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Our goal:  
- show that current analyses of reconstruction and islandhood are incompatible.



- propose the following:¶
1. ¶a movement approach to resumption except in strong islands;

2. ¶e-type interpretation of resumptive elements within strong islands.¶
1. Islandhood and Resumption

Some complex structures are called islands as movement out of these structures is banned.

Traditionally, 2 types of islands: weak islands (wh- island, …), which are sensitive to the nature of the moved phrase (argument/adjunct), and strong islands which are not (adjunct, complex NP island…).

(1) wh- island:

a. ?Who did you wonder [CP whether John saw t ] ?   (argument)
b. *When did you wonder [CP whether John came t ] ?   (adjoint)
(2) Complex NP island:

*To whom have you found [NP someone who would speak t  ] ?

(3) Adjunct island:

*Which paper did you read Don Quixote before filing __ ?

Most emerging accounts of islands now resort to linearization principles. Under this view, islands correspond to opaque domains.

1.1. Multiple Linearizations & Order Preservation

To account for islandhood, Fox & Pesetsky (2004) develop a bottom-up analysis based on the following principle about linearization and word ordering:

(4) Order Preservation: information about linearization (word order), once established at the end of a phase, is never deleted in the course of a derivation.

This approach predicts successive cyclicity of movement (at VP and CP edges):


(5) To whom did he __ say  __ that Mary  __ gave the book __ ?

Non-successive cyclic movement (only movement in specCP):

First phase (embedded VP): gave < the book < to whom

Second phase (embedded CP): to whom < that < Mary < VP
( violates Order Preservation, as to whom can not precede VP (at second phase) and be preceded by gave and the book  (at first phase) at the same time.

Successive cyclic movement:

First phase (embedded VP): to whom < gave < the book

Second phase (embedded CP): to whom < that < Mary < VP
Third phase (matrix VP): to whom < say < CP
Fourth phase (matrix CP): to whom < did < he < VP
This approach will account easily for the islandhood of complex NP and wh- structures.

( Basically corresponds to the theory of Subjacency: in these structures, the edge is already occupied by something else, forcing a non-successive cyclic derivation.


(6) *To whom have you __ found someone [SpecCP who] would  __ speak __ ?

First phase (embedded VP): to whom < speak

Second phase (embedded CP): who < would < VP
Third phase (matrix VP): to whom < found < someone < CP

( violates Order Preservation, as to whom must precede CP (at third phase) and be preceded by who and would at the same time, which is contradictory.

1.2. Multiple Spell-Out & LCA

A similar approach based on linearization is the one developed by Nunes & Uriagereka (2000). It is based on the notions of Multiple Spell-Out and the Linear Correspondence Axiom (LCA) proposed by Kayne (1994).

LCA (modified): A lexical item  precedes a lexical item  iff  asymmetrically c-commands .

(7) Multiple Spell-Out: Spell-Out applies whenever precedence relations are not given by the LCA.

This approach will predict that complex subjects and adjuncts become opaque domains for further syntactic operation throughout the derivation:

(8) *Which paper did you read Don Quixote before filing __ ?

2 derivational spaces:

K = [VP read Don Quixote]

L = [PP before filing which paper]

( Elements of K & elements of L can not be ordered by the LCA (no asymmetric c-command). Spell-Out (linearization) of L applies:

(9) 




     VP








  [VP  read Don Quixote ] 
L’ = [PP <before, filing, which, paper> ]

Any linearized constituent becomes opaque for the syntax. As which paper has been linearized within the adjunct clause, it can not be used for further syntactic operation.


1.3. Resumption can save islands

However, still a way to create dependencies that cross islands.

A well-known fact: resumptive strategy can sometimes cross islands, as if no movement occurred with this strategy.

ha-l-muttahamme i    tfeeja?to     lamma/la?nno    
ςrifto      ?enno        ħabasuw – a i

this the defendant      surprised, 2pl    because     
learnt, 2pl   that      imprisonned-her
« This defendanti, you were surprised because you learnt that they sent heri to jail ».    

The resumptive clitic -a (her), in Lebanese Arabic (LA), resumes the antecedent ha-l-muttahamme (this defendant). 

( If the displaced constituent is generated in the island, linearization accounts of islandhood predict that the displaced constituent would be trapped in the island because of Order Preservation or Multiple Spell-Out.

