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A B S T R A C T  

This study d e a l s  w i t h  two a s p e c t s  o f  a classical problam i n  

S p a n i s h  l i n g u $ s t i c s :  - (i) The g r a ~ m a t i c a l  f u n c t i o n  of the HP 

t h a t  t r i g g e r s  verb agreement i n  e x a m p l e s  s u c h  as (a) Se a b r i e r o n  

l a s  p u e r t a s  - ' P R O  opened-3rd.p.pl .  t h e  doo r sa ,  and (ii) The 

g r a m a a t i c a l  status of t h e  agreesent e x h i b i t e d  by t h e  verb i n  t h e  
, ' 0 

same i n s t a n c e .  h3 - 
*m The c o n s t r u c t i o n  e x e m p l i f i e d  i n  ( a )  c o - e x i s t s  in the cpanmar of 

Spanish w i t h .  two o t h e r  c o n s t r & t i o n s  t h a t  a l s o  inoolve t h e  

particle sB: (b) Se abrid l a s  puertas - 'PRO opened-3rd.p.sg. 
- - + 

the d o o r s * ,  and ic) Las p u e r t a s  a b r i e r o n  'The doors 

Besides the l e x i c a l  s i m i l a r i t i e s  and t h e  word o r d e r  differences 

e x h i b i t e d  by t h e s e  examples ,  they h a v e  some other s i g n i f i c a n t  

d i f f e r e n c e s  and similarities: (i) e x a m p l e s  (a) a n d  (b) have t h e  

same a e a n i n g ,  and b o t h  i m p l y  the e x i s t e n c e  of a human a g e n t ,  
3 I 

whereas  ( c )  does n o t  i m p l y  t h e  e x i s t e n c e  of an - agent - - - - - a t  -- a l l ,  - - - -- and - 

(ii) T h e  v e r b  of e x a m p l e s  (a) and  (c) a g r e e s  i n  p e r s o n  and 
- - - -- - 

number with i ts  a s s o c i a t e d  NP, whereas  that o f  (b) is t h i r d  

p e r s o n  s i n g u l a r ,  a l t h o u g h  t h e  c o r r e s p o n d i n g  RP might  be p l u r a l ,  

iii 



Tn order t o  a c c o u n t  f o r  these &iffiire@ic%s a n d  siaihrTties,  the 

f o l l o w i n g  a n a l y s e s  have been thas far proposed: . 

\ 

t ' -- 
(i) Examples  such as fa)  and (c) a r e  t h e  same i n  deep  a n d  

derirad s t r u c t u r e ,  and  the HP t h a t  t r i g g e r s  v e r b  a g r e e m e n t  is 

t h e  s n b j e c t  a t  both l e v e l s  of a n a l y s i s .  

(ii) Examples s u c h  as (a) axe the same as (b) a t  the deep 

structure level, where  t h e  c o r r e s p o n d i n g  BP i s  t h e  object  o f  t h e  

v e r b ,  b u t  they are d i f f e r e n t  a t  the surface l e v e l ,  where  t h e  BP 

a s s o c i a t e d  with t h e  verb i n  (a) has become t h e  surface snbject. 

(iii) Examples s u c h  as (a) and (b) share t h e  same d e e p  and 

d e r i r a d  s t r u c t u r e ,  uhere  the BP a s s o c i a t e d  with the v e r b  is i n  

object gosition, b a t  fa) h a s  t t n d e r g s n e  an ' agrammatkcaE'  but 

a c c e p t a b l e  p r o c e s s  of v e r b  a g r e e ~ e n t .  

These three analyses are d i s c u s s e d  i n  C h a p t e r s  I, I1 a n d  111, 

a l o n g  f i t h  t h e  a p p r o a c h  defended i n  t h i s  t h e s i s ,  which is 

b a s i c a l l y  centered aronnd t h e  f o l l o w i n g  c l a i m s r  

fi) The HP a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  t h e  v e r b  i n  e x a m p l e s  s u c h  as (a) is 

n o t  the surface snbject of the v e r b ,  but  r a t h e r  i ts  object ,  a n d  

sentences s u c h  as (a )  and  (b) are t h e  sam a t  t h e  deep and t h e  

s u r f  ace s t r u c t u r e  l e v e l ,  except f o r  t h e  o b j e c t -  verb  a g r e e m e n t  

observed i n  t h e  former. 



is to be accounted for by a  rule of grammar, which is optional  
- 

i n  its a p p l i c a t i o n .  

(iii) The t h i r d  person s i n g u l a r  r e r b  ending i s  t h e  unmarked verb 

ending ia Spani sh ,  aad it is t o  be assigned t o  t h e  t e n s e d  verb 

of a sezkteace t h a t  BQts not  andergone agreement--as  ia t h  ease 

of example [b)--, by a generhl convent ion that f i n d s  ample 

justification on uni riersal .grounds .  

I n  p a r t i c u l a r ,  Chapter I is devoted to  a d e t a i l e d  d i s c u s s i o n  of 

the approach that c o n s i d e r s  sentences (a) and (c) t h e  Same, both  

a t  t h e  deep and surface level o f  analysis, and it  is  shown t h a t  

t h i s  analysis cannot  be  mainta ined.  - 

In Chapter 11, it i s  shown t h a t  the UP that triggers verb . 

agreement ia ' (a) is not t h e  s u r f a c e  subject of t h e  rerb, but 

rather its object, The e v i d e n c e  p r e s e n t e d  is m a i a l ~  based on a  

series of s p t a c t i c  tests for subjec thood  a v a i l a b l e  &n the  

langnage. 



e x h i b i t e d  by sentences such  as f a )  i s  to h a c c o u n t e d  for by a 

rnle of grammar, which is d i f f e r e n t  from the subject-verb 

agreement  rule, and t h a t  t h e  tensed verb  of a sentence t h a t  h a s  

n o t  andergone agreement is assigned t h e  t h i r d  person s i n g u l a r  

e n d i n g  b y  a g e n e r a l - c o n r e n t i o n ,  The existence of t h e  

ob jec t -ve tb  agreerent  r u l e  and its associated conreatioa are 

j a s t f  f i e d  both on theoretical and e x t e r n a l  grounds. 

. - 

The framework is  t h a t  of G e n e r a t i v e  T r a n s f o r m a t i o n a l  Crammar. 
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v i i  
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(012)  Se a b r i d  l a s  puertas .  

'FRO opened-3rd.p.sg.  the doors,' 

(0/3) Las p u e r t a s  se  abrieron.  

'The doors opened-3rd.p.pl. 

Besides t h e  lexical s i m i l a r i t i e s  -add t h e  word order dif fersnces 

exhibited by e x a m p l e s  0 (O/2) and (0/3), t h e y  have some 

other  significant differences and s imi lar i t i e s" :  

t i )  Examples (0/1) and (0/2) h a v e  t h e  same m e a ~ i n g ,  and 
& 

b o t h  imply the e x i s t e n c e  o f  a human a g e n t ,  whereas 

(0/3) does n o t  i m p l y  the existence of an a g e n t  q t  a l l ,  

and 

(ii) The verb  o f  examples (0/1) and (0/3) agrees i n  

p e r s o n  and number w i t h  its assoc iated  B E ,  whereas t h a t  

of  ( 0 / 2 )  i s  t h i r d  p e r s o n  s i n g u l a r ,  a l t h o u g h  t h e  

corresponding NP might b e  p l u r a l ,  a s  i n  t h e  particular 

example.  under c o n s i d e r a t i  on, 



I n  order t o  a c c o u n t  f o r  - t h e s e  d i f f e r e n c e s  and s i m i l a r i t i e s ,  the 

f o l l o w i n g  a n a l y s e s  have been thus f a r  prcposed: 

- (i) ' ~ x a a p l e s  s u c h  a s  (0/1) and (O/3 )  .are  t h e  same in 

deep  and derived structure, and the #P t h a t  triqgers 

agreement i s  t h e  s u b j e c t  of the verb a t  bo th  l e v e l s  of 

ana lys i s .  

e' ,-i 
T h i s  i s  t h e  p o s i t i o n  assumed by K n o w l e s  ( 1 9 7 4  and 1 9 7 5 ) .  

A c c o r d i n g  tc h i ,  t h e  d i f f e r e n c e  i n  meaning between f0/1) and 

(0/3) i s  a ma'tter  o f  l e x i c a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  the verb,  

' (ii) Examples  such a s  (0/1] h a v e  t h e  same d e e p  

s t r u c t u r e  ' a s  ( 0 1 2 ) .  and there is  a l a t e  

s u b j e c t  i v a l i z a t i o n  rule t h a t  plxces the direct o b j e c t  

i n  s u b j e c t  p o s i t i o n .  

T h i s  is t h e  p o s i t i o n  of C o n t r e r a s  (1973)  , s l i g h t l y  a o d i f i e d  i n  

Contreras (1974)  t c  f i t  within a case grammar model, and 

d e f i n i t e l y  ahandonned in Contreras  ( l 9 7 6 ) ,  a l t h o u g h  the basic 
1 

claim made i n  C o n t r e r a s  (1973)  is still m a i n t a i n e d  i n  t h e  

l a t t e r ,  namely that the RP assoc ia ted  with  the v e r b  i n  examples 

such a s  @ / I )  is  t h e  s u r f a c e  s t r u c t u r e  s u b j e c t ,  



(iii) Examples  s u c h  a s  (0/1) a n d '  t0/2) share  the same 

deep  and d e r i v e d  s t r u c t u r e ,  ihere t h e  .UP a s s o c i a t e d  t o  
I 

the v e r b  is its o b j e c t .  

This i s  t h e  p o s i t i o d  taken  by Otero (1972, 1973,  and 1976) .  

According to  Otero, examples s u c h  a s  (011)  exhibit a n  

accep tab le ,  but 8 a g r a ~ a a t i c a l  ' agreement. 

The three a n a l y s e s  s u a a a r i l y  presented here w i l l  b e  discussed i n  

Chapters I, 11 and 111, along v i t h  my awn approach to  ths 

problem, which is b a s i c a l l y  centered around the f o l l o w i  q 
9 P 

claims: 

[i) The BP a s s o c i a t e d  v i t h  the verb i n  examples such a s  

(0/1) is n o t  the s u r f a c e  subject o f  the  v e r b ,  b u t  

ra ther  i t s  object, and sentences (0/1) and ( 0 1 2 )  a r e  

t h e  same a t  t h e  d e e p  and t h e  surface  s t r u c t u r e  l e v e l ,  

except for t h e  ob j ec t -verb  agreement observed i n  the 

former. [fn.O/2] 



I (ii) The o b j e c t - v e r b  a g r e e ~ e n t  o b s e r v e d  i n  serstences 

such a s  (0/1) is t o  be a c c o u n t e d  for by  a rule of 
1 .  " 

grammar which is c p t i o n a l  i n  i t s  application and can be 

e a s i l y  s t a t e d  u s i n g  t h e  f o r m a l i s m  snggestfd b y  Chomsky 

(iii) The t h i r d  person 

u n ~ a r k e d  v e r b  ending 

a s s i g n e d  t o  t h e  tensed 

s i n g u l a r  v e r b  e n d i n g  is t h e  

i n  S p n i s h ,  and it is t o  b e  

verb af a sentence t h a t  h a s  n o t  

undergone agreement--as i n  the caw o f  example ( 0 1 2 ) - - ,  

b y  a g e n e r a l  c o n v e n t i o n  t h a t  f i n d s  ample  j o s t i f i c a t i c n  

cn u n i v e r s a l  grounds. 

T h e  e x i s t e n c e  of t h e  o p t i o n a l  - o b  j e c t - v e r b  a g r e e m e n t  r u l e  and its 

a s s o c i a t e d  c o n v e n t i o n  w i l l  b e  j u s t i f i e d  b o t h  on theoretical and ' 

external grounds. The f r a ~ e w u r k  is  that cf Generat ive  

T r a n s f o r m a t i o n a l  Grammar, 



[ 0 / 1  j Sentences ( I ) ,  ( 0 / 2 )  and (0/3) exemplify t h e  three 

u n i q u e  uses of SF d i s t i n g u i s h e d  by DePazio (3971 ) ,  i . e .  

'Passive S E g 8  ' I n d e f i n i t e  SE', and ' I n t r a n s i t i v e  SE1. By 

* u n i q u e r ,  D e P a z i o  means that  these uses of  SE.are n o t  shared by 

any of" the members of the set f l E ,  TE, SE, N O S ,  et cetera.  

[ 0/2 1 Sore grammarians use the , term ' p a s s i v e 8  t o  refer  t o  

sentences such a s  ( 0 1 :  w o r a c i o n e s  pasiras re f le  j a s  con S E W  

(Gili 1 Gaya 1961 ,  p .73)  ; nSe-Pass ivew (Radlich 1971 ,  ~ p . 3 3 - 3 4 )  

/ 
"pasiva con el pronombre SEm a n d  norac ion  segnnda ,de p a s i v a t *  

(Real  Academia   spa so la -1  9 3 1 ,  pp. 254-255) ,  alecng others. All 

t h e s e  l a b e l s ,  including that of DePaz io  ( 1 9 7 1 ) ,  are h i g h l y  

nisf ieading because , t h e y  suqgest that tbe NP that tr iggers  

agreement i n  (0 /1)  i s  t h e  subject of the verb,  which is n o t  t h e  - 
case as  I s h o w  in Chapter I1 of this study, 

sentences such as (012) are currently identified a s  ' i ~ p e r s o n a l '  

b e c a u s e  t h e  c l i t i c  SE is always interpreted a s  an unspecified 

buwan agent: *oraeion%s i w p e r s a n d e s  con SE f emparrmtadas 

h i s tdr ica  y psiccldgicameats con l a s  da pasira ~ e f l e j a  3" ( 6 i l i  y 

Gaya 1961, p.76)  ; "Impersonal SEW ( B a d l i c h  1971,  pp,  35-36) and 



  spa so la 1931,  pp. 259-260) .  Since t h i s  is also t h e  case cf SE 

in examples such a s  (0 /1) ,  I w i l l  henceforth refer to both of 

then a s  I ~ p e r s o n a l  SE S e n t e n c e s  or t h e  Impersonal S F  

C o n s t r u c t i o n .  

E x a a p l e s  s u c h  a s  ( 0 / 3 )  have a  direct equivalent i n  t h e  English 

f l i d d l e  Voice, a s  cha r a c t e r i  s e d  b y  Professor DeArmond i n  t h e  
- 

coarse of h i s  lectures on Grammatical Relat i cas  ( S p r i n g  1978, 

S . F . I J , ) : ~  Las p u e r t a s  se abrieron = The d o o r s  opened,  No agent  

i s  unders tood  i n  this c o n s t r u c t i o n ,  and t h e  function of SE is  

c l e a r l y  that of an i n  t r a n s i t i v i s e r .  Following ~ e ~ a z i o  (1971) , I 

w i l l  henceforth identify t h i s  type of sentences a s  I n t r a n s i t i v e  

SE s e n t e . n c e s  or the I n t r a n s i t i v e  SE ~ o e s t r u c t i o n .  



C H A P T E R  I: 
i 

THE THO S O U R C E  ANALYSTS OF IHPERSOIAL SE SENTENCES.  

consider the f o l l o w i n g  examples: 

(1/1) so a b r i d  l a s  puertas. 

' P R O  opened-3rd,p.sg. the doors, ' 
(Somebody o p e n ~ d  t h e  doors .) 

(1/2) Se abrieron las p u e r t a s .  

' P R O  o p e n ~ d - 3 r d .  p . p l .  t h e  doors. ' ' 

{Somebody opened *he doors.) 

(1/3) Las pnertas se a b r i e r o n .  

'The doors o p e n e d - 3 r d . p . p l .  

(The  doors opened.) 

Otero (1972, 1973 and 1976) has consistently argtted that 

examples such a s  (1/1) and (112) are t h e  same i n  deep and 

- d e r i v e d  s t ruc ture ,  e x c e p t  for the 'agrammatical* but acceptable 

agreement e x h i b i t e d  by t h e  v e r b  i n  ( 2  . According t o  him, 



e x a i a p l e s  such a s '  1 1  afid (1/2) have a  PRO subject TIP at the 

d e e p  structure level, whereas the HP as soc ia ted  with t h e  verb in 

examples  s u c h  a s  (1/3) i s  t h e  subject of the verb, both in deep 

and s u r f a c e  s t r u c t u r e .  A s  I s h a l l  show i n  t h i s  study, 0tero9s 

analysis is basically correct, except for his claim i n  r e l a t i o n  

to t h e  grammat ica l  status of t h e  verb agtesment observed in 

( 1 2 ) .  (See Chapter 111.) 

Hevertheless,  Knowles  (1974 and 1975) has proposed a competing 

analysis that deserves all our a t t e n t i o n  bacause  of the 

s u b s t a n t i a l l y  dif ffrent claim h e  makes, I n  K n c u l e s *  approach, 

examples s u c h  a s  (1/2) and (1/3) are the ones t h a t  are t h e  same 

i n  d e o p  and derived structure, not (1/1) and (1/2) . Be has also 

claimed that the d i f  f e r e n c ~  in ~ e a n i n g  between (1/2) and (1/3) 

is a ~ a t t e r  of l e x i c a l  interpretation of t h e  verb,  t h a t  examples  

such as (1/1)  have a PRO s u b j e c t  WP t h a t  provides t h e  condition" 

f o r  SE IBSERTION,  a n d  that the verb always agrees w i t h  its 

s u b j e c t .  ' 

The f o l l o w i n g  clhrt summarizes the differencs in approach 

betweon the proposal t h a t  Knowles has made, and  t h a t  of otero: 



+ A g e n t ,  -Agreement 1: 
/ 

e abrio las y p -rtas. 

Se a b r i e r o n  l a s  puertas .  

Las p u e r t a s  se abr ieron .  

TYPE 

A 

where t y p e s  A and B have  d i f f e r e n t  d e e ~  and surface 

s t r n c t n r e s  i n  each pro.pcrsa-1. 



a b r i f  las paertas .  

Las pnertas 





1 . 1 .  8-  A l l D  E-TKPE SENTEYCES- IN THE TWO SOURCE A H A L Y S I S .  . 
\ . 

Let u s  f . irst  l o o k  into K n e w l e s *  charac ter i za t ion  o f  his A- and 

B - t y p ~  sentences a t  t h e  surface level, Consider t h e  fo l lowing  

s t a t e ~ e n t  quoted f r o a  ~ n d w l e s  (1975, p . 9 )  : 
d 

"There is often ac ,clear d i f f e r e n c e  i n  meaning between 

A-type and 8- t y p e  sentences, which h a s  not inf r e q n e n t l  y 

been pointed o u t  i n  t h e  Xi teratnre .  ' consider t h e  
. h , 

fo l lowing  sentences q u o t e d  by Otero (1973): 

/ 
(1/6)  a .  S e  d i f u n d i o  las noticias. 

'PRO s p r ~ a d - 3 r d -  p. sg., t h e  n e w s - p l .  ' 
-z 

b .  Se d i f u n d i e r o n  l a s  noticias, 
- -- - -- - - - - 

' T ~ E  news-pl, spread-3rd ,  p. p l .  ' 

[ (1/6a) and (1/6b) j do not mean the sane t h i n g ,  as is 
I - 

clearly  i r d i c a t e d  by t h e  fact that both.  map occur in a 

seritence such as (1/7),  where t h e  (a) sentence aay be 

~egated without producing any contradict iona:  



perc l a s  n o t i c i a s  se d i f u n d i e r o n .  
C 

P R O  d i d  n o t  s ~ r e a d - 3 r d .  p . s g .  t h e  n e w s - p l . ,  

but  the n e w s - ~ 1 ,  d i d  spread-3rd.  p . p l .  ' 
(Nokody spread t h e  n e w s ,  

but the news d i d  s p r e a d . )  

Observe ,  however, t h a t  (1/7) is  n o t  a combinat?on of ( 1 / 6 a )  and 

(1/6b), but ,of (1/6a) and the  corresponding I n t r a n s i t i v e  SE 

Sentence,  which is different f rom (1/6b), In fact, there are 
.- 

two problems w i t h  example (1/6b) : 

( 2 )  Although its g l o s s  is n o t  incorrect, i t  is 

c e r t a i n l y  misleading, a s  I w i l l  show b e l o w ,  I 

(ii) Its word order has been m o d i f i e d  i n  ( 1 1 1 )  ic such 

a way that it is no longer the same sentence. 

Note t h a t  i f  t h e  word o r d e r  of (1/6b) had n o t  tean modified, a  
# 

s e m a n t i c a l l y  ill-formed c o m b i n a t i o n  would . h a v e  resulted: 





N e v e r t h e l e s s ,  t h e  facts u n d e r l y i n g  these exasafleg a% i Z i L - w o E  - 
coaplex: t h e  s e n t e n c e s  c o m b i n e d  i n  (1/9) -are  a c t u a l l y  

a e b i g n o u s .  Let u s  c o n s i d e r  them s e ~ a r a t a l y :  

(1/10) S e  d i f n n d i e r g n  las n o t i c i a s .  

a .  Somebody s p r e a d  t h e  news ,  

,. b. The news s p r e a d .  

( l / l l )  L a s  ~ n t i c i a s  ss d i f u c d i e r o n .  

b .  S c ~ ~ b o d y  s p r e a d  t h e  news,  
t 

According t o  a l l  my n a t i v e  c o n s u l t a n t s  [fn.1/3], t h e  most 

l i k e l y ,  natura1, and  normal i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of each of t h e  

examples a b o v e  i s  t h e  one g i v e n  u n d e r  f a ) .  TDat of tb )  i s -  - 

d e f i n i t e l y  m a r g i n a l .  The fact that n o n e  of  them was a b l e  t o  

r e c o n c i l e  the i n t e r n a l  c o n t r a d i c t i o n  of  (1/12) and (1/13) s p e a k s  

f o r  itself: 

(1/12) #No se d i f u n d i e r o n  l a s  no t i c i a s ,  

pero se d i f u n d i e r o n  las n o t i c i a s ,  

' P R O  d i d  n o t  s p r e a d - 3 r d , p , p l .  the n e w s - p l ,  , 
- -  - - - - - - - - - 

b u t  PRO d i d  s p r e a d - 3 r d .  p . p l .  t h e  n e w s - p l .  * 

(#Nobody s p r e a d  t h e  news, 

b u t  somebody s p r e a d  the news,) 



( 1 / 1 3 )  XLas n o t i c i a s  no se d i f u n d i e r o n ,  

pero l a s  n o t i c i a s  se difundieron. 

' T h e  n e w s - p l .  d i d  n o t  spread-3rd .  p. p l . ,  

but the news-pl, did s p r e a d - 3 r d . p , p l O g  

( # T h e  nevs d i d  n o t  spread, 

b u t  the news d i d  spread.) 

Thus, I m p e r s o n a l  SE Sentences t h a t  exhibit v e r b  agreement and 

Intransitive SE Sentences h a v e  a d i f f e r e n t  preferred word o r d e r ,  

which i s  SE + VERB + N P  i n  t h e  f o r m e r ,  and NP + SE + VERB in t h e  

l a t t e r .  I w i l l  come back t o  t h i s  q u e s t i o n  in Chapter 11. 

Having clarified t h i s .  p c i n t ,  let u s  now .proceed to  e x a m i n e  the 

two tests that Knowles (1975) propcsed to d i s t i n _ g _ u _ i s h  between 

his A- and B - t y p e  sentences a t  t h e  surface l e v e l .  Consider t h e  

f o l l o w i n g  two c l a i m s  made i n  Knovles (1975 ,  p . 9 ) :  

''All A-type s e n t e n c e s  have a near (though not always 

perfect) ~ a r a p h r a s z  with UNO.. . *, e . g .  

( l / l 4 )  a. S e  a b r i d  las p u e r t a s .  
- -- ----- - 

' P R O  o p e n e d - 3 r d . p . s q .  t h e  d o o r s .  ' 

b. Uno abrig l a s  p u e r t a s .  

'One o p e n e d  the d o o r s .  



"lot all [ B - t y p e ]  s e n t e n c e s  can be p a r a p h r a s e d  by  UNO 

(1/15) a. Las p n e r t a s  s e  a b r i e r o n .  

'The d o o r s  o p e n e d - 3 r d .  p. p l .  

-f 

b. Uno abrio las p u e r t a s .  

'One o p e n f d  t h e  doors,' 

BUT, 

(1116) a .  Se abrieron l a s  p u e r t a s .  

' P R O  o p e n e d - 3 r d . ~ ~  p l .  t h e  doors. ' 

b. uno abrio l a s  p u e r t a s .  

'One o p e n l d  t h e  doors . '  

T h i s  raises the question of w h e t h e r  the UYO t e s t  i s  o f  any r e a l  

u s e  f o r  t h e  p a r t i c u l a r  d i s t i n c t i o n  t h a t  Knowlas i s  t r y i n g  t o  

j u s t i f y .  The f a c t  that there a r e  certa in  B - t y ~ e  sentences i n  
u 

K n o w l e s '  approach that also have a near--though not aluays 

p e r f e c t - - p a r a p h r a s e  with UNO, s u c h  as example ( 1 / 1 6 a ) ,  which io 

t a n  can be parsphrase3 wirE a n F t y p e  sentence a s  inT4,IT) 

B e l o w ,  g i v e s  a rather m+gistive irrrsvcrr to thts--qtre*r 



(1/77) a. Se abrieron las p u e r t a s ,  

'PRO opened-3rd.  p. p l .  the doors, 

I 
b,' Se abrio las Fuertas, 

l P B O  opened-3rd .  p, s g ,  the doors. 

J 
c. Uno abrio las puertas. 

'One opened the doors. ' 

Indeed ,  what Knowles  h a s  done by proposing ,the UrJO test is to 

set u p  the basis f o r  e s t a b l i s h i n g  a clear d i s t i n c t i o n ,  not 

between his A- and 3 - t y ~ e  sentences, but those of Ctero. (See 

(1/4) above,) 

- -- - - 

Knowl2s (1975, p . 9 )  h a s  also claimed that 

"[: A-type sentences] may n o t  occur w i t h  a PO3 SI HISHOS 

(or POR SI SOLOS b y  t h e l a s e l v e s ' )  ) p h r a s e  in the 



- - - 

"If the noun phrase following the verb, is p l u r a l ,  tben 

there can often b e  a POR S I  HXSHOS phrase in the p l u r a l  

(1/19) Se abrieron l a s  p u e r t a s  [por s: mismas/pos si s o l a s ) .  

Nevertheless, according to all my native c o n s u l t a n t s  and my own 

grammatical judgement, example ( l / t  9) should be s tarred ,  In 

fact, the POB SI HTSMOS (or P~B-& SOLOS) phrase can o n l y  occur 

i n  Intransitive SE Sentences, which t x h i b i t  a different word 
t 

order from Impersonal SE sentences, a s  I have a l r s a d y  shown ia 

t h i s  S e c t i o n :  

(1/20) Las puertas se abrieron (por si m i s m a s / ~ c r  s: s o l a s ) .  
- 

'The doors opened- 3rd.p.  p l .  by t h e m s e l v e s .  * 

Note that i n  Knovlesm d i s c u s s i o n  o f  his example ( 5 )  ( i .  ' Se - 
a l q u i l a r o n  loo apartamentos par si n i s s o s , ) ,  which is p a r a l l e l  

t o  (+1/19) above and which should a l s o  be starred, h e  included 

the follouing f o o t n o t e :  



- - - - -  - - 

2 Often n a t i v e  speakers have difficulty i n  a c c e p t i n g  

cases of v e r b  + POR S I  E I S f l O S .  Exaaple (S ) ,  t h o u g h  

q u c t e d  from Otero 1972,  is c o n s i d e r e d  u n a c c e p t a b l e  by 

soae s p e a k e r s .  Hcuever ,  t h a t  there a r e  S e n t e n c e s  that 

o c c u r  with PO3 SI H I S H O S  (note: i n  t h e  plural) is  @ 

beyond d i s p u t e .  Roldan 1971 gives t h e  e x a ~ p l 2 :  Esos - 
problemas hay que d e j a r l o s  qoe se r e s u e l v a n  p o r  si 

solos. .  * "  

First of all, Knowles'  example  ( 5 )  i s  n o t  an accurate quotat ion  
0 

o f  Otero 1972. I n  fact, O t e r o ' s  example is  an I n t r a n s i t i v e  S E  

S e n t e n c e :  Los apartamentos se a l q n i l a n  por si mzsnos (1972, 

p.248, example  (l5a) ). A s  I have already shown, Intransitive SE 

~entbnces e x h i b i t  a d i f f e r e n t  word order from Impersonal S E  

Secondly, Roldan' s examplo r e p r o d u c e d  ' i n  Knowles' footnote is 

d s r i v ~ d  from Ray que dejar [ q u e  [esos problema~ se resue lvan  p o r  

si solos]], whose complement s e n t e n c e  in brackets is an i n s t a n c e  

of the I n t r a n s i t i v e  SE C o n s t r u c t i o n ,  not t h a  Impersonal SE 

C o n s t r u c t i o n .  This is #hy Knov le s  found that n o f t e n  n a t i v e  



- - -- 

Otero i n  e x a m p l e  ( l / 7 )  above h a s  been mis led  i n  the a n a l y s i s  of 

t h e s e  examples by a l a c k  of attention t o  word crder 

c o n s i d e r a t  ions t h a t  are  c r u c i a l .  

