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1. Introduction
FHINFRINES 2> & O 4k = H L (Huang (1982), Ross (1967), Uriagereka (1999) among others).
(1)  *Who did John come back, before I had a chance to talk to t? (Huang (1982: 487))

P& L3 wTiHEZ2 fFil(Chaves (2012, 2013), Grosu (1981), Ross (1967), Truswell (2007, 2011)).

(2)  ?Whom; [did John go to England [in order to speak to t;]]? (Jones (1991: 74))

(3)  This is the watch that I got upset [when I lost t]. (Truswell (2011: 175, n. 1))

ARIEFRTH O L

(4) a. John went to England [in order to speak to the president]. (in order clause)
b. John was working so hard [before meeting the professor]. (temporal clause)
c. [If Michelle reads Aspects], she will understand linguistics better. (iffwhen clause)
d. It is likely [that Kissinger is negotiating for peace]. (extraposition from subject)
e. I see it now [that I can’t trust youl]. (extraposition from object)

(5) a FEEFHI(Dab). b LI, EIRHI(4)c/dle).
b. TP 2T 5 0x((@)e). b L <X, BERAANIZAHIN4)a/b/dle).

KIERDIERE

(6) CPis not a phase if some specific feature [a] is missing on C.

AFEF DHERL

Section 2: AFER NP T DA

Section 3: AFERDIER

Section 4: FEET OGS & & H L
Section 5: EJZ DA NG & Hk & L
Section 6: & = H L 28 AIREZ2 A AINGA i O YRAE

Section 7: fi&m

TARFEFNT 2021 FEFEARLCIEMZES (2021 4E 10 H 24 B, A v T4 VBE) ONFERIESE
LD THDH, BMENLEERELR AL FEWEW e, Brio, NIBEIT7K, RESHK, BIRK,
JEFEARIE 2> 6 OF 487248, RBIZFE L TR L EF 5, AREFFED —E5 1% JSPS BHAF
JP20K00669 DBk A 52 1F TN b,
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ARFELTHRD RO
(7)) a KEH LA ATREZRER O (Chaves (2012, 2013), and Truswell (2007, 2011))
b. #ak EOMEICIHEITTE D0 E I D,
(Iatridou (1991), Miyamoto (2012), Narita (2014), cf. Bhatt and Pancheva (2017))
c. [3UEX) OFTORWI3EM.DFE (Chaves and Pullum (2020))

2. TRAT SR
2.1. Phase Theory
(8)  Inphase a with head H, the domain of H is not accessible to operations outside a, only H and its

edge are accessible to such operations. (Chomsky (2000: 108))

(9) [CP C TP Subj T...

Transfer

2.2. VoiceP

(10) a. Chomsky (2019a, b): a phase head should be distinguished from a categorizer.
b. Kratzer (1996) and Pylkkénen (2008) for the discussion of VoiceP

(11)  [voicer Sbj Voice [e v [w N ]]

(12)  [voice Subj Voice fr v [w Obj v 1]

FHONEED & AN O (Jones (1991), Green (2019) cf. Jackendoff (1972))

(13) [voice Subj Voice [w Vv [w Obj  ]I]
) 0

in order clause purpose clause

(14) Max works hard (in order) to earn a living, and Billy does so (in order) to use up excess energy.
(Green (2019: 14))
(15) a. *Jon bought a shelf [to hold books], and Bill did so [to hold trophies]. (Green (2019: 14))
b. *Chandler bought Monica; a frying pan; [PRO; to cook with t;], and Ross did so
[PRO; to hit people with t;]. (Green (2019: 15))
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3. KERDRER

Hif#% : Kanno (2008) (see also Landau (2008)).

(16) a. CPis not a phase if it does not have any [Tense] feature.
b. John tried [cp € [1p Tt Win]]
c. John believed Mary [cp € [1p Ti be honest]]

S

(17) a. CPis not a phase if some specific feature [a] is missing on C.
b. CP

/\
C TP

[Force/Focus] T~
[Tns] [@] [Mood] T

LU Tl
(18) Section 4: [a] = [Tense]

Section 5: [a] = [Force/Focus];

11/13/2021

INHDOHEFNZIBNT, ATMENF NS DEEH LR ARETH D Z & 2RT,

4. Infinitival Clauses and Absence of [Tense]
In order clause
(19) a. What did you come here [in order to talk about t]?
b. ?Whom; [did John go to England [in order to speak to t]]?

Purpose clauses (subject-gap and object-gap)
(20) ?Which car; [did John bring Bill; in [e; to work on t;]]?
(21) ?Which car; [did John bring these tires; [to put ¢; on t]]?

Transparent adjuncts show weak island effects.
(22) a. %About which topic did John ask whether to talk t?
b. Which topic did John ask whether to talk about t?

(Truswell (2008: 50))
(=(1))

(=2))
(Jones (1991: 74))

¢. *How did John ask whether to behave t? (Szabolsci and Lohndal (2017: 4045))

(23) a. Adverbial wh-phrases cannot move out of weak islands.

b. Lasnik and Saito (1992), Chomsky (1986), Cinque (1990), Kiss (1993), De Swart (1992)
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(24) a. *How; did [John go to the garage [in order to fix the car t;]]?

b. *How; did [John bring Bill; in [e; to fix the car t;]]?

c. *How; did [John bring these tires; [to put e; on the car t;]]? (Jones (1991: 77))
It then follows:
(25) a. CP heading infinitival adjuncts contain an operator.

b. The presence of Op induces weak island effects. (see (22) and (24))
(26) CP

/\
Operator Cp _.-No Transfer
C /TP
[Force/Focus] | _— "~
tFast[o] [Mood] T
?Which car; [did John bring Bill; in [e; to work on t;]]? (=(20))
Q27 ... [T lwer WH Voice [w v [w N 11
f
[CP Op C /LTI;’ T [VoiceP WH Voice .. ]]]
*Who did John come back, before I had a chance to talk to t? (=(1))
(28) . [TP T [VoiceP WH Voice [Vp \'% [\/p \/ ]]]]]
f
[crOp C [s¢ T [voier WH Voice...]]]
AN \\)

Bare Present Participial Adjuncts
(29) a. What did John come back [whistling t]?

b. What did John lie in bed [reading t] all day?

c. What did John drive Mary crazy [trying to fix t]? (Truswell (2008: 20))
(30) a. What did John drive Mary crazy [whistling t]?

b. What did John die [whistling t]? (Truswell (2011: 30))
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without clause
(31) a. the article that I went to England [without reading t] (Chomsky (1982: 72))
b. What did you go away [without thinking of t]? (Truswell (2008: 173))

¢. Which problem could you go a whole day [without thinking about t]? (Truswell (2007: 160))

Temporal clause'
(32) a. Which book did John design his garden [after reading ¢]?
b. %Which professor was John working so hard [before meeting #]? (Truswell (2007: 17, 131))

5. Extension to Finite Domains
5. 1. IfiWhen/Because-Clauses and Temporal Adverbial Clauses
TETCATINGARINHE 2> B DR E H L
(33) Which play; do you say/believe/claim/think that [ {if/when} the coach sees ti] then the Lions will
win the game? (Taylor (2007: 190-192), Yoshimura (2013: 18))
(34) This is the watch that I got upset [when I lost t]. =2))
(35) I got to do things; in the film that, if you did t; on the street they’d send you away.
(Chaves and Pullum (2020: 91), citing Lee Marvin: Point Blank by Dwaine Epstein)
(36) a. Which email account would you be in trouble if someone broke into t?
b. Which problem would you be devastated if someone had already solved t?
c. This is the formula that I would be devastated if someone had already discovered t?
(Chaves (2012: 468))
(37) a. Which problem would you be impressed if someone had already solved?
b. Which costume would mom freak out the most if I wore on Halloween?
c. This is the type of problem that I would be relieved if someone had already solved.

(Chaves (2013: 293))
(38)  [Forcer Force [1opp* Top™ [Focp FoOC [Topp* Top™ [Fine Fin [1p I ]]1]1] (Rizzi (1997: 297))
Haegeman (2003, 2006, 2010 and her subsequent work).

