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“Without-Absolute Constructions in English”
Ryu Takamatsu (University of Tokyo)
This study is concemed with without-absolute
constructions (hereafter without-ACs) like John
sneaked into the room without anyone noticing. As
pointed out by [1], without-ACs and with-absolute
constructions (with-ACs) differ in several respects
(e.g. the (im)possibility of nominal predicates and
the (un)availability of passive infinitives). After
examining the little-studied properties of without-
ACs, we argue that they cannot be analyzed on a
par with with-ACs and that the properties of
without-ACs are best explained if take the
temporal dimension of language acquisition into
account ([2],[3]). Specifically, we propose that
without-ACs are derived from ACC-ing (e.g.
[without DPacc V-ing]) on the model of with-ACs
after the child becomes aware that the string of
[without DPacc V-ing] can also be interpreted as
the negative counterpart of with-ACs.
[1] Hantson, A. (1983) “For, With and Without as
Non-finite Clause Introducers,” English Studies
64, 54-66. 2] Kajita, M. (1977) “Towards a
Dynamic Model of Syntax,” SEL 5, 44-76. [3]
Kajita, M. (1997) “Some Foundational Postulates
for the Dynamic Theories of Language,” Studies
in English Linguistics: A Festschrift for Akira Ota
on the Occasion of His Eightieth Birthday, ed. by
M. Ukaji, T. Nakao, M. Kajita and S. Chiba, 378—
393, Taishukan.

A 5 —T = A AT & B EFEDOBHH]
#1
(Interface-Based Constraints on Subject Move-
ment)

ATKIER (FUNRFRF )

(1) D that JEWEhRAARD & LT, FREER
ORENTEL L < filR D,

(1) *Who do you think that ¢ loves Mary?
ITHE- Chomsky (2015[1])i%, (1) 1RGNS &
D IREREOREHK A 55 E2EE T ORIEIE
8 LTV 5 753, Chomsky DAEEIZIEZ < OEER
HIP G DMEHE S 40TV D (Hayashi (2020)), F 72,

FEREREM SIS 2 58 wh 475 CP Rl A=
Y% 2 ENE L OFATHETHE ST
% (Messick (2020)), &>, HHFED FT,
TN B OFENFIFHIGHIA ATRE & 72 5 EFED
BEIERIOMANEE L 785, AFKRTIEL, 7
~UVEROD T C, FREOBB A GRS DA v ¥
—7 A AR OWHA L EAT O,

(2) FFEORHE)

=Free Merge + Interface Conditions ( Affix
Hopping, Case-assignment )

BAREIITIE, Suenaga (2024[2])D Tto-C BENSY
BHZEE D& | R E) & FAT G- Rl 5B D
BB A HIT 2 LIRRE L= () iz 2ahiEsl
BONEE LT, ZOZSMHEEREET 5.
[1]““Problems of Projection: Extensions,” Structures,
Strategies and Beyond, 3-16.
[2] “Wh-Subjects and T-to-C Raising in English,”
English Linguistics 40, 153-183.
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Al ARMTH  ERORAEIIRT)

[BEREA T DR AT~DEH: BE
BT 7 —FI L B4
(Shift from Relational Adjectives to Qualitative
Adjectives: Analysis based on a Competitive
Approach)

Pa GRS

RIRAETASNL, & DER - HaEHAHEC
HANT, WEAF (e.g beautiful) & BIFE
i (e.g. industrial) GZIX/\éZ}’LZJ oL, B
AR, < D54, WEAI ] &
NDT2D, ZORGE L iLi Bk L 72D,
AFEL TR, ZOX D i, 7L 50

s FOHEREFHE E W BLUENBELT D,



BRI A & [RIER DB RE 2 R OFRBLL L
T NNEAFEOIEEEAEA (e.g. office duties)
WET HID, Fo, BUREAGTNIL, &l v
IEEIZ K> T END LBEZ DTS
23, Spencer(2005[1]) (2& D&, HaZDIEHH
L, EHOBEAIC LY EREHE LT
HEWH, ZLT, WiEOBRIZONT,
Nikolaeva and Spencer (2020 [2]) (L. FGE Tl
N-NEEFEVERE Ch D72, BUREATHID
A, HIBRESHTWD EFER L Tnd, Lk
D& D RBLZATIEASNT, BRI, B
oL LCDORT A X A& | FEEF 4w &
wie L, ZTORER, MEIRAA~OEVE L
%2 LTt %,

