References

Adger, D. 1994. The licensing of quasi-arguments. In Proceedings of CONSOLE 1, P. Ackema &
M. Schoorlemmer (Eds), 1-18. The Hague: HAG.

Baker, M. 1988. Incorporation: A Theory of Grammatical Function Changing. Chicago

University of Chicago Press.

Bayer, J. 1997. CP-extraposition as argument shift. In Rightward Movement, D. Beerman,
D. LeBlanc & H.C. van Riemsdijk (Eds), 37-58. Amsterdam: John Benjamins.

Bischoff, S. 2006. Basic clause structure in Coeur d’Alene: A preliminary working paper. In
Studies in Salishan [MIT Working Papers in Linguistics. Working Papers on Endangered &
Less Familiar Languages 7], S. BischoiF, L. Butler, P. Norquist, & D. Siddiqi (Eds), 159-190.
Cambridge MA: Department of Linguistics, MIT.

Bobaljik J 1994. What does adjacency do? In The Morphology-Syntax Connection [MIT Working
Papers in Linguistics 22], H. Harley & C. Phillips (Eds), 1-32. Cambridge MA: Department
of Linguistics, MIT.

Bobaljik, J. 2002. A-chains at the PF-interface: Copies and ‘covert’ movement. Natural Language
and Linguistic Theory 20(2): 197-267

Borer, H. 1994. The projection ofarguments. In Functional Projections [University of Massachusetts
Occasional Papers 17], E. Benedicto & J. Runner (Eds), Amherst MA: GLSA.

Borer, H. 2005a. Structuring Sense. In Name Only, Voi. |. Oxford: OUP.

Borer H. 2005b. Structuring Sense. The Normal Course ofEvents, Voi. IL Oxford: OUP.

Bresnan J 1996. Morphology competes with syntax: Explaining typological variation in weak
crossover effects. In Is the Best Good Enough?, P. Barbosa, D. Fox, P. Hagstrom, M. McGinnis &
P. Pesetsky (Eds), 59-92. Cambridge MA: The MIT Press.

Bresnan J 2000. Pidgin genesis and optimality theory. In Processes ofLanguage Contact: Case Studies
from Australia and the Pacific, J. Siegel (Ed.), 145-173. Montreal: Les Editions Fides.

Bresnan, J. 2001. Lexical-Functional Syntax. Oxford: Blackwell.

Bresnan, J. & Nikitina, T. 2003. On the gradience of the dative alternation. Ms.

Carnie, A. 2007. Syntax: A Generative Introduction, 2nd Edn. Oxford: Blackwell.

Chomsky, N. 1965. Aspects ofthe Theory ofSyntax. Cambridge MA: The MIT Press.

Chomsky, N. 1970. Remarks on nominalization. Reprinted in D. Davidson & G. Harman (E s.)

Chomsky, N. 1981. Lectures on Government and Binding. Dordrecht: Foris.

Chomsky, N. 1989. Some notes on economy of derivation and representation. In MIT Working
Papers in Linguistics 10, |. Laka & A. Mahajan (Eds), Cambridge MA: Department of

Chomsky, N. 1993. A minimalist program for linguistic theory. In The View From Building
20, Essays in linguistics in honor of Sylvain Bromberger, K. Hale & SJ. Keyser (Eds), 1-49.
Cambridge MA: The MIT Press. N

Chomsky, N. 1994. Bare phrase structure [Occasional Paper 5]. Cambridge MA: MIT Workmg
Papers in Linguistics.

Chomsky, N. 1995. The Minimalist Program. Cambridge MA: The MIT Press.

Chomsky, N. & Halle, M. 1968. The Sound Pattern ofEnglish. New York NY: Harper and Row.

Davidson, D. 1967. Truth and meaning. Synthese 17: 304-323.

Embick, D. & Marantz, A. 2006. Architecture and blocking. Ms, University of Pennsylvania
and MIT.



134 Syntax within the Word

Embick, D. & Noyer, R. 2001. Movement operations after syntax. Linguistic Inquiry 32(4): 555-595.

Embick, D. & Halle, M. 2005. On the status of stems in morphological theory. In Proceedings of
Going Romance 2003, T. Geerts & H. Jacobs (Eds), 59-88. Amsterdam: John Benjamins.

Falk, Y. 2001. Lexical-Functional Grammar: An Introduction to Parallel Constraint-Based Syntax.
Standford CA: CSLI.

Flack, K. 2006. OT contrast preservation and disambiguation in Japanese scrambling. Paper
presented at the Annual Meeting of the Linguistic Society of America. Albuquerque NM.

Gleitman, L. 1990. The structural sources of verb meaning. Language Acquisition 1; 3-55.

Gleitman, L, Gleitman, H. Miller, C. & Ostrin, R. 1996. ‘Similar and similar concepts.
Cognition 55: 321-376.

