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  Abstract
  This article discusses deletion in spoken and written English. It notes that subjects are frequently dropped both in informal spoken English (Napoli 1982; Zwicky & Pullum 1983b) and in certain registers of written English such as diaries (Haegeman 1990, 1997, 2007; Haegeman & Ihsane 1999, 2001). The article argues in favour of Napoli's phonological analysis of left-edge deletion in spoken English, and provides a formalisation of Napoli's account in the framework of Selkirk's (1995, 2001, 2011) optimality-theoretic analysis of syntax–phonology mapping. A comparison is drawn with the case of subject drop in the diary register. Due to the difference in surface distribution of the phenomenon between the spoken and written cases, the analysis cannot transfer directly. However, I suggest that, combined with arguments made by Haegeman (2002) for a sentence-medial position for modifiers in written English, the phonological analysis can account for a large subset of the diary drop cases.


 


   
    
	
Type

	Research Article


 	
Information

	English Language & Linguistics
  
,
Volume 16
  
,
Issue 1
  , March 2012  , pp. 105 - 129 
 DOI: https://doi.org/10.1017/S136067431100030X
 [Opens in a new window]
 
  


   	
Copyright

	
Copyright © Cambridge University Press 2012




 Access options
 Get access to the full version of this content by using one of the access options below. (Log in options will check for institutional or personal access. Content may require purchase if you do not have access.)  


    
 References
  
 

 Akmajian, Adrian, Demers, Richard A., Farmer, Ann K. & Harnish, Robert M.. 1995. Linguistics: An introduction to language and communication, 4th edn.Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.Google Scholar


 
 

 Bader, Markus. 1998. Prosodic influences on reading syntactically ambiguous sentences. In Fodor, Janet D. & Ferreira, Fernanda (eds.), Reanalysis in sentence processing (Studies in Theoretical Psycholinguistics 21), 1–46. Dordrecht: Kluwer.Google Scholar


 
 

 Chomsky, Noam. 2000. Minimalist inquiries: The framework. In Martin, Roger, Michaels, David & Uriagereka, Juan (eds.), Step by step: Essays in Minimalist syntax in honor of Howard Lasnik, 89–115. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.Google Scholar


 
 

 Chomsky, Noam. 2001. Derivation by phase. In Kenstowicz, Michael (ed.), Ken Hale: A life in language, 1–52. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.Google Scholar


 
 

 Chomsky, Noam. 2008. On phases. In Freidin, Robert, Otero, Carlos P. & Zubizarreta, Maria Luisa (eds.), Foundational issues in linguistic theory: Essays in honor of Jean-Roger Vergnaud. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.Google Scholar


 
 

 Elfner, Emily. 2011. The interaction of linearization and prosody: Evidence from pronoun postposing in Irish. In Carnie, Andrew (ed.), Formal approaches to Celtic linguistics, 11–40. Newcastle upon Tyne: Cambridge Scholars Publishing.Google Scholar


 
 

 Gerken, LouAnn. 1991. The metrical basis for children's subjectless sentences. Journal of Memory and Language 30 (4), 431–51.Google Scholar


 
 

 Gerken, LouAnn. 1994. Young children's representation of prosodic phonology: Evidence from English-speakers’ weak syllable productions. Journal of Memory and Language 33 (1), 19–38.Google Scholar


 
 

 Haegeman, Liliane. 1987a. Complement ellipsis in English: Or how to cook without objects. In Simon-Vandenbergen, Anne-Marie (ed.), Studies in honour of René Derolez, 248–61, Ghent: Seminarie voor Engelse en Oud-Germaanse Taalkunde R.U.G.Google Scholar


 
 

 Haegeman, Liliane. 1987b. Register variation in English: some theoretical implications. Journal of English Linguistics 20, 230–48.CrossRefGoogle Scholar


 
 

 Haegeman, Liliane. 1990. Understood subjects in English diaries: on the relevance of theoretical syntax for the study of register variation. Multilingua 9 (1), 157–99.CrossRefGoogle Scholar


 
 

