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ABSTRACT  

Japaneserelativeconstructionsareknowntobehead－final；further，theylackrelativepronounsand  

OVertCOmplementizers．TheabsenceoftheseelementsinJapanesehasbeendiscussedwithregardto  

thecategoryofrelativeclauses，eitherIPorCP（Murasugi1991，2000；Ishii1991；Kaplan＆Whitman  

1995）．Inthispaper，WeuSereCOnStruCtionasthediagnostictodeterminetheavailabilityofmovementin  

relativeconstructiontoarguethatJapaneserelativeclausesareCPsthatinvoIveoperatormovement  

andhaveanadjunctionstructure．SeeminglyinconsistentreconstructioneffectsinJapaneserelativecon－  

StruCtionswithrespecttobinding，idiomsandscopeareaccountedforbytheinteractionofoperator  

movementandthesemanticagreementbetweentheheadnounandtheoperator．Theproposedaccount  

ofrelativeconstructionsconvergeswiththatofWatanabe（1996），Whohasreachedtheconclusionthat  

Nominative／GenitiveConversioninJapaneserelativeconstructionsisamanifestationofwh－agreementin  

the CP．  

l．Introduction  

Japaneserelativeconstructionsareknowntobehead－final；furthertheylackrelativepronounsand  

OVertCOmplementizerslikethatinEnglishasbelow：  

（1）【【Taro－ga eiyOnda】honi］  

Taro－NOM read book  

‘the book Taroread’  

TheabsenceofrelativepronounsandovertcomplementizersinJapanesehasbeendiscussedwith  

regardtothecategoryofrelativeclauses，eitherIPorCP（Murasugi1991，2000；Ishii1991；Kaplan＆   
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Whitman1995）．Inthispaper，WeuSereCOnStruCtionasthediagnostictodeterminetheavailabilityof  

movementinrelativeconstructiontoarguethatJapaneserelativeclausesareCPsthatinvoIveoperator  

movementandhaveanadjunctionstructure．Itwillbeshownthattheproposedanalysiscancapture  

SeeminglyinconsistentreconstructioneffectsinJapaneserelativeconstructions．  

Thepaperisorganizedasfollows．Tnsection2，basedon Aoun＆Li（2003），WeeXaminereconstruc－  

tioneffectsinJapaneserelativeconstructionsincomparisonwithChineseandshowthatreconstruction  

effectsinJapaneserelativeconstructionsareinconsistent．Section3providesananalysisofthestructure  

invoIvingoperatormovementforJapaneserelativeconstructions．Section4showsthattheproposed  

accountofJapaneserelativeclausesasCPswillconvergewiththeanalysisofNominative／GenitiveCon－  

versionbyWatanabe（1996），WhichsuggeststhatNominative／GenitiveConversioninJapaneseispossi－  

blein relative clauses as CPs．Section5concludes our discussion．  

2．ReconstructioneffectsinJapaneserelativeconstructions  

InthestandardanalysisofrelativeclausesinthePrinciplesandParametersframework，relative  

clausesaretakenasCPsadjoinedtotheheadnoun，NP（Chomsky1977）．SinceKayne（1994）proposed  

theraisinganalysISOfrelativeclausesinhisAntisymmetryframework，relativeconstructionshave  

attractedmuchattentionregardingtheirinternalstructureandderivation（Alexiadou，etal．2000）．  

AccordingtoKayne’sapproach，therelativeclauseisaCP，Whichisacomplementtothedeterminer  

headDofDP．InlanguageslikeEnglish，theheadnoun，Whichprecedestherelativeclause（Head－initial  

relativeconstructions），israisedfromwithintherelativeclauseCPtothespecifierofCP（Head－raising  

