dolel] gAA FTHE A

The study of language has a long and rich history, extending over thousands of years,
This study has frequently been understood as an inquiry into the nature of mind and ,

thought on the assumption that ‘languages are the best mirror of the human mind" (Leibniz) b

) Beteld BUE AAA QAL AolTAeld, delAr nojAtelAE £ Ie
B azlel Bue) ez 2Adez dFd el A e FA7lCl Eolskd Fejolch
a2gd SeelA $AE nE AL Aol AFsedl 48 e AghE Holoh i
ATE AE SAselol Yok, Tel Folg BAHY A TE REL Al A4
& wol gch. 2A Age HAH FAE F AFHE Aol meiyE Aol s New
Realism@ Axel A#AEL ARNohee BANE A ¥AdE dolg o7lAl sof 42%
AF e TAY Aol LA BHAYL dfF P4 s}fcﬂ Carnapg 4
o2 st £ AYEAT 2ol A AolE AP }E THAAY] U, sl
o Sazsetsh ol Jadeld HAen st TAARel Ut

o5& o AFUAL AolZ WErbE Leibnize) THY “odof A% ok e Ay
o Ag oln =g dolt A4S FEE UshiE Folzz Qg o

Yol dold A3
oo} gobn X7 WEolch, 2=z RE %L AnAoz AelA AR A 4 sl G
A7 AFHE AolZz dolte FHRES Azan ¥ 4 U

These devices may include contributions of individual genius that affect the “character”
of a language, enriching its means of expression and the thoughts expressed without

affecting its “form,” its sound system and rules of word and sentence formation (Humbold

t.) 2)

* JFit odojd-E s
1) Chomsky, N. Knowledge of language (New York : Praeger Publishers, 1986), p.1
2) Ibid., p.2.
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A7 WA AAE Q43+ HL Platon, o]% HumboldtZ oo} xwi4] dojadFoA
AAE 2&n Yok, Aol 32 TE A MR AY Auatn Bae Aol aejolm o
= =23 Ao Y 4 e A4 HEA Aol BysA dsln Hridon %2
GG AdolE, olF dlol 5 gl FE=E %7 B ool W, 2o o we el gl Pri-
nciple¢}t Ruleo] ¢j3le] AAHaldl S4o Uk Aol Balseic

o]¢}7+2 o7& Rationalismoi 97§t A+ 7b-31Al 1l Universal Grammarof ¢
EAE ZHAgD dolttolate M2 dEQGAS BT TE HEY Sz BEgozAe d7e
FHeA sgich. A%, ANRE o] gEEoloi dojste AT i},

HoheE o 79yl Structuralisme Ao 3zjql Saussureo|| A 4] A]2t5]g) 1 Rationalism
< A% Pyez d7¢ AL Chomskyel™ Functionalism & & o7 wwos A =g
& Jakobsonole}, ¥d) #E dAFyye F2 TR, J53el, Yoo o7y Wy

it gled ole AR do] ATelA A=Y AL ALHY AFE AR Jojgtxial
oje},

Me 42

Noomjo

The study of generative grammar represented a significant shift of focus in the ap-
proach to problems of language. Put in from behavior or the products of behavior to
states of the mind/brain that enter into behavior, If one chooses to focus attention on this
latter topic, the central concern becomes knowledge of language : its nature, origins, and
use,

The three basic questions that arise, then, are these :

(1) What constitutes knowledge of language?

(i) How is knowledge of language acquired?

(i) How is knowledge of langﬁ.age put to use?”

A4TH L Languaged A+3x %xw, doj5d, £45 ¥ (Linguistic Competence
Grammatical Competence (Language faculty) £ dF, A dojHe 97} g 4
olh. wetd 44EYL AzEA4 (human nature) & = stalc <4373 (Cognitive Science)
olet,

A 227t AAZ Agsn e dole #F (artifact) o] <lo]53 4 A (Reality) o},

¢le] =Grammatical Competence +other systems+ Z1e4d, $4718, YA, d8, A&z

’

QA7ke] <lo] 53l AME A3+ o] Univeral Grammaro|= o] & |4 ¢} (Internali
zed language, l-language)e} 3w Al A}-£3E odo]& A olo] (Eexternalized lan-
guage, E-language)zta &}, <Aze) odo] 45 FHAo] A4 Ty 0|28 uledgi)

