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Abstract

The main empirical area studied in this article concerns so called subject «inversion» structu-
res. The proposal is put forth that the postverbal subject is licensed in the specifier of a low Focus
projection, internal to the functional clausal architecture. Focus is considered a morphosyntac-
tic feature giving rise to its own projection and constituting a regular checking domain.
Consequences of the hypothesis are investigated for other structures assumed to involve the same
process of clause internal focalization such as: structures containing «emphatic» pronouns, struc-
tures undergoing complement reordering, unaccusative structures. Some speculative remarks are
also made on the so called process of «marginalization» which is taken to constitute a case of
clause internal «topicalization»; the process is also assumed to be involved in interrogative struc-
tures necessarily requiring a postverbal subject which displays behaviors different from the foca-
lized postverbal subject of declarative sentences.

Key words: subject inversion, clause internal focalization, «emphatic» pronouns, complement
reordering, unaccusative structures, «marginalization».

Resum.«Inversié» com a focalitzacio i gliestions relacionades

La principal area empirica estudiada en aquest article té a veure amb les anomenades estructu-
res d’«inversié» del subjecte. Es defensa la proposta que el subjecte postverbal es legitima a I'es-
pecificador d’'una projeccié de Focus incrustada, interna a I'estructura oracional funcional. El
Focus es considera un tret morfosintactic que déna lloc a la seva propia projeccio i que consti-
tueix un domini de comprovacioé regular. S’investiguen les consequéncies de la hipotesi per a
altres estructures que es considera que impliquen el mateix procés de focalitzacio interna a I'oracio,
com ara: estructures que contenen pronoms «emfatics», estructures que pateixen reordenacio dels

*  Versions of this work were presented at the workshop «Inversion in Romance», University of
Amsterdam, May 1998, in lectures at the Australian Linguistic Institute (ALI, July 1998), at the
IX Colloquium on Generative Grammar, Universitat Autonoma de Barcelona, April 1999, in semi-
nars at the Scuola Normale Superiore di Pisa and at the University of Siena. | wish to thank the
audiences to these events for their comments and reactions which allowed for significant impro-
vements. For insightful comments on a previous written version | owe special thanks to: Andrea
Calabrese, Anna Cardinaletti, Carlo Cecchetto, Aafke Hulk, Richard Kayne, Andrea Moro and
Luigi Rizzi.
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complements, estructures inactigas. També es fan algunes remarques esptvaksobre
'anomenaprocés de «nmginalitzacié» que es consideun cas de «topicalitzacié» ima a I'ora-
Ci0; s'assumeix que el procés també intervé en les estructures inkeesogae requeren necessa-
riament un subjecte pestbal que grsenta comportaments diferents del subjectegrbsat bealitzat
de les oracions declanas.

Paraules clau inversi6 del subjecte, focalitzacié interna a I'oracié, pronoms emfatics, reorde-
naci6é de complements, estructures inattuss, «meginalitzacio».
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The main empirical area studied in thisrk concernsriversion structureswol-
ving a subject which linearly falws the inflectedrerb, displaying the word order
VS. Seemingl, unrelated structuresviolving reordering of complements (in the
sense of Belletti & Shlotky (1995); B&S, henceforth) will also be congielé and
will be assumed tawolve the same dmational process at work in subjeter-
sion. Both are mued to be instances dhuse internal focalizatidnThe term
«subject mversion» is thus a purely desciyat label referring to a subset, albeit
an important one, of a more general clause internal process.

The descripve term «iversion», with reference to subjeatérsion structures,
implicitly capitalizes on the idea that the order #&rses the canonical order
SV(0). However, that subjectriversion cofigurations cannot be deed through
a lowering operation mving the peverbal «high» subject to some clause internal
position has been assuma@r since Romance subjenvérsion phenomenaabe
undegone seriougxaminations in GB terms.dwering operations of the sort are
not admitted in principle asé necessarily produce a violation of the proper bin-
ding requirement holding within chain&jithout attempting at priding a faithful
reconstuction of the details of the fierent analyses proposed in the literature
during the eighties and the nineties, it appears tlegtdh share the idea that the
inverted subject is aved tofill some position in the VP area and that a relation
is established with an assatei (overt or nonevert) expletive filling the preverbal
«high» subject position. It is precisely by virtue of such a relation (sometimes
called CHAIN) that the subject is adved to be found in theslv VP ared. The

1. Thus preserving the spirit of B&S althouglrious aspects of the implematian, some more cru-
cial than others, tfier in variousways as will be pointed in the course of the discussion.

2. Case is often considered the licensing feature held responsible for thmitigtrof the subject
and it is madevailable through the established relation, with possilfierdnces depending on whet-
her theverb is a transite/unegaive or an unaccusse.
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spirit of this traditional GB-style accouhts essentiajl preseved in ecent ted-
ments of inersion type phenomenaddoped under minimalist assumptions, with
the necessgrchanges due to the adoption of the VP-imtak subject fipothesis
(Koopman & Spdiche (1991), Kiroda (1988); cfrthe anajsis of the so called
T(ransitve)E(xpletive)C(onstuction) of Icelandi¢ Bobalijk & Jonas (1996),
Chomsly (1995)). The account to be pposed bel shaes with taditional ones
the idea thithere is no liteal inversion pocess maing the subject frm the pe-
verbal subject position to thight, past the inécted erh However, the istence
of a elaion with an assocta epletive in the peverbal subject position is not con
sideed cucial in the licensing of theveited/posterbal subject. Sinca elaion may
well exist for indgoendenteasons, and | will actugllssume that does, kit the
subject, as @il as eordered complements in the intended selisécensedn situ
in a position ather lov in the dause functional sictute. This position is identiéd
with the specitr of the pojection of a tause intemal Focus £aure.

Let us mak the poposal pecise stding by consideing howv low in the dause
structure the posterbal subject gpeas to be We will then mee to the anakis
of more comple VPs containing dferent kinds of complements h€ topic of
complementeomeiing will then be takn up andeconsidezd within the system
developed Fnally, the implicdions of the poposal will also be consided with
respect to strctures containing unaccuséae \erbs.

The daa talen into account comedm Italian. Some compative reference
will occasionaly be made to other Romance langeg The Pllowing crucial «ea
ding instuction» holds: unless otherwise spidf all the sentences undevas
tigation hee ae evaluaed with espect to a newt non-interupted intontion®.

1. Position and licensing of iverted/postverbal subjects
1.1. Hov «low» in the tause stucture is the inerted/posterbal subject?

Although the sentences in (1parot peréct in stéus, with an integsting diference
intemal to the paadigm between (1)a,b on the one side and (1)c on the atiner
celtainly are defnitely better than (2):

(1) a ?Caira completamente Maria
will understand completey Maria
b ?Caira bene Maria

will understand well Maria

¢ Caira tutto Maria
will understand everything Maria

3. The topic has been wideinvestigated, some epresenttive items in the litature indude Rizzi
(1982), Burzio (1986), Belletti (1988), $af1984 ), Lasnik (1992, 1995)oRock (1983)...

4. Itis well known tha intondion may «sare» or simpy chang the steus of \arious sentences in
interesting vays, some of Wich will be considezd in some detail hen elevant to the pesented
anaysis.
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(2) a *Capira Maria completamente
will understand Maria completey

b *Capira Maria bene
will understand Maria well

¢ *Capira Maria tutto
will understand Maria everything

Both (1) and (2) & pionounced with nanal, non interupted intontion not
implying ary sot of «rescuing» sategy through intonéion®. According to Cinques
(1998) typolay, which | adopt without discussion as a point opdeure, the
adverbs and the quanitfr present in (1) and (2) arthoseifling the Specs of
thelowest diferent functional pojections vhich build up dause stucture. The
contrast betveen (1) and (2) indites a stong peference ér the V Adr S oder
over the altemdive V S Ad.

The sentences in (1) slia kind of «interérence» dfect which can be held
responsike for their slighty degraded staus. The efect is inteestingly absent in
(1)c which indicaes thawhat is & stale hee is not just linear inteefence ot
some moe stuctured notion. Something can «intene» betwen the erb and
the posterbal subject mvided tha cetain stuctural conditions a met. Suppose
that the elevant stuctural condition equies thaa cetain «distance» in thede is
present betwen the Ad/quantifer and the postrbal subject. \& can specuta
that the quantier naure oftutto allows it to mae to some higher (Spec) position
than those occupied/lthe aderbs in (1)a,b thus becoming raatdistant» fom the
subject in theelevant sense and consequgiititerfering «less$.

5. Which should be consided an gplicit sign of a ©iang in the syntactic sicture.

6. Note thatuttois higher tharbeneand laver thancompletament& Cinques dausal ma. The
quantifer should then be alleed to mise higher than thettar adverb if the poposed intepreta
tion of the contast is on theight track (See Rizzi (1996)dr a similar conlusion). Mozement of
tutto should be assimitad to the visile syntactic meement of the equalent Fend toutand
negative rien.

It is frequenty suggested thaan adjacencrequirement opeates to the déct tha a verb and a
postwerbal subject should be adjacent toreather and thanothing should inteene betwen
them (Rizzi (1996), fedemann (1995), see also the ofatsns belav). Of couse the elevant
constaint, usualy assimilaed to Case adjacenchould be lale to cature the subtle distinctions
in (1) and to accounof the total impossibility of (2) despite thppaent saisfaction of the
requirement.