[1] “Towards a Typology of ‘Mixed Categories’,”
Morphology and the Web of Grammar.[2] Mixed
Categories.

TBIFIAHERS L FFRHHAED S A o F
(VP Ellipsis and Unaccusativity Mismatches)
AL (AmEEHE T
FRREENGlfloatlZ (X, The boat floated (in place)
D XD (ZEEERRE A # T I ERERK T & The boat
floated into the cave® L 9 235 FFHABHR L, 4§
RE L BEO B AL IR IER DD, £
FMOEERSRERIEL LT, 20 X 9 729k
k& L IERFE DR GEMEIED I 2~ ) 3
Bl AR OSEA TR & WSRO M TRIZ S .
BRI A4 S TRl L, FEeks IR &
BT D5 AITIIGR I D03, WA SN
2NZ & &R, IRIZ, Folliand Harley (2019[1])
OBV OFEZFIH LB iEoE 2
ZER M L G CI, FEetsiE 2=
—EBICE T L O IEDMFET D LR L
Merchant (2013 [2]) OFEEEAIIF—HESRIED T,
FHOB BRI ORHO R (SAHE) 726 Fid
DEEAIE OISR 7R D B 25 T
EH LD, ElAGmDIERE LT, Foxts
IV FRROMEEI N, FEREttE 22 D
—HICE E RS BIHET D 2 L AT,
[1]°A Head Movement Approach to Talmy’s
Typology” [2] ““Voice and Ellipsis”
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Al SR (BHERS)

(SRR 2AFDMEIRS DP &
B~DEEZ
(Language Change to a DP language in the
History of English: Implications from
Discontinuous NPs)

HFsEsh (RIBRE)

AFERTIL, FGEOHRAT 7 A N & oDy
MR N A IEIRI~DRLE D TBIZE L
YEEED NP 55800 DP S ~D St bDKE
MRl H D,

TRy VSRR NI ~ DR )
DP SifL NP SRhCHRRD LW O RN H D
(Boskovi¢ (2014 et. seq[1]), Oda (2021[2]))., Tkns
TIENGITEX T 2FFINBE SN TND
(Traugott (1972[3]), Yamamoto (1989[4])72 &), 5t
ITHFFEROE A= — /S A B FNAFIE D5y
BEDRFE D34 — 28 13 AR ELAS 38lsE
ST, ek E L O BB T I R
TESIVTND Z LD TS DZA b Z Ol
o7 LB BND T L AT,

FE7-. %G an 'one'lE 13 HALIZHERHIE a 238
b U722 & ORERAA~OREE 2t 7, F~7
se ‘that’ 7553 L L7= pe A3 1400 4ERT#4IZETH
Fil& UTHENZ LT & W D FEENUC RS L, S5k
VENP S5 M L7z, ANErE ER 2 s
72 1200 FLIRETE S 72 & F3ET 5,

[1]“Now I’'m a Phase, Now I’'m Not a Phase: On the
Variability of Phases with Extraction and Ellipsis,”
Linguistic Inquiry 45, 27-89. [2] “Decomposing and
Deducing the Coordinate Structure Constraint,” The
Linguistic Review 38, 605-644. [3] A History of
English Syntax: A Transformational Approach to the
History of English Sentence Structure, Holt, Rinehart
and Winston, New York. [4] “The Historical
Development of Determiners: A Parametric
Approach,” English Linguistics 6, 1-17.

