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Claims in the literature

Claims in the literature about Russian: Boskovi¢ (2002), Stepanov
(1997):
free order of subject and adjunct, subject and object wh-phrases
free order in wh-matrix clauses ! the absence of Superiority
effect
no Attract wh takes place and consequently wh-phrases do not
raise to [Spec, CP]
[+wh feature] of C is weak ! no overt movement to [Spec, CP]
a wh-in-situ language

How to treat (1)?

a. Kto kogo ? |b. Kto ¢to videl?| c. Kuda zacem on hodil?
who whom saw who what saw wherewhy he went
a'. 72Kogo kto videl? |b'. *Cto kto videl?
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Impossibility of extraction out of wh-islands

Bulgarian
jah edna kniga, se cudja koj znae koj prodava t.
saw-1sabook  which wonder-1s who knows who sells
‘I saw a book which I wonder who knows who sells.’

7. = [Ivan znae dali Boris e zaminal (]
the-reasonfor ~ which Ivan knows whether Borisis left
‘the reason for which Ivan knows whether Boris left.”

Non-D-linked wh-questions:

8. * se cudi§ koj znae koj prodava t?
what  wonder-2s who knows who sells
“What do you wonder who kn /ho s

ty dumaesh kto znaet kto ¢ prodaet?

what youthink  who knowswho sells
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sem kuda on hodil?

Types of multiple wh-fronting languages
(MWF)

Traditionally MWF language

three types (Boskovi¢, 2002) with res

Rudin’

ded into two (Rudin, 1988) or
ct to Superiority effect.

» st type: Bulgarian and Romanian !  strict ordering of wh-
questions, all fronted wh-elements are located in [Spec, CP];
2nd type: Ser atian, Czech, Polish, Russian and Ukrainian !

the Superiority e
element is moved to [Spe

Boskovi¢’s

n some cases and only

» st type: Bulge ' Superiority e ]
» 2nd type: Serbo-Croatian !  Superiority effect in some contexts;
» 3rd type: Russian ! absence of Superiority effect in all cont:
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Constituency of wh-phrases
Russian as well as Bulgarian allows the intervention of a
lexical material between fronted wh-phrases.

Bulgarian

spored tebe,

] val tozi xuzdonik?
which painting, according to you,
wheret is painted this artist
a. Nakogo za Boga  kakvi
kartini  pak Ste dava:

to whom for God@ sake what
paintings again will give-you
i kartini na kogo za Boga
pak Ste dav
c. ?Na kogo ke artini za Boga
pak Ste davas

Russian
. Kto tebe c¢to skazal?
who you what said
4. Kakaja kartina, po tvoemu
mneniju, gde byla narisovana.
which picture to your
opinion wherewas painted

5. Komu Masa kogda zvonila?
whom Masha when called
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Individual reading vs. Multiple pair list answers

r multiple pair li
dual reading inv
004:11).

a single proposition (11)

10. Who invited who to the dinner?

(John is at a formal dinner where the;

Each journalist was invited by a

are diplomats and journali
ent diplomat. John wants to fi

out all the details, so he the host)
Answer: Mr. Smith invited Mr. Jones, Ms. Black invited Mr. Green,

ete.

1. Which diplomat invited which journalist to the dinner?
(John knows that a very important diplomat invited a / important
journalist to a e dinner. John wants to find out all the def

the caterer)

Answer: Ms. Black invited Mr. Smith.
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Individual reading vs. Multiple pair list answers

Boskovi¢ (2001): individual readings are unavailable in
multiple interrogatives y

, in languages such as English, German or Bulgarian.
Boskovi¢, basing on the judgments in Stepanov (1997), refers to
Russian as a wh-in-situ language, v does not exhibit any wh
movement and allows individual readings.
12. Kto ¢to kupil?

who what bought
Grebenyova (2004) argues against the judgments reported in
Stepanov (1997) and claims that the above sentence does not get
an individual reading, moreover, it was already noticed in the
literature that Russian shows a Superiority effect, which emerges
when ! to is moved over kto
13. *Cto kto sprosil?

what who asked
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r’s analysis (2004)

The relative order of wh-subjects and wh-objects.
The relative order of wh-arguments and wh-adjuncts.
The relative order of wh-objects and wh-objects.

