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One of the major typological distinctions traditionally drawn between 

languages is the distinction between "fixed-word-order" languages vs. "free-

word-order" languages. In the generative literature of recent years, there has 

been increasing interest in trying to incorporate this observational dichotomy 

into the theory of grammar. More specifically, based on studies of some "free-

vord-order" languages such as Warlpiri and Japanese, a cluster of properties 

vns identified which seemed to go together with freedom of constituent order 

(such as the use of discontinuous expressions, free "pronoun drop", lack of 

(overt) pleonastic elements — such as i_t_, i_l_, there — , etc.), and various proposals 

have been put forward attempting to identify some parameter within UG that 

might be the source of the superficial contrast observed between the above 

language-type and languages such as English (see e.g.-Hale (1979; 1980; 1982), 

Farmer (1980)). The traditional device of "scrambling" rules applying in the PF-

component has been argued to be inadequate to account for "free-word-order" phenomena 

(cf. Hale (1982), Huang (1982, Ch. 3)). This left the assumption that in some sense, 

the relevant distinction has to do with a difference in the phrase structure configu

rations utilized by these two language-types. In this way, there emerged the current 

terminology classifying languages into "configurational" and "non-configurati onal" 

types, the former referring to languages with a rich, multileveled hierarchical 

phrase structure, such as English, and the latter referring to languages with 

a "flat", hierarchically undifferentiated phrase structure, the canonical example 

of which is the case of Warlpiri. This descriptive, typological distinction between 

configurational vs. non-configurational languages immediately raises a number of 

i mportant i ssues. 
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The most basic one, of course, i s whether the se t of phenomena pointed out 

e .g . in Hale (I982) as charac te r i s t i c of "non-configurational" languages indeed 

cons t i tu te a c lu s t e r that should be a t t r ibu ted to a single parameter of UG; in 

other words, whether there i s suff ic ient .empir ical jus t i f i ca t ioh to t ry to postu

l a t e a unitary "configurationality-parameter" to underlie some set of superf ic ia l 

phenomena observed in the couple of "free-word-order" languages studied from t h i s 

po^nt of view. (A . p a r a l l e l quus t ion hun b«en r a i n e d , and answered ne^ut ivo ly with 

respect to the "Pro-Drop Parameter" by Safir 0982 ) t which in e a r l i e r versions of 

the GB-theory subsumed both the property of "missing subjects" and the phenomenon 

of free subject postposing.) The answer to the above question i s by no means 

t r i v i a l , since the propert ies under discussion occur a lso independently of 

one another, in a var ie ty of language-types. Just to give one concrete example, 

Chinese, as discussed in Huang (1982)^exhibits extensive "free pronoun drop", as 

well as absence of standard subject-object asymmetries ( i . e . lack of standard ECP-

effec ts ) — both of which propert ies are supposed to be cha rac te r i s t i c s of "non-

configurat ional" languages, yet t h i s language i s convincingly argued to have 

e fixed SVO-type configurational c|ausfi.-structure (for further d e t a i l s , cf. 

Huang ( I982)) . In fac t , Hale himself points-out t h a t " . . . languages of a l l s o r t s , 

configurational and non-configurational a l i k e , often display some subset of these 

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s " (Hale (1982, p .87) ) . In sp i te of t h i s open issue however, the 

idea of a s ingle "configurationality"-parameter i s an a t t r a c t i v e one from the 

point of view of explanatory adequacy, and has some in tu i t i ve appeal ,a t l eas t 

when we consider the extreme cases such as English v s . Warlpir i . So, for purposes 

of the present discussion, I wil l accept the posit ion that UG indeed contains a 

unitary parameter that derives (some of) the contrasts observed between the "configu-

ra t iona l" and the "non-configurational" language-types. 

The next question a r i s ing a t t h i s point has to do with the exact nature of 

the "configurationality-parameter", and with i t s "location" within UG. A number 

of relevant proposals have been made in recent years to account for t h i s dichotomy, 
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such as for instance the presence vs . absence of a phrase-structure ru le component 

in pa r t i cu la r grammars (Hale (1979)), the hypothesis t ha t the base component 

of non-configurational languages — in contrast to tha t of configurational ones — 

i s category-neutra 1 (Farmer (I98O)), the postulat ion of a difference in the 

def in i t ion of the notion of government in the two language-types (Huang (1982)), 

or a current suggestion based on a relaxat ion of Chomsky's (1981) Projection 

Pr inciple (Hale ( I983)) . 

A third type of re la ted problem involves the formation of a hypothesis as to 

whether a specif ic language i s configurational or non-configurational, more 

prec i se ly , the question of how the value of the "configurationality"-parameter 

of UG i s fixed on the basis of the actual ly avai lable da ta . This l a t t e r problem 

might seem, a t f i r s t glance, t r i v i a l , a t l eas t in the case of languages exhibi t ing 

superf ic ia l ly free ordering between subjects and objec ts , or for languages with an 

apparently basic VSO order. Both of these cases might seem to d i rec t ly imply a 

" f l a t " , non-configurational phrase s t ruc ture . But the s i tua t ion in fact turns out -

to be far,from tha t simple. There i s quite subs tant ia l empirical evidence indi 

cat ing tha t the "free-const i tuent-order" Japanese, in f ac t , has a VP, and con

sequently, a configurational (SOV-type) phrase s t ruc ture (for specific arguments, 

cf. e .g . Haig (I98O), Saito and Hoji (I98J)» Saito (1983)). Similarly, even 

languages t r ad i t i ona l ly analyzed as having a. VSO base — such as Arabic or I r i s h — 

seem to manifest phenomena (cf; Kayne (1983» fn. 16)) suggesting tha t t h e i r VSO 

order i s derived, by V-preposing, ra ther than bas i c , and tha t they too have a 

VP, as implied', by Emonds' (I98O) theory of "word order". So the issue of se t t ing 

the "configurationality"-parameter ( i f there i s such a t a l l ) remains an in te res t ing 

problem to inves t iga te . 

In the present paper, I wil l adopt one pa r t i cu la r wel l -ar t icula ted proposal 

for capturing the "confi .gurationali ty"-dist inction within UG, namely tha t p re 

sented in Hale (1982), and explore i t s consequences with respect to the 
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grammar of Hungarian, hoping to shed some light on the above issue. 

