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1. Newsdesk

C GS w17

The 17th Workshop on Conparative Germanic Syntax w |l take

pl ace in Reykjavik, Iceland, from 9-10 August 2002. Deadli ne
for subm ssion of abstracts is March 10. For full information,
go to



http://ww.ismal.hi.is/inf/cgswl7

GLACS

The 8th Germani ¢ Linguistics Annual Conference will be held in
Bl oom ngton, |ndiana, from 26-28 April 2002. Deadline for

subm ssion of abstracts is January 2, 2002. For ful
information, go to http://ww.indiana. edu/ ~gl ac8/i ndex4. ht m

SCL 19

The 19t h Scandi navi an Conference of Linguistics will be held
at the University of Tronsoe, Norway, January 10-12, 2002. For
conplete information on program schedul e, workshops etc., go
to

http://ww. hum ui t. no/ arrangenent er/ 19- SCL/

GAGL

The wor ki ng paper series G oninger Arbeiten zur
germani sti schen Linguistik, founded by Werner Abraham w ||
continue after Prof. Abrahamis retirement in 2000. Subscribers
may expect to receive volune 44 as soon as the new publi sher,
the Center for Language and Cognition G oningen, has deci ded
on a way to collect the subcription fees. For further

I nformation, go to

http://ww. | et.rug.nl/~zwart/gagl/
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2. Conf erence Report

CGSW 16
Conf erence report by Jeroen van Craenenbroeck (Leiden
Uni versity)

The sixteenth Conparative Germani c Syntax Wrkshop (May 5-6,
2001) was hosted by McG Il University in Mntreal and was
organi sed by Susi Wirnbrand and Jonat han Davi d Bobal ji k.

Am dst an abundance of muffins, noodl e soup and bagels with
cream cheese, and under a scorching summer sun, 14 tal ks were
given, including two invited talks (by Ellen Prince and Henk
van Ri ensdijk). The atnosphere was rel axed and friendly, the
di scussion in-depth and stinulating (wth Ken Safir as an
unexpected guest star).

Marcel den Di kken (CUNY G aduate Center) opened the
conference with a talk on ‘Direct and parasitic polarity item
licensing’. He focused on the (previously undi scussed)
negatively polar use of Dutch *heel* ‘whole . Den D kken
argued that ‘polar-*heel*’ can be |icensed either under an
overtly established Spec-Head-agreenent with the negative head
Neg-zero or parasitically via overtly established
connectedness to the |licensing chain of another NPI, thus
maki ng pol ar-*heel * a non-enpty anal ogue to an A -bound gap.
On a conparative note, Den D kken pointed at a possible



correl ati on between the presence of polar-*heel* and the
absence of negative concord.

Joanna Bl aszczak (University of Potsdam and Hans-Martin
Gartner (ZAS, Berlin) presented a paper on ‘lIntonational
phrasing, discontinuity, and the scope of negation’. They
addressed sone open questions in the theory devel oped i n Kayne
(1998) and argued that a quantifier Qcan only extend its
scope over a region Aif Ais linearly continuous and realized
as a single prosodic unit. On the one hand this allowed them
to do awmay with Kayne's constraint on |long particle preposing,
while on the other hand it enabled themto |link w de scope of
quantifiers to the possibility of restructuring, a |ink which
they clainmed to be enpirically notivated on the basis of
German and Engli sh dat a.

Ui Sauerl and (Tuebi ngen University) presented a case study
‘“On the syntax of antidistributivity markers’. He studied the
syntactic properties of the Q bound reading of ‘different’
(and its German counterpart), of German *je* and of English
*each*. Sauerl and proposed that the syntax of *different* and
*ander s* invol ves conparative ACD, anal ogous to that found in
elliptical degree conparatives (cf. Bresnan 1973), while
German *je* has the syntax of inverse |inking constructions.
Wth respect to binom nal *each*, he presented two possible
anal yses, one involving a rule of trace conversion and the
ot her anal ysing *each* as a distributivity operator over VPs.

Peter Ackema (Utrecht University) and Kriszta Sendro”i
(University Col |l ege London) anal ysed ‘ Determ ner sharing as an
I nstance of dependent ellipsis’. They argued agai nst Lin
(1999) and Johnson (2000), claimng that determ ner sharing
does involve coordinate ellipsis. Ackema and Sendr&i then
expounded a theory of dependent ellipsis, in which the 0-head
in a coordinate ellipsis structure can |license the heads of
Its dependents to be 0. This enabled themto account for the
properties of D-zero-sharing noted by McCawl ey (1993) and
others. Furthernore, their theory nade a nunber of predictions
(a.o0. wth respect to object-D zero-sharing) which were borne
out by English and Dutch dat a.

Ceystei n Al exander Vangsnes (University of Bergen) gave a
talk entitled ‘ Passing by nunbers: on phrasal novenent in the
| cel andi ¢ noun phrase (and related issues)’. He argued there
to be phrasal novenent of an AP past a nuneral in the
I celandic DP (contra Sigurdsson 1993). He identified the
nmor phol ogi cal richness of the Icel andic adjectival paradigm as
the trigger which nmade this novenent possible. Due to the
absence of such norphol ogi cal richness, the other Scandi navi an
varieties cannot resort to XP-novenent when there is an
adj ective present, and insertion of a lexical article is the
generalized strategy. The choice between the two strategies is
free, however, in the context of a universal quantifier since
the universal quantifier may itself raise to identify D zero.

Jason Liley (University of Delaware) discussed ‘' The syntax
of Germani c post-adjectival articles’. He argued agai nst
Kennedy & Merchant’s (2000) novenent analysis of this
construction and clainmed that the correct analysis involved a



recursive DP-structure. Conbining Corver’'s (1997) distinction
bet ween Deg-words and Q words with Hi ggi nbot hanmi s (1985)
theory of theta-binding, Liley then argued that Deg-words

bl ock theta-binding of an N by its Det, while Q words do not.
As a result only the fornmer trigger the recursive DP-
structure. Independent evidence in favour of this analysis
came from constructions involving dumry articles in Northern
Scandi navi an di al ects.

The closing | ecture of day one of the workshop was the first
invited talk. Ellen Prince (University of Pennsyl vani a)
focused ‘On ‘odd coordinations’ in Yiddish, froma discourse
perspective’. She argued that so-called odd coordinations in
Yi ddi sh are best anal ysed as conj oi ned sentences with subject
pro-drop in the second conjunct. Her argunents included the
absence of sequence-of-tense-effects in odd coordinations
(showi ng that they are not a case of subordination), the
behavi our of the indefinite pronoun *nmen* ‘one’ and the
restrictions on pro drop fromthe point of view of centering
t heory.

Day two began with the second invited tal k. Henk van
Riemsdijk (Tilburg University) discussed ‘The unbearabl e
i ght ness of GO ng: phonetically enpty |light notion verbs in
Conti nental West CGermanic’. He anal ysed constructions whereby
nodal verbs take directional conplenents as involving a
phonetically enpty notion verb GO. Argunents in favour of this
anal ysis canme from Swi ss German extraposition and verb
doubling data. Barbiers’s (1995) argunents agai nst PF-del etion
of verbs in the conplenent of nodals forced van Riensdijk to
assunme that the enpty notion verb was stored as such in the
| exi con. After extending the enpirical coverage of his
proposal to include Dutch, German and West Fl em sh, he
concluded that all Continental West Germanic | anguages have
t he phonetically enpty superlight notion verb GO but that
they differ with respect to its |licensing conditions.

Marit Julien (University of Tronsoe) addressed ‘ Opti onal
*ha* in Swedi sh and Norwegi an’. She argued that *ha*-del etion
cannot be accounted for by a single principle. In the
conpl enment of nodals *ha* can only be deleted if the entire
sentence is nonoclausal, i.e. if the past tense marker on the
nodal indicates counterfactuality (cf. Kayne 1993, latridou
2000). In Swedish enbedded cl auses, *ha* is only optional if
the [+FINITE] feature of the subclause is identified by an
overt subject, whereas in Norwegian this feature is al ways
identified by the finite verb and *ha*-deletion is never an
option. Wth respect to enbedded infinitival *ha* in control,
rai sing and ECM constructions, Julien noted a |ot of inter-
speaker variation. The anal yses she proposed nade use of
C nque’ s (2000) account of restructuring and of Franpton and
Gut mann’s (2000) notion of feature sharing.

Jeroen van Craenenbroeck (Leiden University) and Marjo van
Koppen (Leiden University) exam ned ‘The |left periphery in
t hree southern Dutch dialects’. They argued that, given
Kayne' s (1994) antisymetric framework, the higher functional
dormain of (at |east) three southern Dutch dialects is nore



articulated than is assuned by e.g. Haegeman (1992) and De
Geest (1995), i.e. that the left periphery of these dialects
contains a FinP and an FP (cf. Uriagereka 1995). Their
argunments were based on data pertaining to object clitic

pl acement and subject clitic doubling in these three dialects.
The postul ation of these extra projections allowed van
Craenenbroeck and van Koppen to give a straightforward account
for a strange doubling effect in constructions involving

subj ect topicalisation

M| an Rezac (University of Toronto) anal ysed ‘' NP-novenent in
Icelandic’. He showed that object shift and nom native
associ ate novenent behave alike with respect to parasitic
gaps, weak crossover, binding condition A the semantic
effects they induce and their being related to structural
case. On the basis of these simlarities, Rezac proposed that
both types of NP-novenent target the Spec of T, whereby object
shift can only take place after v-to-T-novenent. Fromthis
anal ysi s Hol nberg’s generalisation, the only renaining
di fference between the two types of novenent, foll owed
naturally. In order to account for the differences between
English and Icelandic with respect to A-novenent, Rezac
proposed the T-zero-paraneter: only in Icelandic does T-zero
allow nultiple specifiers and does it trigger V-raising.

Ken Hiraiwa (MT) gave a talk on ‘EPP: object shift and
stylistic fronting in Scandinavian’. He tried to derive
several paranetric differences between |Icel andic and Mai nl and
Scandi navian fromthe Split EPP/ Agree-paraneter, which states
that in Icelandic EPP is not contingent on the operation
Agree, whereas in Miinland Scandinavian it is. This explains
why object shift is only allowed in the fornmer: the shifted
object in Spec, vP noves on to Spec, T to satisfy the EPP, thus
no | onger bl ocking the Agree-relation between T-zero and the
subject. In Mainland Scandi navian this is not an option and as
a consequence full DP object shift is not allowed. The sane
paraneter al so explains why only Icelandic allows stylistic
fronting: as the EPP-feature of T-zero is not dependent on
Agree, it can be satisfied by any category. Throughout the
talk Hraiwa furthernore argued in favour of a strictly
derivational approach to locality and agai nst the phase-based
approach of Chonsky (2001).

Joan Maling (Brandeis University) and Sigridur
Sigurjonsdottir (University of Iceland) reported on ‘The ‘ new
passive’ construction in lIcelandic’. They argued that the so-
call ed ‘ new passive’ construction in Icelandic should be
anal ysed as an active inpersonal construction with a
phonol ogi cally null pro-subject. This predicts that binding of
anaphors shoul d be possible (as there is a thematic subject),
t hat subject control of participial adjuncts should be
possi bl e, that an agentive by-phrase should be excluded (as it
woul d be a violation of the theta-criterion) and that
unaccusati ve verbs should be able to occur in this
construction. Maling and Sigurjonsdottir then presented the
results of an extensive study of the use of the new passive
construction anongst young |cel andi ¢ speakers, which showed



that their predictions are borne out. Furthernore, they
poi nted at sone geographical variation in their data.

