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A-bar Movement, 32–36, 60

of negative XP, 258–62

of topic, 222–24

of wh-XP. See 

Wh-Movement

A-bar position, 35–36

abbreviated registers, 34–35

Activity Conditions, 141

adjunct(ion)

head adjunction, 18–19, 59

Island Constraint, 44–45

phrasal adjunction, 

20–22, 59, 306–9

phrasal adjuncts as 

specifiers, 310–27, 340

adverb(s)

as adjuncts, 306–9

as specifiers, 310–24, 340

Hierarchy, 316–17

order of, 315–24

Affix Hopping, 27–28, 60

agreement, 138–216

across finite clause, 

184–98, 209

deficit account of BE 

Drop, 378–82

in A-Movement, 138–44

in case-marking, 144–49

in expletive clauses, 

152–65

locus of, 209

multiple, 159–65, 208

A-Movement, 36–38, 

69–137, 214, 216

Antilocality Constraint, 328

argument structure, 77–79

Article Drop, 367–75, 

383–90, 395–97, 406

auxiliary

Drop, 354–66, 405

Inversion, 38–43, 257–67, 

290

projections, 99–101, 

300–5

Raising, 300–5, 339

selection, 88, 126

BE Drop, 375–90, 406

BE Raising, 41–43

Belfast English, 69–71, 87–

88, 126, 209, 380–81

binary-branching structure, 

17, 58

blocking mechanisms, 

44–52

cartography

of clause periphery, 

217–56

of clause subperiphery, 

300–46

of dropped constituents, 

347–419

case-marking, 10, 28–31, 

60, 144–49, 207–8, 214, 

216, 237–38

default, 225

exceptional. See ECM

of topic, 238

of who(m), 1–3, 216, 288

categories, 8–9, 58

c-command, 28–31, 60

Condition on Article 

Drop, 374–75, 388–89

Clause Typing Conditions, 

40–41

Complement Raising, 

321–24, 334–36

Complementiser Agreement, 

146–47, 207

complete clauses, 238–40

Completeness Condition, 141

Complex NP Constraint, 

44–45

COMP-Trace Filter, 50–52, 

61, 105–6, 126

condition/constraint/

principle, 44–48 See 

individual conditions, 

constraints and 

principles such as 

Impenetrability 

Condition, Adjunct 

Island Constraint, 

Freezing Principle

constraint. See condition

Constraint on Extraction 

Domains, 45, 85–86, 

126

Control, 110–15

agreement and case in, 

181–84

contrasted with Raising, 

115–19, 127

movement theory of, 127

Coordinate Structure 

Constraint, 44–45

copy

Highest Copy Condition, 

141

Raising, 196–203, 209

Theory of Movement, 

33–34, 60

Criterial Freezing Condition, 

219, 308

cross-clausal

A-bar Movement, 46–47

agreement and case-

marking, 184–203, 209

A-Movement/

Passivisation, 99–103, 

127

default

case, 225

Spellout Rule, 33–34

defective clause. See 

truncated clause

Diary Drop, 356–57

discontinuous spellout. See 

spellout

Distinctness Condition, 227

Doubly Filled COMP Filter, 

49–50, 61, 248

DP Hypothesis, 24

ECM, 174–77

ellipsis, 23 See also 

abbreviated registers
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empty categories. See null

EPP feature, 36–38, 60, 126, 

141–43, 208

exclamatives, 32–34, 

281–82, 290–91

expletives

agreement and case with, 

152–65

conditions on the use of, 

165–68

other analyses of, 208

passive, 36–37, 95–97, 

99–101

unaccusative, 85–86, 91

External Argument 

Condition, 165–66

feature(s), 9–12, 58

interpretable and 

uninterpretable, 

149–52

Valuation Conditions, 141

valuation of, 139–209

valued and unvalued, 

149–52

filters, 49–52

finite(ness)

contrasted with nonfinite, 

12–13

projection/FINP, 235–38

research on, 248

floating quantifier. See 

quantifier, spellout

focus(ing), 35

compared with topic, 

231–33

of interrogative wh-XP, 

262–67

of negative XP, 258–62

of yes–no question 

operator, 277–79

projection/FOCP, 228–31

research on, 248

force projection/FORCEP, 

219–21

in exclamatives, 281–82

in imperatives, 283–85, 

392–94

in relatives, 283–87

in wh-questions, 262–70

for-infinitives, 179–81, 

235–36

Freezing Principle, 47–48

Functional Specifier 

Hypothesis, 326–27

goal

condition, 141

for a probe, 140–42

theta role, 79–80

grammar

components of, 13

descriptive and 

prescriptive, 1–3

sources of data for, 3–8, 

58

head

Movement, 38–44

of a projection, 17

how come, 270–76, 290

Impenetrability Condition, 

45–47, 61, 104–6

imperatives, 87–88, 283–84, 

392–93, 406

Inactivity Condition, 165

Indefiniteness Condition, 

165

infinitive(s)

