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1 Introduction

Frisian complementiser as `as' introducing equative and comparative clauses (based on
Bacskai-Atkari 2022):1

(1) a. Marje
Marje

is
is
like
as

âld
old

as
as

Piet.
Piet

`Marje is as old as Piet.'

b. Marje
Marje

is
is
âlder
older

as
as

Piet.
Piet

`Marje is older than Piet.'

additional complementiser dat possible:

(2) a. Marje
Marje

is
is
like
as

âld
old

as
as

dat
that

Piet
Piet

is.
is

`Marje is as old as Piet is.'

b. Marje
Marje

is
is
âlder
older

as
as

dat
that

Piet
Piet

is.
is

`Marje is older than Piet is.'

pattern in (2) rather unusual in West Germanic

→ question: why Frisian dat di�ers from its cognates in this respect

proposal: the di�erences go back to di�erent feature speci�cations 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.
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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 Jäger 2018, Bacskai-Atkari 2018;
2023)

structure:

(4) CP

C′

C

than

CP

DegP

how tall

C′

C

∅

TP

Peter is

operator movement: relative operator movement (Bacskai-Atkari 2018) � lower C speci�ed
as [rel]

�niteness � [�n] � 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:

(5) CP

C′

C[compr] CP

Op.[rel] C′

C[rel],[�n] TP

→ complex periphery due to complex feature speci�cation
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3 Relative clauses in Frisian

most important elements in the left periphery (Hoekstra 2015):

� declinable relative pronouns dy and dat

� indeclinable relative pronoun dêr

� complementiser dat (reduced form: 't)

basic pattern in subject relative clauses:

(6) a. Se
they

ha
have

de
the.cg

man
man

sjoen
seen

dy
rel.cg

't
comp

de
the

hûn
dog

útliet.
out.let

`They saw the man who took the dog out.' (Hoekstra 2015: 166)

b. Se
they

ha
have

it
the.n

bern
child

sjoen
seen

dat
rel.n

de
the

hûn
dog

útliet.
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
the

man
man.cg

dêr
rel

't
comp

ik
I

mei
with

prate.
talked

`The man that I talked with.' (Hoekstra 2015: 168)

b. It
the

famke
girl.n

dêr
rel

't
comp

ik
I

mei
with

prate.
talked

`The girl that I talked with.' (Hoekstra 2015: 168)

syntactic and phonological properties:

� relative pronoun (declinable/indeclinable) in [Spec,CP]

� reduced complementiser 't in C

� no overt complementiser following the pronoun dat (dat + 't → dat)

structure:

(8) CP

DP

dy/dat
dêr

C′

C

't

TP

de hûn útliet
ik mei prate
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analysis:

� complementiser dat/'t does not type relative clauses on its own (�dat-relatives�)

� role of overt complementiser 't : encoding [�n] overtly (regular Germanic pattern
underlying doubly �lled comp and V2, see Bacskai-Atkari 2020; 2023)

� complementiser 't speci�ed as [u-rel] � triggers movement of the operator

� demonstrative-based relative operator speci�ed as [i-rel] � checks o� [u-rel] on C

→ feature speci�cation 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′

C

as

CP

Op.[i-rel] C′

C[u-rel],[�n]

dat

TP

Piet is

presence of dat : comparative clause cannot be reduced

(10) Marje
Marje

is
is
âlder
older

as
as

dat
that

Piet
Piet

*(is).
is

`Marje is older than Piet (is).'

reason: lower CP specifying �niteness missing in reduced comparatives � tenseless predicative
clause not coded for �niteness (Bacskai-Atkari 2023)
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5 Frisian in a West Germanic context

dat in Dutch comparison clauses marginal (inter-speaker variation, see the data in Bacskai-
Atkari & Baudisch 2018):2

(11) a. %Emma
Emma

is
is
even
so

oud
old

als
as

dat
that

Piet
Piet

is.
is

`Emma is as old as Piet is.'

b. %Emma
Emma

is
is
ouder
older

dan
than

dat
that

Piet
Piet

is.
is

`Emma is older than Piet is.'

