationandMovemcnt ........................................ 45 
.... 1.5.1 Motieand Valois and LF Movement to [SF, NegP] inNegatien 46 

........... 1.5.2 Evidence in Favour of LF Movement of French N e g a  47 
1.5.3 General notes om FreochNegation, and the Positioniog 

ofposh[Spe%NcgP] 50 
........ 1.5.3.1 The Effects ofper$ome withNoopar6tive [0 deNP1 53 

1.5.4 ReFut~tiionof a QRAnalpis .................................. 57 
1.5.5 Mdtiple Negative Phmses. Absorption, and par in [SF. N e e ]  .... -58 

chapter Two 
Plwiolu RPs-h 
2.1 Infmduction ........................................... 62 
2.2 hmdvctionm the Mioimalist S y n ~ c t i ~ h o p o d ~  of Groat and O'Neil ... 62 

2.2.1 Gmat and O'Neil's Critique ofthe Extension Requirunem, 
Post- and Pre-Spell Out Opemtiom, and Economy ................. 62 



2 2 2  The i\Jymmemcal Rclauonshmpn Beovc+n Port- and RbSpsll Out 63 
2 2 3 Uuuvauon w Lcwl k k\ymmemc KKIIUUU~~I 66 
2 2 4 1 Ilng creed and rconomy ro Fmm an All cmnove lo Ro-nalc 

Thc Smng Cycle and Dcnvallonal Opcranons 68 
2 2 4 1 Cost m Trmr uCSsunp and Weak bcatter, and an 

Allemanbe Vlcw ro Oven and Co\rrt M o m n  70 
22.4.2 Implications for . Copy Theory ........................... 71 
224.3 The Co-uem%s for the MPLT ........................ 73 

2.2.5 A Possible ApplicatiooofCnoat and Ohleil's Model w 
Icelandic Object Shift .................................... -74 

2.2.6 Problems with Application w Double Object S M  ................. 78 
2.3 Collins and Tbrikmn's Analysis ofthcIselmdic Double 

ObjeztCoc3rmaion ............................................ 81 
2.3.1 General Owrview ... - ...................................... 81 
2.3.2 Verb Mov-nt P d  Object Sbifl .......................... 83 
2.3.3 Case Checkiog Positions and Underlying Strumre ................ 84 
2.34 DovbleObiect Shift ......................................... 85 
2.3.5 Specifications forAgrl d A @  .............................. 94 
2.3.6 W-Internal Strumre and Repositional Ditmsitives ............... 95 
2.3.7 Particle Conmctions and VP-Internal SmcDxe .................. 98 
2.3.8 Sum of Collins and l%&nssonns Analvxis ...................... 101 
2.3.9 Roblemsin Calliosand ~ o n n s ~ a l y s i s  ................. 101 

2.4 Babaljik'sVi nu .............................................. 103 
2.4.1 Rslative Positions ofthe Subject and D i i O b j e c t  ............... LO5 
2.4.2 Positions ofthe Indirect Obiect ............................... 109 
2.4.3 Seength Asymmetry in LeaphBBin~ .......................... 112 
2.4.4 Conclusions in Favouref Stlckhg ............................ 116 
2.4.5 Problems with BobaljVs Analysis ............................ 116 

Cbp tc r  Three 
S e e  md Object S M  h I=lan&c 
3.1 Ineoducfion ................................................. 118 
3.2 The Exist- ofE and Thc Possibmtyof Amact Category in Icelandic . . 120 

3 1 1  The Position of I n d e f i a  Ssbjecm ID- and Bobdjik 
Intaprefation ............................................. 120 

3.22 Indsfkife Subject h [Spec. EP] ............................... 123 
3.2.3 The Indefkite Subject i n  [Spec. EP]. Ule Positionof Negation in 

[Spec. Nee] .  andthe Adjunctionofthe hesententid Adverb w NegP . . 127 
3.3 S m n g t h a n d D o m c c  ....................................... 130 

3.3.1 StrenghofNegandE insinglcobje~shif t  .................... 130 
3.3.2 Strength and Dominance with AgrIO. Ne& and E in Double 



O b j a ~ ~ o r ! s  ....................................... 133 
3.4 A d j d o n o f A d v n b o  to VP and v P - I n ~  ShiR .................. 139 

3.4.1 vP-infernal Shift of the DO .................................. 143 
3.42 The Position of Modified Particles ............................ 145 
3.4.3 Problem for v P - i n m d  Shift Analwis ......................... 148 

3.5 me Non-&its Verb Under E. the p&cle Position under V. and the 
ImplieationofthcIOin[Spec. vP] ................................ 149 

3.5.1 The Negaror mvrr Precedc the Non-&ite Verb as Evidence of fhe 
VabunderE ........................................... 153 

3.5.2 Evidencchdicatcn the I 0  in [Spec, vP] ......................... 154 
3.6 Resence of E Strength- S-fi for ~P- In t ecd  A @  ............. 155 
3.7 Unrerolved Issuer .......................................... 156 

3.7.1 The Bebaviovr of Double Obiect Pmno- with Neeafio .......... 156 
3.7.2 me Bebaviour of a ~ u l l  DP io and DO ~ r n m o o  w i i  Negatio .... -158 
3.7.3 Pmblemin Single ObjesfShiR ............................... 1.50 

Chapter Four 
Conclvlion 



AcImowIedzements 

There are a n-kr of p w l e  who have pmvided moch help to me thm-ut my fLnc in 
the deoamnem and I would like ta mankthcm: PhilBmiean. mv thesis advisor who 
~otedd to my ramblings and helped keep me on muse, &provided me witha 
Malthofadvice and infomtion which- indispensable, andmy Icelandic info-& 
without whom I mvld not have pmdnced m y  w o ~ k  in ths flrJf place. Thaolrr also gota 
Irene Mazwknvish, who, when If irstvisited the depament Ioanedme a hookon 
geocral l i n ysuc r  and peaked my mrcrert m ths ruhjcct, Derek V m ,  h o w  re- on 
6cld mnhodr rewedlo deepen my m e n  mths Iceland~c lanyage. Sandraclarkcfor 
her whence and emmcnce, and Mnraucrilc MacKeme. who helncd me to cet 
evejfhLlg maighfenedout Other people Iw i sh  to &&are ~arHarid ~addockforco&s 
and convenation; Call- Porter for papa clips, elastic bands, and all the nuts and bolts 
required in working onmy thesis; and m y  gmduate cohorts Mark Scog Mary Hogan, 
AooaMmstim, Christa Baudoin-L isq Julie E r i k ,  Sarah Row, and all the 0th- wko 
laughed at my joker a d  who hadm pur up wlh nlc m g e n d  I am ondebred ro V-a. 
Sccvc. and Marlone C o h n - S d d  fur ,uppon, ad\mcc and cxellcvr olrals. Ene Gde and 
John H c ~ n n e ~ n  fur much horpah18ry and many good drrcuu~ons, my fml lv ,  who 
prnv~dcd me u ~ l h a  grea deal ofsuppun, and my rmc- for the. inpur;n ~mpro$ng 
my wort A, uull. I would Itkr lo than). Vlr Bubenb, Camc DysC N e k  Srclnkrgr and 
all the athcr peoplc in thc d m m m t  and the lmlvenolv uhu have hcloed me thmuplom 
my studies. %e;e are just a few pains out of many, abd I appreciate ;II the &rt riuf 
everyone pvt into hclping me hi*. 



Baclipmmd 

I.1 Infl~duction 

The prescotationImakc i n e s  Mi involver w a d  ordprpbmomcoo~ observed 

inIcclandic, particularly nlnted tothe shating ofobjects wimin the ~ m t m c c  rm-. 

My aim is to account for the wordorder variations denrribcdinfhe data presented 

hvghov t the  pspn. Much ofthis data comes h m  works by othsr avthon involving 

I c c W c ,  but Ihave also employcdan Icelandic infonuam, amalc native speaker from 

nathweat Iceland. With the help ofthe infomaof I have collcoted a largcpztion ofmy 

-data which 1 -10 fmder delineaic and d i d 1  my hypathsses regding Icchdic 

object shift. MY goal is to make an a-ff and log id  asuruntofthe mechanism 

&ugh which the o w  syntax arises. 