agreement, A-Movement, 

and case-marking in, 

168–85

Control, 181–83

ECM, 174–77

for. See for-infinitives

particle to, 168–84, 208–9

passive, 177–79

Raising, 169–74

interrogative. See also 

questions

Generalisation, 270

Inversion, 262–67

Intervention Condition, 48, 

61, 248

Inversion. See Auxiliary 

Inversion

Left Dislocation, 222, 248

Left Edge Ellipsis, 362–64, 

374, 378–82

Legibility Condition, 141

Like-Adjoins-to-Like 

Constraint, 308–9

locality

of movement, 45–47

merge, 13–18, 58

Hypothesis, 326–27

Minimality Condition, 

30–31, 60, 103–4

mixed structures, 119–23

modifier projection/MODP, 

233–35

mood, 11

multiple

agreement, 159–65, 208

topics, 225–28

XPs of same type. See 

recursion

negative

Fronting/Inversion, 

258–62

not in spec-NEGP, 41–43, 

303–5

n’t in NEG, 72–73

no TP no DP analysis, 

384–87

nonfinite. See finite

null

article, 371–72

case, 31

complementiser, 26–27

constituents, 23–28, 

59–60

determiner, 24

object. See Object Drop

preposition, 24–26

quantifier, 23–24

relative operator, 284–88

yes–no question operator, 

39–41, 61, 277–81

Object Drop, 390–401, 406

One Feature One Head 

Principle, 219

operator, null. See null

Passivisation, 36–38, 95–

106, 126–27, 139–44

constraints on, 103–6

in infinitives, 177–79

Path Containment 

Condition, 265

periphery of clause, 217–56

possessives, 369–70, 

372–73, 384–85

principle. See condition

Principle of Unambiguous 

Reverse Engineering, 

359–60

pro analysis of Object Drop, 

398–401

probe, 140–42

Condition, 141
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projection

types of, 17

prosodic account of weak 

syllable drop, 364–66

QP Hypothesis, 23–24

quantifier

floating/stranded, 73–74, 

87, 98–99, 128–29, 

327–36, 340

scope, 72–73, 126

questions

how come, 270–76, 290

wh-questions, 262–70, 290

yes–no, 39–41, 61, 

277–81, 290

Raising, 107–10

agreement and case in, 

169–74

contrasted with Control, 

115–19, 127

Recoverability Condition, 23

recursion

of complementiser, 236–37

of CP, 220–21

of FINP, 242–43

of MODP, 234–35

of TOPP, 225–28

registers, 405

relative clause, 283–88, 291

resumptive

relative clause, 287–88, 

292

topic structure, 222

scope

of auxiliary and negation, 

303–5

of quantifier and 

negation, 72–73

selection

Condition, 269–70

restrictions, 99

spellout

Default Spellout Rule, 

34–36

discontinuous/split, 

93–94, 97–98, 109–10, 

123

Floating Quantifier 

Spellout Rule, 330

Low Spellout Rule, 94, 

97–98

split

INFL, 339

spellout. See spellout

Structure Dependence 

Principle, 30

subject

+Auxiliary Drop, 354–58

Drop, 347–58, 405

Island Constraint, 44–45

originating within VP, 

69–137

projection/SUBJP, 305–10, 

339

subordinate clause, 261–62, 

324–27

subperiphery of clause, 

300–46

successive-cyclic movement, 

45–47

Swiping, 63–64

tense

affix, 27–28

deficit analysis of BE 

Drop, 382–90

projection/TP, 16, 305–10

theta

Criterion, 82, 126

-marking/-roles, 78–84

topic

case-marking of, 224–25

compared with focus, 

231–33

Drop, 392–94

in situ and ex situ, 

222–25

multiple, 225–28

projection/TOPP, 219–28

research on, 247–48

truncated clause, 241–43

Truncation account

of Article Drop, 368–71

of Auxiliary Drop, 358–62

of BE Drop, 378–83

of Subject (+Auxiliary) 

Drop, 352–58

unaccusative structures, 

84–94, 126

Uniform Theta Assignment 

Hypothesis/UTAH, 

89–90, 99, 127

variation

between registers, 405

between speakers, 6–8, 

257–58

Verb Raising (from V to 

T), 43

VP-Internal Subject 

Hypothesis, 69–78, 

125

weak syllable drop, 364–66

Wh-Movement

in exclamatives, 32–34, 

281–82

in interrogatives, 34–35, 

262–70

in relatives, 34–35, 

283–88

wh-questions. See 

questions

X-bar Syntax, 17–18

yes–no questions. See 

questions
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