The |l ast talk of the conference was given by Peter Svenoni us
(University of Tronsoe), who, after — quite rightfully —
congratul ating the organisers with a very successful workshop
focused on ‘Case and event structure’ . Svenoni us argued object
case to be the reflex of an uninterpretable aspect-feature on
D-zero (cf. Pesetsky & Torrego 2000 on nom native case).
Structurally, this neans that the case of the object-DP is
checked in an aspectual head above VP. Svenonius’s proposal
predicts that the availability of accusative case may vary
with the Aktionsart of the verb, a prediction borne out not
only by Burzio' s generalisation, but also by object case
marking in Icelandic. Svenonius showed that the choice between
accusative and dative objects in Icelandic is not so irregular
and unpredictable as it has been argued to be. He clained that
the dative is used when the DP which is licensed by the
Aktionsart of the verb is not a neasure of the progress of the
event (in the sense of Tenny 1994).
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3. Li sts

Note fromthe editors: as before, (*) indicates that the
entry’'s abstract is included in the abstracts section.
However, unlike before, we have only included those abstracts
that were sent to us, and not the ones that could be lifted
fromthe published articles. Instead, we have annotated sone
of the entries in the lists. The authors are in no way
responsi bl e for the wordings of these annotations, and we
apol ogi ze if they mi srepresent content and scope of their

wor k.

3.1 Books and di ssertations

Booij, GCeert. 2002. (*)
The Mor phol ogy of Dutch. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
2002. 1 SBN 0-19-829980- X (pb), 0-19-829979-6 (hb).

Enonds, Joseph E. 2000.
Lexi con and Granmar: the English Syntacticon. Muton de
Guyter, Berlin. Studies in Generative G ammar 50. |SBN 3-
11- 016689- 5.

Hol mer, Arthur, Jan-Qd of Svantesson, and Ake Vi berg, eds.,

2000.
Proceedi ngs of the 18th Scandi navi an Conference of
Li ngui stics. Lund University, Dept. of Linguistics and
Phonetics. | SBN 91-974116-0-4. [contents see 3. 3]

Kooprman, Hilda and Anna Szabol csi. 2001.
Ver bal conplexes. MT Press, Canbridge. Current Studies in
Li ngui stics 34. | SBN 0-262-61154-6. [unified anal ysis of
verb clusters and restructuring in German, Dutch, and
Hungari an, whereby all patterns involve the sane feature
checking requirements and invol ve overt phrasal novenent
only, with variation resulting fromthe varying sizes of the
phrases noved]

Mer chant, Jason. 2001. (*)



The syntax of silence: sluicing, islands, and ellipsis.
Oxford University Press, Oxford.

Muel l er, Reimar and Marga Reis, eds., 2001.
Modal i t aet und Modal ver ben i m Deut schen. Buske Verl ag,
Hanbur g. Linguistische Berichte Sonderheft 9. | SBN
3-87548-254-9. [contents see 3. 3]

Onhkado, Masayuki. 2001
A d English constructions with nultiple predicates. Hituzi
Syobo, Tokyo. | SBN 4-89476-131-09.

Wir mbr and, Susanne. 2001.
Infinitives: restructuring and clause structure. Muton de
Guyter, Berlin. Studies in CGenerative G anmar 55. | SBN 3-
11- 016686- 0.

Zel l er, Jochen. 2001.
Particle verbs and | ocal domains. John Benjam ns, Ansterdam
Li ngui sti k Aktuell 41. |SBN 90-272-2762-4.

3.2 Fromthe journals

AMERI CAN JOURNAL OF GERMANI C LI NGUI STI CS AND LI TERATURES: see
JOURNAL OF GERMANI C LI NGUJI STI CS

AUSTRALI AN JOURNAL OF LI NGUJI STICS 21.1 (2001)

Tani a Strahan
The Distribution of Reflexive Pronouns in Norwegian. 159-
169. [reports on the findings of a pilot study to
I nvestigate Long D stance Refl exives (LDR) in Norwegi an]

COGNI TI VE LI NGUI STICS 12.2 (2001)

Hol ger Di essel and M chael Tomasell o
The acquisition of finite conplenent clauses in English: a
corpus-based analysis. 97-141. [in nost of children's
conpl ex utterances that seemto include a finite conpl enent
cl ause, the main clause does not express a full proposition;
rather, it functions as an epistem c nmarker, attention
getter, or marker of illocutionary force]

DEUTSCHE SPRACHE 29.1 (2001)

Ver ner Abraham (*)
G bt es im Deutschen eine Kl asse von Praepositionen mt
Doppel rekti on? 63-75.

DEUTSCHE SPRACHE 29.2 (2001)

Joerg Peters
Stei gend-fall ende konturen imBerlinischen. 122-147. [the
rise-fall intonation pattern occurs in Berlin speech if
cl ose focus is present and the nunber of excluded
alternatives is limted; includes conparison wth Hanburg
speech]

Joachi m Sabel
Das deutsche Verbuminfinitum 148-175. [on the syntactic
di stribution of 'coherent infinitives'--they occur only in
di rect object position]



DI ACHRONI CA 17.2 (2000)

John McVWhorter
Strange bedfell ows: recovering the origins of Black English.
389-432. [research rapport on the occasion of The English
H story of African American English, ed. by Shana Popl ack,
Bl ackwel I, 2000; discusses the nerits of the Creolist vs.
the Di al ectol ogi st hypothesis of the origin of African
Anmeri can Engli sh]

ENGLI SH LANGUAGE AND LI NGUI STICS 5.1 (2001)

Mari a Jose Lopez-Couso and Bel en Mendez- Naya
On the History of *if*- and *though*-Links with Declarative
Compl enent Cl auses. 93-107. [exam nes the history of
decl arative clauses introduced by *if* and *though*]

Patrick Farrell
Functional shift as category underspecification. 109-130.
[argues that words like 'hamrer' and 'kiss' involve
categorially underspecified root |exenes, acquiring the
category noun/verb only as a function of the norphosyntactic
context in which they appear]

Anna Zribi-Hertz
Revi ew of Peter Sienmund, Intensifiers in English and Gernman:
A Conparison. 173-178.

ENGLI SH LI NGUI STICS 18.1 (2001)

Masar u Honda
Eboni cs as a systematic and rul e-governed | anguage. 120-141.
[review article of Perry & Delpit, eds., The real Ebonics
debat e, Beacon Press, Boston, 1998]

Toshi aki Ni shi hara
Notes on null-_that_ clauses in English. 111-119. [corpus
study evaluating the role of factivity and adjacency in
al l owi ng _that_-drop]

Ken’ i chi ro Nogawa
A semantic account of island-extraction. 32-56. [the
acceptability of extraction out of islands is subject to a
semantic constraint, the ‘pre-existence condition’]

Maki Sakanot o
The m ddl e and related constructions in English: a cognitive
net wor k approach. 86-110. [places the mddle in a cognitive
network of intransitive constructions]

H royuki Takagi
On so-called “obligatory control’: a cognitive account. 57-
85. [the properties of control follow fromthe semantics of
t he constructional schemas evoked for categorization]

ENGLI SH WORLD- WDE 22.1 (2001)

Li eselotte Anderwal d
"Was' /' were' variation in non-standard British English
today. 1-21

FOLI A LI NGUI STI CA 34.3-4 (2000)
Al vin Leong Ping
I dentifying the thene of existential clauses: a suggested



approach. [alternative analysis of the thematic structure of
exi stential clauses, characterizing 'thenme' and 'rhene' in
terns of nmessage devel opnent; material from English]

FOLI A LI NGUI STI CA HI STORI CA 21.1-2 (2000)
Patricia Poussa
Reanal ysi ng 'whose': the actuation and spread of the
I nvariable 'who' relative in Early Mdern English. 159-188.

JOURNAL OF COVPARATI VE GERVMANI C LI NGUI STICS 3.2 (2000)

Hans-Martin Gaertner
Are there V2 relative clauses in German? 97-141. [on the
type ‘das Blatt hat eine Seite die ist ganz schwarz’
answer: ‘no’ for syntax, ‘yes’ for interpretation]

Andr eas Kat hol
Syntactic categories and positional shape alternations. 59-
96. [conplenentizer inflection on wh-phrases and rel ative
pronouns argues for a positional unity of conplenentizers
and wh- phrases]

JOURNAL OF COVPARATI VE GERMANI C LI NGUI STICS 3.3 (2001[sic])

Li I i ane Haegeman
Antisymetry and verb-final order in Wst-Flem sh. 207-232.
[describes a ‘double novenent’ analysis of verb-final word
order in West-Flem sh, where the finite verb noves to I NFL
followed by leftward remmant novenent; the analysis is al so
applied to the word order in verb clusters]

Kordul a de Kuthy and Walt Detmar Meurers
On partial constituent fronting in German. 143-205. [HPSG
anal ysis of partial constituent fronting as renal ysis]

JOURNAL OF COVPARATI VE GERVANI C LI NGUI STICS 4.1 (2001)

Gernen J. de Haan
More is going on upstairs than downstairs. 3-38. [argues for
a parataxis analysis of enbedded V2 in Frisian, against a
CP-recursion anal ysi s]

E.G Ruys
Dut ch scranbling and the strong-weak distinction. 39-67.
[argues against the view that the interpretation of an
Indefinite object NP is a function of its absolute position]

Nat han Vaillette
Revi ew of ‘Deutsche Syntax Deklarativ: Head-driven Phrase
Structure G ammar fiur das Deutsche’ by Stefan Miller. 69-84.

JOURNAL OF GERMANI C LI NGUI STICS 13.1 (2001)

Cl audi a Fel ser
Wh- expl etives and secondary predication: German partial wh-
novenent reconsidered. 5-38. [new analysis of the ‘was...w
construction, where invariable ‘was’ is an object pronoun
licensing a predicative CP in V-conpl enent position]

John Ner bonne
Revi ew of Stefan Muiel |l er, Deutsche Syntax deklarativ: Head-
Driven Phrase Structure G ammar fuer das Deutsche. 88-96.



JOURNAL OF LINGU STICS 37.1 (2001)

Andr eas Kat hol
Positional effects in a nonostratal grammar of German. 35-
66. [argues that the notion of syntactic position should not
be defined in ternms of tree configurations but in terns of
|l inear distribution of constituent classes]

JOURNAL OF LINGUI STICS 37.2 (2001)

James P. Bl evins
Real i sati on-based | exicalism 355-365. [review article of
Farrell Ackerman and Gert Webel huth, A Theory of Predicates]

Frank Brisard
"Be going to': an exercise in grounding. 251-285. ['be going
to' features an interpretation of the future as non-given
yet present, with the pending event's being signal ed or
announced at the tinme of speaking]

James Kil bury
German noun inflection revisited. 339-353.

