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Abstract: We analyse supines introduced by the complemerdigeregarding the syntax and interpretation
of the internal argument (= |A). Syntactically, ¥ezus on how the 1A values its case feature. #irgaied that
complementizerde supine clauses are not homogeneous in this respettpresent three case-valuation
strategies. Innon-restructuring supinesthe verb gets up]-features by agreeing with the prepositional
complementizer and subsequently licensing its h&ebtructuring supine clausébe case of the IA is valued
by a functional head of the main clauses, the &ysin the supine clause. Finally,raising supinesthe IA

is licensed by a matrix functional head, but it mlyeraises into the main clause. From an integire¢
perspective, these three types of clauses diffgarding the semantic range of the IA; restructuimig
means of enlarging the range of available IA far $lipine verb.
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1. Introduction

This papet concentrates on the syntax and interpretatiomefiiternal argument
(IA) in supine clauses. The framework of the analyis a more comprehensive
description of thede-supine clause (see Cornilescu and Cosma in prebg)h offers a
description of the functional structure of the sigpclause, with reference to several of its
central properties, such as the syntax and intefjiwa of the subject, the aspectual,
temporal and modal interpretation of the supineis#ga and finally the negation of the
supine clause. In the analysis that we advanceupae clause is a reduced structure,
including just two obligatory (syncretic) projeat® above thevP: a Tense/Aspect
Projection and a Complementizer/Mood Projectiomemation Phrase may also occur
between these obligatory projections. As to theirfgumorpheme (= Sup), we have
assumed that it merges in an inner Aspect projectandwiched between the upper
and the lower VP, as suggested for the passive gmsiciple in Collins (2005) or
MacDonald (2008). Putting these together, the Walhg tentative structure will be
adopted for thelesupine clause:

) a. C/MP > (NegP) > T/AspP vP > SupP >VP
de ne- [-Perf, -Agr] EA VNS VIA
b. Este bine de spus ade tuturor celor interega

is  gooE saysupPtruth-the allDAT ART-DAT interestedPL
‘It is good to tell the truth to all those ingsted.’
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92 Alexandra Cornilescu and Ruxandra Cosma

C. Consider aceste probleme de nerezolvat catdeun student.
consider these problems not-solvesurby a student
‘| reckon that these problems cannot be solved bydent.’

An important aspect of the supine clause is thatTithsp head is devoid of Agreement
features, i.e. it is{T, —Agr], so that, unless the clause is passiwestltbject of the supine
clause is always PRO, interpreted by Control.

In this paper we start from the old observationaf®02002, a.o.) that there are
constraints on the type of IA licensed in the saptause. Essentially, arguments high on
the animacy and definiteness hierarchies (Fark&2)1%uch as personal pronouns or
proper names, are completely excluded (the capersbnal pronouns) or highly unusual
if not downright impossible (the case of proper eajn

2) a. *Este imposibil de Tntalnit pe el la un meci de fotbal.
is impossibl®E meetsuPPEhe ata game of football
‘It is impossible to meet him at a football game
b. *? Este imposibil de Tntalnitpe lonla un meci de fotbal.
is impossiblee meetsup PElon at agame of football
‘It is impossible to meet John at a footbalinga!

In fact these restrictions hold only in some of shgine clauses, as can be seen in the
following examples:

3) a. Nui- am terminat de examinat nurpaiei ci petoti
notcL.M.3rL have finishedbe examinesupjust PEthem butrE all
studenii.

students-the
‘I haven't finished examining only them, but afltbe students.’
b. 1l consider numgie efpe londe netrecut la acest
CL.M.SGAcCC consider only PE hefEIonDE not-passsuPat this
examen.
exam
‘| consider only him/only this student/only lonlb@ impossible to pass at
this exam.’

We claim that the examples in (2) and (3) differanfundamental way. In (2), the
Accusative case is valued clause internally, by & \C probe. In contrast, in sentences
(3), the Accusative is valued by a functional hefthe main clause, as a consequence of
restructuring (3a) or raising/ECM (3b). Raising aastructuring are alternative means of
“upgrading” the internal argument by having itsecaslued by a functional head of the
main clause, a functional head which can licengetgpe of argument. There are thus
three situations regarding the manner in whichAbeusative feature of the IA is valued:
in non-restructuring clauses, the case is valusiflénthe supine clause. In restructuring
clauses, a functional head of the main clausevislved, eitherv or T, depending on
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whether the supine clause is active or passivejAheemains in the supine clause. In
ECM clauses, case is again valuedviyr T of the main clause, and, demonstrably, the
IA overtly raises into the main clause thus becamitore prominent. As a result, proper
names and pronouns become available objects fauihiee verb, and conversely, certain
types of nominals, which are not prominent on tbniteness scale, such as bare nouns,
are excluded in certain types of restructured daufor instance those involving subject
to object raising.

(4) *Consider studegn de netrecut.
consider studentsE not-surpassuP
‘| consider students impossible to pass.’

In sum, we are making two main claims: (i) Supileeclauses are non-homogeneous, and
there are three types of supideclauses in terms of how the Accusative case igedl
namely, non-restructuring clauses, restructurirgusts, ECM clauses; (i) From an
interpretative perspective, these three typesafsds differ regarding the semantic range
of IAs; restructuring is a means of widening thega of available 1As for supine verbs.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In sectiyrwe briefly discuss Accusative
valuation in the non-restructuring clause; in sBtt8 we discuss restructuring and its
interpretative effects on the supine; in sectiowd discuss ECM supine clauses and their
properties. Section 5 sums up our results.

2. On the realization of the IA in the (non-restruturing) supine clause
2.1 Introduction

While a majority of linguists agree that in theudal supine, the verb may take an
Accusative object (ParDindelegan 1992GALR 2005), in a monographic description of
the Romanian supine, Soare (2002: 142) contendsthiastructural Accusative case
cannot be assigned in the supine construction. riceenstand the author’s position one
must recall that Romanian is a Differential Obj®tarking-language, which shows three
types of Accusative DPs, as illustrated below: i{idn-prepositional accusatives;
(i) peemarked Accusative, not resumed by clitics; @i@&Accusatives doubled by clitics:

(5) a. A \azutfantome.

has seen ghosts
‘He/she has seen ghosts.’

b. lon nu mai iubge pe nimeni
lon not more loves PE anyone
‘lon loves no one anymore.’

C. - am intalnite copiila opes.
CLT.DAT.3PLhave met PE kids at opera-house
‘I met the kids at the opera-house.’
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In fact, what Soare (2002) correctly notes is thatt all three types of Accusatives are
possible in the supine clause, and that there laceagher restrictions on the IA. One of
them is that in the supine clause, the IA is adjat® the verb (the adjacency constraint),
secondly pe-Accusatives are supposed to be impossible and|ythpronominal objects
are likewise impossible. The author claims that dbgect must be a lexical nominal,
preferably indefinite. At a closer scrutiny thesmditions on the IA are too strong, the
first two, at least, being easily falsifiable. Ihet first place, there is no adjacency
constraint: adverbs, adverbial and argumental BEs,can easily occur between the
supine verb and its argument. For instance, in eksn(6-8), there is an adverb/PP
between the supine verb and its object.

(6) S-a apucat de ales cu grijafirele de nisip de cele de mac.
SE has startedE separatesupwith care grains-the of sand from those of poppy
‘He started to carefully separate the grainsaofdsfrom the grains of poppy.’

(7 Harap Alb pleé lacules fara  de intarzieresilatile din
Harap Albleft topick ugupPwithout of delay lettucet-the from
Gradina  ursului.
gardenBEF bearEN-the
‘Harap Alb left to pick up the lettuce from the&’s Garden at once.’

(8) S-a apucat de adunatdegrabi rufele de pe franghieza venea
SEhas startedE pick-supright away laundry-the from rope, since came
ploaia.
rain-the
‘He started to collect the laundry on the ropghtiaway, since the rain was
coming.’

Soare (2002) is also right in as much as it is that certain types of Accusatives are
completely excluded in the supine clause; thistie aibout the third type of Accusatives
mentioned above, namelpe-Accusatives doubled by clitics. On the other hand,
pe-Accusatives non-doubled by clitics are not onlsgible, but they are sometimes
obligatory. For instancegye-Accusatives necessarily occur with all indefinite®nouns
ranging over humans. Thepe-Accusatives are not clitic doubled, so they arailable

in the supine clause:

9) S-a ocupat deagit pe cineva pentru orele de engleale
SE has dealt DE find-sup PEsomeone for classes-the of Engliskm
fiului 4u.

SONGEN-the his/her

‘He/she was in charge of finding someone for@isson’s English classes.’
(10) Nute apuca de incurajat chmoricine.

