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1. Functional categories

(1) Whatarethefunctionalcategoriesof a language?A proposal.

a. Syntax:functionalcategoriesareprojectedby functionalheads.

b. Morphology: functional categoriesare assignedby affixes or inherentlymarkedon
lexical items.

c. Null elementsmaymarkdefaultvaluesin paradigmaticsystemof functionalcategories.

d. Otherwisefunctionalcategoriesarenotspecified.

(2) a. Diachronicevidence:syntacticprojectionsof functional categoriesemergehandin
handwith lexicalheads(e.g.Kiparsky1996,1997onEnglish,CondoravdiandKiparsky
2002,2004onGreek.)

b. Empiricalargumentsfrom morphology(e.g.Kiparsky2004).

(3) Minimalistanalysisof Accusativevs. Partitivecasein Finnish(Borer1998,2005,Megerdoo-
mian2000,vanHout 2000,Ritter andRosen2000,Csirmaz2002,Kratzer2002,Svenonius
2002,Thomas2003).

a. Accusativeis checkedin AspP, a functionalprojectionwhich inducestelicity.

b. Partitiveis checkedin a lowerprojection.

• (1) rulesoutAspPfor Finnish.

(4) Positiondefendedhere(Kiparsky1998):

a. Accusativecaseis assignedto complementsof BOUNDED (non-gradable)verbalpred-
icates.

b. OtherwisecomplementsareassignedPartitivecase.

(5) Partitivecasein Finnish:

• a structuralcase(Vainikka1993,Kiparsky2001),

• thedefaultcaseof complements(Vainikka1993,Anttila & Fong2001),

• syntacticallyalternateswith Nominative,Genitive,andAccusativecase.

1



• Following traditionalgrammar,we’ll treatAccusativeasanabstractcasethat includes
in additionto Accusativeitself, the Accusative-likeusesof NominativeandGenitive
(for adifferentproposal,seeKiparsky2001).

(6) Threetypesof Partitivein Finnish:

a. TheVP-Partitive(‘aspectual’).

b. TheNP-Partitive(‘quantificational’).

c. ThePartitiveof negation.

(7) TheVP-partitiveis assignedto objectsof mostatelicpredicates:

a. Etsi-n
seek-1Sg

karhu-a
bear-Part

/
/
kah-ta
two-Part

karhu-a.
bear-Part

‘I’m looking for the(a)bear/ (the)two bears’

b. Etsi-n
seek-1Sg

#karhu-n
bear-Acc

/
/
#kaksi
two-Acc

karhu-a
bear-Part

/
/
#karhu-t.
bear-PlAcc

‘I’m looking for the(a)bear/ two bears/ thebears’

(8) Someverbsthat assignPartitivecaseto their objects: halveksia‘despise’,ihailla ‘admire’, ikävöidä ‘yearn

for’, harrastaa‘be interestedin (asa hobby)’, huvittaa ‘amuse’, ikävystytẗaä ‘bore’, inhota ‘feel revulsion

towards’,kadehtia‘envy’, karttaa ‘avoid’, kehua,ylistää ‘praise’, kiinnostaa‘interest’, kiittää ‘thank’, kun-

nioittaa ‘honor’, moittia ‘blame, reprimand’,onnitella ‘congratulate’,pelätä ‘fear’, rakastaa‘love’, sieẗaä

‘tolerate’, siunata‘bless’, toivoa ‘hopefor’, valittaa ‘complainabout’,vihata ‘hate’, väsytẗaä ‘tire’, koettaa,

yrittää ‘try’, pyyẗaä ‘ask for’, merkiẗa, tarkoittaa ‘mean’, ajatella, pohtia ‘think about’, harkita ‘consider’,

matkia ‘imitate’, paeta‘flee’, kysÿa ‘ask for’, heiluttaa ‘swing backand forth’, ravistaa ‘shake’, keinuttaa

‘rock’, nyökytẗaä ‘nod’, suudella‘kiss’, hyv̈aill ä ‘caress’,koskettaa‘touch’, hieroa ‘rub, massage’.

