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1.Introdu(:don

Itiswellkn0wnnOWthatearlierEnglishexhibitedtheso-Ca11edverb-SeCOnd(henceforth,

V2)phenomenon(C£ Stockwell(1984)),but that unlike the contemporary Germanic

languagesearlierEnglishdidnotexhibitthisphenomenonuniform1ylnCertaincontexts･1

* IwouldliketothankAkiraWatanabe,NorikoImanishi,MichioHosaka,Shin-ichiro7bmineand

TbrueNakatofortheirhelpfulcommentsandsuggestionsonearlierversionsofthispaper･Thiswork

issupportedinpartbyaGrant-in-AidfbrJSPSFellowsfromtheMinistryofEducation,Culture,

Pports,ScienceandTbchnology(No･10154)･Ofcourse,al1remaininginadequaciesaremyown･
ThefbllowingarethehistoricalperiodsofEnglishstandardlyassumed:01dEnglish(OE:700-

1100),Early Middle English(EME:1100-1350),Late
Middle English(LME:1350-1500),Ear1y

ModernEnglish(EModE:1500-1700),LateModemEnglish(LModE:1700-1900),andPresent-day

English(PE:1900-).Throughoutthispapeりheexamplesentencesarerepresentedwiththematrix-

clause-initialelementsbracketed,Sub3ects outlined,Objectsboldfhced,(in丘nitival/participial)lexical

verbsitalicized,and
finite verbs underlined･The term'auxiliary,should be understood to be

coveringboththemodalauxiliaryandtheaspectualauxiliaryhere･

上物ぉお月田eα功2β仔β叫JOj-J5イ
◎2ββイ妙伽〟桝戯〃坤戯肋α
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ForinstanCe,Kemenade(1987:110ff)observeSthatintheOEmatrixclause,Clause-initial

Placement6fanOPeratOr(-1ike)elementsuchasawh-Phrase,anegatedphrase,andtheadverb

抑nne`then'unifbrmlyinducesV2,Whereasclause-initialpl.acementofatopicdoesnot

(alsoseeCardinaletti&Roberts(2002:139f),Eyth6rsson(1996:114q,Fischeretal.(2000:

104fY),Fuss(2003:206年),Fuss&Trips(2002:190り,Haeberli(1999a:334伍2000:110,

2001:201f;2002a:89),Hulk&Kemenade(1995:247,1997:185鐙),Kemenade(1997:332托

1998:154年),KiparSky(1995:145D,Koopman(1992:.46,51f;1996:224,1997:77り,Kroch

&Tbylor(1997:300fr),Krochetal.(2000:360鐙),Pintzuk(1996:379琵1999:125托171ff),

Trips(2002:233f)):

(1)Wb-rNITIALCoNTEXT

a.SuBJFN

【Hwi]聖地伍⑳dswalytlespingeshimjbrwyrnan

Why wouldGodsuchsmallthingshimdeny

`WhywouldGoddenyhimsuchasmallthing?'

(慮CHom,I.14/Kemenade(1987:43))

b.SuBJppRN

[Hwa3t]幽帥 yrplincg?[Hu]由g些避帥weorcpin?
What say youplouglman howdo youwork your

`Whatdoyousayplouglman?Howdoyougoaboutyourwork?'

(慮Coll,22/ibid.:111)

(2)NEG-INITIALCoNTEXT

a.SuBJFN

[Ne]壁盛$@d@⑬餌6afyr of heoftnum,peah pehitufan come

NEG Sent thedevilthe丘re録omheaven thoughthatitabovecame

`Thedevildidnotsendthe丘refromheaven,thoughitcamefromabove.'

(A:CHom,II.110/HulkL&Kemenade(1997:189))

b.SuBJppRN

[Ne]b9Q帥naleas-bredaopt)eSWicoI

NEG beyounoliar or treacherous

`Mayyoubeheitheraliarnortreacherous.'

(属LS,XII.129/Kemenade(1987:112))

(3)伽一INITIALCoNTEXT

a.SuBJFN

【ponne】塾頭◎¢W即母昏乱g乱皿ge甲e〃0鹿

then are your eyes opened

`...thenyoureyeswillbeopened.'
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b.SuBJppRN

【pa]鹿辺血豆@midprimscipumut

thensailedtheywiththreeships out

`…thentheysailedoutwiththreeships･' (Parker,897/ibid･:112)

(4)TopIC-TNIT仏LCoNTEXT

a.SuBJFN

【Ontwampingum]地伍⑬嘩a,Sm皿neSSaWlegegoゐd
in two things had God the man,s soulendowed

`Withtwothings,Godhadendowedman,ssoul･, (慮CHom,I･20/ibid･:42)

b.SuBJppRN

[慮Rerhisgebede]払◎Qbdt)a,tChildup…

after hisprayer heliRedthechildup

`A負erhisprayer,heliftedthechildup･･･, (慮CHom,II.28/ibid･:110)

Notethecontrastbetweenthesentencesin(1)-(3)andthosein(4).Kemenadeattributesthe

non-uniformityofthe
V2e銑ctinthematrixtopic-initialcontexttothedi飴rencein

sententialsubiects,nOtingfurtherthattheonewithafu11nominalsubiect(hencefbrth,SubiFN)

exhibits V20rderwhile the one withapersonalpronoun subiect(henceforth,SubjppTn)

exhibitsverb-third(henceforth,V3)orden2 Thus,thesubiectpositionasymmetryin･the

matrixtopic-initialcontext(i.e.(4))1edhertoconcludethattheSubipprnisaninstanCeOfthe

cliticpronounthatrequiresahost.AccordingtoKemenade(1987:112年),mOreOVer,the

personalpronounobiect(hencefordl,Objpp,n)alsoexhibitsthecliticnature:itcanaPPeartO
theimmediaterightofthecomplementizerinthesubordinateclause,tOtheimmediateleftof

thenniteverbinthematrixtopIC-initialV2clause,andtotheimmediaterightofthennite

verbinthematrixwh-/negイ如-initial(henceforth,OPeratOr-initial)V2clau寧e,Wherethefu1l

nominalob3ect(henceforth,ObjFN)rarelyappears(alsoseeKoopman(1992:47,51ff;1997:

78印):

2

Inthisrespect,uSeOftheteml'V2,issomewhatmisleadingforOEsyntax,aSHaeberli(2002b:

247f)explicitly notes･Thisisbecausetheterm'V2,is used asasynonym fbr`subject-Verb

inversion,intheliterature,butthes咄ect-VerbinversiondoesnotalwaysleadtotheV20rderinOE:

multipletoplCalizationsometimesinducesthesuqect-Verbinversionaswell,reSultingintheV30rder

(also;冒K蒜器諜芸】1笥慧L慧霊≡㌫濫p謡芸l蕊慧3慧■hrh｡alicneg｡d

this poor-WretChafter hisdecease worshipedtheheathens alsoinstead-Ofhigh God

`A鮎rhisdecease,theheathensalsoworshipedthispoorwretchinsteadofGod･,

(Wulf如an,223.58/Haeberli(2002b:248))

Nevertheless,WeWillsticktothetraditionalterminologylnWhatfbl)ows,andtheterms`V2,and'V3,

sh｡｡Idbeunderstoodtoberefbrringtothesubiect-Verbinversionandthenon-S咄ect-Verbinversion,
respectively･
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(5)a.OBJppRNRIGHT-ADJACENTTOTEECoMPTNTI堰SuBORDArNÅTECLAUSE

鹿himhis丘end 望墜墜旦喝斤e励なendb
thathimhisenemieswere fbllowlng

`･･･thathisenemie吏werechasinghim., (Oros,48.12/Kemenade(1987:113))

b.OBJppRNLEFT-ADJACENTTOTHEFrNITEVINTHETopIC-rNITIALV2CLAUSE

[Fela甲ella]him幽t)aBeormas,a3gpergeOfhieraagnumlande...

manystorieshim told thePermians both oftheir ownCOuntry

`ThePermianstoldhimmanyStOries,bothabouttheirownCOuntry...'

(Oros,14.27/ibid.:114)

C.OBJppRNRIGHT-ADJACENTTOTHEFINITEVrNTEEOpERATOR-1NmALV2CLAUSE

i･[Ne]gQSeQbhinenanmannateS-hwonyrre

NEG SaW him no man solittle angry

`Noneeversawhimsolittleangry.'

ii･[pa]地象himmon paeaganut

thenstruck himsomeonetheeyesout

`･･･thenhiseyesweregougedout.'

(慮LS,ⅩⅩⅩⅠ.306/ibid.)

(Oros,90.14/ibid.)

TheO切pprninOEcanalso叩Pearinthepost-Su切ect/pre-auXiliaryposition(i.e.Ⅵねckemagel

POSition;C£Wackemagel(1892))inthesubordinateclause(Pintzuk(1r999:139f);alsosee

Pintzuk(2002:293f),Roberts(1997:405),取augott(1972:109)):

(6)OBJppRNrNTHEWACKERNAGELPosmoN

t)a3t 妙aD⑪皿五$C乱皿himnemehtonpa3Sripes jb7Wiernan

so-thattheDaneS themNEGCOuld theharVeStrefuse

`‥.SOthattheDaneSCOuldnotrefusethemtheharVeSt.,

(ChronA,89.10(896)/Pintzuk(1999:140))

ThispositionisnotexclusivetotheObjpp,｡,andtheO句FNCanalsoappearinthisposition.

However,Placement of the ObjFNin the Wackemagelpositionis notfrequent,but

"interventionofapronounObjectorpronoun0句ects,directand/orindirect,between[the

Subjectand the(丘nite)auxiliary/1exicalverb]...isregular(Mitchell(1985:台3907))."It

followsthattheWackernagelObippmcanbeadiagnosisforthecliticstatusoftheObjppm.

The clitic status ofthe Suqppm and the Obipprn(re月･eCtedin the苧ubiect position

asymmetryin the matrix topic-initialcontextand the placement ofthe Objppmin the

SubordinateⅥねckemagelposition,reSPeCtively)carried over to ME,but this propedy

graduallydeclinedandwaseventuallylostduringthe14thcentury(Kemenade(1987:174丹)).
Theexactdateofthelossisamatterstillopentodebate,neVertheless.Besidesthismatter,

howthesubiectpositionasymmetryandtheWackernage10bippmwerelostisalsoanissue
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stillcontroversial.Thus,theaimofthispqperistoglVeaPrOPereXPlanationonthisprocess･

Spec摘cally,itisclaimedthatthedemiseofthesubiectpositionasyrrmetryinthematrix

topic-initialcontextcausedthelossofthesubordinateWackemagelObjpprn･Thisclaimis

basedontheassumptionthatlanguagechangeisareflexofthechangeintheprocessof

parameterSetting,thatis,howchildrenconvergeonagraⅡ皿aticalsystem(C£Andersen

(1973),Lightfoot(1979,1991,1999),Hr6arsd6ttir(2003);alsoseeBattye&Roberts(1995:

7ff),Fischeretal･(2000:2ff),Lightfoot(2002‥1ff;2OO3:7り,Pintzuketal･(2000‥2a),

Roberts(2001:82fO,Roberts&Roussou(2003:1岬),Ⅵng(2000a:111ff;2000b:23唯

2002:367り).Inthisclaim,therefore,theprocessoflanguageacquisitionplaysanimportant

role.AIsocentraltotheclaiminthispaperisaminimalistassumptionthatthelocusofthe

parametricvariationistheformalfeaturesonfunctionalheads(Chomsky(1993:3,1995a:6))･
Underthisconception,1anguageVariationisattributedtothevariationinthewaythe

requlrementOftheformalfeaturesonfunctionalheadsissatis丘ed･Hence,Whathaschanged

inthehistoryofthelanguageinquestioncanultimatelybeconceivedAsthepropertiesof

lexicalitems.Combinedwiththe丘rstassumption,thisminimalistassumptionentailsthat

thechangeinthepropertiesoflexicalitemshastakenplaceinthecourseoflanguage

acquisition･Asagroundfortheclaimofthispq)er,itisshownthatdespitetheLME

dialectalvariationinV2rV3,thegrammarOfthedialectsunderconsiderationnevertheless

convergeonthesameparametersettingwithrespecttothepropedyofpronominals･

Thispaperisorganizedasfo1lows:§2givesthebasicfactsoftheMidlands/Southem

dialectinEMEandLMEwithrespecttothesuqectpositionasymmetryinthematrixtopic-

initialcontextandtheWackemagelObippminthesubordinatecontext;§3setsupthebasisfor

theclaimofthispaperbypresentinganalysesonthederivationsofthetopic-initialV2N3

andtheVhckemagelO擁pminminimalistterms;§4demonstratesthattheobviationofthe

subjectpositionasymmetryintheLMEMidlands/Southemdialectwhichledtotheuniform
v30rderin the matrix topic-initialcontexts caused theloss ofthe clitic nature of

pronominals;aSSuPPOrtfbrtheclaiminthispaper,§5providesthebasicfactsoftheLME

N｡rtherndialect,andshowsthattheobviationofthesubiectpositionasymmetrywhichledto

thesystematicV20rderinthetopic-initialcontextsalsocausedthelossofthecliticnatureof

PrOnOminalsinthisdialect;§6concludesthispaper･

2. BasieFaets

2.J.∫〟むecげ0∫肋〝』即椚椚e坤狛ゐg且九α必成b〃ゐ伽〟伽r〃βねJecJぶ

AccordingtoFischeretal･(2000‥130),thes叫ectpositionasymmetryinthematrix

topic-initialcontextobservedinOEisstillattestedinEME(alsoseeHulk&Kemenade

(1997:193f),Kemenade(1987:181ff;196q)･Asthefo1lowingsentencesshow,thematrix
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topic-initialcontextwithaSu切FNeXhibitsV2:

(7)SuBJ細

a･[3eWiss]塾塁g⑬ddカ7WOTPen∂anilchemarm…
Certainlyhas God r匂ected thatsameman

`…Certainly,Godhasrqjectedthatsameman.'

(V&V13.31/Fischeretal.(2000:130))

b･【Ont)isga:r]丑聖堂坦紗¢k五皿g$甘e帥皿eta,云enRodbert...
in thisyearwantedtheking Stephen seize Robert

`Duringthisyear,kingStephenwantedtoseizeRobert...'

(ChronE(Plurrmer),1140.1/ibid.)

Ontheotherhand,thematrixtopic-initialcontextwithaSubjppmexhibitsV3.Comparethe

fo1lowingsentenceswiththeonesin(7):3

(8)SuBJppRN

a..[alle8ese bedodes】 五¢地ihealdbframChildhade

allthesecorrmandmentsIhave held 丘omchildhood

`...allthesecorrmandments,Ihavekept舟omchildhood.'

(V&V67･32/Fischeretal.(2000:130))

b.[Das ping]w@habbaabe himgewritene

thesethingswe have abouthimwritten

`Thesethings,Wehavewrittenabouthim.'

(ChronE(Plummer),1086.139/ibid.)

3

Noteherethatthesentencesin(7a)and(8a)constituteaminlmalpairinthattheyareCited缶･Om

thesametext.ThisholdstrueOfthesentencesin(7b)and(8b)aswe11.A)sonotethatinME,the

matrixoperator-initialcontextalsosystematicallyexhibitsV2,irrespectiveofthesu切ecttype.The
fb1low)ngaretheexamplesofoperator-initialV2withaSubipp,n:

(i) 勒｣INmALCoNTEXT

【Whi]鹿 y◎ thus,fader andmoderboth?

Why behaveyouthus fatherandmotherboth

`Whydoyoubehavelikethat,fatherandmother?'(7Noah,415/Kemenade(1987:185))

(ii)NEGJNITIALCoNTEXT

[neauer]qB 払eear nu nes ichfu1 plnet

never saidhebefbrenowNEG+wasIfbu11ytortured

...hesaid:neVerbefbrenowwasIfoullytortured.
(AW,206.17/ibid.186)

(iii)伽-rNmALCoNTEXT

【Thenne]旦適地母ytOthe x menofarmes
then saidthey tothetenmenofarms

`Thentheysaidtothetenmenofarms.'