1. The Confi gurati onal ity of Hungarian; Two Hypotheses 

Hungarian is a language that impressionistically speaking, seems to be 

qu^te close to-the non-configurational end of the "scale of configurationality", 

however is still not as extreme in this respect as e.g. Warlpiri . Based on its 

most striking property, namely the fact that the order of the ma.jor constituents 

in Hungarian clauses is remarkably free, the language has been claimed to be 

non-confi gurational, by E. Kiss (I98I), (cf. also related work adopting this model, 

such as Szabolcsi (to appear), and papers by E. Kiss, Komlosy (in this volume)). 

Beyond the freedom of constituent order observable, another, more theory-internal, 

type of argument for a"non-configurational phrase structure is presented in 

E. Kiss (1982), which I will discuss later in this paper. 

On the other hand, in Horvath (I98I) and also Horvath (forthcoming), it 

is argued that Hungarian has a confi gurati onal, SVO-type, phrase structure, 

and the apparent "n on -confi gurati onal" properties should be attributed to 

the interaction of several other processes/properties of the grammar. (For additional 

arguments to the effect that Hungarian has a VP, see also F&rkas (to appear).) 

Before turning to the actual discussion, first we should make precise what 
t 

E. Kiss ' s ( I98I) "non-configurationality" hypothesis claims, and how i t d i f fe rs 

from the phrase s t ructure postulated i» Horvath (1981). * 

In a sense, E. Kiss ' s hypothesis i s d i f ferent from the completely " f l a t " 

phrase s t ruc ture normally postulated for "non-configurational" languages; in 

fac t , she does assume some hierarchical depth for Hungarian c lauses . What she 

claims i s tha t although Hungarian has some configurat ional i ty in i t s PS, these 

s t ructura l r e l a t i ons are exclusively used to express "communicative functions", 

r a ther than predicate-argument r e l a t i o n s . So i t i s \h t h i s l a t t e r , narrower sense 

tha t Hungarian i s assumed to be "non-configurational". Notice the following set 

of PS ru les postulated for Hungarian clauses in E. K; ss (1981): 



- 148 -

( 1 ) a . S " - > Xn* S 

b . S' - * Xn S° 

c . S° - * V Xn* 

(where X * means an a rb i t r a ry number of maximal project ions) 

The levels of S " and S' contain base-generated operator-posi t ions , 

namely, posit ions tha t E. Kiss designates as T and F, standing for " topic" and 

"focus", respect ive ly . These posit ions get f i l l e d , optionally, by application of 

the transformation 'Move oC'. What i s crucia l for the present discussion i s 

the rule in ( l c ) , which makes the claim tha t a l l the argument-positions of 

Hungarian clauses occur in a V- in i t i a l non-configurational phrase s t ruc tu re . 

More spec i f ica l ly , notice that in contrast to Horvath's ( I98I) configurationa1 

hypothesis, within E. Kiss ' s model, a l l arguments are generated as s i s t e r s to V 

( a t the level of S , which in fact equals V' in terms of the X-bar theory) , and 

hence GF's such as "subject" or "object" are not determined configurat ionally. 

The contrast between the two proposals i s i l l u s t r a t e d below: 

(2) Based on E. Kiss (1981) (3) Based on Horvath (1981) 

S " S' 

S COMP 

Under the a n a l y s i s of Horvath ( I 9 8 I ) , "Focusing" i nvo lves movement i n t o 

t h e pre -verba l X node ( i . e . , a s u b s t i t u t i o n opera t ion by 'Move<X')» and 

2. 
Topica l i za t ion" involves ,potent ia l ly multiple, adjunctions to the l e f t of S. 

In the present paper, we wil l not be concerned with the analysis of the above 

two processes, since they do not d i rec t ly bear on the issue of conf igura t ional i ty . 

However, one point relevant in t h i s context i s that there seem to be no emp'-



- 149 -

rical or theoretical reasons for base-generating the "topic" and "focus" po

sitions, and for the corresponding assumption of substitution operations,vithin 

i 

E. Kiss ' s model; the same processes can be accounted for by the independently 

needed mechanism of adjunctions. 

In the following section, I wi l l out l ine a specific view of the "confi gura-

t ional i ty"-parameter , based on Hale 's (1982) proposal, and in subsequent sec t ions , 

I wi l l discuss i t s compatibili ty with and implications for the (non)-

configurat ional i ty of Hungarian phrase s t ruc tu re . 

2 . "Configurationality" as a Parameter of X-bar Theory 

According to the general perspective on configurat ionali ty presented in 

Hale (1982), the base component of a "non-configurational" language has two 

fundamental cha rac te r i s t i c s tha t give r i s e to i t s special p roper t ies , each 

corresponding to one of the basic dimensions of the X-bar theory of the categorial 

component. The f i r s t one has to do with the lack of h ierarchica l depth of 

X-bar s t ructure — hence the term "non-configurational". Specif ical ly , Hale (I982) 

claims tha t while the grammar of the familiar "configurational" language-type 

makes use of the core PS rule schemata given in (4) and (5) below, the grammar 

of the "non-configurational" language-type contains .just one single PS rule'schema, 

generating only one-bar s t ruc tu res , namely, rule-schema (5)-

(4) x " -y . . . X' . . . 

(5) X' - * . . . X . . . 

So while in configurational languages, subjects and other spec i f ie rs occur 

a t higher levels of projection than subcategorized complements of lex ica l categories 

do, in non-configurational languages, no such s t ruc tu r a l , i . e . , h ie ra rch ica l , 

d i s t inc t ion i s avai lable between speci f ie rs and subcategorized complements. 

The other property associated with the "non-configurational" language-type 

in Hale (1982) involves reference to the categorial features p N j , f-VJ by 
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the phrase structure rule component. It has been proposed by Hale (I98O) 

and Farmer (I98O) that "non-configurational" languages, such as Japanese (under 

their analysis), have a category-neutral base. What this means is that the 

PS rules of such languages may not make use of any categorial features, and 

must be formulated exclusively in terms of the categorial variable X of X-bar 

theory. The category-neutral base hypothesis implies that lexical 

insertion is necessarily context-free, since such PS rules are unable to 

specify categorial identity and linear order for the complements they generate. 

This, in turn, derives automatically the effects of "scrambling". So the 

hypothesis accounts for the phenomenon of free constituent order observed in 

"non-configurational" languages by directly base-generating all possible 

surfa ce ord eri ngs. 

Crucially for our following discussion, the category-neutral base hypothesis 

has a further interesting consequence. It implies that within a particular 

grammar, hierarchical structure will be constant across categories. 

