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Whatarethe functionalcategorie®f alanguage proposal.
a. Syntax:functionalcategoriesreprojectedoy functionalheads.

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

c. Null elementsnaymarkdefaultvaluesn paradigmatisystenof functionalcategories.
d. Otherwisefunctionalcategoriesrenot specified.

a. Diachronicevidence: syntacticprojectionsof functional categoriesemergehandin
handwith lexicalheadge.g.Kiparsky1996,1997on English,CondoravdandKiparsky
2002,20040n Greek.)

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

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

a. Accusatives checkedn AspR afunctionalprojectionwhich induceselicity.
b. Partitiveis checkedn alower projection.
e (1) rulesout AspPfor Finnish.

Positiondefendedhere(Kiparsky 1998):

a. Accusativecases assignedo complement®f BOUNDED (non-gradableyerbalpred-
icates.

b. OtherwisecomplementareassignedPartitivecase.

Partitivecasein Finnish:
e astructuralcase(Vainikka1993,Kiparsky2001),
¢ thedefaultcaseof complementgVainikka1993,Anttila & Fong2001),
¢ syntacticallyalternatesvith Nominative Genitive,andAccusativecase.
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(7)

(8)
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(10)

(11)

¢ Followingtraditionalgrammarwe’ll treatAccusativeasanabstractasethatincludes
in additionto Accusativeitself, the Accusative-likeusesof Nominativeand Genitive
(for adifferentproposal seeKiparsky2001).

Threetypesof Partitivein Finnish:

a. TheVP-Partitive(‘aspectual’).
b. TheNP-Partitive(*quantificational’).
c. ThePartitiveof negation.

The VP-patrtitiveis assignedo objectsof mostatelicpredicates:

a. Etsi-n karhu-a/ kah-ta karhu-a.
seek-1SdearPart / two-Part bear-Part

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

b. Etsi-n #karhu-n/ #kaksi karhu-a/ #karhu-t.
seek-1SdearAcc / two-Acc bear-Part bear-PAcc

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

Someverbsthat assignPartitive caseto their objects: halveksia'despise’,ihailla ‘admire’, ikavbida ‘yearn
for’, harrastaa‘be interestedn (asa hobby)’, huvittaa‘amuse’, ikavystytha ‘bore’, inhota ‘feel revulsion
towards’,kadehtia’'envy’, karttaa ‘avoid’, kehua,ylistaa ‘praise’, kiinnostaa‘interest’, kiittaa ‘thank’, kun-
nioittaa ‘honor’, moittia ‘blame, reprimand’,onnitella ‘congratulate’,pelata ‘fear’, rakastaa‘love’, sietia
‘tolerate’, siunata‘bless’, toivoa‘hopefor’, valittaa ‘complainabout’, vihata ‘hate’, vasytta ‘tire’, koettaa,
yrittaa ‘try’, pyyta ‘ask for', merki@, tarkoittaa ‘mean’, ajatella, pohtia ‘think about’, harkita ‘consider’,
matkia‘imitate’, paeta‘flee’, kysy ‘ask for’, heiluttaa‘swing backandforth’, ravistaa‘shake’, keinuttaa
‘rock’, nyokyttia ‘nod’, suudella’kiss’, hy\ailla ‘caress’ koskettadtouch’, hieroa‘rub, massage’.

Accusatives assignedy mosttelic predicates:

a. Tapo-i-n #karhu-a #kah-takarhu-a
kill-Pst-1SgbearPart / two-Part bear-Part

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

b. Tapo-i-n karhu-n/ kaksi karhu-a/ karhu-t (#vuode-n)
kill-Pst-1SgbearAcc / two-Acc bear-Part bear-PAcc (year-Acc)

‘| killed the(a) bear/ two beard thebears#for ayear)’

Someverbsthat assignAccusativecaseto their objects: saada‘get’, 10yta ‘find’, saavuttaareach’, ostaa
‘buy’, ottaa ‘take’, sdasta ‘save’, pudottaa‘drop’, suorittaa‘carry out’, kadottaa,menetda, hukata‘lose
(possession)havita ‘lose (game fight)', loytaa ‘find’, hyvéiksya ‘accept’,panna,asettaaput’, tappaa‘kill’,
antaa, lahjoittaa ‘give’, kaataa'‘fell’, mainita ‘mention’, siepata‘catch’, omaksuaappropriate’, ripustaa
‘hang’,istuttaa‘plant’, mybntaa ‘admit’, kieltaa ‘deny’.

