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成 果 の 概 要  
 
 
 
 

 The 2017 Annual Meeting of the Linguistics 
Association of Great Britain（英国言語学会 2017 年度年次

大会）において、論文 ” The Compatibility Condition on 
Juxtaposed Interrogative Clauses”（並置された疑問節に

対する適合性条件）を口頭発表した。  
 日本語は SOV 言語に分類されるが、実際の発話には、「読

んだよ、チョムスキーの新刊」のように、目的語が動詞に

後続する例が観察される。ところが、「 *読んだの？何を」

「読まなかったよ、何も」の対比が示しているように、こ

の構文には疑問詞としての  wh 句は現れることができな

い。本発表では、この対比を並置された疑問節に対する適

合性条件の帰結として説明する。  
 本 発 表 は 、 平 成 ２ ８ 年 度 に ワ ー ク シ ョ ッ プ The 
Syntax-Discourse Interface: Approaches, Phenomena, 
and Variation（統語論と談話のインターフェイス：アプロ

ーチ、現象と変異）で alternate（キャンセルがあった場合

の代替）として採用された論文に、若干の修正を付したも

のである。  
 発表の要旨は以下の通りである。  
 

The Compat ibi l i ty  Condi t ion  on J ux taposed Interrog at ive  Clauses  
 

    In  Japan ese  Righ t  Dis loca t ion  ( JRD) const ru ct io n ,  in ter rogat ive  
wh -phrases  cannot  appear  a t  th e  r i gh t  s id e  o f th e  mat r ix  verb ,  a s  
exempl i f ied  in  (1 ) :  

(1 )  * John-wa    t ab emasi t a  ka ,   nan i -o  
          John-TOP   a te .po l i t e   Q  wh at -ACC 
          in tended:  ‘What  d id  John  eat? ’  

In  con t r as t ,  Negat ive  Po lar i t y  I t ems (NPIs)  su ch  as  nani -mo  ‘ an yth ing’  
can  appear  in  the  d is lo ca ted  posi t ion  as  in  (2 ) :  

(2 )  John-wa   t ab enakat t a    yo ,     nan i -mo.  
    John-TOP  d id  no t  eat    PRT   an yth in g  

       ‘ John  d idn’ t  ea t  an yth in g. ’  
S ince  bo th  an  in t er rogat ive  wh -phrase  and  an  NPI  have to  be  
syn tact i cal l y  l i censed  b y a  Q-par t i c l e  and  a  NEG h ead ,  re spect ively,  
the  d i f fe ren ce  o f accep tab i l i t y  r equ i r es  an  exp lan at io n .  Al though  th ree  
d i f fe ren t  appro ach es  have been  proposed  previously fo r  JRD:  



Clau se -Externa l ,  Clause- In tern al ,  and  Bi-c l ausal  (Leftward  mo vement  + 
dele t ion)  An alys is ,  we can not  p rovid e a  sa t i s fac tory exp lan at ion  in  
syn tact i c  t erms  under  an y approach ,  because th e  same s t ruc tura l  
posi t ion  would  b e  ass igned  to  the  d i s locat ed  in t er ro gat ive  wh -phrase  
and  the  NPI .  The answer ,  t here fore ,  mu st  b e  found  in  the  seman t ic /  
p ragmat ic  o r  phonologica l  asp ec t  o f  th e  const ru ct ion .  In  th is  p aper ,  
as su ming that  co ver t l y  ju x taposed  c lau ses  are  in t erpret ed  
independen t ly  in  th e  semant ic /p ragmat ic  co mponent ,  we wi l l  account  
fo r  the  con t r as t  be tween  (1)  and  (2)  in  a  un i f i ed  way under  the  
Bi -C lau sal  An alys i s  o f  JRD con st ru ct ions .  

   Acco rd ing  to  the  Bi -Clausal  An alys is  o f  JRD,  the  example  in  (1 )  
consi s t s  o f  two  cl auses  an d  has  th e  s t ru cture  l i ke  (3 ) :  

(3 )  [ John-wa t abemasi t a  ka] ,  [nan i -o  [ John-wa  tab emasi t a  ka] ]  
 Assu me here  that  these  two cl auses  a re  indep enden t ly t r ansmi t t ed  to  

and  in te rpreted  in  the  semant i c  co mponent .  Acco rd ing to  Hambl in ’s  
(1973)  semant i cs ,  the  p reced ing  c l ause  in  (3 )  i s  in t erpret ed  as  a  po la r  
quest ion  and  c reat es  an  a l t ern at ive  se t  o f  p roposi t ion  {John  a te ,  John  
d id  no t  ea t} .  Th e n egat ive  c l ause  in  (2 ) ,  on  the  o th er  hand ,  denotes  a  
se t  c reat ed  b y the  focu s  o f  negat ion ;  in  th i s  case ,  a  se t  o f  ed ib l e  th in gs .  
We propose th at  th e  l egi t ima te  in te rpre ta t ion  o f JRD requi r es  the  
co mp at ib i l i t y  o f  cr ea ted  se ts :  

