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1.Imtroductiom

The aim ofthis paperis to discuss theinfinitivalvetb movementin Middle

EnglishandEarlyModernEnglish(hencefbrthMEandEModE,reSPeCtively)･Itis

Well-knownthatnniteverbscanundergoovertmovementinearlystagesofEnglish･

AccordingtoHan(1999),infinitivalvetbsinMiddleEnglishcanalsomoveovertly･

Aswewillseelater,however,herobservationisnotentirelyaccurate,andheranalysIS

is notwithoutproblems either.Itis widely acceptedthatthepositionofthe verb

relativetothenegatorisoneofthediagnosesfbrverbmovement‥iftheinBnitivalverb

PreCedesthenegator,itis anindicationofinnnitivalverbmovement･Thispaper

COnducts a survey on negativein丘nitivesinME andEModE,byinvestlgatlng771e

Penn-LtelsinkiPaTTed CoTPuSqfMiddle励glish(Kroch&Taylor(1995))and T7ze

O.所)1d助glishDictionaTy(hencefbrthPPCMEandOED,reSPeCtively).Itisshown

thatthreetypesofwordorderwerepossibletillthesixteenthcentury:(i)not-tONorder,

(ii)to-nOtNorderand(iii)toN-nOtOrder,andthatthelasttypeofwordorderisthe

CaSeOfinfinitivalverbmovement.Sinceonlythe丘rsttwotypesofwordorderare

POSSibleinPresent-dayEnglish,itisspeculatedthattheinfinitivalverbmovementwas
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lostinthecourseofthedevelopmentofEnglish･Thequestioniswhyandhowthe

in丘nitivalverbmovementwaslost.Theanswerliesinwhatfbllows.Thispaperalso

revealsthe syntaxoftheverbmovementinMEinfinitives,aSSumlngtheclassical

version of the Minimalist Program advocated by Chomsky(1993,1995)and

amelioratingtheanalysismadebyHan(1999).SpeciBca11y,thispaperproposesthat

theinfinitivalverbmovementinMEisrelatedto･thenominalpropertyOftheinfinitival

morpheme･Thisproposalalsoenablesustoaccountforthelossofinfinitivalverb

movementalongwiththelossoftheinfinitivalmorphemeinEModE･

Thispaperisorganizedasfollows:§2showsthefactsofinfinitivesinMEand

EModE,COnCludingthattheinfinitivalverbmovementwasalreadynonexistentinthe

seventeenthcentury;§3reviewstheanalysis madeby Han(1999)andproposes an

alternative;§4discussesthelossoftheinfinitivalverbmovementintermsofthelossof

thein丘nitivalmorpheme;§5concludesthispaper･

2.BasicFacb

ByinvestigatingPPCME,Han(1999)observesthattwotypesofwordorderwere

possiblein ME negativeinnnitives,namely not-tON order and toN-nOt Order･

Assumlngthatthenegatorcanappearintwodifftrent丘Ⅹedpositions,namelyabove

andbelowtheinfinitivalmarker,SheconsidersthetoN-nOtOrderasacasewherethe

verbmovementhastakenplace,andconcludesthattheinfinitivalverbmovementwas

ObligatoryinME･ThefollowlngeXamPlesaretakenfromPPCME:

(1)〃Or7℃V

a.hwerofchalengestpume･peaPPelisfotbodeme>tichlokiontoeote

【nauttobihalden].>uswaldeeveinocheraもehabbenionswered･
(ANCRIW,ⅠⅠ.44.402/PPαg)

b.>etneisna3tmetepetisto>eherte[togromes/netoyeue･netO
pleCaille･netOCheuai11e･netOCherles･aCtOnOblehertenandgentil･an

cortays.andclene]. (AyENBI,I,112･239/ibid･)

c.butabeeminperowney3epenkes>eynoton;fbrperwytisset[to

spuyleandtoacusenandnotfbrtohelpenhemneopuremen],and
herforepercoueytyseblendiphempus･(WYCSER,I,239･66/ibid･)

d.yconcevehitprovedafterwardisthattheansweristoourearticulis[not

tobespokeof]. (CMPRIV,SHILLET,12･82/ibid･)
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(2) mV〃Or

a.Andherforemonyemenvsonwel[tocomenotinbeddewipschetis,
butbehuludeabouet･ebed,andrisonanonwhonne]

(WYCSER,Ⅰ,479.641/PPC〟E)

b.Poulbygynnep【tosturepus[totakeheedtoGodustyme,andtoleese

not>istyme,leeuyngetodisserueblisse]]･
(WYCSER,I,475.574/ibid･)

C.pathedoos[tosorownoghtfbrhyssyn]ashesuldedo;【todispoos
hymnoghtandiftouseitnoghtalsnetokepeitnoght];