(39) a. Root clauses: Top Focus Force Mod Fin IP
b. Adverbial clauses: Sub Mod Fin IP (Haegeman (2010: 632))

' Boeckx (2012: 67), citing Uriagereka (2012: 32), offers the following contrast:
(i) a. ?That’s the game that he cried (bitterly) [after having lost ]
b. 7?That’s the game that [after having lost ] he cried (bitterly)
5
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Argument Fronting (Topicalization / Left Dislocation)
(40) a. *When [her regular column] she began to write again, I thought she would be OK.
b. *If [these final exams] you don’t pass, you won’t get the degree.  (Haegeman (2010: 629))

Higher Adverb and Epistemic Modal

(41) a. Ifit (*probably) rains you may get wet. (Haegeman (2006: 1652))
b. *John will do it when/if he may/must have time. (Haegeman (2009: 630))
(42) a. CP
/\
C TP

[Force/Focus] T~
[Tns] [@] [Mood] T

b. Coalescence: Hsu (2021)

43) Cp _.No Transfer

/\/4, e
C /TP

[Tns] [@] [Mood] ' T

Which play; do you say/believe/claim/think that when the coach sees ti, then the Lions will win the
game? (=(33))
(44) ... say/believe/claim/think that [ce WH C [T [voicee Voice [w v [w Y T

f ,
[CP Op C /{:l:P T [VoiceP WH Voice .. ]]]

Premise Conditionals
(45) a. If [his syntactic analysis], we can’t criticize, there is a lot to be said against the
semantics of the paper. (Haegeman (2003: 332))
b. If you are [probably] going to move soon, there’s no point in getting a broadband
connection at home. (Haegeman (2006: 1652))
(46) *Which topic do you say that [if we can’t criticize #], there is a lot to be said against the semantics
of the paper.
(47) *Which smart phone is there no point in getting a broadband connection at home [if you are

probably going to buy ¢ soon]?
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Third type of if-clauses® (see Pullum (1987) and Rocchi (2010)).
(48) *I would prefer it if Clarence, you contacted t directly. (Postal (1998: 71))
(49) Which commitment would it be useful if we kept? (Pullum (1987: 264))
(50) a. [What size steak] would you prefer it if we ordered t?
b. *[How big a steak] would you prefer it if we ordered t? (Postal (1998: 49))

Because-clauses (Hooper and Thompson (1973) and Haegeman (2006))
Logical reason
(51) a. *Sam is going out for dinner, not because his wife, she can’t cook, but because he wants to
discuss Q-magic with Stella. (Hooper and Thompson (1973: 494))
b. *I didn’t drop the class because frankly I didn’t like it, I dropped it because it was too
expensive. (Haegeman (2006: 1655))

(52) a. ??the book that I went to college [because I liked t]. (Chomsky (1982: 72))
b. Which toy did Tom throw a tantrum [because somebody broke t]? (Chaves (2013: 293)

¢. [Who]; did Tom get mad [because Phil forgot to thank/say t;]?
(Chaves and Pullum (2020: 8, 91))

Speaker’s evidence
(53) a. Mildred drives a Mercedes because her son, he owns stock in Xerox.
(Hooper and Thompson (1973: 493))
b. [A referendum on a united Ireland]...will be a ‘good thing,” because frankly they need to be
taken down a peg and come down to earth and be a little bit more sober in their approach to
things. (Haegeman (2006: 1655)) citing Guardian, 22.7.2, page 4, col 4
(54) *Which person did you say that he was sick [because you got a call from ¢]?

2 ZOFED if HilX. non-logical if-clauses or irrealis if-clauses 72 £ & HIEEIL D,
7
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Temporal adjuncts
(55) *Mildred bought a Mercedes [before/after her son, he purchased stock in Xerox].

(Sawada and Larson (2004: 517))°
(56) *We met John before he must have tampered with the tapes. (Haegeman (2010: 630))

Extraction out of finite temporal adjuncts*
(57) a. These are the pills that Mary died [before she could take t].
b. This is the house that Mary died [before she could sell t]. (Chaves (2019: 28))

5. 2. Extraposed Clauses and Object Expletive Constructions
5.2.1. Object Expletive Constructions
(58) I discovered it recently that Lou had been fired. (Stroik (1996: 239))

Extraposed that-clauses are adjoined to IP
(59) a. I have learned it from Lou that Bill keeps asking you for money.

b. I see it now that I can’t trust you.

c. I heard it from your mother that I can’t trust you. (Stroik (1996: 243, n. 8))
(60) *Maria loves it that [the big prize] John won t (de Cuba (2018: 3))
(61) a. ?Who; do you admit it freely that you once loved t;.

b. ?Where; did Lou mention it to you that she had put the hammer t;. (Stroik (1996: 248))
(62) *Why; do you admit it freely [that you broke the window t;] (Stroik (1996: 249))

5.2.2. Extraposed That-Clauses
(63) Which packages is it possible [that Sam didn’t pick up t which are to be mailed tomorrow]?
(Ross (1967: 286))
(64) Which movie did it confuse you the most that nobody wanted to watch?
(Chaves and Pullum (2020: 218))

3 Sawada and Larson (2004) claim that when-clauses do not permit argument fronting to take place
inside.

* Grosu (1981: 87) says “...informants report that the (a) sentences [ones including (ia) below] are at
least as acceptable as the (b) sentences [ones including (ib) below] (and often significantly better).”

(i) a. There are a number of important people WHO Mary died before she could meet t.
b. There are a number of important people WHO Mary died after she (had) met t.
(Grosu (1981: 88))
8
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Weak Island Effects’
(65) a. ? I wonder which opponent it matters that Marcus can beat.
b. * I wonder how tall it matters that Marcus is. (Rullmann (1995: 7))

Argument Fronting
(66) *It was impossible that [each part] he had examined carefully.
(Hooper and Thompson (1973: 479))

6. Reprojective Approach to Adjunction

(67) How are transparent adjuncts introduced into derivations?

(68) a. Pair-Merge is not necessary. (see Gellego (2010), Hornstein and Nunes (2008), cf. Jackendoff
(1977))°

b. Adjunction = set-Merge + head movement

(69) 1 appeal to a reprojective approach (see Bury (2003), Fanselow (2004), Koeneman (2000),
Suranyi (2005, 2008))

(70) a. Biberauer and Roberts (2010), Roberts (2010) for the verbal domain
b. Donati (2006) for the CP domain
c. Georgi and Miiller (2010) for the nominal domain

d. UTiE (BB 4 583)

(71) a HP b. HP
/\ /\
H K H HP
A /\
(H) YP H’
Suranyi (2005: 8) T T

(cf. Georgi and Miiller (2010: 11))

> The is true for infinitival counterparts.

(1) a. ? Which man is it time to invite?

b. * How high is it time to jump? (Rullmann (1995: 216))
6 Jackendoff (1977) writes as follows: “This term [=Chomsky-adjunction] has nothing to do with Noam
Chomsky, and he regrets its existence (personal communication). However, since it seems firmly
established in common linguistic usage, I will retain it, sparingly with apologies.” (Jackendoff (1977:
34,n. 3))
9
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Proposal
(72) Areprojective approach can be extended to adjuncts.
Case 1: Pre-verbal adverbials
(73) a. Sue carefully looked at him.
b. Sue looked carefully at him. (Rohrbacher (1994: 3))

(74) VoiceP;

/\

Voice T T~
4 AdvP VoiceP;
/\
Voice T
Subj VoiceP;
/\
Voice vP
' N
vV NP/PP
Case 2: Post-verbal adverbials
(75) VoiceP;
/\
—» Voice T~
VoiceP; CP/PP (=Adjunct)
/\
— Voice @ — T—~__
Stbi VoiceP|
/\
Voice vP
| N
Question
(76) How labeling works?
Again, take a look at a reprojective approach =(71)
(77) a HP b. HP (=HP»)
/\ /\
H K H HP (=)
>~ T
(H) YP H’ (=HP))
/\
XP

10



HAIEGEFSRDH 39 MIKkE (Fr T 1 U Bik)

U—rvav? Tav—|{Zlbd A b =X 5L RERIIRTE

A hidden assumption in Georgi and Miiller (2010)
(78) XP
/\
X a—> XP

/\
YP XP

/\
X

Labeling for adjunct phrases.
(79) VoiceP;
/\

—» Voice o=VoiceP

/\
/\

Voice VoiceP
/\
Subi VoiceP;
/\

Voice vP

.

Note

VoiceP; CP/PP (=Adjunct)

11/13/2021

(80) There can be multiple vPs stacked in a single verbal domain.

vP-fronting

(81) a. John could eat the cake in the yard, and eat the cake in the yard he did.

b. John could eat the cake in the yard, and eat the cake he did; in the yard.

vP-deletion
(82) John ate a cake in the yard with a fork and ...
a. Bill did too.
b. Bill did in the hall.
c. Bill did with a spoon.
d. Bill did in the hall with a spoon.

11

(Cecchetto and Donati (2015: 13))

(Cecchetto and Donati (2015: 13))
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do-so substitution

(83) John ate a cake in the yard with a fork and ...

a. Bill did so too.

b. Bill did so in the hall.

c. Bill did so with a spoon.

d. Bill did so in the hall with a spoon.

How the PIC applies?
(84) VoiceP;
/\

Voice VoiceP;

/\
Subj VoiceP;

Voice vP

N

(85) 1. Voice projects to VoiceP;.
ii. Voice undergoes Head-Movement.

iii. The PIC/transfer applies to vP.

Head @ copy DH'HE

11/13/2021

(Cecchetto and Donati (2015: 13))

(86) a. A lower head projects when it is Merged. (Boskovi¢ (2016, 2018))

b. A lower copy cannot induce the PIC.

= The PIC applies when all edges positions are filled.

