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NOBUKO HASEGAWA(E#®III F)
The Possessor Raising Construction: Transitivization, Causative, and
Experiencer

Dealing with non-agentive transitives, Hasegawa (2001, in press) proposes a system where the
small v category is considered to have two independently specified features, [+Object Case]
[+External Role]. This paper is a sequel to it and proposes an analysis of the possessor raising
construction (PRC), where the subject is interpreted as a possessor of the object, syntactically
deriving the particular reading, namely ‘experiencer’, on the human subject of PRC. It will be
shown that PRC is observed not only in transitives but also in certain types of causatives, -(s)ase
in Japanese and have and get in English and that Hasegawa’s system accounts for both transitive
PRCs and causative PRCs in a unified way. The paper explores differences and similarities
between causatives, experiencer causatives, and experiencer passives in both Japanese and
English.

KAZUKO INOUE(H L f1¥F)
Japanese 'tough' Sentences Revisited

On the basis of the review of Inoue (1978) and reorganization of its contents, this paper arrives
at a new proposal for an analysis of the four types of 'tough' sentences previously proposed by
the author. Some important works on both English and Japanese 'tough' sentences are referred
to as important theoretical and empirical sources. This paper is based on the following basic
assumptions of crucial syntactic mechanisms: (i) the choice of nitotte as a matrix adjunct, (ii) the
choice of vP. The choice of both (i) and (ii) derives Type I. The choice of only (i) leads to the
sentences like the following: Momenmono-wa kawak-asi-yasu-i (‘Cotton textiles are easy to dry”).
Choosing neither (i) nor (ii) results in Type lll. Type IV is derived without choosing (i), (i), and Verb-
raising. Type Il is exceptional in choosing a matrix subject, which is coreferential with the
complement subject.

It is further assumed that topic phrases (TopPs) and focus phrases (FPs) as well as grammatical
subjects play the function of sentence building in Japanese. The particle ga marking a focus is
treated as one of the delimiters. Both topics and foci, marked with wa and ga respectively, are
raised to TopP and FP respectively. It is assumed that these phrases carry specific features
attracted by the same features in TopP and FP.
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MIYOKO KOBAYASHI(/I\v#f =£XF)
Reading Comprehension Assessment: From Text Perspectives

This paper investigates the nature of reading comprehension questions. Very few studies have so
far examined comprehension questions in relation to text features. Kintsch and Yarbrough (1982)
and Shohamy and Inbar (1991) are among the few studies, and their results suggest that there is
an interaction between text features and the focus of questions. The present study builds on
these findings and examines how Meyer’s (1975, 1985) model of content structure analysis can
help identify what exactly reading comprehension questions try to measure. The paper then
proposes a framework for characterizing comprehension questions, and examines the



characteristics of 40 questions in terms of their interrelationship of item types and item statistics
based on the test results of 227 Japanese university students. Finally, implications for
assessment practice are discussed.

SHIGERU MIYAGAWA(Z)I| $2) MARIA BABYONYSHEV
The EPP, Unaccusativity, and the Resultative Constructions in Japanese

In this work in progress we explore the possibility that the EPP, which has been claimed to be
"strong" universally for T, may not need to emerge when the verb is unaccusative. We present a
detailed analysis of the -te aru resultative constructions in Japanese. There are two -te aru
constructions, "intransitivizing" and "non-intransitivizing." It is the "intransitivinzing" construction
which we claim lacks the EPP on T. The nominative object of this construction must move out of
its VP/ VP, but it does not go all the way to the matrix Spec of TP. The matrix T apparently does
not project a specifier, which is consistent with the idea that it does not have the EPP feature.
The other resultative construction, "non-intransitivizing," is a subject-to-subject raising
construction and the T does have the EPP. While we do not attempt in this paper to try to explain
the root of this difference between the two resultative constructions, it is possible that the
difference is pointing to some fundamental property of the EPP which has yet to be discovered.
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YUKIKO UEDA(EH Hi#tF)
FQ Subjects and Scope in Minimalist Syntax

Ueda (2000, 2002, 2003a, 2003b) propose a new scope calculation system named a phase-
based approach. The new system treats scope calculation as a feature-matching operation in
CHL. We call this matching operation Fquant-matching. On the basis of our new approach to
scope calculation, this paper explores scope interpretation in sentences with floating quantifiers
(henceforth FQs), focusing on the case in which FQs appear in the subject position. We call
subjects of this type FQ subjects. We observe interesting scope phenomena concerning FQs,
which are problematic data for previous analyses. It is demonstrated that the mysterious scope
facts in FQ subject constructions with and without scrambling are reducible to our phase-based
approach.
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