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1.INTRODUCTION
Two empirical observations about Spanish DOM:

a. DOM objects are syncretic wittativeDPs, non-DOM objects are syncretic withminative
DPs

@ DATIVE

a. Saludo [a unanifigl b. Le dio unregalo [a Gala]
greeted.8G Acca  girl CL.DAT gave.3G a presentDAT Gala
‘She greeted a girl.’ ‘She gave a present to Gala.’

c. Vio [una nifig)c d. [Una nifiajow  sonrié esta mafiana
saw.3G a  girl a girl  smiled.8G this morning
‘She saw a girl.’ ‘A girl smiled this morning.’

b.Lépez's (2012) Generalization
In the internal domain ofP, ex-situ DOs in an intermediate position betweenand \° are
differentially markedin-situ DOs are not differentially marked

0 Loépez provides a position for DOM and proposes faubitraries”, unrelated Vocabulary
Insertion Rules (VIR) to account for the syncretibatween datives and DOM —one for
dative case and three for DOM. Each rule makeseefe to a different property commonly
associated with Spanish DOM, these aménacy telicity, affectedness

The aim of this presentation is twofold:
= to motivateLépez’s Generalizatioand dative/DOM and nominative/non-DOM syncretisms;
= to provide evidence to a view of the grammar Keefps apart argument licensing and case.

The framework

* I would like thank Mercedes Pujalte and AngelaTDilio for discussion on some of the ideas and tlata
present here. | especially want to thank AndréshSeadeep discussion, observations and corrections
made on the ideas of this paper. Also, thanks tdrds Saab and Paco Ordéfiez for sharing with me the
discussion and elaboration of their paper on Spacésisative constructions, which inspired me te tak
up the complex problem that implies Spanish DOMaHy, | want to thank Andrea Bohrn, Alicia
Avellana and Javier Carol for their judgments. Uslglaimers apply.
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| follow, with minor technical modifications, thasight of Pujalte & Saab (2010) (henceforth
P&S), Pujalte (2013), and Saab (in preparationSpanish SE constructions, 10s amacer
['maké] causative constructions, which adopts Distributedrpflology’s architecture of the
grammar and Chomsky’s (2007, 2008) feature inhegaystem.

Two general assumptions
1.ug-features of are inherited by selected categories in its cempht domain.
2. Agreetakes place at the last link of the inheritancerghemely,N°®

The approach to DOM in a nutshell

If a DP moves out the/P before a probe is introduced in the derivationfaits out the
inheritance chain. Accordingly, it cannot partidipén theAgreeprocess. As a consequence, PF
performs a repairing mechanism inserting a dissedienorpheme K°, which is realized by the
DOM marker.

Organization:1) a description of Spanish DOM; 2) the propospt@clusions

2.A BASIC DESCRIPTION OF SPANISH DOM

) Generalization I(Bleam 2005)
a. A-stripped nominals are weak = property-denofiyge <,t).
b. A-marked nominals are strong = A-type (tygeor <<e,t>, t).

3) Generalization Il (Brugé & Brugger 1996, Rodriguez-Mondofiedo 200hdz52012,
a.o)

a. A-stripped indefinites only have narrow scope.

b. A-marked indefinites can have middle and widgpsc

4) Generalization Il (L6pez 2012)
In the internal domain ofP,
a. A-stripped DOs ar@-situ.
b. A-marked DOs arex-sity in an intermediate position betwegrand-°.

« Obligatorywith personal pronouns, proper hames, definiterijgns, strong quantifiers.
(5) a. La saludé *@a) ella.
clacc greeted.$G Acc her
‘| greeted her.’
b. Saludé *(@) Gala.
greeted.3G  Acc Gala.
‘| greeted Gala.’
c. Saludé *a) la maestra.
Greeted.8G ACC thesG teacher.
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‘| greeted the teacher.’
d. Saludé *(a) todas las maestras.
greeted.4G AccCevery theeL  teacherL
‘| greeted every teacher.’
* Optional with indefinites.
(6) a. Vio (@ un hombre.
saw.3G ACC a man
‘She saw a man.’
b. Vio (@) dos hombres.
saw.3G ACC two man
‘She saw two men.’
* Ungrammaticalwith bare nouns
(@) Vio (*a) hombres.
saw.3G ACC men
‘She saw men.’