3) Ibid., p.3.
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Aol 45344 l initial statﬂ——)‘LexperienceJ——-)l Steady stateJ
244 A7y el
A A l UG (parmeter £ §}) J >]L Parameter Fixing| |Core Grammar]

E:ore Gra.mmar] + [Periphergy] (FHAQ 4 AR, AEXE P
(Idiocyncracies= Actual Speech

Universal Grammar+Parameter=Core Grammar, core Grammar -+ % Universal
Grammar d-7¢ld] 9doje] Core Grammar, o2 Core Grammarg 973+ Z | Universal
Grammarg 73 Aol Uck.

ofoldFolle 37hx BE AZFsedol st Bolgh,

Origin, Nature, Usegld| Origin& oo} 45 %3 o2 Initial state of language faculty (=S
») —linguistic experience—Final state of langaage faculty(=S) (1-lg) nature do] HHe
2 Universal Grammar.—Parameter setting+vocabulary Acquisition—Core
Gramma (= 1-language) Use: l-languages} A A2 o|FA ey EF A3s Hez
1-lg+Pragmatic competence+other Cognitive capacities=E-language (7199, FolAEH,
A48 AA 43

do]¥ dF+ E-languaged 735} %1 l-languaged dA-7siol A AF7} He Aol
.

A child learning English must, of course, learn the meaning of the word persuade
including its properties of s-selection and must also learn the value of the
head-complement parameter for English (head-first) and the specific properties of Case
assignment in English (the fact that the Case adjacency principle is invoked, presumably

a reflex of the poverty of the morphological Case system) .V

dol§ ¢53teul & dojmsol AU $4% 2L O The properties of S-Selection @ The
head- complement parameter @ The specific properties of case assignment § 3712 S
¥ & Uk,

£3] S-Selectione] 1§ C-Selectiono] §Aolatm & 4 Aew] ol& of¥ S4¢ Uolo} 3
3, A Universaldlctz & 4 e},

4) Ibid,, p.88.
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Language poses in a sharp and clear form what has sometimes been called “Plato’s
problem,” the problem of ‘“poverty of stimulus,” of accounting for the richness,
complexity, and specificity of shared knowledge, given the limitations of the data
available. This difference of perception concerning where the problem lies — overlearning
or poverty of evidence — reflects very cleary the effect of the shift of focus that
inaugurated the study of generative grammar, '

ARG doldTE d£3l AFol A A YA, AR 47, weld B2E 22 754
2 2A o3 A7 45 doj¥Hg I3t Platond Mol ulge £ AP YdE 2
otilel S A2ito] Hate UMz Ay Yoz TR, dojrlSolatt AR
<+ AdAgA Pdoz Aol gehe Holg),

% Universal Grammarol| 9} 32, 444 Walol 24 477 ¥ AFale & & gt
d R71A olEE Fol dudnA g,

Let us begin with some questions concerning X-bar theory, Assume a distinction betwen
lexical and nonlexical categories, where the lexical categories are based on the features
[(£N, %V), yielding the categories Noun ({+N, —=V), Verb ({—N, +V)), Adjective
((+N, +VJ), and Postposition ((=N, —=V)). The nonlexical categories include
complementizer and INFL, the latter including Tense and Agreement elements and Modals,
Assume that other categories are projections of these zero-level categories in terms of the
following schemata (order parametrized; the choices here are for English, the convention
I shall adopt throughout), where X* stands for zero or more occurrences of some maximal
projection and X=X0.1:%

o9 WFE ojFA A8k, Plato’s ploblemell 4] A7s] ¥x) ope g ok, 4 Qdze
HAE AR 2 el 2 B4 AuE dodais Aol ey °]Ze] <lzke] Wt H4

A SelgAlQl Holnt, AFAA AL FH A4S dodds o <52t gof, GBel
© F4F (+N) £5&8 (+V) 3y (+N)(+V)=Adjective, (—NJ(—V)=Preposition .
(+NJ(=V)=Noun., (=N)(+V)=Verba} stef 4-)9] ojHw=5 473 COMPs} INFL =
ME vioiNHFE AAsto] 6719 WFE2 ro] odole] JlRFAL Adstn o
EYoAE 2o} £HE o] doje) S T4E A g ol & A HA <lzo]

5) Ibid,, p.7.
6) Chomsky, N. Bamiers (Cambridge : MIT Press, 1986), p.2.
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BYsle JlEHoln Haksal &v]E A2 el

