HEEO] fRELTEA I AT
- BRERS LR -

8 *
1. ¥ # M. #HECEERS B
0. HAcst BalE N. # E

I. F i

AspectsE#o] Bz 4o 7 Waste government binding (GB) theory(FA - % ®#) 7t A=l
2o apAo)z|ul EBAYOZ el GB theory: B89 Biizte A cl2 M2y L5082 o
apEaickn & & olch. AspectsE#s v ¥ o 7} FTi2 5L A5 WY T T
o] 29t £2E w3, o FHd SIT ehet 53 e HIF AL AR5k ¢ ‘Move- .

].

E
bl FE S Agal A ol s = YA ATZZ well-formed conditions} filters} 72

(LARSUA '—

El

o

=2
el k= BER e B ol WA ol =eldq oot BIERARERR(Revised Ex-
tended Standard Theory)ol] & 2L o] B3 9= A& o) 7kx) T So| ofrie} o] FE % BH T
olt}. AA 2 Chomskys 45w .o F2 2] A Al (system of rules)ol] 4 FERS} & 7| (system of princi-
ples)2 A7t vt Fzsla

Bnel BIEEAEERR197S, 1981)011/‘1“ mEEHA EXifsE 2-8sle] D-structurez}
5% 3 of 7)ol Move— a 7} B85 o] S—structurez} § |, ¥ HAL S—structure levelo]
A WA She b AR5 (case—marking)3h H5 B Hi(case theory)d Ars{ ¥ 7 ‘2 E- HiEFHEE(D-structure. S—
structure 28] 3 Logical Form)ol| = ZEMEO] HHF@Mot BB ool Soh’ s fFEEE (projection
principle)& o] 7] 2| 97| $15te] A =lo] ol 2RI PROS} trace?] BAUEMEFE 45 ¥l ok

4], %R (govern)g} AL (case -marking)oll 4] tensed clauses} untensed clause® EEFIstT un-

_,d
rir
N

tensed clauses) for-infinitive complement, bare infinitive complement 12| 3 empty NP -subject
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infinitive complementwell ¥ %%l for. ¢. e(empty complementiser)2} S—bar deletions§ #%E3}3
& RRACES] o) Ro] x| = Epikol 4] PROS} lexical NP, NP—trace2} WH—trace7} governmentzl
Aol 4 HEE 75 filcomplementary distribution) BAfRe] QlchE HAE o T8 F&l 4 wAcl

. Zfce} wAECE

Chomsky 7} #] A3} 9! = 8B ZR(case theory)l| 2]3}lm case-marking positionol} ¢l = L& BBF
S0 ey B3 Hofulolel 31, phonological contente]l ®& NPoll & #o] E 4|5 oo} gtr}
(Case Filter). of # & fgo| Folx|& =}2| Uk AMY HBEEEE(O —Role)o| Foialctn Bm Qep. !

“The theory of Case is concerned with the assignment of (abstract) Case to elements that are in
Case-marking positions(for example. objects of prepositons and transitive verbs, subjects of tensed
sentences). One basic princple 1s J. -R. Vergnaud's Case Filter, which states that every NP with
phonological content must receive Case. Case too can be thought of as being assigned to chains. in
the obvious way. The presence of Case makes elements “Visible” to the application of certain rules,
both rules of the phonological component and the LF rules that assign @ —roles to chains. Pursuing
this idea. one can largely(perhaps completely) reduce the Case Filter to the g —Criterion.”

B R % (case assigner)= lexical categorys) fi#hz, giiEz %ok okviel TENSEo|ch, NP7} -5
ubo] o)l A= fibEhiE, Ai@: ¥ TENSE & ol = Aol Hhg=|ojok shzdl chg2) 2710] vl &3}
d X& YE LRgch®

(1) X governs Y just in case
(i) X is a governing node c-commanding Y
& (i) there is no other governing node Z such that:
(a}) X c-commands Z
& (b) Z c-commands Y
&

(c) Z does not c-commands X

o 7)ol A B BheRe 1A o) c-commanda‘}—%

command®} [B—3F Aoz Y23 £ D,

gt AR 5% governdhA] ] = v} governg-

& @R Tel ot RS E  c-command(
constituent command) gtel= A2 XE A&st= A 2 wdo] Y& itsly X7t YE, Y7 XE 3
@5k @S Aul, X YE AEEoigtcls Kook = (1)l X& Y& commandsls 3h9]
governing nodeoj X I F 7ol = 3h49| noder} ¢lo] minimally c-commandd = X& Y&

governstcl,

rl

1) Chomsky, N., Some Concepts and Consequences of the Theory of Government and Binding(Cambridge,
Massachusetts : MIT University, 1981), p. 6.

2) Radford, Andrew. Transformational Syntax (New York: Cambridge University Press, 1981), p.
319.
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(2) He ran towards me.

(3) /' \
Vy PP
ralm F|‘7// NPy
|
towards me

(2)¢] VPal (3)e} 4 ran& towards®} meE c-commands}z] b governslz| = or=cl, o il (1)
5 (i)l 2733-& F5= 2 2l ¢l W Feleh 2el v towards (1)9)
N3k (i)l 27& A& FE5 2 o7 dFoll meE governdhi Yrf.

