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Types of Types of multiple multiple whwh-fronting languages-fronting languages
(MWF)(MWF)

Traditionally MWF languages are divided into two (Traditionally MWF languages are divided into two (RudinRudin, 1988) or, 1988) or
three types (three types (BoBošškovikovićć, 2002) with respect to Superiority effect., 2002) with respect to Superiority effect.

RudinRudin’’ss::
 1st type: Bulgarian and Romanian 1st type: Bulgarian and Romanian !!  strict ordering of  strict ordering of whwh--

questions, all fronted questions, all fronted whwh-elements are located in [Spec, CP];-elements are located in [Spec, CP];
 2nd type: Serbo-Croatian, Czech, Polish, Russian and Ukrainian 2nd type: Serbo-Croatian, Czech, Polish, Russian and Ukrainian !!

the Superiority effect appears only in some cases and only firstthe Superiority effect appears only in some cases and only first
element is moved to [Spec, CP].element is moved to [Spec, CP].

BoBošškoviković’ć’ss
 1st type: Bulgarian 1st type: Bulgarian !!  Superiority effect in all contexts; Superiority effect in all contexts;
 2nd type: Serbo-Croatian 2nd type: Serbo-Croatian !!  Superiority effect in some contexts; Superiority effect in some contexts;
 3rd type: Russian 3rd type: Russian !!  absence of Superiority effect in all contexts. absence of Superiority effect in all contexts.
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Claims in the Claims in the literatureliterature
Claims in the literature about RussianClaims in the literature about Russian: : BoBošškovikovićć (2002),  (2002), StepanovStepanov

(1997):(1997):

 free order of subject and adjunct, subject and object free order of subject and adjunct, subject and object whwh-phrases-phrases
 free order in free order in whwh-matrix clauses -matrix clauses !!  the absence of Superiority the absence of Superiority

effecteffect
 no Attract no Attract whwh takes place and consequently  takes place and consequently whwh-phrases do not-phrases do not

raise to [Spec, CP]raise to [Spec, CP]
 [+[+whwh feature] of C is weak   feature] of C is weak  !!  no overt movement to [Spec, CP] no overt movement to [Spec, CP]
 a a whwh-in-situ language-in-situ language

How to treat (1)?How to treat (1)?

c.  c.  KudaKuda  zazaččemem on   on  hodilhodil??
          where why   he  wentwhere why   he  went

c'. *c'. *ZaZaččemem  kudakuda on  on hodilhodil??

b.  b.  KtoKto  ččtoto        videlvidel??
     who what saw     who what saw

b'. *b'. *ČČtoto  ktokto  videlvidel??

a.  a.  KtoKto    kogokogo      videlvidel??
     who whom saw     who whom saw

a'. ??a'. ??KogoKogo  ktokto  videlvidel??
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Constituency of Constituency of whwh-phrases-phrases
Russian as well as Bulgarian allows the intervention of aRussian as well as Bulgarian allows the intervention of a

lexical material between fronted lexical material between fronted whwh-phrases.-phrases.

BulgarianBulgarian
1.1. KojaKoja  kartinakartina,       ,       sporedspored  tebetebe,,

kâdekâde    jaja  e   e risuvalrisuval      tozitozi  xuxužždonikdonik??
which painting, according to you,which painting, according to you,
where it is painted this artistwhere it is painted this artist

2.2. a. Na a. Na kogokogo  zaza  BogaBoga              kakvikakvi
kartinikartini            pakpak        šštete  davadavašš??
   to whom for God   to whom for GodÕÕs sake whats sake what
paintings again will give-youpaintings again will give-you
b. *b. *KakviKakvi  kartinikartini  nana  kogokogo  zaza  BogaBoga
pakpak  šštete  davadavašš??
c. ?Na c. ?Na kogokogo  kakvikakvi  kartinikartini  zaza  BogaBoga
pakpak  šštete  davadavašš??