NotSE2sGstart DE encouragesUPright PEanyone

‘Don’t start encouraging just anyone.’

The third restriction mentioned in Soare (2002)tHat the Accusative in the supine
construction should be lexical, rather than promahiActually only personal pronouns
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are banned from the supine clause, since they @remly obligatorilype-marked, but
also obligatorily clitic doubled (11), and it isgmominal clitics which cannot be hosted
by the supine clause, as shown in (12). The impiigi of the clitic entails the
impossibility of personal pronouns, which requidesibling by the clitic.

(1) a. L- am convinspeelsi mearg.
CL3SG.M.ACC have convince@EhesSA go.suBl3sG
‘I have convinced him to go’

b. *Am convins pe el.
have convincedgehe
(12)  *Este greu dé convins [He e).

is  hardDE CLM.3SG.ACC convincesuP PEhe

Other types of pronouns, which are m@marked and clitic doubled, are expectedly
available:

(13) a. M- am apucat de cuingt/de splat  cate cevade grbatori.
CL.1sGhave starte@®E buy-sup /DEwashsuP something of holidayL
‘I've started to buy/to wash a few things foet(religious) holidays.’

b. S-a pus perezolvat mai multe decéat puteass fac.
SEhas started psolvesupmore than coulsk dosuBl13sG
‘He/she started solving more (things) than dvalat do’

C. Va fi greu de rezolvat toate pesbéle asteaafa  ajutor.

will be difficult DE solvesuPall  problems-the these without help
‘It will be difficult to solve all these prohtes without help.’

Summing up, there are no restrictions on the IAeek that Accusative clitics are not
available. As shown elsewhere (Cornilescu and Casnaess), clitics are impossible
since the fused Tense/Aspect head of the supinselis devoid of Agreement features.
As a result, personal pronouns and also proper siantdch are also doubled more often
than not, do not occur in the supine clause. Wenglaowever, that the supine assigns
structuralAccusative case, as apparent in examples of typk {here the supine verb
assigns Accusative to the subject of a small clawkech is notB-marked by the supine
verb.

(14) Era imposibil deonsiderat problema incheiat
was impossibl®E considersupproblem-the closed-
‘It was impossible to consider this problem tochesed.’

2.2 Accusative case valuation in the supine clayghe double nature of the
supine

A plausible account of case valuation in the sumilaise ought to correlate the
following empirical facts:
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0] The supine clause must be introduced by a @idpn. The complementizete,
which introduces the supine clause, is a prepositiery much likdor in the EnglisHor-
to construction. The prepositional complementizexhiigatorily present:

(15) a. E binede spilat rufele Cu apgun.
is goodEwashsuprlaundryPL-the with soap

‘It is good to wash the laundry with soap.’

b. *E bine splat  rufele Cu apun.

is good waskurlaundrypL-the with soap

(ii) The preposition immediately precedes the sepirerb, no constituent may
intervene between them, not even clitic adverhsssiikalso’:

(16) a. *E bine dei cumgirat cartea cat se mai asgte
is goodE also buysupP book-the whilesEmore finds
b. E bine de cumipat cartea cat se maiisgte.

is gooE buy-supP book-the whilese morefinds
‘It is good to buy the book, while it is stilvailable.’

This suggests that the supine V(P) merges/moves fiosition immediately below the
de-complementizer.

(i) All (verbal) supine constructions which licem an Accusative |IA must be
introduced by prepositions (elg, de). In contrast, in the nhominal supine construction,
the supine is introduced by an article (most fredyethe definite article) and the 1A is
in the Genitive case; introductory prepositions@wssible, as in (17b), but not obligatory
(174d):

a7) a. A mers acolla cules  mere.
has gone there at piekrapples
‘He/she went there to pick up apples.’
b. A mers acolta culesul grabnic al merelor
has gone there at piski~the quicklyART applesPL-GEN.the
‘He/she went there to quickly pick up apples.’

C. *Am mers acolo la culesul grabnic mere
has gone there at piskirthe quickly apples
d. Culesul merelor mi face aptre.

pick-surthe apple®L.GEN.the ISGDAT makes joy
‘Picking apples gives me joy.’

There is an unmistakable correlation between teegorce of the prepositidi, in (17a),
and the ability of licensing an Accusative IA. Agitmate question is why a preposition
should be obligatory when an Accusative argumeliteésnsed.

In principle, a preposition may serve one or mdrant one of the following
functions: (i) it mayB-mark a constituent, possibly in conjunction witte tverb; (ii) a
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preposition may value the case of a nominal carestit since it is endowed with
uninterpretablep-features (Pesetsky and Torrego 2007); in othedsygorepositions are
predicative categories. (In fact, classical Casomyy Chomsky 1981, underlines the
similarity of verbs and prepositions as main assigrof structural case); (iii) in contrast,
traditionally, prepositions are mainly regardedceselectors of nominal projections (i.e.
they are [+ _ N]J; the presence of a prepositignads the presence of a nhominal or
nominalized constituent.

In an important study, Hill (2002) explains the g@ece of the obligatory
preposition in front of the supine clause, in terofisghe last property of prepositions
mentioned above. Hill describes the supine as mvaya) mixed [+N, +V] projection.
The supine is never fully verbal, and, moreovernvminal feature is defective, because
the supine does not possgsfeatures; this turns the [+N] feature of the sepinto an
uninterpretable featureyi{], in need of being valued and elided.

In the same interpretation, as a consequence pi\fisfeature, the supine behaves
like an active participle, and is capable of assigriiccusative case. On the other hand,
since the interpretable-features typical of nouns are lacking, one mushelmw
identify and delete the supine’syM]-feature. As a result, the preposition is calfed
acting as a nominalizer. In sum, in Hill's (200@)erpretation, the preposition is a means
of valuing the uninterpretable N-feature of thebatrsupine, the preposition being a
nominalizer.

We share Hill's (2002) view that the supine verts@nehow deficient, and that
this is why the preposition is called for in verlocahtexts. We also agree that the supine
is somehow like an active participle. Indeed thgirsai is like the active participle (and
unlike a passive participle) in that it does novéhagreemenp-features. Observe the
contrast between the supine in (18a) and the homouy past participle in (18b), which
is endowed with gender and number features.

(18) a. @) consider de needucat.
CL.F.SG.ACC considemE not-educatesup
‘| consider that one cannot educate her.’
b. Consider studeat needucdt
consider studemtsG.the not-educatedsG
‘| consider her uneducated.’

The intuition that we pursue is that the supine i&deficient” verb and can value a
nominal’s case only if “helped” by a prepositionhel supine is “deficient” precisely
because of its unspecified, mixed verbal-nominalirgathat all researchers have stressed.
Technically, one may assume that the supine’s “diixerbal-nominal nature lies in the
fact that itse-features (i.e. the-features of the supine affix) are “unspecifiediey are
neither verbal, that is, uninterpretablep], nor nominal, that is interpretablép], but
they are simply do-features]. It's the next functional category abdkie supine, with
which the supine agrees, that determines the (i@enpiretable nature of the supines
features. When the supine is nominalized, it isrbeinalizing suffix, lightn, which
provides [¢], features. The supine turns into a noun and $esna determiner and a
genitive IA as in (17b, d).
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Unlike the nominalizer, the preposition is a “vdibex”, since it is inherently
endowed with (ip]-features. As long as the supine remaing][ it cannot match theg]
features of its IA. This forces the supine verbr§ske) to raise to a position where it can
agree with the prepositional complementider so as to get the necessary featuve$ [
from the preposition through agreement and thualbe to subsequently license its own
IA. Assume that the prepositional complementideis specified asup, uV], while the
supine verb is do, iV]. What happens is that the supine verb agree$ e
prepositional complementizer, getting from thediathe [ip] specification it needs. One
might wonder why Romanian should have develope@radal case assigning strategy
precisely in prepositional contexts, replacing glkeitive by the accusative only when the
preposition is present — see (17c) in contrast Wiitb) above. The answer is not far to
seek. It is only in prepositional contexts thatba#mouns may occwithoutthe definite
article. It is known that, in Romanian, unmodifigefinite nouns occur without the article
if preceded by a preposition (compare Engtishthe tableand Romaniape mas). The
absence of the article allows interpreting the s@igis a verb, which licenses an IA in the
Accusative case.

