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1 Introduction

The data | collected during the NORMS Dialect Wabid¢s on the Faroe Islands August 2008
displayed a co-occurrence restriction in expletbamstructions that — to the best of my
knowledge — has not been noticed before: Althouglexpletive may optionally occur in
subject position, (1), and an associate subjectocanr between the finite and the non-finite
verb at least in certain varieties of Faroese rrefeto as Faroese | in Bobaljik & Jonas (1996)
and Jonas (19963)(2), an overt expletive and an associate sulsg@ehot co-occur in these
clause-medial positions: The sequenaexpletive<associate subjectwas judged

ungrammatical by my informants, (3).

(1) a. Idag hava _tad verid nakrir hundar  ati i gardinum. Fa
i dag hava _ verignakrir hundar  ati i gardinum.
today have (there) been some dogs outridegathe

(2) a. _Tad hava verio nakrir hundar  ati i gardinum. Fal
Tad hava nakrir hundar  verio ati i gardinum.
there have some dogs been out in gatitken

3) *[ dag hava _tad nakrir hundar verid ati i gardinum. Fal
today have there some dogs been outin garden-th



In fact, the construction in (3) is ungrammaticathe other Scandinavian languages, too.

4) *[ dag hafa _pad einhverjir hundar verid igardinum,. Ic
today have there some dogs been in garden-the
(5) *| dag har _der nogle hunde veeret ihaven. Da

today have there some dogs been in garden-the

However, the sentence in (4) and (5) are ruledfauindependent reasons. In Icelandic, an
overt expletive cannot appear in subject posit{éi, Occurrence of an associate subject to

the left of a non-finite verb is possible, (7).

(6) a. *ldag hafa _pad verid einhverjir hundar i gardinum. Ic
b. idag hafa ____ verideinhverjir hundar i gardinum.
today have (there) been some dogs in garden-the
(7 a. _Pbad hafa verio einhverjir hundar i gardinum. Ic
b. Pad hafa einhverjir hundar verid i gardinum.
there have (some dogs) been (some dogs) tegdhe

In Mainland Scandinavian, in contrast, the presesfcan overt expletive is obligatory, (8),

but an associate subject cannot occur in clauseaigasition, (9).

(8) a. ldag har _der veeret nogle hunde i haven. Da
b. *Idag har __ veerenogle hunde i haven.

today have (there) been some dogs in garden-t

(9) a. Der har veeretnogle hunde i haven. Da
b. *Der har nogle hunde veeret i haven.

there have (some dogs) been (some dogs) in gahgen-t

Section 2.1 argues that there are two subjectipnsiin the IP domain, SpecAgrSP for
the expletive and SpecTP for the associate sulgety available in some languages). As

section 2.2 shows, simultaneous filling of theseifans is not excluded as such: It is



possible as long as the constituents are not sadljgcent. Moreover, asymmetries between
existential constructions and TECs with simple eohplex tense (section 2.3) and with non-
negative and negative associate subjects (sectiniritlicate that adjacency between an
overt expletive and an associate subject is nothipted as such: The sequence
expletive<associate subjett possible as long as the associate subject doesccur in
SpecTP. Mainland Scandinavian data from around }#88ented in section 3 point to the
conclusion that the restriction is not confinedSpecTP but applies to associate subjects in

VP-external subject licensing position. Sectioruthmarizes the results.

2 Restrictions on the co-occurrence restriction

2.1 Two subject positions in IP
Bobaljik & Jonas (1996), Jonas (1996a,b), BobadikThrainsson (1998) and Vangsnes
(2002), among others, suppose that there are twgecupositions in the IP domain in
Icelandic and Faroese |.

Occurrence of an overt expletive is possible inlalcdic embedded questions while
topicalization is not (independent of whether ot the expletive is present), indicating that

the overt expletive occupies a specifier positioiP.

