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Abstract

In this talk | ague that in Spanish there is a type constructimo)ving averb with the unaccu-
satve se clitic and a dave, where the date is infact theexternal agument, which renders the
construction comparable to a tranststructure (in the well-established unacausatransiive
alternation). A number a tests and criteria aewed to support thexternal agument status
of the daitve (which in fact can be assimilated to the status ofilesmtind dates with some
impersonalerbs, see Fernandez Soriano 1999). These are: unnveokéarde, raising and
binding. On the other hand, there is agmlence for the noexternalized status of othenter-
nal, agument: impossibility of anaphor binding, possibility of being a b&ean4bility to con-
trol, among others. | conclude that in this constructions theediatan instance of qliy case.

Keywords: Spanish, quky caseseunaccusaves, agument structure.

Resum.Datius en construccions ambsdinacusatiu

En aquestaerrada defenso que en castella hi ha un tipus dergocist, que conté un verb amb

la marcase d’'inacusatiu i un datiu, on el datiu és, de fetigianentextern, cosa que fa aquesta
construccié comparable a una estructura triaasftlins I'alternanca ben coneguda inacusatiu-
transitiu). S’hi evisen tots de mves i criteris que donen suport al caractergliamentextern

del datiu (que, de fet, és assimilable a I'estatus dels locatius i datius ambvaidpsisnperso-
nals,vegeu Fernandez Soriano 1999). Com a indicis, tenim: ordre de mots no meaveatoeél
ligam. D’altra banda, hi ha també indicis del caracteexternalitzat de I'altre mument, I'in-

tern: impossibilitat de lligam d’anafores, possibilitat de ser un SN nu, incapacitat de controla
entre d'altres. La conclusié és que en aquestes construccions el datexésple de cas capri-
ciés (quiky case)

Paraules clau castella, cas capriciés, inacusatius amestructura @umental.
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In Spanish, as in other Romance larggsa most of unaccubee verbs which have

a transitve countepatt (in Hale and leysers 1994, 1997 sensepear with the
clitic se which is also both theeflexive and the impeapnal ditic. Some gamples
are povided in (1):

(1) a. Juan rompid los vasos.
Juan broke the glasses

b. Juan quemod la comida.
Juan bured the food

c.Los vasos se rompieon.
the glasses SE broke,

d. La comida se quemod.
the food SE bumed,g

In Levin and Rppgport Hovav's (1995) tems these &rbs apress an ter-
nally causedent and hee a «bang of stée (and position)» meanintpn Hale and
Keysers goproady, the tansitive stucture (1a) is theesult of embeding the «com
plex dyadic» pedicde into a monadic Mvhich allows for the adition of an ater-
nal agument in syntax. fe monadic Von the other handhas beenelaed to a
CAUSE pedicde (seefor example Haley, 1996). V& will come bak to this ques
tion, kut see the sticture belav:

(2) Spec Syntax
............. V2
/\
V, I-structure
/\ -
V, Adj

Mendikoetxea (1998), in the line of Chighia (1989) and othsy poposes tha
these pedicdes ae \ery similar to tue eflexives, in the sense thidne occurence
of secorrelates to their gladic naure as vell as to the possibility of ansitviza-
tion. Unaccusiive sepredicdes selectdr a PRO in Spec of vPwhich estblishes
a contol relaion with the themeDifferences in intgaretdion ae to be elated to
the naure of the CAJSE pedicde. In the unaccusive SE pedicde, as opposed
to the egular eflexive one the causingdctor is undestood sttvely, tha is, not as
an action pedrmed ly an aent lut as an eent detemined ly a popety of the
theme agument (Chieshia, 1987). Mendiketxea supposes tha (1c) and (1d)
the agument vhich triggers verbal @reement is both the cause and the theme

The fact | would like to focus on is thia together with the @insitve/agentive
altemative, these constictions, in the unaccusee seversion, hae the possibi
lity to take a peverbal déive.
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The meaning of theesulting sentence is thidie peson irvolved (which would
appear in the nomingve in the tansitve countepait) does not pedrm a diect
action tavards the object: thevent taking place owlinvolves him/her in a ctain
way. So t@ether with the ones in (1),eanget stuctures like the ones in (3):

(3)a.A Juan se le rompio el code
to Juan SE CL,; broke the car
‘T he car boke on &hn:/‘John’s car boke (on him).

b. A Pedio se le ha quemadola comida.
to Pedo SE CL,; has bumed the food
‘The food has bmed on ledio!

c.A mi se me ha acdado el dinem.
to me SE CLy; has finished the money
‘The mong has fnished on mé&/ ‘I r an out of mong’

d. A este estudiantese le han olvidado las respuestas.
to this student SE CLy; have forgotten the ansvers
‘T his student hafgotten the angers!