Goldberg, A. 1995. A Construction Grammar Approach to Argument Structure. Chicago IL:
University of Chicago Press.

Grimshaw, J. 1979. Complement selection and the lexicon. Linguistic Inquiry 10: 279-326.

Grimshaw, J. 1990. Argument Structure. Cambridge MA: The MIT Press.

Gropen, J. 1989. The learnability and acquisition of the dative alternation in English.
Language 65(2): 203-57.

Hale, K. & Keyser, SJ. 1993. On argument structure and the lexical representation of syntactic
relations. In The Viewfrom Building 20, Essays in linguistics in honor ofSylvain Bromberger,
K. Hale & SJ. Keyser (Eds), 53-109. Cambridge MA: The MIT Press.

Halle, M. 1997. Distributed morphology: Impoverishment and fission. In Papers at the Interface
[MIT Working Papers in Linguistics 30], B. Bruening, Y. Kang & M. McGinnis (Eds),
425-49. Cambridge MA: Department of Linguistics, MIT.

Halle, M. & Marantz, A. 1993. Distributed morphology and the pieces of inflection. In The View
from Building 20, Essays in linguistics in honor of Sylvain Bromberger, K. Hale & SJ. Keyser
(Eds), 111-176. Cambridge MA: The MIT Press.

Halle, M. & Marantz, A. 1994. Some key features of distributed morphology. In Papers on
Phonology and Morphology [MIT Working Papers in Linguistics 21], A. Carnie, H. Harley &
T. Bures (Eds), 275-288. Cambridge MA: Department of Linguistics, MIT.

Hammond, M. 1984. Level ordering, inflection and the righthand head rule. MIT Working
Papers in Linguistics 7.

Harley, H. 1995. Subjects, Events and Licensing. Ph.D. dissertation, MIT.

Harley, H. & Noyer, R. 1999. State-of-the-article: Distributed morphology. Clot
International 4(4): 3-9.

Harley, H. & Noyer, R. 2000. Formal versus encyclopedic properties of vocabulary: Evidence
from nominalisations. In The Lexicon-Encyclopedia Interface, B. Peeters (Ed.), 349-374.
Oxford: Elsevier.

Haugen, J. 2008. Morphology at the Interfaces: Reduplication and Noun Incorporation in
Uto-Aztecan [Linguistik Aktuell/Linguistics Today 117]. Amsterdam: John Benjamins.
Haugen J. & Siddiqi, D. 2006. From semantic contrast to phonological contrast: Homophony
avoidance in morphology. Paper presented at the Annual Meeting ofthe Linguistic Society

of America. Albuquerque NM.

Hornstein, N. 1999 Movement and control. Linguistic Inquiry 30: 69-96

Jackendoff, R. 1996. Semantics and cognition. In Handbook of Semantics, S. Lappin (Ed.),
539-559. Oxford: Blackwell.

Jelinek, E. 1988. Voice and transitivity as functional projections. In The Projection of Argu-
ments: Lexical and Compositional Factors in Yaqui, M. Butt & W. Geuder (Eds),
Stanford CA: CSLI.



References 135

Jespersen, O. 1909-1949. JZ1 Modern English Grammar on Historical Principles. London: George,
Allen and Unwin. n s

Johnson, K. 1991. Object positions. Natural Language and Linguistic Theory 9: 57 -

Johnson, M. 1998. Optimality-theoretic lexical functional grammar. Presented to the 11th
Annual CUNY Conference on Human Sentence Processing, Special Session on the Lexical
Basis of Syntactic Processing: Formal and Computational Issues, Rutgers University.

Kadmon, N. & Landman, F. 1993. Any. Linguistics and Philosophy, 16: 353-422.

Kiparsky, P. 1982. Lexical phonology and morphology. In Linguistics in the Morning Calm,
I. S. Yang (Ed.), 3-91. Seoul: Hanshin. n
Kiparsky, P. 2003. Syllables and moras in Arabic. In The Syllable in Optlmallty Theory,

R. van de Vijver (Eds), 147-82. Cambridge: CUP.

Kratzer, A. 1996. Severing the external argument from its verb. In Phrase Structure and the Lexicon,
J. Rooryck 8c LZaring (Eds), 109-137. Dordrecht: Kluwer.

Kratzer, A. 2002. Telecity and the meaning of objective case. The syntax of time, J. Gueron
J. Lecarme (Eds), 389-423. Cambridge MA: The MIT Press.

Lakoff, G. 1977. Linguistic gestalts. In Papersfrom the Thirteenth Regional Meetings, 236 - 287.
Chicago IL: CLS. . C C a

Langacker, R.W. 1987. Foundations of Cognitive Grammar: Theoretical Prerequmtes Stanfor
CA: Stanford University Press.

Larson, R. 1995. Semantics. In Invitation to Cognitive Science, Voi. | Language, L. Gleitman (E .),
Cambridge MA: The MIT Press.

