
AN()teOntheOtdectDPMovementin′

LateMiddleEnglishandEarlyModernEnglish'■

HarumaSaJMiyashita

UniversityofTokyo

harumasa@attglobal･net

l.Introdnction

TheaimofthisnoteistodiscusstheoqectDPmovementinthehistoryofEnglish,With

specialattentiontoLateMiddleEnglishandEarlyModernEnglish(hencefbrthLMEand

EModE,reSPeCtively)･lManyinvestigationshavebeenconductedonthistopic鮎mthe

perspectiveofgenerativegrammar,butauninedaccounthasnotbeenglVenaboutthechange

anddemiseoftheoqectDPmovementinthehistoryofEnglish･Withrespecttothe

environmentwheretheobjectDPmovementoccurs,forinstanCe,SOmehistoricallinguists

saythatitoccursrelativelyfreeirrespectiveofwhethertheenvironmentisproseorverse,the

natureofoqectDP,theclausetype,Orthevetbclass;Whereasotherssaythatitisrestricted

to certain contexts.Obviously,these two′POSitions should be uni丘ed,SOthat the

developmentanddemiseoftheobjectDPmovementmaybeadequatelyaccountedfbr･

ThusthisnotereviewsthepreviousstudiesandexaminesthebasicfactsoftheoqectDP

movementinLMEandEModE.

Inthisnote,themechanismthatdrivesdisplacementisbasedontheearlierversionof

theMinimalistProgram(henceforth,MP)developedbyChomsky(1993,1995)･Wewi11

alsopresentananalysis oftheobiectDPmovementundertherevisedversionofMP

developedbyChomsky(1998,1999),Showingthattherevisedversionfacesdifhcultyin

explainlngthedataoftheo句ectDPmovementinLMEandEModE･

ー

IwouldliketothankNorikoImanishifbrherhelpfulcomments･andsuggestionsonanearlier

version ofthis note･Iam also gratefulto Terue Nakato fbr her proofreading and stylistic

improvements･Needlesstosay,allremalnlnginadequaciesaremyown･
I

Asstandardlyassumedintheliterature,LMEreftrstotheperiodbetween1300and1500,and

EModErefbrstotheperiodbetween1500and1700･Iwilladoptthisconventioninthisnote･
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2.PreviousStndies

InMP,anaCCOuntWhichisimmediatelyavai1ablefbrtheanalysisoftheoqectDP

movementis to treatit asaninstanCe Ofmovement fbrfbature checking･Underthis

approach,thefunctionalheadAgrO(inChomsky(1993))orv(inChomsky(1995))bearS

SOmefbrmalfeature,Whichisgeneral1yassumedtobeaD-feature.WhenthisD一鉛atureon

AgrO/visstrong,ithastobecheckedoffpriortoSpell-Outfbrsomereason･2 Thischecking

OperationbefbreSpell-Outisimplementedbyattractingthecategorywhichbearsanidentical

fbrmalftature(i･e･theo句ectDPinthiscase),yieldinganOVertmOVement.Thismovement

isknownasO叫ectShi氏,Whichisschematizedasin(1)whentherelevantfunctionalheadis

AgrOorasin(2)whentherelevantfunctionalheadisv:3

(1)a･【^gOPObj[^g,0一【AgOVAgrO】【v,Suq[v･tVt｡句】】】】

b･【^grOPOq[AgOP[AgOVAgrO】【vpSubj[vltVt｡叫】】】】

(2)【ヮpO句【リ･S叫【∇t【yVv】【vpJvJo句】】】】
t…………………..……..j

In(1)and(2),thesolidlinesindicatethemovementunqerconsiderationwhilethebroken

linesindicatetheverbmovement(Seefootnote3andthediscussionbelow).Thusinthis

approach,theo句ectDPmovementistreatedasaninstanCeOfO句ectShift.Thisapproach

istakenbysomehistoricalstudiessuchasRoberts(1995,1997)andWurff(1997).There

areSOmedifftrencesbetweenthesetwoanalyses･Letustakeabrieflookateachanalysis･

Roberts(1997),aSSumingtheLinearCorrespondenceAxiom(LCA)proposedbyKayne

(1994),argueSthatthebaseverb-0句ectorderinOldEnglish(henceforthOE)isVO,andthat

theOVorderfrequentlyattestedduringthisperiodisderivedbyscrambling(i.e.0句ectShift

inourterms)･Considerthefbllowingexample:

2

seeLasnik(1999)fbrthepossiblereasonswhystrongftatureshavetobecheckedoffpriorto

Spell-Out.
3

NotethattheverbmovementisaprerequisitefbrObjectShiftundertheminimalistassumptlOn.

Speci甫ca11y,theverbhastomoveoutofVPfbrSpecAgrOPandSp寧CVPtobeequi-distant什omthe

O句ectDP･SeeChomsky(1993)andBobatiik&Jonas(1996)fbrthismatter.Notealsothatthe

aqjoinedpositionin(lb)aswellasthespeci丘erpositionin(1a)countsasacheckingdomainunder
the framework ofChomsky(1993).TYlis optionis not avaiIablein theframework ofChomsky

(1995):instead,themultiplespecifierana)ysisisadopted,aSin(2).
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(3)>a:ticI鱒boc ofLedenumgereordetoEngliscrespra3Ce aWende

thatIthisbookfrom Latin-1anguagetO Englishtongue tranSlate

`thatItranslatethisbook丘omtheLatinlanguagetOtheEnglishtongue'

(AHTh,I,Pref,6/Kemenade(1987:16)citedinRoberts(1997:400))

AccordingtoRoberts,theobjectDP(i.e.>asboc)ismovedftomitsbase-generated(Or

merged)position(i.e.therightside_Oftheverbawende)toSpecAgrOPfbramorphological

reason.Asmentionedabove,thefactordrivingthismovementisthestrengthoftheD-

ftature;theD-fbatureonAgrOisstronginOE･RobertsgoesontoarguethattheVOorder

isestablishedinEarlyMiddleEnglish(hencefbrthEME)bythelossofthestrongD-feature

onAgrO,therebycauslngtheoqectDPtoceasetomovetoSpeCAgrOP･Thisanalysisis

muchthesameasthestandardapproachtoO叫ectShiftmentionedabove･

Wurff(1997)sharesmuchwithRoberts(1997)withrespecttotheoqectDPmovement

inOE.HeobserveS,how6ver,thattheOVorderisalsopossibleinLME,aSin(4):

(4)a.3ifpei>ise degreeskowyn

if theythesedegrees know

`iftheyknowaboutthedegree'(Jacob'sWel121･17/Wurff(1997:486))

b.AndfaynIwoldemysowlesaue

andgladlyIwouldmy soulsave

`andIameagertOSaVemySOul,(CastleofPerseverance378/op･Cit･:488)

NotingthattheOVorderislessfrequentinLME,Wurffattributesthedrivlngfbrceforthe

objectDPmovementinLMEtosomefactorotherthanthestrongD-ftatureonfunctional

heads.Inparticular,heproposesthattheoptionalityoftheoqectDPmovementinLMEis

attributedbothtotheavailabilityofverbmovementandtotheeconomyprlnCipleproposed

byKitahara(1995)･Inanutshell,WhatKital1araPrOPOSeSisthateconomytakesaccountof

movement,Ofapplicationsofnon-branchingprqjection,andofdeletionatPFofthecopyleft
by amovedelement･Underthisview,forinstance,Whentheverbmovesovertly,the

numberofoperationsfbrtheovertoqectDPmovement(i･e･0切ectShi氏)issameasthatfbr
thecovertobjectDPmovement(i.e.acaseoftheoqectDPinsituinovertsyntax)･Ifthe