N e v e r t h e l e s s ,  even i f  it is granted  t h a t  example (1/20) is 

grammatical ,  Knovles* POB S I  R I S H O S  test f a i l s  t o  make a c l e a r  

d i s t i n c t i o n  b e t w e e n  h i s  A- and 8 - t y p e  sentences. This is 

explicitly r e c o g n i s e d  a t  the end of K n o w l e s *  f cotncte p a r t i a l l y  

reproduced above:  

. The c l a i m  being mad2 i n  t h i s  paper i s  not t h a t  

POR SI n1SnOS phrases w i l l  c c c u r  c o m p a t i b l y  i n  all 

cases o f  0-type s e n t e n c e s ,  but r a t h e r  i f  t h s  -yhrase 

does occur, the sentence w i l l  be 0 - t y p e ,  i , e .  t h e  verb 
*-. 

- 

w i l l  also be p l n r a l . n  (Knowles 1975, p .14 ,  fn.2) 

  his obviously i ~ p l i G s  that i n  Knovles8 approach t h e r e  a r e  

certain B-type  sentences t h a t  are i n c o m p a t i b l e  w i t h  a POR SI 

U I S H O S  phrase i n  the p l u r a l ,  a l t h o v g h  t h e  v e r b  is  p l u r a l ,  e.g.  

Observe tha-t th& a-t-ype sentencesthat in Bnaulefi* appfoach -- - - 

are i n c o m p a t i b l e  w i t h  a POB SI EISMOS phrase i n  t h e  p l u r a l  a r e  

the same 0-type sentences t h a t  can be paraphrased wi th  UBO 

s e n t e n c e s  and, therefore, equated w i t h  h i s  A- type s e n t e n c e s :  



(1/21) a .  Sf abrieron las puertas  (*por si ~ i ~ a s )  . 
*PRO opened-3rd. p. q l .  the doors (*by themse lve s ) .  * I 

- - 
# 

b e  Se abrio l a s  p u e r t a s  (*par si rnismas). 

'PRO opensd-3rd. p. sg, t h e  doors (*by t h e m s e l v e s ) .  * 

c. uno ' a b t i d  l a s  p u e r t a s  (*par si mismas) .  

*One opened t h e  doors (*by t h e m s e l v e s ) . *  

Also  observe that those 3-type sentences that a r e  c o l p a t i b l e  

with a POR SI H I S U O S  phrase i n  the plural a r e  t h e  v e r y  ones t h a t  
? 

c a n n o t  b e  paraphrased  w i t h  U I O  sentences; 

- - - - - - -  

(1 /22)  a .  Las puertas s o  abr ieron  por si m i s a a s .  
0 

i 

' T h e  doors c p e n e d - 3 r d . p . p l .  by t h e m s e l v e s . *  

b.  Uno a b r i 6  las puertas. + 

'One opened  the d o o r s ,  * 

Again, what Keovles (1975) has done by proposing the POR SI t 

EISEOS test is tg t r a c e  a clear-cut k t i h c t i o n  b e t i e e n  Oterous 

A- and 8- type  sentences, no% h i s  -- - own. I rill -- come back to t h e  - -- -- - - - - - 

discussion od t h e  PO8 S I  &ISRQS test ir chapter 11. 



3-type sentences at the surface level i n  Kncules' a p ~ r o a c h  i s  

agreement: 

"[In A-type  sentences] the verb rqlnaics s i n g u l a r  even 

when the noun p h r a s e  is  p l u r a l ,  .,", and 
< 

n [ I n  B-type sentences] the verb is plural if the 

associated BP is (Knowles 1.975, p.9 )  
Q 

T h i s ,  I w i l l  argue in C h a p t e r  111 of t h i s  s t u d y ,  i s  to  be  

accounted for by an cptional rule of o b j e c t - v e r b  a g ~ e e t e n t  in 

the case of t h e  Impersonal S E  C o n s t r u c t i o n ,  and the regular 

s u b j e c t - v e r b  agreement r u l e  in t h e  case of t h e  I n t r a n s i t i v e  SE 

C o n s t r u c t i o n ,  



1.2.. THE ABGUBEBTS A G A I B S T  THE D HE SOUBCE AIALYSIS, 

Lot u s  n3u discuss Kaowles' arguments a g a i n s t  the one source 

a n a l y s i s  of examples such as ( l / f j  and (1/2) reproduced below: 

t 
(1/23) a. Se abrio las p u e r t a s ,  (cf.  (1/1)) 

* P B O  opened-3rd. p. sg. t h e  doors, * 
-r 

b. Se abrieron l a s  paertas. ( c f ,  (1/23) 

'PRO opened-3rd,  p, p l .  t h e  doors .  ' 

According t o  Knov les  (1975, p.  10)  , n e i t h e r  of t h e  following 
f 

assumpt ionse  e x i s t i n g  i n  t h e  l i t e r a t u r e  o n  t h e  t o p i c  can  b e  

wASSUEPTIO13 1: Both f . , , J sentences are t h e  sa.e in 

d e e p  and d e r i v e d  s t r u c t u r e  ( e x c e p t  f o r  t h e  superficial 

v e r b p l u r a l  morphere in f e x a a p l e  

d 

nASSUEPTIOI 2 :  Ebth sentences  

s t r u c t u r e .  " (Knoules 1975 ,  p. 10) 
I 

(1/23a) Inr and 



W;?e  c c r o f l a r y  of the a s s u ~ p t i o a  t h a t  two s t r i n g s  are 
. a 

t h z  s a w  ic deep and d e r i v e d  structure i s  t h a t  t h y  

will r e v e a l  t h e  same s y n t a c t i c  properties ,  ~ v i d e n c e  

that they d i f f e r  ic tbeir syntactic p r o p r t i e s  and , 

t~+~sfe~-t&e~fbl- p%&ial  is profid* by -*Mr------------ 

behav ionr  ic c l i t i c  crossover phenonena and i n  

ccx id i t ional  clanses. f f  ( K n o u l e s  1975, p.  10) 
- -- 

c 

I3 h i s  ~ ~ S C U S S ~ G ~  of c l i t i c  crossover a n d -  c o n d i t i o c a l  clauses, 
4 

Kxlovles (1975) c o o f i n e s  t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  of t h e s e  tests to 

sentences such as (1#23h), arid a s u b s e t  of h i s  A - t y p  sentences: 

those constracted w i t h  i n t r a n s i t i v e  and copulas verbs ,  n o t  

f 1123a) vBi& is ac&aA&~ - t h e  s e ~ t s t s c e  t b t  - - t r e c h i t e i ; s  - - 

d i f f e r e r t  from (7/23b), T h i s ,  1 believe, is what v i t i a t e s  

K n O I f h s c  argnrertt. I itill return to this point ia n y  d i s c t i s s i a n  
1 

The t y p e  of e x a n p l e s  constracted with  i n t r a n s i t i v e  and  C O ~ U ~ ~ S  

v e r b s  consf dered  b j  ~nor l ' e s  (1 975) i n  h i s  discussion of' c l i t i c  

cros s~ver  acd coridit ional  c l a n j e s  is i l lastr-ated be low:  
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

- - - - - - - - - - -- - -, -- - 



(1/24) Se , v i v e  para serpir 

'PRO l i v e s  to serve 
e 

t h e  k i n g ,  a 

(1/25) Si se est; e n f a d a d o ,  no se pueds pensar. - 

'If PRO is -angry,  PRO cannot  think, 

t 

Knowlesa first argumeat against Assumption 1 is based  on c l i t i c  

cross0 ver, i. e. 

- 
"In cases where there is a two-verb VP; the cl i t ic  [SE] 

may occur BEFORE tho leffmost verb or AFTER the 
a 

r i g h t m ~ s t . ~ ~  (Knowles 1975, p. 10) 

* - - - - 

~ c c o r d i n g  tc him, t h i s  is a p r o p e r t y  of e x a m p l e s ~ s u c h  as (23b) --- . 
2- P 

only: 

b. ~ s t g n  a l q o i l & d o 5 ~  10s apartametos. 

'PRO be-3rd. p , p l .  renting the a p a r t a e n t s .  ' 

Indeed,  fie bas cla imed,  - - whenever -- t h e  verb is i n t r a n s i t i v e  - - or t h e 2  -- - 

c o p u l a ,  t h e  clitic SZ cannot  appear a f t e r  the rightmcst verb: 



(1/27) a, En esta casa, ya no SE pnede v i v i r  sir, pelear,  . 
. b. *En ssta casa, y a no pnede v i v i r S E  sin pelear .  

'In this hcnse, PRO c a n  no l c n g e r  l i v e  w i t h o u t  

a r g u i n g .  ' 

(1/28) a. s lunca  SE p u ~ d g  estar en m i s  de una p a r t s  a la vez. 

b .  *Wunca puede estarSE e n  &s d e  una parts a la vaz .  

'PRO can never be in Bore than on+ place  at a time.' 

(1129) a. lo SE p u e d e  ser moro y cristiano a l a  vez, 

t. *NO puede s e r S E  moro y cristiano a - l a  vez. 

'PRO c a n n c t  be a c r o  a ~ d  c h r i s t i a n  a t  t h e  same time.' 

para la nueva fibrica. 

b. *Ya comenzb a d isezars~ 10s pianos 

para  l a  naeva f h r i c a .  

'PRO already started-3rd. p . s g ,  t o  d e s i g n  

t h e  b l n e - ~ r i n t s  for the new f a c t o r y . #  

c o p n l a r  verbs: v i v i r  t o  ser ( ' tc -be: )  , and estar - -- - - 
( ' t c -be - Ic  c a t i v e t  ) . Example (l/3O) is A-type in Rnovles  



- - - -  

approach because the verb is s i c g u l a r ,  a l t h o u g h  its assoc ia ted  

HP is p l u r a l . ,  [ fn. 1 / 5 1  

The second p i e c e  of ~ v i d e n c ~  presented by Knowles (1975,  p . 1 0 )  

against Assumption 1 comes from &- 

mthe part icular  fcrm of t h e  p r o t a s i s  of a condit ional  

sentence expressed bg t h e  preposition A or DEW, 

as ic t h e  examples below: 

(1/31) a, Si no s e  hukieran alquilado 10s pisos ,  

habriarnos t e n i d o  qae 'trabajar. 

b. '.Si no se h n b i e r a  alquilado 10s pisos, 

habriarnos teoido qoe trabajar. 

- - 

c, De no haberSE alquilado 10s pisos, 

habriarnos t a n i d o  gue trabajar. ' 

h abrf  a m s  t e n i d o  - -  - pne trabalar, - - -  - 

'If PRO had nct r e n t e d  t h e  apartments, 

U E  v c u l d  have had to work.' 



Knoulss (1975)  i s  v e r y  c a r e f u l  i n  pointing out t h a t  although 

sxample (1/31d)  i s  starred, i t  d o e s  have a grammatical r e a d i n g  

( i , ~ .  *If we had n o t  r e n t e d  t h e  apar tments ,  we would have had 

t o  work'), b u t  n o t  t h e  reading t h a t  corresponds t o  (1/31a), R e  

d o e s  n o t  i n c l u d e  example (1/31b) i n  h i s  data,  a l t h o u g h  i t  is 

c r u c i a l ,  a s  I shpll shorn b e l o w .  

A c c o r d i n g  t o  him,  t h e  clitic S E  cannot  be  d e l e t e d  i n  the 

prepositional p r o t a g i s  c o r r e s p o n d i ~ g  t o  3- t y p e  sentences, b u t  i t  

must b e  d e l e t e d  i n  that c o r r e s p b n d i n g  t o  A-type s e n t e n c e s ,  I n  

h i s  view, example ( 1 1 3 1 ~ )  i s  r e l a t e d  t o  ( 1 / 3 l a ) - - u h i c h  is 0 - t y p e  

b e c a u s e  its verb is plural-- ,  but h e  f a i l s  to see that this is 

n o t  a necessary c o n d i t i o n  since (1/31c) can a l s o  fe re la ted  t o  

(1 /3 lb ) - -which  i s  A - t y p e  because its verb i s  s i n g u l a r  a l though  
- 

i t s  a s s o c i a t e d  NP is p l u r a l - - .  T h i s  i s  the f i r s t  f l a w  i n  t h i s  

particular argument cf Knoules  1975, 
C 

P u r t h t r a o r  e, the f o l l o w i n g  example, which is A-type because i t  

i's constructed w i t h  an i r i t r a n s i t i v e  verb, clearly shows t h a t  

Knowl2s'  c l a i n  about  SE deletion i n  the p r e p o s i t i o n a l  p r o t a s i s  

o f  c c n d i t i o n a l  sentences cannc t  be maintained: 



(1 /32)  a, Si no  se l a d ~ a r a  t a n t o  a1 d i s c u t i r ,  
f 

Jnan  no e s t a r i a  t a r  d e p r i m i d o .  
z .  

b. D e  no l a d r a r S E  t a n t o  a1 d i s c u t i r ,  

~ u a n  no estaria tan d e p r i m i d o .  

c, *De n o  ladkar t a n t o  a1 d i s c u t i r ,  

Juan no e ~ t a r i a  t a n  d e p r i a i d o .  

'If P50 d i d  n o t  bark s o  much when argu ing ,  

Juan u o u l d n q t  b e  so d e p r e s s e d .  

As Knov le s  ( 1 9 7 5 )  d i d  i n  r e l a t i o n  to example ( 1 3 1 ) ,  1 must 
s 

a l s ~  p o i ~ t  o u t  t h a t  example (1/32c) h a s  a  g x a a n a t i c a l  reading 

( i .  *If- Juan d i d  n o t  b a r k  so much when arguing, Jnan v o u l d n * t  

b e  so depressed*), but oot t h e  r e a d i n g  t h a t  c o r r e s p c n d s  t o  t h e  
- - - - - -  - - -- - -  - 

(a) e x a a p l e .  If Knowlos* a s s u m p t i o n  a b o u t  SE d e l e t i o n  were 

correct, example (1 /32c )  would  be g r a m m a t i c a l  in t h e  impersonal 

It s h o u l d  a l s o  be p c i n t e d  c u t  here t h a t  a l t h o u g h  examples 

(1/27b) , I 1 / 2 8 b ) ,  (1/29b) and (1/30b) are unacceptable [in. 2/51, 

Rnovlas' arguments a g a i n s t  Assnnption 1 st i l l  cannot b e  

restricted t h e  application o f  these two tests  t o  sentences  such I 
i 



- 

as (1/23b) and a s u b s e t  of h i s  A- type  s en tencas  ( i . e .  t h o s e  

constructed u i t h  i n t r a n s i t i v e  arid copular verbs)  . T h e  r e a s o n  

f o r  this is g i v e a  in Kncwles 1975, fn. 3 :  
i 

"3 .  One> of the great problems i n  d i s c u s s i n g  t h e  types 

of Impersorial SE Sentences, and p a r t i c u l a r l y  when 

a t t e m p t i c g  to m a n i p l a t e  them in h e u r i s t i c  tests ,  is 

that of d i s t i n g n i s h i c g  between them a t  a l l  stages, 

d n c e  in certain contexts THEY SEE!! TC llEBGE BOTB 

SELIABITICALLP A N D  SYBITBCTICBLLY.. . [Emphasis mine,  

O f  course, t h i s  i s  a n  e x p l i c i t  acknovledgene~t of the fact t h a t  

sentences such  as (1/23a) and (1/23b) h a v e  many t r a i t s  i n  

common, a s  I show i n  C h a p t e r  11 of this study, 

Knoules8 f o o t n o t e  conticues: 

". . . Houever, by r e c o g n i s i n g  a class of v e ~ b s  that c m  

occur inn only one c o n s t r u c t i o n ,  i . e .  t h e  iatransi t i v e s  

a n d  t h e  c o p n l a r s ,  ue can go a long uay towards s u l v i n g  



Thus, Knowlest approach t o  t h e  problem can be shmnarized in the 

f - o l l o w i n q  outline: 

( 1 3 )  - A-TYPE SEATEIICES: The v e r b  is always s i n g u l a r .  

. a t :  Ss constructed wi th  intransitive and c o p n l a r  - verbs: 

(1/33a') Se v i v e  bien e n  ~ s p a z a .  

' F R O  lives well i n  S p a i n .  ' 

a ": S s  constrncted w i t h  t r a n s i t i v e  verbs:  

(1/33au) S e  abr id  l a s  p u e r t a s .  

'PRO opened-3rd.p.  sg. t h e  docrs. ' 

- B-TYPE SENTENCES: The verb is plural i f  i ts  a s s o c i a t e d  
- - - - - 

NP is p l u r a l ,  ( T r a n s i t i v e  v e r b s  only,) 

(1/33b) S e  a b r i e r o n  l a s  yuertas. 

'PRO opened-3rd. p. p l .  the doors, * 

His argument goes as  f o l l o u s :  If a '  s e n t e n c e s  exhibit a 
i 

3 
i 

d i f f e r e n t  s y n t a c t i c  kehavionr from B-type sentences, it c a n  be 
i 

.i 
, structure as a" sefitences b e c a u s e t h e s e  are a h a  si-ngnZar-. - 2 

t 
: 

1 
I 



~ e v e r t h e i e  ss ,  s i n c e  

W n e  corollary of the assumption that two s t r i n g s  are  

t h e  same i n  deep and derived structure is that they 

will r s v r a i  the sane syntactic prope~ties,~ (Knowles' 

one vculd e x p e c t  t h a t  a t  sentences and a" sentences reveal the 

same sy~tactic beharriour w i t h  respect to t h e  two tests proposed, 

Evidence that this is n o t  the case is prov ided  by t h e  examples 

belcw: 

C L I T I C  CROSSOVER: 

(1/34) a'-  sentecces: 

a, NO SE puede  ser noro y cristiano a1 mismo tiempo. 

b, *lo puede s e r S E  'moro y c r i s t i a n o  a1 nismo tiempo. 

'PRO c a n n o t  be aoro and c h r i s t i a n  a t  ths same time, 

( ?/3 5) a ' - s e n t e n c e s :  

a, lo SE puede d e c i r  que esto no sea vexdad.  , 
- - 

'PRO cannot-3r8,p. sg. say t h a t  this is nat t r ue* ,  



COBDITIONAL CLAUSES: 

(1/36) a s -  sentences: 

a. Si no S E  es  e s p a c o l ,  no  se pt iede  e n t r a r .  

b. W e  n o  S ~ ~ S E *  espaEcl, no se puede e n t r a r ,  

'If PRO is  n o t  S p a n i s h ,  PRO c a n n o t  e n t e r . '  

a .  Si n o  SE h u b i e r a  reconocido q.ue e s t o s  e j e e p l o s  

s o n  bnenas, nc t e n d r i a  argnmant~, 

b. D e  no haberSE r e c o n o c i d o  que estos e j e m p l o s  

son bnenos ,  no t e c d r i a  argomsnto. 

'If PRO had n o t  r e c o g n i z e d  that these examples  

are g o o d ,  (I) wouldn't have had an a r g u m e n t , '  
- - - - 

I 

P n r t h e r a o r e ,  a" s e n t e n c e s  o b s e r v e  the same syntactic behav iour  

a s  B-type s e n t e n c e s  with r e s p e c t  t o  t h e  two  tests  proposed b y  

Knovlss 1975: 

C L I T I C  CROSSOVEB: 

- - 
- -- 

b. 30 puede decirSE que esto no sea verdad, ' e 

'PRO cannot-3rd. p. sg, say t h a t  this not true, * 
i- 



(1139) B - t  ype: 

a, No SE deben decir esas cosas, 

b, H a  deben dec i rSE esas cosas, 

'PRO must-3rd.p. pl. n o t  say those t h i n g s .  * 

COIDITIOBAL CLAUSES: 

(1/40) a '  ' - s e n t e n c e s :  

q. si no S E  hubiera r e c o e o c i d o  gne estos ejesplos 

son buenas, no t e n d r i a  argnmento. 

b, De no baberse  reconocido gue e s t o s  ejonplcs  

son buenos ,  no t e n d r i a  argumentom 

a r e  good, (I)  whouldn't h a v e  had an argument,  ' 
- 

(1/41) B-t ype (according t o  Keovles 1975, p. 10)  : 

' a, Si no SE h n b i e r a n  a l q u i l a d o  10s pisos, 

habriarnos t e n i d o  que traba j a r .  

b. D e  no haberSE a l q u i l a d o  10s pisos, 
- - - 

. habr iamo ,~  tenido gue t r a b a j a r .  
- - - 

'If PRO had-3rd. p. p l .  n o t  rented the apartments, 

we s h o u l d  have had to  work.' 



In f i g h t  u f t h i s  ttata, KnOwles wouZ3 be = o m p e l l e d  to re-approacli  

the problem i n  t e r n s  o f  two d i f f e r e n t  types of Impersona l  S E  

Sentences: 

(i) Those constructed with i n t r a n s i t i v e  and copnlar 
. . 
verbs ;  and 

Q 
(ii) Those constrncted u i t h  t r a n s i t i v e  verbs. 

<a 
- 4  - 

L 

As stated now, it becomes clear t h a t  t h e  problem posed by t h e  

particular behav ioar ,  cf t h e  clitic SE with respect to  c l i t ic  k- 

- crossover and c o n d i t i o n a l  c l a u s e s  d o e s  n o t  have a n y t h i n g  t o  do 

with the s y n t a c t i c  p r o p e r t i e s  of Impersona l  SE S e n t e n c e s  i n  

g e n e r a l ,  b a t  rather u i t h  u h e t h e r  the verb is i n t r a n s i t i v e  or 

Consequently, Knouleqc o b s e r v a t i o n s  r e g a r d i n g  clitic crossover 

and conditional sentences are to remain c o n f i n e d  to t h e  snb-type 

of A sentences c o a s t i u c t e d  uith i n t r a n s i t i v e  and copolar  verbs, 

and the f o l l o w i n g  claim c a n n o t  b e  maintained: 

, , A -  and B-type s e n t e n c e s  d i f f er  gaite markedly  i n  
- - -- - -- -- - -- - 

t h e i r  s y n t a c t i c  b e h a v i o u r  a t  the l e v e l  a t  which these 



that examples (111)  and (1/2) reproduced below have the same 

d e e p  structure: 

(1/42) a .  se abrid  las poertas. (cf. (1/1) ) 

*PRO opened-3rd.  p. sg, the d o o r s ,  * 

b, S e  abrisrom las p e r t a s .  (cf . (112)  ) 
,. , 

*PRO opened-3rd .p .p l .  the doors .  ' 

According t o  him, t h e  strict s u b c a t e g o r i z a t i o n  conditions are 

different for A- and E-type sentences, I n  f a c t ,  %be has claiwed, 

"direct objects  do nct occur i n  B-type s e n t e n c e s o n  (Knoules 

1975,  p o l l )  

( 1 ~ 4 3 )  a .  Los apartamentqs, - - se  10s - a l p u i l a  - -  sgle an rerapno. 

*The  a p a r t m e n t s ,  PRO D.0.Cl.f them1 r e n t - 3 r d , p o s g .  

b. * ~ o s  apa=tamentos ,  se 10s a l q u i l a n  3610 ee verano. 

* T ~ E  apartrents, PRO D. 0rCl .C  them ] z e n  t - 3 r d . p . p l .  

only i n  summer. ' 

(1144) a. Se v i 6  a todos las  s o l d a d o s .  

*PRO saw-3rd.p.pl. t o  a l l - p l .  ths s o l d i e r s . '  



Observe that  ic the case  of example (1/43), t h e  UP associated . 
b 

with t h e  verb h a s  been l e f t - d i s l o c a t e d ,  i . e 4  'moved o u t '  of thae 
b 

b o u n d a r i e s  c f  S t o  TOP p s i t i o n .  S i n c e  v e r b a g r e e m e n t  i s  a rnle 

t h a t  operates w i t h i n  the b o u n d a r i e s  o f  S,  t h e  verb c a n n o t  b e  

expected t o  agree with  s u c h  an HP. Pnrtherrora,  s i n c e  werb 

agreement is a process t h a t  e s t a b l i s h e s  a c e r t a i n  hareogy - 

between t h e  verb  and i ts  associated HP with respect to  person 

and number; t h e  verb cannot be expected 

pronominal form ' l e f t  b e h i n d g  because sach PRO 

a c l i t ic ,  (See Chapter  111 for the d e t a i l s  of 
- 

t o  agree w i t h  the 

is n c t  -an HP, but 

this argument, )  

Xr tho case of e x a m p l e s  such a s  (1/44), i t  should be pointed out 

that t h e r e  a r e  c e r t a i n  dialects where agreement across the 

[ +animate, +specific 1, i s  p e r f e c t l y  p o s s i b l e ,  In fact ,  - 
a c c o r d i n g  to t h e  Real Academia Espanola (1931, pp, 263-262) , 

4 

Andres B e l l 0  reported the existence of exaaples such as: . 

11/95) S e  azotaron a 10s a e l i n c u e n t e s ,  

'PRO w h i p p e d - 3 r d . ~ ~  pl. t o  t h e  delinquents. * 

- -- -- - - - -- -PA 

S i n c e  i o s t  educated n a t i v e  s p e a k e r s  of Spanish w i l l  deny 

g r a j m a t i c a l i t y  t ~ ~ ~ ~ a i p l e s ~ s ~ h  = 7 / 4 5 ) ,  i t i s  worth quoting 

here t h e  comment made by t h e  Beal ~ c a d e n i a  ~ s ~ a i i o l a :  



, WTambien es CEBSUBABLE e l  barbarism0 ( 1 )  [emphasis b n d  

e x c l a m a t i c n  mark mine, G .  ] en que, segun n'ota e l  
I .  

gramatico Bello, i n c u r r e n  en a l g u n a s  r e g i o n e s  d e  
, , 

m e r i c a ,  donde calocan e l  verbo p l & a l  c o n c e r t a n d o l o  ' 

con e l '  acusativc complemento directo, d i c i e n d o  Se  , * 
A - -  

I f 

azotaron a l o s  delincnentes,, e n  vez de Se azoto a 10s 

d e l i n c u e n t e s ,  (Real Academia ~ s p a h l a  1931, 

pp. 261-2621 

Although I emphasized t h e  p r e s c r i p t i v e  p a r t  of t h a  quote ,  what 

is i a p o r t a n t  i n  a = i e n t i f i c  approach is t h a t  examples  s u c h  a s  

(1/45) do e x i s t  a n d  t h a t  t h e y  are t o  b) t h e  grammar 

o f  Spanish .  The p r e s c r i p t i v e  part only explains uhy e d u c a t e d  
- -- - - - - -- - - - L  - 

speakers reject them a s  'ungrammatical *. 

The e x i s t e n c e  o f  exasples  such  as  (1/45) c o n s t i t u t e s  evidence 

against the claim t h a t  d i r q  objects d o  not occur i n  0-type 

s e n t e n c e s .  I w i l l  return t o  t h e  problea posed by' e x a ~ p l e s  s u c h  

a s  (1165) i n  'Chapter IT1 of t h i s  study. , 

* ,  
a t  t h e  d e e p  structure lerel,is based on an example quoted from 



- - - - ? 
-I 

Lozano (1  970) , who c o n s i d s r s  (1/46) a c c e p t a b l a ,  and examples I 

snch a s  (1 /47) u n a c c e p t a b l e :  ' 

(1146)  S e  v e n d i e r o n  l c s  c g c h e s  p o r  e l  d o e ~ o ,  
/-' 

( P R O  s o l d - 3 r d , p , ~ ~ l .  t h e  c a r s  by  the owner.'  
I 

(1/47) Entonces, se b i r d  a 10s toros e l .  p i c a d o r .  
e a 

2 
$ 

'Then ,  PRO uoandedt3rd .  p. sg. t o  t h e  b u l l s  3 2 8 
by t h e  p i d a h r  . 3 

3 
3 

Here, I uonld say, t h e  judgments are somewhat q u e s t i o n a b l e .  % 

Some native speakers r e j e c t  both, some accapt- both, and 

others--as r e p o r t e d  by t o z a n o - - o n l y  a c c e p t  ( 1 6 ) .  Thas, i t  

seems t o  ine that (1/47) c a n  o n l y  be questioned, but not starred, 
- - - - - - - - - - - -- 

L L 

and a s  DeEello h a s  p o i n t e d  out 

Q 

A U n f o r t n n a t e l y ,  one, to ay knowledge, has stated 

e x a c t a l y  what does rake s n c h  c o n s t r u c t i o n s  acceptable, 

As Anthony Lozano c o r r e c t l y  asserts, 'Ue n e e d  fnrtber  
- ,  '7 

evidence t o  describe c o a p l e t e l y  t h e  occurrence of agent 

i n  Las p i r i m i d e s  se edificarcn por esclavos8. Badl ich 

p a s s i v e  sentences hare n o t  yet been c1earJ.y described. 



