ouleigs FAPER 15

BECLERFTES

¢ § A
(gl2ch Hojg 2ty

PN

1L AE : Au-A% o]29] ol24 w7
11 A5 dojsFPoz Ao Ry
12, RHEYS 774

2. 9Ju] o]2 (Theta theory)
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16 AF¥ A+
1. & : A -2S(GB) °)| &9 o|&4 w7

L1 A5 ddojsyd22Ae nAEy

Chomsky(1981) LGBZ Al&® GBol22 AAHTHY T dA=
Qe F7Y FAHeZE AAHYE doiTy T dors
(genetically determined language faculty)S 7}Al1 Ej
A3t ol2g A5H AsEy F RHAFHE 794
ok o]A R QITte] AT /B HA FHE FHrtn 71A s
e Qoj(AFo)hE TEH oz Pum B & don EF Ao
= Az vk§/AH A9 AL (“Language are the best mirror of the
human mind™)el2t & & o3 BRAFTYHE PAH F Fstyo
2 7 HEslEs GBOEGEAAEEWH)E AF Uy EAS(the
nature of human mind) W33l o|&olg} & & Uth
HHEYHS A7 doisdEe wAdd glojA #Hx Al(Initial
State = So)elt}. QIzte] A=A A (innate capacity)d BHE
< FEAAA L AAAZR o]FojAv T3 Fro] AAHZA gL
v} 7} ¥ & (parameters)S T3 ofg (1)o] BoFEo] HAHF
o &7 (linguistic environment)e] FoIX|H o]2{ gt of/aste] gt
o] AAH I QAL (Steady state =5,)¢1 sHEAdojel B = ¥
AF ¥ (Core Grammar) o2 A3}, AAFR S webr] ofpst
o o] 24 ¥ RHEYo|g: & 5 Ut

=]

1) Addol(natural language)= A& So UFoi(artificial language)®t T+HE .
AFAQA #A4 HOe e Aty Ao FEA(human speech community)el A
A F%H(universal)olu, AdAoje] HS do] FFA g} t2H (F ol
e “water”, @I E “BMREAY. oJAY ojd do] FEMAMT BN
(particular) Ao, & &0], o], FFo], Qo] Eof, 5o} 5L AdAdoja}
Lidsy
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(D) Aol71%9) 434

23 e (=So) Aol 7% ¥ A el (=Ss)
I I H
- AR Eg AA; o

z‘.

M dojEo] BAAY 438 Hol& Hole RS HAHEHY
Mo AAYL 3 A2 d2A FHH7 @izt 8
ol AAZ #M(head)® B ZFo)(complement)E 2 S HF3
Bz 89 Qoo 4719 F8 ¥ HFNNP, VP, AP, PP)
g QAsled, olE $A @9 S(syntactic units)E ZtZt o]
e 249 N, V, A P& E@da Jdo A N, V, AP &
z}zb ¥ Z3Ql NP, VP, AP, PP AU FAIEH2, o]5 dE52 4
8 (X-bar schema)(2)AolA dte]l wFoJE el HH(sister
node)o. 2 & & gQlth

o w
g

2 XpP X=3(N,V,AP)

X'=FFAEF
(intermediate projection)

Spec X' Adj XP=H t) A F(maximal projection)
YP=X2] B.Zo](complement)
SPEC=* A ¢](the, a/an, Tom's, any...)

X YP' ADj=%7to} (2] 9})
{YP'} { X } * = ) ~ o(Kleene star)

A3 B30l Alolo] M. FuAE H-2Fo o)A head
parameter) 2.2 ARWHEU dE W oJdolrt Fojgt= A

2) £A¥3 NP, VP, AP, PPE 4zte] 83l N, V, A, Pe] 43Fo] vA:= (B F
As) =) Fole 2 A H FTX(endocentric structure)g Ztethan doh
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k&0l HYE GBa)Mdy uspEde #HMol RpEolE Hyd:
head-initialol 2t &g ZAH T FFoljgdtEs Ao xFo] Hu
Gb)AE BFo7t BE M3+ head-finalolets g 24 HE
d ol& g4d&Yelgt i}

3 a X'P b. XIP
X'

Xl
head complement complemént head

MY A sHAZ gol AW GAZ NFB)E PLH 2
e gojst gIole) 725 W VYL ¢ 5 Ut

(4)»® a. [xp the [x [x book llep on the table ] ] ]
[xe [n [pr B3 919 ] [x W11
b. [ve [v [v like ] [xp the book 1] ]
[vp v [xp W& Jv Folalct 1]
c. [ap [a [a proud] [pp of John 11 ]
lap [a [pp &l d&] [a B2 A7) ] ] ]
d. [ep [p [p in] [xp the house ] ] ]
[ep [ [xp A1 [p oM 111

(da ~ d= 242z B4A NP9 < N& HXALF PPE B30
2 FH3a FAT VP ¥ VE WALT NPE 84T AP &
A Ae FAAT PPE FHA AL PPY 9l Pe “‘*HL NPE H
FO2 e B FEU W9 dojs FZojg dEL FAF F

3) FAMTZ(syntactic structure)d EAlsHE Wl $¥ T (ree diagram)d &
AA 82 #Z(labelled bracketing)?} e H A7IME WYY A £ BHE
AH8-ghe}.