Glosses with benattive PP5 like on me / him / hesire not quite accate: sen
tences in (3) do not mean thilae agument in the Diave is afected ly the eent hut
that the peson is esponsike for it without dilectly intetvening in the action. | will
sometimes #&nslde it as a © phrase As the glosses inditg the daéive can be
interpreted as the possessor of the theatthough this is not digatory.

| will try to gve an analsis of the dive which gppeas in these conasictions.
The basic laim | would like to maintain is thahis ddive is an gtemal agument.
Tha is, | accet Mendiloebeas anaysis of unaccusive sestructures lut daim tha
it changes when the dawve is pesent. In this caséhe theme is demoted to intet
argument position, although, as can be seen ind3dt tiggers verbal greement.
In a stucture like (2), then, the higher Spec can bear Nothinar Ddive Case
depending on its thentia role. | will therefore daim tha the ones in (3) arstuctures
with a quiky subject. In so doind will concentate on thee kinds of eidence
shawing tha:

a) The ddive is the element lich sdisfies the EPPeaure of T.

b) The daive is not ony the subject bt the etemal agument of the consic-
tion, thd is, the subject of pdicdion and the lbsest element to. T

c) The theme gument is intanal and neer «extemalizes» vhen the dave is
present, theis, it never raises to Spec TP

d) Verbal greement with the theme is thesult of long distancestture chec
king with T.

It is well known tha, within a dven languge, thee ae constuctions in vhich
the popeties usualy displayed by subjects seem to be $teged betveen moe
than one NPdue to thedct tha the naure of those prpeties is also diferent
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(structural position in vhich they mege, stiuctural position to viich they move,
themdic role, Case agreement, et¢l. In the cases under considéon, a daive,
which does notgree with the erh is, we daim, the subject of the consttion, in
the sense that is the element of hich the @ent is pedicaed and occupies the
extemal agument (higher) position.

Let us nav go badk to the stacture in (2). In ecent fameavorks dealing with
different aspects ofrgmmar it has been @posed on one handha thee is an
additional node hove VP: \biceP (Katzer, 1996) , EentP (Haley, 1995), VP
(Koizumi, 1993)), TP (Collins, 1997), (smally (Larson, 1988, Chomgk 1995,
1998). It is widey acceted also thiathis node is dectly relaed to the gtemal
argument. On the other hanthe idea thiassome aspects ofgument stucture ae
syntacticaly defnable has beenxtensiely developed anddrmalized More spe
cifically, in Hale and leysers (1994, 1997) &mavork, the naure of agument
structure follows from the popeties of heads and the sttural relations Specikr
and Complement. Adjuncts angtemal aguments a not par of this |-syntax,
since thyg are excluded fiom the intemal stucture of \verbs. Accading to this, thex
are four types of heads. Some heads do net taknplements or speieif (usualy
nouns &ll under this ciegory) and some heads &both (as in the case oepo-
sitions, which ae ‘dyadic’, in the auth@’ tems)? The other tw types of (er
bal) heads taka complement. If this is nominal intnee, we will have a tansitve
or an unegative verb (if the noun cotdtes with the erb, as inrun). This type of
head which Hale and Iyser call ‘monadic’, can takan &temal agument in syn
tax: the gent of the pedicde. There ae also heads hich tale a complement of an
adjectial rather than a nominal tare. This case is ma& compl& because the
naure of adjectres maks them selecof a Specin order to abieve this equi
rement, the adjeat will have to be «paasitic» on a grbal head wich will pro-
vide the stucture with a Speciér. This would be a «compledyadic» stucture
which gves ise to unaccusiae \erbs. ha the peverbal NP in unaccusge cons
tructions is an interal agument can be seery khe fact tha the stucture can be
further embeded into a simple (monadicgrb (see (2)), thas, transitvized as in