Fgholl A HEALE E(case-assigner)= BhiE], BB L2l BFHIONFL) 2old] ohgab 22 da) &
off Jeb} case-assigners} sl m glch;

4) (1) [.p V NP(NP")]
() [pp P NP]
(i) [, for [, NP, to [, V NP.]]]
iV [xp X [, NP to VP]]
™ [ V [ COMP [, NP INFL VP]]
W) [vp V [ne1 NP2 N])
gid [vp V [ap A (of) NP]]
W [, V [pp P NP]]

(ijll 4 V= NP (282 NP)ES HEIS)A, (i)l 4] P NPE, (iijot| 4] prepositional COMP¢l for
+ NP &, NP2 Vel 2]af ZEEs| ek, (vl 4 &h3E X& NPE 2B leh. of Xol &) s}
= B & 34 & f st believelf #hid, seemnt 7H-2 raising verb ¥ certain, likeg} 722
raising predicateo] T E+slch. o] 42| case-assigner+ FECSE= NPol 25 BAYHES Yost o
b, 22y (viell 4 Vb opxd INFL[+Tense, AGR]7} F3Eql NPE H&slx, 2 NPd| 4§
(subjective)g H-od3la gleh. = (viell 4 COMP= (5)ell 4 A & null)d +5 3, (6ol 4 & wh—
2 As = A2 AdE 72 o, (7)s 8)M Y that} forz I Fx ok,

(5) John tried [PRO to win]

(6) John wondered [;what PRO to do]

(7) John hold [;that these truths are self-evident]
(8) John preferred[; for [, Bill to leave]]

(Wil 4 Vi NPy7h obilel NP1 %BERbeh oleigt ¥4l (219 A2lol4 A wigel W2l
governoll ef gk (9)9h 22 HIst 2EH W B o) Aol 1 YOl T+ ek Bow b

3) Chomsky, N., Lectures on Government and Binding(Cambridge, Massachusetts: MIT Univesity,
1981), p. 162
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Al 5l el
Chomsky= Governmentol] 3} z-54ql {3 FHMHA GBo] &9 F4aleo] 5= (98} 242

governmentol] {3k A2 E el 9lcl,

(9) @ governs 3 f @ =X (in the sense of X—bar theory), @ c—commands 3, and 3 is not

protected by a maximal projection.™

o7k ¢

o
rir
td
>
M
(.\.l
rﬂ
o
o
v
ol
ol
R
o
o
do
13
M
i
rlo
2
Mo
o

Andrew Radfords x &< - 9

A4 gleh.”

(1) Many people are baffled by linguists’ theories.

102| italicised phraseZ- tree-diagramo & ‘hep = (11) =k 7},

(11)

linguists’ theories

(9)e} A 2lol] ¢]3tA by (11)2] NP #ual ofije} NP,% Ul
NP,i= byell %ALs| 7] ool BHIRgo] e s, 24 £33 a-Eolch s
o] Weksl v KEFAE viro] 2o FrHEo| = 7] o Eolvh. 22l ' byt NPo& Fhlst= A
4 w1 NP & ¥R + I 55 Chomsky: Lectures on Government and Binding?| 4| NP¢} 5+

governmente]] o) &0 2 wkal 7} glebw Fabstm e}

{(12) NP and 35 are absolute boundaries to government. (BARRIER CONDITION)

E WFE ZEE 7 drbe Rolch F (114
of TA stz wpolct, ook bl 4 (13)0] 3571‘{958’-101

N Py
the 14—% (12)2] condmonon o3 7hrhslA] 4l sl

3
rlo
ol
_,d
—{N
rr
2z
jao)
et
o
wi
1o
o
B
mlm
o
2
“
ﬂ_

du

4) Chomsky, N..Some Concepts and Consequences of the Theory of Government and Binding(Cambridge,
Massachusetts : MIT University, 1981), p. 19.

5) Radford, Andrew, Transformational Syntax{New York: Cambridge Univesity Press, 1981), p. 321.

6) Chomsky, N. Lectures on Government and Binding(Cambridge , Massachusetts: MIT University,
1981), p. 321.
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(13} * John tried [; everyone to leave]

(13)2] tried+= s-bar& 7| everyoneg govern %3} 1L everyoneo| L& ol 4] Auj 2 & S ulz] &
5| ] = “phonetical non-nulle] NP7} sr& ol 4 case-markingo| <} 3| NS ] 1 wELS Y
#fyolcl"el+= Case Filtero] gIufxic), 22128 (13)2 JEriEfye]et & 4+ o)t}

(4)vitell 4 BYZFV= NPE ZALSH#) 2, NP ofol] o|a) FAdutelm olch. & of —NP7} 8 44}
off of# ZALSI b & F alch

Chomsky& €12l 3845 2 ch-goll 2= NPol| -2 Hoje 32 2tz NPo {5S FesEst
7] $1eh 4] ofzl z+2 Az 4b7} W adty #FEC] of & case—marker® of 7| e}, T

etk 4} chgol ol St A felt TAlAh 470l oW E DAL o}gah 22 o F A

14( (a) John 1s aware of the difficulty.
(b) John is aware that there is a difficulty.
(c) John is aware how you must feel.
{d) John is aware of how you must feel.

