M Multiple Case Valuation

mmmRxssmxAR and Its Implications

In this talk, I will argue that a nominal phrase can receive more than one Case.

In the conventional Agree model (cf. Chomsky 2000 ef seq.), it is assumed that once an agreement
relation holds between the bearer of a Case feature and a functional head, the former should soon
be rendered inactive for further ¢-agreement and Case valuation (i.e., the Inactivity Condition).
In the conventional Agree model, therefore, it is theoretically impossible for a nominal phrase to
enter into ¢-agreement and Case valuation twice.

However, the conventional Agree model, equipped with the Inactivity Condition, cannot deal
with the phenomena that can be regarded as instances of multiple Case valuation (cf. McCreight
1988, Bejar and Massam 1999, Yoon 1996, Richards 2012, Pesetsky 2013, Levin 2017, among
others). Thus, I will depart from the Inactivity Condition and propose that the Case feature of a
nominal phrase remains active as long as it is in narrow syntax (cf. Bruening 2001, Narita 2007).
I will also explore some implications of this proposal for the theory of grammar.
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