D. Gary Mller
Revi ew of Bettelou Los, Infinitival Conplenentation in Ad
and M ddl e English. 455-457.

El | en Thonpson
Tenpor al dependency and the syntax of subjects. 287-312.
[clains that the semantic relation of tenporal dependency
requires locality at LF; analysis of English gerundive
rel ative cl auses]

Mat t hew Whel pt on
El ucidation of a telic infinitive. 313-337. [on the
semantics of the infinitive of the type 'John hang his coat
up, only to realize that he had to go out again']

LANGUAGE 77.1 (2001)
@Qui do Vanden Wngaerd
Measuring Events. 61-90. [discusses the telic-atelic
di stinction and resultatives, with many data from Dutch]

LANGUAGE 77.3 (2001)

Haral d C ahsen, Sonja Ei senbeiss, Meike Hadler, and Ingrid

Sonnenst uhl
The Mental Representation of Inflected Words: An
Experinmental Study of Adjectives and Verbs in German. 510-
543. [on the representation in the nmental |exicon of
nor phol ogi cal rel ati onshi ps between regul ar and irregul ar
(stem changi ng) inflection]

Eil een Fitzpatrick
The prosodi c phrasing of clause-final prepositional phrases.
544-561. [short report using English data]

LI NGUA 111 (2001)

Josef Bayer, Markus Bader and M chael Meng
Mor phol ogi cal underspecification neets oblique case:
syntactic and processing effects in German. 465-514.
[ obl i que case-marked noun phrases in Gernman have an extra
functional |ayer Kase Phrase; conparison with English and



Dut ch]

Eri c Haeberl
Deriving syntactic effects of norphol ogi cal case by
el imnating abstract case. 279-313. [argues that the notion
of abstract Case can be elim nated fromthe grammar,
yielding a nore natural account of the dependency of
syntactic phenonena on the presence of norphol ogi cal Case]

A af Koeneman and Ad Neel eman
Predi cati on, verb novenent and the distribution of
expl etives. 189-233. [accounts for the distribution of
expletives in terns of predication theory]

Joan Maling
Dative: the heterogeneity of the mappi ng anong nor phol ogi cal
case, grammatical functions, and thematic roles. 419-464.
[evidence from English, German, and |cel andic]

Di eter Winderlich and Renate Lakaenper
On the interaction of structural and semantic case. 277-418.
[ di scusses structural case patterns in German, taking a
correspondence-theoretic approach, as well as doubl e object
constructions, where structural and semantic case conpete
W th each other, taking an Optimality Theoretic approach]

LI NGUI STI C I NQUIRY 32.1 (2001)

Quent her G ewendor f
Multiple Wa-fronting. 87-122. [multiple wh-questions in
German involve the formati on of wh-clusters consisting of
one visible and one or nore invisible wh-el ements]

Jeffrey Lidz
Condition R 123-140. [argues that the appropriate
partitioning of reflexives is semantic, not syntactic, and
proposes a principle requiring reflexivity to be lexically
expressed; data from Dutch]

Roger Martin
Nul I Case and the distribution of PRO 141-166. [whether or
not nonfinite T can check null Case depends crucially onits
tenporal properties]

Norvin Ri chards
An idiomatic argunent for |exical deconposition. 183-192.
[argunent based on idions with ‘give -‘get’/’take’
al ternations]

LI NGUI STI C | NQUI RY 32.2 (2001)

Artem s Al exi adou and El ena Anagnost opoul ou
The Subject-In-Situ generalization and the role of Case in
driving conputations. 193-231. [discusses cases where NP-
novenent out of VP is not forced by the EPP, but by a CAse-
rel ated requirement forcing one NP to vacate the VP;
contai ns di scussion of |celandic]

Benj am n Brueni ng
R obeys Superiority: frozen scope and ACD. 233-273.
[ di scusses cases where ACD i s possible (suggesting QR) but
scope is frozen (suggesting no QR), and proposes that QR
behaves |i ke other novenent operations in not allowng a
reordering of the elenments undergoing it; data from Engli sh]



Jairo Nunes
Si deward novenent. 303-344. [on interarboreal novenent,
contains brief discussion of German ‘wh...wh constructions]
Thomas Stroik
On the light verb hypothesis. 362-369. [English ‘do so’ is
not a proformfor VP but for vPj

LI NGUI STI C | NQUI RY 32. 3 (2001)

G sbhert Fansel ow
Features, theta roles, and free consituent order. 405-437.
[ proposes a new base generation account of free constituent
order; theta-role assignnment is a by-product of checking the
formal features of argunments; material from Gernman]

Eri c Reul and
Primtives of binding. 439-492. [explains the conditions on
t he bi ndi ng of pronouns, sinplex anaphors, and conpl ex
anaphors, distinguishing the roles of the conputational
system interpretive procedures, and di scourse storage;
argues that locality conditions on binding follow (in part)
froma general principle of econony counting interpretive
st eps]

C. Jan-Wuter Zwart
Qbj ect shift with raising verbs. 547-554. [argues that
object shift in Dutch restructuring constructions with an
unaccusative matrix verb shows that objects are |icensed not
by ‘little vi but by a functional head]

LI NGUI STI C | NQUI RY 32.4 (2001)

Peter Ackemm
Col l'i di ng conpl enenti zers in Dutch: another syntactic OCP
effect. 717-727. [on conditions governing the spell-out of
mul ti pl e conpl enenti zers]

Andr e Mei nunger
Restrictions on verb raising. 732-740. [the inpossibility of
verb second of main verbs across elenents like ‘nmehr als’ is
shown to be an instance of a nore general phenonenon,
per haps i nvol ving crossing over a P/C head]

THE LI NGUI STI C REVI EW 18. 1 (2001)

Mar cel den Di kken
"Pluringulars', pronouns, and quirky agreenment. 19-41.
[ addr esses the behavior of English weak and null pronouns in
three agreenent donains: agreenent attraction, agreenent
wWth 'commttee' -type noun phrases ('pluringulars'), and
agreenent in 'there' sentences]

THE LI NGUI STI C REVI EW 18. 2 (2001)

Marit Julien
The syntax of conplex tenses. 125-167. [argues in support of
a biclausal analysis of periphrastic tenses]

THE LI NGUI STI C REVI EW 18. 3 (2001)
Pet er Ackenmmn
On the relation between V-to-1 and the structure of the



I nfl ectional paradigm 233-263. [explains why no single
definition of rich inflection can exactly divide the V-to-I
| anguages fromthe non-V-to-1 ones; rich inflection and V-
to-1 are alternative ways of avoiding a violation of the
sanme constraint disfavoring conplexity bel ow the X-zero

| evel ]

LI NGUI STI CS AND PHI LOSOPHY 24.6 (2001)

Kj el | Johann Saeboe
The semantics of Scandi navian free choice itens. 737-787.
[ Scandi navi an FCls have two conponents, a universa
guantifying into nodal contexts, and an operator mapping a
type <s,t> expression onto itself]

LI NGUI STI SCHE BERI CHTE 186 (2001)

Kristina Poncin
Praeferierte Satzgliedfol ge i mDeutschen: Mdell und
experinentell e Evaluation. 175-203. [on the influence of
granmmati cal function on the preferred word order in the
German Mttel feld]

LI NGUI STI SCHE BERI CHTE 187 (2001)

Cl audi a Fel ser and Laura Rupp
Expl etives as argunents: Cernmanic existential sentences
revisited. 289-324. [argues that the expletive is an
argunent expression raising to the nost external subject
position in order to satisfy the EPP;, it is not partitive
Case- mar ked but has default Case]

LI NGUI STI SCHE BERI CHTE 188 (2001)

Jochen Zeller (%)
How syntax restricts the |lexicon: Particle verbs and
i nternal argunents. 461-494.

NATURAL LANGUAGE AND LI NGUJI STI C THEORY 18.4 (2000)

Hans Broekhui s
Agai nst feature strength: the case of Scandi navi an obj ect
shift. 673-721. [the distinction between strong and weak
formal features can be captured by assumi ng an interaction
between a constraint that disfavours novenent (STAY) and a
constraint (famly) F that requires checking of formnal
f eat ur es]

NATURAL LANGUAGE AND LI NGUJI STI C THEORY 19.1 (2001)
Gosse Bouma, Robert Malouf, and Ivan A Sag
Sati sfying constraints on extraction and adjunction. 1-65.
[a unified feature-based theory of conplenent, adjunct, and
subj ect extraction w thout val ence reducing lexical rules or
traces; offers a new account of the that-trace effect]
Soowon Ki m
Chain conposition and uniformty. 67-107. [argues for
i censing of parasitic gaps at LF, based on the observation
that parasitic gaps are inconpatible with nultiple
quantifications that undergo absorption at LF]



| dan Landau
Control and extraposition: the case of Super-Equi. 109-152.
[infinitives enbedded under psychol ogi cal predicates require
| ocal control, others allow nonlocal control; this
corresponds with the presence or absence of extraposition
and of a local Agree relation between the matrix predicate
and t he enbedded Agr]

Anna- Lena W kl und
Dressing up for vocabulary insertion: the parasitic supine.
199- 228. [ norphol ogy-after-syntax anal ysis of the Swedi sh
doubl e participle construction]

NATURAL LANGUAGE AND LI NGUJI STI C THEORY 19.2 (2001)

Dani el Buering and Katharina Hartmann
The syntax and semantics of focus-sensitive particles in
German. 229-281. [argues that German focus particles such as
"nur' always adjoin to non-argunents and that they do not
under go LF-rai sing]

Peter W Culicover and Robert D. Levine
Stylistic inversion in English: a reconsideration. 283-310.
[outlines the differences between inversion with |ight and
heavy postverbal NPs; with light inversion, the fronted PP
Is a subject, with heavy inversion, it is a topic; heavy
I nversion is heavy NP shift applying to subjects]

Renat e Musan
The present perfect in German: outline of its semantic
conposition. 355-401. [shows that the German present perfect
obligatorily contains a resultant-state conponent and a
genui ne, canonically interpreted present tense]

NATURAL LANGUAGE AND LI NGUJI STI C THEORY 19.3 (2001)

Cedri c Boeckx
Scope reconstruction and A-novenent. 503-548. [re-exam nes
t he question of whether A-novenent gives rise to
reconstruction effects; it does with indefinites, and
partially with non-indefinites]

NATURAL LANGUAGE SEMANTICS 9.2 (2001)

Cl audi a Mai enborn
On the position and interpretation of |ocative nodifiers.
191-240. [offers syntactic and semantic evidence for the
exi stence of three types of locative nodifiers within the
verbal domain that differ with respect to syntactic base
position and interpretation]

NEDERLANDSE TAALKUNDE 6.1 (2001)

Jan Kost er
Li nks en rechts van het werkwoord. 38-53. [a parallel
structure analysis of extraposition in Dutch deriving mrror
| mge phenonena]

I na Scher ner - Ver neer
G ammatica, |exicon, en de dubbel object-constructie in het
Neder| ands en het Engels. 22-37. [on the question which
verbs can be used in a doubl e object construction]



NEDERLANDSE TAALKUNDE 6.4 (2001)

M nne C. de Boer
Anaf ori sch _degene_. 290-305. [on a syntactic innovation in
Dutch where a cataphoric pronoun turns into an anaphor]

NORDI C JOURNAL OF LI NGUI STICS 24.1 (2001)

Johanna Bar dda
The perplexity of Dat-Nomverbs in Icelandic. 47-70. [shows
that a verb that selects both a dative and a nom native
argunment may give rise to two types of construction, with
either a dative or a nom native subject]

Tavs Bjerre
Causation, event structure and process specifying
adverbi al s. 29-46. [HPSG anal ysis of inchoatives,
causati ves, and acconplishnments in Danish, with special
attention to PPs specifying a subevent in these
constructi ons]

K.E. Kristoffersen
Semantic structure of the Norwegian preposition 'not'. 3-28.
[cognitive semantics anal ysis based on corpus nmaterial ]

Muri el Norde
The history of the Swedish genitive: the full story. 107-
118. [reply to Lars-A of Delsing's review of the author's
di ssertation, with postscript by Del sing]

NORDI CA BERGENSI A 22 (2000)

I ndri dason, Thorsteinn G
Mor f ol ogi noeter syntaks. Omgenitivsammensatte ord
I sl andsk. 174-201.

NORSK LI NGVI STI SK TI DSSKRI FT 19. 2 (2001)

Ber nardo Chri stophe
Zur Kategorie der D athese in den skandi navi schen Sprachen:
Versuch ei ner sprachhistorischen Interpretation. 207-228.
[the devel opnent of the s/st-passive involves reduced
volitionality; the opposition synthetic-periphrastic passive
I's one of aspect]

NOWELE 38 (2001)

Aune Cest er man
From'there' to 'where': the devel opnent of relative and
conjunctive adverbs in Mddl e English. 65-107.

NOAELE 39 (2001)

Paeti Pahta and Saara Nevanli nna
On markers of expository apposition. 3-51. [focusing on Late
M ddl e and Early Modern Engli sh]

SNI PPETS 4 (2001)
Dirk Bury
German V3 and the origin of adverbs. 2.

SPRACHTYPOLOG E UND UNI VERSALI ENFORSCHUNG 54.1 (2001)
Janez Oreshni k



Nat ur al ness: the passive in the Minland Scandi navi an
| anguages. 26- 34.