(20) Préfessorinn langadi  ad vita ... Ic

professor-the  wanted to know

a. [phvort [Pbad  hefdi einhver lokid ritgerdinni]]

b. *[cphvort [cpi geer hefdi f pad einhver lokid ritgerdinni]]

c. *[cphvort [cpi geer hefoi f__ einhver lokid ritgerdinni]]
if yesterday (had) (there) (had) someofirished thesis-the

(Vangsnes 2002: 47)

Moreover, an associate subject to the left of afirate verb would seem to appear in IP. It
precedes all non-finite auxiliaries, (11), as wasl an object that has moved out of VP by
Object Shift, (12) (cf. Bobaljik & Jonas 1996; sHelmberg 1986, 1999, and Engels &
Vikner 2007 on Object Shift).



(11) a. Pad mun hafa verio géd mynd i sjonvarpinu. Ic
b. *Pad mun hafa gdéd mynd verid I sjonvarpinu.
c. _Pad mun god mynd hafa verio i sjonvarpinu.
there must (good film) have (good film) been ¢gfilon) on TV
(adapted from Vikner 1995: 212)

(12) ?Pad drekka  sennilegasumir krakkar hana aldrei. Ilc
there drink probably some kids it nev@rangsnes 2002: 45)

Thus, given that the expletive in (11) and (12)niserted in IP, from where it undergoes
movement to SpecCP, there must be two subjectipasiin the IP domain, SpecAgrSP for
the expletive and SpecTP for the associate subjéet.availability of SpecTP is subject to
cross-linguistic variation. While an associate sabmay occur to the left of a non-finite verb
in Icelandic and Faroese |, this is ungrammaticdlainland Scandinavian; cf. (2), (7) and (9)
above. This variation correlates with contrastdcathe acceptability of transitive expletive
constructions (TECs): TECs are only possible igleages where SpecTP is available. They
are acceptable in Icelandic, (13), and Faroesel4), (but ungrammatical in Mainland

Scandinavian, (15).

(13) bad byggdu margir islendingar has i b6rshofn. Ic
there built many Icelanders house in Torshavfdonas 1996b: 168)

(14) Tad bygdu  nakrir islendingar has i Havn. Fal
there built some Icelanders house in Torshavn (Jonas 1994: 50)

(15) *Der byggede nogle isleendinge hus i Térshavn. Da
there built some Icelanders house in Torshavn

This correlation is accounted for by the assumptinan the associate subject of a TEC cannot
remain in its VP-internal position (Sp&Y) but needs to be licensed in SpecTP, as illestrat
in (16). The associate subject of an existentiaktroiction, in contrast, can be licensed in its
base position (as complement of V°) or move to $peif this position is available in the

given language. (Unavailable positions are markeshading in (16).)



(16) CP — AgrSP SpecTP SpeeP V° Comp Adv ex.
- a explaux v sub adv (2)a/(7)a
exis
b explaux sub Vb adv (2)b/(7)b
Ic/Fa | I = -
c * explv su t, obj -
TEC =0 v
d explv sub tsub t, obj (13)/(14)
. e explaux vV sub adv 9)a
exist
*  explaux sub Vo tawp adv (9)b
MSc I . :
* explv su t, obj 15
1gc 9 7 exo v j (15)
h * explv sub tsub t, obj (15)

The variation across the Scandinavian languagés the availability of SpecTP has been
considered to be due to a structural contrast kmiwthe languages (e.g. Bobaljik &
Thrainsson 1998 and Koeneman & Neeleman 2001) orditferences in checking
requirements (e.g. Bobaljik & Jonas 1996 and Vaaegt002). In addition, the approaches to
expletive constructions differ in the theoreticalplementation of why the availability of
SpecTP varies across the Scandinavian languagef{skards 2006). Basically, two main
camps can be distinguished: (a) those approaché&sh vetttribute the (non)availability of
SpecTP to the presence/absence of full DP Objdttt(8lires' generalisation; cf. Bures 1992,
1993, Bobaljik & Jonas 1996, Koster & Zwart 2001daRichards 2006), and (b) those
approaches which attribute it to verb movement (€ifks generalisation; cf. Vikner 1990,
1995, Sigurdsson 1991, Bobaljik & Thrainsson 1988 Koeneman & Neeleman 2001). For

reasons of space, | cannot go into these issues her

2.2 Adjacency

Given that there are two subject positions in thelbmain in Faroese |, as argued for in the
previous section, the ungrammaticality of the otamsedial sequencexpletive<associate
subjectin (17) (repeated from (3) above) and (18) canmotdie to the fact that overt

expletive and associate subject compete for the gansition.