Analysis）．   

InEnglishrelativeconstructions，forinstance，theheadnounisfollowedbyeitheracomplementizer  

thatorarelativepronounsuchaswhich．Kayneclaimsthattheheadnounisbase－generatedintheob－  

jectpositionoftherelativeclauseCPandthenraisedtothespecifierofCPasshownin（2）：  

（2）a．【DPthe【cpthatMikeread［book】】】  

b．【DPthe【cp［book】ithatMikereadii］］  

WhenarelativepronounisinvoIved，theheadnounisbase－generatedasacomplementoftherelative  

pronoun，raisedtothespecifieroftherelativepronoun，andthenthewholeDPisraisedtothespecifier  

ofCPasshownin（3）：  

（3）a．【DPthe【cpCOMikeread［DPWhich［NPbook】】】】  

b．【DPthe【cpCOMikeread［DP［NPbook】iWhichti］］］  

c．［DPthe【cp［DP［NPbook】iWhichち】jCOMikereadち】】   
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Kayneextendshisanalysistothehead－finalrelativeconstructionsinlanguageslikeJapaneseand  

SuggeStSthatthehead－finalrelativeconstructionsarederivedfromthesamestructureasthehead－initial  

relativeconstructions．Asshownin（4a）and（4b），thederivationofthehead－finalrelativeconstructions  

proceedsthesameasthatofthehead－initialrelativeconstructions．Thedifferenceisthatthehead－final  

relativeconstructionrequiresonemorestepin（4c），WheretheTPcomplementofCOisraisedtothespe－  

cifier ofDP：  

（4）a．【DPD［cpCO［IP”－NP”－】】】  

b．【DPD［cpNPiCO［IP”－ii”－】】  

c．［DP［IP－－－ち－－－】jD［cpNPiCOち】】   

Aoun＆Li（2003）usereconstructionasthediagnostictodeterminewhethermovementisinvoIved  

inthederivationoftheChineserelativeconstruction，Whichishead－finalasshownbelow：1  

（5）【【womaieide】shui］  

I buy DEbook   

‘thebookthatIbought’  

GiventhatJapaneseandChineserelativeconstructionsarebothhead－final，itisinterestingtoexamine  

reconstructionefEectsinrelativeconstructionsinJapaneseincomparisonwiththoseinChinese．Basedon  

Aoun＆Li，WeinvestigatereconstructioneffectsinJapaneserelativeconstructionswithrespecttobind－  

ing，idiomchunks，andscopeinteraction．  

First，reCOnStruCtionispossiblewhenreflexivesareinvoIvedinChineserelativeconstructionsasbe－  

low：  

（6）【【wojiaoZhangsanquan mei－ge－reni  kaielai de】zijiide chenzi］  

I ask Zhangsanpersuadeevery－CL－perSOndrive comeDEselfDEcar   

‘selfscarthatIaskedZhangsantopersuadeeveryonetodriveover  

In（6），thereflexivezむi‘selfcontainedintheheadnounisboundbyitsantecedentmei－ge－ren‘every－CI／  

person’withintherelativeclause．  

TurningtoJapanese，Ishii（1991：29）pointsoutthatitispossibleforreconstructiontotakeplacein  

Japanesewhenreflexiveslikekare－Zisin・he－Selfandkano2yO－Ziiin・she－SelfareinvoIved．2Inthefollowing  

10nedifferencebetweenChineseandJapaneseisthatChineserelativeconstructionsareassociatedwiththelinking  

elementde（Kitagawa＆Ross1983）．Seefootnote3fordiscussion．  

2Hoji（1985）pointsoutthatthereconstructioneffectisnotobservedinJapaneserelativeconstructionsinthefollowing  

CaSeinvolvingareflexivezibun‘self，Whichisknownasasubject－Orientedreflexivepronoun：   
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example，areflexivekare－Zisin‘he－SelfintheheadnouncanbeboundbyanantecedentJohnintherela－  

tive clause：  

（7）【【Johni－ga e taipusita】kare－Zisini－nO rOnbun］  

John－NOM typed he－Self－GlミN paper   

‘himselfi’spaperthatJohnityped．’  

Second，Withrespecttoidioms，therearecaseswherepartofanidiomoccursastheheadnounof  

theChineserelativeconstruction．In（8），theobjectpartoftheidiomchicu‘eatvinegar’，Whichmeans  

‘getjealous’，CanbetheheadnounoftheChineserelativeconstruction：  

（8）【【tachieide】cui］ bi  sheidouda．  

He eat DEvinegarcompare who all big 

‘Lit．Thevinegarheeatsisgreaterthananyoneelse’s．’   