[T saw them to be obnoxious. O ZFERR[EMHIZ
DUNT]
FR—RR (AAKRT)
BRISZEO IR BN IFE AT & BiEy
FEMSUIEY | BEEER A RS, £O—5T
T A VIRRGEOSGEICIRY | EfER S
HEFEAHBERHAVEIZRE S 3L A 03, toNER)
ZAH ST & DA B MR 2 R T,
Bolinger (1974) [1/5: DA THIZEIL Z Dto S E )



A3 that i & [RISEOFRZ RS L OHTT 525,

Z O Bolinger (1977) [2]0 B L EHD
X ORPEEIRDIFRI 1T D,
ABIFFEClIto N E R SC & that i O FALINE 2
BRIEL, 20— SARCHGEREEE A IV Clo ]
S Ethat Fil CRIN S LA TE TR L2005
ZEERFEET D, & DI OIEIRASHES
\ZWATT 5 Z LN D03, Fl T HBI A i
L72RkoT (2023) B10otrztH L. ERLosy
HroositEzX{5,
[1]“Concept and Percept: Two Infinitive
Constructions and Their Vicissitude.” World Papers
in Phonetics Festschrifi for Dr. Onishi’s Kiju, pp. 65-
91.[2] Meaning and Form. [3] £ &) [Tt
FEZISUT 2 SERY « W22 ] pp. 229-241.
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Ala CPRIED BEERE)

las HESL & [RIRpIEDRHL
B — ALK GEFE)))
AFEF I as 2 BT FRHOM UL
T TRIRPIE ] O ZE LU ZRRET D,
(1) As Connie went on speaking, Smiley’s memory
once again began to supplement her own.
(John Le Carré, Smiley’s People. p.212)
(2) ‘She was asleep-—there was no struggle-—the
murderer crept up in the dark and shot her as she
lay there.”

(Agatha Christie. Death on the Nile. p.170)
BISC()D Tas BTEARL 13X, [FREH-Ha 1+ 1]
DORIXD L 912, FBFEARD GREIRRD L~
VTGO Z LEZAF L LT o L
ALTIIERORG L LT TS, Bk,
“oOOFERE [HEIATND | Bidad oM
XEFET,

FISLQR)D Tas thEA ) 1L, [SFAEH{SFAE[ 1A
OO L 912, T OEHR SR b Sh T
OHREOWEAERE —DoD = M & LTRR
T2, Bib, “ooffer [—EL AT )
RO % DR,

ML L COEREEL (as) ADJ as NP—IF]
LA L OESYIZER LT—

(The Simile Expression (as) ADJ as NP as a
Construction: A Case of Constructionalization)
EAHIRE (LR R TP

HEEIZIBUT Das ADJ as NPFEEL I —i%|ZJohn
is as old as BilL(ZZf# (2005:568))D & 5 7[RI
BESCE L CHIBATWN D, — 45, [...]thechild
was as light as a feather [. . .] (COCA 2003 FIC)?D X
INWHL LB E RO ES R 2 /g 2 &8
BB, ZOBNTT LS & ORI Z THHIZ
BEEWD T ERT,

Kay QOI[I)IFEE D L 9 2EBUTH2 D

D&ERED/NZ— ] THOVRELTIIRNE E
BT D, TNEBEZ D & EROERIIRS
S 750k LTI BIS b LD B X
D, Lol JATHE CIIEMRFKEL L [R5
HOBAESCORRE DT S IV TUN D, EMREH
X 2DELENZDDIES D D,

ARFEZE TR FERAH 3L O [ERA SC A~
3k (Traugott and Trousdale (2013[2])) 234 U7
&) Z L AR L, ERESU IS IO SCTH
L EFET D, Eio, EMESCUIHIZ AN
WL UTHET 27200 Tl L ELb 2
L LTAELE LTHIET D 2 & 2T,