ﬂ.pnl hi:a
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Aojzhe] FxH zloje I HFojo MYJARYE A3 F
2 ok &, dojg] A$ o] TE FHYF A HFojg
PZo) Yeiymn 2ol A9 o] g4 2 EF ee Ao
48 4 BoFa 9l

A7 HAHF Aoj@E S AP EN A= RAEYY
i ae] disl ¥ RS dE 5o =¥ a¥dd o
YA RUEEHY ovi/fge] gto] AAY AR HHERLS od
RAAA B2 &}

HAEHLE Y7} AHEEtE AAdoie oA FH2 A ulg o
WA doj(I(nteralized)-language)ol™ A3 Adedq L Xl
Al A AAEHE fEdoje AN FHATE TEH
Fe 9AY Hojojy Aol HA HHE WA R
b WaE dojrt AAAdoj(Actual language) & A A Ao
(E(xternalized)-language)7} 7] fldiA= o938 <1 E(marked
peripheries)& 70 ool % E3FH(language-specific) @A ¥ e, &
TR dAAALE, AFwed € AAEAT 22 24 EF0] F7is
ojo} Fhr}.

PAEFHS AAAEH AFoidoith datad AHERS ¥4
S A REEHS dF7dux @ F2FY Aojdte) A
o] 2 A & YAH dojg ATFHYLE A%ker kunog FA
o2 % 71%5%5A&(Functional syntax)d ©] doj9] AJAHE #A
3n Ao 848 FAT HH MYTYPLS A4 248 2
A8 A3t &5 Ao AA F RAR AdojE ATz A
R XY

4) doj= AP oz EAFAY FFel Aoz FAHE & U A AL
oluigt gatdge] 7|5E I Aelgm HE FAIEolth et dojdts
{(Linguistic Circle of Prague)ollA} AlZEdos 715 ¥fHE kuno7t HEHQ
a2 B gl 215 FARCME 3ty Aol HE, H8EH 84 € <
A EE AZge] daFol FAHHY d4ES dHscd oW J¥E sy 3
o #48& 4.

5 dwholl oA ZejstoiME oo E AL olZ3HFuzzy theory)dts &d4
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e

1.2. B8 #4e] 4

BH FHS B34S 3t 39 HF, & 73 AA 934
AR o]FojAw HAMAEL A S Zo| o] FH(Lexicon), &
Al ¥ (Syntax), &4 3 (Interpretive components)® o] Zo} At} 23]
1 FAME-E 714 % (Base component)$t M3 (Transformational
component)2 {1 P = SAHFGeNE (PF component)$t =3
el 5 (LF component)E o] At}

(5) &AM A (Rule systems) (Chomsky, 1982)
(A) ] ¥ 5 (Lexicon)
(B) BAH-(Syntax):(i) 7]1# % (Base component)
(ii) ¥ ¥ ¥ (Transformational component)
(C) 34 5 (Interpretive components):
(i) S48 el ¥ (PF component)
(i) =2 el F(LF component)

R Zt AHYEE TR EHE(F AL, FAAE,
uAE, z2n FeHFHR)o] VA, 7A R FHEL A&7
Z21 DS(D-structure = Deep structures)E AA3l=d ojme] DS
Tt a-°olF°l &5 ¢o} oju|d(theta (§) role)o] THE FA|
d =79 FZ(pure 6§ -structure)o|th. DSoll ¥R FAA ¢
-o]%(“Move anything anywhere”)o] H&H®W EATZ
SS(S-structure=syntatic structure)’} Yo =4 o] 72X o|%d
849 EFHo] w=Al FAlEY. wEMq SSE BEE DS
("enriched DS“)elg} ¥t} SS+ =8P =¥ LF(Logical Form)s}t
=4 Fu% PF(Phonetic Form)e] ¢1go] €t} & SSo| ol gt

o] A7)l YAL A A 8= o)l &(chacs theory)e]l SAF7IE Ao} AP
Holl e dojol elAe) &% HAS(marked peripheries)S #8420 438 ¢
= Aoy d4e2 g8 A7 gidn o
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Hol=(non-overt) a-°]%o°] HEHH FAAH z
LF7} E25 3 SA4YE Y PFY A 8y 2 & 1 3
5 SAgYst dojArt o9 e AFL S G)HAHE HE
a Ao

(6) DS(D-structure)
a-°l &
SS(S-structure)
e/ 57 H =——a-°%
PF(Phonetic Form) LF(Logical Form)

9lo) agolA DS9 SSE FAMRoH o FEL HHREFY &
Ayee = (S duidahe St EAFc w2k GB
o] 2 & 2 YEAIE(autonomous syntax)E FAF 2 FAHF
thA] £33 PFS} =¥ e LFe dFeo| HEZ o5 P
AN o2 EAR oE&FHolg}t stAct old MM Auwj-Z
0|28 EAIZ F4)9|(Syntax-centered)F ¥ o] &E°|7lx 3}rt.
G)e] FRAAAL b 6)9 LIAAE 47 SHHo|RME &
3288 gk

oo

(6) Y& A A(Systems of Principles)
a. AF0]2 ( X' theory)
b. Z|vjo] & (Government theory)
c. 9Jujgo]& (Theta theory)
d. Zol& (Case theory)
e. 2%0]& (Binding theory)
f. gAo]2 (Bounding theory)
g. £A4o|& (Control theory)
(Chomsky(1982h)



A9 AYAAE gA M2 YA B deAHE @ 7
9 A4S o dyt AL e 2gHog My H
=d6), ol 2oudlA Aul-AL olE8e ZIEU(‘GB is
modular)e]e} gk Auj-A o]29 g EAHL T AMHE
e qdd FIFAES a-0)Fo2 4 EFAA 29 A
3 ¥ (explanatory power)g Eole AFE ¢l

A A &ol 82 Azte] HAl/mESol WAElT Y ASH
THE 1Y, dF8le ol8Ud B =FRdiE AujALo|g
Hol H& ouiggn FAPEFO daiA =3tz ).

