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(1) a. He will be happy if every teacher of
his comes.
b. He likes reading a book that every
teacher of hiswrites.
(2) a. He will be happy if ateacher of his

Ccomes.
b. Helikes reading a book that a teacher
of hiswrites.
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Abstract

It is well-known since May (1977) that scope of standard quantifier phrases is
generdly restricted to the clause that immediately dominates them. In contrast,
indefinite NPs are quite exceptional because their scope is not constrained to the
clause that immediately dominates them. They often can scope outside so-called
islands such as relative clauses or conditional clauses. This is illustrated by the
contrast between the following two sets of examples.

(1) a Hewill be happy if every teacher of
his comes.
b. He likes reading a book that every
teacher of hiswrites.
(2) a. He will be happy if ateacher of his
comes.
b. Helikes reading a book that a teacher
of hiswrites.

A recent popular anaysis to account for the exceptional scopa possibilities of
indefinite NPs is to use choice functions proposed by Reinhart (1992), among others.
However, there are diversified views concerning how the choice function mechanism
should be executed; in particular, there is a debate regarding which level(s) existential
closure should apply to (cf. Winter (1997), Kratzer (1998), Matthewson (1999),
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Chierchia (2001), von Stechow (2001)). This paper attempts to make a contribution to
this debate. On the basis of the scopal behavior of Chinese existential polarity
wh-phrases, | will show that Kratzer's (1998) and Matthewson’s (1999) ideas that
choice-functions can never be existentially closed at a site lower than the top cannot
be correct. Nor is it right to alow free existential closure at every possible site as in
Reinhart (1997) and Winter (1997). The behavior of Chinese existentia polarity
wh-phrases indicates that intermediate scope is possible but is subject to some
conditions. In particular, there seems to exist a blocking effect for intermediate scope,
i.e., acloser c-commanding quantifier will prevent an indefinite for taking scope over
the quantifier. I show that this blocking effect can be accounted for by a constraint
very similar to a recent proposal made by Chierchia (2001), who argues that free
existential closure of a choice function must be constrained to apply to the top and the
immediate scope of the quantifier that binds the argument of the choice function. In
fact, | will show that it is possible to unify the Chinese data with Chierchia's English
data so long as we make the following assumptions. (i) Hidden arguments of choice
functions are more like anaphors than pronouns, (ii) the notion of “topmost” for
existential closure should be relativized to the kind of indefinite NP involved, and (iii)
hidden arguments of choice functions are optional, not obligatory. My findings in
Chinese thus revive the possibility, rejected by Matthewson (1999), that the choice
function mechanism may vary from language to language or possibly from indefinite
NPs in one language to indefinite NPs in another language or even from one type of
indefinite NP to another type of indefinite NP within the same language.
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