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Free adjuncts e.g. Walking home, I found a dollar have attracted attention in the literature primarily on the 
grounds that the coherence relation between the content of the free adjunct and that of its matrix clause must 
be inferred using world knowledge and the lexical semantics of the words that make up these constructions. 
In this talk, I consider free adjuncts whose antecedent is a fact or proposition expressed by the matrix clause: 
 
(1) But […] the negative ads have reached new levels of hostility, raising fears that this kind of 

mudslinging […] is ushering in a new era of campaigns without content. (PDTB, wsj_0041,1) 
 
The set of proposition-controlled free adjuncts is constrained by the nature of the verbs heading these 
constructions. Specifically, these verbs must be able to take propositional subjects, as made evident by 
paraphrase tests using propositional this (e.g. The ads have reached new levels of hostility. This raises 
fears…) or eventive gerunds (e.g. The ads’ reaching new levels of hostility raises fears…). To make the 
correct predictions about the coherence relations holding between the discourse segments of the matrix 
clause and free adjunct, the subcategorisation frames of these verbs are associated with distinct semantics. 
Resolving these free adjuncts to a propositional antecedent (as in (1)) triggers an interpretation whereby the 
content of the free adjunct and that of its matrix clause must be related by a Result coherence relation. In this 
respect, these verbs are examples of ‘alternative lexicalisations’ (AltLexes, Prasad, Joshi and Webber 2010), 
allowing one to capture the uniform presence of Result in examples of proposition-controlled free adjuncts 
in corpora. Resolving these free adjuncts to individual-subjects results in the interpreter having to make 
greater use of world knowledge in establishing coherence: 
 
(2) The commercial changed the dynamics of the campaign (π1), transforming it into a referendum on 

abortion (π2). (‘The commercial changed the dynamics of the campaign. It (the commercial) 
transformed it into a referendum on abortion.’) (PDTB, wsj_0041,3) 

 
For (2), one infers Elaboration(π1,π2) on the basis of world knowledge relating to political campaigns and 
abortion rather than on the basis of the lexical specification on the relevant subcategorisation frame of verb 
transform.  
 
Having outlined this underspecification in antecedent-selection, I move on to discuss how the principle of 
Maximise Discourse Coherence (MDC, Asher and Lascarides 2003) can shed light on this matter and how it 
interfaces with the establishment of coherence. MDC treats the resolution of anaphora and the establishment 
of coherence as co-dependent inferences. This provides a means of (i) shedding light on how an interpreter 
ranks and then chooses between the different possible interpretations, deciding between proposition or 
individual-controlled interpretations and considering the consequences that these options have on the nature 
and quality of the coherence of the discourse as a whole, and (ii) improving upon previous accounts of 
proposition-controlled free adjuncts that separate out the processes of coherence-establishment and 
antecedent-selection and are thus unable to elucidate how the two processes interact and are constrained by 
each other (e.g. Behrens 1998). 
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