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1 Introdu
tion
Danish has an overt VP anaphor det (= 3rd singular neuter pronoun; glossed det), whi
h is li
ensedby an auxiliary. In non-verb-se
ond 
lauses (= most embedded 
lauses), det invariably surfa
es insitu:(1) EsbjergEsbjerg [satseremphasizes p�aon tr�nersiden℄i,
oa
h.side.def menswhile AalborgAalborg ikkenot g�rdoes deti.detEsbjerg emphasizes 
oa
hing, while Aalborg doesn't.In verb se
ond 
lauses (= main 
lauses and 
ertain embedded 
lauses), det may surfa
e:� in situ (with or without obje
t shift a
ross negation): [subje
t auxiliary (neg) det (neg)℄� or 
lause initially: [det auxiliary subje
t (neg)℄Depending on 
ontext, fronting of VP anaphor is obligatory, optional, or impossible.Claims:1. Fronting pattern 
hallenges Minimalist 
on
eption of movement: suppressing anaphor movementwhere impossible requires look-ahead.2. Fronting pattern follows from three ranked, violable 
onstraints:Ante
edent: An anaphor has an a

essible ante
edent, i.e. an anaphor has an ante
edent andthe anaphor does not pre
ede and 
-
ommand its ante
edent (Hankamer & Sag 1976).
>> TopFirst: Topi
 is 
lause initial, i.e. if a synta
ti
 
onstituent is topi
 it is 
lause initial (=in Spe
-CP; 
f. Costa 2001:176).
>> SubjFirst: Subje
t is 
lause initial (= in Spe
-CP).Starting assumptions:� verb se
ond 
lauses are CPs and initial position is Spe
-CP (Vikner 1995):CPhhhhhhhh((((((((XP C0hhhhhhhh((((((((CV-�nite TPhhhhhhh(((((((DPSubje
t T0PPPP����ThV-�nitei VP

� topi
s are eligible for fronting to Spe
-CP�VP anaphor is invariably topi
 (Houser et al 2007)� other elements vary in topi
 status, spe
i�able in the input to 
onstraint evaluation.
2 Anaphor fronting obligatory

If subje
t 
annot be 
onstrued as topi
, e.g. expletive subje
t, fronting of det is obligatory:(2) Dethey sp�rgerask omwhether derexpletive [�ndesexist ena billigere
heaper l�sning℄i,solution menbutThey are asking whether there is a 
heaper solution, buta. *. . . derexpletive g�rdoes detidet ikke.not (= 
andidate a)
b. . . . detidet g�rdoes derexpletive ikke.not (= 
andidate b). . . there isn't.

Constraint evaluation (input 
hunked into 
lauses marked by angle bra
kets; topi
 status spe
i�ed ininput; 
onstraints that position �nite auxiliary in se
ond position suppressed, see Anderson 2001 andLegendre 2001):< ... VP ... > < subj aux neg det=topi
 > Ante
edent TopFirst SubjFirsta. VPi [ subj aux det i neg ℄ *!b. ! VPi [ det i aux subj neg ℄ *
3 Anaphor fronting optional

If subje
t is 
onstruable as 
ontrastive topi
, anaphor fronting is optional:(3) Noglesome [klarermanage sig℄i,reflexiveSome manage,a. . . . andreothers g�rdo detidet ikke.not (= 
andidate a). . . others don't.b. . . . detidet g�rdo andreothers ikke.not (= 
andidate b). . . others don't.Evaluation for topi
 
onstrual of subje
t (TopFirst is violated by any non-initial topi
):< ... VP ... > < subj=topi
 aux neg det=topi
 > Ante
edent TopFirst SubjFirsta. ! VPi [ subj aux det i neg ℄ *b. VPi [ det i aux subj neg ℄ * *!Evaluation for non-topi
 
onstrual of subje
t:< ... VP ... > < subj aux neg det=topi
 > Ante
edent TopFirst SubjFirsta. VPi [ subj aux det i neg ℄ *!b. ! VPi [ det i aux subj neg ℄ *
4 Anaphor fronting impossible