RussianRussian
3. 3. KtoKto  tebetebe  ččtoto  skazalskazal??
        who you what saidwho you what said
4.4. KakajaKakaja  kartinakartina, , popo  tvoemutvoemu

mnenijumneniju, , gdegde          bylabyla  narisovananarisovana..
which picture  to   yourwhich picture  to   your
opinion where was   paintedopinion where was   painted

5.5. KomuKomu  MaMaššaa  kogdakogda  zvonilazvonila??
whom whom MashaMasha when called when called
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Impossibility of extraction out of Impossibility of extraction out of whwh-islands-islands

BulgarianBulgarian
6. 6. VidjahVidjah  ednaedna  knigakniga, , kojatokojato se  se ččudjaudja        kojkoj    znaeznae          kojkoj    prodavaprodava  tt..
          saw-1s a book      which    wonder-1s  who knows who sellssaw-1s a book      which    wonder-1s  who knows who sells
      ‘‘I saw a book which I wonder who knows who sells.I saw a book which I wonder who knows who sells.’’

WhWh-adjunct -adjunct exractionexraction::
7.7. **priãinatapriãinata,,  poradiporadi  kojatokojato [Ivan  [Ivan znaeznae        dalidali       Boris e        Boris e zaminalzaminal  tt]]

the-reason for      which   Ivan knows whether Boris is leftthe-reason for      which   Ivan knows whether Boris is left
‘‘the reason for which Ivan knows whether Boris left.the reason for which Ivan knows whether Boris left.’’

Non-D-linked Non-D-linked whwh-questions:-questions:
8.8. **KakvoKakvo se  se ččudiudišš            kojkoj      znaeznae      kojkoj      prodavaprodava  tt??
    what     wonder-2s who knows who sellswhat     wonder-2s who knows who sells

‘‘What do you wonder who knows who sells?What do you wonder who knows who sells?’’

RussianRussian
9.9.  * *ČČtoto  tyty      dumaeshdumaesh  ktokto  znaetznaet      ktokto  tt  prodaetprodaet??

    what  you think     who knows who  sellswhat  you think     who knows who  sells
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Individual reading vs. Multiple pair list answersIndividual reading vs. Multiple pair list answers

The answer for multiple pair list reading is a list of pairs as in (10)The answer for multiple pair list reading is a list of pairs as in (10)
whereas individual reading involves a single proposition (11)whereas individual reading involves a single proposition (11)
(Grebenyova 2004:11).(Grebenyova 2004:11).

10.10. Who invited who to the dinner?Who invited who to the dinner?
(John is at a formal dinner where there are diplomats and journalists.(John is at a formal dinner where there are diplomats and journalists.
Each journalist was invited by a different diplomat. John wants to findEach journalist was invited by a different diplomat. John wants to find
out all the details, so he asks the host)out all the details, so he asks the host)

Answer: Mr. Smith invited Mr. Jones, Ms. Black invited Mr. Green,Answer: Mr. Smith invited Mr. Jones, Ms. Black invited Mr. Green,
etc.etc.

11.11. Which diplomat invited which journalist to the dinner?Which diplomat invited which journalist to the dinner?
(John knows that a very important diplomat invited a very important(John knows that a very important diplomat invited a very important
journalist to a private dinner. John wants to find out all the details, sojournalist to a private dinner. John wants to find out all the details, so
he asks the caterer)he asks the caterer)

Answer: Ms. Black invited Mr. Smith.Answer: Ms. Black invited Mr. Smith.
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Individual reading vs. Multiple pair list answersIndividual reading vs. Multiple pair list answers
BoBošškovikovićć (2001): individual readings are unavailable in (2001): individual readings are unavailable in
multiple interrogatives multiple interrogatives where overt syntactic where overt syntactic whwh-movement takes-movement takes
placeplace, in languages such as English, German or Bulgarian., in languages such as English, German or Bulgarian.
BoBošškovikovićć, basing on the judgments in , basing on the judgments in StepanovStepanov (1997), refers to (1997), refers to
Russian as a Russian as a whwh-in-situ language, which does not exhibit any -in-situ language, which does not exhibit any whwh
movement and allows individual readings.movement and allows individual readings.

