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1.Introduction

Sika-naiconstruCtionsinJapanese have been paid much attention toin the

literature･Itiswell-knownthatasoneofthemostimportantproperties,Sikaphrases

mustbe within the context ofnegation,1ike other negative polarityltemS SuCh as

daremo"anybody"andnanimo"anything･= Thispaperfbcusesontwopropertiesof

Sikaphrases･Oneisthatsikaphrasesexpressanexcept10ninthesettheoreticsense･

Theotherpropertyisthatphrasesfbllowedbysikacanoccurwithadditionalphrases

WithaCase-Particleorapostposition･Basedonthesetwoproperties,Iwillpursuethe

Parallelismbetweensika-naiconstruCtionsandexceptlOnCOrUunCtionsinEnglish･

▼-▼Iamindebted to NorikoImanishi,Chris Tancrediand Akira Watanabe fbrinvaluable

SuggeStionsandcomments.IwouldliketothankTakaomiKato,MasakazuKuno,HarumaSa

Miyashita,Terue Nakato,MasakiOhno,Kayono Siobara,Akiko Terunuma,Tomokazu

Takehisa and Michiyo Yamamoto fbrjudgements and discussjons.My thanks also go
to

KazumaFltjimaki,ShoichiTakahashiandYukikoUedafbrcommentsanddiscussions.Allthe

remalnlnginadequaciesaremyOWn.
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This paperis organizedas follows･Sectionldiscussessomeproperties of

exceptioncortjunctions,reViewingReinhart's(1991)analysisofexceptioncorjunctions

andsomeproblemswithheranalysis-InSection2,Iwillproposethatthesemantics

ofsika-naiconstruCtionsaresimilartOthatofexceptlOnCOrUunCtions･Further,Iwill

showthatadditionalNPsmovetosikaNPsatLF,OnaParWithexcept10nCOqunCtions･

Section3summarizesthepaper･

2.Exceptioncopjunctions:Reinhart(1991)

2.ノ.moク0∫∫f別kαJfemαffveα〝α妙ぶe∫

Reinhaft(1991)callsthesentencesin(1)"exceptionconjunctions･"

(1)a.No-Onekissedhismother,eXCePt(for)Felix･

b･Maxwasupsetwitheverywomanafterthemeetlng,eXCePtLucie･

C.No-OneWillshowup,butMax･

d.YoushouldinvitenoJOurnalisttotheparty,butFelix･

(Reinhart1991:362)

Onthesurfaceform,althoughexcqptphrasesandtheircorrelatesarediscontinuous,

theyareinterpretedasasingleNP･ForexamPle,(la)isinterpretedas(2),Wherethe

exc甲tPhraseanditscorrelateformonecoruoinedNP･

(2)[No-OneeXCePt(fbr)Felix]kissedhismother･

Reinhart provides two possible analyses,the ellipsIS analysIS and the

extrapositionanalysIS,andthenpolntSOutSOmeprOblemswiththem･First,Onemight

saythatexceptioncortjunctionsareanalyzedasellipsissentencesonaparwith(3)･

(3)a.everyonesmiled･EvenLuciedid･

b.Everyone(入x(XSmiled)).EvenLuciedid(入x(xsmiled))･

c･Everyonesmiled･EvenLuciesmiled･

In(3a),thepredicate(入x(XSmiled))inthefirstsentenceiscopiedintotheempty

c｡nStituentinthesecondsentenceatLF,Whichleadstotheinterpretationgivenin(3b)･

Therefbre,(3a)hasthesameinterpretationasthenon-ellipticsentencein(3c)･

However,aCCOrding to Reinhart,aPPlying the same procedure to exceptlOn-

conJunCtionsyieldsawronglnterPretation･
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EXCEPTIONCONJUNCTIONSANDSIRA-MICONSTRUCTION

(4)a.NolinguistsmiledexcepubutLucie.

b.Nolinguistsmiled,butLuciesmiled.(Luciealinguist)

Ifwecopyapredicatefromthefirstcortjunctintothesecondcortjunctin(4a),theresult

Willbetheinterpretationgivenin(4b),Whichisnotthecorrectinterpretationof(4a)but

acontradictorysentence.

Second,theotherpossibleanalysisisthatexc甲tPhrasesundergoextraposltlOn･

On this approach,(5b)is
derived from(5a).Thus,eXCqPt LIuCie undergoes

extraposition,aSShownin(5c).

(5)a.､NolinguistexceptLuciesmiled.

b.NolingulStSmiled,eXCePtLucie.

C.【Nolinguistti]smiled[exceptLucie]i･
l ▲

However,ReinhartpolntS OutthatexceptlOnCO叫unCtions exhibitdifftrentsyntactic

restrictionsfromextraposition･First,eXtraPOSitionexhibitsclause-boundednesswhile

exceptionco可unctionsdonot,aSShowninthecontrastbetween(6a)and(6b)･

(6)a.*Theeditoragreedtopublish[manyreviewsti],Whenwepressedhim,

[aboutthisbook]i
+▲

b･Theeditordidnotagreetopublishanything,Whenwepressedhim,

【exceptoneshortreview].

(Reinhart1991:365)

Note thatwhen wepressedhimmodi丘es the matrixclause.(6a)is ungrammatical

because about this book,Whichisin the embeddedinfinitivalclause,undergoes

extrapositionacrosstheclauseboundary.Ifexcq,tOneShortreviewin(6b)wereto

undergoextrapositiononaparwithaboutthisbookin(6a),thenthesentenceshouldbe

ungrammatical,COntrarytOfact.TheacceptabilityOf(6b)suggeststhat(6b)doesnot
invoIveextraposition.

