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In this paper | argue that PPs have arich interna structure and establish
anumber of parall eli sms between the structures and mechanisms avail ableon
the clausal andthe PPlevel. Theline of research pursued here naturaly leads
tohypothesizinguniformity acossall | exicd projedions, i.e., pasitingasingle
extended projedion (with the concept loosely understood for all lexicd
projedions (VP, NP, AP, and PP).I aso provide esidence for Sportiche’s
(1988 acourt of floating quantifiers (FQs) and Bobaljik’ s (1995 PFmerger
acourt of the ban on oljed shift in Scandinavian aux+participle @mnstruc-
tions. | will start the discusson by examining Germanic objed shift.

1. Object shift in Germanic

Icdandic has the operation d objed shift, which moves definite NP
objedsoutside of VP. (Seg e.g., Holmberg 1986,Bobaljik 1995,and Diesing
1996. Ekki is dandardly assumed to mark the left edge of VP (but see
Boskovié 2001,in pressa,band(27)). Only relevant objed tracesare shown.)

(1) Halldér las  bakurnar; [yp ekki [y t]].
Halldor read the-bodks not
‘Halldér didn't read the bodks.”’

The movement can float a Q. (I asume Sportiche' s analysis of FQs.)
(2) Halddr las  bakurnar; [ypdlart].

Hallddr read the-bodks all

‘Halldér read dl the bodks!

Thereisa crrelation between the aility of an oljed tofloat aQ and unargo
ohjea shift, which suggestsobjed shift isresporsiblefor Q-float in (2). Thus,
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the Q-floating movement lands above ekk, just like objed shift, and bah the
Q-floatingmovement and oljed shift areblockedin periphrastic constructions

(3) Hall dér las bakurnar; [, ekki [,p dlar t]].

(4) *Halldér hefur lesid bekurnar; ekki t;.
Halldér has read the-bodks not

(5) ?*Halldér hefur lesid beskurnar, allar t,.
Halldér has  read the-bodks all

Interestingly, Q-float is also passble within PFs.

(6) ?Eg taladi (i gag) vid stldentana dlat,.
| talked yesterday with the-students all

In this paper | will i nvestigate PPinternal Q-float. | proposeto relate Q-
float in (2) and (6): it is licensed by the same operation, ramely objed shift,
which applies on loth the dausal and the PP level and is uniformly
avail able/unavail able on bdh the dausal andthe PPlevel inagiven language.

1.1. Parallelism between clausal object shift and Q-float within PP

This sedion establi shes a parall €lism in the avail ability of objed shift in
CPs and PRinternal Q-float, i.e. oljed shift in PP, in a given language by
examining Q-float of P-objeds in Germanic." We have seen Icdandic has
objed shift in bah CPs and PPs.German and Dutch also fit the parall elism
hypathesis. It iswell-known they have dausal objed shift (seg e.g., Bobaljik
1995AsBobaljik discus=d, they all ow objed shift in periphrastic examples).
They aso all ow PRinternal Q-float, which uncer the aurrent proposal means
they also have objed shift in PPs (see &so Koopman 1997for Dutch (8)%)

(7) Ich habe mit den Studenten, alen t; gesprochen.
| have withthe students all spoken

‘| spoke with all the students.’ (German)
(8) Ik hebmet de studenten, allemad t; gesproken
| havewith the students  all spoken (Dutch)

1. Below, | argueobjed shift doesnat landin the acaisative-cheding position,which
means we ae not deding here with a dause/PP parall elism in Case-chedking, argued
for in Watanabe (1993, Hornstein (1999, Bo3kovi¢ (2001), and Nooren (2004).

2. Like Koopman, | ignore the tilted form allen, which dffers from allemaal in
severa respeds.
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It is well-known that Swedish NPs cannat undergo clausal objed shift (see
Holmberg 1986,Bobaljik 1995,and Diesing 1996. They adso canna doit on
the PP level, as indicaed by their inability to license PRinternal Q-float.
(Non-floating Jag pratade med dla studenternais acceptable.)