Ao
3

2. 9]y o] Z(Theta Theory)

2.1. ¥ Fol(C-command)”$} A ¥} (Government)

[+

GBOl&(F, Al o|&, A o]&, A& o8 F)dA HAQ
L st A AP Bk AxHA(primitive) AP AR

®olz Aogr)

(1) a7t BE ¥ T4,

a. et BE BEIA Yu

b. ¢ & B3 RE y & BHA FEsot st}
(2) a7t BE Aui3lHd,

6) A& o 2-ol¥(Move anything anywhere)22 ZZE 4o Us}x a4
A (A8 EY, stAAY 2ol A8 A5E 4 glth & g-ol%e e e I
X8 #3732 B4 (over-generation)d $= i}

i) "Who; [s did [xe pictures of t] please you]?

Chomsky(1973)91 A HZAN A OEH QAT F ol £RHHL Y
oA ol ¥ £ 3114(%“194 THHEYNPS)1#d of 3L ofd 2Ho| Who
7} NP9}t S& 25 do] o5t §AE(F sy zA) o) 2P B0
2 g

7) C-command& constituent-command & 2§t}
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a. at BE m-%°(m-command)3d}l 2
b. a9t BAlolel= ol Aulx glojx ¢td
Chomsky (1986)

9 AgDAAME r+= AHA £A HH(first branching node)
o FEAHFE X'o] d & U3 HUFAEF XP7F 2 %
Ak, Azte] A4z HAHHE (1) Reinhard(1976)9] 4& %

(strict C-command)7} X3z ¥2¢ 792 HAHY Aoun &
Sportiche(1983)9] A ¥ %7l =+d, Chomskyx Aoun &
Sportiche] Q¥ Foj& HYHd m-Folgtstd Aujo] Ao ¥
gAIZ.

2ol i FH(barriers)o] B F AT HWFT HUFAEF
(CP, IP, NP, VP, AP, PP)o|¥, Zx|sjzx}{(governer)¥ N,V,AP,
[+INFL]# 22 #(Head)o] ®tl. 23d olE 67019 HAFARY
F FoM IPE 2 AAZ Fyo] REH1 g AY F¥3e
WEALF S W 2RE FHod P JES ¥ $old.
IPE atA A3 3 (defective category)el 3t}

Auje) Aol (2)9F A E FFE He BAL

(3) John quit his job in the autumn.

IP
/\
Spéc I’
| TTTee—
John II VP
/\
[+INFL] V' PIP
e1|1 Vv NP P’
/N P
quit his job in the autumn
m-commaind m-command and govern

and govern m-command but do not govern
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(3l A FAF quit} HAAF ine 42 B Fo| his jobd} the
autumne m-F4F VY ofyat 1 Alele] Aol HYFAIYF
7b glem2 Aujsirx ot oAt 2 FAF quits §-71e] PP
£ m-Foi3tn], 2 Alolo FHlo] glomz w3 Aujgict 2139
W quit® PPol #&#E the autumng m-Zol3tHA T Auj3}x =
E3ted, 2 olfrE Vi(quit)d HAFAPEF VP WHALE the
autumnAtolol] PP7} ZH o2 Ez3l7] gj&ojct o]x] IPe] &
) IINFL)°ISPECS #¥3x &1, 18 BEste JPFAEF IP
£ SPECE m-%oj%t}t 2281 19 SPECAloldlE ojm HEA}
HFT ok weld, = SPECS A st

2.2. =3 FZ(Argument Structure)

P e #F2 Fol oF gEo] PFsEE =3(=X
EE"‘;)«] E222 71g g, & E9, imitater F MY =3

T8+ E°(two-place predicate)o] I stumble 3}r}e] =3

T3+ &5 (one-place predicate)2A4 2l =ggo| A= t}
I o] RELP}.

(4) a. Maigret imitates Poirot.
b. I(m, p)

(5) a. Maigret stumbled.
b. S(m)

(4), B)NA &z 19} S= 22t imitate®} stumble®] =Rz}
& WA HEY Zoln. oA dEAR EHE £o7l .FEE
2239 =8 EEo] Z 1 oo Uig =¥ 7=} @

FY =% Z2AA A4S o]43E BE ooy wizi
2 UEe =% 727 ddxn 2E # Ao killg d2 549, 3



gl gn BAYF 25

A7k A kille] o)) ke A 1 FAZL 2 A
e i@ 458 240 drke g B 3
of mejF5o] FolzA B9 AHAgen) AvIgat SHo]
A (Patient) olm)} g et

(6) Maigret killed Poirot.
(Agent] [Patient]
NP NP

kille) s zlet =5 AE Apale) ojn] 9 + Z(thematic structure)
24 982 s AJALE Z Chomsky(1986a; p.87)e] “HFo o
3 Ay T2 AF” (structural realization of category==CSR)ell
o8l HAT F A7 dedttE AL £330 waA HEF A9
(Clategorial-selection)2 &jmjHol| o8] AFHo2 AAHEE ¢

omolod o3 BHe] BAE Wast AW
2.3. 2Ju}9 7} Z(Theta Criterion)

BEE =32 usa] 3ol oujde (F, Agent, Patient,
Instrument 59 o]y )& 7ixjof ¥} wpy] T shte
#oj(predicate)?t 7FAZ Y gujde Hi=A] F3d W&

(discharge) ¥ oo} &t}

8) onjH oz Meg (S(emantic)-selection) WF9 FAIH HFE AAN= 74
d= o g AE Ut
cf. Chomsky(1986a), Chomsky & Lasnik(1991).
. CSR(Patient)=NP
. CSR(Agent)=NP
. CSR(Location)=PP
. CSR(Action)=VP

. CSR{Proposition)=CP/NP~

o Q0o
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(7) a. Maigret killed the burglar.
b. "Maigret killed.
c. "Maigret killed it(it=5] A}).
d. "Maigret killed the burglar the cellar.