‘HisjealousylSgreaterthananyoneelse’s．’  

InJapanese，itispossibleforthedirectobjectpartoftheidiomhi－niabura－OSOSOgu‘fire－intooil－ACC  

pour’，Whichmeans‘tomakethesituationworse’，tObetheheadnounoftherelativeconstructionasbe－  

low：  

（9）John－nO hatugen－Wa【【pro hi－nieiSOSqgu］abu和i】datta．  

John－GENcomment－TOP fire－into pour oil was   

‘Lit．John’scommentwastheoilthatsomeonepouredintofire．   

‘John’scommentwassomethingthatmadethesituationworse．  

In（9），theheadnounabura‘oil’seemstoretainitsidiomaticinterpretationwiththeotherpartsofthe  

idiom，despiteitsposition．  

Thusfar，JapaneseandChinesehaveshownthesamereconstructioneffectswithrespecttobinding  

andidiomchunks．Withrespecttoscopeinteraction，however，aninterestingcontrastemergesbetween  

ChineseandJapanese．Aoun＆Li（2003：134）pointoutthatintheChineserelativeconstruction（10），the  

reconstructioneffectappearsandthequantifiersubjectmel－ge－ren‘every－CL－perSOn’withintherelative  

Clausehasscopeovertheheadnounsan－benshu‘three－CLbook’：  

（i）＊［［Johni－ga ej taipusita］［zibuni－nO rOnbun］j】  

John－NOM  typed self－GEN paper   

‘Lit”Se岨’spaperthatJohnityped’  

ThelackofthereconstructioneffectmaysuggestthatJapaneserelativeconstructionsdonotinvolvemovement．  

Saito（1989）arguesthatJapanesescramblingexhibitsreconstructioneffectsforbindingofzibun．Thatis，reCOnStruC－  

tioneffectsareinconsistent，andtheavailabilityofreconstructionofzibunseemstoberelatedtowhetheritiscontainedin  

eitherscramblingorrelativeconstructions．Unlikezibun，theothertypeofreflexiveslikekare－Ziiin‘he－Selfislocalandnot  

Subjcct－Oricntcd．Inthispapcr，WCuSCthcrcflcxivckare－Ziiin’hc－SClf，SinccitisthcmostsimilartothcEnglishrcflcxivcs．  

SeeHoji（1985），Saito（1989），andIshii（1991）fordiscussion．   
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（10）wohuizhengli［［mei－ge－ren  huikanede】san－ben shu］  

Iwillarrangeevery－CI／perSOnWillread DEthree－CLbook   

‘Iwillputthe（different）threebooksthateveryonewillreadinorder．’  

Itisinterestingtonotethatin（11），WhichistheJapanesecounterpartof（10），thereconstructioneffect  

disappears：  

（11）watasi－Wa【【daremo－ga e yOmu］san－Satu－nO hon］－O naraberu．  

I－TOP everyone－NOM read three－CL－GENbook－ACCarrange   

‘Iwillputthe（same）threebooksthateveryonewillreadinorder．’  

In（11），theheadnounsan－SatSu－nOhon‘three－CL－GENbook’hasscopeoverthequantifiersubject  

daremo－gti‘everyone－NOM’oftherelativeclause．Thiscontrastswiththefollowingsentence，Wherethe  

quantifiersubjectmaytakescopeovertheobjectsan－Saisu－nOhon‘three－CI／GENbook’：  

（12）Daremo－ga  San－Satu－nO hon－O  yOmu．  

Everyone－NOM three－CL－GENbook－ACC read  

‘Everyonewi11readthreebooks．’  

everyone＞threebooks；threebooks＞everyone  

ThequestioniswhythereconstructionefEectdoesnotappearin（11）．  

Tosummarize，reCOnStruCtioninJapaneserelativeconstructionsis（i）possibleforbindingrelations  

invoIvingreflexivessuchaskare－Zisin‘he－Self’aspartoftheheadnounand（ii）possibleininstances  