As no movement can cross the adjunct island, several studies resort to a base-generation approach of resumption, in which the resumptive is generated in the island, and the antecedent base-generated in its surface position.

K = [VP were surprised]

L = [CP because you learnt that they sent her to jail]

( Elements of K & elements of L can not be ordered by the LCA (no asymmetric c-command). Spell-Out (linearization) of L applies:

(10) 



    VP


       [VP  were surprised]        L’ = [CP <because, you, learnt, that, they, sent, her, to, jail> ]

( The derivation carries on until this defendant enters the derivation:

(11) [IP This defendant [IP you [VP were surprised] [CP <because you learnt that they sent her to jail> ]]]

2. Reconstruction

2.1. What is reconstruction?

Reconstruction: the interaction between movement and interpretation, in particular binding conditions.

(12) * [Which photograph1 of John2]1 did he2 give __1 to Mary ?

( Coreference between John and he impossible. However, condition C is not violated.

Reconstruction effects follow from the copy theory of movement (see Lebeaux (1990), Chomsky (1995) Sauerland (1998), Fox (2000)):

(13) *[[ which photograph1 of John2] [ did he2 give [which photograph1 of John2] to Mary]]

( The copy triggers a condition C violation in (14), and would further allow condition A or BVA to be satisfied in the appropriate configuration.

2.2. Reconstruction means movement and cyclicity

Reconstruction traditionally used as a diagnostic for movement and for its cyclicity (see Fox (2000)):

(14) a. [Which of the books that hei asked Mrs Brownj for] did every studenti __ get from herj   *  ?


b. *[Which of the books that hei asked Mrs Brownj for] did shej   *   give every studenti   *  ?

( The grammaticality of (16)a argues for a possible reconstruction site where both BVA and condition C are satisfied. As no such reconstruction site exists in (16)b, the sentence is ungrammatical.

( The analysis of successive-cyclic movement proposed in Fox & Pesetsky (2004) will give intermediate sites for reconstruction.


3. Reconstruction and Islandhood

3.1. Prediction

( Reconstruction presupposes movement = copy of the antecedent in the base position.

( Islandhood characterizes structures where movement is banned = no copy of the antecedent can be generated within an island.


3.2. Aoun, Choueiri & Hornstein (2001)'s analysis

Aoun, Choueiri & Hornstein (2001), henceforth ACH, give examples from Lebanese Arabic (LA) that argue in favour of this prediction, as the following contrast shows:

(15) [telmiiz-[a]i l-kesleen]j   ma 
baddna

nxabbir  
[wala   mςallme ]i    ?inno  
 
student-her the bad      NEG 
want-1pl
tell-1pl
        
no teacher
 
that


huwwe j / ha-l-majduub j
zaςbar

b-l-faħiş

he          / this-the-idiot.sm
cheated.3sm
in-the-examen 


"Her bad student, we don’t want to tell any teacher that he / this idiot cheated on the exam."

(16) * [telmiiz-[a]i l-kesleen]j  ma 
badda
  
taςrif
 [QP wala mςallme ]i  
lee


    student-her the-bad    Neg
 want.3fs 
know.3fs    no teacher         
why   


l-mudiira 
∫aħaţit- o j 
mn
l-madrase
the-principal 
expelled-him 
from
the school

"Her bad student, no teacher wants to know why the principal expelled him from the school."

(17) * [telmiiz-[a] i l-kesleen]j   ma     ħkiina 
maς 
[wala   mςallme ]i   ?able ma 


   student-her the-bad      NEG talked,1pl  
with   
      no teacher
          before


huwwe j / ha-l-majduub j
yuusal


he          / this-the-idiot.sm
arrive.3sm


"Her i bad student j, we didn’t talk to any teacher i before he j / this idiot j arrived."
On the basis of (17), (18) and (19), ACH argue that resumptive elements which appear inside islands (weak island in (18), and strong island in (19))behave differently from resumptive elements which are not inside islands (in (17). They suggest the terms “true resumption” and “apparent resumption” respectively for the two cases. 
The (possessive) pronoun in the left-dislocated DP in (17) can receive the bound variable reading from the negative QP [wala   mςallme ] "no professor". This reading in (17) can be obtained if we suppose that the left-dislocated DP is reconstructed in the scope of the negative QP.


( Thus, resumptive strategy is compatible with reconstruction effects. 