Concevably, as aeviewer sugyests, the VP (or b@er constituent) containing V+Arctould be
topicalized in the ause intemal Topic Phease to be discussed belor in the tause &temal one
(Rizzi (1997)). If so, these tlawould not indicge the lov locdion of the iverted (focalized) sub
ject. Although a devation of this kind could not bexeluded in pinciple, it seems thanothing
in the intepretaion would force it (contary to the déa to be discussed in 1.4). Henaaleivation
not involving topicalizaion should also be admitteds a consequence of ththe contast betveen
the oders in (1) and (2) can indeed be ¢akas anxglicit indication of the ¢ausal ma, with the
postwerbal subject lver than the lovest aderbs. Note fuhemore, tha a deivation involving
topicalizdion would not easjl be @le to diaw the elevant distinction in the hiarchy of gram-
maticality judgments.
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Assuming the VP int@al subject fipothesis, and makindpatraction flom the
graddion maniested § (1), the contist betveen (1) and (2) ales us to corlade
tha in subject «imersion» stuctures either the subjecémains in its dginal
VP-intemal position or itaises to aety low position in the lause stucture, lower
than the lavest Spec hosting an\azth

1.2. «lrversion» as dcalizaion

If the aove condusion is corect, the question iaes as to he the subject iicensed
in the lav position. A fequenty made obsestion in the liteature (cfr. Anti-
nucci & Cinque (1977)dr some of theiffst stuctured obsevrations in this con
nection; see also B&Zubizareta (1998) among otrefor mome recent analses)
is tha a posterbal subject isdcalized, i.e. with respect to the «old» vs «me
informaional oganizdion of the tause it caiies the nev information. Rairs like the
following illustrate the point:

(3)a Chi & patito /ha pafato?
who has left/ has spolen

b E patito /ha paflato Gianni
has left/ has spolen Gianni

c #Gianni € patito /ha pafato
Gianni has left /has spolen

The odiness of (3)c is due to thact tha the subject is notmgropriately loca
ted: when it is locéed peverball it is inteipreted as the «old» («topic») ama
tion, and cannot function as the wse(«focus») inbrmation. But since the question
(3)a pecisey concens the subject, (3)c is not appaopriate ansver to if. Shap
contrasts along similar lineseapiovided ty the ekamples in (4):

(4)a (Pronto, chi paila?)
(hello, who speaks)

b Pada Gianni
speaks Gianni

¢ *Gianni paila
Gianni speaks

d (Chi é&?)
(who is (ther))

7. Inthe sameein, consider the ftiner fact tha (3)b can also be th@propriate ansver to a ques
tion concening the tause as a tole, ascosa € successo8r can be pnounced in a so called
«out of the hue» contgt, in both cases with no @supposition conceing the subject. (3)could
not be equayl appropriate in similar contets.
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e -Sono io
am I=it's me
- Sono Gianni
am Gianni = it's Gianni
-E Gianni
It's Gianni

f *lo /Gianni sono /e
| /Gianni am fis

(4)b and (4)e illustte the typical sentences utéid in ana/ering (the often imph
cit question of) phone calls or a (posgilmplicit) request of identi€ation in typk
cal situdions, eg. after knoking a& somdody’s door The word order in this case
is consistenyl and ony VS. Having the subject in prerbal position tyes a shanly
ungammdical result in these sittians, as (4)¢ indicae®. In (4) eactly as in (3),
the wellformed sentences Y the subject as theweénformation focus. It then
seems plauslib to hypothesie tha focalizaion plays the cucial ole in the licen
sing of the (lav) posterbal subject.

We pointed out in 1.1 thahe posterbal subjectifis a very low position in
the dause A naural hypothesis wuld be to assume thidis as lav as its oiginal
VP-intemal positiof. If this is the case the vibus question @ses as to hw it is
licensed in sutlow position. It is cuently assumed thia&Case is the (mpho)syn
tactic feaure thd is ciucial in the licensing ofvernt noun phases. Unless evallov
nominaive Case to be acceskilio the VP intemal subject position, posdib
through the elaion with an assocta epletive, it is dear tha Case is not\aila-
ble VP intenally for the posterbal subject. If w want to ty to maintain Case
assignmentiteking as local a jucess as posséh as seems deable!®, we ae in
fact forced to conlude tha no Case is\ailable for the subject in its aginal VP
intemal position. As w hae just detemined tha the posterbal subjectifis a
very low position in the lause stucture we seem to beofced to conlude tha
this position cannot coincide with the VP imtak oiginal one as the subject could
not be licensed tlough Case ther Futhemore, given curent assumptions on
the distibution of functional pojections in the lausal achitectue, in paticular of
those esponsilke for Case assignmenliteking, it seems thano other (nomina
tive) Case position is ldy to be @ailable for the subject in theery low area

8. Possilly, the judgment is so shprbecause these «avers» hae becomdigéesexpressions.
Furtthemore, the impossibility of (4)fis also due to thett tha a pedicde is necessgrin copu
lar sentences. See Mo(1997) br a discussion of similar tawhere the @od cases arassumed
to be «iwerse copular» sentences containingwa ttause intemal subject. An angsis intees
tingly corvergent with the one to be deloped hee.

9. See Catinaletti (1998) viere daa like those in (1), (2) aralso pesented and pcisey this assump
tion is made

10. Beside subject irersion stuctures, no other casepgear to equire a similar kind of non-local
assignmentéalizdion. See Belletti (1988), Lasnik (1992, 1995). See also the discussiot-in f
note 16.
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whete it is found The question of the licensing of the pastyal subject thus
remains open.

Suppose thanot Case bt Focus plgs the ple of the licenser of the poest
verbal subject. Fom the intepretive/informational point of viev the typothe
sis seems engly justified. But what is the stéus of Focus under this vie? To
make the poposal tebnically more precise | will assume thdocus is a syn
tactic fedure heading a functional pjection in the lmuse stucture, thus cea
ting a eegular dhieking confguration. Under this pyposal, the syntactieéure
in question has licensindéities. In a boader pespectve, we can assume tha
Case is not the oyllicenser of gert DPs in the lause It is probably the most
typical/widespead onehbut othes ae available as vell. Focus is one of them
in this view.

The poposal thaa Focus Phase is pesent in thelause has been madafious
times in the ecent liteature on functional prjections. Vpically, the FocusP is
located in the left pephely of the ¢dause as in Rizzi (1997), Puskas (1996ndgr
(1990). | assume thaud a position gists. It is the one hosting «coastive»
focus in Italian:

(5) IL LIBRO ho letto, non il  giornale
THE BOOK | have read not the newspager

As in the analsis deeloped in B&S | take the BcusP hosting postvbal sub
jects to be a diérent one as is tear from the distibution, and to belause inter
nal. Differently from the left papheral focus position, thelause intenal one is
not associed with aly special contastive intondion: no contast is implied as
(3) and (4) she. Indeed the pegmdics of the tvo focus positions is quite ifrent.
A left pelipheral focus cannot function as appopriate ansver to a pue ques
tion of information. (5) cannot anger a question lié (6)-.

(6) Che cosahai letto?
What have you read?

Nor can (7)b anser a question li& (3)a &dove, repeded in (7)a:

(7)a Chi e patito /ha patato?
Who has left /has spolen?

b (*) GIANNI & patito /ha paifato
GIANNI has left /has spolen

Where (7)b is ponounced with the typical intotian associted with left
peiipheral focus in Italian, indided with caital lettes.

11. For a distinction beteen peipheral (often contastive) focus and ne information focus see Kiss
(1998), vhere ony the frst type is assodied with a desigrtad syntactic head
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Given the considations pompted ly the espectie position of lev adverbs
and posterbal subjects, &/ae led to corlcde thathe dause intemal FocusP is g1y
low in the dause Assume it is theirfst functional pojection dbove VP2

(8) FocusP
/\
Foc’
/ \
Foc VP

The subject mees to the speddr of FocusP and theerb mises higher up pr
ducing the ader VS3. Within this gpproac Focus has no special 8ia: it is a éa
ture which gves ise to a egular dheding confguration. Its licensing ppety
does not need tgpeal to speciakemal coventions. e ony hypothesis nee
ded is the onetibuting to the Bcus Edure a licensing laility for overt DPs com
parble to tha of a Casedaure and as sub, possiby altenative to it

In standad Italian, in subject wersion sentences therb ayrees with the post
verbal subject and thettar caries nominéive CaseThis is osertly visible in
examples lile (9):

(9) Sono arrivata io
have arived |

A fairly traditional intepretaion of this kind of d&a® might consist in assu
ming thd a relaion between the postrbal subject and thegwerbal subject posi
tion is estalished possilly with a non @ert expletive filling the later position
(the CHAIN rlaion refered to &ove), and thiall pronouncehble fegures in the
chain ae (by necessity)ealizzd on the «eert» elements. fiey are then ealized
in the infectional afixes and in the mpholagical Case of the postybal subject.
The dain elaion would then be heldesponsike for both Case andgeeement.
As for the pesence of nomittive, havever, an account of this kindpaeas to be
insufficiently generl and should beefined, in oder to incoporate cases lik (10):

12. A proposal to beefined belov (cfr. 1.4).

13. Differently from B&S, | now assume thaFocusP alays displas a egular left bancing Spec
position. This elimindes one ungesfactory aspect of theanaysis which stipulded a paametical
difference betwen languges with espect to the déction of the loction of the speciér of FocusP
while keeping its fundamental leading intuition. | beleetha the compaative insights of B&SS
anaysis can be mseved within the set of meassumptions deloped heg | will not attempt a tose
examinaion of the compattive issue hex

14. Case andécus ae not necessiy altemative licensing éaures. They can combine with nolash
being ceaed: the tearest case is pbably tha of peipheral focus (under a nvement analsis
of focalizdion).

15. The «standabh» view in GB, cfr. Rizzi (1982), Saf (1984), Burzio (1986). See Ateadou &
Anagnostopoulou (1998pf a ecent diferent viev which does not impl presence of a nonvert
expletive in the peverbal subject position (ofufi subject languges).
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(10) Penso di [-pafare io a Gianni]
() think to speak | to Gianni

In (10) the eldion should be esktished betveen the poserbal «io» and the
embedled peverbal subject position of the initival dause But no assoct&on
with nomindive Case ism@gnted hez thiough this elaion as mll Case is the ol
Case elated to the inhitival subject position (Chomgk& Lasnik (1993)).
Moreover, null Case is incomgible with overt elements. Suppose insteadt titee
posterbal embeded subject «io» is licenséal situ within the dause intenal
Focus phasé®. Its realizaion as aifst peson singular can bdtabuted to theela
tion with the peverbal subject, PG, contolled by the marix subject’. Its reali
zaion as a nominéve must be due to the ingendent necessity ohoosing a
morpholagical realizdion for a ponouncehble overt element, if gailable. Under
this view, nomindive would count as a dafilt realizaion. If an account along these
lines is tenble, examples lile (10) illustate a situion where Case anddeus ae
dissociged The same account could therturally extend to &amples lile (9)
where nomindive on the poserbal ponoun should not neces#grbe intepreted

16. Its staus as «n& informaion» is conirmed ly the bllowing question-anser pais:

(i) A: Chi pensadi paflare a Gianni?
Who thinks to speak to Gianni?

