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Abstract

Certain varieties of Faroese display a so far uoedtco-occurrence restriction
in expletive constructions. Although there are tsubject positions in the IP
domain, SpecAgrSP for the overt expletive and Spefdr the associate
subject, these positions can only be filled simdtausly if expletive and
associate subject are separated by the finite \dris.will be accounted for by
the assumption that an associate subject needs tochlly licensed by a c-
commanding verb, which is not possible if an oexpletive intervenes in the
licensing relation. Asymmetries between existent@dnstructions and
transitive expletive constructions (TEC) with simmnd complex tense and
with non-negative and negative associate subjegtedisas data from former
stages of Mainland Scandinavian reveal that lacahking applies to associate
subjects in positions in which a TEC subject cafidemnsed.

1 Introduction

The data | collected during the NORMS Dialect Wiz on the Faroe Islands
in August 2008 displayed a co-occurrence restnctioexpletive constructions
that, to the best of my knowledge, has not beeedhbefore. As illustrated in
(1), an expletive may optionally occur in clausedmé position in Faroese.
Moreover, an associate subject can occur to theted non-finite verb at least
in certain varieties of Faroese, referred to asés | in Bobaljik & Jonas (1996)
and Jonas (1996a); see (2). This pattern was slywabout two thirds of my
informants. However, co-occurrence of an overt etyy¢ and an associate
subject in these clause-medial positions is prtdibiThe sequenaexpletive —
associate subjeets in(3) was judged ungrammatical by my informants.

! Equivalent examples are presented as (marginatiggptable in Thrainsson et al. (2004:
285/86). However, my informants, who were askedutige the acceptability of the test
sentences on a scale from 5 (good) to 1 (bad)lglegected the construction in (3). Median
for the construction in (1): 5, in (2)b: 4,5 and®): 1.
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(1) a. Idag hava taderi® nakrir hundar uti i gardinum. Fa
b. Idag hava verid nakrir hundar uti i gardinum.
today have(there) been some dogs nogaiden-the

Fal

(2) a. Tad hava veridakrir hundar ati i gardinum.
b. Tad hava nakrir hundar verid ati i gardinum.
there have some dogs been out in garden-the
(3) *[ dag hava_tad nakrir hundar verid uti i gardinum. Fal

today have there some dogs been out in gattten

The paper investigates the ban on clause-medaccurrence of overt
expletive and associate subject in Faroese |. @e&iargues in favor of two
subject positions in the IP domain, SpecAgrSP Herdxpletive and SpecTP for
the associate subject. However, as discussed o6t 1, simultaneous filling
of these two positions is only possible if the dwexpletive and the associate
subject are separated by the finite verb. Thixanted for by the assumption
that the associate subject requires local licendimga c-commanding verb.
Asymmetries between existential constructions amdnsitive expletive
constructions (TEC) with simple and complex tersexijon 3.2) and with non-
negative and negative associate subject (sect®nirBlicate that the licensing
condition only applies to associate subjects inc®pein Faroese: The sequence
expletive — associate subjestpossible as long as the associate subject ®atur
a lower position (V°-Comp and SpecNegP, respedgtjvelMainland
Scandinavian data from around 1900 presented itiosed point to the
conclusion that the co-occurrence restriction isaomfined to associate subjects
in SpecTP after all but more generally appliesdsoaiate subjects in positions
in which a TEC subject can be licensed. Sectioabsarizes the results.
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2  The structure of IP

2.1 Two subject positions in the IP domain

Clause-medial co-occurrence of an overt expletin an associate subject as in
(3) is not only prohibited in Faroese | but is alsogrammatical in the other

Scandinavian varieties — Icelandic, (4), Mainlar@ar@linavian represented by
Danish here, (5), and Faroese I, (6).

4) *[ dag hafa _pad einhverjir hundar verid i gardinum. Ic
today have there some dogs been in garien-t

(5) *ldag har _der nogle hunde veeret | haven. Da
today have there some dogs been in garien-t

(6) *[ dag hava_tad nakrir hundar verid ati i gardinum. Fall
today have there some dogs been out inegatioe

However, the sentences in (4)-(6) are ruled outimolependent reasons. In
Icelandic, an overt expletive cannot appear inextthposition in main clauses,
(7). Occurrence of an associate subject to thefeitnon-finite verb is possible,

(8).

(7) a. *Idag hafa _pad verid einhverjir hundar i gardinum. Ic
b. [dag hafa veri@inhverjir hundar i gardinum.
today have (there) been some dogs in gaticen-
(8) a. _Ppadhafa vericeinhverjir hundar i gardinumlc
b. _Padhafa einhverjir hundar verid i gardinum.
there have some dogs been ndegathe

In Mainland Scandinavian, in contrast, the presesican overt expletive is
obligatory, (9), but an associate subject cannetgute a non-finite verb, (19).

2 Christer Platzack (p.c.) pointed out to me thataksociate subject may occur to the left of a
non-finite verb in impersondili-passives in Swedish, giving rise to examples (ikewhere
the expletive occurs string-adjacent to the assosiabject:
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(9) a. ldag har_der veeremogle hunde i haven. Da
b. *I dag har veeretogle hunde i haven.
today have(there) been some dogs ineyatie

(10)a. Der har veeratogle hunde i haven. Da
b. *Der har nogle hundeveeret I haven.
there have some dogs been in garden-t

As regards occurrence of an overt expletive inexttljposition, Faroese seems to
be between Icelandic and Mainland Scandinavian \&xt cexpletives are
optional in all varieties of Faroese; see (1) ab@peated here as (11). However,
Faroese Il differs from Faroese | in that an asgecsubject cannot occur to the
left of a non-finite verb; compare (2) with (12).

(11)a. Idag hava_tad verid nakrir hundar ati i gardinum. Fa
b. Idag hava verifakrir hundar  ati i gardinum.
today have (there) been some dogs inagdarden-the
Fall
(12)a. Tad hava veridhakrir hundar uti i gardinum.
b. *Tad hava nakrir hundar verid ati i gardinum.
there have some dogs been t inagarden-the

Thus, Faroese | differs from the other Scandinavameties in that both overt
expletive and associate subject may occur betwdinta verb and a non-finite

verb; see (1) and (2) above. But importantly, aiaonedial co-occurrence of the
two constituents is prohibited, (3).

(1) Blev det nagra studenter skadade vidlap® Sw
was there any students hurt at accident-the (Christer Platzack, p.c.)

The associate subject is not in SpecTP but in &igwsition in this case: It follows a non-
finite auxiliary; see the discussion in section 3.