(4):
(4) a. The wind [tuns [ V [the leaes ed]]
b. John [dears [the sceen A]]

So, in Hale and Bysers view, extemal aguments (gents or caussj ae intro-
duced in the syntactic sitture by a sparate verbal headdifferent fom the one
which contains the fécal verb and its interal aguments. Tie pesence of angent
is thus stncturally detived ky projecting an adeque specier position3

1. See Haey (1995) br a discussion of the gpeties usual attributed to subjects and Wwathey
shaw in different constituents.

2. See Hale and &ser (1997) ér more details. Her we will be concaned ly the other tw types.

3. Kratzer (1996) maks a similar pyposal. Her laim is also thathe etemal agument is not an
agument of the erb and has to be deld via a sdrof secondar predicaion. She futher poposes
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On the other handHailey (1995), povides the headteve VP with content
and supposes thit can be of tw different types: CASE \ersus BECOME/ HAP
PEN This headwhich she calls EeantR gppeas with all e’entive verbs. Haley
further daims tha only the irst type of head (CASE) can hee a Specwhich
will end up being anxtemal agument with an@gent/causer thertia role. It should
be noted also th#his agument has the ppety of being thanitia tor of the &ent.
So Haley (1995) sttes the &cts fom another pespectve: she mims tha the spa
rate head thiais adled to both (di)&nsitves / unegatives and unaccusees is an
abstact head with semantic content. If it is GBE, it will take a Spec (anxéer-
nal agument). If this bstract head is of the type HAPPEN / BECOME it will not
meige with an &temal agument. It thus gpeas with unaccudaves.

In Femandez Saano (1999) somevidence is povided for the ¢aim tha the
Spec of EentP can bellfed in both cases (CASE and BECOME/ HAPPEN).
Tha is, the néure of the astract head will not detetine the emptiness of its Spec
but the type of gument thait will take as its Spedhe idea is thathe eent node
when BECOME / HAPPENcan hae its Specified by a locdive (or a déive)
argument in some cases. Mospeciically, in impesonal pedicdes sub as the
ones withhaber «thele be» sobar «to exceed» / «to bext¢ra»,faltar «to miss /
lack», constar«to stde», on one han@ndsucederocurrir «to hgpen» as @il as
meteoological verbs, on the othea locdive phase apeas as anxemal agument.
The locdive agument is in some sense an indizof the @ent, gven tha it always
denotes a placehere the gent or stte oiginates. This fact is elated to its &i-
lity to appear in subject positighiThe aidence br the ¢aim tha the locdive is a
(quirky) subject comes &ém different gounds. Among other things, the Itiga
can n&er be a ba NR in contast with intenal aguments or adjuncts ((5a) vs.
(5b)). Secondit is the loctive which raises in aising constictions (5c¢); and thik
a quantifer in the locéive phase can bind a pnoun in the themeub not vice
versa ((5d) vs. (5e)). Agjn, this is not the caserfadjunct loctives (5f). | povi-
de somexamples in (5), bt see Emandez Saano (1999) 6r details:

5) a *En restauantes gandes faltancamaeros.
]
in big restauants lack waiters

b. En restauantes gandes no hy que invertir dinerm.
in big restauants one should notinvest money

c. Aqui parece {sobrar / faltar / ocurir} algo.
here seems to be-etra/ lak / hgppen something
(#Algo paece {sobar / faltar / ocurir} aqui.)

that thee is a \diceP nodelzove VR which is a functional dagory tha introduces thex@éemal agu-
ment and is als@sponsike for accustive Case assignment. Mtz (1984) also gues ér the po-
posal thaextemal aguments do notgpear in the becal representtion of verbs.

