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3 AN ALTERNATIVE: T AND TENSE INFLECTION 
 
In this section we will make a proposal r



27      

 
Our approach thus postulates that there are two quite dis
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form of partial reprojection, in that the T-features of the compound element determine the 
formation of the TP (the V-features do not, as these have played their role in forming the 
thematic domain of VP, although they must move with T as part of the compound V+T element). 
Movement is thus triggered by the inherent features of the compound V+T element; and 
“richness” of tense morphology is what underlies t
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 b. *John has[Perf] being[Prog] smoked[Perf] 
 
This locality is guaranteed by the non-intervention clause in the definition of Agree. We follow 
standard assumptions (Chomsky 2000, 2001) in taking the structural environment in which 
Agree holds to be defined as
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(1991), that cliticisation always involves adjunction to the left
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Since n’t triggers stem allomorphy on the auxiliaries it combines with (e.g. will/won’t), we must 
therefore conclude that n’t is an inflection which attaches to auxiliaries (see also Spencer 
1991:381f.). Our analysis therefore implies that NE has a class of negative auxiliaries, similar to 
the Uralic languages, Latin, Old English, Afrikaans and various other languages. Negative do 
(i.e. the forms don’t, doesn’t, didn’t) is thus the form that corresponds to negative, non-modal, 
finite T with various Tense and !-feature specifications. 

If we claim that auxiliary+n’t combinations are lexically-formed negative auxiliaries, 
then we must provide an analysis of “non-contracted” not, which we now see as an element 
synchronically independent of n’t. In many contexts, not has an interpretation and a syntax 
distinct from n’t. I
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(18) 





35      

that the subject is merged in a specifier of vP, then the fact that a trace of the subject appears to 
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After the reanalysis in (28), English therefore had a class of
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(30) a.  Where eyes did once inhabit       (from Richard III cited in Barber 
1976: 164) 
 b. Rough windes do shake the darling buds of Maie (from Sonnet 18)  
 
But the modern do-support sys
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