 Haegeman, Liliane. 1997. Register variation, truncation, and subject omission in English and in French. English Language and Linguistics 1 (2), 233–70.Google Scholar


 
 

 Haegeman, Liliane. 2002. Sentence-medial NP-adjuncts in English. Nordic Journal of Linguistics 25, 79–108.Google Scholar


 
 

 Haegeman, Liliane. 2007. Subject omission in present-day written English: On the theoretical relevance of peripheral data. Rivista di grammatica generativa 32, 91–124.Google Scholar


 
 

 Haegeman, Liliane & Ihsane, Tabea. 1999. Subject ellipsis in embedded clauses in English. English Language and Linguistics 3 (1), 117–45.CrossRefGoogle Scholar


 
 

 Haegeman, Liliane & Ihsane, Tabea. 2001. Adult null subjects in the non-pro-drop languages: Two diary dialects. Language Acquisition 9 (4), 329–46.CrossRefGoogle Scholar


 
 

 Hoekstra, Teun & Schwartz, Bonnie (eds.). 1994. Language acquisition studies in generative grammar (Language Acquisition and Language Disorders 8). Amsterdam: John Benjamins.CrossRefGoogle Scholar


 
 

 Horsey, Richard. 1998. Null arguments in English registers: A Minimalist account. BA thesis, La Trobe University.Google Scholar


 
 

 Hyams, Nina M. 1986. Language acquisition and the theory of parameters. Dordrecht: Reidel.Google Scholar


 
 

 Hyams, Nina M. 1994. V2, null arguments and COMP projections. In Hoekstra & Schwartz (eds.), 21–55.Google Scholar


 
 

 Hyams, Nina M. 2011. Missing subjects in early child language. In de Villiers, Jill & Roeper, Thomas (eds.), Handbook of generative approaches to language acquisition, 13–52. Dordrecht: Springer. Draft accessed from www.linguistics.ucla.edu/people/hyams/papers/2009%20Hyams.doc.CrossRefGoogle Scholar


 
 

 Mårdh, Ingrid. 1980. Headlinese: On the grammar of English front page headlines. Malmö: C. W. K. Gleerup.Google Scholar


 
 

 Merchant, Jason. 2001. The syntax of silence: Sluicing, islands and the theory of ellipsis. Oxford: Oxford University Press.CrossRefGoogle Scholar


 
 

 Napoli, Donna Jo. 1982. Initial material deletion in English. Glossa 16 (1), 85–111.Google Scholar


 
 

 Prince, Alan & Smolensky, Paul. 1993/2004. Optimality Theory: Constraint interaction in generative grammar. Technical Report, Rutgers University and University of Colorado at Boulder, 1993. Revised version published by Blackwell, 2004. [ROA 537.]Google Scholar


 
 

 Quirk, Randolph, Greenbaum, Sidney, Leech, Geoffrey & Svartvik, Jan. 1985. A comprehensive grammar of the English language. New York: Longman.Google Scholar


 
 

 Rizzi, Luigi. 1994. Early null subjects and root null subjects. In Hoekstra & Schwartz (eds.), 151–76.Google Scholar


 
 

 Rizzi, Luigi. 1997. The fine structure of the left periphery. In Haegeman, Liliane (ed.), Elements of grammar: Handbook in generative syntax, 281–337. Dordrecht: Kluwer.CrossRefGoogle Scholar


 
 

 Rizzi, Luigi & Shlonsky, Ur. 2007. Strategies of subject extraction. In Gärtner, Hans-Martin & Sauerland, Uli (eds.), Interfaces + recursion = language? Chomsky's minimalism and the view from syntax-semantics, 115–60. Berlin: Mouton de Gruyter.Google Scholar


 
 

 Roeper, Tom & Rohrbacher, Bernhard. 1994. Null subjects in early child English and the theory of Economy of Projection. University of Pennsylvania Institute for Research in Cognitive Science Technical Report No. IRCS-94–16.Google Scholar


 
 

 Schmerling, Susan F. 1973. Subjectless sentences and the notion of surface structure. Chicago Linguistic Society (CLS) 9, 577–86.Google Scholar