(9) *Jag pratade med studenterna dlat,.
| talked with the-students all

In contrast to full NPs, Swedish pronoursdo unargo clausal objed shift (see
Holmberg 1986. Significantly, (10) contrasts with (9) regarding Q-float
within PP, which showsthat, asin the dausal domain, Swedish pronourscan
undergo objed shift within PP, in contrast to full NPs (see #so sedion 2.1).

(10) Jag pratade med dem; allat;.
| talked with them all

Finally, English NPs do nd undergo the semanticdly loaded Icdandic-type
objea shift onthe dausal level (seeChomsky 1995. They also canna doiit
onthe PPlevel. (I will discussEnglish pronoursin sedion 2.1)

(12 *1 spoke with the students al t,.

| concludethereisaparall elism between the avail abilit y of clausal objeda
shift andthe ability to float aQ within PP, whichisreadily captured under my
proposal that PPinternal Q-float isli censed by objea shift, which applies/does
not apply uniformly on bah the dausal and the PPlevel in agiven language.

1.2. The specificity/definiteness effect

Data regarding the semantic type of objeds confirmthe airrent analysis.
Diesing (1996 shows objed shift inthe dausal domain isacmmpanied by a
spedficity/definitenesseff ed: objedsundergoingit receve aspedfic/definite
interpretation, nonspedfic indefinite NPs not being able to undergo it.

(12) a. Halldor las  bakurnar, ekki t;.
Halldér readthe-bodks nat

b. Hallddr las  baskur, ekki t.
Hallddr read bodks not

(13) cf. Halldér las ekki baekur. (Icdandic)

In contrast to definite objeds, indefinite objeds also canna float a Q, which
confirms that the aility to undergo oljed shift isa prerequisite for Q-float.
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(14) a. Hallddr las  bakurnar; dlar t,.
Hallddr read the-bodks all

b. Halddr las bakur, alar t;.
Halldor read bodks all

c. cf. Hallddr las alar bakur. (Icdandic)

(15) a. Hanshat die Blcher; dlet; gelesen.
Hanshas thebodks all read
‘Hansrea dl the bodks.’

b. Hanshat Bicher, allet; gelesen.
Hanshasbodks all read

c. cf. Hans hat al e Biicher gelesen. (German)
Significantly, PPinternal Q-float exhibitsthe samebehavior: only definite NP
objeds(i.e. ojedsthat can undcergo oljed shift) can float aQ within PP. The
fad that non-spedfic indefinite NPs, which canna undergo oljea shift, al'so

canna float aQ in the PPdomain showsthat, asin the dausal domain, in the
PPdomain the aility to uncergo oljed shift is a prerequisite for Q-float.?

(16) a *Egtaladi vid sttdenta alat,.
| talked with students all
b.cf. (6) and Eg taladi vid all a sttidenta. (Icdandic)

(17) a. *Ich habe mit Studenten, allen t; gesprochen.
| have with students all spoken
‘| spoke with all students.’

b.cf. (7) and Ich habe mit allen Studenten gesprochen.  (German)
The parall elism provides evidencefor the PPinternal objed shift analysis.
1.3. Object shift and V/P movement

| argued that objed shift occurs in bah clauses and PPs based on a
paralelismin the distribution o clausal oljed shift, which li censes Q-float,

3. Notethat though somewhat degraded, Q-float off an indefinite NP isnot in prin-
cipleimpaosgble. Thus, (15b) and(17a) contrast with (i). Thismeanswe caainat acourt
for (15b)/(17a) by appeding to somekind d aban onQ-float off non-definite NPs.

(i) ?Bucher; sind dlet; (von verschiedenen Leuten) gelesen worden.
bodks are all by different people read kecome
‘Bookswere dl read by different people.’ (German)
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and PPinterna Q-float, aswell asthe definitenesseffed. In additionto ojed
shift, clauses and PPs exhibit parallel behavior regarding V/P movement.
Giventhestandard assumptionthat V/P andtheobjed NP are generated inthe
head-complement relation the V/P must bemovingintheobjed shift examples
(1) and (6) sincethey precale the shifted oljed, which has undergone move-
ment.A confirmation o the dause/PPparall elisminthisregardisprovided by
objed shift in German.AsBobaljik (1999 discussed, clausal objed shift can
occaur in German even when the V does not move, i.e. when it remainsin the
VPfinal position(Bobaljik arguesthe enbedded verbin (18) staysintheVP.)