“Case Theoryel] 4 30i ﬁsol BUES 2l 2222 (141(b), {14)ckll ofo] AbQls| 2| ¥ & AL %7}
5|z 9rzlal (14)(d)el 7 ¢ ‘how you must feel'2 s-bared 4 Fo] BLES 2] 92+dl S of 7} o Apels]ad
=7t db= A 7} Q{EI—, 0| of 2 D-structuresl] ##EstE 2ol 22 Deletion Ruleol| °|s) thatgfiz} 4
AAbE otell e BBHIO T A s o Tapd ool & Fo)d o A8t P22 v Aol Ebe}
alct.”

(4)Micll 4 NP2 &z V7bolul el o 2] <} bY°ﬂ °ls] EZALs] 1, PP& Vol ojsf ZE=lch a2
lexical head= z}4]l¢] head & 3o} ¢+ phrase %9] complements~ HRest INFLE r&E(s)?]
heade) o z}4le] ZErslo] = ES FIEE TR

Chomsky+= Case-assignment?] ¥l £48 c}Sz 7ro]l ¥ gcf:?

(15)°(i) NP is nominative if governed by AGR
(i) NP is objective if governed by V with the subcategorization
feature : —NP(1.e.. transitive)
(i) NP is oblique if governed by P
i) NP is genitive in[yp —X]

7) Ibid., p. 223
8) o)W %, “dolsl AEAS| Wahel”, elol, 78, @Foloietsl, 1982, pp. 347352,
9) Chomsky, N.. Lectures on Government and Binding(Cambridge, Massachusetts: MIT University,

1981), p. 170.
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(v) NP is inherently Case—marked as determined by properties
of its [-N] governor 7

ol 23] a4 Chomsky= olojel] =pe} INFL3 AGRE T#s) 4 INFLE S—structureol| 4} VP
Wl 7} ofd So F4 842 8B uim AGRE Surface Structure] 2] VP $lo] L5 o2

gzt 2ol B ek !”

------ Jet’s focus on the fact that while INFL is a constituent of S outside of VP at S—structure, its
elements----++ specifically. AGR.---.- appear within VP in verbal morphology in surfce structure.
Therefore there is a rule----.- call it R--+o which assigns the elements of INFL to the initial verbal
element of VP. Assume R to be, in effect. a rule of Affix—movement. If R applies in the PF-
component, then AGR governs the subject position at S—structure and at LF,

22] v} o] Jrell 4= subject positiong& S—structureg} LFoll 4 ol INFL 42 3t EHl
AGRol| 9]3ted HEes) 7| = 2ol INFL3 AGRS A—3at Ao2 HFal 4 A4 Hhis} AT
RREEE ch2Alch (15)W9) 2%+ Holl4 A Xelt headoll oja) TR BEES 7Hedte,

= 73
2} A2 4 ook (15)9F 22 AN A 82 (16)3h 22 s-barst obd 52 Kol 4 claused ¥4

BopAA drbe AE YazAoz $4 QY ek

(16) @) S NP-INFL-VP

(NP- 1" -VP)

b Vv V-NP
() PP —» P-NP

AFAH 02 claused] £3Eql NPoll = Efgo] REACIT 4 A4 gt 22t 2242 &4 X3}
ct.

(17) (a) I think that ke " him will read the bood
(b) I wonder whether he,” *him will read the book
(¢) I will read the same book that he/*him will read

(18) (a) 1 want * him/ he to read the book

{b) It would be a good idea for .him/he to read the book
(¢) I'm looking for a book for .him/he to read

(17)3% (18)ol Al read-claused] /ol = (17)oll A E#o| EE= 2, (18)dl A+ Bkl R¥s

10) Ibid., pp. 256—257.
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T el 2 £RE (17)9] read-clause: tensed clauseo]x, dbedol] (18)2] read-clause un-
tensed clausezl= ApA 3k F|edo] 2l Chomskyd] 2]sl= ode]2] claused| = tensed clauses}
infinitive markerq] toE ¥ 3+é}+ untensed clause’) 5 7}z] 3ef 7} drc}.

(16)(a)¢] INFL+ [+Tense], & finite([+ Tense]) obv}= infinitival{[—Tense] Jo} = + 9}
t}. [+ Tense]oll 4+ person. gender 18] i numberE # s}~| o Fof] AGR(agreement)2} 1 dr},
AGR BF = 4724 9l nominale] 2]k INFLU o] 4 &S BEAT) = EEZ 9.3 AGRo] INFL
well glow Chomskyt: F3Eoll ¥#S BEAI7l2 gleh !V

The “inflectional” element INFL may. in turn, be [+ Tense]. finite ([+ Tense]) or infinitival
([—Tense] ). If finite, it will, furthermore, have the features person, gender and number; call this
complex AGR(“agreement”). The element AGR is basically nominal in character; we might consider
it to be identical with PRO and thus to have the features [+N, —V]. If so, then we may revise the
theory of government, taking AGR to be the governing element which assigns Case in INFL. Since
{+N. -V] is not generally a Case-assigner, we must extend the theory of Case so that [+N, -V, —
INFL] is a Case-assigner along with [-N], regarding [+INFL] as basically “verbal”, if we take
AGR to be nominal. INFL governs the subject if it contains AGR, then assigning nominative Case
by virtue of the feature[+INFL],

2o Auxzh gle (19)9) & WEL o 94 A AUAs?