QoA of7]F o] kill& FolZ Agent®} EHolZ PatientE o
3= FAlolth (7a)9] A$ 019} 22 kil oujg 2z =9
th. & HZFofd Patlent ould g FFstn Foldl Agent ojn|
< ¥33n Qlo} 2= FAo) %E}. B (Th)ek (7d)7F EYARL
(7b)e] A= F 7Hel 9nud Fo Agento] Veludn (7d)e] 7
FE 238 killel 3% £ e oude =94d =& 37
(Maigret, the burglar, the cellar)®A 2 & 3} = the cellar?}
gHE ¥ 7] fEolth A the cellar: o] T A 2y
Hog od 7lgx Rl ulRo] okrjgch ey (7c)e) #AS$
(To)yst= 2o kille] BEo) $iXel 34} ity vebdn ok a2
g AL it =8o] olYym 2 kille] Patient2]v]H & we 4 gt}
AsHer (70)E kill9 Patient 9vjgo] wE" 4 glo] (7b)%
7R 2 ] Eo] "o}

ooy gzt oFHAH H(N, V, A, P)olojo} 30 onjd g
& 9|y 27 =3E A ul(government)dtr)| W FE sHsE)
o} 9

gjvld 23atzh oJHA A9 A 2 dujde oujd ggzy
st T3t =3 TEAW BFold Folxid], o] ALE #o)
SHHeE guig g ¥€33ohe HoM AH ond FA] (direct
6 -marking)2} 8% ol A Y u|d FAHE =32 WAH
ozt gtk ¥R Fold Folxe u)de ol 24
& F A%ol FA A2 APHA Rn FAY BEojd o) =

l'

9 oi8d ) £= VPt AfE =3 onjdg ¥Pats R ond HA|E &
& o] Aok a7t B& Ul EAFHHW (a)aw oHH HolAY ¢1
(VP)odo} st (b)ae B& =ufjsfop o)™
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33 © 2 (compositionally) ZA €t} oAy FA7E BFoj9l AF
el Qv g EEE FAFE TH vy FEAl(indirect 6
-marking)g} &3 ZHHHO=Z gu|do] EAHE =S Y4AH
=golz} gt

g E°] v 42,

(8) a. John [broke his arm]
[Agent/Patient]
b. John [broke the window]
[Agent/Instrument]

break= Z&HojZ ofj® @47t 2o Wt Johnol Al 835 =
oujdo] AHHYLE BgF1 2t} break’} o2 his armE
& 7% Johnoll A FoAe A oujdd Patient7t HAoY
2o g4t Eojttn A Johno| WE ulFE AR
7t 2 = 3tk @p)9 ZA$ JohnodlAl 3" Ue gujgo]
Agent7} € % A % Instrument®] 2v|He] & & QUvh. o]
A 2o FFHFo we Fod FoiAe ouge] dd
Acks AL Fold IFHE Yude FATORE AAYHA ¥
VPoll oj&f AAES £

gl o] it} £ there(existential there)= FAH=8]=3H)o A
o]Eo] UEld F e HAXE FAY AAFR ou|Ho| @G HA
e Zolth o (9l & F UKol

(9) a. It rains.

b. There arrived a man.

()8 GHE UERE EAb raine AAF oue Ao o)
b SE Fabolth Fo} HAE wakA WY A7} HEe =
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2 & 7 82 DSAA @ Fo2 Futhst SSolA FoFEALY
2 £ #HAZ Add g AYh (9b)9] arrives H¥IWA F
AHunaccusative verb)2 E Fojdlwt ong& AF3t= FAIAA
Fol A= (9a)et 2ol A gujgo] E7FE A gerh A
SSol A &AL therex [+INFL]G|AIA A& W3 arriveo] &3 2jv
% EFAE a man? AHE °]Fo] =% a mano]l A 9uid g
we T UAA & Foh

Ae7A S iy J)Fd diFg d¥E BEFH gk &
A 7o) shte) =& w=A) sluel ou|dE iAok §
o a2¥A dod thEI Ze vy JFEe o ARE TS
Z wdgd

(10) 97q 7]1F( g ~criterion)
a Zt =32 2% sl ogu)ggt spxjof 3o
b. 2zt 9u g e 2 Ftel =&yt Fojxol o}
Chomsky(1981b)
(11) a. John seems/ is believed [t to be honest]
b. ‘John; tried [t to win]
c. John; tried [PRO to win]