Ambivalentverbs(unionof casepatternsn (7) and(9)):

a. Ammu-i-n karhu-a/ kah-ta karhu-a
shoot-Pst-1SgearPart / two-Part bear-Part
‘| shotatthe(a)bear/ at(the)two bears’

b. Ammu-i-n karhu-n/ kaksi karhu-a/ karhu-t
shoot-Pst-1SfearAcc / two-Acc bear-Part bear-PAcc
‘| shotthe(a) bear/ two beard thebears’
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(12)

(13)

(14)

(15)

(16)

Someambivalentverbs: syoda ‘eat’ (soi piirakkaa (part.) ‘ate pie, someof the pie’, sbi piirakan (acc.) ‘ate
althepie’), leikata‘cut’, kaivaa'dig’, kirjoittaa ‘write’, lukea‘read’ (part.): ‘read(atleastpartof)’, acc.:‘read
up to somepoint’, usually‘finish reading’),tutkia ‘investigate’,siirtda ‘move’, sekoittaa'mix’, lydda ‘beat’
(part.:‘beator hit (at)someone’acc.:‘beatsomeonatsomething’) nimittda ‘name’ (part.: ‘call (by aname)’,
acc.:‘nominate’), muistaa’remember’(part.: ‘commemorate’;remembersomeoneavith a gift or greetingon
aspecialoccasion’acc.:‘recall’).

Mattila-n Eero  ampuisonni-nja Kaurase-n Jaripien-, vain115Kkiloi-sta
Mattila-GenEero.Nomshot  bull-Acc andKauranen-Gedari smaltPart only 115 kilo-Adj-Part

lehma-4,jonka Kalevi sittenlopetti.
cow-Part, which-Acc Kalevi.Nomthen finished
‘Eero Mattila shot[and killed] a bull elk and Jari Kauranenshota small cow which only

weighedl15kilo andwhich Kalevi thenfinishedoff.’
http://yhdistykset.vik.fi/spms/mietteita.htm

Degreeachievementéncludingmotionverbs)yield a subtlercontrast:
a. Siirsi-n isoaiti-a
move-PastlSgrandmaPart
‘I movedgrandmad.[around,aways]
b. Siirsi-n isoaidi-n
move-PastlSgrandmaAcc
‘I movedgrandma. [to anotherplace]

Degreeadverbdorce Partitive.
a. Siirsi-n isoaiti-a  (#iscaidi-n) vahan/ kaksimetri-a
move-PastlSgrandma-Part#grandma-Accalittle / 2-Acc meter-PartPI
‘I movedgrandmeaa little / two meters.

b. tunnen han-et (#han-8)
know-1Sghim-Acc (#him-Part) a bit
‘I know him/herallittle’

c. tunnen han-a@ (#han-et)vahan
know-1Sghim-Part (#him-Acc) abit
‘I know him/herallittle’

Resultativepredication(overtor implicit) allowsAccusative.

a. Hiero-i-n si-ta
rub-Pst-1Sgt-Part
‘| rubbedit’

b. Hiero-i-n sen /sita pehm@-ksi
rub-Pst-1Sgt-Acc/ it-Part soft-SgTrnsl
‘| kneadedt soft’

c. Ravist-i-n matto-a  (paa-ta-ni)
shake-Pst-1Sgarpet-S@art (head-S@art-1Sq)
‘I shookthe carpet(my head)’

d. Ravist-i-n mato-n  (#paa-ni)
shake-Pst-1Sgarpet-Sécc (head-Sécc-1Sg)
‘I shook(out)thecarpet(my head)’



e. Aiti makas-i lapse-nsa  kuoliaa-ksi
mother-SgNie-Pst-3Sgehild-SgAcc-3Sgdead-SgTransl
‘The motheroverlayherchild’

f. Luin kirja-a
read-Pst-1sgook-Part
‘I wasreadingthebook:

g. Luin kirja-n (loppu-un)/ (repale-i-ksi)
read-RAST-1SGbook-Acc (end-lllat) / (shred-PI-Transl)
‘| readthebook(to theend)/ (to shreds)’

h. Rakast-i-ntei-ta
love-Pst-1Sgou-PPart

‘I lovedyou’