@® Will John leave the room (question)

® John will leave the room (assertion about the Future)

® John, leave the room (request, order)

® Would that John left the room (wish)

® if john will leave the room, 1 will leave also (hypothetical expression of intention)

JAHe A4 =A% John will leave the roomdl Aot & QIZtAlnd 7|E 5L Folg}
olF 7€z A HerkA F3E v HolzEtn & 4 U

AAQEYME FE (+N) €3(+V) 579 712 dF2:E 4544, guxcl Yoz A4
o ((+VI(—N), ((+V], (+n)) ((—=V), (+N)), ((—=V]), (—N)) 409 P F& 4A 3o
FHATE stz e Heldh, 4708 oiHWF e 2749 vl HWF £ plato’s plobleme 24
Universal Grammarg] 2 eo|c},

7+ W3 & 9 (head) # 23 o] (Compbement) & o|Fojxln 2t ZHelo, AL F 2 AA
H 9] ¢lojd 4A<l Universal grammare] £33 58¢ Z3 do] Yo iAoz Y3
£ dole FFol wat 42 & Core Grammar? +44 5¥g ZA Hd.

Zo]9} do]8 ¥ o} Universal Grammary % 72 Plato’s ploblem<g]wl Parameter~} 7}e]sl
o] ool head-first, §Fo}x head-last® =lo] Core Grammarz} A slE Holr},

o o] = head-first®] Parameter& ®3}o 2 FAl} AXA7l 2 530 ol o3 §Foje} o
£o] 2 ool head-last®] Parameterd ®3=2 FAd X417l 2 §Ho] FHol 2oix
2,

22|} head-firste] Parameter& #3= do]E head-final®] Parameter® &3+ ol & tf
7ol #3 2 ¥ Zo]sl Lexical Projection ¥FE& TFA%ctE X-theoryel AR Ll HolA
Universal Grammar®| ®|52] otoll4 9§, A%4slzn ),

a. | wonder who [The men expected to see them)

b. (The men expected to see them)

@® F T3¢ & = 3 themo| 77 AAsI= 3= 2AE 448 & 5 U

@ ¥% #3<tel 2+ them the meng A A A3t @E o)A theme the med A A3}
$ect. @ ® Faclk THLE £2LE AU s o]7 olzt Ar=71? u]F Y of”e]ER o]
£ 4A FEYG. o)A FToA AR o3 dolH HHe] glE et 4A do} ve
Zojct,

o] A& Q%] Aol AHHLR o9} L AdoE FAY 4 Ax AdFHE Zx Hoiwy]
dgEoick, AL HAFEHolY F2F9 oAt olgt L FXE AEY Aol .

Traditional and structuralist grammar did not deal with the questions of (1), the former
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because of its implicit reliance on the unanalyzed intelligence of the reader, the latter
because of its narrowness of scope. the concerns of traditional and generative grammar
are, in a certain sense, complementary:a good traditional or pedagogical grammar pro-
vides a full list of exceptions (irregular verbs, etc.), paradigms and examples of regular
constructions, and observations at various levels of detail and generality about the form

and meaning of expressions. ™

FHAEY dF€ Aol 2Y oul Yo UA4Y FHAFR, o8 Azl JAL P, §
A oo T3 U 5 APl Td Aol 24 Fol AT WEel @ ® £33 2
< 3L olEFe A9E o] girt. & doAME AT Ao AR o5 AN E
Arddez A gt 2y A4EYoAE dojAAug Adols L dF atez 4
€ Zolt},

@ ® &% Universal Grammar<l Binding theoryoll &4 4=is]ojo} Fhc},

2

I is BT-compatible with (ax, B) if :
(A) « is an anaphor and is bound in A under I
(B) a is a pronominal and is free in 8 under I

(C) a is an r-expression and is free in 8 under I

+3 ¥ Binding theory Bt f3Ake] A4l B¢ Aolch PAFE 2 AuuF alol 4 2
437 e, AGAF A 4FE 2 SRR AME dTahe A4 2R JlE P2
24 A% o84 Ak B},

‘Binding” is definded as follows :
(15 A binds B iff
() A c-commadns B
and (i) A and B are coindexed, ”

A7t BE ZA43dE AL A7l BE C-Commanddledo} 3l Agt B7b 4|2 Coindex 5}od o}
gt o]4e] Binding theory Boll Qs+ @ ® ¥3 atol] s T3S 2435 v @ ¥4

D-structuret= The men expected who to see themo] = 2 Them-& who to see themolj 4] A4
ol 52 gotok 317] wlFoll 2 AHALE The meng HE 4 9o =2 The Men} themo] 7
< A& (index) & #Zof theme] A A& the menoletn & 4 it} BL wdd

7) Chomsky, N. Knowledge of language (New York : Praeger Publishers, 1986), p.6.