I kgin my i n h & o n  by pnmthgsome  backgmund infomation. In Ibis 

chapm, 1 explain what obj& shill in Icelandic is comprised of in terms of word orders 

and ths sona6fllmto inioold thfhh aod I present fhe framework whish I employ in my 

indga t ioo ,  that h i n g ~ % l i S f ~ r y  as p m p e d  by ChomJky (1995). Ioef out my 

objectives aod p e n t  Jome ofmy general pmporals. Con&-with me backpund 

information, I niats umh by Halmberp and P h k  (1995) to give a descriptionof lhe 

verb in Icehdio, hcludingthcir analysis of inversion smmums. Finally, Iprescot 

pmporals by Travis (1994) andMork aodVvIois (1994) wh 

investigation, more king the existence of an E pmjecfion within me syntax, and .he 

movement ofthe ncgator to [Spec,NcgP] nspcctively. Note that I have regulariredthe 



do- to represent the position ofthe de- &1c in 111Iandi~. where I gloss, for 

cxamplc, bdmnm'thc boob' as .book.-the'. Any gloss ortcmslationof exampler fmm 

other autham which appear in 9 9 9  hacksO are my own; and I keep fhc designation NP 

wh- it qp -  in wmk. that1 review, but Iadoptthc d d i p t i o n  DP in my YY 

analysis. 

1.2 Foundorions ond Objectives of ?he Invertigntion 

1.2 l B O C W M ~ ~ ~  I C ~ I I ~ ~ ~ C  objestshiff 

Icelandic is a languase whas defioife a b j a  DPs of transitive and ditransitive 

verbs can occupy d l l r o t  positionswithin a sentence, a9 exemplified by ths following 

sentences in (la-e) (from Collins and 'Ibdim-n (1996)). 

(1) a. Ion l a  ekki bs-0) 

Jon readnot boobthe 

'Jon did not readthe boob.' 

b. 1onlas bs-0) ekki 

Ian read bmb-the not 

E. Sg IBnaeWd MariuflO) b p k m q D 0 )  

I loannot Maria boobthe 

l do  not loan Maria the books! 

6g h a  MariWO) el*i bs-0) 

I lam Maria not boab-ths 



C. n)Eg h a  m o )  b = b @ o )  &i 

I LoanMaria bmh-Ib om 

(2) a. ?*& i- b.gbar(D0) &iMad"aO) (naf intanation) 

Ileadboo*pfhc OOtMada 

'Ido not 1- Mariathe boob.' 

b. *g b b a h n n W T J O )  Mmiu(I0) ewd 

I lend booko-the Maria not 

It h evident that dire3 and iodkctobjecb may vary in their placement withiatbe 

sentence structme. Sentence (la-b) npmrent fhsphe1u~meoon ofsingle object ahif? with a 

transitiveverb, whem (la) ahow a dhctobjen (he-fonh DO) DP bl~hvnor  .+he 

boala' which foll~lvo the megator ekki 'na', and (lb) show thc shifted position of a DO 

whne it the ncgamr. Double object* with a diwritive verb is iuvmsfed in 

(lee), which involves the leftward movement of obj- to ponitioon higher in the syntax 

thaotheirori&d positions. The example in(lc) show that an vnshifkd DO bakukukukuku 

'fhe baokd follows an vnJhi&d indirnt object (hmcefarth 10) DP Moriu 'Macia', where 

both follow the negator ekki 'not'. Example (Id) shows a e d  I 0  preceding the 

oegator *re an unrbii%dDO followr Ulc negetox. (Le) shows a shifled I 0  pmceding 8 

shifled DO, both of which prccsde fhe megator, with marginal mults ((lc) is said with 

flat intondo% neither of Ulc objecD caonceive a s s ,  ofhe& the Oentenoe becomes 

more degxdsded). The examples in (2a-b) what is unaoceptabl. in D m  of object 

shift ( h m  C o l l i  andlk6In890n (1996)). w h e  

situ I 0  and tbe negamm, and in (2b) boththe DO and I 0  have shifl* but the DO 



prcccdes the 10. nus &ere are ~ ~ r n b i n ~ o n r  ofwordorder which producc 

ungrammatical renrenca. those WingamCamc %DO shifts across an 10. 

An remrdcd by Holmbsrg (1986). and often described as Holmberg's 

Grme.dbtion, raising ofthe verb in Scaodinavian must-& any shifling ofthe 

abjenn; a mulf obien4 ~ m t  overtlyshift-SO avcrb. Tbk is 3Iustmted ia(3a-b) 

(fmm Collins andZxiir~~son (1996)). 

(3) a. *I& hefurbakumar (eWd) le i6 

Jon has boobthe not read 

r10n has not rndthc h h . 7  

b. *€g hcf Mdu(r0) el*i l W  bkkwsND0) 

I b a n M d a  not lent book-the 

['Ihve not lent Maria the book!] 

The sentence in (3=) show that thc DO b&nar 'the bmW caonot raise over the moo- 

fioite lexical verb I s i d  .read3, the latter being mable to rake ihelfdue tothe prerrnce of 

fhe auxiliaryverb hefur 'has' ( w a r e  withthe data in rentaces in (la-b), where the 

lniical verb, beiog 6nite. has raised and where shifting of the DO is legifimste). In (3b) it 

is clcar that the same applies to the IOMm* T4aria.. where rhiftingover the non-bite 

k r i d  verb ;hod 'lent' d b  in mm'mmaticaliw ( m m p  withthe datashown in 

(Ic-e) wherethe I 0  oan 9hitt wheo the Iexioal verb i-. This will 

also be d ixwcd  late. in section 2.3.2 on Collir and Thrihsson's (1996) aemmt of 

objen shift  in Ical~dic.  



As ths above exemplify, objeaswithin Icslandio Qmsitive and d i m i t i v e  

cotsmmtions have vadablc positions within the -fence% moving fmm their original 

positions within the verb shell to positiitiiti M e r  up inthe smmm, barring cemh 

&ON on movement as diwumed. 

1.2.2 Ilreoreticol Framework 

In my inveJtigatbo ofobject shift in Iselaodic, I employ a Mbimaht  fmmsw~rk 

to make an account of considdons swh as the positions available for shifted o b j c  

withinthe rtrumue, and to explain the di0zibwion of -in temu of what word ordew 

arc and are not aoceptlbk. Withe llGnimalistmode1 of gmmmar as put forth by 

Chomk7(1995) is the hypothesis that casc fcahvu on objccs must be checkedthrough 

nmctuml arrangement within the syntax. Case is checkedwhen anobject DP enters a 

specifier-head relationship: infhin instance the position aoqvirsd by the object DP to 

check c a ~ c  is the npciferporitim of a projection of a functional head A@. The 

CimcfionofAgrO h to checkcase cc an object DP. but it ~~rmotassign m e ,  thm the 

A@ asquiw ito oapaoity to assign can= hmthe verb thmugh an adjuncfion operation 

a t h s  dotiva6onprogres~cs. 'the eyntacfio position ofA@P B ~ ~ P P P  ~bovbo the w in 

Chomsh.'~ accounf whm A@ eris& bchvccnT and V. Withthe pre~ence of rtmng 

feahvu, Am0 amsM9 Vthmvgh adjlmcfion or anobject DP in [Spc, A m p ]  by 

rubtitution, and where an object DP appears o v d y  in [Spec, AaOP] position is an 

' F o r  a more detailed ds&ption ofAobbmbag's genecdhtios and an a-t ofitr womgs, see 
HOlmbag(L997). 



itmace of overt object mising. Bythe principle OfEcomomy, raising otfeatum covertly 

at logical form (lF) is prefem4 thy0 is invoked to delay raising until LF, 

ar; less uur is incurred thmthmgh LF operatioos. But in the e c  ofsuchfhiogr BP P- 

object shift, aU featlves, includingphonetic featurrJ, raise before LF and thus appear 

overtly inthe raised position at surface ~rmcture (SS). This b the wult  when mov-a 

at SS b forced by the L a s r h u p M ~ i p l e  31 that the resul6ngform will be infc'prptable 

at LF. IfSS movemcnt -re nof to take place, some features would not be checked at LF 

and the dmivation wouldcrarh. W* respect- slats ofA@ as a functional head its 

existence is indicated only by thepresacc off~nstioucnts which if amacts w h h  if is 

mag. 

