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1 Introduction

Frisian complementiser as ‘as’ introducing equative and comparative clauses (based on
Bacskai-Atkari 2022):!

(1)  a. Marje is like ald as Piet.
Marje is as old as Piet
‘Marje is as old as Piet.’

b. Marje is alder as Piet.
Marje is older as Piet
‘Marje is older than Piet.’

additional complementiser dat possible:

(2)  a. Marje is like ald as dat Piet is.
Marje is as old as that Piet is
‘Marje is as old as Piet is.’

b. Marje is alder as dat Piet is.

Marje is older as that Piet is
‘Marje is older than Piet is.’

pattern in (2) rather unusual in West Germanic
— question: why Frisian dat differs from its cognates in this respect

proposal: the differences go back to different feature specifications in relative clauses

1Unless otherwise indicated, the data are based on the results of the questionnaire reported in Bacskai-
Atkari (2022). The questionnaire was completed by two participants: Speaker 1 predominantly grew up
in Burgum and Speaker 2 predominantly grew up in Drachten.



2 The left periphery in comparison clauses

degree comparative clauses involve operator movement to the left periphery (Bacskai-
Atkari 2018, following Kennedy 2002 and Chomsky 1977):

(3) %Mary is taller than how tall Peter is.

— left periphery of comparison clauses complex (see Jager 2018, Bacskai-Atkari 2018;
2023)

structure:
(4) CP
Cl
C CP

than DegP !

how tall C TP

AN

() Peter is

operator movement: relative operator movement (Bacskai-Atkari 2018) —lower C specified
as |rel

finiteness — [fin] — also encoded on the lower C head (Rizzi 1997 on the Force-Fin
distinction, Bacskai-Atkari 2023 on comparatives)

higher C head encodes clause type (comparative)

template:

— complex periphery due to complex feature specification



3 Relative clauses in Frisian
most important elements in the left periphery (Hoekstra 2015):

e declinable relative pronouns dy and dat
e indeclinable relative pronoun dér

e complementiser dat (reduced form: %)

basic pattern in subject relative clauses:

(6) a. Se ha de man sjoen dy ’t de hin utliet.
they have the.CG man seen REL.CG COMP the dog out.let
‘They saw the man who took the dog out.” (Hoekstra 2015: 166)

b. Se ha it bern sjoen dat de hin utliet.
they have the.N child seen REL.N the dog out.let
‘They saw the child who took the dog out.” (Hoekstra 2015: 167)

same pattern in object relative clauses (Hoekstra 2015: 167)

prepositional complements:

(7)  a. De man  dér’t ik mei prate.
the man.CG REL COMP I with talked
‘The man that I talked with.” (Hoekstra 2015: 168)

b. It famke dér ’t ik mei prate.
the gir.LN REL coMP I with talked
‘The girl that I talked with.” (Hoekstra 2015: 168)

syntactic and phonological properties:

e relative pronoun (declinable/indeclinable) in [Spec,CP|
e reduced complementiser % in C

e 1o overt complementiser following the pronoun dat (dat + 't — dat)

structure:

(8) CP

DP C’
dy/dat C TP
dér ‘
't de hin utliet
ik mei prate



analysis:

e complementiser dat/’t does not type relative clauses on its own (“dat-relatives”)

e role of overt complementiser ’t: encoding [fin| overtly (regular Germanic pattern
underlying doubly filled comp and V2, see Bacskai-Atkari 2020; 2023)

e complementiser ’t specified as [u-rel] — triggers movement of the operator

e demonstrative-based relative operator specified as [i-rel] — checks off [u-rel] on C

— feature specification of dat/’t makes it available for relative C heads in comparison
clauses

4 The lower CP in comparatives

lower CP in Frisian in examples like (2) contains an overt complementiser, not an operator
— the operator itself is covert

structure:
9) CP
)
C CP
as Op-[i—rel] C
Clu-rel) jin) TP
dat Piet is

presence of dat: comparative clause cannot be reduced

(10)  Marje is alder as dat Piet *(is).
Marje is older as that Piet is
‘Marje is older than Piet (is).’

reason: lower CP specifying finiteness missing in reduced comparatives — tenseless predicative
clause not coded for finiteness (Bacskai-Atkari 2023)



5 Frisian in a West Germanic context

dat in Dutch comparison clauses marginal (inter-speaker variation, see the data in Bacskai-
Atkari & Baudisch 2018):?

