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Mental Reality — Creative Aspect — Base — Transformation — Filter — Sentence

F.A%te F4H 4AE AAo2 23, Bu i o Ro] a7k Abw, = ojo] S
Fol ¥ F A€ 424 542 2n vkt Aotk Abme] A, 59 Kalo] 7] Al
S 2 o] Z|A ok 42 BE Jo| 2ol 5= Y4Ael Holch o Aol B Yz =
TR B4 g4Aoln BEAS VY 2N EHY Aolch ohA Alsle] AL e
Az S g, F AYHEE AAA S Joloh o WELE AN: sy

3

°ﬂ"1 4 Atslel A SsE AS FzeA & Ao} Adojdtq oz & dofe 714 2o

oli W o| ZHo| surface structure ] 7 o]} olw| deep str-
ucture 2} surface structure = o} rule of o] = W F2E ol % 3 Qa st Al
olet, o] rule & A+t o] T stolatn o) Aol o) ZEE o 7t o) Eyaly)
o] +¥-& ‘:}‘] w3k FAR, SR, dui A stxE U 4 9 S ooty s E
AFE F2F, T, dui X2 Yo dF e ol 71 8A4el 44 oz 5o ¢
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. olo]9) FALA &4, T2, dulz sl A7) A gelrt. ol M7kxl L4 HAE
EA e v .

3+ oz % o o %
S
l .ﬂc} o3t 7ol 4t = (B] Ioﬂ gu o e[ale Aug gaz ek
o ol 4] e, TR AL Al AT ¢ F Ak clold AdFE LE A 2
&g welF s s et Feid Aol o

Fate] A7t Al Fg VS Hohy
ol9] o} m&, A Ael, Abslelelst &
she] ok Foll i Aol ald ARl Aeleh,

MeE p
gagez 72, 84, ool 4 BaT AT

G zade, dade 22, AA Fade, Hegdy FRE FAE FLAHD
Q. o FzE Rele WHEYe AEAR Y ARl ddofdt AT FRE

22
Qo FAH Anke 2 o] F3t Hol Alol4l, Helef A
tf ol o}ste F &l ol GB theory gl Zolct.

8 4
2
olo
ofo
<]
|o
<
8]
=
o

o0
=3
2

W) olo}st 729 FH<3l GB theory F ©I g abr] or4 A A1 EA
ol 51, M A&l zeroelement & A F3to 24 GB theory & ol all 3t& g mgol AP
ou], 3l GB theoryoll 4] Z5 A<l o] -&°| empty category principle o] & 7 o]
Aa 4 gou g of o] B o 7o ANt Fieh

L. = 7

Modern linguistics @ Ferdinand De Saussure o©] Zo] ofo] s, % Fetgt F2F9 <
o83 A4 02 shof Azeh Aol Bl sle glet

1891 —1907 \d #t%| = comparative linguistics. 1907 — 19114 #x] general linguistics.
2 2o 2 9 odoldt 478 Fol ol g i, A4b el s el E Mok, £l
1907 - 1911 W7px & 7l Ealo) 8, & Fol F2F2] oloj & wat F259 ol A A
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o edofst el g Aeh FaFe ToulYE dolsha Saussure o F7] Qlolst B g
o7 gahulgolch Fr17e) W 4E 29 ARl Aol wEE Bop A
F2799 gA7 sk 2 M9 titleg “Coure De Lnguistique
Générale” 2t 7 i},

Saussure & ¢J o] 3t 7 whdlo)| synchronic 3t W 7} diachronic 3t weo] gltdx stz
2 @7k2] Aol et o FH gl diachronic g Wy ¥ ot 23]2 synchronic 3t o] oo dhed
Toll T24& A2tz BE oo 847t 4 Foll A {714 AL FA 5t Ak st~
ructure ET system? A PF olojdtd o] £Ydro 2H FZAj A E A}

