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This project has investigated the development of object movement in the
history of English and attempted to account for the results of the investigation in terms of the
hierarchical structure of functional categories in the left periphery of the vP-domain. From the
data on the relative order between objects and adverbs, it has been claimed that positive objects
and quantified objects move to the specifiers of different functional categories, namely, Top(ic)
and Foc(us), in the left periphery of the vP-domain. Moreover, the loss of object movement has been
argued to be related to the loss of Top and Foc in the left periphery of the vP-domain, as well as
the change in the basic word order within VP.
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(i) a (SUBJ) AUX (SUBJ) {OBJADV /
ADV OBJ} V
b. (SUBJ) {OBJADV /ADV OBJ V AUX

(ia)
1 2
PO QO
TA VA
1 PO
02 O3 M1 M2 | M3 M4

TA | 10/83 | 15/75 4/7 |11 |03 |00

VA | 56/129 | 53/122 | 25/45 | /3 | 3/11 | 0/1

2 QO

02 03 | M1 M2 | M3 | M4

TA 0/20 0/17 | 0/1 0/0 0/0 0/0

VA 13/22 8/16 | 3/9 0/1 12 0/0

(O2: 850-950, O3: 950-1050, M1: 1150-1250, M2:
1250-1350, M3: 1350-1420, M4: 1420-1500)
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(iii) he wolde sona her on

he would that kingdom soon here on
eorpan gesettan

earth build

‘he would soon build that kingdom here on

earth’

(coblick,HomS_46_[BIHom 11]:117.24.1491)

(iv) we willad nu her geendian;

we will now our speech here end

‘we will now end our speech here’

(cocathom2, ECHom _1II, 41:308.138.7003)
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(v) *SUBJ AUX PO; V pronoun/particle t;
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(vi) ye haue eny thing spoken of my going to

Caleys (Paston 355.28)
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(vii) there woulde some Iewes reproue this his

doing (Udall, etc. Erasm. Par. / OED)
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