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l.血troduttiom

Itiswell-kn0wnthatEnglishhasanellipsISPhenomenoncalled'N'-deletion",Whose

typicalexampleisshownin(1):

(1)[Andy'sknowledgeofgardeming]isuseful,but[Brian's【e]]isnot･

HeretheheadNknowle卸anditscomplementqfgaTtkniTqaredeletedandonlythegenitive

NPsurfaces･InJapanese,genitiveNPsalsoappearwithoutanOVert`N=,constituent･See

below:

(2)【Andy-nOgaademingu-nikanSurutisiki]-Wa yakunitatukedo

Andy-Gengardeming-Databoutknowledge-Topusefu1Jbut

【Brian-nO[e]]-Wayakunitatanai

Brian-Gen
-Topnot-uSefu1

"Andy'sknowledgeofgardeminglSuSefu1,butBrian'sisnot."

Lookingatthesur鮎esimilaritybetween(1)and(2),itappearStObenaturaltosupposethat

(2)is an example ofJapanese"N'-deletioh"and whatever theanalysis of
English

"N'-deletion"maybe,thephenomenonasseenin(2)canbeanalyzedinananalogousway･

Infact,SuChananalysisisgivenbySaitoandMurasugi(1990).Inthepresentnote,however,

IwillarguethatnodeletionisinvoIvedintheJapanese"N'-deletion"andthattheempty"N"'

POSitionin(2)isoccupiedbyanemptypronoun.Assupportingevidence,eXa血Ples舟om
theTbyamadialectofJapaneSeandOldJapanesewi11beprovided.ForthesakeoffairneSS,

itshouldbenotedthattheproposalthatJapaneSe"N'-deletion"isnotaresultofdeleting

●MygenuinegratitudegoestoJim臥angandNorikoImishi,Whogavehebfu1commentSand

SuggeStionsonanearlierdraftof血snote.Ⅰalsothankthefo1lowlngPeOPlefortheirjudgmentszmd
discussions:Ⅰ玉ro Kasai,Akiko TbrunumちTbrueNakato,and MotokiN画ima.Allremalmng
Shortcomingsare,Ofcourse,mine.
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POSt-genitiveconstituentshaspredecessors(e.g.Murasugi(1991),Kinsui(1995)).Ifwe

acceptthedeletionanalysisofEnglishHN,-deletion,"suchaproposalamountstosaylngthat

Japaneselacksthedeletion:Pheno甲PnOnthatE喝1ishhas･_L Themainaimofthisnoteisto

SuggeStthatthisdi飴rencemaybederived丘･Omtheoneinmoreabstractpropertiesofthose

languages‥Japaneselackssomeofthefunctionalcategoriesthat叩PearinEnglish.

2･SaitoandMurasugi(lタ90)

SaitoandMurasugi(1990)(henceforth,S&M)adopttheDPhypothesis(Abney(1987),

amongothers)andassumethat"N'-deletion"isadeletionofNP Underthisanalysis,the

underlyingrepresentationoftherelevantnOminalphrasein(2)islikethefo1lowing:

(3)【DPDO[NPBrian-nO[N,gaademingu-nikansurutisiki]]]

Brian-Gen gardening-Databout knowledge

"Brian'sknowledgeofgardeming"

Inthecourseofthederivat10n,thegenitiveDP肋-nOOPt10nallymovesoutoftheNpto

theSpecpositionoftheDP Theresultingrepresentationislike(4):

(4)[DPBrian-nOiDO[NPち【N･gaadeningu-mikanSurutisiki]]]]

IfNP-deletionappliestothisrepresentation,WeObtainthesurfaceformseenin(2).English

"N'-deletion"isalsoreanalyzedasNP-deletion,SOthattherelevantnominalphrasein(1)has

a
representationlike(5)at

some point ofthe derivation prior to the application of

NP_deletion:1

(5)[DPBriani[D,`s【NPii[N,knowledgeofgardening]]]

