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 1. Introduction 

 Languages differ with respect to the availability of hyperraising, i.e., subject movement out of a finite clause. English, 

for instance, does not allow it (1), whereas Brazilian Portuguese (BP) does (2).1 

 

(1) a. It seems that the boys ate cake. 

     b. *The boys seem that ate cake. 

 

(2) a. Parece que os meninos comeram bolo. 

       seems  that the boys  ate.3PL    cake 

       'It seems that the boys ate cake' 

     b. Os  meninos parecem  que comeram bolo. 

       the boys    seem.3PL  that ate.3PL   cake 

       'It seems that the boys ate cake' 

 

Note for BP that the 3rd person plural DP subject os meninos ('the boys') triggers agreement on both embedded and 

matrix verb when it surfaces in pre-verbal position clause initially (2b). When it occurs pre-verbally to the embedded 

verb (2a), a pro expletive is inserted as the matrix subject, thus triggering default 3rd person singular agreement and 

satisfying the EPP.2 

 

In this talk I propose that the availability of hyperraising is tied to the position DP subjects occupy. More specifically, 

I will claim that subjects undergoing HR are higher than subjects that don't hyperraise. In other words, (3). 

 

(3) Only higher subjects may hyperraise. (one-way correlation) 

 

 
1 Cf. Martins & Nunes (2005, 2010), Rodrigues (2004), Ferreira (2004, 2009), Nunes (2008, 2016), Fong (2018), Pires & Nediger (2018), 
Lohninger, Kovač & Wurmbrand (2022), ao. 
2 Cf. Duarte 2003, Martins & Nunes 2005, ao.  
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Such higher subject position will be identified to Bošković's (2024) Spec,A/A'P, a mixed A/A' position above TP and 

below CP claimed to host, for instance, locally moved wh-subjects, where they also satisfy EPP and check nominative 

Case without through Spec,TP. 

 

HR as an impossibility in, e.g., English, has been of theoretical interest across decades for reasons such as 

• violation of the Tensed S condition (Chomsky 1973) 

• violation of the Chain condition (Chomsky 1986) 

• violation of Greed (Chomsky 1995) 

• Activation Condition effect (Chomsky 2001) 

• violation of Phase Impenetrability Condition (PIC) (Chomsky 2001) 

• improper movement  (Chomsky & Lasnik 1993, Fukui 1993) 

 

Several proposals have been made on the basis of Brazilian Portuguese HR: 

• Ferreira (2004, 2009), Nunes (2008, 2016, 2019, ao): BP subjects are accessible for HR due to finite T being 

(optionally) phi-defective (phase defectivity) 

• Fong (2018): HR subjects undergo A-movement through Spec,CP (C has A-features)  

• Pires & Nediger (2018): Case valuation in HR languages can be delayed (parametric approach) 

• Lohninger, Kovač, & Wurmbrand (2022): HR subjects undergo movement through a special CP, i.e., CP.R, 

headed by mixed A and A' probes that are independently satisfied  

 

A common feature among these proposals is that they assign special properties to either T or C: 

• phi-defective T bleeding nominative Case; also for Greek (Alexiadou & Anagnostopoulou 2002), Japanese 

(Uchibori 2000). 

• C in HR constructions taken to be different than C in non-HR constructions 

 

There is, however, no morphophonological distinction between the presumed HR special Ts or Cs and their non-

HR counterparts. In fact, HR is possible out of clauses that are neither tense or phi defective in languages like Zulu 

(4) or Yoruba (5), which would make one wonder why such defectivity is relevant for some languages (BP, Japanese, 

Greek) but not in others (Zulu, Yoruba). 
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(4) Zulu 

 
(5) Yoruba 

      
 

Additionally, tying HR to the availability of a special C that allows, e.g., A-movement out of CP, seems to blur the 

distinction between HR and non-HR languages, since it has been observed that A-movement out of CP may actually 

be permitted even in languages that do not allow HR like West Ulster English (6), French (7), and Belfast English 

(8).  

