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This talk argues that a Hungarian nominal head hae a (phonetically not empty) complement
zone containing arguments of this head, including possessor (a distinguished argument in
Hungarian seeing that it shows agreement in peaaadmumber with the head (Lehmann 1988)).

1. Approaches to N-complement

1.1 The Argument (Inheritance) Principle

Let our starting point be Broekhuis et al.'s (20p2ge x) standpoint concerning the Dutch DP,
formulated in (1a) belowSoD: "Although this is often less conspicuous withuns, adjectives and
prepositions, it is possible to describe exampiles (1b) ... [as follows]. The phrases betweenigiita
brackets can be seen as predicates that are pgestimfathe noun phraskan which we may therefore call
their logical SUBJECT (...). Furthermore, ... the noumiend may combine with a PP-complement that
explicates with whom thesuBJECT Jan is in a relation of friendship..." As (1c) showswever, the
"canonical” Hungarian generative literatugtr(ikturalis..) accepts no postnominal complement domain.

(1) a. pp...D ... kp... Ni]]
b. Jan is [een vriendan Petef

Janis a friend of Peter
C. [pp... D[wr(DP) ... N]]]: the DP structure in Szabolcsi&dzko (1992:291, (6))

1 We are grateful to OTKA NK 100804 ("Atfogd"/"CGR'Hor their financial support.



1.2 The complement of N in Hungarian: is there aingll?

I. No complement. - (1c) (Szabolcsi&Laczkd 1992). The reason lieshi@ practice of using the focus
construction in Hungarian asGonstituency Teg6oD1121) - (4).

1. Yes (in "deep str.")& No (in "surface str.J E. Kiss (1998:86, (54))bp NP, D [oreane N+ Hj ]
NP: obligatorily moving "long" possessor (2)

(2) « Constraint on Case assignment (E. Kiss 1998:77)
a. The case marker of an NP appears on the migjet ef this NP.
b. The case marker cliticizes on the head of tRgdt, in the case of an empty head, it cliticiaeghe
constituent preceding the head).

lll. Yes. Alberti&Medve (2002/2005:141-142, and Chapter .. D [wp ... [v N 111

(3) « Argument (Inheritance) Principle:
a. Lexical-semantic (and conceptual (Laczké 2068)uments of heads appear in X' (as sisters of X)
b. They can remaim situ (under certain circumstances).

~ tension between (3b)+(XP=NP) and (2) (3b)+(XP=NP) is typically not preferred.20131009

— but its status depends on an intricate cooperafionany factors almost totally ignored in thengture

— certain constellations of these factors makeH3H=NP) acceptable / optimal

— whilst, typically, only "simpler" constellatiorse considered in the literature — editors hatg kentences... ;)
— a (3b)-type word order can often be accountethyaetaining (2) — with the aid of movement

2 E. Kiss (1998:85-86): "A birtokos szetepsvitményt a kiindul6 szerkezetben &vitmények szokasos helyén: az alaptag mogott, aresakéreként
vesszik fel. A [...] esetadas-megszoritas azonbatPaben nem engedélyeéuitményt az alaptag mogott; kdvetkezésképp a hibkopikszeien,
az NP élére kell vinnlink, és énkeves kifejezés egészét magaban foglaléo DP katduizrikell csatolnunk."
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1.3 The Focus Test

(4) « The application of Focus Test to the Hungarian NP

a. *[ A kalapja Péter] veszettel. ai®acsi & Laczko 1992:190, (10a-b))
the hat.Poss.3Sg Péter lost away

intended meaning: 'lt is Peter's hat that has hmstn

a.*[A kalapja  Péternel].sveszett el.
the hat?0ss3Sg Peter.Dat lost away

intended meaning: ‘It is Peter's hat that has hest.'

b.PMinket [a vita Péterrel]farasztottel gme. (Bartos 2000:689-692)
we.Acc the debate Péter.Ins exhausted awamsth
'It is the debate with Peter that has exhaustes usuch.’

