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p.348

Lobeck accepts prior arguments by Zagona and Chao that the ellipsis sites in (3), VP ellipsis, and
(2) Sluicing, ‘S ellipsis’, are subject to the ECP. She proposes extending such an account to ((1),
‘N  ellipsis’.
p.349

<It’s striking that some (all?) of the bad ones in (7) are OK if the ellipsis site follows the
antecedent. Jackendoff allows exactly such cases via his Gapping in NP. Significantly, Gapping
(unlike most any other ellipsis processes) does follow this linear order requirement:

Mary likes phonology, and John    syntax
                      *Mary     phonology, and John likes syntax 
See Jackendoff pp.30-31.>



p.350

<In the immediately following, ‘specifier’ is used not in the modern sense, but in the sense of
Chomsky 1970.>



<<Lobeck is completely mistaken about Jackendoff and adjectives. He explicitly excludes
examples like her (8)c, claiming that prenominal adjectives are generated inside N. See his pp.
28-29.>>

Restating the generalizations in terms of new structure proposals, in terms of a version

pp.356-357



p.358

However, the principle

“We can include plural demonstratives and
quantifiers in the class of functional heads which
properly govern by adopting Contreras' (1989) analysis,
proposed independently, which accounts for certain
asymmetries involving ellipsis in NP.”       p.359
“...in order to properly govern an ellipted category, DET must be sufficiently
morphologically 'rich,' (where I take 'rich' to be loosely defined as specified for the appropriate
features). He suggests that DET dominating either the feature [+poss] or a plural determiner in
English is sufficiently rich to properly govern its NP complement.
DET filled with a singular determiner or demonstrative, on the other hand, is not. He thus derives
the correct result that while the plural demonstratives these and those properly govern their
ellipted complements in English, neither singular a nor the, nor the
singular demonstrative this, can do so.”