[1] Kay, P. (2013) “The Limits of (Construction)
Grammar” [2] Traugott, E. C. and G. Trousdale
(2013) Constructionalization and Constructional
Changes
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Az JENSHE (AALSKE)

[ HAGE & TEBIT ST DREMLE: [HEE) DEA

DREEIUTOVNT]
Bl W (BETNLRE)

KIFRD & 5 5 & HARED /N OO
BT, HAFEOGHLEEX Y7 ¢ (B LU,
FH7E. KO, B OHERFIEDEMN
Z ORI DIFERBL IR S WiE
WD, LAFOBIOBSG N 1) 1ZEEL
T ENTRETH LT, FET 2T I
FEE SNIZEMB A ~DO LD TH S L Hm
LTW5, ZD7=8, HAGE CITRHLMAE Y
T4 THLW PMERENTHDH, T 5
JEETIXZOFERMSIRH SN TR,



() TFIETEEID WEESOHERS LU,
[ XYM OB (1]
"Do you think you can hold it?" They were
asking Harumi.
(The Miracles of the Namiya General Store)|2]
AP TIE, XFRD B % A AGE & FE5ED/ N
DI % FL 2, U OHEROBERO AR I
FDEL D 2 L Z4EG L, G S58T & ik
IMOBLRIND, ZORENDOEIR L LT, Yk
D BATEE D FAMER N~ T D A
INERIRZ O HAEHRE (cfih B (2011[3])
DFEBNBG LD Z &2 ERET D,
NPRE LD [ I YHEEEORERD . [2]The
Miracles of the Namiya General Store.Sam
Bett(Trans). [3] [HAGE & @1 - &M [O
DO UEWIRRIEDS F8IEE ]

[ ELD 2 SOPEZIFIZHONT B ED
By BN
(Two Paths of Access to Body Parts: Insights from
Possessive Passives in Japanese)
HR— R TR
EANAE RAUEERT)

HAGEIZIZ 0 0 DL D7, Wbwd [Hib
TOZE | DHES D Z L DMER ST D,
() A3 (o o) EER L, EEITRL

DEEE N R
Q) FuFE {(I2 5} FHEERSNT, (F

PHIRADFHE L U S AERFR)
COMEDZH L, GIET 2 REBISLOAHES
BVTHNLY D) E5 S LHESZ S OWmT O
MHEEZFFOLOTH Y | ZH LRI DAL
BTN TEFEDTZRL S AL TR IR
T D,

AR TIIATRHE=FRE N T FoROER
DIFVNIERT 5 Z & T B (i &
THIEY) (I (FR) £ 5 active
zone (Langacker 1984) &\ HHEZ 7L EZ )
(TG DERH ISR LW SR TTD (D724
Eb) 2 MY DBHET D Z L EHI BT D,
ZOX TR ST OMETE -, [RITEIE
W] SRR, SGEO SRR LR
I DR EER LD TH S,

FHRE (11 A 24 B0

Az =k CECSYER)

[ E\FFHY8) & %3 Hfirst thing in the morning
AR SN D EHDRHHIZ DV T
PaUAER] (RIGRT)
YL, —EDEREL T COURIZRIFARY# X
DGR TE D, AFERTIE I
call you first thing in the moming.(Z33\F % first
thing in the moming & ZAUTHHT D RBUFE
H L. Haa - ERARHEE B, RfEDR
B, the/myZe EORBIZFNCIHBL Z LIEAR
AJHECTd D DITHKF LT, We talked the entire
night. TIL, thelIEETE D, ZNHDIRS
PR DZEF 2 ZEORIER & AiER O BBYL
DR TE DG ST TAREEE 2.5,
Rothstein (1995)D43#7 & [FIFRIZ, first thing in
the moming| ZZEDPOAINIEE HD D Z &
% F5E3 %, [1]°Adverbial Quantification over
Events,” Natural Language Semantics 3, 1-31.