©® vP [L6pez 2012] Remark

or position and DOM.

There is no direct mappin
between formal type, scoq

STRONG NOMINALS o nornmoM
Personal Pronoun

Proper names WEAK NOMINALS

Dsepmte descrtl_;?_tlons Narrow scope Indefinites
rong quantifiers Bare nouns

Wide scope indefinite

In addition to these generalizations, previous wamkSpanish DOM has observed that DOM is
restricted to animate DPs, witness that cases)as€ungrammatical. (See Bleam 2005, a.o0.)

(9) Maria escribié (*a) un poema
Maria wrote.3G AcCa poem
‘Maria wrote a poem.’

The ban of DOM with inanimate DPs is limited to sonclasses of verbs: mainly,
consumption/creation verbs and “cognate” objecbse8ignificantly, Diesing (1992) observes
that the former class doesn't allow scrambling ieri@an. Notice that if Generalization Il is
right, some kind of scrambling seems to be neede&spanish DOM. Keeping these classes of
verbs apart, there is no reason for an animacyitond

(0]
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*  Proper namesre type <e>, even when they denote an inanimeteidual. The same can

be said about names denoting unique referents(a4)n

(10) a. Escondi *(a) Barbara.
hide.sG Acc Bérbara
‘I hide Barbara’ [Torrego 1998]

b. En Estocolmo, premiaron  *(alien afios de soledad (a novel)

(Barbara oat/ba guitar, etc.)

In  Stockholm awarded?8 Acc Cien afios de soledad
‘In Stockholm, they awarded Cien afios de soledad.’
(11) Los pajaros saludan  *(a) la aurora. li[Gaya 1973]
the birds  greet Acc the aurora
‘The birds greet the aurora’

« Kind termsbehave as proper names. They are rigid design@tapke 1972, 1980).
(12) El adjetivo modifica  *(a)l sustantivo
the adjetive modifySc Acc.the noun

‘the adjective modifies the noun.’

»  Definite descriptionsQuantifiers, indefinites
(13) Volvi6  a mirar &)l mantel, &) sus manos, af las ufias sin
pintura.
Came.3G to watch Acc.the tableclothAcc her hands Accthe nails without
painting
‘He watched again the tablecloth, her hands, th#s nwithout painting’ [CREA,
05/10/2013]
(14) Este grupoincluye a todas las plantas terrestres.
this  groupincludess Accall  the plants terrestrial
‘this group includes all the terrestrial plants.’
(15) una hormiga obrera procede a mover ariavaupas que han quedado
expuestas
a ant worker proceed@to move ACC many pupas that have remained
exposed
‘a worker ant proceeds to move many pupas that baen exposed.’
[adaptedvww.flickr.com/photos/visrecO1/sets/72157627852 AR detail/]

2.1 Some complex contexts
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A. DOM is optional with subjects of secondary predisat(16b) is ambiguous between an
attributive and a predicative reading. (16b) ordg l predicative reading.

(16) a.Juan encontré al libro roto. b. Juamcontrd el libro
roto.
Juan found.3s@cc.the book broken Juan found.3sg the book
broken
‘Juan found the book broken’ ‘Juanrfd the broken book’

B. DOM is obligatory with ECM subjects when it is peebal, but is optional when it is
postverbal.
(17) a. Vio *@)! camion venir.
saw.3G Acc,the truck coming
b. Vio venir @)l camion.
saw.3G coming AcC.the truck
‘She saw the truck coming’

C. DOM is obligatory with preverbal subjects of nfimite clauses in causativlacer
constructions.
(18) a. La lluvia (lo) hizo *@)l rosal flater. [Ordéifiez & Saab 2013]
the rain chcc made.3G Acc.the rosetree bloomF
b. La lluvia hizo florecer (@)l rosal.
the rain mades® bloomINF Acc.the rosetree
‘The rain made the rosetree bloom.’

