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A Critical Review of the Causes of
Sen no Rikyu’s Ritual Suicide

Sachio Fukui

Sen no Rikyu (1522-1591) was one of the well-known founders of the
traditional tea ceremony (Sado) in medieval Japan. Toyotomi Hideyoshi
(1537-1598) ordered Sen no Rikyu to commit ritual suicide (seppuku) in
February, Tensho 19 (1591), because he was the general who won the fi-
nal victory in the military conflicts among the Samurai and unified me-
dieval Japan.

Various opinions have been offered concerning the reasons for Sen no
Rikyu's death. However, no firm hypothesis has yet been reached. The
author has critically reviewed a large number of historical materials and
theories regarding this episode to try to elucidate the truth.

The official announcement of the Toyotomi Hideyoshi regime gave as
the principal reasons for Sen no Rikyu'’s punishment, was his lése majesty
toward both General Toyotomi himself and the emperor, together with
his unreasonable valuation and trade in tea-ceremony items. Sen’s lése
majesty charge also included his construction of an overly splendid gate
to the Daitokuji Temple in Kyoto, and his order to place a wooden sculp-
ture of himself on the gate.

However, the author has managed to locate many descriptions from
sources about the miscellaneous circumstances of his death that differ

quite considerably from information found in other cases of ritual suicides.
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Using these idiosyncratic materials, the author seeks to further elu-

cidate the truth about the causes of Sen no Rikyu’s seppuku.
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Training Methods and the Scoring Process
in the U-21 Japan National Football Team

~ The 5th East Asian Games (Hong Kong, 2009) ~

Naoya MaTtsumoTo

The U-21 Japan national football team, possible representative team
for the 2012 London Olympic Games, participated in the 5th East Asian
Games held in Hong Kong in 2009. The purpose of this study is to analyze
the game based on the speed of shift from offense to defense, which is
the team concept, and to obtain actual data regarding the relationship
between the team’s tactics and its training methods. The analysis has

demonstrated the following tendencies.

1. One of the factors that determines the speed of shift from offense
to defense is the movement of the offensive player. It is important
for an offensive player to have high consciousness of defense, and
to keep up pressure on the opposing player at the instant of shift
from offense to defense. Therefore, it is fundamental to train

offensive players to maintain defensive consciousness.

2. One of the factors that determines the speed of shift from defense
to offense is the movement of players. It is important to pass the
ball forward as soon as the player gets the ball. Therefore, it is

fundamental for the team to train players to be always conscious
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of the continuity between defensive and offensive play. Moreover,

as part of the team strategy, the team has to clarify its own aims.

3. The quality of the continuity between defensive and offensive
play depends on the skill and sense of the defensive players. There-
fore it is fundamental to carry out training that improves players’

ability to judge the level of priority of passing the ball.



Flexible Command:
A Solution to the Symmetry Problem
of Adjunction, Scrambling, and Dislocation*
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metry

1. Introduction

Since the inception of the biolinguistic program (generative syntax) about
60 years ago, command, along with basic measurements such as domi-
nation, has been the most useful measure for scaling structural relation-
ships. Linguists have always wanted extremely precise command. | pro-
pose a command measurement that is flexible (flexible command) and ac-
curate. Flexible command measures equilibrium between two nodes in
a given structure (i.e., tree, a graph without loops) showing connection
and disconnection. That is, if @ commands 3, ¢ and 8 are in equilibrium,
which balances the connection and disconnection levels of two nodes in
a structure. The equilibrium degree varies case by case. Flexible com-
mand can deal well with more complicated structures such as a segment
structure. Thus, natural languages with rich scrambling (segment-form-
ing operation) such as Hindi-Urdu, Japanese, and Korean are good phe-

notypes (properties observable in natural objects) that provide excellent
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test cases for increasing the accuracy of command measurement. This
study’s discussion clarifies the logical necessity of command. It also leads
us to reach the genotypic studies of the C,.. (the computational procedure
of human natural language) concerning laws and mechanisms that arise
from and/or interact with human gene. Thus, clarification of the logical
necessity of command is a prerequisite to thinking the biological necessity
of command, a harder problem.

The organization of this paper is as follows. Section 2 discusses concep-
tual issues. This section debates the existence of self-dominance in the
Cw and concludes that the set-theoretic definition of domination avoids
the reflexivity paradox. The section introduces the main proposal of this
study: flexible command. Section 3 describes several recalcitrant problems
and possible solutions with flexible command. Such problems include
scrambling asymmetry, reconstruction asymmetry, heavy NP shift asym-
metry, and English-type T vs. French-type T asymmetry. | propose that
rightward dislocation is rightward adjunction. Section 4 concludes the dis-

cussion.

2. Conceptual Issues
2.1. Self-domination
Is domination reflexive? Does the language system allow self-domination?
Does ¢ dominate itself (¢)? Let us begin with the simplest possible struc-
ture, for example, one in which ¢ and 8 merge and the operation forms

7.
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1)
7
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o B

The essential nature of the structure is set-theoretic. That is, the set y
has two members: set ¢ and set 5. We abstract away for the moment from
the distinction in Pure Merge (not Move = Copy + Remerge) between Set
-Merge (substitution) forming {7, {«, A}} and Pair-Merge (adjunction)
forming {7, <e, B>}, wherey is the label, i.e. its basic structural cate-
gorical property, and the ordered pair <a, B> in the latter indicates that
adjunction is inherently asymmetrical (¢ adjoining to 8 is distinct from
B adjoining to @) (Chomsky 2000: 133).

@ {r}={e} {8}

It is intuitively clear that y dominates ¢ and 8. However, one must ask
whether ¢ dominates ¢, 8 dominates 8, and y dominates y. Let us con-
sider the following definitions of domination, containment, and exclusion,

where ¢ and 3 are syntactic categories (Cf. May 1985, Chomsky 1986).

(3) a. Domination
« dominates 3 iff every segment of @ dominates §.

b. Containment
a contains £ iff some segment of @ dominates £.

c. Exclusion
a excludes g iff no segment of ¢ dominates 3.
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Notice that domination is the key in that all three definitions use it as the
standard measure. Therefore, the definition of domination is used axi-
omatically. Let us assume the following definition of command proposed
in Reinhart 1979. Nunes and Thompson 1998, sec. A.7.2., provide the
grounds and argument for this definition. Epstein, Groat, Kawashima,

and Kitahara (EGKK) 1988 present an argument against this definition'.

(4) Command
Where ¢ and S are accessible to C.., @ commands g iff
a. a does not dominate 4, and
b. « # 8, and
c. every category dominating e also dominates £.

For condition (4a), A notdominating « follows from the irreflexivity of domi-
nation and condition (4c). We will discuss the demonstration of the irre-
flexivity of domination later. The demonstration that 3 does not dominate
@ in (4a) is as follows. Suppose that 6 and @ merge and it forms 8, the

label of which is y.

®) B={r, {9, a}}

d+—1—a

The label y inherits the basic structural (categorical) property of either ¢

or @. The informal tree representation is as follows.

(6)
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Suppose ¢ commanded £ in the preceding structure. 4 dominates . There-
fore, given (4c), 8 dominates 8. However, if domination was irreflexive,
i.e.,, no self-domination existed, S does not dominate 3. Consequently,
B dominates 3, and 8 does not dominate 8, which is a contradiction. By
reduction to absurdity (RTA), if ¢ commands 3, A does not dominate @
(Q.E.D).

Without condition (4b), the definition permits self-command. Suppose «

and 3 merge, creating K, the label of which is 7.

(M K={r, {e, 8}

al<—T—>I8

More informally,

(8)

Suppose that the definition of command lacked condition (4b). Does ¢ com-
mand «? Given irreflexivity of domination, « does not dominate a. Thus,
condition (4a) is satisfied. Every category dominating @, namely K, also
dominates 8. Thus, condition (4c) is satisfied. It follows that « commands
a. However, there is an argument that self-command does not exist.

The demonstration that command is irreflexive is as follows (Nunes and
Thompson state that they owe Lasnik and Uriagereka (1988: 161, n.4) the
demonstration that command is not reflexive). Assume that the binding
principle (BP) (C) holds, which states that a referring (R) expression must

be free everywhere, i.e., nothing binds an R-expression. The definition
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of bind is as follows.

(9) Bind
@ binds g iff
(i) @ and B bear the same index,
and (ii) @ commands 5.

The BP (C) accounts for the following contrast.

(10) a. * Bacon; puzzled Bacon..
b. Baconi puzzled Bacon.

In (10a), the first Bacon and the second Bacon bear the same index and
the first commands the second. Thus, the second Bacon is bound (not free),
in violation of the BP (C). In (10b), the first Bacon and the second Bacon
do not bear the same index and the first commands the second. Thus, the
second Bacon is unbound (free), in satisfaction of the BP (C). Now con-

sider the following.

(11) Bacon; left.

According to the definition of command without condition (4b), Bacon; com-
mands Bacon:.. By the BP (C), Bacon: must be free, which amounts to say-
ing that Bacon; cannot bind Bacon.. It follows that Bacon; cannot refer to
Bacon;, which is a contradiction. By RTA, Bacon; does not command Ba-
con; (Q.E.D.). Thus, condition (4b) is required to remove self-command.

The following has been widely used as (4c) (Cf. Reinhart 1976).

(12) The first category dominating ¢ also dominates §.
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However, as pointed out by Nunes and Thompson, if the first category
dominating @ also dominates 3, every category dominating ¢ also domi-
nates 8. Since the definition with universal quantification as in (4c) is con-
ceptually simpler and more general than the one specifying a particular
node as in (12), the former is adopted®. Crucially, (12) makes an incor-
rect prediction regarding an adjunction at the root. That is, (12) states
that there is at least one node that dominates ¢ and £ (existential quan-
tification). When a term adjoins to the root containing 3, there is no node
that dominates ¢ and 8. By (12), such adjunction at the root is undesir-
ably ruled out.

Let us assume the following definition of the linear correspondence axiom

(LCA) (Kayne 1994).

(13) Linear Correspondence Axiom (LCA)
A category a precedes a category S iff
a. « asymmetrically commands 2, or
b. y precedes # and y dominates a.

Kayne adopts the exclusion type of command: « commands 3 iff ¢ excludes
B, and every category dominating ¢ also dominates 3. Let us consider the
following partial structure in which ¢ adjoins to K;, forming a two-seg-

ment category [K., Kui].

(14)

By the definition of domination given above, the category [K., K] does

not dominate ¢, instead, it just contains ¢. @ commands outside [K,
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K.]. If ¢ adjoins by internal merge, ¢ commands its trace, thereby satis-
fying the chain condition (a moved element must command its trace).

Does [K;, Ki] dominate its lower segment K,? Chomsky (1995: 339) assumes
that it does. Let us repeat the relevant definition, where ¢ and 8 are syn-

tactic categories.

(15) Domination
a dominates 3 iff every segment of ¢ dominates 5.

For computational operations such as Move, the C.. can see the two-seg-
ment category [K;, Ki], the lower segment K;, and «. Crucially, the Cu.
cannot see the upper segment K.. For definition of measurement, how-
ever, one must be precise and count every segment. By the definition of
domination in (15), if [K;, Ki] dominates its lower segment K;, every seg-
ment of [K;, Ki] dominates K,. It follows that K, dominates K,, and K,
dominates K.. In that case, domination can be reflexive, i.e., the system

must allow self-domination.

2.2. Argument for irreflexivity of domination

Evidence and reasons exist for domination being irreflexive (see Nunes
and Thompson 1998, section A.2.2.).

The first argument for the irreflexivity of domination arises from RTA
within the definition of command. Let us reproduce the definition of com-

mand in question.
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(16) Command
Where ¢ and 8 are accessible to C.., @ commands g iff
a. « does not dominate 3, and
b. « # B, and
c. every category dominating ¢ also dominates £.

Suppose that domination was reflexive. Then, the first category dominat-
ing @ is a. By condition (16c), a« dominates 8, i.e., ¢ dominating a also
dominates 3. However, by condition (16a), @ does not dominate 5. @ domi-
nates 3, and « does not dominate 3, which is a contradiction. By RTA,
domination is not reflexive (Q.E.D.).

The second argument for the irreflexivity of domination arises from the
LCA. Consider the set-theoretic representation of the following example
(ibid., section A.2.2.).

(17) He will like it.

(18) C = {will, {he, {will, {will, {like, {like, it}}}}}}
he <t — B = {will, {will, {like, {like, it}}}}
will <t — A = {like, {like, it}
like < 1 — it

Let us consider the partial tree representation.
(19)
he

will

Let us reproduce the definition of command.
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(20) Command
Where ¢ and 8 are accessible to C.., @ commands g iff
a. « does not dominate 3, and
b. « # B, and
c. every category dominating ¢ also dominates £.

Does he command will ? Suppose we had the reflexive notion of domina-
tion. Let he be ¢, and will 8 in the definition of command. Condition (20a)
is satisfied because he does not dominate will. The term he dominates it-
self. Condition (20b) is satisfied because he # will. As for condition (20c),
the first category dominating he is he. Since he does not dominate will,
condition (20c) is not satisfied. Therefore, he does not command will.

Now let us adopt the following definition of the LCA.

(21) Linear Correspondence Axiom (LCA)
A category a precedes a category S iff
a. @ asymmetrically commands 3, or
b. 7 precedes # and y dominates «.

a (he) does not command [J (will). Therefore, he does asymmetrically com-
mand will. By condition (21a), he and will would not be ordered®. The
LCA incorrectly predicts that the example should be ruled out, contrary
to the fact. Therefore, the assumption that domination is reflexive is in-
correct. Hence, domination is irreflexive (Q.E.D.).

The third argument arises from a set-theoretic fact. The notion of domi-
nation is understood set-theoretically particularly within the bare phrase
structure theory. Set membership cannot be reflexive. If set membership
was reflexive (a set contains itself), the empty set {¢}, which by defini-
tion contains no member, would paradoxically contain a member, that is,

the empty set itself.
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(22) *{{¢} 2 {4}

Therefore, set membership must be irreflexive, i.e., a set must not con-
tain itself.
Now let us consider the standard definition of domination, which section

A.2.1. in Nunes and Thompson (1998) adapts from Chomsky (1995: 247).

(23) Domination
Given a syntactic object K={y, {6, ulorK={<y, r> {5, u«}}
K dominates ¢ iff
a. forsomesetl, ¢« € LandL € K, or
b. for some set M, K dominates M and M dominates «.

A syntactic object K = {y, {J, u}} arises from a symmetric Set-Merge
of 6 and ¢ (internal or external; § set-merging with x is in principle the
same as ¢ set-merging with 6 (Chomsky 2000: 133); this symmetry must
be broken by Agree operation (feature-checking)), and the construct bears
the label (the major property) r (the selector feature). A syntactic object
K={<y, r> {6, w«}}arises from an asymmetric Pair-Merge of § and
# (adjunction; ¢ pair-merging with y is different from ¢ pair-merging with
d), and the label is <y, 7> (non-selector (ibid. 134)). Chomsky (2000:
135) argues that the label is redundant; it is determined independently,
i.e., the label in Set-Merge is determined by the selector, and the label
in Pair-Merge is determined by the Merge operation itself (ibid. 134); there-
fore eliminable.

Suppose K reflexively dominates K. Thus, K =« in the definition above.
Then, by condition (23a), K is a member of the set L, and the set L is

a member of K.
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(24) * {K} € {L}, and {L} € {K}

This is a contradiction, which arises from the assumption that domination

is reflexive. Therefore, domination is irreflexive (by RTA) (Q.E.D.).

2.3. Avoiding the reflexivity paradox: set-theoretic definition of
domination
To allow a two-segment category to dominate the lower segment, we must
adopt the reflexive definition of domination, as in Chomsky (1995). On
the other hand, there is good evidence that domination is irreflexive, as
shown in Nunes and Thompson (1998). How can we solve the dilemma?
Two possible solutions are available. The first solution is to claim that the
notion of domination is irreflexive, but the actual application of the defi-

nition (the practice of measuring) is reflexive.

(25) Domination
A category ¢ dominates a syntactic category [] iff
irreflexive

every segment of @ dominates [].
reflexive
Such a solution complicates the theory however. Questions remain as to
why only the application is reflexive, and why we have both reflexive and
irreflexive domination.
The second solution is to adopt a purely set-theoretic definition of domi-
nation as proposed by Nunes and Thompson (1998), as in the following;

call it defl.
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(26) Domination (defl)
K dominates a syntactic object ¢ iff
a. foreverysetLsuchthatL € K, ¢« € L, or
b. for some set M, K dominates M and M contains «.

The bottom line is: when K dominates @, all sets in K must have ¢ as a
member (Nunes and Thompson 1998). Nunes and Thompson argue that
defl is superior to the standard definition in (23), which they adapt from
Chomsky 1995; 247; call it def2.

(27) Domination (def2) (= (23))
Given a syntactic object K={y, {6, ulorK={<y, r> {5, u«}}
K dominates ¢ iff
a. forsomesetl, ¢« € LandL € K, or
b. for some set M, K dominates M and M dominates «.

The crucial difference between defl and def2 is that the quantification in
condition (26a), i.e., the universal quantification (for every set L) is used
in defl, whereas the existential quantification (for some set L) is used in
def2, asin (27a). Defl and def2 make different predictions with respect
to dominance of an adjunct by a two-segment category K = [K;, Ki. The

structure of interest is the following.

(28)

The bare phrase structure (BPS) representation of (28) is the following.
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(29) K:{<K2, K>, {K, Q’}}

a+ 1t =K

According to condition (26a) of defl, since not every set has « as its mem-
ber, i.e., the set <K,, K;> does not have ¢ as the member, the two-seg-
ment category K does not dominate @. On the other hand, according to
condition (27a) of def2, since there is some set that has ¢ as the member,
i.e, set{K, ¢}, Kdominates ¢. By def2, the two-segment category K
= [Kz, Ki] dominates ¢ and K. It follows that « commands only K;. Cru-
cially, @ does not command outside category K. In contrast, by defl, the
two-segment category K = [K;, K. dominates K;, but note. Itfollows that
« commands nothing in K. Crucially, ¢ commands outside category K.
Nunes and Thompson argue that def2 makes incorrect predictions in the
chain condition (the head of a chain must command the tail of the chain,
i.e., a moved term must command the trace). Nunes and Thompson con-

sider two cases. The first is V-to-T raising.

(30)

The V adjoins to T.. By def2, V does not command out of T = [T,, Tai].
As a result, the chain condition is violated. Given that a language allows
V-to-T raising and that a chain must satisfy the chain condition, def2 in-
correctly predicts that a language lacks V-to-T movement. In contrast,

defl correctly predicts that the above structure is acceptable: the V com-
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mands its trace, thereby satisfying the chain condition.
The second argument for defl, but against def2, arises from noncyclic
adjunction of a relative clause (Lebeaux 1988). Consider the following ex-

ample (Nunes and Thompson 1998, sec. A.2.3.).

(31) Which portrait that Rivera; painted did he; like?

The partial representation is the following, where Q = null interrogative

C.

(32

wW={Q, {M, Y}

M={<which, which>, {K, L}}+ 1 —=Y=[did+Q he like K={which {which, portrait}}]
K={which {which, portrait}} 1 —L = [that Rivera painted] which+< t —portrait
which+ 1 —portrait

The constituent L noncyclically adjoins (later inserted) to (already-built)
K, which avoids the BP (C) violation, i.e., L from the outset appears in
a position that is higher than the coindexed pronoun. The structure of the

interest is the following.

(33)
W
/\
M=K, Y
N

/\
K, L did+Q ... K...

By def2, the two-segment category K = [K;, K] dominates the lower seg-
ment K; and L. Therefore, the moved wh-phrase K; does not command

outside of K. The antecedent K; fails to command its trace (K) in Y, in-
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ducing the chain condition violation. Def2 incorrectly predicts that the
example should be ruled out. Defl, by which the moved wh-phrase K. com-
mands its trace (K), satisfies the chain condition. Thus, defl correctly
predicts that the example is acceptable. The problem dissolves (or does
not exist) however under the occurrence-based definition of chain and the
hypothesis that head-adjunction takes place in the PF (Chomsky 2000:
117, n. 68).

Defl, not def2, makes correct predictions. Therefore, let us adopt defl,

which is proposed in Nunes and Thompson (1998), repeated below.

(34) Domination (defl)
K dominates a syntactic object « iff
a. foreverysetL suchthatL € K, ¢ € L, or
b. for some set M, K dominates M and M contains «.

As pointed out by Nunes and Thompson, (34a) requires as a necessary con-
dition that all sets in K (the dominator) have « (the dominatee) as a mem-
ber, when we want K to dominate «. Let us repeat the structure in ques-

tion.

(35)

The question is whether the two-segment category [K:, Ki] dominates the
lower segment K;. We want [K,, K,] to dominate K,. Under the set-theo-
retic definition of domination, in order for [K;, K] to dominate K;, all sets
in [K;, Ki] must have K; as a member. According to the system based on

the set theory and the BPS theory (Chomsky 1995) adopted by Nunes and



Flexible Command:

Thompson, the relevant representation is the following.

(36) [Kz, Kl] = 'Hi K1H, {Q, Kl}}

Q‘_T_’Kl

The object [K;, Ki] has two sets as members: {{K.}} and {e, Ki}. {{Ki}}is
the label (information of the major property) of [K,, Ki]*. @ and K. together
are members of {, Ki} but not of the label {{K}}.

Do all sets in [K;, K] have K; as a member? Yes, they do. K is a mem-
ber of {{K.}} and {@, K.}. It follows that [K,, K.] dominates K,, as desired.
Notice that [K;, K] does not dominate @, for all sets in [K;, K.] do not
have ¢ as a member; the label {{ K.}} does not have «.

Therefore, the purely set-theoretic definition of domination avoids the di-
lemma; we can maintain the irreflexivity of domination, while at the same
time allowing a two-segment category to dominate the lower segment.
A structure must be considered set-theoretically. We will often use tree
representation, however, for expository purposes unless set-theoretic clar-

ity is necessary.

2.4. Flexible command: different levels of disconnection (the main
proposal)

Let us reproduce the relevant structure.

37

Let us now adopt the view that [K;, K] dominates its lower segment K..
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Does K; command e? As stated above, [K,, K] does notdominate @ because
not all sets in [K;, Ki] have ¢ as a member; the label {{K.}} does not have
a. Alternatively, according to a more informal definition of command, in
order for K; to command «, every category dominating K, must also domi-
nate ¢. Thus, given that [K,, K.] dominates K; in order for K, to domi-
nate @, [K.;, K] must dominate . However, [K., K. does not dominate
a but [K;, K] only contains @. Therefore, K does not command «.

Does ¢ command K.?

Chomsky (1995: 339-340) suggests that the result varies depending upon
our definition of the disconnection condition in the following definition of

command (adapted from Chomsky 1995).

(38) Command
a commands [] iff
a. every y that dominates ¢ dominates [] (the connection condition), and
b. @ and [J are disconnected (the disconnection condition).

The bottom line is: Command measures and determines the equilibrium
(balance) of connection and disconnection between two nodes in a language
structure (tree graph). Command is fundamentally antisymmetric: When
X commands Y it is not always the case that Y commands X. As Moro (2000:
15-29) proposes, the C.. does not tolerate a point of symmetry (too un-
stable). The structural information (formal feature) is the driving force for
breaking the symmetry in the Cu.. Once the symmetry is broken and an
antisymmetric structure is formed, the structure becomes stable. The Cy.
creates an antisymmetric structure like H.O crystal (ice) where the mole-
cules are in the stable phase with the minimum energy (cost). Command

measures how two nodes establish a stable (balanced) relationship in a
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given tree.
For the disconnection condition, Chomsky (1995: 339-340) points out three

levels of disconnection.

(39) Levels of disconnection
a. (Level a) @ and [J are disconnected iff « excludes [J.

b. (Level b) ¢ and [J are disconnected iff no segment of one contains
the other.

c. (Level c) @ and[Jare disconnected iff neither is a segment of a cate-
gory that contains the other.

Chomsky confesses that he does not see any principled way to choose
among the various options. | want to propose that there is a principle way
(presence/absence of agreement and computational cost) to choose among
the options. Let us reproduce the definitions of domination, containment,

and exclusion (Chomsky 1986: 9).

(40) a. Domination
« dominates S if every segment of @ dominates 3.

b. Containment
@ contains 8 if some segment of ¢ dominates 5.

¢. Exclusion
@ excludes B if no segment of @ dominates £.

Let us concentrate on the following tree structure at the root.
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(41)
K>

K, [67

Does ¢ command K;? With respect to connection condition, there is no y
that dominates ¢ and K., thereby the connection condition (38a) is vacu-
ously satisfied. (V.)(x>0 = D(x)), where x is a node, and D indicates domi-
nating ¢ and 4. That is, if a node x exists, then x dominates ¢ and £.
If x does not exist, (38a) is irrelevant (vacuously satisfied). Under truth
-value calculation, A (x>0) = B (D(x)) is true when A and B are false.
Consider the disconnection conditions. At the level of disconnection (39a)
(or disconnection level (a)), ¢ asymmetrically commands [K., K] and K,
which is dominated by [K., Ki. According to the LCA, « precedes [K;, Ki]
and K..

At the level of disconnection (39b) (or disconnection level (b)), « asymmet-
rically commands K,. According to the LCA, « precedes K.. Notice that,
at this level of disconnection, a container is excluded, i.e., « fails to asym-
metrically command [K;, K.]. Therefore, the container [K;, K., which
contains ¢ and K, are excluded from the command calculation.

At the level of disconnection (39c) (or disconnection level (c)), command
relations are not determined if the relevant structures involve segments.
The above structure involves segments. Therefore, no command relation-
ship is determined. ¢ and K, are not ordered.

The difference between disconnection levels (a) and (b) is important. This

issue is related to the totality problem in the sense of Kayne (1994).
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(42) Three defining properties of linear ordering of (at least) terminal sym-
bols
a. It is transitive; that is, xLy & yLz — xLz.
b. Itis total; that is, it must cover all the members of the set: for all
distinct x, y, either xLy or yLx.
c. Itis antisymmetric, thatis, not (xLy & yLXx). (Kayne 1994)

The issue is whether one should take “all the members of the set” in (42b)
to include nonterminal as well as terminal symbols. If the system requires
strict totality (the set must include nonterminal and terminal symbols),
no ordering between ¢ and K; is determined at the disconnection level (b),
contrary to Chomsky'’s view. It is because at this level, « fails to asym-
metrically command [K;, Ki], which dominates K.. ¢ and [K;, K] are dis-
connected. Since [K;, K.] dominates K;, ¢ and K, are also disconnected.
This conclusion is what the First Law (EGKK 1998: 39-40) guarantees;
no syntactic relationship exists between the two terms x (equals to or con-
tained in the larger constituent X) and y (equals to or contained in the
larger constituent Y) when X and Y are disconnected at any point of the
derivation (see section 3.1.2.).

In sum, capitalizing on Chomsky’s (1995: 339-340) insights, | propose the

definition of command as in the following.

(43) Command
a commands [] iff
a. « and [] are connected, and
b. « and [] are disconnected.

(44-1) Connection
e and [J are connected iff every y that dominates ¢ dominates [J.
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(44-2) Disconnection
a and [] are disconnected iff
a. (Level a) ¢ excludes [J, or
b. (Level b) no segment of one contains the other, or
c. (Level c) neither is a segment of a category that contains the other.

The three distinct levels of disconnection yield three different types of com-
mand. Therefore, flexible command is obtained. The choice of the three
levels is determined by factors such as presence or absence of agreement
and computational cost that will be clarified empirically below.

The LCA is redefined as follows.

(45) LCA
a precedes g iff
(i) @ asymmetrically commands 3, or
(ii) y(# ) precedes 8 and y dominates «.

3. Empirical Issues

3.1. Problem 1

3.1.1. Scrambling asymmetry

Many SOV languages allow a wh-phrase to permute into the sentence-in-
itial position but prohibit the same phrase to permute into the sentence-
final position after V. The phenomenon has been descriptively known (for
Japanese, see Haraguchi 1973 for example), but has resisted an expla-
nation. Bayer (1996) is one of the studies that have emphasized the sig-
nificance of the problem. As for Japanese data, see Kuno 1978: 68, Inoue
1978: 98, Miyaji 1984, Takami 1995, Simpson and Bhattacharya 2003:

132, n.3, p.c. with Hajime Hoji. Let us consider Japanese examples.
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(46) a. John-wa nani-o tabe-ta-no?
John-TOP what-ACC eat-PAST-Q
‘What did John eat?”

b. nani-o John-wa t tabe-ta-no?
what-ACC John-TOP eat-PAST-Q
‘What did John eat?”

c. * John-wa t; tabe-ta-no nani-o0?
John-TOP eat-PAST-Q what-ACC
‘What did John eat?”

No such restriction is observed for a non-wh phrase.

(47) a. John-wa osushi-o tabe-ta-no?
John-TOP sushi-ACC eat-PAST-Q
‘Did John eat sushi?

b. osushi-o; John-wa t tabe-ta-no?
sushi-ACC  John-TOP eat-PAST-Q
‘Did John eat sushi?’

¢c. John-wa t; tabe-ta-no osushi-o0?
John-TOP  eat-PAST-Q sushi-ACC
‘Did John eat sushi?’

Why does the system bar a wh-phrase to appear after V in SOV languages?
A similar phenomenon is observed in other languages. In these languages,
the wh-phrase can scramble to the sentence-initial position, but it can-

not scramble to the sentence-final position after V, as in the following®.

(48) a. ??2/* KriSno t.  bhalobaS-e ka-ke? [Bengali]
Krishna-NOM love-3 who-ACC
‘Who does Krishna love?’ (Cf. Bayer 1996: 284-285)
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Sita-ne dhyaan-se ti dekh-aa thaa kis-koi? [Hindi-Urdu]
Sita-ERG care-with  look-PAST.PERF was who-ACC
‘Who had Sita looked at carefully?’ (Bhatt and Dayal 2007: 290-291)

ku-nun ti mogosumi-ka muo-suli? [Korean]
he-TOP ate-Q what-ACC

‘What did he eat?

avan t saappiTaan enna ? [Tamil]
he-ACC ate what-ACC

‘What did he eat?'(Cf. Savio (1991: 56) via Bayer (1996: 307, n. 45))
Para-yi1 t cal-di  kim? [Turkish]

money-ACC stole  who
‘Who stole the money?’ (Erguvanh 1984 via Takano 2010)

Ramin bara Kimea t xarid chi(-ro) ? [Persian]

Ramin for  Kimea bought what(-ra) (ra = [+specific, =*definite])
‘What did Ramin buy for Kimea?’ (Karimi 2003: 115)

interesting is that in Japanese, exclamatory-wh and interroga-

tive-wh phrases constitute a natural class, but pronominal-wh phrases

behave differently. That is, the former two cannot scramble to the post-

verbal position, whereas the latter can do so.

(49-1) a.

b.

C.

*John-wa t kaita-n-daroo [nan-to sugoi e-o]! [Japanese]
John-TOP  drew-fact-may what-that stunning picture-ACC
‘What a stunning picture John drew!

* John-wa t tabeta-no nani-o? (=(46¢))
John-TOP  ate-Q what-ACC
‘What did John eat?”’

John-wa t; tabeta-no nani-o0?

John-TOP  ate-Q what-ACC
‘Did John eat that thing (whatchamacallit)?’
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In the Tokyo dialect (the standard Japanese), an interrogative-wh nani
‘what' is pronounced as high-low pitch pattern [NAni], whereas a pronomi-
nal-wh nani ‘that thing’ is pronounced as low-high [naNI] (Kindaichi et
al 2006: 617). The two-types of wh differ in prosody and behave differently
with respect to postverbal scrambling. In the Kagoshima dialect, the in-

terrogative and pronominal wh are distinguished morphologically.

-2) a. ohn-wa t tabeta-to na-yu?

49-2 * Joh b yu;?
John-TOP  ate-Q what-ACC
‘What did John eat?’

b. John-wa t tabeta-to nani-o?
John-TOP  ate-Q what-ACC
‘Did John eat that thing (whatchamacallit)?’

The interrogative wh na-yu ‘what-ACC’ cannot appear postverbally as in
(49-2a) whereas the pronominal wh nani-o ‘that thing-ACC’ can as in
(49-2b). That the two types of wh differ in phonology and morphology in-
dicates that they behave differently before spell-out in the narrow (overt)
syntax (NS). What is the common syntactic feature that is shared between
interrogative-wh phrases and exclamatory-wh phrases, but not with pro-
nominal-wh phrases? A candidate is focus [FOC] as a syntactic (formal)
feature®. In fact, there are SOV languages in which a focused phrase is

prohibited in the postverbal position.

(50) a. ??2/* KriSno t  bhalobaS-e ta-ke-o. [Bengali]
Krishna-NOM love-3 (s)he-ACC-too
‘Krishna loves him/her too.’ (Bayer 1996: 285)
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b. * Ramin bara Kimea t. xarid Pirhan-ro; [Persian]
Ramin for Kimea bought SHIRT-ra
‘Ramin bought that specific shirt for Kimea.' (Karimi (1999: 4), Karimi (2003: 115)

Similarly, in Japanese, the thematic topic marker (wa: low pitch and not
stressed) can appear postverbally, while the contrastive topic marker (WA:

high pitch and stressed) cannot do so.

(51) a. John-wa t tabeta, sarada-wa..
John-TOP  ate salad-TOP (thematic)
‘Speaking of salad, John ate it.

b. * John-wa ti tabeta, sarada-WA.
John-TOP  ate salad-TOP (contrastive)
‘John ate at least salad (I don't know what else he ate).’

Why does a focus phrase resist appearing in the postverbal position in SOV
languages? Before we attempt to propose a solution, let us verify the na-

ture of the postverbal position created by postposing.

3.1.2. Postverbal DP has undergone rightward scrambling and is
the highest commander in the same sentence
In this section, | demonstrate that a postverbal DP has undergone right-
ward scrambling and is the highest commander for the rest of the terms
in the same sentence. | argue for syntactic rightward movement analysis
of Japanese postposing (Ross 1967, Haraguchi 1973, Baltin 1978, 1983,
Kayne 1979, Guéron 1980, Choe 1987, Simon 1989, Rochemont and Cu-
licover 1990, Kural 1994, 1997, Cecchetto 1999, Kornfilt 2005)". | ar-
gue against base-generation analysis (Sells 1999, Soshi and Hagiwara

2004) and more-than-one sentence analysis (Inoue 1978, Kuno 1978, Abe
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1999, Endo 1996, Tanaka 2001, Takita (to appear), Whitman 2000)°.
See Takano (2010: 15) for three possible analyses of postposing. The first
law, the most fundamental law of syntax according to EGKK 1998, is rele-
vant which has two versions: representational and derivational (EGKK

1998: 39-40, Epstein 1999).

(52) The First Law (Representationally Construed)
A term (= tree, category, constituent) T. can enter into a syntactic
relation with a term T only if there is at least one term T of which
both T: and T. are member terms.

(52') The First Law (Derivationally Construed)
T. can enter into C-Command relations with T, only if there exists
no derivational point at which:
i . T.is a proper subterm of Ki,
and ii. T.is a proper subterm of K,
and iii. there is no K; such that K; and K; are both terms of K.

EGKK nickname the First Law “relationship blocker (ibid. 43)" in that it
defines as to when two nodes are disconnected in a tree. The bottom line
of the representational First Law is: If A and B interact syntactically, they
are in the minimal simplex tree. Syntactic objects A and B interact syn-
tactically when they interact with respect to syntactic calculations such
as scope, binding, weak crossover (WCO), parasitic gap licensing, and
the like. The derivational First Law defines more specific relationship:
command. It defines how command fails; for example, a member x of TP
Spec and a member y of VP are unconnected (no command relationship
exists) because there exists a derivational point at which x is a proper sub-
term of TP Spec, andy is a proper subterm of VP, and there is no TP (yet)
such that TP Spec and VP are both terms of TP. Thus, the derivational



BB kA A BIRHE  No. 40

First Law derives command; command is unnecessary (ibid. 41).
In particular, | argue the following structure for the sentence in which,

for example, the object scrambles rightward to the postverbal position.

(53) N
N

O
S
t \

More specifically, | agree with analyses in Mahajan 1988 and Kural 1994,
and disagree with those in Kayne 1994, Mahajan 1997a and Mahajan
1997b. The evidence for (53) is the following.

First, the postverbal element is responsible for scope ambiguity. It isim-

portant to keep the neutral prosody (no extra pause or stress) in testing.