Second,StrOngdeterminersdonotallowextraposition,aSShownin(7a)･Onthe

otherhand,eXCePtionco再unctionsdonotobeysucharestriction･In(7b),eXCq)tFelix

isassociatedwitheve770ne,Whichisastrongdeterminer･Theacceptabilityof(7b)

SuggeStSthatexceptlOnCOqunCtionsdonotinvoIveextraposition･
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(7)a.*Mostreviews/everyreviewappearedalready[aboutthisbook]･

b.Everyonedisappeared,eXCePtFelix

(ibid.)

Third,eXtraPOSitionfromthesubiectpositionisnotallowed,aSShownin(8a)･If

excq,tFelixundergoesextrapositionon aparwiththerelativeclausewhowentto

schooIwithmein(8a),thenitiswronglypredictedthat(8b)shouldbeungrammatical･

(8)a.*【Jokesaboutawomanti]weretold[whowenttoschooIwithme]i･

b.[Jokesabouteveryone]weretold[exceptFelix]･

(ibid.)

Therefore,the acceptabilityOf(8b)suggests that exc甲t Phrases do not undergo

extraposition.Tosumup,Reinhartrqjectstheextrapositionanalysis,fbrthethree

reasonsabove.

2.2.e尺α乃α秒∫ね

Reinhart assumes that excqwphrases arebase-generated and aqjoine■d(Or

COnjoined)toIP,aSShownin(9)･

(9) IP

ノー′＼ ＼
IP

/へ
everyonesmiled

NP2

/〈＼
CON NP2

1 △
except/but Felix

助cq,tPhrasescannormallyfbrmaconstituentonlywithanounphrase･Therefore,

NP2in(9)isuninterpretableasasententialmodinerandhencethestruCtureaboveis

uninterpretableasitis･Reinhartassumesthattherelevantinterpretationisobtainedby

QRatLF.1ThecorrelateeveTyOneundergoesQRanda句Oinstotheexcqptphrase,

1seealsoNishida(1998)fbranalternativeapproachtoexceptionconjunctionsinEnglish

withoutappealingtoQR･Iwillleavefbrfutureresearchthecomparisonofhisanalysiswith
Reinhart'sfbrthelackofspace.
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EXCEPTIONCONJUNCTIONSANDSLKA-〟AJCONSTRUCTION

WhichcreatesanewNP,eVeYyOneeXCqPL伽tFelLr,aSShownin(10).2

(10) IP

// ＼
IP NP2

/へ NP2

/′､＼
CON NP2

1 ∠ゝ
exceptA)ut Felix

However,themovemtntofthecorrelatetotheexcqptphrasefbrinterpretationisvery

difftrentfrom QRin the canonicalsense.First,QR normally aqjoinsquanti丘ed

expressionstothehighestnodewhileQRinexceptionconiunctionsaqjoinsonestoNP
dominatedbythehighestnode.

Second,aSReinhartherselfdiscusses,itdoesnotexhibitclause-boundedness,aS

illustratedin(11).

(11)Luciedidnotadmitthatshestoleanything,Whenwepressedher,【except

thelittleredbook].

(Reinba正1991:374)

UnderReinhart'sanalysis,thecorrelateanythingundergoesQRanda4ioinstoexcqpt

2
Thefb1lowlngSentenCeSeemStObeproblematictoReinhart･sanalysIS･

(i)EveryonelovesnooneieXCePthisifather.
Under Reinhart's

analysis,eVeryOne undergoes QR and aqioins
to except hisbther fbr

interpretation･Further noone can undergo QR and take scope over the suqect everyone.
Therefbre,Reinhart,sanalysispredictsthefbllowlnglnterPretation:

(ii)｢]x[∀yexceptx'sfather:ylovesx】.
However,aCCOrding to Chris Tancredi(personalcommunication),(i)does not have the

interpretationgivenin(ii)･Inthispaper,Ispecu)atethatthisinterpretationisb]ockedbysome

SyntaCticconstraint,fbrexample,theCrossingconstraint.Specifical1y,in(ii),nOOne mOVeS

leftwhiIeeveTyOnemOVeSright,WhichmakesthetwoA-bardependenciescross,aSShownin

(iii).

(iii)【noonei】k[blovestk【everyonqexcepthisifather]].

(iii)isruledoutbytheCrossingconstraintonaparwith(iv).

(iv)*Whoidoyouknow[whaちSubject【PROtotalktotiabout印?
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thelittle red book at LF and makes a new NP. This movement crosses a clause-

boundary,WhichisnotallowedinthestandardQR.3

Further,aSBrody(1995)observeS,COrrelateQPsintheembeddedclausedonot

takescopeoverthematrixsu句ect.

(12)Someonewilladmitthatwestoleeverythingifyouinsist,eXCeptthecar･

(*everything>SOmeOne)

(Brody1995:115)

AccordingtoBrody,Reinhart'sanalysispredictsthateveTythingin(12)shouldundergo

QR and a句Oin to excq,t the car,taking scope over the matrix su切ect someone･

However,thispredictionisnotborneout.In(12),eVeTythingdoesnottakewidescope

over∫0椚紺乃g.4

Ashasbeenreviewed,ReinhartargueSthatthemovementofthecorrelatetothe

excq,tPhrasefbrinterpretationisQR.FurthermOre,ReinhartattemptstocaptureBare

ArgumentEllipsisin(13a)and Comparative Ellipsis･in(13b)in aunifiedfashion,

Which forces her to give up QRanalysis.Under Reinhart'sanalysis,the critics

undergoes movement and a句Oins to the public at
LF.Similarly,Bach undergoes

3

Reinhartobservesthatexceptionconjunctionsexhibitislandefftcts,basedon(i)wherethe
ComplexNPislandblocksexceptlOnCOPJunCtions･