Hale (1982) seems to consider both lack of hierarchical depth — i .e., 

absence of PS rule schema (4) — and the property of a category-neutral base 

as distinctive characteristics of "non-configurational" languages, as opposed to 

"configuration 1" ones. However, there are good reasons to assume that in fact 

it is only the first one of these that functions as the actual parameter yielding the 

configurationality/non-configurationality distinction, whereas the second one, 

namely the category-neutral base, is a general feature of all grammars. 

Notice first that the hypothesis of a category-neutral PS component represents 

an extremely restrictive, and hence, highly desirable, theory of the base from 

the point of view of explanatory adequacy, because it excludes the possibility 

of a vide variety of language-particular stipulations inherent in conventional 

PS rule formulae. An additional significant advantage of such a theory of the 

base is that it eliminates a conceptually problematic redundancy between PS rules 
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and strict subcategorization frames listed in the lexicon that was inherent 

in previous versions of the theory (for a discussion of this point, see Chomsky 

(I98I), Stowell (I98I)). Rrom the point of view of descriptive adequacy, 

the category-neutral base hypothesis may seem, at first glance, somewhat difficult 

to adopt for languages such as English, which (a) appear to exhibit some 

cross-categorial asymmetries in terms of the internal structure of their various 

phrases, and (b) manifest considerable rigidity of constituent order. Yet, 

Stowell (1981, 1982) argues, very convincingly, that the extension of this 

hypothesis to "configurational" languages, like English, is not only feasible, 

but in fact, it leads to descriptively superior analyses in a number of areas, 

in addition to the significant conceptual advantages referred to above. It is 

shown , by Stowell that the rigidity of constituent order in such languages, 

as well as the apparent cross-categorial asymmetries, can be accounted for in 

terms of independently motivated principles of UG, in particular, in terms of 

principles of the theories of abstract Case, and thematic role (O-role)-assignment, 

and the theory of Binding of the GB framework. 

So it seems reasonable to adopt the category-neutral base hypothesis as 

a property of UG — following Stowell (I98I, I982) — , rather than limiting it 

to the grammars of "non-configurational" languages. However, it has to be noted 

here that no matter whether we do or do not extend this hypothesis in the way 

suggested, the points to be made in the following sections remain unaffected. 

3. The Structure of Clauses vs. NP's in Hungarian and the Category-Neutral Base 

Hypothesi s 

In "Mght of the above discussion of the "configurationality"-parameter and 

the hypothesis of a category-neutral base, let us return to the case of Hungr-ri?n 

phrase structure. Recall that the extreme freedom of constituent order observable 

at the sentential level has led E. Kiss (I98I) to propose the set of PS rules 
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given in ( l ) , generating s t ructures such as (2) above. 

The complement s t ructure X * in PS ru le ( l c ) , 

and more general ly, the idea of accounti ng for the free consti tuent 

order of "non-configurational" languages without invoking a component of "scrambling" 

ru les — a posit ion implic i t ly adopted in E. Kiss ' s vork — necessari ly imply 

tha t the phrase s t ructure component of Hungarian must be assumed t o be category-

neu t ra l , in the sense discussed above. Notice now t h a t , as we pointed out before, 

a category-neutral base component e n t a i l s t ha t h ierarchical s t ruc ture wi l l be 

constant across categor ies . (Note tha t with respect to the "head- in i t i a l " vs . 

"head-final" parameter, we leave the issue open here (on t h i s point , cf. Horvath 

(1981, forthcoming).) Within t h i s framework of assumptions, any ana lys is 

maintaining that Hungarian clauses have a non-configurati onal phrase s t ructure 

necessar i ly predic ts thc-t a l l the other phrase-types of Hungarian wil l be 

non-configurational , as well ( in the sense of the term adopted here from Hale 

(1982)). Tn other words, analyses l ike tha t of E. Kiss (I98I) make the impl ic i t 

claim tha t a l l phrases of the X-bar system in Hungarian wil l have only a single 

leve l of projection (apart from some possible peripheral opera tor -pos i t ions) , 

so there v i l l be no hierarchical d i s t inc t ion between specif iers and subcategorized 

complements of lex ica l ca tegor ies . 

However, t h i s prediction i s arguably f a l s e , in view of the case of Hungarian 

NP*s. In a recent paper by A. Szabolcsi ( to appear) , i t i s argued, persuasively, 

t h a t the category NP in Hungarian has a confi gurati onal phrase s t ruc tu r e , in the 

same sense as clauses do in a language l ike English. Below, we wi]l b r i e f ly 

summarize the major fac ts that have led Szabolcsi to the above claim, and then 

we will discuss the implications of Szabolcsi ' s analysis for the phrase s t ructure 

t o be postulated for Hungarian c lauses . 

The c#rtclusions of Szabolcsi ( to appear) regarding the in te rna l s t ruc ture 

of Hungarian NP's are based primarily on the following observations. 
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(6) a. NP's in Hungarian exhibit sub.iect-agreement. namely, the head noun 

agrees in terms of inf lect ion for person and number with the sub.iect 

of the phrase. I t i s t h i s INFL element containing AGR, generated 

within the NP, tha t assigns Case (in the sense of Chomsky (1981)) 

to the sub.iect. Since N's are not Case-assigners, t h i s explains the 

fact t ha t no ( l ex ica l ) subject-NP can appear within an NP, unless 

the l a t t e r contains INFL with AGR in i t . The Case assigned by INPL 

to the subject of NP's i s nominative Case. 

b . The subject of NP's — i . e . , the "possessor"-NP — occupies a fj_xed_ 

posi t i on, to the l e f t of the head noun and i t s subcategorized 

complements. No other ordering of thi s NP i s possible . 

c. No d i rec t movement of the subject out of the NP i s possible; i t can 

be extracted only through a peripheral non-argument posi t ion, which 

Szabolcsi re fe rs to as "KOMP", located to the l e f t of the subject-

posi t ion. This KOMP node i s the posi t ion where Wh-possessors must 

appear within the NP. (Any subject tha t moves in to t h i s peripheral 

posit ion gets marked by the dative-marker, namely, by the agglutinated 

postposit ion -nak/nek ' t o ' . ) 

The s t r ik ing parallelism between the s t ructure of NP's in 

Hungarian and the s t ruc ture of clauses in a "configurational" language such 

as English i s expressed by the following set of PS r u l e s , given in Szabolcsi 

( t o appear). 

(? ) Hungarian NP's; 
i 

a . NP —7 KOMP NP 

b . NP —> NP INFL N where INPL - [ T ± P o s s J » (AGR)J 

v s . 