Saussure o] 2] & 4] of 38 vk 27]o] Prague ¥ 5}2} Copenhagen talo]t} Prague 3%}
= 1926 W1 Prague o) 4] Mathesius o] 9] &l 4| 2}5]gj ool F2 phonetics o Fo] FoUHHL
% 3. speech-sound ] function oI +of 2 FH o HEA FAe s wF2
9ttt Zd 2 23 Roman Jakobson o]t} o] 58 &35 functionalist 23 3o},

Copenhagen Stul= 1934 Copenhagen of] 4 ] 25| 93 o] &ste] tHE+ Louis Hje-
Imslevolof o] o] B3 BHL glossematics 2 &2 g}, Saussure = 7}de] 2o =
ole]gt wdwd o] language o] | 2+ value &} 5 FHstdct sMde sy L shve Ay
S 3hhel  sound image 9} A §4 7| = Zlol A9k, 1 value & language o] 2 HA A o
o4 AAE by st} 28l =3t Saussure = La langue += substance 7} o}y 2}, a
formo] 2}3 st} ol9h 7ol langue = formo] & F sldo] glossematics 9 7]2o] 3
2 k. 24 glossematics & &2, A2, 424514 datao] A ¥lojut 435 for-
mal logic 9 A|u} & vt F&lA 71so] s At

Fehoboiojste] A3k ol 4] Al &g w]Fo] olojdte] AMA A 1 Xe) H (1914-1918) o] ¥
253 Adste 544 AE AA s, olH ¥ Aojdty FHe vlFeg doist
A st vlFeo FxFoE eyt 39w Yale o stoll 4 wa & #9dwl Bloom-
field, 2+ Positivism 3}E&<o] 29 Q2L M} 53 & behaviorism 42§ &
okoll o gt A 559 A upatell A G wioked BE AY, =9, AT kY Y FFAA
Soll Al o] FolxjE A3 AFolE, Y FAAsFT HA ] F et ok Fokn TN
1 o]2] 3 ¥ 2 metaphysical method ¢¢ mentalismol t] 3} ululg ol ojd} JFo] A2
T g RHERE Aol

Bloomfield ¢} A4 Language(1933) 0l 4} 2+ Stimulus & Reaction A& 3oz
% Behaviorism# Positivismol 3t o &g Wb, 29 22 WS HAE W
Fz Aok 53 29 979 A F¥2 phonologyel Tz ek Ed MEdE ag
o Jakobson, ZE eloj9] mechanismol: 43E A Z fuctim s ATFYz



4 zn-rcﬂﬁm—‘r—?-ﬂ 194 (AE4)

29 AFE dodte] Aws g5k 73w Chomsky, Halle 5% 3t¥{tofs 29 79
ukokct, :

Boas, Sapir & & 4 ¥dl 252 field work Ropo] Q-+ & 53t qlTial <lojad
Foll e, F2F9 ool slgtoleta & 4 A& written language AT R o} sp-
oken language AT 7} lojdT F7} sojof etz F43ste] phomology o -Foll 2 FH
o}, st 252 ksl Ml AYFol AAMA A FeH A Aokdd A etsbsA ALS] A

9] FRA4 S Ad, AFAs A7 FFIEE A7 A AFALS dojdFoll FAYA
g g B A, FalFY, A5AEH 44 dod A, $Ut 480 E ATHAY
o2 Attt Atg J‘]‘ shiof, FatulHol M olofdtol A d b= FEFA AU, F e
5ol A7 whd g &M A F2FY A3, F2F FhuiHol 2} st A
F4 ATE st Qv AAelch F Absl s, F3u FolA Atgstn e FEF
(structuralism) 7] 539 (functionalism) = F Zolo]dlel] 4 olojdtzlEo] AT w2
o 4] 1} Zoled, Fe]F9 (rationalism) & Chomsky 7} = $& MY & A3 Axsd o
TP L g4 2 FL2 s 3, FeuAAAE AF P e g 4z e el