B: Penso di patare io a Gianni (=(10))
(I) think to speak | to Gianni

B: Penso di padarci io
() think to speak to himl

«A Gianni» in B couldifl the low Topic position to be inaduced in 1.4 bela

Note tha no «long distancegeeement» of the type adcaed in Chomsk (1998) could be esta
blished in (10) betwen the migix T and the poserbal ponoun in the embefd ¢ause and held
responsite for both Case on thegmoun and greemen, tyen the conwl staus of the inihitival
clause Cases lik (10) ae thus cacially different from raising cases li&There was a man in the
roomor, possilly, Sembano esseax arivati molti ragazzi (thee seem to hee arived mary chil-
dren), discussed in ChomgK1998) and in mvious litersture on irversion (seeeferences quo
ted in botnote 3). hanks to E. Raoso and an angmous eviewer for implicitly raising the issue
of a compaison betveen the tw types of stictures. It should also be noted thstructures like
those in (10) do not necesigiinvolve ggreement beteen the miaix subject and the embeed
nomindive pronoun as in cases ékii) following, thus confming the conlusion tha «long dis
tance greement» is not theelevant notion hex aryway:

(i) Maria mi ha diesto [di padare io a Gianni]
Maria asled me to speak | to Gianni
17. Under this anafisis PRO is then an gumental subject, not ax@etive PRO. A welcome con
clusion, gven the often obseed lak of an epletive PO in infinitival dauses wmich examples lile
the following illustrate:

(i) *?E’ difficile rispondee senza PRO sembare impossibile
Itis difficult to ansver without seeming impossite

(i) *Maria & patita senza PRO esseg ceto che fosse necessao
Maria has left without being cettain tha it was necessar
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as a consequence of the eished elaion with the peverbal subject positidf
Examples lile (11) bllowing complete the padigm with cases here both the
preverbal subject and the postbal ppnominal subject arovert:

(11) Gianni paidera lui con Maria
Gianni will speak he with Maria

In these ramples, the poserbal ppnominal subject is usuglinterpreted as
having a stengthening function, often called «empha. Note thaif the post
verbal ppnominal subject is licensed im&usPa diect explanaion is piovided
as to vhy it must necessdy be ealizzd as a stmg ponoun. e weak ponoun
version of the thid peson singular prnoun «gli» is totally excluded in these
constuctions:

(12) *Gianni padera egli con Maria
Gianni will speak he with Maria

If weak ponouns a& «defcient» in Cadinaletti & Stake’s (1994) sensét is
naural tha they are incompéble with a salieng feaure like Focus. Noteihally
that the detectiale anghoiic behaior of the emphc posterbal subject mmoun
in (11) could be angked along similar lines as those assunwdlie «Floged
guantifers» (FQ) phenomenon in Spiche (1988). It could be an indict conse
guence of the m@ment of a pdion of the noun plase containing thexeal sub
ject to some mverbal subject position, leig the DP pdion containing anxlicit
deteminer behind The later being licensed thugh bcus, it necesséy coresponds
to the stong \ersion of the ponoun, as discussetave!®.

18. Which should be heldesponsite for verbal greement on.

19. Contrary to emphéc pronouns, a FQ does not need licensingdaus phase Whence the dierent
staus of FQ and emplia pronouns with espect todcalizaion. An emphéc function is also asso
ciated with the wert embeded ponoun of (10). Tie same angdis should accounof the (@paent)
anghoiic behaior of the pesonal ponoun «iox». Her the meed potion of the noun plase should
comespond to a nonvert PRO. The fact tha the emphgc pronoun can beealizd as diferent per
sons and mambes sugjests thait coresponds toafious functional positions of the DPhus, the
proposal hintedtan the tet of simply calling it «D» nust be vigred as a simpili¢ation.

Note tha for the poposed account toark, the noun ptase nust be #ributed a sufciently
rich intemal stucture in oder to allav for more than one D type positionhiB is necessgrin
order to deive cases li& (i):

(i) I responshile pafera lui della situazione
The responsite peson will speak he of the situdion

where both the dicle and the simg emphtic pronoun ae pesent.

Under the anghis dereloped in the t, the emphiic constuctions shar cuucial stuctural pro-
petties with ditic doubling constuctions (Belletti (brthcoming), Uragereka (1995), Speéiche
(1996)). Tis is also e from the point of vier of the® roles irvolved as in both cases one single
O role is shaed ly the two related elements: thexeal noun phase and the pnoun. he emphtc
constuoction is, in a senséhe «miror image» of ditic doubling. In ditic doubling the maed por
tion is the D patiion, while it is the potion containing the bécal noun phase in the emphia
constuction. | leae these considations for further deelopment.
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1.3.VSXP (VSO SPPVSCP)

Once ve assume thahe posterbal subject is licensed in the spiecibf the Bcus
phrase the naural question wich aises is vihat hgppens if a complement of V is
also pesent in the VR.et us consider tlee cases in tar a) the complement is a
direct object (Q hencebrth); b) the complement is agmositional object (PP);
c) the complement is dause (CP).

1.3.1. VS O (aPnce S mues to the speddr of FocusP and V meaes to some
inflectional head laove it, a diect object O wuld still need to be licensed in
somefunctional Spec position.he specikr of FocusP isifled by the subject,
hence O could (oy) be licensed tlmugh Caseln oder to perdrm Case beding,
it should mee to the Spec of its Caskerking projection, which is locded dove
the Focus Phase this being the lvest functional prjection of the tause ly
hypothesis. | assume thsud crossing of the objectver the subject is not alled
due to Reltivized Minimality (RM). | also assume thia dauses with a @verbal
subject the same @lem does not &e since the subject conties its mgement
and in the ihal represent#on it ends up higher than the object. Indebe ele
vant constint requires thathe initial hiearchical oder of constituents is gseved
in the fnal stuctue?®,

Note tha the excluded meement of the dect object to the speif of its Case
cheding projection, would yield the word order: VOS This oder is not adlicitous
one as is illustted ky examples lile (13%%

(13) a ??Caira il problema Gianni
will understand the problem Gianni

b ??Ha speditola lettem Maria
has sent the letter Maria

20. No similar poblem aises if mvement inolves a QPather than a dect object DP asfts ivol-
ving the guantiér «tutto» like those in (1)clzove indicde. The diferent caegorial staus should
be d the souce of this diference See Vdtanae (1992); Hageman (1993) on the omion of
the constaint, which gopeas to also be@neally respected in «object shift» consttions (\ikkner
(1995)).

21. The two «??» in (13)afer to the sentencegmounced with nanal, non interupted intondon. The
sentences & a eading vihere VO is talen as the igen/pesupposed imimation, relaed to a
slightly different inton&ion with VO pronounced as a unit,hich males them acgeable. We will
address this posslie reading in thedllowing discussion.

If cliticization of O tales placethe output is stightforwardly wellformed:

(i) Lo capira Gianni
It+will  undestand Gianni

| propose thg if cliticization stats out as head mement of the I¢ic (D) from the object Case
cheding specifer position (Belletti (6rthcoming)), (i) would not violae RM under the assump
tion tha the ditic DP move to the object Caséeding specifer from the speciér of a dause
intemal Topic phase as in the analis of VOS discussed in 1.4, thus noteditly crossing oer
the subject. Meement of the object DPdm the speciér of the Dpic phiase should be assumed
anyway as Caselwedking of the object should be perfned in V\OS.
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c ??Ha chiamdo Maria Gianni
has called Maria Gianni

The VOS oder has often beergarded as violing an adjacencconstaint
requining tha no mderial interupt the V S sequenc@&he staus of this adja
ceng requirement has been assintéd to Case adjacen¢Rizzi (1996) andela
ted works, among wich B&S, Friedeman (1995)) assuming tithe posterbal
subject could be déctly Case mdeed in the lav/inverted position underayem-
ment flom a nomintive Case assigner functional hesdmetimes identdd with
T. However, under a mar recent conggtion of dause stucture with a icher and
more aticulated functional s&leton than the ainal anaysisa la Pollock (1989),
it does not seemewy likely tha the nomintive Case assigner (assume it to be T)
could eally be the functional headosest to the M/inverted subject. Fiinemore,
the Case adjacepanalsis does not makone gpect thaa VSO sequence should
be judgd as completglimpossilhe in Italian, in fict much worse than \0S, as
we ae going to discusstasome length bele??

(14) a *Capira Gianni il  problema
will understandGianni the problem

b *Ha spedito Maria la lettea
has sent Maria the letter

As in all the cases thughout, theaported judgmentsefer to the sentences
pronounced with contimous, non inteupted nomal intondion. It would seem
tha, all things being equal, if Case adjagenere the elevant notion, (14) should
be moe accetable than (13), possip totally accetable (with the qualication
of footnote 22), consny to fact.

It is naural & this point to aise the dllowing question: wa does the -
posed anafsis hae to s§ on the detected impossibility of the VSQder in
Italian? In fict, within this anafsis VSO cannot beemesgted alt@ether: with S
licensed in the speddr of the Focus phase O is Hocked within VP where
nolicenser is pesent. Hence the atture is eliminaed Thus, VOS and VSO &
ruled out ly essentiall the sameeaason: impossibility of mpety licensing both
S and O in the lo area of the muse Notg for completeness, thd we wanted
to license O in the spe@f of the Focus phase lewing the subject VP inteal,
yielding VOS once gain, we would be left, this timgwith S licensed neither
through Case nor thugh Bcus, hence unlicensesekpectedy an unacgeteble out
come?,

22. Of course under the assumption th@ could be licensed in this stture. A matter to which we
will retum shotly.

23. RM would possiby be violaed hee as vell. Although it might be suggested thaif S does not
move the violdion of RM would not aise in the same ay. See in this connectionQ5 in object
shift, with S indelhite, hence possilby, in its VP intenal base position.
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Spealers tend to tribute a slighty less maginal stdus to the \DS oder than
to oder VSO in Italian, mvided tha a paticular intondion is utilized (fbotnote 21)
and ceftain piagmaic conditions a& met. On the other hanitlis well known tha
there ae languges, in paticular languges of the Romanceafmily, eg. Spanish
(Zubizareta (1998), Gidfiez (1997)) and Romanian (Mpéayane (1995)), Wich
appear to allv for the oder VSO sather freely. | delay after discussion of points
b) and c) someefiections on the posdibreasons behind these casis.

