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Inceptive Head and the Split Little v Hypothesis

Summary

Diverse interpretations are currently available as to how roots are integrated with syntax (Marantz,
1997, 2001, Borer 2005, Hale & Keyser 2002 among others). Taking the roots for denominalized
verbs as an example, this paper argues that roots are impoverished, and two functional heads are
necessary to prepare a root for linguistic event descriptions: one is the “inceptive” head that makes
the roots visible to syntactic operations and brings eventualities into being, and the other a
conjugational head that provides syntactic environments that the roots utilize to license their
arguments. In other words, ‘little’ v is split into two.

Key Words: DM, denominalized verbs, little v, inceptive head

1. Denominalized Verbs: The Issue

It is well-known that nouns could be used as verbs (Clark & Clark 1979) as in I googled it. This is
by no means limited to English. Verbal Nouns (VNs) in Chinese, for instance, are ambiguous
between N and V. Japanese as well has a long tradition of using these VNs in Light Verb
Construction and other words (loaned or otherwise) either as N or V (e.g., copy = kopii™ / kopiru",
yado® ‘lodge’ = yadoru" ‘dwell’). What is not well-understood is how the event interpretations
became available out of nominal referents.

Languages like English do not leave a morphological trace for the N«»V conversion except
in limited phonologically marked cases such as lifeN — live¥ or shelf N — shelve". In contrast, in
Japanese the change is morphologically marked, where certain vowels suffix to roots when the
roots end with a consonant (C-roots). This is shown in (1) with the root Vkak- ‘write’.

(1) a. V: Vkak-a-na-i (write-a-Neg-T)  ‘do not write’

b. N: Vkak-i mono (write-i thing) ‘written material’
The vowels a in (1a) and i in (1b) are parts of so-called the Katuyo (Conjugation) paradigm. The
former is the Irrealis conjugation and the latter Adnominal conjugation that convert roots to stems
to which other grammatical items suffix as in (1a) or are compounded with N as in (1b). Under
Distributed Morphology (DM, Marantz 1997, 2005, 2013), on which this analysis is based, these
vowels could be considered as ‘little’ heads that type category-neutral roots. That is, Vkak- is
derived to [[[Vkak-] -a]¥ -na]Ne-i]T or [[[Nkak-] -i]N mono]™.

When roots are homophonous with nouns; however, a curious situation emerges. The root
\yado ‘lodge’, for example, could be verbalized by suffixing r as in Vyado-r-u ‘dwell’. When this
verb conjugates, 7 is obligatory, and the same vowels that are shown in (1) follow it.

(2) a. Vyado-r-a-na-i (lodge-r-a-Neg-T) ‘do not dwell’

b. Vyado-r-i-g(k)i (lodge-r-i branch) ‘a tree branch (for birds to rest)’
But why should this be? Wouldn’t the ‘little’ heads a and i be sufficient? If they need to coexist,
what roles do they play? We discuss these issues here focusing on the verbal context.

One may claim that » is a theme consonant that breaks V'V hiatus that is created by the root
final vowel /o/ and the ‘little’ heads /a,i/ in (2). VV hiatus is not admissible under the Japanese
(C)V mora structure. This view, however, is not tenable because, first, » functions as a verbalizer
as seen above, and second, some dialects add it to roots that otherwise do not require it. In
Kokonoemachi dialect in Kyusyu, for example, the single vocalic root i- ‘shoot (an arrow)’
changed to jur-aN ‘shoot-r-a-Neg’ from i-n in the Irrealis conjugation (Itoi 1964). This is
interesting because roots that end with a vowel (V-roots) do not need the conjugational vowels in



standard Japanese as observed in the Irrealis form of the root \mi- ‘see’. The negation of this root
is not *Nmir-a-na-i but is \mi-na-i (see-Neg-T) ‘do not see’. See the contrast in (3).
3) aVi- > jur-aN (> 1-N) Kokonoemachi Dialect
b. Vmi- > mi-na-i (*mir-a-nai) Standard Japanese
If the V-roots do not need the verbalizing », why did Kokonoemachi dialect opt for having it?
Sasaki (2019) argues that the incorporation of » to V-roots occurred to make the conjugation
parallel with roots that end with 7 such as Vaukur-u ‘make’, nobor-u ‘climb’ and Nokur-u ‘send’.
However, the analysis does not identify what r is, nor does it explain why this incorporation
occurred.
2. Split ‘Little’ v Hypothesis
Given the verbalizing function of  in (2) and (3a) and the obligatory presence of the vowels a and
i, we hypothesize that » is ‘little’ v along with the conjugational vowels in Japanese. More
specifically, ‘little’ v is split into two functional heads in this language in such a way that r is the
PF exponent of a head that brings the Davidsonian event argument e into being. It activates a root
and sets it out for the course of derivation to form a predicate. The vowels a and i are the exponents
of a head that takes the activated root as an integral part of the layered structure of VP. In the case
of Vkopir-u ‘to copy’ above, r institutes an event by activating the root Vkopii as [[Vkopi]-r]" and
makes it a legitimate syntactic object. Crucially, the activated root does not directly project and
license arguments since » lacks formal syntactic features. Instead, it needs to merge with the
conjugational head that provides the root with syntactic positions in the vP-VoiceP layer for
argument realization. If Theme is licensed, for instance, it appears in the spec position that is made
available by the merger of the complex [[Vkopi]-r]” and the conjugational head. Other heads follow
suit and merge cyclically to the output of the immediately preceding merger, and an argument NP
is licensed (if there is one) in the spec position at each cycle (Borer 2005, Myler 2016). See below.
4) a. [ _AG[_ ™ [\/ROO'[-I']V a]vP g]VoiceP
b. [Taro ga [ronbun o [kopi-r]Y a]'? ¢ ]Vo'*P na-i koto
Taro NOM paper ACC copy-r a NEG-T!™Pf fact
‘the fact that Taro does not plagiarize a paper’
(4a) is the derived skeletal structure that is an input to the subsequent merger with the negation na-
i. The heads and the specifier positions are saturated with the arguments at Vocabulary Insertion
(VD) as in (4b). The totality of the structure is a syntacticated concept that is interpreted at the CI
and the SM interfaces. As shown here, the split ‘little’ v analysis gives us a precise and extremely
compositional account for how denominalized verbs are derived. We believe that the split ‘little’
v system will be found in many other languages. If correct, there would be no syntactic object (SO)
such as VP, where arguments are licensed before the root is prepared for syntactic derivations.
3. Conclusion
A derivation begins with the merger of a root and the event inceptive head (r). Given the fact that
the vP-VoiceP layer is universal for VP structure, the rest of derivation follows the same procedure,
1.e., a functional head takes a SO, and licenses an argument if there is any. This model is compatible
with and gives a piece of supporting evidence for the Neo-constructivists’ approach to
morphosyntax (Myler 2016, Wood 2015).
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Notes on the Ditransitive ECM - A Lesson from Japanese