F53d FAHA believe)9} seem¥} 22 Fof QA FAIELS
HZoldgt oujd g ¥dsln FoldE I onjdo] gitlh
melx olE FAIEY Fo YA E vl=dd Y7 Aot (11a)dlA
John& BEHe Fof 9xolA VP[be honest]Z #E 47 ¢
v g e & gloy AL W & gk wEhA SSejlA vl ojn)
g HRe|EA =3 ARY Fo HAZ A (raising)H o] A& @
ofof g}, o]F € Johne A9 EXHA A (John t)E B3
e oumdal AL wol =3o2x HA3I A3 (license) BTt
a4 (11b)9Y trys TS guidS(WAE 9uida gAF 9
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u)e) 712 = FAlolth, wekA Johnol EEAHeA o]n] [win]el A
A onjde we Add Fo] A2 o]F¥ttn B Johno]
[(win)#} [tried[t; to win]llAA 2u|de sy dxz TFe7)
B Ed oujd 71 oj7|A "tk wd (11)HF BEES Fo
9 xjo] PROZ AA3A 2 PROE [winlol 233t 9ngS
T OEE AN WAAL AT e Aoz dsd
t}. 281 [tried [PRO to win]lol @33l 4AA &v|H9L John
o] Al Fo]A 1 Johne Th& ojd HAOZREE ujgg ¥A do
B8 =3gozA site 9uidg 74X guy JEE WFATL
£33 [+INFLIZ B2E FRAL womg sAZAE ¢HFAAUY.
& A2 Bl

(12) a. “The burglar +INFL [vp kill air].
b. The burglar +INFL [vp kill John].

kille F49 9gudg 7txn 2ok w3A FHe] =%e] IR
sk (12)9] §F 23 25 ou|de] 3" F e AA =7
o] YEItT QJor} (12b)E &< 34 ¥ (12a)€ HlEe] A
t} 1 olgE (122)9 AS WHWALT air7} kille] PatientE &
o] glo] Patiente] 9v]go] HA =wHEHA Fdtr] wEolth
x=3}o] Patient 94Ul g stel7l A BA kille] A (12b)A
@ od5g wolol(affected)dt=dl aire ol FEUE WA U=
WAl 7ol 22 Patient’t 8 4 ok thAl TE|A kille] Patient7}
g 4 e 848 AEolr,

(10)e] oud 7)1F7F BAS BFo] A H(complement small
clause)& H7|Z 3}A}

>

(13) a. We held [him responsible].
b. We made [him leave).
c. We consider [him intelligent].



20T Folgt gojr oWAME INFLo] Q= HE 23
ok 2de Fole =FANZA ougg wolol stk b
oAzl ol o] oFA wiFHE} = Yol A F bz =
Fol ot T HHPHEHY EdAE FAH FA 2 &
57b A& (reanalysis)oll 93l B#EA} (=, held- responsible,
made-leave, consider-intelligent)”} o] himoj Al <u]dg o3}
T A2 IFFPed AT ol RAAE Qe a3 o
A B 287t 9ujy o]Eejx] B onjd 7]:’1‘—(5 =83} 9
e A dsdA)dE BEHAN g7 gEa @ oy
7V EAZ 2 F % é HE 43 Utk 2 g —7575%—’\} held ¢}
el wREo himoll Al oju]d& Rojst= FAo] A
TE3 0131?’ Aol 23t Poll A b E o) sFe “3)
e ofule] Y229 -assigner)= el ojmde @oisicl o
v stbe] =& (argument) 2 T2 oujde uwe X
g ukyojol

9 =ole Ad EEUFA &) FHH) AFL v
o stot. &9 7|2 T x(Base)7} NP INFL VPY& 7Zte o
A3 INFLo] ole] glo@d E3o] & F gt} welr] Axe &
MEFE €79 HAFEAEFE Bol [ahim [a[sresponsible]],
(vehim [v[vleavellZ2lx [aphim [s[alntelligent]]] ™ THL )
5 °E2 FFAHOZ [wSpeclx[xHeadl]N & 9Jujite] Fojg x
Aol(Spec) Aol 7Hx 1 Qon Holg o sx3 g

_]\1
-F‘- .J[ﬂ
HU

2.4. ¥4 93 (Projection Principle)

w33 vl Abole) g BAZS FHME oud JF:e U7
U2 do HE5z g Esi)
(14) a. The man who I saw

b. The man I saw



ouid gty FAYF 3]
¢. The man that I saw

AL seed] U AHZH G -grid0E P Agent)} FE 2
(Patient) 2 o] Fojat} 1dd (14)8] BRE o] Agentdl 12 ¥
g3t A AT WA A ovie PatientE ¥IEE F e 5
ozt TAF ol UetUlA @t aYex &3t (14) 257}
$ AU AL &F YuY FR(F, A gujd Axsp x3
g F2) DSAME seed HFo] YA (1da) ZES FAAL
who?} 41, (14bo)dl A% 477k 2d=HA 4L &84
(empty operator:O)7} QoA FALe] ojng Fx7} grEE 7| dfF
ojth, (148 FHE AojlA A Bz

(15) DS: NP
Spec/\N'
N %
Spéc C’
< Tp
Spéc [’

I VP
B

the man e e I -ed see who

{that} { ¢ }

10) ojole ZAzale FAle] £33 FZRE BASIE oA Ee dRon olafd oy
HEE ZE AW A AS5Holdh, & £, kill, smile, persuaded] &g Az
= o83 go] mAEG,

a. smile : [+Agent-]

b. kil : [+Agent-Patient)

c. persuade : [+Agent-Goal Proposition]
olE olHEL FEHoZ A3 =¥o] Agentzts TEFHL A Aok 1y
v A =3te) MealoE= MZ zolE xHeAd Z smiled WA ¥=3o] Qln
kille Patientzb= WA X »3+2 7125 persuadet Goal® Propositionel et WAl
A #3g Aag-



2 Az A7

T 2u)y £z (15)9 wh-o]F°] doju whost CP9] Spec
S olFdI BHEo Cr7l THFE Fod (14a)7) S, ¥ol ¢
Bole #AA 07} CPY Speceol ©lF3ln BEO C7l 2HF=2
god (14b)7 =9, 07F  CP9 Specel olFstz C7t HEX
(complementizer) thato 2 AYA|A (14c)7F ). o] HFAL oA
TRER YEEYE 23 g

