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 SPEC-T*

Keywords A/ A' 

1. Chomsky (2000, 2001) 

Chomsky (2000, 2001) 

 Agree 

(1) [TP  T  [v*P  John  v* [VP  loves Mary ]]] 

John  T  T 

John  c  Agree 

 (1)  Agree (T, John)  T  EPP 

John  SPEC-T  T  EPP 

 (EPP) 

Chomsky (2001) 

 (INT, INT') 

 EPP 
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 wh  A'

 A

 Agree 1

 A  A

A'  2

 3 2

 4 = A' 5

2.

2.1

 (cf. Hale and Keyser 

(1993))  (T, v* )  Agree 

 A  SPEC-T 

 (existential 

presupposition)

(2) a. The King of France  visited the exhibition yesterday. 

   b. The exhibition was visited by the King of France  yesterday. 

(Sperber and Wilson (1995: 214) )

 the King of France Strawson 

(1964) (2b) (2a) 
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 (2b) 

Lambrecht 

(1994: 25) 

(3) A: Who won the race? 

   B: I won the race. 

A x.P(x)=

2 B I B

 x  (identify) 

x.P(x) 

cf. Kuroda (1965 [1979]), Stalnaker (1973)

(4) A man  is in the garden now. 
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(5)           [TP [S PE C X]  T [v P …]] 

     

     

      (i)     

        

      (ii) 

2.2  [R] Agree 

 (SPEC-T) 

 Agree  SPEC-T 

 Agree (T, DP) 

(referential) 3 DP 

 [R]  T  [R]  Agree  T 

EPP  SPEC-T 

(6) [TP   T   [v*P John  bought  a book  ]] 

     [R][EPP]     [R]        [R] 

T  Agree  (goal) 2

John  EPP John  SPEC-T 

(6)  (a book  Agree 

)
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 SPEC-T

 [R]

EPP 

SPEC-T 

wh  A'

ECM WCO

A/ A'

3

 Manzini (1998) 

(7)   * probe1  …  probe2  …  goal 

         [X]         [X]       [X] 

             Agree 

probe1  goal  [X]  Agree  [X] 

probe2  Agree  Chomsky (2001) 

 (phase)  goal  probe1 

 Agree  goal 

 (occurrence) 

(8)  probe1 … goali  … probe2 … t i ' '   …  t i '   …  t i

     [X]     [X]     [X]    [X]     [X]     [X] 

                      * 

goal  [X]  (8) 

(probe1, goali)  goal  ((goali , t i ' ') ,  (t i ' ' ,  t i ') ,  (t i ' ,  t i )) 
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 [X]  (8) 

(goali , t i ' ')   [X]  probe2 

Agree Manzini (1998) 

(9) OK: probe1 ...  probe2  .. .  goal 

      [X][Y]    [X]     [X][Y] 

                Agree 

 Agree 

 Manzini 

 wh  [Q]  wh  (= [Q] 

 C) 

(8), (9) 

(10)  Agree (probe, goal)  probe  goal  goal 

 (occurrence)  Agree 

 probe 

 LF 

 Miyagawa (2001)  [+Q] C  [Q] 

Miyagawa  [wh] 

 [R] Miyagawa 

 wh  DP 

 [+Q] C, T 

 [R]  probe wh  [Q] [R] 

2  C, T 

 Agree 
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3.

 2 

 1

 EPP 

 SPEC-T 

 A'

(11)  [Topic [Wh [(Focus) [Subject [Negation [Adverbial [VP]]]]]]] 

      A' A'    A'      A       A'       A'     (A) 

 A

 A'

SPEC-T =  A'

 A'  (11) 

4.

4.1

2

 DP  [R]  wh  [Q][R] 2

4
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(12) a. ?*What  do you wonder [whether John bought t]? 

    b.  What  do you wonder [whether to buy t]? 

 T 

 (cf. Chomsky (1986))

 (SPEC-T) 

 Chomsky (2001) -complete T  EPP 

 T Td e f  EPP 

5  [R]  SPEC-T  EPP 

 [R]  (12a, b)  LF 

(13) a. [C P what1 C [TP you T [v*P t1 ' ' '  …[CP t1 ' '  [CP whether C [TP John T [v*P t1 '  … t1]]]  6

     [Q][R]    [R] [Q][R]   [Q][R]         [Q]      [R] [Q][R] [Q][R] 

                                                    * 

   b. [C P what1 C [TP you T [v* P t1 ' ' '  …. [CP t1 ' '  [C P whether C [TP Td ef [v* P t1 '  … t1]]] 

            [Q][R]    [R]  [Q][R]    [Q][R]       [Q]        [Q][R]  [Q][R] 

2  [+Q] C  [Q]  [R] 

what1  [Q], [R] 2

2  (10)  Agree/Move 

 (13a) wh

 (v*P, CP)  SPEC  SPEC-C, 

SPEC-v*  (t1 ' ' ,  t1 ')   [Q]  C, [R] 

T  (13b) 

 Td ef  [R]  (t1 ' ' ,  t1 ')

 wh  wh 
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(14) a. *Why1 do you wonder [whether to buy the book t1]? 

    b. [C P why1 C [TP you T [v*P t1 ' '  … [C P t1 '  [C P whether C [TP Td ef [v* P t1  …]]] 

             [Q]          [Q]      [Q]          [Q]       [Q] 

                                                 *  

 wh  [R]  C 

 [Q] T  [R] 

[Q]  probe 

 (14b)  (14a) 

 DP  wh  (15a) 

 DP  (15b) 

(15) a.  Who  did you see [a picture of t]? 

    b. *Who  did [a picture of t] surprise Mary? 