1-23 Objectives 

Givmthe name of o b j a  shift in Icelandic, and the MirimM fowdatioa which 

guides my cesearsh, I intend topssent ent examitdon which more accctcIy enplains 

the phonom~onthanprevio~ invesfigations. MY aim is to givc ana-te description 

while reducing the number 0f~tipdul80m entd S-es withi0 Ule wookt0 0 dd BS 

posriblc. 

Asnvming aUer Chom!q(1995), that objects require case to he checked in Ule 

spesiiierporition of appmpdate functimal pmjkti008, and whne it appears that both the 

I 0  and DO sari shift memal m tha VP. 89 examples (la-) illuseate, one ooyld take this 

to indisetevP-enemd e s  chcc*ingpritiom. 1 maintpin the existen= of a vP-snemal 

essc cheoldng position forthe I 0  b Icelandic,mst beingthe spgikponitiornof an A s  



head pmjectioo, which1 derigoate as AsIOP. As for fhe vP-eaemal ooortituent between 

v and T m w6ich a DO phift4 my inves t igsr i~~ has led me m tototoI"dud that if is not a cast 

chcckiog positioa In my analysis, I haldthst thst W in IttIandic docs docot get its czse 

checked in the spsci6m position of a vpmemal AgrO projection. Rather, I maintain that 

this vP&mal poritionm which *&Knits M) DP rul overtly shift is in fact the 

rpeoifier of an EP; &k his ththc pmjectiooof a rztsgoryE (following Tmvir (1994): oee 

section 1.4), which exists bcovecnv and T inthe wtu. FurUler. I prsrsot evideoccthat 

[Spss. EP] h also the position inwhichan indeKnitessbjsCf can o d y  appear in 

Icelandic, and thah  I~elaodic no=-Knife pmtpatiartiiple adjoins to E, whichmcodes 

oertain "on-&ite verbal m~qhhlogy. 

As for the armal case che~!&gpositio~~ of anI~eIandi0 DO, Ipmpose that it is 

the specifier of a vP-internal A& pmjcction (set al~o Koimmi (1993) on vP-intsmal 

A@), andthat ovatshift ofthe DO m this position h ponnible I we Ule sentences in 

(5s-b) to i- (from Collins and Tlu6iorxn (1996)). 

(5) a i g+ec hafa peir smt+ beint upp 

yesterday havethcy sent my-the h g h f  up 

'Yesterday they have r a t  the money straight up' 



b. *I hafa Peir m t  beint upppningsna 

y e s t d y  have they sent h g b t  up money-the 

An~umingthat the adverb of manner beinr 'stdght' in adjoined to the W within the outer 

vP, thar the W c l e  q p  'up' is m d e d  under V whm the verb raises, and that the son- 

I X I e  pastparticiple sent 'sent' b adjoined to Ewhsre EP immediately dominaas the thp, 

them it is evident thatthe DOpningnningn 'the money' csnappearinfwo psitiom relative 

to there elunentr. Appearing to the left snd belowthe adverb, verb, and particle, as in 

(Sa), the DO is inrim in samplcmnrtpsition withinthe W, and appearing to the right 

of the adverb and particle but be lw  thc past paniciple, ss in (Sb), it is higher in the 

stmcme. Iposmate that this lattuporitim ir the Ipesifierpsition ef an Am0 

pmjaion between v and v, ss s h o r n  in (a). 

1.3 On I ~ l m d i c  Verb Pmpvtier Including Ime~sion 

In this section I set out some bsfkwund onthe nature oftha d i m i t i v c  verb in 

Icelandic, premtingthc wokof Holmkg andPlabk(1995). This is to bcribethe 



.a- ofthe verb in gemt-d, inin1eEtingabj- ad so fot?h, h d s o  to apt- the 

p ~ o ~ a f i n v ~ n  i a I e I 6  double objtcs ~wrmction~. As noted earlier. and 

exemplified by (Za), witen *DO BCBC BC I 0  in asenten- spoken aith 

intonation, the results ace unauiepmble. But &me are c o m m d m  where just smch a 

word order ir a p m .  The ditf-ce is that b e  represent the phenom-oof 

invcnion. oot objest shift. 

Collins a d W i o o n ( 1 9 9 6 )  note I b r  then is the wordorder parsibilify in 

Icelandic, whereby the DO COMO to p~ccdcdthe 10, e~~eysth~ughfhis har bccn shownu) 

bs an illeefimate c o m m d ~ o  int- of objccf shift (see section 2.3.4). It is not 

possihie for a DO to Phift over an in situIO: what is possible is bare gemted  inversion 

oE&e objects. Data in p - b )  h m C o h  and Thdbmon(1996) serve to cxxmplify the 

phenomenon of invsmiii in Ioel~dic. 

0 a. Hanogaf konunginum(r0) amb&tth(DO) 

he gave --the m a i d m - t h e  

'Ke gave the kingthe maidsewant.' 

b. Haon gaf ambirnna(D0) konunginum(r0) 

he gave maiban t - the  Idng-ths 

'He gave the maidsemant to the Ldog.' 

The example in Cia) &ow5 the objects intheir normal wrd rdrdm, with the I 0  

konmgiim 'the king' preceding the DO ambrimmm *the maldJcwanf.' The example in 

(7h) iUUmaten ths intenrtcdohjest order, w h m  the DO bas a,- to precedethe 10. Any 

DO-loword &is the result of invasi04 not tbjbjd Phift. The following section is an 



orpositionofwodr 6om Holmberg andPMzaok(1995). whae they present hypothews 

oo thc double object m m c t i o ~  in S-dinavian, witb much ~ONP on Icelandic. They 

'laveprigate me pmpc#ies ofthe double object cowmotion with diftercnt vdx, and 

present some hyprhe% onthe phmomcna. They investigate I c e ~ c  verbs interns of 

the types of objecw thcymay take, fhe c-E m a r k  pmpnticn. aod other cbaracterirtics 

such as inversion. andthey concludethat d imi t i ve  verb in Icelaodic fall into oua 

gmups, gef-verbs andski1ru'ru'ru'~-wk. Verbs belongings the former group an +he 

fmus of my inincstigatioa 

1.3.1 Tke Double Object Consmaion nndTwo Verb Cimse~ 

HolmbergandPlatLBck (1995) presentthe mcturc ofthe double object 

c w c t i o o .  andthey state that the analysis prcncnted is akin to poporals h m  other 

researohers including Lmon (1988). Fak (1990). Iohoson (1991), and Sp- (1990). 



' l o b  gave SafJO) thfh book(D0y 

With regard to fhe double object cmmmion, they rratcthat Icelandic ditmsitive 

verb can bs relegatedm on. ofhuo classes, whish fhey labclthe ge/lau @fi 'give2) 

and the skild'mo-class (ski11 'rebxn', nuur 'rob'). The rnajodty ofverbs belong to the 

gefo-class, and it is charaoIaistic of these verbs to &kc an10 m m ' p b l ~ ~ ~ a I l y  m k s d  in 

the dative andaDO marked inthe aocusa6ve. TherkiIdru'ann<Ia~s differs fmm the 

foregoing in that these vubs auigo lexical cape to a DO, which can take the form of 

dativc, genitive, or Isxicalaccusative. Their examples in (pa-d) serve to ill"-. 

(9) a. Y n  gat 6lafi b 6 b a  &-verb 

Jon gave Ol@AT) bok(ACC) 

CJon gave Olaf a bmkl 



b. Hirnnag8ipeun Se &7efi-verb 

she told them(DAI) rtory(ACC) 

rshe told them a story.'] 