numberofoperationsisthesamefbrbothovertandcovertapplicationofmovement,this

movementisallowedtotakeplaceatanyPOintofthederivation,therebyyieldingtheOVand

VOordersfreely.Thus,eVenthoughAgrObearSaWeakD-fbature,theoqectDPcanmove

tospecAgrOPovertlyifthenumberofoperationsisthesameforbothovertandcovert

applicationofthismovement.Inthisrespect,theanalysisofWurff(1997)divergesfrom

thatofRoberts(1997).
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Thusfar,WehaveseentheoqectDPmovementbyuslng､aSa'diagnbsisthepositionof

theo句ectDPvi畠-a-VisthatofJthc(1exical)verb,namelythe～OVorder.Thereisanother

diagnosis,howevet･'wecanalsomakeuseofthepositionoftheoqectDPwithrespectto

■thatofthenegati)emarkerorVP-叫Oinedadvetbs;WhentheoqectDPprecedesthe
negative markerorVP-a句Oinedadverbs,therelativepositionsprovideevidencefbrthe

Object､DPmovement･Usingthisdiagnosis,Wurff(1997)observeSthatpronominalDPscan

PreCedethenegativemarkerinLMEwhilefu11DPscannot,therebyshowlngthatpronominal

DPsinLMEcanmoveuphigherthanfu11DPs.Compare(5a)with(5b):

(5)a/pe血eIゐit皿叫

therefbreIdoit not

`therefbreIdon'tdoit'(CloudofUnknowing125.20/Wurff(1997:488))

b･& 3it he3euini2i>is grace

andyet hegivesnotthisgrace

`andyethedoesnotgivethisgrace'

(CloudofUnknowing69.12/op.cit.:489)

Notethatalthough(5a)hassurfaceVOorder,boththeverbandthepronominalDPhave

movedoutofVPsincetheyprecedethenegativemarker.Thisisnotthecasein(5b):the
fu11DPremainsinVP,irrespectiveofwhetherthevetbmovementapplies･Thusfu11DPs

always fbllow the negative markerin LME.Similarly,Roberts(1995)observeS that

pronominalDPscanprecedethenegativemarkerinEModE,nOticingthatfu11DPsalways

fbllowthenegativemarker:

(6)a･ifyouknewthem皿Qi (1580JohnLyly/Roberts(1995:274))

b･theytellvsnDithewordeofGod (1565ThomasStapleton/op.cit.)

Tosumup,theoqectDPmovementinthelatterhalfofLMEandthefbrmerhalfofEModE

WaSalreadyrestrictedtosomeclassofDPs,namelypronominalDPs･Thisviewis,infact,

adoptedbyWurff(1999)andIngham(2000),tOWhichwewillturnshortly.

Wehave thus far seenthe view thatthe oqectDPmovementisdrivenbyftature

Checking･Ingham(2000),however,holdsanotherview:investigating ThePastonLetteTT

Writteninthe15thcentury,heobserveSthattheo叫ectDPwhichundergoesmovementis

restrictedtonegatedDPs:

(7)a. fbrImaynoleysourhaue

forImaynoleisure have
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b.f Shthadneuernonavaylether-Of

shehadnever血OneaVailthereof (PL782.72/op･Cit･:31)

Inghamgoesontoarguethattheo坤CtDPmovementinthe15thcenturyisdriventosatisfy

LtheYNeg-CrfterionproposbdbyHaegeman(1995)･Thisrnovement･Canbeillustratedas
ね1･lows:

(8)[,,Su切【T[TAuxT][NegP 【Neg･Neg[vptAux[vpts呵【v･Vnon-hitet
_｡噂】】】】】､】】

underthisview,theverbmovementisirrelevanttotheoqectDPmovement,Sincethe

negatedDPdoes(Ormay)notmovetoSpecAgrOP,buttoSpecNegP･Hencetheequi-

distancefbrmovementdoesnotholdinthiscase･

AsimilarViewisshaiedbyWurff(1999)forthe15thcenturyEnglish･Healsoholds

theviewthattheoqectDPmovementispossiblewithnegatedDPsinthe15thcentury･He

observeS,however,thattherearethreeothercontextswheretheoqectDPmovementis

allowed:inclauseswithquanti丘edDPs,inrelativeclau豆eswhichhaveasubiectgap,andin

c｡｡rdinatedcla｡SeSWherethesecondcoquncthasasuqectgap･TherelevanteXamplesare

glVenbelow:

(9)a.Pouhastno>ynge5Paredof>igoodysfbrtobeypatftelde
`youhavesavednothingofyourpropertylnOrdertobuythatfield'

(Barlam6268/Wurff(1999:241))

b.Item,WhethyryehaueenythyngspokenofmygolngtOCaleys

`anotherpolnt:haveyousaidanythingaboutmygolngtOCalais?'

(Paston355.28/op･Cit･)

c.althem[thatthislitelwerkeshalsee,hereorredetohavemeexcused]
･allthosethatwi11see,hearorreadthislittleworktofbrglVeme'

(Barlam197/op･Cit･:242)

patherekyngededesuchreuerenceandworschypvntopepooremen,【and

suchshamededevntohisdygnyte]
`thattheirkingshowedsuchreverenceandrespecttothepoorpeopleand

causedsuchshametohisowndignity, (Barlam757/op･Cit･)

wurfftreatsthenegatedDP(i･e･(9a))inmuchthesamewayasIngham(2000):healso

arguesthatthenegatedDPmovestoSpeCNegPtosatisfytheNeg-Criterion･Forthe

quantifiedDP(i･e･(9b)),heargueSthatitisaninstanceofQuantifierRaising,andthatthe
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OqeCtDPisaqjoinedtoVP･Fortherelativeahdcoordinatedclauseswith?SuqeCtgap(i.e.

(9c)and(9d)),heassumesthattheyareinstanCeSOftopicalization,andthattheoqectDP

movestothespecinerpositionofTopicPhrase(TopP),therebyyieldingthepimafacieOy

Order･Thus,aSide丘omthelasttwocontextswheretheoqectDPmovementisallowed(i.e.

acaseoftopicalization),WeCanCOnCludethatthe(Clause-internal)movementofoqectDPs
inthe15thcenturywasrestrictedtonegatedandquanti鮎dDPs.Itshouldbenotedhere

thatalthoughtheoqectDPmovementinthe15thcenturylSPOSSiblewiththenegatedand

quantinedDPs,itispossibleonlywhenthecontextinquestioncontainsanauXiliaryormodal

Verbinadditiontothe(non一触ite)lexicalverb.Thismightbeduetothemovementofthe

lexicalverbintheabsenceoftheauxiliaryOrmOdalverb,WhichleadstotheapparentVO

Order(See(8)).

Tosumup,WehaveseeninthissectionthattherearetwoviewswithrespeCttOthe

natureofoqectDPsthatundergomovement:OneisthatanyDPcanmOVe鮎ely,1rreSPeCtive

Oftheirtype;theotheristhatthe(Clause-internal)movementofoqectDPsisrestrictedto

Certaintypes･InthefbllowlngSeCtion,WeWillchronologicallyarrangethedatapresentedin

thissection,dependingonthetypeofoqectDPsthatundergomovement,thecontextof

movementandthelandingsiteofthemovedDP.