(9) Accusativeis assignedby mosttelic predicates:

a. Tapo-i-n
kill-Pst-1Sg

#karhu-a
bear-Part

/
/
#kah-ta
two-Part

karhu-a
bear-Part

‘I killed the(a) bear/ (the)two bears’

b. Tapo-i-n
kill-Pst-1Sg

karhu-n
bear-Acc

/
/
kaksi
two-Acc

karhu-a
bear-Part

/
/
karhu-t
bear-PlAcc

(#vuode-n)
(year-Acc)

‘I killed the(a) bear/ two bears/ thebears(#for ayear)’

(10) Someverbsthat assignAccusativecaseto their objects:saada‘get’, löytää ‘find’, saavuttaa‘reach’, ostaa

‘buy’, ottaa ‘take’, sääsẗaä ‘save’, pudottaa‘drop’, suorittaa ‘carry out’, kadottaa,menetẗaä, hukata‘lose

(possession)’,hävitä ‘lose (game,fight)’, löytää ‘find’, hyv̈aksÿa ‘accept’,panna,asettaa‘put’, tappaa‘kill’,

antaa, lahjoittaa ‘give’, kaataa ‘fell’, mainita ‘mention’, siepata‘catch’, omaksua‘appropriate’,ripustaa

‘hang’, istuttaa‘plant’, mÿontää ‘admit’, kieltää ‘deny’.

(11) Ambivalentverbs(unionof casepatternsin (7) and(9)):

a. Ammu-i-n
shoot-Pst-1Sg

karhu-a
bear-Part

/
/
kah-ta
two-Part

karhu-a
bear-Part

‘I shotat the(a) bear/ at (the)two bears’

b. Ammu-i-n
shoot-Pst-1Sg

karhu-n
bear-Acc

/
/
kaksi
two-Acc

karhu-a
bear-Part

/
/
karhu-t
bear-PlAcc

‘I shotthe(a) bear/ two bears/ thebears’
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(12) Someambivalentverbs:sÿodä ‘eat’ (söi piirakkaa (part.) ‘ate pie, someof the pie’, söi piirakan (acc.) ‘ate

a/thepie’), leikata‘cut’, kaivaa‘dig’, kirjoittaa ‘write’, lukea‘read’ (part.): ‘read(at leastpartof)’, acc.:‘read

up to somepoint’, usually‘finish reading’),tutkia ‘investigate’,siirtää ‘move’, sekoittaa‘mix’, lyödä ‘beat’

(part.:‘beator hit (at)someone’,acc.:‘beatsomeoneatsomething’),nimittää ‘name’(part.: ‘call (by aname)’,

acc.: ‘nominate’),muistaa‘remember’(part.: ‘commemorate’,‘remembersomeonewith a gift or greetingon

aspecialoccasion’,acc.:‘recall’).

(13) Mattila-n
Mattila-Gen

Eero
Eero.Nom

ampui
shot

sonni-n
bull-Acc

ja
and

Kaurase-n
Kauranen-Gen

Jari
Jari

pien-ẗa,
small-Part

vain
only

115
115

kiloi-sta
kilo-Adj -Part

lehmä-̈a,
cow-Part,

jonka
which-Acc

Kalevi
Kalevi.Nom

sitten
then

lopetti.
finished

‘Eero Mattila shot [and killed] a bull elk andJari Kauranenshota small cow which only
weighed115kilo andwhich Kalevi thenfinishedoff.’
http://yhdistykset.vlk.fi/spms/mietteita.htm

(14) Degreeachievements(includingmotionverbs)yield asubtlercontrast:

a. Siirsi-n
move-Past1Sg

isoäiti-ä
grandma-Part

‘I movedgrandma.’ [around,aways]

b. Siirsi-n
move-Past1Sg

isoäidi-n
grandma-Acc

‘I movedgrandma.’ [to anotherplace]

(15) DegreeadverbsforcePartitive.

a. Siirsi-n
move-Past1Sg

isoäiti-ä
grandma-Part

(#isöaidi-n)
(#grandma-Acc)

väḧan
a little

/
/
kaksi
2-Acc

metri-̈a
meter-PartPl

‘I movedgrandmaa little / two meters.’

b. tunnen
know-1Sg

hän-et
him-Acc

(#hän-ẗa)
(#him-Part) a bit

‘I knowhim/hera little’

c. tunnen
know-1Sg

hän-ẗa
him-Part

(#hän-et)
(#him-Acc)

väḧan
a bit

‘I knowhim/hera little’