 
 

 Selkirk, Elisabeth. 1978. On prosodic structure and its relation to syntactic structure. In Fretheim, Thorstein (ed.), Nordic prosody 2, 128–49. Trondheim: TAPIR.Google Scholar


 
 

 Selkirk, Elisabeth. 1995. The prosodic structure of function words. In Beckman, Jill, Dickey, Laura Walsh & Urbanczyk, Suzanne (eds.), Papers in Optimality Theory. Amherst, MA: GLSA.Google Scholar


 
 

 Selkirk, Elisabeth. 2001. The syntax-phonology interface. In Smelser, N. J. & Baltes, Paul B. (eds.), International encyclopedia of the social and behavioral sciences, 15407–12. Oxford: Pergamon.Google Scholar


 
 

 Selkirk, Elisabeth. 2002. Contrastive focus vs. presentational focus: Prosodic evidence from Right Node Raising in English. In Speech prosody 2002: Proceedings of the 1st international conference on speech prosody, 643–6. Aix-en-Provence.CrossRefGoogle Scholar


 
 

 Selkirk, Elisabeth. 2006. Bengali intonation revisited: An optimality theoretic analysis in which FOCUS stress prominence drives FOCUS phrasing. In Lee, Chung-Min, Gordon, Matthew & Buering, Daniel (eds.), Topic and focus: A cross-linguistic perspective, 217–46. Dordrecht: Kluwer.Google Scholar


 
 

 Selkirk, Elisabeth. 2011. The syntax–phonology interface. In Goldsmith, John A., Riggle, Jason & Yu, Alan C. L. (eds.), The handbook of phonological theory, 2nd edn, 435–84. Oxford: Wiley-Blackwell.Google Scholar


 
 

 Straumann, Heinrich. 1935. Newspaper headlines: A study in linguistic method. London: George Allen & Unwin Ltd.Google Scholar


 
 

 Thrasher, Randolph H. 1974. Shouldn't ignore these strings: A study of conversational deletion. PhD dissertation, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor.Google Scholar


 
 

 Thrasher, Randolph H. 1977. One way to say more by saying less: A study of so-called subjectless sentences. Kwansei Gakuin University Monograph Series vol. 11. Tokyo: Eihosha.Google Scholar


 
 

 Weir, Andrew. 2009. Article drop in English headlinese. MA thesis, University College London.Google Scholar


 
 

 Zwicky, Arnold M. & Pullum, Geoffrey K.. 1983a. Cliticization vs inflection: English n't. Language 59 (3), 502–13.CrossRefGoogle Scholar


 
 

 Zwicky, Arnold M. & Pullum, Geoffrey K.. 1983b. Deleting named morphemes. Lingua 59, 155–75.Google Scholar




 

           



 
  	33
	Cited by


 

   




 Cited by

 
 Loading...


 [image: alt]   


 













Cited by





	


[image: Crossref logo]
33




	


[image: Google Scholar logo]















Crossref Citations




[image: Crossref logo]





This article has been cited by the following publications. This list is generated based on data provided by
Crossref.









Mack, Jennifer E.
Clifton, Charles
Frazier, Lyn
and
Taylor, Patrick V.
2012.
(Not) Hearing optional subjects: The effects of pragmatic usage preferences.
Journal of Memory and Language,
Vol. 67,
Issue. 1,
p.
211.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Rafi, Muhammad Shaban
2014.
Meaning Making Through Minimal Linguistic Forms in Computer-Mediated Communication.
SAGE Open,
Vol. 4,
Issue. 2,
p.
215824401453593.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Torres Cacoullos, Rena
and
Travis, Catherine E.
2014.
Prosody, priming and particular constructions: The patterning of English first-person singular subject expression in conversation.
Journal of Pragmatics,
Vol. 63,
Issue. ,
p.
19.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Bat-El, Outi
2014.
The Form of Structure, the Structure of Form.
Vol. 12,
Issue. ,
p.
193.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Ruda, Marta
2014.
Missing objects in special registers: The syntax of null objects in English.
Canadian Journal of Linguistics/Revue canadienne de linguistique,
Vol. 59,
Issue. 3,
p.
339.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Haegeman, Liliane
Weir, Andrew
Danckaert, Lieven
D’Hulster, Tijs
and
Buelens, Liisa
2015.
Against the root analysis of subject contact relatives in English.
Lingua,
Vol. 163,
Issue. ,
p.
61.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Frazier, Lyn
2015.
Do Null Subjects (mis-)Trigger Pro-drop Grammars?.
Journal of Psycholinguistic Research,
Vol. 44,
Issue. 6,
p.
669.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Travis, Catherine E.
and
Lindstrom, Amy M.
2016.
Different registers, different grammars? Subject expression in English conversation and narrative.
Language Variation and Change,
Vol. 28,
Issue. 1,
p.
103.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