Distinguished superiority-like preferences :

wh-subject > wh-adjunct
wh-subject > wh-object
[+human] wh-object > [-human] wh-object
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Russian Wh-questions

e data were collected from about 15 nati kers living in
The collection made in i uring
aluated and during

of object with respect to wh-adjuncts
5 to wh-object and wt
pect to wh-adjuncts
[+human] with respect to wh-[-human]
D-linked wh-ques
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Russian vs Bulgarian

Insertion of lexical material

Impossibility of extraction out of
wh-islands.

Individual reading
Superiority effect Some
(Rudin)
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Russian multiple wh-questions followi
Krapova and Cinque (2004)

Two environments for wh-questions:

> multiple wh-questions in matrix clauses
> multiple wh-questions in embedded clauses
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Russian Embedded Questions
Table 4
Russian Matrix Questions

Table 3

{[+h] {[-h]
i subjec | subject ) Kogo | Komu
L L (whom) | (whom)
kogo (whom)
komu(whom)
skolkoN
(how manyN)
&to (what)
. Wh-adjunct kak (how) and PP [unspec human] are lower than other
wh-elements.
. Adjuncts are lower than subjects and objects.
. There ceﬁam preference of kto (who) [+human] and ! to (what) s o il e o T el e G
[-human] subjects over other wh-elements. 5). ; . are moved above wheindirect obiccts.
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Russian (embed z o q
Table 5 and 6 ( Bulgarian embedded questions (preliminary
able S an

Table 7
D-linked kogo kakvo,,,
elements (whom (what)
) (na) kolko,,N
(to how many)

inked whyphrases

\]
koj/koja/koe/koi (N) | kogo | nakogo | koga kakvo,
(who/which) (whom) | (to whom) | (when! (what) what Acc

subi Kkakvog,; \ a
Subj Obj \1‘ (how
(kogo) Kide Kolkog,, N (na)kolkog,, N

(na kogo) (where) (how many N) (P-how manyN)
(marked)k:

(marked)
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Syntactic structure of Russian wh-elements SOl s unse e s gl e

Rizzi (1997):

In Russian, a focalized element and a wh-element can co-
occur in the structure. Thus we require an extra projection for

s at least two kinds of information: one Russian wh-ph (WhP).

facing outside (Force) and the other facing inside (Finiteness).

. . 5 R _ ) g o /A 14. MASHE ¢&to (MASHE)ty kupil, a ne drugim?
()ll\t? structural Focus/indefinite number of Topics within C 10 MASHA what gt (765 (@ @S
system

Force...(WhP) opic)...(WhP)...(Focus)...(WhP)...Fin IP
The question operators (wh-phrases) are in Spec of FocP,

since focalized constituents and question operators compete
for the same position

*IL PREMIO NOBEL a chi deverebbero dare?
THE NOBEL PRIZE to whom should they give
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WhP TopP WhP
15. a. Komu Masha kogda zvonila?
whom Masha when called
b. *Komu kazhdyj rebenok kogda zvonil?
whom every  child when called
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Syntactic structure of Russian wh-elements

The order in C system reflects the order prior to movement
(Krapova and Cinque (2004), Laenzlinger and Soare (2005)
Time Place
16. Ja ego videl vchera v universitete
| him saw yesterday in university

Subj j Time Manner
§ vchera/ v papyhah.

her inthe garden/yesterday/ in a hurry

me,Place > Manner
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Syntactic derivation of Russian wh-elements

a interesovalas, komu  Pavel kak pomog.
Obj [+h] manner adj

She wondered whom Pavel how

ForceP

komu
(whom

Manner
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Syntactic structure of Russian wh-elements

Russian wh-elemer
co-occur with focalized element, i.e. do not compete for FocP;

reflect the order in the Mittelfeld, i.e. the order prior to wh-
movement;

allow intervention of lexical material, which occupies TopP
(! cannot move by pied-piping/clusters | individual
movement).
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Conclusions

Russian has some similarities with Bulgarian;
Exhibits superiority like effect

Shows matrix/embedded clause asymmetry;
Wh-elements are ordered;

The order in C system reflects the order prior to the
movement.
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