(16) Resultativepredication(overtor implicit) allowsAccusative.

a. Hiero-i-n
rub-Pst-1Sg

si-tä
it-Part

‘I rubbedit’

b. Hiero-i-n
rub-Pst-1Sg

sen
it-Acc

/
/
sitä
it-Part

pehmëa-ksi
soft-SgTrnsl

‘I kneadedit soft’

c. Ravist-i-n
shake-Pst-1Sg

matto-a
carpet-SgPart

(pää-ẗa-ni)
(head-SgPart-1Sg)

‘I shookthecarpet(my head)’

d. Ravist-i-n
shake-Pst-1Sg

mato-n
carpet-SgAcc

(#pää-ni)
(head-SgAcc-1Sg)

‘I shook(out) thecarpet(my head)’
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e. Äiti
mother-SgN

makas-i
lie-Pst-3Sg

lapse-nsa
child-SgAcc-3Sg

kuoliaa-ksi
dead-SgTransl

‘The motheroverlayherchild’

f. Luin
read-Pst-1sg

kirja-a
book-Part

‘I wasreadingthebook.’

g. Luin
read-PAST-1SG

kirja-n
book-Acc

(loppu-un)
(end-Illat)

/
/
(repale-i-ksi)
(shred-Pl-Transl)

‘I readthebook(to theend)/ (to shreds)’

h. Rakast-i-n
love-Pst-1Sg

tei-tä
you-PlPart

‘I lovedyou’

i. Rakast-i-n
love-Pst-1Sg

te-i-dä-t
you-PlAcc

rappio-lle
ruin-Adess

‘I lovedyou into ruin’ (EinoLeino)

(17) The NP-Partitive: NP objectswith quantitativelyindeterminate(unbounded)reference(≈
masstermsandbareplurals)arePartitiveragardlessof theverb.

Ets-i-n
seek-Pst-1Sg

/
/
tapo-i-n
kill-Pst-1Sg

karhu-j-a
bear-Pl-Part

(vuode-n)
(year-Acc)

‘I sought/ killed bears(for ayear)’

(18) Quantitativedeterminacy, or boundedness(not telicity, definiteness,or specificity) is what
counts:

a. Joulu-ksi
Christmas-Transl

sato-i
rain-Past(3Sg)

lun-ta.
snow-Part

‘For Christmas,it snowed.’

b. Joulu-ksi
Christmas-Transl

sato-i
rain-Past(3Sg)

pysy-v̈a-n
stay-Prt-Acc

lume-n.
snow-Acc

‘For Christmas,therefell apermanent(amountof) snow.’

c. Aki-lla
Aki-Adess

on
have-3Sg

iso-t
big-PlAcc

silmä-t.
eyes-PlAcc

‘Aki hasbig eyes’

d. Aki-lla
Aki-Adess

on
have-3Sg

iso-j-a
big-PlPart

silm-i-ä.
eyes-PlPart

‘Aki hasbig eyes(in hispossession)’

(19) The Partitive of negation: Objectsof negatedverbsare Partitive (exceptundercertain
conditionswhentheyhavecontrastivefocus).

a. E-n
Not-1Sg

tapa
get

karhu-a
bear-Part

/
/
kah-ta
two-Part

karhu-a
bear-Part

/
/
karhu-j-a.
bear-Pl-Part

‘I won’t kill the(a)bear/ (the)two bears/ bears’

b. E-n
Not-1Sg

tapa
kill

*karhu-n
bear-Acc

/
/
*kaksi
two-Acc

karhu-a
bear-Part

/
/
*karhu-t.
bear-PlAcc

‘I won’t kill the(a)bear/ two bears/ thebears’
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(20) Implicit negation:

a. On-ko
Be-Q

sinu-lla
you-Adess

kynä?
pencil-Acc

‘Do you haveapencil?’

b. On-ko
Be-Q

sinu-lla
you-Adess

kynä-̈a?
pencil-Part

‘Do you haveapencil(by anychance)?’