(54-1) Scope ambiguity (V vs. 3)

a. dareka-ga daremo-o sonkeishiteiru (3>V, *Vv>3)
someone-NOM  everyone-ACC  respect
‘Someone respects everyone.’

b. daremo-o; dareka-ga t sonkeishiteiru 3>V, v>3)
everyone-ACC someone-NOM  respect
‘Someone respects everyone.’

c. dareka-ga t  sonkeishiteiru daremo-o. 3>V, v>3)
someone-NOM  respect everyone-ACC
‘Someone respects everyone.’

In (54c), the rightward scrambling of the universally quantified object
guarantees its wide-scope reading. The postverbal term commands a term
toits leftat leastin the LF". See Abe (1999) and the example (74) in Takano

(2010: 17) for the same conclusion. Let us examine another paradigm; the
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scope relationship between a universally quantified phrase (UQP or V)
and a negative head (NEG). Again it is extremely important to keep the
neutral prosody (no extra pause or stress) in testing. Arbitrary addition
of pauses and stresses alters interpretation. See Miyagawa and Arikawa
(2007) who emphasize the importance of careful and minute control over
prosodic properties in grammaticality reaction test. The relevant exam-

ples are as follows.

(54-2) Scope ambiguity (V vs. NEG)

a. John-wa zen'in-o nagur-ana-katta. (* V >NEG, NEG > V)
John-TOP all-ACC beat-NEG-PAST
‘John did not beat all’

b. zen'in-o; John-wa t nagur-ana-katta. (VY >NEG, NEG > V)
all-ACC John-TOP beat-NEG-PAST
‘John did not beat all.

¢. John-wa t nagur-ana-katta zen'in-o. (VY >NEG, NEG> V)
John-TOP beat-NEG-PAST all-ACC
‘John did not beat all.

When the object UQP is in situ as in (54-2a), NEG takes wide scope over
UQP (“it is not the case that John beat all”) because NEG asymmetrically
commands UQP. When UQP scrambles leftward as in (54-2b), the scope
ambiguity arises (“it is not the case that John beat all” and “For every X,
x a human, John beat x”) because UQP commands and is commanded by
NEG given that the trace of UQP is the copy of the original UQP. Crucially,
when the object UPQ undergoes right dislocation to the postverbal posi-
tion, the scope ambiguity arises. That indicates that the object UQP has
scrambled rightward and adjoined to the root node CP which is higher than
NEG.
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Second, the postverbal element can bind an anaphor to its left.

(55) Anaphor binding

a. * otagai.-no  sensee-ga karerasw-0; hihanshita
each other’'s teacher-NOM they-ACC criticized
‘(Lit.) Each other's teacher criticized them;’

b. ? karera-o; otagai.-no sensee-ga t. hihanshita.
they-ACC each other's  teacher-NOM criticized
‘Each other/'s teacher criticized them;’
(Cf. Mahajan 1988, 1990, Saito 1992)

c. ? otagaix-no sensee-ga t hihanshita  karerax-o.
each other's  teacher-NOM criticized they-ACC
‘Each other;'s teacher criticized them.’

In (55¢), the postverbal object DP is scrambled rightward and has become
the binder for the anaphor. The postverbal term commands a term to its
left, at least in the LF".

Third, the postverbal element interacts with the Condition C effect. Let
us look at the typical Condition C effect in English (Reinhart 1976, Abe
2003).

(56-1)

a. * He; put his cigars in Benj's box.

b. * [, In Beny's box];, hei put his cigars t;.

C. [[re In the ivory box]; that Ben; bought from China], he; put his cigars t;.

The example in (56-1a) is ruled out by the binding condition (C), which
bars an R-expression Ben to be bound. The left dislocation does not rem-
edy the condition (C) violation in (56-1b) while it does in (56-1c). The dif-

ference between (56-1b) and (56-1c) is that the R-expression is more “deeply
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embedded” in the dislocated phrase in the latter. Saito (1985) described

the phenomenon as follows.

(56-2)

If an R-expression is c-commanded by a pronoun that is coreferential to
it in the underlying structure and a phrase that dominates the R-expres-
sion escapes the c-command domain of the pronoun by movement, then
the resulting structure is free from a Condition C violation only if the R
-expression is “deeply embedded” in the moved phrase.

According to the late-merge analysis of adjunct (Lebeaux 1988), the R-ex-
pression exists in the lower original copy in (56-1b) but not in (56-1c); the
relative clause being an adjunct merges with the PP after dislocation. The
Condition (C) violation arises in (56-1b) but not in (56-1c). Let us look

at the dislocation examples in Japanese.

(56-3)

a.* kare-ga Johni-no sensee-0 kenashita.
He-NOM John-GEN teacher-ACC disparaged
‘He disparaged John’s teacher.’

b. ??? Johni-no sensee-o; kare-ga t; kenashita.
John-GEN teacher-ACC he-NOM disparaged
‘He disparaged John’s teacher.’

c. ?7?? karei-ga t; kenashita Johni-no  sensee-o;.
he-NOM  disparaged John-GEN teacher-ACC
‘He disparaged John's teacher.’

The example in (56-3a) corresponds to (56-1a) and (56-3b/c) to (56-1b); the

condition (C) violation is not ameliorated. The violation is amnestied when

the R-expression is deeply embedded (Abe 1993: 211)".
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(56-4)
a. * karei-ga [pe[Johni-ga kiratteiru] sensee]-o kenashita.
he-NOM  John-NOM dislike teacher-ACC disparaged

‘He disparaged the teacher that John dislikes.’

b. [oe[Johni-ga kiratteiru] sensee]-ox kare-ga t. kenashita.
John-NOM dislike teacher-ACC he-NOM disparaged
‘He disparaged the teacher that John dislikes.’

c. ? karei-ga t« kenashita [os[JOhni-ga kiratteiru] sensee]-o..
he-NOM disparaged John-NOM dislike teacher-ACC
‘He disparaged the teacher that John dislikes.’

The examples in (56-4b/c) show that the binding condition (C) looks at the
dislocated phrase at the landing site. Under the late-merge analysis, the
relative clause exists in the copy of the dislocated phrase only at the land-
ing site. Given the identical syntactic behavior, left dislocation and right
dislocation must be the same operation: scrambling.

Fourth, right dislocation interacts with variable binding. In the test, the

pronominal bound variable kare ‘he’ must be sufficiently de-stressed as [kr].

(56-5)

a. * Mary-wa  karei-no  jyooshi-ni dono danseei-0-mo uttaeta.
Mary-TOP he-GEN  boss-DAT which man-ACC-also complained
‘Mary complained of every man; to his; boss.’

b. dono danseei-o-mo; Mary-wa kare-no jyooshi-ni t; uttaeta.
which man-ACC-also Mary-TOP he-GEN boss-DAT complained
‘Mary complained of every man; to his; boss.’

Cc. Mary-wa Kkarei-no jyooshi-ni t; uttaeta dono  danseei-0-mo;.

Mary-TOP he-GEN boss-DAT complained which man-ACC-also
‘Mary complained of every man; to his; boss.’
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Both leftward scrambling and rightward scrambling provide the new op-
erator binding the pronominal variable. Crucially, the right-dislocated
QP serves as the binder (hence the commander) for the pronominal vari-
able”.

Fifth, rightward scrambling to the postverbal position ameliorates the

WCO effect.

(57) WCO remedy

a. 7* sokoi-no  shain-ga dono kaishai-o-mo hihanshita.
it-GEN employee-NOM  which company-ACC-also criticized
‘(Lit.) Itsi employee criticized every company;.’

b. dono kaishai-0-mox sokoi-no shain-ga  t« hihanshita.
which company-ACC-also it-GEN empoyee-NOM criticized
‘Itsi employee criticized every company;.’
(Cf. Mahajan 1988, 1990, Webelhuth 1989, Saito 1992)

c. sokoi-no shain-ga t« hihanshita dono kaishai-0-mox
it-GEN  employee-NOM criticized which company-ACC-also
‘Itsi employee criticized every company;.’

In (57c), the postverbal universal object is scrambled rightward, which
is an A-movement. The A-moved postverbal term serves as the binder of
the pronominal variable without causing the WCO effect. The postverbal
term commands a term to its left, at least in the LF".

Sixth, rightward scrambling to the postverbal position licenses a parasitic

gap.

(58) Right-scrambled post-V term licenses parasitic gap.
a. ?? John-wa [Mary-ga [PRO e yom-azuni] sono honi-o suteta to] omotteiru.
John-TOP  Mary-NOM reading-without the book-ACC discard that thinks

‘John thinks that Mary threw away the book without reading.’
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sono honi-ox John-wa [Mary-ga [PRO ei yom-azuni] t« suteta to] omotteiru
the book-ACC John-TOP Mary-NOM reading-without  discard that thinks

‘John thinks that Mary threw away the book without reading.’

John-wa [Mary-ga [PRO ei yom-azuni] tx suteta to] omotteiru sono honi-ox.
John-TOP Mary-NOM reading-without  discard that thinks the book-ACC

‘John thinks that Mary threw away the book without reading.’

In (58c), the A-moved lower object licenses the parasitic gap. The post-

verbal term commands a term to its left, at least in the LF. These exam-

ples indicate that the rightward dislocation in Japanese is a syntactic op-

eration that interacts with various syntactic conditions, and it is highly

likely that the dislocated postverbal term is the highest asymmetrical com-

mander within the minimal clause.

Kuroda (1980) also assumes that the postverbal term is within the same

minimal sentence. Kuroda claims, however, that a sentence with the post-

verbal term needs special treatment because, unlike leftward dislocation,

which can occur both in the matrix and the embedded clauses, rightward

dislocation takes place only in the matrix clause.

(59) a. [cr [ce [JOhNn-ga Mary-o nagutta]-no]-wa kinoo-da].

John-NOM Mary-ACC beat-that-TOP yesterday-is
‘Speaking of the fact that John beat Mary, it happened yesterday.

b. * [cr [c» [JOhNn-ga  nagutta Mary-o] -no]-wa kinoo-da].
John-NOM  beat Mary-ACC -that-TOP yesterday-is
‘Speaking of the fact that John beat Mary, it happened yesterday.

According to Kuroda (1980), (59b) indicates that rightward dislocation does

take place in the embedded clause, which is the standard assumption that

Japanese right dislocation must target the highest root node (Cf. Cecchetto
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1996). However, | think that (59b) is not sufficiently idealized for the test
because the rightward dislocation is always unacceptable with the formal

nominalizer no even in the matrix clause.

(60-1) a. [cr JohNn-ga Mary-o nagutta-no-da].
John-NOM  Mary-ACC  beat-that-is
‘John beat Mary (that’s why).’

b. * [c- John-ga nagutta Mary-o - no-da].
John-NOM beat Mary-ACC -that-is
‘John beat Mary (that’s why).’

The morpheme no-da is a modal auxiliary at the matrix level, which is
used to explain the background of the event in question (Teramura 1984).
With the nominalizer no, rightward dislocation is bad everywhere.

In addition, (59b) becomes better if the object appears immediately after

the topic marker.

(60-2) ? John-ga  nagutta-no-wa Mary-o kinoo-da.
John-NOM beat-that-TOP Mary-ACC yesterday-is
‘Speaking of the fact that John beat Mary, it happened yesterday.

One cannot use these examples to indicate that rightward dislocation takes
place only in the matrix clause. The following examples indicate that right-

ward dislocation does occur in the embedded environment.

(61-1) a. [cr Bill-wa [cr John-ga Mary-0 nagutta-nodewanaika-to] utagatteiru].
Bill-TOP John-NOM Mary-ACC beat-wonder-that suspect

‘Bill suspects that John beat Mary.’
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b. [cr Bill-wa [cr John-ga t nagutta-nodewanaika Mary-oi-to] utagatteiru].
Bill-TOP John-NOM  beat-wonder Mary-ACC -that suspect
‘Bill suspects that John beat Mary!

Note that the above examples do not include a verb of statement. There-
fore, they do not include direct quotations that are comparable to the ma-
trix clause. As in the example in (61-1b), rightward dislocation is possi-
ble in the embedded clause, contrary to Kuroda's observation. Cecchetto
(1999: 65) report the following example that seems consistent with Kuroda’s

observation.

(61-2) * Ken-wa okusan-ni [[[ ti yameru]-tte] kaisya-oi] itta.
Ken-TOP wife-to quit -that company-ACC said
‘Ken said to his wife that he would quit his company.’

However, if the embedded-clause object dislocated rightward between the

lower TP and the CP, the example is ameliorated.

(61-3) ? Ken-wa okusan-ni [[[ ti yameru] kaisya-o] -tte] itta.
Ken-TOP wife-to quit company-ACC-that said
‘Ken said to his wife that he would quit his company.’

Japanese right dislocation can target the node lower than the root. Turk-
ish PVC (post verbal constituent) also can appear in the embedded clause
if the embedded clause is not nominal (Erguvanhi (1984:113), Takano (2007:
24-25)). Note that Japanese allows the embedded PVC in nominal clause,
as in (60-2).

Furthermore, Japanese allows right dislocation to a non-root position be-
tween the verb and the auxiliary as in the following, which poses a seri-

ous problem for Cecchetto (1999), who constructs a model with the assump-
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tion that Japanese right dislocation must target the root node. SP stands

for sentence particle.

(61-4) a. ? John-wa  tabeta, osushi-o, rashii-yo.
John-TOP ate sushi-ACC look-SP
‘It looks like John ate sushi.’

b. John-wa tabeta, osushi-o, toiukoto-rashii-yo.
John-TOP ate sushi-ACC fact-look-SP
‘The fact is that it looks like John ate sushi.

With pauses, the examples are relatively acceptable. Cecchetto (1999: 78,
n. 37) mentions the difference between Hindi-Urdu and Japanese in that

the former allows non-root right dislocation.

(61-5) a. * Sita-ne  dhyaan-se t dekh-aa thaa kis-koi?  [Hindi-Urdu]
Sita-ERG care-with look-PAST.PERF was who-ACC
‘Who had Sita looked at carefully? (Bhattand Dayal 2007: 290-291)

b. Sita-ne dhyaan-se ti dekh-aa kis-koi thaa?
Sita-ERG care-with look-PAST.PERF who-ACC was
‘Who had Sita looked at carefully?’
(Cf. Mahajan 1997b, Bhatt and Dayal 2007: 290-291)

Like Japanese, Hindi-Urdu disallows right dislocation of a wh-phrase as
in (61-5a), but allows the wh-phrase dislocated between the verb and the
auxiliary as in (61-5b). Interestingly, the Japanese counterparts show

a similar effect.

(61-6) a. * John-wa tabeta-no nani-0?
John-TOP ate-Q what-ACC
‘What did John eat?”’
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b. ?? John-wa tabeta, nani-o, toiukoto-rashii-no?
John-TOP ate what-ACC fact-look-Q
‘What is it look like John ate?’

In the ameliorated examples, the wh-phrase ceased to be the final term
and it occupies the CP Spec in the eye of the LCA, a possibility. See note
4 for the relevant discussion.

Cecchetto (1999: 54-58) argues that Japanese right dislocation is a well-be-

haved syntactic phenomenon for the following reasons.

(62) Reasons that Japanese right dislocation is syntactic phenomenon
a. It obeys Subjacency Condition (island constraint).
b. It obeys the Proper Binding Condition (PBC).
c. It shows Relativized Minimality effect.

The argument supports our main claim. Cecchetto claims that “our un-
derstanding of optionality and directionality has been affected negatively
by the fact that much attention has been devoted in the previous literature
to leftward detachment (scrambling and topicalization), while very limited
attention has been devoted to rightward detachment (ibid. 49).” | agree
with Cecchetto in that we tend to stipulate that the study of permutation,
or more generally, of symmetry, in the C.. should focus on leftward dis-
location phenomena. At the earlier stages of research on the symmetry

issue, at least for Japanese, we had three research options.

(63) Possible research options for the study on symmetry in Cy.
a. To start with Haraguchi (1973), concentrating on rightward dis-
location, as in Simon (1989).
b. To adopt Kuroda (1980), concentrating on leftward dislocation,
as in Saito (1985).
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c. To pursue a well-balanced study of both leftward and rightward
dislocation.

The trend of academic politics has favored the second line, and ignored
the other two. The linguists adopting the second position somehow believe
without solid evidence that rightward dislocation forms a heterogeneous
set (a lot of semantics and pragmatics), and that leftward dislocation con-
stitutes a pure and good object for fruitful research (as pure syntax). | think
that the second line has been influenced negatively by the research atti-
tude within generative syntax that the main objects of study are operations
such as wh-movement, topicalization, and passivization (leftward dislo-
cations) rather than operations such as extraposition and heavy NP shift
(rightward dislocation). | think that, unlike SVO languages, SOV lan-
guages (the majority (45%) of human natural language; SVO=35%, VSO
=18%, etc.) constitute excellent phenotypes for symmetry studies of the
system that Mother Nature has created, and that dislocation phenomena
in general (whether leftward or rightward) are an excellent natural object
that we can observe to identify the relevant natural laws.

Let us now reexamine each test. The Subjacency Condition prohibits a
term from being extracted out of an island (complex structure) such as com-
plex DPs and adjunct clauses". A term cannot move out of a complex struc-
ture at a single swoop because such a move exceeds the limit of the mem-
ory capacity of the Cn.. Observe typical examples of the Subjacency Con-

dition violation.

(64) a. * Who; did Mary criticize [or the person that John introduced t; to
Bill]?
b. * Who; did Mary criticize John; [after he; introduced t; to Susan]?
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In (64a), the complex DP is too complex a structure for the wh-phrase to
be extracted. In (65b), the adjunct clause is too complex a structure for
the wh-phrase to be extracted. In a sense, the wh-phrase and the trace
(the copy of the wh-phrase) are too distant to be connected. That is, the
memory load is too costly for the system to connect the wh-phrase and the

copy in these examples. Let us look at examples in Japanese”.

(65-1) NS extraction out of complex DP in Japanese
a. Mary-wa [John-ga Bill-ni  syookai-shita hito]-o hihan-shita.
Mary-TOP John-NOM Bill-DAT introduction-did person-ACC  criticism-did
‘Mary criticized the person that John introduced to Bill.’

b. * Bill-nii Mary-wa [John-ga ti syookai-shita hito]-o hihan-shita.
Bill-DAT Mary-TOP John-NOM introduction-did person-ACC criticism-did
‘(Lit.) To Bill, Mary criticized the person that John introduced.

C. * Mary-wa [John-ga t syookai-shita hito]-o hihan-shita Bill-nii.
Mary-TOP John-NOM introduction-did person-ACC criticism-did Bill-DAT
‘Mary criticized the person that John introduced, to Bill’

Both in the leftward and rightward dislocation out of the island (complex
DP), the outcomes are unacceptable. These examples indicate that Japa-
nese scrambling obeys the Subjacency Condition (island con-
straint). Therefore, Japanese rightward scrambling is a syntactic phe-
nomenon. The following paradigm shows more clearly that Japanese dis-

location is a syntactic phenomenon.

(65-2)

a. John-wa [shiranai kuni-kara kita hito-ni] deatta.
John-TOP unknown country-from came person-DAT encountered
‘John encountered a person that came from an unknown country.’
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b. * shiranai kuni-karai John-wa [ti kita hito-ni] deatta.
unknown country-from John-TOP came person-DAT encountered
‘John encountered a person that came from an unknown country.’

C. * John-wa [t kita hito-ni] deatta shiranai kuni-karai.
John-TOP  came person-DAT encountered unknown country-from
‘John encountered a person that came from an unknown country.’

The conclusion contradicts Takano (2010), which argues that island effects
are absent or weak in Japanese dislocation. But | think that Takano (2010)
lacks sufficient idealization of data. Necessary idealizations are the follow-
ing. First, move PP to make sure that it leaves a trace (not a pro) in the
island (Saito 1987). Second, choose PP that does not associate with the
matrix-clause verb. For example, (13b) in Takano (2010) becomes worse
when the matrix verb -o shitteiru ‘knows -’ is replaced by -ni haitta ‘en-
tered -’ Third, avoid arbitrary addition of pauses and stresses. For exam-
ple, (13a) in Takano (2010) becomes better if a pause is inserted after the
dislocated object; such object becomes the major object (a species of topic)
that leaves a pro. Fourth, avoid arbitrary omission of matrix arguments,
which causes the dislocated term to be interpreted at the matrix level. For
example, (11) (cited from Simon 1989, and used in Endo 1996, Abe 1999,
Tanaka 2001) and (12) in Takano (2010) are worse because the matrix sub-
ject omission causes the embedded subject to behave as the matrix subject.
Such interference of irrelevant factors must be avoided.

Let us look at the NS extraction out of another island, i.e., an adjunct

clause.

—105-



BB kA A BIRHE  No. 40

(65-3) NS extraction out of adjunct clause in Japanese
a. Mary-wa [John-ga Susan-ni Bill-o  syookai-shita-atode], John-o hihan-shita.
Mary-TOP  John-NOM Susan-DAT Bill-ACC  introduction-did-after John-ACC criticism-did

‘Mary criticized John after he (John) introduced Bill to Susan.

b. ?? Bill-oi Mary-wa [John-ga Susan-ni ti syookai-shita-atode], John-o hihan-shita.
Bill-ACC Mary-TOP  John-NOM Susan-DAT  introduction-did-after John-ACC criticism-did

‘(Lit.) Bill;, Mary criticized John after he (John) introduced t;
to Susan.’

C. * Mary-wa [John-ga Susan-ni ti syookai-shita-atode], John-o hihan-shita Bill-oi.
Mary-TOP  John-NOM Susan-DAT  introduction-did-after John-ACC criticism-did  Bill-ACC

‘(Lit.) Mary criticized John after he (John) introduced t to
Susan, Bill’

It is observed that the rightward dislocation is worse. Two possibilities
follow. First, the right dislocation is a more well-behaved, syntactic phe-
nomenon. Second, the adjunct clause is less complex as an island in that
it tolerates leftward dislocation, which is costless. Whichever line we take,
one thing is clear: the rightward dislocation (extraction) out of an island
obeys the Subjacency Condition (island constraint) and is thus a syntac-
tic phenomenon.

Takano (2007: 18) citing Kural (1997) reports that right dislocation in Turk-

ish, an SOV language, obeys the island constraint.

(66-1) NS extraction out of complex DP in Turkish
a. * Ayse-yei ben [[Ahmet-in t verdigi] kitab]1  sevdim.
Ayse-Dat |  Ahmet-Gen gave  book-Acc liked
‘I liked the book that Ahmet gave to Ayse.

b. * pro [[Ahmet-in t verdigi] kitab]1 sevdim Ayse-ye..

()  Ahmet-Gen gave  book-Acc liked Ayse-Dat
‘I liked the book that Ahmet gave to Ayse.’
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Both leftward scrambling (66-1a) and rightward scrambling (66-1b) exhibit
island violation with respect to complex DP. Consider the NS extraction

out of adjunct clause.

(66-2) NS extraction out of adjunct clause in Turkish
a. * pasta-y; ben [Ahmet t; yerdidi i¢in] sana kizdim.
Cake-Acc | Ahmet  ate for you.Dat angered
‘I got angry with you because Ahmet ate the cake.

b. * pro [Ahmet t; yerdigi icin] sana  kizdim pasta-y..
() Ahmet ate for you.Datangered Cake-Acc
‘I got angry with you because Ahmet ate the cake.

Both leftward scrambling (66-2a) and rightward scrambling (66-2b) exhibit
island violation with respect to adjunct clause. Like Japanese, Turkish
right dislocation shows island effect suggesting that it is a syntactic phe-
nomenon®.

The second argument for the syntactic nature of Japanese right dislocation
arises from the fact that it obeys the PBC. Cecchetto adopts the Parame-
terized Bare Phrase Structure (BPS) Theory (Saito and Fukui 1998), which

has the following characteristics.

(67) Parameterized BPS Theory

a. A merge forms an ordered pair set <a, 8>. The parameter value
of a language determines which one must be projected.

b. When the parameter value is head initial, the leftward dislocation
must take place only at the root, whereas the rightward disloca-
tion can take place anywhere.

c. When the parameter value is head final, the rightward dislocation
must take place only at the root, whereas the leftward dislocation
can take place anywhere.
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The demonstration for (67b) is as follows. Suppose a DP adjoined to the
left of the TP in an SVO language, and the DP projected. The entire tree
is now a DP with the TP in its Spec. At the final step, the C selects the
DP, in violation of a selectional restriction, which requires the C to select
the TP, not the DP. Therefore, leftward adjunction cannot take place at
the site that is not the root. Now suppose a DP adjoined to the left of the
CP, and the DP projected. The entire tree is now a DP with the CP in its
Spec. This is the final step. Nothing selects this root node. Selectional
restrictions are vacuously satisfied. Therefore, leftward adjunction can
take place only at the root in SVO languages. No such asymmetry exists
for rightward dislocation; it can occur anywhere (Q.E.D.).

The demonstration for (67c) is as follows. Suppose a DP adjoined to the
right of the TP in an SOV language, and the DP projected. The entire tree
is now a DP with the TP in its Spec. At the final step, the C selects the
DP, in violation of a selectional restriction, which requires the C to select
the TP, not the DP. Therefore, rightward adjunction cannot take place
at the site that is not the root. Now suppose a DP adjoined to the right
of the CP, and the DP projected. The entire tree is now a DP with the
CP in its Spec. This is the final step. Nothing selects this root node. Se-
lectional restrictions are vacuously satisfied. Therefore, rightward adjunc-
tion can take place only at the root in SOV languages. No such asymme-
try exists for rightward dislocation: it can occur anywhere (Q.E.D.)".
Given the Parameterized BPS Theory as above, Cecchetto cites Saito’s
(1985) examples to indicate that both leftward and rightward dislocation
obey the PBC. Consider leftward dislocation. In the following examples,
unlike Saito’s, the matrix subject bears the topic marker to make sure that

the matrix clause is a CP.
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(68)
a. [ce [pp kono mura-ni); [ce [cr Bill-ga t; sundeiru-to]i [ce John-wa ti omotteiru]]].
this village-in Bill-NOM live-that John-TOP think
‘John thinks that Bill lives in this village.’

b. * [cr [cr Bill-ga t sundeiru-to]; [ce [e kono mura-ni; [ce John-wa t; omotteirul]].
Bill-NOM live-that this village-in  John-TOP think
‘John thinks that Bill lives in this village.’

In (68a), the embedded clause is scrambled leftward, and then the em-
bedded locative PP therein undergoes leftward scrambling. The PP is used
to guarantee that the movement leaves a trace (Saito 1987). In (68b), the
embedded locative PP is scrambled leftward, and then the embedded
clause undergoes leftward scrambling. The example in (68b) is in violation
of the PBC; the trace in the leftmost adjunct clause adjoined to the matrix
CP at the final step fails to be commanded by the possible binder®. Cec-
chetto argues that the following rightward dislocation examples obey the

PBC.

(69)
a.  [cp [crlcr Bill-ga t; sundeiru-to]i [cr John-wa ti omotteiru]] [r» kono mura-ni]j].
Bill-NOM live-that John-TOPthink this village-in
‘John thinks that Bill lives in this village.’

b. * [cp [cr [ kono mura-nii [cr John-wa t; omotteiru]] [cr Bill-ga ti  sundeiru to]].
this village-in  John-TOP think Bill-NOM live-that
‘John thinks that Bill lives in this village.’

In (69a), the rightward dislocation targets the root. The postverbal PP
is the highest asymmetrical commander. The PBC is respected. In (69b),
the postverbal CP is the highest asymmetrical commander. The trace in-

side the CP fails to be bound by the binder (PP) and thus the PBC viola-
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tion”. Cecchetto also refers to multiple scrambling.

(70) [cp [cr [cr John-wa t; omotteiru] [» kono mura-ni]] [ce Bill-ga ti  sundeiru-to]j].
John-TOPthink this village-in Bill-NOM live-that
‘John thinks that Bill lives in this village.

Suppose that the locative PP first undergoes rightward scrambling and
then the embedded clause CP. Then, the PBC incorrectly predicts that
the example should be ruled out. Cecchetto argues that the above struc-
ture is incorrect and that in the correct structure, the embedded clause
CP first undergoes rightward scrambling, and then the locative PP under-

goes leftward scrambling within the CP, as in the following.

(71) [cr [cp John-wa ti omotteiru] [ce [rr kono mura-ni); [cr Bill-ga t; sundeiru-to]]i].
John-TOP think this village-in  Bill-NOM live-that
‘John thinks that Bill lives in this village.

The locative PP commands the trace in the embedded clause CP. Hence
the example obeys the PBC. To support this analysis, Cecchetto refers to
Jun Abe’s observation that the example is unacceptable when a pause sepa-
rates the two adjuncts. In the correct structure, the pause does not sepa-
rate the PP and the CP. | agree with Abe that the example is unaccept-
able when a pause separates the two adjuncts. However, the example be-
comes acceptable when two pauses are inserted, one between the matrix
CP and the locative PP, and the other between the locative PP and the
embedded CP. Why can the analysis ignore the first pause? Why must
clause-internal leftward scrambling take place? | will argue later that the
acceptability is accounted for with the successive rightward scrambling

structure, which is simpler and natural, if we attribute the acceptability
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to the fact that, unlike multiple leftward scrambling, multiple rightward
scrambling disobeys the Minimality Condition on Reconstruction (MCR,
Kuno 2006) because of the distinct types of commands that the system
chooses for leftward and rightward scrambling (caused by the difference
in cost in movement operation as proposed in Fukui’'s (1993) Parameter
Value Preservation measure).

Cecchetto argues that Japanese rightward dislocation shows a Relativized
Minimality (RM) effect. Cecchetto points out the following parallelism be-
tween English and Japanese. The examples are adapted from Cecchetto

(1999: 57).

(72) a. How; do you think she fixed the car t?
b. * How; don't you think she fixed the car t?

In (72b), the RM dictates that the matrix C must attract a phonetically
null operator Neg-Op in the Spec of the matrix NegP because the Neg-Op
is closer to matrix C. However, the C has attracted the adjunct wh-phrase
that is not closest to the C, which is a violation of the RM. Consider these

Japanese examples.

(73)

a. Mary-wa [ ti John-o party-ni yob-ana-i-to] omotteiru daremoi.
Mary-TOP John-ACC party-to invite-not-PRES-that think no one
‘Mary thinks that no one will invite John to the party.’

b. ?* Mary-wa [ t John-o party-ni yob-ana-i-kadooka] shiritagatteiru daremo.
Mary-TOP  John-ACC party-to invite-not-PRES-whether wonder no one
‘Mary wonders whether no one will invite John to the party.

In (73b), the RM dictates that the matrix C must attract a phonetically
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null operator Whether-Op in the Spec of the matrix CP because the Whether
-Op is closer to the matrix C. However, the C has attracted the negative
polarity item (NPI)-phrase that is not closest to the C, which is a viola-
tion of the RM. The fact that Japanese rightward dislocation shows the
RM effect indicates that the phenomenon is syntactic in nature.

Now, let us ask a more specific question. Is the postverbal term within
the minimal simplex clause or within the second independent clause? There
is evidence indicating that the postverbal term exists within the minimal
simplex clause. First, look at the following examples in which the NPI
scrambles rightward to the postverbal position and is reconstructed in the

LF (so that the NEG commands the NPI).

(74) a. John-wa t tabe-na-katta nanimoi.. [na.ni.mo] = [LLL]
John-TOP  eat-NEG-PAST anything
‘John didn't eat anything.’

b. John-wa t tabe-na-katta osushi-shika. [shi.ka] = [LL]

John-TOP eat-NEG-PAST sushi-NPI
‘John didn't eat anything but sushi.’

The following examples show that a long-distance reconstruction exists.

(75) a. [John-wa [Mary-ga t tabe-nakat-ta to] itta] nanimo;
John-TOP Mary-NOM eat-NEG-PAST said anything
‘John said that Mary didn't eat anything.’

b. [John-wa [Mary-ga t tabenakatta to] itta] osushi-shika;
John-TOP Mary-NOM eat-NEG-PAST said sushi-NPI
‘John said that Mary didn't eat anything but sushi.’

Maruyama (1999: 50-52) offers more examples of this phenome-
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non. Maruyama argues that the NPI disobeys the clausemate condition,
which requires the NPI and the NEG to be in the same simple minimal
clause as in the following. The example is adapted from Maruyama (1999:

51).

(76) John-wa [PRO sono hon-shika yonda to] iw-ana-katta.
John-NOM the book-NPI read that say-NEG-PAST
‘John said that he had read nothing but the book.’

My observation is that the example is acceptable if the embedded-clause
object is interpreted in the matrix-clause. The correct structure is the fol-

lowing.

(77) John-wa  sono honi-shika [PRO pro; yonda to] iw-ana-katta.
John-NOM the book-NPI read that say-NEG-PAST
‘John said that he had read nothing but the book.

The NPI-phrase behaves as the second topic. If that is the case, the NPI
does obey the clausemate condition. It follows that the sentence with the

postverbal NP1 has the following structure.

(78) John-wa [PRO pro: yonda to] iw-ana-katta  sono hon;-shika
John-NOM read that say-NEG-PAST the book-NPI
‘John said that he had read nothing but the book.

If so, the postverbal term exists within the minimal simplex clause. Cru-
cially, the postverbal term does not exist in the second clause. Maruyama
argues that the example becomes bad when the complement clause is

scrambled rightward.
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(79) * John-wa t iw-ana-katta [PRO sono hon-shika yonda to];
John-NOM say-NEG-PAST the book-NPI read that
‘John said that he had read nothing but the book.’

The example indicates that the postverbal clausal complement becomes
an island for the NPI reconstruction. However, if pauses exist before and

after the NPI-phrase, the sentence is ameliorated.

(80) John-wa  iw-ana-katta, sono hon-shika, yonda to.
John-NOM say-NEG-PAST the book-NPI read that
‘John said that he had read nothing but the book.

In this example, the embedded-clause object is scrambled rightward, fol-
lowed by the scrambling of the embedded verb. The structure is the fol-

lowing.

(81) [[[John-wa ti[cr proi t;] iw-ana-katta] [sono hon-shika]i] [yonda to];]
John-NOM say-NEG-PAST the book-NPI read that
‘John said that he had read nothing but the book.

The NPI-phrase can reconstruct because there is no island. This, in
turn, indicates that the postverbal term is contained within the minimal
simplex clause.

In summary, the above examples indicate that a postverbal term in SOV
languages is calculated as the highest commander scrambled rightward
within the minimal simplex clause, at least in the LF (covert syntax af-
ter spell-out), and possibly in the PF. If so, the LCA correctly predicts
that a wh/focus phrase cannot appear in the postverbal position in SOV
languages. That is, the LCA requires the postverbal asymmetrical com-

mander to be pronounced at the beginning of the sentence, which is not
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phonetically realized, in violation of the LCA. However, a non-wh/focus
phrase can appear in the postverbal position in these languages, and the
postverbal phrase behaves as a binder (hence, commander) for LF com-
putation. Why does the LCA fail to rule out these examples? This is the

Bayer’s paradox, or the LCA puzzle that we have to solve.

3.1.3. A solution

As [WH]-agreement (checking, valuation, and deletion of relevant for-
mal features), [FOC]-agreement takes place in the narrow (overt) syntax
(NS) as well as in the covert (LF). [FOC] here indicates identification-fo-
cus (FOC'™), not information-focus (FOC™™), in the sense of Kiss (1998).
FOC'" includes terms with quantificational forces such as wh-phrases and
contrastive topics, and bears heavier stress. FOC™"™ lacks quantificational
forces and bears lighter stress. See Karimi (1999: 5) for relevant discus-

sion. In the following example, [FOC]-agreement takes place in the LF.

(82) John-wa nani-o tabe-ta-no?
John-TOP what-ACC eat-PAST-Q
‘What did John eat?”

The LF-agreement does not interact with the PF measure (the LCA), and
thus, does not affect the linear order permutation (i.e., the basic word or-
der is preserved).

The [FOC]-agreement in the NS on the other hand affects the LCA calcu-
lation in the PF. The presence of agreement forces the system to choose
the exclusion-type disconnection (level (a), the least disconnected) for com-
mand calculation (for the LCA purpose in the PF). A relevant example

showing the preceding situation is the following.
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(83) nani-o; John-wa t; tabe-ta-no?
what-ACC John-TOP eat-PAST-Q
‘What did John eat?”

The relevant structure is the following.

(84) Scrambling of wh-phrase to sentence-initial position
CP,

nani-o; CP,
[FOC]
TP C [FOC]

A
S0 AR

The wh-phrase and the C agree. The presence of agreement forces the sys-
tem to choose the least disconnected level (a). The wh-phrase excludes the
two-segment category [CP., CP.] and everything that [CP,, CP.] domi-
nates. Therefore, the wh-phrase asymmetrically commands every term
in the CP. The LCA requires that the wh-phrase be pronounced at the be-
ginning of the sentence, which occurs in this example. The LCA is satis-

fied. Let us look at a crucial example.