A - - 

Inas~nsh a s  t h e r e  exist some conditions under u h i c h  its 

use , is admissible, our grammr is i n a c ~ n r a t e ' . ~  

(Denello 1978, p.324) 

lieve;theless, after t h e  p u b l i c a t i o n  of Dele110 *s article cited 

a b o v e , .  t h e  fact t h a t  s e n t e n c e s  such  as  (1 /47)  do a x i s t  is beyond 

d i s p k e .  Consider t h e  following examples  quoted by DefIlello 

Se v i g i l c b a  a 10s y r i s i o n e r o s  p o r  negros. (Lenz) 

(The prisoners #era guarded {by/throogh the use of) 

por 10s aalos  g o b e r n a i t e s .  ( 8enot )  

(Thus is a nation r u i n e d  [by/ through]  bad rulers.). 
, ,  

aqo: sdlo nos toca hablar  de l o  que so h i = =  en toices 

p o r  10s valerosos portogoeses. ( ~ l a r c d n )  

(Here, ue must only speak about what was done 

by t h e  brave Portuguese , )  
L' 

- - -  - - -- - - - - - - - - 



E x a a p l e s  (1/48) , (1149) and' (l/50) k h a v e  c lear ly  n o t  been 

a r t i f i c i a l l y  produced b y  grammarians i n  an attempt to 

s u b s t a n t i a t e  a p o i n t  of grammarm (Dellello 1978, p. 325). and all 

of -thea are A-type ,according to Knovles  hit&aui c r i t e r i o n  

b e c a u s e  the correspo n d h g  V&B i s  third person s ingular. '  

F i n a l l y ,  ~novles (1975, p .11 )  p o i ~ t s  o u t  that  A 

n D e s p i t e  some erosion of  t h e  r e q u i r e n e n t  t h a t  s e n t e n c e s  

w i t h  comon d e e p  s t r o g t o u r e s  be  i d e n t i c a l  i n  meaning, 

t h e  fact t h a t  t h e i r  meaning i s  NOT i d e n t i c a l  is 

s u f f i c i e n t  , t o  d e m c n s t r a t e  t h a t  t h e  sentences are 

derived from d i s t i n c t  deep  s t r u c t u r e s ,  u n l e s s  the 

meaning difference is of t h e  t y p e  for which ue have 

reason to b e l i e v e  surface s t t n = t u i e  is rexevant, e.g. 
- - 

s c o p e  and reference, (1975, p, 1  1) , 

and t h e  examples  h e  presents strongly s u , p p o r t  this view: 
,' 

*PRO broke my glasses. ' 

- (1/52) Se me rompietun las gafas. - --- 

gay g l a s s e s .  broke on me'[for me ). ' 



~ttt  example ( 1 f 5 2 )  is an ~r;trarrsftive SE ~ n t m m e ,  nut dB 
< 

d i f f e r a n t  in meaning from (1/51) , but  a l s o  from ( l /53)  : 

(1/53) Se me rompiercn las gafas .  

'PRO b r o k e  my glasses.' 

I n  fact, t o  speakers o f  those d i a l e c t s  u h e r e  f l #S1 )  is 
/ 

'unacceptable, examples s u c h  a s  (1/52) a& aab iguous .  I have 

already  d i s c u s s e d  t h i s  a a b i g u i t y  w i t h  respect t c  word c r d e r  i n  

Section One  of t h i s  Chapter, and I have  c l a i a e d  that the 

unmarked word order of ~ n t r a n s i t i v e  SE Sentences i s  NP + SE + 

VERB. Examples  such- a s  ( 2 )  seem t o  c o n t r a d i c t  t h i s  

a s s u m p t i o ~ .  l t e v e r t h e l e s s ,  observe t h a t  'new inforaation 

normally a p p e a r s  i n  sentence f i n a l  position i n  S p a n i s h .  So, t o  

t h e  questions i n  (a) g the- normal answers a r e  geaerall y (b) , -not 
4 

(1154) a. Q,U; h i m  l a  seiiora fldndez? 

'What d i d  seGora &dez do?' 

I 
'~ezora flendezi phoned.  * 

I 
c. t ~ l a m 6  l a  seKcra f lendez.  

- I 
- 

'Phoned segora f l e n d e z e c  



(1/55) a. QUA ~lamd? 

'id ho phoned? 
/ 

b. t l a e d  la sen'bra Hendez. 
I 

'Phoned seiiora Hendez. ' 
-6 1 8 

p'-. c. #La sezora Mendez llamo. 
F 

I 
' ~ e z o r a  Iendez phoned. * 

Observe that this same pattern is folloued by examples such as ' 

1 5 2 )  . To t h e  quest ions i n  (a)  , the normal answers are those 

of (b) , not (c) : 

'What d i d - b r e a k - 3 r d ,  p. sg. on yon?' 

b. Se me rorapiercn l a s  gafas .  (cf. (1/52)) 

c. #Las gafas  se me rompieron. 

'MI g l a s s e s  broke  on ae , *  

(1/57) a. ~ d m o  se t e  rompieron l a s  gafas? 

'How d i d  your g l a s s e s  break on you?' 

b. Las gafas se me rompieron solas. 

c, # S e  me ranpieron solas - l a s  - gafas. -- -_ - - 



*Se me r o m p i e r o n  l a s  gafas  s o l a s ,  

' B r o k e  o n  me the g l a s s e s  by t h e m s e ~ r e s .  

Thus ,  t h e  word order of e x a ~ p l e s  s u c h '  as (1/52) is perfectly 

e x p l a i n a b l e  i n  terms of 'new i n f o r m a t i o n 8  o r  f o c u s ,  a n d  i t  d o e s  

n o t  c o n s t i t u t e  counter-evidence t o  t h e  c l a i m  made i n  t h i s  study 

t h a t  t h e  word order of I n t r a n s i t i v e  SE S e n t e n c s s  is NP + SE + 

VERB. The u n g r a m m a t i c a l i t y  of t h e  s e c o n d  e x a m p l e  u n d e r  (1/57c)  

i s  due  t o  the word  o r d e r  r e s t r i c t i o n s  a l r e a d y  d i s c u s s e d  i n  

r e l a t i o n  t o  (*1/19) above. . 

C o n s e q u e n t l y ,  i t  must b e  c o n c l u d e d  that none  cf the a r g u m e n t s  
Z 

presented i n  K n c v l e s  (1975) a g a i n s t  t h e  a s s u m p t i o n  t h a t  examples 

s u c h  a s  (1/1) a n d  (1/2) a r e  the same i n  d e e p  and  derived 

s t r u c t u r e  r e a l l y  h o l d .  Indeed, I h a v e  p r e s e n t e d  f a c t u a l  

e v i d e n c e  c o n t r a d i c t i n g  Knowlesv c l a i a  thaS t h e s e  sentences  
B 

exhibit d i f  fereat s y n t a c t i c  b e h a v i o u r  w i t h  r e s p e c t  t o  c l i t i c .  

c rossover  phenomena and  t h e  p a r t i c u l a r  form of the p r o t a s i s  -' , 

c o n d i t i o n a l  sentences e x p r e s s e d  by t h e  i n f i n i t i  re p r e c e d e d  by  ' 

t h e  p r e p o s i t i o n s  * a 8  a n d  'de*.  Further, I have a l s o  pointed out - - 
t h a t  e v e n  i f  t h e  g r a m m a t i c a l i t y  03 t h e  c o u n t e r - e x a m p l e s  here 

-- ~~~~~ 

presented i s  q u e s t i o n e d ,  Knowlos clai s c a n n o t  be m i n t  ainad 

b e c a u s e  n e i t h e r  c l i t i c  c r o s s o v e r  nor c o n d i t i o n a l ~ c l a d s e s  t r a c e  a  
- 

c l e a r - c u t  d i s t i n c t i o n  b e t w e e n  h i s  A- and B-type sentences, but 
Q 

o n l y  between a p a r t i c u l a r  sub-set of A and  h i s  . B - t y ~ e .  



noreover, I h a v e  examined Knowles* c l a i m  t h a t  o b j e c e s  do not 

o c c u r  ir. his B-type sentences and  h a v e  a d v a n c e d  a f e a s i b l e  

e x p l a n a t i o n  for t h e  l a c k  of verb agreeaent o b s e r v 4 d  i n  t . hose  
* Q 

e x a m p l e s  v h e r e  the 1P a s s o c i a t e d  with t h e  v e r b  has been 

l e f t - d i s l o c a t e d .  I h a v e  a l s o  p r e s e n t e d  s o n e  f a c t u a l  evidence 

a g a i n s t  t h e  c u r r e n t l y  a c c e p t e d  a s s u m p t i o n  that v e r b  a-greemept is 

n o t  possible across the so called * p e r s o n a l  a ' ,  and discussed - 
t h e  a p p e a r a n c e  of the a g e n t i v e  p r e p o s i t i o n a l  ~ h r a s e  i n  t h e  

s e n t e n c e s  under analysis, p o i n t i n g  o u t  t h a t  n a t i v e  s p e a k e r s *  , 

judgments of g r a m m a t i c a l i t y  a r e  c o n t r a d i c t o r y  w i t h  r e s p e c t  t o  

examples c o n t a i n i n g  such a  ph ra se ,  a l t h o u g h  there is clear 

e v i d e n c e  t h a t  s u c h  e x a ~ p l e s  are p e r f e c t l y  acceptable under 

c e r t a i n  c o n d i t i o n s  that  still r e m a i n  t o  be d e s c r i b e d .  

f i n a l l y ,  I have advanced  a t e n t a t i v e  solution t o  the problem 

p o s e d  by the word order exhibited by some I n t r a n s i t i v e  S E  

sentences i n  terms of f o c u s  o r  'new i n f o r m a t i o n g ,  a n d  concluded 

t h a t  t h i s  c a n n o t  be c o n s i d e r e d  c o u n t e r - e v i d e n c e  t o  the claim 

made i n  this study  that t h e  unmarked word o r d e r  of this t y p e  of 

s e n t e n c e s  is BP + SE + VERB. 



A 

1.3, SEHAHTIC C O E S I D E R A ' T I O I S .  

-- 

sentences "seer t o  i m p l y  an i n d e f i n i t e  human sub j ec tw . 
Knowles  (1975,  p .13)  o b s e r v e d  that one group of his B-type 

According t o  him, 

"The exp lana t ion  for - t h i s  appears t o  be  t h a t  certain 

verbs, because of their l e x i c a l  meaning, necessarily 

i m p l y  a human ' agent ,  e.g. soiiar ( ' to  dre lm')  , a s  

opposed t o  romper ( ' to  b r e a k * ) .  T h e  re su l t  i s  t h a t  i n  

B-type c o n s t s u , c t i o n s  the necessary  i r rp l i ca t i cns  o f  the  

, two verbs are d i f f e r e n t :  
/ 

- - 

(1/58) Se han sofiado euchos snegos en esa~ caaa. 

'#any dreams have been dreamt i n  t h a t  bed.' 

(1/59) Se han roto muchas ventanas  en esa casa.  
\ 

'Many windows have got broken in that house. * .  
- - - 

"Clearly ,  [ (1/58) 1, because- of - the very meaning of 

dreams are n e v e r  d r e a ~ t  i n  vacuo, w h i l e  U 1 1 3 9 )  'L -- 

neutra l  i n  terms of the i m p l i c a t i o n  of an agentan 



- 
- 

Thus,  h e  h a s  c la iaed ,  t h e  d i f f e r e n c e  i n  meaning between examples 

s u c h  a s  ( l / 2 )  and (1/3) reproduced below is a ques t ion  of 

l e x i c a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of the verb: 

(1/60) Se abrieron l a s  p u e r t a s .  (cf. (112) ) 

*PRO opened-3rd.p. p l .  t h e  doors .  

(7/61) Las p u e r t a s  se a b r i e r o n .  (cf.  (1/3) 

'The d o o r s  opened-3rd. p . p l .  * 
- 
F- 

N e v e r t h e l e s s ,  Impersonal S E  S e n t e n c e s  s y s t e m a t i c a l l y  imply t h e  

e x i s t e n c e  o f  a human agent, r e g a r d l e s s  of whether the verb 

agrees w i t h  its a s s o c i a t e d  NP or not, and rneven when the v e t b  is 

one normal ly  associated w i t h  a non- human animal"  (Contreras 1974, 

(1/62) a .  No se rulaia las cornidas. 

*leg. PRO ruminate-3rd.p.sg. t h e  meals. 

b .  Bo se rumian l a s  comidas. 

'leg, PRO ruminate-3rd.p .pl .  t h e  meals. * 

If Knoules '  -- assumpticns a b o u t  t h e  in terpre ta t ion  of h i s  B-type 

7 s e n t e n c e s  were .correct, a sentence such  a s  (1/62b) should never 
-- - --- - - - - - - - - -- - - --- -- -- 

b e  i n t e r p r e t e d  a s  an Impersonal SE Sentence because the verb 



run i a r  ( * t o  r u n i r i a t ~ ' )  does n o t  imply a 

. c o n t r a r y ,  i t  implies t h e  e x i s t e n c e  of 

l e v e r t h e l e s s ,  the i a p e r s o n a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  

i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  here, I n  f a c t ,  o b s e r v e  

huaan agent,  On the 

a ruminate a n i m a l ,  

is t h e  o n l y  possible 

t h a t  t h e  fo l lou ing  

example  is ungrammat i ca l :  

(1/63) *Las c o m i d a s  se r u n i a n  p o r  si s o l a s ,  

' * T h e  a r a l s  get r u m i n a t e d  b y  t h e m s e l v e s ,  ' 

T h e  u n g r a m m a t i c a l i t y  of (1/6-3) i s  d u e  t o  t h e  fact t h a t  r n s i a r  

( ' t o  r u m i n a t e * )  d o e s  n o t  become L n t r a n s i t i v e  uhen t h e  clitic SE 

is added ,  i . e .  it is n o t  a  m i d d l e  v e r b  according t c  D e B r a o n d ~ s  

c h a r a c t e r i z a t i o n  m e a t i c n e d  i n  fn,0/2 above, 

- - -- 

~ o n s e q u e ~ t l y ;  t h e  i s p e r s o ~ a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of (1/62b) c a n n o t  be 

a t t r i b u t e d  t o  a  l e x i c a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of t h e  -verb a s  K n o u l e s  

' ( 1 9 7 5 )  has proposed, nor  t o  an i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  imposed  b y  t h e  

c l i t i c  S E  a lone- -which  is n o r p h o l o g i c a l l y  t h e  same as t h e  S E  of 
& 

the I n t r a n s i t i v e  S E  C o n s t r o c t i o n - - .  Rather, i t  nust be 

a t t r i b u t e d  t o  a specific structural conf i g u r a t i o n ,  where the BP 

t h a t  triggers a g r e e m e n t  eust  appear i n  abject psiti on. 
-- - -- --- 

P u r t h e r ,  since e r a m p k  ( f j 6 2 a )  and ( l /@b) have the s a m e  

i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  t h e y  must be s t r G t n r a l l y  equl'ral6nt. 
- 



< 
i - - - -- - - 

F u r t h e r  ev idence  to support tbis v i e ~  i s  provided by the 

d i s t r i b n t i  on of ' a g e n t - o r i e n t e d  a d v e r b s * ,  Observe that an 

adverb such a s  deliberadamente ( ( d e l i b e r a t e l y  ') may occur  in 

p r e v e r b a l  position i n  t h e  Impersbnal SE Construction, b u t  not  i n  

the Ic transi tive SE   on st tact ion: 

(1/64) a.  Del iberadamenTe se rompid la; v e n t a n a s ,  . 
c - 

' D e l i b e r a t e l y  PRO broke-3rd. p, sg , t h e  windows, * 

b. D e l i b e r a d a m ~ n t e  se rompieron l a s  ventanas. 

' D e l i b e r a t e l y  P3O broke-3rd. p , p l .  t h e  windows. ' - 

(1/65) *Las v e n t a n a s  de l iberadamente  se rompieron. 

(*T he windows  broke* d e l i b e r a t e l y , )  

romper ('to break*) wi+h respect to t h e  implication of an a g e n t  

was correct, example (1/65) should  be grammatical i a  ' the 

impersonal r e a d i n g ,  but i t  i s  not, 

T h a t  agent-oriented a d v e r b s  * aay occur i n  p r e - v e r b a l  position 
I 

i n  Spani sh  is at tes ted  by t h e  f o l l o w i n g  example: 
P 

4 - "  
- - - - - - - - - -- 7 

/ 

(1/66) (Ellos) d e l i b e r a d a m e n t e  rompieron las rentanas, 

' (They) deliberately broke t h e  uindous. 





In t h i s  sect ion,  I r i l l  argue t h a t  Knoules* derivat ion of , 

I a p e r s o n a l  S E  Sentences whose verbs exhibit agreesent with their 
F 

assoc ia ted  IPS--which . he claims have t h e  same daep and derived 

structure . as f n t r a ~ s i k i v e  SE Sentence+- i s  eltpj+ie-aZTy- - -- 

inadequate, regardless cf the following f a c t o r s :  

( 5 )  The v a l i d i t y  cf t h e  criteria proposed in Knoules - 
. (1975) to d i s t i n g u j l s h  betveen his A- and 8-type 

s e n t e n c e s ,  which  1 have  q n e e i o n e d  in S e c t i e n  One of 

this Chapter;  

(ii) The  validity of his arguments a g a i n s t  the one 

source a n a l y s i s ,  which was discussed in ~ e c t i c n  Two; 

(iii) The v a l i d i t y  of his assumptions about t h e  

i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of Impersoaal SE Sentences  that e x h i b i t  

verb agreement ,  which was quest ioned i n  the last 

section.  . 
- - 



b. mThere is a set of t r a n s i t i v e  verbs  generally 

snbcategorised for human subjects t h a t  become 

in t r a n s i t i v e  with inanimate s u b j e c t s  ~ r o v i d e d  
- - -- - - - - - - - -- - -- - - - - - - - -- - - -- 

the c l i t i c  SE is added." (Knoules 1975, p.12) 3 

f 
i 

State3 in these terss--the ques t ion  of t h e  p o s i t i o n  of the 

c l i t i c  a s i  de--Knoulese 

gemeratior of sentences 

s o l u t i o n  mould s y s t e m a t i c a l l y  b lock  t h e  

such as the follouing: 

f1/68) Se ran a erterairsar las ratas, 

'PRO are going tc e x t e r r i n a t s  the rats, @ 

where the bead of the EP a s s x i a t e d  with t h e  verb is [+animate]. 



- - - -- - - --- - - - 

b ~ o t h ~ r  p o s s i b i l i t y  would be to c l a i r ~  t h a t  there is a third 

source for the Im~ersonal  SE, namely t h a t  of  reflexive or 

reciprocal  sentences, and , that t h e  i m p e r s o n a l  reading is a 

" q u e s t i o n  of surface l e v e l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n .  T h i s  v i e w  would b e  

s u p p o r t e d  by the fac t  t h a t  1 6 ) s  a t  least four ways 

f 1/69] : 

a. 'PRO are going t o  e x t e r m i n a t e  t h e  r a t s .  * [ IMPERSOIAL ] 

b. 'The rats are g c i q g  t o  g e t  e x t e r u i n a t e d . '  [ ~ I ~ T R A W S l T I V E J  

c. 'The r a t s  are going, t o  e x t e r m i n a t e  themselves. [ REFLEXIVE ] . .  

d .  ' T h e  r a t s  a r e  going t ' o  exters inate  e a c h  o t h e r .  ' [ RECf PBOCAL ] 

This s o l o t i o n  is c e r t a i n l y  not very appealing.  
- - - - - - - 

- - - - - - 

An alternative s o l n t i c n  would be to  nCdify i n  t h e  fo l lou ing  wa? 

t h e  above-quoted assnmpt icn:  

There  is a set cf transitive verbs generally 

subcategcr i sa3  far human subjects t h a t  become 

i n t r a ~ s i t  ire w i t h  non-hnnan subjects prov ided  t h e  

cl it ic SE is added, 
-p-p-p ~ 
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of t h e  l a t t e r  where t h e  v e r b  a g r e e s  i n  person and number with an 

NP $hat does n o t  have  any argumenta l  relationship to that verb. 
I w 9 

C o n s i d e r  the f o l l o w i n g  example: ' 

(1/71) S e  c a ~ e n z a r o n  a disen'ar 10s plahos. 

'PRO started t o  design t h e  b l u e - p r i n t s .  
- 

I n  t h i s .  particular i n s t a n c e ,  the NP 10s p l a n o s  ('the 

, blue-printsL) is t h e  obj&ct of dis-eiiar ( ' to  d e s i g n * ) ,  n o t  of 

c o n e n z a r  ('to start1). N e v e r t h e l e s s ,  the tensed verb  of t h e  

s e n t e n c e  sti l l  may a g r e e  with it. Thus, i t  must b e  conc' lnded 

t h a t  Impersona l  S E  s e n t e n c e s  whose v e r b s  exhibit agreement 

cannot , b e  d e r i v e d  from t h e  same s o u r c e  a s  ~ n t r a n s i t i v e  SE 

S e n t e n c e s .  

B further inadequacy  o f  Knowles* p r o p o s a l  is t h a t  of t b e  b a s i c  

word order h i s  a n a l y s i s  i m p o s e s  o n  t h i s  t y p e  of I m p e r s o n a l  S E  
-. 

S e n t e n c e s .  A s  n o t e d  i n  t h e  f irst section cf t h i s  Chapter, 

I n t r a n s i t i v e  S E  Sentences have  a different word o r d e r  from 

Impersonal SE Sentences: the former have  blP + S E  + VERB, and 



Conseque'ntly, it must be concluded t h a t  

---- 
.(i) The two source analysis fails to account -for t h e  

existence of examples such as (1/71) even  i f  the 

f o r m u l a t i o n  o f  t h e  o r k g i n a l  proposal made iq Rnoules 
A 

1975 is iaproved in the terms here d i s c u s s e d .  
T 

(ii] Such a n a l y s i s  requires an extra mdveaent r u l e  that 

vould re-order the constituents of the s e n t e n c e  i n  

order t o  obtain the unmarked word order of Impersonal 

SE Sentences. 
-- 



1 . 5  COICLUSIORS. 

In this Chapter  f have shown t h a t  

(i) The t e s t s  proposed  by Knowles  (1975) t o  d i s t i n g u i s h  

b e t w e e n  h i s  A- and 0 - t y p e  s e n t e n c e s  a t  t h e  surface - - - + - 

l e v e l  d o  not actual1  y e s t a b l i s h  a c l e a r - c u t  distinction 

b e t w e e n  h i s  types, b u t  rather,  betueen those c o n s i d e r e d  

by Otero (1972, 1973 a n d  1 9 7 6 ) .  

- 2 

a -. 
(ii) None of t h e  arguments  presented i n  Knowles (1975) 

a g a i n s t  t h e  as sumpt ion  that Indefinite SE S e n t a n c e s  and 

Impersonal S E  Sentences t h a t  exhibit v e r b  agreement are 

t h e  same i n  deep  and d e r i v e d  s t r u c t u r e  r e a l l y  h o l d .  
- - - - - -- -- - - - -- - 

(iii) T h e  d i f f e r e n c e  i n  meaning betueen Intransitive SE 

Sentences and Impersonal SE Sentences t h a t  e x h i b i t  verb 

agreement i s  n o t  d o e  t o  t h e  l e x i c a l  interpretation of 

. t h e  verb, but  r a t h e r  t o  a s t r u c t u r a l  difference, 

( i v )  T h e  two-source a n a l y s i s  of I m p e r s o n a l  SE Sentences 



C o n s e q u e n t l y ,  it must be conc luded  that t h e  two-source a n a l y s i s  

of Impersonal SE Sentences, as  p r e s e n t e d  in Rncwles  (1975). 
a 

cannot  be aainhaiaed. 

In the following C h a p t e r ,  I vill preseqt f u r t h e r  ev idence  

showing that the NP that triggers optional v e r b /  agreement i n  t h e  

Impersonal SE C o n s t r u c t i o n  is n o t  the s u b j e c t  of t h e  verb, but \ 
very l i k e l y  its object, c o n f i r e n g  the claim made in Otero 

_(3972, 1973 and 39763, 



[ 1 / 1 ]  See Rivas (1977) and ~ t r o z e r  (1976)  for a 

non-trarsfornational derivation o f  c l i t ics .  

11/21 Some n a t i v e  speakers still find (1/9) c o n t r a d i c t o ~ ~  be , 

t h e y  c l e a r l y  see the d i f f e r e n c e  in meaning between t h e  sentences 

in q u e s t i o n  in examples such a s  t h e  f o l l o u i a g :  l o  se 

d i f u n d f e r o n  l a s  n o t i c i a s ,  pero - s i n  embargo- l a s  n o t i c i a s  se 

d i f  u n d i  ero n ( so las )  , - (PRO did n o t  spread t h e  news, 

but--nevertheless-- the news did spread (by themsel ves) , 
a 

[ 1/31 They i n c l u d e  speakers from Colombia  elso son and l ar je l i  

(Bargarita Gorriso~ and ~ o s d  Lewa) , Spain (Bev.Clandio Llopis 

and ~ n c a r  n a c i d ~  ~ a & - ~ u i z )  , Uruguay (Nellie V i l l e g a s )  , and 

Venezuela (Restor and Hary B a r i l l a s ) .  I am much indebted+to a l l  

of them for t h e i r  a s s i s t a n c e .  

[ 1 / 4 ]  I v i l l  n o t  d i s c u s s  here Knowles arguments against t h e  

assumption t h a t  there is a sub j e c t i v a l i z a t i o n  r u l e  that places 
- -  - - - - - - - - - - --- - -- 

t h e  direct objec t  in s n b j e c t  p o s i t i o n  made ia Contreras 3973 and 



- - - - - -- 

1974 since Chapter  I1 of t h i s  s t u d y  is  f u l l y  devoted to t h e  

q u e s t i o n  of whether the AP t h a t  t r i g g e r s  agreement i n  t h e  

Impersonal  S E  C o n s t r u c t i o n  is a c t u a l l y  t h e  subject cr not? 

[ 1 1 5  j Alt hoagh exasples (b) i n  ( 1/27) - (l/3O) are a l l  s t a r r e d ,  

some native s p e a k e r s  do a c c e p t  (1/27b), (1 /28b)  and (1/30b), 

Since t h e  native s p e a k e r s 8  judgements a r e  c o n t r a d i c t o r y ,  it ;is 

m y  c o n t e n t i o n  t % a t  no strong c a s e  can be made on t h e  bas i s  of 

t h i s  data, C U t i c  cressover phemmena certainly deserve full ' 

a t t $ n t i o n  i n  any s t u d y  d e a l i n g  with cliZic movenents ,  which  t h i s  
1 

\ 
\ l thesis i s  not, 

f l/6 J P r o b a b l y  s o m e t h i n g  l i k e  

where X i s  a midd le  verb; i,e. a t r a n s i t i v e  verb  that 

becomes intransitive p r o v i d e d  that t h e  c l i t i c  S E  i s  added, The 

r u l e  e n s u r e s  that t h e  verb  i n  q u e s t i o n ,  which i s  c t h e r w i s e  

s t r i c t l y  s u b c a t e g o r i z e d  for  an object with  t h e  s e l e c t i o n a l  

restrict ion specified by t h e  v a l u e  a lpha  [feature], take no 

object but a s u b j e c t  that satisfies the . same v a l u e  alpha 

[ feature], 



Q 

CHAPTER IT: 

SUBJECTS A I D  PSBUDO-SUBJECTS. 

Contreras (1976, p. 128) bas recently c l a i m e d  that 

w t h e  only reason an argument must be i d e n t i f i e d  a s  

s u b j e c t  [ a t  the s u r f a c e  level i n  Spanish 1 is so tho 

verb map agree withe itm, 

T h i s  makes the d e f i n i t i o n  of ( s u b j e c t  of @ i n  S ~ a n i e h  s t r i c t l y  

dependent on t h e  aqraament e x h i b i t e d  by the verb,  which a s  noted 
-- 

by Keenan C1976, ~ ~ 3 7 6 )  KraTIS t o  be a necessary c o n d i t i o n  on 

s u b j e c t h o o d "  i n  many languages of the world. 

# o r e o v e r ,  Contrerasl c l a i a  lacks t h e o r e t i c a l  ' s i g n i f i c a n c e  

because it cannot be falsified: s i k e  i n  c o n t t e r a s 8  v i e w  every  

argnMat  that agrees w i t h  the verb in Spanish is its subject a t  

t h e  surface level, no evidence can be presented t o  the c o n t r a r y .  