In a sense, the IA is actually case-valued bypitepositional complementizer.
But this raises a locality problem, since the cévd8P to a complementizer is normally
the EA (the subject) in Spe®, rather than the 1A, which is the complement ofs&e
(1a) above). To solve this problem, one may capéadn the fact that the verb raises to
the highest inflectional projection in Romanian. (Efobrovie-Sorin 1994, a.o.) and
propose that in the supine clause, as well as hieratypes of non-finite clauses (see
Cornilescu and Cosma in press), the raising verbesiinside the VP, dragging the IA
with it. In other words, in certain non-finite ckses, there is VP movement, rather than
V-movement; this is a manifestation of the PiediRjpParameter described in Roberts
and Biberauer (2005), among others. If the VP madweethe highest specifier position
within the inflectional domain, the IA ends up bgim a position above the subject in
SpecvP, so that it is the 1A that will be the Goal foetP+V probe. We assume that there
is one projection between the prepositional complairer and the supind®, namely a
Tense/Aspect-Phrase, as in (1a) above.

Consider now the process of Case valuation ingsidapine clause, taking stock
of all that has been said so far. The supine phisaatiracted to the Spec AspP position,
therefore to the Specifier position immediatelydwelthe prepositional complementizer
de The prepositional complementizer is provided Vitf, uV] features and it acts as a
Probe in search of matching Goals; first there gge& between the complementizier
and the supine verb, triggered by the complemergizeed to value itu)] feature. As
a result, the supine verb becomas,[iV], assuming that through agree, the unspecified
supine verb do] is specified asyg]. At this point, the supine verb can value theecas
feature of the IA, since théq] features of the nominal argument match ting features
of the C-Sup chain. The Case valuation configunaii® thus the following, for an
example like (19) below:

(19) Au holrat de achizionat arti  pentru biblioteg.
have decidedE buysup  books for library
They decided to buy books for the library.’
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(20)
CP
C/\ T/AspP
/\
SupP R
/\ /\
Sup VP T/IAspP vP
[up, uv] V Sup V NP PRO Vv’
@, iV] [ig] T
de achigon- -aT aehizilonra carti v —SupP

The analysis is similar in case the supine clagsgassive”. Provisionally adopting the
analysis of the passive in Collins (2005), the RasBhrase is right above tv®, and
headed by the prepositiate citre ‘by’, which assigns case to the EA. The IA travels
inside the lower VP and is case-valued just insds®e manner as above. The functional
structure of the “passive” supine clause is as esiggl below. What is different is that the
EA argument will be overtly realized since its césealued by the Passive preposition
de aitre, as in (22) below:

(21) C >T/AspP > AspP > PassRP > SupP > VP

de deire EA VvT/VS VIA
(22) Estebine de spus aftevde citre oricine il stie.
is gooWE saysupPtruth-the by anyone it knows

‘It is good that the truth be told by all thosbawknow it.’

One must stress that, at least in languages likenadR@n, prepositions often
subcategorize verbal projections, so that the pmseof a preposition does not
necessarily indicate a nominal (littl® head and the occurrence of an MP or TP after a
preposition is not unusual. For instance, in Rowrmaniprepositions often precede
infinitives (23a), and even subjunctives with anexthial role (23b, c):

(23) a. fara amai spungi asta
withouta more say also this
‘without saying this anymore’

b. pentru ca lon & ajundi preedintepentru a ajunge lon
for CA lon sA becomesuBa3sGpresident /for A become lon
presedinte.
president
‘for lon to become president’

C. faira s mai spunem asta
without SA more say this
‘without us saying this anymore’
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One more remark is in order before closing théiseon the syntax of the IA. It
was shown above that an XP may intervene betweersubine verb and its IA. This
might seem at odds with the provision that the meiphoves as a phrase including the
object, the expectation being that the object jacaht to the verb. However, this need
not be so, if the adverb modifies the lexical VRd ave accept that the first step in the
supine derivation is precisely the formation of supine verb through verb movement.
Phrasal movement is movement of the SupP (see hhewe whole, and the supine verb
undergoing head movement may leave behind any ladbat adjoins to the internal
lexical VP. Here is an example of a derivation:

(24) a. S-a puspendrat repedetoti banii cétigati.
SE has put on courgupPquickly all money-the earned-
‘He/she set on quickly counting all the monegned.’

b. vP
PR’O/\ V'
\//\SupP
-JT Ad{\VP
re|pede V/\ DP
nuina toi banii c&tigati
C vP
P{\ \%
\//\SupP
|nt?tm !at re|pede — V/\DP

tobanii catigati

In (24Db), there is a basic supin®, with the adverb left-adjoined to the lower lexic
phase. When the supine verb is formed, the V-hefictljoins to the supine head. As a
result of the raising of the V-head, the adverb mowrvenes between the supine V and
its IA. Further movement is phrasal movement ofgingine phrase.
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In conclusion, the analysis we proposed accowntsdveral important properties
of the verbal supine: (i) it accounts for the safrability license accusative case even if
it is “deficient”, lacking agreement features; {fi) explains why the preposition is
obligatory. In this analysis, the prepositional isgpclause contains no internal nominal
projection. The prepositional complementizge provides case assignment abilities,
therefore the verb’s missing-features. The supine clause is deficiently verbal] to
that extent, it may be described as partly nominal.

2.3 The distribution of non-restructuring supine chuses

The mechanism of licensing the IA described abevedmmon to complementizer
de supines, as well as to verbal supine constructioineduced bylexical prepositions,
such ada ‘at’, pe‘on’, etc.

(25) a. A recurs laimprumutatgte bani  de la baac
has resorted to borrogisPsome money from bank.
‘He/she resorted to borrowing money from thekyan
b. S-a pusperezolvat problemezeadstige concursul.
SE has put on solveupPproblems to  wilsuB13SG contest-the
‘He/she has set off to solve problems to windbmpetition.’

In every case, the preposition plays the same &lzihg” role. Furthermore, non-
restructuring supine clauses and, more generalgpgsitional supines have a complete
functional domain, as far as supine constructians®gNegP is possible, distinct from the
negation of the main clause.

(26)  Uneori este bine deeintervenit ntr-o dispét pentru anu
sometimes is  godsk not-interferesupin  a dispute for A not
0 agrava.

CL.F.SGACC make worse.
‘Sometimes it is good not to interfere in a digpwo avoid making it worse.’
(27) Nu e bine de spus  prostii.
not is goodE saysupPstupid things
‘It's not good to say stupid things.’
(28)  Nu este bine deespus chiar nimic, céandstigoartenemultumit.
no is goodE not-saysuPjust nothing when are very dissatisfied
‘It is not good not to say anything when you aeey dissatisfied.’
(29) Nute popune pengfacut  nimic  tot timpul.
NotCL.2SGACC can put  on not-dsupnothing all time-the
‘You cannot set about not doing anything all tinge.’

Thus, examples (28) and (29) exhibit negative sfiembedded under negative main
verbs, with both complementizde-supines (28) and prepositionm-supines (29).
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As to modality, non-restructurinde-supines and prepositional supines tend to
have the default “irrealis future” interpretatioonemon to the subjunctive, the infinitive
and the supine.

(30) a. Este bine de aflat adevl /s aflam adevirul/? (de) a afla
is  goodE learnsuprtruth-thelA learn truth-the/ @E) A learn
adevirul.
truth-the
‘It is good to know the truth.’

b. A plecat la cules merekefileadg merele.

has left  at piclkuPapples ¢A pick.suBi3sGapples-the
‘He/she has gone to pick the apples.’

Non-restructuring supine do not internally conttdbany more specific deontic or
circumstantial modal meaning, as apparent in thigeficlause paraphrases below. From
this point of view they contrast, for instance, twitertain raising supines. For instance,
the example on the left in (31) does not allow ephrase including the deontic modal
trebui ‘must’, while the complement of the epistemic vedmsidera‘consider’ in (32a)
must include a deontic modal in its interpretatias,shown by the paraphrase (32b), and
by the unacceptability of (32c).

(31) Este bine de aflat ad@ul # Este importantitrebuie § aflim adevirul.
‘It is good to learn the truth’ ‘It is impanmt that we must learn the truth.’
(32) a. Consider toate aceste chestiuni de rezolvatcell mai scurt timp
consider alk these issues DE solvesupPin ART more short time
‘| consider all these issues must be solvedan as possible’
b. Consider& toate aceste chestiungbuie sa fie
consider that ali.these issues mustSA BE.SUB13SG
rezolvate 1incel mai scurttimp
solvedr.PL in ART more short time
‘Consider that all these issues must be solgezban as possible’
C. *Consider 8 toate aceste chestiudifie rezolvate n cel
consider thatall these issuesA besuBl3prLsolvedF.PLIN ART
mai scurt timp.
more short time.