(8) English clauses; 

a . S —> COMP S 

b . S -9» NP INFL V where INFL » f f+tensej , (AGR)J 
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According t o S z a b o l c s i ' s a n a l y s i s , in both c a s e s , t h e AGR element wi th in 

INFL governs and a s s i g n s nominative Case t o t h e sub.ject-NP, but does no t 

p r o p e r l y govern i t ( i n t h e sense of Chomsky ( I 9 8 I ) ) . Both S i n Engl ish and 

NP i n Hungarian have a p e r i p h e r a l non-argument p o s i t i o n t h a t se rves a s an 

"escape h a t c h " for movement. Based on t h e evidence p resen ted in t h e above 

p a p e r , i t seems reasonab le t o adopt t h e hypo thes i s t h a t NP's in Hungarian 

a r e c o n f i g u r a t i o n a l , in t h e same sense a s Engl ish c l a u s e s a r e . 

Recal l now t h a t ( a ) i n o rder t o account fo r the phenomenon of f ree 

c o n s t i t u e n t order wi thout r e s o r t i n g t o the inadequate dev ice of scrambling 

r u l e s ( a s wel l a s fo r independent r easons d i scussed p r e v i o u s l y ) , i t i s c r u c i a l 

t o assume a c a t e g o r y - n e u t r a l b a s e , and (b) a c a t e g o r y - n e u t r a l base imp l i e s t h a t 

i n any given grammar, a l l c a t ego ry - types w i l l have uniform h i e r a r c h i c a l s t r u c t u r e , 

i . e . , e i t h e r a l l of them w i l l be c o n f i g u r a t i o n a l , o r a l l of them w i l l be 

n on-con f i gura t i onal ( i n H a l e ' s (1982) s e n s e ) . But i f t h i s i s r i g h t , and E. K i s s ' s 

non-confi g u r a t i o n a l a n a l y s i s of Hungarian c l a u s e s i s r i g h t , then we cannot 

accommodate t h e case of t h e con f igu ra t i ona l i ty of N P ' s , convincingly e s t a b l i s h e d 

i n Szabolcsi ( t o a p p e a r ) . 

To see t h e problem more c l e a r l y , cons ider t h e fo l lowing c o n t r a s t i n g s e t s 

of examples: 

( 9 ) a . Man gyozo t t . 

Mary-nom. won 

'Mary won. ' 

« • . 

b . Gyozott Mar i . 
won Mary-nom. 

v s . 

( 10 ) a . Mari gyozelme 

Mary-nom. v i c t o r y ~ 3 s g . p o s s . 

'Mary's v i c t o r y ' 

h . *gyozelme Mari 

v i c t o r y - 3 s g poss . Mary-nom. 
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(11) a . Janos fel a rendorsegtol . 

John-nom. fears the police-from 

'John i s afraid of the p o l i c e . ' 

Fel a rendorsegtol Janos. 

fears the police-from John-nom. 

Fel Jjinoti n remJoreegtol. 

fears John-nom. the police-from 

v s . 

(12) a. Janos felelme a rendorsegtol 

John-nom. fear~3sg.poss. the police-from 

'John's fear of the police' 

I It I H I 

b. *felelme a rendorsegtol Janos 
fear-3sg.poss. the police-from John-nom. 

1 1 11 1 it 

c. *felelme Janos a rendorsegtol 

fear-3sg.poss. John-nom. the police-from 

The above contrasts in grammaticality between clauses and their "derived 

nominal" counterparts seem to represent a serious problem for a framework 

incorporating the category-neutral base hypothesis: the clauses apparently 

motivate a non-configurational hypothesis, whereas the corresponding NP's 

seem to require a configurational hypothesis. 

We are left with the following three options to resolve the apparently 

S 
paradoxical s i t ua t ion . 

( a ) We give up the category-neutral base hypothesis with a l l of i t s des i rable 

consequences, and return to the account of free complement order based on 

"scrambling". 

(b) We claim tha t Szabolcsi 's analysis of NP's i s wrong, and argue tha t in fact , 

not only S, but a lso NP i s a " f l a t " , non-configurational category in Hungarian. 

(c) We argue tha t not only NP's, but a lso clauses have a configurational 
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phrase s t ructure in Hungarian, contrary to the claim of E. Kiss ( I98I) 

and related work. 

Alternative (a) i s undesirable on both theore t ica l and empirical grounds. (Cf. 

our preceding discussion of the advantages of the category-neutral base hypothesis, 

and references c i ted t he re . ) Alternatives (b) and (c ) involve no theore t ica l 

problem, so a_ priori , e i the r of them could be adopted. However, given the 

discussion of Szabolcsi ( to appear) and the phenomena pointed out above in connection 

v i t h i t , a l t e rna t ive (b) does not seem viab le , since there appear to be no general , 

independently motivated processes and/or pr inciples avai lable in UG tha t could 

plausibly "create" proper t ies charac te r i s t i c of a configurational phrase s t ruc ture 

in a phrase-type tha t ac tua l ly i s non-configurational a t the level of D-structure, 

i . e . , whose phrase s t ruc ture has only a single level of project ion. In other vords, 

there are no non-ad hoc mechanisms tha t could be assumed to make the al legedly 

non-configurational NP of Hungarian behave as i f i t was a configurational category. 

So the only way to account for the "configurational" cha rac te r i s t i c s of NP's 

(such as demonstrated by the examples in (10) and (12)) i s to assume that they 

ac tua l ly have a configurational phrase s t ructure — as claimed by Szabolcsi ( to appear 

These considerations leave us with the l a s t a l t e rna t ive mentioned above, 

namely, ( c ) , which maintains tha t a l l phrase-types in Hungarian, i . e . , c ruc i a l l y , 

clauses too, have a configurational phrase s t ruc tu re . What t h i s choice impl ies , 

of course, i s t ha t the phenomena associated with Hungarian clauses that appear to 

be cha rac te r i s t i c s of a non-configurational phrase s t ruc ture w^11 have to be 

accounted for in ways other than by the postulation of a non-configurational 

phrase s t ructure for S. In Horvath ( I98I ) , and in Horvath (forthcoming), I have 

argued tha t t h i s i s not only feas ib le , but in fac t , the analys is we are led to a lso 