(i) a. *Hade det nagra studenter blivit skadade? Sw
b. Hade det blivit nagra studenterdskiz?
had there been any students  hurt (Christer Platzack, p.c.)
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Early approaches to Scandinavian expletive coastms suppose that the
contrasts between Icelandic and Mainland Scandamaas to the clause-medial
occurrence of overt expletives, (7) vs. (9), ansbamte subjects, (8) vs. (10),
result from the fact that Icelandic has expletiopitcs whereas Mainland
Scandinavian has expletive subjects (see Platza8R,11987, Tomaselli 1990,
Sigurdsson 1989, and Maling 1987). As a topic, ekpletive is inserted in
SpecCP in Icelandic if no other constituent occsipiies position; consequently,
it cannot occur in SpeclP. SpeclP being empty,agsociate subject can move
there. This is illustrated in (13).

(13)Ic SpecCP C° SpeclP Ve Comp Adv| | ex.

a. * XP aux expl v sub adv| |(7)a
b. XP  aux v sub adv| |(7)b
C. expl aux v sub adv| |(8)a
d. expl aux sub Vv tw adv| |(8)b

In Mainland Scandinavian, in contrast, the expkeiiw a subject and thus must
be inserted in SpeclP, from where it can move tec§P; see (14). Since
SpeclP is occupied by the trace of the expletikie, dssociate subject cannot
move to this position.

(14)MSc SpecCP C° SpeclP Ve Comp Adv ex.

a. XP aux expl v sub adv (9)a
b. *  XP  aux v sub adv (9)b
C. expl aux tepl v sub adv| |(10)a
d * oexpl  aux tepsub ... v tswo adv| | (10)b

Under the above assumptions, Faroese | would haveatve both expletive
topics and expletive subjects: An overt expletiveeyrbe inserted in SpeclP as it
can optionally occur in this position, (1), or itayn be inserted in SpecCP,
permitting movement of the associate subject tcBh&2); see also (15) below.
Moreover, the prohibition against the clause-medabjuenceexpletive -
associate subjecthown in (3) above would follow from the fact thhe two
constituents compete for the same position, (15)e.
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(15)Fal SpecCP C° SpeclP Ve Comp Adv| | ex.

a. XP aux expl sub adv| | (Da

XP  aux sub adv| |(1)b

expl aux sub tsun adv| | (2)b

Vv
Vv

expl aux ... V. sub adv| |(2)a
Vv
Vv

o a0 |o

*  XP aux explsub ... tewp adv (3)

However, the pattern observed in Faroese Il is Iproatic for the above
analysis. Overt expletives in SpeclP are optionalli varieties of Faroese, but
associate subjects cannot occur to the left ofrafimite verb in Faroese Il; see
(11) and (12) above. Thus, although an overt exgetipparently need not be
inserted in SpeclP, the associate subject canmipgcthis position. This is
unexpected under the assumption that the posgilmfitnot having an overt
expletive in subject position paves the way for élssociate subject to occur to
the left of a non-finite verb. Instead, the datorsgly suggest that these two
phenomena are not directly related.

In addition, the fact that an overt expletive nogionally occur in SpeclP in
Icelandic embedded questions such as (16) contsattiie hypothesis th§iad
'there' is a syntactic topic that can only be iteskin SpecCB.(On further
arguments against the topic approach to Icelangiteves see Hornstein 1991.)

(16)a. ...hvort _pad hefureinhver utlendingur verid ... Ic
b. ... hvort hefueinhver utlendingur verid ...
... I sumarhusin
whether (there) has some foreigner been
In summerhstise

(Thrainsson 2007: 26)

% The tendency that overt expletives are more likelgmerge in embedded clauses than in
main clauses can also be observed in Faroese. \Wele expletives are optional in main
clauses, (1), they are obligatory in embedded esus).

() a. Hon spurdi umtad buddi ein gamal maduri hesum hasinum. Fa
b. *Hon spurdi um buddein gamal maduri hesum hdsinum.
she asked if (there) lived an old man is tiwuse-the

(Thrainsson et al. 2004: 283)
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That the overt expletive in (16)a occupies Spesl€brroborated by the fact that
embedded questions prohibit topicalisation, inddpeh of whether or not the
expletive is present. The ungrammatical sentermegd4)b and (17)c indicate
that CP recursion is not allowed in embedded goestiThus, the expletive in
(16)a and (17)a must occupy SpeclP.

(17) Préfessorinn ~ langadi ad vita ... Ic
professor-the wanted to know
a. Ephvort b pad hefdi einhver lokid ritgerdinni]]
b. *[cphvort [pigaer  hefdif pad einhver lokid ritgerdinni]]
C. *[cphvort [cpigeer  hefdif einhver lokid ritgerdinni]]
if yesterday had (there) someonesiied thesis-the

(Vangsnes 2002: 47)

In addition, the examples in (16)a and (17)a shbat tin overt expletive in
SpeclP can in fact co-occur with an associate stigethe left of a non-finite
verb in an embedded clause. As illustrated in (iBjs is also marginally
acceptable in Faroese I.

Fal
(18)a. ?Hon spurdi um tad hgvdunakrir hundar verid ati i gardinum.
she asked if there had some dogsbeen outin garden-the
b. ??Hon spurdi um tad hevadionkur keypt husini hja Réa.
she asked if there had somebody bobghses-the of Roa
(Zakaris Svabo Hansen, p.c.)

Thus, the above data point to the conclusion thatetare two subject positions
to the left of a non-finite verb and consequentiytcadict the hypothesis that
the ungrammaticality of the clause-medial sequeegpletive — associate
subjectin (3) results from the fact that the two constitisecompete for the same
position.
Note that there is evidence that an associateduio the left of a non-finite

verb appears in the IP domain. It precedes allfimote auxiliaries, (19), and, as
Bobaljik & Jonas (1996) observe, it precedes aedalihat has moved out of VP
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by Object Shift in a transitive expletive constrantlike (20); see Holmberg
(1986, 1999) and Engels & Vikner (2007) on ObjduftS

(19)a. Pad mun hafa verio god mynd... Ic
b. *Pad mun hafa géd mynd verid
c. _Pad mun god mynd hafa verio
... 1 sj@rpinu.
there must good film have been onTV

(adapted from Vikner 1995: 212)

(20)a. _Pad bordudu margir strakar bjugun ekki. Ic
there ate many boys sausages-the not
(Bobaljik & Jonas 1996: 214)
b. ?bad drekka sennilegasumir krakkar hana aldrei.
there drink probably some kids it never
(Vangsnes 2002: 45)

As supported by the phenomena described above frappeoaches to expletive
constructions (e.g. Bobaljik & Jonas 1996, Jona®6a%h, Bobaljik &
Thrainsson 1998, and Vangsnhes 2002) suppose teat thre two subject
positions in the IP domain, which will be taken éé¢o be SpecAgrSP for the
expletive and SpecTP for the associate subject.