(85) * John-wa t tabe-ta-no nani-0?
John-TOP eat-PAST-Q what-ACC
‘What did John eat?’

The relevant example is the following.
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(86) Scrambling of wh-phrase to sentence-final position

CP,
PN

CP, nani-o; <——
[FOC]
TP C [FOC]

e
oo i) aere
L

The wh-phrase and the C agree. The presence of agreement forces the sys-
tem to choose the least disconnected level (). The wh-phrase excludes the
two-segment category [CP,, CP,] and everything that [CP,, CP.] domi-
nates®. Therefore, the wh-phrase asymmetrically commands every term
in the CP. The LCA requires that the wh-phrase be pronounced at the be-
ginning of the sentence, which does not occur in this example. Therefore,
the example is excluded as an LCA violation at PF. The postverbal ex-
clamatory-wh-phrase is excluded in the same way.

Takano (2010: 9) proposes that C bearing [-F] (a counterpart of a focus fea-
ture) attracts a constituent bearing [-F]. Takano’s analysis becomes com-
patible with my analysis if we assume that [-F] is FOC™™, and that FOC"™™
does not establish agreement.

It is predicted that the example would be acceptable if the postverbal wh
-phrase fails to agree with the C. The prediction is borne out, as demon-

strated by the following acceptable examples™.

(87) a. John-wa t tabeta-no nani-o?
John-TOP  ate-Q what-ACC
‘Did John eat that thing (whatchamacallit)?’
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b. John-wa nani-o tabe-ta-no  nani-o0?
John-TOP what-ACC eat-PAST-Q what-ACC
‘What did John eat?

c. John-wa [nan-to sugoi e-0] kaita-n-daroo [nan-to  sugoi e-0] !
John-TOP  stunning picture-ACC drew-fact-may  what-that stunning picture-ACC
‘What a stunning picture John drew!

In these examples, the sentence-final wh-phrase is, in fact, the original
copy within the VP. Other terms have undergone multiple leftward scram-

bling to higher positions. The relevant structure of (87a) is the following.

(88)
Cp
John-TOP  CP

/\
CP (what-ACC2)
TP C

The pronounced terms are wave underlined, and the parentheses indicate
that the term exists but is not pronounced (being invisible to the LCA).
There are two copies of the same wh-phrase. What-ACC1 is externally
merged. At this stage, the uF [ACC] is checked and erased, and the term
is assigned a @ by V. Crucially, when the C appears, the C [+FOC] does
not agree with the pronominal wh-phrase. As a result, what-ACC2 fails
to become a commander and is thereby invisible to the LCA. The LCA can
see what-ACC1, but not what-ACC2. The relevant structure of (87b) is

the following.
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(89)
CP

A
John-TOP Cp

what-ACC3 CP

CP (what-ACC2)

TP C
™\ €eat-PAST-Q

There are three copies of the same wh-phrase. What-ACC1 is externally
merged. At this stage, uF [ACC] is checked and erased, and the term is
assigned ¢ by V. Crucially, when C appears, C [+FOC] chooses to agree
with what-ACC1, which C will attract at LF. Therefore, when what-ACC
2 is internally merged (by rightward scrambling), C and what-ACC2 do
not agree. As a result, what-ACC2 fails to become a commander and is
thereby invisible to LCA. What-ACC3 is the copy of what-ACC2, which
is internally merged (scrambled leftward) at a later stage. What-ACC1
undergoes successive cyclic scrambling. LCA can see what-ACC1 and what
-ACC3, but not what-ACC2. The example (87c) is accounted for in the
same way. If what-ACC1 undergoes further leftward scrambling, the fol-

lowing order is produced.

(90) nani-o John-wa t tabe-ta-no  nani-0?
what-ACC John-TOP eat-PAST-Q what-ACC
‘What did John eat?

If all LCA-visible wh-phrases are pronounced, the following order is pro-
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duced.

(91) nani-o John-wa  nani-o tabe-ta-no  nani-o0?
what-ACC John-TOP what-ACC eat-PAST-Q what-ACC
‘What did John eat?’

This example is important in that it relates to the tension between the com-
putational efficiency-based hypothesis that what is pronounced is the high-
est copy, allegedly required by computational efficiency (pronouncing one
copy is more economical than pronouncing two or more copies), as shown
by ungrammatical examples as * What did John eat what?, and the com-
municative efficiency-based hypothesis that pronouncing all copies facili-
tates communicative usability (cf. Chomsky 2005).

A more difficult problem is that the issue involves the additional-wh sav-

ing effect, in which additions of wh ameliorate the acceptability.

(92-1) a. * Mary-ni CD-o ageta-no dare-ga?
Mary-DAT CD-ACC gave-Q who-NOM
‘Who gave the CD to Mary?’

b. ? dare-ni nani-o ageta-no dare-ga?
Who-DAT what-ACC gave-Q who-NOM
‘Who gave what to whom?’

The additional wh-phrases remedy the acceptability in (92-1b). Watanabe
(1992) reported the additional-wh effect as in the following.

(92-2) a. ?? John-wa [Mary-ga  nani-o katta kadooka] Tom-ni  tazuneta-no?
John-TOP Mary-NOM what-ACC bought whether Tom-DAT asked-Q
‘What is the thing x such that John asked Tom whether Mary
bought x?’
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b. John-wa [Mary-ga nani-o katta kadooka] dare-ni tazuneta-no?
John-TOP Mary-NOM what-ACC bought whether who-DAT asked-Q

‘Who is the person y and what is the thing x such that John
asked y whether Mary bought x?’

In (92-2a), a phonetically null wh-operator inside the wh-phrase located
within the wh-island undergoes overt wh-movement to the matrix CP Spec
and the Subjacency Condition is violated. Thus Watanabe argued that
Japanese has overt wh-movement as in English. In (92-2b), the additional
-wh in the matrix clause saves the sentence. The matrix wh undergoes
wh-movement in the NS without an island violation. In the LF, the wh
-phrase inside wh-island undergoes wh-movement. Given that LF move-
ment is immune to the island effect, no island violation is invoked®.
Capitalizing on Watanabe (1992), a possible solution to the (92-1) problem
would be the following. In (92-1a), the wh-phrase agrees with the [+WH]
C and becomes the highest commander by the disconnection-level (a) com-
mand. The example violates the LCA requiring the wh-commander be pro-
nounced in the first position. In (92-1b), the indirect wh-object or (and)
the direct wh-object is (are) in the agreeing CP Spec in the NS. The wh
-subject adjoins to the CP in the NS without agreement. Consequently,
the wh-subject commands nothing by the disconnection-level (c) command.
As a last resort, the LCA searches the lower copy of the wh-subject located
within the TP. The LCA has no problem pronouncing first the indirect and
direct object wh-phrases in the CP Spec, second the raised predicate in
the C, and third the wh-subject in the TP Spec (or lower).

Let us consider leftward scrambling of a non-wh-phrase.
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(93-1) osushi-o;  John-wa ti tabe-ta-no?

sushi-ACC John-TOP eat-PAST-Q
‘Did John eat sushi?’

The relevant structure is the following.

(93-2) Scrambling of non-wh-phrase to sentence-initial position

CP,

osushi-o; CP,

The wh-phrase and the C do not agree. The lack of agreement forces the
system to choose the medially disconnected level (b). Why does the system
choose the medially disconnected level (b), not the most disconnected level
(c)? The cost of movement as considered by Fukui (1993) is relevant. Fukui

(1993: 400) proposed the parameter value preservation (PVP) measure.

(94) The parameter value preservation (PVP) measure
A grammatical operation (Move ¢, in particular) that creates a struc-
ture that is inconsistent with the value of a given parameter in a lan-
guage is costly in the language, whereas one that produces a struc-
ture consistent with the parameter value is costless.

According to the PVP measure, in a language with the head-parameter

set as head final (OV-type), the leftward movement is cheaper than the

rightward movement. The rightward movement is more costly because it
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destroys the basic head-final property. More specifically, the rightward
movement, but not the leftward one, is feature driven (more costly) in
SOV languages. On the other hand, in a language with the head-parame-
ter set as head-initial (VO-type), the leftward movement is more expen-
sive than the rightward one. The leftward movement is more costly be-
cause it destroys the basic head-initial property. More specifically, the left-
ward movement, but notthe rightward one, is feature driven (more costly).
In an SOV language, the leftward movement is costless. The low cost of
movement forces the system to choose the medially disconnected level (b)
but not (c). The non-wh-phrase asymmetrically commands CP1. The LCA
requires that the non-wh-phrase be pronounced at the beginning of the
sentence, which occurs in this example. The LCA is respected.

An alternative analysis exists in which two distinct formal (structural) fea-
tures are postulated, i.e., a formal feature that triggers scrambling (FF
(SCR)), and a formal feature that triggers focus agreement (FF (FOC)).
Thatis, scrambling is a feature-driven movement that involves agreement.
For an argument for FF (SCR), see Miyagawa 1997, Grewendorf and Sa-
bel 1999, Holmberg 2000, Kitahara 2002, Kawamura 2004, Sabel (2001,
2005))*. If we adopt this line of argument for rightward scrambling, the
PF system chooses the disconnection level according to the number of fea-
ture checking (agreement) operations. That is, for example, when the
postverbal term is a wh-phrase, the dislocation operation involves two in-
stances of agreement: FF (SCR) and FF (FOC) agree with the C. When
the postverbal term is a non-wh-phrase, one instance of agreement occurs:
FF (SCR) agrees with the C. An alternative is to assume that the PF sys-
tem is sensitive to the number of agreements (feature-checking). When
there is one instance of feature-checking, the PF chooses the most discon-

nected level (c). When there are two instances of feature-checking, the
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PF chooses the least disconnected level (a). I leave the choice between the
two analyses for future research.

Let us next consider rightward scrambling of a non-wh-phrase.

(95) John-wa t; tabe-ta-no osushi-o0?
John-TOP eat-PAST-Q sushi-ACC
‘Did John eat sushi?’

The relevant structure is the following.

(96) Scrambling of a non-wh-phrase to the sentence-final position

CP,
CP, osushi-o;

TP C

The non-wh-phrase and the C do not agree. Lack of agreement forces the
system to choose the most disconnected level (c). The system chooses dis-
connection level (c), not (b), because the movement is rightward, which
is more expensive. The scrambled phrase commands nothing and is fully
disconnected from the rest of the sentence. The PF and the LCA cannot
see the scrambled phrase. As a last resort, the PF orders the original copy
of the phrase, which exists at the lowest position. Thus, the scrambled
non-wh phrase at the sentence-final position is, in fact, the original copy
of the phrase. The LCA requires that the non-wh-phrase be pronounced

at the end of the sentence, which occurs in this example. Therefore, the

—124-



Flexible Command:

example satisfies the LCA at the PF.

Importantly, unlike the PF, the LF sees the scrambled term as the high-
est commander (PF-LF asymmetry). This is why the scrambled postver-
bal term serves as the highest commander for the purpose of LF calcula-
tions such as scope, binding, WCO, and parasitic gap licensing. The LF
is lazier with respect to the types of command; it always chooses the me-
dially disconnected level (b), by which the scrambled term becomes a com-
mander. The PF in contrast is pickier with respect to the types of com-
mand in that the PF measure (the LCA) sees the term that establishes the

agreement relationship.

3.1.4. Evaluation of previous analyses on word order

The facts have been known that (a) a wh/focus-phrase cannot scramble
rightward to the postverbal position, (b) a non-whffocus-phrase can scram-
ble rightward to the postverbal position, (c) the postverbal term is the high-
est asymmetrical commander, (d) the LCA correctly rules out cases in (a),
and (e) the LCA incorrectly rules out cases in (b) (Bayer’s paradox, or LCA
puzzle). This phenomenon resists previous analyses on word order. Let
us review several important works on the relationship between structure
and order. They cannot solve Bayer’s paradox (LCA puzzle) as they stand.
First, let us consider the PVP measure (Fukui 1993, Saito & Fukui 1998).
The PVP measure states that a parameter-value-destroying movement is
costly and needs motivation. The relevant PV (parameter value) for Japa-
nese is head-final, and rightward movement is costly. The analysis cor-
rectly predicts that a focused phrase cannot scramble rightward to the post-
verbal position, provided that such rightward movement lacks motivation
in Japanese. However, it incorrectly predicts that a non-focused phrase

cannot scramble rightward.
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Second, consider dynamic agreement (Rizzi 1991, Bayer 1996: 285-287).
The postverbal wh-phrase occupies the VP Spec on the wrong (illicit) side
(on the right hand side (not left) in SOV languages). By dynamic agree-
ment mechanism, Spec-Head agreement in SOV languages takes place
only when Spec is occupied on the licit (left hand) side. Spec-head agree-
ment fails and the VP becomes a barrier for LF movement of the wh-
phrase. The wh-phrase fails to be licensed in the LF. However, the analy-
sis fails to explain the fact that postverbal non-wh phrases become the
highest commander.

Third, consider demerge (Takano 1996, 2003a, 2003b, Fukui & Takano
1998). The demerge-based linearization instructs as follows: start from
the top, demerge XP, and place it earlier. The analysis correctly predicts
that a CP-right-adjoined focused phrase cannot appear at the end; because
it is the first XP that is demerged, it must be pronounced at the begin-
ning of the sentence. However, it incorrectly predicts that a CP-right-ad-
joined non-focused phrase cannot appear at the end.

Fourth, consider derivational command (EGKK 1998: 32). Syntactically
visible X derivationally commands syntactically visible Y (and the mem-
bers) only when X and Y are concatenated. Concatenation creates sisters.
Adjunction does not create sisters, and an adjunct cannot become a com-
mander (hence syntactically invisible). Derivational command correctly
predicts that a wh/focus-phrase cannot scramble rightward to the postver-
bal position (i.e., never enters into linearization), but incorrectly predicts
that a term cannot scramble leftward or non-wh/focus cannot scramble
rightward to the postverbal position.

Fifth, consider the cyclic linearization principle (Fox & Pesetsky 2003).
It instructs as follows: avoid an ordering contradiction between vP and

CP. That is, linear information at each phase must be preserved. Con-
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sider a bad example in which a focused DP adjoins to the right of the CP,
yielding <:-*, V, DP> order at the CP-phase. To get a contradictory order
between the CP and vP, we must assume that the DP must move higher
than the V at the vP-phase. Consider a good example in which a non-fo-
cused DP adjoins to the right of the CP, yielding <:-, V, DP> order at the
CP-phase. To get a non-contradictory order between the CP and vP, we
must assume that the V must move higher than the DP at the vP-phase.
It is unclear why a focused DP raises higher than the V in the vP, whereas
a non-focused DP remains lower than the V in the vP. Note that the analy-
sis works if one assumes that a focused phrase raises to the edge of the
VP.

Sixth, consider Q-particle movement (Ogawa 1976, Kishimoto 1998,
Takahashi 2002, Hagstrom 2004). According to this analysis, a Q-parti-
cle in a wh-phrase moves to C to satisfy the relevant feature-checking re-
quirement. Therefore, an additional wh-phrase movement is redundant,
which is excluded as an economy principle violation. The analysis cor-
rectly predicts that a wh-phrase, unlike a non-wh-phrase, cannot adjoin
to the right of the CP. However, the analysis incorrectly predicts that a
wh-phrase cannot adjoin to the left of the CP.

Seventh, consider prosodic wh-domain analysis (Richards 2010). Accord-
ing to this analysis, an interrogative sentence is acceptable when the wh
-phrase and the relevant C are prosodically close enough. A language al-
lows a wh in situ when the wh and the C are contained in the simplest
possible prosodic wh-domain. Otherwise, the wh-phrase must move to
the C system as the last resort. In Japanese, the wh-phrase cannot ap-
pear in the postverbal position because the wh and the C to its left can-
not create the simplest possible prosodic wh-domain. The analysis cor-

rectly predicts that prosody is relevant to the types of nani and their asym-
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metrical distribution. However, the analysis incorrectly predicts that the
exclamatory wh-phrase should be allowed to appear in the postverbal po-
sition because no wh-feature is involved”.

The following summarizes the evaluation of previous analyses as to how
well they account for the Bayer's paradox, or the LCA puzzle. O indicates

that it is predicted, while X indicates it is unexpected.

(97) Evaluation of previous analyses on structure and word order

Post-V term | Leftward Rightward No rightward | No  post-V
as  highest | scrambling scrambling  of | scrambling of | exclamatory
commander non-wh/focus wh/focus wh
PVP O O X O O
Dynamic X O O @) @)
agreement
Demerge X O X O O
Derivaitonal X X X O O
command
Cyclic Unmotivated | Unmotivated | Unmotivated | Unmotivated | Unmotivated
linearization | movement movement movement movement movement
Q-particle X X O O X
movement
Prosodic X O @) O X
wh-domain

The PVP measure analysis and the dynamic agreement analysis compete
in that they have four expected facts and one unexpected fact. The PVP
measure cannot account for the acceptability of rightward scrambling of
non-wh/focus phrases. Under the dynamic agreement analysis, the post-
verbal phrase (in SOV languages) is on the right hand (wrong) side Spec

of the VP. This analysis encounters a serious problem in that it cannot
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predict the fact that the postverbal term is the highest asymmetrical com-
mander. That is, the VP Spec is too low to become the highest. Further-
more, it seems ad hoc to assume that the right dislocation is a movement
to the right hand side Spec of the VP. Next, the demerge analysis and the
prosodic wh-domain analysis compete in that they have three expected
facts and two unexpected ones. My solution capitalizes on the PVP meas-
ure and can explain all the related facts in a simpler and more natural

way.

3.2. Problem 2

3.2.1. Scrambling asymmetry in complex (island) structure

The scrambling transformation affects island extractability both in the
NS (Narrow Syntax: the process between lexicon and Spell-Out) and in the
LF

We have seen that Japanese scrambling like Turkish one shows island sen-

sitivity. Consider scrambling out of a complex DP island.

(98)

a. John-wa [[Mary-ga Bill-ni ageta] hon]-o suteta.
John-TOP Mary-NOM Bill-DAT gave book-ACC discarded
‘John discarded the book that Mary gave to Bill.

b. * Bill-ni; John-wa [[Mary-ga ti ageta] hon]-o suteta.
Bill-DAT John-TOP Mary-NOM gave book-ACC discarded
‘John discarded the book that Mary gave to Bill.

c. * John-wa [[Mary-ga ti ageta] hon]-o suteta Bill-nii.
John-TOP Mary-NOM gave book-ACC discarded Bill-DAT
‘John discarded the book that Mary gave to Bill’
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Both leftward and rightward scrambling is sensitive to the complex DP is-
land. | argue against Takano (2010: 6), which claims that Japanese post-
posing lacks island effects.

Maruyama (1999: 47) observes that, unlike leftward scrambling, the right
dislocation obeys the Subjacency Condition. Examples are adapted from
Maruyama (1999: 47).

(99) a. Mary-wa [John-o  mikaketa-atode] Susan-ni  denwa-sita.
Mary-TOP John-ACC happened to see-after Susan-DAT phone-did
‘Mary was calling Susan after she happened to see John.

b. John-oi [Mary-wa [ ti mikaketa-atode] Susan-ni denwa-sita].
John-ACC Mary-TOP  happened to see-after Susan-DAT phone-did
‘Mary was calling Susan after she happened to see John.

C. * [Mary-wa [ ti mikaketa-atode] Susan-ni  denwa-sita] John-oi.
Mary-TOP happened to see-after Susan-DAT phone-did  John-ACC
‘Mary was calling Susan after she happened to see John.

In (99b), the embedded-clause object can scramble leftward out of the ad-
junct clause, whereas in (99c), it cannot scramble rightward.

However, | do not think (99b) is sufficiently idealized; it is possible that
the embedded-clause object adjoins to the embedded clause that contains
the topic phrase inside. If the matrix-clause indirect object appears before
the adjunct clause, both leftward and rightward scrambling become sen-

sitive to island.

(100) a. Mary-wa Susan-ni [John-o mikaketa-atode] denwa-sita.
Mary-TOP Susan-DAT John-ACC happened to see-after phone-did
‘Mary was calling Susan after she happened to see John.
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b. * John-oi [Mary-wa Susan-ni [ ti mikaketa-atode] denwa-sita].
John-ACC Mary-TOP Susan-DAT happened to see-after phone-did
‘Mary was calling Susan after she happened to see John.

C. * [Mary-wa Susan-ni [t mikaketa-atode] denwa-sita] John-oi.
Mary-TOP Susan-DAT  happened to see-after phone-did John-ACC
‘Mary was calling Susan after she happened to see John.

Both leftward and rightward scrambling shows island effect®. An NS op-
eration as scrambling is sensitive to island. Crucially, leftward and right-
ward scrambling is symmetrical in that they both show island sensitivity.
Interestingly, antisymmetry appears when there is an interaction between
the NS/LF wh-movement and the leftward/rightward scrambling of a wh
-containing complex constituent. Let us first consider non-interrogative
clausal complements (a non-island, with the C phonetically realized as
to ‘that’y’. The pitch pattern of the pronominal nani (translated as ‘that

thing’) is [LH], and the wh-nani (translated as ‘what’) [HL].

(201) S (@) \% [Japanese]
Mary-wa [c John-ga nani-o tabeta to] itta-no?
Mary-TOP  John-NOM what-ACC ate that said-Q

‘Did Mary say that John ate that thing?
NOT ‘Did Mary say what John ate?
‘What did Mary say John ate?’

The example above indicates that the wh-phrase obligatorily undergoes
LF movement after Spell-Out. Let us consider NS movement. The em-
bedded wh-phrase can undergo long-distance leftward scrambling in which
the meanings above are preserved. The wh-phrase can undergo NS move-

ment before Spell-Out.
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(102) nani-o; Mary-wa [ John-ga t tabeta to] itta-no?
what-ACC Mary-TOP John-NOM ate that said-Q
‘Did Mary say that John ate that thing?’
NOT ‘Did Mary say what John ate?
‘What did Mary say John ate?

Let us scramble the clausal complement leftward to the sentence-initial

position.

(103) [c» John-ga nani-o tabeta to]; Mary-wa t; itta-no?
John-NOM what-ACC ate that Mary-TOP  said-Q
‘Did Mary say that John ate that thing?’
NOT ‘Did Mary say what John ate?
‘What did Mary say John ate?

The wh-phrase obligatorily undergoes wh-movement in the LF. The em-
bedded wh-phrase can undergo long-distance scrambling in the NS in

which the meaning above is preserved.

(204) ? nani-o; denwa-de [c» John-ga t tabeta to]i Mary-wa t itta-no?
what-ACC phone-by John-NOM  ate that Mary-TOP said-Q
‘Did Mary said on the phone that John ate that thing?’
NOT ‘Did Mary say on the phone what John ate?
‘What did Mary say on the phone John ate?’

Now, an asymmetry appears when we scramble the clausal complement
rightward to the postverbal position. Crucially, the embedded wh-phrase
cannot take the matrix scope, indicating that the clausal complement
moved to the postverbal position is an island for LF-movement (LF island

effect).
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(105) Mary-wa t; itta-no [c John-ga nani-o tabeta to]?
Mary-TOP  said-Q John-NOM what-ACC ate that
‘Did Mary say that John ate that thing?’
‘Did Mary say what John ate?
NOT ‘What did Mary say John ate?

What is interesting is that the example above is acceptable with the nar-
row-scope reading of the interrogative wh-phrase, meaning ‘Did Mary say
what John ate?,” which is absent when the clausal complement is scram-
bled leftward to the sentence-initial position. Furthermore, the postver-
bal clausal complement becomes an island not only for LF movement but

also for NS movement”.

(106) * nani-o; [ Mary-wa t itta-no [c- John-ga t; tabeta to]]?
what-ACC Mary-TOP said-Q  John-NOM ate that
NOT ‘Did Mary say that John ate that thing?’
NOT ‘Did Mary say what John ate?
NOT ‘What did Mary say John ate?

The example above shows that the postverbal clausal complement is an
island for NS-movement (NS island effect). As the last translation indi-
cates, the example is unacceptable even with the pronominal nani ‘that
thing,’ suggesting that the scrambling in general shows the island effect
in postverbal environments®. The following summarizes the island asym-

metry.
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(107) NS/LF movement out of left-dislocated non-interrogative clausal com-

plement (No island effect is detected.)

CP
A
—> DP;  CP
/\
CP; CP

A TpA C[Q]

O RN

J

.

(108) NS/LF movement out of right-dislocated non-interrogative clausal

complement (Island effect is detected.)

CP
N

. DP CP

CP CP;

*
—
o)
@}

S

An island effect is observed in the NS and the LF in the postverbal envi-
ronments. A similar LF island effect is detected in postverbal environ-

ments in other SOV languages”.

(109) a. ora ti Suneche [ ke aSbe] ? [Bengali]
they heard who come-future
‘Have they heard who will come?’
NOT ‘Who have they heard will come? (Bayer 1996: 272-273)
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b. Raam-ne kahaa[cr ki kOn aa-yaa] hE? [Hindi-Urdu]
Ram-ERG said that who come-past.perf is
‘Did Ram say who had come?’
NOT ‘Who did Ram say has come?’ (Mahajan 1990: 128)

To summarize, the clausal complement in the base position or in the sen-
tence-initial position does not constitute an island for movement in the
NS and the LF. In contrast, the clausal complement in the postverbal po-
sition constitutes an island for movement in the NS and the LF. The scram-
bling transformation is antisymmetrical. How can we explain the asym-

metry?

3.2.2. A solution

Let us repeat the crucial contrast.

(110) a. [cr John-ga nani-o tabeta to], Mary-wa t itta-no?
John-NOM what-ACC ate  that Mary-TOP  said-Q
‘Did Mary say that John ate that thing?’
NOT ‘Did Mary say what John ate?
‘What did Mary say John ate?

b. Mary-wa t itta-no [c John-ga nani-o tabeta to]?
Mary-TOP  said-Q John-NOM what-ACC ate that
‘Did Mary say that John ate that thing?
‘Did Mary say what John ate?
NOT ‘What did Mary say John ate?

The wh-phrase in (110a) can have the wide scope reading, but not the nar-
row scope reading. The situation is reversed in (110b): the wh-phrase can-
not have the wide-scope reading, but it can have the narrow-scope read-

ing. The disappearance of wide-scope reading of wh is also observed when
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a complex DP is scrambled rightward to the postverbal position.

(111) a. [nani-o tabeta hito-o]; Mary-wa t hometa-no?
what-ACC ate person-ACC Mary-TOP praised-Q
‘Did Mary praise the person who ate that thing?' ([naNI])
‘What is X, a thing, such that Mary praised the person who ate
x?' ([NAni])

b. Mary-wa ti hometa-no [nani-o tabeta hito-0]?
Mary-TOP praised-Q what-ACC ate person-ACC
‘Did Mary praise the person who ate that thing?' ([naNI])
NOT ‘What is x, a thing, such that Mary praised the person who ate
x?" ([NAni])

Two questions arise at this point.

(112) Why does the wide scope reading of wh disappear when the complex
argument (clausal complement or complex DP) is scrambled right-
ward to the postverbal position?

(113) Why does the narrow scope reading of wh become possible when the
non-interrogative clausal complement is scrambled rightward to the
postverbal position?

There are two possible solutions to the first question. The first solution
maximizes the parallelism between the complex argument and the sim-
plex argument. If this solution is correct, Nishigauchi (1986) is basically
correct in that the entire complex argument containing wh behaves as a
simplex wh-phrase. The lack of wide-scope reading of wh for wh-contain-
ing a complex argument follows from the impossibility of the postverbal

interrogative wh-phrase, as in the following.
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(114) * John-wa t; tabeta-no nani-o;?
John-TOP ate-Q what-ACC
‘What did John eat?’

The wide-scope reading is impossible because the derivation fails to con-
verge at the PF. More particularly, the LCA is violated (the actual word
order contradicts with the order that the LCA demands) if the system forces
the wide-scope reading of wh.

The second solution capitalizes on the interaction between island and the
PVP measure. When the complex argument is scrambled leftward to the
sentence-initial position, the PVP measure calculates that the operation
is costless. On the other hand, when the complex argument is scrambled
rightward to the postverbal position, the PVP measure evaluates it as

costly. Island and the PVP measure interact in the following way.

(115) Island-PVP Interaction
A complex argument that has undergone costly movement becomes
an island for extraction.

Thus, the lack of wide-scope reading of wh in (110b) and (111b) is caused
by the island effect in the LF.

Let us consider the second question. Relevant examples are reproduced.

(116) a. [cr JOhn-ga nani-o tabeta to], Mary-wa t itta-no?
John-NOM what-ACC ate  that Mary-TOP  said-Q
‘Did Mary say that John ate that thing?
NOT ‘Did Mary say what John ate?
‘What did Mary say John ate?
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b. Mary-wa t itta-no [ John-ga nani-o tabeta to]?
Mary-TOP  said-Q John-NOM what-ACC ate that
‘Did Mary say that John ate that thing?
‘Did Mary say what John ate?
NOT ‘What did Mary say John ate?

As for the interrogative wh-reading, the long-distance wh-movement is
obligatory in (116a), whereas it is prohibited in (116b). Descriptively,
when the embedded C is [[WH], and the clausal complement does not con-
stitute an island, the matrix C [+WH] must attract the wh-phrase in the
LF enabling the wide-scope reading of wh. On the other hand, when the
embedded C is [-WH] and the clausal complement forms an island, the
system attempts as a last resort to identify the embedded C to as bearing
[+WH] enabling the narrow-scope reading of wh. In fact, the C to bears

[+WH] in the Kagoshima dialect in Japanese.

(117) a. John-wa na-yu tabeta-to?
John-TOP what-ACC ate-Q
‘What did John eat?

b. Mary-wa [ John-ga na-yu tabeta-chi/*to] itta-to?
Mary-TOP John-NOM what-ACC ate-that said-Q
‘What did Mary say John ate?’

As in (117a), the C to is Q, bearing [+WH]. What is interesting is that
the phonetic realization to is ruled out as the embedded C [-WH]. | pro-
pose that the embedded C to as Q guarantees the narrow-scope reading

of the wh under consideration.
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3.3. Problem 3

3.3.1. Reconstruction asymmetry

There is evidence indicating that scrambling can be semantically signifi-
cant. More specifically, scrambling exhibits the anti-reconstruction effect
(Cf. Takahashi 1993, Abe 1997). Let us consider the following example
(Cf. Saito 1989).

(118)

Mary-wa [cr John-ga  tosyokan-kara dono hon-o karidashita ka] shiritagatteiru.
Mary-TOP  John-NOM library-from which book-ACC checked.out Q  want.to.know
'Mary wants to know which book John checked out from the library.

The Q in the embedded clause licenses the wh-phrase in the embedded
clause. What will happen if the embedded-clause wh-phrase undergoes
long-distance scrambling to the sentence-initial position? The prediction
is as follows. Assume that the relevant Q must command the relevant
wh-phrase. If scrambling were semantically significant, the sentence
would be ruled out; i.e., the scrambled wh-phrase stays in the matrix
clause, and the embedded-clause Q fails to command the wh-phrase. If
scrambling were semantically insignificant, the sentence would be ruled
in; i.e.,, the scrambled wh-phrase reconstructs (returns) to the original po-
sition in the embedded clause and the embedded-clause Q would command
the wh-phrase. As Saito (1989) has noted, leftward long-distance scram-
bling turns out to be semantically insignificant. A reconstruction effect

appears, as in the following example.
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(119)
? dono hon-o; Mary-wa [ceJohn-ga  tosyokan-kara ti karidashita ka] shiritagatteiru.
which book-ACC Mary-TOP  John-NOM library-from checked.out Q@  want.to.know

‘Mary wants to know which book John checked out from the library!’
(Saito 1989)

The wh-phrase that has undergone leftward long-distance scrambling re-
constructs to the original trace position. The lower Q commands the wh
-phrase. What will happen if the lower wh-phrase undergoes rightward
long-distance scrambling to the postverbal position? If scrambling is se-
mantically insignificant, it is predicted that rightward long-distance
scrambling is possible; i.e., the scrambled wh-phrase would reconstruct
to the original position and the lower Q would command the wh-phrase.

That prediction is not born out, as in the following example.

(120)
*Mary-wa [cr John-ga  tosyokan-kara ti karidashita ka] shiritagatteiru dono hon-o;
Mary-TOP  John-NOM library-from checked.out Q  want.to.know  which book-ACC

‘Mary wants to know which book John checked out from the library.’

This example is not acceptable. The simplest possible account is that the
postverbal wh-phrase remains at the landing site, and therefore, the lower
Q fails to command the wh-phrase. It follows that scrambling is seman-
tically significant. The following questions arise. Why is leftward long-dis-
tance scrambling semantically insignificant, but rightward long-distance
scrambling semantically significant? Why does the system show such a-

symmetry?

3.3.2. A solution

The PVP measure gives us a simple explanation. According to the PVP
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measure, in SOV languages, the leftward movement is costless (non-fea-
ture-driven), whereas the rightward movement is costly (feature-driven).
A feature-driven movement is semantically significant. The following is

the schematic structure of the example in (119).

(121) (= 119) Leftward long-distance scrambling: semantically insignificant

e
:/\ C[-WH]
Cp

/\ C [+WH]

PN

Saito (1989) is correct in that leftward long-distance scrambling is seman-
tically insignificant. The scrambled wh-phrase reconstructs to the origi-

nal position. The following is the schematic structure of (120).

(122) (= 120) Rightward long-distance scrambling: semantically significant

CP —o-

< C [-'WH]
Cp
- C [+WH]
...wh...

Saito (1989) is incorrect in that rightward long-distance scrambling is se-

mantically significant. The scrambled wh-phrase does not reconstruct.
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The semantic significance of scrambling has been observed in Takahashi
(1993). Takahashi pointed out that when both the matrix and the embed-
ded Qs bear [+WH], the leftward long-distance scrambling to the sentence
-initial position is semantically significant, which contradicts Saito’s
(1989) observation.

(123) a. John-wa [ Mary-ga nani-o tabeta ka] shiritagatteiru no?
John-TOP Mary-NOM what-ACC ate Q want.to.know Q
‘Does John want to know what Mary ate?
OR ‘What does John want to know whether Mary ate?’

b. nani-o; John-wa [c» Mary-ga t tabeta ka] shiritagatteiru no?
what-ACC John-TOP Mary-NOM ate Q want.to.know Q
NOT ‘Does John want to know what Mary ate?’

‘What does John want to know whether Mary ate? (Takahashi 1993)

The schematic representation of the example in (123b) is the following.
(124) (= 123b)

» CP

PN

~ C [+WH]
CP

e
...wh...

Once the wh-phrase scrambles to the matrix CP in (124), the matrix C
[+WH] becomes the closest head that checks, values and deletes the rele-
vant formal features. Thus, the anti-reconstruction effect (the semantic

significance) receives a simple account under the economy principle.
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3.4. Problem 4

3.4.1. Multiple scrambling asymmetry

Another asymmetry is detected in Japanese multiple scrambling. First,
consider the scope restriction in leftward multiple scrambling, originally

observed in Hoji (1985).

(125) dareka-ni; daremo-o; John-ga t; t syookaishita.
someone-DAT everyone-ACC John-NOM introduced (*Vv>43, 3>V)
‘John introduced everyone to someone.’

(Cf. Hoji 1985, Yatsushiro 1996, Kuno 2006)

The universally quantified phrase (UQP) is scrambled to the sentence-in-
itial position, and the scrambling of the existentially quantified phrase
(EQP) follows. The EQP must have wide scope over the UQP. It follows
that the EQP must command the UQP in the scope calculation. Kuno
(2006) proposed that the reconstruction obeys the attract-closest-type econ-

omy principle, as in the following.

(126) Minimality condition on reconstruction (MCR)
Reconstruct the closest. (Cf. Kuno 2006: 98)

The MCR blocks the EQP for reconstruction, thatis, the intervening UQP
is closer to the reconstruction site and the MCR forces the UQP to recon-
struct in the LF. Thus, the EQP commands the UQP in the LF. However,
rightward multiple scrambling does not obey the MCR, as in the follow-

ing.
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(127) John-ga t; t syookaishita daremo-o; dareka-ni;.
John-NOM introduced everyone-ACC someone-DAT
‘John introduced everyone to someone.’ (V>4, 3>Vv)

The MCR incorrectly predicts that the example lacks the wide-scope read-
ing of the UQP. Why is it that rightward multiple scrambling disobeys the
MCR?

A similar kind of asymmetry appears in multiple scrambling with remnant

movement of an embedded clause. The following example obeys the MCR.