D. DOM is mandatory in obligatory object control stmictions.
(19) Juan oblig6 *(a) unnifioa limpiar las entanas.
Juan forced8G AccC a kidto cleamnrF the windows

‘Juan forced Pedro to clean the windows’

2.2 SpanishA-marker Generalization

According to Lépez, (8) includes an intermediateprojection, which stays for an applicative

projection, an aspectual projection or both. Howeve

(A) stative verbs seem to have only a root and gyoager, anyway transitive states allow
DOM.

(B) Spanish ditransitive verbs, suchdas ‘give’, don't project any applicative head (Pugalt
2009, 2013); nonetheless, the syncretic case mapgerars with I0s and DOs.

(C) Itis not obvious that complex contexts in (163)require amP to derive DOM patterns.
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These facts seem to indicate that something moséersytic and less stipulative than a
dedicated projection underlies DOMyace Lopez 2012). Let me propose the following
generalization:

(20) Spanish A-marker Generalization
A-marked DPs lack Case.e-they are not licensed in the syntax.

Lépez’s Generalization together with the generébizain (20) is precisely what is predicted by
Chomsky's (2007, 2008)-feature inheritance system as implemented by P&S.

3. THE PROPOSAL
1. Distributed Morphology architecture of the gramrtdalle & Marantz 1993)
2. SYNTAX

a. [ug] can be freely assigned to C° avfd-i.e. C° and” can be fully defective (P&S 2010,
Pujalte 2013, Saab (in preparation))gGor C{ 1/ Ve Orve[

b. Feature inheritance system (Chomsky 2007, 2008)

i. up-features of C° are inherited by T°.
ii. up-features of° are inherited by/°.

c. Agreeprocess takes place at the last link of the itdvece chain. In other words, once the
inheritance process takes place, the searchingesisadetermined by the head that
inherits the features.

d. Agreeturns [K] into [K], and [ug] into [¢]. Neither [K] nor [p] has any other value; they
may be understood as the default values for cas&4iiden 2004) and agreement.

3. PF
a. Valuation of case and agreement takes place at PF
i. M-case is a composed category. (McFadden 2004, a.o.
ii. Valuation is performed by dissociated feature ifisefcopy into K org.

Merge, Feature Inheritance, Agree

[PF

Dissociated morpheme insertion (K°)
Dissociated feature insertionc¢bte)
Dissociated feature copy (Agreath
Impoverishment
Vocabulary Insertion



Differential Object Marking Workshop, University 8fomsg
May 23-24, 2013

3.1 The system

Pujalte’s Generalization
Given a configuration likexP...Z...y°], if x° andy® are cyclic heads of the same typet I,
andx® andy® are in a potential inheritance relation, thy&iis fully ¢-defective.

[adapted and translated from Pujalte 2043]

1) 8

e Yirug) -

Consequences of the inheritance system:

1. A DP can be part of thhegreeprocess at the last link of the inheritance chaiin,

2. If a DP is (externally or internally) mergedan intermediate position, before the inheritafce
process takes place, it falls out the inheritarfe@rc Then, it cannot be part of thgree

process.

Consequencg: non-DOM objects
Let x° to bev°,;, Z° any category distinct from C°-sa§ or nothing at all- ang® the
Root. Inheritance takes place frothto y°, forming ax°-(Z)-y° complex.Agreeapplies
betweenV® and the DP.

(22) a P b. 4
/\
W] oP \ aP
o [ o~
\\\ (X,[ ] \/P ao \/P
\4 Py P
Inheritance V°r DRuq Agree ‘/:501 /‘D'ﬁq

(23) Vio [una nifig)c
saw.3G a  girl

‘She saw a girl’

Clitic pronouns in Pronominalization structures

(24) a. Mariala vio b. Maria me vio.
Maria clacc saw Maria cl.4GACC saw
‘Maria saw her’ ‘Maria saw me.’
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Clitic pronouns must move to vin (25a), the object DR, is merged with the Root. Thert
and therv°, are merged. Then, the inheritance process and Agkeeplace. The DP gets the
value [K]. Then, the DRy moves directly to Sped? (see 25b).