If ante
edent is 
ontained inside subje
t, anaphor 
annot front:(4) Udvalget
ommittee.def unders�gteinvestigated boligforholdenehousing.situations.def forfor EU-ansatteEU-employees ogandThe 
ommittee investigated the housing situation for EU employees anda. . . . dethe embedsm�nd
ivil.servants derwho �nskerwish atto [bolive iin Brussell℄iBrussels g�rdo deti.deti (= 
andidate a). . . the 
ivil servants who wish to live in Brussels do (so).b. *. . . detidet g�rdo dethe embedsm�nd
ivil.servants derwho �nskerwish atto [bolive iin Brussell℄i.Brussels (= 
andidates b, 
)
In (4b) anaphor pre
edes and 
-
ommands ante
edent:CPhhhhhhhhhhh(((((((((((det i C0hhhhhhhhhhhhhhhh((((((((((((((((Cg�r TPhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhh(((((((((((((((((((DPhhhhhhhhhh((((((((((Dde NPhhhhhhhhhh((((((((((NPembedsm�nd CPhhhhhhhhhhh(((((((((((. . . bo i Brusselli. . .

T0aaaa!!!!Thg�ri hdeti

in violation of Ante
edent:< subj< ... VP ... > aux det=topi
 > Ante
edent TopFirst SubjFirsta. ! [[ D N [ ... VPi ... ℄℄subj aux det i℄ *b. [ det i aux [ D N [ ... VPi ... ℄℄subj℄ *! *
. [ det i aux [ D N [ ... VP ... ℄℄subj℄ *! *
Ante
edent requirement, not Prin
iple C e�e
t If an a

essible ante
edent is provided,fronting is possible (with dea

enting of subje
t-internal VP):(5) Detit eris dyrtexpensive atto [bolive iin Brussell℄,Brussels menbut detdet g�rdo dethe embedsm�nd
ivil.servants derwho �nskerwish atto [bolive iin Brussell℄.BrusselsIt's expensive to live in Brussels, but the 
ivil servants who wants to live in Brussels do(so).
This 
ontrasts with nominal anaphora:
(6) a. *Shei likes Sallyi [
f. (4b)℄b. *I met Sallyi and shei likes Sallyi. [
f. (5)℄
! No Prin
iple C for VPs (Sag 1976, Johnson 2001)Evaluation for (5):< ... VP ... > < subj< ... VP ... > aux det=topi
 > Ante
edent TopFirst SubjFirsta. VPi [[ D N [ ... VPi ... ℄℄subj aux det i℄ *!b. ! VPi [ det i aux [ D N [ ... VP ... ℄℄subj℄ *
. VP [ det i aux [ D N [ ... VPi ... ℄℄subj℄ *! *

5 The Minimalist alternative
�Movement to Spe
-CP is driven by uninterpretable feature F on C0, mat
hed by interpretable Fon moving element.�VP anaphor invariably bears F, expletive 
annot bear F ! obligatory anaphor fronting in (2)
� Topi
 subje
t bears F, and is 
loser to C than topi
 VP anaphor ! subje
t fronting in (3a)
�Non-topi
 subje
t la
ks F ! anaphor fronting in (3b)
� (4b) 
an be �ltered out; the 
hallenge is to generate (4a), i.e. to suppress movement of det :{ ante
edent does not intervene between probe and goal, so 
annot interrupt movement{ if subje
t were topi
 (= bore F), it would preempt movement of det (by lo
ality), but 
ontextdoes not support topi
 interpretation of subje
t.{ look-ahead: if moving det results in illi
it ante
edent-anaphor, don't move det.{ look-ahead is theoreti
ally undesireable and its implementation is un
lear.

6 Con
lusion
Positioning of the Danish VP anaphor det is determined by its dual status as topi
, whi
h makes iteligible for fronting to initial position, and anaphor, whi
h requires it to have an a

essible ante
edent.When these 
onditions 
on
i
t, the latter takes pre
eden
e. This is straightforwardly modelled in OTby ranking Ante
edent over TopFirst, but 
hallenges the Minimalist 
on
eption of movement,sin
e the position of the ante
edent does not a�e
t the featural 
on�guration that triggers movementof the anaphor to initial position. (See handout for referen
es.)


