HAFGEERE 42 (IRSRRER

WFFEHR)
B3 (11 H 23 HF4%)

Al EEEE EILFBERT)

“Without-Absolute Constructions in English”
Ryu Takamatsu (University of Tokyo)
This study is concerned 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 25 =T = A AT & D EFROBEH
1

(Interface-Based Constraints on Subject Move-
ment)

ATKIER (FUNREEREB )

(1) D that IEEHRZ D & LT, TREESR
ORENTEE L < BRI S5,

(1) *Who do you think that # loves Mary?
I Chomsky (2015[1])id, (1) IZHR.GND K
D IR EREOBENHIIR A 55 EHE8 T ORTEIE
I6 LTV 5 A3, Chomsky DAREIZIFZE < DOFe
HF JE DB STV 5 (Hayashi (2020)), F72.
FRERERN SIS 2 355 wh A3 CP Al 24
T2 2 ENE L DFATIIFETHIE ST
% (Messick (2020)), & ->T. HHEHFEDT T,
TS OFEFENRFRIRHCHIAATHE & 72 5 FFED
BENRKIOMANSH L 7185, AFKTIEL, 7
~VEERO T T, EREOBENEHIT oA > H
—7 = A AGHOHE AT,

(2) FEROKHE)

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

BUREIIZIE, Suenaga (2024[2])7D T-to-C #Eh5y
P HEEADE | B E) & KA G- O A2 3B D
BV HRIT D LIRE L= (). FRx 2atiEE
GOGMEBL T, ZOZUEERRET D,
[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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[BERIA RN DIE TR~ DI Bie
BT 7 e —FIT L D 5HT
(Shift from Relational Adjectives to Qualitative
Adjectives: Analysis based on a Competitive
Approach)

PRIt CHRERBHESER )

FIRAETCARNL, Z DEK « HaEHHIEC
HDNT, MWEIEA (e.g. beautiful) & BRI
e (e.g industrial) \ZX5r &b, LocL, B
A, %< O%G, WERATIESH &
DT, ZORIE, LIXUIR B E 725,
AFERTIE, 2L N, 7L 50
Dy, EOEREFS &V I BURNDEET D,



BRI AR & AR D BRI RE A FFORELL L
T N-NEAFEOIHEFEAT (e.g office duties)
WEF D, Fio, BIREATIL, EfL W
IEIZ L > T END LBEZXBNLTVND
73, Spencer(2005[1]) {2k D &, MiZDOIEEHE
4D, EHROMEAIC LY | AR L T
HEWD, TLT, WHDRERIZONT,
Nikolaeva and Spencer (2020 [2]) %, FGRE T,
N-NEGFEDRER T 2720, BIRIZARIOD
AR, RS TWD SHER L TV D, BLE
DX D RBLITHANT, BRI, Bt
JBL LTDOAT A Z 2% | FEFE L &
W L. ORGSR, HEEAR~OEH T
% Z L &dmREY Do,

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

[EIRRVAAEE & FEXMED I 2= v F )

(VP Ellipsis and Unaccusativity Mismatches)
FEAEAL: (IBEZERT)

FRREENlfloatl 21X, The boat floated (in place)
D K9\ ZEERRRE A 3 ERERS HITE & The boat
floated into the cave?D 1 9 | Z35 RIAZ IR L, 4%
RE L BENDEH AR IHMENER DD, £
AGMOHEE/RSFEFIEL LT, 20 & 9 7edkhE
e LIERME DS GEEIED I X~ v F) 2
BhEA A AN DS TR &L B WSRO TRIZE S,
BRI S TRl L, JEeks I 2
B DG EITIIRR S ND D, WIRFE S
722 & &R, IRIZ, Folliand Harley (2019 1])
OREEGRN OFEZFIH LIz BEiigEoE 2
ZERH UL IR I, FEEts S 2 2 D
—ERZE T & O IHEENEET D LIRE L.
Merchant (2013 [2]) OFREHIIRE—TESIFEO T,
el Rl ORI (L HHE) 225 ERD
DEFAREIE DI TR 2R 5 B AR T
&5 LR LD, ARG L LT, It
ST LRSI A, FEReEtstEE 22 D
—HICE E RS BAHET D 2 L AT,
[1]“A Head Movement Approach to Talmy’s
Typology” [2] “Voice and Ellipsis”
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Al MR (RHERS)

SRR 24 FVHDMEN RS DP 5
FEDEREEAL
(Language Change to a DP language in the
History of English: Implications from
Discontinuous NPs)
s (FUROF)

AHEF IR, FREDOLIIT 7 A S 2 i3
ARG~ DR D S CRIEL L
FEED NP S587° D DP S~ DS i bl
W2 RE 2l 2,

TR DIV ~ DR )8
DP Eifi& NP SRECHRRD LWV ORI D5
(Boskovié (2014 et. seq[1]), Oda (2021[2]))., HHerE
TIXENBITER T HFHI1BIE SN TND
(Traugott (1972[3]), Yamamoto (1989[4])72 &), 4G
ATHIFZEmR - =1 —/ N AFHA) D FAAFIE D5y
BEDRFED /35— 23 13 HEFCRAITPELARR 38R
SHUT e E L O HE L HEEC R
ESITND Z Lnb iS00I Z DR
M oTebEZBND Z L ERT,