(87) a. Phase Sliding: Gallego (2005)
b. Phase Extension: den Dikken (2007)

7. Conclusion

12
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MTC, MTB & Copy Formation®
JUIN R
KRG HF-
t-otsuka@fle. kyushu-u.ac.jp/hakata.yamakasa715@gmail.com

B
- Chomsky (2021)?® Copy Formation (CF)D#2% T, XK D Internal Merge (2 & % Copy DA T72 < |

External Merge (2355 < IM Gap & V9 Copy FERKD AIGEM:N A Uz,
+Chomsky (2021)(Z IM Gap % F\» TFE#H5H Control D % 1T\, Movement Theory of Control (MTC)
DESHTZEAT -T2,
- RBFZETIE, Fk7eifHe 33 pro & Copy Formation (CF)DAEEIZ L ¥, Chomsky (2021)DHEE %
HILL->o, ZEM Control & Movement Theory of Binding (MTB)~D Bl OYLIE % 57 5,

1. BEaH9E R : Copy Formation

+ Chomsky (2021)? CF

- Work Space (Z3-5< MERGE ® %, &, External MERGE % Internal MERGE % copy & 23 5.,
—Internal MERGE (Z3£-3< chain
—External MERGE (Z#:-5< chain

(D) a. [)iP ...... XP] Standard Traditional chain
Internal Merge

b. [XP...... XP] Chain via Copy Formation
\ Independent External Merge + Copy Formation

- &4k, Movement (Internal MERGE) C L 72 & 6 2 H L7275 72 chain BIfRS, BIOAIEEMEEZ AT 5
it s,

(Movement % FHV 720> chain BA£& 2DV Tl cf. Lidz and William (1998), Adger and Ramchand (2005))

* MTC (see e.g. Bowers (1973), Hornstein (1999, 2001, 2009) and Boeckx et al. (2010))

ORI 2021 FEARSCENSES (2021 4F 10 A 24 B, A 74 VBB ONFEREIE
b O Th D, dLFUARISEAE, NI T7-Jed, REZFEA, RilRETed, WIRFEAEN B Z < DR
BICE T TR E W W, ZOREBHEY LEGHOBEEZR LI, FEAREOT AT 4 TIFEA
T =033y T DA N—ThHHEIELE, TR A, HPHREE L OXFERICELTE O
NYH LI TWND, AUNRN—DERE, L VDITZOBMEEZREL T IE X o \HPEREAICSED
TG L7z, BB ICARBFZE D —81% JSPS BHifEr JP21K13025 DBk %521 T\ 5,

1
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2) John tried/wanted/hoped PRO to leave early.

a. [J o?n ...... [John to leave early]...]
Internal Merge
b. [John ...... [John to leave early]...]
Independent External Merge + Copy Formation

* MTC ((2)a) & Copy Formation ((2)b)
» Copy Formation ™ %, &, External Merge 7% Theta role % encode §% &9 BT HILD,

- JHIE -

(3) CF (% A i A,

—(2)b OELHI T & AALXFEH ) Control #3203 IRAE,
W ST UZTALD John DA N RFEE,

2. CF Approach D21k
2.1. %¢BE72 pro I DV T

- Hornstein (1999) T, ZEAY Control £ L OHfFNIZ pro & 4H7E,
—pro Z T FZ LIIARFHEE, AIFIHOFIEEZRES,

- pro DFEAMIZ DUV THELE,

« J8UE : Phi FMEDEZ R 272 WA FAD pro TH D,

4) a. pronoun: [3rd person], [singular], [masculine], [N]
b. pro: [N]

—Theta role @ holder (21724 D M3, AL L7Fmnmt R 2 £ T3, MRS\ FT 5.
(cf. Reinhart and Reuland (1993) DA 584272 Phi # % & FE/RAOFEIRNLNE),

- i

M

Q) 1 @ pro XV R 5454 & CF BAfRIZAILD,
—EOSEEEME ) 0 EHME (cf. Epstein, Kitahara and Seely (2018)D# M 34 D35 2 77)

(6) #2222 : pro M3 [Al— phase NIZ FIREZR SEATRAIOWEMI 2 9 556, CFIXREN L5,
—FRHIGE I CORBER D T 72D O—FHOREFHME 2
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=H.
=N =]

Hh

242 3 : pro M° case DE A 1L,
272 T UEHE R

= 4/\

ZHES ORI

(7

—DM D755

2.2. ARWHIED Lok
- CEMREEZ Y| case DEN 72V pro —

- CF B Z 59, case DEN 72V pro —

B DR

null & 725,
2OV T (2006)2 FR

K

v

(v 74 BafE)
WZB B A B = K A L RRERI IR |
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L0 RBlUEENn D,

— )iz

AR 72 767519 Control @ PRO

EHJ Control ® PRO

CF 2’2 Z V) | case DfEA % 5 pro —  bound pronoun % U} anaphor

(8) pro DAt

No

—CF Yes

l case

? 2 (cf. 3.2.4 £)

Yes

Bound pronoun/Anaphor

Arbitrary Control PRO

No

Obligatory Control PRO

3. EEBRAERR

3.1. Control
« F2¥5HY Control & ZE 9 Control D X4y

+ Landau (2004: 840)
—Control fiElIZ >V T DOk

— CF BfROA %

©
Obligatory Control No Control
EC- Balkan Hebrew 3P PC- Balkan indicative
infinitive | C-subjunc. subjunc. infinitive F-subjunc.
1° | [T-Ag] | [T, +Agr [+T,+Agr] [+T~Agr] | [+T+Agr] | [+T,+Agr]
c | T (-] [+T,+Agr] | [+T.(tAg)] | [+T.+Agr] %)
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» Boeckx et al. (2010: 692 L 2 f S b(Fitid—E A F)
(10)
Obligatory Control Non-Obligatory
Control
[T-, Phi-] [T+, Phi-] [T-, Phi+] [T+, Phit]
- Kanno (2008: 24-25)D—f%1L,
(11) The phasehood of CPs is determined by the combination of an Agree feature and a Tense feature;

if a CP possesses both Agree and Tense features, it is a phase;

if a CP does not have one or both of the two features, it is not a phase.

—FEH5M Control 1ZFE 7 = A XMHER. ZREM Control IX7 = A AfliEl% & 5,

(12) a.  John tried/wanted/hoped [PRO to leave early]. F£#51 Control
b.  Itisillegal [PRO to park here]. & Control

—ZNZEI TPROJ OALEIZIIAMIETIE Tpro) BEDNLD, !

18

(13) 1 @ pro XV R 5454 & CF BAfRIZAILD,

(14) #2422 : pro 23 [Fl— phase WIZ AIREZR SEATRHIOBM 26T 285G, CFIIRBN LD,

(15)  #2%F 3 : pro 2’ case DEZHFIUX, SEEFLOEFL—IZ LY BB kI D,
EZAR72 T AUTE AR null 725,

(12)a: John tried/wanted/hoped [PRO to leave early].
s FHECEIS 7 = A REEARE T, EiE John &R L7 =+ ANIZ pro W& ELD -
(12 LV, CF RFEHEM
- pro [ case D72 L : (15 XV FFAYIZ null
—FEH5H Control (Chomsky (2021)DHEZE D F434T)
(12)b: It is illegal [PRO to park here].

- HESEI S 7 = A X2 TGk, pro &G 7 = A ZANITHATR O BA7e L -
(1S TILE B, CFITE = 520,

PUTF TS ETORBOHS EOFH THISCHIZ TPROJ W) K2 M T 5,
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- pro [ case D72 L : (15 XV FFAYIZ null

—ZE 1 Control

$PRO I3 case DIEZ T 720 &9 —ifk
- 1 HiCOMER) : CFIXH A

#% DOYRA T, Phase i x T CF 23 Z AUTFeA T3 2 F#- D ERY Control D & 72 % 2

(16) John;’s friends believe that PRO; keeping himself; under control is vital if he is to succeed.

—Phase Z i x 72 CF O A[REME (cf. 3.2 &i MTB Oifkam

* MTC TIXR&E & 72 2 i
(17) a. John; saw Mary [after PRO; eating lunch]. (Boeckx et al. (2010: 90))
b. John left the room [after Mary; answered the questions [without PRO; understanding them]].
(Boeckx et al. (2010: 94))

(EBH6 L KL EEIE)

—MTC Tl Sideward Movement 73 %,

- (12) & [FAE, AFZETIE TPROJ DOALEIC Tpro) 784

(17)a: John; saw Mary [after PRO; eating lunch].
- after 11)% Phase # /%t 7. pro IZ John &[] U Phase NIZE £415 @ (142X VW CF BFEHH,

- pro | case DfE7Z2 L : (15 XV FFAYIZ null

X724 Mary 2% pro & CF BIfR & 7272 AIfiEom & 2

(17)b: John left the room [after Mary; answered the questions [without PRO; understanding them]].
- without )1 Phase Z JEAHE T, pro X Mary & [F] U Phase WIZE £45 1 (142 LV CF 23FHEH,

- pro [ case DfE7Z2 L : (15 XV FFAYIZ null

* Phase NIZTELE L7320 John & CF BIFRIZAE X 70 u 2

2 Z ZCIEEE L LT, ”John; thinks Ken wants PRO; to win.”® X 9 72 L2 @49 A 7= 8121%,. —FE CF
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3.2. Binding
3.2.1. JATHIZE
* MTB (see e.g. Lidz and William (1998), Hornstein (2001, 2007, 2009, 2013), Kayne (2002), Zwart (2002)
and Richards (2020)):

