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b. Petterspiserhelst medskje
Pettereats ratherwith spoon
‘Petterwould rathereatwith a spoorn.

c. Jeghar bestilt billett.
| haveorderedicket
‘| orderedaticket!

As Borthenclearly shows thesebaresingularshavethe semantiqroper-
tiesof barepluralsin termsof beinguniformly non-specifiaveakindefinites;
therearenowide-scopeor specificreadingdor them.Baresingularsn other
languagesvith articlesand plurality marking havebeenshownto havean
identicalsemanticsasin Albanian(Kallulli, 1999)Brazilian Portuguesean-
vestigatedn detail by Schmidtand Munn (1999) and Munn and Schmidt
(1999),andHungarian(Farkasandde Swart,to appear).

Besides
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press)for Chamorro,is presentlynot the point. Rather,the observationis
thatdoubling,whenit occurs,may only occurwith truly incorporatechomi-
nals.Lack of doublingis not a diagnostidor lack of incorporationput such
phenomenauggesthatnotall instance®f anabsencef morphologyshould
beanalyzedasincorporated.

Therearetwo otherinstance®f “missingmorphology’thatl wishto sug-
gestare also a part of this generalpattern,thoughthey havereceivedless
documentatiomn theliterature.Oneinstances thatof a lack of direct-object
agreementnarkerson anapparenthtransitiveverb,in languagesvhich have
directobjectagreemeninarkers.For instance Perrot(1972)reportsthatin
Swabhili, verbsagreewith definiteobjectsbut notindefiniteones.

(5) a. U- me-leta kitabu?
2sgPerfbringbook
‘Have you broughta book?’

b. U- me-ki- leta kitabu?
2sgPerf3sgbring book
‘Have you broughtthebook?’

Aissen(2003)takesanothepointof view, arguingthattensds thecontrol-
ling feature,so we mustlook againat this phenomenonrat leastin Swabhili.
However,anothersomewhatnoresecureas examples drawnfrom Palauan,
thoughherethe patternis more complex.Woolford (1996) reportsthatin
the perfectiveaspectwith non-humarobjects,verbsagreewith only with
specificsingulars,and not with indefinites,or indefinite plurals.In the im-
perfectiveparadigmyerbsdo notagreewith anyobjects.Howeverwhenan
objectis non-humanspecificand singular,a prepositionis insertedbefore
thedefinitesingularNP. Sowhile thereis moregoingonhere theconnection
betweerlack of agreemenandindefinitenessandbetweernNP markingand
specificity is in evidenceWhatis notsoclearly establishedn this literature
is whethertheindefinitesarenon-specifionly.

The otherphenomenois “clitic-doubling”, illustratedby the Spanishex-
amplebelow A lack of suchdoublingis associate@vith nonspecifiéndefinite
readingsSurfier(1988)notestwo thingsin SpanishFirst, with bareplurals,
onecannotget clitic doubling—thisappeardo be the samewith Albanian
baresingularsdiscussedhn Kallulli (1999).

(6) Les dejaré todomi dineroa los pobres.
To-theml-will-leave all my money
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(8) *Lo alabran al nifloque termineprimero.
Him they-will-praisethe boy who finishesfirst
(badonthereadingwherewinneris yetto be determined)

Thereis onevital issuethatl haveleft unaddresseith theabove whichwill
largely remainthatway. This is the questionof whether‘missing morphol-
ogy” ascharacterizeds truly the absenceof morphology or whethersuch
instancesare actually exemplarsof null morphology—thatis, actualmor-
phologywith phonologicallynull expressionSo, for example the fact that
Slaviclanguagesandmanyothers,generallylack articlesis not something
wouldconsidefmissingmorphology” Ratherthestrategyhereis to examine
morphologycontrastivelyithatis, if somethinghatlookslike it “normally”
takesa certaintype of morphologicamarking,andin certaininstancesacks
theexpectednarking,l amtakingit as“missing” ratherthanas“null”. This
assumptiormay misfire in someinstancegqe.g.,whetherthe Hindi objects
mentioned
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indefiniteshavea type of meaningwhich is “compatible” with verb phrase
meaningsall othertypesof nounphrasedeinguninterpretablevithin that
domain.