F7-. EGi an ‘one'l X 13 HAATHEEIE a H3@EH]
b U722 & CARE RIS~ ORIE A A, Fiman]
se ‘that’ 2> 550k L7z be 7% 1400 HERIHEICER
A& LTHL LT &V D FEIC RS L, 353
XNP SN LT-DIE, NERFIDERS & hh
72 1200 FELIRETE 72 & F3RT 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. D FERRIEMEZ
DT
FAR—R8 (HAKRT)
BREFEOINH BN IR A E R & BIESy
FAEMSUCEY . BT AR, FO—HT
T A VIRPEEROSGEICIRY | ET S
LI HBESCHAVEIZ[RE X503, to NERm
ST & DR EhE X MR A £,
Bolinger (1974) [1/ED A TIIZEIX Z Dto AN iE T



FSCI I that i & [RIBOERZERFO LT 575,

Z O HTEBolinger (1977) [210 1 & EHED
R OXPEEAROIFRI] IR D,
AHFFEClto N E R L & that HiOFELINE A
BREL, =1— SARSFREEE A FV Tlo N
M Hthat i CIN SN D TETIHE Lo0d %
ZEEIFGET D, S DI OIBUIRASHES
AT 5 Z LI D03, BT 5B A
L7cRkoT (2023) B10atraH L, FRtosy
HrowitEz 15,
[1]“Concept and Percept: Two Infinitive
Constructions and Their Vicissitude.” World Papers
in Phonetics Festschrift for Dr: Onishi’s Kiju, pp. 65-
91. [2] Meaning and Form.[3] & &) [Urfl
REIZISIT B SUEM - TRV ] pp. 229-241.
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Fas #3L & [FIRpHEDREL
B RRE— (LTSRS GREED))
AFEF Ieiar as 2 Te FREHOMSIIEA L
T IRIRRIE ) DR A TN TR 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)
FISL()D Tas AIERL) (X, [FEREHHSHEH ]
ORI K 91T, KB GRERIBEERD L~
ISR O LRI E LT RO L
ALVTIIERORR L LT TV D, Hib,
ZODFEREE [—HEZHTND | Bl AT D1
XLERT,

BFISLQR)D Tas thEA ) 13, [SFREH{ SFRE[ 5]
DORD & 512, GO s T
OREOMEEGRE —oD = M & LTRER
Tg, Wb, ZooFEz e AT
CCUN s AT e s B

MESC L L COEREKH (as) ADJ as NP—F]
LB B ORESHIZER L T—

(The Simile Expression (as) ADJ as NP as a
Construction: A Case of Constructionalization)
EAHRE (BT TR RR)

FEEIHT Das ADJ as NPZBUI—f%IZJohn
is as old as Bill. (27 (2005:568))D & 9 2[5
AL LTHBIVTO D, —T7, [.. ]thechild
was as light as a feather [. . .] (COCA 2003 FIC)®D X
DN, LA B DB A g™ 2 &8
D%, ZORBNTT &S 2 BOPNIRA TIHERIZ
NSNS T EERT

Kay QOI3[IDITHEFED L o e KBITEH 2 5

ERED/NZ— ] ThORECTIIRWE £
BT 5, ThAEBEZ D & EROERITIFSE
PSS 2 750 LTI AR LD B 2
bd, Lol SeATHIE CIIEMEREL & [R5
HORHE SCORBERA MR ST D, [EIREHL
X 2DRELENZ DDTED D,

AFEFR TR LA ST~ & B S~
3t (Traugottand Trousdale (2013[2])) 24U 7=
LD Z L AR, EMWESUINLORSCTH
5 EERT %, Fio. EMIESUIHIZ BN
WL e UTHHET B720 T, B 2l
ELTAECE LTOIEET D 2 & &2 T,

[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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[ BAGE L FREICRT D3R (R OfEA

DREUZDONT
Els W (BB

RIFRD & 5 F5E & HAGED /N OO
BT, BAFEOGHLAEEX YT 4 (H LU,
FH7E. KO B OHERFIEDEN
ZOXT HIGFERBL IR S W5
WD, LLFOEIOBSG N ) 1IXEERL
T SNIREETH D20, FET TN IS
HEESNTERIDN B ~DH D TH D & Hedm
LTCW5, 2078, AAGETIIRHWEE XY
T4 THLW PMERHIITHDH, T 5
JEETIZZ OB FRH ST Ny,



() [EETEEID BEEA~OHEMDL Luy,
[ 2 VHEEIE ORI (1]
"Do you think you can hold it?" They were
asking Harumi.
(The Miracles of the Namiya General Store)[2]
AFEFTIL, XFRD I D AAGE & 955D/ N
DR 2T, FHUEOHEED BEROAEY LI
FDVEL D 2 & afRf L, B E5ET L Wih
AMOBLRN G, ZORENOEIR & LT, Yk
FEDBAMTEE D FAMER N A~FUET D AW
DRI D &) FREfE (et B (20113])
DFERNEE L TNDZ L2 TET D,
MHEIFEL [ I YHEEEOFE] . [2]The
Miracles of the Namiya General Store.Sam
Bett(Trans). [3] [HAGE & @81k - =AM [O
DO UEKGRRIEDS T & ]

[BAERLD 2 DDRRZFNZONT HRFHED
B2 g N
(Two Paths of Access to Body Parts: Insights from
Possessive Passives in Japanese)

R — GRS
RANAE REUEERE)

AAGEIZIE (D - Q) LI, Whww s [Ff
HEDZE | BMHET D Z LR ST D,
() Fa3 {lo/ o) EER LI, EEITRL

DEEE N R
() BN (1200} FHtEROT, (7

P IFADFHIE & U S RO
COMEOZH AT, Gl d 2 REB O
BUNTHNLT D) EHELE L e DO D
PEZFROLDTH Y | ZH CEKIZBT DAL
ESITIZ OV TEEDNER S 7TV R
TH D,