(128) *[[Mary-ga t yonda to]; [sono hon-o; [John-ga t itta]]].
Mary-NOM read that the book-ACC John-NOM said
‘John said that Mary read the book.’ (Saito 1989)

The object DP in the embedded clause is first scrambled leftward and then
the remnant embedded clause is scrambled. Saito (1989) argues that the
example is ruled out by the proper binding condition (PBC), which states
that traces must be bound. However, the PBC solution assumes that the
scrambled remnant embedded clause must stay at the landing site. The
scrambled CP not reconstructing remains a mystery. The MCR solves the
mystery. The MCR requires that the remnant clause must remain at the
landing site because of the intervening closer reconstructing term, i.e.,
the embedded-clause object that is scrambled first. Thus, the PBC accom-
panied with the MCR accounts for the ungrammaticality. However, the
rightward multiple scrambling poses a problem to such an analysis. That
is, the rightward multiple scrambling does not show the PBC violation,

as in the following®.
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(129) [[[John-ga t; itta] sono hon-o0] [Mary-ga t yonda to] j].
John-NOM said the book-ACC Mary-NOM read that
‘John said that Mary read the book.’

The PBC + MCR analysis incorrectly predicts that the example should be
unacceptable; the outer adjunct (the scrambled remnant embedded clause)
contains an unbound trace. If we want to maintain the PBC, it follows
that the MCR is inoperative in rightward multiple scrambling. Why is it
that rightward multiple scrambling disobeys the MCR?

Rightward multiple scrambling’s disobedience to the MCR is also found

in the bound variable reading of a pronoun, as the following contrast in-

dicates.
(130) a. * sono; cyosya-nix  subete-no honi-o; John-wa t« t; watashita.
its author-DAT every-GEN book-ACC John-TOP handed
‘John handed every book to its author’  (Cf. Mahajan 1997a: 107-109)
b. John-wa t« t; watashita subete-no honi-o; S0No; cyosya-nix

John-TOP handed its every-GEN book-ACC author-DAT
‘John handed every book to its author.’

In the example in (130a), the pronominal variable sono ‘its’ cannot have
the bound variable interpretation. The MCR prohibits the DP containing
the pronominal variable to reconstruct; therefore, the UQP fails to bind
the variable. The example in (130b) poses a problem for the MCR. The
MCR incorrectly predicts that the example (130b) should also be ungram-
matical because the variable in the frozen second adjunct would be un-

bound. Why is it that rightward multiple scrambling disobeys the MCR?
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3.4.2. A solution
Given the PVP measure, in an SOV language, leftward scrambling is cos-
tless, whereas rightward scrambling is costly. The difference in the cost
causes different levels of disconnection in the definition of command. More
specifically, in cheap leftward multiple scrambling, the least disconnected
level (the exclusion type) of command is chosen. The exclusion type of com-
mand does not have to consider the segment structure of the target. Thus,
the computation is simpler, which invokes the simpler exclusion-type com-
mand. The outer adjunct commands the inner adjunct. The inner adjunct
is closer to the reconstruction site. Therefore, the MCR prohibits the outer
adjunct from reconstruction crossing the inner one. In expensive right-
ward scrambling, the movement is expensive (feature-driven according
to the PVP measure), which causes selection of the most disconnected level
of command. This level of command must consider every segment of the
target. Under this definition of command, an adjunct commands nothing.
It follows that the outer and inner adjuncts command nothing. The LCA
orders the original copies. In (129), the sentence-final CP is the original
copy, the object is the intermediate copy, and the sentence-initial CP is

the original matrix CP.
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(131) (= (129))

Cp
/\
CP Cp,
N
CP * the book-ACC;
N
TP C Mary-NOM t; read that
JohaNOM. T
PN
VP T
N
CP A%
N said

the book-ACC;  CP;

Mary-NOM t; read that

The embedded object first adjoins to the embedded CP, and adjoins to the
matrix CP. The remnant embedded CP adjoins to the matrix CP. The em-
bedded object and the embedded CP that are adjoined to the matrix CP
are LCA-invisible; therefore equidistant for the MCR purpose. The wave
-lines indicate the terms that are pronounced. It also constitutes evidence
that the embedded object first adjoins to the embedded CP before it moves
to the matrix level, respecting the Shortest Step Principle. Consequently,
the distance is undetermined with respect to these two adjuncts. There-
fore, these two adjuncts are equidistant from the reconstruction
site. Thus, the MCR treats the two adjuncts as equally close to the recon-
struction site, and either one can reconstruct. Let us schematize the rele-

vant structure for leftward multiple scrambling.

—147 -



BB kA A BIRHE  No. 40

(132-1) Leftward multiple scrambling

Parameter-value preserving
Costless

The costless movement triggers the costless definition of command (level
a), which is the exclusion type that makes segment structure transpar-
ent for command relations. The outer adjunct XP2 excludes every other
category. Therefore, XP2 commands XP1. XP1 is closer to the reconstruc-
tion site. The MCR requires that XP2 cannot skip XP1 in reconstruction.
Leftward multiple scrambling obeys the MCR. Let us next schematize

the relevant structure for rightward multiple scrambling®.

(132-2) Rightward multiple scrambling

Cp
N
Cp
TN

CP XP1

N
TP C Parameter-value destroying
PN Costly
< ..................................................

Not barred by MCR <

The costly movement triggers the costly definition of command (level c),
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which makes segment structure opaque for command relations. A com-
mand relationship does not exist wherever there is a segment. Therefore,
XP1 and XP2 command nothing. The distance between XP2/XP1 and the
reconstruction site is undetermined. XP2 and XP1 are invisible to the
MCR. Rightward multiple scrambling disobeys the MCR.

Turkish behaves like Japanese. Turkish leftward multiple scrambling
yields unambiguous scope; the multiple scrambled <OB, SUB, tsue, tos,
===V -=-> produces OB > SUB scope only (Kural 1997, Takano 2007: 21-22).
Note that traces are invisible to the scope calculation in Turkish. OB re-
construction is blocked by the MCR. On the other hand, the rightward
multiple scrambling yields ambiguous scope; the multiple scrambled <tsue,
tos, '+, V, OB, SUB> produces both SUB>0B and OB>SUB scope rela-
tions (ibid.). If the MCR blocked SUB reconstruction, OB>SUB would be
impossible. Since OB>SUB exists, the MCR is inoperative. Thus, the
MCR plus Flexible Command explain Turkish multiple scrambling.

The flexible command analysis coupled with the MCR also accounts for
the partial vs. full reconstruction mystery regarding anaphoric binding
in Hindi-Urdu and Japanese. Leftward scrambling shows partial recon-

struction in Hindi-Urdu as follows.

(133-1) [apniiy/*; kitaab]« Raami-ne t’ Mohani-ko t. di-ii. [Hindi-Urdu]
self's  book.f.Abs Ram-Erg Mohan-Dat gave.Pfv.f
‘Ram gave Mohan self's book.” (Adapted from Mahajan 1990: 35-36)

The subject (SUB) binds the anaphor inside the direct object (DO) but the
indirect object (10) does not bind it. Mahajan explained this fact that the
scrambled DO reconstructs down to the intermediate Case checking posi-

tion but not all the way down to the original place of the DO. The sche-
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matic tree is as follows.

(133-2) Partial reconstruction (= 133-1)

TP

The movement @ is structural Case (ACC) checking of the DO in the NS
(A-movement), @ scrambling in the NS (A-movement), and @ the A-
moved DO reconstructs to the Case checking position at LF. As a result,
the anaphor in the DO is bound by SUB, but not by 10. Why does the
DO reconstruct to the intermediate trace position?

Japanese leftward scrambling shows the same effect as Hindi-Urdu.

(133-3)
[otagaii/*j-no hihan-o]k butsurigakusya-tachii-wa tetsugakusya-tachij-ni tk hirooshita.
each other-GEN criticism-ACC physicists-TOP philosophers-DAT announced

‘The physicists announced each other’s criticism to the philosophers.’

The SUB binds the anaphor in the DO but the 10 does not bind it. This

fact is explained if we assume that the derivation of (133-3) is as in (133
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-2). However, the rightward scrambling poses a problem for this analy-
sis. That is, Japanese rightward scrambling exhibits both partial and full

reconstruction.

(133-4)

butsurigakusya-tachii-wa tetsugakusya-tachij-ni t« hirooshita [otagaii/;-no hihan-oJ«
physicists-TOP philosophers-DAT announced each other-GEN criticism-ACC
‘The physicists announced each other’s criticism to the philosophers.’

Both SUB and 10 bind the anaphor in the DO. Under Mahajan’s approach,
the example in (133-4) shows the radical (full) reconstruction via the in-

termediate position.

(133-5) Radical (full) reconstruction (= 133-4)

A question arises as to why there is the step @ in the rightward scram-
bling but not in the leftward scrambling. Kuno's (2006) MCR offers the

simplest possible explanation. That is, the DO copy at the intermediate
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position is a commander in the leftward scrambling (133-2) whereas it is
not in the rightward scrambling (133-5). Given the PVP measure, the
rightward movement in an SOV language is relatively costly with respect
to the computational load. This high cost is the trigger for selecting the
disconnection level (c) (costly counting every segment) of the flexible com-
mand by which the intermediate DO copy fails to be a commander in
(133-5). Given that only commanders enter into the distance competition,
the intermediate copy does not count as the closer term for reconstruction.
The MCR guarantees that both the intermediate and the original locations
are equally close to the TP-adjoined DO in (133-5).

On the other hand, the leftward movement in an SOV language is rela-
tively costless with respect to the computational load. This low cost is the
trigger for selecting the disconnection level (a) (costless discounting seg-
ments) of the flexible command by which the intermediate DO copy be-
comes a commander in (133-2). Given that only commanders enter into
the distance competition, the intermediate copy counts as the closer term
for reconstruction. The MCR guarantees that the intermediate location
is closer to the TP-adjoined DO in (133-2). The DO must reconstruct to

the intermediate position.

3.5. Problem 5

3.5.1. Heavy NP shift mystery

English has a heavy NP (HNP) shift (HNPS) phenomenon in which a rela-
tively heavy (complex) structure undergoes rightward dislocation, as in

the following.

(134-1) a. Susan always files t; without reading e; properly, [all the memos
from the low level administration]. (Engdahl 1983)
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b. We believe t; to have good judgment [everyone who took the time

to analyze this phenomenon]. (Lasnik and Saito 1992: 112)

If rightward dislocation involves rightward adjunction to the matrix CP,
the dislocated phrase is the highest commander. Therefore, the dislocated
phrase binds (therefore, commands) the trace, satisfying the PBC. How-
ever, the LCA incorrectly predicts that the dislocated phrase must be pro-
nounced at the beginning of the sentence, and therefore, these examples
should be bad, contrary to the fact. Why is the highest commander pro-
nounced at the end of the sentence in the HNPS phenomenon in apparent
violation of the LCA, while the structure satisfies the PBC?

In addition, unlike wh-movement, HNPS is more restricted: it cannot ap-
ply successive-cyclically. The examples in (134-2a/b) are cited in Kasai
(2008: 315).

(134-2)
a. * | have expected that | would find ti to Mary since 1939 [the treasure
said to have been buried on that island]. (Postal 1974: 93)

b. * It was believed that Mary bought t: for her mother by everyone [an
ornate fourteenth century gold ring];
(Rochemont and Culicover 1990: 136)

c¢. * John said that Mary will solve t: yesterday [all the phonology prob-
lems]. (Lasnik and Saito 1992: 199, en. 14)

The HNPs move out of the embedded clause, and the examples are ungram-
matical. Why is HNPS local? Ross (1967) postulated the Right Roof Con-
straint (RRC) to account for the locality. See Kasai (2008) for the relevant

discussion, adopting the multiple leftward movement analysis (based on
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Kayne 1994) and the goal (moved term)-projecting hypothesis (based on
Chomsky 2000), which I reject. As Kasai acknowledges (ibid. 319, n. 5),
his analysis incorrectly predicts that the HNPS example would be ruled

out as a PBC violation; HNP fails to properly bind its trace.

3.5.2. A solution

According to the PVP measure, the rightward movement in an SVO lan-
guage is costless, which is not feature-driven (no agreement). When agree-
ment is absent, the PF system chooses the most disconnected type of com-
mand (level c). Therefore, the dislocated phrase commands nothing. The
phrase is invisible to the LCA. As a last resort, the PF orders the origi-
nal copy of the dislocated phrase, which is in a lower position. This is the
reason for the dislocated phrase to be pronounced at the end of the sen-
tence. The LF, on the other hand, generally chooses the least disconnected
level (exclusion type) of command (level a). Thus, the dislocated phrase

commands the rest in the LF, thereby satisfying the PBC.

(135)
CP
A o o o
(0} HNP — PF-imvisible
PN LF-visible

¢ B

In (135), the HNP commands nothing in the PF. Therefore, the LCA can-
not see the HNP. As a last resort, the LCA orders the original lower copy;,

which is phonetically realized as the final term in the sentence. In the
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LF, in contrast the HNP commands the rest. As a result, the HNP prop-
erly binds the trace, satisfying the PBC.

As to the locality (non-successive cyclic property) of HNPS, the Flexible
Command solves the problem in a simple way. In a head-initial language,
the rightward movement is not feature-driven, i.e., it lacks agreement.
The absence of agreement forces the PF system to choose the most discon-
nected level of command (disconnection level (c)), in which command does
not hold for segment structures. Suppose that the HNP has partially
moved to the edge of the embedded clause, and that the matrix clause is

constructed. The example in (134-2a) has the following structure.

(134-3) [I have expected [cr [cr that | would find t to Mary] HNP; ] since 1939]

At the PF, the HNP is not a commander. Therefore, the PF system has
to go back to the original HNP, and move it to the matrix-clause edge in
one fell swoop, skipping the intermediate position. The operation violates
the Phase Impenetrability Condition (Chomsky 2000: 108), requiring a

moving term to drop by at an edge of every phase (vP or CP).

3.6. Problem 6

3.6.1. English-type T vs. French-type T

Consider the following contrast (Emonds 1978/1985, Pollock 1989, Chom-
sky 1991, Lasnik 2000: 187-196).

(136) a. John often kisses Mary. (Cf. * John kisses often Mary.)
b. John embrasse souvent Marie. (Cf. * John souvent embrasse Marie.)
John kiss.sig.m.often  Marie.
‘John often kisses Mary.’
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The standard analysis is that V adjoins to T in French, whereas it does
not do so in English. The difference is attributed to the feature strength
of T. The French T bears a strong (formal) feature that must be erased in
the NS (before Spell-Out). T attracts V to check/delete the relevant struc-
tural feature, and the erasure of the feature affects the PF. By the LCA,
the French V under T is higher, therefore precedes the adverb located
at the VP boundary. On the other hand, the English T bears a weak (for-
mal) feature that need not be erased (is therefore not erased by the econ-
omy principle, i.e., if you do not have to do it, do not do it) in the NS.
The erasure of the feature does not exist in the NS; therefore, it does not
affect the PF. Therefore, nothing happens to T and V. The English V re-
mains in situ. By the LCA, the English adverb is higher, therefore pre-
cedes the V. Why is T's formal feature strong in French, while weak in
English? One possible account is the following. English has poor agree-
ment, given that only one set of ¢-feature (3" person and singular, gen-
der being inactive) is phonetically realized. On the other hand, French
has rich agreement with various ¢ phonetically realized. Rich agreement
indicates a strong formal feature, and poor agreement indicates a weak
formal feature. Still, the question remains: why does French have rich
agreement and English poor agreement? It seems ad hoc and tautologus
to claim that French has strong features because the language shows rich
agreement and that English has weak features because the language

shows poor agreement. | propose an alternative in the following section.
3.6.2. A solution

Assume that V adjoins to T in the NS universally, satisfying the Stray

Affix Filter. The relevant structure is the following.
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(137)

Provided that the LF system in general chooses the most costless compu-
tation (the exclusion type) for command calculation, V commands the trace
in the LF. More specifically, according to the exclusion type of command,
V commands the trace in the VP. That is, the first node that dominates
V is TP, the TP dominates the trace, and V excludes the trace. Therefore,
the chain condition (the head of a chain must command the foot of the chain)
is satisfied in the LF.

In the PF, on the other hand, we find variation. In French, T andV agree
in the NS. The presence of agreement in the NS forces the PF system to
choose the least disconnected level (a) of command (the exclusion type).
In French, V asymmetrically commands the T and the adverb, and the
T asymmetrically commands the adverb. These command relationships
yield the relevant <V, T, Adv> order.

In English, T and V do not agree in the NS. The absence of agreement
in the NS forces the PF system to choose the most disconnected level (c)
of command (any segment structure is excluded). In English, the raised
V does not command the T and the adverb. The ordering of the raised V
and T/Adv is not determined. As a last resort, the LCA (a PF axiom) sees
the original copy of the V in the VP. The LCA produces the relevant or-
der <Adv, V>. Given that the English V is a bare stem, unlike the French
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V, which is a feature bundle, the English V and T are combined in the
PF, as proposed in Lasnik (2000). Thus, the flexible command accounts
for the otherwise mysterious French vs. English ordering contrast. Fea-
ture strength is dispensable. That is, the command type is different for
the chain condition working in the LF and for the LCA working in the PF.
For the chain condition in the LF, the system chooses the least discon-
nected (least costly) type of command (the exclusion type). For the LCA
in the PF, the system chooses the least disconnected type if the NS sends
information of the presence of agreement to the PF, whereas the PF sys-
tem chooses the most disconnected (most costly) type of command if the
NS sends information of a lack of agreement to the PF. The PF is pickier
with respect to the types of command.

Now, do the following examples pose a problem?

(138) a. * John reads often books.
b. John reads often to his children. (Chomsky 1995: 330)

In (138a), the V cannot appear higher than the adverb, whereas in (138b),
the V can appear higher than the adverb as in French. Is (138b) a coun-
terexample to the analysis above?

A solution follows. For (138a), the example is ruled out because the V fails
to check off the structural Case (a formal feature) of the object [ACC] due
to the intervening adverb. There is an alternative analysis. TheV in (138a)
does check [ACC] off, whereas the V in (138b) does not. A term that has
checked off a formal feature freezes in the checking position. The V in
(138a) is supposed to be frozen in situ in the VP. Moving a frozen element
as in (138a) has a cost. The high cost rules (138a) out. More specifically,

a costly movement chooses the most costly type of command (disconnec-
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tion level c). According to the level-(c) command, the adjoined V cannot
become an asymmetrical commander for the trace, thereby violating the
Chain Condition at the LF. At the PF, on the other hand, the adjoined
V cannot asymmetrically command the adverb. Therefore, there is no
way for the LCA to produce the ordering <V, Adv> at the PF. The deri-
vation crashes both at the LF and the PF.

On the other hand, without the object of V, the V in (138b) does not check
off a formal feature. Therefore, the V is not supposed to be frozen in situ
in the VP. The low cost makes (138b) acceptable. More specifically, a cos-
tless movement chooses the most costless type of command (level a), the
exclusion type. According to the level-(a) command, the adjoined V be-
comes an asymmetrical commander for the trace, thereby respecting the
Chain Condition at the LF. At the PF, on the other hand, the adjoined
V asymmetrically commands the adverb. Therefore, the LCA produces
the ordering <V, Adv> at the PF. The derivation converges both at the
LF and the PF.

4. A Concluding Remark

I proposed a flexible command——this is a fresh look at command, which
is a measurement for scaling two points in a sentence structure. Flexible
command measures equilibrium between the connection and disconnection
of two nodes in a given tree. The disconnection condition consists of three
levels of disconnection that the system chooses according to the computa-
tional cost. Flexible command accounts for various phenotypes that are
observed in human natural language. Empirical evidence verifies the ex-
istence of flexible command. | have shown that adjunction structure pro-
vides a good test case. Flexible command has logical necessity. Given that

flexible command has logical necessity, we must ask a question concern-
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ing its biological necessity. Why has Mother Nature created the computa-
tional system that uses a scale such as flexible command? Although the
problem is too difficult to solve at this point, one possibility is that flex-
ible command reflects the fluctuation that characterizes complex systems
like the human brain. Fluctuation is a characteristic of any chaos system.
The human brain is a chaos system that consists of (a) universal princi-
ples that are determined by natural laws (i.e., the economy principle) and
human genes, and (b) unset parameters (i.e., possibly about 10 switches)
that become set by the linguistic environment around a human fetus/baby.
A tiny variation in switch setting causes the initial state S, of the language
system to undergo a radical change to S, (the final stage) within the first

several years of the mother tongue acquisition of the freak creature (us).
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Notes

* This article is part of my ongoing project on measurement of language
structure. Portions of the content have been orally presented at DGfS (Lin-
guistic Society of Germany), AG9 (Workshop 9): Linearization, “what bars
wh and focus after V in SOV? A variable c-command solution,” Feb. 23
—26, 2010 (Humboldt University, Berlin, Germany). | would like to thank
all the members who attended the conference for their valuable comments
and suggestions. | am grateful to St. Andrew’s University for providing
the grant for the international conference presentation. The usual dis-
claimers apply.

' Following Uriagereka (1998), | use the terminology command for c-com-
mand unless there is a need to clarify the kinds of commands. Reinhart
(1979) has proposed this definition, which EGKK (1998) calls a represen-
tational c-command.

(i) A Representational Definition of C-command
A C-commands B iff:
i . The first branching node dominating A dominates B,
and ii. A does not dominate B,
and iii. A does not equal B. (Reinhart 1979)

EGKK argues against it, and argues for a derivational definition of com-
mand.

(ii) A Derivational C-Command
X C-commands all and only the terms of the category Y with which
X was paired/concatenated by Merge or by Move in the course of the
derivation.
(EGKK 1998: 32)

Concatenate (distinct from the mathematical counterpart) creates sisters.

Concatenate includes Merge and Move (= Copy and Remerge). Category
Y must be visible at the exact stage when concatenation takes place in the
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derivation. Y includes Y and everything that Y dominates. EGKK provides
the following demonstration that the representational command is incor-
rect, and that the derivational command is correct. Consider the follow-
ing structure.

(iii)

D. Vi
N

PERN
Die Naog  Vikes Di

Note that it is crucial that the intermediate projection V, is invisible to
Cw when Ve is formed, given that Cu. sees minimal and maximal projec-
tions only. According to the representational command, Vs and Di; asym-
metrically commands Duw. and Nu. It leads LCA to predict incorrectly that
the string likes it must precede the string the dog. According to the deri-
vational command, at the point when V.. and Di: were concatenated, they
command each other and nothing else. At the point when D. and V., are
concatenated (V. is formed simultaneously), D, is visible because it is a
maximal projection, but V, is invisible because it is neither maximal nor
minimal. Thus, D. (and the members) command(s) Vi and Di, a desired
result.

However, the derivational command does not work well for adjunc-
tion. Adjunction does not create sisters. Concatenate does not include Ad-
join. The derivational command cannot deal with the fact that an adjoined
term becomes a commander. Suppose we modified the derivational com-
mand to allow an adjunct to become a commander. It then fails to deal
with the fact that a certain adjunct cannot become a commander.

More traditionally, Langacker (1969: 167) defined command (repre-
sentational) as follows.

(iv) A node @ commands another node g if
a. neither ¢ nor 5 dominates the other, and
b. the S-node that most immediately dominates ¢ also dominates j.
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The condition (iv-a) expresses disconnection, and (iv-b) connection. What
is not noted is that @« and 8 are accessible to Cy.. Condition (iv-b) makes
an incorrect prediction that the following examples must be acceptable.

(v) a. * Johny's daughters criticized himself.

b. * Johni-no  musume-tachi-wa jibunjishini-o hihan-shita.
John-GEN daughter-pl-TOP  self-ACC criticism-did
‘John’s daughters criticized himself’

By condition (iv-b), John binds the anaphor, an unwanted result.

* Although EGKK (1998: 40) wants to deduce command (Reinhart's last
will) from the derivational First Law equipped with the derivational com-
mand (ibid. 32), Reinhart’s first-branching-node type command shares
the essence with EGKK'’s derivational command in that the concatenation
point is crucial. The definition of derivational command is as follows
(EGKK 1998: 32).

(i) Derivational C-Command
X C-Commands all and only the terms of the category Y with which
X was paired/concatenated by Merge or by Move in the course of the
derivation.

In a nutshell, X commands Y and everything inside Y if and only if X is
concatenated with Y. The node which is created by X + Y concatenation
is inevitably the first branching node dominating X and Y. Concatenating
a with K creates the sister relation of ¢ and K. Chomsky (2000: 116) de-
fines c-command as follows.

(i) @ c-commands g if e is the sister of K that contains 3.
But the definition of sister yields complications for adjunction.

 The condition (21b) of the definition of the LCA is irrelevant because there
is no term y. However, if we take y = @, he and will are ordered; he pre-
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cedes will and he dominates he. Thus, contrary to what Nunes and
Thompson assert, condition (21b) of the LCA, hence, the LCA with the
given disjunctive definition, allows the reflexive property of domination.
However, we can avoid this undesirable result by adding 7 # « to con-
dition (21b).
* Section A.2.4. in Nunes and Thompson (1998) explains the reasoning.
An ordered pair <a, 8> is defined asasetA={{a}, {a, 8}} in which {a}
is the label (information of major property) of A. More informally, ¢ and
B merge and the target ¢ projects. Now an ordered pair <e, > is defined
asasetB ={{a}, {e¢, @}}inwhich{a} is the label of B. Given that {e,
atisequal to{a}, B={{e}, {a, a}={e}, {e}}={a}}. Alabelis
not a term.
°*In SOV languages, the right dislocation of non-wh phrases is relatively
unrestricted whereas that of wh-phrases is restricted. Hindi-Urdu, like
Japanese, disallows a wh-phrase in the postverbal position when the wh
-phrase is interpreted as the normal interrogative meaning (directly de-
manding the value for the variable x) but allows it when interpreted as
an echo question (re-asking) (Cf. Mahajan (1997b), Bhatt (2003b), Simp-
son and Bhattacharya (2003: fn.3) via Manetta (2010: 7)).

(i) Ram-ne  kitaab di-i kis-ko?
Ram-Erg book.f give-Pfr.f who-Dat
‘Ram gave a book to WHO?' (Bhatt 2003b: 10)

A similar effect is observed in Japanese. Suppose that A dialogues with
B.

(i) A: Mary-wa  cyuuibukaku ti mita-yo, ‘---0i. (The ‘- part is not hearable.)
Mary-TOP carefully saw-SP ----ACC
‘Mary carefully look at --- (I'm sure about it.)’

B: Mary-ga t mita nani-o:?

Mary-NOM saw what-ACC
‘Mary looked at WHAT?'
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I propose that the echo-questioned wh-phrase, like a non-wh phrase, re-
mains in situ and receives the marked interpretation at LF.
The postverbal wh-phrase is permitted also when the example is inter-
preted as a rhetorical question (the value for the variable x is known).
The following examples are adapted from Bhatt (2003b: 10).

(iii) a. us-ne tumhe kyaa di-yaa? (normal interrogative question)
he-Erg you.Dat what give-Pfv.MSg
‘What did he give you?

b. us-ne tumhe t di-yaa kyaai?! (rhetorical question)
he-Erg you.Dat give-Pfv.MSg what
‘What did he ever give you -+ ?V’

A similar effect is observed in Japanese.

(iv) a. kare-wa kimi-ni  nani-o ageta-no? (normal interrogative question)
he-TOP you-DAT what-ACC gave-Q
‘What did he give you?

b. kare-wa kimi-ni t ageta-no ittai nani-oi?! (rhetorical question)
he-TOP you-DAT gave-Q the hell what-ACC
‘What the hell did he ever give you -+ ?V

My hunch is that the rhetorical wh-phrase remains in situ and receives
the marked interpretation at LF.

What is interesting is that the order change between the auxiliary verb
(AUX) and the wh-phrase makes the example acceptable with the normal
interrogative reading (Cf. Mahajan 1997, Bhatt and Dayal 2007: 290-291).

(v) Sita-ne  dhyaan-se t dekh-aa Kis-ko; thaa?
Sita-ERG care-with look-PERF.PAST who-ACC was
‘Who had Sita looked at carefully?’
(Who is X, x a human, such that Sita had looked at x carefully?)
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The wh-phrase appears between the verb and the auxiliary, and the ex-
ample is acceptable with the normal interrogative reading (directly de-
manding the value for the variable x). If the wh-phrase appears after the
auxiliary, i.e., at the very end, the sentence becomes unacceptable. The
sentence-final wh-phrase makes the example unacceptable. The simplest
possible analysis is to assume that the wh-phrase is in the matrix CP Spec,
the auxiliary in the C head, and the rest adjoining to the CP.
° For the hypothesis that focus feature [Foc] as a formal (structural) fea-
ture [FF], see Watanabe 2005, Miyagawa (1997, 2001, 2003, 2005, 2010).
For the hypothesis that [Foc] drives scrambling, see Miyagawa (1994,
1997), Bailyn (1999, 2001, 2003), Karimi 1999. If [Foc] resides in the
T-C system, the issue may be related to the hypothesis that structural
Case [FF] is uninterpretable T feature [uT] (Pesetsky and Torrego 2001).
In fact, there is a hypothesis that the DP in the cleft focus position receives
two distinct structural Cases, i.e., [NOM] from the T, and [Foc] from the
C (cf. Nakayama 1989, Sadakane and Koizumi 1995).

(i) a. [cr & OSUsShi-0  tabe-ta-no]-wa Johni-(*ga) da.
sushi-ACC eat-past-that-TOP John-(NOM) is
‘It is John who ate sushi.’

b. [ John-ga e; tabe-ta-no]-wa osushii-(?*o) da.
John-NOM eat-past-that-TOP sushi-(ACC) is
‘It is sushi that John ate.

(i) a. [cr € osushi-o  tabe-ta-no]-wa darei-(*ga) da?
sushi-ACC eat-past-that-TOP who(-NOM) is
‘Who is x such that it is x who ate sushi?’

b. [ John-ga e tabe-ta-no]-wa nan(i)-(?*o) da?

John-NOM eat-past-that-TOP what(-ACC) is
‘What is x such that it is x that John ate?’

A non-structural Case as the postposition P does not compete with [Foc].
In fact, the P must appear.
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(iii) [cr John-ga e osushi-o  tabe-ta-no]-wa [ ohashi-*(de)]: da.
John-NOM sushi-ACC eat-past-that-TOP chopstick-with is
‘It is with chopstick that John ate sushi.’

I assume that the P enters into the semantic feature calculation and there-
fore cannot be deleted (forced by the Full Interpretation). However, it is
crucial that we understand the nature of the phonologically null category
e. There is evidence indicating that the term is externally merged (base
-generated) in the focus position. That is, e and the focused term cannot
be connected via movement (internal merge). The NPI cannot be e.

(iv) a. * [cr John-ga e tabe-mo-shi-na-katta-no]-wa nani-o; da.
John-NOM eat -even-do-NEG-past -that-TOP anything-ACC is
‘(Lit.) It is anything that John did not even eat’’

b. * [cr John-ga e tabe-na-katta-no]-wa nanimo; da.
John-NOM eat-NEG-past-that-TOP anything is
‘(Lit.) It is anything that John did not eat.’

C. * [cr John-ga ei tabe-na-katta-no]-wa osushi-shikai da.
John-NOM eat-NEG-past-that-TOP sushi-only is
‘(Lit.) It is nothing but sushi that John ate’

The moved NPI and the trace are connected via movement (internal merge
= copy + remerge).

(v) a. nanimo; John-wa t; tabe-na-katta.
anythingJohn-TOP eat-NEG-past
‘John did not eat anything.’

b. John-wa t; tabe-na-katta nanimo..

John-TOP eat-NEG-past anything
‘John did not eat anything.’

If the term in the focus position is base-generated in the cleft sentence,
it must be the case that the structural Case is not checked and deleted
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by the copular da ‘be.’ Therefore, the examples in (i) and (ii) cannot be
used as the evidence for the two-FF-conflict hypothesis.

" Ross (1967) assumes that a postverbal constituent adjoins to the right
of the S (CP) node. In the case of long-distance right dislocation, it takes
place successive cyclically, obeying Ross’s Right Roof Condition (a constitu-
ent cannot move across the S). Kayne (1979) assumes that a postverbal
constituent adjoins to the right of the VP. Choe (1987) and Simon (1989)
show that the rightward scrambling obeys the Subjacency condition, i.e.,
it is possible to dislocate rightward out of a clausal complement, but not
out of a complex NP. Kornfilt (2005: 177, n.8) assumes that the Turkish
rightward scrambling to a postverbal position does not form “a genuine
syntactic hierarchical structure,” and that it is not feature driven.

* See Takano (2010: 6) for a concise review and evaluation of previous analy-
ses on Japanese postposing. Takita (to appear) classifies four types of Japa-
nese right dislocation (JRD): (a) rightward movement, (b) double prepos-
ing, (c) repetition + deletion, and (d) base-generation. In (b), the dislo-
cated term first undergoes leftward scrambling and then the clausal struc-
ture undergoes remnant movement. In (c), the dislocated term undergoes
leftward scrambling in the second clause, the first clause containing the
coindexed pro. For (a) and (b), the gap is a trace, and for (c) and (d), it
is a pro. The approach (c) assumes a bi-clausal structure. | adopt (a),
which is the simplest and preserves symmetry with leftward scrambling.
According to the more-than-one-sentence analysis (c) (clause repetition
+ leftward movement + deletion) (e.g.,, Kuno 1978), the example as in (i)
will have the structure as in (ii).

(i) John-wa  tabe-na-katta  nanimo..
John-TOP eat-NEG-PAST anything
‘John did not eat anything.’

(ii) [John-wa pro tabe-na-katta] [nanimo; [Joha-wa—t—tabe-na-katta]]
John-TOP eat-NEG-PAST anything John-TOP eat-NEG-PAST

Assume that an NPl must be commanded by NEG at LF. In the second
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sentence in (ii), the NPI cannot reconstruct because the reconstruction
site is deleted. The NPI cannot reconstruct to the object position of the
first sentence; the object position is occupied by pro and, in any case, it
is unclear how the NPI in the second sentence reconstructs to the first sen-
tence. The example in (i) poses a problem for base-generation analysis (d)
and more-than-one-sentence analysis (c). In addition, they cannot account
for the island effect of rightward dislocation that is observed by Choe (1987)
and Simon (1989). The rightward scrambling analysis (a) with the object
trace provides the simplest account of (i): the NP1 reconstructs to the base
position, where it is commanded by the NEG.

’ The scope relationship V>3 entails 3>V but not vice versa. If it is es-
tablished that for every x such that x loves y, then there is at least one
y such that y is loved by x. But if it is established that there is at least
one y such that y is loved by x, it does not follow from this that it is es-
tablished that for every x such that x loves y. Therefore, one must start
with the string <=3, V> (unambiguous scope) and test the string <V,
=, tv> as to whether it has ambiguous scope. See Kuno (2006) for point-
ing out this reasoning.

The examples of long-distance scrambling provide further support for the
claim that the postverbal constituent has undergone movement (Sabel
2005: 319).

(i) a. John-ga [cr daremo-ni; dareka-ga t Kiss-shita to] omotteiru.
John-NOM everyone-DAT someone-NOM kiss-ed  that thinks
‘John thinks that someone kissed everyone.’ (3I>V, V>3)

b. daremo-nii  John-ga [cr t’ dareka-ga ti kiss-shita to] omotteiru.
everyone-DAT John-NOM someone-NOM kiss-ed that thinks
‘John thinks that someone kissed everyone.’ (3I>V, V>3)

c. John-ga [cr t’ dareka-ga ti Kiss-shita to] omotteiru daremo-ni.

John-NOM someone-NOM kiss-ed  that thinks everyone-DAT
‘John thinks that someone kissed everyone.’ (3I>V, V>3)

In (ib), the wide scope reading of the universally-quantified DP (UQP) is
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established at the intermediate trace position at the beginning of the em-
bedded clause. Similarly, in (ic), the wide scope reading of the UQP is
established at the intermediate trace position at the beginning of the em-
bedded clause, which constitutes evidence for movement analysis of the
postverbal element.

Turkish behaves like Japanese except that the trace does not enter into
scope calculation in the former (Kural 1997, Takano 2007: 20-21). That
is, Turkish postverbal constituent (PVC) always takes scope over a prever-
bal term, which indicates that the PVC asymmetrically commands the
preverbal terms.

Mahajan (1997b: 199) and Bhatt (2003a: 9) report that leftward and right-
ward scrambling behave differently with respect to scope calculation in
Hindi-Urdu. Like Japanese, Hindi-Urdu shows rigidity effect in which
the surface order determines the scope relationship.