(21) Silittää, ‘stroke, pet’ (atelic), ‘smooth,iron (clothes)’ (eitheratelic, ‘to iron smoother’,or
telic, ‘to iron smooth’).

a. Silitin karhuja : (1) “I pettedthebears”(VP-partitivity), or (2) “I petted(some)bears”
(bothVP-partitivity andNP-partitivity).

b. Silitin paitoja: (1) “I wasironing (‘ironing awayat’, ‘making smoother’)the shirts”
(VP-partitivity), or (2) “I ironed(some)shirts” (NP-partitivity), or (3) “I wasironing
(some)shirts” (both).

c. Silitin housuja: (1) “I wasironing a/the(pair of) pants”,(2) “I wasironing thepants
(a fixed number)”(VP-partitivity), (3) “I ironed(some)pants”(NP-partitivity), (4) “I
wasironing (some)pants”(both).

d. En silitt änyt housuja: (1) “I wasn’t ironing a/the(pair of) pants”,(2) “I wasn’t iron-
ing the pants(fixed number)” (VP-partitivity), (3) “I didn’t iron (any) pants” (NP-
partitivity), (4) “I wasn’t ironing (any)pants”(both), (5) “I didn’t iron a/the(pair of)
pants”,(6) “I didn’t iron thepants(fixednumber)”(partitiveof negation).

(22) • How to unify thecasepatterns?

• How to distinguishthedifferenttypesof verbalpredicates?

(23) • FinnishcasemarkingdependsontheGRADABILITY of theVP’sdenotation.An object
is Accusativeif andonly if its VP hasa BOUNDED reading(Heinämäki 1984,Kiparsky
1998),i.e.denotesnogradableproperty.

• Thedenotationof theVP dependsontheinherentmeaningof theverbandonthenature
of its objectandadverbialmodifiers.

• Verbslike (7) areinherentlygradable,verbslike (9) areinherentlynon-gradable.Verbs
like (11) arecompatiblewith bothreadings,which is disambiguatedby thecaseof the
object.

Gradablepredicates: Boundedpredicates:
Thehuntershotat abearsomemore. #Thehunterkilled abearsomemore.
Thecustomertouchedthevaseslightly. #Thecustomerboughtthevaseslightly.
How muchdid youstudythetheorem? #Howmuchdid youprovethetheorem?
Fredusedthebookabit. #Fredfinishedthebooka bit.
Mary lovedBill enormously. #MarymarriedBill enormously.

(24) A genericreadingconfersgradability(degreeadverbsandpartitivecaseOK).
I lookedfor thekeya lot. (#)I foundthekeya lot.
I expectedthispresentlessthanAlice did. (#)I got this presentlessthanAlice did. (OK:

thiskind of present.)
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(25) Puutarhuri
gardener

istutt-i
plant-Past3Sg

paljon
much

täẗa
this-Part

ruusu-a.
rose-Part

‘The gardenerplantedthis (kind of) rosea lot.’

(26) A few dimensionsof gradabilityandsomeadverbialsthatdiagnosethem:

a. Degreeof change.E.g.shortentherope(by a little, by 50cm).

b. Degreeto which resultstateis achieved.E.g.shortentherope(to 10 meters,to half its
length),cleanthekitchen(superficially, thoroughly).

c. Amountof the themeargumentinvolved. E.g.seethebear, crossthedesert(in part,
fully).

d. (Intended)durationof resultstate:E.g. lendthebook(briefly, overnight,for a month).
(Finnishhasunambiguoustranslativeadverbsfor this, e.g.viikoksi ‘for a week’. See
Piñon1999for thesemanticsof this typeof measurephrase.)

e. Durationof event(durative,iterative,progressive):E.g.kill thebear (quickly, slowly),
drop theball (repeatedly, all thetime).

(27) Hän
He

avas-i
open-Past3Sg

ikkuna-a
window-Part

(1) ‘He openedthewindow’ (by x amount)
(2) ‘He openedthewindow’ (to x degreeof openness)
(3) ‘He openedthewindow’ (x muchof it)
(4) ‘He openedthewindow’ (for x amountof time)
(5) ‘He wasopeningthewindow’ (duringx stretchof time) [progressive]
(6) ‘He openedthewindow’ (x times)

(28) The x’s canbe fixed by explicit measurephrases,inherentlexical propertiesof the predi-
cate,and/orcontextualinference(Kennedy& Levin 2001). If all arefixed, the partitive is
excluded.