Wherepartofanidiom，Whichoccursastheheadnoun，Canberelatedtotheprecedingrelativeclause，  

but（iii）notpossibleforscopeinteraction．Theresultissummarizedbelow：  

（13）ReconstructionefEects  

Binding   Idiomchunks   Scopeinteraction   

Chinese relative constructions し／   し／   し／   

Japanese relative constructions し／   し／   No  

Inthenextsection，WeWillproposeanadjunctionstructureforJapaneserelativeconstructionsand  

provideareasonableaccountfortheseeminglyinconsistentreconstructioneffectsinJapanese．  

3．AdjunctionStructureofJapaneserelativeconstructions  

Intheprevioussection，itwasshownthatreconstructionispossibleinJapaneserelativeconstruc－  

tionswithrespecttobindingandidiomchunks，buttheyexhibitnoreconstructioneffectwithrespectto  

SCOpeinteraction．Thereconstructionfactswithrespecttobindingandidiomsseemtoargueforan   
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analysisthatinvoIvesmovementwithinrelativeconstructionsinJapanese．However，thelackofrecon－  

structionwithrespecttoscopein（11）suggeststhattheanalysisoftheJapaneserelativeconstructions  

mustbe differentfrom thatofChinese relativeconstructions．  

ArguingagainstKayne’s【DPDCP］uniformanalysisofrelativeconstructions，Aoun＆Li（2003）  

proposethatChineserelativeconstructionshaveanadjunctionstructure，Wheretheheadnounisraised  

fromwithintherelativeclauseCPasillustratedbelow：3  

（14）Chineserelativeconstruction  

NP  

／／へ  

CP Nn  ∠芸≧」  

Theyclaimthatreconstructioneffectswithrespecttobinding，idioms，andscopeareobtainedbyrecon－  

StruCtingtheheadNPbackintheCP－internalposition．  

TurningtothecontrastbetweenChineseandJapaneserelativeconstructionsinreconstruction，We  

proposethatratherthanKayne’s【DPDCP］uniformstructure，Japaneserelativeconstructionshavean  

adjunctionstructure【NPCPNP］，andinvoIvemovement．ThedifferencebetweenChineseandJapanese  

relativeconstructionsiswhatmoves：theheadnouninChinesewhereasanulloperatorinJapanese．The  

StruCtureprOpOSedforJapaneserelativeconstructionsisbelow：  

3InAoun＆Li，sanalysis，thestatusofdeisnotclear．Deoccursinthepattern［ⅩPdeNP】．Somelinguistsclaimthatdeis  

theheadCoftherelativeclause（SeeWu2001）．Aoun＆Li（2003：146fn．12），however，pOintoutthefactthatdecanform  

aconstituentwiththeprecedingXPandthesequenceoftwo［ⅩP－de］canbecoordinatedasbelow（Aoun＆Li2003：150）：  

（i）［zhuyaode】erqie［womenyijing taolun－guO de】shiquin  

main DEand we already discuss－ASPDE matter  

‘the main mattersthatwe have discussed’  

（ii）［Gongtongde】erqie［meirenkeyidai hui－qu de】dongxi  

COmmOn DE and nobodycantake backgODEthing  

‘thingsthataresharedandnobodycantakeback’  

Fromtheaboveobservation，Aoun＆Lisuggestthatdecannotheadaprojection．  

Wewillleavethecategoricalstatusofdeforfutureresearch．However，atpreSent，itisfairto conclude fromthe  

observation ofreconstruction effects thatChinese relative clauses are accountedfor as CPs．   



日本語連体修飾構造における再構築  

（15）Japaneserelativeconstruction  

NP  

／〈＼  
CP  NPi  

二≧■…／＼   

In（15），therelativeisaCPanditisadjoinedtothebase－generatedheadnounasanNP．4Theoperator  

isbase－generatedintheargumentpositionwithinTPandis raisedtothespecifierofCP．5  

TheproposedanalysiscancapturetheseeminglyinconsistentreconstructionefEectsinJapanese．Re－  

CallthatJapaneseallowsreflexivestobepartoftheheadnoun，Wheretheycanbeboundbytheir  

antecedentwithinthe relativeclauseasbelow：  

（16）【【Johni－ga e taipusita】kare－Zisini－nOrOnbun］（＝（7））  

John－NOM typed he－Self－GEN paper  

‘himselfi’spaperthatJohnityped’  