a7 *[ dag hava _tad nakrir hundar verid uti i gardinum. Fal

today have there some dogs been outin garden-th



(18) *Allarhelst  hefur _tad onkur keypt husid hja Roa. Fal
probably has there somebody bought house-theaf R

In fact, an overt expletive in SpecAgrSP may couwoatith an associate subject in SpecTP in
embedded clauses, (1¥)(Recall that the expletive must be located in BpeSP as CP

recursion is prohibited in embedded questiong(1€f) above.)

(19) a. ?Hon spurdi umtad hgvdunakrir hundar verid atii gardinum. Fal
she asked if there had some dogs beenin garden-the
b. ??Hon spurdi umtad hevdi onkur keypt husini hja Roéa.
she asked if there had somebody bought hdheesf Roa
(Zakaris Svabo Hansen, p.c.)

Note that simultaneous filling of SpecAgrSP and gt is ungrammatical if V°-to-I°

movement does not take place, (20).

(20) a. *Hon spurdi um_tad nakrir hundar hgvdu verid Utii gardinum. Fal
she askedif there some dogs had been outin garden-the
b. *Hon spurdi um_tad onkur hevdi keypt hasid hja Roéa.
she askedif there somebody had bought house-the of Roa

(Zakaris Svabo Hansen, p.c.)

What distinguishes the grammatical sentences i f(ben the ungrammatical ones in (17),
(18) and (20) is that the finite verb intervenesnaen the expletive in SpecAgrSP and the
associate subject in SpecTP in the former but pleiéollows both constituents in the latter.
Hence, the occurrence of an associate subjectenT$pis apparently blocked by an adjacent
overt expletive. As shown in the following sectiptigee sequencexpletive<associate subject
is not prohibited as such.

(21) Fal CP - AgrSP SpecTP ex.
non-adjacent expletivea explv sub (29)

adjacent expletive b* (v) expl sub (v) (17)/(18)/(20)




2.3 Simple/complex tense

Though adjacency would seem to be a necessarytmonédr ungrammaticality, it is not a
sufficient one: The sequencexpletive<associate subjecis not excluded as such.
Asymmetries between existential constructions aB€g with simple and complex verbs
indicate that the co-occurrence restriction onlples to associate subjects in VP-external
position.

The sequencexpletive<associate subjed acceptable in existential constructions with

simple tense, (22), but not in ones with complesée (23).

(22) a. Tad voru nakrir hundar  Qti i gardinum. Fal
b. [morgun voru _tad nakrir hundar  ati i gardinum.
in morning-the were there some dogs out in gaittien
(23) a. Tao hava nakrir hundar  verio ati i garéinum. Fal
b. *I morgun hava _tad nakrir hundar verid uti i gardinum.
in morning-the have there some dogs been ouwrden-the

In (22), V°-to-1°-to-C° movement obscures the exatuctural position of the associate
subject: It could be located in SpecTP or in itsébposition. In contrast, preceding the non-
finite verb, the associate subject in (23) musupycSpecTP. Thus, the contrast suggests that
the co-occurrence restriction does not apply to@ate subjects in VP-internal position; an
associate subjeat situis acceptable in the presence of an adjacent explétive.

(24) Fa l: existential CP-AgrSP  SpecTR° Comp  Adv ex.
simple a explv t, sub adv (22)a
non-adjacent tense b explv sub tv  tsup adv (22)a
expletive complex ¢ explaux vV sub adv (2)a
tense d explaux  sub VvV tsw adv (23)a
simple e v expl t, sub adv (22)b
adjacent tense f * vexpl sub ty  tsup adv -
expletive complex g aux_expl v sub adv (1)a
tense h * auxexpl | sub Ve adv (23)b




In contrast to existential constructions, TECs, cihirequire licensing of the associate

subject in SpecTP (cf. section 2.1), do not pethet sequencexpletive<associate subject

irrespective of simple or complex tense.