3.Data

Partia11yadoptingtheideasofWurff(1997)fbrtheoqectDPmovementinthe14th

CenturyandthoseofWurff(1999)fbrtheoqectDPmovementinthe15thcentury,Fischeret

al･(2000)statethatinthe14thcenturyanytyPeOfDPscanundergo(Clause-internal)

movementwhileinthe15thcenturythismovementisrestrictedtocertaintypesofDPsand

Certaincontexts:(i)inclauseswithnegatedDPs,(ii)inclauseswithquantinedDPs,(iii)in

relativeclauseswithasuqectgap,and(iv)incoordinatedclauseswithasuqectgap.The

firsttwotypesoftheoqectDPmovement(i･e･(i)and(ii))arePOSSibleonlyinthecontext

WhichcontainsanauXiliaryormodalverbinadditiontothe(non-nnite)1exicalverb.The

OqeCtDPmovementinthe14thcenturycanbeanalyzedasamovementtoSpecAgrOP,

Whereasthe丘rstandsecondtypeSOfoqectDPmovementinthe15thcentury(i.e.(i)and

(ii))canbeanalyzedasamovementtoSpeCNegPandaqjunctiontoVP,reSPeCtively.

However,theargumentofFischeretal･isbasedononlyonediagnosis,thepositionofthe

OqeCtDPvis-a-Visthatofthe(1exical)verb･Theydonotmakeuseoftheotherdiagnosis,

namelythepositionoftheoqectDPvis-a-VisthatofthenegativemarkerandVP-aqioined

adverbs･Usingthelatterdiagnosisandjudging丘omtheobservationmadebyRoberts

(1995)andWurff(1997),itispossibletosaythat′PrOnOminalDPscanal華OmOVeinthe15th

and16thcenturies･Thuswecanchronological1yarrangethedataattested,dependingonthe
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typeofDPs,thecontextofmovement,andthelandingsite.ofthemovedDP,aSin(10)

below:

(10)THEOBJECTDPMovEMENTINTHE14TH,15TH&16THCENTURIES

TYPEOFDPs CoNTEXT LANDINGSITE

14THCENTURY any 皿yWbere S匹CA〆)P/vP

15THCENTURY ▲

･三･･一
… ･● co【lteXtSWitbAux/Mdal S cNe~p/ad'unctofVP

any relative/coordinated SI光CTopP

pmnominal 卸yWbere SpeCAgrOP/vPorhigher

16THCENTURY PrOnOmi8al anywhenヲ SpeCAgrOP/vPorhigher

Researches on the development and the demise ofthe object DP movementinthe

historyofEnglishshouldgiveaunifiedaccounttotheparadigmsummarizedinthetable(10)

above.SomecommentsareinorderwithrespecttothefbllowlnglSS鱒Sraisedbythetable

(10).First,aS the historicaldevelopment of the o句ect
DP movementis not studied

thoroughlynorcoherently,WehavetoprovideanemplrlCaljustificationfbrtheparadigmin

(10),preSumablyby surveying.variouskindsofcorpusesandcomputer-baseddictionaries･

Second,SincethetypesofDPsthatundergomovementcometoberestrictedinthelater

Century,Wehavetoexplainwhythischangetakesplace.Thisissuemayberelatedtothe

Changeinthelandingsiteofo叫ectDPmovementor,mOreSPeCi丘cally,thechangeinthe

natureofrelevantfunctionalheadstowhosespeci丘erpositiontheo句ectDPmoves･This

lineofargumentisindeedsuggestedbyFischeretal.(2000).Third,Wehavetore-eXamine

WhetheranyDPcanundergomovementinanycontextinthe14thcentury･Ifthisisthe

CaSe,itcanbehandledwithintheearlierversionofMP(Chomsky(1993,1995)).Underthe

revisedversion(Chomsky(1998,1999)),however,thetypeofDPsthatcanbeshiftedis
limitedtode丘niteDPs,Sincethemovementalwaysentailsasemanticconsequence･Thatis,

themovedelementreceivesitsinterpretationthatiscontlngentOnthepositionwhereitis

moved.Ifso,the attested dataofthe o句ect DP movementinthe14thcentury do not

COrreCtlycapturethefact,andthisissuecomestoberelatedtothefirstissue.Conversely,if

thedataofthe14thcenturylSemPirical1yadequate,thisamountstoclairrungthatChomsky's

recentideaisnotontherighttrack.
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4.Dise闇Sion;Cho血sky(1,99)