stEATu WA, 2ol £ YutAolet & F U FZ2FY (structuralism),”] 552
(functionalism), 3252 (rationalism) 5-& ojtjA ojz7= 2tz Z22 4L X5
7€ AEA " o] 9kt e o] Zol HF ool ot A xS, 3 Qlo) AT ol 4
2E AdEgos ste AL shte 442 H3 g AAoldh 20 Ayl Ao g4 ol
Shzke o] Zo] Yo7 Az A EE FEdFol AFL dhte HEAH ol &9 122 H
2 9led, 1910 38 1960 ol 2R & $-2 oleldtoll A & F2T9, 7]%%‘91*]"] ;
1960 d of 28] x| F7kx] & Fel T Al et dHef Az glet. Chomsky o]  Symtactic
Ssructures(1957) 9}  Aspects of the Theory of Syntax 7} 4271 A odojste] 4L ol
ol gte] ujolz} & & gledl, ol 7k F3idt Ao E A2 T+ A+ FAAH A (mental
reality) &} #z3 EA (creative aspect) o] 9o} 2 F315 F 2 FH-& el sl A=
Fo] FH 08 o] FolAjoy, o] {33 49 Ruleo] & grammar o] & qlofstztel LA 4
o] Zlolc} Z ol 7bol| A= competence &} performance 7} 9 =dl, 23 EAd 93t

g w2 9%

mln f“l°
r

r

Base 7} 71t} Mental Reality —»Creative Aspect —Base — Transformation —Filter
— Sentence,

o] 7] 4] Base Rule =NP INFL VP 7} 7]%o| =&dl, Output of base 7} deep stru-

cture ©] 2, transformation component ¢ Z#o| surface structure gl 710t} c}4|
filter ## & 7 A sentence 7} =zt o] & o] B2 o] 7x|1} rationalismol ¢] 745k
Aolv] oje] o] kA8 Vel 32 9l o] Transformation Grammar o 57l Ze]c},
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Aspects %7+ 71 o 2q A G 27 Wy EH e Al7leta stedl L5l £ (standard
theory) A 7] 2}32 &}5. deep structure o 11 surface structure 2 transformation 5|94}
movement Z move-a 7} o] Fo]x] =d| o] move - a9 o271 2 Rule & BA, o Fét& A
o] o] 719 F5 gl Flolct, .

70 AR olojsto] £9 FFrlety & 4 ok B o] Eoll A ubdaf A ol&kdt A
o] Gruber, Fillmorez}z. & F ot FZ u]& dzl5o] A4l uhile] g =dl Katz,
Fodor 5o &Alc] 5 & 4ejv] & (Interpretive semantics), G. Lakoff, McCawley,
Postal, Ross £-o] ZAo] 5] A4 ou] & (generative semantics) 5ol Fillmore 9
Case ’GrammarJ_ ool 24 9] #oll 4] standard theory & wlh¥tsl i 134 Zlo|c} o] e Ch-
omsky, Jackendoff 5-& X Fo|28 T osle] I HFo| £ (extended standard the-
ory) & W EA 51, o]oj4 A4 o) § Fo| & (revised extended standard theory)2- U]
Souid 1070 el shAE A Helel £, A4eje] & dabol 422l AA Hu  mrio]
olshpte el et A & o] 245 o] £3 A% Skl GB theory = o FA ek,

GB theory (Government - Binding theory) & 2| 277 o Fu 4el 132l H A (rule
system) 9t 0 2 o] AT & & F Qlvhx b, A FA Ao 7o dele Al A
(system of principle) 5 4 ZtslAl = %ot

In the course of this work, there has been a gradual shift of focus from the
study of rule systems, which have increasingly been regarded as impoverished
(as we would hope to be the case), to the study of systems of principles,
which appear to occupy a much more central position in determining the char-
acter and variety of possible human languages.?”