In fact, no sarf ace subject ever fai-1s t o  a g r e e  w i t h  t h e  verb i n  
- - - -- - ----- - - 



t h a t  agrees w i t h  the verb  i s  its subject a t  that  l % v e l .  The 

fa lacy  of  Contreras* statement q u o t e d  above r e s t s  precisely on 

this p o i n t ,  

Pnrthermore, no s i g n i f i c a n t  g e n e r a l f  za t ion  c a n  b e  made on t h e  

bas i s  of t h a t  d e f i n i t i c n ,  I n d e e d ,  it o n l y  e x p l a i n s  ' verb 

agreeaht,  b u t  i t  leaves  u n e x p l a i n e d  some o t h e r  s y n t a c t i c  

processes s u c h  a s  S u b j e c t - t o - S u b j e c t  ~aising, Sub ject - to-Ob j ec t  

Bais ieg ,  Equl-BIP D e l e t i o n ,  a n d  others t h a t  need t o  i d e n t i f y  a 

certain NP as t h e  subject of a c e r t a i n  septence i n  a g i v e n  . 

string of c o n s t i t u e n t s ,  [ fn,P/1] 6 

C 

F i n a l l y ,  C o n t r e r a s '  approach t o  subjecthood f a i l s  t o  g ive  a 

principled e x p l a n a t i o n  to  the f a c t  that t h e r e  are c e r t a i n  

constructl'cns such a s  t h e  E o I I o w i n g ,  where the verb m a y  or m a y  

not agree with its associated BP: 

0 

(i) Ispersonal S E  Sentences : 

(2/1) a, S e  abrieron l a s  puertas, 

'PRO opened-3rd. p, p l .  t h e  d o o r s ,  ' 

'PRO opened-3rd. p. sg, the doors .  ' 
- - - - - - - - - - - 

(Somebody opened tbe d o o r s , )  



S e n t e n c e s  with ~et'eorological  Verbs; 

( 2 / 2 )  a .  Llovieron monedaa, 

~ a i n e d - 3 r d . p . p l .  coins, 

b, ~lovio/ aonedas, 

'8ainGd-3rLd, p, sg, coins, * 

(It rained co ins . )  

(iii) ~ x i s t e n t i a l  Sentences: 

( 2 / 3 )  a. ~ a b i a n  muchas personas. 

'There-were many persons,  ' 
b. ~ a b g a  mchas personas. 

(There were many persons.) 

A s  i s .  clear from t h e  E n g l i ~ h  translations prov ided  in 

there is no known difference i n  t h  interpretation 

(a) and.  {b) above, 
J' 

t h e  two following rules: [ f n. 2 / 2  J 
. 



- Assign t h e  f e a t u r e  [ +subject), 

a, i n  a s t r u c t u r e  w i t h  a patient and an i d e n t i f i e r ,  

( 2 )  if one argument is [ + t h i r d  person]  and t h e  

other [ - t h i r d  person], t o  t h e  l a t t e r ;  

f i f )  i f  ttep , d f  f f e r  im rtnaber, to %+re argument - - - 

be i n  other s t r u c t u r e s ,  t o  the highest r a n k i n g  

argument i n  t h e  f ollouing hierarchy:  agent, 

instrument ,  cxper f encer ,  p a t i e n t ,  i d e n t i f i e r .  

f2/5) The verb agrees i n  person and number w i t h  t h e  argument 

having t h e ,  feature [+subject 1, " d 

In order to acco~modate examples such as (2/11 and maetain h i s  
\ 

d e f i n i t i o n  of subject ,  Contreras (1976, p, 142) r e q u i r e s  the 

following a d d i t  iona 1 rule : 

(216)  The Subjec t -Se l ec t i on  h ierarchy  may be o p t i o n a l l y  a l t e r e d  

when t h e  highest ranking argument i s  i n d e t e r m i n a t e ,  

The optional  werb agreeaent observed in erasples' such a s  ( 2 / 2 )  

and (2/3) is acco~nted for by a lexical f e a t u r e ,  which 





' w f 1 I  sXOu € h t  O H Z ~ E S  former is sensitive to thase tests, 

d ' uhereas  t h e  latter is not.  Uo claim w i l l  b e  made Fn r ation to 

t h e  in terna l  mechanics of the s y n t a c t i c  processes used a s  

svideace t o  support t h e  argumentation. 



Obserre t h a t  t h e  t e n s e d  verb of a  sentence i n  Spanish 

obligatorily agrees i n  person and number with its s u r f a c e  

s n b  ject: p 

(i) Copular Sentences: 

t *Juan and lar fa  (are/*is) students. ' '  ' 

f 
f, - .  i,- 

12/81 ~i y tu nadre (son/*es/*eres) & - p r o b l e ~ a .  
1 

* 

f 'You and your sother ( a r e / * i s / * b e - 2 n d ~ .  sg. f 
t 

E: t h e  prob len ,  
, 

I 

*Juan and uaria (arc-loc./*i s-loc. f t i r e d .  * 

. . 
( i f )  I n t r a n s i t i v e  Sentences: 

h 

(2/10) Juan auria  [ha blan/*habla)  aucho. 

*Joan and l a t i a  (speak/*speakb) a l o t .  @ 



(211 I) Las puertas  se (abrieron/*abri;)  por si s o l a s .  

*The  doors opened (-3rd- p. pl,/*-3rd.~. sg.3 by 

thense lres .  @ 

(i v) Act ive  Sentences: 

42/12) Joan y -ltarfa ( e s t u d i a r o n / * e s t u d i &  e l  asgumento.  

@Juan and l a r i a  studied(-3rd.p.p1./*-3rd.p.sg.) 

t h e  argument .' 

(v)  Passive S e n t e n c e s :  

P 
- - - - - - 

. '  . 
(2/13) Los argumeatos ti nerun/*fne) e s t n d i a d o s  (por Juan) , 

{rrerepuas] studied (by Juan) . * 

(vi) Subject-to-Sob jec t  Baising: 



- b. Juan p. l a r i a  (parecen/*parece) estar enamcrados .  
e 

'Joan and mrfa (seem/*seems) to-be in lore. '  

( v i i )  @Tough Movement*: 

(2/151 a. E S  muy d i d c i l  (de) c o m p l a c e r  a 10s s s t u d l a n t e s .  
- - 

91s v m p  ' d i f  f i c n l t  ( o f )  to-please to[D.O.marker j 

the s t u d e n t s .  @ 

*The students (arepis ]  v e r y  df f f  icult of 

to-  lease. * 

Also observe that sub jet-verb agreement is  o b l i g a t o r - y  

regardless o f  t h e  position of the subject in t h e  s e n t e n c e .  In 

fac t ,  the subject p r o v i d e d  i n  wrenthesis af ter  the e x a m p l e  

be low  may appear in pre-verbal p o s i t i o n ,  post -verbal p o s i t  ion, 

between t h e  d i r e c t  object and t h e  i n d i r e c t  object, or a t  t h e  end 

of the sentence. S object-verb agreement r e l a i n s '  i n v a r i a b l e ,  

el libro a a r i a  - ( ? ) .  (LOS ALOEPOS) 

- *Then,  I,oaC1, handed-in 4-3rd. p.pL/*-3rd. p * s g . )  

the book -to !•÷aria ? ) .  (THE STUDEBPS) 



lierer'theless, as we have a l r e a d y  o b s e r v e d  i n  examples 

2 1 )  ( 3 )  verb . agreement  i s  optional i n  the case of the 

Impersona l  ,SE Construction. c e r t a i n  sentences c o n s t r u c t e d  with 

m e t e o r o l o g i c a l  verbs, and certain o t h e r s  ccnstructed with  the 

e x i s t e n t i a l  haber ( *  there-to-be *) . 

In light o f  t h e  n a t u r e  of the verb  agreement e x h i b i t e d  

throughout  examples 2 1 )  ( 2 3  and (217)- {2 ,4 l6) ,  we are i n  a 

position t o  advance the f oUowirrg h n o t h e s i s r  

{2/17) only surface subject RPs t r i g g e r  o b l i g a t o r y  v e r b  

agreement  i n  S p a n i s h .  

As is well known, transformational grammar d e f i n e s  t h e  s u b j e c t  
- - - - - - - - - - - -  - - - 

of a s e n t e n c e  a s  t h e  IP directly dominated by S (Chorsky 1 9 6 5 ,  

p . 7 1 ) .  If (2/17)  i s  correct, this structural d e f i n i t i o n  of 

subject i s  perfectly well s a t i s f i e d  by t h e  data  p r e s e n t e d  

throughout examples ( 2 / 7 ) -  (2/15), T h a t  t h e  s n b j e c t  may appear 

i n  some other positiohs, a s  i n  example (2/16) , i s  Frobably  due 

to  stylistic roreients, a s  I s h a l l  show b e l o u .  



The unmarked word order of S p a n i s h  a f f  irsat ire  s i a p l e  s e n t e n c e s  

i s  H P  VERB (IP), where the 8P t h a t  precedes the verb i s  its 

subject, and the one t h a t  fol lows,  its object: 
9 

- PAL -A- L 

(2118) a. J o a n  y l l a r i a  € s t a d i a r c n  el argumento.  

'Juan and l a r i a  studied t h e  argument. * 

b. Estud iaron  Joan  y Elarfa el argumento. (Yes/Ho Q u e s t f  on) 

c. B s t o d i a r o o  el a r g u a e n t c  Juan y lar ia .  (Yos/No g u e s t i o n )  

d. 81 arcju.aento estndiaron Juan y ilaria. (Topicalization) 

e. ??Juan l a r i a  e l  argumento e s t u d i a r o n .  

f .  ??El argumento  Juan y Barla e s t n d i a r o n ,  

Also observe t h a t  when t h e  TOP node is f i l l e d ,  t h e  s u b j e c t  may 

a p p e a r  i n  post-verbal or s e n t e n c e - f  inal position: j f n. 2 / 5  ] 

(2/19) a. Aget. estodiaron Juan 3 l l a r f a  e l  argumento. a 

b. Ayer, e s t a d i a ~ c n  e l  a r g u ~ e n t o  Joan y  aria, 

* Y e s t e r d a y ,  J o a n  and maria s t u d i e d  t h e  argument .*  

1* 

Furthermore,  .as we pointed out i n  r e la t ion  t o  e x a m p l e  (2/16), 

t h e  sribject may a p p e a r  almost anywhere i n  t h e  s e n t e n c e .  This  

r e l a t i v e l y  free word o r d e r  is  u n l y  explainable i n  terms of . 
*- 



- -- 
stylistic movements, which according t o  Banf i e l d - - a s  cited i n .  

Emonds 1976 ,  pa 9: a f o l l o u  a l l  other syntactic r u l e s ,  i n c l u d i n g  

agreement [ , .. ]"f, and "appear to be s u b j e c t  t o  some v e r s i o n  of  

Chomsky* s * up-to-anbiguity '  p r i n c i p l e  ( 1  965, pp. 126-127) 

Chcasky* s ' u p - t o - a r b i g u i t  g *  p r i n c i p l e  seems t o  be p a r t i c u l a r l y  

r e l e v a n t  S e r e .  In fact, o3seree t h a t  when- the snbje-ct-HP ca rmot -  I--- - 

be i d e n t i f i e d  a s  s u c h  because v e r b  agreement  has  been 

n e u t r a l i z e d  by t h e  presence of an o b j e c t  IP t h a t  has t h e  same 
-p - 

features of person  and number a s  t h e  s u b j e c t ,  p r e - v e r b a l  

p o s i t i o n  i s  mandatory for the s u b j e c t ,  and so is p o s t - v e r b a l  

s p o s i t i o n  f o r  the o b j e c t :  

(2/18) a. Entonces ,  e l  pape l  d a ~ ;  l a  dc ja ina .  
- -  - -  *Then,-the-paper-3rd-,p,sg. mess&-up-Slrd.p.sg, - 

t h e  mach ine -3rd .p , sg0*  

(2/19)  a. Entonces ,  l a  dgoina da& e l  p a p e l .  
e 

'Then, the machine-3rd. p. sg .  messed-up-3rd.p .sg. 



- -  - 

Since the SVO o r d e r  is obligatory i n  Spanish when t h e  subject  

cannot be identified on t h e  b a s i s  of v e r b  a g r e e m e n t ,  t h i s  

constitutes e v i d e n c e  to s u p p o r t  t h e  c l a i m  shde  in t h i s  section 

t h a t  the unmarked word order od af f i rmat ive  sentences i n  Spanish 

is BP VERB (IP) , where the BP t h a t  p r e c e d e s  the! verb is' its 

subject, and t h e  one  t h a t  f o l l o u a ,  its object. 
- - -- - - - - A- 

As was p o i n t e d  o u t  i n  t h e  First, S e c t i o n  of Chapter  I,  observe 

t h a t  the word order of  Intransitive SE3Sentences is KE + SE + 

VERB,  whereas t h a t  of I m p e r s o n a l  SE Sentences is SE + VERB + NP: 

(i) 1n t r a n s i t i v e  SE Construction: 

i 

( 2 / 20 )  Las p o e r t a s  se abrieron (por si s o l a s ) .  

(ii) Impersonal  SE Construction: 

42/21) a, Se abrieron l a s  puertas. 

'PRO opened-3rd. p .p l .  the doors. * 

b. se abri6  l a s  poertas. 



PA- -- 

~ u r t h e r m o r a ,  obserfe that sentences constructed v i t h  

meteorological verbs and the e x i s t e n t i a l  haber ('there-to-be*) 

have the same basic 'uord order a s  Impersonal SE Sentences:  

(iii) sentences v i t h  meteorofogical verbs: 

- -- 
( 2 / 2 * )  a I 1 d ~ h r 0 t  munedaa del c i e l o .  

* B a i n e d - 3 r d . p , ~ 1 .  c o i n s  from the sky. ' 
b, ~ ~ o t i d  monedas d e l  c ie lo .  

- 

'Rained-3rd. p, sg. coins  f ~ O D  the sky. ' 

( 2 1 2 3 )  a. Wonedas l lorieron del c i e l o .  

'Coins r a i n e d - 3 r d - p ,  p l .  frcm t h e  sky. ' 
t 

b. *Hanedao l l o v i o  del cielo. 

f i r )  E x i s t e n t i a l  Sentences:  

(2/24f a. d a d a n  nocbas personas  e n  l a  fiesta; 

'There-were many persons a t  t i e  p a r t y . *  

b. ~ a b i a  m c h a s  personas e n  l a  fiesta.. 

-- -- 'There-was tany persons a t  the  p a r t y . '  - 



- - - -  P- - -  - -  

(2 /25. )  a. *Inchas personas  habian en l a  f i e s t a .  

'flany persons there-uere at the party. * 

b. *Ilrichas personas h a f f a  en l a  f i e s t a .  

I *Many persons there-was a t  t h e  party.  

~~ - -  -- - - - - -  - A -  PAP-- ~ ~ - A  -- A -- - A -- - La ~ - a . .- -.- - - .----A - - ~  A--L-----L.--. 

of coarse, examples such as (2123) and (2/25) are perfectly 
. \ . . 

a c c e p t a b l e  i f  the c o n s t i t u e a t  in TOP p o s i t i o n  is assignet+ 

emphatic stress, -- which i n  - t u r n  PP- cal ls  for ccama intonation: ---- -- 

be HOBEDAS,  l l o r i 6  del cielo. (cf. (2/23b) ) 

-<- 

( 2 / 27 )  a,  IUCHAS PEBSOIAS, h a b h t  sn la fiesta, {cf. (2/25a) ) 

- - -  -- - - -- - - - - -- - - 

b. ~u~~As~PB%s=%; -La& e n  l a  fiesta.. (cf. (2/25b) ) 

Comma i n t o n a t i o n  marks t o p i c a l i o a t i a n .  Conseqoently,  a l t h 6 g h  

the corresponding BPS appear i n  pre-verbal position i n  exarples 

( 2 /26 )  and ( 2 / 2 7 ) ,  t h e y  are not in slrb j ec t  posi t ion .  [ f n,2/6 J 

a 

Portkeraorc, observe' that t h e  1P t h a t  triggers o b l i g a t o r y  verb 



y- a p p s a r s r -  -t-Be r i g h t  of t h e  verb.  ~has, the re latkvs  

pos i t ions  of t h e  corresponding BPS with respect to the verb are  

d i r e c t l y  correlated t o  obl igatory  and optional v e r b  agreement. 

This correlation supports  the chin being 

namely that only surface s u b j e c t  N P s  

agreeten%-&a-Spa~tisB - 
l a d e  in this study, 



I 
Observe  t h a t  in spanish ,  both d e e p  s t ruc ture  s u b j e c t s  and 

d e r i v e d  s u b j e c t s  are seas i t ive  to Sub j ec t - to -Sub  ject ~aising. 

Also observe t h a t  the r a i s e d  s u b j e c t  cannot remain in its 

(i) Actire Sentences: 

@Seems t h a t  3uan and maria are  s t u d y i n g  

t h e  argument. * 

'el argurento, 

*Juan and l a r i a  =eem to -be  s t u d y i n g  

the arqnaent .  * 
. BUT, , 

( 



(i i) P a s s i r s  Sentences: 
\ 

f 
( 2 / 29 )  a, Parece que 10s arg~mentos  estatt s i e n d o  e s tud iados ,  

A - -% 

'Seems that the arguments are being s t u d i e d .  * 
====== ==2-== 7 

- -- +. - E ~ ; P - a t g ~ e n t v s  p a r e c s h - e a r  ~ k e n & ~ ~  estu-d-ixhG"is: LA-- 

'The arguments seem to-be being s t u d i e d ,  * 

BOT, 
- - 

- - 
- - -- - - -- - =--- 

c, +Parecen los a r g u r e n t o s  estar s i e n d o  estudiados. 

*seem the arguments  to-be being s t u d i e d .  a 

Let as now compare t h e  s y n t a c t i c  behaviour e x h i b i t e d  bz the NP 

associated w i t h  the v e r b  i n  t h e  I n t r a n s i t i v e  SE Construction, 
\ 

(if I n t r a n s i t i v e  SE Const ractf on: 

f2/3D) a, Parece qae estas paertas se han a b i e r t o  solas. 
* 

aSeems t h a t  these doors got opened  by t h e m s e l v e s . '  

b, Estas puertas  p a r e c e n  haberS3 abierto solas. 
- - - --- - -- 

* ~ h o e  ' doors me.. t o - h a m  opened by t h e m s e l v e s  . a  
-- -- . . 

BUT, 

1 



'Seem these doors to-have opened by themselves . '  

(ii) Impersonal SE Construction: 

42/33) 'a. 

- 

1 
Parece q n e  se le fentregaron/entrego) " 

*- 
'Seems t h a t  PRO I , O , C l .  gave [-3rd. p .p l . /  

-3 

'The boo+ s e e m  to-hare-PRO-I.O.Cl, q i v e n  
B 

1 

to. !!aria. * 

BUT, 

B - 

d, Darece(n) h a b & s ~ l e  sntrcgado loe likes 
a ~arla.9 t 

* .  

*Seem to-hare-~36-1.0.~1. giren the books 



reiaf n in its o r i g i n a l  p o s i t i o n ,  just  as t h e  other BPS s e n s i t i v e  

t o  this same process i n  examples 42/28) and 12/29) . 
. t. 

second .--aL o b s e r v e  that _- t h i s  is not _ the __llll case  - _qf the - - L - lip - - associated -- - 

o i t h  'the verb i n  t h e  Impersonal SE,Construction, a s  i s  shown in 

examples (2/31b), (2/31c). and (2/31d) . Also observe t h a t  verb 
- - - - - -- - - 

agreement is o p t i o n a l  in m1c) a- ( 2 / 5 1 ~ ~ , ~ t h a t - t X 8 % P r h a t C ~ ~ ~  

triggers^optional  agreement i n  (2/31c) is not i n  subject, but in 

TOP. pos i t ion ,  and that such an lW' can remain i n  its original  

pos i t ion,  between t h e  verb , and t h e  corresponding I n d i r e c t  

object, a s  i n  ( 2 3 1 d )  . A l l  these A facts c l e a r l y  suggest that  t h e  

i n  relation t o  example (1/71), Chapter, I. I w i l l  come back t o  

t h i s  quest ion in S e c t i o n  Ten of t h i s  Chapter. The terms o f  t h e  
P 

correspoardiag agreement r e l e - a r e  fully discassmd i n  Chapter 111. 

Farthermore, observe that t h e  SPs asmciated u i t h  t h e '  v e r b  i n  
- - - - - - - 

seatems coes-tracted uitt t  m~teoralagical verbs and t h e  

' e x i s t e n t i a l  - haber t *  tiware-to-be*) exhibit t h e  same syntact ic  

' behatioar 'as0 that of t h e  BP of the I ~ p e r s o n a l  SB Ccnstruct$on: 



I 

(2/32) a. Parece gne f l o v i e n d a  monedas, 

*soens t h a t  (are/is) r 6 i a i n g  coins. 
. C 

b, *mnedas parecen e sd ar l l o r i e n d o ,  

BUT, 

c, BONEDA S ,  parece (n) estar l l ov i endo ,  

d, Parece  ln)  estar l l o v i e n d o  rongdas ,  

' f Seeas/Sse fl  to-be r a i n i n g  c o i n s ,  

(2/33) a.  P a r e c e  gue habian r u c h a s  personas e n  l a  f i e s t a .  

be +Iuchas personas paracia. haber e p la fiesta. 

f$ 'nany persons seemed there-to-be at the party, 9 



$ 
- - -- 

- . .d. ~arec:r (n) .  haber muahas. personas en l a  f i e s t a .  ' .  

!Seemed{-3rd. p. sg,/-3rd. p . p L  3 there-to-be 

many persons  a t  the party .  

Consequently, it must b e  concluded t h a t  on ly '  R P s  t h a t  trigger 

obl iga tory  verb agreewent are s e n s i t i v e  to Sub ject-toosubject 
- - - - -A - - - - - - - 

r a i s i n g ,  wherias t h o s a  - t h a t  trigger opt icni l  verb agreement are 

not.  





c. yo 110s ] . v i  que t d l i e s t u a i a b a n  el argumentc .  E 
1 ,  

8 1  [ t h e m +  saw that [$] istndied-3rd.p . p l .  

t h e  argorentag 

(ii) Passi ve Sentences:  

( 2 /35 )  a. Yo r: cjoe [ l a s  fgbricas] f u o r o n  d e e t r u ~ d a r .  i 
.'I saw that [ t h e  factor'iesf were destroyed , '  

I 

b. YO [la.]. r i  qua [$$ fueron d e s t r a f d a s .  
G 

d e s t r o y e d . '  

Consiber nor- the syntaet i  c- b e h a r i o n r  o f  Intransitive; S_E a n d  -- ---- - 

Impersonal.~E 'sentences: 

(i) I n t r a n s i t i v e  SE Cons troc  tion: 

(2/36) a. Io r$ gue [ l a ' s  puertas] se abrieron. 
2 

. '1 saw that [ t h e  d o o r s ]  opened-3rd- p . p L  
D 

- - - -- 

b. YO [ l a ~ $  r i  que [,dli se a b r i e r o n .  

*I [ n. o-c l .  (them) 1. saw t h a t  [6li 0 ~ e n e d - 3 r d . ~ .  p l .  * 
1 



(ii) Impersonal SE Construct ion;  

[ 10s libros] a  laria. I 

b. *To [los Ii r i  gue se le { e n t r e g a r o n / e n t r s g d j  
I 

- 

[dli  a Haria. + 

t i  
b -  

'I [ D . 0 . C l .  (them) Ii saw t h a t  PRO - I . o . c ~ .  g a v e  - 

(-3rd. p .g l . / - 3rd .p . sg .J  [)dli t o  i l a r i a . *  

The g r a m m a t i c a l i t y  of example (2/36b) shows t h a t  the NP 

associated with the verb in the - I n t r a n s i t i v e  S E C c e ~ t x n c t i o n -  is - - - - - 

? 

s e n s i t i v e  t o  S u b j e c t - t o - O b j e c t  f l a i s i n g ,  whereas t h e  

u n g r a n m a t i c a l i t y  o f  (2/37b) shows that that of the Impersonal SE 

Construction is n o t  s e n s i t i v e  t o  t h i s  p r o c e s s .  

Eor%over, o b s e r v e  that s e n t e n c e s  c o n s t r u c t e d  w i t h  ~ e t e o r o l o q i c a l  

v e r b s  and the' e x i s t e a t i a l  h a b e r  ('there-to-be*) exhibit t h e  saae - 
beharfonr a s  Impersonal S E  S e n t e n c e s  with r e s p e c t  t o  



I 
(2138) a. Yo escocha qua ~{llotieron/lldvi6) [ l a p  ap lausos ]  ; , 

*I heard that rained [-3rd. p.pl,/-3rd.p.sgl 

[ t h e  applauds  J . @ 

'1 [ D.O.Cl .  (them) ]i heard that rained ( -3rd .p .  pl./ 

(2/39) a. Yo vg qne (habdan/habia) [muchas personas]  . 
'1 saw t h a t  {there-were/tbere-was) 

@I [ D.O.CI.  (them) Ii saw that 

Consequently, Subject - to-Object  ~aising clearly shows t h a t  only 



- 2- 

S i n c e  t h i s  - 
sentences 

complement 

- -- -- 

process may a f f e c t  sub jsc t s of t e n s e d  co mplemeat 

to verb,s of p e r c e p t i o n ,  and t h e  verbs of those 

sentences r u s t  agree in Eerson and number v i t h  the 

c o r r e s p o n d i n g  surf ace s u b j e c t  a s  is shown in examples (2/34) , 
n 

(2/3 5 )  and (2/36), S ubjec t -  to-Object  Raising c o n s t i t u t e s  strong 

e v i d e n c e  i~ s u p p o r t  of the claim be ing  made in * t h i s  Chapter ,  
- - - - -- - A - A  

namely that only BPS t h a t  trigger o b l i g a t o r y  agreement are 

s u b j e c t s  a t  t h e  surface level i n  S p a n i s h .  



According t o  Keenan (1976. p.316). "the most likely RPs t o  
9 - 

undergo E q u i - 1 P  d e l i t i o n  i n c l u d e  basic s u b j e c t s n ,  

cons id& t h e  f o l l o w i n g  example: 

*Juan hnd llaria to-rant [Juan and ilaria to - s ing  
i - ---- ------- 7 ----- ------- 

b. Juan y l a r i a  quioren /i cantar .  

*Juan and !laria want-3rd. p , p l ,  # t o - s i n g .  * 

- - -- - - - - ---- - - - 

Observe t h a t  . t h e  IP a s s o c i a t e d  with the verb i n  the I n t r a n s i t i v e  

S E  Constrnct i sn  is sensitive t o  Equ i -UP .  Deletion i n  S ~ n i s h ,  

whereas that of the Impersonal SE Construction is  not :  

I n t r a n s i t i v e  SE Construction: 

(2/41) a, l a s  pner tas  d e l  ascensor no querer 



- 

b. LaE p u e r t a s  d e l  ascensor no q n i e r e n  cerrarSE, 

(. i) Inpersonal  SE C o n s t r u c t i o n :  t 
-- - 

42/42) a. Las pner tas  d e l  a icensor  no qnerer 

f Ego cerrar l a s  poertss  d e l  ascensurl, - 
'The doore of - t h e  e levator  BEG. to-uant 

[ PRO to-close the d o o r s  of t h e  elevator 1. * 
-------- --------=I-- -- 7 
b .  *Las puertas d e l  ascensor no q n i e r e n  CerrarSE. 

'The docrs of t h e  e l e v a t o r  don't want PRO 

to-close. 

Althoaqh metaphorical and c o n t e x t u a l l y  constrained, example 

( 214  1bj is p e r f e c t l y  acceptable ,  whereas e x a ~ p f  e (2/42b) is 

unacceptable  in the impersonal SE reading .  This f a c t  s h o w s  that 

the IP t h a t  triggers o p t i o n a l  v e r b  agreenent  i n  the Impersonal 

SE C o n s t r u c t i o n  is n o t  t h e  subject of the sentence.  
---a 

I 
i 

Pevqrt&less, c b s e r w e  that the 1P t h a t  triggers c p ~ ~ n a l  

agreeaent with ietscrological  verbs, may optionally tr f  gger t h e  
- -  - -- - - -- - 

s a l e  t y p e  of agreement w i t h  an eqai verb: 



(2/43) ~ a i e r e  (n) l l o v e r  soneda s. , 

muant g-3rd. p, sg./-3rd.p. PI.] to-rain c c i n s .  * 

But again, the f a c t  that the biP monedas (*co ing*)  may o p t i o n a l l y  

A a g r e e  w i t h  t h e  e q n i  v e r b  does not n e c e s s a r i l y  i n p l y  t h a t  such an 
- - - - -  - - - - - 

IP is its subject. Observea that (2/44) is grammatical, whereas 

(2/45) i s  not:  

(2/44) Lo gue Juan g !laria g u i e r e n  es c a n t a r .  (cf. (2/40) ) 

@What Juan and l a r i a  want is  t o - s i n q . *  

(2/45) *Lo que las ~ o n e d a s  q u i e r e n  e s  l l o v e r .  (cf. (2143))  

Of course, it could B e  argued, example (2145) is ungrassa t i ca l  

because the HP l a .  monedas ( ' t h e  co insa )  d o e s  n o t  satisf g the 

selectional r e s t r i c t i u n s  of the verb qnerer { * t o - w a n t * ) .  Since 

t h i s  is a fqct, how is it possible then to claim _ t h a t  s u c h  an IP 

i s  t h e  s u b j e c t  i n  the case of example (2/43) ? 