1.3.2. V S PP (H)et us nav consider the casehere the VP intemal complement
of V is a pepositional object. Suppose tha is licensed in the speigf of the
Focus phase and PRemains in the VP intaal position. In combirteon with verb
maovement this yields the der VSPPRecall th&in the case of a dict object this
order yields an imposdli® output in Italian singeas ve have just seen, the dict
object O cannot be licensed VP intally (nor can S with O in the speif of
FocusP). It ppeas thd the situgion is emakably different in case the object is
a PP Consider thedllowing quasi-minimal paf in this espect:

(15) a (?) Ha telefonao Maria al giornale
hasphoned Maria to the newspaer
b *Ha comperto Maria il giornale

has bought Maria the newspager

¢ (?) Ha palato uno studentecol direttore
hasspolen a  student to the director

d *Ha comotto uno studenteil direttore
has bribed a student the director

e (?) Ha spaeto il  bandito al cambiniere
hasshot the gangsterat the policeman

f *Ha colpito il  bandito il cambiniere?*
has hit the gangsterthe policeman

24. The \ariety of subjects utilied defnite, indefnite, proper nameis meant to indida tha the con
trast is detectade indgpendenty from this \ariable.

As pointed out in Kgne &Pollock (1978) and as is discussed in detail irrlemann (1995),
VSPP is also a pos$iorder in Fend stylistic irversion constuctions suh as (i) (see ffedemann
(1995) pr the discussion of subtleaglaions in accptability judgements in these sirtures; see
also Kampes-Manhe (1998)dr restictions on VSPP in subjungg stylistic irversion contats):

(i) Qua dit Jean au  jardinier?
What has said Jean to the gardener

While both VSO and @S ae ecluded in the same consttions.

Although the judgment is &irly subtle VSPP tends to be nmaccetable than VSO also in
embedied contol infinitival dauses containing an emglta(non-contastive) nominaive pio-
noun of the kind discussed in (10):

(i) a (?)Quellostudentet ha/ho deciso[ di patdare lui/io col direttor]
tha  student/ (I) decided to talk he/l to the director
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Why should this diference ®&ist? If the poposed intgretaion of the easons
ruling out VSO is on theight trac, the contast betveen diect objects and pr
positional objects narally sugyests thedllowing inteipretaion. Assume thaS
fills the specikr of the Bcus pojection. Assume thadifferently from DPs, PPs
are autonomousllicensed and do not need weao a VP gtemal position. Rtoer,
PPs ae licensedn situ. If this is the casehe V S PP aler is obtainedleaving
the PP in its base VP intel position. he output is ¥pected to be acpesble.

Why should PPs be licensé@dsitu? An olvious reason suggests itself Note
tha, in fact, ony DP aguments need licensing (usyatleriormed though Case).
Thus, a PP can be &k to contain the licenser of its DP complement iratkto
its ovn projection. Suppose thaud licenser isecaynized in the peposition itself
We could &ecute the ideaypassuming thtacheding of the P éaure is done
through meement of the DP complement to the specibf PP (or though mee-
ment of somealevant feaure, (Chomsl (1995), or though the estdishment of
an greementelaion in Chomsly’s (1998) sense) his line of analsis cgtures a
fact often obsered in both taditional accounts and nmetheoetically oriented
ones accaling to which prepositions «plg the ole» of Case

1.3.3. V S CP (dj the genestive literature, dauses hee occasionall been assumed
not to need Case In the tems adopted her this should mean théhey do not
need to mee to a Caseheding position it can emainin situ,in the VP intenal
complement position. Assume thhis is vha happens. W then gpect tha the
order V S CP should be a podsilone with S in the spedér of the Focus po-
jection and the CP complement VP im&l; nuch as in the case of V S Phhis is
indeed vha we find in various cases:

(16) a Ha dettola mammache ha telefonao Gianni
has said the mother tha has telephonedGianni

b Ha dettola mammadi andae a letto
has said the mother to go to bed

It should be pointed out, n@ver, tha the oder V S CP is notdlicitous with
all verbal hoices, thus sggsting thaother fictos ae involved in making the

b ??Quello studente/- ha/ho deciso[di corompee lui/io il direttore]
that student/ (I) decided to bribe he/l the director

The judgements efer to the sentencesgerounced with contimous, neutl intondion (in par
ticular, with no «maginalizaion» of the diect object in the sense of Anticci & Cinque (1977),
which would male both sentences pectly accetable).

25. A stronger requiement has beenquosed i Stavell (1981), namel tha clauses «@sist» Case
Given the famevork in which the poposal vas flamed vhere Case s talen to be assigned under
govemment in the complement position, $tl also assumed thelauses & necessdy extra-
posed The anasis equired supplementgrassumptions to distinguish beten complementau
ses and adjunctauses vhich displgy very different behaiors, most notaly with respect to
extraction. The fundamental intuition kich distinguished beteen tauses and nominalguments
was on theight trad, | believe.
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order gpropriate. Examples like those in (17) pvide a sample of casehere
theorder V S CPpronounced with the usual contious intontion, is bizare and
essentiall unaccetable:

(17) a *?Ha cominciao Gianni a non cagire piu niente
has stated Gianni to not undestand arnything anymore

b *?Ha pensto/pensala mammache Gianni non cepisca
hasthough/thinks the mother tha Gianni doesnt undestand
piu niente
arything anymore

c *?Crede Maria che Gianni sia patito
believes Maria tha Gianni has left

d *?Ha deciso Gianni di patdare con Maria
hasdecidedGianni to speak with Maria

| leave open hex the deelopment of an accate hypothesis on the posib
reasons of the @@nce of sentences &k(17¥5.

26. To the atent tha the sentences become gueble with the altenaive oder V CP Sthey could
be amenble to the same analis as the posdibV O S oders to be discussed in 1.4 beto

(i) a Ha comincigo a non capire piu niente Gianni
has stated to not undestand arything arymore Gianni
b Ha pens#o/pensache Gianni non cgpisca  pil niente la mamma

has thought/thinkstha Gianni doesnt undestand arything arymore the mother
c Crede che Gianni sia patito Maria

believes that Gianni has left ~ Maria
d Ha deciso di pafdare con Maria Gianni

has decided to speak with Maria Gianni

Note futhemore the bllowing interesting contast:

(i) *?Ha deciso di pafare Gianni con Mario
has decidedto speak Gianni with Mario

(i) Gianni ha deciso di pafare lui con Mario
Gianni hasdecidedto speak he with Mario

Judgements efer to situéions where no special (cordstive) intondion is associad to «Gianni»
or «lui». (ii) should be angted in the vay discussed in 1.2 in thexte with the ponoun licensed
in the specier of the embedied Focus phase «doulng» the PR raised to the subject position
of the infnitival. A similar analsis could not bextended to (i) as RRand «Gianni» wuld plau
sibly compete ér the same position within theiginal DP (ii) contrasts with (¥):

(i) [ha deciso di PRO patare tf] GIANNI con Mario
has decidedto speak GIANNI with Mario

with the peposed pdion of the tause topicalied in the ause pdapheral position, «Gianni» cen
trastvely focalized in the luse papheral Focus phase and the PP «mginalized» in a ause inter
nal Topic position (see section 4; in the simiplif representtion «t» standsdr the oiginal locaion
of the PP).
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Summaizing, | have poposed thiathe VS oder is obtained tlmugh moe-
ment of the subject into the spéeifof a dause intemal Focus functional mjec
tion with the \erb flling some higher functional headll other things being equal,
other aguments of theerb ae allaved to linealy follow S ony if they can emain
in their (oiginal) VP intenal complement position.hIs possibility is gailable to
PPs and CPsub not to diect object DPs. fiis ules out the VSO der, with O a
direct object DPIf O raises out of VP to its Cashaxking position it necessiy
crosses eer the lav subject in the sped of the FBcus phase @ving rise to an ille
gitimate deivation, because of RM (and since the subject doesais¢ futher
up). This mles out \OS. All the judgmentsafer to the sentencesgmounced with
nomal, non interupted inton&on.

1.4. Moe on \OS

We ae nav read to tale up the issue left opeb@ve as to Wy the speadrs’ intui-
tions gve VOS as a wrd order slighty more accetable than VSOI have repro-
duced this intuition ¥ attributing two «??» to thedrmer oder and a s#ight «*»
to the later. Nevertheless, the angdis deeloped &ove mles out both @S and
VSO with no #tempt to &press a diference Indeed | would like to sugest tha
no real «gammadical» diference is tistale hee; rather, interfering factos account
for the subtle dferentidion made l speakrs. | will now try to male thesedc
tors eplicit within the tems of the gneal anaysis poposed

One contet in which VOS gpeas to be a posdib (although someha redun
dant and slighyl unnaural) word order is the one here it shavs up as the ansr
to a question here the vihole «gvens inbrmation is iepeded, this being pecisel
constituted g V and Q Consider in thisespect thedllowing question-anger
pairs:

(18) A: Chi ha cgpito il problema?
Who has undestood the problem?
B: Ha capito il problema Gianni

Has undestood the problem Gianni

C: Chi spedira la lette@?
Who will send the letter

D: Spedira la lettera Maria®’
Will send the letter Maria

27. A similar judgement @ply to sentences kere the VP contains a PP complement digpla the
order V PP S:
(i) A: Chi ha pafdato con Maria?
Who has spolen with Maria?