T3 e A A (rule system) &
(A) Lexicon
(B) Syntax:
(1) Base Component
(1) Transformational Component
(C) Interpretive components
(i} PF Component
(i) LF Compaonent

1) Noam Chomsky ; Some Concepts and Consequences of the Theory of
Government and Binding. MIT Press, 1982, pp.7-8.
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429 A4 (system of principle) &

a, X-bar theory
b. @ - theory

c¢. Case theory

d. Binding theory
e . Boaunding theory
f . Control theory

g . Government theory

GB theory & olel @t M A Al AT A2 71U B2 ol TYHAL 4
w5t3 gl 53 of GB theoryol o Aofel Toh A AFel 4 S48 Az Ak

o},

i

M. PRO& Trace

John was persuaded to leave
® ( NP;Jon] was persuaded €i (PRO; to leave]

-

o714 ((NP;John], € )& 3tvte] chain & ol2x 9,«‘3]' e; — traceolty, & D-—
structureoff 4] Jolno] S - structure & 5w 4 o] &5 32, Johno) 9 =}&]el| tracer} ¥
A 519t 714 PRO(Pronominal Anaphor) = leave 9] —7;‘—01°Jtﬂ o A] Zero element
olch (t)9o M A= Johno]lx, §-positione] 3t}

g 7)ofl, AF 7] o}t ol Fo 9 oj4 constituent = plonetically realized element,
Z overt element 3hg M) 402 Ator} GB theoryol 1ol 4% shite] constituent
7t o] A7t Zero element (NP¢) 7} 7hul sl ol o] 4 & o] of 317] ol Foll AE7HA] AT
A Wakze A8 o P AT E ok dod otk zerow NPo dste 2o
2 Fmpty category — Zero element —NP® (Empty category & 2z}) — @ PRO
® trace (® PRO {PRO (pranominal anaphor)}

pro (pronoun)

— 32—
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Hz
o
A

trace [ trace } g+
{variable
PRO S} trace o 4AL He

1) trace is governed
11) the antecedent of trace is not in @ -positian
111) the antecedent - trace relation satisfies the subjacency condition
PRO lacks all of these properties,?

oej7pa] EAFAH Z9] (representation) Z D- structure, S- structure, PF ( phonetic
form), LF(logic form) 2 ‘Jﬁ% v}ebsl+dl gap, & empty categories 7} o] 9 F 23}
Hg-g 3t} ECs 7t ZRQ3lE= A+ @O ¢ -Roleo] Hodsji} 2o w2 - positioml
overt element 7} ¢1 8- @] @ infinitive clause o] W2 overt subject 7} 9 & = & u}
2] 7 subject 24 ECs 7} glo]ok st}
Base 9] c}A] 227] 13 (rewriting rule)
5—-CavPs
COMP [ = Wh
{ for }
S—NP INFL VP
INFL = [ (% tense), (AGR)]
o 7140 AGR=PRO©| 3. (+tense) W+ ¥ 351} (-tense) wl= F s =

16 .

a. John went
a’. Jolm [ yyp Past, AGR] go,

b. They want very much for MARY to go
b’. They (ynr. Present, AGR) want very much for MARY to go

#o] 4 SUBJECT 9 subject 2 +%35te] B o] a’ o4 AGR(=PRO) ¥ SUBJECT
o] 7 Johni subjecto]w b’ o4 AGR, MARYL: SUBJECTo|: they = subject

2) Noam Chomsky ; Lectures on Govermment and Binding, Holland :Foris,
1982, p.56.

- 33 —
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ojr}. subject 9 7@ H} SUBJECF 2 Ao 25ty NIC (nominative island con-

dition) & SSC(specified subject condition) o] A &35}5d a’ oA John& SUBJECT
AGR c¢-
cammands John 3tt}, 2, AGR =PROo¢| xju} PRO2] A A o] &3} 222 2 John

[o]

2 INFLo| 8j3je] xujs)x, movement 7} o] £o]2 & @lek. )olHE what7hx 2

9] domaino] Q7 28 & 2 Y+ SSCo ZAo| ¢zt opaque slx,

AGR c-command they 3ic},
o 7ol &3 2 2749 sk At

1) AGR is coindexed with the NP it governs

11) a is a governing category for 8 if and only if # is the minimal category
containing @, a governor of @, and a SUBJECT accessible to a®