SPRACHW SSENSCHAFT 26. 3 (2001)

Cornelia Zelinsky-W bbel t
G ammati kal i sierung und Interferenzen in der Frendsprache
English. 267-308. [conpares grammaticalization in German and
Engl i sh]

STUDI A LI NGUI STI CA 55.1 (2001)

K. A. Jayaseel an
| P-internal topic and focus phrases. 39-75. [contains
di scussion of scranmbling in German and Dutch in the context
of a proposal regarding the existence of Topic and Focus
Phrases in the Mttelfeld (above vP)]

STUDI A LI NGUI STI CA 55.2 (2001)

Concha Castillo
The configuration of ECM structures. 113-139. [on the
tenporal interpretation of verbal and nonverbal ECM
constructions; conparison of English and Spani sh]

SYNTAX 4.1 (2001)
C. Jan-Wuter Zwart
Syntactic and phonol ogi cal verb novenent. 34-62. [argues
agai nst the view that verb second is an effect of
| inearization at PF, offers an analysis of the Frisian
| mperativus-pro-infinitivo construction]

SYNTAX 4.3 (2001)

Carson T. Schuetze
On the nature of default Case. 205-238. [default Case
I nvol ves default norphology at Spell-Qut and has no bearing
on the Case Filter; analysis of accusative as the English
default Case]

TAAL EN TONGVAL 52.1 (2001)

Li I i ane Haegeman
Genus en naamwor dver pl aatsing in het Westvlaanms. 115-135.
[the rel ation between overt gender marking and DP-i nter nal
noun novenent fails to apply in West-Fl em sh]

THEORETI CAL LI NGQUI STICS 27.1 (2001)

Hel mut Weiss (*)
On two types of natural |anguages: sonme consequences for
| i ngui stics. 87-103.

WORKI NG PAPERS | N SCANDI NAVI AN SYNTAX 67 (June 2001)
Johanna Barddal and Thorhal | ur Eythorsson
The evol ution of oblique subjects in Scandi navi an. 57-83.
[ argues against the view that A d Icelandic did not have
obl i que subj ect s]
Thor hal | ur Eyt horsson
The syntax of verbs in Early Runic. 1-55. [refutes the view



that there was a clear SOV-SVO shift in the devel opnent of
Early Runi c]

@unl og Joseffson
The true nature of Hol nberg’ s Generalization revisited-once
again. 85-102. [argues that the restriction on object shift
I s not phonological in nature, but the result of a
conspiracy of the Principle of Mnimal Conpliance and a
Generalized Doubly Filled COW Filter]

Hal | dor Armann Si gurdsson
Case: abstract vs. norphol ogical. 103-151. [novenent out of
vP is not for Case assignnment but for checking of other
features, nost notably Person]

WORKI NG PAPERS | N SCANDI NAVI AN SYNTAX 68 (Decenber 2001)
Hubert Hai der
How to stay accusative in Insular Germanic
Susann Fischer & Artem s Al exi adou
On Stylistic Fronting: German vs. Ronmance
Zel j ko Boskovi c
PF nmerger in Scandi navian: Stylistic Fronting and Object
Shi ft
Nom Erteschik-Shir
P-syntactic notivation for novenent: inperfect alignnment in
oj ect Shift
Gunnar Hrafn Hraf nbj argarson
An Optinmality Theory anal ysis of agreenent in Icelandic
DAT- NOM const ructi ons
Lars-d of Del sing
Stylistic Fronting, evidence from d d Scandi navi an

ZElI TSCHRI FT FUER DI ALEKTOLOG E UND LI NGUI STI K 68. 3 (2001)

Vol ker Harm
Zur Her ausbil dung der deutschen Futurunschrei bung. 288-307.
[on the devel opnment of the typologically rare periphrastic
future with '"werden']

ZElI TSCHRI FT FUER GERMANI STI SCHE LI NGUI STI K 29. 2 (2001)

Mar kus Hundt
G ammat i kal i si erungsphaenonene bei Praepositional objekten in
der deutschen Sprache. 167-191. [the relation 'prepositional
object' in German is the result of grammaticalization]

ZEl TSCHRI FT FUER SPRACHW SSENSCHAFT 20.1 (2001)

Margret Selting
Berlini sche I ntonationskonturen: 'Die Treppe aufwaerts'. 66-
116. [on the typical rising pitch intonation used in Berlin
speech with lists and particul ar kinds of biographic story
telling]

3.3 Fromedited vol unes

Kirsten ADAMZI K and Hel en CHRI STEN, eds., 2001, Sprachkont akt,
-vergleich, -variation: Festschrift fuer CGottfried Kol de zum



65. Ceburtstag. Tuebingen: Max N eneyer. | SBN 3-484-73055- 2.

Wer ner Abr aham
Negati v- pol are Zei tangaben i m West ger mani schen und di e
perfektive Kohaesi onsstrategie.

Susanne BECKMANN, Peter-Paul KOENI G and Georg WOLF, eds.
2000, Sprachspi el und Bedeutung: Festschrift fuer Franz
Hundsnur scher zum 65. Geburtstag. N eneyer, Tuebingen. |SBN 3-
484-73054- 4.

Wer ner Abr aham
Mehr f achnegati on (IMN) i m Deutschen und i m Afri kaans.

H. BElI SSWENGER et al, eds., 2001, Festschrift fuer H. E.
W egand. Mouton de Guyter, Berlin.

Wer ner Abr aham
Syntax and semantics of nodal verbs in German and their
di achronic root: soft aspectual and robust finiteness
constraints.

Andreas BI TTNER, Dagmar BI TTNER, and Kl aus- M chael KOEPCKE,
eds., 2000, Angenessene Strukturen: Systenorganisation in
Phonol ogi e, Morephol ogi e und Syntax. Hildesheimu.a.: Ceorg
O ns Verlag. |SBN 3-487-11267- 1.

Wer ner Abr aham
Zw schen extensi onal er OCekonom e und i ntensional er
| okal i sti scher Praezisierung: Dativobjekte i mDeutschen und
I hre W edergabe i m kasusl osen N ederl aendi schen.

Ronnie CANN, Claire GROVER, and Philip MLLER, eds., 2000,
G ammtical interfaces in HPSG Studies in Constraint-Based
Lexi calism Stanford: CSLI-Publications.

Stefan Muiel |l er
German Particle Verbs and the Predicate Conplex. 215-229.
[http://ww. df ki . de/ ~st ef an/ Pub/ part - conpl ex. ht m ]

Nor bert CORVER and Henk van RI EMSDI JK, eds., 2001, Sem -

| exi cal categories: the function of content words and the
content of function words. Muton de Guyter, Berlin. Studies
In Cenerative Gammr 59. |SBN 3-11-016685- 2.

Anna Cardinaletti and G uliana G usti

“Sem -l exical” notion verbs in Ronance and Ger nani c.
Kristin M Ei de and Tor A Aafarl

Sem -l exical heads in a semantically charged syntax.



Joseph Enonds
The flat structure econony of sem -|exical heads.
Hubert Hai der
Heads and sel ecti on.
El i sabet h Loebel
Classifiers and sem -lexicality: functional and semantic
sel ection.
Susan Power s
Children’s sem -1 exi cal heads.
Joan Rafel
As for _as/for_, they are sem -1|exical heads.
Carson T. Schuetze
Semantically enpty |exical heads as |ast resorts.
Jochen Zeller (%)
Lexical particles, sem -I|exical postpositions.

Peter W CULI COVER and Paul M POSTAL, eds., 2001, Parasitic
Gaps. Current Studies in Linguistics 35. MT Press, Canbridge.
| SBN 0-262-03284- 8.

El i sabet h Engdahl
Parasitic gaps. [reprint of fanmous 1983 article]

El i sabet h Engdahl
Versatile parasitic gaps. [argues that parasitic gaps are
nore versatile than has been hitherto recogni zed]

Robert D. Levine, Thomas E. Hukari, and M chael Cal nagno
Parasitic gaps in English: sone overl ooked cases and their
theoretical inplications. [argues that parasitic gaps are
not necessarily different in kind from canonical gaps]

Andr eas Kat hol
On the nonexistence of true parasitic gaps in Gernman.
[argues that parasitic gaps in German are in fact
pseudoparasitic gaps]

Chri st opher Kennedy
VP-del etion and ‘nonparasitic gaps’. [reprint of 1997 LI
article]

Al an Munn
Expl ai ning parasitic gap restrictions. [a conparison of
parasitic gaps and Across-The-Board extraction gaps w.r.t.
Weak Crossover]

Paul M Post al
Further lacunae in the English parasitic gap paradi gm
[further evidence show ng that parasitic gaps are
I nconpati ble with anti pronom nal contexts]

Paul M Post al
Parasitic and pseudoparasitic gaps. [reprint of 1994 paper]

Paul M Post al
M ssing parasitic gaps. [a foll owup on Kennedy' s paper]

N. DEHE and A. WANNER, eds., 2001, Structural Aspects of
Semantically Conpl ex Verbs. Frankfurt/Bern/New York: Peter
Lang.



Jochen Zell er
Prefixes as transitivizers, 1-34.

JAN TERJE FAARLUND, ed., 2001, Grammatical relations in
change. Studies in Language Conpani on Series 56. John
Benj am ns, Ansterdani Phil adel phia. |ISBN 90 272 3058 7. (*)

Wer ner Abr aham
How far does semantic bl eaching go: About grammaticalization
that does not termnate in functional categories.

John O e Askedal
“Oblique subjects”, structural and |exical case marking:
Some thoughts on case assignnment in North Germanic and
Ger man.

Jan Terje Faarl und
The notion of oblique subject and its status in the history
of Icel andic.

Elly van Cel deren
Towar ds personal subjects in English: Variation in feature
interpretability.

Lars Hel toft
Recasti ng Dani sh subjects: Case system word order and
subj ect devel opnent.

D. Gary Mller
Subj ect and object in Ad English and Latin copul ar
deonti cs.

Muri el Norde
The | oss of |exical case in Swedish.

GRONI NGER ARBEI TEN ZUR GERMANI STI SCHEN LI NGUJI STI K 44 (2001).
Maki ng Sense: in honor of Werner Abraham Geart van der Meer
and Alice GB. ter Meulen, eds. [See Newsdesk above.]

Wer ner Abr aham
On identifying unaccusativity.
Jon O e Askedal
Mysteries of response particles in Norwegi an and Gernman:
toward a conparative study.
Davi d Dowty
The semantic asymmetry of ‘argunent alternations’ (and why
It matters).
Elly van Cel deren
Evi denti al s and aspect.
Laszl o Mol narfi
On the Interpretation of Miultiple Negation in Spoken and
Witten Afrikaans.
Susan d sen
Coordi nation i n norphol ogy and syntax: the case of
copul ati ve conpounds.
Hel mut Weiss (*)
Information structure neets mnimalist syntax: on argunent



order and Case norphol ogy in Bavari an.

Gerda HASSLER, ed., 2001, Sprachkontakt und Sprachvergl ei ch.
Nodus Publ i kati onen, Mienster. |SBN 3-89323-134-X. (Studium
Sprachw ssenschaft. Beihefte. 34.). http://go.to/nodus

Il se Wscher
Sprachkont akt und Grammati kal i si erung. Zum Ei nfl uss des
Al tnordi schen auf die Entw cklung der englischen Sprache.
Hei de Wegener
Integration und N chtintegration von Satzkonjunkten im
Deut schen und i m Franzoesi schen.

Proceedi ngs of the HPSG 2000 conference, Dan Flickinger and
Andr eas Kat hol, eds., 2000, CSLI Publications, Stanford.

Stefan Muel | er
The passive as a lexical rule. 247-266.
[ http://ww. df ki . de/ ~st ef an/ Pub/ pass_Ir. htnl ]

Andr zei KATNY, ed., 2000, Aspektualitaet in germani schen und
sl awi schen Sprachen. [ SBN 83-232-1036-5.

Ver ner Abr aham
Ker n- oder Epi phaenonenal itaet? ‘Ergativverben’ und Mttel-
konstrukti onen i m Sprachenvergl ei ch.

Ti bor KISS and Det mar MEURERS, eds., 2001, Constraint-based
Approaches to CGermanic syntax. Studies in Constraint-Based
Lexicalism 7. Stanford: CSLI-Publications.