[BEFEICR T DA MFADEREIZ OV T

(Adjunct Ellipsis in English)
IsE B (RORRERS)

ABFFENL, RFEIT D EI AR 72\ VAL
IEAOHEE 2R SN % Z &2 BT, FHC
FIAGEE & OHl A8 L, 3B I8 2 22 5]
DAL BT D ek « R AR 72504 2
RET D, AR, B THIFRTX 20
& B % HAVTE 7-(Oku 1998; Funakoshi 2016),
LD L, TR OFRBEI RS 2 R TSGR
JEBR ST D, AIMEREIDHIER FEAR R & Ho
T & OMICHIRD R OHND 2 & 13HE)Th
L3, FIEMEERITRETH D FiRSh TV
%(Oku 2016; Tanabe and Kobayashi 2024), J&ik
OBIEEZ 3 LT IR IR TG TE 7220
VO REITH L, WL O DI R T 2
Z & T, BERINCII G 2 A0 5 Z L H3A]
RECd 0 | HMEOHE L SV IGEHFRI7ZRHRIN R
SND Z L a2 TR D, AR ORmANE LS
AE, A & BRI 5 BRIETH D
Adjunct Ellipsis 43 # (Collins 2015; Oku 2016;
Tanabe and Kobayashi 2024)% 35592 = £ 1273
N



FHh= (11H24 8440

Al fREHsE  (SIRAS)

MR AT REME I -3 BRI DIE & B E)
DA
RO GRS

AFELR TIL, WEREARDERRIZREH 5 L Td
% 724X OEFREZHE L, HBRAVTFRED
12& LT, BEIL/ZESRDIRE L L E L
TeEEN D DR EH LR ARETH D LD
R, DB EERGRE & RIS & -
2.5, Narita 2011)DFFFRATREMEICIEE S 7 =
A ADTEF YRR L ERIZ RN T2y
TEXE DI, ¥ —T oA ATHRES L, &5
IRDWGERAEA T D Z LSRR L 70D &
RET D, Fiz, S OHRGH RIS
FERRIE, FEREIRAEIZRW T, ()i d DEERE S
P O—BHMEEZEA SIS Z L. TR
DIFERNLE~OBENS & 0 BALEIC A &
B Z LICk Rt D L FRT D, £,
PLEOSHTIEHGEIRAEIZIBNT 7 = A XK
~OFEREENZARE L7RV DS, EAUTTEEMRIR
DJFERA B T3 &0 9 AT TR v =
FAGFME) 1T > TEE L, BRI BT
WIRNZ &L ZRT,
Narita, Hiroki (2011) Phasing in Full Interpretation,
Doctoral dissertation, Harvard University.

Noun-after-Noun RELDEEHHIFEEE|
(The Historical Development of the Noun-affer-
Noun Expression)

REFHE (B BRI

AFEFTIL, day after day D& 912, [Fl—4
FAVEI2SHITERA after ORTZICHIALS Noun-after-
Noun ZHULL T, N-after-N) DJFE S 27
hH2%Z LR ANET 5, BREGEEIRT S
N-after-N (I DOEHKAE L, MikO445im0%
ARAFAD B LIV R 5 D23, 2D &
9 7 N-after-N OFERHEANFGE S\ THEST
U7 2 | RS 20— RS2 % VWV EFRARI L 0
G NZT 5, £ LT, Jackendoff (1997[1]) DT
Z9 % =PSRRI T 2R L, N-after-N
DOREE & BRI L TR L CE - & FiR
T 5, BARACIE, 18 I N-after-N 231 7

A FMEEZAT T2 Z LT XD | e OftaEE
AN S A, T OFREZ EIRAIHIER AR 5
D XTI LIRET 5,

[1] Jackendoff, Ray (1997) “The Architecture of the
Language Faculty,” MIT Press, Cambridge, MA.