ACH conclude from (17) that resumptive strategy can be derived with movement when no island appears (case of apparent resumption). The LF representation of (17) is given in (20). Notice that there is a copy of the antecedent (left-dislocated DP) with the resumptive element.

(18) Apparent resumption :


[DP …pronoun i…] j…[IP… QP i .[CP..[DP….pronoun i..] j  -resumptive elementj]]

Notice that this assumption is in accordance with linearization accounts of islandhood, as a copy can be generated in the base position

But resumptive elements inside islands seem not to show reconstruction effects, as (18) and (19) show. The analysis suggested by ACH will predict that no reconstruction effect with Bound Variable Anaphora appears if there is an island in the derivation.
The adjunct clause in (19) constitutes an island for movement. The true strategy is used like a strategy of last resort. This strategy implies the absence of a copy of the antecedent [telmiiz-[a] i l-kesleen]j  "her bad student". Thus we obtain a violation of the constraint of Bound Variable Anaphora: the anaphoric element "her " is not in the scope of the negative QP "no teacher", because there is no copy of the antecedent in the embedded clause. A simplification of (19) is given in (21).
(19) True resumption: * [Antecedent…pronoun i…] j … QP i … [island … [resumptive element ] j … ]

The lack of reconstruction with true resumption, i.e. when an island intervenes is widely expected under the linearization account of islandhood.

Summary:

Reconstruction facts with BVA such as presented in ACH (2001), are summarized in the table:

	Apparent resumption 
	True resumption 

	Reconstruction effects
	No  reconstruction  effect


3.2. Paradoxes & unexpected results

However, we argue that this prediction is too strong as many cases of reconstruction can occur even when an island intervenes between the antecedent and the resumptive element.

In Jordanian Arabic (JA):

(20) Clitic / doubled pronoun inside adjunct island. 
     √
 [ţalib-[ha]i l-kassoul]j
  ma     ziςlat 
[ wala   mςallmeh ] i   la?annuh  l-mudiirah


student-her the-bad       Neg  upset.3sf      no teacher

because   the-principal


kaħ∫at – oh j             / kaħ∫at – oh j hu j

mn  l- madrase



(JA)


expelled.3sf –CL  / expelled.3sf –CL he 
from
the-school



"Her bad student, no teacher was upset because the principal expelled him from school."

(21) Clitic / doubled pronoun inside wh  island.
    √
[ţalib - [ha]i  l-kassul] j  ma 
  badku
     
tis?alu [QPwala   mςallmih ]i   laj∫   

student-her the-bad      NEG    want.3fs 
ask
     no teacher

why 


l - mudiira 
kaħ∫at – oh j             / kaħ∫at – oh j hu j

mn  l- madrase

(JA)


the-principal 
expelled.3sf –CL  / expelled.3sf –CL he 
from
the-school


"Her bad student, you don’t want to ask any teacher why the principal expelled him from the school."
The examples in (22) and (23) show that reconstruction with Variable Binding is possible even if resumption occurs within an island. These sentences where the antecedent DP is resumed anaphorically by a weak (clitic) – oh “CL”, or a doubled pronoun - oh hu "CL he", are grammatical. That means that reconstruction effects with BVA can appear when the resumptive element is embedded in an island.
These data are in contradiction with both linearization accounts of reconstruction and ACH's approach based on true resumption.

Recall that linearization accounts of islandhood force a base-generation approach to resumption when it is inserted in an island, leading to the notion of true resumption proposed by ACH.

( No copy of the antecedent to account for the availability of reconstruction.

In French:

Clitic Left Dislocation in French favours referential reading. However, distributive readings via BVA are possible (specific, but distributive):

(22) ?Sa mère, chaque homme l'a invitée.


"His mother, each man invited her." 

( preferred reading: sa is a free variable and its reference is discourse-linked.

( other possible reading: sa is a variable bound by chaque homme and at each man corresponds his mother (presupposes a strict mapping between men and mothers).

More surprisingly, reconstruction seems also acceptable when the resumptive clitic occurs in an island.

(23) wh- island:

?La photo de ses étudiants, nous avons dit à chaque professeur [où elle a été prise]


"The picture of his students, we told each teacher where it was taken."

(24) Adjunct island:

?La photo de ses étudiants, chaque professeur s’est fâché [parce qu’elle a été déchirée].


"The picture of his students, each teacher was upset because it has been torn."