 

(6) West Ulster English 

     
(7) French 

     
(8) Belfast English 

     He seems for to have left early. 

 

I here propose that HR is an effect of subjects occupying a position structurally higher than Spec,IP and lower than 

Spec,CP - Spec,A/A'P (9).  

 

(9) SUBJ ... [A/A'P tSUBJ [TP [vP tSUBJ ... ]]]] 

 

This position is claimed to be available universally and has been proposed on independent grounds. 
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2. Hyperraising in Brazilian Portuguese 

In this section I present the evidence that has been presented to argue for HR in BP.  

 

- A HR reading (raising predicate does not assign a theta-role) 

 

(10) O  estojo     parece que sumiu  

      the  pencil case  seems  that disappeared 

      'It seems that the pencil case disappeared.' 

 

- Idiom preservation 

 

(11) A  cobra parece que vai    fumar  

      the snake seems  that will.go smoke 

      'It seems that the snake will smoke' ('It seems that things will go wrong') 

                                                           (Martins & Nunes 2005) 

 

- Island effects 

 

(12) a. Complex NP constraint  

        *Os  meninos parecem que [DP o   fato de que t venham   nos alegra ] 

         the kids    seem.3PL that  the fact  of  that   come.3PL us   cheer 

        Lit. ‘The kids seem that the fact that (they) are coming makes us happy.’   

                                                        (Pires & Nediger 2018: 191-2) 

      b. Adjunct island  

        *Alguns alunos  parecem que começou  a  chover [adjunct depois que t chegaram ] 

          some  students seem.3PL   that started   to rain       after   that  arrived.3PL 

 

- Variable bound reading of HR subjects with no weak crossover effects  
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(13) Nenhum  aluno   parece pro orientador dele que entendeu   a    lição 

      no      student  seems  to  advisor   his  that understood the lesson 

      'No student seems to his advisor to have understood the lesson' 

                                                                  (Fong 2018: 11) 

 

- HR subjects can be weak pronouns (14) and negative quantifiers (15) - against (pure) topicalization 

 

(14) a. *Cê,    o  João  me  disse que está doente.  

         youweak the João  me  said  that is   sick  

        ‘João told me that you are sick.’  

      b. Cê    parece que está doente.  

        youweak seems  that is   sick  

        ‘You seem to be sick.’ 

    

(15) a. *Ninguém, o   João  disse  que entendeu   o   problema.  

           nobody   the João  said   that understood the problem  

        ‘João said that nobody understood the problem.’  

      b. Ninguém parece que entendeu   o   problema.  

        nobody   seems  that understood the problem  

        ‘Nobody seems to have understood the problem.’ 

                                                                Nunes (2008:93) 

 

- Intervention effects  

 

(16) a. Parece que o   bolo, o   João  comeu.  

        seems  that the cake  the João  ate  

        ‘It seems that the cake, João ate.’  

      b. *[ o   João]i parece que o   bolo, ti comeu 

            the João  seems  that the cake   ate  

        ‘João seems that the cake, ate.’ (int) 

                                                                Nunes (2008:95) 
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(17) NPI licensing 

      
 

3. A higher subject position 

Bošković (2024) argues for the existence of an intermediary position between TP and CP, claiming that it hosts locally 

moved wh-subjects. Crucially, the author shows that neither Spec,TP nor Spec,CP host these elements (18). 

 

(18) Who left? 

     
 

I here present the main points of the argument, largely based on asymmetries between wh-subjects and other types of 

wh-phrases. 

 

First, wh-subjects must move (albeit vacuously). Note that wh-the-hell XPs cannot be in situ (19a). If who the hell in (19c) 

were in the regular subject position, it would be expected to pattern with (19a) and not with (19b). 
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(19) Wh-the-hell asymmetry 

      
 

The scope asymmetry in (20) also advocates against a wh-subject in situ analysis. Note that it also cannot move through 

Spec,TP either, otherwise an inverse scope reading would be expected. 