4. This is pobably a way to restde Gimshav's (1990) idealaout an «aspectual dimension>hich
is paallel to the themigc hierarchy. In this authos framevork, elements Wich paticipate in the
first sub-gent of the pedicde ae realizzd as gtemal aguments.
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d. En cada trabajo pullicado constara /ifurara el nombe de
in ead pulished work  will be-staed / gpear the name of
su autor
its author

e. *El  nombe de cadaautor constara en su trabajo.
The name of ead authorwill be-staed on his work

f.* Conta cadapareddebes apoyar su estanteria ceoespondient®
against eath wall you-nust lean its comresponding shelf

I would like to extend tha anaysis to these cases and supposedlsiucture
like (6) is adequa for unaccusiave sestructures with a déive. The event node
when CAJSE will take an etemal agument in the Nomireve, and vhen BECO
ME / HAPPEN in the déve caseSo vwha | would like to popose is thiathe dai-
ve in stuctures like (3) is gneeted in the Spec of the Ev nodeoae VR just were
the subject of the cogsponding &insitve sentencesould gpear The stucture
would then be something Bkthe one bels (in which we astract avay from the
position of the litic sé:

(6) Ev
/\

DAT E

v
\% A

As can be epected if we ae corect, the dave stucture can neer undego

transitvization / caustvization, not &en gpear with anatical caustves. Wth

respect to the possibility t@dm anaytical caustives, déive stuctures contast
with unaccustive SE stactures with no dive, as the dllowing examples sha:

(7) a. *Juan hizo a Redio olvidarsele su nombee. (cf. ... olvidase
Juan madePedio  forget-SE-Cl,; hisname forget-SE
de su nomhs)

of his name
b. *El viento hizo hundiseme el barco. (cf. ... hundise
the wind made sink-SE-CL,; the boa (on me) sink-SE
el barco.)
the boa

5. These sentenceseagpod without the quantér-pronoun elation.
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c. *Juan (se) olvidé a Pedm el code
Juan (SE) forgot to Pedio the car

d. *Tu respuestahizo disipaseme las dudas. (cf.... disipase
your ansver made vanish-SE-Cl,; the doubts vanish-SE
mis dudas.)
my doubts

It has beenlaimed (Chiechia, 1995) thi since these sictures irvolve a po-
positional function, a cess of gpletivization is required to povide an &temal
amgument ér predicdion. This can be doneytextemalizing the theme pwe would
like to daim, by meging of a ddve agument in Spec of EvVP

There ae other &cts vhich indicae thd the dove anaysis mg be on theight
tradk. | will concentete on them in \wat follows:

1. The daive occupies the subject position

1.1.The frst piece of eidence has to do with constituentler. The oder shavn
in (3) is the unmaed one 6r these strctures: sentences kk(8a, b) a& odl,
with nommal intonadion, in dear contast with (8c), with a @posed themeui no
dative.

(8)a.??Se le  quemdla comidaa Juan./?2a comidase le
SE CLy; bummedthe food to Juan/ the food SE CLp;
quemd a Juan.
burned to Juan

b. ??Se le hundiéel barcoa Juan./?El barose le hundié
SE CLy; sank the ship toJuan/ the ship SE CL,; sank
a Juan.
to Juan

c. La comidase ha quemado.
the food SE has burned

d. El baro se ha hundido.
the ship SE has sunk

In fact, inbrmation stiucture consideations indicae tha the daéive gpeas in
the position usuafloccupied i (agentive) subjects. fie peferred position ér the
daive in the cases under syud preverbal, and it is intgreted as unmged, topic
just like subjects usugllare. More specitally, if focus popayates in a diect pah
from the most embeitd element (Zubizegta, 1998; Cinquel993¥ it would

6. See also Congras (1983), Sufier (1982)rfa detailed discussion of nealtmformation stiucture
of sentences in Spanish..
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never et to the dave if this had meed from complement or adjunct positiorhd
consequence of thisould be thathe whole stuctute containing a gwerbal déve
could neer be intepreted asdcus, lut this is contary to fact. A way to test the
unmaked staus of some paicular word order is povided ty the possibility of
the sentence to be an aes to a question likwhat happens/ happened?as po-
posed among otherby Contreras (1983). In conast with elements pposed ly
topicalizdion, focalizaion or left dislocéion, the occurence of a déve in pe-
verbal position with the pdicdes under studdoes not déct the «neuél» infor-
maion stucture of the sentenc&entences in (9a) thugh (9c¢) a& examples all of
which can be ppropriate ansvers to the initial question, ereas (9d), with post
verbal ddive, cannot. (9¢ef) shav tha this is not the cas@®f posterbal @entive
subjects andadfr other peposed aguments and adjuncts. Spézadly the peposed
dative in unaccudéve sesructures contasts with left disloced goal ddives, as
(9f) shaws:

(9) ¢Qué ha pasado/ paso6?
what has hgppened /happened?

a.A Juanse le ha quemadola comida.
to Juan SE CL,; hasbumed the food

b. Al nifio se le ha pedido el boligrafo.
to he kid SE CL,; has lost the pen

c.A tu hemanose le ha roto el code
to your brother SE CL,; has broken the car

d. El codhe se le haato a tu hemano.

e #Ha roto el vaso el nifo.
has broken the glass thekid

f. #A Juan le han dado el regalo.
to Juan CLy; they-have given the present

1.2. RaisingWhen gpeaimg under aising \erbs lile parecer«seems it is the
dative which raises to Spec of nréx TP. Raising of the theme is imposkahf
thedaive is pesent. his is why sentences li& (10b) ae odl (maybe unless r
nounced with méded intonéion):

(10) a. A Juan parece habérsele roto el cocde
to Juan seemsto-have-SE-Cl,; broken the car

b. ??El coche parece habérsele roto a Juan.
the car seems to-have-SE-CL,; broken to Juan

c. A Maria parece pedérsele el nifio contiruamente
to Maria seems to-lose-SE-Cl; the kid all-the-time
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d. ??El nifio parece pedéisele a Maria contiruamente
the kid seemsto-lose-SE-Cl; to Maria all-the-time
‘Maria seems to lose the kid all the time

Note tha the equialent stuctures without the déve ae perect with mising
of the themeso it is the déve which blocks the theme &m moving to Spec TP
Although for some speahs the stucture with rising of the didve ae not peréct,
the impotant fact is tharaising of the theme is imposkl(for all speakrs) if the
dative is pesent, bt not in the unaccutige se stucture, as can be seen in (11):

(11) a. El coche parce haberse roto.
the car seems to-hare-SE broken

b. Todo parece areglarse sin problema.
everything seems to get-fixed without problem

c. La comidaparece quemase
the food seemsto-burn-SE

d. Este nifio parce perderse contiruamente
this kid seems to-get-lost all-the-time

In this respect, this dave contasts both with gals, vhich neser Hock raising
of the subject, and withxpeliences of psyt verbs, wich ae supposed to be in
a high position (cfBelletti and Rizzi, 1987), as (10’) skis. This, we would like
to daim, is because the theme in psyerbs is &temalized

(10) a. Juan paece haérselo ditio a rRdo.
‘Juan seems to ke told bhn dout it!

b. Tu respuesta no pace haele molestado.
‘Your ansver does not seem tovebotheed him’.

c. La obra paece gustde al pultico.
‘The play seems to be pleasant to the audiénce

Wha this contast indicées is thathe ddive agument is ser to méix T
than the themea fact which is consistent with the sicture poposed in (6). W
are facing a special case of dkyrdative, similar to the one anated for Icelandic
(see Chomsgk 1998), lit which genestes in the embetbd dause

1.3. BindingIn the consuictions under styd a quantier in the déive phase can
bind a ponoun in the theme and the opposite does not fibid shavs ayain tha
the daive agument is higher than the then&ee sentences in (12):

(12) a. A cada cocinep se le guemo su pescado.
to every cook SE CLy; bumed his fish
‘Each cooks fish kurned on him.
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b. *Cada pescadose le guemd a su cocineo.
Every fish SE CLy; bumned to its cook
‘Each fish turmed on its cook.

c. A cadapaticipanteen el concusose le  esc@®0 su canaio.
to ead paticipant in the contest SE CL; escaed his canay
‘The canay of eat paticipant escped’

d. *Cadacanaio se le escpd a su propietaio.
eah canay SE CL,; escqedto its owner

The star indictes thathere can be no bindinglaion. Of couse sentences
(12b) and (12d) argood if the ponoun in the déve DP is not boundybthe quan
tifier in the theme @@stracting avay from maked word order). The cucial dda
here ae those in (12b) and (12d)high shav tha the theme cannot bind thetida.
This is neer the case eitheoff agentive subjects withaspect to gal ddives or
for left dislocaed dilect objects (mbally due to the grsence of thelitic. See
Sufier 1996, Zubizegta 1999).