(11)  a. “Emma is even oud als dat Piet is.
Emma is so old as that Piet is
‘Emma is as old as Piet is.’

b. “Emma is ouder dan dat Piet is.
Emma is older than that Piet is
‘Emma is older than Piet is.’

relative clauses in Dutch: default pattern with declinable demonstrative-based pronouns

(12)  a. Ze zagen de man die de hond uitliet.
they saw  the.CG man REL.CG the dog out.let
‘They saw the man who took the dog out.’

b. Ze zagen het kind dat de hond uitliet.
they saw  the.N man REL.N the dog out.let
“They saw the child who took the dog out.’

patterns:

e d-pronouns well-attested in regional dialects as well (Boef 2013)

e complementiser dat in combination with d-pronouns in Waasland Dutch (Boef 2013:
141)

e single complementiser dat restricted to Vlaams-Brabant

— availability of dat in patterns like (11) depends on whether dat is available as an [u-rel]
relative complementiser

structure:
(13) CP
C/
C CP

/N

als/dan Op.frey C'

N

Cluren,ffin] TP

AN

%dat Piet is

2In the questionnaire reported in Bacskai-Atkari & Baudisch (2018), both participants indicated the
options shown in (11) as grammatical. Speaker 1 predominantly grew up in Haaksbergen and Speaker 2
predominantly grew up in Amersfoort.



difference from ordinary relative clauses: no doubly filled COMP effect
English:
(14) *Mary is taller than that Peter is.

that in English a regular relative complementiser:

(15)  a. Isaw the man that wrote the book.
b. I saw the book that the man wrote.

origin of the relative complementiser: a regular relative pronoun (see Allen 1977, Traugott
1992, van Gelderen 2004; 2009)

— equipped with an [i-rel] feature — does not require the movement of an operator

structure:
(16) Ccp
!
/\
Cc CP
than C’

TN

Cli-rel] [fin] TP

that Peter is Op.{ireq

problem due to feature specification of the canonical relative complementiser — it normally
types the clause as relative

sequence than that only when comparing propositions (archaic):

(17) It would be better for him if a millstone were hung around his neck, and he were
thrown into the sea, than that he should offend one of these little ones.
(New King James Version; Luke 17:2)

German dass not available in comparatives:

(18)  *Maria ist grofer als dass Peter ist.
Maria is taller as that Peter is
‘Maria is taller than Peter is.’



German dass is not a relative complementiser and it cannot co-occur with d-pronouns

(19)

Ich kenne den Mann, der (*dass) das Buch geschrieben
I  know the.M.ACC man REL.M.NOM that the.N.ACC book written
hat.

has

‘T know the man who wrote the book.’

— dass cannot encode [rel| at all

sequence als dass only when comparing propositions (expressing preference):

(20)

Die  Krauter sind eher dekorativ, als dass sie  wirklich den
the.PL. herbs are rather decorative as that they really the.M.ACC
Geschmack verandern.

taste change
‘The herbs are rather decorative than that they would really change the taste.’

— additional evidence that English that in (17) not a lower C like Frisian dat

— evidence from the West Germanic cognates show that the Frisian pattern is due to
the particular feature equipment of dat

6 Conclusion

distribution of dat/’t in Frisian relative and comparative clauses

dat possible in the lower C in comparison clauses (following as)
reduced form ¢ regularly appearing after the relative operator in headed relatives
feature specification as [u-rel] on dat/’t explains its distribution

distribution not straightforward — West Germanic cognates do not (necessarily)
show the same behaviour

— feature equipment shows a certain stability across clause types
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