(i)*Thefaetthat【allpoliticiansresigned]gotmuchpublicityexceptthedeftnseminister･

However,(i)violates not only the
Complex NPisland but also the Subject Condition･

AccordingtoChrisTancredi(PerSOnalcommunication),(ii),WheretheComplexNPislandisin

thecomplementposition,isTnOreaCCePtablethan(i)･

(ii)Billtoldme[thefactthathestoleeverything],WhenIaskedhim,eXCePtthecar･

FurthermOre,thefbllowingsentencesarealsomoreacceptablethan(i)･

(iii)a.Bi11toldmehiscomments[beforeIreadeverybook],WhenIaskedhim,eXCePt
LGB.

b.Billtoldus[howwemightgetallthegoodstoFelix],WhenIaskedhim,eXCePtthe
diamonds.

(iiia)isanexampleoftheaqjunctconditionand(iiib)isanexampleofawh-island･Iwill
investlgateislandefftctsinexceptlOnCOnJunCtionsmoredeeplyinthefuture･
4

Brody(1995)doubts thatexception conjunctions exhibit clause-boundedness･He claims

thatthereissome`stylistic'reorderingbetweentheexcq,tPhraseandtheinterpolatedclause,ゲ

youinsist,Whichcreatesadegreeofacceptabilityin(12).Thematrixelementin(i),tOOur
jHendi,Which fbllows the embedded clause,isless easily taken to beinterpolated material

S叫ecttosuchreordering.Therefore,itispredictedthat(i)shouldbelessacceptablethan(12)･
ThispredictionisborneOut･

(i)*Johnadmitted【thatMarystoleeverything]toourfriendsexceptthediamonds･

(Brody1995:‖5)

Inotherwords,ifBrodyiscorrect,(12)doesnotsuggestthatexceptionco可unctionsdonot

exhibitclause-boundedness.However,aCCOrdingtoChrisTancredi(personalcommunication),
both(i)and(12)arequiteacceptable.Sincetheungrammaticalityof(i)isnotclear,Iwill
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movementanda句OinstoMozartfbrinterpretation.SincethecriticsandBacharenOt

quantifiedNPs,therelevantmovementin(13)isnotastandardcaseofQR･Therefore,

Reinhartbaptizestherelevantmovement"non-quanti丘cationalQR･"

(13)a.Thecriticslikedyourbookandthepublic-tOO･

b.MorepeopleloveBachthanMozart･

(Reinba正1991:362)

Although Reinhart'sidea that non-quantincationalQRisinvoIvedin exception

coruunctions,BareArgumentEllipsISandComparativeE11ipsISSeemStObebasica11y

COrreCt,itisfarfromclearWhatis"non-quanti丘cationalQR"

Isuggestthat"non-quanti丘cationalQR"isanOthertypeofmovement,namely

scrambling･5Ifso,itisobviousthateveTythingdoesnottakescopeoverthematrix

subject someonein(12)becauselong
distance scrambling does notinduce scope

interactions,aSdiscussedinOka(1989),Tada(1993)andAbe(1993),amOngOthers.6

Therelevantexampleisgivenin(14b).

(14)a.Dareka-ga [John-ga daremO-O aisiteirutO】 omotteiru･

Someone-Nom John-Nomeveryone-Acclove Compthink

`SomeonethinksthatJohnloveseveryone.

b.Daremo-Oi【dareka-ga [John-gatiaisiteirutO] omotteiru]･

everyone-Acc someone-NomJohn-Nomlove Compthink

`Everyone,SOmeOnethinksthatJohnloves･'

In(14b),daremo-0'everyone,undergoeslongdistancescramblingfromtheembedded

clausetothe sentenceinitialposition･However,daremo-0`everyone,cannot take

Widescopeoverthematrixsubjectdareka-ga`someone･'

examinethepossibilitythatstylisticreorderingisinvoIvedin(12)inthefuture･
5
Alternatively,aS SuggeSted by Akira Watanabe(personalcommunication),thereis a

possibility that when acorrelate moves to an excqptphrase,the quantificationalpart Ofa

correlatedoesnotmovetoanexcq,t-Phrasebuttherestrictionofacorrelateonlymoves･In

particular,in(12),Onlythingmovestoexcq,tthecarandeve17doesnotmove,aSShownin(12)二
Therefbre,the fact that eve77thing does not take wide scope

over someoneis naturally

explained.

(i)Someonewilladmitthatwestole[everyti]ifyouinsist,[thingi[exceptthecar]]･

Iwillexaminethispossibilitymoredeeplyinthefuture･

6Inthispaper,IwillusethefbllowlngnOtation･

Nom=nOminative,Dat=dative,Gen=genitive,Acc=aCCuSative,Top=tOPic,Comp=

complementizer,Past=PaSt,Post=POStPOSition,Neg=negation･Part=Participle
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Ontheotherhand,Clauseinternalscramblingcaninduceinversescope,aSShown

in(15).

(15)a.bareka-ga daremO-0 aisiteiru.

Someone-Nomeveryone-Acclove

`Someoneloveseveryone.'

b.Daremo-Oi dareka-ga tiaisiteiru.

everyone-Accsomeone-Nomlove

`Everyone,SOmeOneloves.'

In(15a),daremo-0'everyone'cannot take wide scope over the su句ect dareka-ga

`someone･'In contrast,in(15b),daremo-0`everyone'undergoes clauseinternal

SCrambling丘omtheobjectpositiontothesentenceinitialposition.Inthesentence

initialposition,daremo-0`everyone'cantakewidescopeoverthesu句ectddreka-ga

`someone･'Similarly,eXCqPtCOIリunCtionsallowtheobjecttotakewidescopeoverthe

Subject,aSShownin(16).

