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1. Introduction: ‘double definiteness’

The so-called double definiteness’ inScandinavian, which igound in
Norwegian, Swedish, and Faroesdllistrated bythe Norwegianexamples
in (1). As we see in (1a) ar{db), adefinite nominalphrase thatontains no
adjective or nuraral has a dfixed article but no prenominal determiner.
But if there areadjectives or nuerals in adefinite nominal phrase, the
suffixed articleco-occurs with gprenominaldeterminer.This phenomenon,
shown in (1c), (1d), and (1e), is the ‘double definiteness’.

(1) Norwegian

a. skjorta b. skjort-ene
shirt-DEF.FEM.SG shirt-PL-DEF.PL
‘the shirt’ ‘the shirts’

c. de-n gul-e skjort-a

DEF-SG yelloww shirt-DEF.FEM.SG
‘the yellow shirt’

d. de-i gul-e skjort-ene
DEF-PL yellowWw shirt-PL-DEF.PL
‘the yellow shirts’

e. de-i to (gul-e) skjort-ene
DEF-PL two yelloww shirt-PL-DEF.PL
‘the two (yellow) shirts’

2. Longobardi (2001) on the denotation of DPs

To explain thisphenomenon, | il start bypointing to Longobardi 2001).

In this paper, Longobardi notes that there tavo waysin which a nominal

argument can bessigned adenotation:either the nominal itself refers
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directly, or elsethe denotatiorarisesthrough aquantificationalstructure,
where thenominal is connected to avariable which isbound by an
existential or generic operator.

In the lattercase,the DP mayalways beintroduced by arempty D-
projection. This is illustrated bghe Italian examples in(2). (2a) sows a DP
that isinserted inan exstertial environment, and (2b)hews aDP that is
inserted in a generic environment. In either case, D is empty.

(2) Italian
a. [ppe Elefanti di colorebianci] hanno creatoin passato
elephants ofcolour white have created in past
grande curiosita.
great curiosity
‘White coloured elephants raised a lot of curiosity in the past.’

b. [ppe Cani da guardia di grosse diansoni] sono piu efficienti.
dogs ofguard ofgreat dimensions are more efficient
‘Watch dogs of large size are more efficient.’

However, when thenominal itself refers directly, Italian and other
Romance dnguagesrequire the DBnode to havephonologically overt
material in it. For example, proper names either appear with a determiner, as
in (3a), or else mve hemselves td, asin (3b). Leaving D empty, as in
(3c), is out.

(3) Italian
a. [pp L antica Roma] (fu distruttaai barbari ).
the ancient Rome wasestoyedby.thebarbarians

b. [pp Roma antica komd(fu distruttadai  barbari ).
Rome ancient wagslestoyedby.thebarbarians

c. *[pp e Antica Roma] (fu distrutta dai barbari).

Similarly, in Italian a DPHat functionsas akind namemust have dilled D-
position, as (4) demonstrates.

(4) Italian
[op *(Gli) elefanti di colorebianco] soncestinti.
the elephants ofcolour white are extinct
‘White coloured elephants are extinct.’
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In Germanic, onthe otherhand, kind namesallow the D-position to be
empty. Thus, in all Germanic languages we find examples parallel to (5).

(5) English
[op € White elephants] have become extinct.

With proper names,the situation is a bit mare complicated.While (6) is
acceptable irfenglish, itscounterparts in otheGermanic dnguages require
an overt determiner, as in the Norwegian example in (7).

(6) English
[op € Ancient Rome] was destroyed by the barbarians.

(7) Norwegian
[op*(Det) gam-e Roma] varpydelagt av barbar-a-ne.
the oldbEF Roma was desiyed by barbarian-PL-DEF
‘Ancient Rome was destroyed by the barbarians.’

The obligatoriness othe determiner if(7) apparently has to do with the
restrictiveness othe adjective. If a poper name cobines with a non-
restrictive adjective, D can be empty even in Norwegian, as (8) shows.

(8) Norwegian
[op € Gam-e  Anna]  sette seg.
old-DEF Anna sat REFL
‘Old Anna sat down.’