(18) Hans glault dass[ich de Strassen, nicht all e t; gesehen habe].
Hansbelievesthat | thestreds not all seen hae
‘Hans believesthat | did na see dl the streds.’

ThePPdomain exhibitsparal el behavior, as hown by (19), where, asin (18),
ohjed shift takes place asindicaed by Q-float, bu just like the verb staysin
the VP final pasitionin (18), the alpasition stays in the PPfinal position.

(19) Ich bin[die Strassen, dlet; entlang] gegangen
I am thestreds all along goe
‘I walked along all the streds.’

Recdl that Icdandic disallows clausal objea shift in periphrastic construc-
tions. Significantly, as noted by Hallddr Sigurdson (p.c.), PPinternal objed
shift is also imposdblein such constructions.

(20) a. ?*Halldor hefur lesio bekurnar, ekki t;.
Halldor has read the-bodks not

b.?*Eg haféi talad vid stddentang alat.
I had spoken with the-students all

(22) a *Haldor hefur bakurnar; lesid (ekki) t,

 b. g haf8i talad sttidentana, vid (alla) t.

The parall elismin the avail ability of objed shift in periphrastic constructions
onthe dausal andthe PPlevel providesastrong confirmation d the dause/PP
parall elism hypathesis (see éso sedion 1.6.for an acourt of (20b)/(21h)).

To summarize, clauses and PPs exhibit parall el behavior with resped to
objea shift and V/P movement.

1.4. On the proper analysis of Q-float

The pardll €lism between objed shift, a movement operation, and FQ-
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li censing suggeststhelatter requiresmovement,whichismost straightforward-
ly captured uncer Sportiche's granding analysis of FQs. PPinterna Q-float
alsofavors Sportiche sanaysisover variousadverbial analyses,e.g. Bobaljik’'s
(1999 sentential adverb analysis(see &soBrison 1998. All elsebeingequal,
the sentential adverb analysis predicts a paralelism in the distribution o
sentential adverbsand FQs. Thefad that FQs but not sentential adverbs occur
within PPsthus semsto argue against this analysis. (For more evidencefor
Sportiche' s analysis, seeMcCloskey 2000and Boskovié in pressa).

1.5. PPshavearicher structurethan standardly assumed

Weare dso led to the awnclusionthat PPhasarichinternal structure (see éso
Koopman 1997Nooran 2004Riemsdijk 1990among others),i.e.we aeledto
pasit (22) for clausal/PPobjed shift cases (Agro/pP can bereplacal by v/pP).

(22 a Vi [agor NPt [ypti t]] B. P, [agpr NP, ti [ppti t]]

Infad, theinternal structure of PPs must be even richer given my (in pressa)
claim (see &so Déprez1989 that Q-float in 8-paositionsisdisall owed (the ban
is atheorem, i.e. deducible from independent mecdanisms; seeBoskovi¢ in
pressa). Some of my argumentsfor the ban aregivenin (23-26). All isuncon-
troversially locaed in a 6-positionin (23-24), involving ergative/pasdve Vs.
(23-24) arethus graightforwardly ruled ou by the ban onFQsin 8-pasitions.
The problem doesn’t arise in the hosts all arrived/were all arrested. (25-26)
show FQs arebanned na only from objed, but also subjed 8-paosition. Given
the standard assumption that even low adverbs like completely are dove the
subjed 8-pasitionwhen preceading the V, the unacceptability of (25) (see &so
Bobaljik 1995and Sportiche 1988for discusson d such examples), where
dueto the presenceof alow adverb all canna: be located anywhere but the 6-
position (Specv P), confirms Qs canna befloated in subjed 8-position * (26),
which contrasts with theyare all being nasy, provides more evidencefor the
imposshility of Q-float in subjed 6-position, sinceall must belocaed in this
pasitionin (26) given the standard assumption that being does nat move. (I
ignore the irrelevant completive reading of all.)