(Caxton,Paris&Vienne,5.1/Fischeretal.(2000:83))

OurmainconcernhereisV2/V3inthetopic-initialcontext(i.e.su句ectpositionasymmetry),hence
theoperator-initialcontextwi1lnotbetoucheduponanymore(butsee§3･1)･
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Althoughthe
subjectpositionasymmetrylS Sti11attestedinEME,One may WOnder

WhetherthisisaproductiveoptlOninEMEL WecanSee丘omthesurveyCOnductedby

Kroch&Taylor(1997:31‖)andKrochetal.(2000:369f)thatthisisindeedthecase.In

theirsurveyontheseventextsfromthemid-13thcenturySouthMidlandsdialect(Tiinity

Jト･∴.･､∴い∴∴り.･･･∴い､＼い･､.:い･.∴.∴∴･l●､･.･～､.･J､＼･.しご･∴･･･ご･､､ざ､‥､､ごミ､Jト‥､､

andAncreneRiwle),theycollectedtheV2/V3instanceswithboththeSub]FNandtheSub]pprn

inthecontextwhereeitherofthefbllowlngelementsisplacedclause-initially:NflPPand

Adjcomplements,adverbsjwlhenandnow,PPadjunctsandanyotheradverbs.Theresult

Oftheirsurveyisshowninthefo11owlngtable=

TABLEl:V2/V3INTHESEVENMID-13THCENTURYSouTHMIDLANDSTEXTS

SuBJppRN

SENTENCE-INmAl-ELEMENT V2 V3 ▽■亘 V3

Np∝〉mpleme血 50(92.6%) 4r7.4%) 4牲5%) …g4r95.5%)
PPcoml】1eInent 12r75.0%) 4r25.0%1 OrO%)

Adicompl¢ment 20(95-2%) lr4.$%) 7(33.3%)

如/J毎〃 37(94.9%).2(5.2%) 26r72.2%)】0(27.8%)

〃OW 12r92.3%) 1r7.7%) 8(26.7%)
=

22(73.3%1

PPadiunct 56(74.7%) 19r25.3%1 2r2.0%)

anyo血eradverb 79r57.2%) 59(42.g%1 1rO.5%)

(Kroch&Taylor(1997:3‖),Krochetal▲(2000:370))

RelevanttoourcurrentdiscussionistheshadedrowsinTablel･Theycanbeconsidereda5

whatisreferredtohereasthetople-initialcontext･4 Thoseshadedrowsshowthatthe

mq]Or吋ofthetokenswithaSub)FNeXhibittheV2pattern(71.4%onaverage)whilethe

m年IOrityofthetokens withaSub]pp,..eXhibittheV3pattern(96.5%onaverage),Clearly

indieatlngthesub7eCtPOSitionasymmetry.

lnadditiontothesevenmid-13thcenturySouthMidlandstexts,Kroch&Taylorand

Krochet al･alsocountedtheV2/V3tokensinthe4yenbi(eQ[1nwiT(amid-14thcentury

Kentishtext)･Theresultofthissupplementalsurveyisshowninthefbllowingtable:

4

AEthoughtheadverbnowbehaveslikeatopIChTablelinthatitinducesV2wjthaSu如NWhile

ithducesV3withaSub)ppr｡,itisexcludedfrom ourconsideration,ThisisbecausenuLnow'jnOE

behavedlikean.operatorsuchas抑nF7e'then'andituniform]yinducedV2(Koopman(1998=

139f)).Hence,1tmaybedubioustoconsiderthisadverbasatopic.
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TABLE2:V2/V3INTHEdl甘JVβJ7官OF加m

SuBJppRN

SENTENCE-INITIALELEMENT V2 V3 Ⅴラ Ⅴう
■
- …瑚･ 14(S2.4%) 3rI7.6%) 1一客.3%) 書11(鋸.7%)

PPcomt)1eme離 2nOO%1′ OfO%l OfO%) 1rl¢0%)

Adicompl¢m¢血
､5(1¢0%1

OfO%) OfO%) 1(100%1

如/J力e〃 4r25.0%) 12(75.0%) 7r58.3%) ;5r41.7%)

〃り廿 1(100%) 0(0%) 7(50.0%)

Ppadimt 5r35-7%) ト鋸南一4%1 lr3.2%)

anYOぬeradverb ユタf55.9%) 喜15r44.Ⅰ%1 5(8.写%1

(K∫OCh&Taylor(1997:312),K∫OChetal.(2000:370))

Again,theshadedrowsinTable25howthatmostofthetokenswithaSub]FNeXhibittheV2

Pattern(62･5%onaverage)whilemostofthetokenswithaSubjppmexhibittheV3pattern

(93･1%onaverage)･Atthispoint,WeCanSeethatthesubiectpositionasymmetryisindeed

PrOductiveinEME,andthatthecliticstatusoftheSu叫pp,｡iswellretainedinthisperiod.
BeforewemoveontothefactsinLME,1etusintroduceanothersupplementalsurvey

COnductedbyTrips(2002:2631Y)･FollowingtheproceduretakenupbyKroch&Taylor

(1997)andKrochetal･(2000),ShecountedtheV2/V3instanCeSWithboththeSublFNandthe

Sub]ppmintheOrmulum(anearly13thcenturyNortheastMidlandstext).Theresultofher

SurVeyisshowninthefollowlngtable:

TA11LE3:V2/｢V3INTHE ORA4LILL/1W

SIJBJppRN

SENTENCE-INITIALELEMENT V2 V3 V2 豆き
Npcolnplement 1irlOO%1要 OrO%) 12r70.6%) 萱 5r29.4%)

PPcoInplement l(50.0%)ぎ1(50.0%) OrO%) OrO%)

Adicomplement OrO%) OrO%) OrO%) 1rlOO%)

如/Jゐe〃 5r71.4%)■ 2r28.6%) 33r97.1%) 1(2.9%)
J70W 2rlOO%) OrO%) 12(100%) 0(0%)

P】)adiunct 10r90.9%1 1r9.1%1 4(33.3%1

anyo払eradマ訂b 12(80.0%) 3(20.0%1 10(66.7%)

(Trips(2002:265))

Here.the resultis confusing:the shadedrowsinTable3showthatmost ofthecollected

tokensexhibittheV2pattern.irrespeCtiveofthesubJeCttyPe.87.2%oftheSu叫FNtOkens

and57,8%oftheSubJpp,ntOkensareintheV2patternOnaVerage.reSultingintheobviationof
the subject position asyITlmetry･Thus,the Ormulum behaves differently from other

Midlandstexts(C仁Tablel)･ThismaybebecausetheOrmulumisverse"writteninstrictly

regular15syllableunrhymediambiclineswithacaesuraaf[erthe8thsyllable(Trips(2002:

19))."Thatis,thepeculiarityofthistextmaystemfromitsmetricalproperties.Sinceitis

notclearwhetherthistextreallyreflectsthespokenlanguageofthisperiod,itisdisregarded
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inthe reminderofthispaper･Bearingln mindthe EME facts ofthe subiectposition

asymmetry,1etusturnnOWtOtheLMEfhcts.

2･2･ぶ〃むecげ0∫血〝dサ椚椚g町加Jゐe上朋EAガ此J乃血/5b〟J力er〝β′αJec持

Ifweref岳rtothesurveyconductedbyHaeberli(2002b:252ff),WeCanSeethatthe

SubjectpositionasymmetrythatcarriedoverfiomOEtoEMEwasnolongeraproductive

OPtioninLME･Unlike Kroch&Taylor(1997),Krochetal.(2000)andTrips(2002),

HaeberlicollectedonlythetopIC-initlalV2N3instanCeSinthe27textsfromthelate14thand

15thcenturyMidlands/Southemdialect･5 Theresultofhissurveyonthelate14thcentury

textisshowninthefollowlngtable:

TABLE4:TopIC-1NITIALV2/V3rNTHELATE14THCENTURYSouTHERN/MIDLANDSTEXTS

SuBJFN l SuB

lv2
空PRN
V3V2 V3

SouTHERNDIALECTS

PoIYChronlcon(a.13871 9rll.1%) 72r88.9%1 0(0%1

NewTestament(c.1388) 4r4.0%) 46(96.0%) 0(0%)

PurveY(c.1388) 1r3.3%) 29(96.7%) OrO%)

ToIAL 14(ぢ.m) 147(91.3%1 OrO%)
WESTMIDLANDSDIALECTS

Edmund,Vernon(e.1390) 48(7S.7%) 13r21.3%) 23(15.4%) ● : ●■■

Brut(c.1400) 8(19.0%1:34r81.0%) 6r7.1%)

Tol某L 56r54.ヰ%1 ≡47rヰ5.6%) 2タrI2.4%)

EASTMTDLANDSDIALECTS

EarliestPsalter(c.1350) 28(53.8 24(4(;.2%) 16(25.4%)

Chaucer(c.1380-1390l 64r50.0%) 64r50.0%) 95r50.0%1

WYClil五teSemonsrc.14001 62(33.7%):122(66.3%) 13(15.1%)

01dTestament(a.1382) 1〔09%) ぎ107(99.1%1 1(2.1%1

CloudofUnknowing(a.1400) 19(3臥8%); 30(6l.2%) 42(19.9%)

Mandevi11e'sTravels(c.1400) 9(37.5%)≡ 15〔62.5%1 1(3.1%)

To了ÅL 柑3r33J6%)喜 362(66.4%) 16$f2右.7%)

ミ､iミ‡隻姜喜;ミミ磁ぬ熱藤娘蔓を妄き菱孝志塗羞董妻隻墓遇銚灘級護 ほ茂細泳謂綴 等議闘麗髄感を

(Haeberli(2002b:256,261))

Althoughthereare50meeXCePtionaltexts(SuChastheJl粛rrorQrSt.Edmund｢柁rnonms)in

theWestMidlanddialectandtheEarliestEnglishProsePsalferintheEastMidlanddialect)､

thedegreeofthesubJeCtPOSitionasymmetrylSgreatlyreducedineverytext.31.3%ofthe

Sub]FNtOkensand19.0%oftheSubjppmtokensexbibittheV2patternOnaVerage.These

5
Infact,hesuLrVeyed32textsfromthelate14tband15thcenturyMidlands′Southemdia)ects･

Thefiveofthemweredisregardedhere,however,Sincetheyarenotavailableinthe2ndeditionofthe

Pe7m-He/sinklParsedCo7PuSqflMTdd]e助glish(Kroch&lbylor(2000a);henceforth,PPCME2),a

SyntaCtical】yannotatedcorpuswhichisusedforthesurveyonthedistributionoftheObjpp..(See§2.3).
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BguresinturnSuggeStthatinLME,V2(i.e.sub】eCt-Verbinversion)wasonthedeclinewith

boththeSuqFNandtheSub]ppm.Thisisaplausiblechainreaction:SinceV2wasonthe

decline,thesubjectpositionasymmetry(i.e.V2vs.V3)inthematrixtopic-initialcontext

becameunaVailable as aconsequence.1nthis respect,Chaucer's works are worth some

COmmentS･Histextsshowrelativelyhigh丘equencyofV2withaSublFN(i.e.50.0%),but

theydonotshowthesubjectpositionasymmetry･Thisisbecausetheyalsoshowrelatively

highfrequencyofV2withaSubjppm･Hence,thelossofthesub]eCtpOSitionasymmetryln

Chaucer'stextscannOtbeduetothedeclineofV2.Inthisregard,theyaresimilartothe

NorthernteXtSinboththeproductivityofV2withaSu切ppmandtheobviationofthesu切ect

POSitionasymmetry,Wewi11getbacktothispointin告5.

Reductionofthesubjectpositionasymmetryproceedsfurtherinthe15thcentury.This

isobvi0us丘omtheresultofHaeberli'ssurveyonthe15thcenturytexts,Whichisshownin

也efolIowlngtable:

TABLE5:TopIC-rNITIALV2N3rNTHE15TrlCENTURYSouTHERN/MIDLANDSTEXTS

V2 V3

SouTHERNDL4LECTS

MESemonsrc.1450(a.1425)) 9r21.4%1 33r78.6%) 4(6.6%1 …57r93.4%)

GreEOrV'sChronlCle(c.1475) 14r19.2%) 59(80.g%) 0(0%)

To了Å⊥ 23r20.0%1 92rgO.0%) 4r3.3%1

WESTM上DLANDSDIALECTS

Mirkra.1500ね.1415)) 2r6.7%) 2S(93.3%) 1(3.6%)

Malonr(a.1470) 14r14.6%) 82(85.4%) 30(12.9%)

Siegeof-Jerusalemrc.15001 12r20.3%) 47(79.7%1 4r4.4%1 87r95.6%1

Tし)TAL 28(15.1%) 157r糾.ダ沌1 35r9.9%)∨

EASTMIDLANDSDIALECTS

Hilton(a.1450(a.1396)1 8r25.8%)… 23r74.2%) 8(17.8%) … 37(82.2%)

Vices(a.1450(c.1400)) 22(59.5%) 15(40.5%1 19(27.9%)

Julian(a.1450(c.1400)) 11r30.6%1… 25r69.4%) 14r21.2%1

Edmund(c.1450(c,1400)) 1rl.8%) 5(I(98.2%) 0(0%)

MaTgeryKemt)e(a.1450) 6(16.7%) 35(83.3%) 16(12.7%)

CaDf:raVe'sChronicle(a,1464) 13r19.4%) 54(80.6%1 31(51.7%1■ 29(4g.3%)

RobertReYneS(1470-15001 13r48.1%)≡14(51.9%) OrO%)
_
31r100%)

Caxton,ReYnard(1481) 15r65.2%ト 8(34.8%) 28(36.8%)_ 48r63.2%)

Fitiames(1495) 1g(4臥6%).19(51.4%) 12(27.9%)

InDieInnocencium(1497) 7r21.2%) 2(;(78.8%) 2(5.9%)

Tα柑血 H4r29.3%l 275r70.7%) 130r2軋9%)

雛筋箋Ⅳ､ ■…紺済琴登誓贅､窓 茅 琴蔓琴k 萎姜聯猟郊豹′芸

(Haeberli(2002b:256,261))

Again,Wehavesomeexceptionalcases(e･g･theBookQrnCeSandVirtuesandCaxton's

mstoTyqrtheRqynardtheFbxintheEastMidlandsdialect)･Aside丘omtheseexceptional

112



texts,thenumberoftheV2tokenswithboththeSubjFNandtheSu句pprnisreducedinevery

textinsuchawaythatthesu句ectpositionasymmetrydeclinesfurther.Only23.9%ofthe

SubjFNtOkensand15.5%oftheSubjpprntOkensexhibittheV2patternOnaVerage.Thus,V2

(inthesenseofsubject-Verbinversion)wasonthedeclineinLME,therebythedegreeofthe

Subjectpositionasymmetryinthematrixtopic-initialcontextwasreducedtotheextentthatit

WaSalmostextinct(comparethisresultwiththatofthesurVeyCOnductedbyKroch&Tbylor

(1997)andKrochetal.(2000)).

Tbsumup,Wehaveseenthatthesubjectpositionasymmetryinthematrixtopic-imitial

COnteXt,WhichindicatesthecliticstatusoftheSu切pprn,CarriedoverfromOEtoEMEand

eventuallygotobviatedviathedeclineofV2(inthetopic-initialcontextwithanSubjFN)in
LME.Thischangeisi11ustratedinthefollowlng丘gure:

FIGUREl:HISTORICALCHANGEOFTIiEMArRIXSuBJECTPosITIONAsYMMETRY

LME(MIDLANDS/SouTHERNDIALECT)
SuB JppRN

Inthenextsubsection,WetumtOthebasicfactsofthesubordinateWackemagelO切pprnin

EMEandLME.

2.j.抒bcおr乃αgeJO妨)伽f〃才力e且氾Eα〃d上朋EA弟成b乃ゐ′誓わ〟血r乃βわJecね

InordertocapturethepictureofⅥねckemagelObjpprnfactsinEMEandLME,Ihave

COnductedasurveyOnthedistributionoftheO句pprninthesubordinateclausethatincludesan

auxiliaryverb.6 withtheaidoftheJavascriptprogramdevisedbyRandall(2000),mOre

SPeCi丘cally,IhavecollectedsubordinateObipp,ninstanCeSinthetextsinthePPCME2that

weresurveyedbyKroch&Taylor(1997)andKrochetal.(2000)forEMEandbyHaeberli

(2002b)forLME(seefootnote5forthePPCME2andtheAppendixforthetextssurveyed).7

ThesubordinatecontextsurveyedhereisdividedintotwotypesintermSOfthepositionofthe

auxiliaryverbvis-a-Visthelexicalverb:Oneisthecontextwheretheauxiliaryverbprecedes

thelexicalverb,andtheotheristhecontextwheretheauxiliaryverbfbllowsthelexicalverb

6

Asweh往VeSeenSOfar,thematrixclauseexhibitsV2inthetopic-initialcontextwithaSut如N

andintheoperator-initialcontextwithanytypeofsubiects･ThisV2e飴ctinthematrixclausemay
blurthedistributionoftheObippm(especiallyinthelowerareaoftheclause).Thisiswhymysurvey
islimitedtothesubordinateclause.Inclusionofanauxiliaryverbtothesubordinatecontextisalso

intendedtoavoidthepositionalambiguity.andensurethelocationoftheObjphintheclause･When
the auxiliary verbisnotincludedinthe subordinate clause,the pre-Verbal(pronominal)objectis

ambiguouswithrespecttoitsposition:undertheassumptionthatdisplacementofthe丘niteverbis

PPtionalinthesubordinateclause,itcanbeeitherinsideoroutsideoftheverbalprqiection･
TheEMEtextsthatareincludedinthePPCME2butnotsurveyedbyKroch&Thylor(1997)nor

Erochetal.(2000)areexcluded丘ommysurvey･
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(henceforth,Aux-VcontextandV-Auxcontext,reSpeCtively).Inthesetwo contexts,the

Objpp,ntOkensattestedareclassifiedbytheirpositionsvis-a-vistheauxiliaryverbandthe

lexicalverb･Underthisclassi丘cation,Sixtypesofwordorderarelogicallyconceivable.