(12) e. Cadacodie lo entegaron a su duefio.
eah car they CL,.delivered to its owner

f. Cada pade le dio el regalo a su hijo.
eah paent CL,; gave the presentto hischild.

So wha we have in (12b) and (12d) is a «ditt object» (in the sense thiis
intemal to VP) with no douling, which explains the impossibility of bindingrhis
suggests thathe theme in unaccusee seconstuctions with a déve does not
raise out of VPWe will give futher suppdrto this idea in Wwa follows.

2. Internalization of the theme

2.1.0ne piece ofvedence (bllowing Mendiloetxea, 1998)dr consideing unae
cusdive \erbs with no dive as eflexive is the &ct tha they can take an adjunct with
an anahor In this case the antecedent,,ithe themeis intepreted as the sole
cause of thevent. In fct, this authgrfollowing Chiechia (1989), aims tha the
surface subject is assotga both with the theme theti@role and the cause the
matic role assigned to thexeemal agument, a subject (RR which sewes as an
antecedentdr the anphor:

(13) a. El barco se hundié por si mismo.
the boa SE sank by itself

b. La puetase abri6 por simisma.
the door SE openedby itself

Now, if the ddive is pesent, the aqénoric adjunct is imposslb, irrespectie
of the position of themeThis is shavn in (14):
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(14) a.*El baro se me hundi6 por si mismo.
the boa SE ClLy; sank by itself

b. *A Juan se le abri6 la pueta por si misma.
to Juan SE CL,; openedthe door by itself

That is, the theme cannot bind an phar if the déve gpeas. In fact, ay
«residue» of eflexivity is lost in a stucture with a déive, despite the @gpeaance
of ditic se This can be tadn as eidence thathe ddive, in fact, is the gemal agu-
ment and thizthe theme neer raises hove VP Note thaeven if we do not acqat
the eflexive anaysis in which a PRO is pesent to bind the aphor and suppodbat
it is the theme itself hich binds the adjunct, oncatemalized, the fict iemains
that the daive prevents this elaionship, which sugyests thathe theme is &zen in
its lower position. ha this contasts hee to do with stictural binding and not with
ary semantic mpety is shavn by the fict tha non anphoiic expressions wittsimi-
lar meaning sutaspor si solocalone», @& not incomptble with the déve.

2.2. Bae NP themedt is a well knowvn fact tha bae NPs cannot be @werbal
subjects in Spanish, since yhare obigatorily intempreted as x@stential (gneic
NP’s nust be peceded § a deinite aticle, see Longbadi 1994). In &ct, bllowing
Diesing (1992) w can taim tha bare NP5 cannot bex¢éemal to VP This seems
to be the eason Wy sentences stucas (15a) & impossike (with unaccuséve
interpretaion), accoding to Mendilbetxea (1998), since the themaush obiga-
torily extemalize to contol the PRO in Spec vP and to ssfy predicdion. This,
again, males theseerbs similar to we eflexives in the authos’ gpproad. But if
the daive is pesent, bar NP5 ae alloved inseconstuctions. | tak this to mean
that the themeemains inside VP in this cases and it is thivdanhich sdisfies
the pedicdion requirment. | povide some gamples in (15pc , d).

(15) a.*Se rompen vasos.
SE break glasses

b. A Juan se le rompen vasos contiruamente
to Juan SE CL,; break glassesall-the-time

c. A Juanse le  olvidan cosas.
to Juan SE CL,; forget things
‘Juan prgets things.

d. Al abuelo se le caencosas.
to-the grandéther SE CL; fall things
‘Grandgther dops things.

3. Quirky subjects

So the poposal | vould like to put brward is tha in constuctions with unaccu
saive sea quiky case mdeed phase my appear as anx¢emal agument. Since
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the requitement ér an etemal agument can oglbe fulilled by pure mege, not
by movement (see Chomgk1998), ve daim tha the daive is meged in the gter-
nal agument position. In Chomgls (1998) famevork quirky case has thello-
wing propeties:

a) It is a theta-elated inheent case with an aitional stuctural case éaure,
which has to mee to a stuctural case heding position, namegl Spec TP

b) If phi feaures of T vhich ched structural case deleteve hare defult T, if
they remain, ve hare remote greement with someveer accessik nomindive.

c) The theme cannot mve to Spec TP because aetiquiky DT is doser
(Intervention efect).