They (ynpy Present, AGR] want very much ( oyp for (s Mary to go)
2 A%a v
S - Structure &
They want very much (5 COMP for(s May to golJo]rct
12 1} : they want (5 COMP® (s Mary to gol] & H
COMP¢ Z S-deletiono] AA
PF : They want Mary to go.
ol®] COMP® = for 7} A 5] . Mary & want @ z|u] - wto T & case 7} $ojsict 2
et
They want very much for Mary to go.
ol 4= Mary = very much 7} want 2 Mary Apololl ¢lo] Mary & A& #of kg & ¢l
5] W Fol Mary ol Al Ag 3eleba) 9lstel for 7 Folx ol ok

2 RE oAb WEA AL Yol ulopol 3ty W ol

NP*if NP has phonetic content and has no Case?

3) Ibid,, p.211.
4) Ibid., p.49.

— 34 —
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a. John seems to win
It seems that John wins
b. John is certain to win
It is certain that John wins
(a) & 24
D - Structure :
NPe seem (g John INFL win]
INFLo| [+ tense}o|® Jom & INFLo| 2éte] A& HojutAl 5|EE move -a
7} 5]z Egtch. 22i 28 NPe seem s (s John wins) 7} 5 =4 NP*
T itg AQle =HE Aeldh F it- insertion o] o] o]z 51, vl A &2l vl7t 2l
£ that g 433t
It seems that John wins 7} 5 12,
@ INFLo] [- tense)ol 7% John & 7 & Fojyiz| S qlas
A st AE st @45 [+ tensel, EFFAL - A A AP Z2 seemZ 2} ZAlo] 32,
win & INFLO] (- tense) o) B2 John A& Fof viz| 235 slol AF AL Fdske
9 xloll &71%] ¢t o] oixlc} Seem- INFLo| (+ temse)°ls., D-Structure of| 4
NP¢ 7} seem®] Fol2 slo] glol seem®) Foj & MEA A Hourg NP7} shopstoz
A Z case- filter o &3t Johno| move-a = 0o}
S - Structure : John seems [t to win)©] A7ty 2828 PF &

L §-Position ¢}

John seems to wino]ch
714 ()% seemoll 9 A& W (AEAE AujatAut A& Heistal X3kt ), John
o §-Positionol] 9Je5l, NP-movement 7} one-bounding g # %1 gle= Subja-
cency condition il o] x| o B R well-formed sentence o] t},
(b)oll 4] D-Structur +
NP¢ INFL (+ tense) be certain (s John INFL( * tense) win)
INFLo] (+ tense) A=
NP INFL (+ tense) be certain (s John wins]
714 John& INFLE AujE Wk, Ao BoutA 5 ZE move-a’t ol Fol 2 Y+
o}, 28z NPt w3 INFLo A& Hlp RS Hojubd s&d, §-Position o] 1L
it-insertion o] o} ¢}z 5, That & Ael 5t ,
It is certain that John wins,

7t e,

— 35 —
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® INFLo] (- tense)dw

MPe INFL (+ tense) be certain s Jon to win }

@714, John & certain®] A& W Yo} AL Hojux oz,
(- tense) o] 2.2 A g Hof ubx] 2322 Case-Filter o ¢J5lo] John &
2 o] F3leo} ik, ma,

" 7132 move - a7} 5|of

w3t INFLo|
Ag e 4

= =2
. 5 trace & ¢

INFLo] (+ tense)g] be o o] 9}okstch

John is certain t to wino] st}

ol®, to 48 Akl John & § - positiono] Yz, t= certain®] #|u| & e o] sub-
jacency conditiono] ul s]x] ko o a@ o %2 wellformed sentence o] o}