12.    12.    KtoKto  ččtoto  kupilkupil??
          who what bought          who what bought

GrebenyovaGrebenyova (2004) argues against the judgments reported in (2004) argues against the judgments reported in
StepanovStepanov (1997) and claims that the above sentence does not get (1997) and claims that the above sentence does not get
an individual reading, moreover, it was already noticed in thean individual reading, moreover, it was already noticed in the
literature that Russian shows a Superiority effect, which emergesliterature that Russian shows a Superiority effect, which emerges
when when !! toto is moved over  is moved over ktokto (30). (30).

13.13. **ČČtoto  ktokto  sprosilsprosil??
                what who askedwhat who asked
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RussianRussian vs  vs BulgarianBulgarian

YesYes
YesYes

NoNo
SomeSome
((RudinRudin))

YesYes
YesYes

NoNo
StrictStrict

Insertion of lexical Insertion of lexical materialmaterial

Impossibility of extraction out ofImpossibility of extraction out of
whwh-islands.-islands.

Individual readingIndividual reading

Superiority effectSuperiority effect

RussianRussianBulgarianBulgarian

Table 2
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MeyerMeyer’’s s analysisanalysis (2004) (2004)

 The relative order of The relative order of whwh-subjects and -subjects and whwh-objects.-objects.
 The relative order of The relative order of whwh-arguments and -arguments and whwh-adjuncts.-adjuncts.
 The relative order of The relative order of whwh-objects and -objects and whwh-objects.-objects.

Distinguished superiority-like preferences Distinguished superiority-like preferences ::

 whwh-subject > -subject > whwh-adjunct-adjunct
 whwh-subject > -subject > whwh-object-object
 [+[+humanhuman] ] wh-objectwh-object > [- > [-humanhuman] ] wh-objectwh-object
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RussianRussian Wh-questions Wh-questions

The data were collected from about 15 native speakers living inThe data were collected from about 15 native speakers living in
Russia. The collection was made in 2 sessions: duringRussia. The collection was made in 2 sessions: during
the first session only the first session only whwh-matrix questions were evaluated and during-matrix questions were evaluated and during
the second one only the second one only whwh-embedded questions.-embedded questions.

 The The orderorder of  of objectobject  withwith respect to  respect to wh-adjunctswh-adjuncts
 The The orderorder of  of wh-subjectwh-subject  withwith respect to  respect to wh-objectwh-object and  and wh-adjunctswh-adjuncts
 The The orderorder of  of whwh-[+/--[+/-humanhuman] ] withwith respect to  respect to wh-adjunctswh-adjuncts
 The order of The order of whwh-[+human] with respect to -[+human] with respect to whwh-[-human]-[-human]
 D-linked D-linked whwh-questions-questions
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RussianRussian multiple  multiple wh-questionswh-questions  followingfollowing
KrapovaKrapova and Cinque (2004) and Cinque (2004)

TwoTwo  environmentsenvironments for  for wh-questionswh-questions::

 multiple multiple whwh-questions in matrix clauses-questions in matrix clauses
 multiple multiple whwh-questions in embedded clauses-questions in embedded clauses
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RussianRussian  MatrixMatrix Questions Questions

kakoj/
kakaja/
kakoe
(which)

D-linked
subject

D-linked

kak (how)
P skolkoN
(how many N)

gde
 (where)
 kogda
(when)

kakoj/
kakaja/
kakoe
(which)

kogo (whom)
komu(whom)
skolkoN
(how manyN)
čto (what)

čto
(what)

kto
(who)

AdjunctAdjunct
ss

D-D-
linkedlinked
objectsobjects

ObjectsObjects[-h]
subject

[+h]
subjec
t

Non-D-linkedD-
linked

Non-D-
linked

Non-D-linked

1. Wh-adjunct kak (how) and PP [unspec human] are lower than other
wh-elements.

2. Adjuncts are lower than subjects and objects.
3. There is a certain preference of kto (who) [+human] and ! to (what)
     [-human] subjects over other wh-elements.

