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« Languages exhibiting MLC violations can be modeled
using the constraint ranking:
ANTILOCALITY » MINLINK
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Intro: MLC

« Other names of the Minimal Link Condition:
« Attract closest
 Shortest move

 Shortest

+ If a head H attracts an element of category X, move the element
of category X that H c-commands and that is not c-commanded
or dominated by another element of category X that is also
c-commanded by H. Branan (2022)
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Intro: MLC

+ Shortest
* If a head H attracts an element of category X, move the element
of category X that H c-commands and that is not c-commanded
or dominated by another element of category X that is also

c-commanded by H. Branan (2022)

« MLC explains:

(1) Superiority
a. I wonder who ate what
b. *I wonder what who ate
(2) Asymmetry in passives
a. John was given the book

b. *The book was given John
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MLC violations in Nez Perce

(3) Raising to ergative peal (2019)

Taamsas-nim pee-"leese-nuu--ye Harold-ne
Taamsas-ERG 3/3-make.noise-APPL-P-REM.PAST Harold-acc

‘Taamsas made noise at Harold.
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(3) Raising to ergative peal (2019)

Taamsas-nim pee-’leese-nuu--ye Harold-ne
Taamsas-ERG 3/3-make.noise-Arr1-P-REM.PAST Harold-Acc

‘Taamsas made noise at Harold’

(4) TP

N

Taamsasmim V~EFP  ApplP

A /\
\ DP

\
‘ 0 N
\

\
N Haroldna 4PPL VP
N make.noise t;

3/3 = 3rd person obiect & subiect: n = perfect: rem past = remote past
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* Generalized spec-to-spec Antilocality Deal (2019) and ref. therein
Movement of a phrase from Spec,XP must cross a maximal
projection other than XP.
Movement from position A to position B crosses C if and only if
C dominates A but not B.
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« Antilocality » MinLink
* AnTIiLocaLITY: don’t land too close
* Generalized spec-to-spec Antilocality Deal (2019) and ref. therein
Movement of a phrase from Spec,XP must cross a maximal
projection other than XP.
Movement from position A to position B crosses C if and only if

C dominates A but not B.

¢ MINLINK: don’t attract too far

‘ [...v[...acc]...ErG]]] H ANTILOCALITY | MINLINK
a. [acc;...v[...t; [...ERG]]] *!
BE" b, [ERG;...v[...acC[...t]]] *




MLC violations in Luganda

(5) Symmetry in ditransitive passive Branan (2022)
a. Abaana; ba-a-w-ebw’  t; ekitabo
2.child 2-pst-give-pass 7.book
“The children were given the book.

b. Ekitabo; ky-a-w-ebw’  abaana ¢
7.book 7-pst-give-pass 2.child
“The book was give to the children.
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(5) Symmetry in ditransitive passive Branan (2022)

a. Abaana; ba-a-w-ebw’  t; ekitabo
2.child 2-pst-give-pass 7.book
“The children were given the book.

b. Ekitabo; ky-a-w-ebw’  abaana ¢
7.book 7-pst-give-pass 2.child
“The book was give to the children.

Optionality?



MLC violations in Luganda

(6) Branan (2022)
™
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T  v-pass
N
(must fill)  v-pass’
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(6) Branan (2022) « must fill TP spec: EPP subject
b « must fill v-pass spec: EPP v-pass
/\
(must fill) T ° (Q)EXtAg
AN * Appl argument
T vepass « at least an AspP intervene: antilocality
/\
(must fill)  v-pass’
N
v-pass  AspP
/\
(at least Asp)  ApplP
/N
0 ..
|
VP
AN
DO
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* ANTILOCALITY » MINLINK
* (Ext.Ag

| [..v-pass PExt.Ag [..IO[...DO]]]

H ANTILOCALITY ‘ MINLINK ‘

a. [DO; [...v-pass PExt.Ag [..10[...

111 *!

IE” b, [1O; [...v-pass PExt.Ag [...t; [...DO]]]

[...v-pass — [...IO[...DO]]]

H ANTILOCALITY ‘ MINLINK ’

a. [I0; [...v-pass t; [...t; [...DO]]]

*!

I¥” b, [DO; [...v-pass 10; [...t; [...t:]]]

« « Different inte p retation (supported with agent-oriented adverbs Branan 2022)

« X Optionality
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(7) Equidistance for raising Longenbaugh and Polinsky (2018)
a. baseline

To maeke [kelagomatai he ekekafoa Sione]
FUT possible sBy help ERG doctor ABs Sione

‘It is possible the doctor can help Sione’

b. To maeke a Sione; [ke lagomatai he ekekafo ;]
FUT possible ABs Sione sBJ help ERG doctor
“The doctor can help Sione’

c. To maeke e ekekafo; [ke lagomatai t;a  Sione]
FUT possible ABs Doctor sBj help ABs Sione
“The doctor can help Sione’

fut = future; sbj = subjunctive!!

m
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MLC violations in Niuean

* FAITH-ERG = MINLINK
+ FAITH-ERG: keep ergative case

’ [v-raising [v erg-agent abs-patient]]] H FAITH-ERG MINLINK

a. [v abs-patient; [v erg-agent t]]] ‘ *

b. [v abs-agent; [v t; abs-patient ]]] * ‘
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 ANTILOCALITY » MINLINK models languages exhibiting MLC
violations

* Next:

- Deep dive into the constraints (EPP,,s, FAITH-ERG,...)
« MLC as Shortest Move Constraint (SMC) in MGs
« SMC: the paring of movement licensor and licensee
features is unique in any well-formed derivation (stanojevic and
Stabler 2018)
« =>no violation is possible; all violations are possible
« ++ constraints and features are interchangeable in
Minimalist syntax (Graf 2017)

13



Thank you!
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