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 The minimal VP never emerges to the surface.  

 Never ever? 

 Well, it turns out that in Colloquial Hungarian, there does 
exist a clause type that is just the VP, pure and simple, 
without any additional functional material. 
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 Hungarian VP is head-final (contrary to previous claims to 
the opposite) 

 OV is available as a basic, non-derived word order 

 Corroboration for the split-DP proposal of Sportiche (2005) 

 Support for the adjunction analysis of topicalization and QR 

 Backed up with corpus data (3.000+ RTC utterances) and an 
acceptability judgement survey (680 respondents) 
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 RTCs: 
o lack all phi-feature agreement 
o lack all TAM features and they are felicitous only if this missing 

information can be inferred from the context. 
o are strictly O PRT V (unlike full sentences, which are V-initial) 
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and can be pluralized 
o is not incorporated or pseudo-incorporated 

 In RTCs: 
o no subject is allowed in transitives or unergatives 
o subject is allowed in unaccusatives 
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(2) [CP [NegP [FocP [NegP [PredP [AgrSP [AgrOP [MoodP [TenseP 
[ModP  [vP ext. arg. [VP int. arg. [V’ PRT V ]]]]]]]]]]]]] 

 Focusing and negation are out (or very marginal) 

 Topicalization and Q-raising qua adjunction are available  

 Lack of vP -> no accusative case assignment and the absence of the ex-
ternal argument 

 No functional material above VP -> V is trapped within VP -> O PRT 
V linear order reveals the underlying structure of VP: 

 (3)  [VP internal arg. [V’ PRT V ]] 

 Alternative analysis involving movement (remnant or otherwise) is not 
feasible as there are no functional projections above VP for V or VP to 
move to 
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o breach of semantic interpretability at LF (the external argument slot 

is unsaturated) 
o breach of the principle that the numeration needs to be exhausted 

 RTCs are acceptable but degraded in a colloquial speech situation (4.2 
on a 1-to-7 Likert scale): not great, not terrible. 

 RTCs are quite practical, somewhat illegal… and theoretically very 
revealing. 