Weclaimthatintheproposedstructure，theoperatorinthespecifierofCPandtheheadnounareina  

Semanticagreementrelationship，andthereconstructioneffectwithregardtobindingemergesbythe  

bindingofthetracebytheoperator．  

Next，reCal1thatpartofanidiomcanbetheheadofarelativeconstructionasrepeatedbelow：  

4seeoga（2002）fordiscussionofthecategoricalstatusofNPinJapanese．  

50neofthepeculiarpropertiesofJapaneserelativeconstructionsasobservedbyKuno（1973：239）isthatrelativization  

doesnotexhibitaSubjacencyeffectasbelow：  

（i）［eiej kiteiru［yohukuj】ga yogoreteiru］sinsii  

Wearingsuit NOM dirty  gentleman   

‘Lit．Thegentlemanthatthesuitthathewearsisdirty：  

In（i），relativizationofsinsi‘gentleman’outofthecomplexnounphraseispossible，WhereasitisnotinEnglish．Perlmutter  

（1972：95）suggeststhatJapanesehasaruleof‘‘PronounDrop”，WhichisnotconstrainedbySubjacency．Heclaimsthat  

therelativizednounphraseispronominalized，andatalaterstage，thepronounisdeletedby‘‘PronounDrop”，1eavinga  

gapwithintherelativeclause．Inhisanalysis，thegapofanargumentintherelativeclauseistheresultofthePronoun  

Droprule，ratherthanthetraceofthemovednounphrase．ThelackoftheSubjacencyeffectleadsMurasugi（1991）to  

SuggeStthattherelativeconstructionsinadultJapaneseareofthecategoryIP，nOtCP，andthegapwithintherelative  

Clauseisprobase－generatedintheargumentposition．   

If（i）werederivedbyoperatormovementasweproposeinthispaper，theoperatorwouldcrosstwoboundarieson  

itswaytothespecifierofCPand，COntrarytOthegrammaticalityof（i），theSubjacencyeffectwouldresult．Weleavethis  

issue forfuture research．   
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（17）John－nO hatugen－Wa【【prohi－ni eiSOSqgu］abu和i】datta．（＝（9））  

John－GENcomment－TOP fire－into pour oil was  

‘Lit．John’scommentwastheoilthatsomeonepouredintofire．  

‘John’scommentwassomethingthatmadethesituationworse．  

WesuggestthatsincetheoperatorinthespecifierofCPagreeswiththeheadnounsemanticallyand  

bindsthetrace，theidiomaticinterpretationisretainedbetweenthetraceintheobjectpositionandthe  

Otherpartsoftheidiom．  

Finally，1etusturntothelackofreconstructioneffectswithrespecttoscope．Asrepeatedbelow，  

Whenthenumeralquantifierphraseiscontainedwithintheheadnoun，reCOnStruCtionefEectsdisappear．  

（18）watasi－Wa【【daremo－ga e yOmu］san－Satu－nO hon］－O naraberu．（＝（11））  

I－TOP  everyone－NOM read three－CL－GENbook－ACCarrange   

‘Iwillputthe（same）threebooksthateveryonewillreadinorder．’  

IfJapaneserelativeconstructionsinvoIvedheadnounmovementlikeChineseasAoun＆Lipropose，it  

wouldbeimpossibletoaccountforthefactthattheheadnounin（18）takesscopeoverthequantifier  

Subject．  

However，theproposedstructureforJapaneserelativeconstructionscanaccountforthelackofthe  

reconstructioneffect．Weclaimthatthescopeinteractionoccursbetweentheheadnounandthequanti－  

fiersubjectintheproposedadjunctionstructure．Sincetheheadnounisbase－generatedintheadjoined  

positiontotheCP，itc－COmmandsthequantifiersubjectintherelativeclauseCP．Consequently，thehead  

nountakesawidescopeoverthequantifiersubject．Thisalsosuggeststhatthereisnonumberfeature  

agreementbetweentheheadnounandtheoperator，andthusthereisnochanceoftransferringitsnum－  

berfeaturetothetraceintheobjectposition．  

Ouranalysisthatthenumberfeatureisexcludedfromtheagreementrelationshipbetweentheoper－  