(19) I bought a book to give to Mary.

Aux7} ¢l< tensed clause= (20)3] @ empty tensez}+ BT S L 3}7] o ol Base Rules
o] o)) [+past] 2 o) 5] 3 baseol] 4] empty 2 A st & o] AL empty +past Aux-§& L33}
+ Tensed clause® o] &+=xic}, o] 213t £ 4 (19)+ (20)3F 22-& D—structure®} S—structure &
# &A=t

(20)

v

COMP S

—WH NP TENSE VP

1 +PAST

e buy - Mary

11) Ibid., p. 52.
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NPo| *#3 BRHES BiESH= 2 3l oe] genitive case-markingol] #% Chomsky2] #|ql-&
A& A9l Aoletn Radford: FEstw e}, '?

(21) [NP2 [NPI the soldiers’] [§ sudden departure]]

“NP,ol] genitive cases BESIZ v HAI-Z NPo] F4raq) HEEEFK poss(essive)E A 7}
SHe SIS Fold L A7ksl possl e = sbe] NP} governsichnl [+genitive] &Eol &
gacke (22)9 2 eidal Py e AHgakn ek,

[np2 NP,-N]
(22)

\“/ «———— a rule adjoining an abstract morpheme POSS
[xp1 [xpz NP;—-POSS]-N]

Joll A28 (21)o] POSS—-INSERTION ruleg Z&4)zldd (23)3F 7S FF71 A Avc},
(23) [wp: the soldiers—POSS] [§ sudden departure]]

(23)el] 4 oldiers= POSSol] ¢lall governs] ., x& FiHikol BES 2 Yct.”
o] 4bofl 4 ¥3EO| RE - governmentol] o|el thZolzlm gl Mot Yol 4 dFH AL 7F
k3] g.oksle (24)¢F Zc}.

(24) (a) NP is nominative if governed by TENSE
(b) NP is objective if governed by a transitive V or P(=—N)
{(c) NP is genitive if governed by POSS

o| M| 7] tensed clause?| FZE, neg] -

Y AiEES BMY, el FrEel case—marking-S 4
ool oh&-2 untensed clauseql §- 4} Folo] BMEFELS (25)9 (26)8] o &L S s w7l
c},

(25) (A) It would be a mistake for him to leave.
(b) It is difficult for her to get an A in math.
(c) Who did John want for to have won.

) (a) I consider him to be a fool.
b)
c) I expect kim jto win.
d) I saw him to leave.

1 want kim to leave.

)
(
(

12) Radford, Andrew, Transformational Syntax{New York: Cambridge University Press, 1981), p. 326.
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(27) (@) [z for [ him to leave]]
(b) {5 for [, her to get an A in math]]
{c} [5 for [ him to leave]]
(d) [5 for [ whom (who) to have won]]

(25)2] H-A 4} -2 (27) MY =ch. (27)0] A forr} prepositional complementiserz} s fore i
B2 A B2 2}2] Fofo)!NPE governd} L objective caseZ REaEshA] X b, 2] vh 23 2o)] overt
complementiserz} $l+ bare infinitive complementol] of &l 4= of -2 Eabs)zlc}, (26) italicised
parts g}ol] 2l = #HEE EhiaSo] o] YAl bare infinitive complements& 3] &35l ¢/ =715 Rad-

ford= Kaynez} Chomsky FES ZAHZ a4 t}&3 o] st e}k !S

“Kayne2| ik :
(26)°] BhaEle-2 Eodo] vehda %+ AIEF B8 4A(COMP)Ql $o] 28] sl 5]+ s-bar 3
b BES FHEn o7l =&l (26 () (28)3} #ro] =i,

(28) I consider [s[COMP ¢][, him to be a fool]]

olelg V& shAdteled Zedell Jebdx -2 RijE 6 2 FKprepositional complementiser) ¢
him< governal himell Ba9H-E BESA ek ol WA 5ol FaFol & 1R 4b7k obd ¥4 <4E ke Al 7
2 Gelel BEAst st Mok ek FalA ool LE AL for. ¢ ol e(empty)eh 22 A A S| B
LES ol shdol a4 QdEsE YAANES e Hom shelW T sk

Chomsky9.| Tk
S ehd Anh BEE G SR RS sbark obyl sAE0.2 24 slefo} gk,
bar infinitive2] 7]z FZo} = empty COMP7} ¢l = s-bar 4l 28 3|3} ¢4l v} S—structureei] 4
A F 47} 5] 7] Fijell s-barv} empty COMPE- ¢} 2] ¢] o} 5}l.= S—BAR DELETION ruleg 7 =rc}.
222 (26)be (29)8F 2L 714 T7T2E A

{29) I consider [, him to be a fool]

(29)ol] 4 considers 57} ofuiz} s& A hime governs} T fihzdo] =2 himoll BEYIRS BT
M4 (29)€ well-formed 3ro]c}.”