TheO切pprnislocatedeither:(i)inthepost-SubJeCt/pre-auXiliaryposition(i.e.Wackemagel

POSition)intheAux-Vcontext(resultingintheSubj,ObjppmTAux-Vorder);(ii)inthepost-

auxiliary/pre-Verbalpositioninthe AuxTV context(resultinginthe Sub)-Aux-Objpprn-V

Order);(iii)inthepost-VerbalpositionintheAux-Vcontext(resultingintheSubj-Aux-Vl

Objpp,｡Order);(iv)inthepost-Sub]eCt/pre-VerbalpositionintheV-Auxcontext(resultingin

the Su切-Objppm-V-Aux order):(V)in the posトVerbal/pre-auXiliary positionin the V-Aux

COnteXt(resultlngintheSu均一V-0切ppm-Anxorder);(vi)inthepost-auXiliarypositioninthe

V,Auxcontext(resultingintheSubiTVTAuxTObJpp,nOrder).Note,however,thatwordorder

type(v)(i･e･interventionoftheelementbetweenthelexicalverbandtheauxiliaryverbinthe

V-Auxcontext)isatypologicallyrareoption(Dryer(1992:100)),andearlierEnglishisnot

aneXCeptiontothis･lnfact,thistypeofwordorderwasnotattestedinmysurvey.Hence,

Ihavecountedthenumberoftheotherfivetypesofwordorder.Theresultofmysurveyon

thesevenmid-13thcenturytextsisshowninthefollowlngtable:

TABLE6:DISTRIBUTlONOFOBJppRNTNTEESEVENMID-13THCENTURYSouTHMIDLANDSTEXTS

SOAV ≡SAOV …SAVO …SOVA;SVAO ToTAL

SouTHEASTMIDLANDSDIALECTS

CmVicesIJnlrc.1200) 45(3) ;24(2) 6 8 0 $3

cmtrinit.mxl(a.12251 t5 】4(6) 9 5 0 43

TonI. 60(3) ㌻ 3$(8) 15 四 0 126

SouTHWESTMrDLANDSDIALECTS

CmIambxl.mlra.12251 16 14r21 4 2 0 36

cmlamblJnl(a.1225) 2 2(l) 0 0 0 4

CmSaWlesJnlrc.1225) 1 2 5 0 0 8

cmhaliJnlrc.12251 3 2 g O O 四

cmkathe.ml(c.1225)
4 4 g O O 】6

CmanCriw.ml(c.1230) 20 14r4) 3() 】 0 7l

ToTÅL 46 ≡ 38(乃 田 3 0 !4写

i.;…芸二妄ご…き三言;頗感触夏草芸萎き重き‡羞ミを妻妾を;…愛護誠機蔓こt 藻琴妻妾き箋鰭を芋蔓蔓妻妾音義籍喜藤….‡隻蔓隻頚箋萎箋妾…ぎ漉誉妾要妄言Yて;;懲導:′∴;

ThenumberintheparenthesesinthetablerepresentstheinstancesoftheOb]ppmnOn-a4jacent

totheauxiliary/1exicalverb.Wecansee丘omTable6thattheObipp,ntendstoappearinthe

Wackernagelposition(i.e.post-Subject/pre-auXiliaryposition)inthemid-13thcenturySouth

Midlandstexts,WhichmeansthattheWackemagelObJppr｡alsocarriedoverfromOEtoEME.

Intotal,1060utOfthe274instancesofthesubordinateOb]pp.T.(38.7%)appearinthisposition

While76instances(27.7%)appearinthe post-auXiliary/pre-Verbalpositioninthe Aux-V

COnteXt and other76instances(27.7%)appearin the post-Verbalpositionin the Aux-V

COnteXt.Note,inthisconnection,thatthe distributionofthe Obippm significantly diffbrs
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fromthatoftheOb)FN,WhlChisshowninthefbllowlngtable:

TABLE7:DrsTRIBUTlONOFOBJFN工NTHESEVENMID-13TIICENTURYSouTIIMIDLANDSTEXTS

SOAV …sAOV SAVO SOVA SVAO ToTAL

SouTHEASTMIDLANDSDIALECTS

CmVicesl.mlrc.1200) 22(2) 28(7) 44 4 2 100

Cmtrinit.mxl(a.12251 2 40r5) 31 0 4 77

ToTAL 24(2) 6恩(12)､ 75 J ヰ､1仁 こ虻 1けγ

SouTHWESTMrDLANDSDIALECTS

Cmlambxl.mxl(且.1225) 4 23(3) 57 ■ 4(l) 0 88

Cm血nbl.ml一礼12251 0 】l郎1)
5 O i O 2l

CmSaWles,ml(c.1225) 0 1(1) 5 0 0 6

CmhaliJnlrc.1225) 0 円 7 0 0 g

CmkatbeJnl(c.1225) ロ 12 10 ロ ロ 25

CmanCriw.mlrc.1230) ロ ≦ 23(5) 71 口 口 97

TolÅL 石 7右rlOl 155 書く′6rl)ま ヱ 2ヰ5‥

三三′ミミ宣言‡‥享悠､ミ′ペ=;三言瑚蔽独学箋雪盲妄号音箋急造蔓箋累笈蓋血変憲磯穣榔怒愛臓箪雄琴警篭.

Table7showsthattheObjFNrarelyappearsintheWackemagelpositioninthesevenmid-13th

CenturySouthMidlandstexts(7･1%onaverage).TogetherwiththeresultinTable6,this

COn石msthatthecliticnatureofthe Wackemage10b]pp,niswellretainedinEME.The

followlngarerepreSentativeexamplesofthe鴨ckemagelObjppminEME:

(9)a.CoMP-SuBJFN-OBJppRN-Aux-VORDER

3if昏皿i皿⑬皿bit些旦茎垣f∫eα乃.‖

if anymanit mustissue

'.,.ifanyonemustissueit... (CMLAMBXl,27.315/PPCME2)

b.CoMP-SuBJppRN-OBJppRN-Aux-VORDER

3if凱 me8in uncu∂e nameWOulde

if youmeyourunfami1iarnameWOuld reveal

･=ifyouwanttOreVealmeyourunfamiliarname:
(CMVICESl,23.241/ibid.)

ThePeterboroughChronicle(a12thcenturyEastMidlandtext)andtheOrmulum,Whichare

notincludedinmycountingforthereasonsalreadymentionedabove(see§2.1andfootnote

7),eVeneXhibitObJpp,｡ClusteringandorthographicconcatenationofaSub5pp,nandanOqpprn,

respectively:

(10)a.OBJppRNCLUSTERrNG

p叙...&砿匿血embit竺辿り少加...

that andhethemit wouldteach

...that...andhewantStOteaChittothem...'
(CMPETERB,43.43/PPCME2)
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b.ORrHOGRAPHICCoNCATENATIONOFTEESuBJppRNANDTHEOBJppRN

3ifr匝t 辿ohbt ノ言乃鹿乃

if you+itmightany-Way丘nd

`...ifyoumightfinditanyWay.' (CMORM,I,52.509/ibid.)

Whileorthographicconcatenationmaybeadubious'diagnosisfor(syntactic)cliticization,the

examPleofclusteringin(10a)con丘rmSthecliticstatusofObipp,ninEME.Althoughnotso
manyinstanCeSare atteSted,mOreOVer,the Obipprnis also observedin the positions

idiosyncratic to the clitic O切ppm(c£ Kayne(1975)):tO theimmediate right ofthe

COmPlementizerinthesubordinateclause,tOtheimmediateleftofthe丘niteverbinthematrix

topic-initialV2clause,andtotheimmediaterightofthe丘niteverbinthematrixoperator-

initialV2clause(C£(5)).Thisisexempli丘edbythefo1lowingsentences:

(11)a.OBJppRNRIGHT-ADJACENTTOTI韮CoMPINTHESuBORDAINÅrECLAUSE

蜘血immon型史垣W～∂甲eお乃

thathimonemustspeak-against

`...thatonemustspeakagainsthim.' (CMLAMBXl,45.587/PPCME2)

b.OBJppRNLEFT-ADJACENTTOTEEFINITEVINTHETopIC-INIT仏LV2CLAUSE

【perwi∂]us出廷urelouerdihesucrist･･･

therewithusblameOurlord JesusChrist

`Therewith,OurlordJesusChristblameSuS...' (CMTRINIt75.1042/ibid.)

c.OBJppRNRIGHT-ADJACENTTOTEEFINITEVINTHEOpERATOR-rNITIALV2CLAUSE

[Ne]型塾垣himna∂er bduen

NEG mighthimno-Otherhappen-tO

`Noothermighthappentohim.' (CMVICESl,43.486/ibid.)

Thetendencyseeninthemid-13thcenturySouthMidlandsdialect(i･e･PreServationof

theWackemage10切pprn)isalsoobservedinthe4ノenbiteQf'hwit,anOthertextsurveyedby

Kroch&Taylor(1997)andKrochetal･(2000):

TABLE8:DISTRIBUTIONOFOBJppRNANDOBJFNINTEEAYfNBImOFINwT

Inthistext,420血Ofthe83instanCeS Ofthe subordinate Obipprn(50.6%)appearinthe

Wackemagelpositionwhile38instanCeS(45･8%)appearinthe post-auXiliary/pre-Verbal

positionintheAux-Vcontext.These丘guresshowthattheWackemagelO切pprnisthemost
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dominantpatterninthistextaswell.CombinedwiththeresultinTable6,theresultinTable

81eadsustoconcludethatappearanCeOftheO切ppmintheWackemagelpositionwasa

PrOductiveoptioninEME(alsoseeKroch&Taylor(2000b:134)),andthatthecliticstatusof

theObipp,｡WaSWellretainedduringthisperiod.

InstanCeSOftheWackemagelOtjppmceasetobeattestedinLME.Infact,theyare

almostextinctinthisperiod･Asisobviousfromthefollowlngtable,Onlytwoin5tanCeSare

attestedinthe14thcentury:

TABLE9:DISrRLBUTrONOFOBJppRNrNTHELATE14THCENTURYSouTHERN/MrDLANDSTEXTS

SOAV SAOV
■
SAVO ;sovA.SVAO TomL

SouTHERNDIALECTS

CmpOIYCh.皿3(a.13871 O t 110 0 1 112

CImteSt.m3(c.1388) 0 0 】6 0 0 Ⅰ6

CmPurVeY.m3(c.1388) 0 0 17 0 0 17

To℃亀L 0
】1

143 0 口 145

EASTMIDI.ANDSDIALECTS

Cmedvem.m3(c.1390) 0 (; 2】 0 0 27

へ Cmbrut.m3(c.1400)
2 48(7) 32 0 0 82

ToTÅL ユ 54(刀 ≡ 53 0 0 109

WESTMrDLANDSDIALECrS

Cmearlps.m2(c.1350) 0 0 19 0 0 19

CmCtD訂SJn3(c.1390) 0 2(1) 38 0 0 40

CmCtmeli.m3(c.1390) 0 口 55 0 0 56

Cmboe也.m3rc.13gOl 0 0 12 0 0 12

J

C皿おα0.m3rc.1391) 0 0 口 0 0 ロ

cmwYCSer.m3(c.14001
0 0 50 0 0 50

･ノCmOteSt.m3(a.1382)
0 0 9 0 0 9

cmcloud.m3ra.1400) 0 0 27 0 0 27

Cmmandev.m3(c,14001 0 0 62 0 0 62

TolÅL 0 3(1) 273 0 0 276

､∴くぢ脚p†著ゎぬ;∴ニ1
曳ン′､ 餓細工辛パ細仁 ■打言 ■巨 ∵磯路∴

ThetwoinstancesoftheWackemagelObjppmconstituteonlyO.4%oftheattestedO句ppm

tokens･Hence,WeCanCOnSiderthemexceptlOnal･Thefo1lowlngarethetwoexceptlOnal

instancesinquestion:

(12)TwoExcEPTlONALINSTANCESOFT‖EWACKERNAGElノOBJppRNrNTHE14THCENTURY

a･pat盈kyngl五ggyngim乱ユi亡即bam辿鋸∫ege滋

thataklnglylng in alitter themhadbesieged

'…thataking)ylnglnalitterhadbesiegedthem.'

(CMBRUT3,68.2055/PPCME2)
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b.p細胞◎ky皿g⑬Ⅷ貯◎蝕d五◎『,VS塾塾′甲川砂e戌∫如椚ed&如ねed･･

thattheking our father ushas reproved shamedanddespised

`…thattheking,0urfather,hasblamed,Shamedanddespisedus...'

(CMBRUT3,3.40/ibid.)

Notethattheexceptionalinstancesin(12)arebothattestedintheBrutortheChroniclesQ[

Engldnd(alate14thcenturyEastMidlandstext)･Thistextitselfissomewhatexceptionalin

thatthe O句pprnaPPearSinthepost-auXiliary/pre-VerbalpositionintheAux-Vcontextfar

morefrequentレthaninothertexts:8intheBrutortheChroniclesQfEngldnd;480utOfthe83

0bipprntokens(57.8%)叩Pearinthisposition;inothertexts,OnlylOoutofthe448instanCeS

(2.2%)appearinthisposition.Thus,thetwo exceptionalinstanCeSOftheⅥねckemage1

0bipprnintheBrutorthe CゐTVniclesQfEnghmdmaybeduetotheexceptionalsyntactic

behavior ofthis text:itis rather closer to earlier texts. Whether this textis takeninto

accountOrnOt,OurCOnClusionisthesame:theVhckemagelObipp,nisalmostnon-eXistentin

the14thcentury.

Inthe15thcentury,theWackemage10切pprnCOmPletelydisappearSinthetexts.Thisis

Showninthefollowlngtable:

8

IntheBrutorthe-Ch7t)niclesQfDlgland,theO切pprnalsoappearsinthepositionsidiosyncraticto

thecliticObipprn:Withrespecttothepositionsright-a4iacenttothecomplementizerinthesubordinate

clauseandle鈷a句acenttothe丘niteverbinthematrixtopic-initialV2clause,OneinstanCeisattested
ineachposition;Withrespecttothepositionright-aqiacenttothe血iteved)inthematrixoperator-
initialV2clause,tWOinstancesareatteSted･Inothertextsofthelate14thand15thcentury,Onlya

fbwinstancesoftheO切pp,nareatteStedinthesepositionssothattheyarenegligiblehere･Inthis

regardaswe11,theBrutortheChfT)niclesQf助glandisexceptional･
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TABLElO:DtsTRIBUT10NOFOBJppRNrNTHE15THCENTURYSouTHERN/MIDLANDSTEXTS

SOAV;SAOV 至SAVO≡SOVA喜SVAO ToTÅL

SouTHERNDIALECTS

CmrOYal.m34(c.1450(a.1425)) 0 0 4 0 0 4

CmgregOr.m4(c.14751 0 0 田 0 0 16

Tl)Tll α㌧∵仁∴イl＼
､28`

か∴ 星､賠､′
､コ漁′.二

EASTMIDLANDSDIALECTS

CInmirk.m34(a.1500(a.14151) 0 0 121 0 0 121

cmmalorY.m4(a.1470) 0 0 130 0 0 130

cmsie巳e.m4rc.1500) 0 6 3 0 0 9

､
ToTÅL ､0 6 ′254 ､i

′¢ ト∴
‥¢ .､ヨ紳:::

WESTMIDLANDSDIALECTS

CI11hlton.m34ra.1450ra.139(;)) 0 0 4 0 0 4

cmvices4.m34(a,1450(c.14001) 0 0 18 0 0 柑

cm山1nor.Ild4(a.1450rc.1400)1 0 0 20 0 0 20

cmedmund.m4(c.1450(1438)) 0 0 4 0 0 4

cmkemt)e.m4(a.1450)
0 ロ 267 0 0 268

cmcapchr.m4ra.14641
0 0 56 0 0 5(;

cmreYneS.m4(1470-1500)
0 1rl) 2 0 0 3

Cmreynar.m4(1481) 0 2 29 0 0 31

cm丘tzja.m4(1495) 0 0 4 0 0 4

cminnoce.m4(14971
0 0 3 0 0 5

Tし1T入L 8
′
ヰ(1ト ト∴粕7､ 0 0 41‡

琵誉婁裏芸妄妥毒素富豪妻妾偽臓盗泰盛箋
`∨■､■心此WⅣ■■■柚M

~
鷺

Nota slngleinstanCeOfthe WackemagelObJpp,｡is attestedinthetexts surveyed･ltis

apparentnowthatinthe15thcenturytheObJppmCOuldnotappearintheVhckemagelposition

anymore.SincetheWackemagelObjppmisalmostnon-eXistentinthe14thcenturyand

extinctinthe15thcentury,WeCanCOnCludenowthattheObjppmdidnotretalnitscliticstatus

anymoreinLME.