B: Ha patdato con Maria Gianni
Has spolen with Maria Gianni
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Of cousse the most tiaral ansvers to questions (18)A, Cauld hare O epressed
in the brm of a ponoun:

(19) B’ L'ha capito Gianni
It+has undestood Gianni

D’ La spedira Maria®®

It will send Maria

More ndural examples man#sting an acqeable VOS oder ae typically
found in special conkés belongng to a paticular register sut as thaof live
radio/TV reports of, eg., football mache$®. Some gamples a& gven in (20):

(20) a Mette la palla sul dischetto del igore Ronaldo
puts the ball on the penalty point Ronaldo

b Protegge l'uscita di Macheggiani  Nesta
protects Marchegiani’'s coming outNesta

Note tha sentences of this kindeaonly possitke if the VO pat of the ¢ause
immedidely preceding S is int@reteble as desdbing a member of a set ofgr
totypical situgions (pedicdes) in the contd of a (football) mach. As soon as
VO is not intepreteble in this way, VOS becomes oncaain (essentia}) unae
ceptable (cfr. (21)):

(21) a ??Sping l'arbitro  Ronaldo
pushes the eferee Ronaldo

b ??Ferisce il guadialinee Nesta
huts  the linesman  Nesta

We can conlade tha wha the accptable sentences with theder VOS hae
in common is thedct of intoducing a V O sequencehigh constitutes the «gen»
patt of the inbrmation provided ty the sentence

Suppose thahis onl possile intepretaion is associged with the éllowing
syntactic anafsis: the «gzen» constituent containing V+O n&s to the speddr
position of a Bpic pojection. A position of this type is assumed in the ysial

28. Given the apropriate set of pesuppositions, theflowing would also be mar ndural ansvers
to the questions in (18)A, C:

(i) Ha cepito il problema solo Gianni
Has undestood the problem only Gianni
(i) Spedira la lettea proprio Maria
Will send the letter precisey Maria
Where «solo» and «piprio» act as constituent€alizers thus leging as a «topic»/<gen»

informaion everything which precedes them.
29. Thanks to L.Rizzidr bringing these quite typical t&ato ny attention in this connection.
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of the left peiphely of Rizzi (1997) vhere it is locded immedigely above the
clause &temal Focus pojection. Another @pic piojection is locged light under
Focus vhich is thus suounded ly two Topic phases. Let us makthe poposal
that, much as br the peipheral, dause &temal piojections, also thelause inter
nal ones iwolve not ony a Focus Pojection (dove VP), lut also a ®pic piojec
tion right ébove it and oneight under i#°. We can assume thitne mared constituent
is the XP (VP?) containing theatre of the subject med to the sped#r of the
Focus phas€l. As in the analsis poposed fg Ordéiiez (1997), this topicalitian
can be consided the analg of the pocess taking place in the Gaanic langua
ges and come to be kwa as «emnant topicaliz@on», although | am assuming
that the pocess taking place hers dause intemal. | then sugest thathe eason
why the oder MOS tends not to be totalexcluded ty speakrs is because of inter
ference with this possié topicalizd constuctior?2.

In the ppposed angkis | hare assumed tihiahe subjectifis the dause inter
nal speciier of the Bcus pojection. Notice thia so far, we hare considezd sen
tences lik (18)BD as ponounced withegular intondion not involving ary
paticular stess on ayiconstituent. It islear to ay spealer of Italian thaa spe
cial stiess on the postvbal subject mads the \OS oder uncontoversially acce-
table. This stess is conaistve stess:

(22) a Ha capito il problema GIANNI (non tutta la dasse)
has undestoodthe problem GIANNI (not the whole class)

b Ha speditola lettem MARIA (non sua sorlla)
has sent the letter MARIA (not her sister)

The emnant VP pceding S is still int@reted as thedpic; the Bcus of the
clause is the condistively stressed subject. Note waha also a peverbal con
trastively stressed subject count asdeis:

(23) a GIANNI ha capito il problema (non tutta la dasse)
GIANNI hasundestood the problem (not the whole class)

b MARIA ha speditoa lettera (non sua sorlla)
MARIA has sent the letter (not her sister)

30. The ole of the l#ter is anajzed in section 4 in the contieof the discussion of the so calledpr
cess of «mainalization»(Antinucci & Cinque (1977)).

31. An anaysis along similar lines is pposed in Gd6fiez (1997)dr similar dada. Havever, contary
to Odofiez, | assume ththe pocess is lause intemal. | leave the tause &temal Focus (and the
related Topics) as the desigtea position ér contastive focus. See also the discussion helor
the idea of alause intemal Topic phase position, see theaent anaisis of Right disloction pro-
posed i Cecdetto (1998).

32. | must consequentlassume thahe violdion of the Poper binding equirement (inducedybthe
subject tace) is «@scued» in the sameayvas the same vidian of «emnant topicaliz#on» stuc-
tures (though «econstuction»).

It can futhemore be assumed th® can then me out of the Dpic phase to ead its Case
cheding speciier. See dotnote 21dr related discussion. V could also meoout to pexdrm cheding
of its ¢ fedures.
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A reasonble anaysis of dauses lile (23) loctes the subject in théatise gter
nal specifer of the Bcus phase the same positiorilled by the focalized consti
tuents in (24)a,bthe same position vich, accoding to Rizzi (1997), also hosts
wh interogative opeators33((24)c):

(24) a IL PROBLEMA Gianni ha capito (non 'equazione)
THE PROBLEM Gianni has undestood(not the equ#on)

b LA LETTERA Maria ha spedito(nonil pacco)
THE LETTER Maria has sent (not the parcel)

¢ Che cosaha capito Gianni?
What has undestood Gianni?

The poposed angkis for the sentences in (23), thus assumestiteapever-
bal subject does naillfthe preverbal ¢dause intemal subject positioHt, but it is
rather dause &temal in the speciér of the cus phase If this anaysis seems
reasonble and cohant with curent assumptions, leuld sugest tha one could
extend eactly the same angdis to the sentences in (22). Hengken contastively
stressedthe posterbal subject of thesdatises shouldmpear in the left pgrhemal
specifer position of the &cus pojection. The emnant VP wuld fill the specifer
of the Topic pojection dove the tause &temal Focus phase | assume thahis
is the anajsis of (23°.

1.5.What could allawv for VSO in some Romance langaa

Several studies on posérbal subjects in Spanishvearepededly indicaed tha
VSO is a possie word order in this languge. See the discussions in Zubizta
(1998), Odofiez (1997), in paéicular. VSO is also a posdiword oder in
Romanian as illuséted in Motgaryane (1995):

33. An updding and efinement of ChomsKs (1977) anafsis of \arious «left peipheral» constuc-
tions in tems of the unifying prcess of ia-movement.

34. Raher «one» of thelause intemal positions eailable to peverbal subjects, see Gamaletti (1997)
and elaed work in the same dirction, accating to which thee ae d least tva, possiby more, post
tions available to peverbal subjects, eacspecialied for different intepretaions and hosting
different kinds of subjects.

35. Ordoéiez’ anafsis is then adopteai these cases gnl

| leave open ér nav a dose discussion of the questiomether the lause &temal Focus po-
jection is the on one desigrtad for assignment of corastve stess or vinetherin some cases, also
the dause intemal one would qualify Wha is impotant to undescoe is tha only the dause inter
nal Focus pojection is compiible with regular stess/intondon and it is the site of simple we
information focus; the lause &temal one is compible with contastive stess. Wia remains to
be seen is hether the lause intemal Focus pojection can also be contide with constastive
stress angif yes, in vha circumstances.df the time beingl male the stongest assumption tha
only the dause &temal Focus pojection is specializd for contast, as in the discussion in the
text.
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(25) a Todoslos diascompin Juan el diafio (Zubizareta (1998))
Every day buys  Juan the newspager

b Espep que te devuehva Juan el libro (Ordoéfez (1997))
I hope tha cl-you retum  Juan the book
(I hope tha duan etums the book to qu)

¢ O invita cam des lonpe fata acesta
her invites quite oftenlon ‘pe’ girl the-tha
(lon invites tha girl quite often)
(Montagparyane (1995))

It appeas tha, differently from the sitution in Italian, a pos#rbal subject in
VSO oder is not (or not necessiar the nev information focus of the lause
in languaes like Spanish. Suppose thais could be intgreted as indidéng
tha it fills a position diferent from the speciér of the ¢ause intemal Focus
projectior?®. The question then ises as to Wat makes a futher (higher) position
available for a posterbal subject in Spanistubnot in Italian. If Bcus is not the
licenser of the posgrbal subject therrmmust be another licenséihe ony suggestion
| can male hee essential adopts andephrases the mposal madeybZubizareta.
Assume the lincenser to be Cakanguaes like Spanish wuld dispose of an
extra Case position, dérent from the peverbal one(s), Wwere (nomindive) Case
can be assignediedked This position should beefaively high in the tause
higher than the VPx¢emal position vihere the diect object is licensedHence
both S and O wuld be licensed in Spanish and similar laggsawith VSO tauses
through Cas¥.

Why doesrt Italian hae this atra Case position? Does thisfdience betwen
the two kinds of languges corelae with some other diérence? One could spedda
that this is pobably the case if anotherdquenty pointed out diference betwen
the two kinds of languges is consided, namey the fact tha the inite verb seems
to raise higher in Italian than in Spanish, taking the position of/ataunt aderb
classes to beevealing in this espect (see Moparyane (1995) on Romanian).
Consider the cordist betveen Spanish and Italian in (26):

(26) a La viejita apenas/siempe /nunca puedeleer
the dearold lagl barly /always /never can read
los periodicos (Sufier (1994))

the newspager

b *?La vecdietta appena/sempe/mai  puo leggere i giornali
the old lady barly /always /never can read the newspager

36. Possibly, this ldter position is accessito the diect object.
37. The pocesses irolved ae assimiléed to thosetawork in VSO languges in gneal (cfr. Semitic
Irish...).
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Of couse wha remains to be undstood is hw a laver \erb could actiate a
further Case position bedoit. | leave this question open and thesenaks & this
speculéive stae hee®,

2. Multiple complements reordering and subject inversion

Let us assume a VP intel stucture like the one in (27):

(27) SV

N\

S

N

VvV VP

RN

O V'

AN

V. PP?

<

Consider nar the bllowing sentences, wolving a \erb like dare which takes
both a diect and an indact pepositional object: beside the «unrked»/basic V
O PP oder, also the V PP O der is admittedas discussed in detail in B&S:

38. In the spiit of this line of account, the same DP position couldvaélable and possily host the
subject in all languges. The diference should be lnether the DP is aleed to emain in sub a

position, if it is licensed theror not. It vould be licensed in Spanish and not on Italian. | specu

late tha agreement with thelosest gveming V could be theealevant factor
As pointed out in Picallo (1998) (see also Sola (1992)) VSQdsi@ed in Céalan (Picallos
diacitics):

(i) (??)*Fullejva en dan el diarn
leafed Joan  through the newspaer

As Caalan displgs an oder of aderbs ¢oser to Spanish than to Italian, this seems tgesig
that a «shorer \A\movement» shouldtanost be consided a necessgaibut not a suicient condi
tion for the licensing of thextra «low» subject position amvay.

39. Contrary to B&S, | male the assumption thaas in the undrm base of Kgne (1994), the déc
tion of the loction of the Specs is urufmly on the left of the head @ection. | hae made the
same bang as br the locéion of the Speciér of the ocus pojection. See alsmbtnote 13.

