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“The Strength of Phases and a Typology of
Clauses”

vP CP

Chomsky (2005 )

Cp
Agree Tense
Cp
CP
CP
Cp
CP

Cp

Chomsky 2005 “On Phases” MS.

“Long Distance Scrambling as a Focus
Movement”

It is generally believed in the literature that
long distance scrambling (henceforth, LDS)
does not change scope relations among
quantifiers. The purpose of this paper is to
argue against this widely held view, and to
claim that LDS is actually an instance of focus
movement. Let us give an example to show the
scope fixing effect LDS has.

(1) a. Dono gakusei-mo [cp

Suzuki-kyooju-ga sono posuto-ni dareka-o
suisensuru to] sinziteiru
b. Dareka-o  dono  gakusei-mo  [cp
Suzuki-kyoojyu-ga sono posuto-ni  t
suisensuru to] sinziteiru
In (1a), the subject scopes over the embedded
object, while in (1b), the latter scopes over the
former. Considering the fact that in Russian,
Persian, Hindi, and Korean, LDS has similar
scope fixing effect, we propose that LDS
actually fixes quantifier scope, and that this
LDS is triggered by the semantic notion of
focus. We postulate F(ocus)P above TP,

Bailyn (2001) in LI 32. Karimi (2005) A
minimalist approach to scrambling. Miyagawa
(2006) in Sabel and Saito (eds.), The free word
order phenomenon.

“Origins of Null-That Clause”

that
Stowell (1981 )
Doherty (1997 ) Boskovi¢ & Lasnik (2003

)

that
that
that
Pesetsky & Torrego (2001 )
T-to-C
that
that
COMP



Origins of Phrase Structure, diss., MIT.
“Clauses without Complementizers,” TLR
14 “On the Distribution of Null
Complementizers,” LI  34. “T-to-C
Movement,” Ken Hale.
“Derivational Explanation of ‘That-Trace’
Effect”

MP Chomsky

that
MP
EPP that

EPP

MP

The Minimalist Program, MIT Press.
“On Free Relative Clauses”
Chomsky (2005)

wh

wh  -ever
-ever
wh  -ever
Chomsky wh

wh
-ever

wh
wh
whosever

Chomsky (2005) “On Phases,” Ms., MIT.

11 4
(2003 )
o
S
Langacker, 1990
Lakoff, 1987 ; Johnson,
1987
0] S

No.2  Subjectification.
Cognitive Linguistics. Women, fire, and
dangerous things.  The body in the mind

)
2

(1) This book is John’s.
(2) *That brother is John’s.



()
2

2 2

Taylor (1996) Possessives in E.,
Clarendon P Langacker  (1993)
“Reference-point constructions,” Cognitive
Linguistics 4.

Way

Way
Goldberg (1995 ) way
Goldberg (1995)
() way
(1) Way
Way
Way
Way

Transferred Epithet

Constructions: A Construction Grammar
Approach to Argument Structure, University of
Chicago Press.

V + up with
\%
+ up with
come up with
keep up with put up with up with
BNC
30 'V + up with
2
2
OED with
2
2 with V + up with
with
’toward’ ‘against’ up with
BNC V + up with
V + up with
(=tough ) to
Richardson
(1985) miss

easy hard



to

to

Richardson, John F. (1985) “Agenthood
and Ease,” Parasession on Causatives and
Agentivity, CLS 21(2), 241-251.

11 4

Allerton and Cruttenden (1974 )
Cruttenden (1984 )
possibly, probably, certainly

always, sometimes
entirely, hardly

“English Sentence Adverbs,” Lingua 34,
1-30. “The Relevance of Intonational
Misfits,” Intonation, Accent and Rhythm,

10-19, Walter de Gruyter.

(M

2
3)

DM
(2000)

British National Corpus

Harley & Noyer
Embick & Noyer (2001)



DM

“Formal versus Encyclopedic Properties
of Vocabulary” The Lexicon-Encyclopedia
Interface, ELSEVIER.
tions after Syntax” LI 32.

“Movement Opera-

Event
Cancellation EC

EC

*I burned the garbage, but it didn’t burn.
I burned the garbage for ten minutes.

