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Notes on Jackendoff 1971 “Gapping and Related Rules”

<To the extent that these judgments are correct, we might be dealing with a situation where the
identity requirement extend beyond the deletion site itself. On the other hand, it might just be a
property of Gapping that ALL the verbal stuff must delete. Note too that some of these examples
look like Pseudogapping, which is often reported as OK.>
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<For (15)b, I wonder if the pronominal nature of the 1st object is somehow relevant. If I change 
the antecedent clause to “Paul Schachter has informed Ross that the basic order in Tagalog and 
related languages is VOS”, I’m not sure I still get Gapping (i.e., a reading where Goddard and 
Carden informed Ross ...  In the Sag 1976 HO we will see Hankamer's 1973 discussion of this 
point.>

<Very reminiscent of what we briefly saw with Pseudogapping. Perhaps the solution should be
the same? That is, that the survivors have moved out of a to be deleted constituent.>
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<Jackendoff suggests that all of (23)-(25) are out “thus enabling us to state the Gapping rule
more simply. The fact that they are at all good would be attributed to an illegitimate mixture of
the effects of Gapping and Conjunction Reduction”.



-4-

<Similarly for the others in this set. Conjunction Reduction is OK for all of them:
(25)a  Willy put the flowers in a vase and the book on the table.
(25)c  Ivan writes plays in the bedroom and radical pamphlets in the bathroom.

etc. There is a tradition, starting with work of Kayne in the early 1980's, to argue that the
conjuncts here are single constituents, in line with a requirement of binary branching.>

<Jackendoff then observes the striking differences between Gapping and other ellipsis processes,
especially VP-deletion.>
“VP-Deletion ... differs from Gapping in that it can take place with a relatively wide range of
connections between the two sentences:”

<Jackendoff goes on to show many parallels between VP-Deletion and N -Deletion, and between
Gapping in sentences and in nominals (part of his argument that N-Gapping and N-Deletion are
separate rules).>
“N-Gapping is most felicitous when the two noun phrases are joined by and, either-or, or
neither-nor:” <Though I don’t find ones like (47) as bad as corresponding sentential ones.>

<Jackendoff goes on to argue that by using distinctive features we can collapse the clausal and
nominal versions of the rules at issue, but, unless I’m missing something, he doesn’t actually do
it.>


