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One type ofevidence that Radford cites in support ofthis view is the omission 
of the copula in clauses where these would be required in the adult grammar'as 
in (2). 

(2)
 
Geraint naughty.
 
Lisa naughty.
 
Hand cold.
 
Sausage bit hot.
 
Mouse in window.
 
It in bag.
 
(Radford, 1990, pp. 156-157)
 

Another type of evidence concerns the infinitival complements of the verb 
want. The infinitival particle to occupies the I (INFL) position in adult untensed 
clauses. However, the infinitivalparticle israrelypresentinearlygrammars. This 
appears to be the case not only when there is a lexical subject in the infinitival 
complement clause ofwant as in (3a) but also in those cases where the infinitival 
complement does not contain a lexical subject as in (3b). 

(3a) (3b) 
Want [teddy drink]. Want [do it]. 
Want [lady open it]. Want [read]. 
Jem want [mummy take it out]. Want [find bike]. 
Want [mummy do]. Want [drive car]. 
(Radford, 1990, pp. 140-141) 

Radford further argues that the Case system is not operative in the early 
grammars ofEnglish. SpecificalIy, he suggests that young children appearnot to 
know the Case Filter requirement (in 4) that all lexical NPs must be assigned 
abstract Case: 

(4)
 
Every phonetically realized NP must be assigned (abstract) Case. (Chomsky,
 
1986b, p. 74)
 

One piece of evidence that he adduces in support of this argument is the 
existence ofbinominal expressions as in (5). Such binominal expressions, where 
theverbisabsent, havebeenpreviouslyreportedin the literaturebyBrown (1973), 
Bowerman (1973), and L. Bloom (1970). Radford analyzes such binominal 
expressions as VP small clauses. He assumes that there is an underlying or an 
implicit V; however, since V is not lexicalized, and there is no proper antecedent 
for it, the problem is that no Case is assigned to the intended object NPs. 
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(Sa) (Sb)
 
Wayne coat. Kendall bath.
 
Ashley door. Kendall shower.
 
Gerry beans. Kendall book.
 
Roland sweet. Kendall spider.
 
(Radford, 1990, p. 193) OBovvennan, 1973,p.241)
 

Another piece of evidence for the non-operation of the Case Filter concerns 
children's frequent use ofbare NPs as complements ofintransitive verbs as in (6). 
Since intransitive verbs cannot assign Case to the NP complements, the NPs are 
Caseless.2 ­

(6)
 
Wayne go river.
 
Go school. Gone school.
 
Walk rain.
 
Going the slide.
 
(Radford,1990)
 

In this paper, I produce evidence which suggests that, in the case of children 
acquiring a secondlanguagein asuccessiveL2 situation, functionaVnon-thematic 
properties such as the I-system and the Case system are operative from the very 
beginning. Specifically, I will argue that child L2 learners do not regress to an 
earlier stage that has been claimed to exist for child L1 learners, a stage where 
lexicaVthematic proNrties are presentbutnot functional/non-thematic ones.3 On 
the contrary, the evidence indicates that in the case of the child L2leamer, at 
whatever stage in L1acquisition principles ofUniversal Grammar (UG) mature 
or become operative, at the same time, these principles will be available for L2 
acquisition as well. 

IiI support oftheabove claims, Iwill examine evidence from the interlanguage 
(IL) of Marta, a four-year-old native speaker of Spanish who was acquiring 
Englishasan L2in theUnited States. DataonMartawere first reported inCancino 
(1977), Cancino, Rosansky, and Schumann (1974), Cazden, Cancino, Rosansky, 
and Schumann (1975), and more recently in Lakshmanan (1989/1990, 1991a). 
The data from Marta consist ofa total offifteen samples. Samples were collected 
regularly once every two weeks over a period of eight months (for details 
regarding the data collection, see Cazden et al., 1975). 

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, I will provide evidence for the 
presence ofthe I node in Marta's early L2 grammar. In section 3, I will examine 
verbless utterances in this subject's early IL and I will argue that/or in these 
verbless utterances assigns Caseto the NP objects. In section 4, I will examine 
the status of/or in Marta's verbless utterances and I will provide evidence that 
_suggests that/oris in I position. I will also argue that there is an implicit verb in 
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the verbless utterances and that Case Filter considerations force movement ofthe 
NP object to a position where it can be assigned Case byfor. In section 5, I will 
examine the consequences ofan NP movement analysis in relation to the notions 
ofBarrierhood, Government, the Empty Category Principle, and the Minimality 
Condition. I will suggest that the object NP moves from its underlying position 
and is adjoined to VP, in which position it can be assigned Case byfor which is 
in I. Section 6 discusses the emergence of verbs in Marta's IL and the 
consequences of this change in her IL grammar. In section 7, I will examine 
infinitival complements ofExceptional Case Marking (ECM) verbs such as want 
in Marta's IL. I will show that although Marta has considerable difficulty in 
figuring out the ECM properties of verbs in English, her IL grammar is fully 
within the confines of Universal Grammar. In the concluding section, I will 
attempt to account for the omission of lexical verbs during the early stages of 
Marta's IL. 

An examination of Marta's IL data suggests that the IP (inflectional phrase) 
constituent is present even in the early samples. In other words, the evidence 
indicates that the early clauses produced by this child L2 learner are not small 
clauses, which lack an I node and its maximal projection. On the contrary, what 
evidencethere issuggeststhat it ispresent. Onepiece ofevidencefor the existence 
of an I node and the IP constituent is the presence of the copula be even in the 
earliest samples of the IL of this child L2 learner. As (7a) shows, the copula is 

.the first verb to emerge. A second piece of evidence concerns the auxiliary be. 
In imitation tasks, even when the auxiliary be is contracted in the stimulus 
sentence, such instances of the be aux are rendered uncontracted by Marta as is 
illustrated in (7b). 

(7a) (7b)
 
My teacher ... is Christine. .Native Speaker: Mother's
 
This is Big Bird. cooking supper.
 
This dress is here. . Marta: Mother is cooking
 
Is black. supper.
 
Sesame Street is up here. NS: Where's the baby
 
Mother is Mary Jo Fuster. sleeping?
 

M: Where is the baby 
sleeping? 

A third piece of evidence concerns negation and inversion in questions. In 
negative constructions, thenegative elementnearlyalwaysoccursafter is (copula! 
auxiliary). As Cazden et al. (1975) reported, is and the auxiliary can were the first 
to be negated this way. In addition, according to Cazden et aI., is (copula! 

14 