(25) a. Tao keypti onkur husid hja Roa. Fal
b. *Allarhelst keypti_tad onkur husid hja Roa.
probably bought there somebody house-the of Roa
(26) a. Tao hefur onkur keypt husid hja Roa. Fal
b. *Allarhelst hefur _tad onkur keypt husid hja Roa.
probably has there somebody bought house-theaf R
(27) Fal: TEC CP — AgrSPSpecTP SpewP V° Comp ex.
simple a * explv sub t,  obj -
non-adjacent tense b explv sub tsub t, obj (25)a
expletive complex ¢ * explaux sub v obj -
tense  d explaux  sub fsub vV obj (26)a
simple e * vexpl sub t, obj (25)b
adjacent tense f * vexpl sub tsub t, obj (25)b
expletive complex g * aux_expl sub v obj (26)b
tense h * aux_expl sub tsub vV obj (26)b




2.4 Non-negative/negative associate subject

Asymmetries between expletive constructions with-negative associate subject and ones
with negative associate subject point to the caictu that it is not just VP-external
occurrence of an associate subject but occurrenS8pecTP that is prohibited in the presence
of an adjacent overt expletive. While the clausehalesequencexpletive<associate subject
is ruled out for existential constructions with re@gative associate subject, it is possible in

existential constructions with a negative subjettthe contrast between (28) and (29).

(28) a. Tao hava nakrir hundar  verio ati i gardinum. Fal
b. *I morgun hava _tad nakrir hundar verid uti i gardinum.
in morning-the have there some dogs been ouwrden-the
(29) a. Tad hava eingir hundar  verid ati i gardinum. Fal
b. [morgun hava _tad eingir hundar  verid uti i gardinum.
in morning-the have there no dogs been out ideasthe

There is reason to believe that a negative assosidiject to the left of a non-finite verb does
not occupy SpecTP, as there is a lower positiomémative phrases (see fn. 10). A negative
object cannot remaim situin the Scandinavian languages but must undergatNegShift,
which is assumed here to target SpecNegPNE@s$-Criterion; Haegeman & Zanuttini 1991,
Haegeman 1995; on Negative Shift see K. K. Chrsstrnl 986, 1987, Régnvaldsson 1987,
Jénsson 1996, Svenonius 2000, 2002, and K. R.€hsisn 2005, Engels 2009a°b).

(30) a. *Eg hef Ip sagt ekkert] Ic
a. Eg hef |fegp ekkert [vpsagt &]]

b. *Eg havi yp sagt einki] Fa
b. Eg havi fegr einki [ve sagt  #]]

c. *Jeg har v sagt ingenting] Da
c. Jeg har kg ingenting [ve sagt #]]
I have (nothing) said (nothing)



Like negative objects, negative associate subtgsot remain in VP but must move to the

left of a non-finite verb, (31).

(31) a. *Tad hava vericeingir hundar  ati i gardinum. Fa
b. Tad hava eingir hundar verid ati i gardinum.
there have (no dogs) been (no dogs) ouarden-the

In Danish and Swedish, negative associate subjigés from non-negative ones in that they

precede a non-finite verb; compare (9), repeatee & (32), with (33J.

(32) a. Der har veeretnogle hunde i haven. Da
b. *Der har nogle hunde veeret i haven.

there have (some dogs) been (some dogs) in gahgen-t

(33) a. *Der har veeretingen hunde i haven. Da
b. Der har ingen hunde veeret i haven.
there have (no dogs) been (no dogs) in garden-the

The above contrast between negative and non-negassociate subjects is accounted for by
the assumption that SpecNegP may only host a wegphirase: Negative Shift takes place
for licensing of [+neg]. A non-negative associatibjsct, in contrast, would have to move to

SpecTP, which is not available in Mainland Scandima (cf. section 2.13°

(34) MSc: existential CP - AgrSP SpecTP SpecNegP V° Comp Adv ex.
a explaux v sub adv (32)a