Non-restructuring supine clauses are also compliete that the prepositional
complementizede counts as a strong phasal boundary and is endaithdp-features,
thus activating the “dormanttip] features of the supine verb. As a consequeneeabe —
Accusative or Nominative (in passive clauses -heflA may be valued clause internally.
It is especially this property which differentiatestween the complete supine clause and
the raising and the restructuring supines, neitbierwhich can value case clause
internally.

There is plenty of evidence which shows that in plete (non-restructuring supine
clauses) the IA stays in the subordinate clause.mbst salient facts are the following.
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Firstly, there is no clitic climbing. As mentionedove, the supine T/Asp head lacks
agreement features, so that it cannot accommoditites.cSince the IA remains in the

supine clause, it cannot be doubled by a clitictbea main verb, either, even in

constructions where doubling is obligatory, suclChisc Left Dislocation.

(33) a. Am preferat de scris textul l&cakator.
have preferredEe write-suptext-the at computer
‘| preferred to write the text on the computer.’

b. *Textul am preferat de scris cédculator.
text-the have preferred write-supat computer
C. *Textul - am preferatle scris la calculator.

text-thecL.N.SGACC have preferre®E write-Supat computer

Secondly, the IA argument of the supine verb cafmeothe subject of Long-Distance
Passives, either in reflexive passives, or in campassives (the latter being infrequent
with supine complements). In particular, the sujsii& cannot trigger subject-predicate
agreement with the main clause copula or with anroiiuse reflexive verb.

(34) a. S-a  hatat abia ieri de curimat crtile.
se-has decided only yesterdag buy-sup books-the
‘It was decided only yesterday to purchase thekbo

b. *S-au  hairdt de cumjrat cirtile.
SE have decidedE buy-sup books-the
C. *cartile  s- au hatdt de cumjrat abia ieri.

books-thesE have decidedE buy-supP only yesterday

Thirdly, with intransitive main verbs, when the fis a subject clause, there is always
agreement in the singular, i.e. there is no SSR:

(35) a. Este bine de adgat notele la timp.
is  goodE addsuprfootnotes-the at time
‘It is desirable to add the footnotes in duneeti
b. *Sunt bine de adigat notele la timp.
are goodE addsuprfootnotes-the attime

Fourthly, the 1A cannot surface to the left of twmplementizede, i.e. it does not raise
beyond the boundaries of the supine clause. Therd#l det+ supine verb is thus
excluded:

(36) a. Au hairat deachiztionatcarti pentru biblioteca.
have decidedE buysup  booksfor library
‘They decided to buy books for the library.’
b. *au hatrat carti pentru biblioteca de achiziionat
have decided books for library DE buy-sup
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In conclusion, there is good evidence suggestiag ttre supine verb stays inside
the subordinate clause. This has two types of cuesees. In the first place, certain
types of strongly referential objects are excludeainely, personal pronouns, and to a
large extent, proper names. Secondly, given tlestipine is a small clause lacking a left
periphery, the supine object cannot be topicali@edontrastively focused, scrambled,
generally it cannot undergo any operation whicloimes occurrence to the left of the
verb. The IA has a narrower range of discoursesriblan in a finite clause.

The distribution of the non-restructuring supineeigendedl In the first place, it
includes evaluative and modal unergatives adjestirenouns, which s-select the supine
clause as a subject, in alternation with the sudtjum or an infinitive: (i) adjectives:
important ‘important’, esenial ‘essential’,vital ‘vital’, urgent ‘urgent’, placut ‘nice’,
neplicut ‘not nice’, usor ‘easy’, surprinzitor ‘surprising’, etc.; (ii) nouns:placere
‘pleasure’,bucurie ‘joy’, chin ‘ordeal’, etc.; (iii) the adverlbine ‘good’. If there is no
available controler, the supine clause is “passive’ the EA is possibly realized asl@
catre ‘by’-phrase (37a). With these evaluative predisatbere is almost always implicit
or explicit control by some Benefactive of the mapredicate, as in (37b):

(37) a. E necesar despus povesteatte cine o cunagte
is necessarpe tell-supstory-the by WheEL.F.SGACC knows
‘It is necessary for the story to be told by @mg who knows it.’
b. Pentru oricare dintre noi estaqult de oferit cadouri.
for each of us is niceE offer-suppresents
‘For each of us it is nice to offer presents.’

Secondly, there is also a limited (but apparengsowing number of transitive non-
restructuring verbs that accept supine objectd) witntrol of the supine subject by the
main clause subject decide‘decide’, a hotiri ‘decide’, a prefera‘prefer’, a omite
‘omit’, etc.

(38) a. Au holrat de comandat calculatoare de import (*itecg.
have decidedE ordersupcomputers of import (by)
‘They have decided to order imported computers.’
b. Au decis de lucrat singuri, nu cyut@ stain.
have decidedEe work-supalonePL not with help foreign
‘They have decided to work on their own, withfoceign help’

2 Here are examples from the internet:

0] E bine destiut @ fiecare caine are temperamentid.s
is goodpe know-suprthateach  dog has temper-the its
(http://practic-idei.ro/e-bine-de-stiut-ca-fiecar@ne-are-temperamentul-sau.html)
‘It is good to know that each dog has its temper.’

(ii) Filmul e o  bucurie deazut
film-the iSART joy DE SeesupP
(www.facebook.com/Postmodern.ro?filter=1)
‘The movie is a joy to see!’
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An important future task is to collect experimentalta so as to more correctly
ascertain the range of supine selecting transivbs.

3. The restructuring supine clause
3.1 Restructuring versus non-restructuring contexts

It has long been known that the supine exhibittiediht degrees of nominalization
and there is general agreement among researclath¢de-supines are fully verbal (see
a.o. Pai-Dindelegan 1992, Soare 2002), simieehas the status of a complementizer, so
that thede-supine exhibits a fully verbal extended projectimther than having a mixed
functional domain.

The fact has gone unnoticed though, that there different types of
complementizerde-supines, which differ in terms of a case-parametamely, they
differ regarding the manner in which the IA is clisensed. We claim that, in addition to
being licensed in the supine clause, the IA may béscase licensed by a functional head
of the main clause, while remaining inside the sapclause (this is the case of
restructuring clauses), or it may even be casadieg by a main clause functional head,
while also raising into the main clause (this ie tase of raising supines). As already
stated in the introduction, our main original clasnin addition to having spotted these
differences for the first time, to propose thatréhés a correlation between type of
licensing and the referential properties of the @ase licensing by a main clause
functional head and raising into the main clauseréase” the referentiality of the IA.
The range of possible IAs increases, getting tdudte personal pronouns and proper
names, on the one hand, while on the other hantitingay be assigned discourse roles
that it may not have when it is licensed in theiseglause (for instance, the 1A may be a
topic). In this section we examine instances dfuesuring supine clauses.

From a syntactic perspective, restructuring and-nestructuring verbs share the
property of c-selecting/s-selecting supine claugésile non-restructuring supines are bi-
clausal, restructuring supines are “mono-clausel”fact, mono-phasal, and have a
“deficient” functional domain. As announced, theimeampirical difference between the
two types of clauses (restructuring vs. non- restming) is that the Accusative or
Nominative case of the IA is valued by a functiohahd in the main clause, namely the
v*-V probe of the main clause for the Accusativeesaand the Tense head of the main
clause for the Nominative, even if the IA remainside the supine clause.

The difference between restructuring and non-resiring supines is minimal.
Since case is no longer valued inside the supiagisel and since case-valuation
essentially depended on the fact that that the gsigpnal complementizede was
endowed with (ip] features, it is natural to assume that restrumgusupine clauses are
headed by a defectivamplementizede, which lacks (i¢] features (cf. ter Beek 2008).
Such a complementizer represents a weak pliagdeaves the supine clause transparent
for operations on the main clause cycle. Essewntiadl is not endowed withulp]-features
and therefore it does nobunt as an active probe.
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3.2 Properties and distribution of restructuring clauses

For perspicuity, we will focus on transitive verlgiich best show the difference
between the two strategies of case assignmentag@ is valued by the @d)-V chain
inside the supine clause (non-restructuring verfi¥);ase is valued in the supine clause,
but the relevant head is in the main clause (VM (restructuring verbs).

Following mainstream literature (see Wurmbrand 20@&t Beek 2008), the
following properties will be considered indicatieé restructuring: clitic climbing, long
passive, triggering number agreement on the passixiiary or reflexive passive verb,
topicalization on the main clause cycle, entailofiligatory doubling of the topicalized
object by the clitic, if the object is definite gpecific. Since the IA is not given syntactic
prominence by being promoted into the main claitseay be realized by arguments of
low referentiality, in particular, null objects apessible, if the supine verb allows them.
Also, as the IA remains in the supine clause,nihoca precede the complementizey i.e.
the order main V/Adj + IA +desupine is ill-formed, i.e. there is no scramblintp the
main clause.