Recallthatin thediscussiorabove,
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of theliteraturewherethis phrasaintuition becomespparen{thoughnotin
the phrasal
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an event-typewhich is more specificthan anothereventtype is relatedby
<. Thus, for instance,Jrun] < [move, [shatte} < [breal, and [statd <
[communicat® asthe first are more specificinstancef the latter. On the
otherhand,[bakd and[nudgd arenotsorelated(evenif, in a specificactof
baking,onemightnudgethepaninto theoven).This < relationis intendedo
mearnthatthefirst membeiis automaticallyredescribablasthesecondinder
all circumstancesso,while apartof anactof building, for instancemightbe
anactof sawing,onecannotautomaticallyredescriben instanceof sawing
asabuilding. Thisis soevenif one,in aperceptuatensejdentifiesanactof
buildingby noticinganactof sawing.Thelimit to thisis whenaspecificevent
typeappearsiecessarilyacomponenbf accomplishingnotherForinstance,
supposehat playing chessalwaysinvolvesthinking; evenso, it is not the
casethat [think] < [play-chesk asanyactof thinking is not redescribable
asplayingchessRatherthisrelationbetweerthinkingandchess-playingre
goingto appeain the propositionasemantics.

Onemight notethat ‘play-chess’is not (formally speakingla memberof
the categoryV in English.This is becausel assumeEnglishdoesnot have
objectincorporation.But manyotherlanguageslo haveincorporationand
thingslike ‘play-chess’can be amongthe lexical items of the language A
verblike thisis obviouslysomecompositiorof themeaningof ‘play’ andthe
meaningof ‘chess’,andis not atomic.Thusit is necessaryo saysomething
abouthowthetwo arecombinedatthis, thelexicallevel.

The meaningof a nounis what we might call informally a property ,
drawnfrom a setof propertiesil, eachmemberof whichis P,, P,, ... ;
thereis no needto assumethat IT and X are disjoint, but for the sake of
simplicity | will assumet for thetime being.Like the verb meaningsthese
alsoform a semilattice sothat[cafl < [mamma] < [animal], andso forth.
And while [caf] doesnotstandin the‘ <’ relationto [dog], bothstandin the
‘<’ relationto [mamma] andto [anima]. At this, thelexicallevel, thereare
no expressionsvhich denoteindividuals;only the universalsarerepresented
here.lf onerepresents propernamesuchas‘Bob’, [Bob] at this level of
interpretations goingto representhecommon-noumsageof thenameonly
(e.g..,the propertyof beingnamedBob), andnot the usagemakingreference
to a particularindividual bearingthatname.

Now, supposeve haveanincorporationconstructionyhich | taketo bea
lexical meaningof theform N
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tion in thesyntacticrepresentatiorthelP level. Whatcanremain(it appears)
asaconstutuenamonghetypesof nounphrasess thesoleinstanceof weak,
indefinitenonspecifics.

Themodeof combinationatthe V' level dependsiponaverbassociating
with a seriesof thematicroles(Th,, Th,, ...), andthesethematicrolesin
turn being“assigned’to the syntacticargumentsA partof whatit is to bea
“verb” in thisview is thatit is insertedunderaV’ nodethathasanappropriate
listing of thematicrolesassociatedvith it, which arelistedin thelexiconwith
the verb. Most verbshaveseveralalternativesetsof roles,
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The extensionof a V meaning,[V], is going to be somesetof event-
typeinstantiations|'ll call these‘token events” thoughbearingin mind that
thesearenot real eventsof the world, at this level. Let £ designatea setof
tokenevents{e,, e, ...} suchthatfor anyV, “[V] is a subsebf £. These
subsetpreservahelattice structureof theV meaningsn theusualway (e.g.,
if oneverbmeanings apartof anotherthenits extensiorwill bea subsebf
the others extensiongtc.).Now, asl havesaidabove £ doesnot consistof
whatwe mightthink of asrealeventsit is rathermorelike the setof event-
like thingswe cantalk about.lt doesnot matterthat, for examplea mouse
hasneverin factdevouredanelephanfor thatto havetokeneventinstances,
sinceit is somethingwve cantalk aboutevenif it neverhashappenedor ever
will happen?[a mousedevouran elephant will be somesubsebf £ justas
surelyas™[adogeatsomefood]. (In theseexamples| intendthe nonspecific
readingof theindefinitenounphrase®nly.)

