Language Acquisition and UG WS 02/03, week 2

L anguage Acquisitionand
Universal Grammar

Week 2: Chomsky’s theory of UG |

Landmarks in Chomsy’s
Theory

1957 1965

Syntactic Agpects of L ectureson The Minimalist
Structures the Theory | | Government Program
of Syntax and Binding
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Language Acquisition and UG

The Standard Theory Model

Lexicon

Deep
| Structure

Transformations

/ 4
Surface
Structure

Base rules

Example: Baserules

S - NPAux VP
NP - Det N
VP -V NP

AUuX

S
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Semantic
Interpretation

Phonetic
Form

| /N

read Det N

book
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Language Acquisition and UG

Example: Transformation

Affix hopping:
obligatory

S

e

K b /VP\
Det N Vv NP

. /N

the girl read Det N

(010]0)¢

S ‘

Example: Passive

Passive:
optional
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Language Acquisition and UG WS 02/03, week 2

Considerations

Individual rules:
too arbitrary
The grammar cannot
be inferred from the
Input sentences.

Trangormations
too powerful

Learnability cannot
be explained in ST

Alternative conception of
grammar

=|Individual rules are too complex to learn.
=The lexicon has to be learned anyway.

No more individua rul es
Only lexiconand UG
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Elaboration

Lexicon

Phrase
Structure Projection

Rules
General

Principles

Government & Binding Model

Lexicon
Projection

D-Sructure
Y
S-Structure

Syntax Move o

Phonetic Form Logical Form
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Principles

v

Control
T

heory

X-bar Theory

X gtands for
NV AP complements
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Language Acquisition and UG

Infl as Head of S

projection?

Theta Theory

e Thematic roles (3-roles):
— agent, patient, experiencer, etc.
e Predicates assign d-roles
— specification in the lexicon
— each 9-role must be assigned to one NP

® NPs receive 9-roles
— each NP must receive one 9-role
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Case Theory

e Cases:
— nominative, accusative, oblique
® NPs receive Case
—each NP must receive Case
e Case assignment:
— | assigns nominative
— V assigns accusative } depending on

— P assigns oblique lexical specification

Active (vs. Passive)
IP

9-roles /\

Case A\ /\V i

| /\
the gir I PAST

adecision
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Passive

1=
S-roles /\
NP il
Case V\
|

VP
PAST /\
v P

[\

taken j

adecision

Passive

9-roles /\

P
c NP T
ase
PAST /\

v NP

taken j

adecision
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Passive
IP

9-roles /\

Case A\ | /\V i

adecision PAST /\

The chain (adecision, t)
has Case and ad-role

Binding Theory

Anaphor: himself, each other
*John; thinks[Mary loves himself;]
John thinks [Mary, | oves herself]

Pronominal: she, them
John; thinks[Mary loves him]
*John thinks [Mary; | oves her;]

R-Expression: Mary, the man
*John; thinks[Mary |oves John]
*John thinks [Mary; loves Mary/]
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Control Theory

John promised Mary PRO to leave

Q.__FF

John persuaded Mary PRO to leave

\V 4

Bounding Theory

Who do you believe that John thought
that Bill saw t

*Who do you btlieve the claim that Bill

trace of
who
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Parameters

e hecomes e viene
— *COmes — lui viene

e itseemsthat... e sembrache ...
— *seems that ... — *cio sembra che ...

e itrains e piove
— *rains — *cio piove

+Prodrop

Tendencies inthe Minimalist
Program

e many functional categories

e movement must be triggered

e feature checking in syntax

e binary branching and anti-symmetry
e fewer, more general principles
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