A cursory examination of the list of Romanian nestauring verbs shows that they
represent some of the same restructuring verbedasgailable in other languages like
German (Wurmbrand 2001), Italian (Cinque 20aButch (ter Beek 2008). We have so
far identified the following as being restructuringrbs with supine complemehts
(i) aspectual verbsa termina‘end’, a sfagi ‘end’, a incheia‘end’, a incepe'start’,

a obisnui ‘use to’, etc.; (ii) implicative verbsa uita ‘forget’, a-si aminti ‘remember’, etc.;
(i) deontic control verbsa da‘give’, a sugerasuggest’,a propune ‘propose, suggest’,
a interzice'forbid’, a cere’demand’,a impuneimpose’,a prescrie'prescribe’,a impir fi
‘share’,a oferi‘offer’, a promite'promise’, etc.

In what follows we illustrate the properties thatvb been mentioned as indicative
of restructuring. The most characteristic is cldiicnbing. A pronominal objed-marked
by the supine verb may be realized as a clitichenmhain verb. This is what happens in
sentence (39). The clitic anaphorically refershi® hominalpastile ‘pills’, which is the
IA of the supine verbdg luat [pastild, ‘take pills’). The IA is realized as a clitic dhe
main verb. Moreover, Romanian is a doubling languaallowing both Clitic Left

% Some examples from the internet:

0] Domnu Dans- a puspe vandut gggo
Mr. Dansk hasput on selup donuts
(http://www.mariciu.ro/domnu-dan-s-a-pus-pe-vanrgogosi/)
‘Mr. Dan set on telling stories.’

(ii) Pela 12 am terminat de zéigit camera si acum m- am mutat n ea.
about 12 have finisheok paintsuproom-the and nowse 1sG have moved in it
(http://www.tpu.ro/casa-gradina/pe-la-12-am-terrtide-zugravit-camera-si-acum-m-am-mutat-in-
ea-are-ceva-daca-stau-in-camera-unde-e-proaspsait-viof)
‘About 12 | finished painting the room and | hav@nmoved into it.’

(iii) Spui @ lumea a uitat de citit... ce uispu aici, stiline?
say that world-the has forgottea readsupwhat say you here stranger
(https://clarra.wordpress.com/2011/06/27/cu-fataksau-fara/)
‘You're telling me that the world has forgotten tead... What stories are you telling here,
stranger?’
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Dislocation (40), for any topicalized definite otjeand Clitic Doubling for objects high
on the animacy hierarchy, the specific direct ahije¢41):

(39) Clitic climbing
(I-am recomandatiste pastile). Le- am prescris de luat ] [e
(I recommended hirsome pillg. CL.F.3PL.ACC have prescribede takesupP[e]
cu muli ap.
withmuch water
‘(I recommended him some pills). | prescribed theambe taken with much
water.’
(40) Pastilele le a prescris de luat cu muli api.
pills-the cL.3rpL.ACC have prescribede takesuPwith much water
‘He prescribed the pills to be taken with a lotatter.’
41 I- am terminat de examinatpe studerti abia dug-mas.
CL.M.3PL.ACC have finishedE examinesup Pestudens only after lunch
‘| finished examining the students only after lbric

As known, the supine clause is deficient, “smad#itking a left periphery. Case valuation
by a functional head of the main clause makes ssitde for the IA to fulfill discourse
functions that it cannot assume otherwise, sudhesopic role, in (40) above or in (42)
and (43) below, and also, in Romanian, the commasocusrole, in (44), since both of
these roles may be assigned to a constituent whiash been left dislocated (for a
description of contrastive focus in the Clitic L&fislocation structure in Romanian see
Soare 2009).

(42) Zapada au terminat-o e sttans de pe #i.
snow-the haveR finished CL.F.SGACC DEcollectsurfrom streets
‘They finished picking up the snow from the steeet

(43) Scrisorile i le- am dat de expediat de ieri.
letters-theCL.3SG.DAT CL.F.3PL.ACC have giverDpe sendsuPsince yesterday
‘I have given him the letters to mail since yedtst.’

(44) Traducerea am uitat- o de adus, dar exergiile  nu.
translation-the have forgotten.rF.SG.ACC DE bring-SuPbut exercises-the not
‘| have forgotten to bring theRANSLATION, but not the exercises.’

The next important property which is indicativere$tructuring (Wurmbrand 2001,
2004) is long passive. This means that the IA & #upine (passive) verb has its
Nominative case valued by the Tense head of thae elause. Consequently, the main
verb, specifically the passive auxilidog or the reflexive passive verb, agrees with the 1A
which is still in the supine clause. Notice therpheontrast of grammaticality between
cases where there is agreement with the IA (a),caisés where there isn’'t (b), for the
examples (45-47):

(45) a. I- au fost propuse de rezolvat aceste trei probleme
CL.M.3sG have been proposethL DEsolvesuPthese three problems
‘These three problems were proposed to him teesol
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b. *|- a fost propus deolat acestetrei probleme.
CL.M.3sG has been proposed solvesupthese three problems

(46) a. S-au incheiat de semnatacordurile.
SE have finishe®E signsupagreements-the
‘They have finished signing the agreements’
b. *S-a 1ncheiat de semnat acordurile.
SE has finishedE signsupagreements-the
47 a S-au dat derezolvat prea muksercitii.

SE have giverpE solvesuPtoo many exercises
‘Too many exercises were given to be solved’.

b. *S-a dat de rezolvat prea multereixe
SEhas giverpe solvesuPtoo many exercises

As already apparent from the examples, case valuaiy a main clause head widens the
range of available 1As to all types of definite apkcific ones. However, since the IA is
not given syntactic prominence by being promotedhim main clause, it may also be
realized by DPs of low referentiality, in particylaull objects are possible, if the supine
verb allows them (as in (48)). Bare nouns are alleoved, as apparent in (49).

(48) Am terminat de citit.
have finishedDE readsup
‘| finished reading.’

(49) Am dat de #ut (vin) celor prezgn
have giverpe drink-suP(wine) thosepAT presentPL
‘| gave them (wine) to drink.’

Since the IA remains in the lower clause, the okdé&d] + IA + de-supine is ill-formed,
i.e. the IA cannot scramble into the main claud@s property is hard to observe, since
more often than not, the IA of the supine verblé® @n the selectional range of the main
verb, so that one may interpret the supine classa mominal modifier referring to the
direct object of the main verb — see parsing irbf5thstead of interpreting the whole
supine construction as the IA of the main verbinag0a). Pairs of the following kind,
containing nearly synonymous sentences, are naguént:

(50) a. I- am propus [de comentat sten@arti pentru revista
CL.3sG have suggestedE review-supsome books for journal-the
noasti].

OUrF.SG
‘| suggested to him to review some books forjournal.’
b. - am propus fbé crti [de comentat (nu de tradus)

CL.3sGhave suggested some boabs review-sUP(not DE translatesup)
pentru revista noasf:

for journal-the our-sG

‘| suggested to him some books to review (notremdlate) for our
journal.’
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When this double analysis is not possible for paelent reasons, it appears that the
supine’'s 1A must remain in the lower clause. Aspakttverbs, which are surely
restructuring and which require verbal rather thaminal complements, may highlight
the difference between the two constructions, tigjgthe relative clause structure:

(51 a *Studeii  au continuat lugrile de predat.
students-the have continued papersthieand insup
b. Studeim au continuat de predat tuite.

students-the have continued hand insupPpapers-the
‘The students continued to hand in the papers.’

(52) a. *Au terminat exergile  de scris.
have finished exercises-tbewrite-SuP
b. Au terminat de scris exetiite.

have finishedE write-suPexercises-the
‘They have finished to write theseoises.’

There is thus strong evidence of restructuringeast for the verbs that we have
mentioned above. The syntax of the IA is vastlyfedént, operations which are not
available to it in the non-restructuring clauseg.(¢opicalization, clitic doubling, long
passive) can involve the IA of restructuring claideunctionally, the range of discourse
roles of the A is also wider. As seen in (50) #ame verb may allow more than one
construction, and more research is needed to eligcithe syntax of frequently used
supine selectors such as avea‘have’ or a fi ‘be’, which exhibit multiple supine
constructions.