Constructiondike (8) arenot possible inltalian (cf. Longobardi1994).
Accordingto Longobardi(2001), thiscontrast has to dwith the syntactic
function of empty D-nodes. In languagekke Italian, an empty D-node
always implies a quantificational structuasd itfollows that incasesvhere
the nominal refersdirectly, as poper names an#tind namesdo, the D-
position must be filled. In Germanic, by contrast,eampty Dnode does not
necessarily impgl a quantificationalstructure, andaccordingly, referential
expressionsuch as mper names an&ind namesmay appeamwith an
empty D-node.

2 Colloquial German and many dialects of Mainland Scandinavian use a determiner with
person names, though. Thus, the contrast between Romance and Germanic is not as clear-
cut as Longobardi (2001) seems to suggest. However, | will not deal with the variation
within Germanic here.
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Longobardiattributesthis difference tahe strength of D. Hsuggests
that thereferential properties of D are ak in Germami but strong in
Romance. Becausef this, Gemanic DPs can have @&ferential reading
even if the D-position is not associatedwith overt naterial, while in
Romance, refentiality requiresthat the referringexpression isvisibly
associatedvith D. What | wil show here is that theo-called‘double
definiteness’ in Scandinaviancan be taken toessentially corroborate
Longobardi’'s analysis of Germanic.

3. The syntactic structure of the DP

The syntacticstructure that would ascribe toDPs is shown ir(9). Every
projection that is inclided here has been proposed by othése e.g.
Duffield 1996, Chque1996,Vangsnesl999,Zamparelli2000),and | think
they can all be motivated, although | will not go into details here.

As we see, | assume that on toghed NP there i@ Num(ber)Pand an
nP. Then follow one or more projections that have adjectival phrases in their
Spec (see the discussion insection 6). lhave chosen to ternmhese
projectionsaP. Above theaP projections isthe projection that hosts
cardinal nunerals and other wealquantifiers (cf. Duffield 1996, Cinque
1996, Vangsned 999, Zamparelli2000). To avoicconfusionwith NumP, |
have termed this projection CardP. Finally, on top of Cardfndehe DP-
projection.

9) DP
/\
DP
/\
D CardP
/\
CardP
/\
Card aP
/\
AP aP
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As for the suffixed definitarticle in Scandinaviant, hasbeensuggested
earlier by several researchers thas generated in a head whi@hseparate
from N (see Taraldsef©990, Kester 1993, Santelmah®93, Sandstrom &
Holmberg 1994, and thanalysis of ¢elandic in Vangsned999). My
proposal isthat in the varieties ofScandinavianthat have double
definitenessthat is Norwegian,Swedish,and Faroesethe stfixed definite
article is generated im and the number markers that arffised to nouns
are generated in Nufn.

| will also assume that N alwaysoves to the Num anal heads overtly
in all varieties ofScandinavia. With the number marker in Num and a
definite marker inn, we then get the orderaNn+Number+Definiteywhich
Is illustrated in (10). Inaddition, thisexamplereflects the order of the
projections abovaP.

(10)Swedish
de tvd rod-a bil-ar-na
DEF.PL two red-Wcar-PL-DEF.PL
‘the two red cars’

Movement of N ton explainswhy possessors armften postnominal in
their surface order, although they are probably generated in a Spec above N
(see e.g. Taraldseh990, Ritter 1991, Cnque 1996, \angsnes 1999).
Consider the construction in (11).

(11)Norwegian
de-n ny-e forsta-ing-a hennar av seg sjglv
DEF-SGnewW understand-ingeEF.FEM.SG her ofREFL self
‘her new understanding of herself’

Here the noun, which has affsted article, precedests argumentsj.e. the
possessor/subjeeind the PRobject. If theta roles arassignedocally, we
would assuméhe arguments to be generateside NP. Also notethat the
possessor/subjecan bindthe object. This would follow if the possessor is
located in Spec-NRwyhile the object is(inside)the complerant of N. The

*To my knowledge, a NumP was first proposed by Ritter (1991), and similarly named
projections have later been posited by many researchers in the field. However, in all the
analyses in question the DP is much less articulate than what | take it to be, and because of
this, it is unclear, in each particular case, whether the proposed NumP corresponds to my
NumP or to my CardP.

* | take this movement to be a nominal parallel to the obligatory movement of V to
(Chomsky 1995), hence the temfor the head that N moves to.
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order Noun—Possessor—Complement then suggests that the noun has moved
acrossthe possessoout of the minimal NP. Still, the nounfollows the
adjectiveand theprenominaldeterminer.This siowsthat the noun has not
moved to D; rather, it is the prenominal determiner that occupies D.