8 Ibid., p.171.
9) Howard Lasnik and Iuan Uriagereka. A cowrse in GB symtax (Cambridge : MIT press, 1988),
p.33.
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The men expected PRO to see theme] =2 PRO¢] A #lA}+ the mene|ct, gk} themo] A
8 A}7} The menelagtz Frisd PROS} them& C-command~} i Coindexsl=2 PROS$} the
men-& bindinge] 5| o] Binding theory BZ oj7l& Zo] slo] £ £& 0] Xd. a8j=2 them
9 A+t the meno] € 4 {Yc}.

a. John ate an apple

b. John ate

c. John is too stubborn to talk to Bill

d. John is too stubborn to talk to

®2 @< 24 ate, talk tor EHoisl gho} st A2l FAelst e gt aH @
£ ojul alee] EHois} A Ao B 4 gUXut @+ Johno| FA ]2 stof ¥t o]
e AL YA stgubie] ¥ F3ol A 2Fele] o} Wigidn & 4 gle. AAMA
o2 el A5H “dojrlF oA & Zelztx & 4 o

@<+ John is so stubborn that some arbitrary person won't talk to him (John) ©+ John
is so stubborn that he (John) will not talk to some arbitrary person,

© @ £Ho0A to talke] ojopyd Folx ZA7 dzch o BE71? ol 22 A ¥
Universal Grammaroll o1& 454 <loje] A& o} dFE siof ¥},

2

2

c’, John is too stubborn (COMP(e, to talk to Bill))
d’, John is too stubborn (O [sei to talkk+o e}.]]

() (d)ellH e Az YA o= PROCIH, O (Operator) + emptye|lx COMP$]
oYe st U9 PROSY e AAL Zx Uk, 2w oot 2L AHE e %A ¢
£ 9lrs}? 2e AAHe 2 <zte] olg4d WA e Universal Grammare] 2] 24
Feeta gomd s, $A eol WA AR 2A, e tooll oJ&le] Aujtzn Qlo=2
case-marking positionol] 21z =3 @-Positiono] i}, z2| =2 variablee|c},

Variableo| =2 A-Chaine] s{ejo} &}, Variable e COMPd 9+ Ol ¢l3ld chaine] =
o] A-bound=lz I}

Bijection principleo] 2]3le] Operatort #+9] variabled binddled e} 3= ej—% bind &} A
sl3 PROSH 2¢ AA4¢ #z glewz FE3e Folel Johno] 3t controlslz ik, 2
gl g ej—‘:- Johnelc},

(d’)ofl4 e PROSIH gte} Johnol ¢]3ted Control |ct<d Binding theory Coll 9uls]e] &
@ §£ao] "tk zel=2 an arbitrary person ¥ & el ®ioh.

(c)olA e FAHe JohnejA controls|22 Johnoeje},
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a, who did you believe would win,

b. *who did you believe that would win,

¢. The thing that happened is terrible,

Universal Grammare|4] D-structures move-a 73]¢] A4A.& AT YA eja} §

4 9,

—— X-schema, Lexical information

more-a (=SS Move-«)

phonology

meorphology Seven UG subtheories

move-a (=LF Move-a)

invariant theory of sound invariant theory of meaning

sound meaning

1percertual system
production system

conceptual system
pragmatic system

D-structureo] 4] LF, PF7txl+ £l mind/brain £ 4|2 Universal Grammar2] Yl &
2 ol wFolof grh. Sound$} Meaning: AA2 Al43tE e B, move-afas U
G4 77}A Subtheorys} Q&g o] 8o} sl A Ay dFeMde oA 249 A
old},

TRACE MOVEMENT PRINCIPLE
Any moved constituent X leaves behind at its extraction-site an identical empty

categry (X» e), This empty category is known as a trace, and the moved
constituent is said to be the antecedent fo the trace'™
More-acl| &# 4] traces} 7] © o] Zero element2 4 92]9] {ole g 2 4 ¢
22 ojdd fefo ot 2 AAMI Fusz Ye Holc}, ,