12/43) is another c a s e  of backwards agreement, parallel  to thato 

already observed in example (2/31d). 
-; - 



-- A - - - - - 

Fina l ly ,  l e t  u s  consider the behaviour of e x i s t e n t i a l  sentences  
1 , *  

pect  to Equi-IP Deletion: 

I 
B (2/46) a. * lochad personas puerlan haber. 

eabnl persona  ranted there-to-be.  
iP 

haber auchas p r s o n a s .  
- - -- 

t tese- to-be  many persons.' - 

Contrary t o  t h e  

restriction h b s  been violated i n  (2/46a) and (2/46b). . If t h e  NP 

- - 

c a s e  cf example (2/45), no s ' e l e c t i o n a l  
- f 

a c h a s  personas ('many pecsons*)  vere  the subject of  the 

existentialo' haber - 
grammatical, but it 

('there- to-be ') , a t  l e a s t  (2/46a) s h o u l d  me 
i r- 

is no%.* 

--- - 

~ h u s ,  it must 3.e conchiided that t h e - 3 P s  t b a t -  t r i g g e r -  opt iona lp  
G 

agreement i n  Spanish f a i l  to  be s e n s i t i v e  t o  ~ q u i - # ~ -  Delet ion ,  

which  is one 05 t h e  tes ts  f o r  sobjectbood a v a i l a b l e  i n  the 

language. - 



l e x i c a l l y  f i l l e d  subject  BPS may be *novet& onto  of sentence  the 

to TOP p o s i t i o n  leaving  a s u b j e c t  pronoun b e b i n d .  

from sub jec t 

( f )  Active Sentences: 

(2/47) [ JUAS Y 'HABIA J ,  [ e l l o s ]  estudiaron el asgumento. 

Juan a n d  i laria].  [ t h e y ]  studied t h e  argument. ' 

-- - - - -- - 

(ii) Pass% we Sentences:- 

[ LOS ABGUBE~TOS 1, [ e l las  3 f neroa estudiados; 

no los ejemplos! 

'[The arguments], [ they ] were studied; 

not the exampfesl 

Observe  t h a t  t h e  IP a s s o c i a t e d ' u i t h  t h e  verb i n  t h e  I n t r a n s i t i v e  
- - - - - -- - -- 

SE Construction may be left-dislocated, ubereas that of the 
- - - - -- - - - - - -- -- -- - -- -- 

1mpe;rsonal SB Construction may not: 



I 
(2/49) 1 ESToS COCHES] , [ e l los ] ( s s  renden (por sl solos). 

t 
'[These cars 1, [ t h e y  g d t - s o l d  (by t+hemselves) . 

, 

u P 

{ii) Impersonal S B ' ~ o n s t r u c t i o n :  

i l '  
12/50) *[ ESTOS COCBES 3, se vende(n) [ e l l c s ] .  

'i[Rhese c a r s ] ,  PRO seli 1-3rd. p. sg/-3rd,p,-pl) - [they 1. 
- - 

- - - - - - - - 

9 + 

I 
r 

Although scre of my c o n s n l t a ' n t s  found examples such  a s  t2/48) 

and (2/49) marginal, all of ' t h e m  agreed t h a t  42/50) i s  
, 

d e f  i n i t a l y  unacceptable.  [ f a .  2/10 3 . 
i 

The ongraamaticality of /&01 c l e a r 1 1  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  t h e  NP , l o s  ' _, 

c o c h e s  ( f t h e  cars @ )  is n o t  the s u b j e c t  o f  t h e  sentence. 
- 

L e t  u s  Jnow c o n s i d e r  t h e  s y n t a c t i c  bebari car cf e x i s t e n t i a l  

s e n t e n c e s  and sentences conStrUct8d with ~ e t e o r o l o g i c a l  verbs. 

Since only d e f i n i t e  UPS may be replaced b.p_ s u b j e c t  pronouns, 

l e f t - d f s l o c a t i o n  cannot app$y in the c a s e  of s x i s t e n t i a ' l  

selrteaces. In fact, s iace  (2/51) i s  u q g r a m ~ a t i c a 1 , -  there is  no  
V - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

reaspn to  e x p e c t  t h a t  ( 2 / 5 2 )  be grammatical:  
d 



(2/51) * ~ a b { a  (n) l a  s &sonas. 

'There f-was/-were) the p b o n s .  ' 
r - 

( 2 / 5 2 )  *[ LAS PEBSOUAS 1, [ellas j h a d a n .  

A 

In  t h e  case of  sentences constrocted with mete~~ologica l  ve_r&,--. - 

- t h i s  test is a p p i i c a b l e  only to a few examples s u c h  as  the 

(ii) Seatences .  with aetearological verbs: 

- - - -  - - - - - - -- - -- - -- - - 

( 2 / 5 3 )  a ,  Los aplausos U o v i e r ~ n  por todas p a r t e s ,  

b, *[ LOS APLAUSOS 1, [e l los  1 Ilcviercn 

For todas partes, 

'[The applauds] ,  [they] rained 

- 

Consegu%ntlp, L e f t  Dis locat ion from S u b j e c t  P o s i t i o n  suggests 

t h a t  the  UPS that  trigger optimal verb agreement  a r e  not , 

subjects i n  Spanish. 



- -c - - -  

2 . 7 ,  THE *POB SI B I S H O S *  PHRASE:  

Observe  t h a t  i n  Spanish, the p r e p o s i t i o n a l  phrase  For si mismos 

( b y  thenselves*) may re'fer back t o  the subject of sentences 
P 

c o n s t r n c t e d  u i t h  n o n - s t a t f v e  v e r b s  o n l y :  

(i) In t rans i t i ve  Sentences: 

( 2 ~ 4 )  [Juan y 8aria lj v i n i e r o n  [ por s: mismos + 
@[Joan and l a r i a  &-came [ by t h e ~ s e l r e s ] ~  * 

(ii) Act ive  Sentences: 

*[Juan and  aria ] .prepared lunch 
& 

[ by t h e m s e l v e s  E * 

b. *Juan y lar ia  prepararon [ e l  almaerzo] i 
[por sf .ism ? 



(iii) Copular S e n t e n c e s :  

( 2 / 5 6 )  a. *Jean g llaria son  e ~ t o d i a n t e s ' ~ o r  sf misnos.  

*Juan and l a r i a  are s t u d e n t s  by t h e m s e l r a s . ~  

b. *Juan y l a r i a  e s tan  c a n s a d o s  por si mismos. 

*Juan a n d  ~ a d a  are t i r e d  by themse lves .  

C o n s e q u e n t l y ,  t h i s  test is n o t  a p p l i c a b l e  i n  t h e  case o f  

s x i s t e r r t i a l  s e n t e n c e s ,  but - - in  p r i n c i p l e - t h e r e  is no reason t o  

e x p e c t  t h a t  this tes t  w o u l d  fail i n  the case of sentences 

c o n s t r u c t e d  w i t h  m q t e o r o l o g i c a l  verbs, I n d e e d ,  i f  t h e  NP t h a t  

t r i g g e r s  o p t i o n a l  verb agreement i n  t h i s  t y p e  of sentences was 
- 

t h e  s u b j e c t ,  these s e n t e n c e s  s h o u l d  b e  c o m p a t i b l e  w i t h  the 

presenc&of a pox si misaus phrase,  nevertheless, t h e  example 
- - - -- 

below s b o u s  that t h i s  is n o t  t h e  case: 

'Rained( -3rd .  p.pl. /-3rd. p . sg)  [ flowers J.[ by t h e m s e l v e s ~  * 
I 

As we "already observed i n  the  First s e c t i o n  of Chapter I, the 

p o r  si r i s m o s  phrase . is c o m p a t i b l e  w i t h  I n t r a n s i t i v e  SE 

S e n t e n c e s ,  -- - - - b u t  -- n u t  - - w i t h  - --- I mpersonal - - - SE Sentences :  



- - - - - -- --- - 

(i) I n  t r a n s i t i v e  SB S e n t e n c e s :  

( 2 / 5 8 )  Laa puertas se a b r i e r o n  por si mismas. (cf. ( 1 1 2 2 ) )  
p 

'The  d o o r s  opebed-3 rd. p. p l ,  b y  theaselves.  @ , 

(ii) I s p e r s o n a l  SE S e n t e n c e s :  
- 

( 2 / 5 9 )  a. Se abrieror l a s  p u e r t a s  (*por st m i s s a s )  . 

I t .  Se abr i6  l a s  puertas (*par sl . i s m a s )  . 
'FRO opened-3rd. p . s g .  t h e  doors (by t h e m s e l v e s ) .  @ 

Consequent ly ,  t be por sf mi smoa t e s t - - o r i g i n a l l y  proposed by 
- - - -  - 

K n o w l e s  1975 t o  s u p p o s t  h i s  claim t h a t  sentences s u c h  a s  (2/59a) 

and (2/59b) are s t r u c t u r a l l y  d i f f e r e n t - - ~ r , c v i d e , c  an a d d i t i o n a l  . 

c r i t e r i o z  t o  support t h e  v i e w  here sustained, i.e. N P s  that 

trigger o p t i o n a l  v e r b  agreement a r e  n o t  subjects i n  Spani sh .  

It is t o  be n o t e d  t h a t  in t h e  case of example (2 /59a) ,  where t h e  

verb  agrees w i t h  its associated HP, t h e  i n t r a n s i t i v e  r e a d i n g  i s  

i n t e r p r e t a t i a n  of s e n t e n c e s  (2158) and (2159) crucially depends  



. m, Z h m a l f r w s ) r o w r i u  the *section or' 

1 
Chapter I ,  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  of occurrence  of t h e  por si misms 

C 

phrase  in [ 2 / 5 8 )  c o n s t i t u t e s  f n r t h e r  e v i d e n c e  in suppcrt  %f t h e  

v i e w  here assumed i n  r e l a t i o n  to t h e  position of s u b j e c t s  with 

respect to the verb ,  L e .  s u b j e c t s  precede the verb in 

affirmat.ive sentences i n  Spanish.  



- -- -- 

-i 

2.8 ,  SE DELETIOH Ill JIBIPIBITIVAL CUEPLEMB%TS TO CAIISATIV E VERBS, 

T h e  particle SE of I n t r a n s i t i v e  SE Sentences c a n n o t  b e  deleted 

i n  i n f i n i t i v a l  complements  to c a u s a t i v e  verbs, whereas t h a t  of 
* 

Impersonal SE Sentences must be deleted: f 2/11 f 
B 

(i) I n t r a n s i t i v e  SE C o n s t r u c t i o n :  
* 

( 2 / 6 0 )  a. ~ e r l i n  hizo qne las p u e r t a s  se a b r i e r a n  s o l a s .  
' 

* & e r l i n  nade t h a t  t h e  d o o r s  get-open 

by t h e m s e l v e s .  ' 
--------- ----------o, -> 

a 

b. l e r l &  - h i z o  abrir(se/*fi - - solas la: p u e r t a s .  - -  - 

m ~ e r l i ~  made the d o o r s  t ~ - ~ e t - o ~ e n  by t h e ~ s e l v ' e s .  * 

(ii) Impersona l  . . S E  C o n s t r u c t i o n :  

42/63) a. La p a t r u l l a  hizo gue se esacuara @In] 

10s e d i f i c i o s .  

'The squad  ~ a d e  that PRO vacate  f -3rd.  p,sq,/ 



- -- - - - - -- - - 

b. La p a t r u l l a  h i z o  eracoar {$/*se) 10s e d i f i c i o s .  

.. 'The squad made PBO t o - v a c a t e  the b u i l d i n g s . '  

fur thermore ,  observe t h a t  r e f l e x i v e s ,  which a c c o r d i n g  to Keenaa 

(1974, p. 3 0 5 )  are u n i v e r s a l l y  controlled by s u b j e c t s ,  cannot b e  

d e l e t e d  under  s i i i l a  r c o n d i t i o n s :  

t o  [her b r o t h e r s ]  . * 
- - - - --- 

Thus, t h e  particle SE of the I n t r a n s i t i v e  SE C o n s t r u c t i o n  must 
&-- 

be  considered reflexive i n  nature and controlled b y  t h e  NP 

a s s o c i a t e d  u i t h  the verb,  which  in turn n u s t  be t h e  s u b j e c t  of 
1 

t h e  sentence, I 

$ 

B j  the saae t o k e n ,  since t h e  p a r t i c l e  SE of the Impersonal  SE I * 
9 

C o n s t r u c t i o n  must be  o b l i g a t o r i l p  deleted, as shown in example 
9 

- -  - - - - - - - - - - - 

(2/61), it cannot be c o n s i d e r e d  r e f l e x i v e  i n  nature ,  
7 
i 

Consequent ly .  it follows t h a t  the 1SP associated u i t h  the v e r b  i n  



-- - 

Impersonal SE sentences is not t h e  s u b j e c t  o f  those sentences 

because if it were, it would be c o n t r o l l i n g  t h e  corresponding 

p a r t i c l e  SE, which is not the case, as is shown by example 

(2/61b) above. 



- -- 

2.9, OPTIOBAL AGBEEBEUT ACROSS THE PERSONAL * A@. 

A s  was p o i n t e d  o u t  i n  t h e  Second S e c t i o n  of Chapter I ,  Bello 

r e p o r t e d  the existence of c e r t a i n  examples  o f  .Impersonal SE . 
Sentences t h a t  e x h i b i t  verb a g r e e m e n t  a c r o s s  t h e  s o - c a l l e d  

p e r s o n a l  * a # ,  w h i c h  marks object N P s  uh ich  are [+an imate ,  - 

( 2 / 6 3 )  Se azotaron a 10s d e l i n c n e n t e s .  (cf, (1145)) 

'PRO whipped-3rd. p . p l ,  to the d e l i n q u e n t s .  * 

< 

Observe that s u b j e c t s  never t a k e  the p r e p o s i t i o n  @ a v ,  regardless - 
of t h e i r  position i n  t h e  s e n t e n c e :  

(2164) a. *A Joan y darfa estudiaron el argomento.  
9 

*To Joan  and l a r l a  s t u d i e d  t h e  a r g m e n t .  * ' 

b. *El argamento,  e s t n d i a r o n  a/ ~ u a n  g l a r i a .  

@The argument,  s t u d i e d  to Juan and  aria,@ 

C o n s e q u e n t l y ,  t h e  presence of the p x e p d s i t i o n  'a * i n  example - 
( 2 / 6 3 )  c o n s t i t u t e s  -- c l e a r  - evidence t h a t  t h e  BP t h a t  triggers j -- 

o p t i o n a l  verb agreesent i n  the Impersonal  SE C o n s t r u c t i o n  is n o t  
- - - - - - -- -- - - - 

the s u b j e c t  of  the verb, b a t  rather i t s  o b j e c t .  



RELATIOISHIP TO THE TEISED VERB OF A SEBTENCE. 

A s  w e  have a l r e a d y  o b s e r v e d  i n  r e l a t i o n  to exanples (1/71), 

(2 /31d) ,  (2/32d) and (2/33d) , which are reproduced  below, the 

tensed verb of a sentence may o p t i o n a l l y  agree v i t h  an IIP t h a t  - 

h a s  no argnmental r e l a t i c n s h i p  tc t h a t  verb: 

( 2 / 6 5 )  Se {toaenz&/ccmenzafon)  a d i s e i a r -  10s p l a o o s .  

*PRC started I-3rd. p. sg/-3rd. p . p l . )  to- d e s i g n  

t h e  b l u e - p r i n t s -  @ (cf . (1/71))  

? 
/ 

( 2 / 6 6 )  ~arece(f/n) haberSEle antregado 10s l i b r o s  a larla. 

CSeemf-3rd.p.sg. f-3rt3.p. pf.) to-have-PRe-I ,  0. C 1 ,  

g i v e n  t h e  books t o  l a r f a .  * ( c f .  (2/319) ) 

, ( 2 / 6 7 )  Parece ( # / n ~  es tar  l l o v i e n d o  a o n e d a s .  

*See@ f-3rd. p.sg/-3rd.p. pl.) to-be raining coies. * 

(cf (2/32d) ) 

'Seemed{-3rd- p.sg,/-3rd. p, p l .  I there-to-be many 

persons at the party.' (cf. (2/33d)) 



A s  I h a v e  shown i n  S e c t i o n  Three of t h i s  C h a p t e r ,  t h e  o p t i o n a l  
, 

3 

v e r b  a g r e e m e n t  e x h i b i t e d  by e x a m p l e s  (2/66)-42/48)  is not d u e  t o  

Sub  j e c t - t o - S u b  ject Raising. F o r t h e r a o r e ,  e x a m p l e  ( 2 / 6 5 )  c l e a r l y  

s h o w s  t h a t .  t h i s  t y p e  of a g r e e d e n t - s  n o t  r e s t r i c t e d  t o  r a i s i n g  

ve rbs .  E x a a p l e  (2L65) is a n  I m p e r s o n a l  SE S e n t e n c e .  I n  f a c t ,  

o b s e r v e  t h a t  t h e  intransitive reading i s  n o t  e v e n  p o s s i b l e ,  a s  
L L -  

is shown below: 

(2169)  *Los  p l a a o s  c o r e n z a r o n  a  d i s e k r 5 ~  (por sl solos), 

'The  b l u e - p r i n t s  s t a r t e d  t o  d e s i g n  (by t h e m s e l v e s ) .  ' 

I n -  f ac t ,  t h e  BP 10s p l a n o s  ( ' t h e  b l u e - p r i n t s b )  is  n e i t h e r  t h e  

s u t  ject, nor t h e  ob jec t  of c o m e n z a r  ( * t o  s t a r t g ) ,  b u t  t h e  o b j e c t  

of disecar ('to d e s i g n ' ) ,  and  still t h e  t e n s e d  v e r b  of t h e  
- - - -  - - - ---- - - - 

m a t r i x  s e n t e n c e  my agree w i t h  such an lip. Thus,  no m a t t e r  how 

well C o n t r e r a s  fixes his Subject S e l e c t i o n   ale (see (2/4), 

f2/5)  and ( 2 / 6 )  a b o v e ) ,  y h i c h  i s  based on a  h i e r a r c h y  dependent 

o n  the a r g u m e n t s  a verb  map s u b c a t e g o r i z e ,  h e  s h a l l  

systematically f a i l  t o  a c c o u n t  for t h e  o p t i o n a l  a g r e e m e n t  

e x h i b i t e d  by t h e  ve rb  i n  e x a m p l e s  (2165) - (2168) , 

are n o t  subjects. T h e  p r o b l e m  posed  b y  t h e  e x a s ~ l e s  p r e s e n t e d  

i n  t h i s  s e c t i o n  w i l l  be f u l l y  d i e c o s s e d  i n  Chapter 111 of t h i s  

study,  



In this Chapter, I have examined t h e  s y n t a c t i c  b e h a v i o u r  of 

those I P S  t h a t  trigger c b l i g a t o r y  and o p t i o n a l  verb agreement i n  

Spanish,  and I have foand t h a t  t h e  f crner are s e n s i t i v e  to the 

t e s t s  fot nrbfectbo03  ava i lab le  in t h e  l a n g u a g e ,  whereas the  

l a t t e r  are not. 

I n  p a r t i c u l a r ,  I have shown t h a t  there i s  a f a i r l y  strict and ' 
# 

* - 

c o n s i s t e n t  c o r r e l a t i o n  amongst the f o l l . o w i n g  factors and 

processes : 

(i) O b l i g a t o r y  Verb Agreement, 

where 1 = s u b j e c t ,  and 3 = object. - 
l i i i )  Sob j e c t - t o - S u b j e c t  Rais ing.  

( i v )  Sub ject-to-Ob ject R a i s i n g ,  

(v )  .Equi-IP D e l e t i a n ,  

( r i i )  D i s t r i b u t i a n  of t h e  'par si rismoss p h r a s e ,  
- - -- -- - - -  

( v i i i )  'SE D e l e t i o n ' .  



+ - - - - - - -- - 

'f , As we have  seen, only UPS t h a t  trigger o b l i g a t o r y  agr'eenent are 
I 

s e n s i t i v e  t o  Sub ject-to-Subject R a i s i n g ,  Sub j e c t - t o - O b j e c t  .. 

Raising, Eqni-IP ~ e l e t i c n ;  and L e f t  D i s l o c a t i o n  from S u b j e c t  

P o s i t i o n .  F u r t h e r m o r e ,  they ccntrol the *par s: rois~os p h r a s e  

and  t h e  r e f l e x i v e  c l i t i c ,  a n d .  t h e y  are n o t  marked w i t h  t h e  , 

p e r s o n a l  'a'. - 

On t h e  c o n t r a r y ,  BPS that t r i g g e r  o p t i o n a l  v e r b  agreement a r e  

n o t  s e n s i t i v e .  to S object- t o - S u b j e c t  R a i s i n g ,  S u b j e c t - t o - O b  ject  

Raising, Egui;-B1P ~ e f e t i a n ,  a n d  L e f t  D i s l o c a t i o n  f r o a  S u b j e c t  
1 

~ o s i t i o n .  T h e y  c a n  be a a r k e d  with the so-called p e r s o n a l  ' a * ,  - 
a n d  t h e y  d o  not c o n t r o l  t h e  'par si a i s p o s 8  -phrase, nor  t h e  

r e f l e x i v e  c l i t i c ,  Thus, it is v e r y  likely t h a t  they are o b j e c t s  
- -- - -- - - - - - - 

and not subjects, particularly i n  the case bf tie IP a s s o c i a t e d  

w i t h  t h e  v e s t  i n  t h e  I m p e s s o n a l  SE C o n s t r u c t i o n .  

A l t h o u g h  it m i g h t  b e  p o s s i b l e  t c  f i n d  some counter-exaaples to 

the claims made i n  t h i s  C h a p t e r - - p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  

wcrd  v d e r ,  fo r  instance-, the o v e r a l l  ~ i c t u r e  p r o v i d e d  by the 

se t  of a r g u m e n t s  p r e s e n t e d  here i n e v i t a b l y  leads t o  t h e  



f 2/11 See Eeenan (1976, ~ ~ ~ 3 0 5 - 3 0 6 )  for a just i f icat ion of the 

notion ' s u b j e c t  o f  f n universal grammar. This ' n o t i c n  is also 
eb 

assured i n  C h o ~ s k y  "s ' S p e c i f i e d  Subject c o n d i t i o n '  (1973) . 
- - 

l e v e r t h e l e s s ,  Contreras (1976,  p. 128)  c o n t e n d s  " t h a t  this. s -  

category is i r r e l e v a n t  i n  heep  stroctnrew i n  a case gramrar 

2 
- - 

sodel or a theory l i k e  t h e  one h e  proposes. Of coarse, the 
, 

v a l i d i t y  of t h e s e  assaaptions -only h o l d s  withir: t h e  respect ive  
+ 

fraaeuorks, whose adeqnacy  I shall n o t  d i s p u t e  here. 

[ 2 / 2 3  See Contreras (1976, pp.121-136)  for the jnst i f icat icn  of 

these rules. In this ktady,  I am c n l p  concerned w i t h  t h a t  part  
- - - - - - - - 

cf ~ o n t r e r a s *  role t h a t  akcannts for  aptionai resb agreement, 

f2 /3  1 h c t n a l f y  it is  not at a l l  clear bou it uorkz, slince 

Contregas (1976) does n u t  s a y  i f  t h e  f e a t u r e  [+subject] i s  to  be 

assigned to the, patf snts of l lorer  and habe; - by t h e  S o b j e c t  

Selection Rae or some o t k  mechanism. S i n c e  t h e  S n b j e c t  

Selection R u l e  proposed by Contreras does n o t  make any reference 

t o  the - a l l e g e d  l e x i c a l  feature t h a t  vou1.d a l l o w  the a.s-nt 

of tbe feature [ + w h  j c c t ]  to t h e  p a t i e n t s  of t h e s e  pdrt i co lar  
- - - - - - - -  - 

verbs, it is very l i k e l y  that he would n e e d  t c  add  an e x t r a  

piece of m a c h i n e r ~  t a  h i s  solution. 



- - . 
[ 2 / 4  j The fact t h a t  n d  a11 native speakers agree on t h e i r  

jndgrents  u i t h  respect t o  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t i e s  o f  o c c u r r e n c e  of t h e  

s n b j e c t  i n  a n  example s u c h  a s  (2116) does not affect the 

r a l i  dity of  t h i s  a r g u m e n t ,  Indeed, t h o s e  speakers that found 
I 

t h e  s e n t e n c e f i n a l  p c s i t f o n  nnacceptable, a l s o  f o u n d  t h a t  

p o s i t i o n  nnacceptable when t h e  verb uas t b i r d  perscn s i n g u l a r .  
- - - - - - - - - 

] 1 am assuming h e r e - w i t h c u t  a r g u m e n t - t h a t  t h e  Phrase 
6, 'I 

p l u s  S, The question of t h e  to!@ node is irrelevant for t h e  

d i s c u s s i o n  b e l o u ,  See C h o a s k ?  1976 for  a j o s t i f i c a t i o n  of the 

TOP node i n  E n g l i s h ,  and  Bireru 1977 i n  S~anish. 

[ 2 / 6 )  s o i s  spsaters ~ i g h t  find these examples p e r f e c t l y  
- ~ -  - ~ ~ - - - ~- -- - -A -- - 

a c c ~ p t a b l e  v i t b c a t  coBra intonation, provided that some other 

c o n s t i t u e n t s  which  cbanqe  the intonation contoor of the sentence 

a r e  present, as i n :  ~ n t o n c k s ,  lam f l o r e s  l l cv ieron  (*#/del 

c ie le )  - 'Then, t h e  flowers r a i n e d - 3 r d . p . p l .  (*$/fro. t h e  - 
sky] #. Of course, s f ~ ~ c c  there is no gossfh3.e ambignf ty  in a 

4 

sentence l i k e  t h i s ,  t h e  c o r r e s p o n d i n g  MP can b e  .owed f r e e l y  

within the b ~ n d a r f s s  af S ,  p r o v i d e d  t h a t  t h e  presence of some 



J2/7] To t h e  best of my knowledge, t h e  o t h e r  verbs that a c c e p t *  

s u b j e c t - t o - O b j e c t  Raising-as d i s c u s s e d  i n  t h i s  section--are 
P 

d e s c u b r f r  ( ( t o  d i s c o v e r ' )  a n d  d e j a r  ( ' t o  l e h v e g ) :  J u a n  n o s  - 
. d e s c u b r i b  [ gne 0 estzbaaos jugando] - a J u a n  d i s c o w e r e d  us [ t h a t  

(we) rere p l a y i n g ] :  Joan nos d e j d  [qoe dl j q & a m o s )  - * J u a n  

p e r m i t e d  a s  j t h a t  (we) p l a y e d ]  '. 
- A 

[2/8] l e v e r t h e l e s s ,  f o r  some s p e a k e r s  the fo l lowfng  example 
I 

seems to be  acceptahlez- LQS APLAUSOS, yo .la e s c u c h e  que  

l l o r i a n  - 'The a p p l a u d s ,  1 b&rd them that r a i n e d - 3 r d . p . p l m 8  If i 

t h i s  is t h e  case, it means t h a t  m e t e o r o l o g i c a l  verbs i n  Spanish 

have a very p e c u l i a r  s y n t a c t i c  bebaviour, namely t h a t  t h e y  c a n  

t a k e  a complement  t h a t  may o p t i o n a l l y  trigqer verb a g r e e m e n t ,  o r  

a s u b j e c t  t h a t  would trigger c b l i g a t o r y  ag reemen t .  Note t h a t  
- - - p -  - -  -- - - - - - -- - - - - - - 

t h i s  e x a m p l e  i s  d e f i n i t e l y  u n g r a m a a t i c a l  i f .  t h e  t e n s e d  verb  o f  

the s u b o r d i n a t e  clause d o e s  n o t  agree i n  person and number w i t h  

I 
t h e  l e f t - d i s l o c a t e d  BP: *LOS APLAUSOS; yo 10s e s c u c h e  que 

 lov via - *The a p p l a u d s ,  I h e a r d  them t h a t  r a ined -3 rd .p  .sge8 

[2/9] See itivero 1977 fo r  a d e t a i l e d  d i s c u s s i c n  on L e f t  

Dislocation in Spanish. ~ccording to her, lef t - d i s l o c a t e d  

r e l a t i o n  t o  e x a m p l e s  (3 /2 l )  - (3/2$). 



- -- - - - - - 

[ 2 / 1 0 ]  A s  reported by C o n t r e r a s  (1976 ,  p. 131 and f a ,  4 ,  Chapter  

XEV), i n  most d i a l e c t s ,  nsubject pronouns must be  obligatorily 

deleted when the antecedent is i n a o i m a t e u .  Nevertheless, t h a t  

there are exarples  such a s  (2/49) i s  completely beside t h e  

p o i n t .  The followiag example i s  quoted from Contreras (1976, 

flovers, they sell03rd, p. i;l. [ by t h e m s e l v e s ' f ~  , 

/ 2/11 1 I am gratafol to pro-fhsscr K n o r l a s  for p a i n t i n g  out s f h i s  
9 

f a c t  to me, of c o u r s e ,  t h e  a n a l y s i s  here presented i s  my own 



CEBPTER 111: 

THE VERB AGREERENT QOESTIOI.  