Stefan Muiel |l er
Case in German - Towards an HPSG Anal ysis. 217-255.
[ http://ww. df ki . de/ ~st ef an/ Pub/ case. ht m ]

LI NGUI STICS I N THE NETHERLANDS 2001. Ton van der Wuden and
Hans Broekhuis, eds., John Benjam ns, Anmsterdam 2001. AVT
Publ i cati ons 18. | SSN 0929-7332.

Leoni e Cornips and WIly Jongenburger (*)
Elicitation techniques in a Dutch syntactic dialect atlas
project. 53-63.

Nor bert Corver
On predicate nunerals. 65-76. [argues that DP-internal
nuneral s are predicates undergoi ng predicate displacenent,
ei ther by head novenent or by XP-novenent; data from Dutch,
Engl i sh, Romani an, Hebrewj

Petra Hendri ks
Initial coordination and the Law of Coordi nation of Likes.



127-138.

Matthijs van der Meer, Wuter van Atteveld, Peter Coopmans,

and WlliamPhillip
Subj ect - obj ect asymmetries in Dutch children’s conprehension
of *w e*-questions. 167-176.

M T WORKI NG PAPERS I N LINGUI STICS 39. A few from buil di ng E39,
El ena Guerzoni and Ora Matushansky, eds.

Cornel i a Krause
On possession and i nherent Case.
Pet er Svenoni us
On bject Shift, scranmbling and the PIC.

Rei mar MUELLER and Marga REI S, eds., Mdalitaet und
Modal ver ben i m Deut schen. Buske Verl|ag, Hanburg. Linguistische
Berichte Sonderheft 9. | SBN 3-87548-254-9.

Ver ner Abraham (*)
Modal s: toward expl ai ning the ‘epistem c non-finiteness
gap’ .
Katrin Axel (%*)
Al t hochdeut sche Modal ver ben al s Anhebungsver ben.
U rike Denske (*)
Zur Distribution von Infinitivkonplenenten imAlthoch-
deut schen.
Gabriele Dewald (*)
‘ Schei nen’ - Probl eme: Anal ogi e, Konstruktionsm schung und die
Sogwi r kung aktiver G ammati kal i si erungskanael e.
Serge Doitchinov (*)
“Es kann sein, dass der Junge ins Haus gegangen ist” - Zum
Er st spracherwerb von ‘ koennen’ in epistem scher Lesart.
John Durbin and Rex A. Sprouse (*)
The syntactic category of the preterite-present nodal verbs
I n German.
Veroni ka Ehrich (%)
Was ‘nicht nmuessen’ und ‘nicht koennen’ (nicht) bedeuten
koennen: Zum Skopus der Negation bei den Mbddal verben des
Deut schen.
Thomas d oning (*)
Gebrauchswei sen von Mdal verben und Texttraditionen.
Fer di nand de Haan (*)
The Rel ati on between Mddality and Evidentiality.
Dani el Holl (*)
Was i st nodal an Mbdalen Infinitiven?
Rei mar Muel ler (*)
Modal verben, Infinitheit und Negation i mProsa-Lancel ot.
Dori s Penka and Arnimvon Stechow (*)
Negati ve Indefinita unter Modal verben.
Marga Reis (*)
Bi | den Mbdal ver ben i m Deut schen ei ne syntakti sche Kl asse?



Proceedi ngs of NELS 31 (2001), Mnjoo Kimand Ui Strauss,
eds., GLSA, Amherst, Massachusetts.

Ana Arregu
Avoid F in ACD.
Zhel j ko Boshkovi c
Fl oating quantifiers and th-rol e assignnent.
Barbara G tko
Del etion under identity in relative clauses.
Jocel yn Cohan
Reconsi dering identification focus.
Mar cel den Di kken and Anastasi a G annaki dou
What the hell ?!
Ni col e Dehe
Intonation patterns of particle verb constructions in
Engl i sh.
WIlliam D. Davies and Stanl ey Dubi nsky
Bypassi ng subj acency effects: how event structure ammesties
extraction out of object NPs.
Howar d Lasni k
When can you save a structure by destroying it?
Felicia Lee
Rel ati ve cl auses w t hout wh-novenent.
Martha McG nnni s
Phases and the syntax of applicatives.
Acrisio Pires
Cl ausal and TP-defective gerunds: control w thout tense.
Li sa deMena Travis
The syntax of reduplication.
Takae Tsuj i oka
| nproper remant A-novenent

Proceedi ngs of the 18th SCANDI NAVI AN CONFERENCE OF LI NGUI STI CS
(2000). Arthur Hol nmer, Jan-d of Svantesson, and Ake Vi berg,
eds. Lund University, Dept. of Linguistics and Phonetics. | SBN
91-974116-0-4.

Johanna Bar dda
The role of thematic roles in constructions? Evidence from
the Icel andic inchoative.
Britta Jensen
Syntactic negative polarity itemlicensing: evidence from
Engl i sh and Dani sh.
Kristin Melum Ei de & Tor bj oern Nordgaard
Modal s and the syntax-semantics interface: the Scandi navi an
chal | enge.
El i sabet Engdahl
Scandi navi an passives in HPSG
Thor hal | ur Eyt horsson
Dative vs. nom native: changes in quirky subjects in
I cel andi c.
Benjam n Lyngfelt
C-command vs. | ogophoric control: interpretive OT applied to



Swedi sh adverbial infinitives.
Hel ge Loedrup
Cl ausal argunents and unbounded dependenci es.
Joaki m Ni vre
A Scandi navi an perspective on Swedish indefinite
determ ners.
Tor bj oern Nordgaard and Lars G Johnsen
Compl ex passives - a declarative anal ysis.
Pet er Svenoni us
| nper sonal passives and the EPP: a phase-based anal ysi s.
Kendra W /I son
A d Icelandic topicalization and the enmergence of stylistic
fronting.
Ann Li ndval
Swedi sh verb particles and Polish aspect marKking.
M chael Ri essler
Nort h Scandi navi an and Saam - two norphosyntactic
parall el s.
Anneli N |sson
Semantic shift anong adjectives in the southern-Swedi sh
di al ect of Scani a.
Rita Therkel sen
The Dani sh di scourse particles ‘jo’, ‘da’, and ‘vel

Chr. SCHANER, John RENNI SON, and F. NEUBARTH, eds., 2001,
Natural | y! Linguistic studies in honour of Wlfgang Urich
Dressler presented on the occasion of his 60th birthday.
Torino: Rosenberg & Sellier.

Wer ner Abr aham
The evidential status of nodal verbs in German.

O iver TEUBNER et al., eds., 2000, Festschrift fuer Peter
Ei senberg. Mouton de Guyter, Berlin. |SBN 3-484-73053-6.

Werner Abraham and Ani ek |Jbenma
Di e syntaktische Funktion des infinitivischen zu.

Wer ner THI ELEMANN and Kl aus VELKE, eds., 2001, Val enztheorie
-- Einsichten und Ausblicke. Nodus Publikati onen, Mienster.
| SBN 3-89323-284-2. http://go.to/ nodus

Hans- Wer ner Er ons
Gel oeste und ungel oeste Fragen der verbal en Val enz.
Gerd Wt j ak
Val enzt heorie i m Aufw nd? Versuch einer Bilanz.
Ludwi g M Ei chi nger
Dependenti el | e Anal yse konpl exer Praedi kat e.
Hel mut 4 ueck
Di e Verlaufsfornmen in den germani schen Sprachen, besonders
I m Deut schen.



John O e Askedal
I nterlingual e Val enzdi vergenzen i m Bereich indirekter
hj ekt e: Deutsch vs. Norwegi sch.

Urich Engel (unter Mtarbeit von Danuta Rytel-Kuc)
Kontrastive Val enzbeschrei bung deut sch-sl aw sch.

UCL WORKI NG PAPERS I N LI NGUI STICS 13 (2001). [al so accessible
t hr ough www. phon. ucl . ac. uk/ honme/ PUB/ WPL/ ucl wpl . ht i ]

Peter Ackema and Kriszta Szendro”i.
Determ ner sharing as an instance of dependent ellipsis.
[ Argues that determ ner sharing involves a two-step elision
process of coordinate ellipsis and ‘determner ellipsis’.]
Ad Neel eman and Hans van de Koot .
Bare resultatives.
[ A conpl ex-predicate analysis of resultatives in terns of
bare phrase structure.]

Petra M VOGEL and Bernard COVRIE, eds., 2000, Approaches to
the typol ogy of word classes. Mouton de Gruyter, Berlin. |SBN
3-11-016102- 8.

Wer ner Abr aham
Modal particles in German: word classification and | egacy
beyond grammatical i zati on.

Shei |l a WATTS, Jonat han WEST, and Hans-Joachi m SOLMS, eds.,
2001, Zur verbnor phol ogi e germani scher Sprachen. N eneyer,
Tuebi ngen.

Wer ner Abr aham
Peculiarities of verbal classes in German, particularly in
relation to English and Dutch.

ZAS PAPERS | N LI NGQUI STI CS 23 (2001)

Carsten Breul .
Focus structure and the referential status of indefinite
guantificational expressions. 23-38.

3.4 Unpublished material received

Ackema, Peter and Ad Neel eman. 2001.
Context-sensitive Spell-Qut and adj acency. M., Utrecht
Uni versity and University Col |l ege London.

Bobal ji k, Jonathan D. 2001.
A-chains and the PF-interface: copies and covert novenent.
Ms., MG Il University. To appear in Natural Language and
Li ngui stic Theory.

Bobal ji k, Jonathan D. 2001.



The inplications of rich agreenent: why norphol ogy does not
drive syntax. Ms., MG Il University. To appear in
Proceedi ngs of WCCFL 20.

Evers, Arnold. 2001.
Verbal clusters and cluster-creepers. M., Urecht
Uni versity.

Hankanmer, Jorge and Line M kkel sen. 2001.
The nor phosyntax of definiteness in Danish. To appear in
Syntax at Santa Cruz 3, James MO oskey, ed.

| Jbema, Ani ek. 2001.
G ammaticalization and infinitival conplenents in Dutch
Ms., Leiden University.

Julien, Marit. 2001.
Determ ners and word order in Scandi navian nom nal phrases.
Ms., University of Tronsoe.

Kayne, Richard S. 2001
Prepositions as probes. M., New York University.

Kayne, Richard S. 2001
Pronouns and their antecedents. M., New York University.

Ker stens, Johan. 2001.
Argument structuur in het Nederlands. M., Utrecht
University. [book |ength study, available from
http://ww. | et.uu.nl/~nltaal/kerstens/boek. htnj

Kl ooster, Wm 2000.
A note on ‘postposed adverbial phrases in Dutch. M.,
Uni versity of Ansterdam

Leu, Thomas. 2001.
A sketchy note on the article-nodifier relation: evidence
fromSw ss German whi ch sheds |ight on G eek determ ner
spreading. Ms., University of GCeneva.

M kkel sen, Line. 2001.
Revi ew of Meurers and Kiss, eds. Constraint-Based Approaches
to Germanic Syntax. To appear in Nordic Journal of
Li ngui stics 24. 2.

M kkel sen, Line. 2001.
Reanal yzi ng the definiteness effect: evidence from Danish.
Ms., UC Santa Cruz. [available on Rutgers Optinmality Archive
(http://roa.rutgers. edu) ROA# 470-1101]

Mol narfi, Laszlo. 2001.
Focus and Antifocus in nodern Afrikaans and West Germanic.
Ms., University of Vienna.

Muel l er, Stefan. 2000.
Compl ex Predi cates: Verbal Conplexes, Resultative
Constructions, and Particle Verbs in Gernman,
Habi litationsschrift, Universitaet des Saarl andes,
Phi | osophi sche Fakul taet 11, Saarbruecken.
[http://ww. df ki . de/ ~st ef an/ Pub/ conpl ex. ht m ]

Muel l er, Stefan. 2001.
The norphol ogy of German particle verbs: solving the
bracketi ng paradox. To appear in Proceedings of the
HPSG 2001 Conference, Frank van Eynde, Lars Hellan and
Dor ot hee Beernmann, eds. Stanford: CSLI Publications.
[http://ww. df ki . de/ ~st ef an/ Pub/ par adox. ht m ]

Muel l er, Stefan. 2001.