Keywords: ECM, Ditransitive verbs, Case, Argument

Background: Chomsky (1980), introducing the (GB-style) Case Theory, discusses the
absence of Exceptional Case Marking (ECM) with ditransitive verbs, suggesting that the

Case Theory provides a simple account of the relevant lexical gap. Observe:
(1) Leo gave Julia a book. (Bobaljik 2018: 277)
) Leo believes Julia; [ #; to have won |. (Bobaljik 2018: 277)

3) a. *Leo convinced Sarah Julia; [ #; to have won ].
b. *Leo persuaded Sarah Julia; [ #; to win |.

c. *Leo appealed to Sarah Julia; [ ¢; to be nominated ]. (Bobaljik 2018: 277)

Although English has both the ditransitive construction and ECM as in (1) and (2), respec-
tively, no ditransitive predicates are possible as in (3). Note that those verbs that select an

infinitive clause with two NPs do exist as Bobaljik (2018) shows:

@) a. Leo convinced Sarah, [ PRO; to win ].
b. Leo appealed to Sarah; [ PRO; to (let him) win ].
c. Leo appealed to Sarah [ for Julia to be nominated ].  (Bobaljik 2018: 278)

Then, the question is why we don’t have the ECM counterpart of (4). Semantically speak-
ing, there is nothing wrong to have it, and verbs like convince and persuade will be a

causative version of believe, hence make-believe:

&) Sarah {convinced/persuaded} Leo [ that Julia won ].
~> Leo believes [ that Julia won ]. (Bobaljik 2018: 278)

According to Chomsky (1980), the pertinent lexical gap is ascribed to the lack of ad-
jacency between the verb and the internal argument, and this analysis is elaborated by
Boeckx and Hornstein (2005) under the minimalist framework.

The Ditransitive ECM in Icelandic/Japanese: Notwithstanding the adjacency argument
given above, Bobaljik (2018) convincingly shows that this is hard to maintain in Icelandic

where no adjacent requirement holds for Case assignment yet the ditransitive ECM is

1



impossible; let us first witness that this language has the ditransitive construction and its
second (lower) argument is Case-dependent on the verb, so that passivization bleeds the
verb for its accusative case:

(6) a. Jon  gaf Olafi  bdkina.

Jon.Nom gave Olaf.pat book.the.acc
‘Jon gave Olaf the book.” (Holmberg & Platzack 1995: 187)

b. Olafi  var gefin békin.
Olaf.par was given book.the.Nom
‘Olaf was given the book.” (Falk 1990)
(6) confirms that there is no adjacency requirement for assigning Case, but the ditransitive

ECM is not an option (um is a particle, but the presence of it doesn’t matter):

(7) a. Eg sannferdi pA um [ vad Harald-ur hefdi unnid ].
I convinced them P that Harald-~om had  won
‘I convinced them that Harald had won.’

b. *Eg sannferdi pa um [ Harald hefa unnio |.
I convinced them P Harald.acc have.INF won
‘I convinced them Harald to have won.’ (Bobaljik 2018: 280)
Now, what’s interesting here is that Japanese, where no Case adjacency is required for
ditransitives and something like (6) is also possible, does have the ditransitive ECM.

(8) Kenji-wa saibantyoo-ni [ hikoku-{ga/o} yuuzai-da-to ]
prosecutor-Top judge-pAr defendant-~nom/Acc guilty-COP.PRES-REP
syutyoo-si-ta.
claim-do-pasT
‘The procecutor claimed to the judge that the defendant was guilty.” (Shimamura

2013: 187)

In (8), not only nominative but accusative case is possible, and the latter has been consid-
ered to be a case of ECM (Tanaka 2002 i.a.). Bobaljik (2018) suggests that (7b) is bad
since the upper limit of the number of the arguments verbs take is three. Thus, no verb can
take the external, the goal and the raised/ECMed argument plus the embedded infinitive
clause (cf. Pesetsky 1995). To the extent that this generalization is cross-linguistic (as
Bobaljik assumes), Japanese doesn’t follow it, or there are only three (or less) arguments
in (8). I take the latter option, and I argue with Shimamura (2018) that the embedded

quotative clause is not an argument of the matrix verb but introduced by a covert verb.



