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As noted by Vrzi¢ (1996) da is used in optatives, secondary imperatives and interrogatives, in both
matrix and embedded contexts. It is also used in conditionals and the future tense, in addition to the
subjunctive and indicative complement constructions. Although it is necessary to investigate independent as
well as dependent environments in which da occurs in order to properly define it, at this moment, in this
project, 1 focus only on da used in complement constructions introduced after subjunctive and indicative
verbs.

Based on the data, subjunctive and indicative da complements exhibit different properties in a
number of environments. With the non-past, da selects either perfective or imperfective verbs in the
subjunctive complements while da can only occur with the imperfective verbs in the indicative complements.
The finite subjunctive da complements can be replaced by the infinitive while the indicative da complements
cannot. The tense of the embedded indicative complements is not dependent on the tense of the matrix verb
such as the case with the subjunctive complements whose tense is dependent on the matrix tense. Negation
cannot follow da in the subjunctive complements while it follows da in the indicative complements;
licensing of negative polarity items is not as uniform in the subjunctive da complements as it is in the
indicative da complements. Clitic-climbing is possible to some extent out of the embedded subjunctive da
complements and never allowed out of the indicative da complements. In subjunctive complements, da
creates unity with a succeeding verb in the non-past from which it cannot be separated while this unity does
not hold between da and a succeeding verb in the indicative complements. | suggest that da is homonymous,
but this proposal poses many challenges for a syntactic solution. Perhaps homonymous behavior of da should
be resolved on a semantic not only syntactic level as suggested by Lilia Schiircks (personal communication).
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