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Relativized Minimality approach (Rizzi, 1990; Starke, 2001; Grillo, 2005; 2008, Garaffa & Grillo,
2008; Friedmann et al., 2009)

syntactic locality account

OL OCUVTOKTLKEG OXEOCELG LKAVOTIOLOUVTAL OTO
HLKpOTEPO Suvato neplBalAov oto omolio eival
ePLKTN N LKavoToinor Toug.

Relativized Minimality (RM)
X a-governs Y only if there is no Z such that:
(i) Z is a typical potential a-governor forY;and

(i) Z c-commandsY and does not c-command X.

[X ... Z .. Y .. ]

(Y is in a minimal configuration (MC) with X iff there is no Z such that Z
is of the same structural type as X, and Z intervenes between X andY).



Relativized Minimality approach in aphasia (Grillo, 2005; 2008, Garaffa & Grillo,
2008)

.. X ... L ... Y ...
{ 'Irﬁa"lfa'asﬁ } class {'Lﬂ:?ya}clﬂss A {'15[31?1615}':]353 Q

Normal Representation
{D- N. B} (P s, acc- E} {D N, Bl~ D, n-:rm} {D N. eh P, nnm} {D N, B} P s, acce E}
It is the boy [who [the girl] [<the girl> loved <the boy>]]
| |

Agrammatic Representation
(D, N, O, g ...} DN Qs ...} INOLPs ...} {N.Op, ...}
It is the boy [vi.;rhn [the girl] [<...= loved <...=>]]

(Grillo, 2005)



AGUUUETPLES TOV UTOPEL VO EPUNVEVGEL TO HOVTELD OVTO:

v Epwtnuatikéc doués avagpopixortnyrac (referential) vs.
EPOTHUOATIKES OOUES U avapopikoTyTas (non-referential)
OVTIKELREVOL

v Epwrtijceic vroksyuévoo (subject questions) vs. avtikeyuévov (object
questions)

v Aragpopd ety exidocn twv epwtioswy opicuaros who vs. what
(AOym Tov yapaktnplotn +/- Epyuyo ; animacy effect —
EMIOPAOT] TOL YOPAKTNPIGTIKOV +/- ELYVYO)

Mismatch in the grammaticalized [+/ - animate] feature between the moved object
and the intervening subject is predicted to help the patient in building the relative
chain and overcome the minimality effect observed in comprehension (Garaffa & Grillo,
2008:191).

(Garaffa & Grillo, 2008)



Garaffa and Grillo, 2008 (yia ta ttaAika)

JUUUETEXOVTEG: £vag aypappotikdc ophnTc

AOKLLOOLEC

subject relatives, The boy who kissed the girl is happy;
object relatives, The boy who the girl kissed is happy;
subject clefts, It is the boy who kissed the girl; and
object clefts, It is the boy who the girl kissed.

argumental who questions: subject, object
argumental what questions: subject, object.



AmoteAeopata

MBS soores om comprehensson of relalives and clelled snlences

henlemoe Lype Cimrrecl
Subecl Belahves 17 B35
20
Ot Belalives 5 4
20
Subect Clells 15 &)
20
Oibect Clells 5 &l
20
Tantal 31 a3.7
50
MLE.s perdlormance mowh-quwes on prosd welim
henlence Lype Cornect Ya
who-suhyect 9 75
12
wha-ohect i il
12
wheri-subyect 1) ¥3.3
12
whei-ihbpect 9 75
12
Tastal 583




Nerantzini,Varlokosta, Papadopoulou, and Bastiaanse, 2014
(yia ta EAANVIKQ)

2U quTéXOVTEQI 7 oypOUHOTIKOL OULANTEG

AOKLOOLEC

Non-referential, who / what: subject, object
Referential, which: subject, object wh-questions

. . . . dikse mu ton jatro pu trava ton adliti,
Right-branching : subject, object Sikse mu ton jatro pu trava o adiitis.

Pjos trava ton adliti? Pjon trava o afitis? Center-embedded: subject, object O jatros pu trova ton adliti ine psilos. Pjos ine?

Titrava ton adliti?  Titrova o adiitis? O jatros pu trava o adlitis ine psilos. Pjos ine?
Pjos jatros trava ton adliti? Pjon jatro trava o adlitis?

Referential, which questions: subject, object
J Non-referential, who questions: subject, object

Right-branching sentences, subject and object w
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Pjos jatros trava ton adliti? Pjon jatro trava o adlitis? [ \ 2R %
Pjos trava ton adliti?  Pjon trava o jatros? = ﬁ ,
Edo ine o jatros pu trava o ablitis eno ebo ine... g\g / /:'; |
0 zoyrafos pu (ton) trava o astinomas. - =




AntoteAeopata (1)

Wh-comprehension

which- which- who- who- what- what-
NP_subject NP_object subject object subject object

Mean 0.79 0.57 0.75 0.77 0.70 0.79
(Sdv) (1.69) (2.66) (2.30) (1.84) (2.13) (3.13)

RC-comprehension

RB-subject = RB-object CE-subject CE-object
Mean 0.72 0.69 0.60 0.62
(Sdv) (4.49) (4.66) (4.92) (4.88)
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- who-  what- what-
ct object subject object
) 0.37 0.83 0.94

) (0.49) (0.38) (0.24)

Subject_RCs Object RCs

Mean 0.52 0.32
(SD) (0.40) (0.38)
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