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CREPNES

1. IXU®ic
() ARBEEOHH :

TREOHFISL 2)-3) ICHE I N D AARGEOHFETEFE (linking element) [ NAE T 2 EREE
. BEED of WA T HERET & LS - MRET L7e NS, Bah - SHRA X — T = A AT EN
HEMICE s TRESND Z & ZfnET 5.

2) a. fEFiE [EFBAFRBRAEZEM L E] () W2 TWn5D,
b. HEFIE [KESNAA—FT 4 =12+ 5E] (D) KEFEEZITE-T-,
3) a AL [BFBANFERBREZEMCTE D0 (D) REZTH XN E,

b. EFIE [REEBN—=TF 4 =122 0] (D) BFEZFF>TWD,

4) AREBEOMHA
§2: HEED of KT HEREEOIEE - il & T
§3: AAGED [ BSARS 2RO - 8L L /ot
§4: fEm

2. BFED of DLOAR

(5) a. the description *(of) the boy

b. the decision *(of) the jury

c. the bottle *(of) wine

d. the wines *(of) France

e. the doctor *(of) pediatrics

f. the sixth *(of) October

g. the city *(of) New York (Leonard 1997: 48)
(6) a. John’s claim (*of) [that he would win]

b. Paul’s explanation (*of) [that he was temporarily insane] (Stowell 1981: 198-199)

(7) a. The question [(of) whether it is true or not] may be raised.
b. Ihad a clear idea [(of) what it was].
c. Please give me an indication [(of) how to do it].

PR TR BB, BB RO RERERa A F2THB L, 2GR L TUESHOEZH L ET S, 20k,
ABFFED —EB 1% A ASENIR LA R B i B & (GEEATIE (C) #RERE 5 22K00617) DB Z %1 T\ %,
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2.1 BEEMICES SR G5 OMEMSED D DK
(8) a. The Case Filter:
*NP if NP has phonetic content and has no Case.

b. “I will assume [the Case Filter] to be a filter in the PF-component.
(Chomsky 1981: 49, cf. Stowell 1981, Lasnik and Uriagereka 2005, etc.)
(9) a. of-Insertion
NP — [pof|NPinenv.: [+N]

b. “One device, typical of English-like languages that use prepositions instead of inflectional Case
systems, is to insert an empty preposition devoid of semantic content as a kind of Case-marker to
permit nominal complements, ...” (ibid.: 50)

» (8)(9) 2LV, [4F+4E] DOREE T of REBIICAERT 5, (Cf. Richards 2010)
(10) a. the description *(of) the boy
b. the decision *(of) the jury

c. the bottle *(of) wine (=(5a—))

» (4 E+that &) OBREICB W T of AR LARWI LI2HoNWT

(11) a. John’s claim (*of) [that he would win]
b. Paul’s explanation (*of) [that he was temporarily insane] (=(6))

(12) The Case-Resistance Principle
Case may not be assigned to a category bearing a Case-assigning feature. (Stowell 1981: 146)

(13) a. Case cannot be assigned to a category bearing the feature [+Tense], since this too is a Case assigning

feature.
b. Tensed clauses: [+N, —V, +Tense, +Past]
c. NPs: [+N, -V, —Tense, ------- ] (ibid.: 147)

» (12)-(13) 12XV, £Fil+that BiOBREL TIX of AR L TiTWT Z2u,

(14) a. John’s claim (*of) [that he would win]
b. Paul’s explanation (*of) [that he was temporarily insane] (=(11))

> ([ LAHEERER) OBREEICE W T of REEMICART A Z LIt T

(15) a. The question [(of) whether it is true or not] may be raised.
b. [Ihad a clear idea [(of) what it was].
c. Please give me an indication [(of) how to do it]. =(7)

(16) the Nouniness Squish:
that > for to > Q > Acc Ing > Poss Ing > Action Nominal > Derived Nominal > Noun
(Ross 1973: 141)