A s  we have  a l r e a d y  found,  Subject-Verb Agreement i s obligatory, 

a& object-Verb Agreement i s  optional. o b l i g a t o r y  agreement is 

b r i e f l y  d i s c u s s e d  in *he f i r e  section of *he Chapter, and a 

t e n t a t i v e  rnle is proposed. Sections Two and Three are devoted 

t o  a f u l l  d i s c u s s i o n  cf optional verb agreernant, which is 

central to the problem posed by Impersonal SE Sentences. 

In Section Two I a r g u e - - c o n t r a r y  t o  Otero (1972 and 1 9 7 3 ) - - t h a t  
- - -- -- 

the o p t i o n a l  v e r b  agreement  observed i n  Impersonal SE Sentences 

is to be accounted for by a rule of the grammar, which can b e  

stated- u s i n g  t h e  formalism suggested by Chomsky (1965, . 
p p . 1 7 4 - 1 7 6 ) .  A f i r s t  approximation t o  t h a t  rnle i s  p r e s e n t e d  

here, In t h i s  same section, I also argue t h a t  the t h i r d  p e r s o n  

s i n g u l a r  verb e n d i n g  i s  t h e  nnmqrked verb ending i n  Spani shp  and 

t h a t  it is t o  be assigned t o  the  t e n s e d  v e r b  of a s e n t e n c e  that 



Section Thres  i n c l u d e s  an extensive d i s c u s s i o n  on Clause 

Rednctioc,  a process w h i c h  is c r u c i a l  for the analysis of 
- / 

c e r t a i n  c o u n t e r - e x a m p l e s  t o  t h e  optional verb agreement ru le  

~rovis  

h e r e  

proposed i n  Sect ion Two, s p e c i f i c a l l y  those cases 

d v e r b  of a m a t r i x  sentence agrees in person and 

number with t h e  object of t h e  verb  of an embedded non-tensed 

sentence. T h e  p r o v i s i o n a l  rule proposed i n  S s c t i o a  Two is 

modified in such a way a s  to  a c c o u n t  for these p a r t i c u l a r  

exaaples,  Finally, tbe r e v i s e d  version of t h i s  rule is 

m o t i v a t e d  on e x t e r n a l  grounds,  



3 .  a OBLIGATORY AGBEBHENT: A TEEJT&TIVE S O L U T I O I .  

A s  I have a l r e a d y  d i s c u s s e d  i n  Chapter  11, IPS t h a t  t r i g g e r  

obligatory verb agreement i n  S p a n i s h  are s e n s i t i v e  t o  the tests  

for sub jecthood available i n  the language. I have  a l s o  

discussed t h e  necessity f o r  a p o s i t i o n a l  marking of subjects, 

p a r t i c u l a r l y  in the section on wcrd o r d e r .  

T h u s ,  we are in a p o s i t i o n  t o  propose t h e  f o l l o w i n g  t e n t a t i v e  

Sub ject-Verb Agreement Rule  for Spanish: 
Y' 

(3/1) Subject -Yerb -Agree@ent Rule (OBLIGATORY): 

- - 

NP 

V oCperson 

t e n s e  - [ p a  / [ ] 
s 

T h i s  ro le ,  which has been stated u s i n g  the formalism 'suggested 

b y  Choasky 41965, p. I T S ) ,  s i m p l y  r e a d s  a s  f o l l o w s :  a s s l g n  t h e  

s to the t~nsad-xarb &- khzL S ud/ 1 ~ L k ~ c i q u r ~ f o ~  all the 

cases  of o b l i g a t o r y  agreement examined i n  t h e  l a s t  Chapter, . 



- 

Of course, this r u l e  is  probab ly  s u b j e c t  to some r e f i n e m e ~ t s  in 

l i g h t  o f  a more ample range of d a t a  than  that considered i n  t h i s  
- ?  

study, a n d  a1s.c depending on t h e  answer to the question of 

whether there i s  a V F  node in Spanish or not.[fn.3/2 j If the 

answer is negat ive ,  subjects would h a v e  to be re-defined in 

Spanish, and the subjec t-Verb Agreemen t Rule  r e f o r ~ u l a t e d  

accordingly, a s  well a s  a l l  t h e  cther r u l e s  t h a t  account for t h e  

processes a f f e c t i n g  subjects i n  the l anguage .  C f n .  3/3 ] 

Nevertheless, considering the data discussed in this s t u d y ,  i t  

i s  very  l i k e l y  t h a t  the Subject-Verb Agreeaant Rule in Spanish 

looks much like ( 3 1 )  S i n c e  Subject-Verb Agreea3nt i s  not a 

c e n t r a ?  problem to the discussion of Impersonal S E  Sentences ,  I 
r 

will leave open the ques t ion  of the final foraulation of t h e  

corresponding rule. 



A s  was pointed out i n  the l a s t  Chapter, Object-Verb Agreement is  

' o p t i o n a l  i n  t h e  Imperscnal S E  Construction: 

(3/2) a .  Se a b r i 6  las p n e r t a s .  

* P R O  opened-3rd. p ,  sg, t h e  duors ,  

b, S e  abrieron l a s  p u e r t a s ,  

9 PRO o p e n e d - 3 r d . p . p l .  t h e  doors.  ' 

According t o  Otero (1973, p . 5 5 t ) ,  examples such a s  (3/2b) 

"cannot be generated a t  a11, either * d i r e c t l y 1  or 
- -  

- - - 

*der ivaTeIy '  (Chomshy 1965, I V ,  fn. 2 ) ,  because  t h e i - a r g  

i n  fact *agrarnaatical* ( t o  coin a n e u  tern b y  analogy 

t o  amoral/immoral) (Otero 1973, p-551) 

9 

I n  O t e r o l s  approach, 

n v h a t  i s  *agramaat ica l l  is  n e i t h e r  grammatical nor 

*ungrammatical1 (taking - t h e  - - - l a t t e r  - - - - - term the sense 6f 
- 

' p a r t i a l l y  grammatical1)  ; i t  is simply outside the 
- - - - - - - - -  

scope  o f  the grammarm, (Otero 1973, p.551) 



- - --- - -- 
ae c e r t a i n l y  d o  n o t  need t o  r e p r o a u c e  here a l l  of Oterols 

t h e o r e t i c a l  j u s t i f  i c a t i c n  for t h e  t e s m i n o l o g y  he  uses, since o u r  

c o n c e r n  i s  the b a s i c  claim h e  makes, namely t h a t  sentences s u c h  

a s  (3/2b) c a n n o t  be  generated a t  a l l  by the g r a m a s  of S p a n i s h ,  

although they are perfectly a c c e p t a b l e ,  I n  f a c t ,  Otero (1972, 
I ,  

I 
p p . 2 3 9 - 2 4 0 )  has argued that for t h e  grammar o f  Spanish to  

g e ~ e r a t e  sentences s u c h  a s  (3/2b), a  s p e c i a l  v e r b  agre@ment,  r u l e  

with t h e  following h i g h l y  unnatural c o n d i t i o n s  would be  

r e q u i r e d :  

( 3 / 3 )  A t t a c h  t h e  p l u r a l  morphene t o  a verb w i t h  an unspecified 

human s u b j e c t  (manifested -as SE) just i n  c a s e ,  

a .  the d i r e c t  c b j e c t  i s  n o t  QOE+SEIiTEHCE: 

- - 

(3/4) a. Se planeaba q a e  se c o n s t r u i r h  CnJ - 

nuchas c a s a s ,  

PRO used- to -p lan-3rd .  p. sg, t h a t  PRO 

wou ld -bu i ld  many h o u s e s .  

b. *Se p l a n e a b a n  q u e  se c o n s t r u i d a  (n) 

muchas casas, 
i' 

'PRO used- to-p lan-3rd ,  p , p L  t h a t  FRO 



J 
- - - - 

b e  t h e  verb  is not i n t r a n s i t i v e :  

( 3 / 5 )  a. Se vive b i e t  e n  Los Aogeles. 

'FRO l i v e - 3 r d , p , s g ,  w e l l  i n  Los A n g e l e s e e  

b .  *Se v i v e n  b i e n  e n  Los A n g e l a s .  

' P R O  l i v e - 3 r d .  p. p l .  i n  L o s  A n g e l e s .  ' 

c, the verb  is n o t  t h e  c o p u l a :  

(3/6) a. Sieapre se es c h i l e n o  por n a c i m i e n t o .  

'PRO is a l w a y s  Chilean by b i r t h , '  

b .  *Siempre se s o n  c h i l e n o  por n a c i m i e n t o .  -7 

'PRO are  a l w a y s  Chilean by b i r t h , '  

d .  t h e  o b l i q u e  NP i s  not marked by a- p r e p o s i t i o n :  

(3/7) a .  Se f e l i c i t a  a 108-ainigos. 

' BBO congratulate-3rd. p. sg.-tc the f r i e n d s .  -- - 

be *Se f e l i c i t a n  a l o s  amigos. 

'PRO c o n g r a t u l a t e - 3 r d . ~ ~  p1. t o  t h e  friends. ' 

s, t h e  direct- o b j e c t  is  not a c l i t i c :  

.(3/8) a ,  Se 10s alquila. 



- - - 

fa the d i r e c t  object h a s  not been l e f t - d i s l o c a t e d  

f * t o p i c a l i z e d l ,  i n  Oterols terms) : 

(319)  a.  Los a p a r t a a e n t o s ,  se  10s a l q u i l a .  

'The apartments ,  Pi30 D . O .  C1, ~ 1 .  

'The  apartment  E, Pi20 D , O , C l . p l .  

g.  the s e n t e n c e  cannot b e  construed in more than 

o n e  way: 

(3/10) a, S e  rcunieror, 10s mieabros d e  l a  j u n t a .  

'The members of the junta go t  together.' 

b,. * S e  r e u n i e r o n  10s miernbros d e  l a  j u n t a .  
G - - -  

* F R O  b r o u g h t  togetcer the meabers of t h e  
- +. 

- C 

j u n t a .  ' 

h. *the objec t  NP is not singular [in, 3/4 3:  

(3111) a, Se alquila (este) a p a r t a n e n t o .  

' ~ R O  r e n t - 3 r d .  p . sg ,  (this)' apartment. 



-- pL - - - -- - - 
In light of these conditions, Otero (1972 and 1973) concluded 

t h a t  the agreement e x h i b i t e d  by Impersona l  S E  Sentences such as - 
---; ?, 

(3/2b) c o u l d  not be a c c c u n t e d  for by a role of graerSr, ,and t h a t  

it h a d  to be a q n e s t i c n  of performance. 

Ifevertheless, acst  of these conditions are s i n p l y  illusory. 

F i r s t ,  a s  poirtei i  o u t  by Contreras (1974, p. 46) , QUE-Sentences 

never trigger plural agreement: 

(3/12) a.t Es bueno que 10s p r i s i o n e r o s  traba j e n .  

'Is good that the ~ r i s o n e r s  work.' 
I 

b .  *son bueno ( s f  q u e  10s p r i s i c n e r o s  traba j e n .  

I  re good ( p l )  t h a t  the p r i s o n e r s  wort . '  

s u b j e c t s ,  which are s e n s i t i v e  t c  Sub ject- to-Sub ject  R a i s i n g :  
\ 

1 j x 
\ 

(3/13) a. Parece q u e  es nuy bueno que 10s prisionercs t r a b a  jen .  

% - 'Seem-3rd.p.ag. that is v e r y  good  t h a t  the p r i s o n e r s  

b. Qae 10s prisfcneros trabajen p a r e c e  ser may bueno. 
- - - - - -  - - -  --- - - -  - -  

* T h a t  the p r i s o n e r s  work seem-3rd.p. sg. to-be very 
- -  - - -- 

good.  ' 
RUT, 



122 

- - - -- - - -- - - 

c .  * ~ u e  los p r i s i o n e r o s  traba jen p a r e c e n  sar  may baeno. 

"That the prisoners work seem-3rd. p. p l .  tc-be very 

good. ' 

Boreover ,  i n  examples s u c h  a s  ( 3 / 4 ) ,  verb  a g r e a a e n t  is o n l y  

precluded provided that t h ~  c o n p l e n e n t  senten,ce is  tensed. 

Otherwise ,  i t  is  perfectly p o s s i b l e :  

1 , 

63/14) a .  Se planeaba c o n s t f a i r  auchas  c a s a s ,  

'PRO u s e d - t c - ~ l a n - 3 r d .  p. sg. t o - b u i l d  
< 

b. Se planeaban c o n s t r u i r  muchas casas. 

'PRO used-to-plan-3rd,  p. p l .  t o - b u i l d  

many h o u s e s .  ' 

many h o u s e s .  * 

The fact t h a t  example (3 / l$b)  is perfectly acceptab le ,  whereas 

(3/4b) is not, clTearly shows  that t h e  verb agreament  e x h i b i t e d p  

-by the former must be due t o  a r u l e  of  grammar, 

s e n s i t i v e  t o  the Tensed S e n t e n c e  Condit ion,  as stated 

(1973, p.238). I n  f a c t ,  acc&ding  t o  Chomrky, 

(3/15) No r u l e  can involve X ,  Y i n  t h e  s t r u c t u r e  

... X.. .[w . . . x . . . y . . *  

- - 

S where a lpha is a t e n s e d  s e n t e n c e .  

which is 

i n  Chomsky 



- - - - - 
T h i s  is p r e c i s e l y  t h e  c o n d i t i o n  that precludes agreement in 

(3/4 b) Since Chomsky8s c o n d i t i o n s  are  c c n d i t i o n s  on t h e  

a p p l i c a t i o n  of fnles c f  grammar, b y  

maictain t h e  c la im t h a t  exariples s u c h  

o u t s i d e  the scope of t h e  

contrary,  t h i s  suggests t h a t  we are 

grammar. 

no means is it p o s s i b l e  to 

(Otero 1973, p. 557) On the 

dealing w i t h  a rule of 
-- -- - - 

Second, if the rerh is i n t r a n s i t i ~ e  or the copafa, it cannet  Be 

a s s o c i a t e d  to any other HP, e x c e p t  for the subject BB. Since 

a p p a r e n t l y  sentences constructed with i m p e r s c n a l  SE lack a 

subject RP specified for  number, t h e r a  is no reason .to expect 

s i n g u l a r  or plural agreement i n  examples  such a s  (3/5) and 

( 3 / 6 ) ,  and t h e  t h i r d  person s i n g u l a r  rerb 3nding , of the  
- - - - - - -- - -  - - - -  - 

corresponding (a) e x a m p l e s  is rathsr due to lack cf agreement,  

a s  I shall show i n  the f o l l o w i n g  paragraphs,  

Th ird ,  c o n d i t i o n  (3/3d),  i,e. that the oblique HP not be marked ' 

bp a p r e p o s i t i o n ,  is rot  rery s u r p r i s i n g  at all. Indeed, 

observe  that i n  Hindi [fn.3/5], when t h e  aP  that t r i g g e r s  rerb 



- - - 

(3 / l6)  a, Bacch-o-ko chaDi-se Daraa y-a jaat-a - h-g. 

' ~ i d s - o b l ,  ~f . - o b l ,  

s t i c k  (fen) - w i t h / b y  

f r ighten- sg ,  (masc) 

PASSIVE-sg, 

be-sg. 

s t i c k  [fern) - u i t h / b y  

f righten-gl. (masc) 

be-pl, ' 

(3/17) a. Bacch-e chaDi-se Daraay-e jaat -e  h-e. 

'Kids-pl, 

s t i c k  (f e.) -ui th/by 



*Batch-e chaDi-se Daraay-a jaat-a h - s .  

'K ids -p l .  

s t i c k  (fern) - w i t h / b g  

f righten-sg. 

PASSIF~E-sg, 

T h u s ,  in f3/16)--vhere.the IP 

oblique c a s e  -kp -- t h e  whole 
-Y 

person  s i n g u l a r  masculine, 

bacche is n o t -  marked for case 

% 

bacche  ( *  kids1) is marked w i t h  the 

verbal  system goes in t h e  third 

whereas in (3/17) - -uhere the HP 
i - 

(or, where # = nominat ive ,  i f  we 

allow jif aorpheres) --, the whole verbal system agrees with it. 

Observe that t h i s  is p r e c i s e l y  t h e  case vith condition (3/3d) 
i 

- - - - - - - - -- --- 

above. Whenever t h e  pieposit ion - a ~ ~ t o * )  --which a r k s  

[ +animate, + s p e c i f i c  f BPS i n  object  p o s i t i o n  [ fn.3/6 ]--is 

p r e s e n t ,  the v e r b  takes t h e  t h i r d  person s i n g u l a r  end ing:  

(3/18) a. Se fe l ic i ta  a 10s asigos. 

*PRO congratulate-3rd- p,sg. to the friends. ' \ 



- - - - - -- - 

Otherwise, the v e r b  may o p t i o n a l l y  agree wi th  i t s  a s s o c i a t e d  BP: 

/ 
(3/19) a.  Se a l q u i l a  apar tam5ntos .  

*PRO r e n t - 3 r d m p , s g ,  apar tments .  * 

be Se a l q u i l a n  apar ta laentos .  

. rFBO r e n t - 3 r d . ~ ~  p l ,  apar tments .  

The only difference with t h e  Hindi example  i s  t h a t  verb 

agreement i s  optional i n  Spanish, b u t  t h e  principle t h a t  

precludes it i n  b o t h  l a n g u a g e s  is e x a c t l y  t h e  same, Thus, i t  

must be  c o n c l u d e d  t h a t  c o n d i t i o n  (3/3d) is  not unnatural at  all, ' .  

and a s  we s h a l l  show i n  t h e  f o r m u l a t i o n  of t h e  o p t i o n a l  verb 

agreement rule below, it  i s  not even necessary t o  sta te  it a s  a 

condition on the a p p l i c a t i o n  of t h a t  rule ,  

Furthermore, a s  we have already pointed out i n - C h a ~ t e r s  I and 

11, there are cer ta in  Spanish d i a l e c t s  t h a t  acce~t agraeaent 

a c r o s s  the s o - c a l l e d  p e r s o n a l  a, b u t  i n  most e d u c a t e d  d i a l e c t s  
/ 

this i s  n o t  possible. 1 w i l l  come back t o  this quest ion  i n  the - 

d i s c u s s i o n  o f  t h e  optionaz v e r b  a g r e e r e n t  r u l e ,  

Four th .  it should n o t  surprise us either that t h e  verbpdoes  not 

agree w i t h  its d i r e c t  objectL c l i t i c ,  as  in exa8ples ( 3 / - 8 ) .  
- - - - - - - - - - -- --- 

S i n c e  v e r b  agreeaent is  a rule to be stated in I terms of the 



t e n s e d  verb of  a  sentence and its a s s o c i a t e d  IP, this q u s s t i o n  

d o e s  cot  pose any prcblea a t  a l l .  Furthermore, d i r e c t  object 

c l i t i c s  never trigger verb agreement in s p a n i s h .  C o n s i d e r  t h e  

f o l l o w i n g  s e n t e n c e  c o n s t r u c t e d  with the e x i s t e n t i a l  baber - 
( ' there- to-bet)  , where the argument of t h a t  p r e d i c a t e  is a 

d i r e c t  object c l i t i c  i n  the p l u r a l .  The sentence i n  question 

cannot b e  translated in to  E n g l i s h ,  

(3 f  2 0 )  a. De que los habl'a, los ttattia. 

'That D . O , C l .  ~1. t h e r e - w a s ,  D . O . C l .  p l .  there-was, ' 
b. *De q u e  10s h a b f a n ,  10s habgan-, 

@ T h a t  D . O , C l , p l .  there-were, D . O . C l , p l .  there-were, 

\ 

Fifth, i n  t h e  case of t h e  l e f t - d i s l o c a t e d  object NP, t h e  verb  
- - - - - - -  - - - -  - 

cannot be expected t o  a g r e e  vith it s i n c e  s u c h  an  NP h a s  been 

moved out of the domain of S ,  t o  TOP positioxl, and verb 

a g r e e m e n t  i s  a  r u l e  that operates within t h e  b o u n d a r i e s  of S: 

se 10s a l q n i l a .  

PRO LO. Cl. pl. r e n t s .  
- 



Indeed,  l e f t -d i s loca ted  object NPS never t r i g g e r  v e r b  agreement 

in Spani sh  either, Consider the f o l l o w i n g  e x a e ~ l a s ;  

[3/22) a .  ~i que  habgan muchas p e r s o n a s .  8 

tOf -course  t h a t  there-were many persons. * 

- 
I b. Uuchas p e r s o n a s ,  sf que l a s  habia. 

'Many persons, o f - c o u r s e  t h a t  D . 0 . C l .  pl. t h e r e w a s ,  * 

c, *Ruchas persooas, s: qoe  las hab ian .  

'Many persons, o f - c o u r s e  that D. 0,Cl. p l ,  there-were. ' 

Furthermore, l e f t - d i s l o c a t e d  s t r u c t u r e s  d o  n o t  seem tc t r i g g e r  

any grammatical processes v i t h i n  t h e  b o u n d a r i e s  o f  the sentence 
-- - -  - - - 

t h a t  fol lbws them.  Observe  t h a t  the verb i s - % a l w a y s  second i n  

main sentences in \German: . 
I 

( 3 / 2 3 )  a .  Johann gab diese ~ k h e r  gestern  Marie.  

'Johanri gave these books yes terday  to Harie. 

b, Gestern gab Johann diese ~ ' d c h e r  l a r i e .  ! 
i 

'Yesterday, gave Johann these  books  t o  Harie. * 

b o u n d a r i e s  of  S i f  t h e  IP diese ~ k h e r  ('those books') is 

l e f t - d i s l o c a t e d :  
C-. 



(3/24) a, Diese ~ k h e r ,  Johann gab  sie g e s t e r n  Harie. 

' T h o s e  b o o k s ,  J o h a n n  g a v e  them yesterday t o  H a r i e . '  

b. *Diese ~ G c h e r ,  gab  J o h a n n  sie g e s t e r n  flarie. . 
'Those b o o k s ,  g a v e  J o h a n n  t h e m  y e s t e r d a y  to H a r i e .  

That t h e  v e r b  be s e c o n d  i n  main s e n t e n c e s  i n  German is  

raanda to ry .  . ~ i e v e r t h e l e s s ,  e x a m p l e s  (3/25) seem to c o n t r a d i c t  
- 

t h i s  assumpt icn ,  u n l e s s  i t  is p o s t u l a t e d  t h a t  l e f t - d i s l o c a t e d  

s t r n c t u r a s  are o u t s i d e  of t h e  b o u n d a r i e s  of S. C t h e r w i s e  

e x a m p l e s  s u c h  a s  (3/24) w o u l d  remain u n e x p l a i n a b l e .  

T h u s ,  c o n d i t i o n  (3/3f) is c o m p l e t e l y  u n j u s t i f i e d ,  b u t  
i 

l e f t - d i s l o c a t e d  o b j e c t  I P S  do p r e s e n t  a p r o b l e m  d a p e n d i n g  on our 
- - - - --- 

a n a l y s i s  of l e f t - d i s l o c a t i o n ,  If we assume t h a t  

l e f t - d i s l o c a t i o c  is a t r a n s f o r m a t i o n ,  we need t o  a r d o r  it before 

v e r b  a g r e e m e n t  i n  S p a n i s h .  O t h e r w i s e ,  s 9 n t e n c e a  such as.  (3/9b), 

w h i c h  is  u n g r a m m a t i c a l  i n  t h e  i m p e r s o n a l  r e a d i n g ,  u o n l d  b e  

generated. b l e v e r t h e l e s s ,  Bivero (1977) b a s  v e r y  s t r o n g l y  a r g u e d  

t h a t  l e f t - d i s l o c a t e d  s t r u c t u r e s -  are  t o  b e  base g e n e r a t e d  i n  

S p a r r i s h ,  a n  a l t e r n a t i v e  which is c o n s i d e r e d  p e r f a c t l y  f e a s i b l e  

s u g g e s t i o n  o f  C B o m s k y  and - --- Van - R i e m s d i e j k ,  - - - a n d  - t h a t  - - -- - has - -- been 

adopted for English i n  Chomsky 1976. Consequent1 y, i f  Rivero's 

a n a l y s i s  f o r  Spanish is c o r r e c t ,  t h e r e  would  b e  no  need for rule 



- - 

o r d e r i n g  i n  t h e  p a r t i c u l a r  c a s e  under c o n s i d e r a t i o n ,  Indeed, 

s i n c e  i n  R i v e r o 8 s  view l e f t  d i s l c c a t e d  structures a r e  kase 

generated i n  TOP p o s i t i o n ,  1.e. o u t s i d e  of  t h e  b o u n d a r i e s  of 5, 

t h k y  c a r  never trigger agreement assuming that t h e  

verb-agreement r u l e  i s  a r u l e  t h a t  o p e r a t e s  within the 

b o u n d a r i e s  of S. 

S i x t h ,  c o n d i t i o n  (3/3g) is  c o m p l e t e l y  b e s i d e  t h e  p o i n t ,  I n  
- 

f a c t ,  i n  the l a s t  Chapter I a l r e a d y  prov ided  some e v i d e n c e  

showing t h a t  t h e  #P a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  the v e r b  i n  t h e  I n t r a n s i t i v e  

' SE c o n s t r u c t i o n  is t o  be g e n e r a t e d  i n  s u b j e c t  p o g i t i o n  s i n c e  

verb ' agreement v i t h  s u c h  an P i s  o b l i g a t a r p .  I n  that 

p a r t i c u l a r  C h a p t e r  I a l s o  a d v a n c e d  a f e a s i b l e  s o l h t i o n  t o  t h e  

problem posed by s e n t e n c e s  t h a t  e x h i b i t  their s u b j e c t s  i n  f i n a l  
- - -  - - -  - - 

p o s i t f o n ,  i n  ter@s of  f o c u s  or new in format ion:  

(3/25) a. LOS tlIEClBBOS DE LA JUNTA se r e u n i e r c n ,  

b. Se r e u n i e r o n  LOS BIEUBBOS DE LA J U N T A ,  

F u r t h e r m o r e ,  the u n g r a m m a t i c a l i t y  -- -- - - of - - example - (3, l o b )  reproduced 
-- 

below d o e s  not stem iron t h e  f a c t  that SE is  t h e  manifestat ion 

o f  an u n s p e c i f i e d  human s u b j e c t ,  b u t  r a t h e r  f r o 8  the f a c t  t h a t  



-- - --- --- 

t h e  o b j e c t  NP 10s mieabros d e  l a  junta ( ' t h e  members of t h e  

junta*), which is [ + a n i m a t e ,  + s p e c i f i c ]  lacks t h e  p r e p o s i t i o n  a - 
( ' t o 1 )  , which i n  t u r n  p r e c l u d e s  agreement i n  most educated 

d i a l e c t s ,  a s  we h a v e  already d i s c u s s e d  above. Compare (3/10b) 

and (3 /26)  : - 
A 

(3 /10b)  *Se r e u n i e r o r  l c s  miembros d e  l a  j u n t a .  

'PRO b r o u g h t - t o g e t h e r - 3 r d .  p , p l ,  the members 

of  the junks,,* 

(3/26) a. Se r o u n i d  a l c s  miembros d e  l a  j u n t a .  

'PRO b r o u g h t - t o g e t h e r - 3 r d .  p. s g .  t o  the members 
v 

o f  t h e  j u n t a . '  

b. *Se  r e u n i e r o n  a 10s mieabros d e  l a  j u n t a .  
- - - - -  - - 

'PRO brought-together-3rd.p.pl. to the members 

o f  t h e  junta.' 

. 
F i n a l l y ,  condition (3/3h) - -uh ich  we s i m p l y  added  to make Otero's 

r u l e  c o n s i s t e n t - -  is n o t  a t  a l l  required i f  the c o r r e s p o n d i n g  

r u l e  i s  a d e q u a t e l y  f o r m u l a t e d .  I n  fact, a santence such a s  
- 
(3/11a) is s y n t a c t i c a l l y  a m b i g u o u s  i n  t h e  s e n s e  t h a t  o n e  can 

verb  e n d i n g :  



(3/27) a. Ss vende apa r t amen to ,  ( AGREEBENT)  

b. Se vende apartaraerto. (LACK OF AGREEHEIT)  

'PRO s e l l - 3 r d -  p ,  s g ,  apartment. ' 

In l i g h t  of t h e s e  c o n s i d e r a t i o n s ,  we are now in a position to 

propose the following f i r s t  approxi~ation t o  t h e  optional verb 

agreement rule: 

{3/28) Object -Verb  Bgreeaent Bule ( O P T I O I A L )  : 

Rule (3/28) reads: assign the f e a t u r e s  [ ~ p e r s c n , p p l a r a l ]  to  the 

t e n s e d  verb-  of a s e n t e n c e  from the BP that inmed ia te ly  follows 
0 

it , pzazided - t h a L # ~ L s e s u s B - C ~ r n i e Q i a t ~ y - ~ o t f n ~  

c o n v e n t i o n ,  which  finds ample justification c n  u n i v e r s a l '  

grounds: 



(3/29) T h e  t e n s e d  verb of a sentsnce that does n o t  undergo 

agreement i s  a < s s l g n e d  t h e  t h i r d  person singular or 

unaarked  v e r b  e n d i n g .  

