
 

(1978: 66)
 

(1)  

 

(1)

(information focus) (contrastive focus)
(identificational focus)

Kiss (1998)1

 
(presupposition)

(1) (1)
(1)

(2)  

(2) [TP … [  V X Y]] V  

X (2) Y X
(spell-out) (1)

Y X
(1)

(object shift)
(2)

(2) (S-)V-O (1978)
(S-)O-V (2)
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(clitic 

doubling) (3)
DP  

(3) Subj Cli V DPi Cl  

(1) (3) DP
(cf. Kallulli 

(2008, 2009)) (3) (1)
(2)

2

Sportiche 
(1996) Belletti (2005) (2) (3)

(2)

Chomsky (2000)
 

Chomsky (2001: 15)

vP
CP [-Foc(us)]

 
 

Sportiche 
(1996) Kalluli

 

(4) Nombraron a María.   
   nominate.3PL.PST a María 
   ‘They nominated María.’ 
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(5) La nombraron   . 
Cl nominate.3PL.PST 
‘They nominated her.’

(4) a María (5)

C-
(6)

 

(6) Mary was nominated t. 

Kayne (1975)
 

(7) La nombraron t. 

Jaeggli (1982)
Sportiche (1996)

Sportiche (1996)
 

3  

(8) Lai nombraron      a Maríai. 
   Cl nominate.3PL.PST a María 
   (� (4)) 

(5) (8)
(5)

Sportiche (1996) (9) Cl(itic)P(hrase)
DP* V  

(9) [ClP DP^ Cl [VP V DP*]] 

DP* (10) (Clitic Criterion) ClP (DP^)
 

(10) Clitic Criterion 
i. A clitic must be in a Spec-head relationship with a [+specific] XP at LF 
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  ii. A [+specific] XP must be in a Spec-head relationship with a clitic at LF 
(ibid.: 263-264) 

(10) Cl DP^ DP*

(10) (10)
([+specific])

(cf. 
Anagnastopoulou (1999))

Gierling (1997)

4

Kalluli
(11)  

 
 

(Kallulli (1999: 349)) 

(11A) (11B)

 

WH WH
(11B) Kallulli

Kallulli (2009)  
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(12a, b) (14) WH
(15) WH (13a, b)

(14) (15)
Kallulli

(8)
López (2009a)

5  

Sportiche (1996)
Kallulli (2009) Chomsky 2000

C-

(1)

vP

Sportiche (1996)
DP

 
 

Holmberg (1999)
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(16a) VP inte
VP 5 Chomsky (2001)

Chomsky v EPP
vP (17)

v C- Int(erpretation)
Int�  

 
Int� Int 

(17) [TP Subj … [vP YPi v [VP tV ti ]]] 

Int
Int Int�

 
López (2009a)

López 
(2009b)  

 

(18a) (18b)
vP  

(19) ayer compró [vP el libroi Ana tcompró ti ]] 

Zubizarreta (1998)
(p-movement)

López (2009a)
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(20a, b) (para mi) madre
 

López vP
vP [+a(naphor)]

López
vP

vP

v C- vP

vP Chomsky 2000
(Phase Impenetrability Condition/PIC)

CP C PIC
 

(21) 
CP vP  

(17) Chomsky (2001) v C- Int
Int� Int [+Foc(us)] Int� [-Foc] [+Foc]
vP v v

[uFoc]
[-Foc] CP C C

[uFoc] [+Foc] [-Foc]
PIC [uFoc]

vP [-Foc]
(22)  

     
[-Foc] 

(22) [CP C … [vP YPi v [VP … ti ]]] 

Diesing (1992)
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[-Foc] vP CP  

(v, C) PIC C- ([+Foc], [-Foc])
VP

v [+Foc] C [-Foc] PIC
(12) (23)

 

[-Foc]   [+Foc] 

(23) [CP C the Ann [vP v read [DP the book]]] 

[+/-Foc] DP
N [uFoc]

Svenonius (2004) Boškovi� (2005) DP
DP PIC DP

v  

[+Foc]      × 

(24) [vP the Ann v read [DP the(D) [NP book(N)]]] 

D N v [+Foc] D
[+/-Foc] DP  

(13)
(12) (13) ([-Foc])

vP
(25) (13)

 

       [-Foc] 

(25) [CP C the Ann [vP Cl v read [DP the book]]] 