E. Maria~kildi m& Wldnoi minni slild'a,na,-verb 

Maria m m e d  me(DA4 book-the(DAT) my(DAI) 

PMaia returned my b w k  to me!] 

d. peir=ndu 61af peningun- S E I ~ ~ L ~ M - Y U ~  

they robbed OlaACC) may-thc(DAV 

CThey mbbsdthe money fmm Olaf.'] 

1.3.2 DzBccenees bemem the Verb classes 

Holmberg and PlaVack (1995) Jhowthat verbs fmm the two classes exhibit 

& i t  characferidticr. They k t  dincvrr how thc verb ci- select me, following 

E m o h  (1991) in their analysis. Forthc Ioeiandic double objen coor;rmnim, b y  

pmpase thst the verb c k k s  case on the I 0  bym- of a~electiooal fa-, end tha, in 

fa4 the head b ntrictly ~ubcbchgodpd for this in its lexical repre~en~tioo. The verb's 

nubsategoriation also include8 the selection ofthe category of its complement (what 

Holmbag and PlamckoaLI the complement's "catego"a1 propmicn"). t\J well. they 

pmpow that a fcafure in the verb's svbsategodration may possibly designate thth 

panicular Ease assigned10 thc complement With rrspnf to this, Holmbag and Plamck 

mntend that the cane araiwsd to an cxpcri~nccncr arwmemt may be determiad &the 

laical repeentation of the verb. Withthe notion of prupecmed carp for expuiencer 



argumentJ, they note W Icelandic bent~ktives are d y  placed h t h e  dative, and 

malefactiyc~ tendto be in the p~~wt i f i f i  (to B l a m  -f tban the former). But there are 

exccptioos to there tmdmtmdmia, and so they maintain W t h e  eei-at of fasf to an 

expiencer in Icelandic is not driven by ande of case as-ent dependant oo thc 

paticulartheta-mlc; they holdthat the case which marks expcricncer argumeots is 

idiosyna~tic. l l xeypmpo~~  as well that thm p m j d o n  ofan An head by a Y Y Y ~ .  a pm- 

not &ly dependant on ~unaofic~,  is also the result ofinfo-tion stored h t h e  I e x i d  

repmenfation. Both&- andsh'ldr--verb~ pmjeaAct(whereas an srgativc would 

not), andthey prswnt the following verb$ in (l0a-h) to exemplify the renpcctive 

underlying represem~tim h r n  each clau. 

(10) a. g=b [exp., An1 

b. m a  [_Dat, exp, Aal  

Holmkg  and Plaaack(1995) point outthat there i s  no ~ c t s u b o 8 0 g n ~ t i o o  

forthe DO (the t h e m )  ofgefo 'give; as it in not assigned aluioal EBSD here, thw it is 

marked by accuriarive case when the verb is adye, anddominative case when the verb is 

passive. As well, as its lexical repmeomion in (10a) show, the verb arriglls dative case 

to its e q e h  theme; there is also an Act pmjmed, having been specified in the 

lexical rep~nsotation. As forthcrh'lru'rrno-verb rmm 'rob' shown in(LOb1, dative care 

is assigned to the DO. and this verb also lm =Act pmjcctinr npccified. but the case of 

any qsricncer cgumem is not d c h d  infhe lexical "pmmtation, and EO it is assigned 

sucoilral acwsative -. In svmmq, Helmkr% and Platraokpmposs fhe ~Ilollowinp 

about the respective case pmpdes:  



the Icelaodic DOC [double objm ~aumrcuon] sxcmplificr (at I-) h c e  
diwhnt laads af Care, --I Clx (c g the DO ofp jo) ,  lexeal 
ldoryncrauc Case (s p. the DO o f r m o  ). and 'Ihcrnauc Case", h a #  Is a Carc 
uhlzh 8s asiwmafd wth a mle (the 10 ofgrfa), althoupb. as an addrtional 
c~mphcallon. the ass0~181100 bemen mle andcare s only a Imdmc) m rtur 

whch motwater reprcrsotlng ~t as pan ofthe l c x ~ a l  reprcrrnralion ofeach 
vcrh Thc hhrcc W r o f  Cnrrs are clearly d rn l ny r r hd  m the Ieuznl 
reprenrnrnnons m I(42a-b)] 5rmctwal ca\e i, tnd8cat.d hy nbrmrc o f  lexical Case 
w ~ . c 1 R c ~ 1 1 0 4  In i~ca l  I~~OS)IIC~C Case IS rrpreienred a. a .m;t rvbcaregonra~vn 
featwe, and Cue" s rcprcrcnleda? 3 rtnrt rubrenpt on a role feat- 
,Holrnbcrgmd Plrvask 1995 201) 

Coatiouingwiththeir~ptioonof~ccsbetws~o&everb 01- 

Holmberg aod PlaOack(l995) describe how eachcla~s responds to a ro-consmdion, 

which is thc rsplacrmsof ofthe I0 by aPP. They note fhat in Icelandic double cbjecf 

u 1 ~ c t i o n s ,  skiId'm~?-vcrbs tolerate t heocommx t iw .  In conmJt, they notetbat 

replacement of the I0 by the t o - c o ~ o n  in mot a Legitimate p-e~s for the gofa- 

verbs. 

With respectto thegeffverbs, Holmberg and P b c k  a t e  that i t  is thc contents 

ofth lexical reprcsmtstion which explains fhe less Ulan favourable potition ofthe lo- 

comrmction with this clarr. They posit Ulat b c a w  the l a i ca l  npmentation specifier 

thatdative case bc~~~i&to8neqmieoccrw@mxntththpresmccof aPP 

complement would not be ~cc5pable wiUl fhis verb =less as it m u l d  violate a seiedional 

requirement Having aPP prcsmt would largely result in illcgj6mate e o ~ s ~ o ~ s ,  as 

they ill- with the (11a.b). 

(11) a. *? Hh gaf b 6 b  ti1 I d  

She gavc book-&e to Jon 

pShe gave the hebookto Jon.1 



b. *fgra@i @gum f l ~ h l d r p c i m  

I told story-tbsmthemlfarfhcm 

['I told the omo  t&r them.9 

In investigatingthsskiIdmna-~lan~ HolmbmgandPlaQsck note ?hat there verbs 

have three parsibilitier with regard to the 10: fhe I 0  can be presmt, madred as such by 

morpholo&'cal case; fhc I 0  can be o m i W  withthe rc-construction "placingthe 

expaieocer argument: the I 0  can be omitted ontircly. Theyewmptifyeachpoiot in (12~- 

C). 

(121 a hlnsldladi b6dndr ti1 fins 

she hcmum*d b k - t h @ A n  m Jon 

[8he retuned the bwkto Jon!] 

b. pcir atl-6" a6 nena - k i n  af mir 

they iotsndedm rob p--the(D~~) fmm me 

rlheyinanded to mb the p m e  h m  me:] 

F. h h  hefur ekki sMBd b6kinni 

she n o t m e d  book-the(ACC) 

['se bas n o t ~ m e d  the book7 

To explaiothe data, HoImbe~andPlatzaok pmposs that skiln .refurn' s s ~ i e  csre to the 

I 0  optionally, and thatreno 'mb' has no requirement m take an I 0  marked by m y  case. 

Thur; they maintain that the I 0  is an optiomd e l e m  h a alWm&o(~ with vcrb5 of this 

daso, as they arc notrequired to assign my to an 10. The imptication is that a PP 

can be employed m realimthc o rpe r i am q v m a t ,  BS it does not violate any 



Jelectional feat-. They w e  that, in f%.sYIo/r~nn-v~bs are not q n k d  to have any 

r d k t i o n  of an expiencer ax-enc it is present ar an I 0  or o PP optiooauy. In 

cord=% the anthors point out fhatgeff-verbs q v i r e  thatthe 10, an "paiencer 

aygumat marked by dative em, m w  be p e n t ,  as specifled in thc lexical 

weseotstififi (see (LOa)). They usmplify fhis e r n e  bctwccn the s k i l 1 1 1 ~ ~ ~ 1 -  and 

pfo-verbs respectively in P ~ ~ ~ E E I  (1%-b). 