I. Rakast-i-nte-i-da-t rappio-lle
love-Pst-1Sgou-PIcc ruin-Adess
‘| lovedyouinto ruin’ (Eino Leino)

(17) The NP-Partitive: NP objectswith quantitativelyindeterminat€¢unboundedjeferencg~
masgermsandbareplurals)arePartitiveragardles®f theverb.
Ets-i-n  /tapo-i-n karhu-j-a (vuode-n)
seek-Pst-1Sgkill-Pst-1Sgbear-PiPart (year-Acc)
‘| sought/ killed bearg(for ayear)’

(18) Quantitativedeterminacyor boundednesgot telicity, definitenesspr specificity)is what
counts:

a. Joulu-ksi sato-i lun-ta.
Christmas-Tranglain-Past(3Sg3nowPart

‘For Christmasijt snowed.
b. Joulu-ksi sato-i pysy-va-n lume-n.
Christmas-Trangiain-Past(3Sg3tay-PrtAcc snowAcc
‘For Christmastherefell apermanentamountof) snow
c. Aki-lla  on iso-t  silma-t.
Aki-Adesshave-3Sdig-PlAcc eyes-PAcc
‘Aki hasbig eyes’

d. Aki-lla on iso-j-a silm-i-a.
Aki-Adesshave-3Sdig-PIPart eyes-PPart
‘Aki hasbig eyes(in his possession)’

(19) The Partitive of negation: Objectsof negatedverbsare Partitive (exceptunder certain
conditionswhentheyhavecontrastivdocus).

a. E-n  tapakarhu-a/ kah-ta karhu-a/ karhu-j-a.
Not-1Sgget bearPart / two-Part bear-Part bear-PlPart
‘I won't kill the (a) bear/ (the)two beard bears’

b. E-n  tapa*karhu-n/ *kaksi karhu-a/ *karhu-t.
Not-1Sgkill bearAcc [/ two-Acc bear-Part bear-PAcc
‘I won't kill the (a) bear/ two beard thebears’
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(20) Implicit negation:

a.

b.

On-kosinu-lla kyna?

Be-Q you-AdesgencilAcc

‘Do you haveapencil?’

On-kosinu-lla kyna-a?

Be-Q you-AdesgencilPart

‘Do you havea pencil (by anychance)?’

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

(22)

(23)

a.

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

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).

. Silitin housuja: (1) “I wasironing a/the(pair of) pants”,(2) “I wasironingthe pants

(afixed number)” (VP-patrtitivity), (3) “I ironed(some)pants”(NP-patrtitivity), (4) “I
wasironing (some)pants”(both).

. En silittanyt housuja: (1) “I wasn’tironing a/the(pair of) pants”,(2) “I wasn’tiron-

ing the pants(fixed number)” (VP-partitivity), (3) “I didn’t iron (any) pants” (NP-
partitivity), (4) “I wasn’tironing (any) pants”(both), (5) “I didn’t iron a/the(pair of)
pants”,(6) “I didn'tiron the pants(fixed number)”(partitive of negation).

e How to unify the casepatterns?

e How to distinguishthe differenttypesof verbalpredicates?

e Finnishcasemarkingdepend®nthe GRADABILITY of theVP’sdenotationAn object
is Accusativef andonly if its VP hasaBOUNDED reading(Heinamaki 1984 Kiparsky
1998),i.e. denotesio gradableproperty

e Thedenotatiorof theVP depend®ntheinherentmeaningof theverbandonthenature
of its objectandadverbialmodifiers.

e Verbslike (7) areinherentlygradableyerbslike (9) areinherentlynon-gradableVerbs
like (11) arecompatiblewith bothreadingswhichis disambiguatetby the caseof the
object.

Gradablepredicates: Boundedpredicates:
Thehuntershotata bearsomemore. #Thehunterkilled abearsomemore.
Thecustometouchedhevaseslightly. #Thecustomemboughtthevaseslightly.
How muchdid you studythetheorem? #How muchdid you provethetheorem?
Fredusedthebooka bit. #Fredfinishedthebooka bit.

Mary lovedBill enormously #Mary marriedBill enormously

(24) A genericreadingconfersgradability(degreeadverbsandpartitive caseOK).
| lookedfor thekeyalot. (#)! foundthekey alot.

| expectedhis presentessthanAlice did.