A

fr

(i) trace is governed
(i) the atecedent of trace is not in a &-position
(ii) the antecedent-trace relation satisfies the subjacency condition

10) Radford, A. Transformational Grammar {(Cambridge : Cambridge University Press, 1988),
p.555,
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PRO lacks all of these properties : it is ungoverned: its antecedent (if there is one) has
an independent #-role, as does PRO; the antecedent-PRO relation (where PRO has an
antecedent) need not satisfy the subjacency condition. Furthermore, PRO need have no

antecedent, while trace always has an antecedent : '’

HA BA484 dFE T-Ruleg 38 972 o} GB theorydll A€ = 8§34 T-Rule® 4
7] 37kx delE E AHE dx v AHeld.

471 @ ® ©9 F34 @ B +8H< F3Uu @ vlEgAd £z AAEHR
o2& Aoo] Erl5¥ul GBolAE o9 A Universal Grammaro] <7484 4=E 8z Sle
A A ¥ax o},

(a’) who did you believe (t" (e (t would win)))

{b’) who did you believe { t’ { that(t would win])))

{c’) The thing that t hapyehed is terrible

®oll A+ t7} thatol] 234 A& e} Wk Ho] B3z QUed] ol Minimality conditio
noll W& Zolth, 22 @ utek es} featurelessdleiad t& AldAb A& fob FHAY T
o] sl& Zeole,

©cll A te thate] si4 A8 xede ol wapdz el AL EFold.

An outstanding problem for the proposed anslysis of the that t ettect is raised by the
general acceptabillty of subject relative clauses introduced by that :'®

That t effectell ] E&o] Fol2 =& =l THH EFol sl Held

@ *A man who (t looks old (whenever I met e])

® A man who (whenever [ meet e) (t looks old)

© *Alex, who (friends of t ) admire Bill, -

@ Alex, who (friends of t) admire t, -----

GB theoryoll 4= 471 ¢ Empty category® A A stz ¢lch. trace, variable-2 move-aol <3
A A7 842 A= wojo} 3z PROT base-generated element2 A =|u]§F x| gkec},
prot pro-drop languageol| 4] Jelti= g24oljch. 22y GB theoryol & o] 8458 9+,
FA45 o] o] Al E 3o} o] A9 Fa U ol @ ® TAE +A4%H te traceR

4] real gapo]i et parasitic gape|c}.

11) Chomsky, N. Lectures on Government and Binding (Dordrecht : Foris Publications, 1982),
p.56.
12) Rizzi, L. Relativized Minimality (Cambridge : MIT Press, 1989). p.59.
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The descriptive generalization now reads as follows : “A parasitic gap is licensed by an

S-Structure wh-trace that does not c-command it,™'¥

@ell 4} parasitic gap et wh-traceq] toll ¢3lo c-commandsl=2 w|Z¥ A9l £au ©®
ol A parasitic gap e+ wh-trace toll &8l c-commands]=] o=z Fu=q o] g
Aelgt, © @ +3< #4314
{d) [prhojCOMP[lPtlj[NP friends of t2}.] INFL [vpt3 admire t4j]]]
primary chain (whoj. tL, t3j, t4j)
parasitic chain (whoj, t, t2j)
(d) 242 2 2& operatorol] &dte o %549 wh-chains?} 90z 7 chain® Local
binding& UFA|7lx Qo Ao,
i€ t2,% t3,2 binding 3tz edl t2;2 t3;& 42 c-commanddn A ¢fr},
Chomsky+ 1Poll Adjunctione] 71z geclzm o o FAed4+ 1P Adjunctiono]
A7tdge Hold.
John Frampton& Chomsky °]&el 4A¢ ajest=H4 ohg&3 72o] =tz [Po] Adjunction

Aot sbsda 2Ea Qo

I will propose that adjunction of a wh-element to a maximal projection can only take
place from a position that is canonically governed by the head of that maximal projection'*

AR () (d) 3L 248 ¥ad |Poj Adjunction 23e A3s 22§ YL iz Y+e
Zo|ct, 2yt 1Poll Adjunction ¥ #-2 wh-phraseqto] 7}5gd] 2917t AAfsiol A (d) %
< l-subjacency Z4F WHFA|A brrier’} gloenz T A Aol ¥, () AT 43
o 2y