#INE (11 H24 B0

Al Bkl (TR

(R aR] off %18 5 ABREHESCOERR &
FtE)

HEB MEINERERY: GFFE))
IR 72 B 2 2 BhE 2 FEEEER LR,
HEREDOEDN O D% Tk +252 &
ZF V+of MEFEIRSUE, TR (1a)).

M (1b)1. [BREE (o)) 7 EhEx 22k
N AR
(1) a. Trump {shrugged off/ *shrug} the

idea. .. (US 2019)
b....he has {swom off/ *swormn}
cigarettes. .. (NZ 2018)
¢. ...he needed a rest to {sleep off/
*sleep} the alcohol... (IE2014)
(NOW [1])

FEROEFAOA TILEFEFEHA TE W off &
PE S BB IAPEMED E < . wipe out
[idea], strip out [alcohol] £\ N>T= 15577) %
I BREZTRT Vtout L E UL LITXTRAZ:
BWRET, 7. round of fvictory] (BFI%
REDNT D). reeloff fwin] GEFET ) L o
7= THRR]) 2Bk L, ImEL NS
A5 Ll L VEJEIRIEREL S | fgrind/
dig/scratch) out [victory]72 £, 155771 &9
F 229V + out FIBIFAIRESL & OBIFIEIZ L -
THELEEZEZ LD,

[1] NOW Corpus

[EE out 2>5HENERA out ~DIGEIHET 1
TR REREDPSUEIRA~ OB T & 720
5 B EfH]] (The Process of Grammatical



Extension from the Adverb out to the Preposition
out: a Case in Which Antonyms can Motivate
Grammatical Extension)
e Gt BRERERT)
I out (X, outNP NP %1 V) HF THh~
DEROFTER L U THEIET 5 2 &3 D, T2
72 L., D HAEEIX go/comeoutthedoor @ the
door X, look out the window D the window D J
D 7RHIAR R 2 F T NP (S L
<ERHETWS, LonL, £5% 6, outof NP
DBEAFET DI bbb 63, ARG T
HDHITTD out 12, IREZD LD IRFIHRE
FEDSIRAE LRI AUT 72 B 7200y, £ZT, K
FETIE, 8K (1985[1]) DO—&AfEIEL, F
g out 1%, LOMERE in (2 X258V BT
R THEIER LT, Ll D, Fo, D
i & DRERE & OBEPBIHRIC b | B &
D LT, £ LT, Z2TO outfin DR
BRIE. T&AQ02012) IZ L~ THoRENT- 11
RZFRNTHUTZE TR TS &) TR C-Fr< B
£%] (the same-except relation) DN, [ |
(contrast) (ZF%Y4 T 5, LfEHET 5, 2D LT,
out/in [AlLOFELIMEA K BEILT %,
[1] #A%E TRTERIE LCo out (1)Q2)) [H55E
#B ] [2] Jackendoff, R., and Audring, J. The Texture
of the Lexicon: Relational Morphology and the
Parallel Architecture.

Fhu=s (11 H24 B 440)

Al PERES GRS

MRETERZREL so LIREERIDMEHIEE & HIR
— RS OB~ DR —)
(The Syntax and Semantics of the Degree
Intensifier So and its Dependent Degree Clause:
Implications for Syntactic Hierarchy)

AL (HIRERE)

AFEFRTIL, FRETETIEH so & that i (UL
T, FREEE) OIS (6 : Mary was so tired
thatshe fell asleepinthecar.) Z&%2 L, Y%t
R XAl & EhER AR OO W CRNL S D
ZE&ZEm %, SHATHETIR so I3 LF BEhZ
Lo THifEE CEAIEA TR Y | R A 5