(13) a. H k  befur ekki slrild Mlrinoi 

nhc bar w t  nhvned book-the 

?She has mot reamed the book!] 

b. * H6n hehu c**i gee6 b o w  

she has nor even book-the 

P h e  has mgiven the book.7 

It is evident in the above that an I0 need not be p e n t  withskila, but the 

wammaticalltyaf i s  absence withgefoindicaten that it is a neccsnaryclemenf. 

1.3.3 Imrsion wr- Hemy NP ShC 

Holmbag and Platrack(1995) d i u  inversion ofthe objects inthe Icelandic 

double object msrmcfion. They state fhat inversion ofthe objesfs to DO-I0 o h  is fine 

for thegef-clans v s r b s  (with m e  ntcep6onn), as they flustrate intbe examples (I&-b). 

(14) a l6nerlar d gefa MLina einhvexju b 6 W  

Ion intends to givc book-th<ACC) (to) some h 3 A T )  

YIon intend$ to give the book to mmm libmy'] 



b. Wano n*di b6kas&ib OUumn*jrm [sic] st6dmtum 

he s h o d  Ebw-the(ACC) (to) all new JtudentrpAT) 

me showed the library to all new ohldohldIs7 

&hber% and P h k m e  that& is 5 cooditionwhieh munt be met in d m  for wfh- 

verbs to show inversion wceptBbly. ney stattat thar while fhe I 0  in the invmed 

c o n d o n  is indefinite. heavy, or both, b arc not the piital  pcoodititis fm 

inversion. Rather, boththese qualitis lead to a DP bsing inrerpmdas fos@ mu! they 

pmpow that it is f- which is renporwible for t i m i n g  ininenion. They explain that 

s p d c a l l y  thc I 0  must bcfonued aodths DO wn-foewed. They illusfrate this point by 

showing& h e m 1  focus porsibilitie~ gjwn in (1%-g) (the authors note that (15a-0 are 

ncntenccs ~ n m u c l l d  amund oncs h m  Ott6son (1991). andthat (15g) was presented to 

them byHalld6r k Si@-). 

(15) a. cgetla ad gsf8 b5ldoa einhveju b5hahi  

I wiu bobk.the(ACC)C)name library@ATJ 

yI wiU give the book to some Iibrary.1 

b. '??kg etla d geL Mk sinhveju b 6 M  

I will givc(a)book(ACC) some libnuy@AT) 

r I  will give s book to some library.7 

c. Es &la a6 gefa &+a b4k einhveju kka& 

I will give some book(ACC)rome library@An 

[?will give some book to some libmy!] 



d. *Cg stla d gsta eidmeiab5k M-n 

I wiu give some book(ACC) libmy-&@AT) 

[? wiU give oomc book to the libmry.7 

e. *6g=Ua a6 gefa einhvnja b6k b 6 b &  

I w i U  give some boak(ACC) I i b m A r )  

['I wiU give no- bookto B libmy.') 

f. Egietla ad gsfs Mldna b 6 h &  

I will give hk-the(ACC) tibmy(DATj 

yr wiu gke the bookto il t i w . 7  

g. *Eg;eflaad gefaMLioa MLaea5h.u 

I w i l l  give book-thNACC) tibmy-UIKDATJ 

rIwiU give the bookto the tibbary.7 

HolmbegandPhtack indicate two examples which iliuman that fezus -legated to the 

10 is more si@fioamm the inycrsion stmcm thao the h u s  given to the DO, where the 

defioitensss of ?he DO is not the main caotribumr. They note fhis in (ISc), which & o w  

that as long as the I 0  is i n m t e  and imei'prefcd as focused, then the DO can atso be 

indefinite. And 6 , k .  mn, note (Isg), which J\uoWI that the -hYc is a150 not 

dependent on the DO being definite. Thw f w w  o~thth I 0  is me prime cocoditi~n. 

HolmbngandPlatzack (1995) present (16) as the Wurmrc for the invmed 

doublc object ooomuctin~ bared in @ amundFdk (1990) and Holmberg (1991)'. 

'Ihk mnna a Hobbap(1991) h Holmbag and PI& (19%) d a a  notrppcnr h hek v f i o d y .  



They maiotain that, in a general way, this rcpresenta lhc same r r m c ~ n  

undmlyingthe to-anSQUction, mept  dat mnpholodcal Ease marking ofdative om the 

10, in combinationwithfacus, metthe same underlying syntactic conditions as a PP in 

W a n d  Scandinavian AS weU, the scleotloLlsl feabxes simvltaneovtly present within 

the l a i d  nprsscntltion ofthe verb me st i l l  met, whnr they would not be ifthere were 

PP present. To illustrate thekpeint, Holmbeg wd Plarmckmall fhc Lexica! 

rep-tation of the verb gofa in (17) 

The verb I kc r  an oblrmforycxprimcsr awumenr with r rpecaficd Caw. namely 
d a u ~  The rmctml position of the a r m c n t  s mot rpeifird Hmcc rhc vrrh 
may mngn h e  Case lo the low- a r m e n 1  m [(16)1. The DO u 111 bc arrrelcd the 
ontnary rtrvrtwal acsvtaltve Cane b) Act+' Note that the DO n formall) a 
spssIfm,nor a complsmcoLof V lo [(l6Jl. race  (datwe) Cdsc i ~ c b & J  I" V '  
(rf 1(27)1) The DO r mll with~othcshrchngdom=mn(govmmmtdomam, of 
V and Act (Ilolmbsrp sulJ Plaeack 1995 207) 



Holmberg and P M  stnte -that inversion ofthe double object 

canmmiion is not possible in Mainland S d v i m ,  and that it d a ~ i  nof matter what 

the focus conditions are, ssthcyilluhate in& Swedishexample (18). 

(19  'Hanska p bokm newt bibliotck 

He will give bmk-me some libbary 

[~latio~unawilablsl  

They orplain that &re is nothing to intedere w i t h e  checkkg ofbothobjms hers, 

giventheirpandared SBSC rule (19) tot the I 0  in Maioland Scandinmiar. 

(19) accwatfve is tic* in s p p r W  

(20) actar c mpmienccr c them <adverbial 

Bvt to explain why hvcaion is didowed, they adopt the proposal by Speas (1990) of a 

vnivenal theta hierarchy shown in (20). Thneforr thmughthe hev& theta hi-hy, 

+he experienccr mlc will be assigned to the objnthi&er up inthe m o m r e  (the DO in 

inmion), and ule lowerobjed(the 10) will get the theme mle; thus the multinp 

otruEhve in terns ofthe csse -Ling would not & = w e .  

Holmberg andPlatrackpoint outthatthe m c  smcture h Icelandii is 

grammatical, an inverted double object c o ~ ~  are le&kate pivathe condition% 

=&out earlicrinthis redo& lheirrn~~:lmion is that me moqhologi~al thematic m e  

a~igmedto the 10  by pfo-verbs bars it h m  -ivingthe fheme role. Thy1 thithithiCthiuzy" 

mle gets assigned to theobject higher up inthe stmdue ,  thth DO. Howwer, they point 

out that ifthe I 0  is what they call a ' y r e  exprimcd'  men inversion of thth dooble 

o b j e  in M. Thia has to do with the mematic propmies, in that they become more 



W e  those ofa PP coo.rmftion in W a n d  Ssdioavian wich respect to ths to- 

eooptnrstion. They pmcnt smtenses (21a-b) h m  Swedish. 