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

(12) a. Ze
they

zagen
saw

de
the.cg

man
man

die
rel.cg

de
the

hond
dog

uitliet.
out.let

`They saw the man who took the dog out.'

b. Ze
they

zagen
saw

het
the.n

kind
man

dat
rel.n

de
the

hond
dog

uitliet.
out.let

`They saw the child who took the dog out.'

patterns:

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

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

� 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

als/dan

CP

Op.[i-rel] C′

C[u-rel],[�n]

%dat

TP

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.
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di�erence from ordinary relative clauses: no doubly �lled COMP e�ect

English:

(14) *Mary is taller than that Peter is.

that in English a regular relative complementiser:

(15) a. I saw 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) CP

C′

C

than

CP

C′

C[i-rel],[�n]

that

TP

Peter is Op.[i-rel]

problem due to feature speci�cation 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 o�end one of these little ones.
(New King James Version; Luke 17:2)

German dass not available in comparatives:

(18) *Maria
Maria

ist
is

gröÿer
taller

als
as

dass
that

Peter
Peter

ist.
is

`Maria is taller than Peter is.'
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German dass is not a relative complementiser and it cannot co-occur with d -pronouns

(19) Ich
I

kenne
know

den
the.m.acc

Mann,
man

der
rel.m.nom

(*dass)
that

das
the.n.acc

Buch
book

geschrieben
written

hat.
has
`I know the man who wrote the book.'

→ dass cannot encode [rel] at all

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

(20) Die
the.pl

Kräuter
herbs

sind
are

eher
rather

dekorativ,
decorative

als
as

dass
that

sie
they

wirklich
really

den
the.m.acc

Geschmack
taste

verändern.
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 't regularly appearing after the relative operator in headed relatives

� feature speci�cation 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

7



References

Allen, Cynthia. 1977. Topics in diachronic English syntax : University of Massachusetts
Amherst dissertation.

Bacskai-Atkari, Julia. 2018. Deletion phenomena in comparative constructions: English

comparatives in a cross-linguistic perspective. Berlin: Language Science Press. doi:
10.5281/zenodo.2545509.

Bacskai-Atkari, Julia. 2020. German V2 and Doubly Filled COMP in West Germanic.
The Journal of Comparative Germanic Linguistics 23(2). 125�160. doi:10.1007/
s10828-020-09117-x.

Bacskai-Atkari, Julia. 2022. Clause typing in Frisian: A questionnaire and
its results. Konstanz: University of Konstanz. URL: https://kops.uni-
konstanz.de/entities/publication/10dc4675-8e3c-4b7b-9010-cb1e99f77819, last
accessed: 19.02.2024.

Bacskai-Atkari, Julia. 2023. The syntax of functional left peripheries: Clause typing in

West Germanic and beyond. Berlin: Language Science Press.
Bacskai-Atkari, Julia & Lisa Baudisch. 2018. Clause typing in Germanic: A questionnaire
and its results. Potsdam: University of Potsdam. URL: https://publishup.uni-
potsdam.de/frontdoor/index/index/docId/40681, last accessed: 27.07.2023.

Boef, Eefje. 2013. Doubling in relative clauses: Aspects of morphosyntactic microvariation

in Dutch. Utrecht: LOT.
Chomsky, Noam. 1977. On wh-movement. In Peter W. Culicover, Thomas Wasow &
Adrian Akmajian (eds.), Formal syntax, 71�132. New York, NY: Academic Press.

van Gelderen, Elly. 2004. Grammaticalization as economy. Amsterdam: John Benjamins.
doi:10.1075/la.71.

van Gelderen, Elly. 2009. Renewal in the left periphery: Economy and the complementiser
layer. Transactions of the Philological Society 107(2). 131�195. doi:10.1111/j.
1467-968X.2009.01216.x.

Hoekstra, Eric. 2015. A historical note on the (in)declinable relative pronoun and its
syntactic functions. It Beaken 77(3�4). 165�174.

Jäger, Agnes. 2018. Vergleichskonstruktionen im Deutschen: Diachroner Wandel und

synchrone Variation. Berlin: De Gruyter.
Kennedy, Christopher. 2002. Comparative Deletion and optimality in syntax. Natural

Language & Linguistic Theory 20(3). 553�621. doi:10.1023/A:1015889823361.
Rizzi, Luigi. 1997. The �ne structure of the left periphery. In Liliane Haegeman (ed.),
Elements of grammar, 281�337. Dordrecht: Kluwer. doi:10.1007/978-94-011-5420-8\
_7.

Traugott, Elizabeth Closs. 1992. Syntax. In Richard M. Hogg (ed.), The Cambridge

history of the English language, Volume I: The beginnings to 1066, 168�289. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

8


