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Although there is extensive work on the semantics and syntax of argu-
ment alternations (see, e.g., Levin 2015 for an overview), the literature
lacks a systematic investigation of the not-at-issue meanings that the non-
base variants contribute. This talk takes a selection of syntactically-high,
not-at-issue, categories from the literature (Cinque 1999, Hole 2015) and
presents observations on projective meanings—so far overlooked—in non-
base variants of a few argument alternations. This work contributes to the
growing body of literature that describes morphosyntactic communication
between infl-level categories on the one hand, and C-level categories on
the other (Kratzer 2009, Wiltschko 2014, Hole 2015).
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