Kayne¢] ol vt Chomskye] £H-E Frb £aEddolth Leju doj 4ol & Solshx of
A+ gt Aol UF Bl A Foll ol 44 2§ £ Y Ao) ohlel ¥ £ gek, 2oz
2 ol Fapo]E ehbg Ut A2 wobEolk Aol &rh o] WL AL Chomskysl XES =
N

13) Ibid., pp. 329-330.
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T infinitive complementol| #FE7+ == AL 7]1x ol empty NP—subjectE # 3= infinitive
complementZ¢ld], Chomskyt 228 #3°| empty pronominal NP subject 4 (30)~(36)9
Ax e ol Bl o5t HASASE g2 AYbrt Hage PROE 4Astn glek "

(30) it is unclear[what PRO to do t]

(31) John thinks[that it will be difficult PRO to feed himself]]
[PRO to feed himslef]
[PRO feeding himself]
(33) [any attempt [PRO to help himself]] will be difficult
(34) it is possible[[PRO to win]]

(35) John tried to win.

(36) [COMP John tried[s COMP PRO to win]] ”

(32) John thinks [that | b will be difficult]

33

o}l A st A= (36)& (35)2] D—structure I S—stuctures| t}. olwj PROX: ZAbA o] =] nt
g9 QA BEE AUA wod dsiz, FEHA 9 A mE AdAE e

t] 71} projection principleol] & HAH4ILEE s By S 2 s-bardl- 2 7+ clausal
complements& # 1, s-bar governmentol] A ef Al EEF 5l PROE AL A R
wbz] ot &7} =l gdchst s-bars} @l S—Deletion Rules] ofs 4 e,

1 7 3} matrix sentence?| B EA NS NPE FEEIL 5 L3 i Chomsky+
FELS D

“By the projection principle, verbs with infinitival complements appear with clausal complements,
as indicated by their lexical features. Clausal complments are of the category S, which we have
assumed to be an absolute barrier to government, thus requiring PRO as subject of the embedded
clause since the subject is not governed clause-internally.-«--ieoveeeeeee .

A reasonable assumption, then, is that English has a marked rule of S.deletion for complements of
verbs of the believe-category, permitting the verb to govern the subject of the embedded comple-
ment, thus excluding PRO and permitting phonetically-realized NP.”

= PROE ch%4Ql ¥4 24 Binding Theory®] #kell 4 Alaf joll 244 287} gle Foll
Ehe AL 28 (37)°|l 4 2 ® bare infinitive®] EEZ A5} vehdobe A-E A& £ gt

(37) (a) John persuaded Bill [PRO to feed himself]
(b) John promised Bill [PRO to feed himself]
(c) John appealed to Bill [PRO to feed himself]
(d) John pleaded with Bill [PRO to feed himself]
e) John asked Bill [how PRO to feed himself]
(f) John told Bill [how PRO to feed himself]
(®) it is unclear [how PRO to feed himself]

14) Chomsky, N., Lectures on Government and Binding(Cambridge, Massachusetts: MIT University,
1981), pp. 58-59.
15) Ibid., p. 66.
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ola] PRO g}ol] &= for £2 thaty} o+ ¢ 3 logical formel} 4 = PRO7} vie}rh =] ut phonetic form
o] 4 = empty3}et.
22 9} bare infinitive complement o] PRO§ 4 A 3stn ¢l

rr

7E? 272 B3 (38)M A

Vel 9l & projection principled ab&417] 7| £|3F Ao}

(38) Representations at each syntactic level (i. e., LF, and D—and S—structure) are projected

from the lexicon, in that they observe the subcategorization properties of lexical items.'®’

(PROJECTION PRINCIPLE)

ol & So] persuadeg}s FAFS £8-FAZ Ab: (39)9) e 782 LF, D—structure 28| 3
S—structureol] 4 (40)3} & FAHHRE Webdok e}, F persuade: [ NP —8§]o}rt.

(39) (a) We persuaded John that he should finish college
(b) John was persuaded that he should finish college
(c) We persuaded John to finish college
(d) John was persuaded to finish college

(40) -+-[vp persuade [yp John] [5 that he (John) should finish college]]---

(41) (a) We INFL [vp persuade [xp John] [5 that he should finish college]]---
(b) John INFL be [, persuade [yp8][s that he should finish college]]
(c) We INFL [vp persuade {yp John] [z PRO to {finish college]]
{d) John INFL be [. persuade [xpB] [z PRO to finish college]]

(39)(@)2] A$+ (41)(@pll 4 Bt ups} o] HEFERE T A7 ke AE Hs] & +
o) o} (39)(b)e] 7%= Babshz) 1 glel. (41)(bl= D-—structureql (42)o]4 Johne] Move— a (NP
Movement)el] ¢} &}le} Null Category(Z#m)oll &4 7 5 4G S—structure 24 NPgl B+ &4
(0 dehl T = P24 988 st gove HEFEES &0

(42) [npe] INFL be persuaded [yp John] [s that he should finish college]

(39)() (4)(c)deh PROZH: $44) BEFE 448 S = “to finish"§ s-barel] o abetn
5 2ot —Er %al & AFAAE 2 (39)de 2F A4 (43)5 2L D-structure
ol 4 (41)(d)e} 7+2 S—structurer} -FE= ot A 2Agrched (41)(d)2] B £l H4sln =
& 4L P4 @,fs; a7 el Tl E AFAA