(25) Cl C [-Foc]
(25)

vP v [+Foc]
 

[+Foc] 

(26) the Ann [vP Cl v read [DP the book]] 

(9) Sportiche (1996)
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Sportiche VP
ClP

Cl
Sportiche ClP
vP

[+/-Foc]
 

(27)  

(25) Cl [-Foc]
(27)

 
DP

[-Foc]
DP vP

[-Foc] D  

[-Foc] 

(28) [CP C the Ann [vP [DP the [NP book]] v read [DP the book]]] 

DP
6 (28) [-Foc] D

(29) WH
 

(29) John wondered [CP [DP which picture of himself] Bill saw [DP which picture of 
himself]]. 

  PF: … [CP [DP which picture of himself] Bill saw [DP which picture of himself]] 
  LF: … [CP [DP wh x picture of himself] Bill saw [DP wh x picture of himself]] 

(29) PF DP
LF

wh
wh

(28) (30)  

(30) *The Ann [DP the ] read [DP book]. 
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[-Foc]
VP

D
 

(Kallulli (1999: 352)) 

(31a) D ena to

(31b)
D

(32)
 

 

(Kallulli (1999: 353)) 

D
D

CP [-Foc] vP DP
D

 
 

[-Foc] DP
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(Horn (1981), Stowell (1981)) 

(33)-(34) believe
regret

(33b) (34b) 7

[-Foc]

 
 

(35) *John believes it [that she has left]. 

(36)  John regrets it [that she has left]. 

(35) that it
(36) that it it

(37)-(38) even/only
 

(37) I {even/only} think that she has left. 

(38) I {even/only} regret that she has left. 

Jackendoff (1972) Reinhart (1983) C-
(37)-(38)

(38) (36) it (39)
 

(39) *I {even/only} regret it that she has left. 

(39) it
it

(39)
 

it Kiparsky and Kiparsky 
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(1970) (40a) (36)
it 8  

(40) the fact it Melvold (1991)
 

(41a) the fact VP
terribly

(40a) it (41b) VP
it (40b)

 
CP [-Foc]

 

[-Foc] 

(42) [CP C  i Ana [vP [DP to [NP vivlio]] v [VP ðjavase [DP to vivlio]]]] (= (13a)) 

[-Foc] DP vP
[-Foc] D

vP D
Kiparsky and Kiparsky (1970)

Kayne (1994) (43) DP 9  

(43) [DP e(= D) [CP that …]] 

(43) D e (42) (43)
DP vP (44)  

(44) [vP [DP e [CP that …]] I v [VP regret [DP e [CP that …]]]] 
 

that e
CP C PIC

[-Foc]  
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[-Foc] 

(45) [CP C I [vP [DP e [CP that …]] v [VP regret [DP e [CP that …]]]]] 

[-Foc]
DP e C(P) [uFoc]

DP [-Foc]
 

DP D 6 Harley and Ritter (2002)
McGinnis (2005) Benveniste (1966) Jakobson (1971)

it es
il D

 

(46) e [-Foc] PF
 

e
[-Foc] it

it(e)

[-Foc] it CP
VP (27) v [+Foc]

that it DP
(41b)

 
it DP that
it (47)

… it V that … (36) …V it that 
…  

Farrell (2005)
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DP vP it
(48)-(49) a. b. (47)

(36)  
it (36) (34a)

vP [-Foc] it
vP it

Chomsky (2001) vP 10

DP CP vP
[-Foc] PIC  

 [-Foc] 

(50) [CP C I [vP v [VP regret [ that …]]]] 

vP [+Foc]
DP v [+Foc]

 

[+Foc]
(51) [vP I v regret [DP e [CP that …]]] 

(51) (43) DP
e v e (46) [-Foc]

[+Foc]
DP [+Foc] 11 it

Bolinger (1977)
 

(43) DP
D CP D

NP NP D D
D

D
e

CP it
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[-Foc]

 

 

(8) Lai nombraron a Maríai. 

(8) la vP
D D [-Foc]

(8) (1)
(8)

there (8) (52A) there  

(52) Q: Where did his favorite brother stand? 
A:#There stood beside him his favorite brother. 