 

(20) Inverse scope asymmetry 

      
Sluicing as wh-movement + TP deletion: 

 

(21) Someone bought a car. Who [IP t bought a car]? 

 

Subject-verb agreement morphology with wh-subjects differs from DP subjects (anti-agreement): 

 

(22) Kinande 

      
 

DP subjects don't allow Quantifier float, wh-subjects do. 

 

(23) West Ulster English (McCloskey 2000) 
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As for BP: 

 

(24) Wh-the-hell 

      
 

(25) Sluicing 

      Alguém comprou  um carro. Quem [t comprou um carro]? 

      someon bought   a   car   Who 

      'Someone bought a car. Who bought a car?' 

 

(26) Overt complementizer with wh-subjects 

      
 

Conclusion: wh-subjects undergo wh-movement without going through Spec,TP.  

 

This position, however, is not Spec,CP. 

 

Cases where wh-subjects and wh-objects or wh-adjuncts do not patter alike:  

 

- Contraction restrictions on two-word wh-XPs: 
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(27) 2-word wh-object: contraction blocked (d-e) 

      
(28) 2-word wh-subject: contraction ok   

      
 

- Interaction between wh-movement and topicalization 

 

(29) Asymmetry in English 

      
 

(30)  Asymmetry in BP 

      
 

Also, it is possible to topicalize the DP object above the wh-subject, but not to topicalize the DP subject above the 

wh-object: 

 

(31) Topicalization restriction 
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Note that this also shows the wh-subject must move below the position the object is topicalized. 

 

- Interaction between wh-movement and polarity adverbs: 

 

(32) a.  ?*[What] (under no circumstances) should (under no circumstances) Mary ever buy t? 

      b. [Who] (under no circumstances) should (under no circumstances) ever t hire Peter? 

 

- Different complementizers; Belfast English (32), Norwegian (33): 

 

(33) Belfast English 

      a. I wonder which author (*that) wrote the book. 

      b. I wonder which dish that they picked 

      c. I don't know know when that he is going 

 

(34) Norwegian  

     
- Different focus markers: 
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(35) Defaka 

      
Conclusion: wh-subjects do not move to the same position wh-objects move to.  

Proposal: wh-subjects move to a position below Spec,CP but above Spec,TP.  

 

Obs.: this is not a wh-subject exclusive position; the author also claims other elements may target this position, e.g., 

subjects in V2 constructions, only-subjects, overt imperative subjects, inverted PP locatives, clausal subjects, Singlish 

non-agreeing subjects, Defaka focus subjects (35), Chinese and Japanese subjects. 

 

I here add another element to this list: HR subjects.  

 

Crucially, this position is taken to behave as a mixed A and A'-position able to satisfy EPP, check nominative Case 

(so no need to go through Spec,TP), and host A'-movement. 

 

4. BP DP subjects in Spec,A/A'P 

 

For the A behavior, we saw that BP DP subjects: 

 

- preserve idiomatic readings (11, repeated below) 
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(36) A  cobra parece que vai    fumar  

      the snake seems  that will.go smoke 

      'It seems that the snake will smoke' ('It seems that things will go wrong') 

                                                           (Martins & Nunes 2005) 

 

- variable bounding with no WCO (13. repeated below) 

 

(37) Nenhum  aluno   parece pro orientador dele que entendeu   a    lição 

      no      student  seems  to  advisor   his  that understood the lesson 

      'No student seems to his advisor to have understood the lesson' 

                                                                  (Fong 2018: 11) 

 

- negative quantifier subjects (15, repeated below) 

 

(38) a. *Ninguém, o   João  disse  que entendeu   o   problema.  

           nobody   the João  said   that understood the problem  

        ‘João said that nobody understood the problem.’  

      b. Ninguém parece que entendeu   o   problema.  

        nobody   seems  that understood the problem  

        ‘Nobody seems to have understood the problem.’ 