(#)I gotthis presentessthanAlice did. (OK:
thiskind of present.)



(25) Puutarhuristutt-i paljontata  ruusu-a.
gardener plant-Past3Sgwuch this-Part rosePart
‘The gardeneplantedthis (kind of) rosealot.

(26) A few dimension®f gradabilityandsomeadverbialghatdiagnose¢hem:
a. Degreeof changeE.g.shortentherope (by alittle, by 50cm).

b. Degreeto whichresultstateis achievedE.g.shortentherope (to 10 metersto half its
length),cleanthekitchen(superficially thoroughly).

c. Amountof the themeargumentnvolved. E.g. seethe bear, crossthe desert(in part,
fully).
d. (Intended)durationof resultstate:E.g.lendthe book(briefly, overnight,for a month).

(Finnishhasunambiguougranslativeadverbdor this, e.g.viikoksi‘for aweek’. See
Pifon1999for the semantic®f this type of measurghrase.)

e. Durationof event(durative iterative,progressive)E.qg.kill thebear (quickly, slowly),
droptheball (repeatedlyall thetime).

(27) Hanavas-i ikkuna-a
He open-Past3Sgindow-Part
(1) ‘He openedhewindow’ (by x amount)

(2) ‘He openedhewindow’ (to x degreeof openness)

(3) ‘He openedhewindow’ (x muchof it)

(4) ‘He openedhewindow’ (for x amountof time)

(5) ‘He wasopeningthewindow’ (duringx stretchof time) [progressive]
(6) ‘He openedhewindow’ (x times)

(28) The x's can be fixed by explicit measurephrasesjnherentlexical propertiesof the predi-
cate,and/orcontextualinference(Kennedy& Levin 2001). If all arefixed, the partitiveis
excluded.

(29) Rule(23) alsocoversthe NP-partitive(sincea VP with a massnounor bareplural objectis
necessarilyinbounded).

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

2. Is Accusativecasecheckedin AspP?

(31) TheminimalistaccountBorer1998,2005,Megerdoomiar2000,vanHout 2000,Ritter and
Rosen2000,Csirmaz2002,Kratzer2002,Svenoniu2002, Thomas2003).

a. Eachstructuralcaseis checkedby an AGREE relationbetweena functionalheadand
a lexical item with matchingfeaturevalues. So, since Partitive and Accusativeare
structuralcasestheymustbe checkedoy differentfunctionalheads.

b. Accusativels checkedn AspR afunctionalprojectionwhich induceselicity.
c. Partitiveis checkedn alower projection.

(32) Resultingderivationof Han ampuikarhun‘He shotthebear’ (Accusative).
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Argument 1: A MissedGeneralization

(33) This case-checkingnechanisntan’t accountfor the NP-partitive. Sincethe NP- and VP-
partitivescan’tberelated,a generalizations lost.
Historically, the NP-Partitivearosefirst (grammaticalizedrom a ‘from’ case)andwasthengeneralizedo the
VP-Partitive. This historicalprocessvould beincomprehensiblé thetwo usesvereunrelated.

Argument 2: Asp Mismatch

(34) No syntacticevidenceor AspPor for anyraisingof Accusativeobjects(Nelson1998:147,
Kiparsky 1998).Whatis more,conjunctionfactstell againstAspP:

a. Lue-n lehde-n ja kirja-a.
read-1SgaperAcc andbookPart
‘I reada/thenewspapeanda/thebook’ [finishing the paperbut maybenot the book]
users.utu.fi/mataso/lehtoriviikko.htm
b. Potilas  voi leva-taja pala-ta tyo-hon.
patient.Nomcan-(Pastjest-Inf andreturn-Infwork-IIl
‘Althe patientis/wasableto restandreturnto work!

Thefunctionalfeaturesof a sharedpredicatemustdistributeoverall conjuncts.In (b), the
verbvoi is ambiguoudetweerPresenandPast butthe sentencéasonly two readingsnot
four. This generalizatiorwould breakdownin (a), underthe AspPtheory

Argument 3: Atelic Predicatesthat AssignAccusative

(35) Atelic predicatesvhich areboundedassignAccusativecase!



a. Omist-i-n #karhu-a #kah-takarhu-a
Own-Pst-1SdearPart / two-Part bear-Part

‘I ownedthe(a)bear/ (the)two bears’

b. Omist-i-n karhu-n/ kaksi karhu-a/ karhu-t (vuode-n)
Own-Pst-1SdearAcc / two-Acc bear-Part bear-PAcc (year-Acc)
‘I ownedthe(a) bear/ two bears thebearg(for ayear)’

Minu-llaon  sinu-t /#sinu-a.
I-Adess be-3Sgyou-Acc/ you-Part

‘I haveyou!