Tosumup,WehaveseenthattheVvhckemagelOblppminthesubordinatecontext,Which

indicates the clitic status of the Objppm togetherwith the Ob)pp,｡in other positions

idiosyncratictotheclitic,CarriedoverfromOEtoEMEandgotlostinLME･Thischangeis

illustratedinthefollowing石gure=

FIGURE2:HISTORICALCHANGEOFTHEWACKERNAGELOBJppRN

BearinglnmindthebasicfactsandthehlStOricalchangeOfthesub)eCtpOSitionasymmetryln

thematrixtopIC-initialcontextandtheWackernage10bJppminthesubordinatecontext,1etus

tuminthefollowlngSeCtiontoseehowtheyarederived･

=9



3.Analyses

j･ノ･加r～γ～乃g勉励むecfタ0∫鉦わ乃』即椚∽e坤

Wtsawin喜2･1thatthesubjectpositionasymmetryinthematrixtopic-initialcontext,

W鮎chwasduetothecliticstatusofSu切pprn,CarriedoverfromOEtoEME.Wealsosaw

therethatV2wassystematicallyinducedinthematrixoperator-initialcontextinEME(see

footnote3)･Followingthebasictenetofthepreviousstudies(e.g.Cardinaletti&Roberts

(2002:140),Fischeretal･(2000:126),Fuss(2003:210fり,Haeberli(1999a:354,2000:115托

2001:205,2002a:94),Hulk&Kemenade(1997:192),Kemenade(1998:159),Kroch

Tbylor(1997:305鐙),Pintzuk(1996:388,1999:156ff),勒naka(2000:484),Trips(2002:

246)),1etushypothesizethatthesepropertiesofEMEstemfromthefo1lowingtwomain

assumPtions:

(13)a.DIFFERENTLANDINGSITESFORVERBMovEMENT

Ⅵrbmovementtargetstwolandingsitesinthematrixclause:Cintheoperator-initial

COnteXtanda(head-initial)functionalheadbelowCinthetopic-initialcontext.9
b.DIFFERENTSTRUCTURALPosITIONSFORSuBJECTS

Di飴renttypesofsubiectsresideintwodif托rentstruCturalpositionsinaclause:the

Subipprn,beingaclitic,hastoappearinapositionstructurallyhigherthantheSubjFN.

Wewi11shortly get back to(13a)below Forthe time being,1et us consider(13b).
Concernlngthedi飴rentstruCturalpositionsforsubiects,Variousproposalshavebeenmade,

representativesofwhicharesurrmarizedinthefo1lowlngtable:

9

unliketheUniversalBaseHypothesisproposedbyKayne(1994),IamnOtSuggeStingthatall

the functional/substantive prqjections are StruCtured head-initially. The(substantive)verbal

Prqjectionmaybeeitherhead-initialorhead一員nal･Inthisconnection,WhatFuss&Ttips(2002),
Haider･(2000)andKiparsky(1996)argue seemstobevalid:functionalcategoriesareuniversally
head-initialand the head parameteris restricted to substantive categories.Whether the strict

UniversalBaseHypothesisoritslooserversionistaken,Whatisdiscussedbelowremainsintactand

nothinghingesonthismatterlHence,Ileaveitopenhere.
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TABLEll:PREVIOUSPROPOSALSONSuBJECTPosITlONSINEARLIERENGLISH

SuBJppRNPosrTION SuBJFNPosmoN

Eem肋扇e(19慕7)
､p一錠出血感0丸わ也8丘血Ⅴぽb(hCひ)

Spec伊

p血2底(1粥ち1卵9) 偽di血iz感抑btb叫ic(ihS押野) S鱒VP

K【8血&1叫Or(1努7)

Tnps(2002)
CトⅣt氾叫 S匹CVP

Cぴdhde傾&Roねぬ(2間2) AぎlO s匹CA訂冴

Fu55(2003) Sl光CTP SpeぐVP

Fis⊂h亡retaJ.(2000)

Hulk&Kemenade(】997)
SpecFP SpecTP

Haeberl=1999a,200】)

Tan奴a(20(町)
SlXCAgrSP S匹CTP

Theproposalsmadethusbythepreviousstudiesareclassifiedintotwotypesintermsofthe

treatmentoftheSublppz..:(i)oneconsidersittobeaheadelement,placingitinthecliticized

positionorintheheadposition(e.g.theshadedrowsinTablell);(ii)theotherconsidersitto

beaphrasalelement,Placingitinthespecifierposition(e.g.theunshadedrowsinTablell).

NothingforcesustoconsiderthecliticpersonalpronouninOE/EMEtobephrasal･Onthe

COntrary,aSSumlngthesecondopt10nisproblematicintworespects･Thefirstproblemis

COnCePtual=OnaParWiththefunctionalprq】eCtionfbrthecliticSubjpp,｡,Wehavetoassume

anadditionalfunctionalpr(リeCtionwhose speci丘erhostsacliticObjpp,｡,Whicheventually

amountstoproliferationoffunctionalheads.Thesecondproblemisrelatedtothe丘rstone,

butitisanemplrlCalone=SuppOSethefunctionalheadforthecliticObippmisnotassumed,the

factofcliticclustering(Cfl(10a))cannotbeexplainedunlessthenotionofmultiplespeci丘ers

proposedbyChomsky(1995b=245)isadopted.Evenifthenotionofmultiplespecifiersis

adoptedrsomeadditionalstlPulationsafeca11edfbr･Therefore,1etusadoptthe丘rstoptlOn

andassumethatOE/EMEcliticpronounsareheadelements.

Note thatIamnOtClaimlngthat OE佗MEperSOnalpronouns are exclusively clitics.

TheOE SubJppm SOmetimesinvertswith the丘niteverbinthe matrix topIC-initialcontext,

therebyV2orderresults･ThisfacthasledKoopman(1997:78,1998二137)toconcludethat

SOmeOftheOEpersonalpronounsarenon-Clitics.EMEalsoexhibitstheV20rderwitha

Su旬ppminthetopic-initialcontext(CflTablesland2)､Which meanSthat non-Clitic(i.e.

-strong'inthe senseofCardinaletti(1994,1999)and Cardinaletti&Starke(1996,1999))

personalpronounsalsoexistedinEME･10 MofeOVer,COOrdinationofapersonalpronounand

10In fact,Cardhlaletti(1994,1999)and Cardina)etti&Starke(1996,1999)are assuming a

trlChotomy(i･e･StrOng,†eak and clitic pronouns)forpersonalpronouns(also see D占chaine&

Wiltschko(2002)foratnpartitedistinctionofpersonalpronouns).Sincewehavenoevidencethat
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afullnominalisalsoattested(c£Kayne(1975));thisisnotfrequentinEME,neVertheless

(OnlyseveninstanCeSinthesevenmid-13thcenturySouthMidlandstextsandtheAyenbiteQr

lhwii).Notein this connection that even some ofthe PE personalpronounS reSist

coordination(SeeGelderen(2004:62fr)fordetails)･

(14)a.CooRDrNjrrIONOFTHESuBJppRN

t)et胞y⑬師′⑳匝◎:by*ichosetodyngnetesofholicherche･･･

thattheyor othersare chosenasdignities ofholychurch

`...thattheyorothersareChosenasthedignityofholychurch･･･'

(CMAYENBI,42.706/PPCME2)

b.CooRDrNÅTIONOFTI韮OBJppRN

…alpelecunpegOd』f49i7dhire&adamofPenappel
allthelessontheGodhad readherandAdamOfthe apple

`...allthelessonoftheapplethattheGodhadreadtoherandAdam･,

(CMANCRIW,II･54･521/ibid･)

CoordinatedSdbipprnandObjpprnin(14)carmotbeclitics,SincetheformerneVeraPPearSin

thesecondpositioninthematrixtopIC-initialcontextandthelatterneverappearsinthe

subordinateWackemagelpositionnorinthepositionsidiosyncratictotheO切pprn(i･e･right-

a4iacenttothecomplementizerinthesubordinateclause,left-aqjacenttothefiniteverbinthe

matrixtopIC-initialV2clause,andright-a4jacenttothe丘niteverbinthematrixoperator-
initialV2clause).ItseemsthatstrongpronounSaSWellascliticpronounShavetobe

postulatedinOE/EME･11

Turn1ngbacktothestatusofOE/EMEcliticpronounS,letusfbllowthetraditional

characterizationbyPostal(1966:62ff)inassumingthatpronounSaredeBnitearticlesand

theyareinstanCeSOfthefunctionalheadD(paceOsawa(1998:6ff;2000:56托2003:14ff))･

UnderthisassumPtion,thecliticpronounisconstruedasamaximalzero-levelDprqjection

thatdoesnotprqjectanyfurtherorDOmaxundertheterminologyofChomsky(1995b:245)･

Inotherwords,thecliticpronoun,beingDOmax,Canbebothminimalandmaximal(Chomsky

(1995b:249),Raposo(1998:78);SeeMakita(2000:45fbotnote12)fbrsimilartreatmentof

cliticthereinOE).

indicatestheexistenceofpronounsoftheintermediatestatus(i･e･Weakpronouns)inOE偲ME,letus

continuetoassumethestrongvs.cliticdichotomy･
11postulationofboththestrongandcliticpronounSinOE促MEtakesustoasomewhatbizarre

circumstance:Samelexicalformsareusedforthem･InthecontemporaryGermaniclanguagessuch
as Dutch and West Flemish,they are not only syntactica11y distinct,but also

morphologically/orthographica11ydistinct(CflIlaegeman(1990,1996),Zwart(1996,1997)among

others).Besidesthenon-uniformityoftheV2e飴ctinthetopic-initialcontext,thisalsomakes
OE佗MEexceptionalamongGermaniclanguageS･
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Within the recent minimalist theorlZlng,1exicalitemsare COnStrued as bundles of

fbatures(Chomsky(1995b:235ff;2000‥100f;2001a:10f;2001b:4)),hencecomposedof

Phonological,SemanticandformalfeatureS.Theformalftaturesoちsay,DPsconsistof

interpretableQ-fbatureS(Q)andanuminterpretable/unValuedCasefeature(uCase)thatdrives

movementor,mOrePreCisely,inducestheoperationca11edAgree･TheuCaseisvaluedwhen

¢entersintoanAgreerelationwithanaPPrOPriateprobebearinguninterpretable/waluedQ-

fbatures(uQ)･Suppose aderivationhas reachedthe stagewhere averbalprqjectionis

COmPleted･Then,theu¢ofTorv*becomesaprobeuponitsintroductionintothederivation

(丘omthelexicalsubarray),SearChingforamatchinggoalbearing¢anduCase.Atthispoint,

theu¢entersintoanAgreerelationwith¢andgetsvalued,therebytheuCaseisalsovalued.

WhentheagreeingprobebearSanEPPfbature(EPP),theagreeinggoalisdriventomoveto

thespecifierpositionoftheagreeingprobe,SatisfyingitsEPPrequirement.Onaparwith

thefeaturecontentofDPs,letusassumethatinadditionto4･anduCase,Cliticpronounsbear

anuninterpretableんnvaluedcliticfeature(uCl)･12Inthefo1lowingtyorespects,however,

Wedepartfromtheconventionalminimalistconceptionmentionedabove.First,the uCl

requirestheelementbearingthisfeature(i.e.DOmax)toencliticizetoanOtherelementitagrees

With:thehostofacliticpronounWillbetheelementthatagreeswiththiscliticpronoun.

Second,thisfbatureisahybridbetweenu¢anduCaseinthesensethatitcanbevaluedeither

directlyorindirectly:1iketheuQ,itcanbevalueddirectlyby¢;1iketheuCase,itcanbe

Valuedasasidee飴ctofagreementbetweenu¢and¢.IntheformerCaSe,theprobeisuCl

OfcliticpronounS;inthelattercase,itisu¢ofsomefunctionalheads.IfweassumethatC

bearSu¢(cflCarstens(2003),Chomsky(2001a,2001b),職naka(2003))andNbears¢,

possiblecandidatesforagreementwithacliticpronounwillbeC,tγ*andN.13 Whenthe

u¢ofC,Torv*agreeswiththe¢ofthecliticpronoun,itsuClisvaluedasasidee飴ctand

thecliticpronounenCliticizestotheagreeingfunctionalhead(logicallyeitherC,Torv*;but

Seediscussionbelow)･Alternatively,theuClofthecliticpronounisdirectlyvaluedbythe4･

OfNwhentheformerismergedwiththelatter(C£Chomsky(1995b:337,393footnote136)).

Sincethecliticpronoun(i.e.D)prqiectsuponmergerwithNanditisnolongerDOmaxatthis

POint,theprqjectionofDisnotacliticanymore.RecallnowthatstrongpronounSaSWell

12

sincedeterminers/demonstrativesarealsoconsideredtobeinstancesofD,OnemayWOnder

Whether thereis any di飴rence between clitic pronounS and determiners/demonstratives･My

SPeCulationisthatthisisexactlythepointtheydi飴rin,0therthingsbeingequal:CliticpronounSbear

uCl,Whereas determiners/demonstrativeslackit.Obviously,this speculation requlreS empirical

Veri丘cation.Ytt,Iwillleavethisissueaside,Pendingfurtherinvestigations.
13

The aヲSumPtionthat
C bears

u¢andN bears¢should bejusti丘edforthe so-Called

COmPlementlZeragreement(CflZwart(1997))andthedetermirteragreement,reSPeCtively･Although
thecomplementizeragreementisabsent丘-OmOE佗ME,determlnerS/demonstrativesclearlyagreewith

thefo1lowingnouningender;numberandCase(Uk毎i(2000:177鐙)).Inthisrespect,Nmayalso
bear uCaseand enterinto anAgreerelationwith･Dinthisfeature.Precisely howthe agreement
betweenDandNiscarriedoutDP-intemallygoesbeyondthescopeofthispaper.
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ascliticpronounSarePOStulatedinOE佗ME･Theproperties-OfstrongpronounSmentioned

aboveexactlyfitinthecharacterizationofthe[DPD十N]complex･NotethatstrongpronounS

are morphologically/orthographica11yidenticalto clitic pronouns･Inthisregard,1etus

assumethattheNthatmergeswithcliticDisaphonologica11ynullcounterpartofN･Thus,

the OE侶ME strong pronounis construed as clitic D plus.phonological1y nu11N(c£

Cardinaletti(1994,1999),Cardinaletti&Starke(1996,1999))･14 0urCharacterizationof

cliticandstrongpronounSissuⅡunarizedasfo1lows:

(15)a.CLITICPRONOUN‥ CliticD ⇒DOmax

b.STRONGPRONOUN:CliticD+phonologicallynullN ⇒DP

Tlmsfar,nOthinglSSaidabouttheclausestruCtureinOE/EME･Sincethepublication

ofPollock(1989),Chomsky(1991),andRizzi(1997),ClausestruCtureSareOftenassumedto

berichlylayered:duetothe血sttwo(especiallythelatter),theIPlayercanbesplitintoa

subiectagreementphrase(AgrSP),atenSePhrase(TP)andanObiectagreementphrase
(AgrOP);15duetothelastone,theCPlayercanbesplitintoaforcephrase(ForceP),afocus

phrase(FocP),atOPicphrase(TbpP)andafinitenessphase(FinP)･Chomsky(1995b:349ff),

however,CaStSdoubtsontheexistenceofAgrprqjections.Followlngthecurrentminimalist

assumPtions,therefore,let us abandon the split-IP hypothesisand adopt the split-CP

hypothesis,althoughnota1lofthesplitCPpr句ectionsplayacrucialroleinouranalysis

presentedbelow･ⅦthanadditionalminimalistassumPtionthatthetranSitiveconstruCtionis

headedbyv*(Chomsky(2001a:43)),theclausestructureassumedhereforOErEMEwillbe

thefo1lowlng:

(16)[cpC[FinPFin[TPT[v*PV*[vp･･･V･･･]]]]]

14

ThisideawassuggestedtomebyAkiraWatanabe(P･C･)･Not9,inpassing,thattheNthat

mergeswithcliticDissometimesphonologicallyrealized･PneinstanceisthepronounbeVform･
InOE,Seylwasanindependentwordcontrastingthenominalitfo1lows,anditcouldmodifyanytype

ofnominals.Intheendofthe12thcentury,thepronoun+∫eVformCametOeXistasasingleword
(Keenan(2002:337);alsoseeMustanqja(1960:153)),althoughitsdistributionwasnotstrictly

govemedbytheBindingConditionA(CfChomsky(1981))･So,therewasindeedphonologically

realizedNinthe[,PD+N】complexinEME.Sincethepronoun十∫eVformis considered asa

maximalDprqjectionunderourcharacterization,itispredictedtobehavedi飴rently舟omclitic

pronounS.ThispredictionisbornOut･Onlyafbwinstancesoftheprpnoun十SeVformareatteSted
in the subordinate Wackemagelposition,and not a slngle-instancelS atteStedin the positions

idiosyncratic to the clitic･Thefo1lowlngis one ofthe rareinstances oftheⅥねckernagel

