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Last syntax assignment of the Institute! 
 
This looks like a longish problem, but actually your answers should be a short series of 
one-word or 1-2 sentence replies. 
 
Part 1:  Japanese 
 
Using everything you know about the topic from class and previous assignments, suggest 
an explanation for the following contrast from Japanese.  One sentence will suffice.  Think 
about Friday's class and previous discussions of Japanese, and you will have the answer. 
 
(1) a.   *Kodomo-ga  [kono kagi]-de 2-ri  doa-o    aketa 

         child-NOM  this key-by      2-cl  door-ACC  opened 
        'Two children opened the door with this key.' 
 
  b.  Doa-ga    [kono kagi]-de 2-tu  aita. 
    door-NOM   this key -by  2-cl  opened 
      'Two doors opened with this key.' 
 
Part 2: Crudeness across the Atlantic 
 
In a paper by the great Irish linguist James McCloskey of UC Santa Cruz, certain 
interesting observations are made about a  set of expressions that are common in 
cruder varieties of English spoken in the UK and Ireland.  The most common form 
of the idiom is f#ck-all, which means something like 'absolutely nothing'.  Thus,  
(2a) can be paraphrased as They wrote absolutely nothing this year. 
  
The dash in f#ck-all is mine, just to get you to treat it as a single word, and I am 
using the euphemistic #-sign out of respect for those of you who might not want to 
see the full word in print.  (We are an international, multi-cultural group.)  The 
expression is viewed by speakers as "coarse language", but not terribly obscene.  
There are some other equally crude synonyms that behave much the same way.  
 
What makes this construction interesting for our purposes is a syntactic restriction on 
its use.  The following examples, taken from McCloskey's paper (with a few minor 
adaptations) illustrate this restriction.  State the restriction in one sentence (no more) 
of the form "The NP f#ck-all is possible only if it has been merged first as a ___".  
Yes the answer does have something to do with stuff from Tuesday's class. 1 
 
(2) a. They wrote f#ck-all this year. 
 b. They've done f#ck-all about this. 
 c. I know f#ck-all about connectionism. 
 

                                                
1 These data were all taken by McCloskey from naturally occurring utterances, so don't 
hold me responsible for their political/social content or presuppositions. 

(3) a. F#ck-all has been done about this problem. 
 b. Absolutely f#ck-all was achieved by this action. 
 c. F#ck-all has been said about unemployment in the campaign so far. 
 d. F#ck-all has been written about this so far. 
 
(4) a. F#ck-all ever happens around here. 
 b. F#ck-all else grows in my garden but dandelions. 
 c. F#ck-all emerged from those discussions that would make a body 

optimistic. 
 d. F#ck-all ever changes around here. 
 e. F#ck-all lasts around here. 
 f. F#ck-all else came my way, so I took the job as a lavatory cleaner. 
 g. F#ck-all ever starts on time around here. 
 
(5) a. *F#ck-all would make us turn back now. 
 b. *F#ck-all supports this roof but a couple of planks. 
 c. *F#ck-all could destroy these walls. 
 d. *F#ck-all would control this mob. 
 e. *F#ck-all could refute that argument. 

  f. *F#ck-all could ever make me trust this government. 
 
Part 3: Anticipating the last class 
 
An interesting property of wh-movement in English is that it can cross one or more clause 
boundaries: 
 
(6)  a. What did Mary say [that Bill had devoured ___ ]? 

  b. What did John say [that Mary thought [that Bill had devoured __ ]]? 
 
We might wonder about how to analyze such cases. We could imagine that what is merged 
just twice in (6a-b): first as the complement of devoured and than as the specifier of the 
highest CP.  We might call this the "one fell swoop" hypothesis about long-distance wh-
movement: 
 
(7)  The one-fell-swoop hypothesis 
  a. What did Mary say [that Bill had devoured <what>]]? 

  b.  What did John say [that Mary thought [that Bill had devoured <what>]]? 
 
On the "one fell swoop" hypothesis sketched in (7), what moves directly from its base 
position to its final position, regardless of how much material separates these positions. 
 
Alternatively, however, we might imagine that wh-movement over longer distances 
actually takes place in multiple, shorter movement steps.  On this analysis, what first 
moves to the specifier of CP in the lower clause, then to the specifier of CP in the higher 
clause, and so on as necessary — until it reaches its final destination.  We might call this 
the "clause-by-clause " hypothesis about long-distance wh-movement: 
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(8)  The clause-by-clause hypothesis2 
a. What did Mary say [<what> that Bill had devoured <what>]]? 

b. What did John say [<what> that Mary thought [<what> that Bill had devoured <what>]]? 

 
Review the data from West Ulster English discussed in week 2 of the class, and 
summarized in class summary  Now consider the following additional data.  Do they help 
decide between the one-fell-swoop hypothesis and the clause-by-clause hypothesis?  How?  
(Remember — one or two sentences will be enough.) 
 
(9) Long-distance extraction in West Ulster English 
  The following examples all mean the same thing. 
 
  a. What all do you think [that he’ll say [that we should buy]]? 

  b. What do you think [all that he’ll say [that we should buy]]? 

  c. What do you think [that he’ll say [all that we should buy]]? 

  d. What do you think [that he’ll say [that we should buy all]]? 

  e.  *[any other position for all] 

 

                                                
2 Called "successive cyclicity" in the actual literature.  