[-neg] b * explaux suby.y Vo tawp adv (32)b
c *  explaux suby.y Vo tawp adv (32)b
d * explaux v [ subsny adv (33)a

[+neq] e explaux sulyn V| tsup adv (33)b
f * expl aux suby:n V  tsub adv -

In Faroese |, where both SpecTP and SpecNegP agreniciple available to the associate

subject of an existential construction, negativel amon-negative associate subjects may

10



precede a non-finite verb if separated from thertoggpletive by an intervening verb; cf.
(28)a and (29)a. However, SpecTP differs from SmgiNin that it is blocked by the
presence of an adjacent overt expletive; cf. (28 (29)b.

(35) Fal: existential CP — AgrSPSpecTP SpecNegP V° Comp Adv ex.
a explaux v suby, adv (2)a
[-neg] b * explaux suby.y Vo tawp adv -
non-
. c explaux suby.n Vo tawp adv (28)a
adjacent
_ d * explaux v | subgny adv (31)a
expletive
[+neqg] e explaux suly:n vV tsup adv (29)a
f explaux suly:n V | tsw adv (29)a
g aux_expl v suby adv Da
[-neg] h * auxexpl suby.n; Vo tsw adv (28)b
adjacent i * auxexpl suby.q) Vo tawp adv (28)b
expletive j * auxexpl v | suby adv -
[+neg] k aux_expl suly:n vV tsup adv (29)b
| * auxexpl Subyn) V| tsub adv -

Finally, note that a negative associate subjeesdmot cancel out the co-occurrence

restriction in TECs.

(36) a. Taod
b. *Allarhelst
probably

(37) a Tao
b. *Allarhelst
probably

hevur onkur keypt husid hja Roa. Fal
hevur _tad onkur keypt husid hja Roa.
has there somebody bought house-tRoaf

hevur eingin keypt husid hja Roa. Fal
hevur _tad eingin keypt husid hja Roa.
has there nobody bought house-thHeoaf

This follows under the assumption that the asse@abject of a TEC does not only have to

leave its base position but needs to be license8pecTP. Like a non-negative associate

subject, a negative one thus has to move on toT$pat TECs, which is blocked in the

presence of an adjacent overt expletive.

11



Spec Spec Spec
(38) Fal: TEC CP - AgrSP Ve Comp ex.
TP NegP VWP
* explaux sub.yy v obj -
[-neg] * explaux subyn  tsup v obj -
non-
_ explaux suby.n tsub v obj (36)a
adjacent _
. * e_XQI aux SUh+n] \" Obj -
expletive
[+neg] * explaux Subun  tsun v obj -
explaux subyin) | tsup tsub v obj (37)a
* o aux.exp sub.,; v obj (36)b
[-neg] * aux.expl sub.y  tsup v obj (36)b
adjacent * aux_expl suby.y s v obj (36)b
expletive * aux_expl Sub:y v obj (37)b
[+tneg] * aux_expl subyny  tsub v obj (37)b
* aUXﬂ[Z_ﬂ Suq+n] tsub tsub \Y Obj (37)b

The hypothesis that the associate subject of a TGt be licensed in SpecTP,
irrespective of whether it is negative or non-negatis corroborated by the fact that a
negative associate subject does not make TECs bpmsen present-day Mainland
Scandinavian; i.e., although SpecNegP is availabline associate subject of an existential

construction, (33), it cannot license the assoaatgect of a TEC, (39).

(39) *Der har ingen sagt det. Da
there has nobody said that

2.5 Summary

Though there are two subject positions in the Imaa in Faroese | (cf. section 2.1), they
cannot be filled simultaneously by an overt expketiSpecAgrSP) and an associate subject
(SpecTP) if the constituents would appear adja¢eht section 2.2). As shown by the
asymmetries between existential constructions adsTwith simple/complex tense (section
2.3) and negative/non-negative associate subjecti¢s 2.4), the presence of an adjacent
overt expletive only blocks an associate subjecBjpecTP but not in a lower position in

Faroese | (CompV° and SpecNegP, respectively). gtaccurrence in SpecTP is not only

12



blocked for the associate subject of a TEC, whiebds to be licensed in this position, but
also for the associate subject of an existentiastaction, which can be licensedsitu, (2)a.
In this connection notice that a trace in the canm@nt position of V° would seem to suffice
for licensing as a negative associate subject nsayran SpecNegP; cf. (29)b. This indicates
that the co-occurrence restriction might not havdd with licensing of the associate subject
in SpecTP but rather with the availability of thasion itself.