2.2 Cross-linguistic variation as to the structure of P

The previous section argued for two subject passtion the IP domain,
SpecAgrSP and SpecTP. However, the availabilit3mgcTP would seem to be
subject to cross-linguistic variation. While an@sate subject may occur to the
left of a non-finite verb in Icelandic and Farodsehis is ungrammatical in
Mainland Scandinavian and Faroese II; compare 1{d)(8) with (10) and (12)
above, repeated in (21)-(24).
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(21)a. _Padhafa veridinhverjir hundar i gardinumlc
b. _Padhafa einhverjir hundar verid i garoinum.
there have some dogs been ndegathe
(22)a. Tadhava veridhakrir hundar uti i gardinum. Fa |
b. Tadhava nakrir hundar verio ati i gardinum.
there have some dogs been inagdrden-the
(23)a. Tadhava veridnakrir hundar ati i gardinum.Fa ll
b. *Tad hava nakrir hundar verio ati i gardinum.
there have some dogs been inagdrden-the
(24)a. Der har veeratogle hunde i haven. Da
b. *Der har nogle hunde veeret I haven.
there have some dogs  been in garden-the

This variation correlates with contrasts as to #ueeptability of transitive
expletive constructions (TECs): TECs are only gaesin languages where
SpecTP is available. They are acceptable in Iceda(@b), and Faroese I, (26),
but ungrammatical in Faroese Il, (27), and Mainl&edndinavian, (28).

* However, as Karen Margrethe Pedersen (p.c.) pbiot to me, TECs seem to be possible
in some Danish dialects, (i); see also Pedersem&rsentp appeaj. Correspondingly, the
associate subject in an intransitive expletive ttacson can occur to the left of the non-finite
verb, (ii).

(i) a. Der skal nogen passe dem. Falster
there should somebody care-for them

b. Har _der nogen sagt dig det? Eastern Jutland
has there somebody told you this

c. Sa havde_deren hund bidt dem i buksebenene. Sjeelland

so had thereadog bit them in trousers-the
(Pedersen & Sgrensdnrthcoming

(i) a. Sa kunne_dergodt en damper lgbe over dem. Sjeelland
so could therewell a steamer run overthem
b. Nu vil _der snartén drukne. Eastern Jutland
now will there soon one drown
c. Har _der nogen veeret inde ved dig? Western Jutland

has there somebody been in byyou (Pedersen & Sgrenseiorthcoming
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(25) Pad byggdumargir Islendingar has i bérshofn. Ic
there built  many Icelanders houseTdanshavn
(Jonas 1996b: 168)

(26) Tad bygdu nakrir islendingar hus i Havn. Fal
there built some Icelanders houselarshavn
(Jonas 1994: 50)

(27) *Tad bygdu nakrir islendingar has i Havn. Fa ll
there built some Icelanders houseTldrshavn
(Jonas 1994: 50)

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

The above contrast is accounted for by the assomfiiat the associate subject
of a TEC cannot remain in its VP-internal base timsj SpegP > In Icelandic
and Faroese |, the associate subject can be ladtensgpecTP. In contrast, in
Faroese Il and Mainland Scandinavian, where SpesTRot available, the
associate subject cannot be licensed and conségi&ts are ungrammatical.
(Unavailable positions are marked by shading ir).§29

Notice that the co-occurrence restriction obselneldaroese | does not seem to hold in these
dialects: Both overt expletive and associate stilgppear in clause-medial positions in (i)b,c
and (ii).

®> Note that the associate subject of a TEC musepkeall non-finite verbs.

() a. *...ad0 _pad mundi hafa bordadnhver petta epli. Ic
b. *...ad _pad mundi hafaeinhver bordad petta epli.
C. ...ad0 _pad mundieinhver hafa bordad petta epli.
that there would somebody have eaten this apple

(Vikner 1995: 191)
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(29) TEC CP - AgrSP  SpecTP Spec V° Comp ex.
Ic/ a. * explv sub t, obj -
Fal b. explv sub \ e t, obj (25)/(26)
MSc/ c. * explv \ sub, t, obj (27)/(28)
Fall d. * explv sub \tw \ t ob (27)/(28)

no SpecTP licensing of TEC no licensing of

in MSc/Fa ll associate subject TEC associate

in SpecTP subject in SpeeP

In contrast to TECs, the associate subject of astexial construction can be
licensed in its base position (as complement ofsé& Vikner 1995). In addition,
it may move to and be licensed in SpecTP if thisitpm is available in the

given language. This is illustrated in (30).

(30) existential CP — AgrSP  SpecTP V° Comp Agy ex.
Ic/ a. _explaux v sub adv (2)a/(8)a
Fal b explaux sub \ VvV tgyp adv (2)b/(8)b
MSc/ c. explaux \v sub, adv || (10)a/(12)a
Falll. d. * explaux __sub |\ tw \ adv | | (10)b/(12)b
no SpecTP licensing of \ \ licensing of
in MSc/Fa ll existential associate existential subject

subject in SpecTP in V°-Comp

The variation across the Scandinavian languagesthg availability of SpecTP
has been considered to be due to a structuralastritetween the languages (i.e.
the position is not projected at all in some vaegte.g. Bobaljik & Thrainsson
1998 and Koeneman & Neeleman 2001) or to differenoe checking
requirements (i.e. though present, the positionnoctrbe occupied by an
associate subject, e.g. Bobaljik & Jonas 1996 aadggnes 2002). For reasons
of exposition, | will follow the former analysis feebut nothing hinges on this
assumption.
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In addition, the approaches to expletive consiwas differ in the theoretical
implementation of why the availability of SpecTP rigea across the
Scandinavian languages (see Richards 2006). Blgsit@b main camps can be
distinguished: (a) those approaches which attritbee (non)availability of
SpecTP to the presence/absence of full DP Objeft @ures' generalisation;
e.g. Bures 1992, 1993, Bobaljik & Jonas 1996, KosteZwart 2001, and
Richards 2006), and (b) those approaches whicloatirit to verb movement
(Vikner's generalisation; e.g. Vikner 1990, 199fugdsson 1991, Bobaljik &
Thrainsson 1998, and Koeneman & Neeleman 2001).

In this connection, notice that full DP ObijectifSls not possible in Faroese,
(31), although SpecTP is available at least in €sed; see (2)/(26). This points
to the conclusion that the availability of SpecTPesl not depend on the
acceptability of full DP Object Shift.