atorandtheheadnounissupportedbyEnglishrelativeconstructions．InEnglish，therelativepronoun  

agreeswiththeheadnouninpersonfeatureasbelow：  

（19）a．themanwho／＊whichyoumetattheairport  

b．thebookwhich／＊whoyouboughtatthebookshop  

Onthecontrary，thenumberfeatureoftheheadnounhasnothingtodowiththeselectionofrelative  

pronouns．Whethertheheadnounissingularorplural，forinstance，doesnotaffecttheselectionofrela－  

tivepronounsasillustratedbelow：  

（20）a．theman／menwhoyoumetattheairport  

b．thebook／bookswhichyouboughtatthebookshop   
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Thissuggeststhattheagreementbetweentheheadnounandtheoperatorwithinrelativeconstructions  

isasemanticmatchinganddoesnotcontainthenumberagreement，regardlessofwhethertheoperator  

isovert（English）orcovert（Japanese）．  

Tosumup，WehaveproposedinthissectionthatJapaneserelativeconstructionshaveanadjunction  

StruCture，Wherein therelativeclauseCPisadjoinedtothebase－generatedheadnounasanNP．Chinese  

andJapaneserelativeconstructionsaredifferentinthatChineserelativeconstructionscanbederivedby  

theheadnoun（NP）raisingoutoftherelativeclauseCP，WhereasJapaneserelativeconstructionsin－  

VOIveoperatormovementtothespecifierofCP．Wehaveclaimedthatthereconstructioneffectswithre－  

SpeCttObindingandidiomsareduetooperatormovementtothespecifierofCP．Ontheotherhand，the  

lackofreconstructioneffectswithrespecttoscopeisduetotheproposedadjunctionstructure，inwhich  

theheadnounNPisbase－generatedintheadjoinedpositiontotheCPandtakesawidescopeoverthe  

quantifiedsubjectwithintheCP．  

4．Nominative／GenitiveConversioninJapaneserelativeconstructions  

Intheprevioussection，WeprOpOSedthatJapaneserelativeconstructionshavetheadjunctionstruc－  

ture【NPCPNP］，WhereoperatormovementisinvoIved．Inthissection，Wedemonstratethatourproposal  

issupportedbyananalysisofNominative／GenitiveConversioninJapanese．  

ThesubjectoftheJapaneserelativeconstruction，WhichismarkedwiththenominativeCasemarker  

Tgti，mayOptionallybemarkedwiththegenitiveCasemarker－nOaSbelow：  

（21）【【John－ga／no eiyOnda】honi］  

John－NOM／GEN read book  

‘thebookJohnread’  

Thiscaseconversionphenomenonhasbeencalled“Nominative／GenitiveConversion’’（NGC）andreceived  

muchattentioninJapanesegenerativeliterature．  

FocusingonthegenitiveCaseassignment，Miyagawa（1993）arguesthattherelativeconstructionis  

anounphraseanditstopmostfunctionalheadDcancheckthegenitiveCaseofthesubjectwhenitis  

raisedoutoftherelativeclauseatLFasi11ustratedbelow：6  

（22）【DPJohn－nOi［IP tiyOnda】honD］  

John－GEN  read book  

‘thebookJohnread’  

However，Watanabe（1996）pointsoutthatMiyagawa’sanalysisofrelativeconstructionsbasedonthe  

assumptionthatrelativeconstructionsareDPsfailstoprovideanaccountforNGCinthefollowingex－  

6Miyagawa（1993：220，fn．6）raisestheissueofthecomplementizer．IftherelativeclauseisaCP，Whichispotentiallya  

barriertotheLFmovement，Miyagawa’sanalysisofthegenitivephraseraisingatLFwouldbeblocked．FollowingMura－  

sugi（1991），MiyagawaassumesthattherelativeclauseisanIP，Whichisnotabarriertoextractionofthegenitivephrase．   
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ampleofcomparativedeletion：  

（23）John－Wa【Mary－ga／no  yondayori］takusan－nO hon－O  yOnda．  

John－TOPMary－NOM／GEN readthan many－GEN book－ACC read  

‘JohnreadmorebooksthanMarydid．’  