We must concludethat there is aahding sitefor the nominal head
above the minimal NP but belole adjective. Myproposais therefore that
the syntactic structure of (11) is as shown in (12).

(12) DP
/
D aP
den — ™~
AP aP
nye — -
a nP
/\
n NumP
T N
Num n tNum NP
T -a T
N Num hennar NP
forstaing TN
tn PP

av seqg sjalv

The configuration in (12), with N raisedpis a stage in theerivation
of all nominal phrases in Scandinaviansiimecases, it ighe final stage. In
other cases, additional movement operations take place.

4. The D-projection

Concerning D, | assuméhat D has anunvalued feature lefinite], in
addition to unvalued phi-featureand thatthese featuresust be valed by
agreementvith an elementhat has valed feature¢cf. Chomsky1999). If
we considerthe structures irf9) and (12), we seethat it is reasnable to
assume that number features are generated in Nurdedindenesdeatures

>1f no adjective or numeral is present, there is no prenominal determiner either—see (i).

(i) forsta-ing-a hennarav seg sjalv
understandng-DEF.FEM.SG her  of REFL self
‘her understanding of herself’

On my analysis, this construction involves movememiofo Spec-DP, just like
corresponding DPs without possessors—see section 6. In other words, a postnominal
possessor has no syntactic effects outsiaé of
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in n. Person and gendiratures ar@resumablysupplied bythe nounitself.
But after movement of N to Num amgthe features that arelevant for D
are all contained inthe complexn head. Hence, ithe siccessfuderivation
there wll be an ageement relation between D amd But importantly, |
assumehat this ageement does not requim@/ert movement; it can be
established with D andlin their base positions (cf. Chomsky 1998, 1999).

Given the structure of DP that | amssuming,Longobardi’sinsights
concerning GermaaiDPs carbe formulatedas follows. When aP refers
directly, sothat thereference ofaP equalsthe referencef the DP as a
whole, the D-projectioncan bephonologically emty. TheD-projection can
also beempty when the DHnvolves a variablethat is existentially or
generically bound by an operator. But whenever the DP referspecdied
subset othe set ofentities inthe extension othe aP, the reference of the
DP depends on D, antlecause othis, D must be made isible, which
means that there must be overt material inDi@ojection,that s, either in
D itself or in Spec-DP.

More precisely, my proposal isthat what is required is that the
definitenesdeature of D has #cal phonological realig#on, i.e. either in D
or in Spec-DP. Inaddition, the highest projection othe nominal phrase
must have aominal categoryeature.This requiremenshouldprobably be
connected to th@roposalmade in Baker (t@ppear), according tavhich
nouns arecharacterised by having referential index. Irother words, the
only lexical categoryassociatedvith referentiality isthe nominal caggory.
Given this, it £ems reasonable to assuthat thenominal phrase as a
whole, i.e. the highest projectionmust have anominalfeature if the phrase
Is to have a specified reference.

5. Indefinite nominal phrases

5.1 Indefinite singular nominal phrases

Let us nowconsiderindefinite singular nominalphrases in thdanguages
underdiscussion. Irsuch phrased) getsits features valuedby agreement
with n, asusual. As aesult, Dandn share a set deatures. ldwever, the
indefinite n headitself has nophonological realisation theselanguages.
Instead,the featuresshared by D ana in indefinite singular DPs with a
non-massreading arerealised phonologically by eans of anindefinite

determinerinserted in D—se€13a). Arguably, the indefinite determiner is
nominal, and it gives the [-definite] feature of D alocal phonological
realisation. Accordingly, ith anindefinite determiner in Dthe reference of
the DP is restricted to one member of the set denotedPby
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(13)Norwegian
a. ei-t hus
INDEF-NEUT.SG house
‘a house’
b. eit gul-t hus

INDEF-NEUT.SG YyellowNEUT.SG house
‘a yellow house’

If an adjective or a nueral is added to theéerivation, thishas no
consequence®r the noun and thdeterminers. \Wen ana head or Card
head is merged ovanP, this head hagdefinitenessand phi-featuresthat
come to agree with those fin the next step, af\P is merged in SpeaP
and/or a numeral imerged inSpec-CardP. The feature$ the AP and of
the numeral W then agreavith those ofa and Cardyespectively Finally,
D is merged, hags featuresvalued,and getsspelledout by theindefinite
determiner. The result will be as in (13b).