In B&S the hiearchy of the aguments has the PP in the Spec of the\l® and O in its com
plement position. If this is the casbe assumption ost be made thd&M is not violded by the
crossing of O wer the PP in its m@ment to the (Caseheding position. Plausily, a PP wuld
not interere with respect to the niement of a DPThe constint on the pesevation of the hie
rarchy of aguments might be merpoblematic, though. This sugiests thaa moe gpropriate

representtion should hae O in the Spec of theder VP and PP in the complement position, as

in the epresenttion adopted in (27). Ae issue concamg RM does not &e nor the one cen
ceming the pesevation of the hiearchy of aguments. See Laon (1988), and thepresenttion
adopted in section ®f unaccudaves. Nothing banges in the eecution of the mposal to be dis
cussed belw with either assumption.
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(28) a Ho dao un libro a Gianni
() have given a book to Gianni

b Ho dao a Gianni un libro
(I) have given to Gianni a book

B&S provide a ich list of nultiple complementerbs, all manisting the same
paradigm, with both atters of complements poss$éband the ater V O PP nor
mally consideed the «unm&ed»/basic oneNote nav tha both oders ae per
fectly accetable when also a @werbal awvert subject is pesent:

(29) a Gianni ha dao unlibro a Maria
Gianni hasgiven a book to Maria

b Gianni ha dao a Maria un libro
Gianni hasgiven to Maria a book

As obseved in B&S complementegordeling intelacts in inteesting vays with
subject iversion. The oder V O PP S is (mginally) acceptable with the ony
interpretaion having V O PRthe «emnant» VPas the «iyen» inbrmaion and the
postwerbal subject as the «me one Consider the sentences in (30) in teispect
(cfr: B&S ex. (24)a, c):

(30) a Ha dao unlibro a Maria Gianni
hasgivena book to Maria Gianni

b Ha messoil libro sul tavolo Maria
has put the book on the table Maria

These sentences can b&ibduted the same dias as the possié subject
inversion dauses disphkang the oder VOS discussed in 1.4ave (cfr. (18)B,
D, for which | did not adopt andiacitic, as | do her for the sak of simplicity).
Given this similaity and the obsemtion tha the whole VP has to be consi
dered «gven» information in order for the sentences tdtain the leel of
(maminal) accetability, it seems ntarral to dtribute to them the same agsis
as the onet#ributed to VOS dauses. fie sentences in (30) should then be
analzed as inolving a topicalizd «emnant» VP and atalized subject in
the specier of the Focus pojection. (30) shaly contrasts with (31), Were
complementeordering has takn place in combirtaon with subject imersion
(B&S, (24)h d):

(31) a *Ha dao a Maria un libro Gianni
hasgiven to Maria a book Gianni

b *Ha messosul tavolo il libro Maria
hasput  onthe table the book Maria
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Why should theg be sub a shap degraddion? In oder to anwer this ques
tion, the @propriate anaysis of the complemenéordeling phenomenon ost be
first spelled out.

As noted in B&S complementeodeling gopeas to be a fuher case oflause
intemal focalizaion. Consider thedllowing question-anger pair from B&S:

(32) A Che cosa hai restituito a Maria?
Wha have you given ba& to Maria?

B Ho restituito a Maria le chiavi“®
() have given ba& to Maria the keys

B’ #Ho restituito le chiavi a Maria
() have given ba& the keys to Matria

wher B’ is ponounced with nanal non-interupted inton&on (cfr. footnote
42). If an avert lexical subject is also psent in the question, it shie up as a gr
verbal subject in the aner:

(33) A Che cosaha restituito a Maria Gianni?
What hasgiven ba& to Maria Gianni?

B Gianni ha restituito a Maria le chiavi
Gianni has given bak& to Maria the keys

The diect object «lelgiavi» constitutes the «me> information. Assume thiait
is then associad with the spedir of the cus phase in both (32)B and (33)B
| take the ldter sentence containing agperbal subject to be dear indicdion tha
focalizaion is dause intemal hee. Recall th&no special intortéon is associzd
with these lauses. Suppose thsentences lik (32)B and (33)B wolve dause
intemal topicalizéion of the emnant VP wertly containing V and PP, the diect
object is bcalizd in the spedir of the Bcus phase the peverbal subject is in the
appropriate pieverbal subject position. 8emdically, the deivation in (34) (dis
regarding details}?

40. The usualéeling of edundang and slight unn@ralness is assodid with (32)B as in the case
of (18)B, D. A more ndural ansver would not eped the leical PR but would utilize a déive pio-
noun:

(i) le ho estituito le chiavi
() to-her+gve ba& the keys

The cucial obsevation hee does not concerthis elatively subtle &ct, lut the shgp contast
between (32)B vs (32)B’.

41. The auxiliay should fil its regular position within thealevant infectional head Wwich nomally
hosts it. If tleding of the past péciple feaures needs to takplace we could assume ththe
relevant heads (Aspi éeast) should immedialy dominde the VP badre the Bpic-Focus phases.
Alternatively, movement to the leedking head could staput from the Dpic phase as alead/
assumeddr the diect object in DS (cfr footnotes 21, 31).

42. Note tha an altenaive ansver to (32)A, could be:
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(34) [Giannj ... ha ... [ TopicP [kei restituito € a Maria]
Gianni ... has .............. given ba& to Maria
[FocusP [jle chiavi] [TopicP [VPek 11]....]

thekeys

Consider nwv the possibility of a sentence éiK35):

(35) Ce qualcosa che [restituito a Maria] Gianni ancoa non ha:
There is something tha given ba& to Maria Gianni hasnt yet:
le chiavi
the keys

For reasons Wich do not concer us heg, this kind of peposing discussed in
Cinque (1990),equirs pesence of rgation in the tause A sentence lik (35)
can be anglked as imolving further mavement of the lause intemal topic to the
clause &temal ong present in the pgrhey*3. Note tha here the peverbal sub
ject and the auxiligrremain in the samdause intemal positions as in (34).HE
naural assumption is thidhe diect object tooilis the same position as in (34),
i.e. the dause intemal focus position:

(36) .... [keirestituito € a Maria] .... [Giannj ..... ancoa non ha
given ba&k toMaria ... Gianni .... hasntyet ...
.... [ TopicP [ke] [FocusP [jle chiavi] [TopicP [VPek T]]I....]
the keys

In condusion, we can mag the lypothesis thicomplementeordeiing is an
instance of lause intemal focalizaion of the object, combined with (usyatlause
intemal) topicalizéion of the emnant VP containing V and PRe ae nav read/
to provide an intepretaion of the easons accountin@ff the shasly degraded
staus of the sentences in (31yalving complementgodering combined with
subject inversion.

Intuitively, what rules out (31) should be thact tha both complementeior
deling and subject wersion ae instances oflause intenal focalizaion. If we
admit, as in standdrX’ theoly, tha only one speciér position is gailable for X’
projection, it bllows tha either the object or the subject can bealized but not

(i) Gianni ha restituito le chiavi # a Maria
Gianni has given ba& the keys # to Maria

with a dear interuption betveen the diect object and theoflowing PP (The pause can be
eniiched with contastive stess on the dict object, bt contast is not necessahe). (i) involves
Topicalizaion/maginalization of the PPMore on th&in section 4. Gien the oganizaion of the
information stucture of the tause | assume the object to be in the spexcif the Bcus phase also
in this case
43. As in Rizzi's aticulated CP stucture, the pic phase is 6und belav the elaive complementi
zer which is the highest C lel.
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both. This is the same line okplanaion developed ly B&S**. Since ve have
assumed thidocus is a syntactie@éure which licenses DPs, if nitiple specifers
are admitted (Chomgk(1995, 1998)), the saméefeft is obtained under thetna
ral assumption thghe same syntactieéure (hee Focus) cannot license ner
than one DP gument. Let us see twahe computaon works to ule out V PP O
S. Indeed in the system deloped heg this oder is not dawable. It cannot be
deiived with (emnant) VP topicalizeon of V + PR combined with mgement into
the specikr of the Bcus phase of both O and S sinas ve just saidwe assume
tha Focus can licensd anost one ajument in its sped#r(s). An altendive der-
vation would be one Wwere O would move to the spediér of the Bcus phase and
the subject wuld remain within the VP in its base position. Bug alead/ know
tha sud deivation is not pemitted

An altenaive oder with espect to (31), here the subject auld pecede the
direct object is alsaufed out. As (37) shwes, this oder is equall impossilke (B&S
(24e)):

(37) *Ha dao a Maria Gianni un libro
hasgiven to Maria Gianni a book

A sentence lik (37) is not devable. It does not seem to be podsiko topk
calize V + PP leaing O VP intenal and mwing S into the speddr of the Bcus
phrase as the linear aier would require. Sud a topicalizéion would necessdy
pick up O as wlI*®. Note thathe linear oder could be obtained if O is also topi
calized into the laver Topic phase suounding the Bcus phase In this case the
object acquies the stiais of a «maginalized» constituent in Antircci & Cinques
senseThis deivation correlaes with an inteuption light bebre the maginalized
object and a dengrading inton&ion on it:

44. More geneally, every clause allavs for just one constituent to bedalizzd (Calérese (1992)).
Thus, not onf clause intemal focalizaion can ivolve one constituent anost, lut dause &ter-
nal focalizdion as vell:

(i) *IL  LIBRO; A MARIA, Gianni non haancoa ddo
THE BOOK, TO MARIA, Gianni hasnt given yet

Interestingy, dause intemal and tause &temal focalizaion cannot combine either:

(iii) *IL LIBRO, le dara Gianni
THE BOOK to-her+will gve Gianni

whete «Gianni» should be congéd as ne information focus and «il libo» as contistive focus.
This might sugest tha at the intepretive level, dause intemal and tause &temal focalizdion
are indeed a uniéd phenomenon, despite thefeliénces thithey manifest in their distbutionas
well as their inbrmational pragmatics. In the spit of Chomsky’s (1977), one could sggst tha,

a LF, all instances ofdcalizdion ae reduced to one singleqmess. | will not iempt to povide

a formalizetion of the this idea her See Rizzi (1997)df relevant discussion.