Binding principle % Movement |23t 25 Z & &= B L7,

* MTB D350 F5i OAGE
(18) Anaphor | A-Movement, Bound pronoun (& A-bar Movement (Z & W A U %,

(19) a.  Hejlikes himselfys
b. He; likes him=;
c. He; thinks that Mary likes himjj
d. His; mother likes himy;

(Richards (2020: 498))

- MTB TR & 72 5 151

(20) Every actor; denied the rumour that the studio fired himy; (Richards (2020: 504))

—Movement A AR AJHE & X425 island DNFEBIZ E bound pronoun [T T 5,

3.22. 2 ODHEGE

HEL :
- RAFANRLFOEF LFR—FERERDHEO — SO RHME -
OFEFERIFE AT

@ Accidental coreference

- MIFHAH 72 bound pronoun OIRILIZN, @b JFHE b ATRE

* Dutch ClZ zichthem & U CIZREN 72 573, FGRE CIIMIE IZTREGRIOZEN 720,

« RWFZEDILY; - O pro IZ K V& HND, ORI K W HIEE 5,

DEZDE, BAICHTZICCFZ LT TEEX] 75223 TERVEVWHIEERNETHD, —F
T, %It d MTB OE . AMFEOPSELTIZIZD L 97 T EEX ] BNAETHHLIVLERHY . =
DIERIFRMENZ DWW TIHAT S 2 DN LB 2RI T H 5,
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BE2 :
« anaphor & bound pronoun [ZIEARIZIXFE — DFEIE, SERA OB FHANC X v SMEL O R
%,
(21)  Anaphor HEULOFHE FHIAI (EER):
BEL DR —FR R DA FA D H— D Phase WIZIEHE G £40 TV AH5A . pro 1d anaphor & L THE
BT 5,
—QDIZEZY L7254 13 bound pronoun & L CTEIET 2 (cf. Lees and Klima (1963) D %2),
—QDDIEEAIT S % ORI,

3.2.3. Anaphor/Bound Pronoun
(22) a.  He;likes himselfys
b. He; likes him=;
He; thinks that Mary likes himjj

d. His; mother likes himy;

(=(19))
— RKUFFEOAEE TIiL, himself, him OALE (2 pro 23435 (accidental coreference (2 L D5k & 1)

iz

(23) 1 @ pro XV R 5454 & CF BAfRIZAILD,

(24) #2422 : pro 23 [Fl— phase WIZ AIREZR SEATRHIOBM 26T 256, CFIIRBN LD,

(25)  #2FE 3 :pro 2 case DEEZHFIVUX, SEEFLOEFL—IZ LY BB I D,
EZAR72 T AU E AR null 725,

(22)a: He; likes himselfys
- pro & 415 v*P Phase WIZEFE He 23MFAE - 24)IZ XY CF 23 Z %,

- pro XHEOEZ 1G5« (25T L W FHEMICESYE
- QDITHEADE | He & [A—FRD pro H3[E—0 Phase !N : pro IZ anaphor & L T EHIL,
(22)b: He; likes himsj

ATREMEQD
cpro WAERT D EQ22)a D LRDHD T, (22b ITELAR,
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- pronoun 73 A 41, accidental coreference & 72 5355,
* Richards (2020: 499):

(26) The phase is the maximal domain in which syntactic/interpretive constraints can apply.

(27) AT DOHETE : Accidental coreference (%, [F]— Phase WO EFEE] THAVIHIES D,

(22)c: He; thinks that Mary likes himy;
AlREtED
« him OALEIZ pro 23 A, (24)I2 & W #HHIIZFGE Mary & CF BIfR,
—>Z DO F FIRENKE T I HUX, “He thinks that Mary likes herself 23 % 415,

« 7272 L. FEEURZE T Strictly Markovian : 18 ZEO#IEN B S D AIREM:,
— OYRAET He A, IR CF N4 L 5 2 He & him IX[F—FE/RIZ (cf. ¥E2),

c QDITEEY T, prold him & L CTHIUL,

AIREMEQ
« pro TlX72 <, pronoun ® him 23E A :
him & He [Z[F—D 7 = A X272 : QDIZEZ YT, Accidental coreference & 720 9 5,

Cf. (22)c B [FE—FR TIER WG G
« J#% @ pronoun @ him 73 E A S 41, Accidental coincidence 23/E U 727> 72§

(22)d: His; mother likes himy;

AlREMED

- pro BIRAEIZE A, 242X Y CF 235851, v*P Phase N His mother & CF Bdf%, 3
— Z O F F ThALT His mother loves herself.” 23 E K S 415,

* (22)c DIRAE L FIER, WEDIREDN T S D AEEME,

3 i Z DM T His & him ORIC CF 38 Z 572 WO DWW T SO ENVLETH 5, iz
IFQADIRE 2 DY &, FATTOBAR I LERE 2 5% Phase ICE ENRUERHRNVWETHZ ENARENS L
g, Z DA, DPPhase 48 E 35 & His I% v¥P Phase IZIXEHES T, R LB, —
J7. —HE® Minimality |Z £ ¥ His & him @ CF 23588 b b A[getE b &b, A% OMERE E L7ouy,
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—CP Phase L'~/L"C His & pro ®HIZ CF 3 Z - 72356 53(22)d,

+ 2DIZ DWW T, (DP Phase Z48E 7% &) His & pro [XH.— Phase NIZEHE S 720
—him & L THEHUE,

AIREMED

« pro TlX72 <. pronoun ® him 23E A :
FRD & 512 DP Phase Z#487E 9 % & him & His (X[F—@ Phase (2720 :
QDITFLZYHET. Accidental coreference & 721 5 %,

Cf. (22)c N [FE—FR TIHR WG G
« J# % @ pronoun @ him 73 A X 41, Accidental coreference 23/E U727 72§

- MTB TR & 72 % fil:

(26) Every actor; denied the rumour that the studio fired himi;  (=(20))

» CF IX movement TlX72\\D T, island Z# x T A[RE,

3.2.4. The Remaining Possibility

- RIZEEND gap 12O T,

(28) pro D434
| case —CF Yes No

Yes Bound pronoun/Anaphor ?°?

No Obligatory Control PRO Arbitrary Control PRO

(=(®))
* Logophor (see e.g. Clements (1975))
(29) a. There were five tourists in the room apart from myself.

b. * Five tourists talked to myself in the room.

- Logophor [T S 41 9 HALEICIZELIL 541720 (cf. Reinhart and Roeland (1993)),

* (29 D from H)D L D2, —EFDOLGPTA] PP X7 = A A& JUpkd 2 &0 -
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- myself |3 pro & U CIRAEIZTE A
—PP AT = A X TH D7, CF BB
—7272L P75 case DIEZEFFD
S EEHATIIIME L SN D NENR B D
W EWHESS : case DIEAZFFO, FERFR N AR pro 1, BEFEATT & L7 Phi BMEE =T 5,
—myself, ourselves, yourself, yourselves, himself, herself, themselves 73 7 > % A2 HHH,

— AR B ZREECTHW O NZH D23(29)a ?

© (29)b IFAERK T X ARV TR -
—myself 73 pro & L CEAZILD & five tourists 2XMFET H Z L2 XKV CF B&EBEH,

4. £L9
ZE R
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OARRKDOEIR

HREE P BT B 2 B — DR AT ME L YRAE O Tl AT S T EARAT 5-F M ([eEDIC &
STIRED, FERIZ, SM A 2 —T7 = A ZTBIT L a3 —DO AR S REHZ X o
TkE D,

1. BA
- BE) D 2 v —HH(Chomsky (1995))D F TlE, KW\ o B —(IHERIEIC L » TRA]
HTHDEIRESN TS, 'Labeling Algorithm (LA)(Chomsky 2013, 2015)D F T,
flv = B—7% Minimal Search (MS)IZ & > TARARTH 5 & W I IREIFE B & E %
HoTW5D,

(1) a. {uXP,YP} (0=?)

b.  {XPi, {oti, YP}} (0=YP)

RN =R LA IZ & o TRAMIZZR D & W S RGEITHER TIX R0 )22

(2) a. Someone attended every seminar. (V>d, I>VY)
(Hornstein (1995: 155-156))

b. {« every seminar; {someone attended ¢} }

SEWVWIE—ToH->TH LAIZE > TRAMR & 72 2 FHIDBFAET DD TILZ2W )02 3

ARFEFNL 2021 FEFEAECCIEMES (20214510 H 24 B, A v 74 V) ONEZRBIESET-
bDOTH D, A E, NE T4, AiERETEE, R0 NIARTY =27 g vy TDA N
— Th HEELA . REMAILAE, Tk tAENORBICEL ZHEM - 2 A2 M ETEV,
ZOBERBMEY LT, B LTS,
VA BEIOEW 2 B — 03 FEEEEREIC & o TRAMRIZZ2 D & 9 3ami2BI L Tl Chomsky (1995),
Holmberg and Hréarsdottir (2003, 2004) % 2,
2 L2>L., Chomsky (2020) TlX, Workspace |22 5 #{EE L C MERGE Z#&R L, I E—»RAR
AR D A B = XL 2 JFEREI BN TN 5,
3 Oku (2021)1E 7 ~VEEGH D s B, Otsuka (2021)1 Internal Pair-Merge & 85 DR D s 5 %
NENQRa) DRI ERIRICBI T 2 FHEZHH L T\ 5,

1
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2. EFEOBENCET 537 F7 R that BHFZNER & FFEERMISC
» Chomsky (2015)?D that IR FAZ %2 54T
3) T is too “weak” to serve as a label in English. (cf. Chomsky (2015))
4) a. * Who do you think that read the book?
b. {cpwhoithat {a & T {vptiread the book}} } (a=?)