PrOnOun

(i)∂at也u8eseluennahtne塵迦hek)en･･･

thatyouyourself notNEGmighthelp
`...thatyoumaynothelpyoursel£･･, (CMVICESl,65.708/PPCME2)

15

AIsoseeCinque(1999)formore血e-grainedclausestruCtureSintheIPlayer･
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In(16),theCPlayerprqiectionsotherthanFinPareabstractedawayandsimplyamalgamated

intoCPfbrthereasonmentionedjustabove.FinislocatedbelowC･Thisisthefunctional

headmentionedin(13a):hteverbmovementtargetsFininthetopic-initialcontext.16If

wefo1lowthestandardminimalistassumPtionthatthesubiectoriginatesverbal-Prqjection-
intemallyandmovestoSpeCTPfortheEPPrequlrementOfT;theV20rderwithaSu切FNin

thetopic-initialcontextisderivedasfbllows:

(17)a.MERGEROFTANDAGREEMENTBETEERNTANDSuBJFN

【TPT(材EPP)[v･PSubjFN(U叔始〉[v･･V*[vp･･･V…]]]】
十 十

b.SuBJFNMovEMENTTOSpECTP

[TPSu切FN(d触〉【T･T(EPP〉[v･P ト･V*【vp‥.V.‥】]]]]

SÅTISFACTIONOFEPP

c.MERGEROFFrNANDV-TO-FINMovEMENT

[Fi｡PⅤ-Tル*-Fin 【TPSu切FN[T･tT[v･PtS｡bi[v･･tv･[vp…Jv… 川‖]17

d MERGEROFCANDAGREEMENTBETEERNCANDSuBJFN

[cpC(冴¢)【FinPV-TIv*-Fin[TPSu切FN(〝触)[rtT[v･PtS｡bi[1･･ltv･[vp･･･tV…]]]]]]]

AGR王E

e.TopICALIZÅTION

[cpTbpic[cIC[FinPV-TIv*-Fin[TPSubjFN【rtT[v･PtS｡bi[v･･t.･･[vp･･･tV･･】]]]]]】]

Uponitsmergerwithaverbalprqjectionalreadycompleted,TentersintoanAgreerelation

16

TheV-tO-Finmovementisconceivedheretobecarriedoutina'successive-CyClic-1ike,manner

(i.e.viav*andT),althoughthisisabstractedaway丘omwhatisdiscussedinthetext･However,
headmovementingeneraliscounter-CyClicinthatitdoesnotconfbrmtotheconditiononstructure

building(i.e.ExtensionCondition),WherebyChomsky(1995b:368,2000:146fbotnote68,2001a:

37f)hasputfbrwardtheideathatheadmovementisviewedasaPFphenomenon(alsoseeBoeckx&

Stjepanovi6(2001:351E)).While the Vto-Fin movement mayindeed
be aninstance of

phonologlCalmovement,theV-tO-Cmovementmaynot･Thisisbecausethemovementinquestion

isddventomeetso甲eSOrt6ftheoperatorcriterion(e･g･the昭一CriterionproposedbyRizzi(1990,
1996)andtheNeg-CrlteriopproposedbyHaegeman&Zanuttini(1991,1996)andHaegeman(1995)
among others),a SyntaCtlC requireplentimposed

by the presence ofan operatorin
Spec CR

AssumlngthattheoperatorcriterionlSatenabletheorematicpnncipleoftheUG,Icortiecturethatthe
Vto-C movementis syntactically(Or mOrPhologically)driven,hen?e aninstance ofsyntactic

movement(CfNawata(2003,2004);butseeZwart(2001)fbrsyntactlCally
drivenPFmovement)･

Note,neVertheless,thatthe operatorcriterionhastoberestatedinminimalistterms(SeeVhtanabe
(2001,2002a,2002b)forrecentrestatementoftheNeg-Criterioninminimalistterms)･
17

NotethattheVlto-Finmovementdoesnothavetobecarriedoutatthisstageofthederivation,

becausethismove?entiscounter-CyClic(Seefbotnote16)･ItcanbedelayeduntilmergerofC･
SimplyforanexposltOryreaSOn,theV-tO-FinmovementiscarriedoutuponmergerofFinin(17)･
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WiththeSu句FNinQ･ftatures,aSin(17a),Wherebytheu¢ofTandtheuCaseoftheSubiFNare

Valued.Then,aSin(17b),theSu切FNisraisedtoSpecTPtosatisfytheEPPrequirementof
T.Asin(17c),thederivationiscarriedontothestagewhereFinismergedwiththeTPand

theV-tO-Finmovementiscarriedout(butseefootnote17).UponitsmergerwiththeTIIC

entersintoanAgreerelationwiththeSu句FNinQ-features,aSin(17d),Wherebytheu¢ofCis

valued.18 sinceCdoesnotbearEPntheSubjFNisleftbehindinSpecTPatthisstage.

Finally,Tbpicalizationisinducedpresumablyforasemanticconsequence,aSin(17e).19

TherebytheV20rderwithaSu句FNinthetopic-initialcont?Xtisderived(cfl(7))･

ThederivationforthetopIC-initialstructurewithaSubjpp,nisslightlydiffbrent,Whichis

illustratedasfbllows:

(18)a.MERGEROFTANDAGREEMENTBETEERNTANDSuBJppRN

【TPT(坤EPP)[v･PSubippn.(q曲e/uCl)[v･･V*[vp…V…=]]
十 十

AGREE

b.SuBJppRNMovEMENTTOSpECTP

[TPSubjpp,n(〝触/uCl)[T･T(E絆)[､･･P

b一.SuBJppRNENCLmCIZATIONTOT

*[TPT(EPP)+Su句pp,n(q曲e/戚)[v･P

レ･V*[w...V...]】】]]

[v･･V*･[vp…V…】】=]=> CRAS11

ENCuTICIZÅTlON

c.MERGEROFFrNANDV-TO-FINMovEMENT

【FinPV-TIv*-Fin[TPSubjpp,n[T･tT[v･PtS咄[v･･tv･【w...fv…]]】】】]

d MERGEROFCANDAGREEMENTBETEERNCANDSuBJppRN

[cpC(蕾ゆ)【FinPV･TIv*-Fin[TPSubjpfh､(q触/uCl)[T･tT[v･PtS｡bj[v･･t.･･[vp･･･tV…]]‖]〕]

e.SuBJppRNENCL汀ICIZATIONTOC

【cpC+Subjpprn(U触/魂弟)【FinPV-TLv*-Fin[TPtS｡旬【TltT【v･PtS｡bj[v書･tv･[vp…tV･･･]]]]]]]

ENCLITICIZÅTION

18

NotethatalthoughtheuCaseoftheSu帥NisalreadyvaluedbytheAgreerelationwithllitis

sti11active and visible
fbr the computationalsystem(C£Carstens(2003))･Thisis

because the

valued/de]eteduninterpretablefeaturesareeraseda負erthecompletionofthere)evantstrongphasethat

containsthem(Chomsky(2001a:18f)).DuetothisactivestatusofthedeleteduCaseoftheSu切FN,

曽e誓霊豊霊i漂璧盈霊漂慧漂慧諾謡霊t三三霊宝蒜c｡nCeming
thismatter,IassumethatEPPisasslgnedonthefunctionalheadinquestion,Whentheoutcomehasa

semantice能ct(Chomsky(1995b:294,337,2000:109,2001a:34,2001b:11),OrWhentherelevant
phasehas exhaustedthelexicalsubarray倉om whichitisderived(Chomsky(2000:109)),Orthe

assignmentofanEPPallowssuccessive-CyClicA'-mOVement(Chomsky(2001a:34))･Thenrsttwo
conditions sufncetoasslgnEPPonC a鮎rtheAgreebetweenCandthe Sut如N,Which eventually

inducesTbpicalization(ViaSpecv*P).
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f TopICALIZArION

[cpTb ic[c･C+Subjppm[FinPV-TIv*-Fin[TPtS｡bj[T･tT[v･PtS｡bi[v･ltv･[vp…tV…]】】】]】]]

The丘rststepisthesameasthatofthederivationfortopic-initialV2withaSubiFN:Tenters

intoanAgreerelationwiththeSu句ppminケ鹿atures,aSin(18a),Wherebytheu¢ofTandthe

uCaseoftheSubjppmarevalued･Therearetwopossibilitiesforthenextstage:theSubipp,n
israisedtoSpecTPtosatisfytheEPPrequirementofT;asin(18b);itisencliticizedtoTto

satisfyitsownenCliticizationrequirement(i.e.uCl),aSin(18b一).20Ifwetakethesecond
OPtion,theuClissuccessfu11ydeleted,buttheEPPofTremainsunvalueduntiltheendand

thederivationwi11crasheventually･Therefore,the丘rstoptionmustbetaken･At丘rstsight,

thisoptlOnmaySeemtObeimpossiblebecauseitisaninstanCeOfheadmovementintoa

speci鮎rpositio血,butthisisnotthecase.Reca11thattheSubjpprnisDOmax.Inotherwords,

itcanbeminimalandmaximalsimultaneOuSly.Thus,theSubjppmcanbeandmustberaised

toSpecTPtosatisfytheEPPrequirementofTatthisstageofthederivation.Thethirdstep

isagainthesameasthatofthederivationfortopic-initialV2withaSubjFN:Finismerged

WiththeTPandtheV-tO-Finmovementiscarriedout,aSin(18c).Uponitsmergerwiththe

TRCentersintoanAgreerelationwiththeSubjppminQ-ftatures,aSin(18d),Wherebytheu¢

OfCisvalued.Then,aSin(18e),theSu切ppmencliticizestoCinordertosatisfyitsuCl

requirementanddeletethisfeature.Finally,Topicalizationisinduced,aSin(18f).Thus,
thetopic-inltialV30rderresultswitha Subippm.Itshould be emphasizedherethatthe

derivationreachingthestagein(18f)intheendistheonlyconvergentoneforthetopic-initial

StruCtureWithaSubjpp,n.'BecausebothCandTbearu¢,theuC-1requirementoftheSubjpp,n

canbesatis丘edbyencliticizingtoeitherofthematsomepointinthederivation･21Ytt,the

derivationchoosingtheencliticizationtoTleavesitsEPPfbatureunSatis丘ed(asin(18b一)),

eventuallyleadingtocrash.TheonlyremalnlngChoiceistheencliticizationtoC,andthe

topic-initialstruCtureWithaSubippmisfbrcedtobeV3(Cf:(8)).22

NowiftheuClrequlrementOfSubippmissatis丘ednominal-Phrase-internally,anOPtion

SuggeStedabove,itcannOlongerbehaveasaclitic.ThisisbecausetheuClisdeletedwhen

SubjppmmergeswithaphonologicallynullcounterpartOfNandentersintoanAgreerelation

Withit,Whichisillustratedasfo1lows:

20

RecallthatvaluationoftheuClisnotasumcientconditionfbritsdeletion･Itismerelya

necessarycondition.Inorderedtobedeleted,theelementbearinguCl(i.e.Su旬pp,｡inthiscase)has
toencliticizetoanagreelngfunctionalhead.

21Notethatv*couldalsobeacandidateforthehostoftheSuqpp,｡inthatitbearsuQ.Whenthe
SubjppmisintroducedintothestruCture,howevelJtisalreadyoutsideofthec-COmmanddomainofv*

≦皇･e･Specv*P)･Thus,thereis.nowayfbrv*toenterintoanAgreerelationwiththeSu
Inthisrespect,theanalysISPreSentedherecoincideswiththeonesprovidedbyHaegeman(1990)

andsubsequentlybySh)onsky(1994)fbrWestFlemish･Thatis,bothofthemtreatthecliticSuqpprn
asanelementintheCPdomain.
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(19)a.MERGEROFSuBJppRNW汀HPHONOLOGICALIXNuLLN

【DSubjpprn(quCase/uCl)] MERGER [N(ク(ダ〟Case)ノ]

b.AGREEMENTBETWEENSuBJppRNANDPHONOLOGICALurNuLLN

仲〃Case〉】23

A氏erthe Subippmismergedwiththephonologicallynu11N,aSin(19a),eXtendingthe

struCturetOaDIltheuCloftheSubippmentersintoanAgreerelationwiththe4･OftheNand

getsdeleted,aSin(19b).Theendproductof(19)isaDPSubipp,n(i･e･StrOngPrOnOun)
lackinguCl.Note,in′thisconnection,thatotherfeaturesleftin(19b)areSti11eligiblefbr

lateroperationsandboththeuCaseoftheSubipprnandthatoftheNcanbevaluedbyaslngle

functionalheadunderthenotionofmultipleAgree(Chomsky(2001b:15))･SincetheDP

SubjppmhasthesamestatusastheSubiFN,itendsupinSpecTRasin(17)･Inotherwords,

thetopic-initialstructurewithaDPSubjpp,nmuStreSultintheV20rder･Thisexplainsthe

factthatafbwinstanCeSOfthetopic-initialV2withaSubjpp,nareatteStedinEME(Cf:Tbbles

land2).NotealsothatwhenthephonologicallynullNisincludedinthenumerationor

lexicalarray,the derivationalstepsin･(19)must be taken,given the Merge-OVer-Move

principle(Chomsky(1995b:348)).Since"Mergecomes丘ee(Chomsky(2001a:3);alsosee

Chomsky(1995b:316,2000:101,2001a:6))"while Moveis a complex operation

Agree+Pied-Pipe+Merge(Chomsky(2000:101,2001a:10,2001b:13)),thefbrmer,being

moreeconomical,alwayspreemptsthelatter.Itfo1lowsthatwhentheuCloftheSubipprnis

satisned,mergerWithphonologica11ynullNislesscostlythanenCliticizationtoanagreelng

functionalhead:localsatisfactionisalwayschosenoverglobalsatisfactionifpossible･Thus,

thederivationin(18)iscarriedoutundertheprerequisitethatthephonologicallynullNis

absentfiomthelexicalarray.Otherwise,theuCloftheSu切pp,nWOuldbesatis丘edloca11y,

andtheV30rderwouldneverbepossibleinthetopic-initialc6ntext･

Giventheassumptionin(13a),theanalysisprovidedherepredictstheoperator-initial

struCturetObesystematica11yV2,Whetherthesententialsubiectisfu11nominalorpronominal･

The丘niteverbalwaysmovestoCintheoperator-initialcontext(Seefootnote16),endingup

byprecedingtheSubjpp,nenCliticizedtoCandtheSubiFNinSpecTR
Thisisillustratedas

fbllows:

23

0nemaywonderwhytheSubjpprnprecedesthephonologlCallynu11Nherewhileithastobe

encliticizedwhenitismergedwithanagreelngfunctionalhead･MシSPeCulationisthatthisisrelated
tostructurebuilding.ThewaytheSubjppmismergedwithanagreelngfunctionalheadiscounter-

cyclic‥itdoesnotextendthestructure(Seefbotnote16),butitiscarriedoutinaccordancewiththe

requirementofuCl(i.e.encliticization)･WhentheSubjppr｡ismergedwiththephonologicallynu11N,
ontheotherhand,themade-uPStruCtureCOnfbrmstotheExtensionCondition･Inthiscase,the

Suqpprnisplacedhead-initially,prqiectingthestructureinquestion･Thus,1tmaybethecasethatthe

requirement ofuClis satisfied at any ratein the course ofthe derivation,butits e蝕ct(i･e･

encliticization)issupersededbysomesortoftheheadparameter･
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(20)a.MERGEROFTANDAGREEMENTBETEERNTANDSuBJ

[TPI(材EPP)[押Sr(頼通(uCl))[vw*[vp･‥V‥･]]]]
AGREE

b.SuBJMovEMENTTOSpECTP

[TPSu切(Uueese/(uCl))[TIT(E【平)[v･P 【p･tV*【w...V…]】]】]

SÅrlSFACTIONOFEPP

C.M上RGEROFFINANDV-TO-FINMovEMENT

【FinPV一丁v*-Fin[TPSu切[TtTレpts｡bi[v･･tv･[vp･･･
.‥]]]]‖

FrNITEVERBMOVEMENT

d.MERGEROFCANDAGR上EMENTBETEERNCANDSuBJ

【cp 〈叫〉【FinPV-TIv*-Fin[TPSu (〝曲e/(〟Cl))[TイTレpJsu切レイヮりw…Jv‥･】]】】‖]

e一.SuBJppRNENCLITICIZATIONTOC

【cpC+Su切pprn(卵胞胱/般〉【FinPV-Tv*-Fin[TP[T車【押Js叫レイp･【w…Jv･‥]】】]]】]

ENCLITICIZÅT10N

£ OpERArORFRONTING

【cpOp[c･C[FinPV･TLv*-Fin[TPSubiFN[T･tT[v･PtS｡bj[1･･･tv･[vp…tV…

OPERATORFRONTING

f.OpERATORFRONTING

[cp

]]】]】]]]

[c･C+Su旬pp,n[FinPVTIv*-Fin[TPtS叫[T･tT[v･PtSubi[v･rtv･[vp…tV 】】】]】]]]

OPERATORFRONTNG

【cpOp[cY-TIv*-Fin-C[FinPtTin[TPSubjFN[T-tT[v*PtSuq[pTtJ[vp･･･tV･･･]]]]]]]]
FrNITEVERBMOVEMENT

g一.V-TO-CMovEMENT

[cpOp[cV-TIv*-Fin-C+Subjppr｡[FjnP in[TPtS｡bi[T-tT[押tS叫[v･1tv･[vp･･･tV･･･]]]]]]]]

Boththeoperator-initialstructurewithaSubiFNandtheonewithaSubjpp,nfo1lowthesame

stepsuntilCmergeswiththeTPanditentersintoanAgreerelationwiththesubiect,aSin

(20a-d).Then,theonewithaSub3pprnhasanadditionalstep:theSubipp,nenCliticizestoC,

asin(20e一).Theremainingstepsofthederivationarethesameagain･Anoperatoris

frontedtoSpecCRasin(20りand(20f)･The血ite,VerbmovestoC,aSin(20g)and(20g.)･

Thus,inbothofthecases,the丘niteverbendsupbyprecedingthesu切ect,Whetheritisfu11

nominalorpronominal.
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ま2.加r如才乃g∠ゐe勒c丘er〃αg･eJO椀)伽

TheanalysISPrOVidedtothetopic-initialstructureintheprevioussubsectionextendsto

thesubordinateVhckernagelObipp,n.Nevertheless,afbwadditionalassumptlOnSareCalled
foronthesubordinateclause.Asiso氏endiscussedintheliterature,OE/EMEsubordinate

ClausesdonotexhibitV2,eXCePtfortheonesembeddedundertheso-Calledbridgeverb.

