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Notes 2 on Sag 1976 MIT Thesis Deletion and Logical Form, Chapter 3 Gapping

p.219    Stillings (1975)

 

“V* in Stillings’s rule is a string variable which can be expanded as any string of elements
dominated by V.”

According to Stillings, no more than one constituent can ever follow the gap. 
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“the fact that three-remnant gapped clauses are almost always fully acceptable when the last two
remnants are both prepositional phrases argues against a formulation of Gapping like Stillings's.”

“the fact that three-remnant gapped clauses are almost always fully acceptable when the last two
remnants are both prepositional phrases argues against a formulation of Gapping like Stillings's.”

3.2.5 Kuno (1976)
Kuno presents many counter-examples to the NAC (and to an alternative proposed by
Langendoen.

p.224
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Kuno then offers the following discourses, where the preceding wh-questions make clear that the
proper names represent "new information".

p.225

We will see how Sag builds an analysis based on this insight. First, a brief mention of how Kuno
accounts for Hankamer’s NAC facts.
To account for the tendency of many speakers to interpret certain gapped sentences in a way that
is in accordance with Hankamer's NAC, Kuno posits a couple of perceptual principles [i.e., 
parsing principles]

p.226

The following sentence of Hankamer's is deviant because it violates TSPI ... The two Gapping
remnants [NP Sue], [VP to shave himself] are not in a subject-predicate relationship.
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More evidence for TSPI:

Only in (3.2.58) is TSPI violated. And then claims that, just in accord with TSPI, there is a
difference between object control, as in (3.2.58) and subject control, as in (3.2.59):

<Note that in both (3.2.57) and (3.2.59), the notion “subject-predicate relationship” is somewhat
extended, since the actual subject of the remnant infinitive is not actually the surface subject of
the whole sentence but rather a PRO controlled by that NP.>

Kuno, as reported by Sag, then shows how his analysis can account for degrees of acceptability in
this realm.  p.227

“The overall acceptability of a gapped sentence then is argued to be a complex function
involving various perceptually-based factors. (3.2.56) and (3.2.58) violate both MDP and
TSPI, and are therefore consistently judged by speakers to be the least acceptable.
(3.2.57) and (3.2.59) violate MDP but not TSPI, and hence are judged to be acceptable by
most speakers. Moreover, the following interpretations of (3.2.58) and (3.2.59), which do
not violate MDP, are judged completely acceptable by all speakers.”
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-Brief outline of Sag’s Gapping analysis now. (No time for all the interesting details.)
p.261 1st approximation:

“Now unlike previous discussions, which have been concerned with imposing restrictions
on the deletion target(s), we will be concerned here with a further specification of the
context terms, i.e. the Gapping remnants. Recall that in Section 3.1 we observed that the
remnant to the right of (the first) gap (i.e. B2 in (3.4.1)) must be either an NP, an
Adjective Phrase, an Adverb Phrase, a That-clause, a for-to clause, or a Prepositional
Phrase.”

Recall Ross’s observation that Aux by itself an’t be deleted. In Sag’s terms, VP is not a good
remnant, i.e., B2 cannot be VP. Sag then argues that we don’t want just a list of XPs excluding
VP in the rule:

To avoid this, he proposes that Aux is actually part of VP and standard VP is thus not a maximal
projection. B2 must be a maximal projection.

Sag notes that given (3.4.1), we can account for both of the following, since in the bad ones A2 is
not adjacent to the coordinating conjunction:

(3.4.41) *Did Bill eat the peaches, or did Harry  the grapes?      <Jackendoff>
(3.4.45) *Betsy said that Alan went to the ballgame, and that Betsy  to the movies. [  =
went]         <Fiengo>

<<A more interesting thing he could have said: S  is a maximal projection but S is not. Alas,
under more modern phrase structure assumptions, we can’t say that.>>



-6-

-As for good cases with more than 2 remnants, Sag points out that ones where two PP's occur to
the right of the gap, are by far the best of the multiple-remnant possibilities.

Following Jackendoff, he then notes that some with NP-PP to the right of the gap are pretty good,
while others are bad, tying the difference to subcategorization. 
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p.278

-Gapping and Logical Form
Based on the fact, noted by Kuno, that contrast is necessary in the remnants, Sag claims that
“sentences which can undergo Gapping, i.e. which are appropriately accented, are such that the
material to be Gapped "corresponds" in a very intuitive sense to an entity at the level of logical
form. Gapping remnants, by this same token, also "correspond" to identifiable entities.”   p.288

This assumes, among other things, an LF Focus Movement rule of the sort proposed by Chomsky
1976.