S&MprovidetwopleCeSOfsupportingevidencetotheiranalysis.First,thecontrast

between(6a)and(6b)canbeexplainedundertheiranalysis:

(6)a･*【Sonotoki-nOYimadasensei-e-nOizon]-Wa [Tar00-nO[e]]datta.

thattime-GenYimadaPro【-On-GenrelianCe-Top Taroo-Gen was

"TherelianCeOnProf｢ねmadaatthattimewasTar00,s"

1Itisassumedthatthemo)ementofgenitivcphrasesintoDPisobligatoryinEnglish,Whileitis

optioふinJapaneSe.~ThsisbecauseinEnglish,butnotinJapaneSe,thismov占mentisCaseJriven.
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b.【Gahbusei-nO SenSel-e-nO izon]-Wa yuruSeru ga,

undergraduate-Genteacher-On-GenrelianCe-Tbp can･tOleratethough

[insei-nO[e]]-Wa yuruSenai.

grad･Student-Gen-TbpcannOt-tOlerate

"Icantoleratetheundergraduates,relianCeOnthefaculty,butnotthegraduate

students,.,, (S&M:293)

BeforeNP-deletionapplies,thenominalphrasesinthesesentencesareassumedtohavethe

fo1lowlngStruCtureS:

(7)a.[｡PSonotoki-nO[NPYimadasensei-e-nOizon]](antecedentNPin(6a))

r[DPTaroo-nOi[NP石Yimadasensei-e-nOizon]](deletedNPin(6a))
b.･[DPG血buseii-nO[NPちSenSei-e-nOizon]](antecedentNPin(6b))

･【DPinseii-nO[NPちS占nsei-e-nOizon]](deletedNPin(6b))

ThepointisthatsonotokiOhattime)in(7a),W鮎chdoesnotreceiveatheta-rOle&omthe

headNizon(reliance),isbase-generatedinDRwhereastheothergenitiveDPssurfacingin

Spec,DPin(7)areaSSignedatheta-rOlebytheheadN,andassuchoriginateinNP

ComparingthetwoNPsin(7a),theyarenOtidenticalinastrictsense,becausethedeletedNR

unliketheanteCedentNIhontainsthetracele氏bytheDPmovement･Incorrtrast,thetwo

NPsin(7b)areidenticalinthisrespect.ThisisthereasonthedeletionofNpispossiblein

(7b),butnotin(7a).2

Thesecondpieceofsupportingevidenceisthattheproposedanalysiscandealwiththe

devianCeOfsentencesasin(8):

(8)a.*Saikin-Wa[hare-nO hi]-ga′【ame-nO[e]]yorimoooi･

recently-Topclear-GendayJNomrain-Gen than plentifu1

以Recently,therehavebeenmorecleardaysthanralnydays･"

b.*Putakire-nO hamu]-WayuuShoku-minaru ga,【hitokire-nO[e]]一Wa

two-Slices-Genham一Topsupper-tO make-upthoughone-Slice-Gen -Top

naranal.

not-make-up

"Twoslicesofhammakeupasupper;butonesliceofhamdoesnot･"(S&M:295)

2Thecontrastasseenin(6)isalsofoundinEnglishanditcanbeanalyzedinananalogousway:

(i)a.+ThatrelianCCOnfhendsisMary's

b.Jolm,srelianCe皿thefacultyismoreprdblematicthanMary's･
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(9)a.ame-nO hi

rain-Genday(cf*rain'sday)
b.hutakire-nO hamu

two-Slices-Genham(Cf*two-Sliceham)

UnlikeEnglish,Wherea4junctnominalmodiBersfailtobemarkedgenitive,Japaneseallows

genitivemarkernotoattachtoa4iunctmodi丘ers,aSSeenin(9)･.Thosea4junctgenitive

Phrases,howeveちdo notlicense NP-deletion as
seenin(8).S&M assume that

non-eXPletiveswithoutatheta-rOlelikea4junctphrasesdonotundergoDP-mOVement,SOthat

thea4iunctgenitivephrasesin(8)donotraisetoSpeC,DPandremainwithinNP Therefore,

ifNP-deletionapplies,theynecessarilydisappe叫nOtSurfacing･

Thereare
SeVeralproblems with S&M,s analysis reviewed so far.First,the

Observationstheygivearequestionable･Theacceptabilityoftheexamplesin(6)and(8)