                                                                Nunes (2008:93) 

Now, for the A' behavior: 

 

- BP DP subjects pattern with A'-XPs regarding 

 

 - lack of subject/object inverse scope reading  

 

(39) a. Someone loves everyone  (some > every; every > some) 

      b. Who loves everyone?    (who > every; *every > some) 

 

(40) a. Alguém  ama  todo mundo (who > every; *every > some) 

        someone  loves everyone 
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      b. Quem ama  todo mundo?   (who > every; *every > some) 

        who   loves everyone 

 

 - subject/negation inverse scope: Saito (2010, 2011) has argued that Japanese subjects are higher than English 

subjects based on the difference in scope possibilities we see below. Note that BP patterns with Japanese in this 

respect. 

 

(41) English 

      Everyone didn't take the exam         (every > not; not > every) 

(42) Japanese 

      zen'in-ga sono tesuto-o uke-nakat-ta     (all > neg; *neg > all) 

      all-nom  that  test-acc  take-neg-pst 

      'All did not take the test' 

(43) BP 

      Todo mundo não fez  a   prova       (all > neg; *neg > all) 

      everybody   not did the exam 

      'No one did the test'  

 

 - topic behavior regarding extraction: 

 

(44) Extraction out of a topic is better than out of a subject 

      
(45) No asymmetry in BP (subjects behave like topics) 

      
 

As for the mixed A/A' behavior:  
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- non-argumental DPs in subject position triggering agreement3 

 

(46) Topic-prominent agreeing subjects (locatives) 

      
(47)  a.  A tall tree stands in the forest 

       b. In the forest stands a tall tree 

       c. *The forest stands a tall tree 

 

(48) Topic-prominent agreeing subjects (raised possessors) 

      
(49) a.  Someone perforated the tires of the car 

      b. *The car perforated the tires 

    

Such constructions have been analyzed as either having the moved DP agree with the verb from a topic position in 

the CP domain; see Negrão (1999) and Kato (2006), or as taking Spec,IP in BP to be able to host non-argumental 

DPs; see Lunguinho (2006), Avelar (2009) and Avelar & Cyrino (2008). 

 
3 Cf. Li & Thompson (1976), Pontes (1987), Negrão (1999), Galves (2001), Kato (2006), Avelar (2009), Kato 2015, Quarezemin (2017). 
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Finally, aboutness topic (AT) subjects behave differently from AT objects in that they may be realized in the regular 

subject position. 

 

(50) AT objects 

     
 

(51) AT subjects 

       
 

Another point comes from comparing BP with Spanish, also claimed to display HR.4 As observed by Montalbetti 

(1984), overt pronominal subjects cannot be variable-bound; only pro can be used as a bound variable. Crucially, 

Spanish overt pronouns are only used when focalized, which is taken by Bošković (2024) to indicate they are in the 

higher subject position, while pro in lower in the inflectional domain - hence only the latter could function as a bound 

variable. 

 

In BP, however, even though overt pronouns can be used when not focalized, they still disallows a variable bound 

reading (52).  

 
4 See Alexiadou & Anagnostopoulou (1998); Fernandez-Salgueiro (2005) ; Pires & Nediger (2018). 
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(52) Montalbetti's effect 

     
 

I take this to signal another mixed A/A' behavior of BP overt pronouns: they are not necessarily focused (A), but still 

disallow a variable bound reading (A').  

 

Among candidates for Spec,A/A'P, Bošković (2024) proposes CP subjects occupy it.  

 

(53) [That John likes Mary] seems to be surprising. 

 

Nunes (2008) observes that CP complements of raising predicates cannot front, though they can in cases of non-

raising predicates. 

 

(54) *CP subjects with raising predicates 
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(55) CP subjects of non-raising predicates 

                                  

           
 

Nunes (2008) additionally proposes that raising predicates assign inherent Case to their clausal complement, rendering 

it immobile. Taking both CP and HR subjects to occupy the same position, in (54) raising  the subject is then the only 

option but in (55), CP must move since it is closer than the DP in its Spec.  