(cf. Chomsky (2015: 10-11))
=Chomsky (2015)D that BN R D2 BET 5 & EiEERER SO IREIZZERBE K
#i(George (1980), Chomsky (1986))% Bl 5 X 2 & 4F720 >,

(5) wh ]2 TP \ZHE & % & A 7 O FEREEEFSCOIRE

{cp C {¢ who T {y+p saw John} |} (=<0, ¢>, <Q, Q>)
(6) wh f]75 CP & TB#EIT % ¥ A 7' D FFEEE M L DIRAE

{<Q,@> whoi C {a# T {v*p £i saw John} } } (a=?)

=wh A)78 CP £ CRENT 5 Z & & ZFFT B3RS T 5T 5,

« F5E wh f)723 CP ICBENTE 5 2 & & 3R d DRkl
(7) a. * What did Sue give to whom the hell?
b. What the hell did Sue give to whom?
c. Who the hell bought what? (Pesetsky and Torrego (2001: tn9))

(8) a. I didn’t say what John saw. (non-echo)
b. I didn’t say that / whether / if John saw what? (echo)

9) a. Bill didn’t say that / whether / if who would arrive first? (echo)
b. * Bill didn’t say that / whether / if who would arrive first. (non-echo)

(Douglas (2017: 20-21))

(10) Someone called, but I don’t tell you who. (Merchant (2001: 3))

o ®

I don’t tell you [cp whoi C frp-ticalied]]
(11) a. * Who hired Mary [without her talking to pg]? (Brillian (2017: 144))
Who [without Mary talking to pg] _hired Jill nonetheless?

(Brillian (2017: 146))

s
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3. aB—DARFHRMRESM: (cf.HF (2020))
FTRTOaA—|I 7 = AL~YLE THHTH S,
3 B — O AR A MR B SRR

(12)
(13)

(14)

(15)

(16)

a. T 2 A ALV TRE}E ST o B — 0N R RIEIC L o THAR
L7200, GFERna bt —nRafL 25,

b. REHCE L TEMNRWEAICOA, CHBBRICKESE, o
—DARAHPERRE 5,

ARFEFR TOE

a. T2 A ROV TORMEILTY = AERIZHEH S D,

b. B DOWFZ EUHMENRNEL D56, TDOHIHLOEND 1
DO 3 E—OUuF]AMEM T ST S 2 WIUXIREIZIGRT 5,

(cf. Sportiche (2016))

c. RR R IAERE R 2 Y B < EETIE R <L BICHEERIEIZ &
> TARABRICT 28ETH D, (cf. Chomsky et. al. (2019))

a.  dmp... {xpluEL[uF]} ... {xp [uF}i[uF]} ...} (=(13a))

b, (i ... {xpfuER[uF]} ... {xp [uF]ifuE} ...} (=(132))

c.  f{up... {xp[uF]i[uF] }... {xp [uFi[uF];} ...} (=(13b))

that JEBIN R DIRA

a. {o WhopQiuucyio) v* {ve...}}

b. {p whopuqirucitioli T {a WhopQirucrriol v {ve...}}}

c. {cp whopuiucyrien C(that) {p whopoite€Hie)i Treet {a WhopQirucyion v
oo ) —

d. {cp whopqiuucirien C(that) {s whopuQite€liieli Truet {o Whopqiucisien v
{ve...}}}} (0=v*P, f=<@,¢>)

C.

{cp whopoiuciign C(that) {p whopoifeCiie Trug) -} }°
L@—

S[FDEAF T (16¢)— =2 B —D(R) IR E(16d) — LA(16d)— H£15(16e)
=132 LY, BND wh AJO R FHRANT IR 55, BIFEREFEIRKICE EN D2, ED
wh )b EHIUIBENT 2 Z L R TERUY,

¢ ARRRTIE, Rl oo a B — 2T TFRRT 5,
SORFER TIE, BRI A ik & TR T 5,

3
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FRERE M SCOURE

a. {« Whopqiuucyiio) v* {ve...}}

b. {p whopqyucyioli T {« WhopuqQiuucyioli v* {ve...}}}

c. {y WhOfHQI}[uC][np]i Crigr {p Whopot#Ctiigli Trues {« WhopQinucyrig v*
(e 33T | I

d. {r whota@lciieni Criq) {p Whopoite€lioli Tre} {« WhopQimucysigl v*
{ve...}}}}

e. {v whoteQtucrie Crior {p WhonofeCliieh Twet {a WhopQincyriel

v*...}}) (a=Vv*P, B =<@, 0>, 7=<Q, Q>)

S[FDEAF T (17¢)— =2 B —D(CR) IR E(17d) — LA(17d)— #515(17e)
=132 LY CP & TPIZH D wh A D a B — (XA L 720 . v¥PIZH D wh AJITAR

L 72D,

4. FROERISIZBE 4 8%

(18)
(19)

(20)

(21)

(22)

Someone attended every seminar. (V>4d, I>VY)

Someone seemed to attend every class. (V>4, 9>V)

®»

(Hornstein (1995: 155-156))
Someone expected every Republican to win. (V>4d, 9>VY)
Someone believes John to be attending every class. (* V>4, 9>VY)
(Hornstein (1995: 156))
Someone expected every Republican would win. (*V>4, 9>VY)
(Hornstein (1995: 156))
Somebody believes that everyone is kind. V>4, d>VY)
(Johnson (2000: 192))

Someone persuaded John [PRO to attend every class].
*VvV>4d, Id>VY)
Someone hoped [PRO to recite every poem]. (*VvV>d, d>V)
(Hornstein (1995: 156))

* Who;j did his mother give a book to #?
* His mother gave everyone; a book. (BB - /NI (2002: 120))
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Dareka-ga daremo-o  semeta (koto) (*VvV>d, V)

someone-nom everyone-acc criticized

‘Someone criticized everyone.’

Daremo-o; dareka-ga tisemeta (koto) (V>4d, 9>VY)
everyone-acc someone-nom criticized

Lit. ‘Everyone, someone criticized.’ (Hoji (1986: 90))

= AARGE Tl EEa[m L OFENAIC D 2 /ERN R E S 41 % (ef. Kuroda (1970), Hoji

(1985, 1986)),

» JATHIZE DA

QR ZHT (cf. (May 1977, 1985), Fox (2000)%%)
= Strong Minimalist Thesis (SMT)?D F T QR ZET 5 Z & 1FEE L 220y,

Agr & 1# > 7= A B85 H7(cf. Hornstein (1995), Kitahara (1996))

(24) [agrs Someone [tp Tns [agr0 €very seminar [vp someone [vp attended

every seminar)]]]]] (Hornstein (1995: 155))
=Agr Z WS IFEE S LTV 5,

(25) FETEIE I DR DB B OFRSIR & L TR O D 72 613034854
DIEENIL. ..
a. 72 IETATER (covert) T D DD,
b. IREHEIBER 2 2 SR,
c. 728 T~V DR Z [ L TW D D7,
d. R HAGEIZIIFE L2V DD,
5. R
51 EFEBICET A ¥ —T = 1 A5
(26) SM A > B —7 = A A%
a. B HWAERGOEBO 2 C—BHEET 256 kb 5% < ]

Ghabt—REFEMICEB NS,
FREHC AN 72 WIGEIZ DA, CHEBRICESE, 2 —DF
FHEIUEM TS,
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(27) SM A > % —7 = A A (What do you think that John read?)
{cp Qi1 -+ {cP WhiuQlgeey - {v*p ... Whiuquuey} }}°
=k EALO 2 V= aQifeCta 7o, HERNEBULEZZT 5,
(28) a. Those pictures of himself'i;, John; thinks Bill; will buy z.
b. Criticize himselfsj; does John; thinks Bill; will not ¢.
(Huang (1997: 107))
(29) {cp {v+p Bill criticize himself};...{cp C Bill will not #} }

SHIE I 72 v¥P N O Bill &HEOIALFINICE £ 5 Bill 13 CHAEIBERIZ 720,

(30) SMA v 5 —7x AR (=(28b))

{cp {v Billpc criticize himself} ... {cp C {rp will not £} }}
=>kCIZEL Bill Da v —NERNAEBLEZ T 5,

52 T
(31) a. Someone attended every seminar. (V>3, 9>V)
b. Someone seemed to attend every class. (V>4, I>VY)
(Hornstein (1995: 155-156))
(32) G DHEFEIRAE

a. 1 QPsfiglruc) {a Sbj V¥ {<o.¢> QPariort€} {ve Vises QPisioiucy}}  }
b. {p QPsfigIucy {o Sbj v* {<¢. o> QP21ig €} {vp Vine QPifigiucy} } } }
c. {Sbj T {p QPsigipucy {« ts6; V1 V¥ {<¢, o> QPorigif€} {vrtv ...} }}}
(a=v*P, B=v*P)
=QPs(every)?’ Sbj(some)% C ¥ L CWB DT, V> DBIRNAIREL 725, F 72,
BRI ClE, QP IIAR AR E72 DD T, PO T UL VP LIkE D,

(33) SM AV H—T = A A (=31)
{Sbj T {p QP3igltucy {a s V+v* {<o. 0~ QParig#EY {ve tv QP1figirucy} } } 1}
SSM A VX —T = A A TiE, 2622 LD RCIEETe QP N AN BB b an 5 &
RESND,

¢ ARETIE, HEMEIULEZZ T 5T SND) A — 2 AR TR,
6



HARERRSFRH 39 BIRE (v 74 U Bf)
U—rvay” [av—ZBbd A =X 5 & RRIIRRS
11/13/2021

(34) a. Someone expected every Republican to win. (V>4, 9>V)
b. Someone believes John to be attending every class.