   (4 )  the  Co mp at ib i l i t y  Condi t ion  on  Crea ted  Set s  
      The set  cr eat ed  b y the  p reced in g c lau se  mu st  con tain  on e o f th e    
      memb ers  o f  th e  se t  cr ea ted  b y th e  fo l lo win g c lause .  
 Accord in g to  th i s  condi t i on ,  the  ungrammat i cal i t y  o f  (1 )  can  b e 

exp lain ed  as  th e  in co mp at ib i l i t y  o f  cr eat ed  se ts :  the  i n ter ro gat ive  
wh -phrase  con tain ed  in  the  second  c lau se  genera tes  a  se t  o f  
p roposi t ions  such  as  { John  a t e  su sh i ,  John  a t e  t empura,  …},  which  i s  
no t  con ta ined  in  th e  se t  o f  p roposi t ions  creat ed  b y the  p reced in g yes-no  
quest ion .  In  the  case  o f NPI  in  (2 ) ,  the  mo -p ar t i c l e ,  as  a  kind  o f 
un ive rsal  qu an t i f ie r ,  i s  taken  to  con t r ibu t e  the  mean ing th at  a l l  th e  
a l t ern at ives  crea ted  b y th e  wh -phrase  a re  t ru e ,  which  mean s  tha t  a l l  th e  
memb ers  o f  th e  se t  cr eated  b y th e  second  con junc t  a r e  con tain ed  b y the  
p reced in g set  c reat ed  b y the  f i r s t  on e,  thus  r esu l t ing  in  an  accep tab l e  
sen t ence.  

   The fo l lo wing p ieces  o f  evid ence corroborat e  the  re l evan ce o f 
a l t ern at ive  se t s  to  th e  in t e rpret a t ion  o f  the  wh -phrase  in  th e  r i gh t  
per iphery.  

 A)  I f  we sub st i tu t e  nani -o  (wha t )  wi th  docchi  (which) ,  a  wh -phrase  
crea t ing  the  mean ing o f  a l tern at ive  quest ions ,  the  sen tence b eco mes 
grammat i cal ,  b ecause bo th  c l auses  genera te  an  a l t ern at ive  se t  o f  
p roposi t ion  {John  a t e ,  John  d id  no t  ea t} :  

(5 )  John-wa  b angoh an-o     t abet a   no  ( tab en akat ta  no) ,   docch i  
      John-TOP  supper -ACCate  Q  a t e    Q  d id  no t  ea t  Q   which  
     ‘Did  John  have supp er  (o r  no t ) ,  which ?’  
 B)  As Tanaka (2001)  no t es ,  even  nani -o  can  occur  in  the  r igh t  

d is locat ed  posi t ion ,  wh en  the  wh -phrase  i s  dup l i cated ,  which  mean s  
that  two  ju xt aposed  c l auses  c reat e  th e  same set  o f  p roposi t ions:  

(6 )  John-wa   nan i -o      t abemasi ta  ka ,  n an i -o  
      John-TOP wh at -ACC   a te .po l i t e  Q  wh at -ACC 
 C)  When  the  a f f i rmat ive  answer  to  th e  p reced in g q uest ion  i s  

p resupposed  f ro m the con text ;  in  o th er  words ,  the  f i r s t  con junct  do es  
no t  cr ea te  an  a l t ern at ive  se t ,  you  can  say:   

(7 )  When  you  open  the  re f r igerato r  door  and  f ind  ou t  your  cake i s    
   mis s in g:  
   keeki  t abe ta  no ,  d are-ga  

      cake  a te   Q  wh o-NOM 
      ‘Who at e  my cake?’  
   The p roposa l  co ver s  th e  fac t  tha t  th e  con st ru ct io n  l ike  so-cal l ed  

“sequen ce  o f wh -qu es t ions”  ex is t s  in  Jap anese .  Whi l e  an  embedd ed  
ind i rect  quest ion  can  be r i gh t  d i s locat ed  (8 a) ,  th e  po st -verba l  
posi t ion in g o f a  c lau se  wi th  a  wh -phrase  in tend ed  to  have mat r ix  scop e 
i s  no t  a l lo wed  (8b) :  

