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Part 1 of Notes on Sag 1976 MIT Thesis Deletion and Logical Form, Chapter 3 Gapping

p.189

p.190

<And, in fact, only highest S (IP); even coordinated S  (CP) won’t do it:
 It seems that Alan went to NY, and (*that) Betsy __ to Boston >
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p.191

Does Gapping occur in discourse (like VP-deletion and Sluicing) or is it strictly a rule of
sentence grammar? Sag and Hankamer (1976) say the former, giving (3.1.7):

But Sag indicates that this argument is equivocal:

“Another interesting property ... is that elements left behind in a Gapped clause are intonationally
marked. Typically, each Gapping remnant carries a pitch accent (Bolinger (1958, 1965)) of its
own (separated by a pause) ...”
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Next, “Gapping remnants must also, in some poorly understood sense, be parallel to
corresponding elements in the left conjunct. Thus we do not have:

p.192

When does Gapping apply?

Sag then notes that arguments that Gapping must precede syntactic rules are rare. He summarizes
one from Jackendoff (1971):



-4-

p.194

“Ordering Gapping before Subject-Auxiliary Inversion solves this problem, for tense is gapped
along with the verb in the second conjunct, hence blocking Subject-Auxiliary Inversion and
Do-Support there.” <An alternative: Gapping needs conjoined IPs, yet SAI implicates CP.>

What can be Gapped?
“It is clear that simple verbs are the most likely deletion targets for Gapping, as we have seen in
most of the above examples. Auxiliary verbs, if present, also undergo Gapping:

p.195



-5-

Sag reports that this restriction “remains mysterious”.

Adverbs are also Gappable:

Rather generally, Gapped clauses with 3 remnants are degraded, but there are exceptions.
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Some of the exceptions:

p.197

<There is a typo in (3.1.24)a. It should read:
(3.1.24)(a) ?*Willy put the flowers in a vase, and Charlie the book on the table. >

“In the most common cases, where only the verb has been Gapped and the first remnant is the
subject of the second conjunct, the second remnant may be an NP, an Adjective (Phrase), an
Adverb (Phrase), a that-clause, a for-to clause, or a Prepositional Phrase: 
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Ross 1976 had noted that VP does not make a good remnant:

Another constraint:

Here’s something interesting: “These facts might be attributed to a general principle blocking
clauses without complementizers in certain positions (as was suggested by Lasnik; see Postal
(1974a, p. 128, nt. 35; p. 131, nt. 39) ...” <I was concerned with such things as *(That) John won
is believed; What I believe is *(that) John won; I believe sincerely *(that) John won . Similarly
with for.>

Sometimes there are multiple Gapping possibilities:

p.200
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p.201    3.2 Previous Proposals and Problems
Ross 1970 (Sag references the 1967 version circulated by the Indiana University Linguistics
Club)

“This rule has a couple of noteworthy properties. First, it deletes non-constituents, i.e. a variable.
This was, as far as I know, the first proposal that rules could delete non-constituents.”
“Let us adopt the convenient terminology of Hankamer (1971, 1973a) and refer to rules that
delete a variable as ellipsis rules. Ross's formulation of Gapping is then an ellipsis rule.”

p.203    3.2.2 Hankamer (1971, 1973a)
“Hankamer conceives of Gapping as a rule that deletes variable strings freely, leaving just two
remnants in the right conjunct. His rule looks like this, roughly:

Sag then argues that this rule over-generates. “the Gapping deletion target cannot be a
sequence-like verb-preposition or (auxiliary-)adjective-preposition if the preposition is the head
of a prepositional phrase
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A similar constraint holds for term A2 for cases of Gapping, as the following contrast shows:

Hankamer had claimed that Gapping is just one instantiation of a completely general ellipsis rule.
But Sag argues that the constraint we just saw does not obtain for some other ellipsis phenomena:

Another interesting restriction on Gapping involves the conjunction “as well as”. Fiengo (1974),
who points out that sentences like {3.2.13) are ungrammatical.

(3.2.13) *Tom is happy as well as Dick is sad.

It seems that as well as cannot conjoin sentences. but only sub-constituents:
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Hankamer also discusses in some detail a constraint already noted by Ross and by Jackendoff,
and illustrated by (3.2.25):

Some more examples:

To account for these, Hankamer proposes a new sort of condition on Gapping:
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p.211

“The kind of "ambiguity" Hankamer has in mind is purely structural. Thus sometimes a particular
Gapping derivation must be blocked even if the blocking derivation, i.e. the one with a
left-peripheral gap, produces an ungrammatical sentence.”

Some apparent counterexamples to the NAC:

The (b) reading should be bad if the constituent structure of elected McCormack Congressman is
V NP NP). So Hankamer proposes that ‘titular’ expressions are not actually NPs.

Another ex. that we have seen before is also an apparent counter-example:

“Hankamer argues that here the pronoun me has been cliticized to the preceding verb, and has
hence lost its NP status. To support this, he compares a similar sentence with a full NP
instead of the (cliticized) pronoun me, where the NAC in fact seems to make the correct
prediction that only the (a) reading is possible:
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p.213

“it is important to notice that Hankamer views [the NAC] it as a "transderivational constraint",
and “as a particular case of a more general, universal constraint which he terms "The Structural
Recoverability Hypothesis":

(3.2.34) The Structural Recoverability Hypothesis
Deletion rules involving variables are universally subject to
a transderivational condition which prevents them from applying
in such a way as to introduce structural ambiguity. (Hankamer,
1973a, p. 40)

Sag worries about the claim of universality, saying “many informants accept certain sentences
which are ruled out by the NAC.” He goes on “Quirk et al. (1972), for instance cite the following
examples as fully acceptable (as indeed they seem to be).

Sag cites more examples from Quirk et al., reporting that all his informants agree:
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