[prhoj COMP [[Ptlj[NP friends of t2j]

INFL ( admire Bill)]))

ol EAe7? @ FolA t3L t1g licences}dd

L1

@TFL THHdd o © T3e wE4A
=}, 284 1Pol adjunctione] -atzl: Zlo] li-

=3} INFLo) 23le] F Aoz Xujg 4

13) Howard Lasnik and luan Uriagereka, A cowrse in GB syntax (Cambridge : MIT Press,

1988). p.75.
14) Frampton, J. (winter, 1990) Parasitic gaps and the Theory of wh-chains, Linguistic Inquiry

21, p.50.
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cence Hct, 2} ©@EAolAE INFLL 122 Asistxl Rt o3t NP7t Barriero] 7|
=& o] o},

242 vm A AEEYo F2F o]zt A AYE ¥ 4 fin 27
Plato’s ploblemoll ¢}& Universal Grammardl] 2]Z§ GB theoryel] el#jAigt A o] 715 3tet.

GB theory: #A staf¥ol} F2Fe] ol Ay Fu =22 A FAZA AN o
Zo] o}ut}, Universal Grammar—experience—Core Grammar—Pheriphery—Actual speech
2 oo] 50| o]Fo] A& FAA doldFE Actual speech F#iH-E AT S4B
Aglid] GB theory: Core Grammarg 7 Ao 3o Universald o2& %2 Hel7|
2ol HA olErch iz dA Rolm2 HA o|EL WA Ffeof Yotz Chomskye F
Aotz A g 44, ¥9stn AT a2 § Helng A o= Tamfeld
g3gdn F33}n 4.

B3 2A BRojde AgE 4L dn e FA Ticld F4Ad Eie © A
2@ 5E@ BHE 7% So2 FEgn B4, FE4 B4 BASE FA%tE AR o

o] gict. a2y} GB theoryoll A& o]o %7}%}04 @-thery, projection principle, x-bar theory

5 Universal Grammar®] o] olztejx Ad=ig sln e Held,

Pavid Pesetsky9 %-& <43

As is known from the work of Jackendoff and others, there are severe restrictions on
the occurrence of adverbs of completion. adverbs of completion can only attach to the X
that they modify'”

Fabe] gzl slold A Tl 2wl F2
a, adv+S
b. S+adv+V
S+Auv+adv+V
V+adv+O

e. S+adv

= g Hez FE3m(adv+adj) (adv+adv) (Aux+v+adv) (to+adv+V)
(adv+to+V) 5 BA7t £FolA she 9 & oi$ cheksioh, 28y o|AE FAH2 A
2 E3ln ot Aolh, Hdd FAHA Aol F Actual speechs] Zsfolld A=HE =
gl Zolch, zelvh BA dolg olBeldE F ttE2Al %3 A9L stz Ut

a. The boat was sunk e

b. The boat sunk

a0

15) Pesetsky, D. (1989) Language-Particlor and the Earliness Principle, ms, MIT, p .32,

-71-



12 AFdgasiy A3y (AF - A3 uH)

A FERE e 2& FAUS 24 voluntarilyg A rbaha

a’, The boat was sunk voluntarily,

b”. The boat sank voluntarily

@) () F 34 @)& 24
B HA FclgoR Ao Yo},
a2 YA Jl5e] dhag,

Al &
2

ZdE )€ vEPAQ FFol), olgjte 4
(b) &£%-2 eargative verbZ (a) (b)& o] e},

(@) 33 ® LAl by johngd Youi
The boat was sunk by John,
*The boat sunk by John.

22 H4 @ 232 THAA ¥ @t vEHNQ Lol 2 @ e Agents}
empty Category2 slo] EAsln glov ® Za4L Agents} gt zeloz voluntarily+
Agent¥ FA#of e @ £l Agentr} 2L Fycl Eoln ®EFL Agent
7h EAEA Yo YA Fgolr}

@ 1t is impossible {(PRO to be visited together)

® *It is impossible (for me to be visited together)

TRAME @ £43U A8 @ vIE4HA THol}, oA

_‘_i"_.:,L_o]_,_ ®ol A me: E_Mr-o]_v_i together& #7] W Zo] ®
olc}. & voluntarily$} together:

o)l5

= @94 PROE=
TS v gAY £Ho] HE A
subject-oriented adverbo]=.2 Agent =
A 277 6-Roled} Projection principles] 2]2led =8 5]ojo} Lia=
® @ Bill has completely finished his meal