FREEHT B /MBI X o THigERO TR & LT
5% 9 Ligmsiuv s (Bl : Guéronand May
(1984[1]), Rochemont and Culicover (1997[2])) . Z
Difsm i E 2, AFEFR T so & FREHiDIL
FECA ] JENA AR C B AL U, FRECH I Tss
FERRR (RS, FREEEINC so 2399 D REEE
DiE S ISR EE SN THE S LD 214
9 L ERIRICER L D, £ LT, ERtoFIE
Z e FERZH T 5 72, Bhatt and Pancheva
(2004)[3] D HBSRFELD 5HT % so & FREEHID
G G LT a8 %, F720 K
FROFEZIL, FENTKT HREEIORERE D
Bl (B - EHR2009)[4]) 23D bIFFEILD 2
L HRT

[1] “Extraposition and Logical Form” [2] “Deriving
Dependent Right Adjuncts in E” [3]*“Late Merger of
Degree Clauses” [4] [RELFEHEFOH— |
777 4—]

[BER RS TR S BRI S0
RO —BZ B L3 555F ACD & EE
# C % #7 1  (“Rethinking the Antecedent
Condition of VP-ellipsis: an analysis of ACD and
related constructions under a matching
requirement for indices of variables contained in
the VP”)

rfEE (UERPERENY)

YRR RATE(VPE) DS TS ER koD
HEL TR DL DI EWEE 2T D VP 33
JEREEIZ I TE DT VP RICE END
antecedent-contained deletion 4# 3L (ACD): Polly
[vpa visited every city that ERIK did [vep Visit]]23&>
%, ACD (3 TBERHYERIBEIOR R AR
R UT2 LF 8 MM~ DA% ) &
$% ILF i) ORHlO—oE RS TE
72 LE ARG T COTERF~& ACD 73ffrd—>
(2 Heim(1997[1])23% 573, Heim 7% DIEIE
RITHLTIE, LF FoRRORH - SR EA
RO NI D Jacobson(2019[2], etc.) Mk
Y - BRI 2> © OREE A B L Tud,
AFERDHANL, TLF G ZffRF L, Jacobson
MHOHHNTIE 2 BIVD ACD T &Ry %
ZETHD, VPRI 2L UToZ & i3E
. VPE JeATRSEa Dbl taethic) —
AT DR Z D DN, ZDMIT, VP 5



g5 5T COPREREAT 9,

[1] Heim, I. (1997) “Predicates or formulas?
Evidence from ellipsis” SALT 7. [2] Jacobson,
P. (2019) “Why we still don't need/want
variables:Two SALTy case studies” SALT 29.



(BRI L)

A= (11 A 23 BF%)
LA bi: Ll AR AN

TA (B b)) OSEEFTA)
Fa — kOO ERS)

BIfE, SREATTOMHEL L bz, £ O
Teo3EY « SIGHT ML S, FEN OIS
IZE DIV T OB NEHRR ZFF o7 & &
FEICHEFHE SN TR BRI H B, L LM
5. BT A~OEBIL, HEIMFE PEE DG
BRPEA I DA TS, Fio, 4 H, B8
72T IR AN LRSI T —~ 1 6t
LC, B 285y Gl - ph a2 X0
AVINSNE [y abA e i iYg s han s WA= A = =
BHE-oTNA,

KR ULNE TN (BN OFEEE
o) BIEOT—<IZ, SiEFONIERD
T BRA IR OBFMFIZ, ENENO
BT DI LEEEATRE L TH BV, A
DOFFRCRBRE AT D L2 HNET D, £
LT, SFE%D & 572 D3R aTREMSOM1 /) B~
DISFTTREME, & BITITRY B AT & D58
HIRIFSE D BRER R OMENE D AT HENE A2 M L Tk
BITAEEELE LT,