Lasnik, H. 8¢ Uriagereka, J. 2005. A Course in Minimalist Syntax. Oxford: Basil Blackwell.

Levin, B. 1993. English Verb Classes and Alternations: A Preliminary Investigation. Chicago
IL: University of Chicago Press.

Lidz J 1998. Constraints on the syntactic bootstrapping procedure for verb Iearnlng n
‘proceedings of the 22nd Annual Boston University Conference on Language Devel-
opment, I-1l, A. Greenhill, M. Hughes, H. Littlefield 8¢ H. Walsh (Eds), 488-98.
Somerville MA: Cascadilla. I

Lidz, J. 8¢ Gleitman, L.R. 2004. Yes, we still need Universal Grammar. Reply to Goldberg,
(2004). Cognition 94: 85-93.

Marantz, A. 1984. On the Nature of Grammatical Relations. Cambridge MA: The MIT Press.

Marantz, A. 1988. Clitics, morphological merger, and the mapping to phonological struc-
ture. In Theoretical morphology, M. Hammond 8¢ M. Noonan (Eds), 253-270. New Yor
NY: Academic Press. , AT

Marantz, A. 1997. Stem suppletion, or the arbitrariness of the sign. Talk given at the Universi e
de Paris VIII. f

Marantz A. 1997b. No escape from syntax: Don't try morphological anaIyS|s in the prlvacy ot
your own lexicon. In Proceedings ofthe 21st Annual Penn Linguistics Colloquium [U Penn
Working Papers in Linguistics 4:2], A. Dimitriadis, L. Siegel, C. Surek-Clark 8c A. Williams
(Eds), 201-225.

Markman, E.M. 8¢ Wachtel, G.F. 1988. Children's use of mutual excluswlty to constraln the
meaning ofwords. Cognitive Psychology 20: 121-157.

Naigles, L. Gleitman, H. 8¢ Gleitman, L. 1993. Syntactic bootstrapping and verb acquisition.
In Cognition and Language. A Developmental Perspective, E. Dromi (Ed.),
Norwood NJ: Ablex.

Noyer, R. 1997. Features, Positions and Affixes in Autonomous Morphological Structure. New
York NY: Garland.

ery



136 Syntax within the Word

Oehrle, R. 1976. The Grammatical Status of the English Dative Alternation. Ph.D. dissertation, MIT.

Parsons, T. 1990. Events in the Semantics ofEnglish. Cambridge MA: The MIT Press.

Pesetsky, D. 1995. Zero Syntax: Experiencers and Cascades. Cambridge MA: The MIT Press.

Pfau, R. 2000. Features and Categories in Language Production. Ph.D. dissertation, University
of Frankfurt.

Pinker, S. 1989. Learnability and Cognition: The Acquisition of Argument Structure. Cambridge
MA: The MIT Press.

Prince, A. & Smolensky, P. 1993. Optimality theory: Constraint interaction in generative grammar.
Rutgers University Center for Cognitive Science Technical Report.

Pollard, C. & Sag, |. 1994. Head-driven Phrase Structure Grammar. Chicago IL: University of
Chicago Press.

Ramchand, G. 1997. Aspect and Predication. Oxford: OUP.

Ramchand, G. 1998. Deconstructing the lexicon. In The Projection of Arguments: Lexical and
Compositional Factors, M. Butt & W. Geuder (Eds), 65-96. Stanford CA: CSLI.

Ramchand, G. 2008. Verb Meaning and the Lexicon: A First Phase Syntax. Cambridge: CUP.

Rizzi, L. 1990. Speculations on verb second. In Grammar in Progress,}. Mascaro & M. NeSpor
(Eds), 375-386.

Ritter, E. & Rosen, S. 1998. Delimiting events in syntax. In The Projection ofArguments: Lexical
and Compositional Factors, M. Butt, & W. Geuder (Eds), 135-164. Stanford CA: CSLI.

Sproat, R. 1985. On Deriving the Lexicon. Ph.D. dissertation MIT.

Siddigi, D. 2004. Obtaining lexical contrast in Optimality Theory. Ms, University of Arizona.

Siddiqgi, D. 2006. Minimize Exponence: Economy Effects on a Model of the Morphosyntactic
Component ofthe Grammar. Ph.D. dissertation, University of Arizona.

Stowell, T. 1981. Origins of Phrase Structure. Ph.D. dissertation, MIT.

Travis, L. 1994. Event phrase and a theory of functional categories. Paper presented at the Canadian
Linguistics Association, University of Calgary.

Urbanczyk, S. 1999. Reduplicative size-segmentism correlations as root-affix asymmetries. Ms,
Rutgers University, New Brunswick NJ.

van Gelderen, E. 2004. Grammaticalization as Economy [Linguistik Aktuell/Linguistics Today 71].
Amsterdam: John Benjamins.

Woolford, E. 1984. Dative verbs with unspecified objects. Linguistic Review 3(4): 389-409.