 

5. Derivation 

I propose (56) depicts a simple finite clause in BP: (V movement not represented) 

 

(56) [CP [A/A'P  os meninosi [TP [vP ti comeram bolo ]]]] 

             the boys        ate.PL    cake 

 

Possibility 1: T uninterpretable phi-features are valued via Agree; the DP moves to Spec,A/A'P to satisfy EPP 

Possibility 2: the A/A' head bears phi-features, valued via Agree; the DP moves to satisfy EPP 

 

Next step: embedding (56) under a raising predicate gives us (57). 

 

(57) [CP [A/A'P [TP pro [vP  parece [CP que [A/A'P  os meninosi [TP [vP ti  comeram bolo ]]]]] 

                   seems    that     the boys         ate.PL    cake 
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In a non-HR construction, an expletive pro is inserted in the matrix clause, triggering default 3rd person agreement. I 

suggest pro is in Spec,TP, in agreement with the discussion on the Montalbetti effect from the previous section.5  

 

Also, an account that places overt DP subjects and pro subjects in different positions allows to capture the fact that 

pro does not hyperraise. The distribution of pro is very restricted in BP, being disallowed, e.g.,  for referential 3rd 

person (58), but allowed as expletives (59), "arbitrary" 3rd person (60), and 1st person (61). 

 

(58) *Compr-ou  um  carro 

        bought-3SG a   car 

        'He/She bought a car' (int) 

(59) Choveu  ontem 

      rained    yesterday 

      'It rained yesterday' 

(60) Telefonaram    pra  você. 

       telephoned.3PL  to  you 

       'Someone telephoned you' 

(61) Comprei    um carro 

      bought-1SG a   car 

      'I bought a car' 

 

Note that the non-default inflection in (60) and (61) allows us to test whether these null subject can hyperraise. They 

can't. 

  

(62) a.  *Parecem que telefonaram   pra você. 

           seem.3PL that telephoned.3PL  to  you 

      b.  Parece    que telefonaram    pra você. 

         seem.3SG that telephoned.3PL  to  you 

         'It seems that someone telephoned you' 

 

 
5 On the status and distribution of pro in Brazilian Portuguese, I refer the reader to the following works and relevant references cited therein: 
Pontes (1987), Kato (1989, 1999, 2000), Galves (1993, 1998), Duarte (1995, 2003), Kato & Negrao˜ (2000), Barbosa et al. (2001), Modesto 
(2000), Ferreira (2004, 2009), Rodrigues (2004). 
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(63) a. *Pareço    que comprei     um carro.  

         seem.1SG that bought-1SG  a   car 

         'I seem to have bought a car'    

      b. Parece    que comprei     um carro.  

         seem.3SG that bought-1SG  a   car 

         'I seem to have bought a car'    

 

If HR is an effect of subjects occupying Spec,A/A'P and pro doesn't occupy this position, it then follows that null 

subjects can't HR. 

 

Back to the derivation: in order to make the DP subject accessible for movement into the matrix clause, it must move 

through the edge of CP (in view of the PIC). I take this step to not involve improper movement (A/A' to A').  

 

But where should it land? Departing from an A' position, it may only land in the matrix A/A' position, as shown in 

(64). (I take the unaccusative matrix vP to be non-phasal (Chomsky 2001)) 

 

(64) [CP [A/A'P os meninosi  [TP [vP parece [CP os meninosi  que [A/A'P  ti [TP [vP ti  comeram bolo ]]]]] 

             the boys             seems    that              ate.pl    cake 

 

Empirical evidence for a higher landing site comes again from lack of inverted scope even when the subject undergoes 

typical raising. 

 

(65) a.  Alguém  parece amar    todo mundo  

         someone  seems  love.INF  everyone 

         'Someone seems to love everyone' 

      b. Alguém   parece que ama  todo mundo. 

         someone  seems  that loves everyone 

         'It seems that someone loves everyone' 

 

An advantage of an approach that ties HR to a subject-dedicated position is that it allows us to account for why a 

language may have (subject-to-subject) HR but not (subject-to-object) HR. 
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(66) No ECM across a finite CP 

           
 

Note that que shouldn't intervene in (66c). (67) aims to show that a clitic may raise across COMP material. (68) shows 

quer may take a finite clause as its complement. 