(16)Someonekissedeveryoneyesterday,eXCePtJohn.

Uhder the presentanalysis,in(16),eVeTyOne undergoes clauseinternalscrambling,

a4ioiningtoexcq)tJohn,andtakeswidescopeoversomeone.7
Under the present approach,the sentencesin(13)have thefo1lowing LF

representations.

(17)a･[[tilikedyourbook][[thecriticsi】andthepublic]-tOO】.

b.[[Morepeopleloveti]BachithanMozart].
1 ▲

In(17),andthepublicandthanMozartareaqjoinedtoIPasana句unct.In(17a)the

Criticsundergoesscramblinganda句Oinstoandthepublic,WhichcreatesanewNP,ihe

Critics and the public,On a ParWith exceptlOn COqunCtions.Similarly,Bachis

7

watanabe(1998)arguesthatscramblingdoesnotinduceaninversescopeinterpretation.

Hearguesthattheinversescopeinterpretationin(15b)isduetoanindependentoperation,that

is,absorptlOnbetweendaremo-0`everyone'anddareka-ga`someone.'UndertheassumptlOn

thatabsorptioninducesaninversescopeinterpretation,itfb])owsthatin(16),theinversescope
interpretation between someone and everyoneis due to absorption,independently of the

movementofeveTyOnetOeXCq?tJohn.

110



EXCEPTIONCONJUNCTIONSANDSLKA-MICONSTRUCTION

SCrambledandaqioinedtoMozart,WhichcreatesanewNPBachthanMozartin(17b).

Tosumup,theassumptionthat"non-quanti丘cationalQR,,isscramblingresoIves

theproblemin(12)whichBrody(1995)pointsout,andcqpturesexceptionconiunctions,
BareArgumentEllipsISahdComparativeEllipsISinauni丘edway･

3･ぶ丑〃phraseswithadditionalphrases

j･J･∫0∽e∫f椚fJαr繭∫あビルge乃αC甲f〟P∫α乃d戒α〃P∫

In this section,Iwillargue thatsikain sikaTnaiconstruCtionsinJapanese

functionssemanticallylikeexc甲tinexceptlOnCOqunCtionswherethecorrelatehasa

negativedeterminer･Thesika-naiconstruCtionisillustratedin(18).

(18)a.John-Sikako-nakat-ta.

John-Sikacome-Neg-Past

`OnlyJohncame.'

b･John-ga LGB-Sika yoma-nakat-ta-

John-Nom LGB-Sika read-Neg-Past

`JohnreadonlyLGB･,

Importantly,Sikamustoccurwithnegation･Ifthereisnonegation,thesentencesin

(18)becomeungrammatical,aSShownbelow.8

8

AnotherimportantpropertylSWhethersika-naiconstruCtionsexhibitclause-boundedness,

Whichiscontroversial･AsMuraki(1978)observes,Sikaphrasesandnegationmustbeclause-

mates,aSShownin(i).
(i)a･John-Sika[Mary-ga LGB-O

yOnda]to omowa-nakat-ta.
John-Sika Mary-Nom LGB-Acc read Compthink-Neg-Past

`OnlyJohnthoughtthatMaryreadLGB.,

b･*John-Sika[Mary-ga LGB-O
yOnde-inai]to omotta.

John-Sika Mary-NomLGB-Acc
read-Neg Conpthought

`OnlyJohnthoughtthatMaryreadLGB.,

(ia)isgrammaticalbecausebothJohn-Sika`John-Sika,andnegationareinthematrixclause.
In
contrast,in(ib),John-Sika`John-Sika'isin the matrix clause while negationisin the

embeddedclause,Whichleadstoungrammaticality･

However,Tanaka(1997)c)aimsthatsikaphrasesandnegationneednotbeclause-mateS,
basedonthefb]lowlngeXamPle･

(ii)a･(?)Taroo-ga[Hanako-Sika LGB-O
yOnda]to IWa-nal.

Taro-Nom Hanako-Sika LGB-Acc read Compsay-Neg

`TarosaysthatitwasonlyHanakowhoreadLGB.,

b･?[Taroo-ga[Hanako-ga LGB-Sika yonda]to IWa-nal.

Taro-Nom Hanako-NomLGB-Sika read Compsay-Neg

`TarosaysthatHanakoreadonlyLGB･,

111
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(19)a.*John-Sikaki-ta.

John-Sikacome-Past

`OnlyJohncame.'

b.*John-ga LGB-Sikayon-da.

John-Nom LGB-Sikaread-Past

`JohnreadonlyLGB.'

AsAoyagiandIshii(1993)note,SikaNPscanoccurwithadditionalNPswitha

Case-Particle,aSillustratedin(20).9

(20)a･John-ga ringo-Sika(kudamono-0)tabe-na-katta

John-Nom apple-Sikafhlit-Acc eat-Neg-Past

`(Amongfruits),Johnateonlyapples.'

(AoyagiandIshii1993:297)

b.John-Sika(gakusei-ga) ko-na-katta.

John-Sikastudent-Nom come-Neg-Past

`(Amongstudents),OnlyJohncame.'