[SFEHIEZFTHEED 550
— NEAMEOfFRZ Bf L T—)
AN PEILMEE] (BRESREIC A ST

R=vURAL-TarTL (FREEIIZON
TORER) &M B AR = 2
a == g T OWTORER) O T &I E
2T RFEE LTOSEHALE ) HoH &k
WHZEERLE, FZb, TN (B b)) o5
ERLT) ITOWTELET S, @R, TA (k
N OEEE B/ ITHOWTEEA ) LT5H L,
ESLTH AR (personal)] 72 L~LT
DFE LT AR D8RV, Lol ZiudEbd
DTERTH D, ZNESGEREREE LT
ez, DU THEREN R s L CHi~EDD
720I2%, —RERY DX ) TH-TH, Sif
@ TR (sub-personal) | 72 L-L DF D |
FEIRBRERY, EEETRAD O BRI EE T B0
S 2T L (DHEY 2—)L) IS E bR TR
TR (-5 FRT DUV COAERTERR,
B L OSEEEARIRI TV T O BRI R) AHae

Ui ECORMRALE T B,

(Zdud ISR BIFERDH>?

—ENoORR) LB 2 SERREEY—]
AT AR A8 (FEILR)

AFEROAPETIE, ITHFERZEDTND,
A RAE—=FRT m T Lo T N
EraDAERMINE 205D —fFl & LT,
HOoOREW - BRI 2R 2,
s (2023a [1],2023b 2L D &L EOES
FEICERBLESND [T 7 —F v Viehfifk) T
BV, SEEOIFIIIT D, NOBIRME
BT D MEEEET 2 b D& LTET /MEE
Moo AREDOBFETIEL £ L, L&
M) E B SNDITEE, A EHn)
ROM, E & b EREIFECIV TARER R B
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“Understanding and Extending the Miracle
Creed Framework”(E)

72> Asako Uchibori (The University of Tokyo)

##fl T Daniel Seely (Eastern Michigan

University)

WAl Hisatsugu Kitahara (Keio University)

This symposium explores a number of extensions

of the Miracle Creed MC framework of Chomsky

2023 & the Keio-EMU lectures, specifically: (i)

Internal Merge transitions a theta-marked element E

from the propositional to the clausal domain where E
is subject to clausal domain properties and (ii) a
strong form of Minimal Yield MY derives desirable
aspects of the phase-impenetrability condition PIC
and the Duality of Semantics.

To fully appreciate these innovations, we first
review key aspects of the Miracle Creed system
including the guiding principle that Merge and all
relations derived from Merge “are thought-related,
with semantic properties interpreted at C1.”” There are
a number of categories of thought: propositional,
basic theta-structure; and clausal, force- and
information-related  (interrogative, topic, focus,
among others). For the MC, this duality of semantics
is derived from the two modes of application of
Merge, namely External Merge EM for the
propositional domain and Internal Merge IM for the
clausal domain. We trace just how this works in the
MC and its consequences, in particular its reanalysis
of successive cyclic movement “in terms of access to
the closest phase in the derivation.”

Having provided the necessary background, our
primary goal is to pursue the consequences, both
conceptual and empirical, of a number of extensions
of the MC. We first consider the idea that IM exits an
element E from the propositional domain and enters
it into the propositional domain where E is, naturally
enough, subject to properties of the propositional
domain. Assuming that only theta-marked elements
are subject to IM, it follows that there is exactly one
instance of IM for any given element. Thus an object
raises to the ‘object shifted” position and the subject
raises to spec of Infl, and no farther. This, in tumn,
requires a reconsideration of the MC’s reanalysis of
successive cyclic movement in terms of phase-based
access under minimal search. We show the
consequences of this in a number of empirical
domains including Parasitic Gaps and Across-the-
Board, Remnant Movement, and cross-linguistic
variation.

Finally, we explore a strong form of MY whereby
an application of Merge must decrease (if possible)
and can never increase the number of accessible
terms in the WorkSpace. We show that this version of
MY has anumber of important advantages, including



that it derives the PIC and, in fact, derives the Duality
of Semantics, such duality following as a
desideratum,  while empirical
advantages traced above.

Overall, we seek to advance understanding of the
MC system and consider its prospects for future work,
consistent with the Strong Minimalist Thesis. Seely
and Kitahara, taking charge in turn, present research
materials, and Uchibori make relevant comments on

maintain  the

them wherever necessary.
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