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1. AFEwLAST WORDSABOUT TVS

1.1. The Separation of Syntax and Semantics

The model we’re using so far involves creatinggietactic trees, and then interpreting them.
(This is the Government-Binding “Inverted Y” modak well as the model in Minimalism.) But
nothing we’ve done so far requires that this bectme. We could, for instance, simultaneously
build the syntax and the semantics...

Syntax Semantics
Charles is an NP... ...that means Charles
seesisa\... ...that meangyf . [Ax. . X sees/]]
sees Charles is a VP ...whose meaning is made of the V and NP’s meanings
made of the V and NP... [AYe . [MXe . X sees/]](Charles)
etc. etc.

...and things would look pretty much the same.rfaw; but that won’t always be the case.

1.2. TheTrangtive/l ntransitive Distinction

What semantic meaning do we get from the sent®aag eats (as opposed tDony eats
pizza)?

[S1 =[VPI(INP]) FA
= [eats]([ Tony]) NBN x2
=[Aye . [AXe . X eatsy]](Tony) LM x2
= [AXe . X eats Tony] A-conversion

i.e. a function from individuals to truth valuesitimeturnsrrUE if the individual eats Tony; or, in
terms of sets, the set of things that eat Tony—BEtgers, cannibals, aliens, etc. That's wrong,
to say the least.
S ~t
Here’s the problem. Since the sentence should denot
something of typé and the NP denotes something of NP ~e VP ~(e )
typee, the VP needs to denote something of type :
(g, t). But the V denotes ae, (e, t)) object. What happens  Tony V~(e (e

in the ellipsis in the tree to the right? |
eats
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Given our type-driven semantics, there are ongvadptions:

l.  There are two wordeats: [eatsyy] [I D (¢ 1y and [eatsy] [ Dy :
[eatsty] = Ax [0 De . Ay U De . y €atsx
[eatsyy] = Ay O De . y eats
(or:Ay O De . y eats something)

This option means (a) introducing huge amountsiydfiguity into the lexicon—we’ll have two
entries foreats, and forwrites, andcooks, and so on; and (b) it's an odd coincidence that
these two entries have something in common.

lla. There’s something of typethat combines witleats.
llb. There’s something of typge, (e, t)), (g, t)) that combines witleats (that is,
something that takes the (e, t)) meaning as an argument, and returnéeat)

meaning). t t
/\ /\
€ (&1 e (e t)
Tony Tony
CECR% e (g(et) (et
eats [null] eats [null]

The “[null]” element (i.e., something unpronouncedjuld have to contribute a particular
meaning—roughly, puttting the “something” meaningpithe object position. But it's at least
conceivable.

As Yanyan observes, Option | can be refined to $bimg more reasonable:

lll.  While eats is listed with a transitive verb meaning, thergsnething in the
lexicon [what Dimka called a “type-shifter”, pertgdphat turns it into an
intransitive verb; either one is then availablexrthe lexicon.

So: is there something invisible in the tree—unprorced, but contributing meaning? Or is this
a fact about the lexicon? How do we decide? In, paatintuitions, e.g. Caitlin’s feeling that
eats;y IS related to botenores;y andeatsyy, and that Option Il better captures its relation t
the latter, while Option | better captures its tielato the former. And in part via empirical
facts—there are verbs likseat anddevour that either don’t allow the shifting or don’t ao

the null object, and one theory or the other mayant for this fact more naturally.

We’'ll have to leave things undecided, at leashiow.
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2. NOUNS, ADJECTIVES, PREPOSITIONS
What we’ve done:

* Julie snores. * Julie sees Charles.
Some logical next steps:

* Tony is a syntactician.

* Tony is male.
* Tony is from America.

2.1. Whythisiseasy

If we just pretend thds andis a aren’t theré:

S S S

NP NP NP AdjP NP, PP

| | | | T

Tony syntactician Tony male Tony P NB
...then we’re practically done. from America
* [syntactician] = Ax: x [0 De . X is @ Syntactician
* [male] = Ax: x 0 De . x Is male

e [from] = Ax:XODe.[Ay:yODe.yis fromx]

Nouns and adjectives are just like intransitiveogeprepositions are just like transitive verbs. In
fact, some nouns and adjectives are “transitive’,Have typée, (g, t)), if we ignoreof:

S S
/\ /\
NPy VP NP, VP
/\
Palris V NP, Tolny \Y/ NP,
(—is—a—l part {ef) Fll'ance s) alware tof) sylmtax
[“¢is-a} capital] ¢is) fond

So far, so good. [And yet....]

! Note that this pretense is fairly sensible, gitrenplethora of languages—e.g., Hebrew—that leawdoth
copulas and indefinite articles in at least somaexts.
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