(3l1)a. Eglas ikki  békina Fa
b. *Eg las _bdkina ikki .
| read book-the not (Thrainsson et al. 2004: 245)

According to Vikner's generalisation, the availeypibf a clause-medial position
for the associate subject presupposes V2 and V#taevement. While all of
the Scandinavian languages are V2, they vary &-to-1° movement. V°-to-I°
movement takes place in embedded clauses in lgeldnd not in Mainland
Scandinavian (at least not to the same extentBsat&zen 2007 and Wiklund et
al. 2007). Moreover, Bobaljik & Jonas (1996) andak (1996a,b) claim that
embedded V°-to-I° movement is optional in Faroedsu ungrammatical in
Faroese II. Comparison with data on verb movemeatieated by Kristine
Bentzen, Piotr Garbacz, Caroline Heycock, and Guhittafn Hrafnbjargarson
during the NORMS Dialect Workshop on the Faroendtashowed that V°-to-I°
movement in embedded clauses was rejected by mgesarll informants
whereas it was judged slightly better, though sthongly marked, by my
Faroese | informants. (See also Bentzen et al. 2@(aroese verb movement).
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(32)a. *pad kom a dvart ad Maria ekki les baekur. Ic
b. bad kom aodvart ad Maria leskki baekur.
it was unexpectedthat Maria read not  books
(Jonas 1996b: 173)

(33)a. Eg spurdi hvi Jbégvan ikki hevai lisid bdkina. Fal
b. Eg spurdi hvi Jogvan _hewkki lisid bodkina.
| asked why Jogvan had not read book-the

(Jonas 1996a: 95)

(34)a. Eg spurdi hvi Jogvan ikki hevdilisid bokina. Fa ll
b. *Eg spurdi hvi Jégvan__heviéki lisid bokina.
| asked why Jogvan had not read book-the

(Jonas 1996a: 95)

(35)a. Deteruventet at Marie ikke laeserbgker. Da
b. *Det eruventet at Marie l|seskke baker.
it is unexpected that Marie reads not books

Vikner (1995: 186/87) claims that I° is only abte(Case-)license the associate
subject position to the left of the non-finite vewhich he takes to be SpecVP,
if 1° is filed and does not already assign anotltase. Only in V°-to-1°
languages such as Icelandic and Faroese | isllédfi(strong) and may thus
assign Case to SpecVP. In the languages withoubA\¥*-movement such as
Mainland Scandinavian and Faroese Il, SpecVP islioensed since I° is not
filled. A subject thus cannot surface in this posif'’

As discussed in the following section, licenswmigan associate subject in
clause-medial position (here taken to be SpecTémsdo be subject to an even

® Movement through 1° on the way to C° does notisaffto permit Case assignment to
SpecVP in Mainland Scandinavian and Faroese II.

" SpecVP is not licensed in non-V2 languages likgligh and French either, where I° already
assigns nominative to SpeclP under Spec-head agreeirhis rules out TECs and existential
associate subjects in clause-medial position dlbegeIn V2 languages, in contrast, C° is
taken to assign nominative case to the constitienBpeclP even if no V°-to-I°-to-C°
movement takes place as e.g. in embedded claubesaviailability of the clause-medial
position and TECs are thus not expected to bealaoise phenomena only.
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stronger restriction: It requires a local relatioipsbetween the associate subject
and the finite verb.

3  Local licensing of associate subjects in SpecTP

3.1 Position of the finite verb

It was shown above that although both an overtegix@ and an associate
subject may occur between a finite verb and a mutefverb in Faroese I, (1)
and (2), the clause-medial sequene@pletive — associate subjeads
ungrammatical in existential constructions; seer€peated here as (36)a. The
same holds for TECs; compare (26) with (36)b.

(36)a. *Idag hava_tad nakrir hundar verid Gti i gardinum. Fal
today have there some dogs been out in gatten-

b. *Allarhelst hefur_tad onkur keypt husid hja Roa.
probably has there somebody bought house-theaf R

Given that there are two subject positions in tRedomain in Faroese |
(SpecAgrSP for the expletive and SpecTP for theaate subject), as argued
for in the previous section, this restriction canbe due to the fact that the two
constituents compete for the same position. In, fe@toccurrence of an overt
expletive and an associate subject in the IP domsamarginally acceptable in
embedded questions; see (18) repeated here as (B&nember that the
expletive must be located in SpecAgrSP in (37)rabezided questions do not
permit CP recursion; see (17) above.)

Fal
(37)a. ?Hon spurdi um tad hgvdunakrir hundar verid ati i gardinum.
she asked if there had some dogsbeen outin garden-the
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b. ??Hon spurdi um tad hevdionkur keypt husini hja Réa.
she asked if there had somebody bobghses-the of Roa
(Zakaris Svabo Hansen, p.c.)

Recall that V°-to-I° movement is optional in embeddclauses in Faroese |,
(33). Interestingly, simultaneous filing of Spea& and SpecTP s
ungrammatical if V°-to-I° movement does not takega, as shown by the
example in (38).

Fal
(38)a. *Hon spurdi um tad nakrir hundar hgvdu verid ati i gardinum.
she askedf there some dogs had been outin gartden-t

b. *Hon spurdi um tad onkur hevdi keypt husid hja Roa.
she askedf there somebody had bought house-the of Roa
(Zakaris Svabo Hansen, p.c.)

What distinguishes the grammatical sentences ih ff8m the ungrammatical
ones in (36) and (38) is that the finite verb inégres between the expletive in
SpecAgrSP and the associate subject in SpecTReifotmer but precedes and
follows both constituents in the latter examplesspectively. Thus, co-
occurrence of an overt expletive and an associatgest in the IP domain is
apparently only possible if the finite verb intemes between the two
constituents.

That it is not pure string-adjacency between a&ertoexpletive and an
associate subject that is prohibited is shown by é¢xamples in (39).An
intervening adverb does not yield acceptability.

(39)a. *Idag hava_tad kanskanakrir hundar verid ati i gardinum. Fa |
today have there maybe some dogs been oatdei-the

® This hypothesis is also corroborated by the fhet the sequencexpletive — associate
subjectis acceptable as long as the associate subjectrabesccur in SpecTP; see sections
3.2 and 3.3 below.
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b. *idag hevur tad kanskaonkur keypt husid hja Roa.
today has there maybe somebody bought housd-fRea

Apparently, an overt expletive must be separateth fthe associate subject by
an intervening verb. Similar to the embedded clausg37), this is the case in
the main clauses in (40), where the overt expletiveupies SpecCP and the
finite verb occurs in C°.