F

(43) [npe) INFL be persuaded John [, PRO to leave]

o] Abof] A} $-2] = persuade?] ¢l H 3L (subcategorization) 3htnt-S 74X 2 persuaded E-4-%

16) Ibid., p. 29.
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¢ ek,

4 Z27d F 438

rulo

218 A= R & FF9 D-structure, S—structure, 22| 3. LF Form& #A A& &+
] T4 Foddelodl ¢l lexicon(el3%)8 FFERE A Dot A4 Y
A A A T4 F2F2(P-S Rule}& &3 8314 ab5o] Helz glv A

o]

T

0. wBECERFEet HEE

2Z7b2) %3 sl EEI BRA MBS sl fob. 28" BEE-S D-structure,
S—structure ¥-& surface structure® ol = Exfoll 4 Yol =r15 aks) B Ao}

(44) (a) John seems to be happy.
{b) John 1s likely  to be a nice fellow.
(¢) John was expected to win,

(44)9] italica
be+pp7} certain, appear, sureﬂ ?—[j raising predicate0]7] o} F-of] Move— a (NP—Movement)ol] 2]l
@0 FEMEA olFsI Adrk T ekd (44)= (45)dll A FEs 3 9lef,

2} 2]l ¢lchr} matrix verbql seem, likely,

(45) (a) [np €] seems [, John to be happy]
b) [np €] is likely [ John to be a nice fellow]
(¢) [np €] was expected [, John to win]

(45)0 A & BER} D—Structuredl A A Aot ZHAd sl (45)9] Johnd &S] el 2
& o]l AAES Al ¢t=r}b. 2 o]+ seem, be likely, be expected+= fiEhzA 7} obvl 7} o -Folt}. =
ge] Zageta [ ]52] i LA 71 Aol A S-bare] 1, sz} ohv]z] = Foll XS] B}
John§& govern %3te] NP2l Johnd HRECE-S Fibo} case filtero] Zelx el L FEol
o}

2 BBER7F S—structuredl] 4 o] 2] A th i 7A@ B2} (45)0] NP-MovementE A &3}
AR TALEL 4= A= BH 3} coindexXl empty nodeq] (46)3F L traced W7lth

(46) (a) John, seems [, [#] to be a nice fellew]
(b) Johny is likely [, [t] to be a nice fellew]
(c) Johny is expected [, [t2] to win]

(46)2] Johng Tensed clause®] FZERIE 217 =l -Foll INFLo| o Figo| EESH T o]
Case Filterol] o] 2uA] Y= HER TBEo] =}, o] 24 case—marking-& D-structurez} o} ez}
S—structureol] 4| o] Zo] Ho} dtrl= Fagd] I AYEHQ SA7F =ch. 22l raising predi-
cate2] 9] 719 VPU o] E# 7} o} tensed clause?] FZE = AGRol| 2]s) D-structured] 4] govern
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B gleba ¥ Aol ebghsict

EZY BER7E S—structureol] 4 A A ek AL (45)9F -2 Tl 4 NP-Movement+=
Aolchete < FAMOR RYs T Aok Eg (45)(clll 4 FEME2] NP-Movements} 9}1
o= o)k sh= o] FEAR = Alolch, oM@ syntactic passive®] FFE(IE+ 8 —positiono] 2
2 D—structureol] 4| Null category(B#&m) 24 vlo] lchst B AR #uf 4§ wbz) £3F NP
o s Mgk &7 = Folrt.

2127 2] lexical NPg} PRO2| #ERMEE 4 Ak gtc}, 22j= NP—Movementsl] 2]z} § ol
WAl sl tracet HER S1E7F? 7R "NP°| E49) tracer BERY F HUrt"(NP-TRACE
CONDITION)., 12+ WH-—Movementol] 2|} 7]+ traceol| = RECES T Ut

tb2 (47)¢ 71& F29l D-structure (48)e] 3 (48) o] WH-—Movemente} NP-—
AUX INVERSIONS #Ax]= (49)9} 72 S-structurezt slct.

Who did they arrest ?
b) Who did you believe Bill to have seen?

(48) (a) [t COMP [, they did arrest who]]]
. COMP [, you did believe [; COMP [, Bill to have seen who]]
(49) (@) [ comp whos] [, did they arrest [np2 €]]]

#E7} NP—Movementu} WH—Movement & &% S—structureol] 4 o] Foj 2} (49)& “%
& NP& &Rl 4 #50] do]ok &eh "& HBEIHI(Case Filterjol] LF5]o (47)- FEHEM A A
# A zhs]vt (49)0] 4 wh—tracesl [ype]l= fthEhZE2) arrest ¥ seenol| 2|sl] governsl o] BfEol
Ri#sl 3, o] %5l wh—phrase =3 Bfygo] RESI T ek oA “°]%5] V~’h'thaseL a4 £
9] -2 Al&gich "= WH-CASE CONVENTIONe|| 2]&) 4o|c}. = B 1= “ofw T4
Q35 ok el A gl olaf skt o] 42} NP snoded # el e% 4+ an}“—t— SUBJACEN-
CY CONDITIONe|| 23 o #}A o2 wh-phrasez} COMP<l ¢ atoll o] 5= advirt EA A =tefol
c},

