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In natural language, as far as | can tell, the restriction of a quantifier is always pronounced, its force often, its
scope site sometimes, and its variable never. Yet language seems to quantify almost exclusively by operator
and variable, and Inclusiveness, which forbids indices, leaves the grammar no way of writing x. In this seminar
| will ask where the variable comes from, and weigh three answers: movement, storage, and relations between
tokens. Japanese is the witness throughout, with Korean for comparison.

The seminar is in four parts. Part 1 opens with the architecture the argument assumes: Merge in a workspace
and the conditions on it, Inclusiveness and No Tampering, cyclic Transfer in place of a level of Logical Form,
and externalisation as the locus of variation. It then states the problem and, working through the nominal
extended projection, argues that force and restriction come apart. Part 2 turns to the clausal spine: unselective
binding, existential closure, and the particles of Japanese and Korean, which fix force in positions English leaves
silent. It ends with a parameter hierarchy across both domains. Part 3 argues that movement, with Trace
Conversion (Fox 2002), yields a variable only by adding material that was never in the workspace. It develops
instead a box theory of Quantifier Raising, reading Chomsky’s (2024) box as, in effect, a syntactic Cooper store:
a quantifier is pronounced where it is Case-licensed and interpreted where it discharges a 6-feature of the verb.
Whether a monocyclic grammar with a store is simply a monostratal one under another name is then put to the
audience’s judgements of Japanese, collected on the first day. Part 4 reads Form Copy (Chomsky 2021) as a
theory of indices, and argues that the 8-feature on which the box depends is an index of a particular kind: a
relation between tokens that carries no value.

Schedule

Day 1
e 13:30-15:30 Part 1. A grammar that cannot write x: the minimalist architecture, and what makes a QP a QP
e 15:45-17:45 Part 2. Quantification on the clausal spine: unselective binding, Japanese and Korean particles, and
a parameter hierarchy
e 18:00-18:30 Discussion
Day 2
e 13:30-15:30 Part 3. Scope in the box: from Quantifier Raising to storage, with locality, rigidity and scrambling
in Japanese
e 15:45-17:45 Part 4. Indices after Inclusiveness: Form Copy, bound-variable anaphora, and the architecture revisited
e 18:00-18:30 Discussion
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