(29) Rule(23) alsocoverstheNP-partitive(sincea VP with a massnounor bareplural objectis
necessarilyunbounded).

(30) Accusativecaseis a POSITIVE POLARITY ITEM (like Englishsome). This accountsfor the
“partitive of negation”.

2. Is Accusativecasecheckedin AspP?

(31) Theminimalistaccount(Borer1998,2005,Megerdoomian2000,vanHout2000,Ritterand
Rosen2000,Csirmaz2002,Kratzer2002,Svenonius2002,Thomas2003).

a. Eachstructuralcaseis checkedby anAGREErelationbetweena functionalheadand
a lexical item with matchingfeaturevalues. So, sincePartitiveand Accusativeare
structuralcases,theymustbecheckedby differentfunctionalheads.

b. Accusativeis checkedin AspP, a functionalprojectionwhich inducestelicity.

c. Partitiveis checkedin a lowerprojection.

(32) Resultingderivationof Hänampuikarhun‘He shotthebear’(Accusative).
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AgrP

Spec Agr′

Häni Agr TP

ampuij T AspP

tj Spec Asp′

karhunk Asp VP

ti V′

tj tk

Argument 1: A MissedGeneralization

(33) This case-checkingmechanismcan’t accountfor the NP-partitive. Sincethe NP- andVP-
partitivescan’t berelated,ageneralizationis lost.
Historically, theNP-Partitivearosefirst (grammaticalizedfrom a ‘from’ case)andwasthengeneralizedto the

VP-Partitive.Thishistoricalprocesswouldbeincomprehensibleif thetwo useswereunrelated.

Argument 2: Asp Mismatch

(34) No syntacticevidencefor AspPor for anyraisingof Accusativeobjects(Nelson1998:147,
Kiparsky1998).Whatis more,conjunctionfactstell againstAspP:

a. Lue-n
read-1Sg

lehde-n
paper-Acc

ja
and

kirja-a.
book-Part

‘I reada/thenewspaperanda/thebook’ [finishing thepaperbut maybenot thebook]
users.utu.fi/mataso/lehtoriviikko.htm

b. Potilas
patient.Nom

voi
can-(Past)

levä-ẗa
rest-Inf

ja
and

pala-ta
return-Inf

työ-hön.
work-Ill

‘A/thepatientis/wasableto restandreturnto work.’

The functionalfeaturesof a sharedpredicatemustdistributeoverall conjuncts.In (b), the
verbvoi is ambiguousbetweenPresentandPast,but thesentencehasonly two readings,not
four. Thisgeneralizationwouldbreakdownin (a),undertheAspPtheory.

Argument 3: Atelic Predicatesthat AssignAccusative

(35) Atelic predicateswhichareboundedassignAccusativecase!
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a. Omist-i-n
Own-Pst-1Sg

#karhu-a
bear-Part

/
/
#kah-ta
two-Part

karhu-a
bear-Part

‘I ownedthe(a) bear/ (the)two bears’

b. Omist-i-n
Own-Pst-1Sg

karhu-n
bear-Acc

/
/
kaksi
two-Acc

karhu-a
bear-Part

/
/
karhu-t
bear-PlAcc

(vuode-n)
(year-Acc)

‘I ownedthe(a) bear/ two bears/ thebears(for ayear)’

Minu-lla
I-Adess

on
be-3Sg

sinu-t
you-Acc

/
/
#sinu-a.
you-Part

‘I haveyou.’

(36) Atelic verbsthatassignAccusativecase:omistaa,omata‘own’, sis̈altää ‘contain’, käsittää ‘comprise’,muis-

taa ‘remember’,tietää ‘know’ (‘savoir’), tuntea ‘know’ (‘connaı̂tre’), ymm̈artää ‘understand’(something),

mÿontää ‘acknowledge”,katsoa‘regard,consider’,oivaltaa ‘realize’, uskoa‘believe’ (something),andnona-

gentiveperceptionverbs:nähdä ‘see’,kuulla ‘hear’, maistaa‘taste’ (nonagentive),haistaa‘smell’ (nonagen-

tive) huomata,havaita,keksïa ‘notice’, tajuta ‘be awareof’, kokea‘experience’,oivaltaa,hoksata‘realize’.

But agentiveperceptionverbssuchas‘look at’, ‘listen’, ‘taste’, ‘smell’, ‘think about’assignPartitive.