An HPSG anal ysi s of German depictive secondary predicates.
To appear in Proceedings of Formal G ammar 2001.
[ http://ww. df ki . de/ ~st ef an/ Pub/ depi ktive. ht m ]

Wei ss, Helnut. 2001. (*)
Three types of Negation. A case study in Bavarian. To appear
in Syntactic Mcrovariation, ed. Sjef Barbiers.

Wei ss, Helnut. 2001. (*)
I ndefinite Pronouns. Morphol ogy and Syntax in Cross-
| i ngui stic Perspective. To appear in Pronouns: G ammar and
Representation, ed. Horst Sinon and Hei ke Wese. Ansterdam
Phi | adel phi a: Benjam ns.

Wei ss, Helnut. 2001. (*)
How to define dial ect and | anguage. A proposal for further
di scussion. Ms., University of Regensburg.

Wei ss, Helnut. 2001. (*)
AGR-i n- COW? An expl anation of (the energence of) parti al
pro-drop. Ms., University of Regensburg.

Wir nbrand, Susi. 2001.
Verb clusters, verb raising, and restructuring. M., MGlI
University. To appear in the Blackwell Syntax Conpani on.
PDF: www. arts.ntgill.cal/prograns/|inguistics/faculty/
wur mbr and/ r esear ch/
[ 94 page overview article on Germanic verb cl usters]

Wir nbrand, Susi. 2001.
AGREE: the other VP-internal subject hypothesis. Ms., MG ||
Uni versity. To appear in Proceedings of WCCFL 20 and
Proceedi ngs of the 25th annual Penn Linguistics Coll oquium

Zwart, Jan-Wuter. 2001.
Syntax of the Continental West-Germanic | anguages. [To
appear in C nque/Kayne, eds., Encyclopaedia of Conparative
Synt ax. |
PDF: www. | et . rug. nl/~zwart/ pubs/ unpub. ht m
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4. GGSN News and | nformati on

NEW EDI TORS

Arild Hestvik has indicated that he would like to w thdraw
fromthe editorial teamof the Newsletter. Arild s job was to
supervise the email distribution of the Newsletter from our
office in Bergen, Norway. This job he executed splendidly and
for many years. W thank himfor his service. Arild will be
repl aced by Ceystein Al exander Vangsnes fromthe University of
Tronmsoe, Norway, who will also act as Scandi navi an
correspondent. Also new in our teamis Cedric Boeckx, fromthe

University of Illinois at Urbana-Chanpaign, who fills the
position of Anerican correspondent. The former Anerican
correspondent, Kl eanthes Kostas G ohmann, will continue as

Eur opean correspondent, follow ng his nove from Col | ege Park,
Maryl and, to Frankfurt, Gernmany.



VB SI TE

The Germanic CGenerative Syntax Newsletter has a web site which

allows you to SUBSCRIBE, SUBM T contri butions, and READ or

PRI NT previous issues of the GGSN (in PDF format). The URL is:
http://go.to/ ggsn

HOW TO SUBSCRI BE TO THE GGSN

Pl ease note that the editors are not in a position to manage
your subscription: you can only do that yourself, via the GSN
web site or directly at

http://mai |l man. ui b. no/1istinfo/ggsn

For questions, get in touch with Ceystein Al exander Vangsnes
at the address bel ow.

MAI LI NG LI ST

The GGSN |ist of subscribers can also be used as a (noderated)
mailing list. If you have any information you wi sh to pass on
to subscribers of the GGSN, send a nessage to the mailing |ist
address (ggsn@ib.no), and it will be distributed to the
subscribers. The list is noderated (by Ceystein Al exander
Vangsnes and/or Jan-Wuter Zwart) to nake sure it is only used
for information related to Germani c generative syntax.
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5. Abstracts

Abraham Werner. 2001. Mddals: toward expl aining the
‘epistemic non-finiteness gap’. In: Reimar Mieller and Marga
Rei s, eds., Moddalitaet und Mddal verben i m Deutschen. Buske
Ver| ag, Hanburg. Linguistische Berichte Sonderheft 9, 7-36.

Modal verbs in German are subject to remarkable
distributional constraints with respect to enbedded
structures, both on the basis of aktionsart perfectivity and
finiteness. Only the root, but not the epistem c readings
suspend these restrictions. It will be argued that this is
due, in essence, to different theta marking. Fromthis
several interesting conclusions follow First, if both types
of readings are taken as deriving raising verbs, then there
are two syntactically different types of raising predicates;
or else, the root readings derive fromcontrol type

predi cates, an assunption that is heavily debated in nodern
literature. Second, the ‘non-finiteness gap’ of epistemcs
(*noinfinitival epistemc readings’) is explained on the
basis of their basic position in the functional domai n under
Infl P or some MbodP, in minimal terns. Since all this as
well as other simlarities of the German nodals with ful
verbs is conpletely absent in Mdern English and since,
furthernore, Mdern English, ever since Mddle English, has
lost its aktionsart marking of perfectivity, it is

specul ated that nodals in Mddern German still betray their



origin as preterite presents. It is denonstrated, noreover,
that the aspectual system of Mdern English is a novel

devel opnment. This, in turn, permts the conclusion that the
strong tendency of |osing deontic readings in Mddern
Anerican English is due to the |loss of the earlier aspectual
systemakin to that of Ad H gh German and preserved in
traces unto Mddern Cernman.

Axel , Katrin. 2001. Althochdeutsche Modal verben als
Anhebungsverben. In: Reimar Mieller and Marga Reis, eds.,
Modal i t aet und Modal ver ben i m Deut schen. Buske Verl ag,
Hanbur g. Linguistische Berichte Sonderheft 9, 37-60.

Thi s paper argues agai nst accounts correlating the late rise
of epistemc variants of nodal verbs (M) with the

di achroni c energence of raising constructions. It is widely
clainmed that in early Germanic, epistem c readings of W
were at best marginal, but that A d H gh German (OHG had
al ready acquired epistemc readings in a nunber of exanples
with ‘nmugan’ [may]. Concentrating on OHG | w |l argue that
(i) these exanples are spurious, (ii) that OHG MV, though
al nost conpletely | acking epistem c readi ngs, act |ike

rai sing verbs in various diagnostic contexts: Not only do

t hey enbed i npersonal predicates and i npersonal passives,
but they also occur with non-referential subjects such as
subj ect cl auses, expletive subjects and idi om chunks

subj ects. Thus, the historical record shows, that in the
case of German MV, raising cannot be the only precondition
for epistemcity.

Geert Booij, The Morphol ogy of Dutch. Oxford: Oxford
University Press. 2002. | SBN 0-19-829980-X (pb), 0-19-829979-6
(hb).

Thi s book on the norphol ogy of Dutch has two ains. First, it
IS meant as an internationally accessible description of the
nor phol ogy of Dutch. So far, a full-fledged description of

t he Dutch norphol ogi cal system was not available in English.
The availability of such a description, that is, of a
theoretically infornmed reference work on Dutch norphol ogy
appeared to be a desideratum anong col | eagues wor ki ng on
descriptive, typological, theoretical or conputational

I ssues in linguistics. Mreover, it is now possible to wite
such a reference work because there are a | ot of detailed
studi es of Dutch norphol ogy, both with a descriptive and a
theoretical orientation, on which it can be based. This book
can al so be used to gain access to these detail ed studies
whi ch can be found in the references. The list of references
Is a selection only fromthe vast nunber of publications on
t he nor phol ogy of Dutch.

The second anbition of this book is to show that the

nor phol ogy of Dutch poses many interesting descriptive and



t heoretical challenges, and that its detail ed anal ysis can
contribute substantially to the ongoi ng di scussion on

t heoretical issues such as the nature of word formation
processes, the relation between the syntagmatic axis and the
paradi gmati c axis of |anguage structure, the interaction of
nmor phol ogy wi t h phonol ogy, syntax, and semantics, rule-based
versus constraint-based grammar, and the bal ance between
storage and conputation. Therefore, this book can al so be
used in advanced courses in norphology for the clarification

and illustration of theoretical issues.

Corni ps, Leonie and WIly Jongenburger. 2001. Elicitations
techniques in a Dutch syntactic dialect atlas project.
Li nguistics in the Netherlands 2001, 53-63.

In this paper we present the design and the nethodol ogy of
the SAND (Dutch syntactic dialect atlas)-project.
Di al ectol ogi cal, sociolinguistic and generative syntactic

researchers in the Netherlands and in Dutch-speaking Bel gi um

join forces in order to make a syntactic atlas that, unlike
the traditional atlasses, is based on theoretical generative
I nsi ghts. The design of the data collection of syntactic
variation in the Dutch dialects (grid of 250 | ocations) is
focussed on the follow ng research topics: left and right
peri phery of the clause, pronom nal reference and negation
and quantification. The SAND project is demanding with
respect to the nmethodology. In order to be able to

I nvestigate the distribution of syntactic variables in the
Dutch dialects in a systematical way, several elicitation
techni ques, such as witten questionnaires and oral
elicitation tasks, are used in the different phases of

fiel dwork.

Denske, U rike. 2001. Zur Distribution von

I nfinitivkonpl ementen im Al thochdeutschen. In: Reimar Mieller
and Marga Reis, eds., Modalitaet und Mbdal verben i m Deut schen.
Buske Verl| ag, Hanburg. Linguistische Berichte Sonderheft 9,
61- 86.

The increasing use of ‘zu -infinitives at the expense of
bare infinitives is a well-known fact in the history of
German. Its interpretation in ternms of desemanticization of
the prepositional ‘zu suggests (i) that the distribution of
both fornms is semantically governed in Ad H gh Gernman
(OHG), and (ii) that infinitives are nom nal categories.
Thus, infinitival conplenents are predicted to be
semantically and syntactically licensed by the governing
verb. Yet, a thorough investigation of infinitival
constructions in OHG reveals (i) that we have to distinguish
bet ween nom nal and verbal uses of the infinitive, (ii) that
‘zu’ denotes purpose only with adverbial and predicative
uses of the infinitive, and (iii) that verbs selecting



infinitival conplenents fall into two groups: nodal verbs,
Acl-verbs and raising verbs are restricted to bare
infinitives, whereas control verbs allow both forns. Their
distribution is shown to be influenced by factors of

| anguage use. Regarding the issue of *coherent construction
in OHG the formof the infinitive has no di agnostic val ue.

D ewal d, Gabriele. 2001. * Schei nen’ -Probl ene: Anal ogi e,

Konst rukti onsm schung und di e Sogwi r kung akti ver

G ammat i kal i si erungskanael e. I n: Reinmar Mieller and Marga
Reis, eds., Mbddalitaet und Mdal verben i m Deut schen. Buske
Verl ag, Hanburg. Linguistische Berichte Sonderheft 9, 87-110.

The verb ‘scheinen’” in constructions with an infinitive with
‘zu, like in *Sie scheint zu arbeiten’ [She seens to be
wor ki ng], as acquired the function of an evidential marker
In present-day German, and, in this use, is integrated into
t he paradigm of the grammaticalized nodals. This paper
addresses the question why ‘scheinen’, in opposition to the
nodal s, takes an infinitive with ‘zu’, and how the
constructional variations of this verb should be accounted
for. These problens are investigated froma diachronic
angl e, assumi ng that channelization effects induced by the
granmmati cal i zati on of the German nodal verbs, anal ogy, and
the nerger of different constructions play an inportant role
I n the devel opnent of ‘scheinen’.

Doi t chi nov, Serge. 2001. “Es kann sein, dass der Junge ins
Haus gegangen ist” - Zum Erstspracherwerb von ‘ koennen’ in

epi stem scher Lesart. In: Reimar Mieller and Marga Reis, eds.,
Mbdal i t aet und Modal ver ben i m Deut schen. Buske Verl ag,
Hanburg. Linguistische Berichte Sonderheft 9, 111-134.

