LUND UNIVERSITY

Differentiating verb movements: The case of Scandinavian

Wiklund, Anna-Lena; Hrafnbjargarson, Gunnar Hrafn

2010

Link to publication

Citation for published version (APA):
Wiklund, A-L., & Hrafnbjargarson, G. H. (2010). Differentiating verb movements: The case of Scandinavian.
Abstract from Verb movement: Its nature, triggers, and effect.

Total number of authors:
2

General rights

Unless other specific re-use rights are stated the following general rights apply:

Copyright and moral rights for the publications made accessible in the public portal are retained by the authors
and/or other copyright owners and it is a condition of accessing publications that users recognise and abide by the
legal requirements associated with these rights.

» Users may download and print one copy of any publication from the public portal for the purpose of private study
or research.

* You may not further distribute the material or use it for any profit-making activity or commercial gain

* You may freely distribute the URL identifying the publication in the public portal

Read more about Creative commons licenses: https://creativecommons.org/licenses/

Take down policy
If you believe that this document breaches copyright please contact us providing details, and we will remove
access to the work immediately and investigate your claim.

LUND UNIVERSITY

PO Box 117
221 00 Lund
+46 46-222 00 00


https://portal.research.lu.se/en/publications/b377c56c-290e-4685-8307-06e7fcc8a5e2

Verb movement: Its nature, triggers, and effects
University of Amsterdam, December 2010

Differentiating verb placements - the case of Scandinavian
Anna-Lena Wiklund & Gunnar Hrafn Hrafnbjargarson

In our (mostly) empirically oriented talk, we will present an overview of recent
facts relating to verb placement in Scandinavian, which may be helpful to consider in the
theorizing on verb movement. In particular, we will revisit verb placement in Icelandic
and the alleged semantic effects of V2 verb movement. Icelandic is important because it
has been used in comparison with Mainland Scandinavian (MSc) to hypothesize a
relation between rich verbal morphology and verb movement to the middle field of the
clause; a movement that is proposed to be devoid of semantics in contrast to the verb
movement seen in V2 clauses, which has been argued to yield semantic effects in terms
of illocutionary force (and related notions).

We wish to draw attention to two properties that reduce evidence in favor of V-to-I
movement in Icelandic quite drastically: (i) The extended verb second property (xV2)
and (ii) subject-verb adjacency in the screening environments. If we recognize that
Icelandic is more liberal than MSc with regard to fronting of non-subjects in embedded
clauses (general embedded verb second in Vikner 1995) and that the word order seen in
the remaining embedded clauses is indistinguishable from subject-initial V2, there is
little - if anything - that distinguishes V-to-I from V2 in Icelandic. We will (again)
propose that Icelandic is not a V-to-I moving language (cf. Wiklund et al. 2007) but a
language displaying V2 verb movement only.

What is xV2? Because main/embedded asymmetries can be identified, the general
embedded verb second property in the sense first intended by the term is a misnomer.
We present some evidence suggesting that xV2 targets the lower part of the C system,
triggered by features of Fin. The same features are proposedly responsible for the
cluster effects listed in Holmberg (2010). The addition of xV2 to this list has the effect of
reintroducing verb movement (removed by Holmberg) to the list in terms of low verb
second (cf. Hrafnbjargarson & Wiklund 2010). Given xV2, the rich agreement hypothesis
may be reformulated to involve a relation between rich agreement and low verb second
rather than between rich agreement and V-to-I, making the putative counterexamples
posed by Northern Norwegian and Fenno-Swedish verb movement (Bentzen 2007)
irrelevant, as they do not involve xV2. Although the details need to be fleshed out
concerning the relation beween rich agreement and xV2, new data from Ovdalian seem
supportive of such a relation.

Finally, we show that point of view may distinguish V2 from non-V2 word order in
some cases. This alone, however, does not enable us to draw any conclusions about
semantic effects of V2 verb movement independent of the position of the XP preceding
the verb.