b'.*Mi[a vitdol Péterrel] /J[a vita Péterrdlt vagyunk ennyire faradtak.
we the debatébl Péter.Ins /the debate Péter.Ins.Abl be.1PIso_much tired.PI

"It is the debate with Peter that has made ugead.ti

— Approach I. uses the focus construction in Huiagaas aonstituency tegiSoD 2012:1121)

— but the focus construction is not suitable fos thsk:
it refuses any sort of "right branching" from tiead (5)

— NB. Bartos (2000) observes (mentions) that thenptic weight of the case marker of the N headnts
cf. (4b)~(4b")



(5) « The application of Focus Test to right branchihgagses

Subordinate Clause in a DP: [... N CP]
a. Ki hivottmeg? *{Az a lany, akivel tegnap talalkoztunklvdti meg.
who invited Perf that the girl  whalpesterday met.1PI invited perf
a'. Ki hivott meg?{Az a lany] hivott meg, akivel tegnap thtadtunk.
who invited perf that the girl invitpérf who.Ins yesterday met.1PI
'Who has invited you?' 'The one who has invitedis the girl we met yesterday.'

AdvP: [... Ady, DP]

b. Hogy talaltdk meg Pétert2Berigva a bortdl] talaltdk meg.
how found.3PI perf Péter.Acc drunk tme.Abl found.3PI perf
b'. Hogy talaltak meg Pétert?A bortdl beragva] talaltdk meg.
how found.3PI perf Péter.Acc the wine.Ablk found.3PI perf

'How was Péter found? He was found drunk from threew

InfP: [ ... Inf, DP]
c. Mi célbdl mentél at Boglarra? Ataszni a Balatont] mentem at gBora.
what aim.Ela went.2Sg across Boglar.Sub  mswcross.Inf the Balaton.Acc went.1Sg acrogg@dub
c'. Mi célbol mentél at Boglarra?y Balatont  atuszni] mentem at Bod.

what aim.Ela went.2Sg across Boglar.Sub Bh&aton.Acc swim_across.Inf went.1Sg acrossgl&.Sub
'Why did you go over to Boglar? | went over to Baogh order to swim across Lake Balaton'
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1.4 When the "ill-formed" is quite well-formed (aoding to the literature)...

In spite of their Approach I., Szabolcsi & LaczKiP92: 257-258) accept many examples which seem to
support Approach Il (6-8). Moreover, they begamteestigate the factors of their acceptability.

— argument > adjunct

(6) * Arguments / adjuncts after the N head

a. Janos megérkezése Pestidéariaval ma is beszédtéma.
Janos arrival.P0ss.3Sg Pest.Sub / Méria.Ins ytatda topic

‘Janos's arrival in Pest / with Méaria is still & tapic.'

b. A filk talalkozésa MariavalPesten ma is beszédtéma.
the boy.Pl meeting.Poss.3Sg Méaria.Ins/ Pestt8day also topic
‘The boys' meeting with Maria / in Pest is stili@ topic.'

— lighter N-case (best: Nominative) - weight @fuament-case > weight of N-case

(7) = Comparison of the case marker of the N head \wdhaf its argument
a. Sokat gondolkodtam [a biztonsagi embessizéeskivés@r a kiraly ellen].
a_lot.Acc thought.1Sg the security peopleonspiracy.Poss.3Sg.Del the king against
'l have been thinking a lot about the conspiracthefsecurity staff against the king.'

b.’Sokat  gondolkodtam [Maria talalkozasarél Péterrel]
a_lot.Acc thought.1Sg Maria meeting.Pd3g.Bel Péter.Ins

'l have been thinking a lot about Maria's meetiritip R éter.'



c. “Sokan érdekidtek [Méria taldlkozasa Gkl Péterrel].
many interested_in.Past.3Pl Maria meeting.B8gsabout Péter.Ins

'‘Many were interested in Maria's meeting with Péter

d. ’Sokan érdekidtek [a biztonsagi emberek osszeesldivésebl a kiraly ellen].
many interested_in.Past.3P| the security opfee  conspiracy.Poss.3Sg about the kingainay
'‘Many were interested in the conspiracy of the sgcstaff against the king.'