-t«rns out to have some independent empirical advantages over theor ies posi t ing a 

non-configurational phrase s t ructure for Hungarian c lauses . The arguments favoring 

the hypothesis of a confi jrurati onal, SVO-type phrase s t ructure presented in the 
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above works have to do with phenomena such as differences in the discourse 

function/interpretation of various non-V-initial clauses, the distribution of 

S-adverbs, a difference between preverbal subjects and preverbal non-subjects 

with respect to "weak crossover", and cases of "quantifier float". It seems 

quite remarkable that these purely clause-internal empirical phenomena 

converge precisely on the conclusion that we reached in the present paper on 

completely independent grounds, namely based on the category-neutral base 

hypothesis of UG, Hale's (1982) conception of the configurationality-parameter, 

and the consideration of the internal structure of NP's in Hungarian, 
return 

Now let us to the issue of how to actually account for the phenomena 

that at first glance, appear to suggest a non-configurational structure for 

Hungarian clauses, without appeal to "non-configurationality". The most prominent 

characteristic of the language that has motivated analyses postulating a 

non-configurational phrase structure for Sis the fact, pointed out before, that 

virtually any ordering among the major constituents of a clause gives a well-formed 

sentence. This striking freedom of constituent order, however, need not necessarily 

be attributed to a non-configurational clause structure. As I have argued else

where (cf. Horvath (I98I, forthcoming)), UG contains several, independently 

motivated, rules and principles the interaction of which can yield the phenomena 

observed in Hungarian clauses within a configurational analysis, and without 

resorting to the arguably inadequate device of "scrambling". Here I will mention 

the two central processes creating the impression of "free constituent order" in 

the configurational, SVO-type clauses, both being instances of the core trans

formational rule 'MoveO^'. The first one of these is the process of free subject 

postposing, familiar from analyses of the Romance "pro-drop" languages such as 

Italian and Spanish (cf. Chomsky (1981) and references therein). I am assuming 

that the process of (Chomsky)-adjunction to the right of VP postulated for these 

languages applies also in the grammar of Hungarian. The possibility of the 
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occurrence of subject-NP's in post-verbal but non-VP-final posi t ions i s 

automatically given by the maximally general formulation of t h i s adjunction 

r u l e , as an instance of the 'MoveU ' schema, since t h i s way i t wi l l apply 

not only to subjects , but to any phrasal category, thus yielding4 by multiple 

app l ica t ions , the ful l range of orders observable among arguments in post-verbal 

pos i t ion . The second process relevant in t h i s context i s Top ica l i za t ion" , 

vhich I propose to analyze as poten t ia l ly multiple (Chomsky)-ad.juncti on of 

any major category to the le f t of S. (Notice that subject-NP's, jus t l ike any 

other argument, may undergo t h i s r u l e . ) Recall tha t a movement process 
i 

achieving exactly t h i s i s needed in any case within E. Kiss ' s non-configurational 

hypothesis, too. Our proposal accounts for the possible occurrence of any 

number of arguments (in any order) to the l e f t of V within Hungarian c lauses . 

Before turning to the discussion of another type of phenomenon ci ted sometimes 

as evidence in favor of a non-configurational clause s t ruc tu re , we have to note 

an immediate advantage of the claim tha t S's as well as NP's have a configurational 

phrase s t ructure tha t we have not pointed out before. As mentioned a lso in 

Szabolcsi ( to appear) , there i s some obvious parallel ism between NP's and S's 

within Hungarian; namely, (a) both the subject of NP's and the subject of S's 

have a morphologically 0 Case-marking, and (b) both NP and S exhibi t inf lec t ion 

for person/number of t h e i r subject , with a substant ia l overlap between the forms 

of AGR within NP's and within S ' s . Under the view that S as well as NP are 

configurational ca tegor ies , t h i s s t a t e of a f f a i r s would follow automatical ly. 

In both ca tegor ies , the AGR element within INFL would be assumed to assign the 

morphologically nul l nominative Case to the subject-NP under the s t ructura l 

condition of government. But under a hypothesis postulat ing a configurational 

phrase s t ructure for NP (cf. Szabolcsi 's ru les given in ( 7 ) ) , and a " f l a t " , 

non-configurational V- in i t i a l s t ructure for S (cf. E. Kiss 's ru le in (1c) , adopted 

a l so by Szabolcsi ( to appear)) , the morphological paral lel isms between S's anti 
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NP's pointed out above would have to be considered acc identa l . In pa r t i cu l a r , 

adopting the claim of Hale (1982) tha t the notion government i s inoperative 

* n non-configurational ca tegor ies , there i s no reason to expect the subject-NP 

of clauses to exhibit Case-marking ident ica l to tha t assigned to the subject -

posi t ion of NP's by the governing INFL element. 

4 . Sub.ject-Ob.ject (A)Symmetri es: A Potential Test of Confi gurati onali ty 

The effects of the ECP (cf. Chomsky ( l98 l ) and re la ted work), in pa r t i cu la r , 

a variety of "subject-object asymmetries", seem a t f i r s t glance to provide 

the perfect t e s t for configurat ionali ty (a t l eas t in the case of c l auses ) . 

The reason i s tha t a configurational subject-posit ion within S i s governed 

only by the AGR element in INFL, which i s not a proper governor ( in the sense 

of Chomsky ( I98 I ) ) . In con t ras t , in a " f l a t " , non-configurational clause 

s t ruc tu re , such as the one postulated by E. Kiss for Hungarian, a l l argument 

pos i t ions — including the subject-posit ion — wi l l be properly governed (by V), 

hence i t i s predicted tha t the ECP will be sa t i s f i ed both in the case of 

subject and in the case of non-subject arguments. I t i s t h i s type of evidence 

t h a t i s drawn upon in E. Kiss (I982) to support her non-confi gurati onali ty 

hypothesis for Hungarian c lauses , and argue against a configurational analys is . 

An (alleged) argument based on the ECP against Horvath's (I98I) analysis has 

been proposed a lso in Szabolcsi ( to appear), which wi l l be discussed in the 

present sect ion. 

What we wil l show below i s tha t although ECP-effects do indeed choose between 

some configurational and non-configurational hypotheses, in the pa r t i cu la r case 

a t hand, namely E. Kiss ' s ( I98I) analys is vs . Horvath's ( l98 l ) ana lys i s , the ECP 

cannot provide a t e s t , i . e . , ECP-effects do not d is t inguish between the two 

hypotheses. Standard ECP effects ( i . e . , subject-object asymmetries) can in fact 

be used to choose between a l t e rna t ive s t ructures such as e .g . the ones below. 
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(13) a. S vs. 