5.2 Indefinite plural nominal phrases

Indefinite plural nominalphrases andingular massominal phrasesoften
appear without a determiner. In these cases, Ditgdeatures valued in the
usual nanner, but theskeatures daot get alocal phonological ealisation.
Hence,the referencef the DPrelative tothe set denoted bgP is not
specified by D. EitheoP refersdirectly, as isthe casewhen aP is a kind
name, as in (14a), or elsehe referenceof the DP isdetermined by an
operator binding a variable. Anexample ofthis, involving a generic
operator, is shown in (14b).

(14)Norwegian
a. [pp e Kvite nashorn] er nesten trydda.
white rhinos  bePRESearly extinct
‘White rhinos are nearly extinct.’

b. [pp e Kvite kattar] er ofte dave.
white cats beREften deaf
‘White cats are often deaf.’

®In this particular case, we see that the adjective agrees with the noun and the determiner.
However, in many cases this agreement is not visible, because non-neuter singular
indefinite adjectives have zero marking in Norwegian and Swedish (and also in Danish).
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However, asillustrated in (15a),an indefinite plural nominal phrase
without a determiner cannot haspecificreference, irthe sense ofAbbott
(1995) (cf. Vangsnes 1999:59). For specific reference, some elemshte
added that carestrict the referencef the DPrelative tothe reference of
aP. As we see i1f15b), nuneralsand indefinite quantifierscan perform this
function.

(15)Norwegian
a. Jegvil  snakke med leger. #De arbeid-er her.
| want talk  with doctors they workPRES here

b. Jegvi snakke med noen/toleger. De arbeid-er her.
| want talk with some/twadoctors they worleRES here

Presumably, these elememsgy surface inthe DRprojection insuchcases.
Hence, it appears again that teéerence of the DEepends orthe features
of D being made visible.

6. Definite nominal phrases

In definite nominal arguments, we get ‘doubldefiniteness’. But it is
interesting tonote in this connectionthat in Norwegian, Swedish, and
Faroese, alefinite nominal phrasecontaining anadjective but lacking a
prenominaldeterminer can be usetéscriptively, as in (16jcf. Lundeby
1981), and as a vocative, as in (17).

(16)Norwegian
Detvar (*de-n) svart-e natt-a da ho kom.
it was DEF-SGblack-w night-DEF.FEM.SG when she came
‘It was dark night when she came.’

(17)Norwegian
Veit du ikkje det, ¢de-n) stor-e jent-a!
knowPRES you not that, DEF-SGbig-w girl-DEF.FEM.SG
‘Don’t you know that, you big girlV’

In accordance with Longobardi’s theory, the D-projection can be empty

even in argumental DPs if tld® contains a proper name, ag8y or if aP
IS a proper name, as in (18).
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(18)Norwegian
Vi besgktefp e Ganle Loge-n ]
we visited old lodgeDEF.MASCSG

‘We visited The Old Lodge [a concert hall in Oslo].’

Moreover, in certaircases ghrase of the form Adjectivloun+Def,
without a prenominal determiner, may appear in argument position even if it
iIs not a proper namelhis is possible ithe referent ofuP is familiar and
uniquein the universe ofdiscourse, as ithe Norwegianexamples in(19)

(cf. Delsing 1993).

(19)Norwegian

a. Du kanta (de-n) ny-e bil-en.
you cantakeDEF-SG newW car-DEF.MASCSG
‘You can take the new car.’

b. Ho lgft-a (de-n ) venstre hand-a.
she lift-PAST DEF-SG left handbEF.FEM.SG
‘She raised her left hand.’

But if a definite nominalphrasecontaining aradjective or a nueral is
an argument but does not have aif@mand unique referent ithe conéxt,
it is ungrammaticato leaveout the prenominaldeterminer inthe ‘double
definiteness’ languages.

This can beexplained if we assumihat adefinite nominal phrase can
function as arargumentonly if its reference ispecifiedDP-internally, and
that if the lexical categoriesthat are present in the phrase do not by
themseles specifythe referencef the DP, thedefinitenessfeature of D
must be madéocally visible inorder for D tospecify the referencef the
DP. One way to dahis is byspellingout the D headtself as aprenominal
determiner.