(ROLLFL,99.261/ibid･)

d.God,Ofhisgretemarci,3euetOVSgraCe[tolyuewel,andtoseiethe

thrutheincouenablemanere,andacceptabletoGodandhispuple,and

tospillenotouretyme], (PURVEY,Ⅰ,56･73/ibid･)

Fornot-tONorder,HanhasfoundteninstancesinME3(1350-1420)andfbur

instancesinME4(1420-1500),WhereasfortoN-nOtOrder,hehasfoundfburinstances

inME3andteninstancesinME4.Accordingtomysurvey,however,thenumbersof

instancesfbundbyHanarenotentirelyaccurate･ThereareSOmeinstancesmisslngln

Han,scalculation･1AccordingtotheresultfromOED,mOreOVer,OnemOretyPeOf

wordorderwaspossibleinMEnegativeinfinitives,namelyto-nOtNorder･Although

onlythecoordinatedto-nOtNorderisattestedinPPCME(henceambiguousinfact),I

havefbundsomeslngleoccurrencesoftheto-nOtNorderinOED,andsomearealso

giveninVisser(1966)asinstancesofsplitinfinitives:

(3)m〃OrV(FROMPPα比印

HonurablicheastoGod,>atistosiggenpatpou3iuepinentent[todona11e

pededestohonourofGod,andnou3ta3eynhiswilledonwipenyofDi

fiuewittes,aSWi>Si30fe3en,HeryngeofEren,SwolewyngeofTonge,
Sme11yngeofNeose,Touchyngeofhonden,Gonorstonden,Liggenor

sitten]. (EDVERN,240･42/PPCME)

(4)TONOTV(FROMOEDANDVISSER(1966))

a.Itisgood[fbrtonotetefleisch,andJbrtonotdrynkewyn],netherin

whatthingthibrotherofftndith (1382WyclifRom･Xiv･21/OED)

1Han(1999)hasexcludedinstancesofthepurposeclause,butevenifthepurposeclauseis

excluded,SOmeinstances
are stillmisslng from his calculation･Ihaveincluded purpose

Clausesaswellinmycalculation･
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b･Iftheibeconsiderid,thochapitresschulenbeseen[fbrtonotrepugne

bitwixehemsilf]. (<C>1449PecockRepr.iii.xix.408/ibid.)

C.【ToNottmoghe]:require,nOnPOSSe.
(<C>1481Cath01iconAngl.265.2/Visser(1966:1040))

d･Yf>ouwoltlerne&caneny>ingeprofitably,loue[tonotbeknown]

andtobeaccountydasnought. (<C>1500tr.Imit.Chr.4.7/ibid.)

ThusthreetypesofwordorderwereactuallypossibleinMEnegativeinfinitives:(i)

not-tOJVorder,(ii)to-nOt｣Vorderand(iii)to-V-nOtOrder.Wecanconcludethenthat
theinfinitivalverb movementin ME was not obligatory,but optlOnalbecause the

infinitivalverbcouldappeareitherbeforeorafterthelowernegator.Thefo1lowlng

tablesindicatethenumberofinstanCeSatteStedinPPC財EandOED:

(5) 知PE〃Ⅳ-β古び〟〃汀PA朗EDCo尺PU∫Of'肋β⊥g且ⅣG⊥路β

〃Or(ダ0児)■mv (FO尺)m〃OrV mV〃Or

MEl(1150-1250) 口 ･0

ME2(1250-1350) 2 0

ME3(1350-1420) 12 5(2)

ME4(1420-1500) 10 12(2)

TmL 25 1(1) 17(4)

(6) 抽0ズFO尺β且ⅣGL∬〃βJC〃0皿尺y

ⅣOr(FO尺)mV (FO尺)m〃OrV mV〃Or

1150-1250 2 0

1250-1350
.12

2

1350-1420 128 13

1420-1500 251 8

1500-1600 114 9【5】

1600-1700 1699 12【5】

.ToTAL
3234 19 44

Thenumberintheroundbracketsin(5)showstheinstancesofcoordinatednegative

infinitiveswheretoiselidedinthesecondcortjunct(hencethewordorderofthesecond

COnjunctisandN-nOt),andthenumberinthesquarebracketsin(6)showstheinstances

Ofbeinnegativeinfinitives.Forcoordinatednegativeinfinitivesofto-nOtNorder,

See(3)･FollowingsareSOme･eXamPlesofcoordinatednegativeinfinitivesoftoN-

OrderattestedinPPC財g:
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(7)a･petOpirmaneromekenesis,Saissainbenet,【Fortohateyureahen

PrOplrWyl,Andfulfilnoghtyurelanglng,botdogodiswylle,andhis

desirefu1nlle]; (BENRUL,12.355/PPCME)

b･andhehathnede[tolyueaclenelif,andbefu1deuoutinpreiers,and

hauenothiswit]thattheHoliSpiryt,autOurOfwisdom,andkunnyng,

andtruthe,dressehiminhiswerk,andsu緻ehim

(PURVEY,Ⅰ,56.127/ibid.)