Concemlngthiswell-kn0wnaSymmetrybetweenthematrixandsubordinateclauses,1etus

fo1lowRizzi(1997:288)inassumingthatthecomplementizer(e.g.jおtanditsvariantsinthe

nnlteclause,PranditsvariantSinthenon一丘niteclause,etC.)isaphonologicallyrealized

COunterPartOfFin(alsoseeHaeberli(2001:220)).GiventhatFinisphonologicallyrealized

asacomplementizer,the血iteverbcannotmovetothispositioninthesubordinateclause,2チ

therebyderivingtheasymmetrybetweenthematrixandsubordinateclauses.Letusassume

furtherthatthephonologicallyrealizedFinmovestoCinthesubordinateclause･25Inother

WOrds,thecomplementizerendsupinCalthoughitisaphonologicallyrealizedcounterpart

OfFin.Beanngthese additionalassumPtionsin mind,1et us take a closelook at the

derivationsoftheEME/OEsubordinateclauseinvoIvingaWackemagelO切pp,n.

Beforegoingintodetails,reCalltheassumptionwemadein(13b).Di脆renttypesof

Subiectsresideindi飴rent structuralpositionsin aclause:the Su切ppm,being a clitic,is

encliticizedtoC;theSubjFNislocatedinSpecTR
Nowifweassumethatthisdistinctionis

Validforthesubordinateclause,Wehavetwopossiblederivationsforthesubordinateclause

invoIvingaVhckernage10bjppm:theonewithaSu切FNandtheotherwithaSu切ppm.Letus

considerthelatter丘rst,Whichisillustratedasfo1lows:26

24
AprerequisiteisthatthenniteverbcannotmovetothephonologlCa11yrealizedfunctionalhead

Otherthantheonethatisa餌xalinnature(e.g.v*underChomsky's(1995b)characterization).
25

ThisideawassuggestedtomebyAkiraVhtanabe(p.c.).Thegroundfbrthisassumptionseems
to beunwarranted.However,my SPeCu】ationisthatitisrelatedtothedi舵renceinthernode of

nnitenessandmoodencodingbetweenmatrixandsubordinateclauses･Thernatrixclauseisalways

nnite.Hence,the丘niteverbsu餌cestoslgnalthe丘nitenessoftheclauseinquestion.Themoodof

thematrixclause,fbrinstance,thedeclarative vs.intelTOgative/imperativedistinctionis slgnaledby

the position ofthe名nite verb.On the other hand,the丘niteness and mood distinction ofthe

Subordinate clauseis signaled
by di飴rent types of the complementizer･In this respect,the

COmPlementizerentersintonotonlythedomainofFinbutalsothatofC(OrForceinRizzi's(1997)

terms).Thus,itmaybethecasethatthephonologicallyrealizedFinmustbelicensedbymovingto
C,OrtOgetherwithC,Finrealizesasacomplementize11
26

0nemaywonderwhethertheObipprninSpecv*Pinducestheso-Calledinterventionefftctin

(21c).Theanswerisa餌rmative:TcanenterintoanAgreerelationwiththeO句pp,ninSpecv*Rthe

uclofthelatterbeingdeletedbyencliticizingtothefbrmer･Thisis,infhct,aderivationfbrthe

subordinateclauseinvolvingaSubiFNandaWackernage10切pp,n･NoteinthisrespectthatwhenT

entersintoanAgreerelationwiththeO句pp,n,itcanalsoenterintoanAgreerelationwiththeSu切pprn
underthenotionofmultipleAgree.See(22)belowfbrdetai1s･Nevertheless,theinterventionefftct
isobviatedin(21c).Instead,theunvaluedfbatureoftheObjppmisdeletedinthelateroperation,aSin

(21f).Acrucialassumptionhereisthatiftherearetwopossibleprobes(i･e･TandCinthiscase)ina

singlephase,thenrstprobe(i.e･T)canleavethe(Closest)goal(i･e･0切ppm)fbrthesecondone(i･e･C),

andthegoalinquestioncanawaitfbrthenextprobetosatisfyitsrequirement･Then,nOPrOblem
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(21)a.MERGEROF戸ヰANDAGREEMENTBETEERNV*ANDOBJppRN

【岬γ*〈呵托PP)【wO椀伽〈卯臓/祀りV…】】

† 十

b.MERGEROFSuBJppRNANDOBJppRNMovEMEBTTOSpECV*P

【､･･P [.･･･Sul加pm(quCase/uCl〉[v･lV*〈昌平‡【vpV…‖】】

C･MEGEROFAux/TANDAGREEMENTBETWEENTANDSuBJppRN

[TPT(叫促PP)[A｡XPAux 【押01かpm〈西脇/〝Cl)【v･tS咄ppm(御〟Cl〉レ･

d.SuBJppRNMovEMENTTOSpECTP

【叩Su句ppr｡(離触/〝Cl〉【TT(長押)[A｡XPAux【v･PObjppm(睡/uCl)[v+･

Ⅴ*【wJ叫V･‥‖】】]】

レ･V*【wわりV…】】‖】‖

SÅrISFÅCTIONOFEPP

e.Aux-TO-TMovEMENT

【TPS咄pprn(傾/uCl)[TAnx-T[A｡XPtAux[v･PObipp,n(qbuuCl)[v･･tS｡q[v･･V*【vptobjV...]]]]]]]

十 I

flMEGEROFREALIZEDFIN/CANDAGREEMENTBETWEENCANDSuBJppRN/OBJppRN

【cpC〈叫)【Fi｡P函呵TPSu叫ppm(q血e/uCl)【TAux･T[A｡XPtA｡X【､.･P

g.SuBJppRN/OBJppRNENCLmCIZÅrIONTOC

【cpC+Suqppm(q棚〉+Olかpm(陶G舶〉♭inPjwt[TP

0恥p｡-〈睡/〟Cl)…Ⅴ…】】】】】】
▲

【TAux･T[AuxP(A｡X[v･P

h.FIN-TO-CMovEMENT

【cpLkZ!t-C+Subjpp,n+Objpp,nh:inPtFin[TP

叫‥･V…‖】】】】

ENCuTICIZÅnON

tsuq[TAux-T[A｡XPtA｡X【vりtObj[.J･･tS｡bj[.･･lV*【vptobjV･･･‖‖】】】]】

UponitsmergerwithaVPalreadycompleted,V*entersintoanAgreerelationwiththe

Obipprn,aSin(21a),Whereby the u4･Ofv*and the uCase ofthe O句pp,n are Valued.

AssignmentofEPPonv*in(21a)shouldbejusti丘edinaccordanCeWithChomsky,s(2001a)

Characterization ofSpec v*R"The EPPpositionofv*P[=Spec v*P]is assignedINT

arisesfbrthederivationalstepin(21c)･Apotentia11yproblematicderivationalstepisthemultiple
Agree case mentioned above･IfT agreeswith both the O句ppm and the Suqpp,n,the fbrmer

encliticizedtoTandthelatterraisedtoSpecTnthenthisderivationalstepleadstoaconvergent
derivation･Atthesametime,however,thederivationalstepwiththeO切pp,nraisedtoSpecTPand

theSubipp,nenCliticizedtoTisequallypossible.Nevertheless,thisderivationalstepmustbebarred.

Anobviousquestiontoaskishow･Ifweinvokethemaximize-matChing-enbctsprinciple(Chomsky

(2001a:15)),theunwantedderivationalstepcanbeavoided･WhentheSubjppmisraisedtoSpecTR

itsuCaseandtheEPPofTarebothdeleted.WhentheO切pp,nisraisedtoSpecTRontheotherhand,

OnlytheEPPofTisdeletedbecauseitsuCaseisalreadyvaluedbytheAgreerelationwithv*.Under

themaximize-matChing-efftctsprinciple,then,thefbrmercase(i･e･Subippmmov戸mentSpecTP)is
Obvious】ypreftrredtothe)ater(i･e･0切pp,nmOVernentSpecTP).Giventhispnnciple,thereisno
ChancefortheO切pp,nwithvalueduCasetomovetoSpecTP.
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(Chomsky(2001a:33)),"and thisis 弧interpretive complex which consists of

speciBcity/dehtene$S,【01d]information,focus,etC･(ibid･‥31)･ThismeanSthatmaterialin
SpeCV*PisrestrictedtotheelementconformlngtOINT･Accordingly,theinterpretationof

theObippmdoesnotcontradictINT,andEPPcanbeasslgnedonv*inthiscase･Afterthis

stage,theSubippm'ismergedwiththev*PandtheObipp,nisraisedtoSpecv*Ptosatisfythe
EPPrequirementofv*,aSin(21b).WhenAuxandTaremergedsuccessivelywiththe

struCturealreadymadeup,aSin(21c),TentersintoanAgreerelationwiththeSubipprnin
irmerSpecv*RignoringtheObippminouterSpecv*P(seefootnote26),Wherebytheu¢ofT

andtheuCaseoftheSubipp,｡areValued.Then,theSubipprnisraisedtoSpecTPtosatisfy
theEPPrequirementofT;asin(21d),andtheAux-tO-Tmovementiscarriedout,aSin(21e)･

A鮎rthephonological1yrealizedFin(i･e･jおt)ismergedwiththeTRCismergedwiththe

FinRasin(21f).Atthisstage,CentersintomultipleAgreerelationswiththeSubippnland

theObjpp,n,Wherebytheu¢ofCisvalued･Then,aSin(21g),boththeSuqpprnandthe

Objppmencliticizet9CinordertosatisfytheiruClrequirements･Finally,aSin(21h),the

Fin-tO-Cmovementiscarriedout,theoutcomeofⅥ血ichistheComp-Su句pp,n-Obipp,n-Aux-V

Order(cfこ(9b)).
Let us turnnOW tOthe other conceivable derivation,thatis,the derivationforthe

subordinateclauseinvoIvingaSubjFNandaⅥねckernagelObjpp,n･Thisisderivedina

somewi1atdifftrentmanner,Whichisillustratedasfo1lows:

(22)a.MERGEROFV*ANDAGREEMENTBETEERNV*ANDOBJppRN

【押㍉〈材EPP)【wO句p抽〈卯砧e/〟Cl)V…】】
十 十

b.MERGEROFSuBJFNANDOBJppRNMovEMEBTTOSpECV*P

レpOtか抽‡担触/〟Cl)【㍉･S叫ぬ訂抑止加e)【〆･㍉〈EPp〉【wJ叫V…】】】】

c.MEGEROFAux/TANDAGREEMENTBETWEENTANDSuBJFN/OBJppRN

【TPT(叫佗PP)[A｡XPAuxL,･POqpp,n(御uCl)[.･PSubjFN(quect5e)[.･･lV*【vptobjV･･･]]]]]]

d.SuBJFNMovEMENTTOSpECTPANDOBJppRNENCLITICIZÅrIONTOT

【TPS呵FN〈嘩)【TT〈長押)+Objppm(UuChse/材Gl〉【A｡XPAuxL,･PtQbjL･･･Js咄【〆･γ*【wJ叫V…】】】】】】]

SJmSFACT]ONOFEPP&ENCLITICIZÅnON

e.MEGEROFREALIZEDFrN/CANDAGREEMENTBETWEENCANDSuBJFN

【c,C(叫)h..,如t[TPSubiFN(西脇)tT･T+Objppm[A｡XPAux[v･PtObj[vpts｡bj[v･lV+[vptoqV･･･‖】】】‖】】
十 十

AGREE

£ FIN-TO-CMovEMENT

【｡PLkd-Ch｡PIFin[TPSubjFN[TT+ObjppmLhxPAux[押tOu[v･ltS｡切【v･･V*【vp(oqV…‖‖‖】‖

十 ｣
COMPLEMENTIZERMOVEMENT

132



Thefirsttwostepsof(22)arethesameasthoseofthederivationfortheComp-Subippm-

Objppm-Aux-Vorder(i.e.(21)):V*entersintoanAgreerelationwiththeObipp,n,wi1erebythe

u4>Ofv*andtheuCaseoftheObjpprnareValued,aSin(22a);theSubiFNismergedwiththe

V*PandtheObjpprnisraisedtoSpecv*PtosatisfytheEPPrequirementofv*,aSin(22b).
Thethird step divergesfromthatofthe derivationforthe Comp-Subjpprn-Objpprn-Aux-V

Order:uPOnitsmergerwiththev*RTentersintomultipleAgreerelationswithboththe

O切pprninouterSpecv*PandtheSubiFNininnerSpecv*Rasin(22c).Then,aSin(22d),

the SubjFNisraisedto SpecTPto satisfythe EPPrequirementofTtandthe O切pprnis

encliticizedtoTtosatisfyitsuClrequirement.27 WhenCismergedwiththeTRasin(22e),

itentersintoanAgreerelationwiththeSubiFN,Valuingitsu¢.Atthispoint,theSubjFN

CannOt enCliticizetoC,becauseitdoesnotbear uCl.Finally,aSin(22り,the Fin-tO-C

movementisinduced,andthederivationinquestionresultsintheComp-SubiFN-Obipprn-Aux-
Vorder(Cfこ(94)).

Acrucialdi飴rencebetweenthederivationsoftheComp-Subjpprn-Objppm-Aux-Vorder

andtheComp-SubiFN-Objpprn-Aux-Vorderisthatthelatterderivationdoesnotonlylackthe

SubipprnenCliticizationtoCbutalsolacktheAux-tO-Tmovement.ThelackoftheSu切pp,n

encliticizationreceivesaprincipledexplanation(Seethediscussioninthepreviousparagraph),

WhereasthelackoftheAux-tO-Tmovementmayseemadhoc.Thisisnotthecase,however.

