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Abstract

A variety of syntactic theories assume, some explicitly and other tacitly, that the choice of the verb in the clause determines ‘argument structure’, ‘canonical argument structure, and the ‘core’ and ‘peripheral’ (often corresponding to argument and adjunct) distinction (Rappaport Hovav and Levin 2010, Dixon 2010, among many others). The present study has two aims: (1) to demonstrate, through language-internal and cross-linguistic investigation, that verbs alone do not determine the number of noun phrases with which the verb can occur nor the semantic or grammatical relations of these noun phrases; and (2) to offer a radically different alternative to approaches that claim (a) the universality of categories subject and object, or A, S, O (as in Dixon 2010); (b) that verbs assign grammatical or semantic relations and (c) that verbs determine how grammatical or semantic relations are marked. At the base of this alternative is the demonstration that languages have grammaticalized different meanings and that there are at least two factors that affect the marking of the relationships between the verb and noun phrases: (1) the semantic compatibility of the verbs and nouns with the grammaticalized meanings in which the verbs occur, and (2) the presence of other grammaticalized meanings within the clause. The differential marking of various relationships among elements within the clause, which subsumes the distinction between arguments and adjuncts, follows naturally from the proposed analysis.