TORRES CACOULLOS, RENA
and
TRAVIS, CATHERINE E.
2016.
Two languages, one effect: Structural priming in spontaneous code-switching.
Bilingualism: Language and Cognition,
Vol. 19,
Issue. 4,
p.
733.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Kinn, Kari
Rusten, Kristian A.
and
Walkden, George
2016.
Null Subjects in Early Icelandic.
Journal of Germanic Linguistics,
Vol. 28,
Issue. 1,
p.
31.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Namtapi, Itsara
and
Pongpairoj, Nattama
2016.
The acquisition of L2 English non-null arguments by L1 Thai learners.
Kasetsart Journal of Social Sciences,
Vol. 37,
Issue. 3,
p.
150.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Danckaert, Lieven
D'Hulster, Tijs
and
Haegeman, Liliane
2016.
Theoretical Approaches to Linguistic Variation.
Vol. 234,
Issue. ,
p.
145.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Weir, Andrew
2017.
Object drop and article drop in reduced written register.
Linguistic Variation,
Vol. 17,
Issue. 2,
p.
157.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Kinn, Kari
2017.
Null arguments in old Norwegian.
Linguistic Variation,
Vol. 17,
Issue. 2,
p.
309.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Haegeman, Liliane
2017.
Unspeakable sentences.
Linguistic Variation,
Vol. 17,
Issue. 2,
p.
229.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Stark, Elisabeth
and
Robert-Tissot, Aurélia
2017.
Subject drop in Swiss French text messages.
Linguistic Variation,
Vol. 17,
Issue. 2,
p.
251.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Salmon, William
2018.
Negative auxiliaries and absent expletives in Texas vernacular English.
Journal of Pragmatics,
Vol. 130,
Issue. ,
p.
51.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






McFadden, Thomas
and
Sundaresan, Sandhya
2018.
Reducing pro and PRO to a single source.
The Linguistic Review,
Vol. 35,
Issue. 3,
p.
463.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






WAGNER, SUSANNE
2018.
Never saw one – first-person null subjects in spoken English1.
English Language and Linguistics,
Vol. 22,
Issue. 01,
p.
1.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Torres Cacoullos, Rena
and
Travis, Catherine E.
2019.
Variationist typology: Shared probabilistic constraints across (non-)null subject languages.
Linguistics,
Vol. 57,
Issue. 3,
p.
653.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar





Download full list
















Google Scholar Citations

View all Google Scholar citations
for this article.














 

×






	Librarians
	Authors
	Publishing partners
	Agents
	Corporates








	

Additional Information











	Accessibility
	Our blog
	News
	Contact and help
	Cambridge Core legal notices
	Feedback
	Sitemap