AHFR TR ATRHE TR E T T FOROE
DEWNTERT 5 Z & T AL (Bhld
THIAY) E () BEITIT S active
zone (Langacker 1984) &\ HHiEx &, EZ )
TG OB R L NI HZ D (D724
Eh) 2 WY BMHET D Z L EMBNTT D,
ZOE DA ST OMETE 2, [RITRI R
U] SRR, SERD S AT LA %
SN DERIC B EHER LD TH S,

HAE (11 H 24 HAAD

Al — b B OHSYERY)

[ BIFAIHB) X %3 Sfirst thing in the morning
(ZRER S HEHOFHEIZ OV T
PaRE (RIGKT)
JEREIL, —EDBREL T CICRICRIRIRY# =
TP DA RNV ER TE 5, AFERTIL T
call you first thing in the moming. {2317} S first
thing in the morming & AU 2 RKEUFE
H L. Haai - BRARHEEEE D, REDR
B, the/my’g EORBIAFNCI Z &I~
AJHECd HDITHF LT, We talked the entire
night Tl thel AT %, ZHBHDES
B NDFER 222 ORiTE R & AiTE R O BB
DR CTX DA ST TREEE 2.5,
Rothstein (1995)D53# & [FIfIZ, first thing in
the morning| IZEDPDAMFINIE % HH D Z &
ZFokT D, [1]°Adverbial Quantification over
Events,” Natural Language Semantics 3, 1-31.

[FEFFT 1T B AT INEE DA BT DN T

(Adjunct Ellipsis in English)
ITE—E ROUREERTY)

AL, FER BT DB AR I 2ES
IEAOMEE Z B HNCT 5 2 & & BT, FHT
AAGE & D280 U, SB35 25
DHFGAHBIT D fE R - sEHFR 72 0T &
TR 2, (PIENTES, B CHIERCTE 20
L3 2 5T 7-(Oku 1998; Funakoshi 2016),
Lo L, 2 ORREI 63 2 R 7 i
JEBR ST D, AHIIERIDHIBRIFEFIBR & ol
T2 & mTHIIRS R D Z LI TH
L3, EIEMBIKIFTRETH L FRS T
%(Oku 2016; Tanabe and Kobayashi 2024), 55
DRIEE % LT IIENIHAR TG CE 2u
WO REITKT L, WL O DR %
N QN 250 Nl ¢ B ) e = g RS N/ A
RECTH Y | HIEOEE L SIIEEHFRAI7L RN
SND T & TR D, AWEDEmANE LT
AUEL AHnE & AR T 2B ECH D
Adjunct Ellipsis %3 #T (Collins 2015; Oku 2016;
Tanabe and Kobayashi 2024)% 3592 Z &1272
Do
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dla ilEdeE  (BHRT)

MARRR PTREMEI 255 < S fRIRODIRTE &L BB

DAl
RAIESE Gl ERFRA0)

AFEFE TR, HRBAROERRIZ D 2 B Th
5 [7=AX] OEREHES L, FERIYRRD
12L& LT, Bl L/ZEROREH L LBl
TR OREH LB ARARETH D &V D
FH, TROBEMERG L R SR & 5
Z.%, Narita 2011)DFFFRFTREMEIZEE S 7 =
A ADEFAYRIR L ERICRED A Ty
WHIEDIIA V=T = A ATk SN, &5
IRDMGEEEA ST D T LA ATREL 72D &
TR D, £z, SRR OHEHBES S
FERRIL, SRR T, ()xbisd bR
e O—EdMEREA SN Z &L (iVER
DFFEFOLEA~OBENT & 0 TEALE A TH A
P Z LKV IRGES D & FET D, FT-,
LU EDHTITHEEIRAEIZISUNT 7 = A AR
OBV A GE L72V S, ZAUTTERMER
DJFPRA R TR 723 & D T TRy v N
FAFME (&> THELL BRSBTS
MIRNT & ammT,
Narita, Hiroki (2011) Phasing in Full Interpretation,
Doctoral dissertation, Harvard University.

Noun-after-Noun FRERDEEHAIFEE |
(The Historical Development of the Noun-afier-
Noun Expression)

RS (BT RRTFRTED

AFEFTIL, day after day DX DT, [F—4
FAE2SHITERA after ORTZICHIALS Noun-after-
Noun FHI(LL T, N-after-N) O $1 A5 R
Zhz 5 LA ENET D, BRGEEIZRIT D
N-after-N (IFIEDERZZ L, Yi%O45a)IE
AL GO IR HEIRAZ IR 5503, 2D &
9 72 N-after-N OFERHED JEGEEIZ I8 TN
UTeRE A | RS 20— "2 2 ORI L
B 5295, % LT, Jackendoff(1997[1]) D&
ZT % =HPS R T A B L, N-after-N
OffiaE & EMRITMN. L T B L CE 2 & F8E
T%, BARIIE, 18 #HHdZ N-after-N 231 7

A A MEZZT T2 Z BT LY | AGin) DRt it
TED NS, T OFREIZ EIRAIHIBR DR 5
ND RN T E1RET D,

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

HINE (11 H24 B4

EEEE GN I EREETINGS)

IRZHA L off A 5 FIBFHESCOEIR & I

FAME]
BHE O METNERERY: GERED)

RN 72 B A 2 BhEA 2 RIS AR
HHREOS O O % TRk $5 2 &
ZRTV +of MBSO, TR (1)),

M) (1b)). TBRZE (lc)) 72 Shkx ZEkic
iR 2,

(1) a Trump {shrugged off/ *shrug} the

idea. .. (US 2019)
b....he has {swom off/ *sworn}
cigarettes. .. (NZ 2018)
c...heneeded arest to {sleep off/
*sleep} the alcohol... (IE2014)
(NOW [1])