(40)a. Tad hava nakrir hundar verid Uati i gardinum. Fal
there have some dogs been out in gatite

b. Tad keypti onkur husid hja Roéa.
there bought somebody house-the of Roa

The above data suggest that an associate subjSgteiciTP needs to be locally
licensed by the finite verb. Assume that the asde@ubject carries a D-feature,
which must be probed by a c-commanding verb. Therdéte exact structural
position of the verb is not relevant: It may app@aAgrS°® or C°; see (37) and
(40) above. However, it is important that the lisieg relation is local:
Licensing of the associate subject in SpecTP iossible if an overt expletive
intervenes between the verb and the associatecsubge (365.In this case the
verb cannot probe the associate subject's D-fearoause there is a closer one,
namely the one of the expletive. The hypothesis ttha intervening expletive's
D-feature blocks licensing of the associate subje&pecTP is supported by the
fact that an intervening adverb, which does notyctre relevant feature, does
not yield ungrammaticality; see (41).

° Note that only overt constituents count for lidegs First, checking has to be carried out by
the verb in its surface position. If it could bendoby the verb trace in AgrS°, the
ungrammaticality of (36) would be unexpected. Sd¢cagiven that the overt expletive is
always merged in SpecAgrSP, from where it may mv&pecCP, the sentences in (40)
indicate that only the overt expletive but nottitsce in SpecAgrSP blocks local licensing.
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(41)a. Tad hava kanskanakrir hundar verid uti i gardinum. Fal
there have maybe some dogs been out in gdhde

b. Tad hevurkanskaonkur keypt husid hja Roa.
there has maybe somebody bought house-thesof Ro

To sum up, clause-medial co-occurrence of overtetixe and associate subject
would seem to depend on local licensing, as ilaistt in (42).

Spec Spec Spec
(42) Fal c° AgrS° .. Aux® ... Ve .. ex.
CP AgrSP TP
local a expl aux Expl taux sub ... taux % (1)
licensing b. Comp expl aux sub ... taux % (37)
no local c. * XP aux expl  taux sub ... taux Y, (36)
licensing d. * Comp expl sub ... aux % (38)

Asymmetries between existential constructions a&€s with simple and
complex tense and with non-negative and negatisecéste subjects discussed
in the following sections show that the above Igeg requirement only applies
to associate subjects in SpecTP. The sequexgketive — associate subjdst
acceptable as long as the associate subject aocaitewer position.

3.2 Simple versus complex tense

Intervention of an overt expletive between thetéinverb and the associate
subject is not prohibited as such. The sequexpéetive — associate subjast
acceptable in existential constructions with simiglese, (43), but not in ones
with complex tense, (44). These facts indicate émahassociate subject in the IP
domain but not one in VP-internal position is sebj® the licensing condition
discussed in the previous section.
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(43)a. Taod voru nakrir hundar  ati i gardinum.  Fal
b. [ morgun voru__tad nakrir hundar  ati i gardinum.
in morning-the were there some dogs out in gartthe
(44)a. Taod hava nakrir hundar verid ati i gardinunka |
b. *[ morgun hava _tad nakrir hundar verid ati i gardinum.
in morning-the have there some dogs beennagaiiden-the

In the simple tense case in (43), the exact stracposition of the associate
subject is obscured by V°-to-I°-to-C° movement. Hssociate subject could be
located in the complement position of V° or in gpecifier position of TP. In
contrast, the only position to the left of a nomtte verb available to the
associate subject in (44) is SpecTP. As discussdtia previous section, an
associate subject in this position needs to chéskDiHfeature with the c-
commanding verb, which is not possible if an owepletive intervenes in the
checking relation since there would then be a Ddfeacloser to the verb. Under
the assumption that an associate subject in V°-Cdogs not require local
licensing, the contrast between (43) and (44) Vadloln (43)b but not in (44)b
the sequencexpletive — associate subjetiay have a structure, in which the
associate subject is licensed, as illustrated5iy't4

19 As there are semantic restrictions on associadbgests in clause-medial and post-lexical
position (see Vangsnes 2002), the acceptabilit{48jb is expected to be dependent on the
type of DP.
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CP-
45) Fa I: existential SpecTP V° Comp Adv ex.
(45) AgrsP p p
6 simple a. explv t, sub adv| |(43)a
tense b. explv sub t, ad 43)a
intervening =et . Y s v, 143
. complex c. explaux v sub adv (2)a
expletive
tense  d. explaux sub Vo tsw adv | | (44)a
simple e. v expl t, sub adv| |(43)b
intervening tense f. * vexpl sub v tsw adv -
expletive complex g. aux expl v sub adv (Da
tense h. * auxexpl sub Vo tsw adv | | (44)b

/

intervening expletive blocks
licensing of associate subject
in SpecTP

In contrast to existential constructions, TECs du permit the sequence
expletive — associate subjetall, irrespective of simple or complex tense.

(46)a. Taod keypti onkur husid hja Roa. Fal
b. *Allarhelst keypti _tad onkur husid hja Roa.
probably bought there somebody house-the of Roa

(47)a. Tao hefur onkur keypt husid hja Roa. Fal
b. *Allarhelst hefur_tad onkur keypt husid hja Roa.
probably has there somebody bought house-theaf R

Given that the associate subject of a TEC cannogire in its base position
SpeaP but must move to SpecTP (see section 2), theeghattern is expected.
Independent of simple and complex tense, the amsocubject cannot be
licensed if it is separated from the licensing vénp an intervening overt
expletive.
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(48) Fal: TEC CP — AgrSP  SpecTP Sygiec V° Comp ex.
simple a. * explv sub t,  obj -
no intervening tense b explv sub tsub t, obj (46)a
expletive complex c. * explaux sub v  obj -
tense d explaux sub \ tsub vV 0bj (47)a
simple e. * vexpl \ sub t, obj (46)b
intervening tense f. * vexpl sub \ tsub t, obj (46)b
expletive complex g. * auxexpl \ sub, Vv obj (47)b
tense h. * auxexpl sub Lsub vV 0obj (47)b
intervening expletive 4&@ of TEC no licensing of TEC
blocks licensing of associate subject associate subject
associate subject in in SpecTP in SpewP
SpecTP

3.3 Non-negative versus negative associate subject

Asymmetries between expletive constructions witn-negative associate
subject and ones with negative associate subjéct fwothe conclusion that it is

not an associate subject in the IP domain but nspexifically an associate
subject in SpecTP that requires local licensing.il&/lihe clause-medial

sequencexpletive — associate subjastruled out for existential constructions
with a non-negative associate subject, it is pdssib existential constructions
with a negative subject; see the contrast betwé@nand (50).

(49)a. Tao hava nakrir hundar verid uti i gardinunka |
b. *[ morgun hava_tad nakrir hundar verid uti i gardinum.