As discussed in the following section, Mainlandaistinavian data from around 1900
points to the conclusion that the co-occurrenceioction is actually not confined to SpecTP

but applies to associate subjects in VP-exterrigkestilicensing positions.

3 A similar co-occurrence restriction in Mainland Scandinavian around 1900

While TECs are ungrammatical in present-day Mail&tandinavian, (cf. (15nd (39)
above), traditional grammars present data that sthetvTECs were possible with negative
and quantified associate subjects (Diderichsen 1B@@ggren 1926, Wallin 1936, Western
1921; see also K. K. Christensen 1991).

(40) a. Der maa ingen sige det. Da
there must nobody say that (Diderichsen 1947: 187)

b. Der kan mange sige det. No

there can  many say that (Falk & Torp 1900: 8)

c. Det kan ingen gora den saken béttre an han. Sw

there can nobody do this thing better than heWallin (1936: 368)

Likewise, negative and quantified associate subjgcexistential constructions could occur

in clause-medial positiot.

(41) a. Det har ingen varit  har. Sw
there has nobody been here Wallin (1936: 368)
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b. Det har ingatidningar kommit. Sw

there are  no newspapers come Ljunggren (1926: 323)
c. Der har mange ligget under aben himmel i nat. Da
there have many laid  under open sky last night

(Mikkelsen 1911: 29)

d. Der ma da nogen have veeret hjemme. Da

there must really somebody have been at-hom@Mikkelsen 1911: 29)

Van der Wulff (1999), Tanaka (2000) and Ingham @O0feport a similar restriction for
Middle English: TECs and existential constructianth clause-medial associate subject were
only possible with negative associate subjectse@as van Kemenade (1997: 332), Ingham
(2003: 437)accounts for this by assuming that the case featonmally associated with [I°
could be transmitted to the next functional healdwet (Neg°®), permitting licensing of an
associate subject in SpecNegP. (Ass not a functional head, an associate subjadtiamot
remain in SpedP and TECs with non-negative associate subjedhareruled out.)

Following Ingham (2003), the restriction to TECsthwnegative/quantified associate
subjects in former stages of Mainland Scandinacem be captured by the assumption that
SpecTP was unavailable in Mainland Scandinavianratd 900, just as it is in present-day
Mainland Scandinavian, and that an associate subjdd be licensed in SpecNeg/QP,
which it cannot anymore.

Remarkably, Falk & Torp (1900: 8-10), Western (19@3) and Ljunggren (1926: 344)
claim that an overt expletive is only acceptablecleuse-initial position in TECs. If some
other constituent is topicalized, an overt expketannot appear: The clause-medial sequence

expletive<associate subjeistungrammatical; cf. the (c)-examples in (42)}(44

(42) a. Der kan ikkemange tale bedre. No
b. Bedre kan __ ikkemange tale.
c. *Bedre kan _der ikkemange tale.

better can there not many speak Falk & Torp (1900: 10)

14



(43) a. Der forlanger ingen det avdig. No

b. Det forlanger ___ ingen av dig.
c. *Det forlanger _der ingen av dig.
it demand there nobody from you (Western 1921: 65)
(44) a. Der har mange  @nsket det samme. No
b. Detsamme har ___ mange g@nsket.
c. *Detsamme har _ der mange g@nsket.

the same have there many wished (Western 1921: 65)