(i) kisii chhaatr-ne har teacher-ko card  bhej-aa.
some student-Erg every teacher-Dat card.m send-Pfvm
‘Some student sent every teacher a card.’ (some>every, *every>some)

Leftward scrambling causes scope ambiguity.

(iii) har  teacher-ko: Kisii chhaatr-ne ti card  bhej-aa.
every teacher-Dat some student-Erg card.m send-Pfv.m
‘Some student sent every teacher a card.’ (some>every, every>some)

Rightward scrambling however does not produce scope ambiguity.

(iv) kisii chhaatr-ne t; card bhej-aa har teacher-ko..
some student-Erg card.m send-Pfv.m every teacher-Dat
‘Some student sent every teacher a card.’ (some>every, *every>some)

Japanese leftward and rightward scrambling on the other hand behave
alike.
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v)

a. dono gakusee-ka-ga dono sensee-ni-mo card-o okutta.
which student-Q-NOM which teacher-DAT-also card-ACC sent
‘Some student sent every teacher a card.’ (some>every, *every>some)

b. dono sensee-ni-mo; dono gakusee-ka-ga ti card-o okutta.
which teacher-DAT-also which student-Q-NOM card-ACC sent
‘Some student sent every teacher a card.’ (some>every, every>some)

c. dono gakusee-ka-gat card-o okutta dono sensee-ni-mo..
which student-Q-NOM card-ACC sent  which teacher-DAT-also
‘Some student sent every teacher a card.’ (some>every, every>some)

Crucially, the rightward scrambling produces scope ambiguity as in (v-c).
It is unclear as to why the rightward scrambling in Hindi-Urdu and Japa-
nese/Turkish differ in this way.

" Tanaka (2001: 567, (39a)) independently observes the same phenome-
non.

(i) [otagaii -no  sensee -ga] t; baka-ni shita yo, [[John-to Mary]i-o].
each-other GEN teacher-NOM  made-fun-of John and Mary-ACC
‘Each other’s teachers made fun of them, John and Mary!

Tanaka (2001) argues that the above example consists of two sentences,
an analysis which I reject.

Unlike Japanese, Hindi-Urdu anaphor seems to behave differently. The
following examples are adapted form Bhatt and Dayal (2007: 289).

(ii) a. ??? [ek dusre; ke baccoN]-ne [anu aur ramaa]i-ko dekhaa. SOV
each other's kids-Erg Anu and Rama-Acc see-Pfv.pst
‘(Lit.) Each other’s kids saw Anu and Rama.

b. [anu aur ramaa]i-ko; [ek dusre; ke baccoN]-ne t; dekhaa. OSV

Anu-and Rama-Acc each other's Kkids-Erg see-Pfv.pst
‘(Lit.) Each other’s kids saw Anu and Rama.
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c. ??? [ek dusre; ke baccoN]-ne t; dekhaa [anu aur ramaa]i-ko;. SVO
each other’s kids see-Pfv.pstAnu and Rama-Acc
‘(Lit.) Each other’s kids saw Anu and Rama.’

Unlike Japanese, the example in (iic) is unacceptable. It is unclear as to
what causes the difference between (i) and (iic).

In addition, Tanaka reports that the long-distance environment makes
the example worse.

(iii) ?? [otagaii -no sensee -ga [Mary-ga t; aishiteiru-to] itta yo], [[John-to Bill]i-o];.
each other-GEN teacher-NOM Mary-NOM love COMP  said John and Bill-ACC
‘Each other’s teachers said that Mary loved them, John and Bill.’

I argue that the nature of command alters in a complex syntactic environ-
ment, causing the postverbal embedded object to become a non-com-
mander.

Cecchetto (1999: 79) relying on Rosen (1996) for grammaticality reaction
claims that (55c¢) is unacceptable. Cecchetto relying on native speakers’
judgment assumes that the following is acceptable.

(iv) ti otagai;-no sensee-o0 hihanshita karera;-ga..
each other-GEN teacher-ACC criticized they-NOM
‘They criricized each other’s teachers.’

Based on this acceptable example, Cecchetto argues against the double
topicalization analysis (Mahajan 1997) of Japanese right dislocation. That
is, the analysis incorrectly predicts that (iv) should also be bad as (55c);
the trace is not properly bound in violation of the proper binding condition.
I also think that both (55c) and (iv) are acceptable, which naturally ar-
gues against the double topicalization analysis.

However, the double topicalization analysis seems to provide a simple so-
lution for the problem 1 ((47c)/(49-1c) vs. (46c=49-1b/49-1a)). A non-wh
phrase can be dislocated rightward, whereas a wh-phrase cannot. Under
the double topicalization, a non-wh phrase moves to the TP Spec, and then
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the remnant VP moves to the CP Spec. A wh-phrase on the other hand
moves to the CP Spec under wh-agreement. There is no higher place for
the remnant VP to move to. It follows that we have a non-null counter-
part of Watanabe’s (1992) hypothesis; not only a null wh operator but also
a non-null wh operator moves to the matrix CP Spec in the NS before spell
-out in Japanese. That is, wh-movement is identical between Japanese
and English. In fact, there is evidence that wh-feature checking takes
place in the NS before spell-out in Japanese. That is, unlike non-wh
phrases, wh-phrases resist Case particle omission.

(v) a. John-(ga) naNI-(0) tabe-ta.
John-NOM whachamacallit-ACC eat-past
‘John ate that thing.’

b. dare-*(ga) NAni-???(0) tabe-ta-no?
who-NOM what-ACC eat-past-Q
‘Who ate what?'

The fact that Case particles must be pronounced with wh-phrases in (v-b)
suggests that wh-feature checking takes place in the NS before spell-out
in Japanese.

"In the test, the pronominal bound variable kare ‘he’ should be sufficiently
de-stressed as [kr], not [kare]. | assume that the de-stressed kare is a
well-behaved pronominal bound variable, unlike the stressed KARE
[kare], which behaves as an R-expression. | think that the lack of care-
ful prosodic distinction is responsible for the persistent problem of the na-
tive speakers disagreeing with respect to the acceptability judgment (in
fact brain reaction) regarding the binding condition (C) related examples.
For example, Cecchetto (1996: 80, n. 38) expresses frustration that the
native speakers disagree on the grammaticality reaction. Rosen (1996)
and Ogawa (1996) report that an example as (56-4c) is acceptable, but
Abe (1998) and Inagaki (1998) consider it unacceptable. Kitahara (2002:
169) claims that Abe’s (1993) conclusion concerning grammaticality judg-
ment (reaction) is incorrect and that the correct one is as follows.
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(i) a. * karei-ga Masaoi-no hahaoya-o aishiteiru
he-NOM Masao-GEN mother-ACC love
‘He loves Masao’s mother.’

b. ?* [Masao-no  hahaoya]-o« karei-ga t. aishiteiru
Masao-GEN mother-ACC he-NOM love
‘He loves Masao’s mother.’

Unlike Kitahara'’s reaction, | think that (ib) is much better than that in
(ia) if the pronoun kare ‘he’ is de-stressed. If (ib) is better, it poses a prob-
lem for Kitahara's “different-timing-of-binding” analysis, which argues
that in (ib) the binding condition (C) violation is established when the
scrambled object is in vP Spec being bound by the pronominal subject in
TP Spec (where the subject is Case-valued). The example in (ib) is crucial
for Kitahara, who argues against Saito’s (1992) “different-timing-of-Case
-marking” analysis in accounting for the following examples.

(ii) a. ? karerai-o« [otagaii-no sensee]-ga  t. hihanshita
they-ACC each other-GEN teacher-NOM criticized
‘Each other’s teachers criticized them.’

b. [otagaii-no sensee]-0x karerai-ga t« hihanshita
each other-GEN teacher-ACC they-NOM criticized
‘Each other’s teachers criticized them.’

The example in (iib) has been a problem because one must conclude that
a clause-internal scrambling, which is typically an A-movement, can
sometimes be an A-bar movement. Saito (1992) assumes that the binding
relation is established when the binder is Case-marked. The object in (iia)
is Case-marked in TP Spec with V raising to T, whereas the object in (iib)
is Case-marked in the original position before V raises to T (the different
-timing-of-Case-marking analysis). For Kitahara, in (iia), the binding
relation is established when the object is in vP Spec where the object is
Case-marked, whereas the binding relation is established when the object
is Case-marked in vP Spec, where the object is bound by the subject pro-
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noun in TP Spec. Saito's analysis makes a correct prediction regarding
(iib). However, Saito’s analysis also presents problems. First, why does
Case-marking sometimes take place at the launching site and sometimes
at the landing site (a Procrastinate violation)? Second, why is the object
Case-marked before it moves (a violation of Look-ahead prohibition)?
Third, what is the motivation for different timing of Case-marking (ad-
hoc)?

Rosen (1996: 30-35) uses the binding condition (C)-related (anti-) recon-
struction effect to maintain that Japanese right dislocation is a syntactic
phenomenon. The examples are adapted from Rosen (1996). Crucially,
the pronoun kare ‘he’ must be de-stressed to allow the bound variable in-
terpretation. That is a necessary idealization in this experiment.

(iii) a. * karei-ga [Johni-no  tomodachi-o] semeta.
He-NOM John-GEN friend-ACC blamed
‘He blamed John'’s friend.’

b. [Johni-no tomodachi-o] karei-ga t semeta.
John-GEN friend-ACC he-NOM  blamed
‘He blamed John'’s friend.’

c. ? karei-ga t semeta [Johni-no tomodachi-o].
he-NOM  blamed John's friend-ACC
‘He blamed John'’s friend.’

d. ? karei-ga t semeta [Johni-ga  hon-o ageta tomodachi-o].
he-NOM  blamed John-NOM book-ACC gave friend-ACC
‘He blamed the friend to whom John gave the book.’

The example (iiia) exhibits a condition (C) violation in which the R-expres-
sion is not free. The example (iiib) shows an anti-reconstruction effect and
respects the condition (C); the R-expression in the scrambled object is free.
Rosen reports that (iiic) is not acceptable. Under the de-stressed pronun-
ciation of the pronoun, however, the example is relatively acceptable as
(iiid). If the postverbal object adjoins to the CP and become the highest
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commander in the LF, the acceptability is predicted; the object undergoes
feature-checking-driven movement and shows anti-reconstruction effect.
According to Rosen, (iiid) is better than (iiic), which Rosen attributes to
the late-merge hypothesis; the relative clause (adjunct) in (iiid) is absent
at the time when the condition (C) applies. My analysis does not need the
late-merge hypothesis.

" Bhatt (2003a: 7) citing examples from Mahajan (1997b: 192) claims that
“rightward scrambling does not take a phrase higher.”

(i) a. Ram-ne har-ek aadmiii-ko t; lauTaa-ii  usi-ki kitaab;.
Ram-Erg every-on man-Dat return-Pfv.f he-Gen.f book.f
‘Ram returned every man his book.’

b. Mona-ne [Hrithik-aur Saif]i-ko t; dikhaa-ii [ek-duusre]i-Ki tasviire;.
Mona-Erg Hrithil-and Saif-Dat show-Pfv.f each-other-Gen.f picture.f
‘Mona showed Hrithik and Saif each other’s pictures.’

A possible analysis is that the variable inside the right-dislocated phrase
is bound at the launching site. It follows that the binding calculation takes
place at the launching site or at the landing site. It is unclear what causes
the distinction. | leave the issue for future research.

¥ Abe (1998) and Inagaki (1998) react to examples like (57¢) as unaccept-
able. | think that sufficient idealization is necessary for reliable experi-
ment. It is extremely important that the bound variable soko ‘it’ in these
examples should be de-stressed as [sk]. A stress on the pronoun makes
it an R-expression, a completely distinct element. An arbitrary addition
of stress and pause causes the structure alteration. A lack of careful pro-
sodic consideration causes serious confusion. In fact, regarding BP (C)-re-
lated examples, Cecchetto (1999: 80, n. 38) shows frustration by saying
that “1 will not use them in this paper, due to the big variability among
Japanese native speakers when they are asked to give this kind of judg-
ments.”

Mahajan (1997b: 189) reports that the Hindi-Urdu counterpart is unaccept-
able: the WCO violation is not amnestied by rightward dislocation. (Cf.
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Bhatt 2003a: 6).

(i) a. Base sentence, WCO:
* usi-ke bhaai-ne  har-ek  aadmii-ko maar-aa.
he-Gen.Obl brother-Erg every-one man-Acc hit-Pfv
‘22? His; brother hit every man;.’

b. Leftward scrambling, WCO amnesty:
har-ek  aadmiii-ko; usi-ke bhaai-ne t; maar-aa.
every-one man-Acc  he-Gen.Obl brother-Erg hit-Pfv
‘Every man'’s brother hit him.’ (Lit. ‘??? His; brother hit every man..)

¢. Rightward scrambling, WCO is not amnestied:
* usi-ke bhaai-ne t; maar-aa har-ek aadmiii-ko;.
he-Gen.Obl brother-Erg hit-Pfv  every-one man-Acc
?2?? His: brother hit every man;.’

Unlike Japanese, (ic) is unacceptable; the WCO violation is not remedied.
It is extremely important to ask whether the prosody of the pronoun us ‘he’
affects the acceptability. More specifically, does the example in (ic) become
improve with the de-stressed pronoun? | leave the issue for the future re-
search.

" Cecchetto (1999) relies on data from Rosen (1996) and Simon (1989).
Cecchetto contains rather complicated (insufficiently idealized) and some-
times inaccurate examples. | will test examples that are more natural and
simpler (sufficiently idealized).

¥ ldealizations and adjustments are necessary for appropriate experi-
ments. For example, the verbs in both the embedded and matrix clauses
are carefully chosen so that they naturally involve persons. If one verb
is for things and the other for persons, the argument-predicate connection
is fixed by the choice of verbs at the outset. By carefully avoiding such ir-
relevant factors, we can abstract relatively pure syntactic effect in move-
ment.

' Takano (2007: 18-19) takes up three tests to prove that Turkish right
dislocation is a syntactic phenomenon.
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(i) a. Island sensitivity
b. Multiple scrambling availability
¢. Negative polarity item (NPI) scramblability

Leftward scrambling, assumed to be a syntactic phenomenon, shows all
the properties in (i). Takano claims that if rightward scrambling shows
all the properties in (i) in a language, it also must be a syntactic phenome-
non. For example, English topicalization, distinct from scrambling, does
not show the properties in (i-b) and (i-c) (ibid. 19).

(ii) a. * The book, to Mary, John gave.
b. * Anyone, | didn't see.

As for the property in (i-a), English topicalization seems to show island
sensitivity as scrambling. The example is adapted from Chomsky 1977.

(iii) * This book;, I accept [0 the argument [cr that John should read e{]].

Thus, scrambling and topicalization do not completely differ.

It follows that, for SOV language, a sentence is a CP when the final copy
undergoes leftward scrambling, while a sentence is a DP when the final
copy undergoes rightward scrambling. The opposite situation holds for
SVO languages, which seems counterintuitive. However, provided that
DP and CP (a clause) have the same basic architecture that consists of
Spec, complement and head, the result is not entirely outlandish.

® Three notes are in order. First, the analysis requires a particular type
of command. The exclusion type of command incorrectly predicts that the
PP would command the outermost CP: there is no node that dominates
both the PP and the CP, therefore the connection condition (every node
dominating the PP dominates the CP) is vacuously satisfied, and the dis-
connection condition is also satisfied (the PP excludes the CP). To make
this PBC analysis work, one must adopt the most disconnected (most
costly) version of command, which has the disconnection condition (@ and
[0 are disconnected iff neither is a segment of a category that contains the
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other). The lack of agreement in scrambling causes the choice of the most
disconnected version of command.

Second, to make this analysis work for (68b), one must adopt Kuno's (2006)
assertion, which attributes the unavailability of reconstruction for the sec-
ond (outer) adjunct to the minimality condition for reconstruction (MCR).
The MCR states: Attract the closest. The first (inner) adjunct is closer to
the reconstruction site. The MCR reinforces the PBC account.

Third, the PBC could be irrelevant to the phenomenon. The example in
(68b) could be ruled out by the Extension (Cyclic) Condition; the second
application of leftward scrambling goes too far back into the embedded
clause.

¥ One must be careful about the type of command. The exclusion type of
command incorrectly predicts that the sentence-initial adjunct PP com-
mands the postverbal adjunct CP, thereby satisfying the PBC; the exam-
ple should acceptable.

* An alternative analysis might be possible if we adopt pair-merge vs. set
-merge distinction as in Cecchetto (1999: 68-69), which capitalizes on
Chomsky (1998, 2000) and Saito and Fukui (1998). Cecchetto reverses
Chomsky’s definition. That is, pair-merge determines the label plus the
sister, and extends the structure. Set-merge does not determine the la-
bel or the sister, and does not extend the structure.

Let us consider how this alternative works for the problem 1. A wh-phrase
pair-merges with the matrix CP. The wh-phrase becomes the sister of the
CP and commands the entire CP structure. The LCA requires the wh-
phrase be pronounced first, which is not realized in (85). Note that Cec-
chetto’s analysis incorrectly allows (85) because the wh-phrase pair-merg-
ing with the CP at the root can project without violating the selectional
condition. Cecchetto needs something like the LCA and exclusion-type
command to rule out (85).

A non-wh for example as in (49-1c) (a pronominal wh possibly D head) on
the other hand set-merges with the matrix C head. The D is not the sis-
ter of the C and fails to become a commander. The D is invisible to the
LCA. The LCA searches the lower copy for pronunciation.
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It is worth noting that Takano (2007: 27) independently proposed that the
postverbal constituent (PVC) in Turkish, which is strictly head-final, is
derived by the same mechanism; in Takano’s term ‘complement-forming
movement,’ a set-merge in Chomsky’s (1998, 2000) sense. That is, in the
case of Turkish rightward scrambling, the PVC tucks into the C system
as the sister of C (Richards 1997, 2001). Provided that the V remains in
situ and that the C is phonetically null in Turkish, the complement-form-
ing movement derives Turkish PVC. Thus, [PVC + C] forms a constitu-
ent. How plausible is the complement-forming- movement hypothesis for
explaining PVC in SOV languages? | leave the issue for future research.
See Chomsky (2000: 136-137) for restricting such complement-forming
movement (the second merge respecting locality) to head-adjunction, the
sisterhood (hence c-command) relation of which is contingent on how the
notion is defined for head-adjunction (ibid., 150, n. 106). However, Chom-
sky (2000: 137) notes that the complement-forming movement (Local
Merge) respecting the Locality Condition rather than the Extension Con-
dition may be possible for the third Merge, the sisterhood and c-command
relations being preserved for the head. Chomsky (2000: 150, n. 107) refers
to Richards 1997, arguing for Local Merge (tucking-in as an inner Spec)
for multiple Move. Chomsky also notes that a "postcyclic’ QR disobeys the
Extension Condition.

Note that the set-merge in Cecchetto’s (1999) sense is similar to the exclu-
sion type command in that segments are invisible to it. This is the ground
for Cecchetto assuming that the D commands into the TP. However, if the
D commands the TP, the analysis incorrectly predicts that (49-1c) should
be unacceptable because of the LCA violation. If we want to maintain Cec-
chetto’s version of pair-merge vs. set-merge hypothesis, we need some
condition guaranteeing the D not to become a commander.

# As for the multiple wh-phrase example, Takita (to appear) independently
observes the phenomenon. As Takita acknowledges, the phenomenon
poses a problem for his proposal (bi-clausal argument ellipsis analysis),
with which | disagree. Takita observes that leftward scrambling is differ-
ent in that it does not tolerate double pronunciation of the copy. However,
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I think the symmetry is preserved, as indicated by the following exam-
ple.

(i) nani-o John-wa nani-o tabe-ta-no ?
what-ACC John-TOP what-ACC eat-PAST-Q
‘What did John eat?”

* Note that Saito’s (1994) free-ride hypothesis makes an incorrect predic-
tion that there should be no amelioration; the wh-phrase inside the em-
bedded clause must escape the island to reach the matrix wh and the is-
land violation should arise. See Cecchetto (1999: 66) for argument for the
free-ride hypothesis working in Japanese right dislocation. Cecchetto ar-
gues that the apparent multiple right dislocation is in fact a single right
adjunction to the matrix CP; one phrase adjoins to the other phrase in situ
forming a single label-free constituent and it adjoins to the root (the ma-
trix CP).

* Chomsky (2000: 147, n. 78) speculates that some cases of scrambling
take place when a scrambling feature induces pied-piping even after Case
assignment, the pied-piped element being “attracted” by a higher probe.
For Kitahara (2002: 173), FF (SCR) is EPP; scrambling is a Match-driven
movement that is forced by the EPP feature (general edge-forming feature
that is a driving force of structure building). For Sabel (2001, 2005), FF
(SCR) is [, which exists in the AGR feature-set of v° and T°.

* Suggesting the possibility that wh and focus are connected, Richards
(2010: 195) still distinguishes between the two. However, the fact that
both wh and focus resist appearing in the postverbal position in SOV lan-
guages indicates that the two should be treated in the same way. Despite
that, it seems that the prosodic wh-domain analysis has more explanatory
power in many respects. First, the wh in situ nani (HL) and the relevant
C to its right create the simplest possible prosodic wh-domain. The wh
and the C to its left cannot create a good wh-domain. Second, the pro-
nominal nani (LH) can appear in the postverbal position because wh-do-
main formation is irrelevant. Third, when two copies of wh are pro-
nounced, the wh-copy in situ to the left of the C is prosodically dominant
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(higher pitch), which indicates that the wh in situ and the C create an
acceptable wh-domain.

(i) John-wa  nani-o tabeta-no nani-o0?
John-TOP what-ACC ate-Q what-ACC
‘(Lit.) What did John eat, what?

* Maruyama (1999: 59-60, n. 3) agrees with Abe (1998), who reports that
the example remains unacceptable with the resumptive pronoun.
Maruyama speculates that the Subjacency violation is caused in such ex-
amples by movement of a phonologically null element, as null operator
movement in Japanese wh-questions (Watanabe 1992). However, | think
that the presence of the resumptive pronoun improves the sentence con-
siderably. The resumptive pronoun must be pronounced without stresses
and pauses.

(i) a. * [Mary-wa Susan-ni [t mikaketa-atode] denwa-sita] John-oi.
Mary-TOP Susan-DAT happened to see-after phone-did  John-ACC
‘Mary was calling Susan after she happened to see John.

b. ? [Mary-wa Susan-ni [ karei-o mikaketa-atode] denwa-sita] John-o..
Mary-TOP Susan-DAT he-ACC happened to see-after phone-did  John-ACC
‘Mary was calling Susan after she happened to see John.

If this is the fact, the contrast constitutes a well-behaved Subjacency vs.
non-Subjacency effect. There is no need to postulate movement of a pho-
nologically null element.

¥ The interrogative clausal complement (the C phonetically realized as ka
(Q)) is self-sufficient in that the wh-phrase is licensed within the embed-
ded clause.
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(i) a. Mary-wa [c John-ga nani-o tabeta-ka] itta-no?
Mary-TOP John-NOM what-ACC ate Q said-Q
‘Did Mary say that John ate that thing?’
‘Did Mary say what John ate?’
NOT ‘What did Mary say John ate?

b. Mary-wa t itta-no [ John-ga nani-o tabeta-ka]?
Mary-TOP  said-Q John-NOM what-ACC ate Q
‘Did Mary say that John ate that thing?’
‘Did Mary say what John ate?’
NOT ‘What did Mary say John ate?

These examples preserve symmetry in that the example with the postver-
bal clausal complement has the same meaning as the one with the com-
plement in the base order. Symmetry is broken in the case of non-inter-
rogative clausal complements.

” The example is marginally acceptable with the wh-phrase meaning ‘why
on earth’ at the matrix level, i.e., ‘Why on earth did Mary say John ate
it?r

* The ungrammaticality of the following example reinforces the conclusion.

(i) * osushi-o; [c» Mary-wa t itta-no [» John-ga t; tabeta to]]?
sushi-ACC Mary-TOP said-Q  John-NOM ate that
‘Did Mary say that John ate sushi?

* In Hindi-Urdu, unlike non-finite complements, finite complements must
appear in postverbal positions. The examples are adapted from Bhatt
(2003a).

(i) a. Mona jaan-tii hai [?(ki) Rohit  chanT hai]
Mona.f know-Hab.f be.Prs.Sg that Rohit.m cunning be.Prs.Sg.
‘Mona knows that Rohit is cunning.’

b. * Mona [(ki) Rohit chanT  hai] jaan-tii hai

Mona.f that Rohit.m cunning be.Prs.Sg. know-Hab.f be.Prs.Sg
‘Mona knows that Rohit is cunning.’
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In contrast, unlike Hindi-Urdu and like Japanese, Bengali finite comple-
ments can appear both pre- and post-verbally but with different comple-
mentizers in different positions, unlike Japanese. Bhatt cites Bengali ex-
amples form Bayer (1995).

(i) a. chele-Ta [[or baba aS-be] bOle] Sune-che
boy-CL  his father come-Fut Compl hear-Pst
‘The boy has heard that his father will come.’

b. chele-Ta Sune-che [je [or baba aS-be]]
boy-CL hear-Pst Comp2 his father come-Fut
‘The boy has heard that his father will come.’

(iii) a. * chele-Ta [ je [or baba aS-be]] Sune-che
boy-CL  Comp2 his father come-Fut hear-Pst
‘The boy has heard that his father will come.’

b. * chele-Ta Sune-che [[or baba aS-be] bOle]
boy-CL hear-Pst hisfather come-Fut Compl
‘The boy has heard that his father will come.’

The head-final Compl bOle cannot appear in the postverbal finite com-
plement as in (iiib), whereas the head-initial Comp2 je cannot appear in
the preverbal finite complement as in (iiia).

In Hindi-Urdu, there are two strategies to get the wide scope reading of
the wh-phrase in the postverbal complement clause: (i) to move the wh-
phrase to the matrix clause, or (ii) to insert the wh-expletive kyaa ‘what’
into the matrix clause. In the corresponding Japanese example with the
wh-phrase in the postverbal clausal complement, the first strategy (to
move the wh-phrase to the matrix clause) does not work; instead, it leads
to an island effect (NS-island effect). When the clausal complement is in
the base position, the wh-phrase can scramble to the matrix clause with
no island effect.

Turkish shows similar effects to Hindi-Urdu (Kornfilt 2005: 164-166). In
Turkish, there are two types of postverbal clausal complement: preverbally
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-base-generated and postverbally-base-generated. Let us consider how the
scope-bearing element sadace ‘only’ interacts with the clausal complement
and its subject. There are three cases. First, when the clausal comple-
ment is in the base-generated preverbal position, the scope relation is am-
biguous: sadace takes wide scope over either the clausal complement or
its subject. Second, when the clausal complement is moved to the post-
verbal position, sadace cannot interact with the embedded subject (there-
fore, it cannot appear). Kornfilt assumes that the clausal complement
adjoins to the IP or the CP in this case. Third, when the clausal comple-
ment is base-generated in the postverbal position (the complementizer is
ki ‘that’ in this case), the reading is preferred in which sadace takes scope
over the clausal complement. We can argue that the Hindi-Urdu clausal
complement is base-generated in the postverbal position as in the third
type in Turkish. However, it is difficult to explain the reason why the
wh-phrase in the postverbally-base-generated clausal complement shows
the NS/LF-island effect in Hindi-Urdu.

* Tanaka (2001: 569, (42)) independently provides a similar example.

(i) John-ga t; ittayo, [Mary-ga t; yonda-tte]; LGB-o;.
NOM said NOM read COMP ACC
‘John said so, that Mary read it, LGB!

The PBC is satisfied before the outer adjunct reconstructs. Tanaka (2001)
assumes the two-clause analysis, which I reject.

% Cecchetto (1999: 65-67) argues against multiple rightward dislocation
and maintains that Japanese right dislocation targets the root node only.
That is, when x and y appear after V in this order, x adjoins to the left
of (set-merges with) y in the base position and the [x + y] constituent un-
dergoes right dislocation. The constituent y has completed all the busi-
ness related to projection, so x set-merges with y, not pair-merge in the
sense of Cecchetto’s definitions of Set-Merge and Pair-Merge. Cecchetto
relies on Saito’s (1994) saving mechanism for wh-adjunct (the free-ride
analysis) that has an independent ground. That is, a wh-adjunct x adjoins
to (free-rides on) the left of a wh-argument y in the base position and the
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[x + y] constituent undergoes wh-movement without an ECP violation.
I point out two problems of the free-ride analysis of Japanese right dislo-
cation. First, it cannot account for the scope ambiguity between x and
y. That is, x set-merges with y, in which no sister relationship, no com-
mand, or no ordering is determined under Cecchetto’s definition of Set-
Merge. The LCA cannot see terms lacking command relationship. The
analysis incorrectly predicts that x and y cannot enter into scope calcula-
tion. Second, the free-ride analysis require x and y be clause mate. Cec-
chetto (1999: 67) claims that the following examples are bad because x and
y are not clause mate. Therefore x cannot free-ride on y and the [x + y]
amalgamation cannot be formed; [x + y] cannot be right dislocated.

(i) a. * twe [cr Bill-ga tep sundeiru to] omotteiru, [re SON0 Mura-ni] [xe John-ga]
Bill-NOM live that believe the village-in  John-NOM
‘John believes that Bill lives in the village.’

b. * John-ga ter [c» Mary-ga  ter sundeiru to] itta], [r» SON0 mura-ni] [re Bill-ni]
John-NOM  Mary-NOM  live that said the village-in  Bill-to
‘John said to Bill that Mary lives in the village’

In (ia), the embedded-clause PP cannot free-ride on the matrix-clause sub-
ject because they are not clause mate. In (iib), the embedded-clause PP
cannot free-ride on the matrix-clause PP because they are not clause mate.
The problem is that these examples are in fact acceptable. Therefore, one
cannot exclude the possibility that thee examples involve multiple right-
ward scrambling.
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Flexible Command:
A Solution to the Symmetry Problem
of Adjunction, Scrambling, and Dislocation

Koji ARIKAWA

The computational procedure of human natural language (C..; only hu-
mans have it) produces sound information that instructs the sensory-mo-
tor (physical) system (every animal has it) on how to use it, and meaning
information that instructs the thought (cognitive) system (every animal
has it) on how to use it. One mystery of Cu. is that there is a third type
of information that Cy. computes: this is structural information, which is
neither sound nor meaning. We observe structural information in forms
such as Case particles and inflections. Structural information is respon-
sible for building a sentence structure (tree graph). The sensory-motor
system reads off sound information hanging on the tree, while the thought
system reads off meaning information hanging on the tree.

Structural information is like a virus in that it is checked, matched and
deleted within the Cu, a virus check system created by Mother Nature.
It must be erased within C.. because there is no external system that uses
it. If structural information flowed into the sensory-motor system or the
thought system, these external systems would freeze because they do not
know what to do with the unknown information.

Mother Nature has created a computational system (a language organ) that
is cancer-like, in that it multiplies a binary-branching structure. Human

language (Cw.) has evolved from the mutated brain of Homo Habilis about
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two million years ago, and what the system does is aimlessly multiply
a binary-branching structure (two-membered-set building). This is simi-
lar to crystallization processes like snowflake development. Human lan-
guage has not evolved for the purpose of communication as demonstrated
by the fact that Homo Sapiens (us) as a species have disclosed the worst
quality of communicative competence: the key words for understanding
our species are lie (fraud) and war (murder).

This study analyzes measurements for the structural relationship between
two nodes in a tree graph that Cu. produces. | will focus specifically on
two measures: domination and command. From the beginning of the biol-
inguistics (generative syntax) project, domination and command have been
used for measuring node relations. Linguists have always sought precise
and useful domination and command rulers. Adjunction structure provides
an excellent object of study for obtaining precise measurements. Adjunc-
tion structure is observed in the phenotype called scrambling (a word per-
mutation phenomenon). Scrambling is an excellent natural object for us
to study the symmetry problem in C..: what information is lost or preserved
when words are permuted.

| propose a new approach to examining command: command measuring
the equilibrium of connection and disconnection relationships between two
nodes in a given tree. Capitalizing on Chomsky’s (1995) insights, | pro-
pose flexible command, which is more precise than the previous definitions
of command. Flexible command measures different levels of disconnection
determined by differences in computational cost. Flexible command ac-
counts for many empirically observed phenomena.

Many related conceptual problems are discussed. Does self-domination
exist? Does self-command exist? What is the demonstration that domina-

tion is irreflexive? What is the demonstration that command is irreflexive?
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Discussions of several related empirical problems follow. What is the struc-
ture of a sentence with a postverbal term in SOV languages? Specifically,
what is the structure of the permuted order of SVO in SOV languages? Is
O included within the same minimal sentence? What is the structural lo-
cation of O? Does it undergo rightward dislocation? Does it asymmetrically
command other terms? Why are wh and focus-phrases prohibited from ap-
pearing in the postverbal position in SOV languages? Why are non-wh/fo-
cus-phrases allowed to appear in the same position? Why does the island
effect appear in the LF when the island (complex structure) is dislocated
rightward after the verb? Why is the highest asymmetrical shifted heavy
NP pronounced at the end, in violation of the LCA? Why does V appear
before an adverb in French but after it in English? How does flexible com-

mand measure the relevant structural relations?
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Review of the Preamble to Gakusei,
Modern Japan’s First Educational Ordinance

Teruo TAKENAKA

This paper, motivated by the question of why the members of the draft-
ing committee of Gakusei left almost no records of their work, focuses
chiefly on the following four points.

1. Two poems by Hajime Uryu, a member of the drafting committee of
Gakusei (one written at the time of his appointment, the other at the
time of his resignation), are almost the only documents surviving that
were written by members of the committee concerning their task. The
poems reveal Uryu's strong dissatisfaction that the committee carried
out its work with almost no sense of responsibility or team spirit, and
that the original idea of “education for the national benefit” had been
transformed into the idea of “education for individual benefit”. If Uryu’s
complaint was valid, we can understand the reason why the members
of the drafting committee did not talk about their work on Gakusei.

2. As the result of the situation Uryu described, Gakusei had many ir-

regularities, not only in its main provisions but also in its Preamble,
which includes the famous phrase “there may not be a village with
an ignorant family, nor a family with an ignorant child”. The text of
the Preamble had many grammatical problems and included many
historically untrue or exaggerated expressions. These problems have
almost never been referred to in research on the Gakusei.

3. The problems in the Preamble to Gakusei become even clearer when
we examine English versions of the text. Even the then Ministry of
Education was evidently perplexed to prepare an English translation
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of the Preamble.

. The new Meiji government emphasised the idea that education should
be for the individual benefit in order to emphasise its position that
people should not depend on the state for their educational costs. As
a result, there were a number of important principles that the Pre-
amble was unable to express. Firstly, the idea of “education for the
public benefit” could not be expressed. The school charges referred to
in the provisions of Gakusei began from the principle of a school dis-
trict charge. Secondly, “the necessity of a uniform national educational
system” could not be expressed. This system was designed in the pro-
visions of Gakusei. Thirdly, the principle of educating people to be able
to actively support the new state through their understanding of its
decrees could not be expressed. The educational mission of the new
Meiji state was to construct a nation governed by law.
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Reflecting on
English Language Teaching in Japan

IwaNE-SaLovaara, Michael

Key words : Kishoutenketsu, #K#xE#;, Responsibility, Culture, TEFL

This reflection begins with two contradicting statements that I first
heard when I arrived in Japan in the early 1990s. First, with all the money,
time and resources dedicated to English language learning one would ex-
pect a greater spread of English language usage in Japan. Second, no one
seems to know what they are doing, it is amazing that any English has

been learned at all.

Complexity
These statements reflect the complexity of the EFL world in Japan

from administration to textbooks and methodology to the classroom.

Administratively, English language programs are guided by MEXT
and variously interpreted and implemented by educational institutions of
all levels. The schools where I have taught followed the government guide-

lines, but each English program was administered differently.

Japanese and Native English teachers are often separated by curricu-

lum with Japanese teachers teaching receptive skills (reading and listen-
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ing) and the native teachers teaching productive skills (speaking and writ-
ing). Often, there is very little interaction between the two groups of teach-

ers and little coordination of curriculum.

Textbooks often copy each other and tend towards methodologies from
the UK, the United States and other English speaking countries. Thisin
itself is not a negative tendency since English is their native language and

the reasonable assumption is that they to know how best to teach English.

Methodology

Teacher training, particularly for native English teachers, tends to
be scattershot and subject to faddism such as the Input Hypothesis (i+1),
Task-based Learning (TBL), or Communicative Language Teaching (CLT).
Some are better than others, but each teacher training program is differ-
ent reflecting the priorities and philosophies of each school. The programs
themselves vary from a few hours of orientation at an eikiawa to a full

multi-year post-graduate program at a respected university.