(17) SEMENIL. 450 & that HIOW HFORHEEZ G T HDT, EBHDEMENEHLIND)Tof D
ARICHEREMENE T D,
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2.2 RITES S HHADRIER
22.1 of DRENF|EEZ TEREMROE NI ONT
(18) a. the invasion of Rome and Berlin
b. the invasion of Berlin and of Rome (Leonard 1997: 50-51)

(19) a. (18a)DfiFIN:
[1]t is vague as to how many invasion events it denotes. On one reading, it may be the case that there
are two separate invasions, one of Rome and one of Berlin. On the other reading, there may be one
single invasion event, which happened to envelop the two cities.

b.  (18b)DFFIN:
[It] will result in the obligatory denotation of two invasion events. (ibid.: 52-53)

(20) of DA EIZ L o TEMMBITHENEL 5, M HITEWRMIRICEEL 52 20 EHE S
NTWDHDOT, (18) DL D 7eflIRE L 725,

222 AF+that HIOLWH TRBULT S of ITDONT
21 [That his treatment of Old Tom was sound], he presently had proof of.! (Jespersen 1927: 30)

(22) that fil% [+Tense] OFMEEZFFOTZ O Z A5 SN WIIT DT, of BAERT S (21) D
LD RBNITEE 72 %,
(Cf. Higgins 1973, Kaplan and Bresnan 1982, Yatabe 1993, efc.)

223 BRI ESID of DRERMEIZSNT
(23) a. The question [(of) whether it is true or not] may be raised.
b. The question is (of) whether it is true or not.

(24) FEAT 51X R ﬁou\m_ﬂ%én%ﬁ@f (23b) D X D 14 L B E N B L2
BT of PWAMKEL FRHILTCLE D -DICHELE 22 5,

224 F& 0
(25) PEREVEICEE S <R HERER OBLE. (FEERES F”ﬂ’( of ZHHANT D) 7215 TlE, WEED of NAME T
HEBREABMUNCHAT L LM TE R

24 WHE-FBA L E—T oA ZADBENOLOFHHA

(26) « [+N]+[+N] OBEICBWT, MEDRIC of NHiEmDEM TIHRA SN D,
ZDof I, WFE - HERA LA —T A ATBWT—EDRED FCTHIRENS,

(of-deletion)
(27) a. the description *(of) the boy (=(52))
b. John’s claim (*of) [that he would win] (=(6a))
c. The question [(of) whether it is true or not] may be raised. (=(72))

I James Unger (personal communication, March 26, 2014) has pointed out that “[(21)]’s bookish and noticeably old-fashioned, but it’s
certainly grammatical. You can’t drop the final of. But you can say ‘That his treatment of Old Tom was sound, of that he presently had
proof.””
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(28) WAE » BERA VX — T = A AW I DR
HRETIE, of IXMEEERE (function word) (ZWEHEE L CAER L TIZW T 7220,

(29) HEREERM: [+N] of [+N]

R%

WRE - BHAA A — T = A A

* NP & NP NP of NP
NP O that... * NP of that...
NP & wh-... NP of wh-...
(30) a. the invasion of Rome and Berlin (1 event; 2 events)
b. the invasion of Berlin and of Rome  (*1 event; 2 events) (=(18))

(31) (30a):
a. the invasion of [Rome and Berlin]
b. the invasion [of Rome] and [ef Berlin]

(32) (30Db):
the invasion [of Rome] and [of Berlin]

(33) [That his treatment of Old Tom was sound], he presently had proof of. (=(21))

(34) The question [(of) whether it is true or not] may be raised. (=(72))

a. The question [ef whether it is true or not] may be raised.
b. The question [of whether it is true or not] may be raised.