Thus, an adjacent overt expletive apparently blaoksassociate subject in SpecNeg/QP in
Mainland Scandinavian around 1900. These factsesigfat the co-occurrence restriction
has to do with the licensing of an associate sul{f@¢ more precisely, the licensing of the
licensing position; cf. section 2.5). It applies desociate subjects in VP-external subject
licensing position only — SpecTP in Faroese | apdcBleg/QP in former stages of Mainland
Scandinavian. In present-day Scandinavian (botlodsar and Mainland Scandinavian),
where SpecNegP is not a subject licensing posiioymore, occurrence of an associate
subject in SpecNegP is acceptable in the preseinae adjacent overt expletive (cf. section
2.4).
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(45) MSc 1900: TEC CP — AgrSP SpecTP ZZ::QP SpewP V° Comp ex.
*  expl aux Sub.ng v obj -
[-n/gq] * explaux SUBLhg  tsub v obj -
expletive © explaux Sl v o ]
[+n/q] explaux SUb+nie | tsub vV obj (43)a
*  expl aux SUBn/g)  tsub tsub v obj -
* aux exp Subng v Obj -
[-n/q]  * aux expl SUBLhg  tsub v obj -
adjacent *aux expl Subynq tsup v obj -
expletive *aux expl Subng v Obj (43)a
[+n/q] * aux expl SUbnig  tsub v obj (43)c
* auxexpl | SubBung tsub tsub vV obj (43)c

Recall that in Faroese |, even the associate subfean existential construction, which
can be licensenh situ, cannot occur in SpecTP in the presence of arcedijavert expletive.
Similarly, Falk & Torp (1900: 10) present data tkhbw that an expletive and a quantified

associate subject could not co-occur in clause-ah@disitions in existential constructions.

(46) a. Der har fire meend redet over broen idayo
b. Idag har _ firemeend redet over broen.
c. *ldag har _der fire maend redet over broen.
d. Idag har _der redet fire meend over broen.

(today) has there (four men) ridden (four men)over bridge-the (today)
(Falk & Torp 1900: 10)

If my proposal is on the right track and VP-extéswubject licensing positions are blocked in
the presence of an adjacent overt expletive, éxigected that the clause-medial sequence
expletive<negative associate subjéct(47), which is acceptable in present-day Maidla
Scandinavian, was ungrammatical at an earlier statpere associate subjects could be
licensed in SpecNegP; cf. the contrast between &8€)(40) above. Unfortunately, | could

not find an equivalent example in the grammars roeat above.
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47 Idag har _der ingen hunde veeret ihaven. Da

today have there no dogs been in garden-the

4 Conclusion

Though there are two subject positions in the Ihaao in Faroese I, SpecAgrSP for the
expletive and SpecTP for the associate subjectsggdtion 2.1), these positions cannot be
filled simultaneously if expletive and associatbjsat would appear adjacent (cf. section 2.2).
Asymmetries between existential constructions alCg with simple/complex tense and
non-negative/negative associate subject show hieatg¢quencexpletive<associate subjeist
not prohibited as such: An associate subject mayroadjacent to an overt expletive if it
occupies a lower position, CompV° and SpecNegReas/ely; cf. sections 2.3 and 2.4.
Data from Mainland Scandinavian around 1900 poirttbat the co-occurrence restriction is
not confined to SpecTP but applies to associatgesishin a VP-external subject licensing
position. Finally, the fact that even the assocsatigject of an existential construction, which
can be licensed (by a trade)sity, is affected by the co-occurrence restriction wWadem to
suggest that the presence of an adjacent overetesplconflicts with the availability of the
subject licensing position itself rather than wiibensing of an associate subject in this

position.
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Notes

! This pattern was displayed by about 2/3 of myrimfants. The rest of the informants, who rejectdd, (@ill
be disregarded in the following. They showed therldad Scandinavian pattern with regard to theritistion
of associate subjects.

2 Equivalent examples are presented as (marginatlggptable in Thrainsson et al. (2004: 285/86). él@w,
my informants, who were asked to judge the accdjtabf the test sentences on a scale from 5 (dodl
(bad), clearly rejected the construction in (3).diém for the construction in (1): 5, in (2): 4,91the relevant
subjects) and in (3): 1.