Remark:Estonianis like Finnish,exceptthatthecounterpartsof (36)assignPartitive.

(37) Cognitivegrammar

a. “It wouldappearthatFinnishconsiders‘seeing’anachievement.. . ” (Lees2003).

b. “. . . themotivationfor theuseof theAccusativeis thecognitivestrategyof conceptual-
izing anin itself staticsituationvia a dynamic,in thiscasetelic, meaning.Thetelicity
is thusonly encounteredat thelevelof subjectiveconceptualization,not in thereferent
situationitself.” (HuumoMS).

(38) Kratzer’s extendedtelicity: ‘own’ and‘know’ assignAccusativebecausetheysatisfyMap-
ping to Events[if youownsomething,youownall its subparts].

• Doesnotextendto perceptionverbs.

(39) And doesnot reallywork for ‘own’ and‘know’ either.

a. Omist-i-n
own-Past-1Sg

se-n
it-Acc

tunni-n
hour-Acc

‘I ownedit for anhour.’

b. Telic predicatestake iterative/durativeaffixes,e.g. availla (iterative),aukaista(mo-
mentaneous),aukoa(durative),from avata‘open’. Theverbsin (36)don’t: *omistella,
*omistaista,.. . ).

c. Omist-i-n
own-Past-1Sg

se-n
it-Acc

melkein
almost

‘I almostownedit.’ (unambiguous)

(40) Gradabilitymakestheright distinction

Gradable: Ungradable:
Mary wantedthiscopyverymuch. #Maryownedthiscopyverymuch.
Johnfearstheoutcomegreatly. #Johnknowstheoutcomegreatly.
Johnmodifiedthepasswordradically. #Johnrememberedthepasswordradically.
Theboxprotectsthenecklaceconsiderably. #Theboxcontainsthenecklaceconsiderably.
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(41) a. Matti
Matti

lainas-i
borrow-Past3Sg

kello-a
watch-Part

‘Matti borroweda/thewatch.’ [temporarily]

b. Matti
Matti

lainas-i
borrow-Past3Sg

kello-n
watch-Acc

‘Matti borroweda/thewatch.’

(42) Partitivegoesoptionally“down” into complements:

Matti
Matti

koett-i
try-Pst-3Sg

muista-a
remember-Inf

nime-n
name-SgAcc

/
/
nime-̈a
name-SgPart

‘Matti tried to remembera/thename’

Argument 4: Telic Predicatesthat AssignPartitive

(43) Telic predicateswith Partitive objects: Degreeachievements(Hay, Kennedy, and Levin
1999).

a. Rääẗali
tailor

lyhens-i
shorten-Past3Sg

hamet-ta
skirt-Part

(tunni-n)
hour-Acc

‘The/atailor shortenedthe/askirt [madeit shorter](for anhour).’

b. Rääẗali
tailor

lyhens-i
shorten-Past3Sg

hamee-n
skirt-Acc

(#tunni-n)
hour-Acc

‘The/atailor shortenedthe/askirt [madeit short](#for anhour).’

c. Rääẗali
tailor

lyhens-i
shorten-Past3Sg

hamee-n
skirt-Acc

(#hamet-ta)
(skirt-Part)

metri-n
meter-Gen

pituise-ksi
long-Transl

(#tunni-n)
(hour-Acc)

‘The/atailor shortenedthe/askirt to ameter’s length(#for anhour).’

d. Rääẗali
tailor

lyhens-i
shorten-Past3Sg

hamet-ta
skirt-Part

senti-n
cm.-Gen

verran
by

(#tunni-n)
(hour-Acc)

‘The/atailor shortenedtheskirt by acentimeter(#for anhour).’

(44) pääns̈a päätään
‘his head-Acc’ ‘his head-Part’

nosti ‘lifted’ 714 991
laski ‘lowered’ 326 58
kohotti ‘raised’ 109 179
kallisti ‘inclined’ 106 186

pani ‘put’ 34 0
asetti‘placed 23 0

pudisti ‘shook’ 0 1090
nyökk̈asi ‘nodded’ 0 58

(45) Measurephrasesmakepredicatestelic, without affectingobjectcase: The VP in (43d) is
telic but hasaPartitiveobject.