FEEROBEFHIO A TILEFEFEHCTE 20 of %
P ATEIFAZEU IAPEMED E < . wipe out
[idea], strip out [alcohol] £\ ~>T= 15577) %A
I BREZTRT Vtow L E LT UITHRAY7:
BWRE T, E7o. round off [victory] (BFI%
RTEDT D), reeloff fwin] GEFST2) L o
7z TR ZERL, ELSAVD
AUD HElr g L VEJBIRREREL S | fgrind/
dig/scratch} out [victory] 72 £, 155771 %9 B
F 23TV + out FIBIRIREST & OFFWEIZ K>
THELEEZZLND,

[1]NOW Corpus

[EIE out 2>DHETER] out ~DIGEIEHRET 1
TR REREDSUEIRA~OBBET T & 721
5 5 E | (The Process of Grammatical



Extension from the Adverb out to the Preposition
out: a Case in Which Antonyms can Motivate
Grammatical Extension)
R GRS

il out 1%, outNP NP %1 V) #&1F Toh~
DEIROFTER & U THEIET D 2 &3 %, 72
72U, ZOHWFEET go/comeoutthedoor O the
door =<2, look out the window @ the window D J
2 7oA - iR A 29T NP (SR L
<ERHITHD, LinL, £H% S, outof NP
DEEAFET DI bbb ARIFRIRT
HHITTD out 12, REZD XD RAFHE
FEDIRE L2 U B22NOh, 22T, A
HFETIEL, #AR (1985[1)) @*%BM%EL\ 2
& out | &, TOMCERE in |2 & 258V BT
l KoTOBILRELT-, Laml b, £72. &5

B X DIEREE OD*EUE'EJM b, B B
5 LEART, F LT, 22T outfin DFELL
BEFRIE. J&AQ2020[2) IZ L~ THEREn= N

AR THIEATREIL) &) TE C-Fr< B
1’;1’<J (the same-except relation) DN, [xFHE |
(contrast) (Zi%¥4 35, LT 5, £D LT,
out/in [FI-EOFELIMEZ X BB L35,
[1] #A%E TRTERIE LTO out (1)Q2)) [H55E
#5 ] [2] Jackendoff, R., and Audring, J. The Texture
of the Lexicon: Relational Morphology and the
Parallel Architecture.
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FREETRIRERHL so LIBEHIORRERIE L Bk
— e E DR E~DRR— |
(The Syntax and Semantics of the Degree
Intensifier So and its Dependent Degree Clause:
Implications for Syntactic Hierarchy)

AL (FIRERE)

AFERTIL, FEHFHRIL so & that Hi (UL
T, FREEED) oGRS (7] : Mary wasso tired
thatshe fell asleepinthecar.) Z&%2 L, Y%t
A S ERENK & TR A BRSO T THAL TS
Z &ML D, FATHIETIL, so IE LF B#EhC
Ko CHiEE CEAIRA BRY | RERSEIR A 5

FREERT B AMEIZ Lo CHifE O EF & LT
HFE D LEERSILTWD (B : Guéron and May
(1984[1]), Rochemont and Culicover (1997[2])) .
Difgma B E 2, AFEETILL so LFEEERiDIL
FECHEE JENFR A C B AR U, FREEH Tmis
BERARR (R, FREEEINC so AN D RREE
D EDSRZIEASNTHEE SIVDFIRIN) 21
O T ERBHICER U D, £ LT, RRioEE
% e FERICERA 9 5 72 %, Bhatt and Pancheva
(2004)[3] D AR BLD 5347 % so & FRFEED
EREISH LTt a2 %, Fio. K
FERORRIT, THNS D REROWERALD
B ) =ER2009)4]) b b EERSND Z
LAY,
[1] “Extraposition and Logical Form” [2] “Deriving
Dependent Right Adjuncts in E” [3]*“Late Merger of
Degree Clauses” [4] [EELFLMEFOI— b
777 4]

M E RS TS5 - @J?‘Jﬁ?ﬁ"ért&{
HRREO—BaBfE L T DIE5EF ACD L B#E
# X 47 #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”)

rGIREL GUABEESER)

PREENEA IS (VPE) DA TG ER LD
BEL IR DHELD—DI, MR E T D VP 33
JBHEEZ I TE DIEATR] VP, IZEEND
antecedent-contained deletion ## 3L (ACD): Polly
[vpa visited every city that ERIK did [ves visit]]7 &
%o ACD 3 TBRIYIEBURHIBEIOR R 2 %
/R L7Z LF DSERIEIRE I~ D AN/ %) &
T2 ILF i) Oilo—oL BeshTE
72o LE G T COTER9& ACD 73t d—>
(2 Heim(1997[1))23& % 723, Heim #ii°% DIEIE
IR LT, LF FoR0%IH - RO ER
DRI AR D Jacobson(2019[2], etc) M
A - RRERAN I > D ORLHIZ BB L T D,
AFEFDHWNL, TLF i) ZAEFRF L. Jacobson
MHOREHNTIEZ BILD ACD T &t~ d %
& ThHD, VP S ML LTk &3t
¥\ VPE JefTEidfba DEYBRiH) —
METDRELEZHH DD, EDOHIZ, VP &



2580095 JiA COTREEETT O,

[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.