C･Andwhatwrechednesites,【tohavepenameandpehabetofhalynes,

andbenoghtso,botcoverpride,ire,OrenVyunder>eclapesofcriste
barnhede]! (ROLLFL,88.53/ibid.)

d･Ha!Whatitesmykell,unCertain[tobeworpilovyng,andbenoght
loved]! (ROLLFL,88.53/ibid.)

ItisimportanttobenotedherethatthetoN-nOtOrderduringtheseventeenth

CenturyatteStedinOEDcannotbeconsideredasthecases wheretheinfinitivalverb

movementhastakenplace･Ihavefbundfiveinstanceswithbeoutoftwelvenegative

infinitivesoftoN-nOtOrder･Therestoftheattestedinstances,namelythetoN-nOt

Orderwithlexicalverbs,areCaSeS Ofeithernot(anditsvariants)functioning as a

COnStituentnegatorornought(anditsvariantS)functioningasadirectobjectwiththe

meanlng`nothing',hencethetoN-nOtOrderwithlexicalverbsintheseventeencentury

CannOtbetheinstanCeOfinnnitivalverbmovement･2 Turn1ngbacktothecaseofbe,

thetoN-nOtOrderisstillpossiblewiththeauxiliaryhaveandbeinPresent-dayEnglish

(Pollock(1989)andIatridou(1990)).Iatridou(1990),COntraPo1lock(1989),argueS

thatthetoN-nOtOrderwiththeauxiliaryhaveandbeinPresent-dayEnglishcannotbe

derivedbyverbmovementbecausethescopalpropertyofnotinthetoN-nOtOrder

difftrsfromthatintheto-nOtNorder･ConsiderthefbllowlngSentenCeS:

(8)a･TonothaveplayedfbotballformanyyearSisadisadvantageinam毎Or

game･

2
0utoftwelveinstancesoftoN-nOtOrder,IhavefbundfburinstancesofnotfunctionlngaSa

COnStituentnegatorandthreeinstancesofnoughtfunctionlngaSanOqeCt.Relevantexamples

aregivenin(i)and(ii)fbrthefbrmercaseandthelattercase,reSPeCtively:
(i)Whichweshalllabour[toinducenotfrompostulatesandentreatedMaxims].

(1646SirT.BrownePseud.Ep.296/OED)

(ii)Experience,thatgreatTeacher,telsus[tobenought],atalltimestoundertakefbr

health･ (1658A.Foxtr.W<uuml>rtZ'Surg.ii.i.47/ibid.)
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b･TohavenotplayedfootballformanyyearSisadisadvantageinamqor

game･

(Iatridou(1990:574))

AccordingtoIatridou(1990),(8a)isa血biguouswhile(8b)isnot:in(8a),thequantifier

manycanhavebothwideandnamwscopewithrespecttonotsincenotc-COmmands

many;in(8b),manyCanOnlyhavewidescopesincenotdoesnotc-COmmandmany.

Thismeansthatnotin(8a)occupiesthepositionwhereitcanc-COmmandintothe

aqjunct,Whereasnotin(8b)occupiesthepositionwhereitcannOtC-COmmandintothe

adjunct･If(8b)is derivedfrom(8a)by the movement of have,the scopal

ambiguity/unambigulty Ofnotininfinitives cannot be explained･Hence the five

instancesofbeinthetoN-nOtOrderduringtheseventeenthcenturyattestedinO且D

CannOt be regarded as the consequence ofinfinitivalverb movement,but as base-

generationofnotafterbe.Itcanbeconcludedthenthattheinfinitivalverbmovement

WaS already nonexistentin the seventeenth century and thatitwaslostduringthe

sixteenthcentury･3

We have seensofarthatinfinitivalverbmovementhadbeenpossibletillthe

Sixteenth century･Thereis actuallyanOther pleCe Of evidence that suggests the

in丘nitivalverbmovementinME･Itiswidelyacceptedthatthepositionofadverbs

Can be a diagnosis fbr verb movement･If the VP-adverb appears between the

transitiveverbanditsdirectobject,thenthiswordorderindicatesthattheverbhas

movedoutofVP,1eavlngitsdirecto句ectstranded.Ihavefbundseveralinstancesof

thiscaseinMEinnnitives:

(9)TDVADVDP｡BJECT

a･forpahpisschenもIac&tegrureOfhamwereunimetepine;neauernere

nanoもerpinebute[toiseoneauer[Punseligastes.&haregrisliche
SChape].biseononharegrimfule.&grurefu1enebbes.&heren hare

rarunge]. (SAWLES,173.107/PPCME)