— Szabolcsi & Laczko (1992:264, (13_@ (8f) is preferred

(8) « Preferred version with a constituent after thedsddin Szabolcsi and Laczkd's (1992:265) chapter
a. *az este  hatkor val6 Méariaval vald talalkozas
the eveningat_six be.PresPrt Maria.Ins bsMtemeeting
b. *a Mariaval val6 este  hatkor val6 talalkozas
the Maria.Ins be.PresPrt evening at_six resPt meeting
c. *a Mariaval este  hatkor val6 tal&die
the Méria.Ins evening at_six be.PresPrt mgetin

d. ‘az este hatkor Mériaval valo talalkozas
the eveningat_six Maria.lns be.PresPrt mgeti

e.‘a Mariaval valo talalkozas este hatkor
the Méria.Ins be.PresPrt meeting evenihgia

f. az este hatkor vald talalkozas lehal
the evening at_six  be.PresPrt meeting  alas
'the meeting with Méria at 18.00'
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2. Further potential tests concerning the constituat status of NPs with non-empty complements
2.1 Right Periphery
— problem: not necessarily one constituent — compitgsnean be extracted to V' (Approach II):
[ve... V..DP ..§p...NO...0;...] ...DR...DR...]

— E. Kiss' (1998) VP-contraction: The complement ihie verb takes every constituent that
(originally/semantically) belongs to the complemehany constituent in its complement. But...

(9) « "Behaghel Test" on the constituent status of mbuases with non-empty N-complements (c.f. E. RG39)
a. Elmondattad véglil Approach il + Behaghel- “sentence
[a két kis cserfes hodnéeAsarhelyi unokahugoddal]

[a gyerekkorunkbdl ismert tréfas kis vérse Moricztol a harom dihos tehéh?
recite.Caus.Past.DefObj.2Sg finally

the two little talky HoOdmeéwasarhely.Adj niece.Poss.2Sg.Ins

the childhood.Poss.1PI.Ela known funny littleepoAcc Moricz.Abl the three angry cow.Del

'Did you finally make your two little talkative rées from Hodmea/aséarhely recite the funny little
poem, known from our childhood, from Méricz abdug three angry cows?'

“sentence + Approach . Behaghel Approach Il + Behaghel “sentence
b. Elmondattad végil c.”’Elmondattad végill
[a két kis cserfes hddmiaAsarhelyi unokahugoddal] [Méricztdl]
[a gyerekkorunkbdl ismert tréfas kis verset] [a harom tehéhr
[Méricztol] [a gyerekkorunkbdhisrt tréfés kis verset]

[a harom dihds tehéii}? [a két kis cserfes hodmAséarhelyi unokahugoddal]?



2.2. Noun phrases in short answers

(10) Test concerning right branching NPs relying onrshoswers?

Melyik verset mondod el?

which poem.Acc tell.DefObj.2Sg away
Azt a tréfas kis gyerekversetmendem——el  Moricztol a kilonbazszini tehenekdl.

that.Acc the funny little nursery_rhyme.Acc-28fObj1Sgaway Mdricz.Abl the different  colored cow.PéD

‘Which poem will you recite?
Hwillrecitethat funny little nursery rhyme from Moéricz abdhe differently colored cows.'