The extension®f N meaningsare providedfor at the NP (asopposedo
DP) level,where"[NP] = “[N] in theinstancewherean NP consistsonly of
anN (i.e., thereareno modifiersor otherelementscombiningwith the N).
It may seemthat the naturalthing to do would be to havetheseextensions
be setsof individuals, but the problemwith this is thatwhethera givenin-
dividual falls underthe extensiorof a nounis contingentIt dependsn the
particulartime and place(andworld) oneis in. So, for instancewhethera
particularpersonis a “student” or a “professor” obviously dependwn the
time of evaluation—thesamepersormaybeoneatonetime, theother,atan-
other Sothe bestwe coulddoin defininganextensiorfor agiven
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goingto beasubsebf A/. Th,([plantg) is goingto designateéhe setof token
eventsin £ in whichaplant(i.e., somememberof “[planf]) functionsasthe
Patient.This is goingto includemanynon-freezingevents(aswhena plant
blooms,is potted,etc.),somefreezingeventswvhereit is a plantthatfreezes,
butit will notincludeall freezingeventgwheresomenon-plantfreezes)In-
tersectinghis setwith the setof freezingeventss goingto yield justthatset
of freezingeventavheresomeplantor otherfunctionsasthe Patient.
Notethat,atthis level,theresultis justa setof
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1.3.4 The Slevel

Interpretationat the V and V'’ levels makesno referenceto truth, context,
times, worlds, or any of the familiar semanticnotionsasidefrom “denota-
tion”. Howeveratthe S (or IP) level, all theseslementcomeinto play. Here,
the representationare ascommonlyassumedThereis at leasta setof in-

dividuals A, a setof worlds W, a setof events/A& (mnemonicfor “actual
events”)with e,, ... asmembersanda setof orderedtimes7. | am go-

ing to talk aboutworlds ascontainingeventsas parts,but this is a matterof

convenienceVerb meaningsare (or rather,correspondo) functionsof the
sortnearlyuniversallyassumedn formal semanticswith argumentslotsin

them, expressingelationsamongthe denotation®f its argumentgo yield

truth-valuesanddefinepropositionwia thesetruth-valuege.g.,aproposition
beinga setof possibleworlds,thatsetof world atwhichthe evaluatiorof the
relationandits argumentyields True). Sowhatwe needthenis somemeans
of mappingfrom the structuregpresentat the V' level into structuresat the
propositionalevel.

We needto ensurethat the meaningsexpressedt the V' level havethe
intuitively correctdenotationsn the propositionamodel.We do notwish for
“dog” to denotea type of fish, or “run” to denoteeventsof eating,for ex-
ample.We accomplishthis by mappinginto .4 andthe elementof A from
the membersof A and £ respectively
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a correspondingroperty-instantiatiomn “[caf] and”[mousé which “partic-

ipates”in the chasingevent. The samewill hold for all extensionalerbs.
However,this is a differentway of arriving at the sametruth-conditionally
definedproposition.l believethis (or its choice-functionequivalent)is the
structureof the specificreadingof the indefinite. It involvesassigningpar-
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/\
IP the, cat
the, mouse

V/[Th,, Th,]
|

\%
|

chase

Having madethis syntacticassociatiorwe arenow ableto calculatethe

exactrelationthatthe catandthe mousestandin. Recall

... DISAPPEARS/ 19

thatnounsstandfor

propertieswhich haveas extensionsinderV’ property-instantiationdndi-
vidualshaveproperty-instantiationisy virtue of beingof certaintypes.In this

instancetheinterpretatiorof the N’ determineghatthe catis a cat,andthe
mouseis a mouse from the contentsof the nounsthemselvesSomeof the

property-instantiationaregoingto be mappedntothe particularindividual

catthatis talked abouthere,and also onto the mousethat is being talked
abouthere.Thatis, eachwill find someextensionin /. Supposehesejust

happerto beim S BT 9.90
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commornounmeaningOnecandealwith thisby providingan
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