Note that the prenominal determiners are formiaintical topronouns
and demonstratives ilNorwegianand Swedishand to demonstratives in
Faroese.These elementsan function asnominal phrases on the own,
which is an indicationthat they do haveominal featuredn addition, they
are definite. Accordingly, | assumethat because of their feature
specifications, the prenominal determiners, when inserted sati3fyall the
requirements of a definite D.

Another indication that the reference of the DP is dependent on D is the
following. In (20), two coordination structures are shown. (RDa), each
coordinate has phonologically realised Dand the construction asvéhole
refers to two persons. [i20b), where only the first conjunct has a
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phonologically realised Dthe construction as whole refers to only one
person. Thus, the reference of the construction depends oeatisation of
the D heads. The fadhatall nouns in (20) have definite suffixed article,
for example, plays no role in this matter.

(20)Norwegian

a. de-n ung-e professor-en ogde-n Kjeerlig-e far-en
DEF-SGyoungw professorbEFandDEF-SGloving-W fatherDEF
‘the young professor and the loving father’

b. de-n ung-e professor-en og B&glig-e far-en
DEF-SGyoungw professorbEFandloving-w fatherDEF
‘the young professor and loving father’

However, it is not theasethat the sfiixed article, hence then head,
has no semantic effect at alhis canbe seerfrom the Norwegianexamples
in (21). In (21a), wehave a context that inviéea generic reading of the
subject DP. As indicated, the suffixadicle is theroptional. In(21b), where
only an individual reference readingf the subject DP ispossible, the
suffixed article isobligatory. Thus, iappears thathe sifixed article,that is
n, has to do with individual reference.

(21)Norwegian

a. De-n kvit-e mann-(en) har undertrykt andre kultur-ar.
DEF-SGwhitew manDEF.SG has oppressedother culturePL
‘The white man has oppressed other cultures.’

b. De-n kvit-e  nmann-*(en) at ein is.
DEF-SG whitew manDEF.SG ate an ice(-cream)
‘The white man ate an ice-cream.’

Now thequestion ihow the definitenesdeature of D is madécally
visible in DPs withoutadjectives ornumerals,such as(l1a). In previous
analyses othe ‘doubledefinitenessconstruction, ithas been assumed that
the nounhead-moves to D irdefinite nominal phrases if noadjective
intervenes. Thadjective istaken to be a headcatedbetween Dand N.
Given the Head Movement Constraint, it follothiat themovement of N to
D will be blockedwhen anadjective ispresent. Vdenmovement of N to D
is blocked, the prenominal determiner is inserted in D. (See e.g. Santelmann
1993, Delsing1993, Kester 1993, Sasmom & Holmberg 1994 Vangsnes
1999.)
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A problem with thesanalyses is that is not explainedwhy we cannot
have movement of N to A and d+A to D. On the otherhand, ff
adjectives are phrasal constituethiat sitin Specpositionsabove where the
noun isbase-generated, asaim assuming,the question iswhy the noun
cannot move through the heads that have the adjectives in their Spec.

What | will proposeinstead isthat in definite DPs withoutprenominal
modifiers, inthe ‘doubledefiniteness’ varieties)P is attracted to &c-DP.
Since the definiteness feature is spelled out this operation serves tgive
the definitenessfeature of D alocal realisation. Inother words, on my
analysisthe structure of a sipte definite nominal phraselike (1a) is as
shown in (22).

(22) DP
nP DP
n NumP D tp

T T
Num n tnum NP
T -a |
N Num N
skjort

In fact, there is a conaiction in Swedish and Norwegian which
indicatesthat movement ohP to Spec-DP ispossible. Thisconstruction,
which is found in verse and aertain fixed expressionis, shown in(23). As
we see, the inflected noun has moved tahe front of the prenominal
determiner, which | take to be generated in D.

(23)Norwegian
skog-en de-n grgnn-e
forestDEF.MASCSG DEFSGgreenw
‘the green forest’

As evidencethat the nourhas not moved higher than Spec-Dére,
one might pointo the fact that if ademonstrative ere to appear in the
same nominal phrase, it woyddecede the noun and niotlow it, as shown
in (24). If demonstrativefiead aprojectionDem immediatelyabove DP, as
will I assume, itfollows that thenominal in (23)must occupy fec-DP.
Thus, my conclusion is thaP has moved to Spec-DP.
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(24)Norwegian
denne skog-en (*denne) de-n grgnn-e
thisSG forestDEF.MASCSGthisSG DEFSGgreenw
‘this green forest’

However, for definite nominal phrases containing adjectives or
numeralsthe constructionllustrated in (23) is aery markedsolution. The
unmarkedsolution would be tohave the nourfollowing the nodifier, as
shown in(1). Thismust mean thathe presence addjectives or numerals
normally blocks overt movement oP to Spec-DP.

