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Coordination vs. DP-comitatives

(1) a.  Coordination: The mother and her child *has/have arrived
b.  Comitative: The mother along with her child has/have arrived

Note: | use comitative broadly, encompassing things like with, along with, included, together with, ... (English) and samt,
mitsamt, nebst, zusammen/gemeinsam mit, inklusive, einschlieBlich, unter Einschluss von unter Hinzuziehung von... (German),

even though their precise meanings vary Terminology: | will call structure of form x comitative y a comitative-modified DP
@ Comitative-modified DPs can convey similar meanings to coordinated DPs

@ Comitative-modified singular DPs are sometimes compatible with plural verb

inflection (unlike VP-comitatives, not discussed here, see Rimon 2026 for discussion of the differences)

@ Coordination remains controversial, but comitatives are clearly adjunctive (2c):

Nevins and Weisser (2019): Three potential structures for coordination
a. Flat b. Projective c. Adjunctive

ConjP NP3
NP

/’\ Conj’ BP
NP; Conj NP, /\ /\

NP, Conj NP2 NP1 B NP>
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Plural or singular agreement?

@ Quirk et al. (1985, 761): ‘quasi-coordinators’ like along with, ... generally require
singular agreement but sometimes allow for ‘notional’ plural agreement

@ McNally (1993): Comitatives in Russian can create a structured group individual
(or ‘impure atom’) licensing plural agreement. What about samt?

(2) Der Vater samt (dem) Sohn war/waren...
the.nominative father.nominative along.with (the.dative) son was/were...

English coordination: Plural agreement prefered

Sver> [ES— “The mother an the daughier was ae.
PiVerd “The mother and the daughier were e
1 2 3 4

German coordination: Plural agreement prefered

Svero —_— D Muterund die Tochterkam 20 spa.
PiVerd Dle Matterund e Tochier kamen zu spét.
1 2 3 4 6

Comitative-NP: Both singular and plural agreeement equally accepted
Sgverd D Mutersami er Tocher kam zu spat.
PiVerd Dle Mt sam der Tocher kamen 20 spal.

@ samt compatible with either agreement, while coordination clearly prefers plural

Note also that ratings of samt are always overall lower, maybe because its infrequent and informal, maybe some would

prefer mitsamt, maybe because its meaning requires more context (see below)
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Can comitative-modified DPs create true plurals?

McNally (1993) are not like plurals, and e.g. incompatible with distributive readings.
What about samt?
samt: Plural preferred if individuation required

se —— Der Bruigam samt dem Trauzeugen lachele el der Goerraschend 9

PL ——

s6 —— Der Kapian samt dem Sieverman kam aut der Bicke 2us

wso0

PL —— Der Kapitan samt dem Stevermann kamen auf der Bricke zu &

56 —— Der Nachoar samt dem Miete it sich Uber den nchiiche

PL —— Der Nachoar sam dem Miter sirten sih Uber den ndchiict

s6 —— Der Anwaltsamt dem Staatsanwal widersprach einander vor G

oo s TRO0KRaY

PL e Der Anwal sam! dem Staatsanwal widersprachen einander vor € &

oput

1 2 3 4 5 6

@ samt appears compatible with obligatorily distributive, collective, and reciprocal
predication, but only if verb has plural agreement

@ This suggests that samt can create a true plural meaning—as also argued in
Dalrymple et al. (1998) for Russian comitatives

@ Subject-verb appears to be semantic and tracks the subject’s denotation

@ That predicate-type can favor plural agreement is also observed in Burukina
(2024) for Russian
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Can comitative-modified DPs create true plurals?
English along with is similar to samt in this regard:

English along-with: Plural preferred when individuation required

Sverb ——i “The supenvisor along with a trainee istraining inthe new
PiVerb et super °
Sgverb i pe: g o
g
E

PiVerb et “The speaker along with a visitor are meeting n the conferer
Sqverb i The winess along with an odserver i simiar o each o
g
PiVerb et “The witness along with an observer are simiar to each

1 2 3 4 5 6

@ Comitative-modified singular DPs are compatible with plural-requiring
predicates—but only with plural agreement on the verb

@ Verbal agreement tracks number of the subject denotation
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Comitatives still differ in meaning from Coordination
o Comitative-modified DPs denote a coherent whole: x samt y, e.g., lumps x
and y together (‘the lot!")