The丘nite vefb(Or auXiliary)sometimesfollows the(phrasal)negative markerinthe

Subordinateclause,WhichindicatesthefhilureofAux-tO-Tmovement(undertheplausible

assunPtionthatthenegativemarkermarksthele氏edgeoftheverbalprdection):

(23)NEG-Aux-VORDER=>FAlLUREOFV-TO-TMovEMENT

∂at tu8eseluennahtne由出heh?en…

thatyouyourself notNEGmighthelp

`...thatyoumaynothelpyourse旺..' (CMVICESl,65.708/PPCME2)

Thus,thelackofAux-tO-Tmovementshouldbejusti丘edforthederivationoftheComp-

SubjFN-0切pprn-Aux-Vorder.SincethefailureofAux-tO-Tmovementwasnotso丘equent,

moreover,itis expected that the Wackemage10bjppmis attested more丘equentlyinthe

SubordinateclausewithaSu切pprnthantheonewithaSubjFN.ThispredictionisbornOut:
10loutofthe148instancesofthe Su均一0切pprn-Aux-VorderinThbles6and8(68.2%)

invoIveaSu句pprn.This丘gurealsosuggeststhelackofAux-tO-TmovementintheComp-

27

Again,aPOtentiallyproblematicderivationalstepISCOnCeivablehere:theO切ppmisraisedto

SpecTRsatisfyingtheEPPrequirementoftwhiletheSubjFNisle免behindinsitu(i.e.Specv*P).
Giventhemaximize-matChing-e飴cts principle(Seefbotnote26),however,this derivationalstepis

COrreCtlyru1edout.
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Sub)FN-0擁pm-Aux-Vorder.Thedetailed丘guresareglVeninthefollowlngtable=28

TABLE12:SuBJppRNVS.SuBJFNrNTH工SuBJ-OBJppRNTAux-VORDER

SuBJppRN SuBJFN ToTAL

MID-13THCENTURYSouTHEASTMIDLANDSTEXTS

Cmvicesl.ml(c.1200) 24 21 45

cmtrinit.mxlra.1225) 13 2 15

MID-13THCENTURYSouT甘WESTMIDLANDSTEXTS

Cmlambxl.ml(a.12251 12 4 16

Cm血nbl.m一也1225) 口 口 2

CmSaWles.ml(c.1225) 1 0 口

cmhali.ml(c,1225) 2 口 田

Cmkathe.ml(c.1225) 4 0 4

CmanCriw.ml(c.1230) 19 口 20

14TIiCENTURYK上NTISHTEXT

C血aYenbi.m2r1340) 25 17 42

;…至芸き皇室羞箋…豪き妾隻愛妻顔痛軌き蔓麦藁義家隻毒素蔓済蓬蔓箋競慈姦慈鰍蔓妄言妄要義箋瀾･磁紛議雛綴巫轟‡誓′~;箋蔓;妄ミミ蔓蔓≦蓬磯裏毛姦∴≡

Giventhatthe failure ofAuxTtO-T movementisin正明uent,One may WOnder what

happerutOthederivationin(22)ifthismovementisinduced OnecaneaSilydeducethat

theresultantWOrdorderisthe Comp-SubJFN-AuxOb)ppm-Vorder,ThisisevidentifAux

movestoTin(22f):

(22)f.Aux-TO-TMovEMENT

【押匝C†叫〉山村叩餌b晶丁加~T+瑚削晶辛[〆P∫叫レ′叫レ㍉【､旬V･･･川‖‖‖▲

1n fact,this word orderis also hquently attestedin EME(See Tables6and8):"in the

COmpOundandperiphrastictensesthe[pronominal]0切ecLwasgeneral1yfoundbetweenthe
inflected auxiliary verb and the participle orinfinitive(Moss6(1952:専180))."

The

fbllowulglSarePreSentativeexampleoftheComp-Su切FN-Aux-0句pp,n-Vorder.

(24)CoMP-SuBJFN-Aux-OBJppRN-VORDER

petg①dne』堕hithimyTyeVe‥･

thatgodNEGhasit himglVen

…thatGodhasnotglVenittohim..:
(CMAYENBI,18.273/PPCME2)

Undertheanalysisprovidedhere,thewordorderpattemin(24)isconceivedtobemerelya

28Intere5tlngly,70utOfthe21instancesoftheSu擁N-ObJppTn-Aux-VorderintheVicesandVirEues

andlOoutofthe17instancesinthe4′enblTeQfh7WitinvoIveGodanditsorthographicalvariantsasa
SutかN,1havenointerestlngeXpIanationforthisphenomenonatthemoment,though･
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Subordinate clauseinvoIving V-tO-Tmovementand Obippm encliticizationto T.Note,

however,thatthisisnottheonly derivationfortheComp-SuqFN-Aux-Objpprn-Vorder.

SupposetheuCloftheObippmissatis丘ednominal-PrqJeCtion-interna11ybymerglngwith

PhonologicallynullN,anOPtionalsoavaihbletoSubipp,n.Then,theDPObippmisnolonger

eligibleforcliticizationinlaterstagesofthederivation,anditremainsintheverbalprqjection

(i･e･Spec v*Porinitia11y mergedpositionwithinthe VP).WithorwithoutAux-tO-T

movement,thisderivationalsoendsupintheComp-SubiFN-Aux-Objppm-Vorder.Inother

WOrds,thesubordinateclausewithastrongObjpprnalwaysresultsintheComp-SubjFN-Aux-
0句pprn-Vorder;OrWithahead-initialVIutmayevenresultintheComp-SubjFN-Aux-V-

0切ppmordeェ

Tbmingbacktothederivationin(22),letusconsidersomeotherpossiblesteps.

SupposeTin(22c)doesnotenterintomultipleAgreerelationsbutonlywiththeSubiFN,

ignoringtheObipprninodterspecv*ItandinsteadCin(22e)entersintomultipleAgree

relationswiththeSubjFNinSpecTPandtheObjppminSpecv*R Then,theremalnlngStePS

Willbethefo1lowlng:

(22')e･MEGEROFREALIZEDFrN/CANDAGREEMENTBETWEENCANDSuBJFN/OBJppRN

【cpC(j坤)♭inPb,et[TPSubjFN(陶)【TIT[AnxPAux【v.p 0軸pm(傾/〟Cl).‥Ⅴ‥.]】】]】】
▲

e'.OBJppRNENCLITICIZATIONTOC

【cpC+0切ppm(柳) hnpbet[TPSubjFN[TT[AnxPAlⅨ【v+P 【〆･Js叫♭･γ*【Ⅶわ切Ⅴ…】]]】】】】】】

ENCLITICIZÅnON

£ FIN-TO-CMovEMENT

[cp卸C+Objpprn♭inPtFin[TPSubjFN[TT[A祀AtIX【v･PtObj[v･･tS｡bi[v･lV*[vpiobjV...]]]‖]]]]

十 I

TheObjppmisencliticizedtoCin(22T),andtheresultantWOrdorderistheComp-Objp,m-

SubiFN-Aux-V order･As one may have noticed,thisis aderivationfor(114),Which
illustrateSOneOfthepositionsidiosyncratictotheObipprn(i.e.totheimmediaterightofthe

COmPlementizerinthe subordinate clause).(11b)and(11c),W最chillustratethe other

POSitionsidiosyncratictotheObipp,n(i.e.totheimmediateleftofthe'丘山teverbinthematrix

topic-initialV2clauseandtotheimmediaterightofthefimiteverbinthematrixoperator-

initialV2clause),arealsoderivedinasimi1armanner,involvingObjppmencliticizationtoC.

Theonlydi飴renceisthatthehteverbends叩inFinin(11b)w旭eitendsqpinCin(11c).

ThesearetheoptionsunaVailabletosubordinateclauses.

TbsumuP,theSubipprnandtheObjppmhavebeenshowntObebearlnguCltogetherwith

¢anduCase･Duetotherequirementi血posedby uCl,the SubippTnandtheO切pprnare

encliticizedto Cand T/C,reSPeCtively unlessthe uClis satis丘ed by merglngwitha
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phonologicallynullcounterpartofN･TbgetherwiththepresenceoftheV･tO-Finmovement,

theformerenCliticizationresultsinsu句ectpositionasymmetryinthetopic-initialcontext,

and withthe absence ofV-tO-FinNto-T movement,thelatter encliticization yieldsthe

WackemagelObjpprninthesdbordinatecontext.Beannglnmindtheanalysesprovidedhere,

letustuminthefo1lowlngSeCtiontoseehowthedemiseofthesu切ectpositionasymmetry

causedthelossoftheWackemagelObjpp,ninthehistoryofEnglish･

4.ANetRes山tofChanges

Recallthehistoricalchangeinthesubiectpositionasymmetryinthematrixtopic-initial

contextand the VhckemagelO句pprnin the subordinate context･Both of them were

frequentlyattestedinEME,WhereastheformerbecameObviatedbytheriseofV30rderwith

theSu切FNandthelatterbecameextinctinLME(seeFiguresland2)･IntermSOfthe

analysesprovidedintheprevioussection,thedemiseofthesubjectpositionasymmetrylS

c｡nStruedasthelossofV-tO-Finmovementinthematrixtopic-initialcontextwithaSuqFN:29

(25)[cpTbpic[c･C[FinPV-TIv*-Fin[TPSubjFN[T･tT[v8PtSu句[v･･tv･[Ⅶ･･･tV…]】]】】】】】(EME)

≠

【cpTbpic[c-ChnpFin[TPSubjFN[T･V-TLv*【v･PtS咄【v･･tv･[vp…tV･･･]]]]]]]] (LME)

ThelossoftheⅥねckemagelObipprnissimplyconceivedastherestrictionimposedontheway

theuClrequlrementissatis丘ed.30 Thatis,itcametObesatisfiedonlynominal-Prqjection-

intemally bymergerwith aphonologica11y nu11counterpartofN･Sinceitis satis丘ed

globally(i.e.byencliticizationtoan.a壷reeingfunctionalhead)orlocally(i･e･bymergerwith
aphonologiQallynullcounterpartofN)inEMEwhileitissatis丘edonlyloca11yinLME,there

seemstobeaparametricvariationinthewaytheuClrequlrementissatis丘ed･Withrespect

tothisvariation,letusassumethatsomethinglikethefo1lowlngParameterisatwork:

29

WhatcausedthelossoftheVto-Finmovementisnotanimportantissuehere.Itmighthave

beencausedbythedeclineofverbalinflections(e･g･Roberts(1985,1993);SeeNawata(2003,2004)

forrecentdiscussiononthismatter)orbytheriseofauxiliaryverbs(e･g･Ishikawa(2001))･Since

ourm毎OrCOnCemhereisthecausalrelationinthechangeinquestion(Seethediscussionbelow),I
willleavethisissueopenhere.
30
0neofthemostna王Ve eXPlanations onthelossoftheⅥねckernage10切ppmintermS Ofthe

analysesprovidedintheprevioussectionistoattributeittothelossofuClonpronounS･Without

thisfeature,theObj,PrnCarmOtenCliticizetoCnorT;henceitcannotappearintheWackernagel
position.ThisexplanationconformstoChomsky's(1993,1995a)suggestionthatthelocusofthe

parametricvariationisrestrictedtotheformalfbaturesoffunctionalheads･Nevertheless,Iwill

continuetopursuetheideapresentedinthetext(butseethediscussionin§5)･
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(26)TheuClrequirementcanbesatis丘edglobally.31

InthelanguageWhere(26)hasapositivevalue,uClisdeletedbyeitherencliticizingtoan

agreelngfunctionalheadormerglngWithaphonologicallynullcounterpartofN･Hence,a

Cliticizationphenomenonisobservableinthislanguage.InthelanguageWhere(26)hasa

negativevalue,Ontheotherhand,uClisdeletedonlybythemergerwithphonologica11ynu11

N.Obviously,Cliticizationisimpossibleinthiscase.Inthecaseathand,WeCanCOnSider

EMEtobeaninstanCeOfthelanguageWithapositivevaluefor(26)andLMEtobean

instanCeOftheonewithanegativevalue.

Now,OnemayWOnderwhy(26)ceasedtohaveapositivevalueinLME.Asweare

takinglanguageChangetObeareflexofthechangeinhowchildrenconvergeonagrammar

(CfAnderson(1973),Lightfoot(1979,1991,1999)amOngOthers),Wehavetoconsiderhow

theydecidethesettingfbr(26).SincelocalsatisfactionofuClinvoIvesonlyMergewbileits

globalsatisfactioninvoIvesMove(=Agree+Pied-Pipe+Merge),theformerbeinglesscostly

thanthelatterundertheMerge-OVer-Moveprinciple(See§3.1),thedefault/urmarkedvalueof

(26)mustbenegative.32 ThismeanSthatunlessthereispositiveevidenceindicatingthe

COntrary,(26)issetforthenegativevalue.Inotherwords,ifchildrendonotencountera

triggeror,mOrePreCisely,aCue(Dresher(1999:28ff),Lightfoot(1999:149民2002:9,2003:

6f))forsettingthepositivevaluefor(26)inthecourseoflanguageaCquisition,thedefault

Value,namely,thenegativevalueischosen.Then,anObviousquestiontoaskiswhatcounts

asacueforsettingthepositivevaluefbr(26).TheWackemage10bjppmitselfcannotbea
Cue,SinceitishardlythecasethatchildrenacqulrelanguageWithreferencetothesd)Ordinate

COnteXt･Instead,theyleameVerything"丘omstructuresof'degree-Ocomplexity'[=matrix

Clauses](Lightfbot(1991:10))."Thus,Iclaimthatthecueforsettingthepositivevaluefor

(26)isthesu切ectpositionasymmetryinthematrixtopic-initialcontext.Morespecifica11y,

thecueinquestionconsistsoftheV20rderinvoIvingaSubjFNandtheV30rderinvoIvinga

Su切pprnintherelevantCOnteXt(i.e.[cpTbpic[FinPV[TPSubiFN...]and[cpTbpicSubipprn[FinP

V[TP･･･])･WhenchilqrenareCOnfrontedwiththiscue,theydeducethatpersonalpronounS
havepropertiesdistinctfromfu11nouns･GiventhatuClisincludedintheinventoryof

formalfeaturesthattheUGa鐙brdsanditisplacedinpersonalpronouns(=D)whenftatures

areassembledtolexicalitems,mOrePreCisely,theydeducethattherequlrementimposedby

31postulationofthisparameterconformstotheminimalistviewoftheparametricvariationinthat

itisstatedintermsofthevariationimposedonthefunctionalhead(i.e.DbearinguCl).Acrucial
departure什omthe(earlier)minimalistviewisthatitisnotstatedintermsofthepresence/absenceof

formalfbatures･Thisdepartureshouldbewarranted,aSChomsky(2001a)seemstobepostulating

碧ep琶冨濫言霊ミi芸蒜0謡監禁葦芸;慧:慧;慧冨㌫:冒て£霊宝豊莞amete,Setting.
AIsoseeGelderen(2004)andRoberts&RousSOu(2003),Whereitisarguedindependentlythatthe
notionofeconomyplaysanimportantroleinlanguageChange.
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uCIcanbesatis丘edinaglobalmanner,Whereby(26)issetforthepositivevalue.Oncethis

isdone,a11thepersonalpronouns,Whethertheyaresubiectsorobiects,COmetObehaveas

Clitics:theycometoencliticizetoanagreelngfunctionalhead,CinthecaseoftheSubipprn

andT/CinthecaseoftheObippm.Insomesubordinatecontexts(i.e.thesubordinateclause
invoIving a Subipprnand the oneinvoIving a SubiFNand no V-tO-T movement),Obipprn

encliticizationtoT/CyieldstheWackemagelO切pprn･Thus,thesubjectpositionasymmetry

inthematrixtopic-initialcontexttriggerstheWackemage10bipprninthesubordinatecontext･

Oncethesubiectpositionasymmetrygetsobviated,Childrenwillnolongerdeducethat

theuClrequirementcanbesatis丘edinaglobalmanner,Wherebythepositivevaluefor(26)

ceases to beinvoked.Thisis what happenedin LME.Due to theloss ofV-tO-Fin

movement(SeefoQtnOte29),thematrixtopic-ihitialcontextwithaSubiFNCOmeStOeXhibit
V30rder;therebythesubjectpositionasymmetrylSObviated･AsonecaneaSilyimaglne,

thisloss causedlanguagelearnerS tO StOP deducing the globalsatisfaction ofthe uCl

requirement.Thisissufncientforthedefault/unmarkedvaluefor(26)･

Wehaveseensofarthatsu切ectpositionasymmetryinvokesthepositivevaluefbr(26)

inEMEwhileitsobviationleadsto the default/unmarkedvaluefor(26).CruCialtothe

Changeinthesettingof(26)istheobviationofsu切ectpositionasymmetry(i･e･uniformV3)･
ThiswascausedbythelossofV-tO-FinmovementintheLMEMidlands/Southemdialect･

Itispredictedthenthatadi飴rentwayofsubiectpositionasymmetryobviation(i･e･uniform

V2)alsoresultsinthedefaultvaluefor(26)･ThisisdathappenedintheNorthemdialects

ofLME,tOWhichweturninthefo1lowlngSeCtion.