SeemStObenotsolowastheyjudge･BelowIshowthejudgmentsonthoseexamplesthatI

elicit&ommyinformants･Whatisimportanthereisthattheyvary&ominformantto

informantandnoneofthoseexamPlesisjudgedcompletelyunacceptable:

(6')oUo灯?/?

($')a.?/?/??/??

b.oUoU?/?

IcanPrOVideotherexamplesin(10)and(11),Whichcorrespondintherelevantrespectsto(6)

and(8)respectively;neVerthelesstheyarealmostcompletelyacceptable:

(10)[Sonotoki-nOHuranSu-mitaisurukoogeki]･Wa[Amerikagun-nO[e]]datta.

thattime-GenFranCe-Daton attack-Top American-arnW-Gen was

"TheattackonFranCeatthattimewastheAmericanarmy,s･M

(11)a･(?)【450c-nOtaion]-Wa mOndaida kedo,【360c-nO[e]]-WamOndainai.

450c-Gentemperature-Topproblematicbut 360c-Gen
-Tbpnot-PrOblematic

HAtemperatureof450cisaproblem,butthatof360cisnot.乃

(cf*450c'stemperature)

b･[500c-nOmizu]-Wa nOmeru kedo,【1000c-nO[e]]-WanOmenai.
500c-Genwater-Topcan一drinkbutlOOOc-Gen

-TopcaJmOt-drink
"Icandrink500cwateちbutnotlOOOcwater."

(cf*500c'swater)

156



C.【Rankoku-nOOnnanOko]一Wakawaiikedo,【Nihon-nO[e]]-Wakawaikumi.
Korea-Gen girls･Top pre恍y butJapan一Gen -Topnot-Pretty

"Koreangirl$arePretty,butJapaneSeOneSarenOt."

(c【*Eorea'sg出s)

Ifitisassumedthat3mOiokiin(6)isbase-generatedinDRthesameshouldbetrueOfonein

(10).Ontheotherhand,Amerikw,Whichis assigned atheta-rOlebythe headN,is

base-generatedinNPandraisestoDRleavlngltStraCeinNR Therefore,theantecedentand

deletedNPs should di飴rinwhetherornottheycontain atraceofDPmovement,and,

accordingtoS&M,theNp-deletionshouldbeblocked.Thisiscontrarytofact.In(11)

450c360c500clOOOc肋,andmhonshouldbeallconsideredtobeadjunctphrases,

OnaParwithameandhuk7kinin(8),andfailtoundergoDP-m9Vement,SOthatS&M's

analysiswrong吋predictsthattheNP-deletionthatleavesthemisimppssible.
Anotherproblemmit s&M'sanalysisglVeSrisetoisillustratedbythefo1lowlng

example:3

(12)[[Amerika-ga Okonatta]sinryaku]-WayuruSerukedo,[Nihon-nO[e]]-Wa

America-Nomdid invasion-Topcan-tOleratebutJapan-Gen -Top

叩mSenai.

cannot-tOlerate

"IcantOleratetheAmericaninvas10n,butnottheJ叩aneSeOne.ヲ'

HeretheheadNsinT"kuismodi丘edbytherelativeclauseAmerikaずOkonatidinthe

anteCedentDP･ItisassumedbyS&MthatgenitivemarkernoisattachedtoanyDPorPP

immediatelydominatedbyaprq)eCtionofNorD･4 Fromthisassumptionitfollowsthat

Amerika-ga,Whichismarkednotgenitive,butnominative,doesnotmoveoutoftherelative

ClauseintotheNPorDP Hence,WehavethefollowlngrePreSentationfortheanteCedent

(13)[DPDO[NP[RC.Amerika-gaOkonatta]sinryaku]]

