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Homework

• Portfolio task: Choose three different CIs. 
> For each of them, show that they are CIs,
> give the semantic representation of a simple sentence,
> indicate what is at issue, what is CI
> Sketch the lexical entry of the CI-trigger
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Questions from last week

Goal of today's meeting

Formalize some CIs

Integrate them into LRS+projective meaning
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LRS combinatorics
• New list-valued feature CI
• CI percolates until it is retrieved
• CI-retrieval possible outside the scope of semantic operators.

Completely independent CI

Chris hat Sie/dich angerufen.

Chris called you.form/inform

Sem:

CI:

Alex got a damn dog/mutt.  

Sem:

CI:
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Appositions

Lance Amstrong,  APP  the cyclist, battled cancer.

at issue:

CI:

EX-CONT:

Lexical specification of APP:
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Unfortunately, Kim is sick.

At issue:

CI:

EX-CONT: 

CI takes material from the at issue content

Lexical entry of unfortunately:
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Thora is a baby, but she is (usually) quiet.
Sem:

CI:

S           but          S

S

lexical specification of but:

CI takes material from the at issue content
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CIs: What to do with them?

• CIs are triggered by lexical items and/or constructions
• They are not at-issue and project over negation, and attitude 

predicates, though, probably, not over embedded speech operators
• They are truth-conditionally independent of the embedding 

sentence
• They typically contribute material that is not fully given in the 

context, but do not put it out for discussion

Definites
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Definite NPs

Sheldon:

every physicist:

the waitress:

Sheldon's flatmate:

this physicist: 

Reality check
Watch

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=qKeU3bzQFIs

and identify definite NPs

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=qKeU3bzQFIs
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Definite NPs pattern with proper nouns

• Existence, uniqueness, familiarity
• Truth conditions?

> The cow calved.
> The cow didn't calve.

• Presupposition

Milky
Milky Mooy
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Definite NPs pattern with proper nouns: 

Lack of scope ambiguity with negation
Penny didn't talk to every physicist.

Penny didn't talk to Howard.

Penny didn't talk to the engineer.

Lack of scope ambiguity with quantifiers
Most physicists like a waitress.

Most physicists like Penny.

Most physicists like the waitress.

Definite NPs don't pattern with proper names: 
Dependence  on quantifiers

Every physicist likes Penny.

Every physicist likes the waitress that he knows.  
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Definite NPs don't pattern with proper nouns:

Dependence on scenario/context

Sheldon doesn't like the new Star Wars movie.

Sheldon doesn't like "The Empire Strikes Back".

Sheldon doesn't like "The Revenge of the Sith".

in 1980 in 2005

For next week

• Portfolio task: - 

• Read:
> the section on definites from the LRS textbook: Section 6.6 (don't 

get confused by the slightly different notation, i.e. we write: cow*x 
instead of cow1(x), and we have an extra "event" argument for 
verbs, i.e. instead of calve(x), we write: calve*e*x, where e is the 
event of calving.

> Sailer & Am-David 2016
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