It is unclear what to do - PF(Phonetic Form)
@ It is unclear (5 what(s to see)) - surface structure
® It is unclear [5 what (s PRO to see t]) -S-structure
@ It is unclear (5 COMP (s PRO to see what]] -D-structure
@ It is unclear (5 for which persan x5 PRO to see x]} -LF (Logic form)

=) -?—2(}0{] 4] D~ Structure ]l (3) &= wh-movement (move - a)ol 23l S-Structure ¢}

20 2 31%5]_._, what 7} 916l 22l trace 7} WAl 59 (s)9) SUBJECT=Z4 PRO
7} EA "}, =3} surfacre structure ol O =32, Interpretire component ¢l PF
(Phonetic Form) % LF(Logic Form) o2 st} {Fa2A 2 o] £-¢ So] zh2ke}A Au
Hedl, 2y Yeh) ¥olw ofal gl 7t

Base

l

D - structure

‘[( \move -a
/

S- structure

LF — inteipretive
component

S-structure Q] @< v

(5 COMP what (s PRO INFLsee t])
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% PRO%E, INFLo] (- tense]olZg x|u) & whx] E8}x g oaf COMPSl what of
Asted A & WA Xoka gleh 3 PROS M 4bE glomg - positiono] gl Al
YA A& 7 U =3 subjacency condition®) M okS ¥hg WL} Uk wE  empty
categories princile ol vl 5z o=

ERF t T A7 nd see o Au) & Wby Qlool, olm) trace = AL x| A sy,

o] %% 53] variable o] g3 3jc}
a trace is a variable if and only if it is Case -marked®

St trace(variable) o] 43) Al §-Positiono] 93, subjacency condition % boun-
ding theory off 9 A 3t22 o] §%42 well-formedolt} o714 $2j7} A 7ol & 2L
empty categories principleo] W3t &£9)4= S-Structure of] 4] 33 Q}i= ApAlo] o}
gt trace + bounding theory 9} s v )b Ao| o},

a. I bought Jolm a book to give to Tom.
a’. I bought Jon a book [ COMP PRO (s PRO INFL give t to Tom)]]
b. I bought a book from John to give to Tom.

b’. T bought a book from John (§ COMP PRO [s PRO INFL give t to
Tom]]

S - Structure a’ b’ o4} COMPol gl+= PRO+= trace o A& Afo] 12, PROS ] ) A}
<+ book o]t} o= book @ -Positiono] 2], PROE ungovern 3t 2 empty cate-
gories principle of 2 &5]£8, PRO2 4l g A+ subjacency candition o Fofj bz 9t
c},

a’oll4 S| subject 2 2l PROE 439 4t Jdnol sz, 4 John & 6 - Position o9]
Lo, 3k o8 PROE ungovern 3t2. & ECgoll vl 5)x] oti=c},

b” ol 4 (S]e] 9l PROE AP A7t 199 0 -Positionof ¢l 57, ungoverns}B.2
ECs o 9lul =] 2] ot=c} old) PROS A& Afebe] A = subjacency condition of Fojjulk
A et E3 PROY dalAlE PROZ control.gtth s sled, control theory 9  shA)

s ek 2222 a,bt well-formed sentence o]t}

5) Ibid,, p.69.
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a. Jom is too bad to talk to Jim.
b. John is too bad to talk to.

Extended Proiection Principle o ]34 ¢ a,b9 S-Structure &

a’ John is too bad (NP to talk to Jim]
b’ John is too bad (NP; to talk to NPS]

