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ra
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 p
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l p
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e

 E
P

P
 is sa

tisfie
d

, a
llo

w
 u

s to
 e

xp
la

in
 a

 n
u

m
b

e
r o

f w
o

rd
 o

rd
e

r fa
cts

observed in tw
o left-peripheral phenom

ena in S
panish, topicalization and the fronting

of interrogative operators.



ix

A
cknow

ledgem
ents

It is a
lw

a
ys d

ifficu
lt to

 tra
ce

 a
ll th

e
 e

ve
n

ts a
n

d
 a

ll th
e

 p
e

o
p

le
 th

a
t co

n
trib

u
te

d
 to

a
n

y sp
e

cific situ
a

tio
n

, a
n

d
 th

e
 co

m
p

le
tio

n
 o

f th
is d

isse
rta

tio
n

 is n
o

 e
xce

p
tio

n
.

U
ltim

a
te

ly, it is fa
irly cle

a
r to

 m
e

 th
a

t it a
ll sp

ro
u

te
d

 fro
m

 th
e

 u
p

b
rin

g
in

g
 th

a
t m

y

m
o

th
e

r ca
re

fu
lly fu

rn
ish

e
d

 fo
r m

e
 a

n
d

 m
y sib

lin
g

s. A
lth

o
u

g
h

 I d
id

n
’t fu

lfill h
e

r e
a

rly

e
xp

e
cta

tio
n

s th
a

t I w
o

u
ld

 b
e

co
m

e
 a

n
 a

stro
p

h
ysicist like

 h
e

rse
lf, fe

w
 th

in
g

s h
a

ve

co
n

trib
u

te
d

 m
o

re
 to

 m
y e

d
u

ca
tio

n
 th

a
n

 o
u

r co
n

ve
rsa

tio
n

s th
ro

u
g

h
o

u
t m

a
n

y ye
a

rs

a
b

o
u

t p
h

ysics a
n

d
 th

e
 n

a
tu

re
 a

n
d

 h
isto

ry o
f scie

n
ce

. H
e

r co
n

ta
g

io
u

s cu
rio

sity a
n

d

e
n

th
u

sia
sm

 a
b

o
u

t e
ve

n
 th

e
 m

o
st se

e
m

in
g

ly irre
le

va
n

t fa
cts o

f n
a

tu
re

 w
e

re
 a

lw
a

ys a

so
u

rce
 o

f a
d

m
ira

tio
n

 fo
r m

e
, a

n
d

 u
p

 to
 th

is d
a

y th
e

y re
m

a
in

 a
n

 a
ttitu

d
e

 th
a

t I

co
n

sta
n

tly try to
 e

m
u

la
te

. T
h

is d
isse

rta
tio

n
 is w

h
o

le
h

e
a

rte
d

ly d
e

d
ica

te
d

 to
 h

e
r

m
em

ory.