(*V>d, d>V) (Hornstein (1995: 156))

(35) (34a) DFEEETRAE
a. {p QPs3figiucy {« Sbj v* {<q, o> QP2 up]’rl*G} {vp VB*P} {rp to QPifiglrucy
win}}}}}

b. {Sbj T {p QP3figlfucy {a fsbj V+V* {<, o> QPorigt€} {vetv ...} }}}}
(a=v*P, B=v*P)

(36) SM AV H—T = A A (=(342))
{Sbj T {p QPsfigiruc {u fsi V+V* {<g, 0> QParigif €] {ve tv {p QP1jigirucy to
win}}}}}}

=26 LV CIE AT QP BN EFICETB LI N D LIREIND,

(37) (34b) DiTREIRA
a. {8 QPsiglucy {oaJohn v* {<¢, o> QP2jig 1€} {vr Viser QPifiglucy} } } }
b. {V*p someone believes John;to be {p QP3 lioluC] {ati V+V* {<o, o>

QPz i€} {ve tv QP1figlucy} }} } }
(0=V*P, B=v*P)
=VR)D FEEEH B EC de-phase #£ Z 2 LIRET D &, QP IFBE AIREL 22 513 T
& % (cf. Chomsky (2015)),

(38) {y QPlio/l#€E} {1r someone believes John to be attending fqp} } (y=?)
=QP (IS T{XP, YPIEEZ < W HHLTLXE ),
S DD FET T LR 5 REMEL?

(39) FHILFICE Y TN RE DA (SM A X —T = A R)
{a QP E}HF] Cir{1p someone believes John to be attending zqp} }
(0=<F, F>)

=] 5O FIE(EMEILEE)TT L OREN RS TREMEIZ H D05, (26)I2 &
D MFOBENILTEENRBEN L 725,



HARERRSFRH 39 BIRE (v 74 U Bf)
U—rvay” [av—ZBbd A =X 5 & RRIIRRS
11/13/2021

(40) a. Someone persuaded John [PRO to attend every class].
(*V>d, 9>VY)
b. Someone hoped [PRO to recite every poem]. (*VvV>d, d>V)
(Hornstein (1995: 156))
(41) (40) DR IR A
a. 1 QP1iglreey {a PROVF {<o, - QPorigrE} Viwes {QP3tigiuc1} 1}

——————————————

b. T T 18 QP‘l[imw@} {a PRO v* {<g, ¢ 31’2[@]{&@] Vet {QPsfigiuct} }

o

=373 E R UIREZ WD Z &2 D,

(42) a Somebody believes that everyone is kind. V>4, 9d>VY)
(Johnson (2000: 192))

a. Someone expected every Republican would win. (*V>4, 9>VY)

(Hornstein (1995: 156))

(43) that 3BV D 5E (=(42a))

T {cp QPsfigrucy C(that) {<p,¢> QP2iglf#C] True}{V*P igluc)} } }

-

S0 QP b EHINIBEN T 22\ (that IEMN R A7 LR L), (cf. (16))
(44) that 3B/ WNC HIBRA B S D) 56 (=(42b))

a. I &{<¢. p> QP21 €] Tpuer-{ver QPi1figiucy V¥...} }

b. {a QP21igit8€] ... {<¢, o> QP21igi#E] Truor {v*p QPipigiruc1 V*...}} }
(0=?)
=3I LY, HE LORSIZESE a ND I —RAHIE R D720, a DT L
IMRIETE 22D, MLNDHETT LRI E DA

(45) FEMHFICLY TR E L 5E (SM A > H—T = A R)
{a Cirl. . {<p, o> QP2iglruciiF] Truor{v+p QP1figiucypv... 3} }
(a=<F, F>)
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(46) a. Who do you think read the book?
b. {a Chiq1- - - {<¢. > QP2lig)fuc1uQ) Thuo} {vep...} }}
5.3 HAFEIZI T 2% HIE AR O K an
(47) a. Dareka-ga daremo-o  semeta (koto) (*V>d, d>V)
someone-nom everyone-acc criticized
‘Someone criticized everyone.’
b. Daremo-o;  darcka-ga ti semeta (koto) (V>4, I>VY)
everyone-acc someone-nom  criticized
Lit. ‘Everyone, someone criticized.’ (Hoji (1986: 90))
(48) ¢ —EDRIN—EI2 DIEATG-D A T = X LRt HIE ik K an

(49) it (2014): SARIGFEITED <K& AHE
a. AFRBIPFERN TR L OO T2 & & T OMEMEZ S &
NEARNR
b. LERBIPAH TRV ) L OFET 2 & & ZOMBMEL T
MBS & X
c. ZOMDOGE ., AFERBOKFENEL 54 LW L,
(7 (2014: 69))

GO N /\ /
NP[uCase] NP [uCase]\
ACC NgM VP v

= HAGERA ORBR(F A OLEAER R O)DBHHA S LD,

(51) a.  {vp Objug V}
b. {v*p Sbjpuet {vp Objucy V} v*}
C. {oa Objpcy {v+p Sbjcy {vp Objipcy V} v¥}} (0=?)

SPGEL R G E o TBEIZ T 5720, BE O a B —IrEN E 720 |
{(XP, YPH&EZE DL D, a DT LHBRE DI, FUILE N TR E I BET 5
L2720,
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(52) Miyagawa (2010, 2017)

a. X JRA (scrambling) |l L FFEL DO —FETH 5,
b. AAGETIEL, CD TITHEERMED A I NS,
(53) {cpC {3 Objiucyiitop] Trstopt {a i {v+p Sbjrucy {ve i V} v*} 11}
(a=v*P, B=Top, Top)
(54) SMA > B —T = A A
{cp {p[Obistucitop] Tewtopt {u Objapecititop {v+p Shigses {ve Objigscriton Vi}1}}
=0bj 75 Sbj X W IKVWMERE A & 572 DICBE & 521 2556 . Obj > Sbj DFEIRIZ 72 5,
PER L By | FEBRIERI 2 BENZIT R B0,

6. JFidE
(55) SM A v X2 —T = A A (=(26))
a. & HIFERNR OB D 2 =P FET D56 kbl a £ <
Gira bt —E2FHIIC A b ST &,
b. FREIOENZZE R 2N A DA, CRHEBARICE S, a8 —
HAMICEB LI E X,
2GEHDELHIZH LB TUTE L RWGEIT, EFNEBEZIT 5 a0 —RNRETE
RN TIR?

(56) {yp XPrarsi ... {zp ... IXPRaR}i ... }}
{{zp ... txPpurgi ...  }j.... {vyPXPpgi... {zp...IxPpEji... }j}}
(57) a. [tp Taroo-ga [Hanako-ga Sooru-ni iruto] omotteiru] (koto)
Taroo-nom Hanako-nom Seoul-in  be that think fact
b. [Tp Sooru-ni; [Taroo-ga [Hanako-ga # iruto] omotteiru]] (koto)

Seoul-in Taroo-nom Hanako-nom  be that think

‘In Seoul;, Taroo thinks that Hanako lives #’ (Saito (2003: 498))

(58) * [rp[Hanako-ga # iruto]j [Sooru-nij [Taroo-ga ¢ omotteiru]]] (koto)
Hanako-nowm be that Seoul-in Taroo-nom think fact
‘[That Hanako lives #], in Seoul;, [Taroo thinks ] (Saito (2003: 498))

10
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=>scrambling %521 7= HHE D 2 B — % & T remnant OFBEN I TE 220, 7
(59) a. [tp Ken-ga; [vp i Naomi-o  tataki-sae] si-ta].
Ken-nom Naomi-acc hit-even  do-pst
‘Ken even hit Naomi.’
b. [[ve i Naomi-o tataki]-sae/waj [tp Ken-gai £ si-ta]].
Naomi-acc hit-even/top Ken-nom do-pst
‘(Even)Hit Naomi, Ken did.’ (Hiraiwa (2010: 137))

