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Labtn il 4 8 IS0 0T &Y 55 ol dalllan oS ¢ pgin cpl 55 ils 53 .(49
CS o aS 550 0 A 68 laaiia b 5 6 ) 55l [03,2.8 SSI 5 o]
3585l s 5 o ime SLal I sl 03,57 5 Coda b1y ols 65lu oSG LIKaT
eSS o523 bfp aa>in ol (Karimi, 2005: 131; Lasnik, 1999, 2001)

48 55500 e 4 bl pl M o s 03 28 SG S ol 00 s, al 53 .2001b

! D-feature
2 spell-out
3 expletive
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by 4 (6,138 a1 (63 50350 A ki 51,08 55l g ‘Ubrwww&
<8 95w e T b S s s 13 .(Mohr, 2005: 16) Ceul | § aaS” Sl
G s Sl LA lS o o151 a3 et (859 4 O 5L o 0L ol 5o
L Sl imbnie O gomen 2 S0l el OLstl 5 (ol 03 dhor (o il
el o3l ol 5e 55 ki 5y 0 daietie (6 Al duaieda
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%B)b‘,ﬂi@gf_;jQTQJ@\M&)JﬁJR}ALgLAWJ\é
Sheehan, 2010: ) 8" o Lael ;5 0T 0 ) wodor ) ghatens dozie puns 5 g lulis
Lol | el 28 L Sl Glaainin bogas 5 ol duaeie 5 (247
S el ainin &S5 ST o 5o ol pls Sl (S 28 1 05 seienl b
Ol el sl sy g5 p[on 18 S5 Jol] (S35 51 Sl Ko deed &5
6_;6!,&J.plcél,);.up;g,alu\%waw)lﬁ;dlw6;)\;;}?5
{(Pesetsky & Torrego, 2001: 359) ol K5 duasein &G I (Glavainin s 03 28
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! p(eripheral) feature
% edge feature
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(Jolin 53 5 [AST] (58 bl s datntio 13T Cod L1y Job )ME 2 o) 50
w,;bggg/‘,61@x€wa,,fm)wp ol oSl 5 0T (sl
a3l [0l 53 G p s ol o) & cenled a5 [4STE] Camd i e
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Chomsky, 2001: 42; ) s ojlw &S5 i a0 )3 o Lgsas 03 28 Sl 5
A y3aS ﬁﬂ.gdﬂ |4 «(Pesetsky & Torrego, 2001: 359; Sheehan, 2010: 247
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4S Cmalinn O ol ol (655 55 (Radford, 2004) s, 3, s so S sdome
03,58 (S313 Jool] ivamnin SU o Job ST 08 o 4 08 6 (o2 e
Sl ol I S sl o oS e 5l gl 5 S gl Sule,
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' Head Movement Constraint (HMC)
2 Locality Principle
3 Successive Cyclic Movement
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(53,5 0L oy L (Westergaard & Bentzen, 2007: 273) & 5 5 zjlf,u)
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e o VL ol 3 Sl ite e 5 ladd (S Jolb i gl 1551 e
3 il ol 8 kimns T 3,8 o 515 L eate W o 53 505 86K s
OV Jle) Sl 3 5gdn 535 (oo p D

19. Hovorfor liker John tog?
why likes John trains

403 Sy |y s Ol 1 5 (Westergaard & Bentzen, 2007: 273)

G o YL ol 0 0Ll 55 Sa e ool L 53 Jab oS dikinas LT
Vo 53 (INt°) 059 iy a1 53 o Lrasl a e Clw ;355> 40
09,5 s 5o )T i gl le 53 (POl®) a8 05 5 Sean (glols i
LegT .(Westergaard & Bentzen, 2007: 294) & &M 53 (Top®) ldze
(X° gpp]) [03 oS (SS1 3 Jol] mdnin 3T o |y e ol 53 Jo ol al
13518 555 e slaes 851 a a5, oS S o A

SO Q!}_;M_f'};g-u 0L 434S Sl H3b op!  (Cognola, 2013: 114)Y 518
Jol] astie (51l Ladpen o jo )3 olss (85 03,5 S dd ¢33 &3 o 0L
Ly S o opl 5l S o o 355 g5 4 1y lls gt b a5 ol [0 28 Sl 5
Ll o 0L ol 53 el Sl das ol

! [wh] feature
2 Mocheno
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wlralr pis 03,28 S35 Jol] pdbl,ens Latiio &Kl s0la5 55 e
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oLl (Ao e e ST L il b b ds &0 Juli IS 50 S35
ASTG oy S den oSl 4 SST b 0T (g 53 5 bl 0 ) ASTB 05 8 SKasnta
S S
Dol s i Calises glads S 45" ol o305 OLzs (Sheehan, 2010: 262) Olges
[o5 58 =S31 3 Jol] asetia Sl oslinal U Ol g a1y mbinsy a0l 53 S50
ST slacily 5o Job o o Job ol i o7 ol s Laieia 515 g0i 4 5

! focus fronting
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! wide focus
2 narrow focus
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Abstract

The present paper examines a phenomenon by means of which the main
verb in yes-no questions in the spoken form of Persian can either
optionally move to the front of the sentence or remain in-situ, intending to
yield an interrogative interpretation. However, as the latest approaches to
the study of the linguistic systems do not opt for optionality, the issue of
the optionality of verb movement in such structures, which seems to be an
unfortunate drawback, should be settled down in some way or another.

More specifically, considering the theoretical framework of the
paper, which is the feature checking mechanism within the Minimalist
Program (Chomsky, 1981; 1982; 1993; 1995; 2000; 2001la-b), the
optionality of verb-preposing in yes-no questions entails a contradiction
in terms of the two-valued feature strength in the feature checking theory.
A feature should be either [+ value] or [- value], and there is no in-between
feature value. That is, a syntactic feature is either strong or weak, making
the constituent it is associated with either move or remain in situ.
Consequently, the optional movement of an element in syntax cannot be
analyzed as having a strong and a weak feature simultaneously.
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To do away with this inconsistency regarding verb-preposing in
yes-no questions in Persian, this paper proposes an alternative approach
relying on the notion of Extended Projection Principle ([EPP]) feature.
The EPP is considered by Chomsky (2000, 2000a) as a feature optionally
assigned to the head of a syntactic phrase, providing the necessary impetus
for the overt movement of such a projection or the constituent thereof. In
fact, the EPP feature is taken to be a syntactic mechanism or a strong
syntactic feature which induces the overt movement of a constituent to
satisfy certain semantic and functional requirements.

Turning to the Persian data, the adopted approach in this article
considers checking the strong EPP-feature on the head of the focus phrase
(FocP) as the trigger for verb-preposing in such constructions. In this
approach, the difference between the verb fronting in yes-no questions, on
the one hand, and its remaining in-situ, on the other hand, reduces to the
optional selection of the EPP-feature from the lexicon by the head of the
FocP. In the former case, after the verb has checked the strong EPP-feature
on the head of FocP through movement to the Foc?, it fails to move on to
the head of CP due to the presence of the complementizer “ke” (that) on
the C°. Subsequently, the [-Q] feature on the C°is matched with the [+Q)]
feature of the verb through agree, hence checking the [-Q] feature of the
C°. In the latter case, on the contrary, the [-Q] feature on the C°is checked
against the [+Q] feature on the verb through agree only, with no movement
involved.

Keywords: Yes-No Questions, Verb-Preposing, Optionality,
Minimalist Program, EPP-Feature.



