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Workshop description

The issue of whether two grammatical or lexical items that shallowly resemble one
another in terms of their externalisation are identical or distinct with respect to the grammatical
properties associated with them is often one that cannot be settled in any straightforward
manner.Fromadiachronicperspective,itistypicallyfarfromclearwhetheralexicalitemundergoing
grammaticalisation (i) forces the formation of a dedicated entry in the lexicon that retains only
some of the properties associated with its source, or (ii) just develops the ability to (optionally)
be base-generated higher in a given functional domain (see Roberts & Roussou 2003).

These considerations, of course, bear direct consequences for the synchronic properties of the
items in question: does HAVE, for instance, give rise to two dedicated entries (main verb ,I have
a car‘ vs. auxiliary ,I have bought a car?) in line with (i) or is there just one item that may be
inserted in different syntactic positions thus taking distinct (nominal vs. verbal) complements
as suggested by (ii) (see Cowper 1989, Ackema & Marelj 2012)? Particularly pressing with respect
to grammatical (non-)identity are cases which potentially qualify for a large degree of under-
specification and allow for an explanation of both (or several) grammatical variants on the basis
of a single set of features.

Apart from the aforementioned case of HAVE (and similar questions arising for other auxiliaries),
some further examples of relevant empirical domains are the following: the identity of
embedded clauses and free relatives introduced by ,what* (see Cecchetto & Donati 2015), the non-
identity of central and peripheral adverbial clauses e.g. introduced by ,while‘ (see Haegeman
2012; Endo & Haegeman 2019), the identity of passive and perfect(ive) participles (see Wegner
2019), and the case of ,for* as a preposition and a complementiser (see Jarad 1997, Fischer et al.
2000). In addition to the empirical question of whether the configurations are (non-)identical,
theissue arises of how to delineate the two poles. One way to do so is Haegeman's (2003) distinc-
tion of internal and external syntax: whenever there are distinctions in internal syntax, the con-
figurations in question are non-identical, yet if the distinctions may be reduced to the ,external‘
functional surrounding, identity ensues.

This workshop aims at theoretically spelling out approaches to the synchronic as well as
diachronic (non-)identity of homophonous grammatical or lexical items. These promise to grant
important insights into the characteristics of central concepts like reanalysis, bleaching and
underspecification, but potentially also bear theoretical consequences for the bigger picture, e.g.
with respect to the delineation of lexicalist as opposed to antilexicalist approaches.

References: Ackema, Peter & Marelj, Marijana (2012). To have the empty theta-role. In Martin Everaert, Marijana Marel;j & Tal
Siloni (eds.), The theta system: Argument structure at the interface. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 227-250. Cecchetto,
Carlo & Donati, Caterina (2015). (Re)labeling. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press. Cowper, Elizabeth (1989).
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Perfective [-en] IS passive [-en]. In E. Jane Fee & Katherine Hunt (eds.), Proceedings of the Eighth West Coast Conference on
Formal Linguistics (WCCFL), 85-93. Stanford, CA: Stanford Linguistics Association by the Center for the Study of Language
and Information, Ventura Hall, Stanford University. Endo, Yoshido & Haegeman, Liliane (2019). Adverbial clauses and ad-
verbial concord. Glossa: A Journal of General Linguistics 4(1), 48. Fischer, Olga, van Kemenade, Ans, Koopman, Willem &
van der Wurff, Wim (2000). The syntax of Early English. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. Haegeman, Liliane (2003).
Conditional clauses: External and internal syntax. Mind & Language 18(4), 317-339. Haegeman, Liliane (2012). Adverbial
Clauses, Main Clause Phenomena, and the Composition of the Left Periphery. Oxford: OUP. Jarad, Najib 1. (1997). The origin
and development of for-infinitives. Doctoral dissertation, University of Wales, Bangor. Roberts, lan & Roussou, Anna (2003).
A Minimalist Approach to Grammaticalization. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. Wegner, Dennis (2019). The Under-
specification of Past Participles. On the Identity of Passive and Perfect(ive) Participles. Berlin, Boston: De Gruyter.
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