Incontrast,mhonTnOintheDPthatNP-deletiontargetsshouldbelocatedinSpec,DPbecause

itismarkedgenitiveandnota飴ctedbyNP-deletion･Thereseemtobetwopossibilitiesof

therepresentationforthisDPasshownin(14a-b):

3TbsproblemisalsopointedoutinKinsui(1995).
4Thisassumpt10nistodealwiththemultiplegenkiveconstruCtioninJapane去e.
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(14)a.[DPNihon-nOi【NP[RC.1iOkonatta]sinryaku]r

b･[DPNihon-nOi[雨PtiSinryaku]r

In(14a),mhon-nOOriginatesa$thesubiectoftherelativeclauseandmovesintoDP;in(14b),

Whichincludesnorelativeclause,itisbase-generatedinSpec,NPandraisestoSpec,DPIt

isobviousthatneitherofthetwoNPsin(14)isnotidenticalwiththatin(13),SOthatunder

S&M'sanalysisitispredictedthattheNPdeletionin(12)isblocked,.butthisisnotthecase･

AsseensoblitcannOtbesaidthat S&M'sanalysisofJapanese"N'-deletion"as

NP-deletionis successfu1.It should be notedthatEnglish'N'-deletion"phenomena as

shownin(5)andrfh.2canbedealtwithundertheNP-deletionanalysis.5Ifthisanalysis

itselfisontherighttrack,･itisnotunnaturaltosuspectthatJapaneSe"N'-deletion"isnotthe

Phenomenonofthesamenatureasits寧nglishcounterpartandshouldbeanalyzedinadistinct

Way･Inthenextsection,Iprovideanalternativewayofviewlngthatphenomenon.

3･ANom-DeletiomAmalysis

Inwhatfo1lows,IproposethatwhathasbeentakenasJapaneSe"N'-deletion"has

nothingtodowithdeletionandshouldbereanalyzedasgemitivephrasesfo1lowedbyan

emptypronoun.Sotherelevantpartoftherepresentationfor(2),rePeatedhereas(15a),that

Iargueforislike(15b):6

(15)a.[Andy-nOgaadeningu-mikanSurutisiki]-Wa yakunltatukedo【Brian-nO[e]]-Wa
Andy-Gengardening-Databoutknowledge-Topusefu1but BrianーGen -Top

yakunitatanai

not-uSe魚11

"Andy'sknowledgeofgardenlnglSuSefu1,butBrian'sisnot."

b.[NPBrian一nOPTD]

FornowIleavethequestionopenjustwhatpositioninNPtheemptypronounpIVOCCuPleS.

Thepointis,however,thatsuchapronounlSPreSentinNPandpicks′Outarefbrentinitsown

right;in(15)thereferentofthepronounisgaa鹿ni7W-nikansurutisiki.7

1

5

(′○

TheNPJeletionahalysisoftheEnglish'N'-deletion"isalsoproposedby,forexample,Lobeck

990).

Forthereasonmentionedinthelastsection,IassumethatJapanesenominalphrasescontainnoDP.

7TheemptypronounbeinginvoIvedin'N,Jeletion"canpickoutaneXtralinguisticreferent:

(i)Situation:CandonandDianeareSellingbananaS.

【Candon-nOP7V]-WaSinsendakedo,【Diane-nOP7V]･WaSinsenzyanai.
Candon-Oen

-Tbp丘esh
but Diane･Gen

一丁bpnot･丘esh 一
"Candon'sare丘esh,butDiane'sarenot."
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OncpleCeOfsupportingevidencetothis analysi･Sis&omthe;Tbyama･dialectof

Japanese.AccordingtoMurasugi(1991),nOisJ･three-Wayて:mibiguousin･the standard

Japanese:itcanbeagenitiveCasemarker(asin(16a)),aPrOnOminal′(asin(16b)),Ora

COmplementizer(asin(16c)):

(16)･a.tH毎ime-nOkuruma

H毎ime-Gen､Car

"E毎ime'scar'

.b.如arasii-nO

neW-prO

utheonethatisnevf'

.c.Jim-Wa[kinoo
ame-ga hutta

-nO]-O Siranai

Jim-TopyesterdayrainJNomcame-down-Comp-Accnot血ow

"Jimdoesnotkn0ふthatitrainedyesterday."