@ Out of context, piano along with violin or metronome is somehow
‘coherent’, piano along with TV less so

Und-coordination: Coherent vs. ad hoc NPs * matching vs. mismatching determiner

coherent — Das Kiavier und Metronom werden bald abgenolt
ad hoc — Das Kiavier und Bicherregal werden bald abgehol

coherent — Das Klavier und Hocker werden bald abgehol.
ad hoc — Das Klavier und Fernseher werden bald abgeholt

Samt-adjuncts: Coherent vs. ad hoc NPs * matching vs. mismatching determiner

coherent —— Das Klavier samt Melronom werden bald abgehol
ad hoc —— Das Kiavier samt Bicherregal werden bald abgehc
coherent —— Das Kiavier samt Hocker werden bald abgeholt
ad hoc ——i Das Klavier samt Fernseher werden bald abgehol

1 2 3 4 5 6

This recalls the relatedness condition observed for Russian comitatives in McNally

(1993); Dalrymple et al. (1998); Kasyanenko (2018); Rimon (2026).
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How can we reconcile these effects with plural denotation?

Proposal:

@ Comitative-modified singular DPs can be interpreted in two ways, as
denoting a singular or a plural

@ In both cases, they come with the conventional implicature (cf. McNally,
1993) (or presupposition?) that the modified individual(s) form a coherent
whole with the accessory/tag-along individual(s)

@ Singular reading: Leaves the denotation of the host DP unaffected
@ Plural reading: Returns union of denotation of host and modifier DP

@ The role of agreement: Subject-verb agreement is semantic and tracks the
denotation of the subject (here it reveals how comitative was interpreted)

There are then two ways to create plural denotation: Coordination or a
comitative. How do speakers choose?
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Choosing between different structures

o Coordination vs, comitative choice: Comitative not possible if no
asymmetry between individuals (pragmatic: why center plurality around
host?); or individuals don’t form a coherent whole (presupposition failure)

@ Competition? It might also be that adjunction is more costly than
coordination and needs a pragmatic motivation (maybe by way of Grice's
Manner maxims) Note on typology: Competition with coordination is compatible with observation
thatcomitatives usurp the role of coordination in languages that don’t have lexicalized coordinators (cf. Stassen, 2003,

on ‘comitative strategy’).
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Pragmatic choice between comitatives and coordination

o German samt and English along with pattern in ways compatible with
assuming that they can create true plurals, as argued for Russian in
Dalrymple et al. (1998), in addition to a singular accessory/tag-along reading

@ samt also imposes a relatedness condition (McNally, 1993)

@ Verbal agreement seems to reliably track the denotation of the subject,
suggesting subject-verb agreement is semantic

@ One interesting twist of samt—that | don't have time to talk about
today—is that its complement does not need a determiner, creating the
appearance of agreement of the determiner with the first conjunct

Thanks for helpful comments to ELM reviewers, and for funding from the SSHRC Insight grant program

Michael Wagner (McGill University) Adjunctive Coordination ELM 4, June 10, 2026 9/9



Burukina, I. (2024). Restricting person in comitative conjunction. Journal of Slavic Linguistics, 32(3):1-18.

Dalrymple, M., Hayrapetian, |., and Holloway King, T. (1998). The semantics of the Russian comitative construction. Natural
Language & Linguistic Theory, 16(3):597-631.

Kasyanenko, S. (2018). The Russian comitative construction as reciprocal conjunction. Ms. NYU.

McNally, L. (1993). Comitative coordination: A case study in group formation. Natural language & linguistic theory,
11(2):347-379.

Nevins, A. and Weisser, P. (2019). Closest conjunct agreement. Annual Review of Linguistics, 5:219-241.

Quirk, R., Greenbaum, S., Leech, G., and Svartvik, J. (1985). A comprehensive grammar of the English language. Longman,
London.

Rimon, N. (2026). Understanding Kazakh men: Comitatives revisited. Poster presented at WCCFL.

Stassen, L. (2003). Noun phrase conjunction: The coordinative and the comitative strategy. In Plank, F., editor, Noun Phrase
Structure in the Languages of Europe. Mouton de Gruyter.

Michael Wagner (McGill University) Adjunctive Coordination ELM 4, June 10, 2026 9/9



	