Table 3
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RussianRussian Embedded Questions Embedded Questions

Kak
(how)

P. Skolko N
(how
manyN)

Gde
(where)
kuda
(where)

Skolko N
(how
manyN)
Čto
(what)

S kem
(with

whom)

Komu
(whom)

Kogo
(whom)

Čto
(what)

Kakoj
kakaja
(which)

Kto
(who)

Adj[uh]ind.
obj

Adj[-h], [uh]
d.obj

[+h]
ind.
obj

[+h]
ind.
obj

[+h]
d.obj

[-h]
subj

D-link[+h]
subj

Non D-linked wh-phrasesD-linked
wh-phrases

1). The order of kto, ! to and kak does not differ from the one shown in matrix
questions.

2). Wh-adjuncts and PP are lower than wh-objects and wh-subjects (the same
as in matrix ones)

3). Wh-words specified as [+human] precede [-human] or underspecified wh-
phrases.

4). Wh-subject occupies a higher position than wh-object or wh-adjunct.
5). Wh-direct objects are moved above wh-indirect objects.

Table 4
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Russian (embedded) vs. Bulgarian (matrix)Russian (embedded) vs. Bulgarian (matrix)

kak
(how)

P. skolko N
(How

manyN)

gde
(where)
kuda

(where)

skolko N
(how manyN)
čto
(what)

s kem
(with

whom)

komu
(whom)

kogo
(whom)

čto
(what)

kakoj/
kakaja
(which)

kto
(who)

Adjunct[uh]ind.objAdjunct[-h], [uh]
d.obj

[+h]
ind.obj

[+h]
ind.obj

[+h]
d.obj

[-h]
subj

D-linked[+h]
subj

Non D-linked wh-phrasesD-linked wh-
phrases

kak
(how)

kakvoObj
what Acc
(na)kolkoObj N
(P.how manyN)

kakvoSubj
(what)
kolkoSubj N
(how many N)

koga
(when)
kâde
(where)

na kogo
(to whom)

 kogo
(whom)

koj/koja/koe/koi (N)
(who/which)
(kogo)
(na kogo)
(marked)kakvoSub/Obj
(marked)  kâde/koga

                     Non-D-linked wh-phrases    D-linked wh-

Table 5 and 6
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BulgarianBulgarian  embeddedembedded questions ( questions (preliminarypreliminary))

D-linkedD-linked
elementselements
kojkoj((whowho))
     ?     ?

kakkak
(how)(how)

kakvokakvoObj

(what)(what)

((nana) ) kolkokolkoObjNN
(to how many)(to how many)

na kogona kogo
(to(to
whom)whom)

s kogos kogo

(with(with

whom)whom)

kogokogo
(whom(whom
))

kakvokakvoSubj

(what)(what)

kolkokolkoSubj  NN
(how many)(how many)

        ?        ?

kogakoga
(when)(when)

kâdekâde
(where(where
))

Table 7
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Syntactic structure of Russian wh-elementsSyntactic structure of Russian wh-elements

Rizzi (1997):Rizzi (1997):

C system expresses at least two kinds of information: oneC system expresses at least two kinds of information: one
facing outside (Force)  and the other facing inside (Finiteness).facing outside (Force)  and the other facing inside (Finiteness).