In(20),kudamono-0`fmit-Acc'andgakusei-ga`student-Nom'optionallyappearwith

rlngO-Sika'apple-Sika'andJohn-Sika`John-Sika,'respectively.NPsmarkedwithsika

mustbelongtotherestrictionoftheadditionalNPs.Inparticular,(20)impliesthat

In(ii),fhznako-Sikaisin theembeddedclause whilenegationisinthe matrixclause,Which

Violatestheclause-mateCOnditiononaparwith(ib).AccordingtoTanaka,thesentencesin
(ii)aremoreacceptablethanthesentencein(ib).ThecruCialdiffbrencebetween(ia)and(ib)

isthatthehierarchicalrelationbetweensika-Phrasesandnegation,aSillustratedin(iii).

(iii)a.*[cpsika…[cp...Neg...]]

b.[cpNeg...【cp...sika.‥]】

In(iiia),SikaisinthematrixclausewhileNegisintheembeddedclauseandin(iiib)theyare

reversed.However,myjudgementisthat(iib)is not so acceptable.Itis true that(iia)is

acceptable,but HaJ∽ko-Sika`Hanako-Sika'in(iia)can be analyzed as
a'mqjor object,'as

arguedinHqji(1990),Ishii(1990),andAoyagiandIshii(1993),amOngOthers･Ifthe`mqjor

Object'analysisiscorrect,(iia)isnotacounterexampletotheclause-mateCOndition.Inthis
PaPer,Iwillnotdiscusswhethersika-naiconstruCtionsexhibitclause-boundednessanymore･
9
0therNPIssuchasdaremo`anybody,andnanimo`anything,canoccurwiththeirextraNPs,

asobservedbyKawashimaandKitahara(1992)andFujita(1994),amOngOthers･

(i)a.Gakusei-ga daremokuruma-Okawa-nakat-ta.

Student-Nomanyonecar-Acc buy-Neg-Past

`Anystudentsdidn'tbuyacar･'

b･John-ga namamOnO-O naJlimo kawa-nakat-ta･

John-Nom rawfbod-Acc anythingbuy-Neg.Past

`Johndidn'tbuyanyrawfbod.'

(KawashimaandKitahara1992:144)
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applesareamemberofthesetoffmitsandthatJohnisamemberofthesetofstudents.

Therefore,ifNPsmarkedwithsikaarenotmembersofthesetdenotedbyofadditional

NPs,thenthesentencesareungrammatical.

(21)a.*John-ga ringo-Sikasakana-Otabe-na-katta

John-Nomapple-Sika fish-Acceat-Neg-Past

`Amongfish,Johnateonlyapples･'

b.*John-Sika zyosi-gakusel-ga ko-na-katta.

John-Sika girlstudent-Nom come-Neg-Past

`Amonggirlstudents,OnlyJohncame.'

(21a)isungrammaticalbecauseanappleisnotamemberofthesetoffish,Similarlyfor

(21b).

ThissemanticconstraintonadditionalNPsandsikaNPsisreminiscentofexcqpt

phrases.】0(22)impliesthatJohnisamemberofthesetofstudentsandthatLGBisa

memberofthesetofbooks.

(22)a.NostudentexceptJohncame.

b.JohnreadnobookexceptLGB.

Iproposethatsikafunctionslikeexcq,tSemantically･11AnNPmarkedwithsikais

Subtractedfrom thesetofan additionalNP.Thatis,anNPmarkedwithsikaisan

exception.Specifically,Johnissubtractedfromthesetofstudentsin(20b)･Inother

WOrds,theinterpretationof(20b)isthatJohnisanexceptionandanyotherstudentdid

notcome.(20b),Whichisrepeatedas(23a),isparaphrasedas(23b)･

(23)a.John-Sika(gakusei-ga) ko-na-katta.

John-Sikastudent-Nom come-Neg-Past

`(Amongstudents),OnlyJohncame.'

b.John-igal(gakusei-ga)ko-na-katta.

John-eXCePt(Student-Nom)come-Neg-Past

`NostudentexceptJohncame.'

Furthermore,Iassumethatgakusel-ga`student-Nom,andJohn-Sika`John-Sika'are

10IwouldliketothankAkiraWatanabe(personalcommunication)fbrsuggestingtomethat

Sikaphrasesaresimilartoexcq,tPhrases･

11seeMoltman(1995)forthedetailedsemanticsofexcq?t.
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interpretedentirelyasoneNPbnaparWithnostudentexcqptJohnin(23a).Inother

WOrds,theyareaSSlgnedatheta-rOleasanentireNPbytheverbko-na-katta`come-

Neg-Past'

Finally,ImentioncaseswhereadditionalNPsdonotappearovertly.

(24)John-ga ringo-Sikaprotabe-na-katta

John-Nom apple-Sikaproeat-Neg-Past

`Johnateonlyapples.'

Asshownin(24),Iassumethatproexists,Whichcorrespondstokudamono-0'fmit-

Acc'in(20a).

j.2.ん姐此血巾血Ⅶ闇Ⅶ血射れ戒勘所血椚.

In this section,Iwillconsider cases where sika NPsand additionalNPsare

discontinuous.Therelevantsentenceisgivenin(25)whereL,GB-Sika`LGB-Sika'and

hon-0`book-Acc,donotmakeaconstituentonthesurface.

(25)LGB-Sika[TPJohn-ga [Mary-ga hon-O yOma-nai】to itta】.

LGB-Sika John-Nom Mary-Nombook-Acc read-Neg Compsaid

`OnlyLGB,JohnsaidthatMaryread.'

ImakethefbllowlngaSSumPtlOnS.First,LGB-Sikaisbase-generated,叫ioiningtothe

matrixIP,nOt SCrambledfrom the embedded clausein(25).In section3.3,Iwill

discusswhyLGB-Sikaisnotscrambledfromtheembeddedclause.Second,fbllowlng

thediscussionintheprevioussubsection,Iassumethathon-0`book-Acc'andLGB-Sika

mustbeinterpretedasaslngleconstituentatLF.