1980-1981
EC
Tenny 1994
Aspectual Roles and the Syntax-
Semantics Interface, Kluwer.
VPC
(1-2) 2
Fraser (1974 )
Gries (1999 ) a Cl
b C2

(1) a.?John threw up the ball.  (C1)
b. John threw the ball up. (C2)
(2) a. John threw up the dinner. (C1)
b. ?John threw the dinner up. (C2)
(la-b)

C2 (2a-b)
vomited
Cl1 VPC

Cl C2

Cl
C2
VPC

Fraser, B. (1974) The \erb-Particle
Combination in English, Tokyo: Taishukan.
Gries, S. Th. (1999) “Particle movement: A
cognitive and functional approach,” CL 10.

11 5

“The Theme Goal Construction in Modern
Irish”
Dénall P. O Baoill
(Queen’s University Belfast)
This paper investigates the Theme Goal
construction in Modern Irish, as it has not yet
been examined in the literature, and elucidates
the operations involved in the construction.
Irish does not have the Double Object
Construction, as found in English, so that the
Goal phrase is always realized as a PP. The
word order among the Theme NP and the Goal
PP is free in some circumstances, but is
restricted in the others. In this research, we
first present the data that have not been
reported, and then extract the genuine
properties of the construction by uncovering
the interfering factors that conceal them. Based
on the properties of the construction found, we
argue that Irish possesses the movement

operation scrambling, as seen in languages like



Japanese, which distinguishes the word order
in the construction in Irish from that in
English.

rivalry

nimen vs. take
Rynell 1948

Ullmann 1964 [1962]:
243-253
desire, hope, want, wish
‘verbs of wanting’

hope  wish
desire  want Old French
Old Norse
1500

The Oxford English
Dictionary on CD-ROM, The Middle English
Dictionary, Helsinki Corpus Archer
Corpus
The Rivalry of Scandinavian and Native
Synonyms in Middle English Especially Taken
and Nimen, Lund. Semantics:  An
Introduction to the Science of Meaning, Basil
Blackwell.

Comparative (Sub)Deletion
—_ A —

(ia;
Comparative Deletion (CD))
(ib; Comparative Subdeletion (CSD))

(i)a. John invited more men than Bill invited.

b. John invited more men than Bill invited

women.
CD/CSD
CD/CSD
CD/CSD
/
Kennedy, C. (2002) “Comparative

Deletion and Optimality in Syntax,” NLLT 20,
553-621.

“Ellipsis in a Single Cycle Theory”

Silence

vP-ellipsis VP

vP-ellipsis
Chomsky (2001)
vP-ellipsis
Sloppy Reading
Sloppy Reading
Vehicle Change

Sluicing

Chomsky (2001) “Derivation by Phase.”
Chomsky (2005) “On Phases” Ms., MIT.



Sluicing

Sluicing
Bybee, J. and Hopper, P. (eds.) (2001).
TWQ Frequency and the emergence of linguistic
TP CP structure. Benjamins.
Sluicing
Cleft
TWQ
TWQ
I wiped myself off.
Sluicing
Sluicing Norman Mailer likes to read himself before
going to sleep.
Sluicing TWQ
11 5 tighten
one’s belt one’s belt
— “Why don’t you”
“Why don’t you”
Abush, D. 1989. Reflexives, Reference
Shifters, WCCFL 8.  Jackendoff, R. 1992.
Mme. Tussaud, NLLT 10, 1997.
, 4.
GGWhy

don’t you” “Why not”



Bourdieu  practice

Ingarden

Ingarden, R. (1973) The Cognition of the
Literary Work of Art. Trans. R. A. Crowly and
K. R. Olson / Bourdieu, P. (1977) Outline of a
Theory of Practice. Trans. R. Nice.

the president
(1) The president is running.
(2) The president is that person.
(3) That person is the president.
€)) the president 2)
the president

€)

the president

23)
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Wh

Wh

I was wondering to Terry what you
gave.

Rizzi (1997)

Wh

DP/PP

“The Left Periphery,” in Elements of
Grammar, Kluwer.