4. Restrictions and Parameters

4.1. Type of resumption

The type of resumption (clitic, doubled pronoun, strong pronoun or epithet) plays a crucial role in allowing or banning reconstruction in an island (in this case, complex NP island):

Epithet:

* [ţalib - [ha]i  l-kassul] j  ma 
ħabajna          nxabir 
[QP wala   mςallmih ]i      ςan



   student-her the-bad    Neg
 want.2p
tell.2p
        no teacher
   about 

l-bent    illi    ha-l- ġabi j   
ġa∫
     
maς-ha
 
b-l-faħiş

the-girl that  the-idiot.3sm    cheated.3sm  
 with-Cl

in-the-exam 

"Heri bad student j,, you don’t want to talk to any teacher i about the girl with whom this 


idiot j cheated on the exam."

(25) Strong pronoun:

* [ţalib - [ha]i  l-kassul] j  ma 
ħabajna          nxabir 
[QP wala   mςallmih ]i      ςan

     student-her the-bad   Neg
 want.2p
tell.2p
        no teacher
   about 

l-bent    illi
 hu j  

ġa∫

maς-ha
  
b-l-faħiş

the-girl that
he

cheated.3sm
with-Cl

in-the-exam

"Heri bad student j,, you don’t want to talk to any teacher i about the girl with whom hej 


cheated on the exam."

(26) Weak  pronoun (clitic):

√  ţalib-[ha]i l-kassoul 
 ma    badku
txabbru     [QP wala   mςallmeh ]i      ςan

student-her the-bad   Neg  want.2p
tell.2p
   
no teacher

about 

l-bint    illi
saςadat - oh j
 
b-l-faħiş

the-girl that
helped.3sf- CL

in-the-exam

"Heri bad student j,, you don’t want to talk to any teacher i about the girl that helped him j 

on the exam."

(27) Doubled pronoun:

√  ţalib-[ha]i l-kassoul 
 ma    badku
txabbru     [QP wala   mςallmeh ]i      
ςan

student-her the-bad   Neg  want.2p
tell.2p
   no teacher


about

l-bint    illi
saςadat - oh j
huj
b-l-faħiş

the-girl that
helped.3sf- CL 
he
in-the-exam

"Heri bad student j,, you don’t want to talk to any teacher i about the girl that helped himj 

on the exam."

( Strong pronouns and epithets: absence of reconstruction in strong islands (complex NP).

( Clitics and doubled pronouns: reconstruction available in this same island.

4.2. Nature of the island

The availability of reconstruction when resumption occurs in an island also depends on properties of that island, at least when a strong pronoun or an epithet is used. More precisely, the distinction between weak and strong islands plays a crucial role.

4.2.1. Epithets:
(28) Adjunct island:


* [ţalib - [ha]i  l-kassul] j 
ma 
   ħakjan
maς [QP wala   mςalmih ]i  


    student- her -the bad           Neg      talked,1pl  
with   
   no teacher
      


gabl   ma 
ha-l- ġabi j   

yesal


before

the-idiot.3sm

arrive.3sm


(JA)


"Her i bad student j, we didn’t talk to any teacher i before this idiot j arrived."

(29) Complex NP island:


* [ţalib - [ha]i  l-kassul] j  ma 
ħabajna          nxabir 
[QP wala   mςallmih ]i      ςan


   student- her -the bad   Neg
 want.2p
tell.2p
   no teacher

about 

l-bent    illi
 ha-l- ġabi j   

ġa∫

maς-ha
 
b-l-faħiş

the-girl that
the-idiot.3sm

cheated.3sm
with-CL

in-the-exam 

"Heri bad student j,, you don’t want to talk to any teacher i about the girl with whom this idiot j cheated on the exam."

(30) wh- island:


√ [ţalib - [ha]i  l-kassul] j  ma 
badku
 
tis?alu
[QPwala   mςallmih ]i      

   student- her -the bad   Neg
 want.2p
ask.2p

no teacher


laj∫

ha-l- ġabi j   

ġa∫

b-l-mtiħan


why

the-idiot.3sm

cheated.3sm
in-the-exam
          "Heri bad student j, you don’t want to ask any teacher i why this idiot j cheated on the exam."

( Weak island: reconstruction available with an epithet as resumption.

( Strong island: absence of reconstruction with the epithet as resumption.

