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L. Examune the following data, from Korean, 2nd answer the two questions beiow

|

(&) sosul ‘operation’

{b) sa=k ‘colar
| () su “number”

(d) p"unzok *custom’

(&) inza *grestings’ L .
| {f) panzak *cushion’

(i) On the basis of the data in examples (a4 through (1}, are the sounds [s] and [z] aliophones
or separate phonemes? (These sounds are underlined for ciarity.) ok ;{ )
| (i) Depending on your answer to (i), provide either a rule or a list of contrasting
environments expressing the distribution of [s] and {z]. {2e7 )
. fu

2. Counsider the distribunon of the two allomorphs of the indefinite article in English;

(a) Before a word beginning with'a vowel sound, [an] (spelled an) is used.
(b) Before a word béginning with'a consonant sound, [a] (spelled a) is used.

What is the principle underlying the relat nships? That is, why is it mot the other way around
(namely. [an] before consonant-initial wTds and a7 before vowel-initial words)? ( |5 “/ )

== i
3. The underlying paris of the following two sentences appear to be fairly sumilar in terms
of word order.

(a) Sue lost that book with the blue cover.
() Sue left that book with her best fiend.

{1} Are these underlined parts syntactic constituents? Ideptify which one 15 a constituent
and which one not. ( £ z )

——

{i1) If you have identified a constituent iw-faer (h), draw a labeled tree diagram of it to

show its structure, [ |o f/ ) I

(i1i) Use two syntactic tests (based on mﬂvemﬁnl qulsstmn-"fﬂnnahon. pronominalization,

ete. ) to argue if each of the underlined pans |n|{a4}-Eﬁ'FF d (b) is j 1 not & constituent. (2 ¢ f/ )
. 4. Consider the following sentences. Sentence (a) 1s ambiguous, as the related pairs of

sentences (b)-(c) and {d)-{e) clearly demonsirate,

(a) The judge could not accept the lawver’s arpuments.

(b) The judge couldn't simply accept ept the| lawyer's argum:nts
(¢) The judge could simply not actept the lawyer's arguments.

(d} What the judge couldn™ dn‘was accept the law }e: 5 arguments.
(2} What the judge could do was qm accept i the lawver S arguments.

(1) Explam the ambiguity syntacticaily bﬂ« drawing twn distifer labeled trec diggrams for
! ' e -= - ra -
sentence (a). each corresponding 1o one'of its WG Rferpretations. | 2o /_’ )

(31) State the two interpretations, and clearly indicate which diagram s related towhiich
1] § "
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