Ipropose that additionalNPs move to sika NPs fbr gettlng an aPPrOPnate

interpretation at LF on a parWith exception conjunctions.(26b)is an exposition

illustratingthederivationof(25).
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(26)a･LGB-SikaJohn-ga【Mary-gahon-OyOmanai]toitta.

/一〈､＼DP T,

∠ゝ//へ＼
John-gak VP T

/〈＼DP v'

∠二ゝ /へ＼
tk VP v

/〈＼
CP

/＼
TP

/＼
DP T,

vP

//へDP IJ,

∠ゝ /へVP v

/へDP V

∠ゝ I
ti yOma

Ⅴ

-
ta●ltC

0

-
t

In(26b),theadditionalNPhon-0`book-Acc,movestoLGB-Sika'LGB-Sika,atLFfbr

makinganewNPonaparWithexceptlOnCOqunCtions.Thismovementcrosses

Clause-boundary,Whichis reminiscent of exceptlOn COqunCtions･As has been

discussedinsectionl,eXCePtlOnCOrUunCtionsdonotexhibitclause-boundednesseither.

Notethathon-0`book-Acc'cannotc-COmmanditstracein(26b),Whichshould
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induceviolationoftheProperBindingCondition･12 Therefbre,Iassumethattheindex

ofhon-0`book-Acc,ispercolatedintothenewcreatedDP･Therefore,thenewcreated

DPLGB-Sikahon-0`LGB-Sikabook-Acc,canbindthetraceofhon-0`book-Acc'.

Thepresentanalysisprovidesanexplanationfortheislandefftctin(27b)･(27b)

exhibitsanislandviolation,OnaParWith(27a)･

(27)a.??LGB-OiJohn-ga[is.an｡ちkatta hito]-O SagaSiteiru･

LGB-AccJohn｣Nom bought person-Acclookingfbr

`LGB,Johnislookingfbrthepersonwhobought･'

b.??LGB-SikaJohn-ga[hon-O kawa-nakat-ta hito]-O SagaSiteiru･

LGB-SikaJohn-Nombook buy-Neg-Past person-Acclookingfbr

`OnlyLGB,Johnislookingfbrthepersonwhobought･'

In(27a),LGB-Oundergoesscrambling,CrOSSingarelativeclauseboundary■ Notethat

(27b)hasthesamestatusas(27a),WhichsuggeststhatmovementisinvoIvedin(27b)･

Underthepresentanalysis,(27b)hasthefollowingLFrepresentation･

John-ga[island kawa-nakaトta]hito】-0

SagaSiteiru].

In(28),hon-0`book,movestoLGB-Sika,`LGB-Sika'crossingtherelativeclauseatLF･

Underthe assumptlOnthatLFmovementis subjecttoS叫acency,itis correctly

expectedthat(28)shouldexhibitSubjacencyeffects･13

j.j.AJfemαわvgα乃ゆ∫e∫ご∫Crα∽助乃gα乃ゆ∫よぶ

3.3.1.ThefirstalternativeanalysIS

Inthissubsection,Iwillexaminealternativeanalysesof(25),rePeatedas(29a)･

(29a)wouldappearatfirstglancetohavethederivationgivenin(29b)whereLIGBsika

`LGB_Sika,andhon-0'book-Acc,formaCOnStituentasaDPandtheformerundergoes

longdistancescrambling･

12IthankChrisTancredi(PerSOnalcommunication)forpointingoutthispointtome･

13Inthispaper,IassumethatLFmovementissuqecttoSubiacency･However,Takahashi

andKasai(1999)arguethatSuqacencyisaconditiononPFrepresentations,Whichleadstothe

conclusionthatLFmovementisnotsuqecttoSuqacency･IwiIIleavetheissuewhetherLF

movementissu句ecttoSubjacencyforfutureresearch･
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(29)a･LGB-Sika[TPJohn-ga [Mary-ga hon-O
yOma-nai]to itta]･

LGB-Sika John-Nom Mary-Nombook-Accread-Neg Compsaid

`OnlyLGB,JohnsaidthatMaryread.'

b.LGB-Sikai[T｡John-ga[Mary-ga[DPfihon-0】yomanai]toitta]･

Onthisapproach,ImakethefbllowlngaSSumPtlOnS･

(30)a.LGBsika`LGB-Sika'andhon-0'book-Acc'arebase-generatedasa

COnStituentDP.

b.L,GBsika`LGB-Sika'undergoesscramblingfromDPbefbreSpell-Out･

C･AtLF,LIGBJika`LGB-Sika'undergoesreconstruCtionintothe?rlglnal

POSitionandthen,itisinterpretedwithhon-0'book-Acc,asaslngle

DP.

However,therearetwoproblemswiththisanalysis･First,Japanesedoesnot

allowscramblingffomDP,aSShownin(31)･

(31)??Gengogaku-nituite-nOi[John-ga【Mary-ga[DPtihon-0】

LingulStics-about-GenJohn-NomMary-Nom book-Acc

yonda]to itta.

read Compsaid

`AboutlingulStics,JohnsaidthatMaryreadbooks･'

Onemightsaythat(31)isungrammaticalbecausetheNPmarkedwiththegenitive

markernoisseparatedfromitshostNP･However,anNPmarkedwithnocanbe

SeParatedfromitshostNP,aSShownin(32)･

(32)[John-ga Mary-ga[DPthon-0] yoma-naito itta-yO],

John-NomMary-Nom book-Accread-NegCompsaid-Part

gengogaku-nituite-nO.