4.2.2. Strong pronouns:

(31) Adjunct island:


* [ţalib - [ha]i  l-kassul] j 
ma 
   ħakjan
maς 
[QP wala   mςalmih ]i  


   student- her -the bad           Neg       talked,1pl  
with   
    no teacher      


gabl   ma 
hu j  

yesal


before

he        
arrive.3sm



(JA)


"Heri bad student j, we didn’t talk to any teacher i before he j  arrived."
(32) Complex NP island:


* [ţalib - [ha]i  l-kassul] j  ma 
ħabajna          nxabir 
[QP wala   mςallmih ]i      
ςan

  student- her -the bad     Neg
 want.2p
tell.2p
   no teacher


about 

l-bent    illi
 hu j  

ġa∫

maς-ha
 
b-l-faħiş

the-girl that
he

cheated.3sm
with-Cl

in-the-exam

"Heri bad student j,, you don’t want to talk to any teacher i about the girl with whom he j 


cheated on the exam."

(33) wh- island:


√ [ţalib - [ha]i  l-kassul] j  ma 
badku
 
tis?alu
[QPwala   mςallmih ]i      

    student- her -the bad  Neg
 want.2p
ask.2p

no teacher


laj∫

hu j  

ġa∫

b-l-mtiħan


why

he

cheated.3sm
in-the-exam


"Heri bad student j, you don’t want to ask any teacher i why he j cheated on the exam."

( Weak island: reconstruction available with a strong pronoun as resumption.

( Strong island: absence of reconstruction with the strong pronoun as resumption
.

4.3. Summary:

Theses generalisations are summarized in the following table.

Reconstruction effects with BVA in JA:

	
	Weak island
	Strong island

	Epithet/Strong. Pronoun
	Reconstruction effect
	No reconstruction effect

	Clitic /Doubled. Pronoun
	Reconstruction effect
	Reconstruction effect


This table brings us to the following conclusions or generalizations:

1.
Reconstruction is available even when the targeted site is in an island.

2.
The nature of the island has an influence on the availability of reconstruction: a clear contrast between weak islands, which allow reconstruction when a strong pronoun or an epithet is used as resumption, and strong islands, which do not.
3. 
The type of resumption also plays a role in allowing reconstruction: a clear contrast between clitics and doubled pronouns, which allow reconstruction in a strong island, and strong pronouns and epithets which do not.

5. Our analysis

We propose an analysis based on two independent claims:

-a weak island is not an opaque domain, at least at LF, hence allowing reconstruction in it.

-resumptive pronouns can be interpreted (under certain circumstances) as e-type pronouns (see Elbourne (2001)).

5.1. The distinction between weak and strong islands

The uniform appearance of reconstruction effects in weak islands is not very problematic if one assumes that weak islands are not opaque domains, at least at LF
. Notice also that even overt movement can cross weak islands as (1), repeated here in (37), shows:

(34) ?Who did you wonder [CP whether John saw t ] ?

Reconstruction effects in weak islands in Jordanian Arabic are then expected, and this independently of the type of resumption used. The copy theory of movement will create a copy in the base position.
5.2. Reconstruction in Strong islands: e-type resumption

Strong islands are opaque domains: how reconstruction is ever possible in it?

We argue for anther possible interpretation of resumption based on the hypothesis of e-type pronouns.

5.2.1 E-type pronouns as definite descriptions

Data that argue for a new kind of dependency:

(35) Every farmer who owns a donkey1 beats it1.

How to treat the relation between the pronoun and its indefinite antecedent?


-not a coreference relation: the pronoun does not refer to a specific individual;


-not a bound variable anaphora relation: structural configuration is not met (no c-command).

( a kind of unbound anaphora = e-type pronouns.

Elbourne (2001) analyses e-type pronouns as definite descriptions, where the complement NP has been deleted under identity (a kind of ellipsis):

(36) Every farmer who owns a [NP donkey] beats [DP it [NP donkey]]

5.2.2. Resumptive vs intrusive pronouns

The e-type interpretation of pronouns was first proposed by Sells (1984) for what he calls intrusive pronouns, and also used by ACH (2001) and Boeckx (2001). Here is a summary:

	Sells (1984)
	ACH (2001) + Boeckx (2001)

	Resumption
	Intrusion
	No island
	Island

	( For languages such as Arabic
	( For languages such as English

( e-type interpretation
( cannot resume a QP
	(Apparent resumption with a copy
	( True resumption

without any copy

( Intrusive pronouns = e-type interpretation


( For ACH (2001) = Boeackx (2001), strong pronouns and epithets are always intrusive as they cannot resume a QP:
Epithet & Strong pronoun : 
(37) * miin i 
fakkartu 
ha - l - malςuun i / hu i
bi-l-bajat ?


    who

think,2pl
this-the-maudit
/ he

in –the-house


"Who do you think that this maudit / he  is in the house?"