+ subject7} §-Fof

® *Bill completely has finished his meal

© *Completely, Bill must have finished his meal
® @ Bill has cleverly finished his meal

® Bill cleverly has finished his meal

© Cleverly, Bill has finished his meal

adverb of completion® 2% 443t X'ola} 7l58me @ GO vEyal THol &
©. 28]} Cleverlyt subject-oriented Adverb o] =2 (3 @DO+E £4H Ego] 5= Ao
tt. 28y adverb of completion o] 2tz delzls BLFo 2 AlL3E would not (“refuse”)
A Lol Fol E4} Abolol adverb of completiong % £

= g oo,
@ There is a man in the room,
® There are men in the room,
© A man is in the room.

Therex AAcle FA24 F4F Jelis o] g be A4S} 2ol A GAE Fof
He q8E se 2oz dostn Aok 2e there: wAbzA it &3 o] expletiveo]t}
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@ $A49 AYP =g Yeais @FA theres} Affect-aZ 4#sln 2 Aejo] a mane] °]F
o] ©% o] ¥}, theres} Affect-aZ 4}#ls]+ - There?} expletiveo] =2 2]=|7} glojA
deletion constraint€ o171z ¢=v}. A mano] theres} YW AE o] F 3t L Argument
chain Conditiong TtFA17ict.

A man is t, in the room

A man3} tt =% d4E 43N isk oY 24 A4 F Y42 in the roomE F7to] o
HAE YAod O @A =33 3H7HE =8 Helolo,

# A} theeol] t#l4 Chomskyt &3 Zeo] A%¢ 3tz U,

The expletive there has three salient properties. First, an NP must appear in a certain
formal relation to there in the construction; let us call this element the associate of the
expletive, and take the expletive to be licensed by its presence, Second, number agree-
ment is not with there but rather with the associate, Third, there is an alternate form with

the associate actually in the subject position after overt raising.'® .

existential betr & 2] unaccusative verb2 4] complementolld] 6-Role& FH A casew F
7 9}+ct}. A mane case position® 2 o]5o] 5]} case positionell 2+ NP2} chaing ¥
A3le] cased ool dct, @ ® TS £A HA Helz A Aol s,

expletivetr= LF-Affixojc},

There: phi-feature’} A oJsl®z 20222 a mane 2 3§ olol g}, & a mane INFL}
chaino] 5}2 Therex INFL3} chaino] 522 a man-2 There$} chaing HA3}A s+ Zeolet,
There: gtA 814 a7} 875 LF-Affix2 clitic?} 2 442 23 g+ed Therest a m
ane] LF-Adjunctione NP¢ #A4ste 2% 2424 g 22 722 38 4 o

(ypthere-(pa man)J.

There= NP& Ztojo} sltd 3 +}ql ity g clauceS ZHvet}.

(a) The gift to john of a book,

(a’) The gift of a book to john

(a”) *The gift of john a book,

(b) gifts from john and Bill to themselves/each other

(b’) *gifts from themselves/each other to John and Bill

(c) gifts to john and Bill from themselves/each other

{c”) *gifts to themselves/each other from John and Bill,

9 2R givezle SAbol4] nominalization® Zo|t}, 22w doubl PPl ZHeldh,

16) Chomsky, N. (1988) Some notes on Ecomomy of Derivation and Representation, ms, MIT. p.22.
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@ ¥74-& give john a bookell 4 gives} =Al3} =122 johno|u} bookol]d] HE & & gonva
to, of AAAE 4H3J3te] johnt bookel] #-¢ F-ojsted £l £a<lu] (a”)+ bookolAl 3
< ¥ 7 glenz wEYH FAo] & Holg},
&bl A nominalizatione] sltietx FAle] £4e 23 glom2 complent: 2the X3}
€ Holct, A 4AA 27019 3o, double PP complement S double complement-§
Ae A7 Yol ok opEs e o

The cases of double complements I will look at are listed in (11).
(11) a, Nonalternating double objects (deny, cosd
b, Alternating NP-PP complements (blame X on Y/blame Y for X: load X on Y/load Y with

4}
c. Double PP complements with free order (wik to X abour Y/talk about Y to X: hear from

X about Y/hear about Y from X)
d. Double PP complements in nominals (a gft from X © Y/a gft o Y from X}'"