Select your country preference



[image: US]
Afghanistan
Aland Islands
Albania
Algeria
American Samoa
Andorra
Angola
Anguilla
Antarctica
Antigua and Barbuda
Argentina
Armenia
Aruba
Australia
Austria
Azerbaijan
Bahamas
Bahrain
Bangladesh
Barbados
Belarus
Belgium
Belize
Benin
Bermuda
Bhutan
Bolivia
Bosnia and Herzegovina
Botswana
Bouvet Island
Brazil
British Indian Ocean Territory
Brunei Darussalam
Bulgaria
Burkina Faso
Burundi
Cambodia
Cameroon
Canada
Cape Verde
Cayman Islands
Central African Republic
Chad
Channel Islands, Isle of Man
Chile
China
Christmas Island
Cocos (Keeling) Islands
Colombia
Comoros
Congo
Congo, The Democratic Republic of the
Cook Islands
Costa Rica
Cote D'Ivoire
Croatia
Cuba
Cyprus
Czech Republic
Denmark
Djibouti
Dominica
Dominican Republic
East Timor
Ecuador
Egypt
El Salvador
Equatorial Guinea
Eritrea
Estonia
Ethiopia
Falkland Islands (Malvinas)
Faroe Islands
Fiji
Finland
France
French Guiana
French Polynesia
French Southern Territories
Gabon
Gambia
Georgia
Germany
Ghana
Gibraltar
Greece
Greenland
Grenada
Guadeloupe
Guam
Guatemala
Guernsey
Guinea
Guinea-bissau
Guyana
Haiti
Heard and Mc Donald Islands
Honduras
Hong Kong
Hungary
Iceland
India
Indonesia
Iran, Islamic Republic of
Iraq
Ireland
Israel
Italy
Jamaica
Japan
Jersey
Jordan
Kazakhstan
Kenya
Kiribati
Korea, Democratic People's Republic of
Korea, Republic of
Kuwait
Kyrgyzstan
Lao People's Democratic Republic
Latvia
Lebanon
Lesotho
Liberia
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
Liechtenstein
Lithuania
Luxembourg
Macau
Macedonia
Madagascar
Malawi
Malaysia
Maldives
Mali
Malta
Marshall Islands
Martinique
Mauritania
Mauritius
Mayotte
Mexico
Micronesia, Federated States of
Moldova, Republic of
Monaco
Mongolia
Montenegro
Montserrat
Morocco
Mozambique
Myanmar
Namibia
Nauru
Nepal
Netherlands
Netherlands Antilles
New Caledonia
New Zealand
Nicaragua
Niger
Nigeria
Niue
Norfolk Island
Northern Mariana Islands
Norway
Oman
Pakistan
Palau
Palestinian Territory, Occupied
Panama
Papua New Guinea
Paraguay
Peru
Philippines
Pitcairn
Poland
Portugal
Puerto Rico
Qatar
Reunion
Romania
Russian Federation
Rwanda
Saint Kitts and Nevis
Saint Lucia
Saint Vincent and the Grenadines
Samoa
San Marino
Sao Tome and Principe
Saudi Arabia
Senegal
Serbia
Seychelles
Sierra Leone
Singapore
Slovakia
Slovenia
Solomon Islands
Somalia
South Africa
South Georgia and the South Sandwich Islands
Spain
Sri Lanka
St. Helena
St. Pierre and Miquelon
Sudan
Suriname
Svalbard and Jan Mayen Islands
Swaziland
Sweden
Switzerland
Syrian Arab Republic
Taiwan
Tajikistan
Tanzania, United Republic of
Thailand
Togo
Tokelau
Tonga
Trinidad and Tobago
Tunisia
Turkey
Turkmenistan
Turks and Caicos Islands
Tuvalu
Uganda
Ukraine
United Arab Emirates
United Kingdom
United States
United States Minor Outlying Islands
United States Virgin Islands
Uruguay
Uzbekistan
Vanuatu
Vatican City
Venezuela
Vietnam
Virgin Islands (British)
Wallis and Futuna Islands
Western Sahara
Yemen
Zambia
Zimbabwe









Join us online

	









	









	









	









	


























	

Legal Information










	


[image: Cambridge University Press]






	Rights & Permissions
	Copyright
	Privacy Notice
	Terms of use
	Cookies Policy
	
© Cambridge University Press 2024

	Back to top













	
© Cambridge University Press 2024

	Back to top












































Cancel

Confirm





×





















Save article to Kindle






To save this article to your Kindle, first ensure coreplatform@cambridge.org is added to your Approved Personal Document E-mail List under your Personal Document Settings on the Manage Your Content and Devices page of your Amazon account. Then enter the ‘name’ part of your Kindle email address below.
Find out more about saving to your Kindle.