(23) *The hosts arrived all.

4. Theproblemdoesn’tarisein (i). Bodkovié (in pressa) argues (i) providesevidence
that we need aricher clausal structurethan Chomsky (1995, which hasonly TP above
the VP where subjed is6-marked. A return to aversion d split | isthusin order. The
hosts can then be 8-marked in SpecV P below completely, with all in an intermediate
position(e.g. SpecTP),abovethe® but below the SSsubjea position (e.g. SpecAgrsP).

(i) The hosts al completely understood
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(24) *The hosts were arested all.
(25) *The hosts completely [, al understood|.
(26) *They are being dl naisy.

Given the ban onQ-float in 8-positions, motivated by (23-26) (seeBodkovié
in pressafor anumber of additional arguments for the ban),(1) shoud have
thestructurein (27),withall outsidethe8-positionin SpecAgroP,andthe shift-
ed oljed aboveit. (I will refer to the projedion hasting objed shift as OP.)®

(27) Halldor las [op baskurnar; t; [ekKi [aqop [Allar t] & [ye t t]]]] -
Halldor read  the-bodks not all

Thereis considerable independent evidencethat the landing site of Icdandic
objed shiftishigher thanthe acaisative-cheding position(see,e.g., Boskovié
1997,Holmberg and Platzadk 1995,Vikner 1995. One pieceof evidenceis
provided by thefad that shifted oljeds arelocaed above sentential adverbs,
which are aosdinguisticaly assumed to be very high in the structure.®

(29) | gae las Pétur bdking eflaust/* eflaust boking ekki t;.
yesterday read Peter the-bodk doultlesdy not
'Y esterday, Peter doukilesdy didn't read the bodk.’ (Bures 1992

Holmberg and Platzad naote the shifted ohjed in (29) can hindapronoun bt
not an anaphar, which meansit isnot even locaed in an A-position. Note that
the passvized subjed in (30) can bind an anaphar, bu not a pronoun,which
indicates that the adverbial in guestionis nat an opaque domain for binding.

(29) Han taldi Olaf og Martein, peim/*hvorum 6édrum til undrunar,
he onsidered Olaf and Marteinn them each  dher to wonder
[t verajafn  gbdal.
e eudlygood
‘He considered Olafur and Marteinn, to their surprise, to be equally good!

(30)0laf og Martein, voru, *peim/?hvorum 6&um til undrunar,
Olaf andMarteinnwere them each  dher to wonder

5. Notethat Bo3kovié (in pressa) asociates the definitenesseffea with movement
to SpedOP. | arguethat English has overt movement to SpecAgroP (see &so Boskovié
1997 2002 Johrson 199, Koizumi 1999 Lasnik 1999 McCloskey 200Q among
others), but not movement to SpedOP, henceit lacks Diesing’ s definitenesseffed.

6. Watanabe (1993 and Boskovié¢ (1997, who adopt the Split | Hypothesis, argue
that in Engli sh, sentential adverbs, which can even occur above auxili aries, areli censed
by T. Thus, they argue that probaly is TP-adjoined in (i), can being locaed in T.

(i) [age John[ s probebly [r» can play the guitar]]] .
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taldir [, verajafn  godq).
considered ke eudlygood
‘Olafur andMarteinnwere, to their surprise, considered to be equally good!

(29) conclusively shows the final landing site of Icdandic objed shift isnat
the acwisative Case-chedking pasition. Rather, it’s an A’ -position above it.’

Given the dause/PPparall €ism, the PPin (6) must have the structurein
(31), where the NP undergoes two steps of movement and the P three (1 will
refer to the extended projedion d PPas“PP'.)

(32) [-pp Vi3 [op StUGENtANG t; [ag [alla 1] 1 [et LT
with  the-students all

| concludethereforethat PPshave arather richinternal structure, simil ar tothe
internal structure of clauses.

1.6. On the ban on object shift in | celandic periphrastic constructions

Recdl that clausal objed shift is disallowed in Icdandic aux+participle
constructions (32), and the same halds for objead shift in the PPdomain (33).