45. O cannot indpendenty move to its (Case)hleding position since this position is higher than

both the Bpic phase and thedeus phase by assumption.
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(38) Ha dao a Maria Gianni # un libro*®
Has given to Maria Gianni # a book

3. Remaliks on «unaccustves»

The unaccudave/egative hypothesis asdrmulated in the eighties assumesttha
verbs of this lass do not hae an &temal agument loit all aguments a VP inter
nal. The surce peverbal subject of unaccusees is in &ct a dep object, and
even moe impotantly, the posterbal subject of unaccuszes is in &ct not ony
a de@ hut also a sudce object. Tiis is, we mg say, the coe of the lypothesis.
Note however, tha once the assumption is madetthidsubjects, Wich can ape
ar as peverbal subjects, @inate VP intenally, indgpendeny of the dass to vhich
the \erb belongs, the maral question ases as to Wwere the diference betwen
unaccustives on the one side andnsitves and unggtives on the other should be
located

I would like to adiress the questiorylronsideing unaccus@ves which also
select a mpositional agument beside the dict one Note incidentaly, th& this is
the most common sittian®’. If a VP intenal stucture like the one in (27) igssu
med Dr transitve verbs which select both a déct and an indact agument, it
would gpear thathe most diect updéing of the unaccusiae hypothesis should
hypothesie a stucture along the lines of (39):

(39) VP

N

- V'

N

N

V. PP

where no agument is assodiad with the non-thentia VP intenal subject position.
Adapting traditional accounts, | @uld assume th@ needs licensing and thhis
can be done VP inteally with unaccusives (Belletti (1988)). Suppose thiaen
sing is done tlough Case in the VP spdeif filled by O in (40¥8. Notice nov

46. The peak of the inton&on is on S hee. For a doser discussion of mginalization in this cor
nection see section 4.

47. Possibly, all unaccusaves do in &ct select a gpositional agument, vinich can emain silent. See
also the discussion in Mor(1997).

48. Maybe sub a VP intenal, as sug inheent (patitive?) Case position, is systetisally available
for (cetain) indefnite objects. Tis updées Bellettis (1988) anaisis.

According to Longbaudi (1998), unmodiéd bae plumal subjects in thexéstential intepretaion
are alloved to emain VP intemal with both unaccusie and intansitve verbs. V& could specu
late tha they should qualify 6r VP intenal licensing though the VP interal Casewhich severely
limits the toice of possite DP’s.
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that, once V meoes outside the VP into some functional hets immedigely

yields the linear ater: V O PPThe stucture being unaccusiage, we knaw that O

is in fact § namey the agument viich can also jgpear as a prerbal (@reeing)
subject. In 1.3.2 & obseved tha V S PP smctures ae fairly accgteble with S
licensed in the spedr of the tause intemal Focus pojection and PP licenséal

situ, VP intenally, for V unepative intransitve. We ae nav phrasing the unac
cusdive hypothesis in suta way tha the same V S PP linear sequencétiiba-

ted a diferent syntacticepresenttion with all aguments licensed VP inteally

in the desdbed way. Can ve detect dferent behwiors of the tva kinds of posterbal
subjects?

As has been éguenty pointed out in the liteture, V S PP is a pegttly acce-
table order with unaccudeves when S is indéfite. Within the tems of the angt+
sis sletched out hove, we can aim tha thele is an indehite requitement br VP
intemally licensed subjects. Sentence®!{K0) ae usualy consideed the most
naural occurences of unaccusee stuctures:

(40) a E' arivato uno studenteal giornale
hasarived a student atthe newspaer

b E' entato un ladro dalla finesta
has come ina thief from the window

In 1.3.2 ve dtributed to the sentences in (15) agca slighty maginal sta
tus, indicaed as (?). ie poposed angkis, havever, did not mak one gpect ay
mauginality. Let us n&v comment on this. Suppose thhe slight maginality of
sentences lik (15)a,c epeded hee:

(15) a (?)Ha telefondo Maria al giornale
hasphoned Maria to the newspaer

¢ (?)Ha paldato uno studentecol direttore
hasspolen a  student to the director

is due to thexastence of a céaiin tendeng wherby thee is a peference in haing
the focussed constituent in thiase inal positiorf®. We can mag& the lypothesis
tha the maginality of (15) is due to theaft tha this tendeng is not espected
Since the strcture does not vioke ary deg constaint it is led in lut acquies a
mamginality flavor. Note nav tha no maginality whatsoever is associad with the
sentences in (40).

As a gnerl gpproady, | assume thiaverbal @reement is obtained thugh the elation with the
associte epletive in the peverbal subject position. Seedtnote 18 in this connection.

49. Note thathe last constituent is often also the most emdeddnehence the oneceving Nudear
stress. his males it the most mminent oneThere seems to be a tendgrfareference to hee
makching between Bcus and @minence See in this connection Cinque (1993), and the line of
reseath in Zubizareta (1998).
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If the VP intenal position 6r the unaccusize posterbal subject isaseved to
indefinite noun phases, a défite subject shouldilf a different position. Sut
position can be identédd with the oneilied by postwerbal subjects of non-unac
cusdive verbs vhich we hare identifed with the speciér of the ¢ause intenal
Focus phase If this assumption is coect, we expect tha sentences containing a
definite subject and an unacctisa verb should bettributed essentiglithe same
level of maginality as the maginal sentences of (15). | think ththis photgraphs
the situdion in a fhirly accuste way®>°.

(41) a ?E arivato lo studenteal giornale
has arived the student atthenewspaer

b ?E’ entto Mario dalla finesta
hascome inMario from the window

No maginality is detecthle arymore if no pepositional complementflows
the posterbal subject, as no vidian of the tendencto locae the bcussed cons
tituent in the last position is pduced:

(42) a E' arivato lo studente
hasarived the student

b E' entato Mario
has come in Mario

It is well knowvn tha necliticization gves a pesdct output vaen it tales place
from a posterbal unaccusive subject, but a maginal output wen it talkes
placefrom an unegative one (43) illustites the congst:

(43) a (?)Ha telefonao uno studenteal giornale
hasphoned a student to the newspaer

b ??Ne ha telefonao uno al giornale
of-them +hastelephonedone at the newspaer

50. These d illustrate the so called «Digfitness Effect» (DE) vhich has often beemported to gve
rise to a eldively subtle and often ditult violation where different factos come into pharela
ted to the intgaretaion, the inbrmational oiganizaion of the ¢ause the inton&on. This is & the
souce of a compbe graddion in the gammadicality judgements assodied to the elevant sen
tences. Note thiahe maginality of (42) is a bit songer than thaof (15). This could be elated
to the fct tha the frst/'unmaked locadion for the posterbal subject of unaccusees is the VP
intemal one Since this position is oplcompaible with indefnite subjects, thisaguires thasen
tences lile (42) be eanayzed as imolving not a VP interal, hut a VP atemal, focussed subject.

51. Compasble to the staus of the saméditicization process out of a déct object of a amsitive verb
(Burzio (1986), Belletti & Rizzi (1981)). At leasbifindefnite direct objects w can assume the
same stictural anaysis as the one assumexd the posterbal subject of unaccuszes. Seedot
note 48.
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¢ E' arivato uno studenteal giornale
has arived a  student atthe newspager

d Ne € arivato uno al giornale
of-them +has amived one at the nevspaer

Updaing Belletti (1988), | intgoret the contast betveen (44)b and d as due
to the fct tha (ne) extraction is possile from the VP intemal (subject) position
but does not wrk equaly well from the VP gtemal Focus positioP?.

The naural question to ask mois what is the sttus of dauses containing a
reodering of the posterbal subject and the gmositional object of an unaccusa
tive verb We note irst of all tha sud a eoreling is possite:

(44) a E' anivato al giornale uno studente
has arived at the newspger a  student

b E' entato dalla finesta un ladro
has come infrom the window a thief

These sentences can liibuted the same dtss as the doué complement
sentences wolving reordeling. The null assumption is thighey are dtributed the
same anakis with a topicalizd (emnant) VP and atalizd subjeég. Note tha
if this anaysis is on theight trad we expectnecliticization to hae the same sta
tus in both caseshis staus should be a mginal one since ve sav tha extraction
from a noun ptase in the speddr of the Bcus phase gves ise to maginality.
This is indeed Wa we find. (45)a, b containing an unacctisa verb and (45)c
containing a doub complementerb ae all either maginal. Their stdus compags
with tha of (43)b:

(45) a ??Ne e arivato al  giornale uno
of-them +has arived at the newvspgerone

b ??Ne e enteto dalla finesta uno
of-them +has come in from the window one

c ??Ne ho dao a Gianni uno
(I) of-them +have givento Gianni one

52. It gives ise to a CED type #dct (see the discussion in B&S). | assumé tie specier of the
Focus phase is an imposdiextraction site since it is a deed not L-maked position. On thether
hand similafly to the peverbal subject position, it can be consi&tean A position (ditrently
from the tause &temal Focus phase). Tis is sugested both pthe fact tha DPs ae licensed
there accoding to the poposed angkis and i the empiical phenomenon oferbal areement,
which holds with adcalized inverted subject (ttough the elation with the assocta expletive in
the peverbal subject position; seedtnotes 18, 48).

53. This is because avae systemically interpreting reordeiing as bcalizaion in the speciér of the
Focus phase This assumptionxeludes the possibility of ledng the indehite subject in the VP
intemal position in this case
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4. Some emarks on «in situ» bcalization and «marginalization»
4.1. «In situ» dcalizaion

If (45)c &ove has a ery maginal staus, the maginality totally disgopeas if the
«reodered» diect object is prceded § the aderb «solo»:

(46) Ne ho dao a Gianni solo unc*
(I) of-them +have given to Gianni only one

It is curently assumed thahe aderb «solo» has a€alizing function. If this
is the case it is naral to assume thaf the adrerb is pesent in some spemf
position of the écalizd phase thee is no needdr this phase to mee to a desig
naed focus position in ater to be décalizzd We can then angte focalizdion
through «solo» as a caseinfsitufocalizaion not irvolving movement of theele
vant phase into the spedi of the Bcus phasé®. If this is corect, sentences kk
(46) can be tiributed a 'ery different iepresenttion than those in (45), wolving
complementeomdeiing. In paticular, no (emnant) VP topicalizéon of V + PP
and no bcalizdion of the diect object in the speddr of the Bcus phase ag
involved hee. (46) could be angred as imolving a «scamHding» type of opes
tion afecting the P, leaving the objectn situ

An anaysis along these lines, siftaneous} accountsdr the bcalized stéus
of the diect object anddr the possibility ohecliticization, with the ldter cha
racterstically taking place fom a VP intemal position.

54. The aderb can alsodilow the quantiker:

(i) ne ho déo a Gianni uno solo
() of-them+ha&e gven to Gianni one only

to be pobably analzed as imolving head meement of the quaniér into a higher head (of the same
extended pojection) past the agrb flling the Spec position of the QPgjection. This more-
ment tiggers areement on the adrb as shon by examples lile the bllowing:

(i) Ne ho dta a Gianni solo una
() of-them+hae gven to Gianni only one(FS)
(i) Ne ho dtéa a Gianni una sola

() of-them+hae gven to Gianni one(FS) only(FS)

55. «Solo» should thus sheawith the 6cus head the same licensiegtire. The phase vhose speaier
is filled by «solo» constitutes amppropriate chedking domain (possily through some ersion of
«dynamic» greement in the sense of Rizzi (1990)hisTis wha allows for thein situprocess
of focalizaion.