(VAT T L)

A= (11 A23 AF%)
KABRERIS AR T L

A (B F) OSEEZEL)

CIES I o M ON BT =)

BUE, SFEATZOERE &bz, £ O
ZE058F « NIV S H. N ENOITEE
MZEDIFEA DT O VEHRR A FF 72 & &
FECHEFUL S CTOB BRI B D, Lo L7ehd
5., HFEAOBERL, (HEFME D eE B 1G
BRIEZ I HATWD, £z, 4 H, BRoSE
72T GRS U\ OGRS ZE T —~ [Tk
LC, BHET 25y BF Gl - a2 X0
TR D i it A RS 9 E T
EEoTN5,

KRV AL, TA (B ) OFEEE
o) RO T—=I2, SREFONINERTD
T, Bx R ORINFIZ, ENENORS
B LT DRREAZRME L TH DU, A
DHFRRBR AT Z L2 BNET 5, £
LT, SFEFD & 572 DR ATREMECth Y B~
DISHTTREME, & SITITESBR AT X 558
AIRIFZE D BRFR R OWEE D AT HEM: 2 2 F I i
T BEEEL L2,

SFERIEETHRERLY 5 50
— ANBEIARMEOfFIRZ B L C—|
Al PEILHER] (BEERRAR YA EEIR)
R=vUR K- FuTT L (FFEEIITON
TG & BhErEHE (BRI = <
2 == g ATHOWTOERR) Offi &l E
ZCBFE LTOERBALIE ) HH&Ene
WH ZEEWmL, FInb, TA (B M) 058
BRI ITOWTELET S, @, TA (b
R OEEEBLINIOWTEASI ETDH L,
EHLTH [ AHM (personal)] 72 L~LT
DG L7 DR, L, FhudEd
DR CTH S, ZIVEGERREZRI-E & LT
ez, DL THIEN im s L CRI~ED D
7=Dl2F, —REEID DXL I THH-TH, =iE
O TR (sub-personal) | 72 L~y DF D |
FEIIRER, M2 BEIMICFHRE T 50
HIS AT I (DY 2—/V) I B RS TR
TR (FEERIT OV C ORI,
B L OFEEHRERIZ W CORSEM PR 255

U B CORG LI T B,

MU NiSA] BIFEZRDH?

—BODOEAAHE 2 2B RS T—]
AT R A& (IR

AFELRORPETIE, FER 2O TN D,
~A NABE =TT RN o o A
SraDOAERMEINBI T 20580 & LT,
HRoAERR - FEHRRA TR 5,
FiR (2023a [1],2023b 2DIC LD & EOIEE
FEICEHLSND [T 7 —F v Lefifk) T
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“Understanding and Extending the Miracle
Creed Framework”(E)

T2 Asako Uchibori (The University of Tokyo)

##AM T Daniel Seely (Eastern Michigan

University)

A#AT  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 CL.” 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 turn,
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 a number of important advantages, including



that it derives the PIC and, in fact, derives the Duality
of Semantics, such duality following as a
desideratum, while maintain the 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 tumn, present research
materials, and Uchibori make relevant comments on
them wherever necessary.

C= (11 A 23 A41%)

[ EBREEFIRRDESHR 2o THRL bbb
LW EFEaI o= —y g UDEERT
Ta—F

Al FEAEE (HAKRS)
mng:l 2= =g DA = XA%—_’EDEJ

%ﬁpﬁé%ﬁaﬁ HORATR AR L, &

GRH TR A GRS D & & bis, Fx OFEER
%’:&%‘fm[ L. BEER OO FEEREEHm~D 2 E| 2 ]
(EE R

&*%fod]}q: l:lJl ;8 .LT l:luljﬁ/it

b (HAGEZ B 0EE TR j'%)j:Elﬂ_‘n‘D N

X (EHEE (B 5/6 5 9) | Kl (5L/42)
ZEtel), AR RIRET D, FRTHEITD
l/\f . EnaPifiE - FEHOITENISSER (BT A

V) L REEORETRHE IR S IR H 2 V5,

FIAENZED AR X L C, FERSI
FNNE, mAE, A BEAANRY N T NEH
B, EANEOIE L U TR AU,
HERHIABENMERE BT 5, Sbi, %
BROFET 2 B ONTHEROFEIRI AR AT R 72 B3R
HAY L - HEADED FIZOW i Do

NMRITET VRS L L C DB FRRTHER]
sl REAES (HAXRT)

AMFFE LI REEEMAD A 7 = X K%
MR SREFAIINCELEZET D, 3 NDREEDBED
it (DHEROT- D O SR SREI) FE R
B, QEEE DEENBHEDEE £/ 1TBED
BEEROUNTIUTESI 5 020D 2 TR THEYE L 7=,
EEOWE S7RITPE S TR DOFARE
WICRATFHEEZ L, A ZTA TRy
cU—7 RERRREIR v T — 7 & DR

connectivity 27307 L 7= de, S EHE EORER
(DGR DI, WF y U= RICHE
72IKISH connectivity 23R BT, AMFFET
I%. 2 connectivity % [HIEEFEEEHARIZI51T
DR OB &R U | SaiAHEE RO
i, TR DL A FHEIC L7 mdEnmm
fi@@fﬁf e < BRI T A T RIE
TIEEETHH Z L TET A,