(Schütze (1999)) 

(52A) there
his favorite brother (52Q)

Chomsky (2001)
(TH/EX) Chomsky TH/EX

(52)
Svenonius (2000) Holmberg (2002) Rezac (2006) TH/EX

(52A) v C-
v [+Foc] there vP

T there
there CP [-Foc]  
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[-Foc]        [+Foc] 

(53) [CP C T [vP there v [VP [VP stood PP] [DP his favorite brother]]]] (= (52A)) 
   … 

[-Foc]
v [+Foc] (8)

la there (53)
la

 
(8) D

D vP D
[Cl] [Cl]D vP

vP
DP

D [Clexp]
[Clexp]D [Cl]D

D [Cl] [Clexp]
[Clexp]D [Cl]D

[Cl] CP
D [Clexp]  

[Clexp]D

[-Foc]
there

there

 

(54)  
[Clexp]D  

[Clexp]D (54)

 
(27) (27) [+Foc]
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(54)

TH/EX TH/EX VP
TH/EX V-to-v

(55) TH/EX PF
 

[-Foc]    [+Foc] 

(55) [CP C T [vP lai nombraron-v [VP a Maríaj [V� tv ti,j]]]] (= (8)) 

VP Chomsky (2008) vP V
Chomsky

vP
vP v TH/EX

(55) la a María
[+Foc] a María (27)

(54) [-Foc]

 
[Cl]D [Clexp]D

 

(56a) (56b)
(1978)

(56a)
vP (56b)

vP

(56b) vP CP [-Foc]
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(56b)
(57)  

(57) * vP i  i  

(57)
(Shibatani (1973)) vP

NP

Fukui (1986)
D N [-Foc] D vP

D [-Foc]
D

[-Foc] [Cl]D  

it

12, 13  

(58)     

(59)    

DP
(60)  

DP vP CP [-Foc]
D CP

(61)
 

(61) vP DP   i 
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v VP CP   i  

[Cl]D [Clexp]D  
 

V-O

(1)

vP
CP [-Foc] vP  

[Clexp]D
[Clexp]D

[Clexp]D (54)
[Clexp]D

CP [-Foc]
[Clexp]D

[-Foc]
[Clexp] D

vP [-Foc]

it DP
[-Foc]  

(topicalization)
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* (C)22520501  
1  Kiss (1998) (i)  
(i) a. the identificational focus expresses exhaustive identification; information focus 

merely marks the nonpresupposed nature of the information it carries. 
   b. certain types of constituents, universal quantifiers, also-phrases, and even-phrases, 

for example, cannot function as identificational foci; but the type of constituents that 
can function as information focus is not restricted. 

   c. the identificational focus does, information focus does not, take scope. 
   d. the identificational focus is moved to the specifier of a functional projection; 

information focus, however, does not involve any movement. 
   e. the identificational focus is always coextensive with an XP available for operator 

movement, but information focus can be either smaller or larger. 
   f. the identificational focus can be iterated, but information focus can project. 
2  Saito and Fukui (1998)

Kayne (1994)
 

3  
 

4  

Kallulli (2008)

 
5  (i) Holmberg

 

(i) Object Shift cannot apply across a phonologically visible category asymmetrically 
c-commanding the object position except adjuncts.  (Holmberg (1999: 15)) 

6  Papangeli (2000)
Papangeli
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2SG esena(ne) esena(ne) su se 
3SG masc aftu  afton(e)  tu ton(e) 

fem aftis  aftin(e)  tis ti(n)(e) 
neut aftu  afto  tu to 

1PL emas  emas  mas mas 
2PL esas  esas  sas sas 
3PL masc afton  aftus  tus tus 

fem aftes  aftes  tus tis – tes 
neut afta  afta  tus ta 

Postal (1966) Abney (1987)

 
7  

(i)
Green (1989)  
(i) Sandy doesn’t realize [that Tennyson wrote the King James Bible]. 
8  Kiparsky and Kiparsky (1970) (i)

NP  

(i) [NP [S that …]] 
9  Kayne (1994)

 
(i) [DP the [CP picturei that [IP Bill liked ti ]]] 
10  Chomsky (2001) vP EPP

 

(i) v is assigned an EPP-feature only if that has an effect on outcome. (ibid.: 34) 
11  (43) that

that that
 

Stowell (1981) CP that
CP (43) D that

(43)
 

12  Kuno (1973) (i)
 

(i)    
(i)
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13  Saito (1986)·12Ä´Èì
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