1ingulStics-about-Gen

`AboutlingulStics,JohnsaidthatMaryreadbookst･'

In(32),gengOgaku-nituite-nO`1inguistics-about-Gen'isrightdislocated･

Second,Sikaphrasescanbeassociatedwithana句unctPP･
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(33)a･[ppZyuriana-de-Sika disuko-de]i【Terue-ga[Akiko-gatiOdora-nai]

Zyuriana-Post-Sikadisco-Post Terue-NomAkiko-Nomdance-Neg

to itta]

Compsaid

b･Zyuriana-de-Sikai[Terue-ga[Akiko-ga[pptidisuko-de]

Zyuriana-Post-Sika Terue-Nom Akiko-Nom disco-Post

Odoranai]to itta].

dance-Neg Comp said

`Amongdisco,TerueSaidthatAkikodancedonlyatZyuriana.'

(33a)suggeststhatburiana-de-Sikadisuko-de`Zyuriana-Post-Sikadisco-Post'makesa

COnStituent･Ifろ′uriana-de-Sika'Zuriana-Post-Sika'movedoutofthea4junctPPin

(33b),itshouldexhibita句unctconditionefftcts,OnaParWith(34).

(34)*Sono-hon-OiJohn-ga [minna-gatikau node] tigau hon-Okatta

thatbook-AccJohn-Nom all-Nom buybecause difftrenthon-Okatta

`Becauseeveryonebuysthatbook,Johnboughtadifftrentone.'

(Saito1985:247)

SaitQ(1985)argueSthatscramblinginJapaneseexhibitsadjunctconditioneffbcts,based

Onrthe ungrammaticality of(34).Forthe two reasons above,Ido not adopt this

alternativeanalysis.

3･3･2･Thesecondalternativeanalysis

In this section,Iwillexamine another alternative analyses of(25),Whichis

repeatedas(35)again.

(35)LGB-Sika[T｡John-ga [Mary-ga hon-O yOma-nai]to itta].

LGB-Sika John-Nom Mary-Nombook-Acc read-Neg Comp said

`0nlyLGB,JohnsaidthatMaryread･,

Onthisalternativeanalysis,ImakethefbllowlngaSSumPtions･

(36)a･LGB-Sika'LGB-Sika'isbase-generatedasana句unct,a句OiningtoVP

intheembeddedclauseandhon-0`book-Acc'isbase-generatedasan

Objectoftheembeddedverb.
b･LGB-Sika'LGB-Sika'undergoesscramblingbeforeSpell-Out.
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C･AtLF,L,GB-Sika`LGB-Sika'undergoesreconstruCtionintotheorlglnal

POSition and then,hon-0'book-Acc'moves toLGB sika'LGB-Sika,'

WhichcreatesanewslngleDP.

Underthisalternative,(35)hasthederivationgivenin(37b),WhereLGBsika`LGB-

Sika'undergoeslongdistancescrambling.

(37)a･John-ga[Mary-ga LGB-Sika[vphon-O yOma]-nai]to itta.

John-NomMary-Nom LGB-Sika book-Acc read-Neg Compsaid

`0nlyLGB,JohnsaidthatMaryread.'

b･LGB-Sikai[John-ga[Mary-ga fi[vphon-OyOma]-nai]toitta].

Underthisalternative,L,GB-Sika'LGB-Sika'andhon-0`book-Acc'atfirstdonotform

aconstituentbeforelongdistance scrambling ofLGB-Sika`LGB-Sika.'Therefore,

longdistancescramblingofLGB-Sika'LGB-Sika'doesnotfaceaproblemunlikethe

firstalternativeanalysIS.

Next,turntO(38),WherebothLGB-Sika`LGB-Sika'andhon-0`book-Acc'arein

thesentenceinitialposition.

(38)a･LGB-Sikahon-O John-ga [Mary-ga yOma-nai]to itta.

LGB-Sikabook-AccJohn-Nom Mary-Nom read-Neg Comp said

`OnlyLGB,JohnsaidthatMaryread.'

b･LGB-Sikaihon-qJohn-ga[Mary-ga ち【v｡ちyOma]-nai]toitta･
▲ ■ ト l.l

Underthisalternativeanalysis,(38a)hasthederivationgivenin(38b),WhereL,GBsika

`LGB-Sika'andhon-0`book-Acc'undergolongdistancescrambling,SeParately.Thus,

fbrthisalternativeanalysIStObemaintained,multiplescramblingfromthesameclause

inJapanesemustbeallowed.

However,theexistenceofmultiplescramblingfromthesameclauseinJapanese

isnotsomuchclearasdubious.Consider(39).

(39)a･John-ga dareka-ni subete-nO hon-O ageta.

John-Nom someone-Dat all-Gen book-Acc gave

b･Subete-nOhon-OiJohn-gadareka-nlugeta･

C･Dareka-nisubete-nOhon-OJohn-gaageta.

`Johngavesomeoneallthebooks.'
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In(39a),Subete-nOhon-0`all-Genbook-Acc,doesnottakewidescopeoverdareka-ni

`s｡me｡ne_Dat.,Ontheotherhand,in(39b),Subete-nOhon-0`all-Genbook-Acc,'which

has･undergone scrambling,may take wide scope over
dbreka-ni`someone-Dat･'