McGinnis (1997) has analed some quky ddives with adersaive intepre-
tation which gopear in languges like Geogian which paallel very much the ones
under considetion. This author shws tha these daves stisfy the EPPéaure in
T by moving to Spec TPMcGinnis has pposed thexstence of another node
locaed @ove VP hut belav EvVP in Geagian, which following Marantz (1980)
she calls R. Belo | give the Gedagian examples (takn from McGinnis, 1997).

(16) a. Deidéb-s nino da-e-mal-a-t.
aunts-DT Nino-NPR Prfx-R-hide-AOR-PL
‘The aunts had Nino hign on them’

b. Dedé-s svileb-i  da-e-cra-t.
mothes-DT sons-NomPrfx-R-cut-AOR-PL
‘The mothes had the sonsaunded on thern.

For the cases under siyd will propose a similar anggis, tut | will depart
from McGinnis g@proad in tha | will not propose ay additional node My proposal
is tha a Spec position can also b@jected in the casehen the gent head is of
the BECOME / HAPPEN type (in Hay's 1996 tems).

The stuctures under considation, in fact, displg a special behaor when
appeaing in embeded infnitives which shav tha the theme is ner in subject
position. If the theme could occyphe subject position, @would expect tha it
would be ale to contol in contol structuies (one of the ppeties usuall atributed
to subjects). But this is nothat hagppens if the didve is pesent. On the coratry,
in non-estuctuiing verbs! contol of PRO by the theme is imposdéd) as shanin
(17a) and wen estuctuiing has not taén place (as can be segnthe dsence
of dlitic climbing) the sentences withgwerbal theme and tse ae ungammai-
cal, as the coraist betveen (17bc) and (17df) shaws.

(17) a.*El canaio intentd escparseme
the canay tried  to-escpe-SE-Clyry g,

7. See Lujan (1980)f an analsis of \erbs vhich allow dlitic climbing in Spanish.
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b. EI canaio de Juan se me quier escpar

the canay of Juan SE Clyy, s, Wants to-escpe

c. * El canaio de Juan quiefe escparseme

the canay of Juanwants to-escpe-SE-Clyy o,
‘John’s canay wants to esqze from me

d. La comida se me empezbéa quemar
the food SE CLDTlpsg stated to bumn

f.* La comidaempezéa guemaseme®
the food stated to burn—SE—CbTlpsg

Of course all the sentences in (18) with the i SE, i.e with no dimbing,
but without the dave ae peréct, which shavs thd it is the pesence of the dae
which bocks contol of embeded PRO:

(18) a. El canaio quier escparse
the canay wants to-escpe-SE

b. El canaio intenté escaarse
the canay tried to-escae-SE

c. La comidaempezéa quemase
the food stated to burn-SE

If clitic climbing is a dignose ér restuctuiing (Rizzi 1978) it is gpected tha
only if the later has takn place the theme is alled to be paverbal. This facts
also ague in fvor of the lypothesis thiin restuuctuiing constuctions thee is no
PRO in subject position,ut only a VP (see Wmbrand 1997). If the dave was not
in subject position and the theme coujipear thes, the dove contast would
remain ungpected tha is, we would be &cing a case of digatory clitic clim-
bing, maybe the on} one which should be accountedrf

One piece ofwddence vhich seems to indita thd the ddive is meged in a
high position in unaccusige seconstuctions (the one usuglbccupied b agents)
comes fom the scope of agrbs like ,de ruevo, otra vez«again». It has been
noted (seean Stetiow, 1995, among oths) thd these aderbs ae ambiguous in
the sense thadhey can modify thewent or the (hang of) stae resulting fom the
event expressed P the pedicde. This is the eason Wy a sentence shas (19a)
has tw possilee readings, (19b) and (19c):

(19) a. John boke the car gain.
b. It was the second tim®kn beaks the car

c. It was the second time the car has beekéor.

