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It has been proposed in the literature that languages may differ in whether their primary ϕ-
probe is located on T (either directly or via feature inheritance from C; Richards 2007) or on
v (Marantz 2007; Schäfer 2012; Sigurðsson 2012; Kučerová 2016, among others). This idea has
not gainedmuch traction in mainstreamMinimalist syntax, likely because, in most implemen-
tations, the distinction is ultimately inconsequential. The lack of empirical consequences is
clearly demonstrated in Deal’s (2024) paper on the interaction and satisfaction framework,
where she carefully guides us through parallel derivations, varying the structural relation-
ship between the Agree head and the Probe(s).

In this talk, I present an argument inviting us to take this distinction more seriously. The
basic idea is that v is not only a regular functional head that can act as an Agree probe in
Chomsky’s original sense (Chomsky 2000), but also a phase head. As such, v can initiate Min-
imal Search at the edge of the phase (Chomsky 2004, 2008), potentially resulting in a new
feature set represented on the phase head. In contrast, T is merely a functional head and can
act only as an Agree probe.

The prediction, then, is that in v-probe languages, the featural content of the specifier
of v may restrict the Agree interactions initiated by v. No such interactions are expected in
T-probe languages. In this talk, I discuss cross-linguistic variation in agreement restrictions
on fake indexicals in so-called Partee sentences (Kratzer 2009; Wurmbrand 2017a,b; Wurm-
brand 2018; Bassi 2021; Kobayashi & Wurmbrand 2025, among others). I argue that the at-
tested cross-linguistic pattern arises from differences between functional-head and phase-
head probing.

I conclude by suggesting that the empirical motivation for the interaction properties of
probes in Deal’s (2024) framework may, in fact, reflect a conflation of Agree and Minimal
Search. A clearer separation of these two processes, I propose, could lead to a more restric-
tive model of Agree while preserving the core insights of Deal’s approach.
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