An experinmental study was conducted on how children
understand the epistem c neaning of the German nodal verb
‘koennen’ [may] as conpared to conprehension of the

epi stem c adverbial ‘vielleicht’ [maybe/perhaps]. The

hypot heses are (a) that the epistem c neaning of ‘koennen
I's acquired gradually, and (b) that children will have nore
difficulties to understand ‘ koennen’ correctly than
‘vielleicht’, due to the polyfunctionality of the nodal
‘koennen’ . The conprehensi on of sentences with vielleicht
and non-anbi guous sentences with ‘koennen’ by 91 children
fromb5;7 to 9;6 in four groups was tested in a

pi cture-selection task. The results show that the 7 to
9-year-olds were significantly better than the 6-year-olds
regarding vielleicht, and the 8 to 9-year-olds were
significantly better than the younger groups regarding
‘koennen’ . The results also show that the 6 to 8-years-olds
under stood the sentences with ‘vielleicht’ significantly
better than the sentences with ‘koennen’. These findings
support Shatz & Wlcox’s (1991) claimthat the late



acqui sition of the epistem c nmeani ng of nodal verbs cannot
be solely explained by the overall cognitive devel opnent of
the child, but that, on the contrary, specific linguistic
constraints nmay also play a role in the acquisition of the
di fferent epistem c devices.

Dur bi n, John and Rex A. Sprouse. 2001. The syntactic category
of the preterite-present nodal verbs in German. In: Reinmar
Muel | er and Marga Reis, eds., Modalitaet und Mddal verben im
Deut schen. Buske Verl ag, Hanburg. Linguistische Berichte
Sonder heft 9, 135-148.

I n anal yses of nodal verbs in Mddern Standard English and
Modern Standard German, syntactic tests tend to classify
English nodals as auxiliaries, whereas the sane tests do not
di stingui sh German nodals fromother full |exical verbs.
These wel | -known contrasts, however, are based on an
under | yi ng distinction between epistem c and non-epistemc
interpretations, so that the behavior of English nodals as
opposed to English full verbs corresponds to a simlar

di stinction between the German epi stem ¢ and non-epistemc
nodal verbs. Wiile this argues for a syntactic position

hi gher up fromthe VP for epistem c nodals (and English
nodal verbs in general), enpirical evidence al so speaks

agai nst the classification of German non-epi stem c nodal s as
full verbs. The hypothesis is proposed that German nodal
verbs are base-generated in the head of an Aspect Phrase
within vP (cf. Travis 2000). The particul ar behavi or of
nodal verbs with respect to the enbedded conplenent is
thereby explained in terns of aspect, |eading to questions
about theta-role assignnent.

Ehrich, Veroni ka. 2001. Was ‘nicht nuessen’ und ‘nicht
koennen’ (nicht) bedeuten koennen: Zum Skopus der Negation bei
den Moddal verben des Deutschen. In: Reinmar Mieller and Marga
Rei s, eds., Modalitaet und Mddal verben i m Deut schen. Buske
Verl ag, Hanmburg. Linguistische Berichte Sonderheft 9, 149-176.

German nodal verbs govern bare infinitives in coherent
constructions. Accordingly, sentence negators (‘nicht’
[not]) conbined with nodal verbs allow for two different
scope assignnents, w de scope negation ‘Neg (Mdd)' or narrow
scope negation ‘Mod (Neg)'. As a matter of fact, w de scope
negation is the default case in Gernman. Based on Kratzer’s
notion of relative nodality, | discuss various scope
assignnent patterns in the field of negation and nodality.
A peculiarity of German is the | exical coexistence between
‘nicht nuessen’ [not nust] and ‘nicht brauchen’ [not need],
which are both to be analysed with wi de scope negation. |
argue, that ‘nicht nuessen’ and ‘nicht brauchen’, while
conveying the sanme |ogical neaning ‘not (Nec) p’, are,
nonet hel ess, semantically distinct, in that they express a



di stinction between unnecessary vs. superfluous courses of
action. A further peculiarity is that negated ‘woll en’

[wll] and *‘sollen” [shall] often convey equival ent

meani ngs, no matter whether the negation is assigned w de or
narrow scope. | explain this fact by reference to noda
force: ‘wollen’ /' sollen’” can be used as necessity or as
possibility operators, such that w de scope negation of the
necessity variant equals narrow scope negation of the

possi bility variant and vice versa. The restriction of

guot ative nodals to narrow scope negation is another issue
di scussed. Rejecting the auxiliarization hypothesis, | argue
that this restriction cannot be explained in syntactic
ternms, but rather follows fromsemantic/pragmatic properties
of quotative as opposed to perceptual evidentiality.

Finally, despite the general predom nance of w de scope
negati on, narrow scope negati on seens unmarked in cases
where ‘nicht’ conbines with restrictive focus particles like
‘nur’ [only]. | showthat, in these cases, narrow scope
negati on does not apply to the
subject-infinitive-predication, but rather cancels the
restriction expressed by ‘nur’. This is why different
negati on scopes do not correlate with different
Interpretations and convey pragmatically equival ent

r eadi ngs.

Faarlund, Jan Terje, ed. 2001. G ammuatical relations in
change. SLCS 56. John Benjam ns, Ansterdam Phil adel phia. | SBN
90 272 3058 7.

The el even sel ected contributions nmaking up this vol une deal
wi th grammatical relations, their coding and behavi oral
properties,and the change that these properties have
undergone in different |anguages. The focus of this
collection is on the changing properties of subjects and

obj ects, although the scope of the volune goes beyond the
central problens pertaining to case marking and word

order. The di achrony of syntactic and norphosyntactic
phenonena are approached fromdifferent theoretical

per spectives, generative granmar, val ency grammar, and
functionalism The | anguages dealt with include A d English,
Mai nl and Scandi navi an, Icelandic, German and ot her Germanic
| anguages, Latin, French and ot her Romance | anguages,
Nor t heast Caucasi an, Eskino, and Popol ocan. This book

provi des an opportunity to conpare different theoretical
approaches to simlar phenonena in different |anguages and

| anguage famlies.

A oni ng, Thomas. 2001. Gebrauchswei sen von Mbdal ver ben und
Texttraditionen. In: Reimar Mueller and Marga Reis, eds.,
Mobdal i t aet und Modal ver ben i m Deut schen. Buske Verl ag,
Hanburg. Linguistische Berichte Sonderheft 9, 177-200.



In this paper, | shall highlight sone interrelations between
text types and certain usages of nodals in the history of
German. On the one hand, there are instances of a specific
profile of the use of nodals in certain text types (e.g.
charters, cookery recipes etc.), on the other hand, certain
usages of nodals are promnent in certain text types (e.g.
epi stem c usages in chronicles, newspapers etc.). An

expl anation for both interrelations is given in ternms of
communi cative tasks. In addition, it is shown, how know edge
of text types can be both a resource of mutual understandi ng
I n communi cation with nodals and an inportant factor in the
mechani sm of semanti c change.

de Haan, Ferdinand. 2001. The Rel ati on between Mdality and
Evidentiality. In: Reimar Mueller and Marga Reis, eds.,
Modal i t aet und Modal ver ben i m Deut schen. Buske Verl ag,
Hanbur g. Linguistische Berichte Sonderheft 9, 201-216.

Thi s paper exam nes the relation between evidentiality and
epistemc nodality in a crosslinguistic perspective. It is
shown that contrary to what many schol ars believe, there is
no close relationship between the two. Rather, the two areas
are different ways of tal king about the role of the speaker:
evidentials assert the evidence the speaker has while

epi stem c nodal s evaluate the statenment in terns of speaker
beliefs. Finally it is shown that for an understandi ng of

t he Germani ¢ nodal systemthe notion of confirmativity is
needed.

Hol |, Daniel. 2001. Was ist nodal an Modal en Infinitiven? In:
Rei mar Muel | er and Marga Reis, eds., Moddalitaet und
Modal ver ben i m Deut schen. Buske Verl|ag, Hanburg. Linguistische
Berichte Sonderheft 9, 217-238.

Thi s paper is about so-called Mdal Infinitives in Gernman.
The core cases consist of the auxiliaries ‘sein’ or ‘haben
and a ‘zu -infinitive. It is argued that in contrast to
nodal verb constructions it is the (‘zu -)infinitive, not
the auxiliary, which bears the structurally rel evant
properties of Mddal Infinitives. It is this type of

‘“zu -infinitive that leads to a nodal interpretation and to
a passive effect (in certain structural contexts) that is
observable wth ‘sein-zu -constructions. Furthernore it
preserves residues of a purposive neaning. A senmantic

anal ysis shows that ‘sein-zu -constructions and

‘haben-zu’ -constructions share, in spite of sonme prim facie
differences, inportant semantic properties so that the sane
type of ‘zu -infinitive is taken to be part of both
constructions. The fact that Mddal Infinitives are
restricted to a few types of circunstanti al nodal readings,
which is a substantial difference to German nodal verbs, is
shown to be correlated with the syntactic and semantic



properties of the “zu -infinitive as the bearer of nodal

meani ng. Thus, even the puzzling pol yseny between necessity
and possibility readings found wth ‘sein-zu -constructions
appears to be evidence for assumng a nodal ‘zu -infinitive.

Mer chant, Jason. 2001. The syntax of silence: Sluicing,
I sl ands, and the theory of ellipsis. Oxford University Press:
Oxf or d.

Two of the best studied and nost intriguing areas in syntax
and semantics are ellipsis and wh-novenent, and al t hough
t hese areas have generated i nmense interest individually,

their intersection --in elliptical wh-questions known as
sluicing-- has remained |argely neglected. This book ains to
fill that gap. It does so on the basis of a w de-ranging

enpirical investigation of sluicing, draw ng on novel data
fromover two dozen | anguages, with a special enphasis on
Germani c in general and on Dutch, German, and English in
particular. Sluicing is argued to arise via wh-novenent
followed by ellipsis of IP, inplenented as "del etion”
(non-pronunciation) at PF; the deletion itself is
condi ti oned, however, by a novel semantic requirenent.

Muel | er, Reimar. 2001. Mbdal verben, Infinitheit und Negation
I m Prosa-Lancelot. In: Reimar Mieller and Marga Reis, eds.,
Modal i t aet und Modal ver ben i m Deut schen. Buske Verl ag,
Hanburg. Linguistische Berichte Sonderheft 9, 239-262.

Modal verbs systematically have circunstantial as well as
epistemc uses in German (‘polyfunctionality’) - a
phenonenon dating back to the 15th/16th century. This paper
deals with the question whether this fact can be correl ated
wi th the energence of coherence in the verbal conplex. After
exam ni ng which of the usual tests for coherence are
appropriate for ol der |anguage stages, two candi dates
(anmbiguity of negation and ‘infinitivus pro participio’ ) are
sel ected and applied to the Mddl e H gh Gernman
‘Prose-Lancelot’ text. It is shown that the phenonena in
guestion can be linked to a diachronic expansion of the
projection selected by nodal verbs and that, therefore, a
causal relation between themis at |east plausible.

Penka, Doris and Arni mvon Stechow. 2001. Negative Indefinita
unt er Modal verben. In: Reimar Mieller and Marga Reis, eds.,
Modal i t aet und Modal ver ben i m Deut schen. Buske Verl ag,
Hanburg. Linguistische Berichte Sonderheft 9, 263-286.