3
However,amySteryStillremains:OutOflO8instancesofnegativeinfinitivesattestedin771e

PastonLetters(1422-1509),IhavefbundonlytwoinstancesofthetoN-nOtOrder,andtheyare

bothinstancesofbe.Thismightbeduetotheabsenceoftheto-nOtNorder:itisnotattested

at allin771e Paston Letters.Compared with thefrequency ofthe not-tON order(i.e.106
instances),theappearanCeOfnotfb1lowingtomighthavebeenhighlyunlikelyinT71ePaston
Letters.IhavenointerestlngaCCOuntfbrthisfactatthemoment.
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b･Whatsplrytmakithsithenidiotishardithefburegreetedoctourisdursten

neueredothis?[totranslatenow[thebible]intoEnglish],This

replicaciounissolewid,thatitnedithnoonanswer,nObutstillnesse,

(PURVEY,I,56.92/PPCME)

c.Andthesecundecauseisthis,thatsothlymesemithbetterthan[to

writenuntoachildtwyes[agodsentence]],(itseems)hefbrgeteit

O叩S. (ASTRO,662･C2･15/PPC好古)

d.PeopurwaspatGodwold3euehurpatgrace,tOhurpatwaspemodur

OfGod[todoeuer[plesaundseruyse]toGod]･

(ROYAL,256.260/PPαり

Tosumup,Wehaveseenthatthreetypesofwordorderwerepossibleinnegative

infinitivesinMEandthesixteenthcentury:(i)not-tONorder(Cf･(1)),(ii)to-

order(Cf.(3)and(4))and(iii)toN-nOtOrder(Cf.(2)and(7))･Concemingthelasttwo

types,thedifftrenceinwordorderisderivedfromtheoptlOnalmovementofinfinitival

verbsbeyondthelowernegator･WehavealsoseenthatthetoN-nOtOrderinthe

seventeenthcenturycannotbethecaseofinfinitivalverbmovement(Seefbotnote2)･
Itwaslostduringthesixteenthcentury･

3.AnAnalysis

Inaccountlngfbrthefactsofnegativein丘nitivesinMEandEModEdescribedin

theprevioussection,Iwi11reviewtheanalysismadebyHan(1999)andproposean
alternativeinthissection.

j.J.月b乃(Jタタタノ

Tobeginwith,1etuslookatthephrasestruCturethatIlan(1999)proposes･In

order to account fbr the facts of negativeinnnitivesin
ME,Han makes three

assumptions:(i)theinfinitivalclauselacksTense Phrase(TP),and theinfinitival

marker,Whichisusua11yassumedtobeaheadofTPintheliterature(Chomsky(1981)

amongothers),isaheadofMoodPhrase(MP);(ii)thereisAspectPhrase(AspP)

betweenMPandVPtowhoseheadin丘nitivalverbsobligatorilymove;(iii)thereare

twodistinctNegativePhrase(NegP)inaclause,OnedirectlyaboveMPandtheother

directlybelowMP,andeitherofthemcanbeheadedbynot･WiththeseassumptlOnS,

thephrasestruCtureOfinnnitivalclausescanbeschematizedasfbllows:
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(10)[NegP nOt[MP tO[AspP Asp[NegP nOt[vp V]]]]]

十 l
(Cf.Ⅲan(1999:12))

Nowifthelowernegationisinstantiated,becausethein丘山tivalverbmovementis

Obligatory,thetoN-nOtOrderisyielded(Cf.(2)and(7)).Ontheotherhand,ifthe
higher negationisinstantiated,the not-tON orderis yielded,irrespectlVe Of the

infimitivalvefbmovement(Cf.(1)).

It may seemthat Han's proposalcanCOrreCtly predict the behavior of ME

negativeinfimitives,butitisnotwithoutproblems.Thereareatleastthreeproblems

COnCernlng the assumptlOnS made by Han:Oneis empiricalandthe other two are

COnCePtual･Concernlngthe丘rstassumptlOn,HanargueSthatthemaximalprqjection

Ofin丘nitivalclausesisMPbecausein丘mitivescanCarryanirrealismeamng.Thisis

notalways the case,however.It has been oftenarguedthat onlythe subset of

in丘nitivescancarryanirrealismeanlng:0nlycontrolinnnitives,butnotECWraising

in丘mitives,CanCarryanirrealismeaning(Cf.Stowell(1982),Martin(1992,1996)and

Bo菖kovie(1996,1997)).ThusiftoisaheadofMP,itiswronglypredictedthatthe

existence of toalways contributes to theirrealis meamng OfinfinitivalclauseS.