BuildingontheworkofHolmberg(1999),Chomsky(1999)makesaproposaltoderive
Holmberg'sgeneralization:0叫ectShiAispemittedonlyifthevetbmovesoutofVP.As

&rstapproximation,ChomskymakesthefbllowlngaSSumPtions:

(11)a･ V*isassignedanEPP-fbatureonlyifthathasan(Semantic)effectonoutcome･

b.TheEPPposition(i.e.phonologicaledge)ofv*Pisa去signedINT.4

C.Atthephonologicalborderofv*P,XPisasslgnedINT..5

(Chomsky(1999:28))

Hegoes ontopropose that(11a)and(11b)areinvariantUGprincipleswhile(11c)isa

ParameterthatdistinguisheslanguageSWhichpermitO句ectShiftfromthosewhichdonot･

Thus(1lc)isapplicablet6the14thcenturyEnglishsinceitallowsObjectShiR･Letus

COnSiderChomsky'sproposalmoreconcretely.Whentheverbdoesnotmoveoutofv*P,its

O句ectisnot at the phonologicalborder,and henceany typeOfDPscanremainin v*P･

Whentheverbmovesoutofv*P,Ontheotherhand,itso旬ectisatthephonologicalborder

anditisasslgnedINT'.Iftheo句ectissuchthatcomportswithINT.,£ayanindenniteDP,

thenitremainsinv*P.Iftheo句ectissuchthatresistsINT',Sayade丘niteDP,ithasto

undergoO句ectShi氏toavoidadeviantoutcome,raisingtothe(Outer)speci丘erpositionof

V*P,therebyyielding･aSemanticconsequence･ThusHomberg,sgeneralizationisderivable

intheframeworkofChomsky(1998,1999).

Thisapproach,however,POSeSaPrOblemtothe14thcenturyEnglish･Sinceanytype

OfDPscanbemovedinthe14thcentury,itisspeculatedthatthemovementofquanti且ed

DPsattestedinthe15thcenturyisalsopossibleinthe14thcentury,andthatitslandingsiteis

alsoSpecv*P･ThusundertheframeWOrkofChomsky(1998,1999),itispredictedthat

althoughquantifiedDPsareperftctlycompatiblewithINTt,theycanalsoundergoObject
ShiRwhentheverbvacatesv*P.Ifso,Chomsky'sproposalturnSOuttObeuntenable,andit

needsfurtherconsideration.

Alternatively,ifChomsky,sproposalisontherighttrack,thenthedatainthe14th

CenturyEnglishattestedsofardonotcorrectlycapturethefactsconcern1ngtheoqectDP

movement,andthefurtheremplrlCalinvestlgationisrequired･

4
INTis

aninterpretive complex which consists ofspecincity/de血iteness,neWinfbrmation,

ibcus,andsoon.Thisisthesemanticinterpretationthattheshiftedoqectreceives(Chomsky(1999:

26)).
5

Thephonologicalborderofaphrase(OrPhase)isapositionnotc-COmmandedbyphonological

materialwithinthatphrase(OrPhase)(Chomsky(1999:27))･
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5.Sum血aryノ

WehaveseeninthisnotethattherearetWOViewswithrespecttothe■natureOfoqect

DPsthatundergombvementinthehistoryofEnglish･OneisthatanyDPcanmOVefreely,

irrespectiveofthetypeofDPs;theotheristhatthe(Clause-internal)movementofoqectDPs

isrestri6tedtocertaintypes･Buttheseviewsdifftrintheperiodorenvironmentwhere

oqectDPmovementtakesplace･Theconsequencewhichfbllowsfromtheunificationof

thesetwoviewsimpliesthatthetypeofDPsthatundergomovementcomestoberestrictedas

timewentbyasi11ustratedin(10)･Wehavealsoconsideredwhethertheattesteddataofthe

oqectDPmovementinLMEandEModEcanbeadequatelyexplainedbyChomsky's(1998,

1999)proposal･
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