(32) a. ?*Hallddr hefur lesid beskurnar, ekki t;.
Halldor has read the-bodks not

b. Halldér hefur baskurnar, lesid ekki t,.
(33) cf. Halldér hefur lesid ekki baskurnar.

(34) >*Eg hafdi talad  vid  studentang alat.
| had spoken with the-students all

(35) cf. Eg hafdi talad vid (all a) stidentana.

Thisconfirmsthe dause/PPparall elismhypaothesis. However, it alsoraisesan
interesting problem. The problemisthat current acountsof the ban onclausal
objed shift in periphrastic examplesarenat extendableto (34). (Below | focus
on(32b).(32a) is draightforward given that, as sandardly assumed, Icdandic
participles don't move (certainly not above OP, if they move & all): thereis
then no spacefollowing the participle for objea shift to occur.)Consider
Chomsky’'s (1995, chap.3) acourt of (32h). On hisanalysis, clausal objed
shift requires main verb movement to T, which makesit passbleto movethe
objed over the subjed in SpecV P, and then move the subjed over the objed
withou violatinglocdity, given equidistance Thenecessary V-to-T movement
ocaursin (1), bu not (32b). The acourt istootied to clausal structureto be

7. A shifted oljed shoud till be @leto A-bindinto adverbialslower than AgroP.
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extendable to the PP case.(Recdl also that P does move.) In ather words, it
doesn’'t help uswith (34).Holmberg (1999 propasesancther acourt of (32b).
He argues that objed shift is a PF operation that canna take place acossa
phondogicdly visible cdegory asymmetricdly c-commanding the objed
except for adjuncts. While the andtionisviolated in (32b), it is met in (34)
(just asin (2), assuming all is adjoined). (34) thus remains unacourted for
under this analysis. Finally, consider Bobaljik’'s (1995 acount of (32b).
Bobaljik propasesthat the participle hasto mergein PFunder adjacency with
an affix head that islocated above thelanding site of objed shift. The merger
canna occur in (32b) dueto the intervening objed.

(36) ?*Halldér hefur - baskurnar lesid ekki

Bobaljik’s analysis would na apply to (34) asit is. However, in contrast to
Chomsky’ s/Holmberg's analyses, it is passble to modify it to acwourt for
(34). | propose that anull affix head is present in al and orly structures in-
volvingobjed shift.Morepredsely,| proposethat thehead whaose mmplement
uncergoes objed shift must merge with the null affix head ® The asumption
does nat change anything in Bobaljik’s acourt of (32b): it isstill ruled out
becaisethe dfix head canna merge with the participle dueto theintervening
objed. However, in contrast to Bobaljik’ sanalysis, under the aurrent analysis,
the affix head isnot present in (33), where objed shift does nat occur (cf. fn.
8). Turning to (34), the PF merger accourt of (32b) realily extends to (34)
((21b) aswell): Under therevised PFmerger analysis, it isthe prepasition, nd
the participle, that has to merge with the affix heal. (Recdl that the dement
that merges with the dfix is the head whose complement undergoes objed
shift.) However, the prepositionis not adjacent to the &fix head.

(37) 7*Eg hafdi Ftalad vid stidentang, alat,

In contrast to (37),no problemregarding PFmerger arisesin (35),whereobjed
shift doesn’t haveto occur,hencethe objed shift affix head doesn’t haveto be
present. | concludetheban onPPinternal objed shift in periphrastic examples
can be acounted for given the dovemodificaion d Bobaljik’ sanalysis. The
modificaion changesthe nature of the dfix heal, tyingit to oljed shift rather
than participial morphdogy. In contrast to Bobaljik’ sanalysis, the dfix head
is thus present only in auxt+participle examples involving objed shift.