In morning-the have there some dogs been nogaden-the

(50)a. Tad hava eingir hundar verid ati i gardinunka |
b. [ morgun hava__tadeingir hundar verid ati i gardinum.

in morning-the have there no dogs been irogarden-the
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There is reason to believe that a negative assosidiject to the left of a non-
finite verb need not occupy SpecTP as there iseaigbposition for negative
phrases in the IP domain. Under a sentential nemgadiading, a negative object
cannot remairn situ in the Scandinavian languages but must undergaiNeg
Shift: The negative phrase moves to SpecNegP, whehecks its [+negative]
feature (see K. K. Christensen 1986, 1987, Rogssgald 1987, Jonsson 1996,
Svenonius 2000, 2002, K. R. Christensen 2005, argels 2009f0 appearon
Negative Shift).

(51)a. *Eg hef vb sagtekkert] Ic
a'. Eg hef \gpekkert  [ypsagt )]

b. *Eg havi vb sagteinki] Fa
b'. Eg havijegpeinki [ve sagt §]]

c. *Jeg har v sagtingenting] Da
c'. Jeg har[geingenting [vpSagt §]]
| have nothing said

Like negative objects, negative associate subantsiot remain in VP-internal
position but must undergo Negative Shift. As a lteswon-negative associate
subjects in Danish and Faroese Il differ from niegabnes in that the former
cannot precede a non-finite verb whereas the latigst do so; compare (52)
and (54) repeated from (10) and (12) with (53) &%)

' While string-vacuous Negative Shift is possiblealh Scandinavian languages, there is a
considerable amount of cross-linguistic variatisn@non-string-vacuous Negative Shift; see
Engels (200910 appea). For instance in Norwegian, Negative Shift cancratss a vertin
situ, (). As a consequence, negative associate ssbjapt ruled out in existential
constructions with complex tense, (ii), while theyy appear in constructions with simple
tense, where Negative Shift can apply string-vaslyoiii).

() a. Jeg sa ingenting ty to. No
| said nothing

b. *Jeg har ingenting sagt &.
|  have nothing said
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(52)a. Der har veeratogle hunde i haven. Da
b. *Der har nogle hunde veeret i haven.
there have some dogs been in garden-t
(53)a. *Der har veerahgen hunde i haven. Da
b. Der har ingen hunde veeret I haven.
there have no dogs been in gardhen-t
Fa ll
(54)a. Tad hava veridhakrir hundar uti i gardinum.
b. *Tad hava nakrir hundar verio ati i gardinum.
there have some dogs been outndegathe
(55)a. *Tad hava verideingir hundar uti i gardinum. Fa
b. Tad hava eingir hundar verio ati i gardinum.
there have no dogs been out ndga-the

The above contrast between negative and non-negasisociate subjects as to
the ability to occur to the left of a non-finite feeis accounted for by the
assumption that SpecNegP may only host a negativase. Negative Shift
takes place for checking of [+negative] and consatjy may only affect
constituents with a corresponding feature. A nogatige associate subject to
the left of a non-finite verb, in contrast, woulauvie to occur in SpecTP, which is
not available in Mainland Scandinavian and Fardegsee section 2). This is
illustrated in (56)-

(i) a. *Det har veert ingen hunder i hagen. No
b. *Det har ingen hunderveert ¢ i hagen.
there have no dogs been in garden-the
(i) Det var ingen hunderty to i hagen. No
there were no dogs in gardlen-

12 Note that TP dominates NegP: An associate supjecedes an Object Shifted object, (20),
and an Object Shifted object precedes a Negatiifee8lone, (i).

(1) Hun laner _hamsikkert ingenting. Da
she lends him surely nothing
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(56) Da/Fa ll:
existential CP - AgrSP SpecTP SpecNegP V° Comp Ad ex.
a. explaux v sub.,; adv (52)a/(54)a
[-neg] b. * explaux suby.n) Ve adv (52)b/(54)b
c. * explaux subyy Vo tsw adv (52)b//(54)b
d. * explaux v | subiy  adv (53)a/(55)al
[+neg] e explaux Subyn V|t adv (53)b/(55)b
f. * explaux ,subqm | touw V s adv -
no SpecTP no [-neg] no [+neg]
in MSc/Fa Il in SpecNegP in VP

As illustrated in (49)a and (50)a above, both negative and negative associate
subjects may precede a non-finite verb in Faroesehere both SpecTP and
SpecNegP are in principle available to the asse@abject of an existential
construction. However, in contrast to a non-negaissociate subject in SpecTP,
a negative one in SpecNegP would seem not to etpoal licensing: An overt
expletive may intervene between the finite verb amegative associate subject;
see the contrast between (49)b and (50)b. Hencal, licensing would seem to
be restrained to associate subjects in SpecTProesa I

3 The negative associate subject in SpecNegP issickby virtue of being [+negative].
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CP -
(57) Fa I: existential SpecTP SpecNegP V¢ Comp Adv ex.
AgrSP
a. explaux v sub. adv (2)a
[-neg] b. * explaux suby.q Vot adv -
no
, ] C. explaux suby.y Vo tsw adv (49)d
intervening
_ d. * explaux v | subn adv (55)4
expletive
[+neg] e. explaux Subyn vV tsup adv (50)4
f. explaux subqn  teup V| tsub adv (50)4
g. aux_expl v sub. adv (Da
[-neg] h. * auxexpl suby.q Vo twp adv (49)b
intervening i. * auxexpl | sub.y Vo tsw adv (49)b
expletive j.* auxexpl vV | subyy, adv -
[+neg] k. aux_expl Subyn V s adv (50)b
l. * auxexpl subg  tsus V| lsub adv -
intervening expletive blocks no [-neg] : no [+neq]
licensing of associate subject in SpecNegP in VP
in SpecTP

In contrast to existential constructions, a negatssociate subject does not
cancel out the co-occurrence restriction on clauedial overt expletives and
associate subjects in TECs. Just as with non-negasisociate subjects, an overt
expletive must not intervene between a negativecest® subject and the finite
verb; see (58) and (59).

(58)a. Tao hevur onkur keypt husid hja Roa. Fal
b. *Allarhelst hevur tad onkur keypt husid hja Roa.
probably has there somebody bought hdus®t Roa

(59)a Taod hevur eingin keypt husid hja Roa. Fal
b. *Allarhelst hevur tad eingin keypt husid hja Réa.
probably has there nobody bought hobweesf Roa
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This follows under the assumption that the asse@abject of a TEC does not
only have to leave its base position Sgpebut must be licensed in SpecTP. Like
a non-negative associate subject, a negative ass@tibject of a TEC thus has
to move to SpecTP, where it would have to be lgdalensed.