NP, % NP, & PROo|th NP, & Johnol osted control 5} 34 NP, = A3 ab7t
glom g ojw] PRO+ oj®l NPl o]3le] control 5 A} %+
2849 NP to talk to NP (overt or empty) T NP INFL talk to NP ddf
INFLo] (4 tense)o|wl
a” Jom is so bad that He (John) will not talk to Bill
b” John is so bad that no one will talk to NP, o] =t}
ol® NP, o] 424% A7s % 4 ek NP, < A A tool oldtd el E Wbz 9l i
fo| PROY & 8ich 2= traceoltt 2742 NP3 9| trace d =gk kst
o] NP, & 0- positiono] o} 7] o Folc}. ol Al A 7ta 2 = S-Structure b’ of} 4] NP,
o] 43 Ak Johnol o 4 §lo=® — Subjacency Condition Z bounding theoryoll 2}si4|
—oE Axoela] Q7td BA FE T et 2A L variable o] B2 oj® 2.4 e
ator o] © 3t A-bound 5 o o gt} 22822 be] A"dql S-Structure <
John is too stubborn [(SO; (SNP, to talk to NPgJJo]c}.
ols] Oy & BEColi. wh- phrase &+ & o2& Zlojth, 2288 O free variable o]z,
PROZ = & 4 gitt. PRO= Matrix sub]ect o] John o & 5t control §l32 PRO <
NP; 2 bound 3}E% NP, & Johnol 2tz & + %k 221} NPy &= John o tracet ©of
Uz 0,9 traceolth ol A& D- structure 2 %4 st oh-&# 2t

oper-

John is too stubborn [SCOMP (s NP, to talk to 0,])

gap NP, + island condition & BbHA1 7] 1 subjacency & w23 2ot NPs st O, %
A move-azt o] FolA L Yo BT binding theory & F=3ta Q& 7 o] o},

NP, = 9| NP, 3} ¥|<& configuration & %3 2 w4 NP, & Jomol ¢ste con-
trol 5= W NP, & 2% 7 2alerbe A& 2ak. NP, 7t Jchn 3 coindex sk,

— 38 —
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NP, = NP, #} coindex 4| & 74 s]&w] zel9l binding theory o] 9wl =& 2 w7t 5l
ct,

Z.  An R-expression is free, 221 F o4 NP, + variableo] & 4 Wl gledl, &
Q, ol 9] 3}ed bound 5]o] ok 331 NP, ol 9 3led bound = o Aj& Sbsich

An R-expression must be A- free in the domain of the operator that

A - binds it®

2822 NP, = 0,7 coindex & 4 ¢l 3 we}+ John #} coindex & 4 glo =2 NP,
=PRO+ matrix subject Johnoff 2lé}e cantrol 5]+ B} 238 free PRO2 4A
S M Ae g o7 = o] g}

7] 4 Transformational Grammarof 4 33t move -ad] 3 42, & move-a%}

gap(zero element) 7}9] 74| 2 ¢} 23 7to] Qokst & 2}

Move a is the relation between an antecedent and a gap where :

a) the antecedent lacks an independent 8 - role (and is therefore in a 4-
position)

b) the gap is properly governed (if it is trace)

¢) the relation is subject to bamding theory (subjacency)”

=

FolA B9 A 25 dFeh, WA FHol e FRE o FiA Lo fedl, F
Standard Theory, Extended Standard Theory, Revised Extended Standard Theory &

WHehAA] F AT AL rule systemol 9z AL A7} move - ao] A& Ant
FH5e Ak Holgekn A Fholel ohch 22l 80 uol HolGw A o] ste)
| +% rule system3} system of principle & F%35le st= GB theory 2] o #71 A=

el A ] Z712] JFY] HEL trace & move -~a® Qofa A zhehs] 4w @ 4 gl A
sk F #3A 204 7 Wiy Eel M F2E AFAD B S tracedF F O 37HA

-0

z7102 gt& A F A Hof, AF73 o+ izt constraints 7} GB  theory of
A 7k gk AuEd 5 oA sddh