(21) b Han gav aUa laare hwvdhwvdark 

He g w e  all teachem (a) headache 

[wnrlafion vnavailable] 

b. ??liaogav h d v H r k  & alla laare 

Hc ag. (a) hcadachs to all teachers 

[*aslation unavailable] 

Usingthe uokrsd  ktzhi-hy a&+ theycxplpio the degradation of the sentmmm in 

(Zlb). mey pmpare that dl0 l611e 'all teaches' in a 'pure experienca' mle, not a goal, 

and shouldmme beforethe theme role. Because 'a headache' does not have an original 

r o w  hmwhich  it getr psd alongm a goaL it develops in someone s an 

experience, as the reult ofsomething or someone: thu it in ao cxpsriencsr in whomthe 

headache arises. They present a simila example fiomIcelandic in W). 

('22) a. Hann gaf allum km- -a tsldfwa 

He gave all teachmQAT) (tb.) m e  chancc(ACC) 

PHe gave the rame chancemall teaches.'] 

b. *Ham gaf s a m a f s w d  alum bnn- 

He gave (the) rame chance(ACC) all teacheqDA4 

It is app-t that i n ~ s i o n  of the doublc objsst m n W m  is unacceptable in (22b). 

even though the verb is B gefowrb, and even thou* the I 0  is focused by being 

indefinite (andths DO non-focused by being definite). Holmberg and Platzackexplain 



Ulatthc came for the mgmmmmtisality~f(2lb) is probably the same as for(22b). as the 

I 0  bu ld  be m i p d  a goal mle. but this is nM in this cast. Thry propsethat *a 

chance' exintn in the same m m m  as 'a headache' abwe - if is a thios that is 

aperieneed, and not so&godgioating at a sours. anddiictsd to a goal. Therefore, 

the universal Uletehisranhy is violafed, and the J- is unpmmatical 

Holmbcrg and Plaaafk(1995) Jfaie that inversion dthe double object 

consrmstion with sfil&(~na-vnbr d t .  in degraded a mpmmtical sentences. They 

illvlwte this inexampler (23a-b). 

(23) a. 79Hm sldladi pcninwum cinhvrrju IGge~lumanni 

he mund money-&PAT) some polinnan(DAT) 

W m c d  the money to somc poli-a'] 

b. *eek l~eynd" saaolehum ou b(rm 

they concealed rmth -WAT)  all childrrn(ACC) 

['They concealed the wth h all allhildren!] 

Holmbag aod P1aea.k point out that the generalbation made sonccmiog the 

inadmisibility of i nvmd  dovblc objest ~onmmtiom forthesfiIa/a/me-MT~I is not 

cowly a c c w  them do exist examples where it ap- inversion has taken placacc. 

lbey hold that when the evidmce is corsidmd, this m o t  be cmsidmed inversion. The 

main characteristic ~op(~.iaDd withfbis ph-m- is that the 10 mtw be "my heavy. 

With arelative clause %wing to w t e  B very heavy 10, they p-tthm m~ntcnoeo in 

(24a-b) ar oramples. 



(24) a ?M ~eyndu [& - f i l l h ~ a *  e ~ d  ~ O ~ U ~ I  

they -ealcdrmth-the(DAII all(ACC) who bctoogdcdot party-the 

'They conceded the tnnh &mall tho- who didn't belong to the party: 

b. T1Sjddrm svipti &urn [samlu koouoa rem bjd 

thcsca deprived h d A  old woman-the (ACC) who lived 

B ~yjunnil 

om island-the 

'The sea depdvcd ofher husbandthe old woman who livedon the island.' 

Holmbsrg and Plaback somidrrthe above word order vadatiom W I O  to be a C B S ~  of 

heavy NP mowenf  a&r at6sron (1991), and not inversion: they pmpose the srm- 

in (25) as undalyingfhe c o o ~ t i o n  for the relevat portion of sentence (24a). 

(25) 



HolmWrg aad P1aQac.k (1995) hypMh&zs as to why i n ~ e m i i  is nnp-ibl. for 

ski ldrmslanr;  b y  statethat it is &y dueto case assignment to the DO These 

sKildrmn~1-vwbs arc m y  subcategorizd to assiw idiosynomtic cant to t h D O  (see 

section 1.3.3). and it is implicit thafenly Y ~ o m p l ~ p s i t i o n  can*&= tb a; but 

in ao inverted sewme. theverb chccb case onthe I 0  in thatpwitioo, not tbr DO. mey  

exemplify with the legitimately m e d  Jrmcfure of ths gef-wrb in @a), and examples 

involving a ~OId rmn~verb  in (26b-E). 

(26) a. gefa , [~  Mlrioa [v V,[op cinh+u b6kanasoilll 

giw book-the (to) some library 

b. *n& [* MLun- [V Vi [op einhwju Mhafoi]]] 

rrovm book-the(nAr) some library(DAV 

c. sbla [W Mh- [V Vi [W ti1 cinh- b6- I]] 

scum book-the(DAT) to some library(GEN) 

d. skila [ _DAT, (exp D). ACT) 

mey explainthaf Ule case onthe I 0  ofthe legitimately i n v d  mnsmtioo i (26 )  is 

checbd by the verb in v', md the DO higherghp CBMm be c o d  as a ~omplcmcnt 

amrdiogta HolmbecgaodP1aa~~k"nde~titiof acomplemcemcf given in(21). 

(27) A is a complement of ao X 0 k a d B  ifmdonly if 

(a) A is Uls daughter of B' (a furt orderpmjenioo of B), or 

(b) A is a nistsr ofB' and B has mot checked Case in B' 

In sentease (26b) with iUegifiman inversion, they point out that the dative w e  is 

ohesbd by the verb in v'; this beiogthe oasc the object higher in the suncumcana~t  



count as a mmplrmem only 

rpnified inthe lexicalrcpesentafiooofthth verb shown in (26d cannot be chec*edoo an 

object in spci6cr psitiofi, d y  on one as c o m p l ~  

unacceptceptble. Ao for mtencc (26~). ~ a s e  is notchccksd inV' because the verb has an 

optionto leave out a morpholo~cally mar!ed experic000rm1~ (see s e n i o  1.3.2); it is the 

object higher inthe smrcfurr urhich is therefore sowzed as the complement, andso it has 

iu case shccksd by V. HoImbebegmdPLaUaok un~ ludc  by EL16ogthat this can be tygued 

for all the 101n/,-vabr. 

1.i4 Properties of imemeIi00 ondHemy NP Sh@ 

Given above propositions on the (I- of i n m i o n  and heavy NP shift for 

the e n t  dasrr. ofverbr, Holmberg andPlatzaok(1995) pmpone that certain e&cu 

should be appannt for the rewtivc movement typ- as well. With respect to inversion, 

one is that the theme argument mm8ese.i as a DO can be an anmcedent U) an anaphor 

associated with the 10. Tbey we ths sentence in (28) to i l l m t e .  

(28) J6ngaf ambitha, Lronungi sinum, 

Joo gave maidservant-the(ACC) W P A n  -AT) 

'Jon pave the maidsewant to her iiiog8 

They note that this type ofbebavioo should not be, and is notpoposibl~ fofosII~rena- 

verb. They sitc F3gavalLson (1982) in stldngthata DO ppoitioned befofo the I 0  

m o t  bind ananaphor msociaed withthe 10, and we examples (2%-b). from 

Riigovaldrron (1982). to exemplify this. 



(29) a * S j h  svipti mamirum, [gSmlu konuna sioac. sem ...I 

ra-the deprived huband-th@Ar) old -an(ACC) REWACC) who ... 
'The wadsprivedthe old woman ofher husband who ...' 

b. XL r=nduvssIdnu. [eigcndm sham nem... ] 

they robbed pme-Ule@ATJ ownee RPZ(ACC) who ... 
[*anslation unavailable] 

Holmberg and PlBUBEk smte fhat (294 would mean 'Ihc sea deprived the old woman of 

her huband', ifit were achlally a grammatical sentence. They posit that the masoothe 

two sentences (29a-b) ace l m ~ t i ~ 1 1  is that wenthoughthe DO looks as ifit could 

act as an antecedeat m the phrasc containingthe anapbor, the phrase is I&-adjoined* 

the VP, and so &DO does o n ~ - ~ o m m d  i t  As P re8ulf thth reflarive element 

contained withinthe experiencer segment E-ot be properly bolnd by the W theme. 