4. Raising supine clauses
4.1 Introduction

An important class of supine selecting verbs aisim@ verbs, i.e. unlike the
preceding group, raising verbs require movemernhefinternal argument of the supine
verb into the main clause. The raising (transitivedbs which select supine clauses are
some of the verbs which allow raising with othguey of complements as well, namely:
a considera‘consider’, adeclara‘declare’, asocoti‘consider’, a gisi ‘find’, a crede
‘believe’, a sini ‘feel’. Here are some examples:

(53) a. Consider/socot aceste difitultde netrecut.
consider these difficulti€E not-surmounsupP
‘| consider these difficulties insurmountable.’
b. Declar aceste luini de neacceptat  ard n& o recenzie.

declare these papews not-acceptsupPwithout still a review
‘| declare/consider these papers not to be accleptaithout a further
review’
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As mentioned, these verbs also allow SOR with itifi@ complements, small clauses or
even out of finite complements:

(54) a. Consider asemenea dificilt a fi de netrecut.
consider such difficultiesbe DE not-surmounsupP
‘| consider these difficulties to be insurmoubi&’
b. Tl cred 4 fi) mai inteligent decét pare

CL.M.SGACC believea be moreintelligent than looks
‘| believe him to be more intelligent than hess.’
(55) a. Tl declar pe acest student de neprotnova
CL.M.SGACC declarePE this studenbE not-passsup
‘| declare this student to be hard to pass.’

b. 1l declar £ este greu de examinat pentuna
CL.M.SGAcCCdeclare that is difficulbE examinesupbecause not
stie limba.
know language-the
‘| declare him to be hard to examine because hesmb know the
language.’

It is thus to be noted that Romanian is a Romaaoguage which allows ECM for
believetype verbs, unlike French, Spanish or Catalan Gasgillo 2001 for a survey of
SOR in Romance).

The difference between restructuring and raisindses apparent, especially in
the case of transitive matrix verbs. Therefore, wi present transitive raising verbs.
Essentially, restructuring verbs and raising vedbsmre the fact that the supine
complement clause haglafectivecomplementizede, a functional preposition devoid of
[up] features, i.e. specified as deufp}; as a consequence, the case of the IA cannot be
licensed in the supine clause with either restriregu or raising verbs. The
complementizer selected by raising verbs has aitiawmal property, namely an EPP
feature, which requires movement of the IA to tdgesof the supine clause, allowing it
to further raise into a case-licensing positiontttd main clause. This is the analysis
which will be adopted below, following proposalsGallego (2009). If the supine verb is
itself transitive, raising must be preceded by passo that raising supines are regular
ECM structures. The functional domain of the sugitaise is otherwise complete, for
instance it may include a NegP.

(56) Au declarat soliile de neacceptat dacnu se fac
have declared solutions-thedE not-accepturif notse make
modificari.

modifications
‘They have declared the solutions to be unaccéptabithout major
modifications.’

An important empirical remark, given the topic afr @aper, is that not all types of I1As
allow SOR. Case is not sufficient to account fa thstribution of nominals in raising
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supine clauses. As will be seen, what counts isabiliy of a nominal to be parsed as a
DP rather than an NP. Since DPs are referentialeidPs are not, it appears that only
referential IA may be displaced to a position afreased prominence in the main clause.

(57) a. *Am considerat probleme de rezolvat obbgat pard maine.
have considered proldemsolvesupPaobligatorily until tomorrow
b. Am considerat problense de rezolvat obligatoriu pimaine

have considered problems-theesolvesupPobligatorily until tomorrow
‘| considered the problems to have to be solwetbimorrow.’

The bare noun IA in (57a) cannot be promoted bsimgi Similarly, null arguments are
also banned from undergoing raising into the méawise. In the following section we
concentrate on the empirical similarities and défeces between restructuring and raising
supine selecting verbs.

4.2 Similarities and differences between Raising @nRestructuring supines

For both restructuring and raising supines, the adghe IA is licensed by some
matrix functional head (v*-V for the Accusative, canT for the Nominative).
Consequently, the following properties which shaseslicensing by matrix functional
elements, are common to restructuring and raisiexdpss the doubling constructions,
which depend on clitics, namely Clitic Left Disldican and Clitic Doubling; long
passives are also obligatory. Consider first examjlustrating Clitic Left Dislocation
and Clitic Doubling; notice also the possibility i@falizing the 1A as a personal pronoun
in (58a).

(58) Clitic Left Dislocation
a. Pe el 1l socot eude trimis la Paris nu pe ea.
PE hecL.M.SGACC consider | DE sendsuPto Paris and natEshe
‘It is him that | consider fit to send to Paaisd not her.’

b. Aceste problemde- au declarat /socotit  reeolvat
these problemscL.PL.ACC. have declared/considered solvesup
repede
quickly

‘They declared these problemes to have to hedajuickly.’
(59) Clitic Doubling
- au declarat pe toti acestia de nesuportat  ca vecini.
CcL.M.3PL.ACC have declared PE all these DE not-standsupPas neighbours
‘They have declared all these people to be uaidaas neighbours.’

Long Passives are also common, for both reflexagsive ana fi-passives:

(60) a. Aceste dificuliti sunt considerate  de netrecut /
these problems are considersel- DE not- surmounsur
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se considérde netrecut /se considera fide netrecut.
SE considersDE not-surmounssUR'SE considerss be DE not-surmountsupP
‘These problems are considered to be insurnadlent
b. Dwmanul a fost declarat de neinvins.
enemy-the has been declapehot-defeatsup
‘The enemy has been declared undefeatable.’

While for the examples above, it is sometimes diffito distinguish between raising and
restructuring, there are also tests that distifgbh&tween them, which show that the 1A is
in the main clause, occurring to the leftdef if SOR has applied, while this position is
not available to restructured IA. Let us turn taeples of this kind now.

Consider the (im)possibility of the order V + IAde + Supine. This property
sharply distinguishes between raising and restringturansitive configurations, as can
be seen from the examples below. This order isilplessor the verba considera
‘consider’, a raising verb, but is not possible tbe verba continua‘continue’, a
restructuring aspectual verb:

(61) a. Am consideratirtile  de publicat cat de curand posibil.
have considered books-the publishsupas soon as possible
‘I considered that the books had to be publishedsaon as
possible.’
b. *Am continuacirtile  de publicat
have continued books-tbe publishsup

A further important difference lies in the rangeotfects which can undergo SOR.
Since SOR intuitively represents a means of “upgggda constituent of the subordinate
clause by moving it into the main clause, it issa@ble to assume that null objects, and
as we have seen non-referential (= NP) objectsadaundergo raising. Thus, if a raised
object is not lexically realized, raising is sigedlby the obligatory clitic on the main
verb. If the clitic is not present and the objest mull, either the sentence is
ungrammatical, or it has a different interpretati®hus, (62b), where there is no lexical
argument and no clitic on the veebconsidera either, is ungrammatical. A similar
difference is apparent in (63), with the varbeclara‘declare’.

(62) a. Le consider de publicat cat de ndrposibil.
CL.F.3PL.ACC considemDE publishsupmuch of soon possible
‘| consider that they must be published as s@opassible.’

b. *Consider de publicat cat de curandlgbsi
consider DE publishsupmuch of soon possible
(63) a. L- au declarat de neinvins.

CL.M.3sGACC have declaredE not-defeatsup
‘They declared him to be undefeatable.’
b. *Au declarat de neinvins.
have declarexE not-defeatsup
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In contrast restructuring verbs do allow null atge as already shown above. The \&rb
da ‘give’ is a restructuring verb as indicated by thessibility of CLLD. At the same
time, it contrasts witta considera‘consider’, a declara‘declare’, etc. in allowing null

objects, as in (64a). The same pattern is showthéyestructuring verla incepebegin’.

(64) a. Am dat dedut.
have givene drink-sup
‘I gave (people) something to drink.’
b. Berea am dat- o et muncitorilor.
beer-the have giverL.F.3sGACC DEdrink-supworkersbAT.the
‘| gave the beer to drink to the workers.’
(65) a. Am Tnceput de scris.
have starteE write-sup
‘| started writing.’
b. Scrisoarea am inceput-o de scris . ier
letter-the have startedL.F.SGACC DE write-SupPyesterday
‘| started to write the letter yesterday.’

We should note again in passing that raising supingctures should not be mixed up
with instances of non-propositional verbs selectioginals modified by supine relative
clauses, as in (66a). Notice that for raising vehessupine clause (66b) can always be
paraphrased by some other type of complement rite thne, in (66¢) — and this is not
possible for the relative clause construction:

(66) a. Am cumgrat mgina de tocat carne.

have bought machine-the mincesupmeat
‘I have bought a machine for mincing meat.’

b. Am socotit problemele de rezolvat rap péa#s maine.
have considered problems-thesolvesupPobligatory until tomorrow
‘| have reckoned that these problems must beegidby tomorrow.’