NP VP 

V NP 

(1*+) a . S vs. b. S 

VP > 1 D V NP NP 
NP 

V NP 

However, t h e two hypotheses about Hungarian a r e more complex from t h e 

point of view of applying the above type of configurationality tes t . In order 

to have a concrete case to demonstrate our claim on, consider the following 

sets of data relevant for such a test . 

(15) a. ?Nem kertem, hogy hozz semmi t a fonoknek. 

neg. asked-lsg. that bring-subjunct.2sg. nothing-acc. the boss-for 

("for no x, I asked that you bring x for the boss") 

b. ?Nem kertem, hogy beszeljen senki a fonokkel. 

neg. asked-lsg. that talk-sub junct ."}sg. nobody-nom. the boss-with 

("for no x, I asked that x talk to the boss") 

(16) a. *Nem kertem, hogy semmit hozz a fonoknek. 

neg. asked-lsg. that nothing-acc. bring-subjunct.2sg. the boss-for 

("for no x, I asked that you bring x for the boss*4) 

» i n « . 

b. *Nem kertem, hogy senki beszeljen a fonokkel. 

neg. asked-lsg. that nobody-nom. talk-subjunct.3sg. the boss-with 

("for no x, I asked that x talk to the boss") 

The phenomenon demonstrated by the above data is essentially parallel to 

that discussed first by Kayne (1979) with respect to French. Such data can be 

accounted for under the assumption that the LF'-rule moving the negated argument 

to the clause which is marked by the negative particle acting as a "scope-marker" 

leaves behind a variable that is subject to the ECP (applying at LF). The fact 



- 161 -

tha t the negative pa r t i c l e indeed ac ts as a scope indicator for negation and the fact 

t ha t examples ( l6 ) are ungrammatical not due to some prohibition in Hungarian 

against the occurrence of negated arguments to the l e f t of the verb a re both shown 

by the grammaticality of examples (17) below, having exclusively a narrow scope interpre-

» i< . . t a t i 0 

(17) a . Kertem, hogy semmi t ne hozz a fonoknek. 

asked-lsg. t ha t nothing-acc. neg.(imp.) bring-subjunct.2sg. the boss-for 

(HI asked tha t for no x, you bring x for the boss") 

b . Kertem, hogy senki ne beszeljen a fonokkel. 

asked-lsg. tha t nobody-nom. neg.(imp.) taIk-subjunct .3sg. the boss-with 

("I asked tha t for no x, x ta lk to the boss") 

Adopting the analysis for negation sketched above (based on Kayne (1979) 

and Chomsky (1981)), l e t us examine now how the pat tern of wide scope i n t e r 

pre ta t ions shown in (15) and ( l6 ) can be accounted for within the two a l t e rna t ive 

theor ies regarding the phrase s t ructure of Hungarian. The grammaticality of 

sentences ( 1 5 0 a^d (15b) might, a t f i r s t glance, seem to support E. Kiss ' s 

non-confi gurati onal analysis v s . a confi gurati onal one, since we see tha t 

LF-movement i s poss ib le , without resu l t ing in an ECP v io la t ion , no matter 

whether the moved argument i s a subject, as in (15b). or a non-sub.ject, as in 
t 

(I5a). Indeed, E. Kiss's analysis can correctly predict the possibility of 

such movement, since in both cases the post-verbal empty category left behind 

will be properly governed by V (see structure (2) in section 1 above), so the 

ECP is satisfied. The minimally contrasting ungrammatical sentences (l6a,b) 

can also be accommodated under E. Kiss's hypothesis, provided that we assume that 

her S category is a maximal projection, hence a barrier to government. If so, 

the empty categories resulting from the LF-movement of phrases to the left of 

V (being outside of this maximal projection) cannot be properly governed 

by V, and consequently, sentences (l6a) as well as (l6b) violate the ECP. 

But what is crucial to notice here is that the same set of data is perfectly 
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consis tent with the par t i cu la r configurational analys is presented in Horvath 

( I98 I ) , too . F i r s t of a l l , the contrast between the grammaticality of (1.5a) 

and the ungrammaticality of ( l6a) follows in t h i s framework.in exactly the 
1 

same way as i t does under E. Kiss ' s hypothesis. More in t e re s t ing ly , the cases 

involving a subject-argument, i . e . , the grammaticality of (15b) v s . the 

ungrammaticality of ( l6b ) , are accounted for under our configurational hypo

t h e s i s in the following way. Recall tha t our configurational SVO-type analysis 

derives clauses with post-verbal subjects by means of an instance of the 

transformation 'Movec*' adjoining any phrasal category to the r igh t of the VP. 

Schematically, the derived s t ructures look l ike the following: 

(18) 

VP 

NP 

Given Chomsky's ( I98I) defini t ion of government — and hence proper 

government, the VP-adjoined position of postposed subjects in "pro-drop" 
by V, 

languages i s properly governedKand consequently an empty category in t h i s 

posi t ion s a t i s f i e s the ECP. This choice has or ig ina l ly been motivated by 
by 

the case of I t a l i a n , in particularJevidence presented in ?iizzi (I98O) which 

makes i t c lear that empty categories in the posit ion of postposed subjects 

should not be ruled out by the ECP. Thus, in Hungarian too , the VP^adjoined 

posit ion of postposed subjects — shown in (18) — i s properly governed by V. 

Notice that the empty category in the pre-verbal subject posit ion «Vi diagram (18) 

need not be properly governed, since following Chomsky's (1982) ana lys i s , i t i s 

considered a pure pronominal, namely "pro", which does not f a l l under the ECP. 
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So in l igh t of the above discussion, i t becomes c lea r tha t sentences 

such as (15b) do not v io la te the ECP under our configurational SVO hypothesis 

e i t h e r , and are correct ly predicted to be grammatical. The ungrammaticality 

of ( l6b) also follows straightforwardly within our ana lys i s , since the 

pre-verbal sub.iect position i s governed only by INFL, which i s not a proper 

governor, and therefore the variable l e f t by LF-movement in t h i s posit ion 

' s ruled out by the ECP. 

A specific argument of the kind discussed above, namely, one based on 

the absence of some ECP-induced subject-object asymmetry in Hungarian, i s 

proposed in Szabolcsi ( to appear) . The paper provides an analysis for the 

extract ion of possessive NP's from noun phrases, involving movement through 

the NP-internal "KOMP" position referred to in section 3 above. Thus, con

s ider the following examples corresponding to Szabolcsi 's ( to appear) example 

(14) and (17) , respect ively . 