Holmberg and Plaeack m d i o  that there observations fiuther support &at the DO-I0 

word order in the result ofdifftmt uoderIy+ng shwtuns for the twa verbo: the invertd 

double object mn-onwith the @fa-verbs, and HeavyNP Shift ofthe I 0  with 

skiIo/o/mo-verbs. 

1.3.5 Pm~ivizmimimi oftho ofijecfs 

Hohbrg  aodPlatzack (1995) continue their investigation ofthe properties ofthe 

two classes ofverbs withre- m the doub leob jec t~ t rms~on  by- to the 

pmprties inherent inpa~ivizatioo. They smte fhat onlythe verbs ofthsgefa-~las will 



allowthe DO m bepsrivired without re&tion((3Obs) below), and that the 

~Li ldrm~verbs  only allow p~~sivirstionof the DO iffhe 10 is omitfed((3Od) below). 

(30) a. 16ni varu g e k  bkh[sicl (Note amirtalnc inthe gloss: 
bmk"r is indefioite in tbis form) 

JoopAr) wexe given boob-the(N0M) 

['The b o b  wcn given m Jon:] 

b. Ikkumr v o m p f m  J 6 i  

IbooLrthqNOM) were ern JmpAr)] 

CThe baoks were given m Jon!] 

E. Mni vars l j lad  MLunum 

JmpAr) was rmvncd baohth@AT) 

?The books Were retuned to Ion.7 

d. B e h u m  var sldlail ('16ni) 

bok-thqDAT) was retuned (*JoflAr)) 

['The baok was returned ('to Jon).') 

Holmberg and Platmck explainthat in passive oonsrmctiom, the verb proj- a Pass 

head Coot Act); this Pass head lacb thmpmpedes tf arsigna mle to its specifi~positio~, 

and it c m o t  license an sc-tive case on the compbmt  position to the verb. lhcy 

poshdate that *at Paw does licsnre is '%on-thematic v-posit ion which may h o P t e  

movedtherc ifother liansingmnditions are satiaied.. or an intermediate hace of a DP 

moved to SpeeIP. Theverb moves to Pass, i n o w  syntax. .., to have its paprive 

morphology checEkeb''~tolmbergaod PlaDack 1995:215) 



The pheno-a that HoImberg and PIaPBck(l99 ate cwcsmed abnthoe axe 

that the geff-f bs allow psrsivhtion of either object, and mat L e  skildreno-wbbs 

always allow wiGzation of the 10, but only allow& DO to be p s i v i m 3  Sthere is no 

I 0  present. They hold thar these diEerencsr arise anthe resvlt ofthe lmderlyingm=Nrer 

by wt~&thegefa-verbs allow invinvii4 but fkiIo/o/~~~-vsrb do not (adoptedfmm Fak 

(1990) and Holmberg (1991); see fwmote 2 inthis Ehapff of +he latter rrtermcc). Ihey 

propose that psrsiGzation ofboth obje& in h e  forgefa-veb became fhey retainthe 

poss ib i i  of optionally pmjsEtlng one.oftwo predicate m h  - one with the r e & r  

IO-W ordcr, and the other urith the inverted DO-I0 order. &the former suncum, the 10 

io poritiaod in [Spec, W],  and inthe lattccfhe LIO in inthe same [Spec, W I  pition. 

FoUowing Vilmer (1990). Holmberg and PlaQackmainQinthat ifthe vndcrlying 

sunchm h thst offhe inverted double objecf consmtdon, there wuld be no violation of 

Relativireed Mbbdity in psiviivizing a DO fmm [ S m  VP] position. They illurnate 

withscmm~e~ Ola-b) (&r (30a-b)). 

(31) a. [P J60ilV0) O)[I[IMN 1- (-3 [R. g d q  I[, ei [v. V1 ba?k~r@O~lllll 

Non-inverted mumwe; I 0  psivircd fmm [Spc. VP] 

b. b B a ? h a m ) O )  [r[r W N  [ s d  CI [R. ek,  I[YP 4 [v. Vl J6oi(rO)1I111 

Inverted smtmwe; DO pssivired *om [Spec, W ]  

They note that Relativim3 hfirh~ality is respected here, in that the I 0  in the eee-inverted 

nrmctvrr andthc DO in& inverted arc not blockd h m  raising by any 

cetegories that wuld intcryme, as they am both in [Spc, W ]  in Lcir -dive 

-s. 



Holmberg and Platrack (1995) paint outthat in mmpsrkon, the ski/d'-wverbo 

have no inversion of the dooble objcctc-motion. They state that ifif I 0  is p e n t  

in [SF, VP], then the DO -ot k p a y W ( 8 5  (30d) nhow kcawe it wouldhave 

to m e  6mn complement psition and-ss the I 0  in spesifier~osition This would 

violate Ifslatidzed Miohd%y and d t  in u o ~ t i s l ~ t i ~ .  

Holmberg and Platzack sLaborato by Jtafiog mat p a s s h t i o n  ofthe DO for the 

sxilru'ru'rano-ru'b is only bamd w h e n k e  in a I0  OP in the satenee (a&, s (30d) 

shown). But the I 0  has beenshow to k an optional elemem for this class of verbs, and 

sn such there verbs can also have it manifesM as a PP (see s t i o n  1.3.2). Therefore, if 

the I 0  is not psent,  or is present as f PP. them there will bb OD violati00 of ReIativized 

Minhdity iffhe DO is psnsivired, becay~c, as I appume, the DO g a s  idioayocppumtiti cssc 

pmpuly auigaedm it, and& is i i th ia~  inin ajgherposition which would b1-k its 

raising up. Ibis point is illymaod in&& remen- (32a-b). 

(32) a. B6Lnmum var o ! d d  (til %las&) 

books-the was mmed (m (a) Liw) 
P T ~ ~  books were w e d  to hi '~ly.~] 

b. sanoleilranumvar kynf (fyrir mer) 

&-the war sonccaled (fromme) 

[Tne mnh wsr concealed from me.'] 

Holmberg and P L a M  note a p a d e l  betwee the inverted double obj ecf 

ooosmrction in an d v e  senOnr:ewifhthe same in a p w i v ~ .  In the former, the I 0  must 

be f m e d  Thc same Mndition is prefcnsd(but not neoessary) whsnfhe DO is 



pasrivired(fhir having& same base generated inverted o b j e ~  orders ss the inverted 

huble object c o w o n  ia& active). Thc I 0  p&~g to be hysed  in both bsnrcss, 

both havingthe objects invectedwhm base generstd. Any combbation offosur ofthe 

DO b acceptable ina passive h e m  the I 0  is passivired ((33a.c)). Butthey point out the 

in a sentence whcn ths DO has banpa~sivirpd, it in preferred that the I 0  leu in situ 

witbin the VP is ofacategaywhich is easilyand n d y  fooused An indindLiniteNP is 

such a category, as opposed to a p m u o  withweak Shes as in (33b.d). They exempw 

ths above points in (33s-d) (notethat the verbs belong to the gef~~cIass and allow 

inversion). 

(33) a Deim var sW hhlm 

theyfDAT) was & o m  it(N0M) 

CIt was *own to ,hehem!] 

I 0  pasnivired: any fosuo of& DO is acceptable 

b. Hk var sfnd eeinhvcjum Mrnd'peim 

it(N0M) was shownsome childrcn(DATpthem(DAr) 

CIt was Jhom a eome chil&edtbm.'] 

DO pssivized 

E .  kin var adhim 

they(DAT) was mld it 

CIt was told to them!] 

I 0  psssivired; any focus ofthe DO is acoeptablc 



d. H b  var Mg8 c h - m n W n  Fc' 

W 0 M ) w a s  told s o m c ~ A ~ ~ A T )  

p t  wamld to s o m e c h i l M n n . ' l  

DO psslivirsd 

Holmkg andPl8tzack q& theL statement tho* in that fa- is not crucial for the 

conrrmnioo the same way it is for an invetted doubleobject~ordnxtion in the sofive. 