=>TEDO ABE#O 2 Y —%2 5T remnant BENIFHETH 5,

(60) a. [tp Ken-ga Naomi-o tataki-sae si-ta].
Ken-nom Naomi-acc hit-even do-pst
‘Ken even hit Naomi.’
b. * [[w & tataki-sae/wa]; Naomi-o; Ken-ga ¢ si-ta].
hit-even/top Naomi-acc Ken-nom — do-pst
‘Ken even hit Naomi.’ (cf. Hiraiwa (2010: 137))
= HAYEE D scrambling O A2 4540 22 B — % & T remnant BENT TX 7200,

(61) it (2014): SAROBFEITEL S < FRAHE
a. DERBIVGEEN TR L OFET D L & T OB RIHE &

NEA S
b ATEBSHER )L AT S & X EOREEE T
PR Lk

c. ZOMDOGE ., AFERBOKFENEL 54 LW L,
(7 (2014: 69))
(62) T (2014)DIE TR
AFRBIN VT 230 EOFET 5 & & T OMEMEE BRI BEE X,
STHICEAL UL, NG ZBLTHET2Z L TEX D,

T Z OO remnant BB FF S VR WVFEERITK LTIk A 203 5 2 50T B (cf.
Saito (1989, 2003), Kitahara (1997), Hiraiwa (2010), Takita (2010)),

11
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(63) (59b) DHEFEIRAE
a. {v Objuey V)
b. {v+p Sbjjucti {vp fobjpuey V §
C. {1p Sbifucti T {v*p tsbjfucyi {vp Objrecyi V3 } Y —NHIPFAIZ L DHEAT 5-
d. {1p {vp fsbjfucti {vP Objructi VY {1p Sbipucyi Tt} }}

(64) SM A v H—T x4 R (=(59b))
{1p {v*p fsvjfucti {ve ObjfaC} V} {1 SbifaCh T 4} }}
=TP IZNIZdH D Sbj DI e & Te D T, WU E R BT 221 5 2 B — N E
TE D,

(65) (60b) D HFEFEIRAE
a. {vp Objpucy V}
b. {v*p Sbjucyi {vp fobjpucyi V} }

c. {1p Objpucyj Sbjpucyi T {v+p fsvjfucyi {vp fobjacyi V} 1}
A |
c. {1p {v*p fsbjucti {vp fobjfucyi V} fi {1p Objpucsi Sbjpucyi T #k} }
(66) SM A v 5 —7 = A A (=(60b))

{rp {vp tsbjfucyi {veObIFCY V} 1k {rp [ObjfuCl] SbifaCH T 4} }
=2 20 Obj ITAEWTREIZF DL, CHMEBRIZAR WD, Eb L2 BRI ARSI
DN ERETEI20N,

~
=
I
T
!
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PREIZRBIT D that IEBRZh A & X that IR IR Zh S O & sE 22 ki DT
N IPNES
UTRETE—
ryokondo@hirosaki-u.ac.jp
ERE — A R V-to-C (V2) — akaliPEERE5E  (cf (3))

B SGE — IR REE ¢ Vto-T — FREEETISEE  (cf 4)
AT EGE —BIREGE . VinvP — FEEEREEE
(e.g. Nawata (2009), ## [ (2013, 2016), = _F (2017))

(Wl

RGPS EALSEE - ERESN T CP Ik A 5D Tkl LR A= 1T 5,
FREEBAEEE © FEEIXEGEMEIC LY TP EkICBEIT 5,
(cf. R (2016: 120))

ul

HHGEIZI 1 5 V2 FEI(V-t0-0)

a.

B
Se Halend weard pa gelomlice atiwed his leornung-cnihtum

the Lord  was then frequently shown his disciples(D)

“The Lord then frequently appeared to his disciples’
(£CHom I, 15.220.21 / cf. Fischer et al. (2000: 106))

A R — B — 1R
On twan pingum hefde God peesmannes sawle gegodod

in two things had God the man’s soul endowed

‘With two things God had endowed man’s soul’
(£CHom I, 1.20.1 / cf. Fischer et al. (2000: 107))

wh %38 —BE — 35k
Hwiwolde God swalytles pinges him forwyrnan?

why would God so small thing him deny
‘Why should God deny him such a small thing?’
(£CHom I, 1.14.2 / cf. Fischer et al. (2000: 106))

W AEREE 2 1T 2 A i — Bl REIE(V-to-T)

a.

But the commen people beholde not these thynges.
(BOETHCO-EI1-H, 102.711 / #&H (2013: 124))
The last thy wo agaynst fortune invayed, complayning that she equalled not desertes
rewarde. (BOETHEL-E2-P1, 16.117 / ##H (2013: 124))
I writt not the Last weeke because I intended to have been at home assoone as my Letter,
(KNYVETT-1620-E2-P1, 71.324 / f##H (2013: 124))

FRFERIT 2021 FEFEAE R CCEMZES Q021410 H 24 H (AT A VBE)) ONFERESH
b D Th D, ALFAmIYEAE, N4, REBEFLAE, WIRMEENDITERERaA AL M
WZTEW e, ZoBEBED LB OE 2 L2V, AAFZEIL JSPS BHiFE: TP18K 12356 @ Bljik
BT DThD,
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(5) That JEBI2h H(that-trace effect (e.g. Perlmutter (1971)))
a. * Who did he say [that bought the rutabaga]?
b. Who did he say [@ bought the rutabaga]? (cf. Perlmutter (1971: 108))
(6) X that JEBF%h H(anti that-trace effect (e.g. Bresnan 1972))
a. I like the man [that/who has seen you].
b. * Ilike the man [@ has seen you]. (cf. Auwera (1985: 170-171))
(7 BIREFEIZEIT 5 that/zero-t
a. 3L : *that-t / zero-t (cf. (5a, b))
b. BEFRHE : that-t / *zero-t (cf. (6a, b))
2. ARy
(8)  HHEE—ITRIEE DM SIS D thatt & zero-t D HEEL (cf. (11), (12))!
M1 M2 M3 M4 El E2 E3 L1 L2 L3
that-t 6 1 3 1 1 2 0 0 0 0
zero-t 1 0 7 10 39 50 84 57 36 16
(cf. R (2013: 122); —H#HEIE)
(9)  FIHATEE O R BIREIC I T D zero-t D HILEL (cf. (13), (14))2
EOE | LOE | Ml M2 M3 M4 El E2 E3 L1 L2 L3
zero-t 9 21 8 2 3 9 8 9 8 1 0 1
SR 277 267 29 48 155 487 | 1135 | 1745 | 1655 | 1034 | 1352 | 944
e 32 7.9 27.6 | 4.2 1.9 1.8 0.7 0.5 0.5 0.1 0 0.1
(SR = Subject Relative)
(cf. N H (2021: 136); —EME L)
(10) RFEOMLIZISIT 2 that-t
Mine gebrodra, ne lufige ge Oisne middangeard Oei ge  geseod Ozt £ langewunian
my  brethren not love youthis world thatyou see that long last
ne mag
not may
‘My brethren, do not love this world that you see cannot last long.’
(Alc. Th. Vol. 1 p.614.24 / Allen (1980: 361), cf. #H (2013: 120))
(11) HIEFEOM IS S that-t

bis ilche seid goddto hem Oei hewile dat # bie him hersum:
this same says god to them that he wishes that  be him obedient
(CMVICESI, 109.1321 / f# H (2013: 122))

VI 3R EGE ISR DT thatt R BNDET F A MZIE V- TEBEI L E7-Rons 2 &%

BELT

W5,

2N SR J&w’uﬁé{ﬂk?‘ﬁmbf;b\{ﬂ%/\ FTTHEL WD, 2Tk, BAERIC
Bt LW zerot (ICFE SR A2 H T TS, FELWEMRICOWTIENEQ021)Z2 S/,
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(12) HHEARIEFR O 23T 5 that-t
Ther is the statelyest hearse in the Abbye Op; I thinke that # ever was made.

(KNYVETT-1620-E2-P1, 66.109 / #H (2013: 123))

(13) HRFEOBMREICISIT D zero-t
a. & pas oéres pone maestan del hi  geridon butan pam cynge Zlfrede
and the other’s the most dale they reached against the king Alfred
[@ little werede unydelice efter wudum for]
little observer uneasily after woods went
‘and they reached the other’s best valley against King Alfred who went easily with little
observer behind woods.’
(cochronE,ChronE_[Plummer]:878.1.1209 / cf. PN (2021: 134), —#B&1E)
b. & Ou  meaht pe unyo onberan pes [@ de onbecymed]
and you may yourself uneasily on-bear that  you accesses
‘and you may hold on that yourself uneasily, which accesses you.’