(25) SynTAX
a \2 b 74
/\ /\
N Vo[u.p] oP DP[K] \
\\\ T T
\\\(10 \/P Vo[q,] aP
Inheritancé\ TN
e DR o° P
N \__ N

Movement i,

T
Agree _PH(*

Notice that for Torrego (1998) Spek,is a DOM position. However, under this view,ahoot

be so. DOM can never take place in that positi@cabse when it moves there, it casq is
already valued. This is consistent with an obsemamade by Lopez, according to whigh

SpecyP is irrelevant for DOM.

Consequence 2: 10s and DOM
Let x° to bev°y,, andy® to be a fully defective head —say’; or \°; -, as implied in
Pujalte’s GeneralizationSuppose, now, that a R is internally or externally merged
with y°, before the probe is introduced in the derivatfgfia). When the probe is
introduced and the inheritance process takes plaass “over” DR, (26b). Then
DPw; falls out of the inheritance chain. So, it canbet probed and Agree doesn't

apply.
(26) a. yP b. vP
P P
DR y « Vg yP
P .
Y DRy Y

Inheritance\4 T y° = any fully defective category —e:g.

Y

(27)  No pF] can survive at PF.

[uF] repair strategies at PF:
a. Dissociated morpheme insertion (e.g. K)
Dissociated feature insertion (e.g. default agregmne
c. Impoverishment / Deletion
(28) Dissociated morpheme insertion princigdcFadden 2004, pg. 239, (250))
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A dissociated morpheme must be inserted as ther 6tthe node which triggers its
insertion.
(29)  [uK] repair: DRu — [xe K° DP]

3.2 The syncretism
Back to the empirical observation in (1):

1. Non-DOM DPs and nominative DPs are syncretic.

2. DOM DPs and dative DPs are syncretic.

These syncretisms are reduced to the fact of bemgr out of the inheritance chain.
Nominative DPs and non-DOM DPs patrticipate of thgre® process -abstract licensing-, then
no repair strategy is triggered at PF. Dative DR BOM DPs cannot be part of the Agree

process, then a repair strategy inserting a diasmtimorpheme K is triggered.

Structures at PF

(30) a.non-DOM / nominative DPs b. DOM / Datbes
D° KP
/\ /\
D K K DP
/\ /\
D o) D°
[+ DEFA] /\
D° K]
D° 0]

[+DEFA]
Not the whole story Why is K° realized as /a/ in (30b)?
(31) Morphological case features (McFadden 2004)

Dative [case, inferior, oblique]
Accusative  [case, inferior]
Nominative  [case]

Redundancy Rule
(32) K°« [case] (Adapted McFadden 2004)

M-case Features Insertion Rules
(33)  a. Kease— Kicase, inferion! [Vio, ugl [ __ +-.- 1] (Adapted from  McFadden
2007)
b. Kicase= Kiease, inferior, obliquef [XP __ K°r 7.1
i. x° is any fully defective category that assighgo its
Spec.
ii. [case] feature has been assigned to another K.

(34) [M-case] features are introduced into K.
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De KP

/\ /\

D K K DP
/\ /\
D ¢ [M-case feature insertipn ~ D° -

[+ DEF] /\
D® (K]
[#DEA ¢

Vocabulary Insertion Rules
(35) Ja/ - [case, inferior]
/al insertion is triggered by a subset of the nedaatures shared by accusative and dative DPs.

Why K° doesn’t have any special realization in (30@
There is no especial exponent for a [K] feature idated by D°. Significantly, different
behaviors arise if m-case features are introducedh); complement ofl° as in (22b)
or Speoy/P as in (25b). The former can trigger agreemertt Witas subjects do, but the
latter cannot:

Long Distance Agreement
(36) a. me falta(n) corregir  estos examenes
cl.1SGDAT lack.3fL) correctinNF  these exams
‘I need to grade these exams’
b. me falta(*n) corregires.
cl.1sGDAT lack.3L gradenF=cl.AcCc
Intended: ‘I need grade them’
c. me falta(*n) reprobar a los estudiantes
cl.1SGDAT  lack.3L fail.INF AcCcthe  students