 

(67)  Não te=quero      se não me     der     match  (no   Tinder) 

       not  you.SG.ACC=want if  not 1SG.ACC give.SUBJN match   on.the Tinder 

      'I don't want you if you don't match me on Tinder' 

 

(68) A   Maria  quer  que eu vá pra casa 

       the Maria  wants that I  go to  house 

      'Maria wants me to go home' 

 

6. Theoretical implications 

 

- PIC and improper movement:  

Movement involving the A/A' specifier should neither induce an improper movement effect nor a PIC violation. The 

prediction is that HR must involve the higher subject position either as launchpad, or as landing site.  

 

- violation of the Activation Condition (AC): 

Chomsky's (2000,2001) Activation Condition predicts that a DP marked with structural Case can no longer (A-)move. 

Assuming the AC, HR should only involve non-A movement. Given the topic nature of BP subjects, I propose that 

A/A' heads all bear an uninterpretable and unvalued topic feature that must must be checked against the DP 

interpretable feature. We still must account for why such movement may iterate. Carstens proposes for Bantu that 

subjects undergoing HR have valued gender features. Considering that no valuatiomn takes place on the DP, they  
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remain accessible for further movement. I propose that topic is such a feature for BP: as an interpretable valued 

feature, a checking relation may still make it visible for further operations, even if Case has already been valued. 

 

An issue: accounting for quantifier subjects that may still undergo HR6 

 

(69) Ninguém parece que entendeu   o   problema.  

      nobody   seems  that understood the problem  

      ‘Nobody seems to have understood the problem.’ 

 

Suggestion: such DP have an uninterpretable but valued topic feature (like gender in Bantu)7 

 

7. Typological implications 

On hyperraising: 

I have assumed that a QP-object undergoes QR by adjoining to TP, accounting for the lack of inverse scope in cases 

like (70). 

 

(70) Alguém  ama  todo mundo (who > every; *every > some) 

     someone  loves everyone 

 

A typological prediction is that hyperraising languages must be scope rigid. This is borne out for several HR languages:  

 

 

 

 

 

 
6 But see Sæbø (), who observes that in Norwegian a quantifier may be topicalized.  
 (i) noen sykepleiere  er det  på vakt bestandig 
   some nurses     are there on duty constantly  
7 Interestingly, a subject position above TP (identified as TopP due to a ban on [+FOCUS] preverbal XPs) has been proposed for several 
Bantu languages; see e.g., Bresnan & McHombo (1987) for discussion on Chichewa, Letsholo (2002) for Ikalanga, Bliss & Storoshenko (2009) 
for Shona, for discussion of subjects in Spec,TopP in Nguni, see Carstens & Zeller (2020) for Zulu and Xhosa, and Pietraszko (2021) for 
Ndebele. These languages actually have HR (see Ura (1994) and the references just cited; I have actually not been able to find the relevant 
information for Ikalanga). In view of the analysis adopted here based on the A/A'  Spec, which is higher than Spec,TP, it seems that this 
TopP can be readily subsumed into A/A'P, where it would serve as the launch pad for hyper-raising. 
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(71) Scope-rigid HR languages 

     
 

On superraising: 

Miyagawa (2003) and Saito (2011) have claimed that scrambled objects can satisfy EPP on Japanese OSV sentences. 

Remember that subjects must scope over negation in Japanese (72).  In OSV sentences, however, they can  scope 

under negation. If the object is taken to be in Spec,A/A'P and the subject in Spec,TP, the puzzle is solved (Bošković 

2024).  