(19) Ki-nek4 i smer-tè-tek L ~ jL fNp a t . vendég-è-0-t j j ? 

who-dat know-past-2pl the guest-poss-3sg-acc 

'Whose guest did you know?' 

(20) Ki-nek. a l s z - ik C^p ^i Cwp a 1^ vendêg-e-0-0jJ? 

vho-dat sleep~3sg the guest-poss-3sg-nom 

'Whose guest sleeps?' 

Regarding the issue of the proper government of the t race in KOMP, 

Szabolcsi points out tha t we find no subject-object asymmetry in t h i s case, 

as demonstrated by (19) and (20) , and proceeds to in te rp re t t h i s observation 

a s an argument in favor of a non-configurational phrase s t ruc ture for 

Hungarian c lauses , i . e . , as evidence against a configurational hypothesis. 

Specif ical ly , she notes tha t t h i s s t a t e of a f fa i r s i s " . . . expected under the 

non-con figurata onal hypothesis in E. Kiss (1981 ): in L V X *j the subject i 

? s properly governed by V as the object . . . , and hence movement out of the KOMP 
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of the subject should be no problem". So far, this is 'obviously correct. 

However, Szabolcsi goes on to make the following questionable claim: "... (17) 

£ i.e., our example (20), J.HJ is a nuisance to the theory according to which 

the subject in Hungarian has a distinguished INFL-governed position as in English' 

The problem with thi s alleged counter-argument to a configurational theory 

is that it holds only with respect to a hypothesis postulating a VOS-type confi

gurational structure shown below: 

(21) 

If that were our hypothesis for Hungarian, then we would indeed face a 

problem, g^ven the grammaticality of sentences like (20). But, as far as I know, 

norme has proposed such a structure for Hungarian. The crucial point to notice 

is that the particular configurational hypothesis developed in Horvath (1981, 

forthcoming), namely, one with a pre-verbal INFL-governed D-structure subject 

position, and with the option of a transformationally derived post-verbal VP-

adjoined subject position (as in diagram (18)), can predict the grammaticality 

of sentences such as (20) just as well as a non-configurational hypothesis can. 

As in the case of wide scope negation of post-verbal subjects, the reason here 

is that the subject adjoined to the right of VP i_s properly governed by V. 

Therefore, the trace in the KOMP of this NP — which presumably is assumed by 

Szabolcsi to be the head of NP — in fact satisfies the ECP the same way as a trace 

would within the KOMP of a non-subject argument. 

In sum, what we can conclude from the discussion in the above section is 

that ECP-induced subject-object asymmetries — or rather the lack of those — 

actunlly fail to provide evidence against our configurational SVO-base hypothesis 

for Hunga ria n. 
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5- Configurati onal "Free-Word-Order" Languages and the Problem of Acquisition 

At the outse t , we have raised the issue of how the value of the 

"configurationality"-parameter gets fixed in the course of language acquis i t ion. 

Referring to some recent work on Japanese, we pointed out tha t "free const i tuent 

order" — i . e . say, the interchangeabil i ty of subject and object-NP's in l inear 

order — in i t s e l f , apparently, does not ac t as an automatic " t r igger" for the 

ch i ld to hypothesize a non-configurational phrase s t ruc tu re . The conclusion 

ve have reached in the present paper, and argued for on independent empirical 

grounds in e a r l i e r work (cf. Horvath (I98I , forthcoming)), with respect to the 

phrase s t ructure of Hungarian strengthens the claim tha t freedom of const i tuent 

order should not lead automatically to the postulat ion of a non-configurational 

phrase s t ruc ture . Speci f ica l ly , the case of "free-const i tuent-order" languages 

l i ke Japanese — i f the evidence of s tudies such as Haig (I98O), Saito (I983)» 

and Saito and Ho.ii (1983) i s valid — and Hungarian show tha t such languages too 

may have a configurational phrase s t ruc ture . This immediately r a i se s a legit imate 

question with respect to the task of acquis i t ion . I f "free-word-order" configu

r a t i onal languages may e x i s t , how does the language learner know whether to 

postula te a configurational or a non-configurational phrase s t ructure for the 

pa r t i cu l a r free-const i tuent-order language he/she i s exposed to? To put i t 

s l i g h t l y d i f fe ren t ly , the question i s what leads the chi ld to hypothesize a 

configurational phrase s t ructure ra ther than a non-configurational one in sp i te 

of the s t r ik ing freedom of const i tuent order tha t he/she encounters in languages 

l ike those referred to above. Notice that the subtle and complex data tha t 

l i ngu i s t s base t h e i r arguments on with respect to confi gurat i onali ty of phrase 

s t ruc tu re , such as e .g . cer ta in r e s t r i c t i o n s on "quantif ier f loa t" , or some 

asymmetries with respect to weak crossover (cf. references above), can hardly be 

assumed to serve as "t r iggers" for se t t ing the confi gurat i onality-parameter; 
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fac t , i t i s highly implausible tha t such phenomena are represented a t a l l 

- the data avai lable to the chi ld . I have no general answer to t h i s question, 

id ac tua l ly , there might not be one a t a l l ; i . e . , i t i s qui te possible tha t 

idividual languages "reveal* t h e i r configurational nature in d i f ferent vays. 

wever, our previous discussion does give us a clue as to how the value of 

l is parameter might be fixed in the pa r t i cu la r case of Hungarian. 

Let us assume tha t "free const i tuent order" — spec i f ica l ly , free ordering 

rtween subject and object-NP's — in fact leads the child to the i n i t i a l hypothesis 

f a non-configurational phrase s t ruc tu re . I f nothing "turns up" in the course 

f acquis i t ion tha t contradicts t h i s choice, the grammar acquired wi l l be 

on-configurationa1. But in the case of Hungarian, some facts turn up tha t 

re inconsis tent with t h i s non-configurational base hypothesis (given pa r t i cu la r 

roper t ies of UG), and hence the child i s forced to revise h i s /he r grammar, 

amely, to change the value of the parameter, and end up with a configurational 

hrase s t ruc tu re . More spec i f ica l ly , r e c a l l our discussion ( in section 3) °f "the 

igid s u b j e c t - i n i t i a l , t ransparently configurational s t ructure of NP's in the 

anguage. Once the in terna l s t ructure of t h i s category i s acquired by the 

hi Id , a paradoxical s i tua t ion a r i s e s . UG permits only a category-neutra 1 base, 

hich implies uniformity of phrase s t ructure across ca tegor ies , so a grammar 

i t h a non-configurational S and a configurational NP — in the sense of 

iale (1982) — i s a_ priori ruled out . Consequently, a revision becomes necessary: 