W
ith

 re
sp

e
ct to

 th
e

 w
o

rk th
a

t th
is d

isse
rta

tio
n

 co
n

stitu
te

s, th
a

n
ks g

o
 first a

n
d

fo
re

m
o

st to
 m

y su
p

e
rviso

r Ju
d

ith
 

A
isse

n
. W

ith
o

u
t h

e
r co

n
tin

u
o

u
s su

p
p

o
rt in

 p
re

tty

m
uch every area related to graduate school, this dissertation m

ight not have com
e into

b
e

in
g

. N
e

e
d

le
ss to

 sa
y, th

is d
isse

rta
tio

n
 h

a
s b

e
n

e
fite

d
 e

n
o

rm
o

u
sly fro

m
 Ju

d
ith

’s

d
e

ta
ile

d
 co

m
m

e
n

ts o
n

 b
o

th
 fo

rm
 a

n
d

 co
n

te
n

t. M
a

n
y th

a
n

ks a
lso

 to
 Jim

 
M

cC
loskey

a
n

d
 D

o
n

ka
 F

a
rka

s w
ith

 w
h

o
m

 I h
a

d
 th

e
 o

p
p

o
rtu

n
ity to

 d
iscu

ss th
e

 issu
e

s a
n

d

p
ro

p
o

sa
ls d

e
ve

lo
p

e
d

 h
e

re
, a

n
d

 w
h

o
 w

e
re

 a
lw

a
ys w

illin
g

 to
 liste

n
 to

 m
y h

a
lf-b

a
ke

d

id
e

a
s a

n
d

 to
 m

o
tiva

te
 m

e
 to

 p
u

rsu
e

 th
e

m
 fu

rth
e

r. I w
o

u
ld

 a
lso

 like
 to

 th
a

n
k S

a
n

d
y

C
h

u
n

g
, Ja

ye
 P

a
d

g
e

tt, P
e

te
r S

e
lls, Ja

m
e

s Isa
a

cs a
n

d
 th

e
 a

u
d

ie
n

ce
 a

t th
e

 S
e

co
n

d
 Jo

in
t

x

S
ta

n
fo

rd
-U

C
S

C
 W

o
rksh

o
p

 o
n

 O
p

tim
a

l T
yp

o
lo

g
y (1

2
/0

8
/2

0
0

0
) fo

r th
e

ir co
m

m
e

n
ts

and feedback on different parts of the analysis presented here.

T
h

e
 lin

g
u

istics d
e

p
a

rtm
e

n
t a

t U
C

S
C

 is u
n

d
o

u
b

te
d

ly a
 u

n
iq

u
e

 p
la

ce
 fo

r d
o

in
g

sch
o

la
rly w

o
rk, a

n
d

 I w
o

u
ld

 like
 to

 th
a

n
k a

ll th
e

 o
th

e
r fa

cu
lty m

e
m

b
e

rs w
ith

 w
h

o
m

I’ve
 h

a
d

 th
e

 o
p

p
o

rtu
n

ity to
 in

te
ra

ct in
 th

e
 la

st five
 ye

a
rs. S

p
e

cia
l th

a
n

ks to
 Ju

n
ko

 
Itô:

this dissertation ow
es a great deal to her expertise in phonology, and, needless to say,

to
 h

e
r su

p
p

o
rt th

ro
u

g
h

o
u

t g
ra

d
u

a
te

 sch
o

o
l. A

lso
 to

 Jo
rg

e
 

H
a

n
ka

m
e

r, A
rm

in
 M

e
ste

r,

a
n

d
 G

e
o

ff P
u

llu
m

. In
 o

n
e

 w
a

y o
r a

n
o

th
e

r, th
e

y h
a

ve
 a

ll co
n

trib
u

te
d

 g
re

a
tly to

 m
y

form
ation and so to the w

ork presented here.

M
a

n
y th

a
n

ks a
re

 a
lso

 d
u

e
 to

 a
ll th

e
 p

e
o

p
le

 w
h

o
 m

a
d

e
 th

is d
isse

rta
tio

n
 p

o
ssib

le
 b

y

p
ro

vid
in

g
 th

e
 re

le
va

n
t d

a
ta

 fro
m

 M
e

xica
n

 S
p

a
n

ish
 (co

lle
a

g
u

e
s, frie

n
d

s a
n

d
 fa

m
ily

a
like

): 
H

e
rib

e
rto

 A
ve

lin
o

, 
Y

a
zm

ín
 E

sco
to

, 
E

lisa
 G

u
tié

rre
z-B

ra
vo

, M
a

u
ricio

G
u

tié
rre

z-B
ra

vo
, G

ilb
e

rto
 Jim

é
n

e
z, S

o
fía

 Jim
é

n
e

z, P
a

u
le

tte
 L

e
vy, R

e
b

e
ca

 
M

ejía,

V
erónica V

ásquez and all the consultants interview
ed indirectly w

ith 
V

erónica’s help.