Note you can select to save to either the @free.kindle.com or @kindle.com variations. ‘@free.kindle.com’ emails are free but can only be saved to your device when it is connected to wi-fi. ‘@kindle.com’ emails can be delivered even when you are not connected to wi-fi, but note that service fees apply.



Find out more about the Kindle Personal Document Service.








Left-edge deletion in English and subject omission in diaries1








	Volume 16, Issue 1
	
ANDREW WEIR (a1)

	DOI: https://doi.org/10.1017/S136067431100030X





 








Your Kindle email address




Please provide your Kindle email.



@free.kindle.com
@kindle.com (service fees apply)









Available formats

 PDF

Please select a format to save.

 







By using this service, you agree that you will only keep content for personal use, and will not openly distribute them via Dropbox, Google Drive or other file sharing services
Please confirm that you accept the terms of use.















Cancel




Save














×




Save article to Dropbox







To save this article to your Dropbox account, please select one or more formats and confirm that you agree to abide by our usage policies. If this is the first time you used this feature, you will be asked to authorise Cambridge Core to connect with your Dropbox account.
Find out more about saving content to Dropbox.

 





Left-edge deletion in English and subject omission in diaries1








	Volume 16, Issue 1
	
ANDREW WEIR (a1)

	DOI: https://doi.org/10.1017/S136067431100030X





 









Available formats

 PDF

Please select a format to save.

 







By using this service, you agree that you will only keep content for personal use, and will not openly distribute them via Dropbox, Google Drive or other file sharing services
Please confirm that you accept the terms of use.















Cancel




Save














×




Save article to Google Drive







To save this article to your Google Drive account, please select one or more formats and confirm that you agree to abide by our usage policies. If this is the first time you used this feature, you will be asked to authorise Cambridge Core to connect with your Google Drive account.
Find out more about saving content to Google Drive.

 





Left-edge deletion in English and subject omission in diaries1








	Volume 16, Issue 1
	
ANDREW WEIR (a1)

	DOI: https://doi.org/10.1017/S136067431100030X





 









Available formats

 PDF

Please select a format to save.

 







By using this service, you agree that you will only keep content for personal use, and will not openly distribute them via Dropbox, Google Drive or other file sharing services
Please confirm that you accept the terms of use.















Cancel




Save














×



×



Reply to:

Submit a response













Title *

Please enter a title for your response.







Contents *


Contents help










Close Contents help









 



- No HTML tags allowed
- Web page URLs will display as text only
- Lines and paragraphs break automatically
- Attachments, images or tables are not permitted




Please enter your response.









Your details









First name *

Please enter your first name.




Last name *

Please enter your last name.




Email *


Email help










Close Email help









 



Your email address will be used in order to notify you when your comment has been reviewed by the moderator and in case the author(s) of the article or the moderator need to contact you directly.




Please enter a valid email address.






Occupation

Please enter your occupation.




Affiliation

Please enter any affiliation.















You have entered the maximum number of contributors






Conflicting interests








Do you have any conflicting interests? *

Conflicting interests help











Close Conflicting interests help









 



Please list any fees and grants from, employment by, consultancy for, shared ownership in or any close relationship with, at any time over the preceding 36 months, any organisation whose interests may be affected by the publication of the response. Please also list any non-financial associations or interests (personal, professional, political, institutional, religious or other) that a reasonable reader would want to know about in relation to the submitted work. This pertains to all the authors of the piece, their spouses or partners.





 Yes


 No




More information *

Please enter details of the conflict of interest or select 'No'.









  Please tick the box to confirm you agree to our Terms of use. *


Please accept terms of use.









  Please tick the box to confirm you agree that your name, comment and conflicts of interest (if accepted) will be visible on the website and your comment may be printed in the journal at the Editor’s discretion. *


Please confirm you agree that your details will be displayed.


















