Single Cycle Syntax Meets GoN: Abstract

Blaszczak (2001) observes that Long GoN (Genitive of Negation) in Polish, holding between
Neg and DPog in (1) below is an insurmountable dhallenge to Chomsky’s (1998 1999 2001)
view of phase-based derivation:

(1)
a Maria nie chce wypic¢ kawy.
Maria not wants (to) drink coffee GEN
b. .+ [Negp N€J [+casg[vp ... [cp [P PROg) [vp tero - Vg7 DPonpgil]l 1]

Any relation between matrix Neg and the embedded objed is precluded under Phase
I mpenetrability Condition (PIC, Chomsky 199910) if CP and vP in (1b) constitute strong
phases.

This paper is an attempt at reintroducing Long GoN into a minimalist theory
preserving as much of a derivationally conceived Single Cycle Syntax as possible. In
particular, we step away from the (mini)phase-based view of the derivation only as much as it
is neassary to acommodate the empiricd fads conneded with GoN. The ceantral ideas of our
acount involve:
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a. Therelation of Agreeinvolving a probe and a goa may also hold of ‘split’ probes and
goals; i.e. probes which are incomplete (defedive) when considered separately
(Ne€g+casq, Vo)) but form one complete probe, including features [+case, +¢], in an
appropriate configuration.

b. Both the components of the ‘split’ probe and the goal must be in the same derivational
phase.

c. Only CPisaphase and this level is projeaed only when confirmed by independent
evidence, chiefly bare infinitives are TPs both in raising configurations and in control
configurations (c.f. Hornstein 1999 2000and Boskovic¢ 1997).

d. GoN istheresult of a cae-agreement relation holding of a‘ split’ probe
(Neg+cas/ Vi +o1) @nd a goa DPory; Within one derivational phase (CP): for instance a
simple clause (3) or a subject control construction (4).

a. Jannie pije kawy.
Jan not drinks coffee GEN
b. [tpJan Tirg, ~case] [Negp N€G[+casy [vp taan Vivg) [ve V DPopygl]]l]

a Maria nie chce wypi¢ kawy.
Maria not wants (to) drink coffee GEN
b. [rpMariaT (¢, +casq [Negp N€J [+casq [vP tmaia ChC[ 1P tvaria T [vp tmaria Vi+e]
DPogoll1] 1
In the implementation of our acwunt, we face the following three prong challenge:
)
a. We explore empirical and conceptual difficulties faced by Chomsky’ s concept of the
VP strong phase (presence of [+EPH feaure, reconstruction facts and PF
independence, unexpeded difference in transparency to external ‘degy’ probing
between the vP and the CP phases, the former may be transparent whil e the latter
never is);
b. We explore problems conneded with distinguishing between control and raising
infinitives (temporal and eventive interpretation, extraposition and topicalizaion and
problems with PRO/Null Case) and show that both types of infinitives can be TPs;



C.

We deal with the isaue of Defective I ntervention Constraint (DIC) in Long GoN. Once
the environment of Long GoN is taken to be asingle phase axd PIC is rendered null
and void, the problem of defective intervention appeas. i.e., in (4b) above, PRO
should block the matching and cheding of feaures between Neg and DPog. We show
that this problem can be best solved through Hornstein's approad to Obligatory
Control PRO as NP-trace astraces do not induce DIC effeds. For object control
constructions, also treated as a consequence of movement, we asume that DIC is
avoided because inherent case-marked DPs are invisible to matching and structural
case relations in Polish.

Ultimately, we refer to previous acaunts of GoN, chiefly Przepidrkowski (1999, who
finds threeproblems with an Attract-F analysis of GoN in Witkos (1998), and show that
the arrent analysis, based on valuing the cae of DPog in situ is not only freefrom these
problems but also has an empirica and conceptual edge over the agument-raising
analysis of GoN:

(6)

a

b.

Long GoN constructions with nauczycé/teach receive astraightforward aceount when

no (feaure) raising of the embedded verb is postulated,;

Optional Long GoN is acmunted for through optional placement of head PoS+casq IN

the embedded infinitive;

Multiple GoN is aresult of operation Multiple Agree;

Clitic climbing from negative infinitives is not athrea to our acount:

0] “Na dodatek [vp nie przeszkadzac tm,] kapitan kazat mu typ juz do konca

inspekcji.
in addition not (to) disturb captain told him until end of inspection