C. Am socotit & problemele trebuieidie rezolvate
have considered that problems-the must besuBa3sG solvedr.pL
neagrat pamd maine.
necessarily until tomorrow
‘| have reckoned that these problems should beeddoy tomorrow.’

Thus, with transitive verbs the difference betwesning and restructuring is well
supported and helpful in understanding the compédtern of the data.

4.3 Developing an analysis

Like restructuring supines, raising supines arect@fe CPs. The analysis that we

have adopted for raising follows the typology oblpes from Gallego (2009), presented
in (67):
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(67) Types of probes Assigns case
C @-complete yes (Nominative/null)
e-defective no
% @-complete yes, Acc
¢-defective no

As also discussed for the restructuring complemendie, the raising complementizee

is also ag-defective probe, @-defective prepositional complementizer, which aann
value the uninterpretable case feature of a DResihlacks {ip]. Thus, in Gallego’s
analysis, a defective clause is not necessarihaliemi; it can involve a CP layer, but the
complementizer is defective. The fact tlatstill occupies the complementizer position
is also apparent in the fact thae continues to be above negation in the sequencex CP
NegP > T/AspP xP.

(68) Consideraceste scrisorihde fege Netrimis vreunui diplomat cu
consider these letters DE not-sencsuPany-DAT diplomat with
experiem]].
experience
‘| consider these letters cannot be sent to gerenced diplomat.’

In the absence of @-complete C, given that the supine verb is itseldhle to assign
case, the IA remains active, its Case will depemd digher matrix probe. In ECM cases,
this probe is the v*-V complex of the main clausdgnlike the restructuring
complementizer, the raising complmentizer de tniggeovement of the IA into the main
clause. We propose that this is the effect of aR Eature of the complementizde
which is selected by raising verbs, i.e. raisitegs [-up, +EPP]. The IA is attracted to
the Spec, C position, deleting the EPP featurb®itbmplementizer. In this position, the
IA is accessible to the v*-V probe of the main veflne IA may stay there or further
move to the canonical Accusative assignment positfothe main clause. Therefore, in
the derivation of an example like (69), the IA wiill principle move through all the
specifiers along its movement path, until it reactitee Accusative position of the main
clause (Spec, v*-V).

(69) lon considex problemele toatede rezolvat pé&nmaine
lon considers problems-the allDE solvesurPby  tomorrow
‘lon considers that the problems all must be sblygtomorrow.’

Evidence that the 1A will move through all the sifiecs up to the Case position is
provided by intervening main clause adverbs andtognded QPs. Thus, as noted by
Tanaka (2002), an adverbial which modifies the maitb, and is thus in the main clause,
may intervene between the raised object and theewufause:

(70) lon considex problemele n mod eronat de rezolvatpari maine.
lon considers problems-the mistakenly DE solvesurPby tomorrow
‘lon mistakenly considers that the problems messalved by tomorrow.’
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Romanian also allows Quantifier stranding. A qu#edi object including the
universaltori ‘all’, may raise as a whole to the Accusative cpssition of the main
clause as in (71a). Alternatively, the quantifiexyntemain in the original 1A position in
the supine clause (71b), or it may immediately @decde presumably in the
intermediate Spec, C position (71c):

(7)) a. lon consideérproblemele toate in mod eronatge rezolvat maine.
lon considers problems-the all mistakenlpe solvesuptomorrow
‘lon considers mistakenly all the problems tocsbbred tomorrow.’
b. lon considerin mod eronaproblemele de rezolvatt toate maine.

lon considers mistakenly  problems-tieesolvesupt all  tomorrow
‘lon considers mistakenly to solve the problethsomorrow.’

C. lon considerproblemele in mod eronatoate de rezolvat maine.
lon considers problems-the mistakenly  albE solvesuptomorrow
‘lon considers problems mistakenly all to sdlomorrow.’

Supine clauses are instance of raising, ratherdbpy raising, i.e. the 1A is interpreted in
its reconstructed post-supine position at least etiones. Consider the following
examples:

(72) Am socotit numaioua problemede dat fiecarui student, nu trei.
have considered only two problems give-suPeachbAT student not three
‘| considered giving only two problems to eachdst, not three.’

Thus, the raised objedow: probleme‘two problems’ scopes below the distributive
universalffiecarui studenteach student’ and is thus interpreted by reconstm.

4.4 More on the distribution of raising supines
In addition to the transitive verbs already disedsi this section, there are also a

few intransitive verbs which c-select the supinel arigger SSR These are regular
unaccusative verbs fi ‘be’, a deveni'become’,réaméane‘remain’, a pirea ‘seem’,a se

4 Examples from the internet:

@) Mi- am ales doar un capife caresnu-l citesc [...}i mi- au
CL.1sG.DAT have chosen only one chapter that sA notcL.m.Acc read andL.1sG.DAT have
ramas de citit nducapitole.

left DEreadsupnine chapters (http://bogy.sub18.ro/e-mailuliddulinelor-maniere/)
‘I have chosen only one chapter that | would reztd; and | was left with nine more chapters to

read.’

(i) ...de  duminig incoace lucrezcam 18 ore pe zi,[...] peniridesigur, fix #ptamana
from Sunday on work about 18 haanmgday  because of course exactly week-the
astas- au nimerit dictt “inregim de urgeti trei chestii obositoare...

this se have happenenkE makesupr in regime of emergency three things exhausting-
(http://vidal2.wordpress.com/2007/06/07/insemna&p-

‘Since Sunday | have been working about 18 houlaya because exactly this week, of course, it
happened that three exhausting things neededdolbed as soon as possible...’
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dovedi‘prove’, a se nimerihappen’,a urma‘follow to’, a merita‘deserve’,a se cuveni
‘ought to’, as well as some unaccusative phrasesdri reveni cuiva debe incumbent
on someone’a-i cadea pe cap cuiva dénconvenience someone with something’ in
sentences of the following kind:

(73) a. Problemele sunt de rezolvat maine.
problems-the aredE solvesurPtomorrow
‘These problems must be solved tomorrow.’

b. Studenii  astia ramande examinat ~ maine.
students-the these rema@n examinesuPtomorrow
‘These students remain/are to be examined tomatro
C. Ploaia asta devine de nesuportat.

rain-the this becomese not-bearsup

‘This rain is becoming unbearable.’

Hainele  astea atat /par /merit de dus la cimat

clothes-the these look like/seem/des@®méakesurto cleansup

imediat.

immediately

‘These clothes look like they must be taken to d¢leaner's as soon as

possible.’

b. Problemele s- au dovedit de nerezolvat.
problems-theE have proveibeE not-solvesupP
‘These problems have proven not to be solvable.’

(75) a. Mulki musafiri mi- au aeut mie pe cap de dus
many guests CL.1SG.DAT have fallen me 4G.DAT on headE takesupP
la gai.
ga# station
‘It fell on me to take many guests to the statio

b. Multe proiecte meritau de dus la afasit.
many projects deserved-DEtakesuPat good end
‘Many projects were worth carrying out.’

C. Mai multe proiecte mi- au evenit de terminat.
more many project€L.1SG.DAT have be assignazk finish-sup
‘It devolved on me to carry out several projécts

(74)

o

With unaccusative verbs it is not possible to digtish between restructuring and raising
since in both cases the IA if the supine is assigdeminative by the Tense head of the
supine verb. Moreover since Romanian is a nullettbpanguage, the IA argument may
be null, as long as it becomes subject of the mkinse. From a semantic perspective,
some unaccusative verbs are deontic operatigiha € ‘be to’, a se cuvenia ‘be due

to’, a reveni cuiva & ‘devolve on someone tog merita ¢ ‘deserve \hg'), others are
epistemic operatorsa(pirea ‘seem’,a se dovediprove’, a ardta ‘look like’), some are
existential verbga fi ‘be’, araméane‘remain’). These semantic groups have characierist
properties which would be worth investigating. Eigial verbs, for instance, occur in
existential sentences, i.e. in simple constructighsre the supine is a relative clause on a
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necessarily indefinite noun (see Cornilescu 200%&ails of existential constructions in
Romanian):

(v6) a. Sunmnedreptati de reparat.
are injusticerL DErepairsup
‘There is a lot of injustice to be repaired.’
b. Ramannemultumiri de satisicut.
remain disappointmermt- DE satisfysup
‘There remain disappointments to correct.’

Epistemic verbs, like existential verbs are “intdlyl modalized; in the supine clause,
their modal meaning is not merely subjunctive, thety are paraphrased using a deontic
or circumstantial operator expressing obligatiosame other circumstantial modality:

77y a. Problemele par de rezolvat urgent.
problems-the seenB8DE solvesupPurgently
‘The problems seem to be urgently solved.’
b. Pare & problemele trebuie sa fie rezolvate urgent.
seems that problems-the mussA be suBa3pL solvedpPL urgently
‘It seems that the problems need to be urgesotiyed.’