(codicts,Prov_1 [Cox]:1.70.129 / cf. N (2021: 136), —HBEIE)

(14) PR FEFEOBIREIIZ I 1T D zero-t
a. ich knewe hym in pat travail [@ is to-foreme]
I knew him in that hard work is prior me
‘I knew him engaging in that harder work than me.’
(CMEARLPS,87.3828 / cf. N (2021: 134), —EMEIE)
b. Sodfeste men [@ heom kepten onnihtes;] saidon,
genuine men  them care about onnights said
‘genuine men who care about them at night said that...’
(CMPETERB,50.245 / cf. NH (2021: 136), —HHE1E)

(15) SiEFA 7 - B8 OZ(L L4l that-t - BIFRETD zero-t DAL

OE EME | LME EModE | LModE
Ervoe? BEREEEE B
BB V2 (V-to-C) i V-not (V-to-T) Vin vP

LD that-t: —
BREI D zero-t: —

(16) HEFEOWEREICHIT D FEFEMEONY - 3 >
a. &4 il A) EFE—Oonne
Fordem bid se sige  micle mara Oe man mid gedylde gewind,
therefore is the victory much greater which one with patience wins
[ fordem sio gesceadwisnes donne hefd ofercumen 0 mod & gewield]

because the wisdom then has overcome the mind and subdued
‘Therefore the victory which is won with patience is much greater, because in this case
wisdom has overcome and subdued the mind,’
(CP [Cotton]: 33.218.19.42 / Kemenade and Loss (2006: 237))
3
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b.  donne—NEA i h) TR
[ Mid pyhine pa neenig mon ne gehabbanne gebindan meahte], pa  orm
when  him then no man not capture nor tie-up  might  then ran
sum pegn

some servant

‘when no one then could capture him and tie him up, then a servant pursued him’
(Bede 3:9.184.27.1847 / Kemenade and Loss (2006: 238))

(17) fEEEICRT 5 EiEhE
a.  OEEE— I AGEE - BRERIC b LT 2 DD EEE(LE
[Forcep Force [1opp Subj" Top (Adv) [Finp Subj" Fin [1p T vP]]]]
(Subj! =4 Gt ERE - X445 ERE. Subjt = NES G ERE

b. BRI SEE— I AROEEE « BRRERUIC S 2 2 DD FER(LE

c. % WA OEEE — BURIEE: Vin vP
[Forcer Force [Finp Fin [tp Subj T vP]]] (cf. FH (2016: 120); —HMEIE)

(18) [TP SubJ [T' AUX [TOpP [T(’p ' TOp Adv [FOCP [FOC' Foc [TopP [Top' TOp Adv [VP
v VPIIIII] (P-Obj = & F 55, Q-Obj = %kt F 975
(cf. B9 (2015: 10), Tanaka (2017: 195))

(19) CIEHFRMEEVERN T2 218 TE S,
(cf. Suranyi (2005, 2008), Maeda (2014), Kondo (2017), & B (55— 5 3))

(20) AR — W R OREE - BAEEME AL SRR (of. (172))
a. (16a) DIRE

CP
C o=<¢@, ¢>/<Top, Top>
Force

the wisdom CP

¢, uC, Top
C TP

ug, Top /\
| T vP
ST has

tthe wisdom V+HV

3HIEEED DA IEEE I W\ TEY S TALEENA & BB GEIR DM T N R O D Z E b,
Pintsuk (1999)? — H FLEH 7 (Double Base Hypothesis) % £ 7~ 5.
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b. (16b)DJRA
CP
C B =<Top, Top>
Force
him CP

Top /\
C

o=<¢@, ¢>/<Foc, Foc>

Top
| no man Cp
BiEdd ) ¢, uC, Foc
C TP
ug, Foc /\
| vP T
PR might

Zno man- - « V+V

=  EREOBENC X VIR S NS o BIELREERMEOIFIZL Y T EEIND,
= ClX Force 1A RS L. Bfica o Uk & L CHIUL I D,

1) a. TRCOEEHIE TR D ENTE D,
b. TR AITEER R BETH Y V4o-TREINH L FFETIL o BMEIXCITEED
ZENTE D, (cf. Hayashi (2020: 280-281))

(22) HHIFREEE — WIS © FREEE S EE (cf. (17D))

CP
/\
C o=<o, >
Force
Subj CP
¢, uC
C TP
uQ /\
| VAT vP
BiEdd )
Isubj tv+v ...
b.
CP
C 0=<9, ¢>
Force
Subj TP
¢, uC /\
V+v+T vP
ue
ISubj tv+v ...



HARSEGE PR 39 MIREs (71 U Bif)
V= ay Tat—Zflb b AT =X 5L BRI
11/13/2021
4. FEELITH T AL that-t & BRI zero-t DEELAIZAL

4.1. fliCIZBIT % that-t DR L2l
(23) LD *that-t : ue ~OEFT T NARAEE, & D UVMIHAEIZ KV FFEDSBEN A AJHE
[Who(o) [cp [c that] [« twho T(u@) [vp twho ... 11]]
(cf. Chomsky (2015: 10-11), Hayashi (2020: 280-281))

(24) a. UEEE — IR EE - R E T SR

A CP
C o=<¢@, ¢>/<Top/Foc, Top/Foc>
Force
Subj CP
¢, uC, Top/Foc
| C TP

ok uo, Foc /\

VP V+v+T

ZV+V cee

b.  BHIRREEE—WIENERIEEE - EREEMTEEE (VAo-TBEIH D) 4

A CP
/\
C o=<o, >
Force
Subj CP
¢, uC
| C TP
ok ue
V+v+T vP

tV+V “ee

4.2, BIREINC BT D zero-t DJFEHHIZEAL

(25) a. ? I saw a dress that [under no circumstances] would I have considered buying for my
daughter.
b. John is the kind of person who [under no circumstances] would I be willing to talk to.
c. * Isaw a dress [under no circumstances] would I have considered buying for my daughter.
(cf. Bianchi (1999: 228))

(26) BIRIFED*zero-t : JoATHH DP O #E))N self-merge (2725
<, the man [ the man [, T like Mary]]]> B =<0, ¢>)
(cf. K (2020: 7))

4 Hayashi (2020)(31 & U 7EED X 9 72 S5FEICx L T(22a) & FEEDIRAEEZRE L TV 5, F7=, i
j¥% (2020)1 % Hayashi O3 HT 24598 U, #IHIZEEEIC 1T 5 that-t OBIZx L CRBROIREZRE L
TWBHA, COFESIFERH L T2,
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27) a. VLT o5& T, interface (28T 2D SO Xy, 2 (X584277 identity & £ ORI
NH-Z B0,
b. i [Xo[x X1 Y]]
ii. [Xa2(F) [« = Xa(F) Y(F)]] (cf. #K (2020: 5), —HHMEIE)
(28) <5 the man [, that [ the man [, T like Mary]]]> (a=T, B =<0, >, y = that(Rel))

(cf. K (2019: 21), #K (2020: 5))

BALRHi(=y)I X pair-merge % 52 |} separate plane |Z/F1ET 5728, 6 N the man |% y NP the man
% c-command L72\>, y N® the man 2} topmost copy & L CTHR Z45H, (cf. #K (2020: 5))

(29) BUREEE O BAFRE
a. wh B LR
... [y which [cp [c C(Force)] [p XP(Top/Foc) [cp C(Top/Foc) [« Subj(e, uC) T(ue) ...11111]
b.  that B4R
... [cp [c that(Force)] [p XP(Top/Foc) [cp C(Top/Foc) [« Subj(e, uC) T(uo) ...]111]
(B = <Top/Foc, Top/Foc>)

BUREE Tl GRS - A EEOFIEIL C(Force) D& - RBULZ NI LT 5,

(30) (=(20a))

CP
C o=<¢@, ¢>/<Top, Top>
Force

the wisdom CP

¢, uC, Top
C TP

ug, Top /\
| T vP
ST has

tthe wisdom V+HV

(31) zero BIGRENDIERLNZ L GREERE B 555> B A8 558)
a. EEE — I TP EE - AREEPE B SR (C(Force) = 0)
... [cp C(Force) [« Subj(, uC, Top/Foc) [cp C(up, Top/Foc) [tp VHVAT [vp tsubj tv+v ... 11111
(o= <@, ¢>/<Top/Foc, Top/Foc>)
= b W R R — A ROREE - R B S ER (Cue, Force) = —EUET)
i. ... [« Subj(e, uC) [cp C(ue, Force) [tp V+v+T [vp tsubj tv+v ... 111]
ii.... [C — O [« Subj(p, uC) [tp V+v+T(ue, Force) [vp fsuvj tv+v -..]1]] (o =<0, ¢>)

(32) HREEOBMREIC I D zero-t (= (132))
& pas oores pone mastan del hi  geridon butan pam cynge Zlfrede
and the other’s the most dale they reached against the king Alfred
[© unyOelice @fter wudum for]
little observer uneasily after woods went

‘and they reached the other’s best valley against King Alfred who went easily with little
observer behind woods.’

(cochronE,ChronE_[Plummer]:878.1.1209 / cf. PN (2021: 134), —#B&1E)
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(33) BIFREIZIT B zero-t DJFE L AL
a. T EEE — MU e EE - RREERS B S AR (self-merge (272 H721Y)
<p Subj [cp C(Force) [ Subj [cp C [tp VHVHT [wp fsubj tv+v ... 111>
(o= <@, >/<Top/Foc, Top/Foc>)
= b * BHITREE— VI RIEGEE - FRE AR S EE (self-merge)
1. <g Subj [« Subj [cp C [tp V+V+T [vp tsuvj tv+v ... ]]]1]>
ii.<g Subj [« Subj [tp V+V+T [vp fsubj tvv ... ]]J> (0 =<0, ¢0>)
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