While Krashen's Input Hypothesis has its advocates, it also has a
rather full chorus of criticism (see Gregg 1984). His hypothesis posits that
teachers ought to teach at a level just above the learner’s ability. While
this hypothesis states the obvious, what is less obvious is how that level
is determined. In a classroom of 20 or more students, it is quite difficult
to know where that level is. Also, without an understanding of the Japa-
nese language, it is questionable whether a native English teacher can

know the ideal input level.

Task-based learning (TBL) emphasizes learner involvement and dis-
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covery of language through usage or tasks. However, the TBL system is
highly structured and in a class of 10 or more students it is cumbersome
to implement. If the teacher has limited knowledge of Japanese language

and culture, then implementation becomes that much more difficult.

Communicative Language Teaching CLT has been popular over these
last few years. As it has become widely used and more entrenched, its limi-
tations are beginning to become apparent. In the push for communicative
fluency an English teacher who shares the same language as the learners
may overlook certain speech patterns or pronunciations (van Hattan 2006).
Hattan based this from his observations in Brazil where he teaches Eng-
lish. In Japan, Japanese English teachers may overlook pronunciations
based on katakana (andoh, goodoh, etc) or accept common Japanese-Eng-
lish usages such as “in an island” rather than “on an island” or “she looks
smart” rather than “she is slim” (lwane-Salovaara 2006). The students
are being communicative, but their errors are reinforced by their Japa-

nese teachers.

In a similar fashion, native English teachers who do not understand
Japanese can be lulled into believing that the students have acquired a
certain level of English competency when all they have done is transfer
a communicative form taken from their L1 to the L2, in this case English.

For example as illustrated in this conversation written by two first year

students.

A:Hi how are you?
B:Fine. My name is Y**** M****,

A:What did you doing the spring vacation?
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:I... I went to Namba with high school friends.
:Why did you go to Namba?
:We went shopping at Namba Parks.

:Wow! What did you buy?

w » W o> w

:We bought Tshirts, parkrs and shoes.

What about you?

:I played Wining Eleven with junior high school friends.
:Is the game interesting?

:Oh, Yes.

:Iwill play with you, someday.

:Great! See you later.

w P W P W P

:See you.

Putting aside all the typographical, spelling and grammatical errors
and looking instead at the communicative structure, it is apparent that
this conversation, while communicative, can only be found in the class-
room. Absent is a “native” English feel to the conversation. However, the
conversation does reflect a Japanese conversational form or pattern with
an emphasis on things and relationships outside themselves, as opposed
to a more “English” style with an emphasis on personal information and
commentary or opinion. This explains the absence of commitment or mean-
ingful involvement that is expected in English—a kind of macro code-
switching at the level of conversation rather than the lexical level. This
is opposite to how native English speakers communicate. However, many
native English teachers would accept the communicative structure of the

above conversation and focus on correcting the more obvious errors.

CLT's focus on fluency can reinforce the errors of both Japanese and
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native English teachers that limit accuracy and complexity. This is not
to say that CLT is inadequate or wrong but only that its limitations ought
to be known. Knowing what the limitations are enables the teacher, Japa-
nese or native English speaking, to make adjustments so that they can
take their students from ignorance to competency in English. The point
is that all methodologies are limited in what they can accomplish. Julian
Edge makes this point and asks “how can we plan to get there if we don’'t

know where we are starting from?” (Edge 1996:11).

Local Context

The job of the teacher, aside from imparting knowledge, is to culti-
vate learner motivation. With motivated learners most anything can be
taught. Of course, a poorly thought out or implemented methodology can
de-motivate learners. This is partly why some have advocated a locally
based methodologies. Adrian Holliday wrote of “small cultures” (Holliday
1999) to address “large culture” stereotyping of students, teachers, and
institutions. In Julian Edge’s “emergent methodology” (Edge 1996) the
teacher develops a methodology that emerges from the local context, as
local as the classroom. Both are experienced English language teachers
who see the local context as a key resource in developing methodologies

that are relevant and motivating.

Going back to the two contradicting statements at the beginning of
this article there is one thing that unifies them: the lack of local under-
standing. The first statement focuses on a stereotype of the Japanese Eng-
lish language learner, the schools, or the methodology or all three. Rarely,
in my experience, has this statement made to suggest that perhaps these

resources were mostly spent on unqualified native English teachers who
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impede the learning of English.

The second statement reflects a detachment from the local culture and
a reduction of how things are done in Japan to a single repeatable stereo-
type. Of course, language teaching is confusing and complex for the many
English teachers who do not understand, to echo Edge’s point, the local
culture. More often than not cultural insights shared between native Eng-
lish teachers are often variations of clichés and caricatures handed down
from one generation of language teachers to the next. While clichés and
caricatures may contain some truth, many native English teachers, in
my opinion, would be hard pressed to recognize what those truths might
be.

This lack of local understanding among native English teachers was
not new in the early1990s when | first arrived to teach at a large eikaiwa

in Osaka, and I still hear them today in one form or another.

Japanese Context

The meaning of “local context” can be parsed in many different ways.
An institution such as a university, junior college or a vocational school
(FM542) may develop their English program to reflect the values and
priorities of their institution; a faculty or department may develop an Eng-
lish program that focuses on what their students are studying; or a re-
source centre for students to access English materials and guidance out-
side class—also known as a Self Access Centre (SAC)—is developed as a
means to encourage students to use their English outside class. For the
English language teacher the local context is the classroom and the stu-

dents who fill it. It is this last local context | want to make my final point
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about.

It is basic to education that the “more knowledgeable other” —such
as a parent, teacher, coach, etc. —takes the unknowledgeable person from
what s/he knows and understands to what has been unknown (Vogotsky
1978). This is uncontroversial. So it comes to a bit of a surprise that many
native English teachers do not know or understand the linguistic ground
upon which their students stand—their “known ground”. Aside from age,
gender and test scores, native English teachers often know very little

about their students’ understanding of “communication”.

Kishoutenketsu

Over the past year | have been asking native English teachers if they
know the concept of kishoutenketsu (EEZEx#E). —Briefly, kishoutenketsu
has an introduction (kiku #2%]) of the topic and other key information, fol-
lowed by the development (shoku Z&#J), which continues from the intro-
duction. Then comes the twist or climax (tenku #5%]) containing the the-
sis and finally, the conclusion (kekku #&#]) tying everything together (May-
nard 1997). The key point for the native English teacher is that it is the
reader who is responsible for understanding what has been written as a
cohesive whole. —Regardless of education, age, or experience most peo-
ple I asked did not know kishoutenketsu and the few that had heard of it
were not sure what it meant or its significance. | was not surprised because
neither had | until a few years ago when | started teaching essay writing
to a class of adult advanced students and discovered that not one student
had never been taught how to organise their essays in English. What they
told me was they used the Japanese system of kishoutenketsu. Once | un-

derstood the basics of this “local” style, then | knew how to better teach
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the basic 5-paragraph essay (Introduction—Body—Conclusion) and how

to correct errors.

The basics of Japanese communication places responsibility for com-
prehension with the reader who is expected to understand the context and
therefore the meaning of what is written. In English communication the
placement of the responsibility is with the writer who is expected to reveal
the context and make the meaning comprehendible to the reader (Hinds
1987:151). Understanding kishoutenketsu is useful beyond writing essays.
There are similar responsibilities and expectations exist in spoken com-
munication (Iwane-Salovaara 2011). Often is the case that a native Eng-
lish person sounds unnatural when speaking Japanese because s/he is
applying an English conversational form to Japanese and similarly when

a Japanese person speaks English.

Conclusion

This straightforward difference between Japanese and English is rela-
tively unknown and unexploited in English language education in Japan.
To understand this difference between Japanese and English is to be at
the interface of two cultures. The native English language teacher needs
to be aware of the linguistic ground upon which Japanese students stand
when they begin learning English. Being aware of the “local context” na-
tive English teachers may help to more efficiently use the resources spent

on English education and improve the level of English.
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KL TRANT 534 ML, FHIE L CTHBOSENPETE2H 2 VIR AT
LR L 72 MR R OE RO A MG, BOLRRE
DB - W HREICE 2END, REOBNHENOY A FEBA L7 72
2L, AMBRESHARECBOEENEZF VTV TH, NENEFITO2DIC
CVDDRBITRhodze /2, MBEL VYV THF—T7— FREZ TS L1
ADIRITRE, 7807, BEOERb Ly M3 25, KITEERe 70 73 ERE
DEBIHE 4 Ao TWEDT, ARTIEMA LD o7z, KHO LA oL
L7-BEOEMER L DIHEDOHM TH 5, HHOM T 5 BOLEEN
A FOFPHEETHDL EHBL, RIEVBANLEro7 1 DT FL

—214-



407 =%y bTHLD 75 Y AYify e FR L F Vil BAR O B

AZDH D% ANTORBREE KRN T RWHEIE, ROAN 2R
BILUVIVICABLTIELV, BRI P RLTEH, MOI2OHE THRER
Ay bLWZ EiEdH b,

AR TR L7 B i 55 2 BRI 2w AR, o2l
AVsE, FEIREEE, SE AT 4 7O A MTHERET S X ) Ehozv, Bk
FNZIRRIRMATE I WHIBIE 2 WVAs, KW - KE %2 EOERE, 7€~
APL—=va yREH), A F74FICEBAMIGERB OB OTHE
EXANBTHb,

BRI, HAFSE TN, EEERL, HRLoBERE - 2FEH, FHE,
G HET, HEOEBEHMADOH F HFREVPRL LBV bTH
BH, RRETIIETHROERIES 7. 72 213, Yugoslaviald#i{T [
—TRFET] E55h, HWEEEO [RFE], AR [EBESEHE]
W BB O R S ok - ST [2—T2A5 74 7] LFKidsh
%o fiic1E, Bosnia Herzegovina (KA =7 - ALY = T F), Kosovo
(2 vV F), Slovenia (ATU~X=7), Slovakia (ATUNF7T) ZEPHEFLN
%o ¥/, GreeceZ T ¥V ¥ v, [LE#H] & T¥Y 7] KT
bo TNHMD, RAATA TIE—HIC V] bk, VersaillesDHh[X7
FliE Tz v A ] 7228, B T34 2] &3KFdd 5%, Genéve (7
5 v AFE) - Geneva (FEEE) B EIBEIC, X - FEIEEERML - (LB - 4ok
W IYar—=7] T, HEE [V24—7] THb, 27L, AXS VFED
VOB IR EPTAbDE DT, V] #4695 LEIF RV,

<BEH>

HARLLO [HHAR— =z v FLAREOATE] ST 19954
RENRE [7 92y 7 0ailhi101] HEE 20004

[7~=7 7 A [AF20MH > % < f5] 19854F WIF604E 5% 2 No.52
(20054F)

AHEHT NI —o vy SO TR WHEREHL 20064
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A [INT ATV 2R kAL 19904F

IR [INTATV I ROKH ] #EHkL 19934

INIEFREAS [+ XF0aE] 72 A%k 20074

NGRS (BLB - 722L) [F=2 7V bk - HENEICHED ] KX
L 20064F

IMEFEREEL [NT ATV 7 EE RS 5] #iktt 199748

EEREE [RFNT ATV 735 E] S 19954

EEREE [T —a v oL@ EERHAE 20054

S RA T8 T — <A G 20034F

B RAE [ NT 2TV R] #EHRAL 19954

LAY Y - Xy, LAEY - FR—UE, WEFEER (750 A
FaTo—TROHG] hdeiimtt 19804

ARZTR WA [X—b—Y 2 r~0lk] #istt 19914

RETFR - HEHAE [£—2 7V b~olik] Frit 199148

RV Z YA NTHE, BINFHR [V — - Ty 74y bEe=)T - T
LIT7  MEOEERM] SUGEE 20024

ERsHh e T & ] FERS 14y 200448

BEEAT [KHE—Y 7V b ZOEEE I A7) =] WHEREH 2006
4

AINEERR [V =" D LM OWRE] LE 19944

INEIER [NTATV 2 RO #kft 20044F

L= AVARY U, EREEE, @B IR [T v e
DFER] Blyett 20044

AT 7y -y R=3F, MK [73) OFER] #ihit  FAKH: 200248
[T R E] No.8 [ 4 — > DEEHHIIX | laktt  20104F

(AT ERE] No.13 [ = V¥ A el & Ef ] Faktl  20044F

el TRIBE NV OS] KETHM i HEREHTFE 20064F

ZHEEA (LIED - o) fi (37 7~ A%a] mibEmE #1989
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4

PR [R5 6 iU AIEENE 20084

SNFE— [7 7 2 ZAg4r] PRAGRE 19894

HZER [E—Y 7V bOBEREE 0Lyt - ¥ - KU T 0EE] P
. 20104F

BERA [F—ay Xofa] ©Va7 Vi HRORER14 S 1985
4

arTr v VI rAsE, FERFR [V —-- T Uy ] &2
& MIENE 20074

AT [EE EfEoFR ] i ER#HE 20034
THEZES [RX—= b=z v ] T2 20054F

WEIEPE [ A —HE5 - HA— 345TH W EFHRE  20094F
BIN—AT [ a8y 0 AT —MIEME O] Frijtt 19884

75T - PLEYIZ =), A MY =X - )V, AARTENESHE LG —
[F)— ZAMBMFRLEAWERT 75 > A a—H Rk FERE 2005
4

PG [ THRAELNT ATV K120WEE] B0k 20084E

ViR HEAS [CDR & &) —BEEVDTwd R T ] WHEE  20074F

Pk [COft & 9 —EHUV7wr 53y 7] WHEE 20054F
THNR=1F A« 743, BRRER [T—Fro—igk] a4 =74
20044

BRI (822 THET VR VR] #Ek 20024

IV VT A, IR, EEEER [E—Y 7 v ] 8ot
19914F

BAROEAR [ = 7Ty T2y FoARE] PIRATIE 19984

FEE [R— b=z ¥ 1 T —MIERMROMERE] Frigith 19854

VX v=0)RF Y TT 4 T4 A, KHETR VA 51 4 2%
A ERETHE 20084F
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TV Tal, BF - FX—=TH [77 A EGHELS AWI] &
T EHD, 19994

TCW.7 7= 7%, REAMEFR [F—avy/88AM 79 A% &k
FIE - 20054F

FVTA LT TV, PNEIELR [~HOBORBEDOTH | 77 ¥ Ay
DOWEAGE 25 | BIHH A 19894F

VY - TongVtE, BHRIGR [aX2AT—)v] AKH 19584
[NV AL 2DIES] 2 &, WHERTFTay 72 a Yl [TV
A20IE5] OfEE] JITBST Y v ¥ 7 20024

SRR [Eda - Buoia] PTHFRAS 199448

FNVESZ IRET [ ) —EFO iR ] FERAE 20054F
AR EAS [HE Zo [ 2SR a2z 72 HFHE B 20034
S [NV DFT YR T 2] R RAGHHE 20104F

AN [Afom 2 5 Am <] 24t 20104

mARE [18124F 0% ] HiEEE 19804

WITEF [ ¥Eak] el 20074F

HHAE [7 - vt =— XWak] IR AiH 199448

Iy =R - VT, FARTWERE, @Ee»)iR [Fid~v)— -7~k
74 v M Alyckt  20014F

TATY — - Ly, WIEEEES, &EWwrYEIR [FRL A+ o4E]
Aloc:  19994F

[7 4 a0k [Mozart] No.6 iktl 20104

IV T rIaTE BEBTFR [T aFr - Frys)— - arn=
Fv AR (BYRFY) FraFeFy Ty — 20044F

N7 RMJZR V=), FZI) « AL T—=)VF [T VI 4 2/B¥EHTA F]
Versailles: Art Lys, 2007

Doyle, William. The Oxford History of the French Revolution. 2nd ed. Lon-
don: Oxford University Press, 2002.
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Darlow, Mark. “Beaumarchais and Politics.” The Royal Opera House Pre-
sents The Royal Opera: Le Nozze di Figaro. London: The Royal Opera
House, 2008.

Fraser, Antonia. Marie Antoinette: The Journey. London: Phoenix, 2001.
Lever, Evelyne. Marie Antoinette. Paris: Reunion des Musées Nationaux,
2006.

Parkinson, Richard. The Rosetta Stone. London: The British Museum
Press, 2005.

Salmon, Xavier. Marie-Antoinette: Album de I'exposition. Paris: RMN,
2008.

Rédaction: René Tasquin. Le Champ de Battaille de Waterloo Pas a Pas:
Le Guide de Votre Visite. Bruxelles: Edition Interprint, 1991.

René Tasquin, ed. The Battlefield of Waterloo Step by Step: The Guide of
Your Visit. Brussels: Editior Interprint, 1991.

Koester, Thomas. 50 Artists You Should Know. London: Prestel, 2006.
Eisler, Benita. Chopin’'s Funeral. London: ABACUS, 2003.

Zamoyski, Adam. Chopin: Prince of the Romantics. London: Harper Press,
2010.

<BEZHA P> XEWMTOBOECRNIIHE Z L1221 7=,

* BB MINZ AR — D=
http://www.anzen.mofa.go.jp/

* 47 [ BT
http://www.teikokushoin.co.jp/

* 7 7 ¥ ABOLHFEEE AKX A b
http://jp.franceguide.com/

* NV F— - 7T 2 — ZABHBLE
http://www.visitflanders.jp/

—219-



BB kA A BIRHE  No. 40

* VX —EERTBRY - Ty 2y kL
http://www.belgium-travel.jp/
* 4 —2Z M) T BIBULRE
http://www.austria.info/jp
* N A v BOLR
http://www.visit-germany.jp/
* UK in Japan Bt H 3% KA
http://ukinjapan.fco.gov.uk/ja
% [£9 2%, 451 A~ | Visit Britain—British Tourist Authority
http://www.visitbritain.com/ja/JP/

1. 722 AEADREHE

(1) Y= ¥4 25k (Chauteau de Versailles/The Pallace of Versailles)
http://www.chateauversailles.fr/ (7 5 » Z7ERR)
http:/len.chateauversailles.fr’homepage (J£iERR)

NV DA N - K75 A (Tle de France) (b, 77 v Affixt T
BELMT5EBET, HEPDARE V) EFFAVE SIIUTITE S5, EX
B £ 16624E %> HE04E M &\ ) BEH 2 T T H N /ze 7 = VA LR B
BRAR— B R=TII DO THATERD D - 72 05HIBR S 1, F7cIOPERER S
Mz osnize B, 757 A58, AL ViE, Wik, WEFEWRO 4 5 EE
THE INTW5S,

BB, TSR (Chapelle), T4 X5 1Y (Opéra Royal
de Versailles), Kf&% (Grand Appartment), FiDfE=E (Appartment
de la Reine), AW %T7H A »03H%%ER (Les Jardins) 23 %, K
FW, BEEICBrNIZWH, FRAN) Rl BERNOH HWBATICEE
WEmAEPNTEY, VA 4B L DIENh %,

177045 H, A=A MY T7HSUEDFEL  IEEHY = V44 212
FHAEL, REI—0y ROBMEF o TIINTATVIRET VR VR
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BEOMTIRIEF 2 H o722 1F, [3—uy SOSHaG] & Lidhi
WEOH 7= RET2>2&0FE L LT, ERTIVA -+ —=F =2 A+ (Louis
Augusto DIV A 161) ENTATVIROBL<) T - 7Y b—=7 (7
IV AFERMA Y — « T ¥ M7 % v Marie-Antoinette) DEFLATE BN O
FEALFE T, BILOEDV T RTBIY TR I N,

7 THEOM (AE) ] (Galerie des Glaces) 1&, 75 ¥ AEEI IV —7
NVED LRI L TE 7 4 FRO1686FIZT L 720 ZRT3MONIERIE, BEDKX
FL5AD TV ZAINVEHY v 7)) 7T THCEOMZ, VA 14 ARZ IR
SHEID RAEEH R A Tlio 72 (AR ERE] No.13, pp.7-8). BlEDH
2% 7)) T EREBRIE, 1770 ERTFHRIEONE D 720 12 fif S 7z
iz L-b0THhs (HE, p9o

79 v AHGERS, SO0 BLROEE L o7z, 19194 6 H28
H, %1 XHERKKOFBHNENTHZ T 2 VI 4 LGB TELHEIN
LRI LASNRT WS, 870 187THEIZT U, £ ¥ —7 T ¥ ARG DTH
N7zgs, 7oA vy ERZOREMEBERHERICL-C b Ho7 (R,
p.34) o

FALART B TEERKIV OO NT, U, 75 Y ADEES
KRBV THEDOE y F ¥ ke FA VO TV 7RI,
HWZFoTWeh, A=A M) THHOR ) — - 7Y P74y MEIFELTF
AVEBO TV 72 5E L OV, p2l). FIROEERX, 75V AH
BRORFEZHL—HE L o7hd Ly,
<PBHEHFA >
* CBS News (USA) “Versailles Opera House Reopens”

http://iwww.cbc.ca/arts/artdesign/story/2009/09/22/versailles-opera.html
LTS = v £ 2EB AR T — L= )
* Interactive Map
http://en.chateauversailles.fr/templates/versailles/map/MapMain.php

* Gardens and Parks of the Chauteau
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http://en.chateauversailles.fr/gardens-and-park-of-the-chateau-
* Versailles during the centuries

http://en.chateauversailles.fr/history-

(2) VY7 rERK (Trianon)
% The Grand Trianon (K hV 7/ )
http://en.chateauversailles.fr/grand-trianon-
* The Marie-Antoienette’s Estate (%) — 7~ M7 4 v MOKER)
http://en.chateauversailles.fr/marie-antoinettes-estate

VYA TEBEOBEEICK Y T/ ¥ (Grand Trianon) Y/NRU T v
(Petit Trianon) 25 %, /MI7Zo72 b T 7 ¥ % BHEICE 2 720130V 1 141
72072

KREUT 7 231687 - 16884F IR SN 7228, WA UKL M L7
BER L LOHRB L 720 77 Y AEMPITRNRTBMBHEES N, FR LV E
(Napoléon Bonaparte, 1769—1821) G K V7 Y Z2FH L7z w9,

INRD T 2IE1762 - 17684 I R S zo VA ISHATRAR LSy —
WVEEEF N (Madame de Pompadour, 1721 —1764) D729ICH#T 87,
7E0S, BUBICH ORI Db TR AR E RS 2 L%, 42T
Tl otz 7TIVY a TRERI & THAE L BURWEFLISHEN 2R A, HiR
WO RICHERED [EokM] FoEESHINL ZETOANELTER SN
Twz (GETIIEFGERE] Noa3, p28dR R, RV /8 Ky — RN
FBBERDOT + VT — (Moltare, A% Frangois Marie Arouet, 1694—1778)
EBL Do/l b IKHBNTVS, L AIZH T Ch, =Y
ML, EWME b0 a s ilholz, ok d, BEFEIORA
BEHDOWIETE ) IZPT2H KRB BEAPEGOERD 1 DIk o7 bwb
Nb, FMEELEZDOETH VOO L MBURTORE L V) Z &b,

HLDONA 15BN M) T 7 2T ZEL A 16H1E, ZhEFEICE
Zlzo FlEXV— T Y M 74y MIITSEICALORNZ#E S, v
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bR BRICHESE, ERICKE b7 (H, p20), BIE, HERO
7E— (Le Hameau) KB BEEA, —RICAH I TS, Sl
M, RS I BRLEBLZAT) ARNERR, BZAORAY = —F /A5
7 )t~ (Axel de Fersen, 1755—1810) (X LIZEVWbNEHTERD
H5

BB OMAL & M LIZS NG 2 o T EiBIE, [2 2 TR
HTwoha] (i jesuismoi) E/AM) T VIBI&EZ b, BRAEE
FiE L TCOBBEEZE o720 TV A ZEBENPS/N V)T NG olz
2kmfE7EAS, EBHNEZELEROTT 4 - bF A (Petit Tram) (2He-> T
95 e, BABHIIES THRD OGNS Y AT 5 &) 28
WChas. ENCH, NN T ZIidBIER 72572,

BIED T VA TE g & RERIE—RICAH S, AURIC#E - IRES 2
LTOhiZH52HbTHTIALIENTE, BRIZETEOEGZ A%
72 (A RAF Y, pp79—80)c VA 14D I H G OMEREZR &ikE R4
J22 23 MBENTVS, RB3T, VA 150G 5 EHEIZ AR OuE
PAHIP AN CTONRIERBEZ L 5L )12k o7 (AL, p8l)s 757X
O—RREFELEOHEEEHERLONLR L o7zl b d, EHOBFRICH D H
b LNz,

FEE, VALMILAVN Y 7 VIZEI& 2 b o722 8 iE, HEOHEIKEIZET
HOEp o720 FRIME-72 AL, BXO<)—-FL—X -y Lay
I (Marie-Thérése Charlotte, 1778—-1851), RFEDNL A - ¥ ¥V (Louis-
Charles, 1785-1795), & X DKRY =% v 7K A (Madame de Polin-
gac, 1749-1793), FhkTVH¥~X— 1 (Madame Elisabeth, 1764—1794, W
16ttt oRoM) %L, TLAARICBRS Wz, ROV A16HTE 2, ETE
HOBRIZAE 722 & v E VI Bpinz vy, psd)e &b, £
BOEKTNVA - ¥ a€7 (Louis Joseph Xavior Frangois, 1781-1789) &
AN CTH ol MINT I VIWAELIZR ) — - T Y P74y M,
SHOBE RS> CELBIFICFEHE LAY, HEFLROLDS, §
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HORRE M, TRE L TORBOWER, 77 Y ARKRORY L

BRORFEEH - 72,

NNV T Y ORERNIEEILEH OIS NE S, 17804FE 6 A 1 HIZH
FHENTzo FldiE, ZHMRFLT IV ETM OV L 16K, HOY vV
V10t %) RELVEAND ERE—EE2HR L TEFISHEL, BE
LT BBOEFE 2B TRE Lz, HEICEEEEZ L2 LIZNAED
bDOLHoAY, BUAMLERII L7259 THS (L, pp56—572K),
FIRIZHGOHFE LI LZFICHP L, BOOFHBEDO LI IZZITRS R
LWEEZ TGN o7,

F—=AM)TORHEZ)T - TLITORELTHIRHBEZSED, ¥
AR EFT, EMLGOI R LE#Hr S bERIN Y — - TV MY
v ME, FELOEHP SO KIENTE 572, FNETLTT7 7 ¥ AEL
Eh oo IS, BBROIMGHLE G ERLEL ONGD o 2ITE N,
ZNIZFT 2 VA DEBAIART, HEEZREL WL bniz L), 1777
FaH, oa—¥7 2, &FoAT R REKEZ GRS L /o6y
BTT7 I A%FML, TORKZIIHSEHEL T, 208UZDIEZH~DOF
MCTHEGOTREMEZ B Lz, 7225, TR ERRLHOLIITE2 %25
72(7 ) A N7, pp.261—262, MEiE, p.263 ¥ 1, p.28l E22&MH),
<BHEHA >
BFEwIFnd 7 o v £ 2R AKT A~ O—if)

* Louis XVI (V1 161i)
http://en.chateauversailles.fr/history/court-people/louis-xvi-time/louis
-XVi

* Marie-Antoienette (%) — 7> F7% v 1)
http://en.chateauversailles.fr/history/court-people/louis-xvi-time/ma-
rie-antoinette

* Madame de Polingnac (KU =% v 7k A\)

http://en.chateauversailles.fr/history/court-people/louis-xvi-time/ma-
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dame-de-polignac
* Axel de Fersen (7 = )Vt V15
http://en.chateauversailles.fr/history/court-people/louis-xvi-time/axel

-de-fersen-

* Louis XV (V1 151t)
http://en.chateauversailles.fr/history/court-people/louis-xv-time/louis

-XV

* Madame de Pompadour (R > 7S Ko —)LRA)
http://len.chateauversailles.fr/history/court-people/louis-xv-time/ma-
dame-de-pompadour

* Madame du Barry (7= - /N —KA)
http://len.chateauversailles.friindex.php?option=com_cdvfiche&amp;idf
=CA1C6E06-E9B0-050C-D2E2-8173D473CCOF

VA BHORKEDOEN (1743-1793) s ERFIREMRDO<) — - 7> b7
Fy bEW LTz Ta - N —RAE, HETRIMMOF L 5
e ERFILICEM S AT T2 E VA I5HICFRZ 7225, BT v M7 %
v MIEED 3 AOW (7> b7 Ay b b R CHEBOMEE) (2R3 h,
Ta - N —=RATEH LTz, O, I 7TV AEF—R
MY T ONEBBECHRETSLEIATHo (2 ) A+ 74, pp.12, 30—
31, 35-36, 47, 140% &),

177445 5 HIZ VA I5HATKIRE THET 5 &, 7= - W) —RAIEE
POHLERIE SN, 7TV AEMPEE S ERANICERON LANES
D, 17934E10 A WG Tl S 7z,

ZZifibhz T o o N —RADEBMmIX, BIFEERES (négligé)
DFEFFI-——EROHBIMEM72bDTHS V7=, p2l). LETR
WLEEHEDE > THRVEDOERIENHD A L, KHMROIIRTFLE 701
A15MHEBICL-OBERHICHFETE 5,
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(3) W—" VM (Musée du Louvre)
http://www.louvre.or.jp/

124t 1o gE s LCREC O R, 161#dic7 5 v 7 1 (Francois 1)
DN A T ARRAOEBICWEE L, LEFVE - FT g yFosbay
7Zotz77 vV 1M, TEFIF] R [REFERT V5] REZHNKL
TWiz, B & RpD17934E, ERE0a Ly ¥ a v & ERT 5/ S OERH
ELTHEDEZ BN 20, TRLF VAIMERBRT L LR,
W=V S NI,

19894F, *EM200f4E# AL T, HHOI v 7 Y KMHE (A 29—
TVYERTE 2 R LTz WIEICIEA T ADE T I v BAEKL, FHTFD
ADVATHS [FHRLAY - F—= ] IZETHL . M%), FTADETF Iy
FOTFHA JIIBEMam Z AT, 5TET oD 2 LATYS, PHT
T, V= Vs TP IR S iy — 7 L o5k (Le Vieux Lou-
vre de Philippe Auguste et de Charles V) d R 55,

V— T IVERMBEDFES 57 7 ¥ AEMB LT R+ VREICE L 724
WX, EXRDONL v, ZORFEREIE [FRLL V1 #HoOEE] (Le Sacré
de Napoléon 1¢7) 7259, ik, FriiMEROWMESY 7 1+ v F (Jacques-
Louis David, 1748—1825) #S18044F\Z/ — ML« ¥ A KBEETHRIT SNz F
Kty 1 HoOBEX 27N TH L, THRLF UHEGY a €7 1 —
2L, SFSNTEERRIT L) LT M E LB 272,

o< Y EROEFE FS 27 a7 (Eugéne Delacroix, 1798—1863) 3w 7z
[Rf%EE L Hilioks] (La Liberté guidant le peuple) 13, 17894FDHify
TiE% <, 1830FEDLHFEMmEHiVz, BHOZMIIATFIIHERFHD, LiF
CH o Z 0z BT 5. EHHEGTY v LL10H (Charles Xo Vv
A16HDFKN e VA 18D RIZHIfL, 7E71824-1830) 1dBfLL 72 ZTHT
TR BN L 72,

FLCHME L2 FIE, TVR Y ROGRIZHI2HF VLT KD 6 HH,
VA 741y 7 -+ Ya¥7 (Louis Philippe Joseph, Duc d’ Orleans, 1773
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—1850, FEE & L COIEM1830-1848) 72o7zs DKL, [74) v T - =
#9 7  (Philippe Egalité) Z&, A VL7 YR5KHOVAL - 740 9T
(Louis Philippe, Duc d’ Orleans, 1747-1793) 7257z, #%, #HEZKEML
L, 1848 FICHIEMDIRE T, 77 Y ARBOETEL o7,
»OT, 74y 7 2ANT (FFED7 1) v 7] OF) dERNZE
Mmoo, 17924FERKICBA IV A 161 D FH TN ML L 720 7275,
HE b mEEORH A 510 AHEO17934FE 1A KA OZE LTH 2 72,
<PBgEH A >
* The National Gallery (UK) “Jacques-Louis David”
http://www.nationalgallery.org.uk/artists/jacques-louis-david

*Web Museum, Paris “David, Jacques-Louis”
http://www.ibiblio.org/wm/paint/auth/david/

* Art Cyclopedia “Jacques-Louis David”
http://www.artcyclopedia.com/artists/david_jacques-louis.html

* The National Gallery (UK) “Eugéne Delacroix”
http://www.nationalgallery.org.uk/artists/eugene-delacroix

* Eugene Delacroix The Complete Works
http://www.eugenedelacroix.org/

*Web Museum, Paris “Delacroix, Eugene W”
http://www.ibiblio.org/wm/paint/auth/delacroix/

* Art Cyclopedia “Eugéne Delacroix”
http://www.artcyclopedia.com/artists/delacroix_eugene.html

* Musée national Eugéne Delacroix (France) (K5 7 17 3E4fifi)

http://www.musee-delacroix.fr/

(4) v - Y=<y -u—rtuay#%s (Eglise St. Germain I' Auxerrois)
http://www.saintgermainauxerrois.cef.fr/

V—TFIVEOWREICH BHET, 7HAICER SN, 15724 8 H24H,
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COEEDOFEEAIZ [H Y - SV F VI 0ERK] (La Saint-Barthélemy)
DT ol PLELRBZH, ZZT79 Y ACBITLHIHFY X MOxF
AL 7

27 7 —jk (huguenot HEHETHLHNT 7 YIRD12) OT 1) - K-
F % 7 (Henri de Navarre, 1553—1610, D7 ¥V 4 ik, 7IVKR VD
BItH) &= 27U v b EL (Marguerite de Navarre, 1492—1549) OF5H5
WCBHT 25720, £FoTwhay ) —ROEEZHIIBRESH, 208X
372bEH7 7 Y AETIIAN o7, BRI, 1560412106 THIM: L 72 F
E¥x v 9t (Charles X1, 1550— 15740 FEfL1560—1574) DT, EE
EHBDHDTWIZA P =X+ ¥+ X514 YA (Catherine de Médicis, 1519-—
1589) &, B MY v I TTT Y ADLKMEKRT—AAT7 Y (Henri | de
Guise, 1550—1588) 2S\W/z&k E&Nb, # M) =74 LY = TEREE
BATW AT 4 F (Medici) ROMHT, 7Ty 2oFEL o7,

15744F, ¥ v WU 9 A0 IE TR ET B L, ZOWHAT vV 3
(Henri 111, 1551—1589, fEf1574—1589) & LCRMuL7zo 7525, 7>V 3
HDHAISUEICTEZR L, TIVKRVEDT VY - F - 7 7 VP EMRRERD
Bmiz e LTiFELE L, 2hacr oy 3i, ¥F—XA7>), 7V -
FeFo7 LB 37 ) DHFVHIET 572,

T3 M) v 7 MEFEYY, 158FEIZF—ART ) KRS
B2, BEHI58YEITH M) v 7 OBELIIHRE SN O T THOWHE) .
ZITINKRIYROT VY BEMMAREES L2, B—<HELEA Y v
I REDANRL v CYBFINT ATV RORM) PREBZ 2720, 7
) 4 HIX15934EIC AN T 7 YIRS I M) v 2 1Z8E L. 15984, Ak
F > o4 (Edit de Nantes) 2%L, 77 Y AENIIBIF 5277 —ik
DEMERD. THITXY, 1562MFEICF — A R/HP LY ) — % WL TPk
FnTWizr ) =4I L ) R S RIEFFT 727,

7 v 41t (Henri IV. fEf71589-1610) X7 VKR VEioRHE 2 Y, H
WORE - TEAHEEIE, 75V A EBROEREE LN, 7225, AR
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A4 v EMBO — <R EIN LS 2 5 L2720, O M) v 7 ORE%E
H\, 16104EICH MY v 7 oBE LR SN, 2HLT, 3ADT VY
BEBPRRE VIR TEELZM U MBILAERICINE, 5TROT &~
VY AtIZEE0EDL A EONBEELRGEIZS72L ) UMNG, p.65)o

T AMOBRKE R, 2EHOFETY - F- X271 YA (Marie de
Médicis, 1573—1642) & DA F N7z A 131 (Louis X1, 16011643,
FERE1610 - 1643) TdH o720 16174, VA 1SHITIEBE B 5 80 5 5 H B
BEEZIY RS &, 16244129 ¥ 21 22— (Armand Jean du Plessis,
Duc de Richelieu, 1585—1642) ZSEHITEM L, #HIHMBHEON L2 S 2
CH, HEOMMMEIZHL L7 €L T, A YEET =) X3 O
Tvx e F=F) 22z, oV 14t PRAINVLT VAT 1) v T
b 97,