One structural Focus/indefinite number of Topics within COne structural Focus/indefinite number of Topics within C
systemsystem

Force . . . (Topic) . . . (Focus) . . . Fin IPForce . . . (Topic) . . . (Focus) . . . Fin IP

The question operators (wh-phrases) are in Spec of FocP,The question operators (wh-phrases) are in Spec of FocP,
since focalized constituents and question operators competesince focalized constituents and question operators compete
for the same positionfor the same position

*IL PREMIO  NOBEL a chi    *IL PREMIO  NOBEL a chi    deverebberodeverebbero dare? dare?
THE NOBEL PRIZE  to whom should they giveTHE NOBEL PRIZE  to whom should they give
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Syntactic structure of Russian wh-elementsSyntactic structure of Russian wh-elements

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

14.14. MASHE    MASHE    čč toto        (MASHE)(MASHE)  tyty          kupilkupil,    a     ,    a     nene    drugimdrugim??
to MASHA what                  you bought, but not  to othersto MASHA what                  you bought, but not  to others

Force...(Force...(WhPWhP))……(Topic)...((Topic)...(WhPWhP)...(Focus)...()...(Focus)...(WhPWhP)...Fin IP)...Fin IP

                                                        WhP    TopP  WhP
15.15. a. Komu a. Komu Masha Masha kogda zvonila?kogda zvonila?

    whom Masha   when called    whom Masha   when called
b. *Komu b. *Komu kazhdyj rebenokkazhdyj rebenok kogda zvonil? kogda zvonil?
      whom      whom    every       child     when called    every       child     when called
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Syntactic structure of Russian wh-elementsSyntactic structure of Russian wh-elements

The order in C system reflects the order prior to movementThe order in C system reflects the order prior to movement
(Krapova and Cinque (2004), Laenzlinger and (Krapova and Cinque (2004), Laenzlinger and SoareSoare (2005) (2005)

                                            TimeTime               Place        TimePlace        Time
16.    16.    JaJa  ego   ego videlvidel  vcheravchera     v      v universiteteuniversitete ( (vcheravchera).).
        I  him    saw yesterday in universityI  him    saw yesterday in university

SubjSubj                        ObjObj            Place          Time         MannerPlace          Time         Manner
17.17. On   On   vstretilvstretil    ejeeje     v      v sadusadu/          /          vcheravchera/     v /     v papyhahpapyhah..

He    met      her   in the garden/yesterday/ in a hurryHe    met      her   in the garden/yesterday/ in a hurry

Subject > Object > Subject > Object > Time,PlaceTime,Place > Manner > Manner
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Syntactic structure of Russian wh-elementsSyntactic structure of Russian wh-elements

Russian wh-elements:Russian wh-elements:
 co-occur with focalized element, i.e. do not compete for FocP;co-occur with focalized element, i.e. do not compete for FocP;
 reflect the order in the reflect the order in the MittelfeldMittelfeld, i.e. the order prior to wh-, i.e. the order prior to wh-

movement;movement;
 allow intervention of lexical material, which occupies TopPallow intervention of lexical material, which occupies TopP

((!!  cannot move by pied-piping/clusters  cannot move by pied-piping/clusters !!  individual individual
movementmovement).).
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Syntactic derivation of Russian wh-elementsSyntactic derivation of Russian wh-elements

18.18. OnaOna  interesovalasinteresovalas,  ,  komukomu       Pavel          Pavel     kakkak                      pomogpomog..
                                                                    Obj [+h]                   manner adjObj [+h]                   manner adj

She wondered She wondered        w       whom    hom    PavelPavel    how          helped   how          helped

tk

tj

 FocP

WhP

komu
(whom

TopP

     WhP Pavel

 kak
(how)

 . . .   IP

 . . .   Obj

    Manner

ForceP
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ConclusionsConclusions

 Russian has some similarities with Bulgarian;Russian has some similarities with Bulgarian;
 Exhibits superiority like effect;Exhibits superiority like effect;
 Shows matrix/embedded clause asymmetry;Shows matrix/embedded clause asymmetry;
 Wh-elements are ordered;Wh-elements are ordered;
 The order in C system reflects the order prior to theThe order in C system reflects the order prior to the

movement.movement.
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