— problem: it is not easy to refuse that the stimecof the short answer is the elliptical variahthat of the
(mirror) focus construction of the correspondingptete answer (see also Liptak (2011):

[ [op - NO O nli MAF [v Or..0;...]... DRDPyy ... |

2.3. Answers without Focus

- Let us rely the Hungarian constituency tesaaoswerq - potentially one constituent)

that arecompletesentences-{ more explicit structure)

but contaimo focug(see 1.3)
— non-exhaustive "For example,..." answers (cortamtrastive topics)



3. Factors which might influence the judgment on non phrases with non-empty complements
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3.1 The weight of the case on the N head

Table1: Dependence on the weight of the inflection of@iN test sentences available hérggua...@..)

I: [N POSOBL] [I: [N Pos oBl] lll: [N oBL POS] IV: [N oBL POY
: v’ (11a) v v v
-t ACcC v v (?) 2
-N SUP (?) (11b) (?) ? ?? (11c)
OBL 2 ?? ?7?
Pk ??

(11)> Dependence on the weight of the inflection on Xdmples out of 20)

a.

Mi  bosszant?

what annoy.3Sg

Na példaul [az &tetes egyeztetés nélkilimeghivasa a hugodnak
arra az éjfélig tart6 koncertred, amagyon bosszant.

well for_instance the previous agreement withdj invitation.P0ss.3Sg the sister.Poss.2Sg.Dat
that.Sub the midnight.Ter lasting concert.Sihlat very annoy.3Sg

‘What annoys you? Well for instance, as for yosiesis invitation to that concert lasting until
midnight, without any previous agreemehgt annoys me very much.'

9



b. Min csodéalkozol?
what.Sup surpised_at.2Sg
?Na példaul [az 8Eetes egyeztetés nélkilli meghivasa a hugodnak
arra  az éjféelig tartd6 koncertrelpaz nagyon csodalkozom.
well for_instance the previous agreement with&d) invitation.Poss.3Sg.Sup the sister.PogsR&
that.Sub the midnight.Ter lasting concert.Sthiat.Sup very surprised_at.1Sg
'‘What are you surprised at? Well for instance paydur sister's invitation to that concert lasting

until midnight, without any previous agreementim @ery surprised dhat.'

c. Min csodalkozol?
what.Sup surpised_at.2Sg
"Na példaul  [a meghivasa a koncertre a hagodnak], azaragyon csodalkozom.
well for_instance the invitation.Poss.3Sg.Sup dbwecert.Sub the sister.Poss.2Sg.Dat that.Syp vesurprised _at.1Sg

'‘What are you surprised at? Well for instance paydur sister's invitation to the concert, | aenyw
surprised athat'

d. Mi  miatt vagy duhos?
what because_of be.2Sg angry
*Na példaul [ameghivasa  miatt a koncertre a huagodnak], amiatt naglidmos vagyok.
well for_instance the invitation.Poss.3Sg beeaok the concert.Sub the sister.Poss.2Sg.Datidecaf very angry am

intended meaning: 'What are you angry about? Wellistance, as for your sister's invitation to the
concert, | am very angry abatmiat'
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3.2 Phonetic balance
— relevant factors: e.g.

b)

(12)> The balance of weight within NP (‘What are yowrasted in nowadays?’)
a. 'Na példaul [a versei irant  Adynak a halalrdl], azokit&gyre jobban érdeidom.
well for_instance thepoem.Poss.3Sg.Plowards Ady.Dat the death.Del that.Pl towards evare interested_in.1Sg
intended meaning: 'Well for instance, as for Agigems about Death, | am getting more and more

interested irthose'

b. °Na példaul [az utolso évéib szarmaz0, mostanaban nefisgevalo
versei irant  Adynak a halalrél], azokant egyre jobban érdéklom.
well for_instance the last year.Po0ss.3Sg.Bl.&dming_from nowadays popular.TrE becoming
poem.Poss.3Sg.Ptowards Ady.Dat the death.Del that.Pl towardsver more interested_in.1Sg