Concernlng the second assumpt10n,We have seeninthe previous sectionthatthe

infinitivalvefbmovementcannotbeobligatory(Cf.(3)and(4)).Underthemimimalist

assumptions,mOreOVer,itisnotclearatallwhythein丘nitivalverbmustmovetoAsp.

Movementhastobeftature-drivenaccordingtoChomsky(1993,1995).Finally,if

thelowernegatoralsoheadsNegP,itmustblocktheinfimitivalvetbmovement(Cf.

MimimalLink ConditioninChomsky(1995)).But the factisthatitis possible,

yieldingtheto-V-nOtOrder.

Thus the proposalmade by Han(1999)has threeproblems,andit cannotbe

maintained.InthefbllowlngSubsection,Iwillproposeanalternative.

j.2.A乃A如mαわve

Inordertoaccountforthefactsofnegativein丘nitivesinMEandEModE,We

havejustdiscussedtheproposalmadebyHan(1999)anddiscoveredthreeproblems

Which surface onit:(i)theinfinitivalmarker to cannOt be a head ofMP;(ii)the

in丘nitivalverbmovementmustbeoptlOnal,muStbeftature-driven,andcannOttarget

Asp;(iii)thelowernegatorcannotbeaheadofNegP.Iwillmakesomealternative

PrOPOSalstoeachoftheproblems.

First,because thein丘nitivalmarker cannot always contribute to theirrealis

meanlng Ofinfinitives,Iwillfbllow the traditionalconvention and assume thatthe
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infinitivalmarkerisaheadofTP(Chomsky(1981)amOngOthers).

Second,aSgenerallyassumedintheliterature,in鋭nitivesinMEandEModEhad

nominalproperties,andtheycarriedtheinfinitivalmorpheme(i.e.-en/-e)whichwas

the typicalinflectionalending ofnouns(Lightfoot(1979),Guasti(1990),Roberts

(1993)andTanaka(1994))･AccordingtoTanaka(1997),mOreOVer,theinfinitival

markerhadprepositionalpropertiesinearlierstagesofEnglishanditcouldprecede

in鋭nitives,henceanOthernominalpropertyofin丘nitives･Thusitseemsnaturalto

PrOPOSethatinfinitivalverbsinMEandEModEcarriesanominalfbrmalftature(i.e.

D-ftature)along withthe verbalformalfeature(i.e.V-ftature).In addition,Iwill

fo1lowGuasti(1990),Kayne(1991)andTanaka(1994)inassumingthatthereisa

functionalprq)eCtionwhichisresponsibleforthein凸nitivalmorpheme･Iwillca11it

In丘nitivePhrase(InfuP),fb1lowing Kayne(1991).IproposefurtherthatInfualso

CarriesaD-feature･BecausetheD-fbaturecarriedbyInfuisacategorialftatureofthe

functionalhead,itcanbe strong orweak,depending on the parametric value(Cf.
Chomsky(1995))･Ineithercase,thisD-ftaturecanbecheckedoffagainsttheD-

ftatureofinBnitivalverbs.Inotherwords,theD-ftatureofInfucanbecheckedoff

eitherbythemovementoftheinfinitivalverbpriortoSell-Outorbythemovementof

theD-featureatLF.

Thirdandfinally,IwillfbllowHan(1999)inassumingthattherearetWOdistinct

NegPsaboveandbelowtheinfinitivalmarker･However,Idepartfromhisassumpt10n

Withrespecttothestatusofthelowernegator.AccordingtoIshikawa(1995)and

Frisch(1997),the negatornotchangedfrom an adverb toahead duringME and

EModE:nOtWaSalsousedasanadverbduringMEandEModE･4 NowIfadverbsare

licensedorhostedinthespecinerpositionofthecorrespondingfunctionalheadwhich

hasthesamesemanticcontent,aSCinque(1999)andMizuno(1999a,1999b)argue,

thenadverbialnotshouldalsobehostedbythecorrespondingfunctionalhead･ThusI

WillfbllowIshikawa(1995)inassumingthatadverbialnotappearsinthespeci丘er

POSitionofNegP･IwillalsofbllowIshikawa(1995)inassumingthattheheadnot

appearsintheheadpositionofNegP･Myproposalonthenegator,however,difftrs

fromIshikawa,sinthatadverbialnotappearsinthespecinerpositionoflowerNegP

andtheheadnotappearsintheheadpositionofhigherNegP･5 Thisproposalseems

4

TheperiodofthischangearguedinIshikawa(1995),infact,di鮎rsfromthatinFrisch

(1997):Ishikawaarguesthatthischangestartedduringthesixteenthcentury,WhereasFrisch

