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This paper concerns the behaviour of free-choice items (FCIs) in Hungarian and puts forward
the main claim that these items have the capacity to display both universal and existential
quantification, depending on their exact syntactic position, especially their optional location in
the focus position.
FCIs such as any have been at the forefront of research interest in the several past decades
(e.g. Ladusaw 1979, Kadmon-Landman 1993; see Vlachou 2007 for an overview). Some of
the most vexed questions has been the characterization of the quantificational force (if any) of
these items (e.g. Lee-Horn 1994, Giannakidou 2001, Chierchia 2006), and the exact status of
free relatives with a free-choice reading (wh-ever words) in relation to simple FCIs (such as
any) (e.g. Dayal 1997, von Fintel 2000).
Similarly to unrelated languages such as Japanese or Lithuanian (Kratzer-Shimoyama 2002),
FCIs in Hungarian are morphologically made up of the morpheme akár- (‘even’) or bár(‘even though’) and a wh-indefinite (such as –ki ‘who’), yielding the FCI: akárki/bárki
(‘anyone’) (Abrusán 2007, Lahiri 1998). While in many respects, FCIs in Hungarian behave
similarly to their peers in other languages (e.g. availability in modal, negative, imperative
contexts); their optional location in the so-called focus position (a much-studied phenomenon
in Hungarian, see É. Kiss 2010a for a recent overview) produces unique effects.
In general, syntactic tests indicate that FCIs occupy the canonical position of quantifier
phrases (QPs) via adjunction in Hungarian (É. Kiss 2010b) and display a corresponding quasiuniversal quantificational force (1). While FCIs and more generally, universals are usually
taken to be non-focusable; it will be shown that FCIs in Hungarian can in fact be focused in
certain constructions. In such cases, two presuppositions arise (both standardly associated in
the literature with the identificational focus position): one of existence and another of
exhaustivity (maximality); and a reading similar to English free relative (wh-ever)
constructions is elicited (2).
The sentences below display the FCI bárki ‘anyone’ in a non-focused (1) and in a focused (2)
position; the relative order of the (resultative) verbal particle and the verb being one of the
standard diagnostics of the identificational focus construction in Hungarian:
(1)

(Ha)

bárki

meg

[AspP

bárki

[AspP meg

(if)

anyone

PRT

jön,

üdvözöld

ıt.

jön…

]]

come-S3P,

greet-S3P-IMP

him.

If anyone comes, greet him.
(2)

(*ha) bárki

jön

bárki

jöni

[FocP

meg, üdvözöld
[AspP meg ti…

ıt.
]]

(*if)

anyone

come-S3P

PRT, greet-S3P-IMP

him.

Whoever comes, greet him.
Paraphrase: ‘No matter who will be the person that comes, greet him when he comes.’
Existential presupposition: ‘There will be someone that comes.’
Exhaustivity inference: ‘There will be exactly one person that comes.’
These results present a useful contribution to the general debate on FCIs in many ways: 1)
they present a clear-cut case of the universal/existential reading of an FCI being constructed
compositionally on the sentence level, and 2) show that the free relatives with an FCI flavour
(wh-ever words) can either be encoded in the lexicon separately from general-purpose FCIs (a
strategy employed by English) or can be brought about compositionally, by using the focus
construction and exploiting the presuppositions of existence and exhaustivity (maximality)
associated with it.
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