919 oA Foll 4 el T e £ FHsfok gteh. NP-Movementol] ojs @Azl= £42
7L oksl 1, WH-Movementol] olall WA=+ 42 xR ubre] 2t NP—Move-
mem %ol NPol| #4855, WH-Movement= NPoll ##R7 51 Alefoll 4 sz}, 2 A5
(50)5F 7+ =& wh-traceql [ype] 7} arrestedoll 2| governs| 2] ul arrestedi= adjectival pas-

sive participle24 whetraceol] BEEA71 2 T 7l o Bol FLEM Lol =1 ok,

(50) (a) * COMP it was arrested who?
(b) * [comp Whop] was it arrested [xp €]

s obg (513 (52)l 4 Fulde A4L LAY 4 olvkx Radforde 2 4etx Ueh'”

17) Radford, Andrew, Transformational SyntaxNew York: Cambridge University Press, 1981), pp.
341-343.
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(51) (a) ]Ohn is certain will resign.
)

(b) Who is it certain will resign ?
(52) (a) John is certain [yp,e] to resing.
(b) *Who is it certain [npi€] to resign?

“i8 A 3ro] tensed clauseql (51)dll4 A2 FZEs7} WH-Movementsl &= ZHL 7}53k=]uat
NP-Movementt %7}15-3tch= 218 el 51 gleh, wel4 (52)d| 4 & bare infinitive#§xZE
= WH-Movement7s} ohv]zg} NP-—MovementE Z&=rh, 2e{m2 (52)a@)7F LEMH AL
[vpre] 7} #&o] 971 Al Fol 3 (52)(b)7h FEHEMIY AL [npre]oll RELES A7) 2] X3t o7 =
folch o) uiz] (53)l]| 4 5FFE4L¢ F4-& NP-Movements} ohv] 2} WH—MovementZ- 7

£ Ash #%ae

) * The enemy will destroy

b}  Who(m) will they destroyed ?
) The enemy will be destroye.
) *Who will it be destroyed.”

2] Z7t2] S—structure tHA]ol 4 A &5 = structural case—markingdl| F4H-& Fol g, 28}
Chomsky= ‘double NP’ constructionel] 4] 5 x| NP+ Baseq) D—structureol] 4 inherent caser}
AEsl 1 3 NPol| = structural cases} A5l 2 = structural case= § —rolesl= F3}3}o

formal configuration®] FZ 4+ %4l asbc} sk glcp. ¥

“(A) John gave Bill a book

Let us say that Bill in this construction receives its structural Case and that a book receives inherent
Case. Structural Case in general is dissociated from g —role; it is a structural property of a formal
configuration. Inherent Case 1s presumbly closely linked to 4 —role. If this is correct, then in (B} we
have a structure with a verb head followed by structural Case(Bil) and inherent Case(a book),
whereas in (A) we have just structural Case:

(B) John gave a book to Bill*

= “Bille] (15)iijl] 2}&l structural caseZ wli o) (15)(ii)ol] ¢8| VZ2e structural caseE
ulo}l 7+ governorrt HECESHE Williams(1975)¢] 3F ulw] & Chomsky+ (c)&} 7ro] A 4lstx Q)
o}

© John [ve [¢ gave Bill] a book]”'9

18) Chomsky, N., Lectures on Government and Binding{Cambridge . massachusetts: MIT University,
1981), pp. 170-171.
19) Ibid., p. 171.
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ulel D—structureol] 4] “double NP” #+¢] BREEL vz £9UL of HaH 5+ 2% & Rad-
Lo (54)8F e FAL ol 2 ohg3k o) B ol

(54) “[npe] was given [yp1 Mary] [[np a book]

D-structureq) (54)ell 4 #&o] BEES 2| 2¢+crid Mary+ preposing® o] tensed clauseol] 2| F#%
o] Btas x5k NPoel the bookol i< BE#41% whiiol givh 22122 (54)e] NP—Movement
Rule-g % 841 # NPy& [ype]fzfEoll preposing]Z 79 (54)% Al 7hx] "ol 4 & 75 HahaA| =
c}.

(55)
the book e
+OBJECTIVE was given Mary
N5 +O0OBJECTIV
+NOMINATIVE NP, ee J E
NP, NP,

i ) Lexical NP9 Mary+ givenol] ¢}8 govern| | n} given-& passive particleo] o] 4 #ZALTE)
otzlo] Case Filterdl] of it}

i } the book2] NP—traceql NP, slz] Bf#ES 2+ o] 4 MP-Movementsl| 2|3t E 4
BB TS & 4+ gvbe NP-TRACE CONDITIONS o} 73 Qlcl.

i ) NPl the book g1z} HEYHE 7} tenseol] 2l S chs] L =cld FEE F MY
B2 A2 sle] A AEDS zelsl Yok o)9h e K| RETEL Add EFY BWRESE
o] NP—MovementdlE 74 ut= 5o g 8B 4+ o}’

a2 Emonds& 7HA 54 o] Foll ol 4 tod fore] 4 2k time adverbialsell glei 4 onm, for %
2 ino] Akl A vl A4 Ykl 4 4 AYE NP2 EEES of5 (56)3) 7ol
yreb 2L glet, 2

T,

V _—NP)

1 | AN | ! |\

give the ticket P NP, give the ticket P N'Pz
l |
to Lohn to John
|

I
# $

(56) (a)

20) Radford, Andrew, Transformational Syntax, New York: Cambridge University Press, 1981, pp.
349-350.