A  (15) 

 (cf. Huang (1982), Manzini (1992))

A' A'

 (15b) 

7

(16) a. ??Which picture1 does John wonder [whether Bill saw t1]? 

    b. *Which picutre1 does John wonder [whether t1 will be on sale]? 

(12a)  wh  wh  wh 

 D-link  ((16a))  wh 
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 ((16b))  D-link 

 D-link  wh 

(referentiality) 

 D-link  [R]  D-link  [R'] 

 (16a) 

(16a)’ [CP which picture1 C ...  [CP t1 ' '  [CP whether C [TP Bill T [v* P t1 '  …. t1]]]] 

                   [Q][R]  [Q][R']        [Q]     [R]  [Q][R']  [Q][R'] 

                                           ?? 

 C which picture1  [Q][R] 2  Agree  (t1 ' ' ,  

t1 ')   [Q], [R]  probe 

 wh  [R]  D-link  T 

 [R]  wh  [R']  (t1 ' ' ,  t1 ')   LF 

 (16a) 

 D-link 

 D-link  wh 

 wh  wh 

 D-link  [R']

(16b)’  [TP which picture1  T  [v*P t1 be on sale ]] 

             [Q] [R']     [R] 

 wh  C  Agree  [Q] 

wh  D-link  (16b)’’ 

 [Q]  probe 
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(16b)’’  [C P which picture1  C …. [C P t1 '   [C P  whether  C  [TP t1  T …..]]] 

                         [Q]      [Q]               [Q]    [Q] 

                                                    * 

 A  A'  A' 

A'  A  A

(17) a. What1 do you wonder [how  to repair t1]? 

                         A'        OK 

    b. *John1 seems that it  was told t1 [that …. ]. 

                      A        * 

 A  A'  (cf. Rizzi 

(1990)) 

 wh  [Q][R] 2  [+Q] C 

 (17a)  A' wh

 ((13b) )  (17b) A  [R]  1 

Agree  [R]  probe 

(18) [TP John1 T  [v*P t1 ' ' '  … [CP t1 ' '  that [TP it  T-was [v*P t1 '  [VP  told t1 ….. ]]] 

           [R]    [R]      [R]          [R]     [R]       [R] 

                                      * 

 A  A  A

 A'  ((10)) 8

 A' 
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4.2

SPEC-T  DP SPEC-T 

(19) a. This book  has been frequently referred [to t]. 

    b. This bed  was slept [in t] by Napoleon.          (  et al. (1993:193)) 

DP

9  (19a)  [to t] refer

 (19b)  [in t(this bed)]

 Davison (1980)  (2009) 

 (peculiar passive) This bed 

 (19b) 

Davison (1980) 

(20) a. 

    b. 

    c. 

(19b) this bed

Shibatani (2006) 

(21) /  (active/passive opposition) 

 (patient)  
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Yes 

No      (Shibatani (2006  248)) 

Davison (1980), Shibatani (2006) (19b)

this bed DP

[R]  T this bed  [R]  Agree (T, 

this bed)  T  [R]  EPP this bed

SPEC-T 

(20) 

John Mary  (22a) 

(22b) Mary

(22) a. John got the job done with the help of Mary. 

    b. Mary helped John get the job done. 

X (21)  X 

 X  (21) 

 (20) 

 [R]  T  Agree 

( )

 (21) 
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 (21) 

 (20) 

5.

 (subject-prominent language) 

(Li and Thompson (1976: 484)) 

 [R] 

 3-4

(23)                           

a.  SPEC-T 

       10

   b.   1    

  c.  1    2 

   d.  

  e.  T 

 (23) 

(23e)  T  DP  Agree 
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(24)                                     

  a.   SPEC-T XP-

   b.  T [R]   EPP   EPP 

   c.               

(24a) ( )

 T  [R]  EPP 

 ((24b))  V-to-T 

 (cf. Otani and Whitman (1991))  Chomsky (1995) 

 T 

 (23a-d)  (23a)  (24a) 

 (24b)

 (24b) 

 T  T 

 (spatio-temporal 

argument)  T 

 T  Agree  (23c) 

 T  1  EPP  1 

 SPEC-T 
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112 2001 6 24

Chomsky (2007) 

 EPP 

Richards (2006), Miyagawa (2010) 

 2

1.  A  Martin (1999), 

Ormazabal (2000) 

2. who

3.  (referential)  Rizzi (1990: 86)  “referential index” 

 (definite)  (demonstrative) 

4.  Chomsky (2000, 2001) 

 “reflex”  Manzini and Roussou (2000) 

5. (12b) T  PRO 

-complete  Kobayashi 

(2003) T -defective PRO 

 Kobayashi (2003) 
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6.  (14)  C  [R]  wh 

Agree  C  [Q] [R] 

 (13a, b)  (i)  C  [Q][R] (ii)  C 

[Q] (12a, b) 

7. A' 

 (1998) 

8.  wh  [R]  [Q] 

(i) a. *Who1 t1 seems that it  was told t1 [that … ]? 

                                * 

 b.  [CP who1 C [TP t1 ' ' '  T [v*P t1 '  …[CP t1 ' '  that [TP it  T-was told t1 ….]]]] 

                       [R]  [R]     [R]       *[R]      [R]([Q]) 

 T who1  [R]  [R] 

 probe  T

9. (19) EPP  DP 

(i) *There/It  has been frequently referred to a book. 

TH/EX  (Chomsky (2001))

 “There has been a book  frequently referred to.” 

there, it  NP, 

CP  (Lasnik (1999))  (i)  a book 

10. DP  Tateishi 

(1994) 
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