Hiraiwa（2000）notesthattheclause－finalelementyoriin（23）isnotanominal－1ikeelement，becauseit  

CannOtSelectthegenitiveformofthepronoun，WhichisconsideredasanexampleofDP，aSbelow：  

（24）a．＊sono yori  

It（GEN）than  

b．soreyori   

it than  

ThissuggeststhatgenitiveCasewithinNGCisnotcheckedbyD，theheadofanounphrase．  

Watanabe（1996）takesacross－1inguisticperspectiveonNGC．Hepointsoutthatvariousformsof  

Verbalmorphologymodificationandrelatedphenomenatakeplaceinthedomainofwh－eXtraCtion，i．e．，  

Wh－OperatOrmOVement，CrOSS－1inguistically．Giventhattherelativeclauseisatypicaldomainofwh－  

OperatOrmOVementinvariouslanguages，Watanabearguesthatnullwh－OperatOrmOVementtakesplace  

inJapaneserelativeclauses，WhereintheheadCandtheoperatorinitsspecifierareinawh－agreement  

relationship．Heclaimsthatwh－agreementaffectsthefunctionalheads：T，Agr－S，andC，intherelative  

Clause，andcancelstherequirementoffillingthespecifierofAgr－SP．Thatis，genitiveCaseistheindica－  

tionthatthesubjectisnotlocatedinthespecifierofAgr－SPandhaslittletodowithgenitiveCasemark－  

1ngWithinDP．7   

Ishii（1991）claimsthatcomparativedeletioninvoIvesanemptyoperatormovement．Thus，COmpara－  

tivedeletionisaccountedforasthephenomenonthatoccursinthedomainofwh－eXtraCtion，andNGCin  

comparativedeletionin（23）resultsfromwh－agreementunderWatanabe’sanalysis．  

7Hiraiwa（2000）showssomecounterexamplesthatareproblematicforWatanabe’su，h－agreementanalysis．Consider：  

（i）John－Wa ［ame－ga／no  yamu made】office－niita．  

John－TOP rain－NOM／GEN stop untilofEice－at WaS  

‘Jolmwasathisofficeuntiltherainstopped．’  

NGCisallowedin（i），WherethebracketedphrasedoesnotseemtoinvolveuJhagreement．ThisleadsHiraiwatopropose  

thatasyntacticC－T－V－Vheadamalgamatecorrespondstothespecialverbalinflection（theP－Aform），andthishead  

amalgamatehasa甲featurethatcancheckgenitiveCaseaswellasnominativeCase．HefurtherclaimsthattheP－Aform  

inJapaneseinvolvesanullC，Whichis‘affixal’，anditrequiresC－T－V－Vheadamalgamation．Hiraiwaanalysesrelative  

ClausesasCPs，buthisstructure differsfromWatanabe’sinthatoperatormovementandsubsequentuJh－agreementare  

notinvolved．Theheadamalgamationapproachcallsforfurtherinvestigationofoperatormovementanalysisproposedin  

thispaper．  
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Theoreticaldetailsaside，Watanabe’saccountforNGCwithinrelativeconstructionsaccordswiththe  

presentanalysisthatrelativeclausesareCPsandinvoIveoperatormovement．Furtherinvestigationof  

theinternalstructureofrelativeconstructionsisnecessary，butfromwhathasbeendiscussedabove，it  

isreasonabletoconcludethattheCPanalysisofJapaneserelativeclausessucceedinaccountingforboth  

reconstruction effects and NGC．  

5．Conclusion  

Toconclude，WehavearguedinthispaperthatJapaneserelativeclausesareCPsthatinvoIveoper－  

atormovement．Theseeminglyinconsistentreconstructioneffectswithrespecttobinding，idiomsand  

SCOpeareaCCOuntedforbytheinteractionofoperatormovementandthesemanticagreementbetween  

theheadnounandtheoperatorintheproposedadjunctionstructure．TheproposedaccountofJapanese  

relativeconstructionsconvergeswiththatofWatanabe（1996），Whohasreachedtheconclusionthat  

Nominative／GenitiveConversioninJapaneseispossibleinrelativeclausesasCPs，atypicaldomainof  

Wh－OperatOrmOVement．  
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