F
in

a
n

cia
l su

p
p

o
rt fo

r th
e

 re
se

a
rch

 re
p

o
rte

d
 h

e
re

 w
a

s p
ro

vid
e

d
 b

y N
S

F
 g

ra
n

t

S
B

R
-9

8
1

8
1

7
7

 a
n

d
 b

y th
e

 N
a

tio
n

a
l C

o
u

n
cil o

f S
cie

n
ce

 a
n

d
 T

e
ch

n
o

lo
g

y o
f M

e
xico

(C
O

N
A

C
Y

T
), scholarship N

o. 117325.

A
 g

re
a

t m
a

n
y p

e
o

p
le

 fro
m

 th
e

 U
C

S
C

 lin
g

u
istics co

m
m

u
n

ity h
a

ve
 b

e
e

n
 a

 ve
ry

im
p

o
rta

n
t p

a
rt o

f m
y life

 in
 S

a
n

ta
 C

ru
z, a

n
d

 m
y g

ra
titu

d
e

 e
xte

n
d

s b
e

yo
n

d
 th

e
 g

o
o

d

tim
e

s w
e

 h
a

d
 to

g
e

th
e

r. S
p

e
cia

l th
a

n
ks to

 A
n

n
e

 S
tu

rg
e

o
n

, D
yla

n
 H

e
rrick,  K

a
zu

ta
ka

K
urisu, C

hristine G
unlogson, and Jam

es Isaacs, w
ho have been great friends all along

a
n

d
 a

lw
a

ys su
cce

e
d

e
d

 in
 g

e
ttin

g
 m

e
 o

u
t o

f m
y sh

e
ll, d

e
sp

ite
 m

y h
a

b
itu

a
l re

sista
n

ce
.



xi

M
a

n
y th

a
n

ks a
lso

 to
 m

y o
th

e
r p

e
e

rs a
n

d
 to

 th
e

 visitin
g

 fa
cu

lty w
ith

 w
h

o
m

 I sh
a

re
d

m
a

n
y e

n
jo

ya
b

le
 m

o
m

e
n

ts d
u

rin
g

 g
ra

d
u

a
te

 sch
o

o
l: 

D
a

vin
a

 R
a

m
íre

z, R
a

ch
e

l W
a

lke
r,

Ja
so

n
 M

e
rch

a
n

t, R
ya

n
 B

u
sh

, 
S

a
ch

a
 A

rn
o

ld
, D

a
n

 Ka
rvo

n
e

n
, A

d
a

m
 Ussish

kin
, A

n
d

y

W
e

d
e

l, L
in

e
 M

ikke
lse

n
, B

ria
n

 L
in

d
se

y, D
a

n
ie

l 
B

ü
rin

g
, K

la
u

s vo
n

 H
eusinger,

G
enoveva P

uskás, E
dit 
D

oron and Caro S
truijke.

M
any 

frie
n

d
s 

o
u

tsid
e

 
o

f 
lin

g
u

istics 
n

e
ve

r 
fa

ile
d

 
to

 
p

ro
vid

e
 

su
p

p
o

rt 
a

n
d

e
n

co
u

ra
g

e
m

e
n

t, a
lo

n
g

 w
ith

 m
a

n
y h

o
u

rs o
f fu

n
 a

n
d

 d
e

lig
h

tfu
l in

te
ra

ctio
n

. S
p

e
cia

l

th
a

n
ks g

o
 in

 th
is re

sp
e

ct to
 L

a
u

ra
 C

h
ristia

n
, H

iro
yu

ki M
a

tsu
b

a
ra

, D
a

vid
 R

a
ym

o
n

d
,

C
o

n
a

l H
o

, A
n

g
e

lin
a

 C
h

in
, C

h
ristin

e
 

T
a

ka
cs, Itze

l Ca
rd

o
so

, R
e

b
e

ca
 

M
e

jía
, a

n
d

 A
n

ke

G
oebel.

F
inally, I w

ould like to express m
y deepest gratitude to m

y fam
ily and specially to

m
y sib

lin
g

s, M
a

u
ricio

, E
lisa

 a
n

d
 Ju

a
n

 C
a

rlo
s. W

e
 m

a
n

a
g

e
d

 to
 w

e
a

th
e

r th
e

 sto
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together, and few
 things could m

ake m
e m

ore grateful than this.