CP - Spec Spec Spec
(60) Fal: TEC Ve Comp ex.
AgrSP TP NegP VP
a. * explaux sub.yy v obj -
[-neg] b. * explaux subin tsw v Obj -
no
_ ) C. explaux Suby.n tsub vV 0obj (58)a
intervening )
_ d. * explaux Subsy v obj -
expletive
[+tneg] e. * explaux subn  tsub v obj -
f. explaux  subyn | tsup tsub vV obj (59)a
g. * auxexp sub.y v obj (58)b
[-neg] h. * auxexpl sub.y  tsup v obj (58)b
intervening i. * auxexpl | subp tsub v obj (58)b
expletive j. * auxexpl subiy, v 0Obj (59)b
[+neg] k. * auxexpl SUbn  tsub v obj (59)b
I. * aux eXD| /Suh}n] tsub tsub \Y Obj (59)b
intervening expletive J no licensing of
blocks licensing of no licensing of TEC associate TEC associate
associate subject in subject in SpecNegP subject in SpewP
SpecTP

The hypothesis that the associate subject of @ firfast occur in SpecTP,
irrespective of whether it is negative or non-nagatis corroborated by the fact
that a negative associate subject does not makes T©Ssible in Mainland
Scandinavian, where SpecNegP but not SpecTP itablailn other words, a
TEC associate subject cannot be licensed in SpdgNeg sentence in (61) is
ungrammatical.
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(61) *Der har ingen sagt det. Da
there has nobody said that

However, at least some speakers of Swedish ac&&ps T the associate subject
IS negative. Notably, the negative associate stibgeems to require local
licensing: The construction is only possible if tepletive appears in clause-
initial position but not if it intervenes betwedmetfinite verb and the negative
associate subject; see also section 4 below.

(62)a. Det ska ingen javel sld mina barn. Sw
b. *Idag ska _det ingen javel sld mina barn.
today shall there no bastard beat my child
(David Hakanson, p.c., and Christer Platzack, p.c.)

3.4 Summary

Though there are two subject positions in the IPala in Faroese | (section 2),
they can only be filled simultaneously by an owxpletive (SpecAgrSP) and an
associate subject (SpecTP) if the constituentsseparated by an intervening
verb (section 3.1). This was accounted for by tbsumption that the associate
subject in SpecTP requires local licensing: Thedimerb needs to check the D-
feature of the associate subject in SpecTP. Thanig possible if there is no

closer goal, i.e. if there is no overt expletivattintervenes between the finite
verb and the associate subject.

The asymmetries between existential constructi@amsl TECs with
simple/complex tense (section 3.2) and negativefregative associate subject
(section 3.3) showed that this licensing conditmmly applies to associate
subjects in SpecTP in Faroese |. The sequenpéetive — associate subjast
acceptable as long as the associate subject occarkwer position (CompV®
and SpecNegP, respectively).

As discussed in the following section, Mainlanda&dinavian data from
around 1900 point to the conclusion that the caioence restriction is actually
not confined to SpecTP but applies to associatgestsin positions in which a
TEC subject can be licensed.
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4 A similar phenomenon in Mainland Scandinavian arour 1900

While TECs are ungrammatical in present-day Maihl8candinavian, (28nd
(61) above, traditional grammars present datasthaiv that TECs were possible
with quantified and negative associate subjectsMi@inland Scandinavian
around 1900 (Diderichsen 1946, Ljunggren 1926, Mig&kn 1911, Wallin 1936,
and Western 1921; see also K. K. Christensen 1991).

(63) Der kan mange sige det. No
there can many say that (Falk & Torp 1900: 8)

(64) Der maa ingen sige det. Da
there must nobody say that (Diderichsen 1946: 187)

(65) Det kan ingen goOra den saken battre an han. Sw

there can nobody do this thing better tharfWallin 1936: 368)

Likewise, quantified associate subjects could owtily precede a non-finite
verb in existential constructions, and negativesoeeen had to do so, just as
they do in present-day Danish and Swedish; seeafa@)e.

(66)a. Der har liggemange under aben himmel inat. Da
b. Der har mange ligget under aben himmel i nat.
there have many laid under open sky ast night

(Mikkelsen 1911: 29)

(67)a. Der ma da have veeragen hjemme. Da
b. Der ma da nogen have veeret hjemme.
there must really somebody have been aeho

(Mikkelsen 1911: 29)

(68)a. *Det har varit ingen har. Sw
b. Det har ingen varit har.
there has nobody been here (Wallin 1936: 368)
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(69)a. *Det har kommitinga tidningar. Sw
b. Det har inga tidningar kommit.
there are no newspapers come (Ljunggren 1926: 323)

As shown in section 3.3 above, there is a speaoisitipn for negative phrases to
the left of a non-finite verb in Scandinavian, ngntepecNegP. Similarly, there
would seem to be a special position for quantipldases to the left of a non-
finite verb, SpecQP. As shown by the example in {i@n Ljunggren (1926), a
guantified object could precede or follow a nonténverb; see also Western
(1921: 221/22). Movement of a quantified objecthte left of a non-finite verb,
referred to as Quantifier Shift, was possible inSmandinavian languages and
still optionally applies in present-day Icelandi¢l); see Rdognvaldsson (1987),
Jénsson (1996), Svenonius (2000), and Thrains<abv 2

(70)a. Jaghar __fatt manga tidningar av honomSw
b. Jaghar manga tidningar fatt av honom.
| have many newspapers received by him

Ljuggren (1926: 323)

(71)a. Strakarnir hofou hantklu grjoti i bilana. Ic
b. ?Strakarnir hofoumiklu grjoti hent i bilana.
boys-the had muchrock thrown cars-the

(Svenonius 2000: 262)

Van der Wulff (1999), Tanaka (2000) and Inghai®O@ report a restriction
to negative associate subjects for Middle Englighietive constructions similar
to the one observed in former stages of Mainlandn8imavian: TECs and
existential constructions with clause-medial asstecsubject were only possible
with negative associate subjects. Based on van Kadse(1997: 332), Ingham
(2003: 437)accounts for this by assuming that the case featoreally
associated with 1° could be transmitted to the rfexictional head below it
(Neg®), permitting licensing of an associate subijeSpecNegP?

