
Lecis #Coopmans paper structure
existing principles index percolation:

* (4), * (5), K(6)

theony &1989 no double
licensing

Only PP advarbids in English subcategorised by the verb can trigger locative inversion

| (2) Indexed comop identifies pro' Is PP]coup pro:

IPPIcomp is an adverbial complement IPPI is an adverbial adjunct

No mder percolation:
(2) [pP: iLe INFL IV NP til]s NP raises to subject[PP:][NP; INFL[ V titills

Np moves to subject positionmuersion)
INEL IV ti tills

up doesn't move
CPPilLe iNe [V NP tills

pro in cubect position not

no percolation: IPPi]
[PP:ILNP; INFLI V titjlls
NP gets case, so it's five

But ti is not antecedently,
governed nor lexically governed

there is percolation: [PP;J;:
[PP: J:INPj INFL [V ti tills
Np is five

Index percolation:
(22) [PP: Ji [E INFL IV NP til]s

ti antecedently governed.

up doesn't move aka in site
[PP:]i[pro: at [V NP ti])s

Contradiction?

Np does not raise
IPPle INF [V NP

No percolation:
[PP]le INfe [V NP tills
pro not licensed by (21)
Ei net antecedently governed

pro is mill subject
comdering means coreference
pro could be unindered

NP percolates:
[PPi]: Lei INFe IV NP tills

ti antecedently governedxOr
pro identifed. I 10 double, liensing
ti not lexically governed

619880

(2), (7), *(3),

I comp X:J

inducture§ emperica
revaluation

CASE I CASEI

(no locative
[PP. JINP;

~

L

licensed

L

CASE I

CASE IN

MP moves
to subjecttills

it count do both



#Coopman's goal? T-modd

Assumptions:
» locative inversion is stylistic= stylisticfeatures between SS and PF

* Coopmans WTS locative invercion cam happen btwn DS and SS

# Back to syntadic structunes
Chaps: Elementany Lingristies theory
I some device I axions I theory > finite state grammar

set of English senteres

whoops that doesn't wark

can't generatethis

L2: constituents
Want: dependency not necessarilylinear

Theory: PSR

Chaps

L2: displacements

Theory: displacement

PF LF
SS

sith likes
dogs

comes

the

Chap4

disgs come

) ?SaXa
X = bxb

aXa