TEEHANRY b T MER L EEIFGEE OIUR
Vs CI A BRI F DE N & SE58 A
Al EIR (BRI iR e
WFERT)
PRFGEIED—FECTH D HAANRY F T A
Jit (autism spectrum disorder, ASD) 1%, S7f -
FIRIREEOOHT LML, SREORE R
N—B L CTERIEE (typical developed, TD)
LRI D, AFEERTIE, N ASD HORIZ
EE U 7= & BlgalpE H & B A Reat U 7 SEBRaE
FeET D, SUIRE SCRMZERIZ 2~ 7
%néi%fmﬂ“ bf%kwjuj%%ﬁnjéé’@fé uﬁﬂ:
FRIEBROFER, ASD #i TD & L v bk
M3y FEABEIMKS | FRERI 2SR Cofs
Bla [ SEAEEE S & o Te, — 5T, UMK
R AREEE TR THa) Ol & Z23EE S
W5HIERDIE, 25D ASD #7238 TD # L [A]
RSB OFEFRI 72 FRk A Fr > Tnvd 2
EOVRB SN2, ASD #F & TD HOKBIRIE
i+ BEEOMHA OTEBEN & 2 HAE T 5D,
FRFSEIENFZE OB & HIR S LAabE /e
% % D, AL @F%i FRROMGI I
SrEfEH A SRR E TR L
?%LZ) 0)75\&1011 VC?I?E.?L%E< EZDHVERDH D
BT D,

(BB RIF 31T B Fa e R oD STARSRAS:

\ZBEd B ESRERILEER
R ERASE (PR
AN SERRROEER Ny 7 D—D

fa%réT (fﬁi;% ) HEICT SR
FEHNCBE U CSRBRmIN S U7, #5
DEHRB B —DDF Rl 2 18- 5 DI -
ZE[0 72 BRI DI R & 72 D08, 2D
o A FFBIITTERMER DV | SREICE ST
Hi0 % LRRETE %, FHRIT, Peetersetal. (2014)

<> Rubio-Fernandez (2022) OHFFE CHRalZEH



2% THEF ORI L TERENDD 2
ENFRIGES ATz, ABFETIE, LLEDAISE
ZHEIT LT ERBIE IR &~
BTHH A m LRGN 2 i 2170
e, ZAUT XD AIRAISORE & D X 5 ITHEIR
LFERai & PEH LT 5 202 FERERVIZ B B )
(T L7z, 4 F CHERES AU TRV RA 72501RS:
THRRIREFEEIMATA LV T A o Fhp e Tl
L7,

[1] Peeters, David, Zeynep Azar, and Asli Ozyiirek.
2014. “The interplay between joint attention,
physical proximity, and pointing gesture in
demonstrative choice.” Proceedings of the Annual
Meeting of the Cognitive Science Society 36: 1144—
1149.

[2] Rubio-Fernandez, Paula. (2022) “Demonstrative
systems: From linguistic typology to social
cognition.” Cognitive Psychology 139: 101519.

MR EEFAOEMRIZIS T 5 S &E|)
i T Qe 2 I G N = Iy Ne2d)
B 58 & & AT SCROESIR s\ T K
IS KOV R BRSO B G- L T
DR LTz, Web fASIZ - T 229 4D
BAE(EAR 1 AFA= 85 Z(LehE 42 40), il 2 A-/E
77 % (M40 £), AR 3 A 67 4 (e 30
LYPFEISIN LT, —ANDO NS T 5
SCEAEAERC L, [BTF5) (8 BDoTFnsY
MZHDEEIE ) E TH 551 () Y
"D T F BB DEAIE Y)WV H %5
Bhai a2 O SCOEBLATREME A HIT L CH &
STy TN NHE CRREC, 22k
DR U2 DA, MORE) N /[RETH
D03, BIOZER N DLGEIIRFTRE TH 5 &7
Fe LT AT ZAT o 1RGSR, BASERCH A
FOSHEFREECHIE S D R E, B AGER
FERITHA U R CHIE S0 2 SR LR
S UC L R G EhER OB L B 2
W oTe, — T, AR M T IR
PEAES 9, $2 5B OEE & BE LT
7o ZOZ EDG, FLEBUSORIRIIHEE O3k
BAEZH 0 | AR 2SN Z O )L
& U C, Bk 72 S iaii C b D Gl OB
B DHEND T EDTNERI T,

(Fa 2T vvay . EBREERROTIA v

LR, BERATER L)
T A ATy EHEN (BoEKE)

AND TE#H 14T bd, ZORbES
LY D5 WA ODRNT — X HVER
it ERRIIN TR o T a2 &0,
72 b TER OFRNCH DB E ZHEZ
DT DWW — TIER HIBFRICEIE S 5%
ZTFEESTNWEAL S,

D2 Z DS, £ D FE FHERRV)THEDTR A
LB, EEFRHT, TDX o757 —2iL. Fh
HARDER A EEANITZO RN Z 3% L,
VR E L L35, S5, T (AR
PEDEERUNTE B3 I HOEERIZHES<
MBI L HBERI e SMEE S D,
ZDE N U THLNIMERIL, B> T, Hn
DV T ERRES HEELMELE H72 5,

FERITAECRT D7 A > L AERL, EG
Wi &R 8 < o T, REIHEEBMROHER,
FeBhERIDPE & BYiE, FEAREHEIN D SUIRGA:,
B BEA OB & ILRAE, (ZBET 5 4 SOt
Zil L CRATL D8RG L2y,

D= (11 A 23 B44%)

[SFEEENRT A—F  Z LD Y

ZINBEENT=DN? ]
Al RUGERE (AAKRS)

SREOEEIE & ZARET, SEEFIE) S
REGUBOKRIR LS 25, v NFEFRLATOAR
AT, SHEOFHE L ZUTHIET 537 X
— 2 Z T, 20 2 SOBHRE B LR e
DR EDITTE T, LNLRRD, MvNEER
DR & FET, K0 HIFRAZEE S MBTE &
Al 73T A= DIFAED FI-m ORI e > T
AV