‘Well for instance, as for Ady's poems from hig lgsars about Death which nowadays are
becoming more and more popular, | am getting modemore interested ithose’

c. "Na példaul [Adynak az utolso évéib szarmaz6, mostanaban néfisEevalo,
a halalrél szol6  versei irant], azok irant egyreban érdelddom.

well for_instance Ady.Dat the last year.PoSg.Bl.Ela coming_from nowadays populdt.becoming
the death.Del concerningoem.Poss.3Sg.Ptowards that.PI towards ever more intecksn.1Sg

‘Well for instance, as for Ady's poems from hig lgmsars about Death which nowadays are
becoming more and more popular, | am getting modemore interested ithose’



4. A challenge to Approach Ill: Anaphora

4.1 Pronoun or Anaphor?

Suppose andp corefer, and P lexically-semantically belongs to N
Approach I (and 1I?): b ...V ...DP" ... [pp ... N] ...DP"? ... ] . DPP anaphor
Approach IlI: [p...V..DP" .. [pp..N..DP".]..] . DP®pronoun

(13)* Picturetype examples> Argument for Approach I?

a. Azids mivés? készitett/festett egy képet  *f6ld magardl.
the elderly artist made/painted.3Sg a tup&cAcc Del.3Sg / himself.Del

‘The elderly artist made / painted a picture ofdein’

b. Azid®s mivésZ mutatott  egy régi képet  *rBld magardi.
the elderly artist showed.3Sg an old ctye.Acc Del.3Sg/ himself.Del
‘The elderly artist showed an old picture of hirhsel

Approach 1? {p ...V ...DP® ... [op ... N PRO...DPP..] ...];
— (13a)y, the Creator, necessarily coincides vatidue to the semantics of V-
— but (13b)??2 yis a "Re-Creator" / "Pseudo-Creator" (pCr) (selgamtplanation)
— that is, 'show' patterns with 'make'/'paint'
— analogyegérkezik'arrive' patterns withalakul ‘form' (Szabolcsi 1986):

(14c) Alakult / Erkezett egy / *a korusDefiniteness Effect
formed / arrived a [/ the choir
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4.2 Two Factors (out of five): Movement (M) and &g Creators (ECr)

Suppose andp corefery is a different Creator, aridP® lexically-semantically belongs to N
Approach I: {p...V..DP* ... pp...DP'N] ..DP*...1 - DP""constantly" anaphor, indep. [8f M BBECr ???
Approach lll: [jp ... V ...DP” ... [pp ... NDPY...DPF...] ...] = ECr — DP"pronoun; M- see Note below

(15) < Implicit or explicit "creator"(Note: Pseudo-Creator is "far" (a-b) from its soang/ “close" to it (c))
a. Mit mutatott neked azdsl mivészAM)
what showed.3Sg Dat.2Sg the elderly artist
Na példaul azt a régiképet’16lad’/Pmagardl, azt csak nagyon vonakodva mutatta meg.
well for_instance that.Acc the old picture cADel.3Sg/himself.Del that.Acc only very hesétadv showed.DefObj.3Sg perf
'‘What did the elderly artist show you? Well fortarsce, as for that old picture of him, he was uinvglto
show that.'

b. Mit mutatott neked azdsl niivészANIRECH
what showed.3Sg Dat.2Sg the elderly artist
Na példaul azt a régiképedet rold/“magardi, azt csak nagyon vonakodva mutatta ~ meg.
well for_instance that.Acc the old picture.P2Sg Del.3Sg/himself.Del that.Acc only very iat.Adv showed.DefObj.3Sg perf
'‘What did the elderly artist show you? Well fortarxce, as for your old picture of him, he was ulmyglto show
that.'



c. Megmutatta neked az 6& mivész a képeimet a csaladtagja(MIPECK)
showed.Past.3Sg Dat.2Sg the elderly artisthe picture.Poss.Pl.1Sg.Acc the family _merflomss.3Sg.Pl.Del

Csaka feleségélr  /*rold / Pmagardt mutatta mega képedet.

only the wife.Poss.3Sg.Del / Del.3Sg/himself.Bleowed.DefObj.3Sg perf the picture.P0ss.2Sg

'Did the elderly artist show you my pictures of family members? The only picture of yours that he
showed me was of his wife / himself.'