(36) Atelic verbsthatassignAccusativecase:omistaa,omata‘own’, sisaltaa ‘contain’, kasittaa ‘comprise’, muis-
taa ‘remember’ tietdd ‘know’ (‘savoir’), tuntea‘know’ (‘connatre’), ymniértaa ‘understand’(something),
mybntaa ‘acknowledge” katsoa‘regard,consider’,oivaltaa ‘realize’, uskoa'believe’ (something)andnona-
gentiveperceptiornverbs:nahda ‘see’, kuulla‘hear’, maistaa'taste’ (nonagentive)haistaa‘'smell’ (nonagen-
tive) huomata havaita, keksé ‘notice’, tajuta ‘be awareof’, kokea'experience’ oivaltaa, hoksata'realize’.
But agentiveperceptiorverbssuchas‘look at’, ‘listen’, ‘taste’, ‘smell’, ‘think about’assignPartitive.

Remark:Estoniarnis like Finnish,exceptthatthe counterpartef (36) assignPartitive.
(37) Cognitivegrammar
a. “It would appeathatFinnishconsidersseeing’anachievement..” (Lees2003).

b. “. ..themotivationfor the useof the Accusatives the cognitivestrategyof conceptual-
izing anin itself staticsituationvia a dynamic,in this casetelic, meaning.Thetelicity
is thusonly encountereatthelevel of subjectiveconceptualizatiomotin thereferent
situationitself” (HuumoMS).

(38) Kratzers extendedelicity: ‘own’ and‘know’ assignAccusativebecausehey satisfyMap-
ping to Eventg[if youown somethingyou own all its subparts].
e Doesnotextendto perceptiorverbs.

(39) And doesnotreallywork for ‘own’ and‘know’ either
a. Omist-i-n  se-n tunni-n
own-Past-1Sg-Acc hour-Acc
‘I ownedit for anhour’

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

c. Omist-i-n se-n melkein
own-Past-1Sg-Acc almost
‘I almostownedit.” (unambiguous)

(40) Gradabilitymakestheright distinction

Gradable: Ungradable:

Mary wantedthis copyvery much. #Mary ownedthis copyvery much.
Johnfearsthe outcomegreatly #Johnknowsthe outcomegreatly
Johnmodifiedthe passwordadically. #Johnrememberedhe passwordadically,

Thebox protectghenecklaceconsiderably ~ #Thebox containsghenecklaceconsiderably
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(41)

a. Matti lainas-i kello-a

Matti borrow-Past3SwatchPart
‘Matti borroweda/thewatch’ [temporarily]

. Matti lainas-i kello-n

Matti borrow-Past3SgvatchAcc
‘Matti borroweda/thewatch:

(42) Partitivegoesoptionally“down” into complements:

Matti koett-i muista-a nime-n  / nimea
Matti try-Pst-3Sgemember-Inhame-Sécc/ name-S@art
‘Matti triedto remembern/thename’

Argument 4: Telic Predicatesthat AssignPartitive

(43) Telic predicateswith Partitive objects: DegreeachievementgHay, Kennedy and Levin

(44)

1999).
a. Raatali lyhens-i hamet-tatunni-n)

tailor  shorten-Past3Sgkirt-Part hour-Acc
‘The/atailor shortenedhe/askirt [madeit shorter](for anhour):

. Raatli lyhens-i hamee-r(#tunni-n)

tailor  shorten-Past3Sgkirt-Acc hour-Acc
‘The/atailor shortenedhe/askirt [madeit short] (#for anhour):

. Raatli lyhens-i hamee-r(#hamet-tajnetri-n pituise-ksi(#tunni-n)

tailor  shorten-Past3Sgkirt-Acc (skirt-Part) meter-Gerlong-Transl (hour-Acc)
‘The/atailor shortenedhe/askirt to a meters length(#for anhour).