21) Emonds, J. E. 4 Transformational Approach to English Syntax{New York : Academic Press, 1976),
pp. 79-80.
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&3

of 744 $ua NP ol#¥ (57)4% [+Animate] $4¢ Az geh

(57) gave a letter
taught french food
John paid Bill the rent
read reverdict
promised a book

Emondsol] 2]} Bill-& D—structureol] 4] toz}i= A x| A}ol] 2|3} govern® I case-marking 5] o]
2 t}7} to-deletion W o] FH 3ol &) (57)3F o] I Yrt.

N. % ]

2] Z7}2) tensed claused] #%, B3 ¥ #iEAY BEWR, BB el 2 infinitival complement
o] FEET 5 o7 712 NP-positiond] #EES 3] 2ol 22 governmentzl #5300 A
B9 BRE e RAL T3 ebgAdo] A=k AGR(tense)l] &3t £IRBRE sl RPS A
=#o] g1, 47| governmentzt Aol 4 F4xel Heh £(POSS)| &\ Friks BARE she
BB wloral 44l A ek

£3 By FE|ES %?Fﬁs}‘— bare infinitive complementsi] 4 7] 2 F+Z = empty COMP 7} ¢l
= S—bar AEL sl 9o}, S—structured] 4 case—marking = 7] Ao S—bare}l empty
COMPE z ¢ e]= S-BAR DELETION RULE% 73 glvtx = Chomskye| F¥ELS +9
3 R Ao|oh, T3 A s Akl = A5He] YAk FF = Solstn AT 5 9l
£ Aol Bol A Roll Qo4 <Al & £BEG Aol ohfzh & 4 grke Aol A T LS o}
SofaE Aol ehebateh.

PRO7} lexical NP2}2] 34|28 NP—trace®} WH—traces= governdl| 2]%} case-marking &+
o] 4 2 A% fi(complementary distribution) B vt & PROv} governs| o] RS o] A=
obsl = Ay NP-trace 94 28}, & Case Theoryol] osld B Y= gie wwEEe
NP-Movement7} ofv}g} WH—-MovementE Z3 3., bare infinitive 3 £ZE -+ WH-Movement+
ats] xjul NP-—MovementE 7 +=r}, o]+ v}z —o—%—\v_— 212 5.2 NP-Movements} ofue}
WH—-MorementE 7 17 ¢l + uldel] =53 219 4.2 WH-Movement7} o}zl NP-—Movement
S A€ A 2ot o)A Y FERRE AR HEHSHMGR e d8) A44E ot £ U
t}. 53 projection principle #A| 2 2] & ¢} trace®} PRO - F4b2q] ERMA-L BT
1 EESHA o A=Y Categorial Ruled| AU A vkd EEelA 3t gl

BEEL S—structurefel o} z} ‘double NP’ constructionel] 4 S NPol| HARER]
D—structureol] 4] inberent case-marking 5] 2 NP¢) wh-word =%t D—structured] 4 BEES = A
2}o)| tensed clause?] FZE =% D—structureol] 4 AGRol| &3 govern¥ o] BRI+ A& REE
o] AT = el ¥ohes AL HHFT U
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Summary

A Study on Case-Marking in English

— Centered on Case Theory —

Ko Tae-hong

The case-marking rules that we have been assuming here can be summarised as:

(a) NP is marked nominative if governed by TENSE

{b) NP is marked obsective if governed by a transitive V or P

(c) NP 1s marked genitive if governed by POSS

(d) A moved wh—phrase inherits its case from its trace

(e) X governs Y iff X is the minimal governing node c-commanding Y and there is no s-bar or
NP interventing betweenX and Y(=and thereis no s-bar or NP containing (=domination) Y

but not X); governing nodes are lexical categories (V, P, N, A), TENSE, and POSS; X nor
Y dominates the other.

While the account of objective case-marking in terms of government seems fairly well moti-
vated, the account of nominative case-marking in terms of government by TENSE is less con-
vincing, and the proposed account of genitive case-marking in terms of government by an
abstract POSS morpheme is cleary no more than a flight of fancy.

As we have seen between PRO and NP—movement, we'd expect complementarity between the
contexts in which NP-MOVEMENT is possible, and those in which WH-MOVEMENT is
possible. In general, English case- marking is carried out in S-structure but Chomsky proposes
that English has an inherent rule of case marking that ‘double NP’ is assigned objective case
inherently(=at D—structure), but the first NP is assigned case structurally(=at S—structure).
Also, he says that the subject of a tensed clause(but nothing in the VP) is governed in D—
structure by AGR. This study shows that there are many complicate problems in case-marking
and that the inducement of S—bar theory helps us understand the regularity of English grammar.
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