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Time of Case Morphology—A View from Nominative-Genitive Conversion in Japanese

Keywords: NOMINATIVE-GENITIVE CONVERSION, TENSE, SEMANTICS, PHASE, D
Introduction: Crosslinguistically, case morphology (CM) and T(ense)A(spect)M(odality)
are intertwined with each other (e.g. English, Stowell 1982; Kayardild, Evans 1995;
Romanian, Alboiu 2006; Lardil, Richards 2014), which allows us to regard cM as the
morphological incarnation of TAM-related features (cf. Pesetsky and Torrego 2001 i.a.).
This talk adds to such a view to cM: to wit, I argue that the Nominative-Genitive
Conversion (NGC) under the nominal complementizer no in Japanese requires the
presence of D (cf. Miyagawa 2011 i.a.), but it has nothing to do with the presence of
genitive (GEN) subjects per se. Rather, I argue: (i) GEN itself is licensed by the nominal
nature of the clause (e.g. CP) where it appears (Hiraiwa 2005 i.a.); (ii) D is needed to
license the embedded tense and hence its T-feature (Pesetsky and Torrego 2001, 2004).
No-da Construction and NGC: Albeit clauses headed by the nominal complementizer
no readily allow NGC to apply as in (1), there is one case (among few others) that will
not, namely, the No-da Construction (NdC) (cf. Mikami 1953; Hiraiwa 2005) in (2).

(1) Kare-wa  [Arisu-ga/no utat-ta-nol-o sit-tei-ta.
he-ToP Alice-NOM/GEN  sing-PAST-C-ACC  know-ASP-PAST
‘He knew that Alice had sung.’
(2) [Arisu-ga/*no utat-ta-no]  dat-ta.
Alice-NOM/GEN  sing-PAST-C ~ COP-PAST
‘It was that Alice sang.’
Hiraiwa (2005: 152) argues that GEN is assignable iff the nominal complementizer itself
has external CM as in (1), where ACC is assigned. However, why NGC necessitates this
external licensing at all remains to be elucidated.
Proposal: Here, assuming that cM targets only DPs (cf. Kishimoto 2005), I propose: (i)
D must be merged to the nominalized clause to license the temporality and hence
T-feature of C; (ii) GEN will be (optionally) assigned at morphology if the nominalized
clause is the trigger of Spell-Out. Precisely, the proposed structure of the embedded
clause and its construal of (1) are provided in (3). In (3), C values both T and DP under

T-feature (those valued are underlined) via Reverse Agree (Wurmbrand 2013).
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3) [pp [cp [P Alice-NOM/GEN(T: yo/17 SINE Tit1: yar17] Craasert: varj] D (1-Op)]-ACC ...

~ There is a unique time interval ¢ such that Alice sang at z.
In (3), C has a temporal axis that is relativized to the matrix reference time (cf.
Reichenbach 1947) and semantically closed by the 1-Op of D; it also enters into a
temporal relation with T (via Reverse Agree), which denotes the embedded reference
time; the embedded T then selects and hence licenses the embedded event. Since CP is
complete in the sense that it has own T-feature (i.e. Case-feature; cf. Takahashi 2010), it
triggers Spell-Out, sanctioning the (optional) assignment of GEN to the embedded
subject. On the other hand, (2) would have (4) for its embedded structure.
4) [cp As. [tp Alice-NOM;r. jsing Tyr. 1] CJ ...

~ the set of events s such that s is singing and the agent of s is Alice
In (4), C cannot have its own independent tense and hence T-feature, since it is not
semantically closed via the 1-Op of D. Also, T cannot have its own T-feature valued, so
it cannot license the event of vP. Thus, the embedded C-T is tenseless and semantically
inert, so the embedded event is construed relative to the matrix tense. This is confirmed
by the fact that the past under the past in (1) is interpreted as pluperfect, but in (2), the
embedded past and the matrix past refer to the same past event, which is surprising,
given that Japanese is not a sequence-of-time language (Ogihara 1995). Then, I argue
that the embedded CP in (2) is not a phase due to its defective nature (Chomsky 2000),
and that it does not trigger Spell-Out. The embedded TP and subject DP will get their
T-features valued by the matrix C, as shown in (5).
) [cp [t [vp [cp As. [tp Alice-NOMt: o) SIng Tit: ya2)] €1 be] Tir: yaoy] Cpr: varz]
In (5), the embedded CP is not phasal, so the matrix C can look into the interior of the
embedded CP, triggering Spell-Out. However, since the trigger of Spell-Out is the
matrix CP, not the nominalized CP, GEN will never be assigned at morphology; this
explains why NGC is impossible in NdC. Anaphors show the categorial differences of
the embedded CPs in (1) and (2). That is, only the embedded CP in (1) can be referred
to by a pronoun, sore ‘it’, a sign of DP-hood, while that of (2) must be mentioned by
adverbial soo ‘so’. Selected References: Hiraiwa, K. 2005. Dimensions of symmetry in

syntax: agreement and clausal architecture. PhD Thesis, MIT.
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The ordering of functional categories in the Japanese verb cluster
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A number of syntactic theories have posited hierachical clause structures of
functional categories, which are believed to be universal. Evidence include
word order and behavior in embedded clauses. However, relatively little
systematic cross-linguistic evidence has been made available so far. In this
paper, I will present corpus data from Modern Japanese that puts some
assumption in these theories in question.
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