; i ther the category NP has to be assigned a non-configurational phrase s t ruc tu re , and 

t s super f ic ia l apparently "configurational" cha rac te r i s t i c s have t o be derived 

n some other way, or S has to be reanalyzed as a configurational category with 

* phrase s t ructure pa ra l l e l to tha t of NP, and i t s superf ic ia l "non-configurational" 

charac te r i s t i c s — most prominently, i t s free const i tuent order — must be 

Tssumed to be derived. The f i r s t option could be chosen by the child only i f 

JG provided some processes/pr inciples tha t could yield the impression of a 
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configurate onal s t ructure in NP's even though they actual ly are a non-configurati onal 

category. Hovever, as ve noted e a r l i e r , no such processes seem to be made 

avai lable by UG. This makes the acquis i t ion task eas ier in the sense tha t 

there i s only one option l e f t to resolve the paradox, namely, the revis ion 

of the primary analys is of c lauses . In t h i s l a t t e r case, UG clear ly provides 

the means for an a l t e rna t ive configurational analys is for the ch i ld , since the 

property of "free const i tuent order" — which led to the non-configurational 

hypotheses in the f i r s t place — can in fact be derived by independently 

exis t ing processes of UG, primarily by the transformation 'Move«*.' (cf. end of 

section 3 above for d e t a i l s ) . 

Thus, the case of Hungarian seems to provide an instance of a plausible 

scenario for how a "free-const i tuent-order" language can be assigned a 

configurational phrase structure in the course of language acquis i t ion , which 

in turn can explain the ava i l ab i l i t y of more subtle phenomena in the language 

indicat ive of such a s t ructure (as those pointed out in Horvath (1981, forthcoming)). 
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NOTES 

Due t o l i m i t a t i o n s of space and t ime , I have omit ted i n t h i s paper t h e 

second p a r t of my p r e s e n t a t i o n given a t t he 6th GRONINGEN GRAMMAR TALKS. This 

l a t t e r p a r t of my t a l k d e a l t with t h e l o g i c a l l y independent t o p i c of the 

i n c o r p o r a t i o n of c e r t a i n s t r u c t u r a l r e s t r i c t i o n s on POCUS-interpretat ion in 

Hungarian i n t o t h e r e s t r i c t i v e framework of the GB-theory, and with t h e 

development of a "POCUS-parameter" for UG, spec i fy ing two a l t e r n a t i v e op t i ons 

f o r the s t a t u s of the f e a t u r e "FOCUS" in p a r t i c u l a r grammars. (For a d e t a i l e d 

discuss" 'on of t h i s i s s u e , c f . Horvath ( I 9 8 I , fo r thcoming) . ) 

2 

Notice t h a t under t h i s a n a l y s i s of " T o p i c a l i z a t i o n " , i nvo lv ing Chomsky-

a d j u n c t i o n s , t h e moved phrases a r e not s i s t e r s t o one ano the r i n t h e der ived 

s t r u c t u r e , u n l i k e under E. K i s s ' s proposal (cf . s t r u c t u r e (2 ) in t h e t e x t ) . 

T h i s d i f f e r e n c e has some empi r i ca l consequences, e . g . , with r e s p e c t t o the 

r e l a t i v e scope of t o p i c - p h r a s e s . In p a r t i c u l a r , t h e ad junc t ion a n a l y s i s 

seems t o be e m p i r i c a l l y s u p e r i o r i n t h i s r e s p e c t , s i n c e i t i s a b l e t o c o r r e c t l y 

spec i fy the asymmetrical scope r e l a t i o n s among t o p i c a l i z e d phrases in t h e 

u s u a l way, namely, i n terms of c-command domains. Mot ivat ion for t h e e x i s t e n c e 

and p o s i t i o n of t h e p r e - v e r b a l X node in (3 ) i s provided i n Horvath ( I 9 8 I ) . 

F i n a l l y , i t has t o be noted t h a t even i f ana lyz ing t h e process of "Focusing" 

a s s u b s t i t u t i o n i n t o t h i s pre-V node turned out t o be i n c o r r e c t , t h i s would 

n o t a f f e c t the a rguments /conc lus ions reached in t h e p r e sen t paper . 

3 
In f a c t , t h e r e i_s a four th op t i on , which we e l imina ted by assumption a t 

t h e o u t s e t . Namely, t h e pa radox ica l s t a t e of a f f a i r s might not a r i s e i f we 

chose a d i f f e r e n t type of " c o n f i g u r a t i o n a l i t y " - p a r a m e t e r , s p e c i f i c a l l y , one 

t h a t does not imply a h i e r a r c h i c a l d i f f e r ence between " c o n f i g u r a t i o n a l " and 

" n o n - c o n f i g u r a t i o n a l " c a t e g o r i e s induced by the base component. 

I am aware of no evidence from Hungarian a s t o whether " t o p i c a l i z a t i o n " of 

s u b j e c t - N P ' s i s p o s s i b l e a l s o d i r e c t l y from the p r e - v e r b a l sub jec t p o s i t i o n , or 

only from the VP-adjoined p o s i t i o n , where t h e empty ca tegory l e f t by i t would 

c l e a r l y s a t i s f y t h e ECP (cf . Chomsky (1981) on t h e l a t t e r n o t i o n ) . In t h e 

case of Wh-movement in I t a l i a n , only t h e second op t ion i s a v a i l a b l e , a s argued 

by Rizzi ( I98O). However, whatever the answer t o t h i s ques t ion i s in Hungarian, 

t h e r e l e v a n t s e n t e n c e s , namely sentences witn " t o p i c a l i z e d " s u b j e c t s , can be 

generated under our a s sumpt ions . 
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•^Unfortunately, E. Kiss (I982), which is an unpublished manuscript at this 

point, has not been made available to me, so T have only indirect, and informal, 

information as to the type of arguments presented in it, through remarks and 

references appearing in other works, and through personal communication. 

Notice that sentences (I5a,b) have to be read with a primary stress on the 

negated argument in order to sound acceptable. As indicated by the question mark 

next to each, even so they are somewhat less than fully acceptable. However, 

there is a strong, clear-cut contrast between the grammaticality of sentences 

(l^a.b) and the totally unacceptable sentences (l6a,b). It is this crucial 

contrast in grammaticality that we are concerned with here. 
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