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1A.
There have been two kinds of approaches to islands in generative grammar:  
(1 )
a.
Conditions on transformations/rule applications: Movement must apply only within certain limited domains. (Barriers, phases, subjacency)


b.
Conditions on output/products (Ross 1967): It is not movement per se that is disallowed. Output of the movement (eventually) causes ungrammaticality.  

Compare the two approaches based on the following set of observations. It is well known that island violations are obviated under sluicing:
Subject Island and Sluicing 
(2 )

*
Which Marx brotheri did she say that [a biographer of ti] interviewed her/worked 



for her?
(3 )


A biographer of one of the Marx brothers interviewed her, but I don’t remember 



[CP which (Marx brother) [a biographer of ti] interviewed her/worked for her].







 (Merchant 2001 via Lasnik and Park 2003: 650)

Adjunct Island Sluicing 

(4 )

*
Ben will be mad if Abby talks to one of the teachers, but she couldn’t remember 




whichi (of the teachers) Ben will be mad [if she talks to ti].
(5 )


Ben will be mad if Abby talks to one of the teachers, but she couldn’t remember 




which (of the teachers) Ben will be mad [if she talks to ti].










    (based on Merchant (2001):88) 

Sentential Subject Island and Sluicing 

(6 )

*
That he'll hire someone is possible, but I won't divulge whoi that he'll hire ti is 




possible. 







(7 )


That he'll hire someone is possible, but I won't divulge whoi that he'll hire ti is 




possible.
      
(based on Hornstein, Lasnik, and Uriagereka 2003:158, originally Merchant 2001)

→ Discuss whether these facts might favor one approach over the other approach listed in (1). 
1B.
 
Compare the following two approaches to islands discussed in class, both of which 



belong to (1)b:

(8 )
a.
Islands are explained in terms of linearization (Fox and Pesetsky 2003, Uriagereka 



1999).


b.
Islands are in terms of *-marking which applies at Surface Structure (Chomsky 1972). 
→ Discuss whether there is any reason to favor one approach over the other. 
2.
We saw in class that the following examples can be ruled out by the activity condition:

(9 )
a.
*
[John to seem [tI is intelligent]] (would be surprising) 

b.
*
(we hoped) [PRO to be decided [tI to be killed at dawn]] 











 
(Chomsky 2000: 129)
→ Discuss (i) whether the following examples are also ruled out by the activity condition and (ii) whether there are alternative ways to rule out the examples:
(10 )
a.
*
Johni seems to ti that Mary is intelligent. 

b.
*
My belief Johni to seem ti is intelligent (is strong).  
3. Analyze the following examples under the framework we have developed in class. Discuss how agreement is established (and blocked). Be sure to spell out all the relevant assumptions. You might want to take another look at Chomsky (2000) and the 3/12 handout “Agree(ment)”.

(11 )
Mér 
hefur/*hafa 
alltaf
virst
honum 
líka
bækur

me.DAT
has.3SG/3PL
often
seemed
him.DAT
to.like 
books.NOM.PL


‘It has seemed to me that he likes books’ (Schutze 1997:108, as cited in Nomura 2005)
(12 )
Jónii


virðast 
ti
hafa
líkað
þessir
sokkar

John.DAT
seem.3PL 

to.have
liked
these 
socks.NOM.PL


‘John seems to have liked these socks.’ (Halldór Ármann Sigurðsson p.c., as cited in 


Nomura 2005)

4. Discuss whether the following paradigm of Case/agreement in Icelandic can be captured under the framework we have developed in class. Be sure to identify relevant probes and phases in each derivation. If there are problems, identify them and try to provide a possible solution. Assume that elskar ‘read’ and leiðist ‘bored’ are both transitive verbs. In (14), Henni ‘her’ is the subject and Haraldur ‘Harold’ is the object. 

(13 )
Hún


elskar 
þá

she.NOM 
love.3SG
them.ACC


‘She loves them.’ (Taraldsen 1995:318, as cited in Nomura 2005)
(14 )
Henni
leiðist
Haraldur/*Harald

her.DAT
bored
Harold.NOM/*ACC


‘She is bored by Harold.’ (Maling and Sprouse 1995:177, as cited in Nomura 2005)