8. The asamptionlealsto a change cncerning the nature of the dfix heal. Bobalji k
asamesthe head isthelocus of participial morphdogy, an assumptionthat canna be
maintained under the aurrent analysis $Sncewewould then exped it to be present in all
auxili ary+participle examples, contrary to what isargued in thetext. Under the aurrent
analysis, the dfix head hasto betied to oljed shift rather than participial morphdogy.
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Furthermore, it is crucial that thereis no separate F for clauses and PP, i.e.
thereisone F for both. To acourt for this, | speaulate (in a slight departure
fromthe central thesis) that thereisaseledional/cheding relation ketween T,
which is present only in clauses, and F. Given that Bobaljik's PF merger
analysis, but nat Chomsky’ s/Holmberg’ sanalyses, can bemodifiedtoacourt
for theban onPPinternal objed shift in periphrastic constructions, | conclude
that PP internal objed shift favors Bobaljik’s analysis of objed shift in
aux+participle constructions over Chomsky’ s/[Holmberg' s analyses (see éso
Boskovié 2001,in pressbfor evidencefor Bobaljik’ sanalysis). Recdl that PP
internal objed shift also provides evidence for the dause/PP paralelism
hypothesis, rich internal structure of PPs, and Sportiche’ s analysis of FQs.

2.1. Additional clause/PP parallelisms: cliticization

Another instance of clause/PP paralelism is provided by Q-float off
English acaisative pronours. While English dsallows Q-float with oljed
NPs, asexpeded giventhat it doesnot havethe semanticdly loaded Icdandic-
type oljea shift to SpecdOP, English daes allow Q-float with pronaminal
objeds(seeBrison 1998Koopman 1999 Boskovié in pressafor arguments
against the Postal 1974Maling 1976NP-internal Q-flip analysis of (39)).

(38) *Mary read the bodks all t;.
(39) Mary read them all t;.

Bo3kovié (in pressa) argues movement that licenses Q-float with pronaminal
objedsinvolves cliti cization, with the diti ¢ passng through SpecAgroP.°

(40) Mary read them [gp all t; [ve t 1]
Evidencefor the diticization analysis is provided by the fad that non-clitic
objed pronours(i.e. contrastively focused and coordinated pronours) cannat

license Q-float. (Capital letters indicate cntrastive focus.)

(41) a. *Mary read THEM, dl t..
b. Mary hatesyou, imand her; al t,.

Significantly, English PPs behave like dauses with resped to Q-float off
ohjeds(42), which confirmsthe dause/PPparall elismhypathesis. Accusative

9. Notethat | argue English has overt movement to SpecAgroP for full objed NPs,
but not movement to SpecOP (seefn. 5). The bodksthuscan bein SpecAgroP in (38).
The exampleisthen ruled ou becaise all isfloated in a 6-position within VP.
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pronours in Engli sh apparently can undergo cliti cization on bah the dausal
andthe PPlevel " asindicated by the posshbility of Q-float in (39) and (42b),
anditsimpaosshility in exampleswith noncliti c pronours ((41) and (42c,d)).

(42) a. *Mary spoke with the students all t;.
b.Mary spoke with them, al t..

c. *Mary spoke with THEM,; all t;.
d. Mary spoke with you, Hm and her, all t;.

2.2. Locality

Locdity isancther areawhere dauses and PPs exhibit parallel behavior.
It is well-known that movement out of a CP proceeds via SpecCP (i.e. the
Specof the highest projedionin the dause).

(43) Who doyou telieve [ t; that Mary likest]

Riemsdijk (1978, who argues for the existence of a Comp pasitionin PP,
shows the same holds for PPs (see &so Boskovié in pressa). More predsely
(updating Riemsdijk’ sanalysistothe arrent system),movement out of atradi-
tional PPprocealsviathe Specof the highest projedioninthe PP(i.e. “PP’).

(44) Who doyou kelieve[.pp tint]

Bo3kovié (in pressa) (for relevant discussonsee &so Abels2003 arguesthat
Chomsky's (1999 phase acourt of SpedCP as an escgpe hatch for move-
ment out of CPs houd be extended to the PPcase, which meansthat: (a) like
CP, PP(i.e.“PP") isaphase; (b) likethat, itshead can ogtionally havethe EPP
property, which drives movement toits Spec (c) the EPPproperty isassgned
only when successve gclicity requiresit, so that awh-phrase canna remain
in Spec’PP, just like it canna remain in SpecCP, asill ustrated in (45-46).

