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1. The problem 3. Polarity in postnominal ALGUNO 5. The structure for NPl ALGUNO
- Spanish ALGUNO is an epistemic indefinite quantifier that conveys lack of - Narrow scope ALGUNO has also a restricted distribution involving negative - ‘NP1 ALGUNO’ is a shorthand for the structure illustrated in (7).
<nowledge (Alonso-Ovalle & Menéndez-Benito 2013). polarity. It is licensed by a c-commanding negative operator (1b), (2), but 7)
- : : : : : ifi ‘ ’ ‘ ’ (4): NMP -+ . . .
- In postverbal position and co-occurring with higher negation, it has not by quantifiers such as MENOS DE ‘less than” or pocos ‘few’ (4): a. NMP is the projection of a Negative Marker (NM) head
_ . . . _ . . N responsible for constituent negation and NPl composition
different interpretations depending on its relative position: (4) a. *LESs THAN + postnominal ALGUNO NEG NM' (Collins & Postal 2014). Neg is generated in Spec, NMP.
: *M de tres estudiantes vieron [, comedia] alguna PN
1) a. Prenominal ALGUNO (ALGUNO + noun ek N 8 - - . - -
( ) ( : ). ) less of three students cee.3PL PAST comedy ALGUNO.EEM f. NM does not license | \Mm FP - b. FP is the prOJectlo.n of F, ? functional head that is
(CFEO que) no le gusto a|gun [N retrato]. rr-move.ment, but the /\ the regl NPI. It carries an ||.1terpretable unva-lued |
believe.1SG.PRE that not 3SG.DAT please.35SG.PAST ALGUNO portrait b. *FEw + postnominal ALGUNO Iand(l\nzlg s||3te fo]rcfrgg\ézgnent <p = feature S|m|Iar-todE\:c.EN..tFP Str.ICtLY Selélits an epistemic
( - . ) . «, ) d la borro . J Inaerinite projection
(I think) she didn’t like some portrait *Pocos estudiantes vieron [, comedia] alguna
Elx[portrait(x) & ﬂlike(she, X)] +<——  Outside the scope of negation few students see.3PL.PAST  comedy ALGUNO.FEM e. NP carries a value for the - |5 QP - c. QP is the projection of Q, an epistemic
_ _ EVEN feature, so F probes for NP /\ guantificational head compatible with
- Also, posthominal ALGUNO expresses the endpoint of a scale. It does not and attracts it due to an EPP alouno Q' indefinites. ALGUNO is generated in Spec,QP.
b. Postnominal ALGUNO (noun + ALGUNO) allow modification by casi ‘almost’, 0TRO ‘other’ or MAs ‘more’ (5). feature. P
(Creo que)nole  gustd [\ retrato] alguno. ) _ r':z\t‘lffg ?\Ii?g(:\-ep:i)re\gnA(II:Zth):z O  zp- d. From this point to the bottom, the
believe.1SG.PRE that not 3SG.DAT please.35G.PAST  portrait ALGUNO (5) a. "ALMOST + postnomlnal ALGUNO (Cinque 2010, 2013). It pied- structure is similar to Cinque’s (2010,
‘(1 think) she didn’t like any portrait’ *No vino casi [, profesor] alguno. bipes AP again when moving to <XP>, Z - NP?&Q%;E;“;:E;'AP -
ﬂEIx[portrait(x) & Iike(she, X)] - Under the scope of negation not come.3SG.PAST almost  teacher ALGUNO to Spec,FP. This explains why AP PN then XP (the NP pied-piping AP}
appears before postnominal V4 YP moves higher than the projection
b. *(OTHER) + postnominal ALGUNO + MORE ALGUNO and why (Red)RC e Pro)
* . . , appears after postnominal P hosting (Red)RC.
| , , No quiero  (otra) [y queja] alguna mas. ALGUNG (ReDRC Y’
- Postnominal ALGUNO has been accounted for only in terms of nominal e S ST el complaint  ALGUNO.FEM more ' c
head movement (Martins 2012, 2015). This approach makes incorrect N
predictions when adjectives co-occur with postnominal ALGUNO. . . . roosAt
- The word order and polarity requirements of postnominal ALGUNO suggest
, _ the presence of a strong NPI. NP; X
- Instead, postnominal ALGUNO can be explained due to the presence of a P
strong Negative Polarity Item (NPI), which triggers a nominal phrase- X WP
movement inside the DP (a la Cinque 2010). 4 AdjECtiVES and postnominal ALGUNO PN
AP \\%A
- Adnominal adjectives have two distinct sets of interpretive properties W/’{\NP}

2. Word order in postnominal ALGUNO

(Larson 1995, 1998; Cinque 2010, 2013) and different syntactic positions:
- Classificatory, thematic, non-predicative adjectives (AP) appear before

- Narrow scope ALGUNO has a restricted distribution involving word order. It -
e _ — = postnominal ALGUNO (6a). .
is licensed only postnominally (1) and postverbally (2). These restrictions - (Reduced) relative clauses ((Red) RC) appear after ALGUNO (6b) 6. The phenomenon In Romance
make it different from n-words such as NINGUNO ‘no’ (3), which appears
prenominally only (3a) and is allowed in preverbal position (3b). (6) a. Noun + AP + ALGUNO (but *Noun + ALGUNO + AP) -In Romance, there is an imp!ica’Fif)nal correlation Ic?etween t'he n.egative.concord status
- - No he visto [, comedia] americana alguna. of th.e Ifamguage and the availability of a.n ALGUNO-|.Ike !\IPI with slightly different
(2) *Preverbal noun + ALGUNO ot have. 1SG.PRE seen comedy American ALGUNO.EEM restrictions (such as word order) (8). This correlation is part of my current research.
*[y Libro] alguno [, esta] en la mesa ‘I h ’ : ’
N v - aven’t seen any American comedy
book ALGUNO be.3SG.PRE in the table (8) Romance Languages
b. Noun + ALGUNO + (Red)RC (but *Noun + (Red)RC + ALGUNO) Wlthmzt:fettﬂfﬂt;ﬁ: gglcord Vg;tslz.glﬁcfztgﬁtoyjtg Ztc:‘ljﬁo(-:li:cn\(n);ud
(3) a. Prenominal NINGUNO (but *postnominal NINGUNO) No tengo [y amigo] alguno nacido en Uganda. . .
Nole gustd ningtn [, retrato] not have.1SG.PRE  friend ~ ALGUNO born in  Uganda Word order French Catalan Spanish Italian Portuguese
N o ‘I don’t have any friend born in Uganda’ a. noun >
not 3SG.DAT please.3SG.PAST NINGUNO portrait NPl % X v v v
‘She didn’t like any portrait’  NpIs
- The head-movement approach (Martins 2012, 2015) fails because it o oun x x x v x
b. Preverbal NINGUNO + noun predicts that (6a) is ungrammatical, contrary to the data. - VS
Ningun [ libro] [, esta] en la mesa. n-word X x x X v
NINGUNO  book be.3SG.PRE in the table - The distribution of adjectives suggests that ALGUNO is merged higher than 1 mes
‘No book is on the table’ (Red) RC (Cinque 2010, 2013) and that phrase movement is involved. T v v v v v
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