Incontrast,nOisunambiguouslyusedasagenitivemarkerintheTbyamadialect;inthis

dialect,gafunctionsasapronominaloracomplementizeちinsteadofno:

(17)a.H毎ime-nOkuruma

Hqjime-Gencar

"H頑me'scaビ'
b.atarasii-ga

neW-PrO

㍑theonethatisnew叩

c.Jim-Wa[kinoo ame-ga hutta
-ga]-O Siranai

Jim-TopyesterdayrainJNomcame-down-Comp-Accnot-know

"Jimdoesnotknowthatitrainedyesterday."

Nowconsiderthefo1lowlngeXamPles倉omthisdialectwhichparallelto㍑N,-deletion"inthe

StandardJapaneSe:

(18)a.Kore-Wa[ora-nO-ga]da.

This-TopI-Gen-PrOis

以Thisismine."

Herethereferentofthep7V'sis'℃ananaS,"whichiscontextuallypromined･

159



b.【H辻0-nO-ga]-O karita.

SOmeOne-Gen-PrO-Accborrowed.

"Iborrowedsomeoneelse,s.叩

In(18),thegenitivephrases飢ト〃0andhitoTnOarefo1lowedbygaanditisquitenaturaito

SuPPOSeittobeapronominal,ratherthanaCOmPlementizer.Rememberthatinthestandard

JapaneSe仙N,-deletion乃,genitivephrasesarefo1lowedbynoovertelement,SO胴⊥nO･Uand

hiioTnOTgaareeXPreSSedinthestandardJ叩aneSeaS耶-nOandhitoTnOreSPeCtively･This

di蝕rencebetweenthetwovatiantsofJapanesecanbeaccountedforwithminimalcostifwe

assumethataphonologica11ynullpronoun,WhichcorrespondstogaintheTbyamadialect,
fo1lowsthegenitivephrasesinthestandardJapaneSe.8

Theabovediscussionsugge■ststhattherearetWOPrOnOminalsinthestandardJapaneSe

thatcorrespondtogaintheToyamadialect,thatis,nOaSin(16b)andtheemptypronounpIV

Whichoccursin"N'-deletion･"Asseenabove,theformerfo1lowsa4jectives,Whilethe

latterfo1lowsgenitiveNPs･Atthispoint,Onemightbecuriousabouttherelationship

betweenthetwopronouns;arethey(i)tworealizationsofoneandthesamepronounor(ii)

twodistinctkindsofpronouns?IdonothaveanyeXPlicitanswertothisquestion,butI

brieflydiscussthisissuebelow

Onemightarguefor(i)andproposethatpTVisaphonologicallynu11counterpartofno

and,forinstanCe,(19a)is derived&om(19b)by aphonologicalru1e that keepsthe

PrOnOminalnosilenttoavoidthedoublenostring:

(19)a･Konomanga-Wa[Maki-nO-[e]]da.

this comic-TopMaki-Gen-PrOis

"ThiscomicisMaki,s.M

b･Konomanga-Wa[Maki-nO-nO]da

Thisanalysis,howeveちisnottenable,SincedoublenostnngsareallowedinJapaneseas

8InsomeothervariaLrtSOfJ叩aneSe,thecouderpartofthestandardJapanese`N,Jeletion"takesthe

払1lowi喝払m(Khsui1995):
(i)ore瑠a-nO

I

TbsisnotsurpnsmgifwcconsiderthatnoisusedasapronouninthestandardJapaneSe･asseenin

(16b)andgaisusedasage血ivemarkerinsomevariantsofJapaneSeincludingOldJap皿eSe.