LA, U= F - 274 YARIMABHCTHELTE, BLETFD
BIRITEAL L 720 ZNETEBOMENEIREP o720 7T ¥ FIVIRE TR
v ZHMERDEIRTE 572V —~X 2V A (Petrus Paulus Rubens, 1577 —1640) |2
R LZERZEE [ — -« N X274 P ADEJE] HIV— T IVFEMEEIC
i S T2,

KL T 235 T, VA 141t (Louis XIV, 1638—1715, 7if71643—1715) @
BIICHO LY ) —OMENIGETE S &, WO LEFIE o727 ) —
2HIE7 I VARLENTY ST, TRD7 5 Y AOMBEEZFRE, EHo
BEED 1Dl hoizbvbilTWwa,
<PBHEHA >
*BBC (UK) “Test show head of France’s King Henri IV ‘genuine’ ”

http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/science-environment-11996981
% Chauteau des Ducs Bretagne (7V % —= 2 K2AHK)
http://www.chateau-nantes.fr/
TNE—=aRT7 vV 2WEZDOWRT VX - K- TVF—=2a
HEERE LZIRIET, F ¥ P OWADIA S WA, Pz v MER
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W (Musée de’histoire de Nantes) '3 %,

* Paroiss Saint-Pierre/Cathédrale St. Pierre de Genéve (¥ z2%—7 0% > -

Y — )L3Fkg)
http://www.saintpierre-geneve.ch/
http://www.sacred-destinations.com/switzerland/geneva-cathedral

TVad—JIHBEHOHLIIZED, bLbeA ) v I DEEES
7ehs, EHYCEERRINCHE LMD B AV 7~ (Jean Calvin, 1509—
1564) AT THHAE LTHhS, 7UT R ¥ OBz W
TIZEANT 7 2 DHBOBRE S 7-#45F (Chaise de Calvin) b /R
INTw5,

* Auditoire de Calvin (V7 7 v k%)
http://www.sacred-destinations.com/switzerland/geneva-auditoire-cal-
vin
http://sites.google.com/site/orguedeauditoirecalvin/

KDL T, Yar - /v A (John Knox, 1514?
—1572) DSHB L7, /v 7 A&, A v 7 FV FREATY =1
it (Mary I, 1516—1558, FEf71553—1558) ICX 5 70TF A%~ b
BHEDRHFIZY 2 A —FIWAEL, ANVT 7 Y ERMLT, HICA3
v b5 Y FOEEIR (Presbyterian) % #%i7 L7z,

* Musée de la Reformation (¥ 1MWeE)
https://www.musee-reforme.ch/index-e.html (7 5 >~ AFERR)
https://iwww.musee-reforme.ch/english-version/ (JE5EiR)

SEE /N O AR 7228, SREYE O OB E L XYW % BUE
RENTEY, ZoFTIEL LIRS,

* Quality Christian Tours to Europe—Geneva
http://www.reformationtours.com/site/490868/page/661543

* Monument de la Reformation/The Reformation Wall (#2850 &)

http://www.sacred-destinations.com/switzerland/geneva-reformation-
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wall
TVatk—vOHTHEICH L/ AT 4 3 A (Promenade des Bas-
tions) 2, H NV 7 VIROFHYCEICHMLZ4AAN, $abb7 7L
Ny, ANT 7Y, R=ZX, )97 ADFBEI>TWb, 1517T4EITFE
BYEZIGD TV E —D]IE, BHBOIY 7 DI 5 h kI EPN
TWwb,

* Lutherstadt Wittenberg (KA > « %1 v 5 v~V 7)
http://www.wittenberg.de/

ISITARIC IV 8 —HSEBLUEER RO T2 T 4 v 7 v RV 7 OIERA I
(W& =@l 1 v 57 vz ] (Lutherstadt Wittenberg) T& 5%,
TA T YNNI RETHEOEEE>72v 7 — (Martin - Lu-
ther, 1483—1546) 7% [JuHHAG0mE] M) D 7201, WHE
(Schlofkirche) DBE7E- 7o

% Lutherhalle/The Luther House and Museum, Wittenberg (V% —®OFK &

)
http://iwww.sacred-destinations.com/germany/wittenberg-luther-house

T4y TNV ONEROAY NS 2V ¥ —OFRISHYE & 7%
> THY, Wz R¥ETE %,

% Schlosskirche Lutherstadt Wittenberg/Castle Church (%#£)
http://www.schlosskirche-wittenberg.de/ ( ¥4 7 7&)
http://iwww.schlosskirche-wittenberg.de/index_eng.html (JE3ERiR)
http:/mww.sacred-destinations.com/germany/wittenberg-castle-church

Schlo] (Schloss& b il) & [ DT, KircheldH&xTh %,
Vo =3 [t HAFOGFE] 20 2 -REDBREIX, 7o k>
A=A MY TH o 72 BAERS (1756 -1763) & A D17604F 12 8E
KL, 188EIZ T Y AROENFTT S, BEICEL WIERIZIE,
V=Y — DR TREYGED B bR E RIZ LA T >
t k> (Philipp Melanchton, 1497 —1560) DZEASEA,
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% Stadtkirche/City Church of St.Mary, Wittenberg (74 v 7 ¥ X)L 7 Hi#
=)
http://www.sacred-destinations.com/germany/wittenberg-city-church
W% (Stadtkirche) 13V —A538 % L, 15254 R0 L 72307
T, D6 ADTFd I I THALEZIT 70 BWIINV Y —DRRDf
Tl
% Lutherhaus/The Luther House (V% — - /\7 X)
http://mww.lutherhaus-eisenach.de/ (KA V7 #EH)
http://www.lutherhaus-eisenach.de/english/index.htm (JEFERR)
KA Y OT7 4 ¥ F (Eisenach) 12DV Y —DFR, FH# 725721498
7 H15014F T THEA
* Waltburg Castle, Eisenach, Germany (%' 7 )V F 7V 7 %)
http://www.sacred-destinations.com/germany/wartburg-castle
FAYDOTAEXFNIH LUK &2 TUF —3HfEEE K1Y
FRICIRL, A VEEOR—ICHKL 720 AT VRSN TS,
§ =3l o TW7EE OHIZIIBES & HL & M1 LIS BREDP)I3ATH
T\, T, BhHE DN i, MR [RE] B
T 72D Ehe BEIZIIBEEMOER S HIRINT VD,

(5) NZ2F 4 —2)EYs (Place de la Bastille)

NAT 4 =23 WA (bastille) & LTl [7HR] 2FBHET 225, KX
FTEEMATE) &, BUAILEINE L2 NNA T 1+ — 25 (La Bastille) &
Bho WAIMZ X » TR EIN, EERORMIE 724, g ORENT

ANEDTFRT7TH8 LR rolzb vy A, pb5l).

17894F 7 H14H D 1 4ELL B2 & £ CHE O R0 T35 % W3 2 Hifhas
HE TV, WRAT 4 —LHEE (pris de Bastille) ®HIH T 513H1Z
%14wu—ﬁﬁﬁ%$éhtomawﬁ9%@,AU@E:%%T/ﬁ7
)y F (BEERt. Invalides, #ik) %8> CREFFE AT LARKIEZ, XY
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WIZH HINAT 4 — LD, FRIIOKEEICIZ S #EEAN (332—)
DREDISAT 4 —ZHNHNHE Lz RELBIE, BENTTHEOR 4 E
Fem—2eRLe (AR, RBudEE S, NA7F4—2HicETETA
PEE o Two7z (A1) RATMADPDIRMCAY ALK, M2 A% 5 5
JC, MoBEEL, WM E o7z (R

FHOFEEL, 7770y FRAVTTE #Bil) 55 KMAEsSE L,
WM TR SN SERBRIZ1008 4D A4 R EEBREDOART, BH
14, ABE 3417 (A, BENLF - B—RFESEOH ZEOML
RIS LT, NYWMRIIITE L 20 BRRE 2728 RO 7 L
vRVIIER SN, ZoEdb Eomotiiceafisns (FME),

ok, BEAORBE (332—2) P TOFEELERL, FLw
NUMENBRIE Lz /2, 7AY MY EGICSMLIZS 774y ME
B (1757 -1834) H¥riak SNEREIROFEISE & %o 720 MRITTHREDR,
#, ZVRVHORMOBBEMAZZA0OEE (340 F) 2ERELZO
VURNIZLZZEWS, AP v I DTNKRVROMEBIAEEDIEE 572
(75 v AEEOHKOFEMIZ, T, pp.51-5225H).

17894F 8 H26H, =IRBHEHEEIT [ABLUOTROMAES] (Déc-
laration des droits de I' homme et du citoyen), Thbb75 Y AAMES
RNz B 1450E TAR, HH2OHEAICBW PRS2 0L LTHIA
L, »2oHHET %, thamilig, LEORMEO EIZORGEITLIEHNTE
5] EBET D GRXOMBMIIEAARSH [AHESHE] AN, 2007
#, pa3l)e AU, 1776%E 7 H 4 HIZEHR SN2 7 2 ) AL E S 1M - 72
bOT, VEEADS HITHASHEM L Tz, 72720, LHL50HEFL A
TOAEE [A]l 1ZHED T Lo 7DRHADOEBY TH 5,
GHNAT 4 — RGO &RE, 18304E 0L A Edromik
ZBATETONZ, HTFOMEINICREGOBIEENIRS, RS o—Mm12,
75 v ARE00HEELES L TERT - /N2 T 1 — (Opéra Bastille) 7%
BCOHNIZDS, #TARY O TFTHFAL T IEwv, BfE, KEot
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NRFIFIELTLEENS, —FH, I2—=IhNV [FXRFEOFEN] OBFH

ELTHHONEART - v =x (OpéraGarnier) ¥, ;KL 3#HD

HIEFTREBE L72A%, T2 TENay 7 - FRFRLE—Y 70 MEMHLH

ENMb, WHOREY 7— (k) bbb,

<BEHA >

* Discover France “Place de la Bastille”
http://iwww.discoverfrance.net/France/Pariss’Monuments-Paris/Bastille.
shtml

* A View on Cities “Place de la Bastille”

http://www.aviewoncities.com/paris/placedelabastille.htm
% Opéra national de Paris (/$V [E3.+X5)

http://www.operadeparis.fr/

(6) a>ai KRk (Place de la Concorde)

WA DRI TS, 17554ED H20FE DK H 2 Tl S iz, 4
IV Ao ESEZEL 20E SN, TV AI5IEY] L IFEh
A5, 17904 [RK#ALY] L&z, 17924F, VA 15HRIEHE S,
WEHB A E AN T, FEMABIEIR S iz,

17934E 0 H17954E £ T, Z OJRBITE PN WIEHER THI343 AP S 1
7oo EIEBMIHBILVA - AR=E XiEN7V A 160013, 17934F 1 H21HICZ Z
TR STz ROE, HR—KRCANEXEN3Y—- T T %y
M, FAFEI0H16HIZ 2 DR TN S iz,

WA X IR EHRIAND AN L Db KA EWenTze ¥ aANY - 75T
(Club des Jacobins) ®»—H72-57-%> |k ~ (Georges Jacques Danton, 1759
—1794) \FMEE L e o7z XA T —)L (Maximilien de Robespierre, 1758
—=1794) LRLL, 17944F 4 H 5 HITAUA Sz, WUHIERT, [BRAEZ—
V&, BEZLTCRICHL] Eoxnibnwbhs (B4, pl2l). 37
RHPEZRISEE 727 VI F—v (BH) KRBT, aXAE¥IL— )L Z0—KiE
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A - AR S Tz
IR DGHRIIMENZED ), 18304 [Ty AN RG] Lkodz (A

2V R [Ff] ©0F) . IR¥HRIZH S+ XY A2 ('Obélisque de la place

de la Concorde) ZZY 7 D2V —)b (Luxor) fED»SHLIFES7200

T, 18364EICETHN,

<PBHEHFA >

* Discover France “Place de Concorde: Obélisque de Luxor”
http://www.discoverfrance.net/France/Paris/Monuments-Paris/Obe-
lisque.shtml

* A View on Cities “Place de la Concorde”
http://www.aviewoncities.com/paris/placedelaconcorde.htm

* The Paris Pages “Place de Concorde; Obélisque de Luxor”

http://www.paris.org/Monuments/Concorde/

(7) 724 ) —jER (Le Jardin des Tuileries)
TAVLIYIIDATAFENPLT V) 2#ITHEWZA M) =X - K- X5
1 YAD, TaA ) =5 (Palais des Tuileries) & 4 %1V 7 \ER % &
R, I556MEICR LI N2AS, 27—k e & CTLHAMIRE D hli &
N7ze TVRVEORMT v ) A 3 EEEEZ T XX, FOL A 144k
R R TR L7zo 16824F, WA I4MEEEE V— TV EH 53 JFH D
Wt A LE AR L 72,

17894E10H 5 H, 7= V¥4 ZATH#IZ L o TN TRAEFE—FKE 7 = )V
YA 2P RNITEHVE L, MBEEO/-, DRirST a4 V) —EEko
BRFOBRHEET 2SOV Py E LTHRICER SN TV, BREOFEIZ
WNRET TV WwnS,

18714ED /8 « T3 2 — U TF A V) —=EIdsER L, BEIZERE %
5TV, EREROWEONG X, 2 THEGENErINT Y IV FIERICO %
Ao TWb,
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<PBIHEHA b>
* Mairie 1e “Le Jardin des Tuileries”
http://www.mairiel.paris.fr/mairie0l/jsp/site/Portal.jsp?page_id=255
PR XA T 24 V) —ERE RS L=,
* A View on Cities “Le Jardin des Tuileries”

http://www.aviewoncities.com/paris/tuileries.htm

(8) ¥ 7 NV2E (Square du Temple)

EEV A 16 —5K1E, EREBERRICHo7EINDIAY 2 —T U HE
Tz Ve YOFFET, FEHNRCER S, 225, NSNS £ TR
DFMEP o727 2 vt Y HAENRTHEIZEK), S)FHOKRY 71 OHRT
ANHZGIK SHELBREIZFEVIRZ 5, KREEZR) 2PL0AV) #L %L,
ARFEEHPEL -7 BRZETE-RIELOFLEbEIKKL, 7L v
XA+ (Varenne) THiS 256N, T2 V) —ERIERRE S,

17924FI27 T VAL A=A MY TH®RF 2RO L L, RPUTS HIZEALL
720 7THI11H, ViEss MEOfR] 2551, EREBRLRORE L FHE
BEOFEEDPIETE o720 TH2H, F—=AMNITOTII V2774 78N,
77 VAERISEEEMANINNV T 2BIET L EEF LD, »RoTT
5 U AFEROEY # B8R vy x, p96). THEEI%ZRD BiERED
VEEESICHENSD, MEMEROS A IHZMETH MBI Lo 70

DWIZ, 8 HI0H, RoZRERLLELV T a4 V) —EikzHEL, Hik
5o TV AL AL OIS L WA Tb iz, VA 1613 KK %
HENTRE % VMR ICREL ROz, REDHES SR IEAAR, —FIiE
HRH /NI L 72, B1H, VERSITORBELEZESL, 13

WCEFE—~RIE 5 ¥ 7 VEITNE SN2,

% 7V (Tour du Temple) &, d&d &7 7IVE+M (chevalerie
du Temple/ordre du Temple) ORI T, 5 BEECTOMEN MO EMRD
iz 2 208D o7 EE-REWET LI12H72), FHEICH - 728k
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RREVHE SN, RCHIEO7-OEBICHETRBEELOH XA T
bzl wvwd vz, p99). ZZTIUVA16MHIZETICMEZ#Hz, 7
TAy PEZYFR—PMIT)— - FL—X - Ty ray MIREHE, &
WrHZ, WEZECE L (FLE, plol. LaL, 17924 8 H13HICEE
—RKHPMDTY v IVETRSELY Lo 2Hivdels e, JiED
2BV RETHHROT S HIZRMEICHE Y (FE), tLT, REZFTLD
AT BRI R o 72725 9,

RWC, TaA V) —BEOVA16HOERTDS, EIME-72MEO5[
L [P 23R sz, PRSI hTnaiElnr s, EATHaE s
HAEZIY, HEERBELTW A EPWL2 IR -7 (AL, p.103).

17924E 12 11H, WY TEYR S ¥ IUEx 2R, VA 161X EH AT~
MR TN, B hozmE T, 7 ) A ARHIEICDRIKICEZ
drole IR HETELZOE, A HEE LAVHRH & % - 7217934F
1 H20H DK 5720 KOO LMk EMPr SNz ) — - T PTA
v MERIZTA D&, REEAT Tz (L, pl06). #ig, A
16 FEIRBEOHNETT 50 ) 1257285, HRVOFRISEORIDIZE D,
FIZZED TGP, BHOZOE LR 2 7SIt L 2 (F
E, p.103),

17934F 1 A 21 HFHT10WF2245, Ko MFT & KD FH TROMM % H- 72
Y= T bTRy ML, BTIVA - DXVIVORHCHEE, FHEILVA 17
OFEEERR 2 (FL, p106). VA 17THHIEBICANL L Ty, 18144F
WTWVKR VPG L2 &, VALI6HOKB T O T 7 ¥ ZAAHIL 1 181
(Louis XVIII, 1755—1824, fEf71814—1824) & L CHIZ L 7=,

U INVEEL, BT RLE Y OMICXDISIET TIIRY X h, B
1B, ¥ TVAR (3X) LhoTwbh, BRENE, —ROZKITHA 7y
7 OWKNI > TV 525, KillZidfio TWwawnwoT, T TIEMARITE)N
ZRER L2V, LY 27 v 7 )EY; (Place de la République) 2*5200m
1T EFEVEICAT - 723587, BANZE 3 X%Ar (Marie du3e) 251, mMlIC

=237~



BB kA A BIRHE  No. 40

Rue de Bretagne?s® %, Hi T8 (métro) ORF Y BRI, 135D Temple

2% %,

<BHEHA >

* Mairie dude (/3V % 3 X1%FT)
http://www.mairie3.paris.fr/mairie03/jsp/site/Portal.jsp

* Mairie du3e “Square du Temple”
http://lwww.mairie3.paris.fr/mairie03/jsp/site/Portal.jsp?document_id
=11634&portlet_id=969

* Paris-Walking-Tours. com “Square du Temple”
http://www.paris-walking-tours.com/squaredutemple.html

* Le Square du Temple—accueil Paris
http://paris1900.lartnouveau.com/paris03/squares/le_square_du%20_

temple.htm

(9) #HPr (Palais de Justice)

N D7k (Tle de laCité) OFEMIICH L, H<id/ v~y A\oRE%E
Bi CEET, Pitiid =T OFFm L L o7z, 14t mD, 3o
Tax)— (b)) HEE I, SEERESRE SNz 178945 ], 22T
SHAROBMBEATER S, BITEMBHPTE >N,

BTG ) FE ) OESERTERI N, VA BIEDOFEAT 2 - N
J—RADDIZ, Biiy A YEY FOBEMY PMESNT, ik, B
WYRYDEIBREE LTz ObTx, pp.68—691C7 %A VMliAsikiksh
TWwb)o VA IIMDZHMTHE Y 25T E R RoZFABMDNA—)VIX
Fld=)— - 7Y M7y MIFEHEZ AL, 15007 — TN L w I flitgz
&, FIEDSTHITEEAL LD

2, FROKNEN»2DT - Ty PRAFEN, FLOREEH 5T
W2 a 7 YIS EREANOR Y 2 LE P L7, BRI L& <, Fid
b Tz, FIEATEH ) OREDFE AR ARAE L TIE L W
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EEoTw5, LJ - Ey MRAZT 7 VB A L 720 FAEIEELIC
B 1O ERD L FMAE K 57225, BEORY ZwELR, Mok
POROEVEFREBRESIETCLE o7, S NEHiD ey KU T
SEIN, F¥A4YEY Fi3RHE N,

FPHEET H L, 07 JHREBEINERE L R L7203, Bo 2 IR
Moz Ro72e £ D77 ¥ ZAERIE, [HRFFRA] (Madame Déficito
FioZ &) PREEMEZFA L EZ 7.

17864F 5 H31H, 28 @R THkps I ey, 7 - €y PRAO—
BRIZATRIC R 5 7225, O 7 YHAINIESR L oo 7z EICIIHERZ 2, 7
I Y AERIGEAIZE VS, 7255, EERa 7 E2FLRS 72, mEEREO
HFkz W\ L7228 T, BROREEH 72, 20k, FDT - v bR
NEEH P ORE TRAD T HH, BEFTHE V] OF (voleurD, [erE ]
DE) DREETTEHTONLMNEZ T 72 #HME L TNAT 4 =21
BINpBRL, ur Pkt L7z,
<PgEH A b >
* Paris France.ca “Palais de Justice” (#IiT)

http://parisfrance.ca/attractions/palaisdejustice.html
* HHERE [ 75 > A IR o w3 EE
http://www.kantei.go.jp/jp/sihouseido/pdfs/dai5gijiroku-2.pdf
* Musée de la Prefecture de Police CEHUTIEWEH)
http://www.prefecturedepolice.interieur.gouv.fr/La-prefecture-de-police
/Service-de-la-memoire-et-des-affaires-culturelles/Le-musee-de-la-pre-
fecture-de-police
S ERTIEY TRICH L0, BEHTEEIINZE LYY -
=aJ - K- %)V FA#H% (Eglise St. Nicolas du Chardonnet) @
W2 H 5,

(10) a3~ ¥ = )VY =Y — (Conciergerie)
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http://www.conciergerie.monuments-nationaux.fr/
avyahTa—iE, BHEFR — MV FaR®E (k) LREUL
NIVDOYTEIIH D, 7T v AT/ F-Oconciergerield BB % 2 M AT
AN DS, RKXFETERFAPM V24 (La Conciergerie), 7T » A Hfnl
D28 FH A R ARRE 8o

I VT ) —ETFy OB T, TIEEROEHIZS72A, 14
HACE D & BTN R OARRE 7o 720 W, ZICAE SN EHED 7 4H
MWEHBDTE WA VI, av v 2 VY2 ) —3ERPREZIT - 72 %8
RSN D725 720

U TNVEIZH L IO SRV A 16t —5KiE, FHEE oG IME L LTTF
BRI N TV, BME-REeRC I L) T2 HAMMED B L
2o F72, VA6, KBOILA - Vv VLRIV A 17HEE LTRIE
S L) EVIEIDDH B L DIEITRIL TV 72,

JCE FE WA 2 & PR D17934F 7 H 3 HA 210K, 7~ b7 v bOFB
BICEANBHEMASTE vy x, plo7). S EaaHzHia ki,
RPNA « e WVEREPSTIEHEL 2. It ERFIZIHERD SR
WCHET SN ZN00/ 1 r ABO8 A2 HFRI 2K, ~U— T 7Y
Ay MIaryyo Yoy —~EirEni Wk, ¥y IEL, B~
V= TL—=X- Iy bay b EFRELY)HFXR— PSR I N7,

Iy T o) —HNERICIE, FREAHE TOT6H M2 # I L gE R
(O] PHHEINTYD, BRY OEISEICHREOHIZW, bz
T, FHICEEIATHTHNAZ AP TE0T, FLEOLMS A%
BREBEINIzE S OvTx, pp.107-108),

1793%E10H 5 H, =V — -7 ¥ b 7%y MIEFS N7z, 10H12H, (e
DI TERORET 23] 2 EORRERFD [FREORIFTH 54
—A M) TR BHELL, KOWNE, <V—--TYF7%y MET o
DEITAATWz, FROWT, BEEZRTHEEINZDT Thhorzdy, #
ERBIREHLZA > TEZ. PO TOEROEEH>TWE AL, HH
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LS o7z RTBw/ze vy (FE, pl08). 727, EiLidETfED
EBBOTRZ BT HNTHE, BIRE B L7ze BHIFINTHIEL TW2HR
DEIHTER, WECHEE L&) (FE, p.109).

10H15H, TEENOEMIIREE L7z, BERZHIZ I KMHFHELLSD
ZLC, tERIEHFZFES N (AL, plld. &AHA, &OHSIEN
PAdH ) 2 edpolzDThH b,

(11) 78V iliFd (Hotel de Ville)
*Ville de Paris (%1 Hi#%)

http://www.paris.fr/

13574RIC Y b VIR A SBHEOGITICBEL L 720 187T14ED/81) - a3 2
— VBRI L7245, 18824EITI0l D ICHE S N ze B D X 5 1Bl A
Thbo NVIZKRST, I—0 v OlT&EIERWEEYDIL Ve hITE
DREFFIDOTIZIE, 77 Y AIMEOEGEE LCTH A% THIE - 75 - 15
(Liberté, Egalité, Fraternité) OXENAFN T W5,
<PBgEH A >
* Ville de Paris “Hotel de Ville Virtual Tour”

http:/Iwww.paris.fr/portail/english/Portal.lut?page_id=8207&document

_type_id=5&document_id=34169&portlet_id=18967
* A View on Cities “Hotel de Ville”

http://www.aviewoncities.com/paris/hoteldeville.htm

(12) 79 v AJBEHEYEE (Musée de I' Histoire de France, Hotel de Soubise)
http://iwww.culture.gouv.fr/imcc/Actualites/A-la-une/La-Maison-de-1-his-
toire-de-France-s-installera-aux-Archives-Nationales

b LB TONHIKEOMET, TRV Y O#FEE, 779 VAN
HE, VYV - IV 0EMGEPHKIN TS, HWHEOBIZIZT
7 Vff (Hotel de Rohan) 2% %%, ZZ#BRoT7 v Kal#EL /) Off
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k Lf’fﬁofl/‘f:o

(13) AnF 77 LiEYEE (Musée Carnavalet)
http://iwww.paris.fr/portail/loisirs/Portal.lut?page_id=6468 (7 J » A3k
fi)
http:/iwww.paris.fr/portail/english/Portal.lut?page_id=8118 (J£5EH)

75 Y AKGHEROERPTEL TS, ) — - T¥ M T4y L OES

b %o

(14) EA3C#ESEE (Le Archive nationale)
http://www.archivesnationales.culture.gouv.fr/

77 v ALY EIERICH Y, 7T v ARMICHT 2 LREYS
i 20 ¥V — 7Y b7 %y MIWH O, Fhkx) FR— M T
TIREOFME T2, FMRIE, RISV Yyany - 25 T70MB#EL RS0
NRAEZ—VOFICHED, 18164FE TEDHFIEZHMONT VR Mol T
VFNVEETETHEME TR SR TWAEA, L) IARRREATHS (T
MOMFRIZT T ~, pp.215— 22012 #88%) o

(15) ¥4 v FIZXBWHER O — - T Y T4y PR T v F
* Smithsonian.com “Marie Antoinette”
http://www.smithsonianmag.com/multimedia/photos/?c=y&articleID=
10022971&page=6
179341015 H, SEHHIgE Z T2~ — - 7 v 72y ME, HENE
% &R ) FAR— MIRBEOTHEZ F V72, HEOFHHIZIE [10A16H
i 4 BE3050] L) HEEDSRLE NCwd, BE3hz 2 AoTEebzbaitlL
TROMEL, o L) LM wFTHORC SN, BOLILOBWHR
boTL %,
WO, TTFELITEREE S LE2FINT, AVBEELTHIEIIC
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FEoNle NVHTHEWSL DL — - T TRy NOKT %,

WCF RV YOBMRELDT T4y RBT T ATy FIFR L7, MBI

FlREFEATFIHEON, AZEZELTIE- 2 ) ELY LR, HRiEF~N0F

RIERTw2, FROBBZHET, BLVWEKAT H 7274 V= - L -

75 »F A\ (Marie Elisabeth Louise Vigée Le Brun, 1755—1842) »Miiv 7=

FREHRDE, MEVHIEDY XHTHAH) ho

L2, SHINOEFHECA LMY TVTz, EONTFBRIB T EIT

ERTFEHTL, 79 VAERELT, U7 - FLIYTORELT, &#

DBREERE) ELI2DIEAL S,

TR OB Z LT 2720, 280 TP EE B S N T2

51555, JCEACIZHE YIRS O WHH A TN & hrzo

<PB4EHFA >

*PBS (USA) “Marie Antoinette and the French Revolution”
http://www.pbs.org/marieantoinette/timeline/index.html

7 A ) A Ok RPBS (Public Broadcasting Service)DH 4 b 7273,
77V ARGDOTETEPERENICT L T oT 0D, T4, B
BAW 7 EDFEFE L T Bo PBSIZH VISR BN 2 HETHIS I
PBSO%ZH5JED 12, WGBH/Boston (http:/imww.wgbh.org/)i3% 4 &
BELRFFaxrys) —FMEHELTE 7,

* Smithsonian.com (USA) “Biography Marie Antoinette”
http://www.smithsonianmag.com/history-archaeology/biography/ma-
rieantoinette.html

Y= T U TRy bOEEEF LD, 5=V
LHMBEIPN TV D, FIRORT v FiE, TOR=IIHITF LN
BEOKR%KIZH 5. Marie Antoinette, Photo Gallery, Smithsonian.
comTHMEKTE 5,

* The National Gallery (UK) “Elisabeth Louise Vigée Le Brun”
http:/imvww.nationalgallery.org.uk/artistsielizabeth-louise-vigee-le-brun

—243 -



BB kA A BIRHE  No. 40

QY RrOFatv - Fx79)=12LbV - 77 Y RADEHEH,
*The National Gallery (UK) “Self Portrait in a Straw Hat” Elisabeth Lou-
ise Vigée Le Brun

http://'www.nationalgallery.org.uk/paintings/elizabeth-louise-vigee-le
-brun-self-portrait-in-a-straw-hat

Voo T5 Y RADEREIBT %5 2 A%, 17825EDRICHIfES

720
* Marie Louise Elisabeth Vigée Lebrun

http://www.artcyclopedia.com/artists/vigee-lebrun_marie_louise_elis-

abeth.html

(16) ¥~ - F=kK#% (Basilique cathédrale de Saint-Denis)
http://saint-denis.monuments-nationaux.fr/

P FoRBEOMTICIE, TVRIYRBIVBRELEOET H5
o HAFIRIERO17894E 6 H, EIERZOERNA - ¥ a ¥ 713wk L7,
PWAERTOEEDOBIZ, KBENVAL - Yy Vv (BOVA 17, FERRIZIZED
ML TWiR) OEEND S,

4IEDNVA « X VVIEHOFBIZ L D ERT &% o720%, T HUdE: %8
OMBE Y 725720 17934E 1 AV A 16HAMUH S, [F4E 7 HICHED 5
FIEEESND L, VA - e VIVZINFROHE S € VICHIT S, UK

WCRBHEEEEZ SNzt vw) . EROTK T, BEEWERE RSN

EWVI BB SE SN Ovyx, ppl08—109, 145-146% &), iz
BEHZES 2 d %L, FELBREIC 5721 ATBEIPNZ-ERTIZ10ET

Tl Zo7zd’, ZOOMIZII7TEICI Y S, I 20/MEIZRE S 7z
B ToVA17THOH A4 s 22H) . ETO.LEE AT 5 EEIZEO T
25, O H 7N SVDEIZR 2D b4 L\,

VA 16— THE—EZ LN -01E, BEREORLZ)— - FTL—X -
Yyvay b (1778-1851) 7Eodz. [RU— - 7L —X] &, BAOHEBT
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A=A MY TORF<YT - 7L YT (Maria Theresia, 1717-1780) D%

7T Y AGHERAILTZDDTH Do #MEPH THEFZSTE )R L [h5EE

RAEIE] B, WSS AFEHICHOTRE R o727 T Y AEDOEUDED

52T 5L Th5,

5 v TIVEIIBIT B E L (Madame Royale) OA:iGIZEBE 72, 17944F
5H, BEFHZLICLCEAROZ) FR— M S, F4E6 H, 1
ATHBRIZAN SN T2 D510 TR A ZZ, 17954, 17k > TWwicE
LINELWD 2O DER Y 1 — v ~\FESNTze 17994, KORHBT IV b
THOBFTT ¥ 7L —AREONVA (Louis Antoine de Bourbon, 1775-—
1844) EAEMSL, 77 L—2LAEKAN (duchess dAngouléme) & 7272,
182442362y v Wv1ott & LCRIfET 2 &, RAEKRT (dauphin) & 7%
D, ELIZTERTLE (dauphine) &% -7z, Bk~ — FL—X ¥
vay ME, #BXPEMEZBDONIZISEDO LA MD, 77 v AEHD5E
LRI L7184 FED " HHidrd, HAOH TRz, £ LT, 185142
BABH L NEEHKZ T2,
<PBgEH A >
(L&Y 2 v £ DEBORNF — L2 X—=2)

* Louis XVII (VA 171i)
http://en.chateauversailles.fr/history/court-people/louis-xvi-time/the-
dauphin-louis-xvii-

% Madame Royale (¥ —-5L—X- Y ynhuayv )
http://en.chateauversailles.fr/history/court-people/louis-xvi-time/ma-

dame-royale

(17) = KL —X#% (Eglise Ste-Marie Madeleine)
http://www.eglise-lamadeleine.com/
X FL—=XHRF2Y ¥ MHEROEPZZ 5B T, FY I rMEO LD
BRERBLIZZAS, BETH Do 184EICET = A M TIEIME D ¥ 3 /3 OFHEN
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BoiTbhZgmeLTdMmbhs, RVHRICHELEFNRTED, La
Madeleine T# L %,

17934F 1 A DR, VA 16t D@k~ F L — X H XD 51012300mi &
fio7z< FL— X EH (Cimetiére de Madeleine) (ZH#l3E 7z,
FEIOR IR S h7ze Bl ) — - 7Y P74y Fo#@EE <Y FL—X
FEHICEOA E NSz 7228, A2 BIEARE B O ICHE L TR KA E &
D, BEEOWEOHICHI S EIrNAFE 1 HUMEELZE W) (vr =z,
p.115) 6

ISI44EIZF R L & v S &F # B L TN (Elba) BB SN, VA
16t K71 s 7 2 Z4A5590 A 181 & UTRIL L 720 #rE LAY Il o &
RETNVRYROENTHEH Y - FoKREEAYWEL -0, Eaghih
SR DL AR 5 7218154F 1 H21H 725 720 EHOBRMIZIE, VA 161D
KBTIV M T (BT v Vv10th) 2ESEALEEE (Chapelle Expiatoire)
BT,

<PgEH A b >

% Les Amis de la Madeleine (¥ KL —XKD%)

http://www.lesamisdelamadeleine.com/

(18) /7 — kv - ¥4 KE¥4 (Cathédrale Notre-Dame de Paris)
http://www.cathedrale-paris.net/

= XMBED Y T BN D, [/ — v - ¥4 (Fxr 0w A HFETOuUr
Lady) 3®B<) 7T Z2EKRT 205, ZOLHOBRIT7 7 Y A{MICH 5.
ROEHE ) — V- FA, Lw) kD, HEAZESTD/ — V- 4
X, VOV TRIZHEDDESLS,

REEIITI63F TR T S NIASEGIRK L7z, TF v 7 BEOREET
BB, 18044F, FHRLA VOB 2 Tirbhiz, £hUEICIE, Vv
VX NI OYEFRERA R, 157227 ) - K FT v (BT v
Jaft, TVRIROBH) EETY v VL9 DRV ) v b R OR
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AT DAL,

(19 22D/ — MV - ¥ A KEE (Cathédrale Notre-Dame de Reims)
http://www.cathedrale-reims.com/notre-dame-saint-jacques-reims/

7 v A (Reims) ¥ ¥ ¥ /3 TH# %Y ¥ »78—=2a (Champagne) i
FHOHLHET T, /3 HER (Gare de I'Est) SEH T 1 BREIT & D fikc
bhbo REFIFA0TFITER SN2, BIEOREYII13 A 5 1414 I 2T
THEINZDDOTH L, TF v 7ROBEE Sh, BR7 7 Y ALI3Z
CTHUE LT & 720 1 RIK K TEY OREDHIES 72D, 204EH %
MFTHEI N,

17744E 5 JIZVA 1SRG TRA T 5 &, 18RDOERT VA - +—F
a2 A DIV A 16 E UCRIME L7z, #17754E 6 H11H, BEpt (HIzof,
EEDT ¥ A TREMWPEZ 21T H5) 28] b7z,

DSR2 EER, SUTHONVA v - 75 2%k (BAEDLycée
Louis le Grand) X% o720 AL L12, HBOPE LB EHEA LY
TFEIE, BEE LTEATVWEORAEL—-VEDATHo7 (FTo 0
TV, pl3)e 17804F 7 A1 HICESF L0 25 /- 0 RA ¥ L — UG BHE
WCHRELLRY, DT 7 A (Arras) IZR- T, NS LhFoRELL L
BRESLBELWALDZOIIEH L (FLEY =)V, U, plb)s