() (") () ()& BA=2A 2 F PPE ¥olz H3: doltt, (b) (') (¢) ()M (b
) €))7 vl A 3] AL binding theoryE o}7]7] wWiolct. =28t double com-
plement &34 (@) (@) (a") FAAY binding theoryo] FAYE T4 & NPo] Aot
S YA B3l He Aold, @ ) () £3¢ £4 s Universal Grammare]
it W2lol) <iFHA Ag st HAEAl EA/Adeo] A5 ol

(r)

ARE Ao dFE A5H doi$Y & I-languaged ATsE ol BwsHe 93
%oz AdAHo 2 ga vl Ao dFel oo} 74 Fag AL U GTFoloh
AR &7l 2ol 71 F2Y FAFY he chomskyst Bahe 49 SehEe] L4 (Plato’s
problem) ojth. & oA dte] Qzke 2YA ZF AYH B 2FA B FAA Aol x|
A& ZA =Hert dte EAelo
Aol A AYE R olgoz ZA HE J5H AL AR oA Bo] =osln
AAsEr 2oy AetH o] @ ABAoln, HAHoln, A2 (positivism) 4
22 #8E AALE 2L olE AAE A 2y}
2EE ALY, 53] Al-Agol 2ol ARG do] ATFE o] FAE WA AAn A

17) Jackendoff, R. (summer, 1990) On Larson’s Treatment of the Double Object Constructions,
Linguistic Inquiry 21, p.430.
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Aol Wg MAstn ek, F AT AEAL dof dFel7] WEeld, dojdT A7}
A7 A<l 7zi°l"+. AZFTE A A7 A Aol “Hﬂ AT FolA dofel] G AF
7t 743 AetAez HZo] Foldiche AL AT dite] Hle ARt FAHL ok,
vl :1"3]-7li ZA37x 471 dFold,

EzlE9 224 “so little experience, but so mach language” ., ¢ £330} F5o Z#EL
Hux gn g doEF FAY F Ues) e Aol olv AAMAHoE AZe] AT L H
2 gtobe Aold, F AAY dojdFv dolvHE AFde Held o wigtez § Uni-
versal Grammarel| 7d ATE dof o+ Heold,

2272 DN o &g Universal Grammarol] )73l 248l FA ol 3o
A dEde AL o 4 g,

AZE AAF A2 o] FoFtn HARE Yin U}, 2 KA FYAoz F4,
Aeste] d77F AFs AAEYg o HARe AFE VT F4A | v AHAe R A7)
Hol AAY HFoze FAHLE LE3AA Aok, A-HAL0lE ATE HAUTAE A
A2 ol o3t olEH oz AAAYUA AT JAHARY 2 F ol

Auj—A4olg o2 dESE Yo dojgte FelEY FAl, sl ES o]HF, FelEF,
AASE 2L AFEEY dfez A FAY FATIHE FE AN FAY THEHE AH
e AEF 5 QA 24 AF BFE Adged shfoz AT PYE AAge 24 Ao
& Bgolm, A, Ag, A4AAY, HAge g olzrAA HAH HRE AT $FE A
Aga Qlet. ol UREA AT Ao H2E AdE d A2 gAAG,
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Summary
Plato’s Problem in linguistics
Yang, Woo-jin

Languages are the best mirror of the human mind, Knowing the language is a property
of a person; on task of the brain science is to determine what it is about a person’s brain
by virtue of which this property holds,

Chomsky suggested that for a person to know the language is for the person’s
mind/brain to be in a certain state,

The language faculty is a distinct system of common to the species, This faculty passes
from the state S to some relatively stable steady stats S,. UG is the theory of S, and CG
is the therory of Ss: particular grammars are theories of various I-language.

All the devices of language are meager enough so that very few languages are made
available to the language-learner, given data that, in fact, suffice for language
acquisition ,

These conditions of the variant of Plato’s problem set the important task that the rearch
program must address,

Two perspectives can be distingtished in the study of grammar, one which emphasized
rule system and the other, systms of principles. There has been a gradual shift of focus
from the study of rule systems, which has increasingly been regarded as impoverishe, to
the study of systems of principles, which appear to occupy a much more central position
in determing the character and variety of human language.

In long run, I believe Chomsky's greatest contribution will be that he has taken a major

step toward restoring the traditional conception of the dignity and uniqueness of man,
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