BHZ, SR bE RS LT DMFE TR, S35
DT A — L BENE A G Z T
PR & U TRRRE I, ZO%x 7230E2 b
NG A—ZIZE OB SITE T, L LD
O, I, KB L LT RT A — 2 R
(Roberts 2019[1]), 5 3 BLXITIFAE S H 57
(Gelderen 2022[2)), = #EMEFHRFOD parsing 2 Hif.
B {E(Lightfoot 2020[3]) & AMER Sh., BHF
HEOREEEZ 2 LTV 5,

AR RT T T, 23T A—F DFAEICD
WA O RFRZFFO A/ ORI LV | 264



BT D

[1] Parameter Hierarchies & Universal Grammar,
CUP. [2] Third Factors in Language Variation and
Change, CUP. [3] Born to Parse, MIT Press.

[BRDMNTZ UG IZH1T B /3T A —& DFERL: &7
TRE—NREBE—EHBENERELZ D> TY
AN MREE (BRI

UG O— I A T A —H DS EAAEI
TV DOTD NFEENT A—Z DT Fa—
F) LR | WNEFR CIISEROLR LA
tiE UG TIRE S QW OSSN S
S D DV BRI K-> TABET D &
EZ2 5 TWD (Roberts (2019[1]), Lightfoot
(2020[2]), Gelderen (2022[31), & 7= HEFEOIFY
MU ZBT L HDHRENCE < OfENE
L CELT DT T AX—ZEPNRBD LD
ERIRHZ, —EBOBREE Tl RS L,
fEg e L TH—OFENT/RT A—H 285N
ECTWH BB IS,

AFEF T, BIED THZ UG Blod
& THGGER/RT A—Z ORISR ED L H 1
WESINDDONEwm LD L & bIT, FEERIZE
FDEND T T AR —hR L H—FiEN/ T
A—HRERNED L DIHE LT EELR
T5, HERAIMSHA & L CHEM(2024[4]) THESE
SNTCNWD MR T A —5 | ZRE L,
FERERAIREIH] DB DARIC X - THERESFIPNES
TEREENELD A D=L EHLNZL
7=,

[1] Parameter Hierarchies and Universal
Grammar, Oxford UP. [2] Born to Parse, MIT Press.
[3] Third Factors in Language Variation and Change,
Cambridge UP. [4] [HSEOEHEEDOZEL) [HRL
SOk &SRR ] BRbRAL

wh BB T 2 —& DfEZLE Q /INFEDIT

okl
A NIDFRE CGRAERT)

HAGEIZ DWW T, REFRFRICIIFEELZ
wh DB RGBS, WO E TITIHAL
727NZ B89 % Watanabe (2002) & Tkawa (1998)7D
FAEORNIN B 5,

AFEFRTIL, ZO\ERFATEIZONWT, 27
137 A —H iR & SO bR (Roberts
2019[4], Roberts and Roussou 2003[5]) D&ELHEA>
B, WD 3 JEFETD,

(1) Q/INEE T IISTEIIT K 0 | BERE&IE Focus
5 Foree |2 EBAHT STz,

@ 23 23 Focus THorRRizi, )
DOFFEEEE) (Hagstrom 1998[2]) &, Wh & [
%5yt FocusP /e 7l Cable 2010[1]) 743
EE TR, 1Dy ANIFHFRIZ Force[+wh]
\SOHME L= Z & W ThoBE b 22101l
KLz,

(3) Q /NEEDHBLE wh R)DAE ST REENOFENE
% P72 Cheng (1991[2])® Clause Typing
Hypothesis {25192 Bruening (2007)D S,
Q /INEEDSLFA L2 FocusP D2 58N 2B R8I
ANTWRW TN 8 5o

[1] The Grammar of Q: Q-Particles, Wh-Movement,
and Pied-Piping, Oxford, [2] On the Tjpology of
WH-Questions, Ph.D., MIT.  [3] Decomposing
Questions, Ph.D., MIT. [4] Parameter
Hierarchies & Universal Grammar, Oxford, [5]
Syntactic Change, Cambridge.

[T A —Z PGS S RO U LELDBR

235
AN PRUGERE (HAKRS)

SHED ST E 2B AEENT=DN,
Lightfoot (2017[1])i%. “All grammatical variation
results from change.” &b~ S IR S
THLOTHDH LT D, ZIVETEDE{LDEER
ERDDOWPNRTA—=BToHHEEZEZLNTE
T3 A N O LU P EOBLR N DT
A—H DIHER LT HDIEREA TN D,

AFEERTIEL, 29 LIZBMRITK L, dtFEois
FFAIRFSE  (Lightfoot (2020[2]), Roberts (2021[3)),
Biberauer (2018[4]), Gelderen (2022[5])%F)Z H ¥
EF, 2oOREER R L, S0t ko
T ST TR 5T O

HARRIE, Bhaamesh, Bhshe, (OHEhE
DIFFEOBRFAZEIE B L, ARYS5EE L SMY
SREDIEE T U 2 AP Bl S (emergence) 73 E
DOERIAHET D Z L 2 FIRET 5, (RO
AR 72 20 i 2 T BV 2 4 ot 72 8T 72
IR ERBIIFED ATREME AR LTV,
[1]“Discovering new variable properties without
parameters,”’Linguistic Analysis 41(3-4), [2] Born to
Parse, MIT Press. [3] Diachronic Syntax, OUP.
[4] Pro-drop and emergent parameter
hierarchies,”Null Subjects in Generative Grammar,



OUP. [5] Third Factors in Language Variation and
Change. CUP.