8. For some speads sentences in (17 a,f are no completgl ungammadical, but sensiby worse
tha (17h d), so a conast obtains arway.
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One possile stuctural coreldion of this is thathe aderbagain can leae
Johnoutside its scopéf it modifies VR or inside its scopéf it modifies EvP
Interestingly enough, the same ambiguity obtains with the senteneesevanay-
zing. As the glosses indite the aderb can lege out of its scope oplthe ddive,
not the theme or grother intenal agument. So (20a) iganean thathe car mg
have bioken on someone elsegpiously (or tha someone take it previously), but
not tha another car lmke bebre. The same holdof the bod hurning in (20b)

(20) a. A Juanse le ha roto el code de ruevo.
to John SE CL,; has broken the car  again
'John’s car boke on him gain!

b.A ti se te quemdla comiday a mi se me ha
to you SE CLy; bumedthe food andto me SE CL,; has
quemadode ruevo.
bumed again
‘The food lured on pu and it hasilorned on me gain!

As expected one can neer et this ambiguity with déves as gals: in (21c)
the intepretaion in which the pize was gven to someone else is out, Celasthae
receved the Nobel pze twice :

(21) A Celale han dado el premio Nobelde ruevo.
to Cela CL they-have given the Nobel pize again.

What these ramples she is thd the element in the nomitinze is alvays under
the scope oégain, a fact which sugyests thait does not mee outside VPhut
behaes as (object) themes usyalbo.

Mendikoebea taims tha the ectemal agument of unaccusge seconstuctions,
a coindeed PRO in her pproad, is associed with the causing subent where-
as the intaral agument is elaed to the cenéil sub&ent. It is inteesting in this
respect to note the bahar of the \erbolvidarse'f orget’. With this verh, the ony
possibility is br the déive to gpeartha is, thee is no unaccusiae sestructure
with no ddive. A sentence li& (22a) is ungammadical unless intgrreted as an
impersonalseconstuction. This is dear from the impossibility of (22c), ich
can ony be intepreted as unaccusee:

(22) a.* Se olvidan las cosas.
SE forget the things

b. Se me olvidanlas cosas.
SE CL,, forget the things
‘| f orget things.

c. * Se olvidé traeme el libro.
SE forgot to-bring-ME the book
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If the sentence should be ungiierod aseflexive, i.e. , as iwvolving a PRO
which is both the cause and the theme would not &pect the dtive to be ob-
gatory, but this seems to be the casleen the pocess is undstood necessidy as
involving a human gument vhich perbrms a paticular action or in Wich the
process dginates. This is the case aflvidar «forget», which selectsdr a human
extemal agument, the case ofhich will depend on its thetaete, tha is, on it
being a eal causer /gent or as the «soce» of the gent. Inteestingy enough, if
this agument is undetood as décted ly the esult of the eent, we get a efle-
xive verb in which serefers to it and the themeppeas in the obque casere
olvidé de decitelo, «I forgot to tell you»).

As for agreement, mgbe some distinction is in der, in the line pusued ly
Sigurdsson (1996) and Bolkex (1997) br Icelandic (see also Chonysk 998),
given the impossibility of stictures sub as (23), similar to the onesolbight up
by Pedmutter (1970):

(23) a.* Te me olvidaste
Clge Clpr forgotzpsgl
‘| f orgot ebout you!

b. * Te me  olvidé.
Clgie Cly; forgot

. pSg
Y ou forgot about me

c.*Me le olvidé.
Clge Clpy forget, o
‘He forgot ébout me

The ones laove do not seem to be instances of tled Wnowvn ME LUI cons
traint (Bonet, 1990) because thas no contist betveen (23a) and (23b). On the
other handwe ma assume theshaw the impossibility ér peson long distance
agreement. Br most dialects, though, tleeis a contast, noted ¥ Pedmutter with
the \erbescapar, «to escpe»:

(24) a.Te me esc@aste
Clge Clpr escap)edZpsg
b.*Te me escaé.
Clgr Clpr escped g,

That is, we can hae 29 person @reement with the theme if thetdae is B
person, lut not vice ersa. Note thia*te le escpasteis ungammadical. | will leave
the question open her
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