% Co-occurrence of an overt expletive and an assosizject in clause-medial positions is also fssh
Icelandic.

() a. ..hvort _pad hefur einhver Gtlendingur verid i sumarhdsinu. Ic
whether there has some foreigner been  in sunousdithe
b. ..hvort _pad hefur einhver Gtlendingur lesid  bdkina.
whether there has some foreigner read okhkbe (Thrainsson 2007: 26)

* In contrast to main clauses, (1), overt expletaresobligatory in embedded clauses in Faroese, (i)

0] a. Hon spurdi um tad budi eingamal madur ihesum hdsinum. Fa
b. *Hon spurdi um __ budi ein gamal madur i hesum hdsinum.
she asked if (there) lived an old man i this teetiee

(Thrainsson et al. 2004: 283)
® According to Jonas (1996a), VV°-to-1° movementésrpitted in Faroese .

0] a. Eg spurdi  hvi Jogvan ikKi hevdi lisio békina. Fal
b. Eg spurdi  hvi Jogvan __ hevaiikki lisid bokina.
I asked why Jogvan (had) not (had) read boak-th
(Jonas 1996a: 95)

Comparison with data on verb movement collectedbgtine Bentzen, Piotr Garbacz, Caroline Heycock
and Gunnar Hrafn Hrafnbjargarson during the NORM&dat Workshop on the Faroe Islands showed that V°
to-I° movement in embedded clauses was rejectethbse of my Faroese informants who did not accept
clause-medial occurrence of an associate subjeeteah it was judged slightly better, though stilbisgly
marked, by the Faroese | informants; see also Bargral. (2009).
® Similarly, an associate subject may occur in Spedffthe expletive surfaces in SpecCP and the two
constituents are separated by the finite verb, (i).

0] Tad hava nakrir hundar verid  Gti i gardinum. Fal
there have  some dogs been  outin garden-the

In addition, given that the expletive is insertadSpecAgrSP, the above example indicates that amlgvert
expletive, not a trace, blocks the occurrence adissociate subject in SpecTP.

" As there are semantic restrictions on associalgesis in clause-medial and post-lexical positisee(
Vangsnes 2002), the acceptability of (22)b (butthetacceptability of (22)a) is expected to be dedpat on the
type of DP.

& While string-vacuous Negative Shift is possiblaihScandinavian languages, there is a considerlount
of cross-linguistic variation as to non-string-vaoa Negative Shift; see Engels (2009a,b).

° In Norwegian, Negative Shift cannot cross a varkity, (i). As a consequence, negative associate sstjeet
ruled out in existential constructions with complense, (i), while they may appear in construcionith
simple tense, where Negative Shift can apply stviaguously, (iii).
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0] a. Jeg sa ingenting. t, to. No
I said nothing

b. *Jeg har  ingenting sagt .

I have  nothing said
(i) a. *Det har veert ingen hunder ihagen. No
b. *Det har ingen hunder  veert b i hagen.
there have (no dogs) been  (no dogs) in garden-the
(iii) Det var ingen hunder ty to i hagen. No
there were nodogs in garden-the

% Note that TP must dominate NegP: An associateestilfirecedes an Object Shifted object, (12), and an
Object Shifted object precedes a Negative Shiftes] §).

0] Hun laner _ham sikkert ingenting. Da
she lends him surely nothing

M Ljunggren (1926: 323) claims that a quantifiedesbjmay occur to the left of a non-finite verb, (see also
Western 1921: 221/22).

0] a. Jag  har _fatt mangatidningar  av honom. Sw
b. Jag har mangatidningar fatt av honom.
I have  (many newspapers) receip@any newspapers) by him
Ljuggren (1926: 323)

Quantifier Shift was possible in all Scandinavianguages and optionally applies in present-daghckct, (ii);
cf. Régnvaldsson (1987), Jonsson (1996), Svend@@0), Thrainsson (2007).

(i) a. Strakarnir hofou hent miklu grjéti i bilana. Ic
b. ?Strédkarnir hofou miklu grjéti hent i bilana.
boys-the  had much rock thrown in cars-théSvenonius 2000: 262)
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