4.3 Two further factors: the (semantic) nature aiid V

Approach I: {p ...V ..DP* ... [pp... N] ...DP? ...] — DP"anaphor, independently of N and V???

Approach lll: [ ... V ...DP® ... [pp ... N ...DP"..] ...] - DPPpronoun or anaphor, dep. on both N and V
Explanation based on the Pseudo-Creator Hyp baleev

(16) e« The impact of the choice of the N head
a. Azidbs miivésZ mutatott egy rédiépet  *rold/ magardt.
the elderly artist showed.3Sgan ghicture.AccDel.3Sg/ himself.Del
‘The elderly artist showed an old picture of hirhsel

b. Az ids mivésZ mutatott egy régnterjit  “vel€’ /*magaval.
the elderly artist showed an oldterview.AcclIns.3Sg / himself.Ins

intended meaning: 'The elderly artist showed anrdaktview made with him.'

~ ‘interview’ is "more event-like" than ‘picture'not accept a pCr ("proposed" by V) instead afits Creator
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(17) « The impact of the choice of the matrix V

a. Az idbs miivésZ nem tudtanegmutatniazt a régiképet *T6ld / ‘magardt.
the elderly artist not could show.Inf that the old picture.Acc Del.3Sg/ him&ad.
‘The elderly artist could not show that old pictafdimself.'

b. Az idss mivésZ nem tudta megbocsataniazt a régi képetrdla / *magardf.
the elderly artist not could forgive.Inf that the old picture.Acc Del.3Sg/ hirhgel

‘The elderly artist could not forgive me that oldtpre of him.'

4.4 The fifth factor: the grammatical function bétbinder

Approach I: {p ... V ...DP% ornom - [op ... N] ...DP® ... 1 — DPPanaphor???

Approach lll: [jp ... V ...DP%coce ... [op ... NPRO...DP?..]..] - DPPpronoun
Explanation based on the Pseudo-Creator

15

pC



(18)* The binder in an object position

a. Mi zaklatta fel azt azogl szinészt?
what upset.DefObj.3Sg up that the elderlyraétcc
Na példaul az a régikép F[ola/*magarof, az  nagyon felzaklatta.
well for_instance that the old picture Del.38gnself.Del that very upset.DefObj.3Sg
'‘What upset that elderly actor? Well for instaraefor your old picture of him, that upset him very
much.’

b. Azids szinésZtnagyon felzaklatta az a régiképrold /*magardf.
the elderly actor.Acc very upset.DefObj.38gtt the old picture Del.3Sg/ himself.Del
"Your old picture of him upset the elderly artistry much.'

c. Mari mindig 6ssze akar veszejtemgaan veled azokkal a régi képekkel
*magamrol/rélam/ *magadrélirélad/’magardlf réla/ *magunkrdly, /“magunkrdhe, /rolunke, /rolunkng.
Mari always together want.3Sg quarrel me Ins.2Sg that.Pl.Ins the old picture.Pl.Ins
myself.Del / Del.1Sg/yourself.Del/ Del.2Sg /$edf.Del / Del.3Sg/ ourselves.Del / ourselveDel.1Pl / Del.1PI

‘Mari always wants me to have a quarrel with yomgishose pictures of myself / me / yourself / you
herself / her / ourselves / us.'

5. Summary

Approach Ill: accounts for the intricate data;
Approach I-1I: they ought to account for much data
As for Case Constraint: vacuous in caseless lajegjand otherwise
satisfied language-dependently / partiallyfatresearch)
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Proposed Constituency Test in Hungarian: completeexhaustive answer (with contrastive topic)
Further research: DP-internal information structfrarguments?
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