(45) *Who bdlieves [ who (that) [Mary likest]]
(46) *Who kelieves ., Who [in t]]

| concludethereforethat clausesand PPsexhibit parall € behavior with respea
to locdity, more predsely, movement out of clauses” PP’ 1!

10. Swedish (10) can be analyzed inthe sameway as (42b) (withou movement to OP)
11 It isaso worth naing that, as is well-known, clausal pied-piping in Basque is
acompanied by fronting of the wh-phrase within the CP. Significantly, “PP’ pied-
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2.3. Case assignment

Thissedionarguesfor aV/P parall elism regarding case assgnment.The
paralelismis sgnificant for the dause/PPparall elism hypathesis, given that
CPisasaumed to be an extended projedion d V. In ather words, V isthetrue
head of CP, its extended projedion, just like P is the true head o “PF’, its
extended projedion.Fromthisperspedive, establishingaV/Pparall elismcon
tributes to the dfort to establish a parall elism between the dausal and the
“PP domain.My argument for the caseparall elismconcernsRussan numerals.

Higher numeralsin Rusdan assgn geniti veto thefoll owing nounreferred
to as genitive of quantification (GQ) (for discusson d GQ, seeBabby 1987,
Franks 1995 Boskovi¢ in pressc, among others). GQoverrides gructural, but
naot inherent case. In ather words, anounwhich would be normally assgned
structural acaisative by averb, gets GQ when foll owing a higher numeral.

(47) Ivankupil  masinu.
Ivan bougth car(acc)

(48) Ivan kupil  pjat’ maSin/*pjat’ maSiny.
Ivan boughfive ars(gen)/five a@ars(acc)

However,whenanumeral NP occursasan oljed of aninherent case assgning
verb, bah the nounand the numeral bea the inherent case in question.

(49) Ivan viaded fabrikoj.
Ivan avns factory(instr)

(50) Ivan viaded pjat’ju  fabrikami/*pjat’  fabrik.
Ivan ovns  five(instr) factories(instr)/five factories(gen)

Thegenerdizaionisthat GQoverrides dructural, but not inherent case. There
isaV/P pardlelism in this resped, acwsative assgning Ps patterning with
acasative assgning Vs, and nonracaisative Ps with nonacaisative Vs.

(52) ¢erezminutu
in  minute(acc)

‘inaminute
(52) cerezpjat’ minut/*pjat’ minuty

in  five minutes(gen)/five minutes(acc)
(53) 0 knige

abou bodk(loc)

pipingin Jacdtecisacmmpanied by simil ar frontingwithinthe “PP’ (seeCraig1977).
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(59 o [pati knigax/*pjat’  knig.
abou five(loc) bodks(loc)/five bodks(gen)

These dataprovide evidencefor aP/V paral elismregarding case assgnment:
like verbs, prepositions can be ather structural or inherent case asdgners,
acaisative being their structural case. In Bodkovié¢ (2002 | argue that the
verb'sstructural caseischedked inaprojedion ousideof VP, anditsinherent
case within VP. The same shoud then hdd for prepaositions and PFs.

3. Conclusion

| have agued PPshave amuch richer structure than standardly assumed.
P-complement can uncergo two stepsof movement within“PP’andthe Pthree
steps. PP internal objea shift favors Sportiche's analysis of FQs over the
sentential adverb analysis, and Bobaljik’s PF merger acourt of the ladk of
ohjed shift in periphrastic examplesover Chomsky’ sequidistance/Holmberg's
PF movement analyses. The most important conclusion drawn in the paper
concernsaparall elismbetween“ PP’ (extended projedion o P) andthe dause
(extended projedion d V).l have agued thetwo exhibit parall el behavior with
resped to ohjed shift, P’V movement, cliti cization, locdity, and case. Many
authors(e.g. Abney 1987 have agued for aparall elism between the extended
projedionof N andthe dause. GiventheNP/clauseparall elismandtheresults
adhieved in this paper, we would also exped to find a parall eli sm between the
extended projedion o A and the dause.*? We would then have uniformity
aaossall lexicd projedions, with asingle extended structure for al of them.
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