14 Asv° is not a functional head, an associate subjedtiomot remain in Spe®; TECs with
non-negative associate subject were thus ruled out.
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Following Ingham (2003), the restriction to TE®ish negative or quantified
associate subject in Mainland Scandinavian aro@@f) tan be captured by the
assumption that SpecTP was unavailable at tha¢ spasf as it is in present-day
Mainland Scandinavian, but that a quantified oratimg associate subject could
be licensed in SpecQP and SpecNegP, which is nsgilge anymore (see
section 3.3). This is illustrated in (75) below.ké&ian associate subject in
SpecTP in Faroese |, an associate subject in Spec@pPecNegP is taken here
to require licensing by D-feature checking with theommanding finite verb.

Interestingly, Falk & Torp (1900: 8-10), Westd®921: 65) and Ljunggren
(1926: 344) claim that an overt expletive is onbceptable in clause-initial
position in TECs; see the (a)-examples in (72)-(W49ome other constituent is
topicalized, an overt expletive cannot appear: s#amedial co-occurrence of
overt expletive and associate subject as in (723bb(is ungrammatical.

(72)a. Der kan ikke mangetale bedre. No
b. *Bedre kan_der ikke mangetale.
better can there not many speak (Falk & Torp 1900: 10)
(73)a. _Der forlanger ingen det av dig. No
b. *Det forlanger der ingen av dig.

it demand there nobody from you (Western 1921: 65)

(74)a. Der har mange gnsket det samme. No
b. *Det samme har__der mange gnsket.
the same have there many wished (Western 1921: 65)

The above contrast suggests that licensing of swcade subject in SpecQP and
SpecNegP has to be local: The associate subjectocdre licensed if an
intervening overt expletive blocks D-feature chagkby the finite verb; see
(75).
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CP - Spec
(75) MSc 1900: TEC SpecTP SpeeP V° Comp ex.
AgrSP Neg/QP
a. * explaux Sub.hq v 0Obj -
[-n/gq] b. * explaux sub.hg  tsub v__ obj -
no
. _ c. * explaux | Sub.pq tsub vV 0bj -
intervening _
_ d. * explaux Subinig v 0Dj -
expletive
[+n/q] e. explaux SUDn/g) | tsub Vv obj (73)a
f. * explaux | SuUbnq | [tsub tsub v obj -
g. * auxexp Sub.hq v 0Obj -
[-n/q] h. * auxexpl SubLvg  tsub v__ obj -
intervening i. * auxexpl | subpg tsub v 0bj -
expletive j. * auxexpl Subng v obj (73)a
[+n/gq] k. * auxexpl SUbng  tsub v  obj (73)c
I. * aUXﬂgl Sut{+n/q tsub tsub V ObJ (73)C
nho SpecTP in no licensing of
MSc 1900 no[-neg/-qlin | —— TEC associate
SpecNeg/QP subject in SpewP
licensing of TEC intervening expletive blocks
associate subject licensing of associate
in SpecNeg/QP subject in SpecNeg/QP

Thus, the co-occurrence restriction on clause-nhedieert expletives and
associate subjects would seem to apply only tocesgosubjects in positions in
which a TEC associate subject can be licensegplies to associate subjects in
SpecTP in Faroese |, where TECs are possible Wlitty@es of subjects (see
(36), (46)b and (59)b above), and to associateesthjn SpecNegP/SpecQP in
former stages of Mainland Scandinavian, where T&@srestricted to negative
and quantified subjects (see (72)b-(74)b aboveeddlsas (76)b and (78)b below).
In contrast, in present-day Mainland Scandinaviard &aroese, where
SpecNegP is not a licensing position for TEC subjeanymore, an overt
expletive may intervene between the finite verb #mel associate subject in
SpecNegP (see section 3.3 and the examples inalsde and (77) below). In
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other words, the local licensing requirement igrieted to associate subjects in
TEC subject positions.

Recall that in Faroese |, the associate subjeancexistential construction
cannot occur in SpecTP either if it is not separdtem the overt expletive by
an intervening verb; i.e. the associate subjectiofexistential construction
requires local licensing, too. Similarly, Falk & fo(1900: 10) present data that
show that the clause-medial sequemspletive — associate subjestis also
ruled out for quantified associate subjects intexigal constructions in former
stages of Mainland Scandinavian.

No
(76)a. Der har fire maend redet over broen idag.
b. *Idag har_der fire meend redet over broen.
c. Idag har_der redet fire maend over broen.
today has there ridden four men  ovedde-the

(Falk & Torp 1900: 10)

If my proposal is on the right track and local heeng is generally required for
associate subjects in positions where a TEC adsamidnject can be licensed, it
is predicted that the sequeneepletive — associate subjegas ungrammatical

in existential constructions with a negative ass@cisubject in Mainland

Scandinavian around 1900 although this sequenaggammatical in certain

varieties of present-day Mainland Scandinavian;(3&g and footnote 11. This
diachronic contrast is expected by the fact tha¢cBlegP was a licensing
position for TEC associate subjects in former sdagfeMainland Scandinavian,
which it is not anymore; compare (61) with the epéan in (63)-(65).

(77) ldag har _der ingen hunde veeret i haven. Da
today have there no dogs been in garden-the

Unfortunately, | could not find an equivalent exdengn the traditional
grammars mentioned above. But David Hakanson (mtd seems to be able
to license an associate subject in SpecNegP (sBeaffove), just as it was
possible in Mainland Scandinavian around 1900¢ctejthe sequenaxpletive -
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negative associate subjett existential constructions, supporting the above
hypothesis?

(78)a. Det har inga hundar varit itradgarden. Sw
b. *ldag har _det inga hundar varit itradgarden.
today have there no dogs been in garden-the

(David Hakanson, p.c.)

5 Conclusion

Though there are two subject positions in the IFnaa in Faroese |,
SpecAgrSP for the expletive and SpecTP for thecgessosubject (see section 2),
these positions can only be filled simultaneousylang as the expletive does
not disturb local licensing: An associate subjacbpecTP has to be licensed by
checking its D-feature against a c-commanding véils, is only possible as
long as there is no D-feature closer to the fiu#eb, i.e. as long as there is no
overt expletive that intervenes between the fingeb and the associate subject
(see section 3.1). Asymmetries between existectiastructions and TECs with
simple/complex tense and non-negative/negativecagsosubject show that the
licensing condition only applies to associate sttisjen SpecTP in Faroese |.
The sequencexpletive - associate subjeist possible if the associate subject
occupies a lower position, CompV° and SpecNegMeas/ely; see sections
3.2 and 3.3. Data from Mainland Scandinavian arol®@0 point out that the
co-occurrence restriction is actually not confineg@ssociate subjects in SpecTP
but generally applies to associate subjects intipasiin which a TEC associate
subject can be licensed.

15 For Christer Platzack (p.c.), who also acceptsett@mple in (62)a, the contrast in (78) is
not that sharp as he judges (78)a only marginaltgptable; see also footnote 11.
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