As | havementioned, an ARhat is merged in SpexP will agreewith
a, which in turn agrees with. Hence, when D is merged above e with
an AP in its Spec, the ARIll be theclosest goafor the probe DSimilarly,
if a numeral isnerged inSpec-CardPthe numeral Wt be the closestgoal
for the probe Dsincethe Card head asell asthe nunerals themselves
agree (ultimately) with the complexhead.

But crucially, moving aradjective or a nueral to Spec-DP W not
serve tospecifythe referencef the definite DP. The problem withadjec-
tives isthat they do not have rominalcategoryfeature, inthe sensethat
they do not have a referential indexai@r to appear). Is then oflittle help
that definite adjectives ill Scandinavian varieties echaracterised by the
so-called'weak’ inflection, whichcould betaken to be aealisation of the
[+definite] feature.

The problem with numerals is thiey do not spell out angefiniteness
feature. Considethe Norwegianexamples in25). As we seethe numeral
has the same formegardless othe definiteness othe nominal phrase it
appears in. Thais, its form is compatible with[-definite] as well as with
[+definite].

(25)Norwegian

a. fem bil-ar b. de- fem bil-a-ne
five carPL DEF-PL five carPL-DEF.PL
‘five cars’ ‘the five cars.’

Although afew numerals are in fadbflected inthe lBnguagesunder
discussion—in Faroesthe nunerals 1 to 3and in Mainand Scandinavian,
the numeral 1—the vagmnajority of numeralsare not. Thatis, most
numeralsjike adjectives, areinableto specify the referencef the definite
DP. This is apparentlygeneralised tdhe class of nurarals as avhole, so
that all numeralshave to beaccompanied byhe prenominaldeterminer in
definite nominal phrases, as in (25b).
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This does not necessarily mean that the derivation crashes if an AP or a
numeral is the highest element oflefinite DP—D will in any casehave its
features valued. The problem is rathea@emanticnature:the reference of
the DP is nodefined. Atthe sameime, the DP has gt+definite] feature.
The distributionof such a DP W naturally befairly restricted. But as we
have seen, NorwegianSwedish,and Faroese do haveminal phrases of
exactly this type.

It is clear, though, thanormally, if a definite DP with a prenominal
modifier is to be arargument, some operation ecessary tanake the
[+definite] feature of Dlocally visible, and to give the DP projection an
overt nominal feature, so that the reference of the DP can be specified. Since
adjectives and numerals do not suffice, aBRccannot move to Spec-DP due
to the intervention of the modifier, tloaly solution is tespell out D itself as
a prenominal determiner. The result is a ‘double definiteness’ construction.

Concerningthe markedoption shown in(23), where nP raises across
the adjective,the frontednominals intheseexamplesappear to bdocused.
One could proposethat they have #ocusfeaturethat allows them to skip
the adjective, which lacks this featuamd that thdocusfeature ofthe noun
Is matched with a focus feature in D.

A questionthat nowarises isthe following. Why is it that onecannot
spdl out D itself in a definite DP without prenominalmodifiers? Inother
words, why do we get (26a) and not (26b), with a prenominal determiner?

(26)Norwegian
a. [pp[np hus-et ] Dty b. * [ppdet [ hus-et ]
housebEF DEF housebEF
‘the house’ ‘the house’

One might think that if Merges preferred over Move (Chomsi®98),
we wouldget (26b) and not(26a). But itappears thathe Mergevs. Move
Issue is not relevarttere afterall. D ismerged in anyase, sdhe choice is
really between movingP and giving D ghonological realigeon. In terms
of the number obperations, thesevo options areequal.Since D already
agrees with, the onlyadditionaloperation that imecessary to deriv@6a)
Is merger ofnP in Spec-DP, whereathe only additionaloperation that is
necessary to derivi6b) isretrieving an itenfrom thelexicon tospell out
D. Apparently, since (26a) is prefedto (26b), théntroducton of the extra
lexical item in(26b) is nore catly than the extra Merge i(26a). This is in
line with the suggestion inChomsky (2001) that internal Merge is in
principle free.
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