56. The tem «scamHbing» is used her in puely desciptive tems. Pssilly the pocess imolves
movement of the PP to the spégifof one of thelause intemal Topic phases. One should assume
tha this opeation does not violi the consaint on the pesevation of the hiearchy of aguments,
nor RM.
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4.2. On the prcess of «mainalization»

It turns out thaa single tause cannottadhe same time olve a bcalizzd phase
in the specitr of the Bcus pojection and a plase bcalizdin situwith «solo».
If pronounced withegular non intenupted intondion a sentence & (47) is as
impossille as VSO gneally is:

(47) *Ha compmto Gianni solo un libro
hasbought Gianni only a book

We mentioned (cfrfootnote 44) thtead dause does not contain neothan
one bcalized constituent. Aus, a tause intemal and a lause &temal focus can
not be bothealized in the sameause If this is so, the impossibility of (47) cons
titutes another maréttdion of the same phenomenglo

Notice nav tha if a different intondion is associgd with a tause displging
the same wrd order as (47), the sentence becomesyaddie. The relevant intc
nation requires an inteuption and it is sutthd the mising peak is on the pest
verbal subject. fie following direct object eceves a &lling, dovngrading
intonaion. This is the typical intorteon associted with «maginalized» constituents
in Antinucci & Cinques teminology. It is corventionaly illustrated by the sym
bol «#» in (48):

(48) a Ha compmto Gianni # solo un libro
has bought Gianni # ony a book

or, without «solo»:

b Ha competo Gianni # un libro
has bought Gianni #a book

The naural assumption in the contieof our geneml anaysis is thathe post
verbal subject of (48) is thedalizzd constituentiffing the speciier of the bcus
phrasé’. The following question then &es: vha is the staus of the diect object
in (48)? As br (48)a, teally, «solo» cannot function as@chlizer hee as is both
shawn by the contast with (47) andindirectly, by the maked davngrading inte
naion associted with the phase intoduced § it. This leads us to éw a first con
clusion: «solo» can be an situfocalizer, but it is not necesséy one Suppose
then thathe diect object of (48)a,lwhich hgppens to be intduced § «solo» in
the frst caseis in fact a stcturally «maginalized» phase as is also suggsted
by the inton&ion. The following nev question nw arises: vhich is the stuctural
position of the «majinalized» object of (48)?

57. (48) also man#sts the mhing betveen bcus and intortéonal plominence which, we noticed
is an opeative tendeng.
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In Antinucci & Cinques oiiginal anaysis, the ppposal had been pudrth tha
«maginalized» phases a somehw outside the lause The authos expressed
this intuition ty assuming thiaxmaginalized» phases wrked like right disloca
ted phases. Fie naural implementtdon of the idea s tha «maginalized» phe-
ses ae right adjoined athe level of the ¢ause Although the basic intuition of this
account ppeas to be caect, the letter is pbaly not. The eason is thaxmar
ginalized» phases do not systenieally display «adjunct type» bekér. The
clearest indicdion to this efect comes fsm the obsefation tha the «maginali-
zed»phrase of (48) contimes to be a posdiextraction site while, geneally,
adjunct phases a not. Consider (49) in thisspect, wich shavs tha neextrac
tion is still possike from the «maginalized» diect object:

(49) Ne ha compito Gianni # (solo) uno
of-them +has bought Gianni # ony one

We pioposed bove thd the dause intemal Focus phase can be assumed to be
surounded g Topic phiases fying rise to a confuration pagllel to the one &
sent in the left pgohely accoding to Rizzis anaysis (cft (34), (36)). If this is the
case a naural proposal could consist in assumingttkenaginalized» constituents
move from the VP intamal position to the speeif position of a Gpic phase loca
ted belav the Focus phase as (50) skdily illustrates:

(50) [...... ng .... [TopicP [ [FocusP [ Gianni ] [TopicP [ (solo)uno
....of-them ...... Gianni only one
el VP ell....]

Here the diect object is licensed in the spéeifof the (lav) Topic phase
whence its «mainalized» sttus. | tentéively assume this pposal as a possé
anaysis of the pocess of «magnalization»>®,

58. Note tha, differently from wha was obsared in connection with (43)ld and (45), if the angl
sis in (50) is on thaght trad it implies tha no CED type déct is to be xpected fom the (lov)
Topic phase An asymmety then gpeas to esult betveen the (lause intemal) Focus phase and
the (lov) Topic phiase | specul#e thd, possilby, the lav Topic position can count as «non
distinct» flom the standalr (VP intenal) object position fim which ne extraction is egulaty
allowed Indeed as indehites can be licensed VP intatdly (cfr. footnote 48), the indefnite object
of (49) could in &ct just emain VP intemal in this caseBut, of couse also dehites can be
«maginalized»; nat to (48), (49), (i) is possie as vell:

(i) Ha competo Gianni# questo/il libo
Has bought Gianni # this/the book

In this case the objectould necessdy fill the low Topic position of (50) Wwer it is licensed

Note, however, tha extraction is not unisrmly possite out of a maginalized constituent. It
gives ise to a dgraded output Wen it tales place out of a mginalized complementlause See
the discussion in Belletti (1988, p. 10-12).
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5. Open questions

Among the arious open questionshich remain and Wwich | will not address hes,
there is a cucial one vhich | would like to adiress.

Consider via questions and thegposal thg given an aticulated concption of
the CP left pephely, the landing sitedr the wh phiase should be iderigfl withthe
specifer of the peipheral Focus pojection (Rizzi (1997)). ie poposal is pma
rily motivated ty the obseration tha clause &temal (hence conaistive) focalr
zdion cannot cooccur with vquestion drmation:

(51) a *Che cosaA GIANNI hai detto?
Wha  TO GIANNI have you said?
b *A  GIANNI che cosahai detto?

TO GIANNI what have you said?

It is well known tha wh questions in Italianequire the subject to be posty
bal. This is shavn by clear minimal pais as the one in (52):

(52) a Che cosa ha detto Gianni?
What has said Gianni?

b *Che cosa Gianni ha detto?
What Gianni has said?

It is often assumed ththe posterbal subject of (52)a occupies the «statidar
position of irverted subjects (of aull subject languge like Italian). Gven the
anaysis deeloped hez for posterbal subjects, this a@nt assumption cannot be
maintained Since the poserbal subject position is théaase intemal Focus po-
jection, and since ehave detected the impossibility ofuttiple foci in one sin
gle dause the case of W questions wuld remain as a most quiising single
exception to this gneal propety. Even moe suprisingly, the ¢ause intemal foca
lization would shaply contiast with the lause &temal one in thisespect. W
condude tha the posterbal subject does ndtlthe Focus pojection in intero-
gative wh dauses.

Whete is the postrbal subject lodad then? e poposal, cohemt with the
overall anaysis dereloped heg, is thd the posterbal subject of W interogatives
is «<maginalized» andifls one of the ause intemal Topic position°. Corverging
evidence to this déct is also pvided by the obseration tha the most ntaural
intonaion associted with wh interogatives like (52)a has a pesptible interup-
tion right bebre the posterbal subject, Wich is associ@d with the typical into
naional patem of «maginalized»/topicalied pheses.

Interesting indpendent eidence thathe posterbal subject of W interoga-
tives does noflf the same position as thevierted subject of dearative dauses,

59. I leave open hex the @act detemination of which one of the tw assumed (ause intenal) Topic
positions.
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but rather coresponds to an «nmginalized» (topicalied/dislocéed) subject, is
provided ky the nothem Italian dialects desitred in Bandi & Codin (1981§°.
Clauses containing subject@rsion displg a paticular subject litic in Fiorentino
and no subjectlitic in Trentino (Bandi & Codin (15)a, b):

(53) a GI' @ veruto le su’ sorelle (F)
it+ hascome his sistes

b E' vegnu le so’ sorele (T)
has come his sistes

However, in wh interogatives the subjectitic which gopeas is a diferent one
in Forentino and theris a subjectlitic in Trentino. In both cases, it is thgreeing
subject &tic which shavs up, the sameppeamng in (right) dislocéed dauses. Tie
examples in (54), (55) illustte the point (Bandi & Codin (74), (75)):

(54) a Quandol’ e verutala Maria? (F)
when she+hascome the Maria?

b Icché | ’'ha portato la Maria?
Wha she+hasbrought the Maria?

c *lcché gl 'ha portato la Maria?
Wha it +hasbrought the Maria?

(55) a Quandoe la vegnudala Maria? (T)
When has -she come the Maria?

b Cosa ha la porta Ila Maria?
What has -she brought the Maria?

c *Cosa ha pota la Maria?
Wha hasbrought the Maria?

| take these da to overtly shaw the topicalied staus of the posterbal sub
ject of wh interogatives, vhich the poposed angkis necessdy implies.
As a fnal empiical remak, let us consider the coast betveen (56) and (57):

(56) *?Attualmentein un suq appatamentovive Giannj
At present, in one his apatment lives Gianni

60. Note tha the intepretaion informally sugested § Brandi & Codin of the paadigms in (54),
(55) is equialent to the one adopted Bemcompébility between the necesshy focalizd/nev
information stdus of the vk constituent, and @€alizzd posterbal subject. It ws brmulated in
informal tems as the conp#ion of dause stucture was nuch too simple aithe time and as not
built upon a functional @hitectue.
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(57) Attualmente in quale suq appatamentovive Giannj?
At present, in which his apatment lives Gianni?

This contast shas thd the posterbal subject has not the same syntactiasta
in dedarative and in via interogative dause&. In the detarative (56) a sharweak
crosswer efect is detectale. No sud efect is peceived in the via interogative
(57). Since Bcus nomally induces wak cossaer, the pesence of the dct in
(56) can inally be talen as indpendent futher evidence of the lose elation bet
ween Bbcus and subjectwersion. A elaion which the analsis pesented her
malkes fully explicit through the identi€ation of the (speciér of the) tause inter
nal Focus pojection with the positionilfed by the posterbal subject of déarati-
ve dauses itselfLadk of the efect in (57) in tun confrms the nondcalizd stéus
of the subject in W interrogatives. Agin a necessarcondusion for the anajsis.
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