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(1) AMESCE: FEEE. BIPIER, &322 —fE < 72ic LTz,
VP—V+NP
{xp ZP {x X, YP}}
(3) labeling: &Y Db 75 Z LN TE /=,
Merge (X, Y)—{. X, Y}

(UCLA: 16-17)
(2) X’'-schema: FRENET (ZiBH L 7223, compositionality & #&HTIZIKA—FED T %,
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1.2. Merge D3#EH D77 DRl (Reading: 267-269)

(4) Merge D extension & L T D late-Merge. Parallel Merge, Sideward Merge 25% - 7225, %
o legitimate Tld7e <. Z41 5 3 L T 7z “explanation” (3 EFFIC 1T descriptions
Z N5 13 legitimate TlEZa & L CTHEBRL 72023, % 9 35 L Z 5 Hiexplain” L T
7= exotic construction 23 L L TH->TL £ 9, ACD, ATB, PG, ZNHLD7®IC
L\ oprinciple 212K T2 2 LI TE v, T ZN O OFHLE Ff72 3, 24 b DF
Iz vy IAie 2HDHREL R ITNIE RS R,

(5) The first question is ‘how can they be ruled out?’, ‘what’s a proper definition of Merge that rules
them out?’, and the second question is ‘how do we deal with the descriptive results that are

presented and described as solutions but we should think of as problems of the analyses?’ [...]

2. Reading lecture 7> 5 [FEEMIZE] £ TOWL DD DL HE
* Merge IZ DT
(6) MERGE DJEF (sequence ® V) (Reading: 280)
T = (X1, Xo, .. Xn)
(1) Each X; is accessible (that’s the definition of recursion)
(i1) X exausts the workspace
MERGE®Z) = {{X1, X2}, X3, ...Xu}
That’s a replace operation. It replaces X; and X5, the first members of the sequence, by a set, and
it doesn’t have any Remove operation.
(7) MERGE(P, Q,WS)=[{P, Q}, ...] = WS’ (UCLA: 34)
(8) Merge(Xu, ..., Xn, WS) = WS™ = {{Xy, ..., Xn}, W, Y}, satisfying SMT and LSCs.
S aattse: 20)
(9) WS OFKiLIITT4 1T curly bracket (Reading: 276) 72> 7= D23, UCLA lectures: 34 T,
Merge IC X > CTIEL L7z set & WS (Z1d set) #XHFT 27201 nh LT LI
square bracket % fifi > Tl 7z,

*+ copy IZDWT
(10) MERGE X1 copy & 410, (UCLA lectures: 44)
(112) [...] keeping MS to select an element X then searching for a structurally identical element Y under
the conditions on X, and assigning the relation Copy to <X, Y>. S o hit9E: 20)
(12) IM Dfi#{E: copy 73T ¥ 724421C deletion 23{TH 415, deletion | externalization THEZ 2 %
DT, internal language & |3 EEA{R, (LSJ; 57:19)
(13) The man who read the book liked the book. (ibid.; 58: 20)
(14) [Which boy]; did John ask [which boy], [which boy]s; Bill met [which boy]s
1 & 3 2% c-command % 2 2> b IEX, (UCLA lectures: 46)

(15) X, {Johny INFL {X., {Jehn. {meet X, yesterday}}}}


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=X4F9NSVVVuw&t=3439s
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<X, John;>, <Johni, X;>, <X, Johny>, <Johny, X,>
The problem can be traced to the improper Copy pair <Johns, X;>, the Copy analogue to improper

movement. S Ralt9e: 28)
(16) what; did John; file what, [without [whats Jehn, reading what]] (ibid.: 35)
(17) topicalization (X copy C left dislocation % repetition, IM TTZ 72 % D725 copy T EM I

repetition, (Reading: 278)
(18) topicalization @ stability (UCLA: 42)
(19) [Mary’s book]:, John read [Mary’s book]» (Reading: 278)

(20) Mary’s book, John read it.
(21) double object. topicalization, small clause 23{KZA% > T\> 2 [, abstract case, left

periphery+labeling % C copy 2> 2> % Hl5l 3 %, (UCLA lectures: 44)
* sequence T DWW T

(22)a. [« Conj[pZW]] (Chomsky (2013: 46))

b. [, Z[.Conj[s Z W]I] (Chomsky (2013: 46))
(23) #RJENEfT < any other arrangement (& C-1 IZ—1Y]] feed L 7z \>, (Reading: 272)
(24) NEFp 3 fERRIC 522 % 5.2 5 D D % sequence & L THEA, (UCLA: 50)
(25) <CONIJ, <S4, L>,...,<S,, L,>> (L[inker]=categorizer) (UCLA lectures: 50-51)
(26) X4, ..., Xnfrom WS, forming Y = {X4, ..., Xn}