In, f a c t ,  t h i s  is e x a c t l y  the case of examples ( a ) ,  (3/5a), 

( 3 / 6 a ) ,  (3/7a),  (3/8a), and (3/9a) ,  the Hindi example in 

( 3 / 1 6 a ] ,  and t h e  case of the T u r k i s h ,    in no-Ujric, G e o r g i a n ,  

Caucasian, D r a v i d i a n ,  a n d  Eskimo exaaples discussed by 

B e n v e n i s t e  ( 1 9 7 1 ,  p. 1 9 8 )  . T h e  case o f  t h e  Eskimo examp!Le is 

particularly r e l e v e n t  h e r e :  

nZn Eskimo, 1,Thalbitzer- clearly i n d i c a t e s  the 
- - - -- 

n o n p e r s o n a l  n a t u r e  o f  t h e  3rd.sing.r (Of a neutral 

c h a r a c t e r ,  lacking any mark of p e r s o n a l i t y ,  is t h e  

ending of  t h e  t h i r d  person singular: - 0 .  which - 
quite agrees w i t h  t h e  common a b s o l u t e  e n d i n g  cf the 

Loun.,  . These endings for the t h i r d  person i n d i c a t i v e  

must be regarded as I E P E R S O N A L  P061flS ( e m p h a s i s  mine,  

G.P.) : kapiwok ' t h e r e  is  a stab', 'one i s  s t a b b e d g , *  

(B.A.I.L., I : 1 0 3 2 ,  1057) I B e n v e n i s t e  1 9 7 1  pP.138) 
- - -  -- -- 

- - -  

c o n s e q a e n ~ l y ,  there is strong evidence t o  s u p p o r t  t h e  c l a i a  t h a t  

a c o n v e n t i o n  s u c h  a s  (3/29) must b e  a p r i n c i p l e  of u n i v e r s a l  

grammar. 



A s  s t a t e d ,  R u l e  ( 3 / 2 8 )  , a c c o u n t s  for t h e  o p t i o n a l  agreement 

observed ic examples ( 3 / 2 ) ,  and p r e c l u d e s  t h e  generation of all 

t h e  .ungralamatical examples  l i s t e d  i n  ( 3  ( I  1 In fac t ,  

Rule ( 3 / 2 8 )  requires t h a t  the object  of the.verb be an IP marked 

f o r  person and number. S i n c e  no QUE+Sentence is  a l loved  i n  t h a t  
L B . 

p o s i t i c n ,  eraaplos  such as (3/4b) are  never benerated.  - - - - - - 

'Y S i ~ c e  intransitive and c o p u l a r  verbs Lack an  o b j e c t  XP, no 

agreement can b e  t r i g g e r e d  i n  the case of examples ( 3 / 5 )  and 

R u l ~  (3/28) cannot a p p l y  i n  t h e  case of example ( 3 / 7 )  either 

because no p r e p o s i t i o n  can appear between t h e  v e r b  

F i n a l l y ,  t h i s  rule does n o t  a p p l y  i n  the case of e x a m p l e s  (3/8) 

and (319) because  t h e  object of t h e  v e r b  is a c l i t i c  i n  the  

former, a n d  t h e  object  NP is outside of the boundaries  of S i n  

t h e  l a t t e r .  (I am assnming- -u i thout  argument-- t h a t  c l i t ics  are . 

~ n r t h e r r o r e ,  R u l e  ( 3 / 2 8 )  with i t  I associated c o n v e n t i o n  n o t  only 
- - - 

a c c o u n t s  for the e x a m ~ l e s  d i s c u s s e d  by Otero (1972 and 1973), 

but a l s o  for t h e  f o l l o u i n g  examples: 



' P a i n e d - 3 r d .  p.sg. c o i n s .  ' - 

b. Llovieron moneda so 

( R a i n e d - 3 r d . p . p l .  c o i n s .  ' 

(3/31) a. ~ a b i a  muchas p e r s o n a s .  

*T h e r e - w a s  many p e r s o n s .  * 

b.  ~ a b i a n  muchas p a r s o n a s .  

'There-were many p e r s o n s . ,  

These examples  c o n s t i t u t e  e x t e r n a l  evidence on t h 2  problem posed  ' 
I 

by t h e  I m p e r s o n a l  SE C c n s t r u c t i o  n, and they s t h o n g l y  s u p p o r t  tih" 
claim mads in % h i s  study- t h a t  Rule - ( 3 1 2 0 )  ' a n d  i t s  

c o n v e e ( t i o n  c o n s t i t u t e  part of t h e  grammar of S p a n i s h .  

Levertheless, t h e  f o l l o w i n g  example 6 r e p o r t e d  by Bello a n d  

a lready  d i s c u s s e d  i n  Chapter I runs counter to R u l e  ( 3 1 2 8 ) :  
F 

( 3 1 3 2 )  S e  a z o t a r o n  a l c s  d e l i n c n e n t e s .  

A l t h o u g h  e x a m p l e  13/32] is rejected a s  u n g r a m ~ a t i c a l  i n  ~ o s t  

e d u c a t e d  d f  alects cf Spanish, it  could be  a c c o u n t e d  for either 

by a l l o w i n g  t h e  appearance of the p r e p o s i t i o n  'a '  betveen the - 



v e r b  a n d  i ts  o b j e c t  UP, or by qrdoring object-verb agfeement  A 

@ 
before the rule of Personal ' a *  Insertion,  in the case of the " 

- - 
particular d i a l e c t s  where t h i s  t y p e '  of agreement is a c c e p t a b l e .  

[ in, 3/8 j. 

Consider r.ow the following examples from English [ fn. 3/97: 

( 3 / 3 3 )  a ,  There i s  a u n i c o r n  and a c e r t a u r  p l a y i n g  

in the gasden. 

b. (*)There are a u n i c o r n  and a c e n t a u r  playing 

i n  the g a r d e n ,  

(3/34) a. A unicorn' and a centaur a r e  playing i n  the garden, 
- -  - 

b. *a uni;curn and a-centaur is p l a y i n q  in the garden,  

"?.hese examples s h o w  that  sub ject-Vorb Agreement is d i f f e r e n t  

from Complement-Verb Agreement i n  E~glish. In the  former, i f  

the s u b j e c t  BP i s  a c o n j u n c t i o n  of two singular NPs, t h e  v e r b  

must be  p l u r a l ,  I n  t h e  latter, the verb may agree with the 

first l e x i c a l  EP to  i ts  r i g h t ,  Observe t h a t  t h i s  is  clear c u t  

in t h e  case of the Spanish Impersona l  SE C o n s t r a c t i o n :  . - -- - p- - - - - - - - - - - 
-- 



( 3 / 3 5 )  a.  Se r e n d e  un auto y una bicicleta. 

*PRO sell-3rd.p.sg. a c a r  ard a b i c y c l e . *  
\ 

b. *Se venden nn au to  y nna b i c i c l e t a .  

*PBO sell-3rd.p,plm a car  and a b i c y c l e , @  

(3/36$ a, Se vsz-de aea Bz~icleta y dos autos-. 

*PRO sell-3rd.p. sg, a bicycle and t v c  cars. ' 
b, *Se senden  una bicicleta y dos autos, 

'PRO ~ell-3rd,~,~l. a bicycle and tuo cars.' 

(3/37) a. Se vende  dos antos y nna bic i c l e ta ,  - 

'PRO sell-3rd-p.sg -two cars and a bicjcle. * 

. b. Se venden dos autos p. una bicicleta. 

' PRO sell- 34, p, $1, ewe cars a ~ d  a -bi-c.gc& 

And a l s o  in the case of existential sentences: 

( 3 / 3 8 )  a. ~ a b i a  m a  chica y on rochacho qn la esq~ina. 

'There was a girl and a boy at tte corner,' 

b. *ffabian una cbica y on muchacho en la esgaina. 

'*There were a girl and a boy at the corner. 
- - - - - - - - 

--- 



(3/39) a. ~ a b i a  una chica y dos muchachos en la asqa ina .  

'There-mas a girl and two boys a t  t h e  corner , '  

b. *8abiar: una chica y dos ~ochachos en la esqoina. 

'*There-were a g i r l  and two b o y s  a t  the corner,  * 

- -  - -  (340) a. I iab ia  --A dos - mchach_o_s y a-na &&ca e n  l a  esqsina, -- 
t 

lThere-was t v c  boys and a girl a t  t h e  corner , '  

+ 
b. EIabfah dos muchachos y uha chica en l a  asquina.  

... - - - - - - - - 

 here-ucre t v o  bops and a girl a t  the corner,' 

~xamples such as ( 3 / 3 5 )  could have been another piece of 

evidence to support 0 t e r o ' s  claim on ' a ccep tab le  

agrammatical ity *, bat apparently h e  missed t h e s e  data. 
- 

behariour a s  Spanish with respect to Complement-verb Agreement; . 
the ev idence  presented strongly supports the claim made hare 

7 
that t h i s  t y p e  of agreement is to be acconnted for by a 

Q 

grammatical rule, and t h a t  t h i s  type of r u l e  a n s t  be available 

to the set of possible granmars, 

In order to acconnt for the examples just considered, .  re mnst 

intrduce the f e l l o w i n g  W i f i c a t i o n  in oar Object-Verb 

Agreement Rare: t h e  RP that i m m d i a t e l y  follows the verb  mnst be 

[ +lerical]. 



(3/41) Obj ect-Verb Agreerent Rule (OPTIO#AL) : 



. 3 . 3 .  OPTIORAL AGREEflEEIT 

I n  a revised v e r s i o n  of  

the l a s t  section, he 

examine be lou ,  o"tercqs 

Otero's rule of agreement d i s c u s s e d  in 

i n c l f d e d  t r c  nore: condi t ions  t h a t  I rill 

rao la ted  rule reads a k  foilovs: 
- 

- 

P l u r a l i z e  V i n  the c 

I 

CONDITIONS: (among those already discussed a b o v e ,  6.61,) 

a. I does not i n c l u d e  SER: 
C 

{is/are) t h e  neocolonial regimes. ' 
b. *lo que se derru~barin fes/son) 10s 



- - - 

b, Y is n u l l  or 'not too long': , 

(3 /44)  a. S e  habia e s t a d o  i n t e n t a n d o  tratar  d e  

d e r r u a b a r  10s regimenes neoco,loniales.- 

'PRO had-3rd. p . s g .  been t r y i n g "  to-make- 

an-attempt t o  o v e r t h r o w  t h e ,  neccolonial 

regimes. 

b, *Se babian estado i n t e n t a n d o  trata~r 

derrusbxr  10s regimenes neocoloniales. 

'PRO had-3rdmp.pl, Been e y i n g  to-aake-  

an-attempt t o  overthrow t h e  neccolonia l  

r e g i m e s ,  

Example (3/43) does not  q u a l i f y  a s  a countarexample to  R u l e  
- - - - - - - -- - 

- - -  - - -- 

(3/28) . Furthermore ,  i t  does not  even q u a l i f y  a s  a condition on 

Otero's r u l e  r e p r o d u c e d  in (3/42). I n  f a c t ,  example (3/43) is a ++ b -"., 

p s e u d o - c l e f t  sentence with a h e a d l e s s  r e l a t i v e  clause i n  s u b j e c t  

- p o s i t i o n  [ fn-3-/1.0 1: 



I 
PRO 

son) aeocoloniales .  

regimenes neocoloniales 
$P bJ s 



Obviously, t h e  s t ruc ture  p r e s e n t e d  i n  (3/45) does not s a t i s f y  

the s t r u c t u r a l  d e s c r i ~ t i o n  of  t h e  Ob ject-Verb Agreement sta ted  

in (3/28), nor does i t  s a t A s f  t h a t  of t h e  r u l a  proposed by 3 
Otero  (1976 ,  p, 357)  w h f  ch I reproduce i n  (3142). Indeed,  since 

the  NP lcs r eg fmenes  n e o c o l o n i a l e s  ( I  t h e  neocclonial regimes * )  

forms part  of t h e  VP of t h e  matrix seatence (and n c t  of the 
- 

sentence embedded under t h e  subjec% NP) , *and both  rules operate 

within the boundaries of S, t h e  tensed vexb o f  the headles s  

r e l a t i v e  c l a u s e  cannct be expected  to agree w i t 8  the UP in focus 

posit-ion because it is outside of t h e  b o u n d a r i e s  of t h e  
1 

corresponding S, For t h i s  reason, r a t h e r  '-€Xmn t h a t  givsn by 

Otero, example (3/4 3b) is ungraaratical ,  
* 

Consequently, example  (3/43b) does n o t  c o n s t i t u t e  
- - - - -  - -  - - - - - - - - - 

a 
- - -  

conrterexa~ple to the Objec t -Verb  Agreement Rula f o r m u l a t e d  i n  

the l a s t  s e c t i o n ,  and example (3/43a) r a t h e r  s u p p o r t s  it. 

Indeed, cbserve that the copula can be either s i n g u l a r  or 

p l u r a l .  This is p r e c i s e l y  the type of data  Rule ( 3 1 2 8 )  aci:onnts 

for. Since t h e  subject 1P in troduced  with l o  9113 ( 'uhat  I )  k. 

not s p e c i f i e d  for anmber, Rule  ( 3 j 2 8 )  may o p t i o n a l l y  trigger 

agreeaen t of the copnf a w i t h  the BP t h a t  f ollous -it, Other u i s e ,  



% 
L e t  u s  now c o n s i d e r  t h e  exaa~les p r e s e n t f d  in (3144). Observe ' t  

P 

t h a t  t h e  t e n s e d  v e r b  cf a sentence c o n s t r u c t e d  w i t h  Impersonal . 

SE nay o p t i o n a l l y  agree w i t h  the object of t h e  verb o f  an 

embedded  on-tensed sentence:  

(3/46) a. Se planeaba constrnir muchas casas. . 

'PRO used-tc-plan-3rd, p, sg, t o - b u i l d  many houses. ' 
b. S; p l a o e a b a n  coastruir machas casas. 

PRO ase3-to-~la~-3zB. p,pX, t o - b u i l d  many b a s e s .  * 

H 

J!lererthel&ss, this is n c t  a l w a y s  p o s s i b l e ,  a s  Otero's examples 

r e p r o d u c e d  i n  (3/44) shcw, I n d e e d ,  as formulated in (3/28), t h e  

Object-Verb Agreement Rule  proposed i n  t h e  last s e c t i o n  f a i l s  to  

a c c o u n t  for  t h e  g r a m m a t i c a l i t y  of (3/46b) and the 
- - - - - -- - -  - - - -  - -  - - -- 

n n g r a m m a t i c a l i t y  of (3/44b) since no n o n - t e n s e d  verbs are 

a l l o w e d  by t h a t  r u l e  t o  occur between t h e  t e n s e d  verb of t h e  i 

s e r t c n c e  and t h e  HP t h a t  triggers agreement i n  (3/46b). 

Boreorer, i f  we r e f o r m u l a t e  Rule  (3/28) i n  s u c h  a way a s  t o "  

allow t h e  presence of a c e r t a i n  number of non-kecsed verbs i n  

t h a t  p o s i t i o n ,  i t  still c a n n o t  predict the a n g r a n ~ a t i c a l i t y  of 

(314t)b) n n l e s s  re are able to specify what is t3 be unders tood  

r u l e .  T o  t h e  best of  my knowledge, t h i s  problem has  never  been 

sat isfactorly s o l v e d  in any of t h e  a n a l y s e s  t h u s  f a r  proposed. 



A - -pppp- 

The h y p o t h e s i s  I w i l l  argue for in this sect ion  is that example 

(3.42b) has undergone Clause Beduction,  whereas ( 3  ,4Ob) has n o t ,  

This rakes the agreeasnt  observed i n  (3,42b) strictly dependent 

on C l a u s e  ~ e d a c t i o n ,  which i s  a rule t h a t  a d j o i n s  t h e  verb of an 

embedded non-tensed sentence t o  the verb of  t h e  matrix santence, 

producing a complex v e r b  a s  o u t p u t :  

(3/47) C l a u s e  Rednct i o n  (SIHPLIFIED)  : 

x Jy - 1 z 1, 11=5== ) C x  z 3 ,  

(3/47) is n o t  i n t e n d e d  a s  an e x h a u s t i v e  formalization of t h e  

C l a u s e  R e d u c t i o n  Bale, b u t  rather a simplified v e r s i o n  of i t ,  

L& ns first justify t h e  existence of Clause Beduct ion ,  The 
- - 

- - - - - - - - - - -  

arguments for Clause Reduction repfoduced here are taken from 

Contreras (1 978) : 

"The f i r s t  argument--due t o  Aissen and Perlantter - 

'"'7 --is based OR structures like the followi-ng: 

\ 
[3/48) Qnisro [B' p e r a i t i r t e  [ PRO hacerlo 31 



If no Clause  Reduction takes Elace, t h e  e l i t ics  remain 

i r i -  t h e i r  o r i g i n a l  ~ c s i t i o n ,  and t h e  foQloving sentence - 

i s  g e n e r a t e d :  

(3/49) Qniero p e r a i t i r t e  hacerlo, 

'1 want to-allow you to-do it.' 1 
4 8 

If the tuo lover clauses are reduced ,  the clitics are 

promoted to p e r d t i r  f * t o -a l l ow1) ;  and t h e  following 

sentence is generated: 

( 3 / 5 0 )  ~ u i e r o  permitirtelo h a c e r ,  

'I want to-allow you to-do i t ,  * 

- - - - - - - - -  

If  a l l  three clauses are reduced ,  the clitics 

attached t o  t h e  highest verb: 
, 

(3/51) T e  l o  quiero permitir hacer .  

'1 want to -a l low yon to-do it.' 

F i n a l l y ,  if only the two highest clauses  are r ~ d a c e d ,  

are 

t 6  
0 west c l i t i e r a a i n s  a t t a F h m o  hater--do '1,  

bnt t e f'y aa-cl,t) is pro.oSto~rer(~ta- van t T  - 



( 3 / 5 2 )  T e  qniero p e r m i t i r  hacerlo, 

'1 want t o - a l l o v  y o u  t o - d o  i t ,  

There are  no other p o s s i b i l i t i e s  under - t h s  Clause 

Reduct ion  hypothesis. dq tho other hand, onher. t h e  

theory that c m s i d e r s  C l i t i c  Promotion o p t i c n a l ,  ihere 

is one more namely ,  a d v a n c i n g  each c l i t i c  

one c l a u s e  up: 

The u n g r a m m a t i c a l i t y  o f  t h i s  sentence, w h i c h  is not 

generated under the Clause R e d u c t i o n  hypothesis, l e n d s  

strdng support t o  this a n a l y s i s , 2 '  -IContrer-as l978,-- 

pp. 13- 14)  k 

That t h e  examples quoted f roa C o n t r e r a s  (1978)  have undergone 

C l a n s t  Reduct ion  can be further demonstrated using t h e  

pseudo-cleft test: 

13/54] Lo qne quiero pern i t i r t e  es  hacerlo, (cf. (3149)  : -C%) 

( 3 / 5 5 )  LO que quiero ES p e r m i t i r t e  hacerlo. ( c f .  (3149): -CB)' 



BUT, 

(3/57) ~o qae quiero  es p e r a i t i r t e l o  hacer,(cf. ( 3 1 5 0 ) :  -CR) 

AID, 

(3/58) *Lo qae te lo quiero es wrmitir hacer, (cf. (3/51) : *CR) 

- - 

(3159) LO gtte te  quiero p e r m i t i r  es hacerlo, (cf. ( 3 / 5 2 ) :  -CR) 

. BUT, 

(3160)  *lo que t e  qaiero es permi t i r  hacerlo. ( c f ,  4 3 / 5 2 )  ) : +CB) 

- -  - 4 sf nce omly c o n s t i t u e n t s  that  a r e  not in ccnstruction ' w T t h  one- 1 
another can appear i n  focus position in the p s e u d o - c l e f t  i! s 

1 

c o n s t r u c t i o n ,  the n n g r a u a t i c a l i t y  of examples ( 3 / 5 6 ) ,  (3/58) 

and ( 3 / 6 0 )  clearly shows that what is in focus p o s i t i o n  is not  a 
3 

s i n g l e  c o n s t i t u e n t .  Observe t h a t  these are the  I 

examples t h a t  have undergone Clause  P e d n c t i o n ,  i .8,  where the i 
I 
f 

n o n - t e n s e d '  r e t b  of a l a s e r p l a o s e  has heen attached to the verb i 
** = B 

of a h i g h e r  c l a u s e  8 produc+bq a complexq -- - erb a t  the  l e v e l  of t h e  a 
latter, 



-- 

The following argument, also reproduced from Contreras ( 1 9 7 8 )  is 

due to A i s s e n  (1974) : 

"1. .. 1 n o t i c e  that t h e  surface s t r u c t u r e  c o r r a s ~ c n a i n g  

to (3/61) -5s ( 3 / 6 2 ) ,  not ( 3 1 6 3 ) :  

- 
(3/61) Rice [Juan s a l i r  ] 

'1 made [Juan lea~e].~ 

( 3 / 6 2 )  Hice s l i r  a Juan. 

( 3 / 6 3 )  *Hice a Juan salir. 

L 

This l 5 n e a r  order fcllcws from t h e  Rule of Clause 

plac ing  the subject i n  final p o s i t i o n  for sentences 

enbedded under v e r b s  of p e r c e p t i o n  'and c a n s a t i c ~ n  'would 

have t o  be  p a s i t e d , m  ( C o n t r e r a s  1 9 7 8 ,  p p ,  14-15] 
->' 

(fn -311 1) 

h e  following arguments for Clause ~ e d n c t i o n  are due to 



C 
- - - - - --- - - 

n E o t i c ~  the u n g r a m s a t i c a l i t y  of t h e  following sentence: 

(3/64) *~edro '  hizo [ s a l i r  a Juan 1 ayar 

p. Ricardo f lc] h i m  bcy. 

*Pedrc sade Juan l eave  y e s t e r d a y  

and Ricardo d i d  it today.' 

where [ L o ]  refers t o  [ s a l i r  a Juan] (*Juan l e a v e * ) .  
< 

Unless, C l a u s e  Reduction is posited, t h i s  i s  

u n e x p l a i n a b l e ,  since J u a c  s a l i r  is a c o n s t i t n ~ n t ,  and 

if embedded under a verb that does5not t r igger  C l a u s e  

R e d u c t i o ~ ,  i t  can ke referred t o  a n a p h o r i c a l l y  by the 

pronoun &, as in: 

'Juan i s  nct going  out  b e c a u s e  h i s  wife won' t  

let him.'  

-- [ A ~ o t h e r ]  argument i n  favor a• ’  C l a u s e  Redaction is 

based on p s e u d o - c l e f  t constructions, Notice that the i 
fo l lov ing  s tr ing  is angramnatical: 

1 
1 

*@hat Pedro made was Juan leave, I .! 
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(3/68) A l  l l e g a r  (*a) Juan, todos se alegrarcrn. 

l ahen  Juan a r r i v e d ,  everybody got happy. * 
I 

i t'$he presence of * a 1  i n  13/68) follows from t h e  C l a u s e  
L - 
Reduction h y p o t h ~ s i s ,  which says that t h e  s u b j e c t  

- - - - - - A - -- - A- - LL - - - - -- - - - - 

entbedded under a verb  o f  c a u s a t i o n  becomes the object 

of the complex verb formed by t h e  r u l e .  

The f i n a l  argument [presen ted  by Contreras (1 978) ] in. 

favour of Clause Reduction is  based  on t h e  following 

structure: 

*Juan saw [the doctor examine her].' 

Agent Postposing changes t h i s  structure i n t o  (3/71): 

4 

(3/71) Juan rid [ t exaainarla por e l  d o c t o r  1. 

'Juan saw [t cxanine her  by the doctor]. 

6 -- - - 

r f n o o t h e r  transformation is assumed to a p p l y ,  t h i s  

- - 

- shcmld all--: 



( 3 / 7 2 )  a, *Jean r id  examinarla por e l  d o c t o r .  

. b, Juan l a  wid e x a a i ~ a r  por e l  d o c t o r .  
I 

'Juan saw her be examined by the d c c t o r .  

But, as we see, c n l y  (3/72b) i s  grammat ica l ,  The 
<- - -  - - - A A - A - - -- - - 

a e a l y s i s  which considers Clitic Promotion optional is - 
incapable of acconnt,ing for t h i s  fact. On the other 

hand, this pcecissly what o u r  assaawons about. 

C l a u s e  BS d u c t i o n  and tho obligatory natnre of  lit& 
Promotion p r e d i c t o w  (Contzeras 1978,  pp, 15- 17) . 

R D W ,  I will present three a d d i t i o n a l  arguments i n  favour of 

Clause Reduct ion,  

Observe  t h a t  i n  t h e  o f o l l o v i n g  g u e s t i o n s ,  t h e  subject cannot 

appear in pre-verbal position. in Spanish: 
4 

/ 
( 3 / 7 3 )  a, f i  gu ien  qniere Jnan 'comprarle ese If hro? 

'To whom wants Juan to-buy-1 . O , C l ,  that book?* 

b. A qui& qaiere comprarle Jnan ese l i b r o ?  

c, h - * ?  

*PO uhom wants to-buy-I,o.c~. that book Juan.' 

d. *A -quidn Juan quiere coaprarle ese l i h r o ?  

 TO whom Joan wants to-buy-1.0.Cl.  t h a t  book?' 



Also observe t h a t  t h e  word order of (3/73a)- i s  not  possible when . 
there is c l i t i c  P r o a o t i c n ,  .uh ich  according t o  Contreras (1978) 

Ts o b l i g a t o r y  ,when Clause Reduct ion  h a s  taken place: 

(3/74) * A  •÷n i&  l e  quiere Juan cosptar ese libro? 

Under these c o n d i t i o n s ,  t h e  s u b j e c t  must be moved after t h e  

complex verb-formed by $be Clause Reduct ion  Bnle, to  any of t h e  

'L other pas i t3ank i l l u s t r a t e d  above: 

( 3 / 7 5 )  a .  A q d n  la guiere comprar Juan ese libro? 

be A r lui& l e  q u i e r e  comprar ese libro Juan? 

ev idence  i n  support  of t h e  Clause Reduction analysis,[fn.3/12] 

- T h e  other p i e c e  of ev idence  for Clause  Beduct ion  i s  offered b\ 

the d i s t r i b u t i o n  of adverbs, c o n s i d e r  t h e  f o l l o u i a g  exasples :  

(3/76) a ,  E l l o s  - q n i e r e n  si mplemente lavarlo .  
C 

be *Ellos 10 q u i e r e n  simplemente lavar. 
-- - - - - - - - - - -- -- 

BU*, 

- - - -  

, c. ~~los-ple.ente lo qnieren l a v a ~ ,  

'They sinply rant, to wash it,' 



I 

Again, t h e  u a g r a n m a t i c a l i t y  o f  (3/76b) is  only e x p l a i n a b l e  in - 

t e r ~ s  o f  Clause Reduction,  

The l a s t  argument i s  b a s e d  or Topical izat ion:  

b .  Lavarlo, q u i e r e n  ellos. 

'They want t c  wash it . '  

( 3 / 7 8 )  a, Ellos lo q n i e r e n  lavar .  
- 

*Lavar, lo guieren e l l o s .  

Since under t h e  Clatrse Fieduct ion hypothesis lavar ( * to-  wash ') is 

no longer a c o n s t i t u e n t ,  it cannot be t ~ p i c a ~ i z e d ,  If Clause  
- - - - -  -- ~- ~ - -  - -- - --p -- ~- - - - ~ -  ~ --- - - ~ - - -  --- 

Reduct ion i s  n o t  posited, a l l  these facts would remain 

Now t h a t  Clause Reduction has  been reasonably j u s t i f i e d  on t h e  

basis o f  the above arguments,  l e t  a s  return to t h e  q u e s t i o n  of  

t h e  e x h i b i t e d  by the tensed verb of a m a t r i x  s e n t e d c e  

of the verb of an embedded non-tensed sentence. 



As I stated at the beginning of t h i s  section, t h e  h y p o t h e s i s  - t o  G. 

be d e f e n d e d  here is that t h i s  t y p c  of agreement i s  o n l y  p o s s i b l e  

i f  Clause  R e d u c t i o n  h a s  t a k e n  place. Although  t h e  ev&qe for 
\ 

Clause Redaction is indirect, it can be eas i ly  at tested in 

sentences c o n s t r u c t &  with t h e  Impersonal SE u s i n g  any of the 
b 

f o l l o u i n g  tests,  either by themselves or i n  c o n j u n c t i o n  with one - - -- - - -- - -- - - 

another:  

(ii) Pseudo-Cleft ing.  (cf .  (3/54) - (3160)  ) 

and (3166)  - ( 3 / 6 7 )  ) 

(iv) Distribution of Adverbs, (cf.  ( 3 1 7 6 ) )  , 

1 

(v)  T o p i c a l i z a t i o n .  (cf . ( 3 / 7 7 )  - (3/78) ) 

L e t  as first consider the  following: 
-~ ~ --- 

@I?-% =r *C-e-~sitabaaprem- l m r c ~ ~  a s , 
-- 

b. Aprender n i x h a s  cosas, se necesitaba antes. 