FurthermOre,therearesomedialectswheretwono'smayoccursuccessively伽Ⅳa1953):
(ii)Kore･WaWataSi-nO,nOdewaarimasen.

this-TbpI IS-nOt

"Thsisnotmine.わ

AsarguedbyMurasugi(1991),themostnaturalanalysisofthetwono,sisthatthe伽stoneis
genitivemarkera皿dthesecondoneisapronoun･
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Showninthefo1lowl喝eXamPle:

(20)akaino-nOmOtinusi

redpro-Genowner

㍑theownerOftheonethatisredM (Murasu由1991:64)

Therefore,if(i)iscorrect,therealizationsofthepronounshouldberegulatedinthelexicon,

notbythephonologicalru1e,unlessitispemittedtoaccessthesyntacticstatusofno･

Onecounterargumentto(i)isprovidedbyS&M.9Itproceedsasfollows.Kamio

(1983)observesthatnocanrefertoconcretenouns,butnotabstractnouns,SOthatwecarmot

Say kabi-nO tO mean kak7isinnen"Rrm conviction."IfnoandpTVare
tWO ditrbrent

realizationsofoneandthesamepronoun,WeeXPeCtthatp7Valsoexhibitsthesamepropeny･

Ybt,aSSeen丘om,forexample,(6b),WherepTVreferstosensei-e-nOizon"relianceonthe

faculty:'this expectationis not met,SO that noandpn
are di飴rent pronouns･This

argumentmaynotbesufncient,howcver.First,aSPOintedoutbyKinsui(1995),Kamio's

Observation,OnWhichthisargumentisbased,CannOtalwaysbereproduced.Forexample,

norefbrstotheabstractnounswithoutproblemin(21):

(21)a.(Oya-e-nO) kamiizon-Wa yuruSeru kedo,itijiruSii-nO-WayuruSenai･

(ParentS-On-Gen)1ightreliance-Topcan-tOleratebutheavy-PrO-TopcannOt-tOlerate

"IcantOleratelightrelianCe(onparepts),butnotheavy"

b.Hutekisetunataido-Wa minaraubekidenai kedo,nOZOmaSii-nO-Waminaraubekida

inappropriateattitude-Tbpshould-imitate-nOtbut desirable-PrO-Topshould-imitate

"Ybushouldn'timitateinappropnateattitudes,butyoushouldimitatedesirableones."

Second,ifinfactadjective+nocannotrefertoabstractnounswhereasgenitivephraseヤ1VCan,

thereisnoaprlOrinecessltytOaSSumethatthiscontraststems倉omthedi飴rencebetweenn

andpTV;there remains a possibility that the di飴rence between the modi丘ers,thatis,

a句ectivesandgemitivephrases,1SreSPOnSibleforthatcontrast.
Return1ngtOOurmainconcern,anOtherpleCeOfevidencethatshowstheavailabilityof

empty pronounp7VinJapaneseis録om an earlier variant ofthislanguage.Although

a4jectivesarefo1lowedbyovertpronounnoinModernJapaneSeaSSeenin(16b),inOld

Japanese(henceforth,OJ),thepronounthatfo1lowsa4iectives,aSWellastheonethatfo1lows

gemitivephrases,isphonological1ynu11,thatis,P7V.Seebelow:

90nthebasisofthisargument,S&Mrqecta'bronominal"analysisofJ叩aneSe'N,-deletion."

Note,however,thatevenifthepossibilitythatnoandpTVarePrOnOunSOf血esametypeisrqiected,it
doesnotneccssarilylodtother如ctionofthecxistonceofp",bccausewesti11havethepo$Sibi比y

(ii).
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(22)Ki-nO hana-Wa [koki[e]]-mO [usuki[e]]-mO∴koobai.

trees-Genblossoms-Topdeep-COlored-mOlight-COlored-mOJapaneSe-aPricot

"Whetheritisdeep-COloredorlight-COlored,aJapaneseapricot▲isthebestofa11thetree

blossoms." (cited倉om肋7mOSOOSi)

Thegapsaftertheadjectivescannotbeconsideredtobeaconsequenceofdeletion,becauseif

Wea畠sumeso,nOnaturalexplanationcouldlbeglVentOthehistoricaldevelopment倉omOJto

ModernJapanese.一Ifp7Visavailableinpost-a句ectivepositioninOJ,itisnotimplausibleto

assumethatitisalsoavailableinpost-genitiveposition;10andifthisassumptlOnisplausible,

itcanbeconcludedthattheemptypronounisalsoavailableinthepost-genitivepositionin

ModernJapaneSe.