(16) SS: NP
Spéc N’
/\
N CP
/\ ,
Spec C
/\
C /IP\
I VP
T
, Lo

the man {WhOi} { e } I -ed see ti

W
a-°l%

(16)°] RAFK a-olFo] HEHE ojFH f2E ANFH T

$ BFO|E "PTHE AM)ZE BE BA} 29(DS, SS, LR)IA &
FAe w2oltt,

(17) SAF<d2](Projection Principle):?l® o1# 3 % (lexicalitem)
o] o]% 2 EA(lexical properties)S 5 EA} 29 (DS,

SS. LF)d Jdl& fxsjojol g},
(Chomsky 1981, b



Juledgn EAEF

A -AE o]2e (14) g A2 MFETHY A9y 2o
AEEHAME (14db)e BAA whoo] AFoz dojzx EAoln
(14c)= that7} BAAN Aoz Fgoh. a3y Auj-d& o2
ol oln & uie} o] CP9 Specol YEUE whoe A ARo]
U CP9 #<Q Col Yeh}E 824 thatd if, whether, for $3 %
o] H&AIY®Wo|th a2l (14b)A 3 BAAL Ae] dojd ol
ofrje} Yz DSeolA FHFold Zo] SSolA FEL2 Ol 9}
AARE $olnt

o] % Who7t #AAelR thate HEAlete F32 1d
L FAGNA g H 2 0] HEHATdE AMAA

=
o]
AS =0

© of
it 2

(18) the man who that I saw

wetA] “HHe 7ML ofFRAE JHAEA ¥ ZHdold’'e
7H4d(Null Hypothesis)ell wtet FAAL A 7P A Fe A ui-
A& ol A (explanatory power)e] 2WHE Eoi@ Aol

gtoll Al $lE FAL dol o3 wh-o]F F ¥ 2ol wh-&
A Z Wil (variable)o] LTS BUTH Au|-ZA&L o]ZME o]
Ay A7 2EE = 7HA HF(overt category) 24 2] NP2
olgfoll Al B F A& vwie} ol AV AEHA &= w7
F(non-overt category)24 2] NPE ] dAH3z A}

(19) a. 7FA] ¥F NP
(i) R(eferential)-expression: John, the man %9] %2}3
214} el e A
(ii) Pronominal: he, she, they, it 52 thHA}
(iii' Anaphor: reflexives, reciprocals
b. ¥}7}A] ¥ 3 NP(Empty categories)



(i) R(eferential)-expression: [-anaphor,-pronominal]
o) variable
(ii) Pronominal: [+anaphor, +pronominal]l <)Pro
(iii) Anaphor: [+anaphor, -pronominal] ¢l|) NP-trace
(iv) Pronominalanaphor: [+anaphor, +pronominal] of})pro

ANY Aul-2% oL $7} olA AL wh-EH 9o|E
2 FYFE I O 44T Atk Uiy, A U9 EE
24 elol oja) a7H] HEold

3. WA F o]& (X’'-theory)

3.1. ¥ FZ(flat structure)®} AlSFZ(Layered structure)

A AR “water” EE "E'S HHEHQUA AFE o]&slod 1
38 7x4 H-O-HE Jehd + Je A nh3A7A2 dojg 7
Z4E ¥ 718 ]%3}"1 Uetd = gled, old dojo Fx
4% FEE v EXNELS ZEY o Y Vs F 2y ¥9F

(Grammatical Categones)% Chomsky(1981) LGBl A ZA 47 =
o] Ztd. Chomsky& ©f § % F(lexical categories) NP, VP, AP,
PPito] Ho FAL ¥E2 7€ + Utz Beked ofgads B
T U vieh Zo] ol 4719 FHYUFEL FEHoR g N
Al 2E3.

(1) a. NP -> _N...
b. VP -> V..
c. AP -> LA
d. PP -> _.P.
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B3 2A ol HUFAHFEL H(Head)S FHOE 3= A
A (endocentric) 7+ & zta Utk A= NP, VP, AP, PP7} o}+F-g

ZAolE N, V, A, PY ¥FE Hojgd & gt 1dd ol8 F8 &
¥ WFo A RA(AdVP)E AYgHD Ut oA E FAE &
22 #(Head)o] o] HAAFAEFE ¢ Jart gdode Folt
OAl TajA BAITE EALTFO FEAZE F ded, 2 2AS

Radford(1988;pp.138 - 141)7} 2315 diAz &Alel -lyE £
BALE 228 F Jx, YEALe FA1e e 22 FAEE R
o (o)), hard, fast, deep, etc.), 2281 & 8AI9} F-Al9] Premodifier
7} very slow, very slowlydld 38 & #£% ok Hel E 2
o|t}.

gojo] EAS)E 7EHez gy & A FE(Base
Component)2] T2 22 o] Fojzlt},

(2) S -> NP INFL VP (Chomsky,1981)

(2)2] INFLL inflection® 53l9 I8} #0o|7]T &t} INFLol+&
+Tense®t AI(Gender), <(number), Z(case)2Z FA¥E AGR
(Agreement)°e] E3HD W ZFAHModal Auxiliaries)7HA] VERY
= 7oz Er}(Chomsky,1981;p.140) 222 NPt VPel Wid +
A(internal structure)& ztzb 32l N9} Vel Ao upzt AAo]
g g3 e 239 VPE o2 oAt