'Before PfO needed-3rd.p,sg; to-leara" many t h i n g s ,  ' 



( 3 / 8 0 )  a, Actes sr n e c e s i t a b a n  aprender mnchas cosas. 
a .  

b. *Aprender  anchas c o s a s ,  se n e c e s i t a b a n  antes. - - 
(Before P R O  needed-3rd .p .p l .  t o - l earn  many things. * 

S i n c e  under t h e  C l a u s e  R e d u c t i o n  hypothesis a p r e n d e r  nnchas 

cosas ( * t o - I e a r n  many things*) i s  not a con_stltuee_nt, i t  can_qo_t_ _ . - - 
be top ica l i zed  if agreement has  t a k e n  p l a c e ,  This i s p l i e s  t h a t  

r- 

t h e  agreement e x h i b i t e d  b y  t h e  tensed verb in (3/80a) is 
E - - 

possible because Clause R e d u c t i o n  has taken p l a c e ,  Otherwise, 

example [3/8Ob) s h o u l d  b e  g r a i a a t i c a l ,  buQ i t  is not. 
i 

" T h i s  can b e  f u r t h e r 1 1  attested by Pseudo-Clefting: 

era aprender mnchas cosas. 

*ghat PRO +11eed~d-3rd ,p . sg .  b e f o r e  

was to learn many things, 

b .  *LO que a n t e s  se n e c e s i t a b a n  

e r a  aprender  mnchas c o s a s .  

*What PRO needed-3rd. p, p l ,  before 

was t o  learn many t h i n g s . '  



Alsc by ~ronominalizatich with  - lo: 

( 3 / 8 2 )  a. Antes se n e c e s i t a b a  gaprender  machas cosas ] ,  

pero hoy ya nadf e f lo] necesita.  

~ ~ e f o r e  PPO needed-3rd.p.sg. [to learn many t h i n g s  J,  

b. *Antes se n e c e s i t a b a n  [ aprender muchas cosas], 

pero boy pa aadie [lo] necesita, 

'Before P R O  needed-3rd-p.pl, [to learn nany things], 

b u t  nowadays nobody needs [ D,O.Cl. (it) 1. * 

Q 

And t h e  d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  adverbs: 

aprender muchas cosas. 

'Before PRO needed-3rd,p,sg,, n e v e r t h e 1 3 s s 8  

to learn many th ings .  ' 
b. *Antes  se necesitaban, s i n  embargo, 

aprender auchas cosas, 

* ~ e f o r e  PRO needed-3rd,p,pl,, neverthelass, 

t o  l earn  many things.' 



The 6 n g r a a m a t i c a l i t y  o'f examples  (3/80b), ( 3 / 8 l b ) ,  (3/82b) and 

(3/83b) i s  o n l y  e x p l a i n a b l e  i n  terms of t h e  c lause  Reduct ion  

hypothesis. Consequent ly ,  ue - can assume t h a t  t h e  agraement 

observed i n  (3/80a) is p o s s i b l e  because Clause Reduct ion  has 

t a k e n  place, Converse ly ,  whenever agreement is n o t  p o s s i b l e  

between the tensed verb of a matrix sentence and the o b j e c t  - - A -- of A A a L -- 
- 

n o g - t e n s e d  embedded sentence, we can  assnma t h a t  C l a u s e  .- 
Reduction h a s  not  taken place i n  t h a t  particular i n s t a n c e .  L e t  

u s  consider a p a r a l l e l  exampTe t o  €&at q u o t e d  fron Oteso (1976) 

under 13/44) : 

(3/84) a. Se t r a t &  da derrumbarle  

10s r e g i m e n e s  n e o c o l o n i a l e s  a 1  I n p e r i o .  

'PRO made-an-attempt-3rd. p,sg,  t o  overthrow-1.O.Cl .  
- - - - - -  - -  -- - -  - - -  - - 

the n e o c o l o n i a l  r e g i m e s  t o  the Empire. * 

b.  *Se . t r a t a ron  de'  derrumbarle  

10s r ~ g f m e n ~ s  n e o c o l o n i a l e s  a 1  I m p s r i o .  

the n e o c o l o n i a ~  r e g i m e s  t o  t h e  Empire, '  

BUT, 

c. Se le t r a t a r o n  d e  derrombar 
+ 

losTG&EEG n e o c a l o n i a l e s  a 1  x ~ p e r i o .  
- - 

W E X i i , O , C l .  made-an-attempt-3rd-p.  pl t o  orerthrou--- - 

t h e  ceocolonial r e g i m e s  t o  t h e  Empire. '  



As Contreras ( 1  9 7 8 )  has c o n v i n c i n g l y  argued, C l i t i c  Pronotion is 

obligatory i f  ClauserReduc  t i o n  has t a k e n  place. S i n c e  thera is 

no c l i t i c  ~ r o m t i o n  i n  (3/84a) , t h i s  implies that no Clause 

Redact i o ~ :  h a s  taken p l a c e  i n  t h a t  p a r t i c u l a r  example .  ' If my 

h y p o t h e s i s  i s  ccrrect, ( i .  - t h a t  verb  a g r e e n e n t  i s  p o s s i b l e  in 

this p a r t i c u l a r  type of examples  o n l y  when - - -  t h e r e  'is - A C l a u s e  A LL - - -- - 

R s d u c t i o n ) ,  v e r b  agreement  s h o u l d  not  be  possible when there is 

no C l i t i c  , P r o m t i e n .  This i s  precisely what t h e  

u n g r a n m a t i c a l i t y  of example (3/84bf shows,  By t h a  same token,  

t h e  g r a m m a t i c a l i t y  of example (3/84c), which shows t h a t  v e r b  

a g r e e s e n t  i s  perfectly acceptable uhen there is C l i t i c  

Promotion, strongly s u p ~ o r t s  the c l a i n *  being made i n  this s t u d y .  

The - o p t i o n a l  - - c h a r a c t e r  of  t h i s  - agreement --- - -  is - a t t e s t e d  - - -- by- -- the - 

following e x a a p l e ,  whicb i s  parallel t o  (3 /84c ) :  

( 3  5) Se le trat; d e  d e r r m b a r  

10s r e g i m e o e s  n e o c o l o n i a l e s  a1 Imperio. 

*PRO made-an-attenpt-3rd. p. sg. t o  overthrow 

the n e o c o l o n i a l  r - sg imes-  t o  t h e .  Empire. @ 

Eltaiple ( 3 1 0 5 )  and its p l u r a l  coaoterpart i n  {3/84c) show t h a t  
- -- 

Clause Redaction does n o t  depend on agreeaent, which is b 

l o g i c a l  a l t e r n a t i v e  i n  t h e  l i g h t  of t h e  exa~ples considered 



- - - - - -- - - -- 

above, B a t h e r ,  it shows that Clause Beduction is a necessary . 

c o n d i t i o n  f o r  opt ional  agreement t o  app ly ,  T h i s  is confirmed b y  

<he following e x a a p l e s :  

(3/86)  a, Se babia estado intentando t r a t a r  d e  derrumbarle 

'PRO had-3rd- p, sg, been t r y i n g  tc-make-an-attempt 

t o  overthrow-1.0, C1, the  n e o c o l ~ n i a l  regimes t o  
* 

t h e  Empire.' 

b, *Se le habia estado intentando t r a t a r  d e  derruabar 

10s r e g k n e e  neocoloniales a1 Imperic. 

'PRO I, 0,  C L  had-3rd. p, sg, been trying to-aake-hn- 

a t  tempt t o  overthrow the neocolonial regimes 

c. *Se ( le )  habian estado intentando t r a t a r  de derrnebar 

10s r e g h e n e s  neocoloniales a1 Imperio. (cf. (3,YOb) 

*FRO had-3rd,p,pl ,  been t r y i n g  to-make-an attempt 
t a  orerthrow t h e  neucolonial regimes t o  t h e  Empire,' 

I 

Observe that C l i t i c  Promotion i s  not p o s s i b l e  i n  (3/86b). This 

means t h a t  t h e r e  is no Clause ~ e d n c t i o n  i n  t h a t   articular 

example.  Since t he re  i s  no C l a u s e  aednction, no verb aqreement 



- - - - - , 

u n g r a s t m a t i c a l i t y  of t3/86c), which is q u ~ t e d  'from Otero (1 9 7 6 ) .  

T h i s  example quoted he;e is precisely the axample on the basis 

of  w h i c h  Otero j u s t i f i e d  condition ( b ) ,  Rule (3/42) above. 

i 

I n  light o f  t h i s  discussion, we are now i n  2 position to 

c o n c l u d e  t h a t  none o f  0tero8s conditions on the a p p l i c a t i o n  of 
- - --- - 

1 t h e  optional verb agreement r u l e  really h o l d ,  aed t h a t  a l l  of 

them are s.imply illusory. N e v e r t h e l e s s ,  ue still have  t h e  

problei of re-formulating that rule, since as we pointed ~ o t  at 

the h e g i c n i h g  of this section, Bule (3/28) fails to .account for 

the f a c t s  here p r e s e n t e d .  

S i n c e  t h e  agreement e x h i b i t e d  by the tensed verb of a s e n t e n c e  

with an object  0% t h e  verb  of an embedded non-tensed sentence is 
- - -  - - - - - - - - - -- - - - 

strictly dependent  o n  Clause Reduction as I have tried to show 

in this section, this mast be expressed i n  the formulat ion of 

the ,corresponding rule. As I stated. i n  (3/47), the output of 

the Clause Reduction Rule is supposed t o  be 

form: 

the following 





164 ' 
- 

- pppppp 
-- 

specify t h i s  s e c o n d  i n s t s n c e  of V any f u r t h e r ,  and something 

l i k e  ( 3 / 8 9 )  s h o u l d  be, sufficient t o  indicate t h a t  S contains a 

c c m p l ~ x  verb resulting from t h e  Clause Reduct ion  Rule. 

Pith these observat ions  i n  mind, me c a n  now reformulate Rule  

( 3 1 2 8 )  in such a way a s  to a c c o n n t  for t h e  d a t a  examined in this 
s 

"section : 

43/90) Object -Verb Agrccaent Bule f Q P T I O H U )  : 

as s ta ted  now in (3/90), t h e  Object-Verb Agreement - R u l e  can 

still  account for t h e  data examined i n  S e c t i o n  Two of t h i s  
d 

€&pt+~-~&a--&k&xt* &f V r ~̂ ---s~o? 

section, nam;ely exaaples (3/44), (3/46), (3/8O), (3/8 I ) ,  (3/82) , 
M 

a 



- - 
( 3 / 8 3 )  , (3/84), (3 /85 ) ,  and 13/86)., But' n o t  o n l y  f d r  #hesee ~t 

a l s o  account s  for soie cther exam"pes where no Impersonal SE 

intervenes i n the constrnctian; consider the f o l l o w i n g :  

( 3 / 9 1 )  a, Tiene que estar lloviendo ~ o n e d a s  del cielo, 

' a n s t - 3 r d ,  F, sg, be r a i n i n g '  coins from haaven, 
-- - - - -- - 

b .  T i e n e n  que estar l l o v i e n d o  moeedas del cielo. 

'nus t -3rd .p -  pl, be ra in ing  coins from hsaven .  * f' 
7 - 

(3/92) a.  Debe (de)  haber muchos i n v i t a d o s  en la f i es ta ,  

' f lu s t -3rd ,p , sg ,  there-to-be many guests at the party, ' 
b. Deben (de)  haker  mnchos i n v i t a d o s  en la f i e s t a ,  

' l o s t - 3 r d .  p. p l ,  theze- to-be many guests a t  the party. a 

- - -  - - ---- - - -  - - - - - - - -- - r-- -- --- - 

13/93) a. 80 parece h a b e r  mucbos pros ea este  a n i l i s i s .  

'leg. ~ e e m - 3 + d . ~ ~ . s ~ .  t h e r e - t o - b e  many buts with 

t h i s  a n a l y s i s .  - 
1 d 

b. Flo parecen ihaber  muchos p r o s  e n  este anhisis. I 

- 'Beg. s&e~-3rd.p. pl, there-to-be many buts with 

t h i s  a n a l y s i s , '  ' 

convent4on stated i n  (3/29), 



f n Section One of this Chapter, obl igatoty  verb agreement - was 

b r i e f l y  examined a n d  a t e n t a t i v e  rule was proposed. The f i n a l  

formulation of this rule  l a s  l e f t  open to t h e  results of the 
- A - - - - - - - - L - - - - L  f _ _ _ _ _ . _  - 

f 

research still to be gone in relation to that aspect- of verb 
I 

4 

agreement, c o n s i d e r i n g  t h a t  it is  not  crucial t  for the proble8 
, \ !  

sect on Two was dc3oted t o  an exanination of t h e  @ c o n d i t i o n s *  t b 

,. -. 

t h a t /  according t o  Otsro (1972 and 19.73) j u s t i f y  his claim oh , 
1 

@ a c c b p t a b l e  & r a m a t i c a l i t Y * ,  i .e .  t h a t  Impersonal SB Sentences 
/ 

t 
that [exhibit agreement between t h e  verb and its associatad UP 

- - -  - ---- - - - -- - --- - -ppp---p--p-p ----,p--pp-p 

cannpt be  generated a t  a l l  by the grammar of Spanish.  It was 
. . 

shown t h a t  none of these @conditionsc are necessary, aad that 
9 

- - 

such verb agreement is t b  be accbonted .for by a r i l e  of gsamar, 
L m  

rdich ' ' is sob jet( t o  ,~homsk~;s @Tensed S e n t e n c e  Condit ion *. A ' 

f - 1  + 
t - .  

first agprorimation . to i n c h  a fnle was proposed, along a 
, . 

colir&t,ion that - .  a s s i i n s  the. + h i d  pexson s . .  t rarb ending to . 

t h o  t verb ?•’ a sentence that has not hndergdne agreement. 
C 

, 



S e c t i o n  Three i n c l u d e d  a discussion on Clause  Reduct ion,  a 

process which ad j o i n s  t h e  mn-tensed v e r b  _ of an embedded 

s en tence  to t h e  verb of an upper sentence. In this Sect ion it 

was hypothesized that t h e  t e n s e d  verb of a aatrix sentence may. 

o p t i o n a l l y  agree with the object of the verb of an embedded 
- 

clause prov ided  t h a t  Clause &doction has taken place. The 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - L2 ---- - - - - a -- - - -- - -- - -uLLu-- - 

e x i s t e n c e  of t h e  C l a u s e  Beduct ion Buio uas j u s t i f i e d  u s i n g  t h e  

arguments p r e 5 e n t e d  by Contreras (1978) , and three other 

o r i g i n a l  arguments, Afterz establishing t h e  tes ts  f o r  C l a u s e  
- - - - - - - - - -- - -- -- - - - - - - --- - - - - --- -- - - - - - - -- -- - - -- - - 

Reduct ion ,  t h e y  mere used  , i n  the  examination of  t h e  examples of 

-  p personal SE Sentences whose tensed  verb exhibits agreement 

with  an object of  a non-tensed *embeddedfi vetb. It was found 

t h a t  t h e  a p p l f c a t i c n  of these tests s y s t e m a t i c a l l y  shows t h a t  

clause reduction has taken place when t h i s  t y p e  of verb 
- - - - - - -- - - -- - -- - - - - - -- - - - --- - - 

' 6  

agreement is possible. 1 t was a l s o  f ~ u n d  t h a t  t h e  applicXllon-- 

o f  these tes t$  rendered t h e  c o r r e s p o n d i n g  exaap les  ungraamatical'  
d 

, vh'en verb agreement was no% p o s d b 1 8 ,  F i n a l l y ,  the object verb * 

agrkement tentatively proposed  i n  Section Two was r e f o r m u l a t e d  

i n  such a way a s  to account for t h e  examples examined i n  this 

S@ztion, and it was khcwn tbat .tho final f o r . u l a t i o m  of such a 

' rule c o u l d  not  only account for this t y p e  of verb agreement i n  . - 
- 
<. 

t h e  Impersonal S3 Constrnct ion ,  bat also i n  so8e other -- - - -- - - - - 

- a  

constructions found -- in the language, 



C o n s e q u e n t l y ,  it is p o s s i b l e  to conclude tha t :  

-- 
(i) The o p t i o n a l  ob j e c t -verb  agreement e x h i b i t e d  by 

A 

some Impersona l  SE Senteqces is to be accounted for by 

a r u l e  of grammar. 

theoretical and external grounds.  I n  f a c t ,  r 

(a) Such a rule is s e n s i t i v e  to Choaskyls 'Tensed 

Sentence  C o n d i t i o n ' ,  aria 

(b) It is also required i n  the grammar of Spanish t o  

accoun t  for the ofticnal verb  agreemnt observed in 

meteorological verbs. i- 
(iii) The r u l e  i n  q u e s t i o n  can be stated using .the 

foraalism suggested for r u l e s  of agreemeat in Chomsty 

196 5. 

{iv) Sach a rule is t o .  be corplemented w i t h  a generd 

convention t h a t  a s s i g n s  t h e  t h i r d  person s i n g u l a r  verb 

cndicg to the t k e d  verb  of a sentence t h a t  bas n o t  
, 

ardergone agreement, This c o n v e n t i o n  - f i n d s  am~le 

just i f i x a t i o p  oi anirersal  grounds, b 



[ 3/11 According to Cbcmsky (1965, p.175), nPoraal ly ,  r u l e s  of 

agreeaent '[. . . ) are q o i t d  analogous to t h e  rules of a s s i m i l a t i o n  

of the componentw. T h i s  is  precisely t h e  t y p e  of 

t h e  Object Verb Agreement Bales,, 

I an zssuming t h a t  only IPS t h a t  are + P R O  are e i t h e r  [+person ] 

or [ -person  1, whereas I P S  t h a t  are -PRO are always  I -personj ,  
f 

Along the l i ~ l e s  o f  Bcnveniste (1971), I am a l so  assuming that 

only t h e  1st. and %he 2nd- are technical ly  [+person 3, whereas 

the 3rd. is [-person]. 

[ 3/2 3 Bari llas [ I  978) has presented some yrs l iminar  y evidence 

% h a t  suggests that in Spanish,  t h e  s u b j e c t  BP mast Ce introduced 

by the saRe Phrase Structure Bale that in troduces  t h e  verb,  
5 

This o b v i c u s l y  brLngs into ques t ion  the e x i s t a n c e  of a VP node 

in Spanish, w h i c h  h a s  been c u r r e n t l y  assumad without formal - 
justification, 



- - - - -  - - - 

[ 3 / 3 ]  I am assuming  here that i n  t h e  skr ing  [ s  NP,, .V.,,, the IP 

that immedia te ly  f o l l ous  the bracket is the subject of the rerb, 

i.e, the left-most WP directly dominated by S within t h e  

b o u n d a r i e s  of S. Once the subject has been i d e n t i f i e d  in these 

terms, the question of whether there is a VP node or not becoaes 
5 

superf lnons.  The A-over-A principle would a u t o m a t i c a l l y  select 

13/4 3 T h i s  l a s t  c o n d f t i o n  does not- form p a e  of - --- Oterogs  -- rule, - - 

but given the terms i n  which t h a t  rale was formulated ,  it is 

obvionsly required. 

f --- 

j' 
[3/SJ 1. am g r a t e f u l  to R. ~ n r i t a r a l l i  for  p o i n t i n g  out t h i s  to 

[ 3 / 6 ]  See ~ u j &  (1971) for a precise s t a t e m e n t  of the Rule of 

personal - a* ~ n s e r t i o n .  Also Bordelois i1972) . 

f 3/7 3 19erertheless, see examples (3/43) and (3/45) , and the 

ccrresponding d i s c a s s i o n  in Section Three below,  
* 

-- t o  be found .  The problem is complei F i r s t  of a l l ,  observe 

t h a t  verb agreement is n o t  possible a c r o s s  t h e  preposition * a m  - 
t h a t  #arks i n d i r e c t  o b j e c t s  in Spanish: Se les esGzibe(*n) a 



l a s  S i E a s -  - *PRO % X ; C ~  Eite to the girlsm. , If the presence 

of the preposition 'a'  is  a l l o v e d  i n  aule ( 3 / 2 8 ) ,  t h e  - 
n n g r a a a a t i c a l  example here presented would be g e n e r a t e d ,  

consequently ,  t h e  other alternative must be preferred, In t h i s  

case, i f  we assume t h a t  -marking t r i g g e r s  ' a 8  insertion both in - 
the case of the direct and t h e  i n d i r e c t  object, t h e  same 

- - - - - - 
ulsrlesf redLA TeestlTtUL UOUTTJQ O b t a i i d .   he o n l f  way out'  of t h e  

problem seeas' t o  be t o  assume t h a t  the indirect object is 

i n t r o d u c e d  a PP kp t h e  p h r a s e  s t r u c t u r e  r u l e s ,  and t h a t  the 
- 

- - - 

s o - c a l l e d  p e r s o n a l  * a  * is i n t r o d u c e d  transfor mat iona l l  y if t h e  - 
d i r e c t  object is [+an imate ,  + s p e c i f i c ] ,  This v i e w  would be 

supported by the fact that no indirect o b j e c t ,  ever f a i l s  to  be  

introduced by the preposition 'ae in Spanish: Yo le5escribi  - 

[3/9) I' am gratefuf  to Dr,DeArmond for pointing t h i s  o u t  t o  me. 

The fact that example (3/33b) is  acceptable t o  some speake t s  of 

~nglish dces not affect t h e  form of t h e  argument. 

f 3/10] Por a detailed analysis of headless r e l a t i r e  clauses in 

Spanish,  see F l a n n  (1972). Although she a s s i g n s  the featur* 
-- 

[+singular] to the Dto form that according to  her a p p a r s  under 
- 

1 i a  crder to  obtaia  *lo' ,  which s h e  claims i s  also s ingu lar ,  - 



copula is not  n e c e ~ s a r i l y  singular. Consequently. i t  seems to 

me that ,  if there is such a PRO form in that position, it must 

( 3 / l l  ] The o n l y  attenpt known t o  me is that of Aisssn ( l 9 7 U ) ,  

[ 3/12 ] An alternative a n a l y s i s  uoold be  &to claim that . (3/74) is 
- -  - - -  

o n g r a m ~ a t i c a l  b&iiiuse t h e  specified Subject c o n d i t i o n  ( ~ h o r n s ~ ~  

1973) has been v i o l a t e d  by  a p p l y i n g  Clitic Promotion, See 

Contreras 1978. where it is  a r g u e d  "that  neither the Tensed  

Sentence C o n d i t i c n  nor t h e  S p e c i f i e d  Subject Condition p l a y s  a n y  

role i n  p r e d i c t i n g  t h e  bebalrioor of spanish cliticsw. 



I n  Chapter I of this study, it was shown t h a t  t h e  Two-Source 

A n a l y s i s  o f  Impersonal S E  Sentences,  a s  proposed i n  Knoules 1974 

and 1975, c a n n o t  BaTntalneif. Tfiis wKs -a  ttest45Tib-h*---- 

following f a c t s :  

(i) That t h e  tests proposed by Knoules 1975 to 

d i s t i n g u i s h  betueen h i e  A- and B-type s e n t e n c t s  a t  t h e  

surface l e v e l  do  not a c t u a l l y  establish a clear cut 

d i s t i n c t i o n  between his types ,  but rather, hetween 
h, 

those considered b; Oterc 1972, 1973 and 1976. 

{ii) lone of the arguments  presented i n  l n c u l e ~  1975 

against t h e  assumpti& t h a t  Indefinite SE S e n t e n c e s  and 

I m p e r s o n a l  SE verb a g r e e m e n t  are 

t h e  same in B e e p  and derived structure r e a l l y  h o l d .  

(iii) The difference in meaning between I n t r a n s i t i v e  SE 

S e n t e n c e s  and Imperscnal SE Sentences  that exhibit verb 

agreement i s  n o t  due t o  a l e x i c a l  in terpretat ion  of the 

verb, but rather to a s t r u c t u r a l  difference. 



( i v )  The Two-Source A n a l y s i s  is empirical1 y inadequate 

because i t  f a i l s  to  a c c o u n t  for t h e  relevant d a t a ,  

. -\ 

In C h a p t e r  11, I p r e s e n t e d  f u r t h e r  evidence shoving t h a t  t h e  IP 

t h a t  triggers , opt icr ia l  verb agreement i n  t h e  Impersonal  SE 

C o n s t m c t i o !  is riota t h e  su3fectUat t h e  surface l e v e l .  - s - -uasU 

at tested by u s i n g  a series of syntactic tests for snbjecthood 
\ 

available i n  the language ,  and i t  was fouM t h a t  o n l y  BPS that 
- - - -- - - - - - - - - 

trigger o b l i g a t o r y  verb agreement are s e n s i t i r e  .to those tests, 

vbereas those t h a t  t r i g g e r  optional verb agreement are not .  

Further ,  in t h e  par t i cu lar  case of the UP that triggers o p t i o n a l  

verb agreement i n  t h e  I n p e r s o n a l  SE C o n s t r u c t i o n ,  it u a s  found 

t h a t  s n c h  an IP had t h e  same s y n t a c t i c  behaviout  regardless of 

t h a t  snch an IP is t h e  object when the rerb is t h i r d  person 

s ingn lar ,  t h e r e  is no reason ta bel ieve  that it i s  n o t  the 

o b j e c t  when t h e  v e r b  agrees w i t h  it. 
i 
L - 
I 

F u r t h e r m o r e ,  i n  f i g h t  of the ev idence  presented  i n  this Chapter,  

i t  m o s t  be c o n c l a d e d  tbat Conttsrdsa  d e f i n i t i o n  of  s k b j o c ~  i n  . 
" $ 

terms of rerb agreement cannot be  maintaikd e i t h e r ,  . 
- - - - - - - - - . A p  

& 

--- - 

---_- 



kr &-p%er ZZZ, a +YSZF&I~~W~ZILI% of Sa&Ject-VezB A m t  u a ~  

proposed ,  and most of t h e  Chapter was d e v o t e d  to a discussion of 

Object-Verb Agreement. In Section T w o  of t h e  Chapter, it was 

shown t h a t  none of t h e  c o n d i t i o n s  s t a t e d  by Oterc (1972 and 

1973)  tc j u s t i f y  h i s  c l a i m  on 'acceptable agramaaticality'  are  

r e a l l y  necessary i f  the r u l e  of Object-Verb Agreement is 

adeqmte lp  fnrnalated. B provisional o b j e c t - K e r b  AgreemrtntLRaleL---~ - 

u a s  p r o p c s e d  here, a l o n g  with a g e n e r a l  c o n v e n t i o n  t h a t  a s s i g n s  

t h e  t h i r d  person s i n g u l a r  verb ending t o  the t e n s e d  verb of a 
- 

- -  - 

sentence t h a t  h a s  not undergone agreement.  Section Three o f  
- 

this Chapter  was devoted t o  a . f u l l  discussion of Clause 

Reduct ion ,  which was prover  t o  b e  c r u c i a l  f o r  the a n a l y s i s  of 

certain c o n n t e r e x a a p l e s  t o  t h e  rule p r o v i s i o n a l l y  proposed i n  

s e c t i o n  TWO, namely those cases where the t e n s e d  verb of a  

- - m-atrix-sentence may _c~tio~nallp a_gree v i t h  the- ~&+ect of t h e  verb . 

of an embeddad non-tensed sentence. It was shown that whenever 

C l a a s e  Redaction c o u l d  b e  at-sted by soae o t h e r  e v i d e n c e ,  s u c h  

a s  C l i t i c  Promot ion- - for  example-- ,  t h i s  type of agreement was 

p e r f e c t l y  p s s i b l e .  C o n r e r s e l y ,  it  uas also shown ' that  whenever 

Clause Redaction c o u l d  n o t  b e  attested by a n y  of the tes ts  

a v a i l a b l e ,  t h i s  o p t i o n a l  verb agreement was not  p o s s i b l e .  
w 

Finally, t h e  c o r r e s p o n d i n g  r u l e  was re-formalated in such a way 

as to account for the data  examined i n  this l a s t  5ectfon. 



, 

fi) The BiP t h a t  t r i g g e r s  o p t i o n a l  verb agreement in t h e  

Impersonal SE Construction is n o t  t h e  subject- of the 

verb, bqt rather its object .  
-.- 

(ii) Such agreement i s  to  be accounted for  - by a - rule -- of .- - - - -- 

grammar, which 5 s -  sensitive to  t h e  Tensed S e n t e n c e  

C o n d i t i o n  and a l s o  required  i n  the grammar of Spani sh  
- -- - 

to account for scre ather c a s e s  of opt ional  verb 
I. 

agreemsnt , namely i n  some s e n t e n c e s  cons t ruc ted  w i t h  

3 
meteorological verbs a n d  those constructed w i t h  the 

existential haber ( *  there-to-be * )  , - 
(iii) - -- The - t h i r d  - - - person - - - -- s iaga lar  - -- - - - verb  - - ending - - - -- - - is t o  be - - - - - - - - 

\ 
assigned t o  the tensed  verb  of a s e n t e n c e  t h a t  b a s  not 

n ~ d e r g c n ~  agreesent, by  a general convent ion  which is 

j u s t i f i a b l e  on u n i v e r s a l  grounds, 
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