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[0 O Sections 7.5 and 7.6 will motivate an approach we will call "indirect licens-ing", which, like direct
interpretation, posits no more syntactic structure thanappears at the surface, in conformity with the Simpler Syntax
Hypothesis. Itdiffers from direct interpretation in that the syntactic structure of the antecedentis relevant not only
to the interpretation of the fragment but also to its syntacticwell-formedness. This helps gives rise to the appearance
that the fragment itselfhas hidden syntactic structure. The core of our argument is that if machineryexists that
accounts for the interpretation of a fragment of one type, withoutappealing to covert syntactic structure containing
the fragment, then thatmachinery is available for all types of fragments and constitutes the defaulthypothesis.
Finally, and crucially, in our approach the interpretation of the fragment orfragments does not require that the
antecedent contain an identical constituent.Following a very substantial literature, we will argue that deletion
underidentity is not always possible in cases of well-formed ellipsis. Rather, fragmentsare interpreted by rules that
match them up with the interpretation of ante-cedents in the discourse. We pay particular attention to the evidence
that hassuggested most strongly that the antecedent of the missing material is syntactic,since such evidence
constitutes the main impediment to a general theory offragment interpretation. J 00 O [
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