6) Noam Chomsky: Some Concepts and Consequences of the Theory of Govern—
ment and Binding, U.S. A :MIT Press, 1982, p.31.
7) Ibid., p.33.
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o] 47+ GB theoryol4 # F53 9= zero element & =3to| glo], FF rule sy-
stemof] 4 o}F 7 Qv £EL =g, £ 2o L5 5= o 271X system of principle
Botx Z obF ek 50 2R A7) A WY FY L T 25937t B 4 W
£ o) &o] WA, FAHY ot A FH4Y skl zero element £ AT HFE &
2353z 23 overt element g E 3 15 Qi)

olo] B =%

@ Ao, SxHe 79 o2 linguistics T AF317) A F3 20471 %, F
ehope] FxF9 Ao, a2z dAd deofde Ffal vl e FE2FIE hHSHAl At
52, Standard Theory 9+ Interpretive Semantics, Generative Semantics & 7} #Fshl &
7} &t GB theory & ol dlstedl T 3o] HA o,

® GB theoryoll 4 A 2R H<l PROS trace & o F& 5o EFo2H 7T of
A7) 44 Mok =3t FA dF Aol ] deep structure & surface structure of
& Z4, move - aol o 3 od2]7}x| rule, Rationalismoll 73t ole] W45, AW
3 Fijo] 2o B4 ol sl £8o) lolxn, & move - a9 FA3 FH L Aol
£ ol A o} o] =Fol 7|Eat trace o] A, F,

(@ Trace is ungoverned

@ the antecedent of trace is not g-position

® The antecedent - trace relation satisfies the subjacency condition,

% ol &) & Case filterglt ol&istdd Wejed Y o] s 3tAl = Art, deep structure o 4
A& trace o 4Aclgtx Hx FHolo] ohic

&3] At 8ste F LT too~ to YL  GB theooryol 2l & B4 3o 2 25 A

TR 43 Qe AYere QRS Wy A Hol RS AAAdz AFT FHATFE

of @l Ziel7HE A4 skl Flch
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Summary
Zero Elements in Language
Yang Woo-jin

This article is summarized as follows. The main trends in structural linguistics are outlined.
The work of Saussure clarified rendered common on linguistic thought some dichotomies such
as langue versus parole, significant versus signifie, etc. The Prague School developed a
functionalist view of language, and whilst taking into account many problems such as those of
style, literary language, and historical linguistics, provided a detailed model for phonological
analysis. The Copenhagen School, and in particular the glossematic trend expounded by L.
Hjelmslev developed in the most rigorous way the Saussurean conceptions, insisting in
particular on the opposition of form to substance, and on the formal character of language.
American structural linguistics is discussed with reference to the work of the three major
figures who represent ‘mentalism’ and behaviourism’, E. Sapir and L. Bloomfield., Jakobson.

The most striking innovation in the field of linguistic theory during the last 25 years has
been the development of generative transformational grammar, mainly in the work of Noam
Chomsky. Chosky’s work is animated by interests in the history of culture, psychology,
philosphy, and scientific methodology. The rapid spread of transformational ideas among
linguists not only in the United States but throughout the world, and the readiness to throw
aside traditional views have brought into the open a widely-felt dissatisfaction with the

‘narrowness of purpose and method imposed on itself by linguistics.

Mental Reality — Creative Aspect — Base — Transformation — Filter — Sentence.
Chomsky has repeatedly stressed the creative aspect of language use. Our linguistic
competence is an aspect of our general psychological capabilities.

Base

(a) Base Rules

(b) Lexicon *

(c) Lexical Insertion Rule

Output of Base : Deep structures
Transformational Component

(a) Transformation (Move-a)

(b) Conditions on the application of Transformations

Output of transformation component : S-structures

With the rapid development of Linguistic theories, modern linguistics has made its way
toward Universal Grammar, and no other linguistic research is considered the proper subject of
linguistics but that based on Universal Grammar. In fact, new and amazing turning points have
been arranged early in the 1980's with the shift of study from Rule System to system of
Principle, the establishment of Empty Category and so on.

Empty categories are trace and PRO, they are distinct.
We have the following properties of trace:
i) trace is governed
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ii) the antecedent of trace is not in a ¢ -position
iii) the antecedent-trace relation satisfies the subjacency condition

PRO lacks all of these properties.
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