OnemightaskwhypTV鮎1stooccurinpost-a4jectivepositioninModernJapanese,

Whileitdoesinpost-genitiveposition;tOPutitdi飴rently,Whyp7Vquittedoccumngln

post-a句ectivepositioninthecourseofthedevelopmentofJapanese?Ⅰ$uPpOSethatthisis
duetoachangeintheJapaneseinfkctionalsystem,Whichbeganintheearlypost-OJperiod

andcompletedbythe丘fteenthorsixteenthcenturyげunaki(1987),Ohno(1993),andYisuda

(1977),amOngOthers).Inthisperiod,thedi蝕rencebetweenthetwoin鮎ctionalforms,

adnominalformsandconclusiveforms,CO11apsed,andthelatterwereassimilatedintothe

former.11Theimportantfacthereisthatinexampleslike(22),formOfthea4jectives

precedingpTV muSt be adnominal.Theloss ofthe di飴rence between adnominaland

COnClusiveformsis considered to have
caused the situationin which a4iectivesofthe

adonominalformfo1lowed bypTV COuld not be distinguished倉om
a句ectivesofthe

COnClusitiveformfo1lowed by nothing,PrOducinganambiguity.In orderto avoid this

ambigulty;PIVhadtobereplacedbyaphonologica11ynon-nullpronouninthepost-a4iective

position,andthusnocametobeused･12,13Incontrast,Sincegenitivephraseswerenot

a飴ctedbythechangeintheinflectionalsystem,PTVCOntinuedtobeusedinthepost-genitive

POSition.

Asmentionedinsectionl,theproposalthatJapanese"N'-deletion"isnotaresultof

deleting post-genitive constituentsis not new･Before closing this section,SOme Short

10htermsoflanguageacquisition,thisassumpt10nSeemStObeplausible･kisquitehardtoimaglne

thatonthebasisoftheinputdatachildrenacqulnngOJdistinguishbetweentheg叩Sa鮎ra句ectives

andthosea鮎rgenitivephrases,aSStmngthatthefbrmerresult丘omdeletionandthelatterare

OCCuPiedbyanerpptypronoun二
11Inmostcases,Predicateslnmatrixclausesareinflectedfortheconclusiveformandonesin

subordinateclausesareinflectedfortheadnominalformsinOJ.
12Asseenin(17c),nOCanbeusedasacomplementizerinModemJapaneSe.hOJ,thisnoisalso

phonological1yempty.ThshistoricalchangeCanalsobeattributedtothechangeintheinflectional
SyS也m.1

13Asimilarviewontheemergenceofnoi$foundinKinsui(1995).Accordingtohim,theperiods

oftheemergenceofnoandtheco11apseofthedistinctionbetweenthetwoinflectionalformscoincide･

162



rem耶ksonrtheFdi飴rencesbetweentheanalysis′beinglproposedhereanditspredecessorsare

in′Order.First,-hbrasugi(1991)argues,fo1lowingOkutsu(1974),也atatLtheunderlying

representationoftheJ叩aneSe'Nて-deletion,乃genitivephrasesare･fo1lowedbythepronbminal

no,aSShown:in(23a),andthatinthecourseofthe:derivgion;thegenitiv?叩arkersaredeleted-