Nissenbaum (2000
) Nunes (2004 )

Investigations of Covert Phrase
Movement. Doctoral Dissertation, MIT.
Linearization of Chains and Sideward
Movement. MIT Press.

A/N

(1) An item whose unvalued features are all
valued does not leave its copy behind.

1 Nunes (2004 )
PF
Chomsky (2001 ) Agree
2

A Lasnik (2003 )
A
3 A
Pesetsky 2000
Linearization of Chains and Sideward

Movement.  “Derivation by Phase,” in Ken
Hale. Minimalist  Investigations in

Linguistic Theory, Routledge. Phrasal

Movement and Its Kin.

“A (More Radically) Derivational Approach
to the Reconstruction Effect of Japanese

Scrambling”
Reconstruction
Effect Saito 1985, 1992
Epstein et al. 1998  ; Epstein
1999
LF
Uchishiba,
forthcoming  Kitahara 2002

A Derivational Approach to Syntactic
Relations. OUP. “Scrambling, case, and
interpretability.” In Derivation and
Explanation in the Minimalist Program.

A 11 4

1980

Roberts and Roussou (2003 )



Chomsky (2005 )

Cinque  Rizzi

Syntactic Change: A Minimalist Approach
to Grammaticalization Cambridge.  “On
Phases,” ms., MIT.

EPP
[Spec,
TP]
Roberts and Roussou (2002 )
V2
EPP
Chomsky (2005)
EPP
EPP
(i)EPP
(i))EPP
V2

“The Extended Projection Principle as a

Condition on the Tense Dependency,”

Svenonius (ed.).

Roberts
(1995 )

Chomsky (2000, 2001, 2004, 2005)

Déprez (1994 )

VO
“Object Movement and Verb Movement
in Early Modern English,” Haider et al. (eds.).

“Parameters of Object Movement,” Cover &
Riemsdijk (eds.).

probably

cf. Hanson
(1987)

Swan (1988 )



Cinque (1999 )
Mod

Chomsky (2005)

probe-goal

Sentence Adverbials in English: A
Synchronic and Diachronic Investigation,
Novus.  Adverbs and Functional Heads: A
Cross-Linguistic Perspective, Oxford.

(@)

Roberts and Roussou (2003)
(i)
Gelderen (1993 ),
Osawa (2003 )

4
restructuring
to echo
question
4
1 =1
The Rise of Functional Categories, John 1&2 =1&2
Benjamins. “Syntactic Parallels between
Ontogeny and Phylogeny,” Lingua 113. 1
2

3 =1&2



Yamaguchi, H. “Echo utterances.” Asher
(ed.) Encyclopedia of Language & Linguistics.

(i)

(i)

/UCLA

Hopper, P. 1998. “Emergent grammar.”

Tomasello (ed.) The New Psychology of Lg.

Bybee & Hopper. 2001. Frequency and the
Emergence of Linguistic Structure.

C 11 5

Praat

Praat Boersma & Weenik,
http://www.praat.org

utterance-final lengthening tone
alignment

Boersma, P. & D. Weenink (1992-2006).
Praat: A system for doing phonetics by



computer. Available from www.praat.org.
Praat tutorial

tutorial Praat
Praat .wav

FO

Text Grid

segmentation
Praat

Praat

utterance-final lengthening

University of Edinburgh
Utterance-final lengthening
UFL

UFL

UFL

Praat

Praat tonal alignment

Tonal alignment 10

tonal alignment
FO

tonal alignment

FO
tonal alignment
Praat
Praat
University of Massachusetts at Amherst
Praat
PSOLA
Praat

FO



FO
D 11 5
V+V
(1993
)
(1993)
(2005 )  Fukushima (2005 )
()
“Lexical V-V Compounds in
Japanese:  Lexicon vs. Syntax.” Lg.
81.568-612.