(8 )  a .  John-ga   t azunet a  yo ,   [ C P  Mary-ga     nan i -o    yonda ka]       
     John-NOM  asked   PRT    Mary-NOM what -ACC  r ead   Q  
    ‘ John  asked  wh at  Mary r ead . ’  
  b .  * John-wa   o mot t e imasu   ka ,  [ C P  Mary-ga   nan i -o   yond a ka]  
     John-NOM  th in k.p o l i te    Q  Mary-NOM  wh at -ACC read  Q 
     In tended:  ‘Wh at  do es  John  th in k Mary r ead?’   
 Th e con t ras t  can  b e exp la ined  a long th e  same  l in e  o f reason ing b y th e  

inco mp at ib i l i t y  o f  cr eated  set s ;  th e  mat r ix  c l ause  in  (8b)  i s  in t erpret ed  



as  a  po l ar  quest ion ,  which  i s  in co mp at ib l e  wi th  th e  se t  o f  p ropo si t ions  
crea ted  b y th e  d is locat ed  embedd ed  c l au se .  In te res t in gly,  when  th e  
mat r ix  c l ause  i s  ch an ged  to  a  wh-qu est ion  b y add in g  doo  (how) ,  wh ich  
crea tes  a  se t  o f  p roposi t io ns ,  the  sen ten ce beco mes grammat i cal .   

(9 )  John-wa  doo  o mot te imasu  ka ,  [ C P  Mary-ga  nan i -o   yonda ka]  
      John-TOP ho w  th ink.po l i t e  Q  Mary-NOM wh at -ACC read  Q 
      ‘What  does  John  th ink Mary r ead?’  

In addition,  our proposal  also  predicts  that  not only wh-phrases 
but also  focused elements in general  cannot be right dislocated 
in Japanese when di f ferent  sets  are  created,  as  i l lustrated in  
(10) :  
   (10)  *John-wa   wain-dake  nomu  yo ,     borudoo-no  

  John-TOP  wine-only   drinks  PRT  Bordeaux-of  
  intended:  ‘John drinks only Bordeaux wine . ’  

In the f i rs t  conjunct the focus-parti cle  -dake  (only)  creates an 
alternative set of  drinkables and picks up wine out of  that set.  
The second conjunct,  on the o ther  hand,  creates an alternative  
set of  possible  production  areas  of  wine,  resulting in the  
incompatibi l i ty of  created alternative sets .    

   The p roposa l  ment ion ed  above can  b e ex tend ed  to  the  an alys is  o f  
Sp l i t  Qu est ions  d i scu ssed  in  Arregi  (2010) ,  “Wh at  t r ee  d id  John  p lan t ,  
an  oak?” Th is  t yp e o f qu es t ions  con tain s  two indep endent  in t er ro gat ive  
c l auses ,  a  wh -quest ion  and  a  non-wh -qu es t ion ,  a s  i l lus t r a t ed  in  (11a) :  

(11)  a .  [ wh at  t ree  d id  John  p lan t ]  [Did  John  p lan t  an  oak]  
       b .  {John  p lan ted  an  oak,  John  p l an ted  a  cher ry,  …}  
       c .  {John  p lan t ed  an  oak,  John  d id  no t  p l an t  an  oak}  
Th e f i r s t  c l ause  creates  a  se t  o f  po ss ib l e  answers  (11b)  and  th e  second  

el l ip t ical  c l ause  creat es  a  two-memb ered  set  (11 c)  and  fun ct ions  to  
narro w do wn th e  l i s t  o f  po ss ib l e  answers  jus t  to  an  o ak .  I f  th i s  
exten sion  i s  on  the  r i gh t  t r ack,  the  Co mp at ib i l i t y  Co ndi t ion  on  Creat ed  
Sets  p roposed  in  (4 )  i s  no t  a  condi t ion  jus t  on  the  JRD con st ru ct ion ,  
bu t  a  mo re gen eral  condi t i on  on  the  jux tapo si t ion  o f e l l ip t ical  
in ter rogat ive  c l auses .  

   To  con clude,  the  an alys is  p roposed  h ere  i s  mo re success fu l  th an  i t s  
p redecessors  in  r esp ec t  o f  empi r i ca l  co verage,  a s  i t  o f fe rs  a  n atural  
exp lan at ion  to  d i f fe ren t  t ypes  o f jux tapo si t ion  o f in t er ro gat ive  c lau ses .   
 
 
 
 

 