Intended| have to fail the students

In addition, m-case features on D° induce allomgripithe domain of pronouns:

37) lell < [3, M, SG|case]

Nlo/ < [3, M, SG | case, inferior]

Nle/ < [3, M, SG | case, inferior, oblique] (Thesee asimplified
rules)

3.3Accounting for the data
(38) DOM in simple transitive clauses
Saludé a Gala

10
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greeted.$G Acc Gala
‘| greeted Gala’

SYNTAX STEP 1

a. EM (/DP) — v
y DR
STEP 3

b.IM (DP,aP)—  aP

STEP 2
b. EM @, \) — oP
a N
/\
N DRy
STEP 4

C.EM [, aP)> VP
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SYNTAX STtEP 1 STEP 2

a. EM (), DP)—» AP

b. EM DF ,V';)) » P

\/[] Dlé[,ul<] Dafu;q \/'
/\
Vo DPu
STEP3 STEP 4
c. EM (e , YP) — VP d. Inheritanceyv >\°
Fv
Vool g T
\Vo[u.p] \/P
BRg
/\ . \IjRK] \/,
Ve DPyu Inheritance .,
e DPyu
STEP 5

e. AgreeNjy,, DPuq

q// Out of the
Vo _Alp P inheritance chain

PF

DR o Vgl aP
o \P DRq a
Movement T T
\/ ‘DRHK-} (10[] \/P
/\
h BRig
STEP 5 STEP 6
c. Inheritancevy, > a1 >V d. Agree \P -
Pv -7
Py Ve ///a/P B
N Vo[uw] aP /// /\ ///
\\ QR] //6.
\\\ QR] o /////\
\\ /\ (X.o \/P
Inheritance N \P T
N . ijt of the . \/o[uq’]
AN \/o D inheritance chain N ,,7‘
N X
DR
PF Agree
e. R
/\
VO[Dv ug] oP
K insertion (by 29) 777777777 KP o
! /\ /\
M-case F insertion POKe DP P
by (33a) [ (R S : Py
[casé, inferior] & DR
Vocabulary Insertion o)
by (35) lal
(39) 10s—Pujalte’s (2013pnalysiswith minor modifications on technical details
Le di a Gala un regalo.
Cl.DAT gave.BGDAT Galaa present
‘I gave a present to gala.’
11

K insertion (by 29)

[M-case] insertion _J

by (33b) [case, inferior, oblique] ;

Vocabulary Insertion
by (35)

0 [case] [M-case] insertion
lal by (32)

(40) Optional DOM in secondary predicates (Zdrojewski 208)

a. Juan encontré
roto.

Juan found.3sg@cc.the book broken

broken

‘Juan found the book broken’

al libro roto. b. Juan etréo el libro

Juan found.3sgthe book

‘Juaarfd the broken book

12
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1. Small clauses have an extra Top position (Bas2i@@6).

| extend tov® Miyagawa’'s (2010) feature inheritance proposal @°. | namef°®
Miyagawa’sa® to avoid confusions.

3. a° bears §iIGu#. Then, L] features ofv cannot be inherited neither @ nor its

complement.
"4 "4
/\ Out of the /\
< Vtuo.top i - inheritance chain N VP
\\\ // \\ /\
ANRL . AN pP
. \\ - - - \\
Inheritance S5¢ A// Inheritance . 0/\
N R - S Blup. o AP
N /\ ‘//
i N RP a
Agree \ P Agree
a a°[ue,u#] \/o
Movement P
ous  \°
The DP moves before inheritance. The DP remaisitu.
(41) Obligatory DOM in ECM
a. Vio al camion venir. b. Vio venir el camion.
saw.3GACC,the truck coming saw.3G coming thetruck
‘She saw the truck coming’ ‘She saw the truck coming’
"4 P
/\//// /\
\% [ug] P \/P \" [ug) \/P
\\ D[Ek] //\T \\\ \/0[ ] TP
\\\/ z \\\ /\
Inheritance ~ B vP
\\ \\\ /\
L vP OV \P
N Inheritance .
Y \P 3V, BPR
Movemen NG \[ ! e
\\ \\77
SR ]
Agree < ‘X/ . ;1 Agree
BRug

TheDPy,q moves before the probe is inserted.
(42) DOM in causative hacer[make] constructions.