Merging of & and FSQ yields <&, X4, ..., Xm> Sralge: 31-32)
(27) a.  Which farm does John live near the border next to with his family (list) (LSJ; 1:10:10)

b. *Which farm does John live near the border next to and with his family (coordination) (ibid.)
(28) Now the coordinator, as indicated there, is optional. If it’s present, externalization gets it to show
up in one place or another. Typically, before the X,. If it's missing, the Form Sequence operation
produces sequences that are rather like a list as a contrast between these two. (LSJ; 1:08:55)
(29) [(27)]b violates what’s called the coordinate structure constraint. [(27)]a doesn’t. It’s not a

coordinate structure. The constraint actually is eliminable. There are strict matching conditions

on coordinations. (ibid.; 1:10:35)
(30) a. Which farm did John live on [1 which farm] near [> which farm] S ahitge: 32)
b. Which farm did John live on [; which farm] and near [ which farm] (ibid.: 32)
(31) In [(30b)], deletion of both is less acceptable, perhaps ungrammatical. (ibid.)
(32) There are matching conditions for both the set and the sequence, but they are much more stringent
for the sequence, [...] S aahit9e: 32)
(33) 3 BT T % 72\ quasi causative |3 pair-Merge TR, (UCLA lectures: 54-55)
(34) a. The man was seen walking down the street. (ibid.: 54)
b. *The man was seen walk down the street. (ibid.: 54)

(35) head movement (X C & T & D pair-Merge (ibid.: 56)


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=X4F9NSVVVuw&t=4210s
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=X4F9NSVVVuw&t=4210s
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=X4F9NSVVVuw&t=4134s
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=X4F9NSVVVuw&t=4235s
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(36) {C, {T, VP}}—{<C, T>, {T, VP}}— {{<C, T>{T, VP}}} (ibid.: 56)
(37)a. C, {Johns, {INFL, <&, {1V, {arrive, Johni}}, {2 Johny, {v*, {meet, Bill}}}>}}
S ahlt9E: 35)
b. [INFL, [v, root]] (ibid.: 36)
- % DAl
(38) ACD IZD\»T, Chomsky (2004: 127) ¥ QR % F\» 3 afterthought 234 £ 415 & L. note
68 Tt PG I b FIBRDHT % 24 CTlx®d 5 LR,
(39) John likes every boy (that is, more accurately...) every boy Mary likes. (Chomsky (2004: 127))
(40) island X DL DFE 2 5 Z L (I TE 52 produce TE 7\ DD  (UCLA lectures: 30)
(41) each occurrence 73 theta role 7> argument role % #5f 2 expanded theta criterion (LSJ; 1:34:10)
(42) uF % phase & B# 1 % & inheritance FEAMEIC 72 D IE L < 72\, valuation | description
T, i agree 25 2 2 ICEH Z R WIR Y IE L WE 213 Y F T 720, (GrOC: 2:57)
(43)a. T D C ~DIKFME (Chomsky (2000: 103))
b. Tense & INFL D Bi{%
(44) These [unvalued] features mark phases, a particular execution of strict cyclicity, well-motivated

on grounds of computational efficiency; and it may be that their only motivation is to do so.
(Chomsky (2015: 5))
(45) Parhaps phases are the sets with unmatched values (+n, -v), (-n, +v), along with CP (with force
indicator and left periphery). S B9 37)
(46) With head-movement eliminated, v need no longer be at the edge of the vP phase, but can be
within the domains of PIC and Transfer, which can be unified. (ibid.: 36)
(47) Minimal Search also has important empirical consequences. For example, it explains why
Japanese, but not English, and other languages, allow multiple-Spec constructions. EKS have
shown that in an important paper. (LSJ; 49:59)
(48) {so1 {N1[uCase/vPhi], a}, {{Nz[uCase/vPhi], B}, { {N3[uCase/vPhi], y}, {T[VTense], 3111}
(adapted from Epstein, Kitahara, and Seely (2020: 7))

3. Appendix: FH#SEAREM: & Form Copy

(49)a. KERHAE - 7-Hor DEER (H 53="KEF)
b. KESBHEF o7z LfEL T2 H DR (H 5 =KER*TE¥)
(50) the picture of himself that John thinks Bill likes best (himself=John/Bill)

(51)a. one interpreter each; seems [to have been assigned one interpreter each; to the diplomats]
IM (adapted from Chomsky (2021: 22))

b. *one interpreter each; INFL [one interpreter each; tried [to be assigned one interpreter each;
to the diplomats]] IM FC (adapted from ibid.)



https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=X4F9NSVVVuw&t=5650s
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=1u2dwfRb9S8&t=177s
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=X4F9NSVVVuw&t=2999s
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(52) The interpretive systems allow reconstruction for a copy relation (IM configuration) iff it is made
by a uniform operation.
(53) [Dp [cp ...[V*p DPl]] DP4

FC
FC

(54) [op [cp ...[v*p ...DP1 [+ ...DPy...]]] DP4]

IM
(55) A phase makes the next lower phase inaccessible. (Saito (2017))

FC
(56) [o¢ [cp -..[+ -.DP1 [cp -..[v*p ...DP1...]]]] DP4]
IM

(57)a. ATV IFERATHN T 2+
b. [orwre2) [ce C ... [p |[Dp rcy) gentleman [pp rey) [ce gentleman;...clothes...wear] C|0th€5][] is

dirt]] gentleman;]

(58) a. EQui-NP Deletion, I found Brame’s arguments against *(it) very convincing.
(Radford (2018: 49))

b. Gianni, *(lo) ho visto.

G. himl saw

‘Gianni, I saw him.’ (Italian, adapted from Cinque (1990: 14))
(59) Defoe, even I could have scored that goal. (Radford (2018: 42))
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