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Nominalization, C-T Inheritance, and Extraction Asymmetries
Edith Aldridge, Institute of Linguistics, Academia Sinica

Austronesian languages spoken in Taiwan and the Philippines exhibit a type of concord
between verbal morphology and the NP with nominative case, i.e. the so-called “voice
system” . The morphological pattern is also mirrored in dislocation, since only the
nominative NP with can undergo movement operations such as relativization.
Interestingly, a similar concord pattern is found in a number of other unrelated
languages, for instance Altaic, Tibeto-Burman, Uto-Aztecan, and Quechuan languages,
but in these languages the pattern surfaces only within nominalized relative clauses. In
this case, the morphological concord signals which argument is the head of the relative
clause. This presentation pursues a unified analysis of these two types of concord within
the framework of C-T Inheritance in the Minimalist Program. Specifically, | argue that
the parameter defining this pattern is the lack of C-T Inheritance in default declarative
clause types. Thus, nominative case is valued by C in all of these languages, and
subjects (i.e. the highest NP in the argument structure) value their case with an unsplit
C-T. Consequently, a non-subject is blocked from undergoing movement when the
subject has nominative case. A non-subject can only dislocate when C-T enters the
derivation with a second case feature. This feature forces C and T to split, with the result
that the subject values this case with T, while the object enters into Agree with C, either
to value nominative case or to undergo movement to the specifier of CP. Given that the
extra case feature is what forces C and T to split, non-subject movement is found in
nominalized clauses in the non-Austronesian languages, where genitive case is
available for the subject. In the Austronesian languages, it is “non-actor voice” clause
types where the subject values genitive case, leaving nominative case for a non-subject
and allowing this lower argument to move to [Spec, CP]. Given the parallel behavior
between Austronesian NAV and non-Austronesian nominalization, it is not surprising
that NAV clause types also derive historically from nominalizations, as first proposed
by Starosta et al. (1981).