 

(72) Japanese SOV 

      zen'in-ga sono tesuto-o uke-nakat-ta     (all > neg; *neg > all) 

      all-nom  that  test-acc  take-neg-pst 

      'All did not take the test' 

 

(73) Japanese OSV 

      
 

 

Now, under the current approach to HR, an object in Spec,A/A'P is expected to superraise, since it occupies the 

relevant position. If superraising correlates with the object being able to satisfy Spec,LCP’s EPP requirement, we then 

expect this phenomenon to be rare, as objects satisfying EPP is also pretty rare. Actually, a typological gap is predicted: 
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only HR languages may display SR. A language displaying SR without HR would predict a language in which the EPP 

may only be satisfied by the object - a language that, as far as I know, doesn't exist. 

 

Indeed, languages that have been claimed to display SR have mostly been claimed to display HR as well. 

 

Below I present a list of   languages that have been claimed to have both superraising and hyperraising.8 Languages with a C 
superscript are claimed to display covert SR. 
 
SR language        Ref.                             HR? 
AlutorC            Mel’čuk & Savvina (1978), Mel’čuk (1988),       Ura (1994) 
                Ura (1994) 
Arabic      
 Moroccan Arabic       Wager (1983), Massam (1985), Ura (1994)       Ura (1994) 
 Standard Arabic       Massam (1985), Salih (1985a,1985b),           Ura (1994) 
                Ouhalla (1994), Al-Janabi (2022) 
Berber              Massam (1985)                      Ura (1994) 
Blackfoot            Massam (1985)                      Ura (1994) 
Chichewa            Trithart (1977), Ura (1994)                Ura (1994) 
ChukcheeC           Mel'čuk (1988), Ura (1994)                Ura (1994) 
Cree              James (1984), Massam (1985), Ura (1994)       Ura (1994) 
Dinka             van Urk (2015)                       van Urk (2015) 
Fijian             Massam (1985), Ura (1994 )               Massam (1985) 
Greek              Massam (1985)                      Ura (1994) 
Ilokano             Massam (1985)                      - 
Innu-aimûn          Branigan & MacKenzie (B&MK) (2002)       B&MK (2002) 
 
JapaneseC                                 Ura (1994)                         Ura (1994) 

Kimuthambi           Kaburo (2022)                       Kaburo (2022) 

Kipsigis                         Jake & Odden (J&O) (1979), Massam (1985),     J&O (1979), 

                Fong (2018)                        Fong (2018) 

Korean                                     Ura (1994)C, Yoon (2007)                Ura (1994) 

Lisu              Ura (1994)                         Ura (1994) 

Lusaamia           Carstens & Diercks (C&D) (2009)           C&D (2009) 

Lubukusu           C&D (2009)                        C&D (2009) 

Malagasy           Massam (1985)                      Ura(1994) 

Mandarin Chinese9      Ura (1994), Jonah Lin (2011)              Ura(1994),Chen(2023) 

Nez PerceC          Deal (2017)                         Deal(2017) 

 
8 Although the list is intended to be exhaustive, some languages may of course have been left unnoticed. If the reader is aware of any 
other language that has been claimed to display both phenomena (or SR only), I welcome them to reach out.  
9 See Shi (1990) for an alternative view. 
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Niuean            Seiter (1978, 1980), Massam (1985), Ura (1994)    Ura(1994) 

Quechua            Lefebvre & Muysken (1982), (Massam 1985),     Ura(1994) 

               Ura(1994) 

Zacapoaxtla Nahuatl    Massam (1985)                

 

Such a typological gap should not be taken as accidental, and an account must be provided. It is also worth noticing 

that only 14 languages were listed as having SR in Ura (1994), whereas over a hundred were listed as having HR, 

which is very telling of the relative rareness of the former. Here the rareness is assimilated to the rareness of objects 

satisfying EPP. 

 

8. Conclusion 

 

Hyperraising is an effect of DP subjects occupying a higher mixed A/A' position (above the regular subject position). 

This analysis allows us to tie several BP subject properties to the availability of HR without relying on construction-

specific assumptions on the elements involved in such derivations and established a criterion that determines what it 

takes for a language to have HR - it takes a higher subject. 
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