Starting fromdata on negation split, where a nodal takes
scope between the negative and the indefinite part of an
n-word, we propose a theory of negative indefinites in
German. They are anal ysed as very special Negative Polarity



I[tenms that have to be in the imedi ate scope of an abstract
negation. This is rem niscent of Ladusaw s (1992) account of
negative concord in that n-words do not thensel ves express
negation, but rather refer to sentential negation which is
realized in a different way. The strongest argunents in
favour of such an analysis conme fromn-words in idions
enbedded under nodal verbs (‘' Peter nuss kei nen Finger
ruehren’/’ Peter doesn’'t need to lift a finger’). Although
the n-word is part of the idiomand as such cannot undergo
Quantifier Raising [QR], negation still has w de scope over
the nodal. This does not only refute anal yses of negation
split that crucially involve QR (e.g. de Swart 2000), but

al so shows that LF novenent of n-words to SpecNeg, as
assuned in the NEG Criterion by Haegeman and Zanuttini (e.qg.
1991), is untenable for semantic reasons. The paper gives a
syntactic and semantic anal ysis of the exanples discussed.
It traces the construction back to its roots in the

di achroni ¢ devel opnment of German and addresses the issue of
negative concord in Bavarian. The analysis carries over to
negati ve concord straightforwardly, suggesting a general
account of negative indefinites across |anguages. Possible
count erexanpl es invol ving nodification of n-words by
‘“alnmost’ (It. ‘non ha detto quasi niente’ [he said al npost
nothing]) are discussed without arriving at a definite
concl usi on.

Rei s, Marga. 2001. Bilden Moddal verben i m Deutschen ei ne

synt akti sche Kl asse? In: Reimar Mieller and Marga Reis, eds.,
Mobdal i t aet und Modal ver ben i m Deut schen. Buske Verl ag,
Hanburg. Linguistische Berichte Sonderheft 9, 287-318.

The defining semantic property of nodal verbs (MV) in Mdern
German is that they are ‘polyfunctional’, i.e. all of them
have not only circunstantial but also epistem c uses. The
qgquestion asked in this paper is whether this property
systematically depends on correlating syntactic properties
of MVs. Three possible answers are di scussed:

Pol yfunctionality depends on (i) the auxiliary viz.
‘functional’ status of Mvs, (ii) their double orientation as
control vs. raising verbs, (iii) their obligatory coherent
viz. bare infinitival construction. By closely exam ning the
argunents advanced in favour of (i)-(ii), it is shown that
nei t her hypothesis can be upheld. This leaves (iii), the
coherence hypothesis of Ehrich & Reis (1998): | will refine
this hypothesis by distinguishing degrees of coherence (with
pol yfunctionality contingent on ‘strong’ coherence as

I nduced by bare infinitival construction), and provide sone
positive, synchronic as well as diachronic, evidence for its
bei ng on the right track.

Wi ss, Helnut. 2001. On Two Types of Natural Languages. Sone
Consequences for Linguistics. Theoretical Linguistics 27: 87-



103.

First of all, this paper attenpts to introduce and defi ne
the difference between first order and second order natural

| anguages based on the difference of being subject to L1
acquisition or not. Secondly, I will try to show sone
consequences resulting fromthis distinction w.r.t. |anguage
change (natural vs. sem -natural LC) and thirdly, follow ng
fromthis, for linguistic research in general. The results
may be of relevance for linguisitic theory (and net hodol ogy)
as well as for a theory of LC (allowng, e.g., to draw the
borderline between the (bio)linguistic and social domai ns of
| anguages nore accurately). Finally, I will try to show how
one could figure out constructions resulting fromsem -
natural LC (via diachronic, conparative and dial ect ol ogi cal
conpari sons).

Weiss, Helnut. 2001. Information structure neets M nimali st
syntax. On argunent order and case norphol ogy in Bavarian, in:
Geart van der Meer, Alice ter Meulen (eds.): Mking Sense:
From Lexene to Discourse. In honor of Werner Abraham at the
occasion of his retirenent, 21-34 Center for Language and
Cognition, University of Goningen (GAGL 44). [Revised version
submtted to: Werner Abraham Alice ter Meulen (eds.): Making
Sense: From Lexene to Discourse. Oxford University Press]

This article (i) focuses on the interplay of case norphol ogy
and (relatively) free word order in Mddle Bavarian and (ii)
draws sone theoretical consequences regarding the relation
bet ween i nformation structure and narrow syntax in the

M nimalist sense (Chonsky 1999). There are especially two
types of scranbling novenents which are investigated: (i)
scranbling of a definite direct object to the left of an
indefinite indirect object; (ii) focus scranmbling. The main
claimis that the first type, which |ooks at first |ike
being informationally driven, can be analyzed as purely
feature driven, as conceived within the Mninalist Program
(MP), whereas the other type does not fall into the range
of narrow syntax. In order to find a way out of the dilemma
that the MP is ,to0 strong a theory to do justice to
enpirical phenonena in such | anguages as German [etc.]”
(Abraham 1997a: 3), | adopt and devel op further Chonsky’s
(1995: 524f.) distinction between core conputati onal
operations and nore or |less ,stylistic® ones. Additionally,
the Principle of Strong Mrphology (PSM w Il be introduced:
it clains — in contrast to the Feature Strength Hypothesis
(cf. Haegeman 1998) — that strong norphol ogy del ays feature
checking to Logical Form (LF). It will play a crucial role

i n explaining the typol ogical difference between free word
order | anguages (like Bavarian or Ml ayalam and rigid word
order | anguages (like Dutch or English).

Weiss, Helnmut. 2001. Three types of Negation. A case study in



Bavarian. To appear in Syntactic Mcrovariation, ed. Sjef
Bar bi ers.

My goal here is to present and investigate sone data show ng
that there are three types of non-constituent negation in
Bavari an which do not only differ semantically but
syntactically as well (which does not seemto be the case in
all languages, see section VI). The two types of (non-

expl etive) clausal negation differ in their syntactic
position: negation 1 - as predicate negation it constitutes
t he unmar ked case of sentence negation - imediately

dom nates VP, whereas negation 2 is |ocated higher in the
sentence structure. There are sone further differences, for

I nstance that only Neg 1 induces negative concord, but not
Neg 2. Both types of clausal negations contribute negative
force to sentence neaning, putting themin clear contrast to
expl etive negation which contributes no negative neaning
despite the presence of the negative particle. Expletive
negati on occurs, e.g., in questions or in before-sentences.

Wi ss, Helnut. 2001. Indefinite Pronouns. Morphol ogy and
Syntax in Cross-linguistic Perspective. To appear in Pronouns:
G ammar and Representation, ed. Horst Sinon and Hei ke W ese.
Anst erdam Phi | adel phi a: Benj am ns.

The paper cross-linguistically investigates the systens of

I ndefinite pronouns (corresponding in nmeaning to , sonme-/any-
/no-one') in three contexts: normal negation (NEG, negative
polarity (NPl), positive polarity (PPl). Gven the basic

di stinction between NC (negative concord) | anguages and Non-
NC- | anguages, the followi ng distribution results: if a

| anguage possesses only two kinds of indefinites, then in
NC- | anguages, indefinites in PPl-contexts pattern with those
In NPl-contexts, and are distinct fromthose in NEG contexts
(e.g., German: jemand vs. ni enmand), whereas in Non- NC

| anguages indefinites in NPl- and NEG contexts are the sane,
and are distinct fromthose in PPl-contexts (e.g., H ndi:
koii bhii vs. koii).

Based on these typol ogi cal findings which show n-
indefinites to be neither NPIs nor quantifiers, | attenpt to
give a new M nimalist explanation of NCin section |V which
ties together the semantic and syntactic side of negation.
The basic semantic assunptions are that negation is a
tripartite quantifier (quantifying over events) and n-
indefinites get existentially closed. | further trie to
i mplement this in a Mnimalist framework: the NEG feature of
n-indefinites is conceived as a formal feature (like the wh-
feature of interrogatives) which has to be checked and gets
del eted thereafter. Under this conception, NC |ooses nost of
its traditional senses: it is neither a form of reinforcnent
(Horn 1978, Haspelnmath 1997) nor is it a negative polarity
phenonenon (Progovac 1994) nor does the n-indefinite
I ntroduce the negative force (e.g., Beghelli & Stowell|l 1997,



Haegeman & Zanuttini 1991, Haegeman 1995).

Wi ss, Helnut. 2001. How to define dialect and | anguage. A
proposal for further discussion. Ms., University of
Regensbur g.

This article proposes definitions of two key concepts in

| i ngui stics, dialect and | anguage, and fornul ates these in
anal ogy to the biol ogical concepts popul ati on and speci es.
This allows for a nmuch nore coherent way of defining these
concepts. In addition, a three-level nodel of |anguage
consisting of (i) an innate faculty of |anguage (FL), (ii)
| -1anguage, and (iii) utterances will be proposed. Sone of
the nore radi cal consequences resulting therefromconcern
standard | anguages which are considered as entirely
different entities, and | anguages traditionally known as
Chi nese, German, Dutch etc. which are clainmed not to exi st
froma strictly linguistic point of view

Wi ss, Helnut. 2001. AGR-i n-COW? An explanation of (the
energence of) partial pro-drop. Ms., University of Regensburg.

The paper attenpts to give an explanation of the typol ogical
di fference between pro-drop | anguages of the Romance type
and partial pro-drop | anguages as exanplified in many Gernman
di al ects and of the historical energence of the latter.
Languages of investigation are mainly Italian and Bavari an
(including (sub-)dialects). Bavarian, which allows pro-drop
only in the 2. Pers., is a language with rich agreenent

nmor phol ogy on the verb, thus indicating that pro-drop is not
(only) a question of richness of AGR Therefore, it is
argued that the basic factor distinguishing between pro-drop
and partial pro-drop comes fromdifferent properties of the
positions where clitics land in both | anguage types: |-zero
(inltalian) vs. Czero (in German dialects). Wereas |-zero
bears AGR-features, C-zero in general does not. An analysis
of sonme new data from Bavarian shows that pro-drop of the
German type needs V2 and cliticization to Czero as

hi storical preconditions. The way in which AGR-in- COW

devel oped in Bavarian can be reconstructed fromthe 1. Pers.
Pl. SCL “ma’ (we), which represents an interesting
transition stage: it possesses properties of verbal
inflection (e.g., allowmng to be doubled by the full pronoun
‘ma’) as well as of clitics (being restricted to second
position). However, in sone regional variants ‘ma’ has

conpl etely changed into the inflection paradi gmand appears
there even on sentence final verbs. This being the case, the
original SCL ‘ma’ cannot be considered as a clitic any

| onger, but nust be an inflectional norphene. AGR-in- COW
appears thus to be a secondarily devel oped property of C
zero. This explains why pro-drop occurs only partially
(namely in those instances where SCLs have changed into



Inflection). This result has far reaching consequences for
sone proposals made in literature, e.g., V- or AGRfeatures
of C-zero cannot trigger V2 or cliticization to C zero,
since both are the preconditions for the enmergence of AGR-

I n- COVP.

Zel l er, Jochen. 2001. Lexical particles, sem-Iexical
postpositions. In N. Corver and H van Ri ensdijk, eds., Sem -
| exi cal categories: the function of content words and the
content of function words. Muton de Guyter, Berlin. Studies
In Cenerative G ammar 59. | SBN 3-11-016685- 2.

This paper offers a conparison of the syntactic, semantic,
and nor phol ogi cal properties of particles and postpositions
in German and Dutch. Particles are anal yzed as heads of non-
functional conplenents of their base verbs, whereas it is
suggested that postpositions are functional elenments (heads
of the extended projection of P), but with full semantic
content. In order to account for the properties of
postpositions, it is suggested that these sem -1 exical

el ements are al ways norphol ogi cally conpl ex, consiting of a
| exi cal preposition and a functional suffix, the latter
functioning as an operator that alters the semantics of the
prepositional stemin a significant way.

Zel l er, Jochen. 2001. How syntax restricts the |exicon:
particle verbs and internal argunents. Linguistische Berichte
188, 461-494.

Particles in German have the capacity to introduce new
argunents when they conbine with a verb. Based on this
observation, | argue that the internal argunents of a
particle verb are always introduced by the particle. |
suggest that this follows fromthe fact that syntactically,
the particle is the head of a maxi mal projection that
occupi es the single conplenent position of the verb;

t herefore, none of the base verb's argunents can be |inked
to a syntactic object position if a particle is present. In
providing enpirical evidence for ny claim | discuss in sone
detail the derivation of a variety of particle verbs,
representing their semantics as Lexical Conceptual
Structures, according to the framework devel oped in
Jackendof f (1983, 1990).
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