. Raatali lyhens-i hamet-tasenti-nverran(#tunni-n)

tailor  shorten-Past3Sgkirt-Part cm.-Gernby (hour-Acc)
‘The/atailor shortenedhe skirt by a centimete(#for anhour).

paansi paataan
‘his headAcc’ ‘his headPart’

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
nyoklasi ‘nodded’ 0 58

(45) Measurephrasesnakepredicatedelic, without affectingobjectcase: The VP in (43d)is

telic but hasa Partitiveobject.

(46) Couldthe measureadverbsbe outsidethe scopeof caseassignmentNo, thewhole VP is

included:predicate®f higherVPscandeterminedownstaircase.
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a. Koet-i-n (#péat-i-n)  tappa-s&arhu-a(tunni-ssa)
try-Pst-1Sgdecide-Pst-1SQill-Inf  bearPart (hour-Iness)
‘| tried (#decidedYo kill the/abear(in anhour)’

b. Paat-i-n koetta-atappa-a karhu-a
decide-Pst-1Sgy-Inf  kill-Inf-lll bearPart
‘| decidedo try to kill the/abear’

c. #Koet-i-npaata-a tappa-a karhu-a
try-Pst-1Sgdecide-Infkill-Inf-ll bearPart
‘| triedto decideto kill the/abear’

d. Koet-i-n (#paat-i-n)  lyhen&-ahamet-tametri-n pituise-ksi
try-Pst-1Sgdecide-Pst-1Sgghorten-Infskirt-Part meter-Gernong-Transl|
‘| tried (#decided}o shortertheskirt to ameterslength.

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

(47) Telicity depend®n entireVP, includingadverbs.

(48) In non-objectpositions distributionof Partitiveis deteminedy the sameconditions.Predi-
cateadjectives:

a. Tama  viini 0-n paras
Thiss-Nom wine-Nom be-3SghestNom
‘This wineis thebest’

b. Tama viini 0-n paras-ta
This-Nom wine-Nom be-3SghestPart
‘This wine is of the best(the bestkind)’

c. Nama mansika-t o-vatkesa-n ensimnaise-t
TheseNomPI strawberriedNomP| be-3PIsummer-Geffirst-NomPI

‘Thesestrawberriesarethe seasors first’

d. Nama mansika-t o-vatkesa-n ensimnais-i-a
TheseNomPI strawberriedNomP| be-3PIsummer-Gelffirst-PartPI
‘Thesestrawberriearesomeof (among)theseasors first’

Argument 5: Coercionshowsthat patrtitive is interpretable

(49) a. Tapo-i-n juuri karhu-a.
kill-Pst1Sgjust bearPart
‘I wasjustkilling thebear

b. Matti ost-i (uuri) auto-a, (kun...)
Matti buy-Pst3Sdjust) car-SdPart, (when...)

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

(50) a. #Matti voitt-i kilpajuoksu-a.
Matti  win-Past3SgacePart
‘Matti waswinning therace.
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b. Matti ol-i voitta-ma-ss&ilpajuoksu-a.
Matti was win-Prtcpl-InessacePart
‘Matti waswinningtherace’.

(51) Conclusions

a. No phrasestructuraldifferencebetweenPartitiveand Accusativeobjects,so correctly
predictthattheyhaveidenticalsyntacticproperties.

b. Explainswhy sentencewith Accusativeobjectsareaspectuallyunambiguousut sen-
tenceswith Partitive objectsare aspectuallyambiguougjust to the extentallowedby

(28)).
c. Predictsobservedlissociatiorbetweertelicity andobjectcase.Unboundedelic pred-
icateshavePartitiveobjects boundedatelic predicatehaveAccusativeobjects.

d. Explainswhy quantitativedeterminacy(ratherthan definitenesr specificity)is the
relevantfactorfor the NP-partitive.

e. Long-distancesffectsby casecheckingat VP level:
[VIV NP]ve]ve

f. A VP’saspectuapropertiecanbedeterminedy anyelementn the VP (andnotjust
by its objects),so e.g. predicativeadjectivesare subjectto the samecaseconstraints.
Also, relatedconstraintsapplyin otherphrasaldomaingquantifiersystem).

g. Thesimplerelationshipbetweenovert morphosyntaxandfunctionalcategoriesn (1)
canbemaintained.
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