BUE, SRV VR IRFE OSN3 - 4 RF) ORBEICH B FEBED
#om*kiE, KT (Roi Soleil) & &)V A 14 (Louis le Grand, ¥EFET
Louis the Great) T& %,
<PBgEH A >
% Lycée Louis le Grand OV A - )V - 75 V%E)

http://www.louis-le-grand.org/albedo/index.php

(20) 777V v ¥ (BELkE) (Hotel des Invalides)

http://www.invalides.org/
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WA MO XY, 1T ERITER OB & LT3 ISR
SNz, =X E, F—24%% (Eglise du Dome) EIFEN5EXR
e HRIFOEEH ) BOCOFER % HENE 2o T %o 17894 7 H14 H O,
NYNTREZZOREGHED?S 277 8 TTO/NIEWET L L, TORTNZ
TA - WEL

—F, TvIT70y FiZFRL A v OEFTTLH 5, 18214E5 H5 H, 51
ROFRUF 3 OIEE L~ FALF (St Helena) B THEEZE L2
WHRIZEREZ 728w (Lry, pl29)e 7T VAEENMA - T4 ) v TD
WREIC XD, 18404E12H15H, ¥ AL T ENSEEINF KL 4~ O
B3 AM, 7770y FOF—ATICRES N/ 186144 ] 3 H, F
RLF v 3ttt (FRLVF VOBV L, BT a¥ 74 —XO#ENTF VA
¥ Y AOMICEENT) &, AR THLMARNF KL 4 v 1 Ho#EH%z
iR 2 N2 547 L7z, IS O TME =IO S5z,

S, FRLA U 2FEHOERY — - WA =X LDMICH 91T zm
—<E (BOIAeTayy MY OEDLIER, F2 RKIEFRKREH, ¥ z—
TN YEBHNDNT ATV REFPOT v 7 7)) v i Ehiz, +—
A DY TIXL93EI FA Y IZPE SN, 7T Y AT A Y Offi~7 1+ ¥ —
BUED®H - 726

WHLNIC B B WA (Musée de PArmee) 121%, BIXT7 5 » A FE0H
WA - SO KZaL s v ay, FRLE YO, BEORA -
HIHRISEAER I N TV 5,
<PBAEHFA >
% Tuscany.org “Elba” (ZIVNEBBGCENOY A MEA)

http://www.tuscany.org/Geographical-Areas/Elba-Island/
* St. Helena Tourism Official Website (> b AL FEBE8IEEN)

http://www.sthelenatourism.com/

(21) BEEELEFHK (Ecole Militaire)
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VA DG &) BB SN, 17724 RIS L2 £V AT, LEERE
BE T4, avyAEMEOFRLF Y - KF/2OV MIISETAZFL, 1784
—17854FICC T THAL, MR e LTHE LD, BERL TL %
Motze AMATENLLEFHOTE DS, 204E%ICT T ¥ AFDO BRI 5 LHED
FHLAZTHA ) H
<PBHEHA >
* Collége interarmées de défense (7 F » AFEFE FEFKEK)

http://www.college.interarmees.defense.gouv.fr/

% Napoleon.Org “Ecole Militaire-Champs de Mars Military School”
http://www.napoleon.org/en/magazine/museums/files/Ecole_Militaire-
Champs-de-Mars_Military_School.asp

%A View on Cities “Champs de Mars” (#fit3})

http://www.aviewoncities.com/paris/champdemars.htm

(22) = b7 —nElEEM (Arc de Triomphe)
http://en.parisinfo.com/museum-monuments/3/arc-de-triomphe-centre
-des-monuments-nationaux

FRVA V1 Homic k) EEEh, [9EM] L &iFiE, oz h7—

WElEEM % BN FEARD AL NTH S 9o SliEME T 7 v AEOFKNE

Z572DOFYT, TIERLMIY Y V) YEY FE EEREER R

SHRIRICII TV B, 72720, FRLVA VAVEETWLIIIER L Bh o7

19204F, £ 1 RIF R THRIE L 72 1 AL R OEDHUFEM O T2k

J o ize 19224E Lk, 4 6 RREICBEOKRP s, RAfrbi b,

82 KRR OM S, ZoRMPEER D2 I3 kDo 7

(23) HN—¥IVGlhEM (Arc de Triomphe du Carrousel)
18054F, 77 Y ADA DAL TRILEN, V—"7)VE O
HHNEEZ, F3EMMPTFTRTONZIEMTH S5, HEROKIA Z
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STWEDT, EEPNTHIIHRZ S, 8KOKEADIHIIKZ 5N 525,
BFISA—MVEEEH F ) EL iz, BEKIET P — VElEMIEE
o LY —=70FF— 71213, 1805EDT T AT VY v Y DRV A
DN BT B HFFIAE TN T2,
72750, FELF V@AV —ENVIEMDIVNE W ERICAST, B2kl
JEM &z @i sz, INAHROT b —VElEMTH S,
<PgEH A b >
* Paris Pages “Arc de Triomphe du Carrousel”
http://www.paris.org/Monuments/Carrousel/
* Napoleon.Org “Arc de Triomphe du Carrousel—Paris”
http://www.napoleon.org/fr/magazine/musee/files/Arc_Triomphe_Car-

rousel.asp

(24) =) ¥%E (Palais de I'Elysée)

http://www.elysee.fr/president/accueil.1.html

Y EEIRITIEIMFBOEE & LTRETO Iz, VA 15HOHMER > /3
Fo—=VRAR, THRUF YORNOFEY a¥7 1 —XE5d 2 ZITEAL,
18154EIS, T =TV H—DEWIZEN /TR L4 ix, 22T2EHOBRM
IZFEA LT, BTMENLRKMHEERE LTlEDLNTWE25, 72 ADE
TA NG AERLRD, WIBIZRFATE 2w,

¥ (Elysée) ¥ v MiioL) 2% v, ThbERBEOER
A2 ER T 5, v ¥ E¥KR#ED (Les Champs Elysées) DElysées
bR LFHNTH S, FEFETIEElysiumE %%,
<PBgEH A >
% Palais de I'Elysée et son histoire

http://www.elysee.fr/president/la-presidence/l-elysee/histoire-du-pal-

ais/le-palais-de-I-elysee-et-son-histoire.6172.html

77 Y AKRMBENF R — L=V I2H B L) EHDEEL,
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* The White House Virtual Tour
http://www.visitingdc.com/white-house/virtual-tour-white-house.htm
TAVHIDERTA MNTADT 7 —=F %)« I T —,

2. NIF¥—

(1) 77— nu—Hik

18154E3 H1 H, FRLA VIZIANERBBL, 75 v AEBEIHIC L
L7ze RRIIEIFORETHZ, #IKPI T3 H20HIZT 24 V) — =B AR
L7ze 74 =Y EEOSMENE, FRLVA ¥ 2HT KRR ZHKL 72,

3y HBO 6 HI6H, FRLF Vi@V F—Eolf L =—T7af k>
FIBFI L7z 22252 AROISH, 7Y 2y VOMICH LM T -7 10
— (Waterloo) THA®E L LBIZMIL L7z 6 A22H, FRLF Vi
2EHOBMFIZEXRL, #o [HHXT] (Les Cent Jours) 1% -7z
7TH14H, FRLAF VA F) AT E RO, 4 XY RAIRFICES
-0y ORIOEMLE L L L) &, KEEOME, HEHELY AL S
AOFHNM L7 (L, pp.l25, 128).

VEDOTY 2 v L VITAT v FO—HT, ~VF—JiE7—7ra—0
BV L15ERDISETH o720 BUE, "VF—DFESFHIIA T v ¥k
FEROBFEZF F V FEEVT I VE), 79 VA, FAVED 3D
THb, LOTI Y FIVHETIEA T VFEN, MOTR Y TIE7I v
AFEMMEDND, —T5, BT 2 v beVidsedk 2 A ERERET, @) 0%
i, BROENLR Y, T8t TV FiEL 7T VAGETERRIN TV D,

BUFE, 7 =700 —OHRPHI KRR > T b ik E A —
FTCRBYT— (FF) X, SAFYOROEIIHIEY Y — LV T —
(Centre du Visiteur) THATE %5, £ % —Tl&, Mok ~nItimA
HHWHEL T 5,
<PBgEHFA >
% Maison du Tourism de Waterloo (77— L& —8GENT
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http://www.waterloo-tourisme.be/

(2) 944 v®k (Champ de Bataille de Waterloo—Hameau du Lion)
http://www.waterloo1815.be/friwaterloo/ (7 5 ¥ AFEI)
http://mww.waterloo1815.be/en/waterloo/ (FEgEHR)
http://www.waterloo1815.be/fl/waterloo/ (7 < > FER)

7T Y AEORMEEDP LTS 72T 4+ ED, 18264124 T » D8
W7z [94 4 Y@ k] (La Butte du Lion/Lion Mound) @ FIZZ %2 7.2,
HE2S, F—uy OmExR LIRS 23520 TE 5, B
7 - 8 HOHKITIE, KEDFEY, EROITE, BEOBHRL L, ELzk
ETEDAXNY M ThILS,

Eo§ i, 7—7 0 —0in2 KRE#E360BD/3 ) 7 THILL
727 =7 v -0k F<ffi (Panorama de la Bataille de Waterloo),
T—=F N — DB L 72 EEAY R EOWMAE» D M NEHE (Le
Musée de cire) 7 EXH 5,
<PBgEH A >
* Lion Mount Hamlet “Photo Gallery”

http://www.waterloo1815.be/en/waterloo/615-photo_gallery/

* Lion Mount Hamlet “Events”

http://www.waterloo1815.be/en/waterloo/563-/

(3) =V ¥ HYEE (Musée Wellington/Wellington Museum)
http://iwww.museewellington.com (7 J ¥ A§ERR)
http://mww.museewellington.be/index.php?lang=en (JE&EN i)

EYy— - by —LEREIISATHPVIICH S, [1815] ORE R

FHMBEICHCTW 20T, MORYME—HEKRZ, WEIZIE, 7—7V

O—DWRWTAFXIR - FF505 - FTuL by OMEEEZRHELY 2 v

b 2B (Arthur Wellesley, The First Duke of Wellington, 1769—1852) @
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BN EWBHNL, 75 v ARl CWzEfELR EARREN TV, 2 Y
¥ b UIE S OBYIZFE4A R (Le Quartier / The Headquarters) & &, 18154F
6 H18H, 7= 0 —ORVOBEMZMEZICT LD, T 2 v~k
L 720

FRUA V&R, T VA —3F T Y TT T AFE LR L, 1809
FAZANRS VEEROA F) ZAHRFE S E G SN, 18L44EICH 7 T ¥
ANHERL, B X o TR EZ 72, 18154, o) ¥ b Y AEHIA ¥
AREELELTY 4 — Y RBIISIML 720 1828 — 1830412131 ¥V A HM 2 B
D7, BAWEMIC R o724 FY AHE EHE—OFITH 5,

FRUF VOBMLEIT BRIz o) v M i3RI o7z, £ FY A
OREIRM =2 —Y—F ¥ FTIB40MFEIZT =) ¥ + Y O AERR S, 18654
WAL+ —27 > F (Auckland) »SE CALED Y =) ¥+ VIZEREH
INn7z,
<PBHEHFA >
* Wellington Museum “Gallery: Reconstruction of the first battle of Wa-
terloo (1705)”

http://www.museewellington.be/index.php?option=com_content&task
=view&id=13&Itemid=14
RAD T — 7 V1 —DENEI7054E 12 T 720 20054 8 H20-21
WCHB SN OCOBEPHIRE N TS,
* Royal Museum of the Armed Forces and of Military History Brussels
—Belgium

http://www.kIm-mra.be/

(4) B3t 7#% (Paroisse Saint-Joseph/I'église Saint-Joseph a Water-
loo)

http://www.sjoseph.be/

http://www.sjoseph.be/content/view/17/32/
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72 ) Y b OIS S, REOMEMIZIET A L Gh -
72u A XY - Fx UL (Chapelle Royale) 25% 1), 1=—27 hL% A5,
RN, 7—TVE—ORWTEIEL - L0BERETL— Foftl, 2
DR REDOWIEE 28T 2TV — P HEHD %,

(5) FRUF U EBEOFI4SES (Le Dernier Quartier-Général de Napoléon)
T =7V —DRNT, FRLVF YREOEIGFEPEDPN T2, T4

X, 74 2—EY (La Ferme du Caillou/ Caillou Farm) TH o7z, 74+

COEPLHEICH S mEETW57290, HTOBEFILETH S,

<PBIEHA >

* Province du Brabant wallon “Le Dernier Q.G. de Napoléon”
http://www.brabantwallon.be/fr/Tourisme-et-loisirs/domaines-provin-
ciaux/le-d.q.g.-de-napoleon.html

* Attraction Touristiques et Musées de Belgique “Dernier Q.G. de Napo-

l1éon”
http://www.attractiontouristique.be/attractions/att/culture-histoire-
militaire-vieux-genappe-175-dernier-quartier-general-de-napoleon.

html

3. 1V
(1) FA v EE
KA Y ORI EASE, &K, SROBETH L, 1813FITFRLF D
HEx L o727 ukf Y RBEONR (B> b, AUWFEE, &Ky Y) 2,
BRI N A Vil — 2T Tlie L 722 AR Ds S RVl 7 — 12 L7z 2 &2
k35 (L, p.36)o
<PBIHEHA >
* N A VRMEE B [ B A Y @ERHE o
http://www.tokyo.diplo.de/Vertretung/tokyo/ja/09__D_20Info/Informa-
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tion/Uebersicht.html

* RegierunGonline (F 4 Y #FEBHF AR K — L ~R—7)
http://lwww.bundesregierung.de/Webs/Breg/EN/Federal-Government/
federal-government.html

* BRI S 5 [HAOEKRE F1 )
http://www.sarago.co.jp/nfhtm/de.html

* German Flag History

http://www.german-flag-history.com/german-flag-history.html

(2) 947V 4 eV &M (Fordenverain  Volkerschlachtdenkmal
Leipzig e.V)

http://www.voelkerschlachtdenkmal.de/joomla/index.php
18134F10H, FAY DI 4 7Y 4 (Leipzig) T, 7uft> - F—A b
V7 By T OMEEENT T Y AEEW o720 TNHTA TV 4 LD G
ERES) Thb, B, #EFIN) 2 HHAL, BP0 BMLAFKRL
F o, WALy HBORICH L IVNBNER SN, 79 Y ATE
BSEG L, VA6 oRE T a7 v 2ah3 L £ 184k & LCHIGL L 72,
18984E HLISAEDT T, T4 77 4 LRIMIE 891 A — b VO DM E S
BToHNz (EFTEPragerstr. 210) . HSIET 4 7Y 4 e OHULERD B
ANISFIEETETIT o728 2AHIZH 5, ELITIFT Y TREBRIDH 5,

(3) 4711
http://www.4711.com/ekw+M52087573ab0.html
http:/www.4711.jp/ (HAECHEE)

F+—52au (Eaude Cologne) (75 Y AFET [NV okl & EKT
b0 7T VAHTr IV G [au—=a] LRETHH, U—<ORRET
WEDF LT DK% o720

17429F, A 5V T A7 2 I ADF =730 Y OLTHWIFEL72DOH47110

—255—



BB kA A BIRHE  No. 40

HBFEDTHDH, 79V AERNT NV 2 HHE LR, HEISE 2T 72208,
JEDFEMATIINZDFE FREXIC R o720 A —F a1 VAT11IHIEROFE ) A%
HBMTh 5B,

(4) "=}t —z DHEFK (Beethovenhaus)
http://www.bethoven-haus-bonn.de
12dHH~X— ="z (Ludwig van Beethoven, 1770—1827) OAR
EEWEEIZ Lo TARAZ R E, KHOERDDH %, Virtual TourlZAb &
71 A FHB60EE K DT, ERHICHEMEOTEHE L, HWEEELOM Y (257
S TWVDEHND &) REHFEIKRD R 5,

N— b=V VIZFRLF I —0 v NIZEGHEO R A E21ES &
BiffLCwizo 2L C, HICBIFE23 0 o328l [RF50 M 21EfL
TWice 7275, F RV VORI O E MW ElRIIRY, Bl L7
) OEGEOBELE P EH LIzE V) BT [ (zafh) —»
LEROBNRDODIZ] LS Nz (F2E, p9l). INDS, 18044125
FINTREME 3% [HME] Z2FEH (EW55) OHIkE SN,

%8B, 1809 IO SN2 7 i Z8liss 5 (547 ] Zh R (TEm73)
&, E7 HREIO LS RIERE Mo 720T, €T 2 Bl oho 2

EVI)EBERTHEMITIONLS THS ([, pl00). FRLAVHETFTOHN
72 TIE R\, 18094EICT7 TV AN 4 — &2 HFHLZKE, X—F—7
TR ESIBST2THA D D

IBIS4EE, TRV A VA2 EHOBMUEZL, I—a v/ 027 T R
MO SEIE L7z 7 4 — ARG TRARHNIIRE L < 20, A2 38
MOFEREWIIh o720 R=F+ =Yz VIZFL YOIERY F— (Friedrich von
Schiller, 1759—-1805) 2 ANMEZFr R 727 & Lic [KE 0¥ (An die
Freude) ZfEMiL, &85 9 & [N ] =HH (fFm125) 25l s¥72
YGRS NI LEPESINE L A 572205 BrxOWE% F D
Z, 18244FT7 4 — ¥ THRH S N7z
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<PBIHEHA b >
*NHKEE [ETVHE BFEZH0Y 7+ =—] (19944 7 H26 HBG%)
http://www.nhk.or.jp/archives/nhk-archives/past/2006/h070311.html
TR IS IC & o 7oA BT I, 85 1 KIEFURHRIRE,
B - R THIEIC 2 o 72 M4 Y 3910008 A S hize 24R107 A
O, BEHIIHIITGER E DRI VIR Z FET, B 3efbzikl
TV 7ze 99 HCBMWEIZ19184E 6 H 1 H7Z 5720 WM& F A
VG LM ERD TV D,
*N— =TV NTZ RV [HEON 1917 - 19194EH0K (HA) 12
BB VA VHBRNEFROALMAES N—b—Fx¥ - NTZX K¥ F
ERZ |
http://www.beethoven-haus-bonn.de/sixems/detail.php/43872
* UG N A VA
http://www.city.naruto.tokushima.jp/contents/germanhouse/
http://www.city.naruto.tokushima.jp/contents/germanhouse/ruhe.html
(fEHL —T)
FAVHEBRFE-LOHRE, T, HHmZERELRWHIRAESH
Twb, ERPROANEFENEZHERETLHI—-F—bH %,
*¥NHK [ZORERAT N~z 118 R— b —r7 = VI | ~FRIC
HHZ P00 7228~ ] (20024F12 7 18 H %)
http://www.nhk.or.jp/sonotoki/2002_12.htmI#03
*NHKHEE IR FI~F v o7 BREBNMWE ~X— -7 HHE~ND
#r0 1 (20074E12 7 26 H Jiei%)
http://www.nhk.or.jp/dramatic/backnumber/78.html
#1F & D13Production, NFBAS20054E(ZHIfEL 720 RX— =7 =~
X7 —0F [REICEET] 2tls, $48E [KREoHk] 1ca&T
DNBEDWHE L THHIZR 2822072, —T5, ZOWITEISE T
Sh, FFA - A, HEER REEROENThThO B E
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& B 7z flib 7z,
* The European Union “European Symbols”
http://ec.europa.eu/delegations/tajikistan/what_eu/european_symbols
/index_en.htm

=0, (Ode to Joy) 1%, FRMES (EU) OFL dhoTwb,

4. #—XAMU7F
(1) Yyz—=r 75 (Schlo] Schénbrunn)

http://www.schoenbrunn.at/

WTICHBZEE LT R iE, T EETLRVELDEY a3 ¥
1 —XEHSL, A=A MITEWNTIIT VY IHOELZS) — - V[ =Xk
HIEL7ze TRV VOSBRE R o 72D HANEIR L 72D T, D
FHRY a €74 =R bLbhoiznbiZe vy (LYY, plis), 7275,
Va4 —XIMERL BEOMGERLRITA I LRI NI,

FRUF VIF18054F L 18094FIC 2 BE 4 — VAR L, Y z—V TV U E
W& ik e UCiio 7z, AMEH LSRR IX [ R LA o] LIfEns,
—J, BEEOK¥YI1)—1%, FRLF VRFOBBEREFHLE) 20—
Oy NGHEESEE o7y 1 — & (1814-1815) DR EE o7,

TRV F Y OETIX18114E 3 H20H 1A L, u—~<T (Roi de Rome) ®
MaEbz 5Nhiz, 73) TIZ101ZEDMIANE Y B 7z, KTV SEITH S
nal, BREFEHENERIIFG- 72 HXOREORFIZFIA LI 2F Y
}% (Herzog Von Reichstadt, 1811-1832) & Xi¥h, XAWHEL-HE%
HOORED 128 LTS TWizg NT ATV T KOTRED 7 i 35121
PRTWZ2T 4oy y MR, JREHICS»0b 5 THERICA - TR Z
L, 18324EIC2IEDE ST ot B, TRV VOMIZIEZTIA Y
2879 FADTFTARAZPERINT WS,

(2) E=v 7NV FiL&fE (74 a2y 2) (Mozart House Vienna)
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* Mozarthaus Vienna
http://www.mozarthausvienna.at/en/

Y4 — VITTI7844EH S5 17874E F TE—Y 7 )V I (Wolfgang Amadeus
Mozart, 1756—1791) A%, FE [ 7 1 A2 ORE] % FH 78 % HY
fEIC L7z BE=Y 7V MY 4 —VINTLIRG S8 L L72A%, BUFT 5D
B ORBEHZTTH L (B, p.76)o

TIVADBRMERE—Z N - F—F2A¥ v - K=<z (Pierre
Augustin Caron de Beaumarchais, 1732—-1799) &, 75 ¥ A& CEilh [~
1 FuofEss] (Le Mariage de Figaro) Wiz, [7 4 F O OfHMs] &
[t¥ ) 7 OMER]| Ot T, &ET3IMIEL %S,

Bl [7 4 Faofiis] 13178448 4 Wi S n7z2s, BRICHHN 2N
HTT QI RESILE o7 SO, 75 Y AEGOERNICE /2L
ERVDbNL, bolkd, HEtOF L LTEIRR -~y =id, Bk
DORCNERIBE L CHREOMM 2, 7 AV HWVEGICIT T v AERLEOR
il LCHRRBMICHRZZRME L 2F 0, fudlEEd, $bb7 oy
x ¥« LY —24 (Ancien Régime) o A#72 572,

iz o TRBEENILAZE=Y 7V ML, F=< ¥ = Olilli% A
7)) TREOWE [ 7 4 T u o] (Le Nozze di Figaro) & LCfEliL, 1786
LT 4 = DTN RIS THE L7ze 7 4 — ¥ Tl Riiskk & 7 5 7295,
TINTERES N, RiFHE % o7

BRI, BEEDOTINERANITO—FT, NTATIV I ROLETIZ
Holze 16184, NTATVIROA M) v ZLERICKFE L, BLEofiE
T INBOBPOETH L7 Thd, =0 v ) STRAPDOREDTFH
W & 7 o 72 ARG (1618 —1648) DHIGTH Do 19684E121%, FIFEA
Al e 2 ) HE(bE RFLZ RO 2 EE) [ 77 0F] »lE/, vilz
HUDMZHIK S A E DTV Y % 7 AR EAMR L, EEIIHTE S M. #
204F 7%, 19894E11H DNV Y » OREFIEICF = 2 A TUNF T DAL 13D h
LOREME Lz, 19934F 1 H1H, FoIAunFridFoabiunty
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WCHHEL, TINEFzaFERE o7,

<PBIHEHA >

* 4 — DR
http://www.wien.info/ja

% Saltzburg.info (VY 70 7 BOGEN  3EFER)
http://www.salzburg.info/en/

* Mozart Geburtshaus (E— 7 v h DAR)
http://www.mozarteum.at/museen/mozarts-geburtshaus.html

PNy 7V HNICH %o 17564 1 H27TH, T2 TE—Y 7V Y
HELZ, Yx— VTN VEBRO LD RHBVEESHIRINTS 5,

* Mozart Wohnhaus (E— 7 )V h ®F)

http://www.mozarteum.at/museen/mozart-wohnhaus.html
17734E 2 H1TSIAEDR, 74 —VICHZ FTE—Y 7V b PBHEAT
Wiz, Y T I HHNORK,

*EE—Y 7 V77 AMF (Internationale Stiftung Mozarteum: ISM)

(H A
http://www.mozart.jp/item/2685

P T 7 ISR % 18 < BIfR. 18414F 123 S N7z 2K
K& D LI, 18B0IEIZH I Y T 7 TRATR L7z, 284y, e,
WI7ED 3 DDHFERIT o T bo HADIHRE, HAE—Y 7V Mif
KThhbo

* HRE—Y 7V Mi&
http://www.mozart.or.jp/

* The Prague Castle “Old Royal Palace”
http://www.hrad.cz/en/prague-castle/guidepost-for-visitors/old-royal-
palace.shtml

T IR A A — L= (Welcome to the Prague Castle) D
ZHbo =TRSO I & 7 2 FHEDE & 7235 DG L fREIAHYE
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HINhTW5b,

5. 1¥UZX
(1) +9 77 V#H—IRY (Trafalgar Square)

18054FED + 7 7 7 VA — Dk T, AV Y (Horatio Nelson, 1758
—1805) H\W B A FY AWEN, 7T VAL ARS Y OMEERE - 720
ANV VIEIEL72AS, 7T ABIIA XY A LRSS L E X ko
726

AL YEET Y AR ENTZY T T NVE MFEROFHELIIBHETH S, A
NA Y ORMWIZY 77V F Vv (Gibraltar) DR (EHH) »HY, 77U 7
KBED LIZidt Y & (Ceuta) DU (AXA V) Db

Oy FyONT 77 VH—IEYZIE, T 7 7 VA — O THRIE L 72 %
W PP DGDLD. 50mD i EHH HHHED R, BERR4EHDOT A 4~
BIZHENTIED, EHIIa Y Frodubficsh ), Jflicida—o vy /3f
BofkmialL sy arik#EbSF a0l - x5 — (The National Gallery)
Wb

LaAIZ, bT T 7 VA= EBIIZIATHEDSRIEE, /vy = —BUfF 5%
57 N)ARA V) =AU THND, T, 62 RIEFKEPIZ RS VIS
BYSNTZ )NV 2 — %A F)APKHE L2 LI T 2 E#Z2RT,
<PB4EHFA >
* The National Gallery (UK)

http://www.nationalgallery.org.uk/
* Christmas in Trafalgar Square—Christmas tree lighting ceremony
http://www.london.gov.uk/trafalgarsquare/events/xmas.jsp

* Trafalgar Square—a brief history

http://www.london.gov.uk/trafalgarsquare/history/index.jsp

(2) £ b - K= K¥®E (St. Paul's Cathedral)
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http://www.stpauls.co.uk/

COHIZY 7Y Y APRNOBEZ R TI2DIF6044E72 5720 £ D%, HEE
HAKKITHE, BHIEOEY XIS DICETON, —T, 2 KRR
RO ZEERII A BRI  IET o

NWNF A VHEOY Y - ¥ b o KRBEICEM2ELTFS v &, av
FYRPOLEINT WD, 184 TH, Fy—NVABRKFESATF - X
Nl (4R ORHRD 2 TR SN

o FBEIZIEA FY ARICARER LA OEDDH L, 180540 T 7 7
VA —DHERTT T ¥ A« AR VEEERE B 728 VY Y fEEIE, 1806
IV b - K=V THEZEEL L7z 1815FED T — TV H—DHWTFHKRL
T UVOEEW STy ) v UIE, 18524 EICEIZEE B o T

2 RMHRKRE A F) AERZEEL, v FUHRIC T2 b - K=
Wz ] LD 72T ¥ —F VIt 4 ¥ ZAEM (Winston Churchill, 1874
—1965) 32 ZCHEZEE 2D, TOBMKIIBBCT VA &7 LETAREIIRL
bz,
<PBgEH A >
* St. Paul's Cathedral “Timeline: 1400 Years of History”

http://www.stpauls.co.uk/Cathedral-History/Timeline-1400- Years-of-

History
*The Holly See ()NF 7 Y THEIAR A — 2 R—=)

http://www.vatican.va/
NF 7 V1filE (The State of the City of Vatican) D& —AX—J|Z
X, RHFEOI T VR, A YT, 7T Y ATEROM, EFE, KAV
i, ANRA VER, RV N HVEE, PEERD L. R ELOHEb»rHHE
JEMEL Th g, F 7 == (REFEHE R S EREICS
%) OWNERT %,

(3) KEMMYEE (The British Museum)
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http://www.britishmuseum.com

FRLAVEAFVRADA Y F - =L &WiO20, 77V AHE2LT S
FANIRE L7z =27 MEAEFRD17994FE, oty ¥y B#k7 v —F) TEH
KEADPEREN, 0¥y ¥ - A b— (Rosetta Stone) (ZALICHT1964E (2
o7z 7 L= A4+ 25 HogEHo—#BT, FRZY 7 tovzol)
7 (BRXF), TETA vy (REXLE), BIOF) V¥ XF0 3HET
HENTWz,

18014, A FYRAESHA RIHL L, 7TV ARMEHEICEDRTELE
B bIuty ¥y - A = MoER, EAEEZRST, TLFRHUF
U TS L 72 7275, 18014E 8 HICHiRE ST LY B 7 o Ll
FET, BYEAF) AFIIET L Loz, 18024F, Tty ¥y - A b=V
A FYZADR—Y I ZABWIZHEF L, T FroFEHERas, b REEYE
BEh?: (Fxal -7y F)a—=X [a¥y ¥ - XA b—r] HARGER,
RIETE AR GRS,  19894F, pp.9—12),
<PBgEH A b >
* Rosetta Stone (B€vy ¥ - A h—V)

http:/imvww.britishmuseum.org/explore/highlights/highlight_objects/aes

/t/ithe_rosetta_stone.aspx

(4) o +—%—)L—*H (Waterloo Bridge)
Tour UK (uk) “Waterloo Bridge,Embarkment Embarkment and Waterloo,
London WC2 and SE1”
http://www.touruk.co.uk/london_bridges/waterloo_bridgel.htm

7 =7 Va0 —DRCDOBFEFICH B ATHHIT bz, TOEE, T4 741
7Yy —FEoME [EE] (FEEWaterloo Bridge, 19404E, 4 ¥ 1) & il
1E) OB LG ThdH 5,

HRAI, BMBEHATAM SN [HE] BEER - HHEOHH—RIZ
WEEGZ, FVFFI [B0fd] 2#AA, HRTOERIE, WK -
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AHHNT (EFTIZHES TH) OBFREGISESHRR Shi,

(5) 7+ —%—)L—ER (Waterloo Station)

420HBU Y FYOFERD 1D, MO FHERIEZE, ¥ 77X -7
(King's Cross), w74 7 bV 7 (Victoria), 7$57 4 ~ b~ (Paddington) T
H5bo

WOTC, TA—F—=Bliu s Fr&2X), urfFre7yavkir
fix1—ax ¥ — (Eurostar) DREERTH o7z, BUE, T—0RAF—FK
WHEHMOEL Y - /¥ 2 5 2 (St. Pancrass) B2 53T 5, UL,
N =+ Ry ¥ =)= A TEX/I ol F v X - 7 a AFUCHET %,
<BHEHA >
% Visit London—Official City Guide & London Hotels (2 > F > #EZN)

http://www.visitlondon.com/

* Transport for London (& ¥ K ¥ ZSi#HP)

htt:/iwww.tfl.gov.uk/

(6) 74 YH—Ik [T+ —F—N—DH]
http://lwww.royal.gov.uk/TheRoyalResidences/WindsorCastle/Virtual-
Rooms/Overview.aspx

v 4 =3 (Windsor Castle) OEELIE, 11HEICY 1V 7 AMERTAS

REDEEFENZ LT D, BAERAFIAEREY 4 Y —ROFEKT

IYHFRZA I I TE GHREZBRITTH, KEOWAAFIEA F ) A H

VIO S,

WOWFHIZIZ [T+ =5 —V—DM] 3B 5D, WOIEMEITIX, B F¥

DNy F 2 AEEER UL R Tbh, RWE1E v,

T4 YHF—OIE, Oy FYOFERD 12874 ¥ b VERH S EHEIIR

D, 1EFEVHEZT, MO5OHEMICHL, 74 X F =A<, 1440

AN ) — 6 HARIK L7228 T ) v 7« A7 =), £ —} Y (Eton
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College) #d %, &Ml <T, BTHEAEDAZIFANS,
<PBIHEHA >
% The Official Website of the British Monarchy (f ¥ 2 EERA— 24X
—3)
http://www.royal.gov.uk/
* The Royal Borough of Windsor & Maidenhead

http://www.windsor.gov.uk/

6. 7AUH
(1) ELBEARLEYEE (Smithsonian Institution National Museum of
Natural History)

http://www.mnh.si.edu/

TAVADEET LV s Y iZHBHAI V=T Y% (Smithsonian Insti-
tution) OE HARTHEWENZIE, 774 T7DL) RiEwEAE L [F—
T FAXEYN] OBV F DL, O, v)—- T TRy DY
AXYEYFOFHMY (RTTE2HT v M), FRLFVPEELZYa vy
4 —=RZHRITAXEY FOEMY R EDFK S5,

(2) [R"=7 - % 4¥E> F] (Department of Mineral Sciences, Hope
Diamond)
http://mineralsciences.si.edu/hope.htm
BN FAR LA (E7 Y Y b y) OR=Y, FHLEEAFEIIRLLEN)
R=T - FAXVEY FORER, IR L 200K % EHHo T Do v
A TAEDHIE L T2 RiE (79 Y ADFWF AL Y'Y K] LI, 697
Fv Motz ZDOHRA Y bPEN, BUEIR45.527 T v bH b,

(3)) RY=-TY I NTAY FOFAXYEY RDA Y Y 2] (The National
Museum of Natural History (USA) “The Dynamic Earth, Marie Antoinette
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Diamond Earings”
http://www.mnh.si.edu/earth/text/dynamicearth/6_0_0_GeoGallery/
geogallery_specimen2.cfm?SpecimenlD=4028&categorylD=1&query
=marie%20antoinette%20diamond

FEZEHAREWE FE7Y Y hY) OR=Y, U= Ty TRy b

Fk L T2 4 XY EY FOHAD L, 14.25% 5 v +L20.3447 5 v bOE

END b, 1ISWHICEHNSN/ZFAVYEY FOERE LTS, BERMAED

H5b

(4) TFRLFYDFAXYEY FDAR Y 7 LA (Department of Mineral
Sciences, Recent Research on the Napoléon's Diamond Necklace)
http://mineralsciences.si.edu/collections/napoleonnecklace.htm
EEARBEWEE ETY YY) OR=V, FRLF VAT — - VA
—AZHES T AXEY FOHSHIY, ¥4 YEY FOEH) 2 H T 72<
)= VA = XD W B EPFHENT WD, ¥4 VEY F2EIHTH
BILZGETYAYEY FIE, F, fk B4 @il
FRLULFVEFEDZHETILVEIGY a ¥ 714 —XZWIEL, NTATW
TROBEIY) — - WA =X (FA VEHRATTIT - V1) Loz
PR L7z 18ROELII NG S 2H3512, AHIEHR L TH 2 RV 40D
Blog< o il oze LrL, MNOERICEITZZIEMIZES $ TlEE 2 4
RIATE, FARBOYTEZOLEIRR 72,
TONR=JI2E, vV = VA =X v 7 L A% GITAHT 72 B IR & 4
v I VADAS TOFDGHELEREN TV S,

(5) Wi | | (Curses!)
http://www.pbs.org/treasuresoftheworld/a_nav/hope_nav/hnav_level _
2/level2_pitch_curse_hopfrm.html

TAYAPBSDON—Y, K—T + ¥AXEY FOFHEELETHEE LY
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£ M Thb, BIEOFHAED [7 A AER] 203, EZ7 2 HHRE
Y (AI V=7 Y& P T 52925 THhb.

(6) [WV:iZdh 53] (Curses debunked)
http://www.pbs.org/treasuresoftheworld/hope/hlevel _1/h5_debunking.
html

TAUAPBSDON—Y o K—T + FAXE Y FOBNMEHAIGE) TH DS

ERFEH L 72,
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