Chomsky (1995)  Configurational Theta
Theory (S

v (1)
ZpP WP

(1) [w WPV [yvp V ZP]]

O-role
i) Merge
XO
i) Merge
XP (cf. 1993,
Sells 1996) © i)
feature percolation (S)
-domain LCS
cf. Rosen 1990,
Alsina 1992 ii) feature
percolation
()
(1993)
(2005)
LCS
(S)
Vs.
)
VS. /
)



Fukushima (2005)
/
proto-role entailment
(Dowty 1991 )

—TV-TV(77%) IV-IV(15%)
IV-TV(7%) TV-IV(1%)—
™V 1V
7:3
— TV

Fukushima

“Thematic Proto-Roles and Argument
Selection” Lg. 67.547-619
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)

2



2005

F 11 5
Empirical Issues in Minimalist Theorizing

The Minimalist Program has seen
remarkable developments over the last 20
years. Given the minimal apparatus with
Merge, Agree and Phase, one could be
misguided to believe that the scope of
theoretically significant empirical research has
become narrower. But a little reflection will
reveal that the empirical domain of research
has continued to broaden in the midst of
minimalist theorizing. The tension between the
pursuit of an adequate theory and the
explanation of grammatical variations is
intensified to the degree that we have never
seen before with the extremely restricted
model and the wide range of phenomena that
the theory has led us to examine. The purpose
of this symposium is to discuss some of those
empirical issues that have direct bearing on
minimalist theorizing. Specifically, we will
consider issues related to Case/EPP, binding,
and ellipsis.

“Nominative Case licensed by non-finite T”

Chomsky’s “On Phases” (2005) proposes
that only phase heads trigger operations. Under



this approach, nominative-agreement with T
and raising to [Spec, TP] take place by virtue
of the phase head C; T inherits the relevant
features from C. This means that
nominative-agreement and raising to [Spec,
TP] do not take place without C. There are
some empirical problems to pursue such an
approach. I will provide data from Icelandic
that seem to show that nominative Case is
licensed by T without feature-inheritance from
C. Then I will propose that T, not C, is in fact
responsible for licensing nominative Case and
that not only finite T but also non-finite T can
license it. In this process, I will point out that
the EPP, i.e. the requirement that [Spec, TP]
must be filled, is not universal and should be
parameterized.

“¢Conflicting’ Relations and the
Derivational Model”

Epstein and Seely (20006)
possibility that each transformational mapping
transfers the relevant aspects of its output to
the phonological component and to the

explore a

semantic component, which we might call a
strongly derivational model of syntax. Under
this model, all the syntactic relations required
for “LF-level” interpretation are no longer read
off from the final form of LF representation;
instead, “LF-level” interpretation naturally
follows from the derivational process itself.
This paper, adopting the strongly derivational
approach, presents a preliminary analysis of
“conflicting” evidence (pointed out to me by T.
Daniel Seely (p.c.)) that the matrix object
c-commands into the adjunct for pronominal
binding, negative polarity licensing, and
Binding Condition C, while this c-command
relation does not obtain with respect to

parasitic gap licensing.

“Ellipsis and the Theory of Movement”

In the transition from the so-called GB
theory to the Minimalist framework, a number
of assumptions pertaining to the theory of
movement that had been considered fairly
standard and un-controversial were subjected
to critical reexamination. For instance, the
status of QR as a movement operation was
questioned in part on the ground that it differs
in some crucial respects from overt operations.
Also, it seemed that the hypothesis that long
movement is comprised of a series of short,
to be
abandoned partially because the intermediate

successive-cyclic movements had
steps apparently have no morphological
motivation. More recently, however, arguments
have been provided for those traditional
assumptions through the investigation of
elliptic phenomena. I will review some of them,
including my own, with the aim to show how
empirical research on ellipsis has helped solve
issues in the theory of movement.

G 11 5

metarepresentation

mental representation

metarepresentational ability

metarepresentation



Science 308.  Sperber (ed.). 2000. Oxford.
Astington & Baird (eds.). 2005. Oxford.

metarepresentation
if
metarepresentation
metarepresentation metarepresentation
Noh 1998, 2000 , Papafragou 2000
metarepresentation
if
metarepresentation
Noh (2000)
metarepresentation metarepresentation Noh
metarepresentation
if

metarepresentation

metarepresentation
Sperber & Wilson
metarepresentation Noh
15 Metarepresentation, Benjamins.
3
15
4
metarepresentation
metarepresentation

Sperber & Wilson. 2002. Mind &
Language 17.  Onishi & Baillargeon. 2005.
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