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| Canonical Focus Structure

« Word order in simple sentences is constrained
by the need to avoid an ambiguous parse of the
linear string.

- ambiguity is avoided by assigning a
canonical f-structure.

Ambiguity in Danish
V-2 and topicalization results in a

potentially ambiguous string: DP, V DP,

1. DP, = subject, DP, = object
2. DP, = object, DP, = subject

BUT only 1. is possible, topicalization is ungrammatical:

(1) *Peter mgdte Sara
‘Petermet  Sara

‘Sara met Peter.’
- Danish doesn't tolerate ambiguity
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ldentifying topic and focus

+ Parsing would be facilitated even further if no dislocation
were to take place. Dislocation must therefore also serve
some function.

« In Danish topicalization serves to identify the topic.
(Focus is marked intonationally as in English).

+ Discourse configurational languages favor the
identification of IS functions by word order > These
languages must have sufficient morphological marking
for the various dislocations to adhere to the ID
constraint.

+ |dentifying IS roles is as important as identifying
syntactic roles. The tension created by the need to
identify syntactic roles as well as identifying IS functions,q
is mediated by the ID constraint.

Canonical focus-structure

English differs from Danish in not marking topics
by word order. The unmarked position of topics
. in English is the subject and the unmarked
location of the focus is the VP domain:

(5) Tell me about John:
a He isin love with Mary.
b ??Mary is in love with him.

-> Canonical f-structure, approx. (English):
SUBJECT,y, [+ X .o Jpoc

Danish canonical f-structure

(6) Tell me about John:
a Han elsker Marie.
he loves Mary.
b Ham elsker Marie.
him loves Mary.
Mary loves him
c ??Marie elsker ham,g,.
Mary loves him.

Canonical f-structure (Danish):

Xop V [or Y o oe

(only the linear order of topic and focus with respect to the
verb matters, modulo the 1D constraint.)

Il Identificational Dependencies

+ |-Dependencies (e.g., wh-t, multiple wh-, anaphora)
?rge r?stricted to canonical f-structure. (Erteschik-Shir
97

+ The intuition behind this idea is that the processing
load of a marked f-structure together with the
processing of the dependency leads to processing
overload. This not only predicts many well-known
constraints on dependencies, it also predicts that
these constraints often are context dependent.

+ |t follows that in a configurational language such as
English, isomorphism between syntax and IS is a
requirement on the processing of dependencies. ,
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Both wh-phrases = topics Stopic-adjuncts

Dependencies are restricted to canonical (10)
focus structure = a ??When/On which evening did which student see a movie?

7 Where/At which beach did which tourist swim?

¢ * How/*In which manner did which cook prepare the food?
d * How/??With which tools did which mechanic fix the car?
e * Why/*For which reasons did which student leave?

o

Which bookm did which boyt_qg read t
I |

| ] In (10)a & b, when the fronted wh-phrase ranges over a set of
times or places - function as stage topics

Kayne's (1984) facts Another ‘Superiority’ effect

(13) a *What did a boy find?

Surprisingly, an extra wh-phrase improves superiority What did a certain boy find?

violations: b Wh 45 BOY find
: . c atdid a ind?
did d
b)) What di [wlhc]mp [hide t whe}are]roc q What do boys like?
I l
+ In (13)b, ¢ and d the subjects are topics =

(12)  Who knows what who,y, [saw t} comply with the constraint on |-dependencies.
| !

I Compare (13b) with the non-canonical (14):
(14) a  (?) Which book did a boy find?
The double-identification of the trace is circumvented b (?) A boy found the book.

by the extra wh-phrase.
18 ) 20




2 Islands

Dependencies are restricted to canonical f-structure

« Wh-questioning out of embedded questions is
explained on a par with superiority.

+ Wh-questioning over negation, similar.

+ Other extractions are constrained by the
requirement of a canonical f-structure, i.e.,
whether the embedded question can be
interpreted as a focus.

25
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Focus factors

- the matrix verb, the tense of the
embedded question:

(18) a This is something that | don’t know what |
should do about. (Kuno and Robinson 1972)

b ?This book, | don’'t know who she gave to.
¢ *This book, Mary inquired who she gave to.

28

Topic Islands: Sentential Subjects

(19) a [That you like John] y, [is interesting]s,
b *Who is [that you like t],,, [interestingls,

« The subject must be a topic in order for the
structure to be canonical.

« Topics cannot contain a gaps by definition 2>

- Sentential subjects are islands (whether or
not reconstruction is required)

27

Extraction out of DP subjects

(20) modified from Levine and Sag 2003

a (?) Which topics are jokes about t completely
unacceptable?

b * What are jokes about t completely unacceptable?
(21) modified from Chomsky
a Of which car was the driver/??the picture t awarded
a prize?
b *Of what was the driver t awarded a prize?
->Reconstruction into the subject topic impossible

Note: Chomsky claims that extraction is limited to passives/
unaccusatives, but:
(22) a *Of which car did the driver leave?
b *Of which picture did the glass break?

28




3 Wh-in-situ

+ Il-dependencies are restricted to the canonical f-structure
of a language.

+ If wh-in-situ are dependent on a (question) typing
operator, the restrictions are predicted to be the same as
the restrictions on wh-movement.

+ When no dependency is formed (e.g. in Chinese relative
clauses, Bayer 2005), no restrictions are predicted.

+ Languages differ wrt the distribution of typing elements,
wrt their canonical f-structure and wrt the morphology of
their wh-elements — these factors may have an impact
on whether dependencies are formed.

+ Even though processing is invoked - the account does

not depend on the filler-gap relationship. (Lasnik 1999,

Boeckx 2007). 33
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4 Resumptive pronouns

» Resumptive pronouns do not form an I-
dependency with anything—=> hence no
need for canonical f-structure.

« As any pronoun they seek an antecedent.

« This is how they pair u‘p with their wh-
antecedent.

34

Il ATB and island rescue
(a sketch)

(Adapted from Williams 1978)

+ ATB phenomena are viewed as 3-dimensional:
structures are processed in parallel and then
linearized.

+ Parallel processing requires parallel f-structures.

+ Processing involves the identification of identical
elements across conjuncts and ‘factorization’.

+ |dentical lexical elements may be linearized
once. (Williams' simultaneous factor)

35

1 RNR —island

Erteschik-Shir 1987

(26) from Wexler and Culicover 1980
Mary knows a man who buys

i f Fred
and | Bill knows a man who sells pictures of Fre

Linearization at factor lines:

Mary knows a man who buys and Bill knows a man who sells
pictures of Fred.

- no movement out of an island "