bytheoperationcalled一"nO-reduction,"asshownin(23b):l

(23)a.【DP[DPBd狐-nO】一nO】

一Gen-prO

b.【DP【DPBdan一辺】-nO】

Thedi蝕rencebetweenthisanalysisandtheonebeingproposedhereisthatintheformerthe

nowhichsurfacesissupposedtobeapronominalwhileinthelatteritisagemitivemarker･

Althoughitseemsquitedi瓜culttodistinguishtheminempiricalterms,itmaybesaidthatmy

analysisismoredesirableinconceptualtermsinthatitstipulatesnoadhocoperationlike

Murasugi,sno-reduction･Rememberthatnoteveryno-nOStnngundergoestheno-reduction

(see(20)).Atthispoint,Onemightoqectthatmyanalysisisasadhocashbrasugi'ssince

itassumesthatpronounsappearlnglnPOSt-genitivepositionarephonologica11ynull,butones

appearlnglnPOSt-a句ectivepositionareno.Asdiscussedabove,however;thisassumptlOnis

Well-grOundedintermSOfthehistoricaldevelopmentofJapaneSe･

Next,1iketheanalysisbeingproposedhere,Kinsui(1995)arguesforemptypronouns

inJapanese"N,一deletion･M UnliketheformenhoweveちhesuggeststhatnoinJapaneseis

bni鮎dintoasinglecategory;COmPlementizer,andthatnotonly"genitive"noasin(15),but

also"pronominal"noasin(16b)isfo1lowedbyprv.HisanalysiswouldinvoIvesomead
hocstlPulationsindealingwiththefactsoftheTbyamadialect･Forexample,1tWOuldhave

to be stlPulated thatthe complementizerhastwo di飴rent realizationsinpost-nOminal

positions(no)andelsewhere(卯).Moreoveちinfaceoftheexampleasin(18),Wheretwo

complementizersoccurinsuccesslOn,WeWOuldhavetoadmit,aSKinsuiactpallydoes,that

thecomplemehtizeralsohasastatusofapronominalinsomecases･

4.SⅦmma巧

Inthisnote,eXamlnlngthesynchronicanddiachronicvariationsofJapanese,Ihave

arguedthatwhathasbeentakentobeJapanese以N,-deletion乃hasnpthingtodowithdeletion

andshouldbereanalyzedascontainingemptypronouns･Supposethatthisanalysisisonlthe

righttrack,ithastobesaidthatJapaneSelaムksthedeletionphenomenonthatEnglish(and

otherlanguages)areCOpSider¢dtohave.Itisquitereasonabletoaskwhythisisthecase･
Mysuggestionisthatthisdi飽rencebetweenthoselanguagesisreducedtotheirdi蝕rencein

theinv?ntOryOrnatureOffunctionalcategories･
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Inliterature,itispropbsedthatdeletionmustbelicensedbyacertainsetoffunctional

CategOries(Lobeck1990)･For example,aCCOrding to Lobeck(1990),･theNPs deleted

through1the"N'-deletion''operationinEnglishmustbeproperlygovernedbyDqwiththe

feature[+poss]or[+plural].14Independently;itisproposedthatJapaneSelackssomeofthe

functionalcategoriesthatEnglishhas,Orthatthesefunctionalcategories･areudefbctiveMin

Japanese伊ukui(1986,1995),Fukuiand Takan0(1999),amOng Others).Ifthese
two

hypotheses,Whichareadvancedindependently;areCOrreCt,theabovequestionaboutthe

di飴rencebetweenEnglishandJapanesecanbeanSWeredinthefo1lowlngWay:thereason

thatJapaneSelacks以N,-deletion"isthatDOisabsent&omor"defective"inthislanguage,SO

thatthedeletedNPscarmotbelicensed;incontrast,SinceEnglishhasthefunctionalcategory

DO,Whichproperlygovernsitscomplement叩itispossibletodeletethisNR15･Tbputit

di飴rently;iftheabovelicenslng COnditionondeletionis correct,tOthe edentthatthe

non-deletionanalysis ofJapanese"N'-deletioh"presented here
succeeds,1tgives

some

SuPPOrttOthe"anti-DPhypothesis"onJapaneSe.
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