( prediction: strong resumption should never give rise to reconstruction. This prediction is contradicted by data in ‎(33) and ‎(36).

5.2.3. Unexpected reconstruction in strong islands

Our Claim: Unexpected reconstruction in strong islands = e-type interpretation of resumption.
[DP antecedent ] … … [DP clitic [NP antecedent NP ]]

(38) Weak  pronoun (clitic):

√  ţalib-[ha]i l-kassoul 
 ma    badku
txabbru     [QP wala   mςallmeh ]i      ςan

student-her the-bad   Neg  want.2p
tell.2p
   
no teacher

about 

l-bint    illi
saςadat - oh j
 b-l-faħiş

the-girl that
helped.3sf- CL
in-the-exam

"Heri bad student j,, you don’t want to talk to any teacher i about the girl that helped himj 

on the exam."
( The copy of the elided NP with the resumptive clitic in the strong island will allow for a new kind of reconstruction, based on ellipsis
.
5.2.3. Strong vs weak resumption

This analysis straightforwardly accounts for the contrast between weak and strong resumption. Compare the internal structure for each resumptive type:

(39) Internal structure of resumptives (arguments for these structures in Aoun (1997)):

	Rich resumption
	Weak resumption

	Strong pronoun
	Epithet
	Clitic
	Doubled Pronoun

	DP

4
hu


	DP

g

D'

3

D°            NP

l -           4

              gabi
	DP

g

D'

3

D°            NP

-oh             4

                   [e]
	              DP

           3
         DP  

             g 

         D'

   D°          NP 

  3       4

 D°          D°    [e]

-oh          hu    


Why is reconstruction in strong islands available with weak resumption, but not strong resumption?

Answer ( no possible site for the elided NP with strong resumption (= no reconstruction):


-the NP gabi (idiot) already occupies the only possible site for the elided NP (as a kind of paraphrase of this NP).


-the strong pronoun has no internal structure, hence no possible site for the elided NP.

Conclusion

-Current analyses on reconstruction and islandhood cannot account for data in Jordanian Arabic (and other languages)

-First claim: a clear cut has to be made between weak and strong islands, only the latter behaving as an opaque domain

-Second claim: two processes for reconstruction, one based on the copy theory of movement, the other based on the e-type interpretation of resumption.
Open issues:

-How is e-type interpretation restricted?

-How can this analysis be linked to the following generalization?

( Only clitics and doubled pronouns  can resume  anaphorically a QP (quantificational  antecedent).


√¶
[QP ] i......... ¶   [ Clitic / Doubled pronoun ] i....].


*¶
[QP ] i......... ¶   [ Epithet / Strong pronoun ] i....]. 

Epithet & Strong pronoun : 
(40) * miin i 
fakkartu 
ha - l - malςuun i / hu i
bi-l-bajat ?


    who

think,2pl
this-the-maudit
/ he

in –the-house


"Who do you think that this maudit / he  is in the house?"

Clitic & Doubled  pronoun :
(41) √ miin i 
fakkart - oh i
/ fakkart - oh i hui
bi-l-bajat  ?


    who

think,2pl -CL
/ think, 2pl-Cl -he
in –the-house


"Who do you think that he is in the house?"
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Assumption #1: Islands are opaque domains created by linearization considerations; no 


antecedent of a chain can move out of an island.





Assumption #2: Reconstruction presupposes movement, and more precisely generation of a 


copy in the base position.





PREDICTION: No reconstruction effect should occur within an island, as no copy can be 


generated in this opaque domain.











� Based on movement at the edge of VP.


� Notice that this distinction between weak and strong islands is not really predicted under linearization approaches, as, for example, Fox & Pesetsky's account treat equally wh- islands (weak) and complex NP islands (strong).


� This intuition was developed (in the GB framework) by Huang (1982). For him, weak islands are not islands for any movement at LF. Also notice that even overt movement


� Beware, we do not claim that ellipsis always gives rise to reconstruction, but only in cases where the antecedent is on a non-thematic position.
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