(35) “For me, [(34a)] is bad without an intonation indicating that the whether clause is an appositional
quotation: The question ‘whether it is true or not’ may be raised. = Someone may ask the question, is it
true or not?” (James Unger (personal communication, March 25, 2014))

3. BAED D] O
(36) a. KER *(>) HEJEE
b. KEE *(D) &K

(37) a. fb7FIE [BEFRAFERBREZEMCcED L] () HFEE2IWTWD,
b. EFIE [KEED/R—T 4 —ZBn+ 2 &] () WEEZZITE -, (=(2))

(38) a. fEFIT [EFDAFHREZETED0] (D) RETHSIXNTE,
b. fETFIE [KEEBS—TF 4 —IZMT 5 0] (D) BFEEFHFS>TWVD, =(3))

—459 -



3.1 Ak
(39) a. KEROEE T [(fE1+o] I HEW,
b. B—~OREEIL [ED] L bRBIE o7, (Saito 2017: 707)?

(40) a* fEF1% [RERX—T 4 —IZBMNT D & ] ORFEZTI-7208, IREENRSMT 5] O
ILELEZTH S TR,

b. TEFIE [RESBA =T 4 =BT 5 & ] WFEEZ T2, [RESASMT 5 &1 1%
FEZTEL S TR,

41) a. fET1X CREEDSS—T 4 —I1Z2MNF 20 ] ORFEZITE 720, [IREENSIMT 5 50] O
T EEZITE S T, 3
b. fETFIE [RES/ =T 4 —IZBINT 5700 EEZ T2, [IRESASINT 5] 1%
FEZITE S Ty,

32 #EE - FRAVE—T oA RAOBRAD DL OHY

42) « [+N]+[+N] OEREEIZHB W T, MFEFOMIZ T NHEEROBRM CHAIND,
o T 1%, i FHEA L —T oA AZBWT—EDORED FTTHIR SN 5,
(T HIER)

(43) a. KER *() fEfs (=(36a))
b. fEFIT [BEFDRAFRBREZEECE 5 L] (D) WifFEinTn o, (=(2a))
c. EFIF [EFPAFRBREZHTES0] (D) RETH 21N, (=(3a))
(44) WiRE « BERA v —T oA AR &N DR

HAGETIZ, T[] IZNFAFFE (content word) [ZRERE L CTARE L7221 AUIE 72 B 7200,

(45) HEEEHEM: [+N] @ [+N]

* NP & NP NP @ NP
LHi @ NP L D NP
MHEI & NP NE O NP

(46) a. [KESOREFE] 2N U725,
b.* [KERI =T 4 =235 L] B KU 5,
c. [KERD/R—F 4 —(ZZMTBH0] 2% KI5,

2 Saito (2017) 1%, NP1 D NP2J DEREE T NP1 23 NP OFPIFATH D0 (B2 X TROH ) I2i%, NP2 2EHIETE e
L. W - fONEROIAHIER B 5 L5 LT 5, BT ik L ORBIZ WL, =R (2023) 23/,

3 (41a) OFBIEEARN S HIBFT 2358 L0503, (40a) & DB THEI 232 L. (4la) BDEREIND & OfMriddm
T35,
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(47) a. fEFIT CREEAAN—=T 4 —IZ2NT 5 L] (D) REFEEZZITI - 7223 RESASINS % & ]

(*D) FFEFEZITE - TR0, (=(40))
b. BT LRESAS—T 4 —IZSMNT 5 0] (D) IKRFEZZITE - 7223, QRESA SN 5 03]
(D) FFEEZITE - TN, (=(41))
(48) HEFETRF: [+N] @ [+N]

WEE - BWERA L H—T A A

EHI O * LH O NP
ME @ M D NP
4. WEE
(49) ¥k - THA v X —7 = A A H -
B T A SN EEEE (of X (D)) 2. —EOBRETHIRT %,

(50) a. ﬂ;t of IIRERERE I B L CAREE LTIV T 7oy,
b. Elz&an T, (o) IFNBREICHERE U CAER LT IER B2,
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