Pujalte (2013) and Saab’s (in preparati@malyseswith minor modifications on technical
details.

La lluvia hizo florecer el rosal La liavhizo *(a)l rosal florecer.

13

/VP\//// Out of the
- inheritance chain
Vig -~ P
[ue]
A -
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the rain mades bloomINF the rosetree The rain madeAcc.the rosetree bloomF
‘The rain made the rosetree bloom.’ ‘The rain made the rosetree bloom.’
a. CP b. CP
/\ /\
C[w] P C[w] ™
. P .
uT VP aT VP, Out of the
, T . inheritance chain
(\ DPi v’ | _DPy v’
7 T — -
Vilug] VP, Vi)~ VP, P
\\ \’ - /\ ///
Ve pop P ~DPuq "W
\\\ /\ \\\///
\‘\\/[ 1 PRy TNV oy VP
NN | \QX
Agree \/°[ ] BRug
i ; ; Agree \»—X/’
(43) DOM in obligatory control objects 9
Obligé *(@) Pedro a limpiar las ventana

Forced.3G Acc Pedro to cleamr the windows
‘She sent Pedro to clean the windows.’

N -

//’(\ \/[] CP
\\\ /\
. Ch TP
\\ /\
~BPRug T
\\\ /\
NEIS! g
\\ /\
Y PRq

4.CONCLUDING REMARKS
In this paper, | intended to motive two empirichkervations regarding Spanish DOM:
1. DOM and dative DPs are syncretic. Non-DOM and native DPs are syncretic.
2. ex-situDOsin an intermediate position in th® are differentially case markeid;situ
Dos cannot be differentially case markddigez’s Generalization

14
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| have proposed that the motivation for these oladems is related to the lack of formal
licensing of DOM DPs.
= As long as DOM DPs scramble, they cannot partieipztt the Agree process. As a
consequence a dissociated morpheme K° is insertedPFa and enriched with
morphological case features.
= The syncretism between non-DOM DPs and nominative B a direct consequence of
the Agreemechanism. As long as non-DOM DPs are eithdreaehd of the inheritance
chain, or at the beginning: the insertion of the][probe and the object DP are
concomitant
= The syncretism between DOM DPs and datives DPt&red simply by a VI rule that
make reference to a subset of features that adeeisaid dative DPs share.

| have shown that animacy play no role in Spanish.
= There are animate DPs that are not marked andhiaaeiDPs that are marked.

= In complex contexts no animacy condition applies.

The general view proposed in this paper preseritngortant empirical coverage: being in or
out the inheritance chain determines morphologieake and agreement patterns observed in a
wide range of phenomena
= 10s
*= DOM in simple transitive context
* Pronominalization
= DOM in complex contexts: Subject of secondary waés; Subjects of ECM;
Preverbal subjects of non-finite clauses in causationstruction; Obligatory object
control.

| hope that the approach presented here have lootetd to the understanding of the relation
between abstract licensing and case.

APPENDIX: Loose ends
1. What happens at PF with the (ig] feature of v° in DOM cases?
A. The DOM DP can move to Spee,after the inheritance process takes place. The
complex head®(,,- V° raises to T. At PF, the DOM DP copies it§ features into
Ve The effect of this mechanism is Clitic Doubling.
(44) Mariala vio a ella.
Maria clacc saw Acc her

15
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‘Maria saw her’
B. The DO remains in-situ in an intermediate posifitgidevP —i.e nothing moves to
[SpecyP]. So, [ip] is deleted/impoverished.
(45)  [up] > O

2. What about the [uK] feature of lower copies?
Lower copies are not a mayor problem, becausedteypot pronounced. One particular
implementation of this idea is Saab’s (2010) prapodHe proposes that non
pronunciation of lower copies resorts to the samsehmanisms of ellipsis. As it is well
known, ellipsis can repair syntactic failures.
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