However,Yatsushiro(1996)observeSthattherelativescopeoftwooqectsisrigideven

whentheyappeartotheleftofthesubject･In(39c),Subete-nOhムn-Odoesnottake
widescopeoverdareka-ni･IfdaYt,ka-niandsubete-nOhon-OareSCrambledseparately

in(39c),(39c)shouldhavetherepresentationgivenin(40)･

(40)Dareka-niiSubete-nOhon-q[John-gatiちageta]･

In(40),first,Subete-nOhon-Oisscrambledandthendareka-niisscrarhbled･Thefirst

scramblingofsubete-nOhon-00Verdareka-nishouldinduceinversescopeonaparWith

(39b),COntrarytOfact･Therefore,Yatsushiro(1996)arguesthatdareka-niandsubete-

nohon-OarenOtSCrambledseparatelyin(39c)but(39c)invoIvesaremnantscrambling,

givenin(41)･

(41)【Dareka-nisubete-nOhon-Oti】jJohn-gaちagetai･

Fo1lowingKoizumi(1995),SheassumesthatverbmovementtakesplaceinJapanese

andargueSthattheremnantwhichcontainsthetraceoftheverbundergoesscrambling･

underthisaccount,theunambiguityof(39c)iseasilyexplainedbecausesubete-nOhon-

odoesnotundergoscramblingoverdareka-niin(39c)･

Giventhatthereisnomultiplescramblingfromthesameclause,thederivationin

(38b)isnotavailableandhencethereisnowaytogenerate(38a)･ThatiswhyIdonot

adoptthesecondalternativeanalysis･14

j.4.A肌即納血押励加

Beforeconcludingthepaper,IconsiderthebllowlngeXamplewherehon-0

`book-Acc,isinthematrixclauseandLGB-Sika'LGB-Sika,isintheembeddedclause･

(42)Hon-O John-ga[Mary-ga LGB-Sikayoma-nai]to itta･

book-AccJohn-Nom Mary-NomLGB-Sika read-Neg Compsaid

`Amongbooks,JohnsaidthatMaryreadonlyLGB･'

14seealsoNishida(1999)foranalyzingapparentmultiplescramblingasinvoIvingonlya

Slnglemovement･
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Underthepresentanalysis,(42)canhavethefb1lowingrepresentationsgivenin(43)･

(43)a.[TPhon-0【T｡John-ga[Mary-gaLGBqsikayoma-nai]toitta]]･

b.[TPhon-Oi【TPJohn-ga[Mary-ga[｡PLGB-Sikati]yoma-nai]toitta]]･

c.【TPhon-Oi[TPJohn-ga[Mary-gaLGB-Sika[vptiyOma]-nai]toitta]]･

Th erepresentationin(43b)isruledoutbecausetheextractionfromDPinJapanese

isnotpermittedonaparwith(31),aSdiscussedinsection2･3･1■ Therepresentationin

(43c)isalsoruledoutbecauseIhavetopermitmultiplescramblinginordertoderive

(38),rePeatedas(44),aSdiscussedinsection2･3･2･

(44)a.LGB-Sikahon-O John-ga [Mary-ga yOma-Pai]to itta･

LGB.sikabook-AccJohnpNom Mary-Nom read-NegCompsaid

`OnlyLGB,JohnsaidthatMaryread･'

b.LGB-Sikaihon-qJohn-ga[Mary-ga ち【v｡ちyOma】-nai]toitta･

Therefore,Iconcludethat(42)hasthederivationgivenin(43a)wherehon-0`book-

Acc,isbase-generated,adjoinlngtOthematrixTP･

Undertheassumpt10nSOfarthatanadditionalNPmovestoasika-NP,hon-0

`b｡Ok_Acc,shouldmovetoLGB-Sika'LGB-Sika,'asshownin(45)･

(45)【TPHon-0【TPJohn-ga[Mary-gaLGB-Sikayoma-nai]toitta]]･

However,this movementis alowerlng OPeration,Whichis generally prohibited･

Therefore,(42)isapparentlyproblematictothepresentanalysis･Iassumethatthereis

n｡m｡Vementrelationbetweenhon-0`book-Acc,andLGB-Sika'LGB-Sika'in(42)･
Thisis supportedbythefbllowlngeXamPlewhereLGB-Sika`LGB-Sika,isinthe

relativeclause.Notethat(46)doesnotexhibitislandefftcts･

(46)Hon-OJohn-ga[LGB-Sikakawa-nakat-ta hito】-O SagaSiteiru･

bookJohn-Nom LGB-Sikabuy-Neg-Past person-Acclookingfor

･Amongbooks,JohnislookingforthepersonwhoboughtonlyLGB･'
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Underthisassumption,(46)hasthefbllowingrepresentationgivenin(47).

(47)Hon-OiJohn-ga[[LGB-Sikaproi】kawa-nakat-tahito】-OSagaSiteiru.

In(47),PrOisintheembeddedclauseandcoindexedwithhon-0'book-Acc'andpro

and L/GB-Sika`LGB-Sika'areinterpreted as a slngle DP.Hon-0'book-Acc'is a

topICalizedelement.ThereR)re,thereisnomovementrelationbetweenhon-0`book-

Acc'andLGβ-Sika'LGB-Sika,'whichexpectsnoislandefftct.Therefore,Sincethe

undesirablelowering operationis not necessary asillustratedin(45),(42)is not

PrOblematictothepresentanalysis.

4.Conclusion

Inthispaper,Ihavearguedthatsika-naiconstruCtionsinJapanesearesimilartO

exceptlOnCOrUunCtionsinEnglishsemantically.AnNPmarkedwithsikaissubtracted

fromthesetofanadditionalNP･Thatis,anNPmarkedwithsikaisanexceptlOn･

Furthermore,Ihave shown that additionalNPs move to sika phrases to yield an

approprlateinterpretationatLFincaseswheresikaphrasesandadditionalphrasesare

discontinuousonthesurface･ThisisareminiscentofexceptlOnCOqunCtionswhere

COrrelates move toexcq,tPhrases.In thefuture,Iwillexamine how the proposed

analysiscancapturesomephenomenamoredeeply.
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