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Based on data like (1), it is widely claimed that a wh-phrase cannot pied-pipe a coordinate structure
(see, e.g., Ross 1967, Postal 1972, Cable 2010, Al Khalaf 2015, Fortuny 2024).

(1) *[Which girl and Samuel] do you think are lost? (adapted from Fortuny 2024:233)

This note documents an apparent source of counterexamples to this claim. Consider (2), from
George Eliot’s Middlemarch (1871–1872) (emphasis added).

(2) ...Mr. Casaubon shrank nervously from communicating on the subject with Sir James
Chettam, between whom and himself there had never been any cordiality. . .

In (2), the wh-expression whom appears to pied-pipe not only a preposition (between), but also an
embedding coordinate structure (whom and himself ). While (2) is, for me, strikingly ungrammat-
ical, additional examples suggest that the phenomenon it represents is productive in the writings
of at least some 19th century authors, both British (2)–(4) and American (5). Taken together, (2)
above, and (3) and (4) below, show that the non-wh conjunct can take the form of a reflexive pro-
noun, a non-reflexive pronoun, or a full NP, respectively. Moreover, (5) shows that the pied-piped
preposition need not be between.

(3) ... I will relieve you of a visitor with whom I well know you have nothing in unison, and
between whom and you there is an impassable space. (A Tale of Two Cities, Charles
Dickens, 1859)

(4) ... he hastened back to Rachel, between whom and the physician a long consultation had
taken place during his absence. (Aaron the Jew, B. L. Farjeon, 1895)

(5) He introduced me to his wife (a daughter of Lord Crewe), with whom and himself I had
a good deal of talk. (Passages from the English Notebooks, Nathaniel Hawthorne, 1870)

While (prepositional) pied-piping is documented as a marker of literate style in the history of
English (Biber and Finegan 1989, Denison 1999), I am unaware of any previous discussion of
coordinate structure pied-piping. Conceivably, this phenomenon could have emerged as a strategy
to avoid an otherwise unsalvageable Coordinate Structure Constraint violation (with or without
prepositional pied-piping); compare (5) with the hypothetical variants in (6)–(7).

(6) *He introduced me to his wife..., with whom I had a good deal of talk and himself.
(7) *He introduced me to his wife..., whom I had a good deal of talk with and himself.
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Many open questions remain concerning generalizability. Among them: (i) Does coordinate struc-
ture pied-piping always co-occur with prepositional pied-piping? (ii) Does it only occur in the
formation of (non-restrictive) relative clauses? (iii) Is the wh-expression always the first conjunct?
(iv) Is the wh-expression always whom? (v) In the history of English, how restricted is this phe-
nomenon in terms of time, place, and register?

Concerning (v), I am grateful to an anonymous reviewer for conducting a preliminary search of
the Penn Parsed Corpora of Historical English (Kroch et al. 2025), revealing that the phenomenon
occurs as early as Middle English but becomes more frequent by the 16th century. The corpus data
furthermore suggest that while the answers to questions (i)–(iii) above may be “yes”, the answer
to (iv) is “no”: cases in which the wh-expression is which or whose are also found. An example
with which is supplied in (8).

(8) the pissing of blood, and such like, for which disease and all other you may finde assured
cures in a little booke I published, called Cheape and good. [markham-1615-e2-h]

Regarding theoretical implications: accounts of the putative ban on coordinate structure pied-
piping vary (see references above). Taken at face value, the data in (2)–(5) and (8) suggest that,
whatever the right account is, it needs to be relaxed. Just how relaxed it needs to be depends on
the answers to the questions in (i)–(v) above.

Sources for quoted literary material
(2): https://www.gutenberg.org/files/145/145-h/145-h.htm
(3): https://www.gutenberg.org/files/98/98-h/98-h.htm
(4): https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/42972/pg42972-images.html
(5): https://ibiblio.org/eldritch/nh/pfenb01.html
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