Unaccusative epistemic and existential verbs rekeimbinsitive epistemic raisers which
require the same strong modal interpretation:

(78) a. Consider problema de rezolvat urgent.
Consider problem-thee solvesupPurgently
‘| consider the problem to be urgently solved.’
b. Consider& problema  trebuie si fie rezolvaturgent.
consider that problemthe must SA besuBia3sGsolvedfF urgently
‘| consider that the problem must be solved otlye

Finally, unaccusativedeontic operators, like transitive deontic verbs, have tseal
irrealis future subjunctive paraphrase:

(79) a. Aceste adeévuri urmau de spus maine.
these trutlrL were aboubk saysuPtomorrow
‘These truths were to be told tomorrow.’
b. Aceste adewuri urmau sa se spuid maine.
these trutlL were abousA SEtell.suBi13sGtomorrow
‘These truths were to be told tomorrow.’

Before concluding this sketchy presentation ofingisand restructuring verbs it is
worth mentioning that some transitive verbs allasthbraising and restructuring. A case
in point is a avea‘have’, but it is likely that there are other verkvith a raising/
restructuring syntax as well. Let us briefly exae® avea Examples (80) and (81) are
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likely to represent instances of restructuring sitiee IA may not precedie at least not
in the same interpretation. Example (82) showslbalAutherefore, again a restructuring
property. In contrast, with (80) and (81), in (83¢ IA immediately precedets, a raising

property.

(80) a. Am de cdtigat banii pentru excursie.
haveDE earnsupmoney-the for trip
‘I have to earn the money for the trip.’

b. *Am banii de cdligat pentru excursie.
have money-thee earnsuprfor trip
(81 a. Am de cgdiigat experieti pentru a ra angaja pe acest post.

haveDE gainsuPexperience for A myself hire  on this position
‘I have to gain some experience in order tohgretd in this position.’
b. ??Am experighde catigat pentru a M angaja pe acest post.
have experienage gainsupfor A myself hire  on this position
(82) Am de splat.
haveDE washsup
‘| have (things) to wash.’
(83) a. Am poezile asteade @@t pe de rost.
havepoems-the thesee learnsupPby heart
‘| have these poems to learn by heart.’
b. Le am de iasat, nu numai de citit.
CL.3PL.ACC haveDE invitat not only DEreadsup
‘I have to learn them, not only to read them.’

A third teleological reading is also possible watlavea'’have’ when the supine is in fact

a relative clause modifying the object of the manba avea In such a case, occurrence
of the IA in the supine clause (rather than inrtien clause) may lead to a completely
different interpretation, as in (84a) as compar@d84b). In (84a) the relative clause
expresses purpose aral avea expresses possession. In (84b), the only available
interpretation of aveais deontic modal (obligation).

(84) a. N-am nici bani dearuncat, nianiba de cheltuit.
not-have neither mon&ge throw-suPnor moneyDE spendsupP
‘I have money neither to throw away, nor to spen
b. ?N-am de aruncat bangi nici  de cheltuit bani.
not-havede throw-suPmoney and neithare spendsuPpmoney
‘I don’t have to throw money away or to spenchex’

Before concluding, it is worth while examining tmelevance of raising with
respect to the problem focused in this paper: tbkerentiality of the IA. Like
restructuring, raising expands the range of theallowing it to be realized as a personal
pronoun or proper name, and also allowing it tatetrastively focused and topicalized
at the left periphery of the main clause. Yet,eatst with some transitive verbs, raising
imposes supplementary conditions, namely it selalg “referential” IAs. DPs/NPs low
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on the animacy/definiteness hierarchy are not ptes$As in raising constructions. As
already mentioned, null objects cannot be raisedreldver, at least for transitive
epistemic main verbs, bare nouns are also banoedriising supine constructions.

(85) a. *Declar studeih de nepromovat.
_declare students not-passsup
b. li declar pe agtestudeni de nepromovat.

CL.3sGAcCC declarerEthese studentse not-passsupP
‘| declare these students to be hard to pass.’

(86) a. *Socot probleme de rezolvat urgent.
consider problemsE solvesupPurgently
b. Socot problemele de rezolvat urgent

consider problems-tizE solvesupurgently
‘| reckon these problems to have to be solveenity.’

As an instance of A-movement, raising is generafiglyzed as case-related movement
and this is the analysis just presented above. &&tmples like (85a, b) might suggest
that case is not enough to account for the dataidht be that raising is triggered by
some other uninterpretable, but valued featurdefP, which is active throughout the
derivation. Such is the case of gender, which isiechand uninterpretable and could
serve as a probe for the main verb, even trigganyper-raising, as claimed for hyper-
raising in Bantu languages by Carstens and Didjiokgress). The intution is that raising
is triggered by some inherent properties of the iD&tead of being driven by the need to
value Case. If one examines the inherent conditiogisthe |A must satisfy for raising in
Romanian supine clauses, it is easily seen thaimaust be overt, rather than null, and
it must be a DP, rather than an NP.

To capture these conditions, one could assume(itiaisitive) raising verbs have
special morphological case assignment propertiesdea that has been floating in the
literature for a long time (see, for instance, Koig 1993). The v**-V probes of these
verbs might be endowed not only with unvalygteatures, but also with an unvalued,
uninterpretable D-feature, so that these verbs avbalspecified as v**-VUd, uD]. Such
a probe will always look for a DP internal argument

This analysis is plausible to the extent that tHe&/D¥ contrast is active in a
number of places in Romanian Grammar, cutting acdios i definite] divide. To give a
couple of examples, only-complete DPs may be left dislocated. Bare quansifivhich
areg-incomplete and bare NPs cannot be doubled bgliti

(87) *Pe cineva I- amazut.
PE somebodycL.M.3SGACC have seen
(88) *Carti le- am cummt.

bookscL.F.3PL.ACC have bought

Genitive assigners are also sensitive to the NRIide. DPs are assigned Gen case by
a(l), while NPs may be assigned case by the preposiéon
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(89) tata al copilului VS. tat de liat
fatherART child-GEN-the father of boy
‘father of the child’ ‘a boy's father’

Raising of NPs is dispreferred or impossible ndy @ut of supine clauses, but also out
of infinitives, and apparently, out of finite class

(90) a. *Socoteam mere afi de cules deja.
considered applesbeDE pick-supalready
b. Socoteam merele afi de cules deja.

considered apples-thebe DE pick-suPalready
‘| considered the apples fit to be picked.’

In sum,the Romanian data seem to turn around differergstygf morphological
Accusativity, so that (m)-case continues to bevdetor driving movement to the edge.
At the same time, raising probes (verbs) requieeaitiditional DP property.

5. Conclusions

The supine verb is “deficient” and cannot value ¢hse feature of its IA, unless it
is “helped” by a lexical preposition. By means aofrée, the supine gets the necessary
uninterpretableé-features, ultimately licensing its IA.

The structure of the supine clause is reduced.altiqular, the supine lacks an
independent Tense/Agreement projection and cancainamodate pronominal clitics.
Hence there are restrictions on the IA of the saipiarb. Personal pronouns and proper
names, therefore IAs high on the animacy and defiess scales, are excluded from the
supine clause. At the same time, since the supicksla periphery, supine IAs cannot
discharge discourse roles that require occurranagpreverbal position.

Supine clauses show evidence of restructuring arsihg, identifiable by typical
tests. (long distance passive, agreement, occéresiore the supine verb preceding the
complementizede In cases of raising or restructuring, the lAigehsed by functional
heads of the main clause.

The three kinds of complementizeie-supine that we have identified (non-
restructuring, restructuring, raising) differ mirlty, in the features of the
complementizer. In non-restructuring configuratior@ is [+W, —-EPP] and can
contribute to the licensing the IA.The supine caanmnt is phasal. In restructuring
clauses, C is [-¢u —EPP], so that the IA is case licensed by a fanat head of the main
clause, but it remains inside the supine clauseaibing clauses, C is [ + EPP], so
that the IA is attracted to the edge and casedigin the main clause. Restructuring and
raising complementizer are weak boundaries, sothgatupine clause is a weak phase
(Chomsky 2008).

IAs licensed in restructured supine clauses showomgtraints on the IA. Personal
pronouns and pronouns, as well as bare nouns dh@®Rs can be internal arguments
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when there is restructuring. Raising supines areereelective in the range of IAs. They
allow IAs of high referentiality and exclude IAs loiw referentiality (i.e. null arguments
and bare NPs).
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