Observesthatitstartedatleastduringthelatefburteenthcentury･Ineithercase,itisclearthat

adverbialnotwasinuseduringMEandEModE･
5

zanuttini(1997)makesasimilarproposaltoRomancelanguages,arguingthatthehigher

negatorhasthestatusofaheadwhilethe)owernegatorshavethestatusofaphraseinthe

SPeCi丘erposition.
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naturalbecausethefbrmernegatorne,WhichisgenerallyassumedtobeaheadofNegP,

canappearinthehighernegatorposition,butnotinthelowernegatorposition(See(1b)

and(2c)).6 Moreover,aSWehaveseenabove,thelowernegatordoesnotblockthe

infinitivalmovement,henceitmustbeaphrase･

Sofar,Wehaveproposedthesetoffunctionalprq)eCtionswhichwereinstantiated

ininfinitivalclausesin ME and EModE,and thelanding site ofinfinitivalverb

movement.Thus on the assumptlOnS and proposals made above,the negative

infinitivesinMEandEModEhavethefo1lowlngarticulatedphrasestruCture:7

(11)【NegPnOt[,PtO[.nfnPInfh[D][vpv[NegPnOt[Neg･Neg[vp Ⅴ【D]]]】】】】】

Asindicatedbythearrowin(11),theinnnitivalverboptionallymovestoInfh･Hence

IfbllowUra(2000)inassumingthattheD-fbatureofInfuisweakanditcantoleratean

unforcedviolationofProcrastinate.Becausethelowernegatorisnotahead,mOreOVer,

the D_ftature ofInh can attractthe D-ftature ofinfinitivalverbs across thelower

negator･TumlngnOWtOthederivationsinMEandEModE,thephrasestruCturein

(11)cancorrectlypredicttheattestedwordorder･Ifthelowernegatorisinstantiated

andiftheinfinitivalverbmovestoInfu,thetoN-nOtOrderisyielded(Cf.(2)and(7))･8
Iftheinfinitivalverbdoesnotmoveinthiscase,theto-nOtNorderisyielded(cf･(3)

and(4)).9 0ntheotherhand,ifthehighernegationisinstantiated,thenot-tONorder

isyielded,irrespectiveoftheinfinitivalverbmovement(Cf･(1))･

NowonemayarguethatinfinitivalverbmovementtovsufficestoyieldthetoN-

notorder,andthattheinfinitivalverbdoesnothavetomoveuptoInh･Butthereare

somecaseswhereithastomoveuptoInfu･First,theinfinitivalverbmovementis

possiblewithunaccusativeverbs,aSin(2a),rebeatedhereas(12):

6IspeculatethatnotcametoappearintheheadpositionofthehigherNegPwhenitcameto

beusedasahead.Iwillleavethisissueasideinthispaper･
7
Apiece､OfindirectsupportforposltlngNegPbelowvPcomesfromthenegativein血itives

inPresent-dayEnglish･AccordingtoLobeck(1995),VPellipsisinnegativeinfinitivesis

possibleinthenot-tONorder,butnotintheto-nOtNorder･ThusaftertheVPellipsIS,thenot-

toorderispossiblewhiletheto-nOtOrderisnotIfwetaketheVPellipsISaS=vPellipsisM,this

factcanbeexplained‥VPcannotbeelided,1eavlngnOtbehindbecauseitisaconstituentofvP･

8
TheattractionoftheD-ftaturebyTalwaysprecedestheattractionbyInfnbecausetheD-

fbatureofTisstrongwhiletheD-fbatureofInhisweak･HenceInfncannotattracttheD-

ftatureofthesubjectDP(i.e.PROorlexicalDP)invPorVPwhichisclosertoInfnthan
infinitivalverbis.BeforeInfn attractthe D-ftature ofthe su叫ectDP,it willbe already

attractedbythestrongD-fbatureofTandthesubjectDPwillhavemovedtothespeciner
positionofTP･SoInfnhasnothingtoattract,buttheD-ftatureoftheinfinitivalverb･
9
0fcourse,inthiscasetoo,theD-fbatureofIn丘一CanattraCttheD-ftatureofin伽itivalverbs

48



VERBMOVEMENTINMIDDLEENGLISHINFNITIVES

(12)Andherforemonyemenvsonwel[tocomenotinbeddewipschetis,butbe

huludeaboue>ebed,andrisonanonwhonne]
(WYCSER,Ⅰ,479.641/タグG呵

Sinceunaccusativeverbscannotcheckthecaseftatureoftheiro句ectDP,theydon't

requlrethefunctionalheadv･Ifso,thelandingsiteofinfinitivalverbmovementin

(12)cannotbevbecausetheinfinitivalverbisanunaCCuSativeverb.Second,theDP,

Whichhasundergoneso-Cal1edobjectshift,PreCedesthelowernegatorbutfollowthe
infinitivalverb,aSin(2c),rePeatedhereas(13):

(13)>athedoos[tosorownoghtforhyssyn]ashesuldedo;【todispooshym

noghtandiftouseitnoghtalsnetokepeitnoght];

(ROLLFL,99.261/PPC材E)

Itisgeneral1yassumedthatthelandingsiteofo切ectshiftistheouterspeci丘erposition

ofvP(Chomsky(1995)amongothers).Therefore,thelandingsiteofinfinitivalverb

movementin(13)cannotbeveither.Iftheinfinitivalverbweretomovetov,the

o句ectDPwouldbeexpectedtoprecedetheinfinitivalverb･Thusthelandingsiteof
infinitivalmovementhastobetheintermediatefunctionalheadpositionbetweenTand

V,namelyInh.