(3) John will imitate Tom with enthusiasm.

et5 AL imitateE o2 3l HUYFAEF VPE (3)0] EAF
= #<l imitate®} B30} & ¥ Fo](complement) NP Tom g1
2.7}y (adjunct) PP with enthusiasm® ®3tz ok T FAL
F(VP)E FASE o8 AEE F dAMx Wi Rol Ve Holm
2 wr=A] Hog 8208 NPE §AF imitateo] BfFAO|EE o
Al A BEojyt @ #EkAE ElFAlL imitate® B30



36 AL} A+

NPHS 49 st 52 "HE2g “John will imitate Tom (with
enthusiasm)”’c] 7}53tct. 22y & E9] putl imitate}s @
2] 2359 NP9dlX "John put the book “(on the table)’o] ¥3)3F
o] PP =] 82 ghth o]2id AN S gLy e 319y
M 31 B (Subcategoriztion) .2 o) § o] Zdtg )

(4) a. imitate; Vi[+ - NP]
b. put; Vi[+ - NP PP]

imitate$} putel #F FAYF FRAAA = FAIL YElYE
AAE ouigdn. 2= [ 1¥€e FAZE UeldEs 870 Hed,
o] FRA Folxz uwiAET I olfE FoH old FAdAE
HEA BRG ai0lB2 FAY EAL JEUE HEF 7E
o= £dasty] Qo oA #3 (2 wa} 93)& FIE A
o yetWEd o3 2o

(5 S
/\
NP AUX VP
A S
N/ \% NP PP
VN
N P NP
!
|
John will  imitate Tom  with enthusiasm

Seo] AAY FAAE(immediate constituent) T (2)o] <&
NP AUX VPZ |93, VP2 ZAHTHAHEL V NP PPE,



SEEMER AT

PP HAYTAHAHEL P NPE 281 NPY AYFHAEES Nog
o|FojMchl, ad VP AP FAHXAEF PPE imitated] 3H9H
FFE (4a)9 up2} 3o X (obligatory) 23 A= A (optional)©l
th. olE FAAMEEN, AUX, V.P)ol o34 (lexical insertion)
o] o]FojA W (5)¢] HF FRI} TEXIch

(5)9] F¥EA VP FxE HFZ(flat structure)ojth. THA|
g4 VP TAARE V, NP, PP M2 28 AZd x4
A VPY AFFAAdEe Hu Jdvh. 2y ol HFEE A9
o] FzE H{A3 WgsA £33 F HFEAEF VP ¥ VA
ofo] FHFAIEF V7 AAHHE AZEFZ(layered structure)?}
go3ittes AU, g FUFAEFE AT B A
o] ofyyg}l BALE, PALE, HXALFE Hasicl wmata of §
HE N, V, A P tf 6)% 2ol FAEHT (6)& oA Hd3
(NAY B 38 + Urh

(6) a. N -> N’ -> N”’
b.V ->V ->V"”
c. A->A" > A"
d P->P -> P

(nmx -> X' -> X

: e e
ZA54 AYEA

11) a. 7434 #(constituents): i) a7} A9 FAHARo] Had av B BEH
ojok %t}
i) @ A9 AQRTAHAAEC] S A o= B 2H Ao} o}
i) oj® YS9 A3 a set of nodes)ol dtte] FAA R HAA ol %
AEe shie 5 A ¢ glol(exhaustively) B& = ojof )

b. #¥(domination): i) a7t BE &AW v FYE YoM 3BT Fol
Yeltjol 1 £F o= B9 a9 712 I F (by an unbroken set of
branches) .2 A7 5 o(connected)\ oot ¥t

i) a7t BE AW BRsED o AF DY T o Bol @Y FHAR
(by a single branch) @72 = ojot #tc},



B A% A7

(NAAM X' X T XPo sidss, X&= o383 N, V, A, P
£ Jerag,

3.2. A)|F A ¥Y(X'-Schema)

o3HF N, V, A, PE 1 EA4d e BEoE FHalA gAY
e HFOE FrHozg dHIrT ln £oHoz Hirx &
o FAFHCR, AFAE EFAE A g v BEAY A
Arte BeHog FHatz, PEAY AeE Mddoz FHao
a™-dl FEX(phrase structure)oll = &, H Fo] WMol ofr)z} A
o] (specifier: Spec)®} H#-7}ol(Adjunct; AD)E M=z oz g3}
ok ool E B} RAQ HFo] Ao, Rrloje} dHo AL ¥E
A HFo ity o 2L e HAZ AFgog el 5

Aed o]y o2& HAFolRolet gt

“Spéc X' *AD]

{ X *Complement
'Complement} X }

HAS AHE QA BEFe Hujsfdsto wel o] @ X
Uetd TX(9):English) 9% Yeld FX(d:Korean)Q o8 2
Fole FUFAHF X9 zuid Ao Jeldzn Erloles dA F
DFAEF X9 2 8% AuiA A JErd. XA E X NY
W& a, the, this, John('s)$} & 248 712714, X7l AY ©&=
&3}Al two, threett H-AF = HAHAA(small clause)ol 4)& 7}
g7l X7F AAAY A= AL well, across..EE BALE 71



4 F= Qo agx

enthusiasm, today, tomorrow

/\

NP

VAN

destructlon (of the city)

|

(D12a,

{the city’ s
the

ool gs FAEF 39

Hlo)= F X 44 o] (Postmodifier) 2 with

g 4 ok
VP
Smj
/\
V NP
|
N
|
N
|

will imitate Tom  with enthusiasm

C. AP
Spec/\ 1|\' SpeCl\
| T A
{ him} stupid John off he ship
very

Qe 4749 AHAYFEL FAZ A¥o duF dEQd, A7)
N $ele Spece FREAM Foldl #Hgshe _._7} debd 4
AL 9T AMME & & k. F (Qa)dl A= the cityZt F9