By +his I BMUne &at ifa category can be f-ed n a d y ,  Lm it mty be fofuoed, a 

stated above, b", not n e ~ d y .  

I.4 Brn&owd 0" the catogo'y E 

As edict sate4 I do not mmider thc vp-enemal positionto which the DO shies 

to be the rpcciiierofan A&pmjs~tion. I basefhis hypothcria onthe obpervatianthat 

the vP-cxicmal position to which h DO CY shiU in also a psition t w e d  by Y 

indefite subject It is t h  doubuid that the name of +his Spcrhead nlatiooship 

involves object auecheciog, where both a definac abject or an indefite subject can 

appcar h m  inthe spccilier offhis category's pmjecfion. Camidaingtheposition dthk 

category bmuan  Tand V, andits ability to accept either rubjen orD0, thup excluding 

A& as the candidate, IwiU adopt the analysis given by Travis (1994). She comidero the 

element inthis position to be the category E, whish bids an -t theta-mlc and pmject. 

an Ee. As well. I hold that the non-fite pBSf participle in Icelandic appears mdw E in 

the syntax. -Ibis in in apsmort withTmvin, who proposes mat Fmch khit ives andthe 

English infinitival maker to eppeat undw E bchwm V and T, and that idxtiwl 



morpholom on Fmch fume imd sonditionalhoEes is comdcd by E. FoUuwing b m  

this last point, thenon-finite past participle in I o e M c  app- with &=t 

morphology, which also I d  me mmiderits po~itimas 11oderE. 

l n T w i s  (1994), the a d o r  in&stes tbe name ofthe hrnctional cahgory 

hypothesized m lie in a pasition &en V and T. She &tes &at POUOEL (1989) has 

investigand this with W v a l p h e n t  in French, +in he desimates the category 

as Agr. Travis refers m the functiod category simply as F throughoutth liugerpartof 

the work, but she later alters its desimationfo E (for Eveat) as she mnsiders i e  

charaoteddcr, holdiogthaf it bin& an event related theta-mlc wifhinthe headof its 

complement. I d  we only her final IabelE Ulroughout my dis~ssion ofher work. 

1.4.1 Evidence,% the IxIsfeme ofE 

Travis (1994) begins withan iwedgation of W v a k  and the proposed 

h ~ t i w a l  category E bmu- T and V. She states that Pollock (1989) us51 head 

mavsment to determine f t i v e l  position, end sbepNatcn  that morphology 

a-iatcd with f t i v a l  forms m y  also be gemrated in this positioa 

Tmvis shows tbe relationship befween E andbhitivals in E m 4  includingtbe 

oven positioning of f t i v a l s  andthe gcndonpoint  of infinitival morphology, and 

between n u b j d y s s  inEnglish. Onthe former point, she oites PoUock(I989). who 

employs surface word ordadiSmen~er between finite and non-finiteverbs as evidence 

for a functional category positioned between V and T. Hk ar-ent involves infinitivals 

of lexical vabn and short verb movement, where the relative position oftho infinitivaln 



versus &it= vabs are judgedagaimtheporition ofthe negative elcmmtpnr and 

sententid adverb. W s  is a h  covered in ~cf ion 1.5 regarding MoriQ and Valoin 

(1994) andtheir proposal ooLFmovement oE@on). His evidence show that the 

&ite v a t  ap- h apsitioti pmdingpnr,  andthatthe hbitititil lexical verb 

apq- inapanitioafauowiogp butpreccdiogh-tentialadvedx the -gemeat 

is rho- a3 Vdadv [ve]]. Tmvir gives the s s m e n a ~  in (34a-c) to illmafe. 

04) a Ne p u  hemux esf uoe mditioo pur&dr r  des mm-. 

b. 'NeEcmblerpsr he mwr... 

E. &!z l pcime l'hIim a@% oinq aoli d ' W =  demte m maqm de don pow ICS 

laogues. 

Trwis e x p d  Pollack's proporals about the lack ofohntvcrb movement for 

infmiftid in English in pointing om that the W v a l  marker to taker up position 

behveen tk nega&ee lmt  nor andthe -feo6al adverb, the same position of short 

verb movement in Fmch. She gives the -grmmt BS [v[~[v[vr to ccfv [V Vl] and 

p remb  the sentence io (355-4 to exemplify. 

(35) a. R o t t o  Jeemhappy is a prereqvirife for - k g  novels. 

b. *W mot happy is a,. 

E. To hardly & It& a&r ye- of hard wok.. 

d *To Q& hsrdh. Itali an... 

Travis believes the aregoingto be s-ft for fhe pritiooing ofthe functional oategory 

E b m t h e  V andTporitiom. 



Continning with an investigationof infmiftivds, Travis (1994) svggnfo thc 

ponribilitythat the -ciatedmorpho1ogyinFmch is generated in E. She p m p s e  (io 

line with work lk  Baka (1988). QI she pints out) thet an analysis where head 

movement utlblirher morpheme aderoould de-ie the mopheme arraogcmem 

whcnby i n k i t i d  morphologyappesrs bctwem V and tad-1. She cxplaios 

that this is visible in FI& timm and wnditional t- a d  she pmpoJcJ that a phase 

smcm where B ep- h e n  V and T cao pmducc the ordering of the morphemes. 

Her morpheme analyses in (363 m to illwntc. 

(3'3) V E Tlapcment 

funue: pwl+ er + a 'she uill speak' 

SOtt f  L+  B . s h e  willgOOm' 

conditional: par1 + er + ait 'she would speak' 

s o b +  L+  Bit '& wouldgoom' 

Travis mainraios that thc same wuld he w e d  for& positioning otthe 

b k i t i v d  markcr ro in Eoglia QI it holds the namepositiona a F m c h  a t i v d  attec 

undergoing rho* verb mavsment. F d o r ,  the Iiciteteerb precedes the eegatornot, and 

the infmiftivalmwker ro followo not (She indicates that itutmccs whcre ro a p p m  before 

nor, nor m y  be the c~oJ6tumtaegammmrdanf BS in 'to wt leaat wwld be dif6cult:) 

Travis -n that one paitionmarkiog both [+tense] and [-tense] does nor amlainthe 

word order fa-, a-g the ~ e m c n t  QI PImk NOT to (NOT) V I and e x c m p W g  

in (37a-c). 

(37) a. Not to l e a  would be dL5cult. 



b. *l0h not will leave. 

a. lohowillmt leave. 

Travis (1994) now that the rttbjmctivc form inEnglish also appesr~ foUo-g 

the megator, in& samepositioa acqukitbmugh shmt verb movement; this Ehc 

illusmtte~ with the cornpison in (388-b). 

(38) a Sally would prefer mat I not be reading &at baok (subjmoivc) 

b. Sally saidthat I was not readingthat took (indicative) 

This, together withthe imkitival dnta, leads to herpmponalthat the ~BtSgoly E between 

V andT encodes verbal i ~ c ~ t i ~ n a m ~ m t i n g f o  Iaa than ten=, as inthe F F F ~  

examples in(36), where andagreancnt morphologyappea~l afterthe &tirial 

moqhology. As forthe absence of short verb movement in English, ~hepostulahs that if 

E marks k&itival morphology, andwherc the English W t i v a l  m&r m is not a 

bound morpheme, thm fhns b nothing to force the verb to W g o  memen t .  

1.4.2 E and Mologary Bztn 

Continu@ her i n d @ o n ,  Travis (1994) looh at evidence h m  Malagasy, a 

We$- MalapPolynesian language. Her analpis again indicates 6 a f E  fvncfion~ to 

snwde information which is not I-, and that the positionof such ioformation appears 

olorer to the verb than does m e .  Within the tease s y ~ t a n o f t k  language, a ovmber of 

NPs may function as the subject by nm ofanalternadon in thetopio morph0I0gy 

displayed on the verb. I l c  assimmat ofsubjeot is acmmplished&ough three 

paradigms, whercby +he subject is allocated either to +he highesttheta-mlc as Actor 
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