Inthissection,inordertoaccountfbrthewordorderfactsofnegativein丘nitives

inMEandEModE,IhaveassumedthattherearetwodistinctNegPsaboveandbelow

theinnnitivalmarker(i.e.T)andproposedthattheinfinitivalverboptionallymovesup

toInfufbrftaturechecking･Ihavealsoproposedthatthehighernegatorisaheadof

thehigherNegPwhilethelowernegatorisanadverbinthespeci丘erpositionofthe

lowerNegP.Inthefbllowingsection,WeWillturntoanotherfactdescribedin§2,

namelythelossofinfinitivalverbmovementduringthesixteenthcentury･

4.LossofInfinitivalVerbMovement

Aswe have concludedin昏2,theinnnitivalverb ceased to move during the

sixteenthcenturyandthismovementwasalreadynonexistentintheseventeenthcentury･

Strikingly,the periodofthis change coincides withtheperiodofanotherchange,

namely theloss oftheinfinitivalmorpheme･According to Lightfoot(1979)and

atLFbecauseitdoesnotviolateProcrastinate.
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Guasti(1990),theinfinitivalmorphemewaslostduringthesixteenthcentury.10It

seemsnaturalthentoassumethatthereissomekindofcorrelationbetweenthelossof

theinfinitivalmorphemeandtheinfinitivalverbmovement･Morespeci丘cally,Iwi11

PrOPOSethatthelossofthein丘nitivalmorphemecausedthatofthein丘nitivalverb

movement.

Intheprevious section,Iproposedthatthenominalpropertyoftheinfinitival

morphemeinMEandthesixteenthcentury,namelythenominalfeature,ischeckedby

Infu.Nowiftheinfinitivalmorphemeis taken awayfrom thein丘nitivalverb,its

nominalftature(i.e.D-ftature)isalsotakenawayfromtheinnnitivalverb･Thenthe

in丘nitivalverbceasestobeattractedbyInfubecauseitlacksitsD-feature.Ifitisnot

attracted,itcannotmove.IntermsoflanguageacqulSltlOn,WeCanSaythatthechild

learnlng the relevantlanguage cannot deduce thatinfinitivalverbs have a nominal

PrOPertyaftertheweakeningandsubsequentlossoftheinfinitivalmorpheme･When

theinfinitivalmorphemewasprominent,thechildcoulddeducethatinfinitivalverbs

hadanominalproperty.Butasitwasweakenedandsubsequentlylost,he/sheceased

tolmakethepreviousdeduction,andbegantodeducethatin丘nitivalverbshadonlya

Verbalproperty(i.e.V-ftature).Thusthe weakeningand subsequentloss of the

infinitivalmorphemecausedtheinfinitivalverbtoceasetomove･‖

Thereisstillaquestiontobeanswered:Whetherthereisafunctionalprqjection

Infuafter theloss of thein負nitivalmorpheme.The answeris negative:aS the

in凸nitivalmorpheme waslost,it was alsolost or,in proper terms,CeaSed to be

instantiated.IfwefbllowBaker's(1985)MirrorPrinciple,theexistenceofacertain

morphemeindicatestheexistenceofitscorrespondingfunctionalheadthatchecksthe

ftatureoftherelevantmorpheme(SeealsoThr孟insson(1996)).Toputitconversely,

iftherelevantmOrPhemedoesnotexist,itscorrespondingfunctionalheaddoesnot

exist either.So after theloss oftheinfinitivalmorpheme,Infh ceased to be

instantiated.Inotherwords,lthechildalsoceasedtodeducetheexistenceofInfu,aS

10TheexactperiodofthislossinGuasti(1990)isslightlydifFbrentfromthatinLightfoot

(1979).Guasti(1990)saysthein丘nitivalmorphemewaslostaroundtheendofthesixteenth

Century,Whereas Lightfoot(1979)saysit disappeared by the mid-Sixteenth century.Since

thereisnoindicationofadequacyfbroneovertheother,Isimplyassumeherethatthechange

OCCurredduringthesixteenthcentury.
11Theexistenceofthein丘nitivalmorphemedoesnotnecessari1ymeanstheexistenceofthe

in琉nitivalverb
movement.For example,Scandinavianlanguages also have their own

innnitivalmorphologysuchas-ainIcelandicand-einDanish(cf.Vikner(1997)).Butonly
Icelandicfbrcesthein丘nitiva)verbmovement,andMainland Scandinavianlanguagessuchas