5. NorthernDialeetsofLME

Recallthatin専2.1werefhedtothesurveyconductedbyKroch&Taylor(1997)and

Krochetal.(2000).They,infact,COVertheNorthemdialectofLME･Surveyingthe

NorthernPTVSeRuleQfStBenet,theoldestsurvivingNorthemprosetextdatedtoaround

1425,theysimilarlycollectedtheV2N3instanCeSWithboththeSu切FNandtheSubipp,ninthe

contextwhereeitherofthefollowlngelementsareplacedclause-initia11y:NIIPPandA4j

complements,adverbsmenandnow,PPaqiunCtSandanyotheradverbs･Theresultof
theirsurveyonthistextisshowninthefbllowlngtable‥
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TABLE13:V2/V3INTEENoRT〟ERNPROSERuLEOFSTL BE∧ET

SuBJFN SuBJppRN

SENTENCE-rNITIALELEMENT V2 Ⅴき~【■~■■【■V2 Ⅴう
■
一 ●●一 一▲ 7f108%)､ 卜∴や掬%)∵ 58(95.1%)+

､き(4,漫%)
pPcomdement ほ=100%1‥+O10%1 10(100%1､∧ 要 0(0%)′

Ad毒co血涙8ment ‡r‡00%1ト∴鋸碑銘ト 4髄.7%l
∨′2f33.3%)､

如/′カe乃 15rlOO%)1 0(0%) 28(96.6%) 1r3.4%)

乃OW nodata 2(100%1

pI〉adiund 42(89.ヰ%l 5往¢.6%) 73r9‡.き%)

anyぬer由毎efb 25(96.2%1 1(3一群崩 51一夕Ⅰ.､1%1ぎ ∧きf8.9%)

(Kroch&Taylor(1997:313),Krochetal.(2000:372))

Thesub]eCtPOSitionasymmetryisobviatedinthistext,butinterestingly,them毎0rityof

instanceswlthboththeSubjFNandtheSubipp,｡eXhibittheV2pattem.Theshadedrowsin

Table13show that93.9%ofthe SubiFN tOkens and92.0%ofthe Subjppm tokens are

exhibitingtheV20rderonaverage.Thefollowingarerepresentativeexamples(Citedfrom

Fischeretal.(2000)):

(27)a.SuBJFN

[Allekin mekeness]虚血乱皿muStertilt)e geStis

all-marmer-Ofmeeknesssha11manmuStertOtheguests

`A11mannerOfhumblenessshallbeshowntotheguests:

(Benet35.11/Fiscberetal.(2000:131))

b.SuBJppRN

[Int}adais]呈出 w辱heresumt)ing ofgodesseruise

inthedaysshallwehearsomethingofGod'sservice

`lnthosedays,WewillhearsomethingabouttheserviceofGod:

(Benet33.35/ibid.)

Asimi1arresultcanbeobtainedfromthesurveyconductedbyHaeberli(2002b).He

also collectedthe topICTinitialV2/V3instanCeSin the two15th centuly Northem texts

(g〝g/f∫カタro∫e恥α′～∫e∫q/尺ブcゐ〟戒如才Jg滋月b′,甲OJe弧d〟わ■和r〆励■且加〟乃d｢乃or血〃

ms.ノ).Theresultofhissurveyisshowninthefo1lowingtable(alsoseeTrips(2002=254)for

theformerteXtandKrochetal.(2000:375)forthelatter):
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TABLE14:TopIC-1N汀L4LV2N31NTHE15THCENTURYNoRTHERNTEXTS

SuBJFN SuBJp2坦

V2 V3 V2

Rollerc.1450(a.1349)) 5(20.0%) 20(SO.0%) 6r15.4%)

Edmund,Thomton(c.1440) 31r64.6%) 17r35.4%) 105r52.5%)

To鶴L 36f49.3%l 37r50.7%) 111r46,ヰ%)

(Haeberli(2002b:256,261))

Table14showsthat49･3%oftheSubJFNtOkensand46･4%oftheSubjpprntokensexhibitthe

V2orderonaverage･These6guresindicatethatthe
subjectpositionasymmetryinthe

topIC-initialcontextis obviatedin the Northem dialect ofLME.Assumlng that earlier

Northerndialectshadthepropertiessimi1artothoseoftheMidlands/SoutherndialectofEME,

WeCanillustratethechangeunderconsiderationinthefbllowing丘gure=

FIGURE3:HISTORJCALCHANGEOFTtTEMATRrXSuBJECTPosITIONAsYMMEl甘Y

IntermSOftheanalysesprovidedin§3.1,Obviationofsu句ectpositionasymmetryinthe

Northern dialect of LME can be viewed asloss of the Subippm encliticization to C

accompaniedbyretainmentoftheV-tOTFinmovement:

(28)[cp恥pic[c･C+Subjppm[F.nPV-TLv*-Fin[TPtS咄[TItT[v･P(suりJ､1･,･,tV‖.]]]]]](EME)

≠

[cpTbpie[c･C[FhPV-T-V*-Fir)[TPSubjpp..[T･(T【v･PtS｡qtV･･"tV=･]]]]]] (LME)

Now,aqueStionarisesastowhytheSubjpp,nenCliticizationtoCwaslostwithoutrecourseto

thelossoftheV-tO-Finmovement.Itisnotthecasethattheparameterin(26)ceasedtobe

invokedforthepositivevaluebecausetheV-tO-Finmovementwasfairlyretained.1ftheV-

to-Finmoveme11tStillexists,thenthereisacueforthepositivevaluefortheparameterin(26).

This should make the Subjppm encliticizationto C possible,Whichis contrarytothe fact.

Thus,thelossoftheSu切ppmencliticizationtoCintheLMENortherndialectcannotbedue

totheresettingof(26),althoughitspositivesettingultimatelyceasestobeinvoked(Seethe

discussionbelow).Here,Icoqjecturethatthechangeinquestionisduetothechangeinthe

PrOnOminalparadigm of Northern dialect.As the Northem dialectisthelanguage

SPOken/wnttenin the Danelaw andumderwentintenselanguage COntaCt Wlth Old Norse

(henceforth,ON),itmayex上ibitthepropertiesidiosyncratictoON.OneinstanCeisthethird

PerSOn pluralform ofpersonalpronouns･While the EME Midlands/Southem dialect
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retainedindigenousthirdpersonpluralformS(e.g.nominativehmi(<OEhte伽),aCCuSative
hiemi(<OEhte伽),dativehimmem(<OEhimmeom)andgenitivehirk)mer@)(<OE

hieraA2eOra)),theNorthemdialectborrowedONformS(e.g.nominative座伽i(<ON座ir),

accusative/dativej㌍m(<ON座im)andgenitive庫i′ソ匝ir(<ON座ira))intoitspronominal

Paradigm(Nakao(1972:137);alsoseeDawson(2003:45)).NowsupposetheONformS
lackuClandbehaveasfullnounS,anOPtionsuggestedinfootnote30.Thisshouldbe

Warranted,giventhefactthatONisastrictlysystematicV21anguageinbothmatrixand

Subordinateclauses(Hr6arsd6ttir(2000‥53),R6gnvaldsson(1995:5,1996:57);alsosee

Christo舵rsen(1980:118))･33 Then,theONfbrmSneednothencecannOtenCliticizetoany

functionalhead･Thus,thehistoricalchangeshowninFigure3seemstoberesultedfromthe

replacementofindigenousthirdpersonpluralformSWiththenewforms ofON orlgln･

Underthepressure oflanguage COntaCtWithON,Childrenleam1ngtheNorthemdialect

acquiredthenewthirdpersonpluralformSlackinguCl,andthee飴ctofthenewformSWaS

generalizedtotheother(i･e･nrSt/secondpersonsingul加pluralandthirdpersonsingular)

nominativeformSbyanalogy(butcruciallynottoalltheotherformS),WherebytheSubipp,n
encliticizationtoCbecameimpossible･ThiscausedtheriseofsystematicV2e脆ctsinthe

matrixtopic-initialcontext,therebyobviatingthesubjectpositionasyrrmetryintheNorthem
dialectofLME･Animportantpointhereisthatthechangeunderconsiderationwasnot

CauSedbytheresettingoftheparameterin(26),butbythelossofuClinnominativepersonal

PrOnOunS(seethediscussionbelowforjusti丘cationofthispoint).

SincethesubjectpositionasymmetrygOtObviatedbytheriseofsystematicV2e飴cts,it

isexpectedthattheparameterin(26)ceasedtobeinvokedforthepositivesetting,thereby

makingtheencliticizationtoanagreelngfunctionalheadingeneralimpossible,andthatthe

WackemagelObipprndisappeared丘omthesedialects･ThispredictionisbornOut.My

SurveyOnthesubordinatewordorderintheNorthemtextsshowthatitwasimpossibleinthis

dialect:

33

NotethatONalsoexhibitstheso-CalledVldeclarative(Haugan(1999:55),Sigur6sson(1990:

46))･Inthisc9nStruCtion,tOO,boththeSubjFNandtheSubjpprnSyStematicallyfo1lowthe丘ontedverb･
Thefo1lowlnglSaninstancewithaSubjpprn･WhetherthesentenceisVlorV2,thesubiectalways

fo1lowsthe丘･Ontedverb(exceptforthesu切ecttopiccase).Hence,thediscussioninthetextremains

una飴cted.

(i)迎@gmi gefat)6r sver∂i∂

WillInowglVeyOuthe-SWOrd
`Iwillgivetheswordtoyou.'
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TABLE15:DTSTRIBUTIONOFOBJppRNTNTHE15THCENTURYNoRTIIERNTEXTS

SOAV;SAOV
≡

SAVO SOVA SVAO ToTAL

Cmbenml.m3ra.1425) 0 3 3(i 0 0 39

CmrOl虹m24rc.1450(a.1349)) 0 0 50 0 0 50

Cmedthor(c.14401 0 3(l) 27 0 0 30

ToIAL 0 ふけト 113 0 ∵0 lt9

AsisobviousfiomTable15,nOtaSingleinstanCeOftheVhckemagelObippmisattestedinthe

NorthernteXtS･Thisfactindicatesthattheparameterin(26)indeedceasedtobeinvokedfor

thepositivesettingintheNorthemdialectofLME.

NotethatthischangedidnotresultfromthelossofuCl,Whichcausedtheobviationof

thesubjectpositionasymmetry･Underthescenariopresentedabove,thepropenyofthenew

thirdpersonpluralforms(i.e.absenceofuCl)wasgeneralizedtotheothernominativefbrms,

butcruciallynottotheotheraccusative/dativeforms.Inthisconnection,reCal1theV2/V3

factsinChaucer'sworks(Writteninthelate14thcenturyEastMidlandsdialect)briefly

mentionedin専2･2･HistextsexhibitrelativelyhighfrequencyofV2bothwiththeSub]FN

(50･0%)andwiththeSub]pp,｡(50･0%),Wherebythesubjectpositionsasymmetryisobviated

(SeeTable4)･Intrlguingly,Chaucer'sworkscoincidewiththeLMENorthernteXtSinthis

respect,namely,inthatthesu旬ectpositionasymmetryisobviatedbytheriseofsystematic
V2inthematrixtopIC-initialcontext･Moreover,theyarealsosimilartotheLMENorthem

textsinthattheⅥねckemagelObjppmisunattested(seeTable9).Whatismorerelevantto

thecurrentdiscussionisthepronominalparadigminChaucer,sworksL Forthirdperson

pluralpronouns,they borrowed the ON nominativeformand retained theindigenous

accusative/dativefbrm(UkqJi(2000:172,174);alsoseeNakao(1972:137)).34Intermsof

thefeaturecontent,thismeanSthatthethirdperSOnpluralnominativeform1acksuCIwhlle

thethirdperSOnPluralaccusative/dativeformretainsthisfeatureL Now,Whathappensifthe

PrOpertyofthe third person pluralnominative form and that ofthe third person plural

accusative/dative formare generalized tothe other nominative fbrms and tothe other

accusative/dative,reSPeCtively?AconceivablepossibilityisthatthenominativeformSin

generallackuCIwhiletheaccusative/dativefoⅡnSingeneralretainthisfeature.Ispeculate

that thisis what happenedin Chaucer's works.Because ofthis peculiar pronominal

Paradigm,thesubJeCtpOSitionasymmetrywasobviated,therebygivingrisetosystematicV2

inChaucer'sworks.This,intum,reSettheparameterin(26)forthedefault/unmarkedvalue,

WherebytheWackernagelOb]pp,nWaSmadeimpossible.SincetheLMENorthemtextsare

SimilartoChaucer'sworkstotheextentthatatleastthethirdpersonpluralnominativefbrm

OfpersonalpronounsisofONorigln,thesamechangecouldhavetakenplaceintheNorthem

34
chaucer,sworksalsoretainedtheindigenousgenitivefbrmforthethirdperSOnPluralpronoun･

Sincethi5fol-misjrrelevanttothecurrentdiscussion,1ti5abstractedaway.
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dialectpriortothecompositionoftheoldestsurv1VlngteXtS･Thus,inbductionoftheuCl-

lessONthirdpersonpluralnominativeformintothepronominalparadigmoftheNorthem

dialectand gen6ralizationofitspropertyonly tothe othernominativeformS Shouldbe

justi丘ed(c£Morse-Gagn6(1988:365))･

Tbsumup,SyStematicV2inthematrixtopic-initialcontextemergedintheNorthem

dialect,PreSumably,duetotheborrowlngOfthe uCl-lessthirdpersonpluralnominative

pronoun,Wherebythesubjectpositionasyrr皿etrygOtObviated･Thiscausedtheresettingof

theparameterin(26)forthedefault/unmad'edvalue,therebymakingtheencliticizationtoan

agreelngfunctionalheadimpossible･Intheend,theWackemage10切pp,nbecameextinct･

Thus,thesystematicV20rderultimatelyledtothelossoftheWackemage10bippminthe

N｡rthemdialectofLME.35

`. ConclⅦSion

Vhhaveseeninthispaperthatobviationofsubjectpositionasymmetryinthetopic-

initialcontextledtothelossoftheVhckemagelObippminthesubordinatecorrtextinthe

historyofEnglish.AnalyzedinrecentminimalisttermS,thesubiectpositionasymmetryis

yieldedbySubjpprnenCliticizationtoCdrivenbytheuClrequlrementOftheSubipprnOnthe

onehandandSuqFNmOVementtOSpecTPdrivenbytheEPPrequlrementOfTontheother･

Giventhedegree-01eamability,thisconstitutesacuetoinvokethepositivesettingofthe

parameterin(26),WherebytheuClrequirementcanbesatisfiedinaglobalmanner(i･e･

encliticizationtoanagreeingfunctionalhead)･Thesu切ectpositionasymmetryobviation

resultedintheLMEMidlands/Southerndialect丘omtheriseofsystematicV30rdercaused

bytheloss ofVto-Finmovementandinthe LMENorthemdialects丘omthe rise of

35
Like theNorthem dialects ofLME,COntemPOrary GermaniclanguageS SuCh as German and

Dutch systematicallyexhibit aV2phenomenonirrespective ofs両ecttypes(i･e･Subiectposition

symmetry),buttheya1lowtheWackernagelObippm･Anobviousquestiontoask,then,ishowthe
parameterin(26)issetforpositivevaluewithoutthesubjectpositionasymmetry･Mytentative

answerfbrthisquestionisthatV-SubiFNnOn-adjacencyandV･SubipprnaqiacencyintheV2context

constitutethecueforthepositivevaluefor(26).LetustakeupGermanforaninstance･Haeberli
(2000:114f)observeSthatinGerman,anaqjunctcanintervenebetweenthe舟onted丘niteverbandthe

SubiFNWhilethisisimpossiblewiththeSubipFh,aSthefollowingexamplesi11ustrate(C£Haeberli
(1999a,1999b)):
(i)[Vhhrscheinlich]適(SPater)Ⅱ盈皿$dieselbe Uhrkaufen･

probably wil11ater Johnthe-SameWatChbuy

`Probably,JohnwillbuythesameWatCh･, (Haeberli(2000:114))

(ii)[Ⅵねhrscheinlich]適(*spater)@『dieselbe Uhrkaufbn･

霊‰hewi.芯the慧霊慧~SameWatChbuy(ibid.:115))
Thecontrastbetween(i)and(ii)sulricestosignalthedi飴rencebetweentheSubiFNandSubjpprnin
theirproperties,Wherebytheparameterin(26)isdriventosetforthepositivevalue･Noteinthis

connectionthattheVISubjFNnOn-adjacencywaspossibleinEMEwhileitbecameimpossibleinthe
NorthemdialectsofLME(Haeberli(2000:122年))･
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SyStematicV20rdercausedbytheborrowlngOfuCl-1essthirdpersonpluralformSfromON･

Asthecueforthepositivesettingof(26)waslostinbothoftheLMEdialects,Wherebyitwas

Setforthedefault/unmarkedvalue,theuClrequlrementCametObesatis丘edinalocalmanner

(i.e.mergerwithaphonologica11ynullcounterPartOfN).ThisparameterreSettingresulted

inthelossoftheVhckemage10bippminthesubordinatecontextinLME.

Inthe course ofdiscussion,SOme unWarranted assumptions were made.Thus,the

remalnlnglSSueisempiricaljusti丘cationfortheseassumptions･Anotherissueyettobe

empiricallyjusti丘ediswhetherthemodeoftheexplanationprovidedhereextendstoother
SynChronicanddiachroniccases.Morespecifica11y,itmustbeveri丘edtobecoverlngboth

the facts ofcontemporary GermaniclanguageSand their historicaldevelopment.These

issuesawaitfurtherstudies.
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