(46) Could themeasureadverbsbe outsidethescopeof caseassignment?No, thewholeVP is
included:predicatesof higherVPscandeterminedownstairscase.
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a. Koet-i-n
try-Pst-1Sg

(#päät-i-n)
(decide-Pst-1Sg)

tappa-a
kill-Inf

karhu-a
bear-Part

(tunni-ssa)
(hour-Iness)

‘I tried (#decided)to kill the/abear(in anhour)’

b. Päät-i-n
decide-Pst-1Sg

koetta-a
try-Inf

tappa-a
kill-Inf-Ill

karhu-a
bear-Part

‘I decidedto try to kill the/abear’

c. #Koet-i-n
try-Pst-1Sg

päätẗa-̈a
decide-Inf

tappa-a
kill-Inf-Ill

karhu-a
bear-Part

‘I tried to decideto kill the/abear’

d. Koet-i-n
try-Pst-1Sg

(#päät-i-n)
(decide-Pst-1Sg)

lyhenẗa-̈a
shorten-Inf

hamet-ta
skirt-Part

metri-n
meter-Gen

pituise-ksi
long-Transl

‘I tried (#decided)to shortentheskirt to ameter’s length.’

• How doesthe higherverb determinewhetherthe objectcanmoveto AgrO in the lower
clause?

(47) Telicity dependson entireVP, includingadverbs.

(48) In non-objectpositions,distributionof Partitiveis deteminedby thesameconditions.Predi-
cateadjectives:

a. Tämä
This-Nom

viini
wine-Nom

o-n
be-3Sg

paras
best-Nom

‘This wine is thebest’

b. Tämä
This-Nom

viini
wine-Nom

o-n
be-3Sg

paras-ta
best-Part

‘This wine is of thebest(thebestkind)’

c. Nämä
These-NomPl

mansika-t
strawberries-NomPl

o-vat
be-3Pl

kes̈a-n
summer-Gen

ensimm̈aise-t
first-NomPl

‘Thesestrawberriesaretheseason’sfirst’

d. Nämä
These-NomPl

mansika-t
strawberries-NomPl

o-vat
be-3Pl

kes̈a-n
summer-Gen

ensimm̈ais-i-̈a
first-PartPl

‘Thesestrawberriesaresomeof (among)theseason’sfirst’

Argument 5: Coercionshowsthat partitive is interpretable

(49) a. Tapo-i-n
kill-Pst1Sg

juuri
just

karhu-a.
bear-Part

‘I wasjustkilling thebear.’

b. Matti
Matti

ost-i
buy-Pst3Sg

(juuri)
(just)

auto-a,
car-SgPart,

(kun.. . )
(when.. . )

‘Matti was(just)buyingacar,(when.. . )’

(50) a. #Matti
Matti

voitt-i
win-Past3Sg

kilpajuoksu-a.
race-Part

‘Matti waswinning therace.’
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b. Matti
Matti

ol-i
was

voitta-ma-ssa
win-Prtcpl-Iness

kilpajuoksu-a.
race-Part

‘Matti waswinning therace.’

(51) Conclusions

a. No phrasestructuraldifferencebetweenPartitiveandAccusativeobjects,socorrectly
predictthattheyhaveidenticalsyntacticproperties.

b. Explainswhy sentenceswith Accusativeobjectsareaspectuallyunambiguousbutsen-
tenceswith Partitiveobjectsareaspectuallyambiguous(just to theextentallowedby
(28)).

c. Predictsobserveddissociationbetweentelicity andobjectcase.Unboundedtelic pred-
icateshavePartitiveobjects,boundedatelicpredicateshaveAccusativeobjects.

d. Explainswhy quantitativedeterminacy(ratherthandefinitenessor specificity) is the
relevantfactorfor theNP-partitive.

e. Long-distanceeffectsby casecheckingat VP level:

[ V [ V NP ]VP ]VP

f. A VP’s aspectualpropertiescanbedeterminedby anyelementin theVP (andnot just
by its objects),so e.g.predicativeadjectivesaresubjectto the samecaseconstraints.
Also, relatedconstraintsapplyin otherphrasaldomains(quantifiersystem).

g. The simplerelationshipbetweenovertmorphosyntaxandfunctionalcategoriesin (1)
canbemaintained.
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