Danish,NorwegianandSwedishdonotallowit(cf.Thrainsson(1993)andJonas(1996))･If

the D-ftature ofInfnis strong orifitis weak but can tolerate an unfbrced violation of

Procrastinate,thein伽itivalverbcanovertlymovetoInfnfbrftaturechecking･Thefbrmer

appliestoIce)andic,andaswehaveseen,thelatterappliestoME･
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thein丘nitivalmorphemewasweakenedandsubsequentlylost･

Beforeweclosethediscussion,OnePuZZleshouldbenoted･'Accordingtothe

resultfromPPCME,thenumberoftheattestedto-Ⅴ-nOtOrderincreasesfromME3tb

ME4(See(5)).ThusfiveinstanCeSOfthetoN-nOtOrderhavebeenfoundinME3

while twelveinstances have been fbundin ME4.Iftheinfinitivalverb movement

disappeared during the sixteenth century,the toN-nOt Order should have been

decreasinginnumberfromME3toME4.TomoyukiTanaka(P･C･)pointedouttome

thatthisdiscrepancy mightbe due tothe works ofRichardRolle･Outoftwelve

instancesofthe toN-nOtOrderfoundinME4,nineinstancesarefromtheworksof

RichardRolle･ThemanuscnptsoftheworksbyRichardRollewerewrittenduring

ME2whiletheywerepublishedduringME4.Ifweclassifytheinstancesfromthe

worksofRichardRolleinME2,thenumberofthetoN-nOtOrderdecreasesgradua11y

fromME2toME4･Butthisisnothingmorethanaspeculation,andstillremainsasa

puzzle･

Tosumup,Ihaveexplainedthelossofinfinitivalvefbmovement■Ihave

arguedthatitwascausedbythelossoftheinfinitivalmorpheme･Theweakeningand

subsequentloss oftheinfinitivalmorpheme prevented thelanguagelearnerfrom

deducingtheexistenceofInfnandtheD-ftatureofinfinitivalverbs･Instead,he/she

deducedthatin丘nitivalverbshadonlytheV-fbature･Thisexplanationcanbemade

POSSibleonlyontheassumptlOnSthatinfinitivalverbsinMEandthesixteenthcentury

carriedtheD-ftatureaswellastheV-fbature,andthattheformercanbeattractedby

theD-fbatureofInfu.

5.Conclusion

Inthispaper,Ihaveconductedanempiricalsurveyoninfinitivalverbmovement

inMEandEModEbyinvestlgatlngPPC材gandOED,andconcludedthatthreetypes

ofwordorderwerepossibleinnegativein丘nitivesinMEandinthebeginnlngOf

EModE:(i)not-tONorder,(ii)to-nOtNorderand(iii)toN-nOtOrder･Thelasttype

ofwordorderwas showntobe theindicationofin丘nitivalvetbmovement.Ihave

alsoproposedthatthenominalpropertyoftheinfinitivalmorpheme(i･e･D-fbature)and

theexistenceofthefunctionalheadwhichisrelatedtotheinfinitivalmorpheme(i.e.

Infn)hadbeen responsibleforin凸nitivalverbmovement,andthenarguedthatthe

weakening and subsequentloss of theinfinitivalmorpheme caused theloss of

infinitivalverb movement during the sixteenth century･Thus atleast since the

seventeenthcentury,Onlythenot-tONorderandto-nOtNorderhavebeenpossiblefbr

negativeinfinitives(exceptfbrhave/beandconstituentnegation)･Andofcoursethey

arealsopossibleinPresent-dayEnglish.
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ConcernlngthesetwotypesofnegativeinfinitivesinPresent-dayEnglish,there.is

oneissuetobeaddressed.Ithasbeenoftenarguedthatoneofthetwotypesofword

orderisderivedfromtheotherbyoptionalmovementoftheinfinitivalmarker(Cf･

BeukemaanddenDikken(1989),Pollock(1989)andOuha11a(1991))･Butitwould

be wrongly predictedin this case that the V-nOt-tO Orderwas possible while the

infinitivalverbmovementwasstillexistent.Thiswillbeindirectsupportforposltlng

twodistinctNegPs･Theissueiswhetherthelowernegatorisaheadorphrasein

Present-day English･Compared withthe not-tON order,the to-nOtN orderis

extremelyrareinnumber･Ifwetakethenotintheto-nOtNorder,namelythelower

negator,tObetherelicoftheadverbialnot,thisrantycanbeexplained･Thisissue

WillbethetopICOfmynextsurvey･
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