ISMEIIC L 2 EFEDOSARIE L ML)
affl AR (RLIRRR)

AREETIE, I=<VU A OB RITEN, ?r
TR CHEEE S D G EEE LR CL S5E
DEARMEIEDIME L SN DBRTAEL D 2
& (Berwick and Chomsky (2011 [1])) . F7=
Longobardi (2001 [2]) 72 & OEHEFEEIZHE Y,
SR L D B LD T DI T2 7255
BAEBETDZ L& LD,

PEETIL, NV~ AR 7 5 0 258
ISR L AR~ L BN i~ L AZE:
SREAD NI THEEL L 7 o7, L LAY
RNZ LD, 15 ki B 7~ L GEREADMEME
L7z, ZOOSREIED OIS, FEIEDZE
b (OV 725 VO, EilFA & EiE, s JEi& & of &
¥, RMEFRR) SCARREHBZG I L
EWHGRAE IR L, FDEHY iff*ﬁuﬁﬁﬂé

ZOERIHESTIE, 2L OFGE - - &
HNT A— &Ti‘&bﬂf% 78GR % 4 (KR
D) SFEOEFRIEIC X DM EbDiE N E LT
W—9 % Z LN TE, SHESORE LR T
EHLEZRD,

[1] “The Biolinguistic Program: The Current State
of its Development” in Di Sciullo and Boeckx (eds.)
The Biolinguistic Enterprise, Oxford. [2] “Formal
Syntax, Diachronic Minimalism, and Etymology:
The History of French, Chez,” Linguistic Inquiry 32
@.




RrhIEEE)
Bk (11 H 24 BF%)

Al REEAAT (BAPEAS)

GHEEI DT DIZH DD ?  PIERTRE, R
fRPRE, 7 L CHEERROVE )
HH— GRS

HEVEAFZEDS 80 AR BRI DIE, H5E -
R = R =X A v A e S SR S I D)
115 - ST - AR - R LB
AL 70 DEEHITAFGERIRTE 6 Th D, FHV
5HTFELPERIIZE - LERIER - Fat o a o
T, FOEIFEEE & HIC, SRR
WCTENAAND & &P DA B XA TE
77

&V DU STEOBLE NG JAUZL, 18RO
St E Xz, oMM A B, TR 5%
A« BRI ZFER S5 Z & T, i EfisEcreal
I RIREfE - DOFE R T o 7=,

AGHEIEOIANNT T2 § 2 HEEI XD 7= DIz
HHDN OELRZH D, FOBEHIDI=0, H#
VERIFEODAE S 2R LoD, aEyng ] 2 g,
FEIE3 25851 « BRI O T, iR A D
EE RIEROBIEZPN T D, S HITHRE DR
T, HEOE AR 2. O [HSMLEL)
FT HEERRTE) | MBS L O AIERN
TR D NEIAERTE) | [FHEDE DR
TDHFEORE) ZH0 B, B Ofifkz53
20

s (11 H 24 BF%)

Al JNSAEE (HARFRE)

Mwis —FEARIERR L L COREETE—)
SERFFLERR (BHIRRE)

SCHAURFFEORR A, FEHRESAT e b
L SREN D OHEITIAS RIZIN TV A,
Bl 20 E, FEIRSCREFe 2 A T 2R a3 5
RIS = & DN STV D (Hansen
2018[1]), AFERTIL, L~ L AEEIZIRL [F]
FEIFRED SRR C & D YGRS iwis \CHEH L, %

DR ELET D, 7V~ REEDXISRE I,
Z OB ORI )b b AR &
URIFIHEDERS L QD03 5E iwis OIS
7RI B RIC Z EMFERDDIEAD
7, Shibasaki (in press [2]) & /720 & LT, iwis
DpfR & FROMR AR, BiH, TPREGE.
FREDHNDBERE L ICkHEV ERESND T
& DI TELHZE AR YD T ChD,

[11 “Cyclic Phenomena in the Evolution of
Pragmatic Markers” in Borderia and Lamas (eds.)
Beyond Grammaticalization and Discourse Markers,
Brill. [2] “A Little More Thought to the Decline of
iwis” in Imahayashi, Ogura and Nakao (eds.)
Linguistic and Stylistic Approaches to Speech,
Thought and Writing in English, Peter Lang.

HEE (11 H 24 %)

. B R GO

[EBHRANT A —F BE —SMEDBLRDD
—]
T (PR
R=<UR L FurT NNBT HGRER
WIFETIL, FRIRZHGERSM O, b bt
TEALOIEFE CIRET 5 LW I B HTDIAL
FANDHNTND, LasL, B4R
ET R AZONTIE, BT LH 5708
O—FHMNR LN TR, AHE T,
Dobashi (2024 [1]) THER STz HERIZEH
INT A= | OWEE TR LE DI AT
%o VERDEEH ST A—23H4) (XP) ND
FE EARBORIRIC S LD TER LS
T, JERFE AT A—21%, SMEL
OIFRIZICHEBRBEIR (7 =1 R728) N
DFFERER L, FERMOPREBIEBE L
FEHMOBMERSRIZ L L SEFE L
%, UGB, BAGE, T URE, NA VEREEH)
(2, FEARHZSREIER ED X D ITRES DD
TR, Fio, AREOIFEE LT, Final-
Over-Final Condition (Sheehan et al. (2017 [2]) 72
L DTN 23872 2.
[1] “Heads and Word Order” presented at the 15th
Workshop on Phonological Externalization. [2] The
Final-Over-Final Condition, MIT Press.