12) Yol 4zt
P Fecke Folth”

B2 AT WH Tl wold $87 $omE Mg 1



gL 33 (9c)odl A& him(dl, I believe [him stupid])e] Fo &
&, (9d)l M= John(dl, They pulled[John off the shipl)ol

Fol 9¥¢ 32 g
33 #A% )& S/

Fdodl= (5 Chomsky(1981)74A]&)  ©]o] 3] ¥ F(nonlexical
categories) S S'& A Fo| B A8 NFE T then g
TS ¥x2 4330

(10) a. S -> NP INFL VP(=(2))
b. § -> Comp S

(4, 1 think[s [compthatl{sJohn will imitate Tom]]]
PZo e 715(S% SHE FUAFE LEZEI
“ThA A 7] 1 & " (rewriting rule)dld], 2 &
712 9] 2374 A E(immediate constituents)
o] Hu, o]5 AHFAHYEE Aol &H=YR] Qav} 22X
o] 848 Mgy, gz (10b)9 Compy BE §E3:E 84
(& B9 for, if, whether, that, wh-phrases)”} UeEld % 9=
gl 24 S'9) 2AHo] 7t @k, 22 Chomsky(1986 b)ol
LHEA, o]E S S’ WA T2E ZEdn 33 FHYF(N
V, A, P)s} ol3ztA2 dA% A8 TRAZIY = SE INFL
o] HUFAIHFE Hol IP(=Inflection Phrase)2 H¥Aldt:, S'&
BFo(Comp)d] HUFAIEFEZ  Hol  CP(=Complementizer
Phrase)2 EAJ3tth, webA] 8 EYUAFTE 644N A8 F
(NP, VP,AP, PP) 2749 u]o| "] 3(IP, CP)7} €t}

R
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(11) CP(=S’)
Spec C’
Spt{\l’
I/\VP

(1DelAM VPE I=INFL)O o8 48 oz g5 E HFojo]
(e, 3 BEolo FAME FolX 7| Kol Hujyaed) 19
HUYFAHF P9 SpecHAl IFEHA WFEA Foj7t vEhde
Axloltt. wepra Fole HAF A4 WMEA YeteE 84
olmg ‘HE& Fog Aok e FgF ALY (Extended
Projection Principle)?} ®Z 8384 €t 28z CPY & Cole
(+QIAHA 7} [+wh]zxtde]l = [+QIAE LS EFFAA Foj-FAl
= X](subject-object inversion)& ©F713l1 [+wh]AlA L& wh-+
(wh-phrase)& t©A] CP9] Specez Zojgde AL jigp =
g Cole BEo] for, if whether’t Ueld Fx k. Fel
Comp®ll B.29] for, if, whether 2}ol wh-T7-% Jetd + Ay«
ABRE 28 Compe CPe oz 7+F31 CP Specd HEE
AAsloz N BE9 wh-F71 UeldE SAE O2A HH3E
F A HAdd olFgA P9 CPE HAHINI=EZHAN (1008 22 F
deo 7L BdA Fo. oAl A A0 #HAELS (1D
o] YAZF Ao FrHo HAGgm A

o

3.4 HAF o)&7 39 F4A

AFAA Sl AAZ Aol BHD £ Ak 674 BEAFA}
47T HRe Bsigitd od §4%F ojge JHez Aol

T22 Bt WAH(explicit) 22 AEE F e

X
¢

o |
tjo
ne
ric

o
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. ole nwa Mo e ol gtejq e Fojz} 1P Specel
Jeis e4etn sedAE Yehd v sled, o8 £}
SREESS -%7}014 5ol 4a 9129 ol iE g0l Wk

(12) CP
Spec C’
PN
C IP
Spec I’ Adjunct(l)
V’/}junct(Z)

T

Spec N’ Adjunct(3)
N

HAZ Ao FA EAel FAIEozZH AHEZ dojxe
(12)s} & Ao Fx4 F FYP A Frloj(Adjunct) ¥ 19
gL Adde] A F o H(ambiguity) S ABHEH A
& H7lo] NPE 43 1 A=  Adjunct(3)e]lx VPE 4
3 Adjunct(2)el® ERAAE FAFU(E FF FAleld)

Adjunct(l)e] 2 A7} €t} Adjunct(2)2% Adjunct(3)2 %= A4
g ¢ e o2 459 "in the garden)’S& Azte] B2}

(13) The boy saw the girl in the garden.

(13)2 F7}o] PPE Adjunct(3) X0l Ut B “AHYdl 2l
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E AY"E whtE Eo| X1 Adjunct(?) $Xe) ioim B
“IHE B AL ALY el Y waA g 23
Zo] (12)2L Fx9 AALZ o8 HYAHoz HAyd ¢ AA
21=3

4, A&

LGB(1981)& 3t ol ¥ GBel&o] A& EWA Aod dFd A=
- AE %oldtAl HUAh BHYA d2$ BHE Y (Universal
Grammar)t A7t A FH v d/FAE #Etgste A stz <l
H -+ 9] (humanism in terms of natural science)2t= M ZE 7Hd 9
QEE e A EFHEY AdE E31 JAFHEcognitive
science)?] &EAI7} He™ ol gEe 72 E vpAY

GBol&o] F# o AG-¥PEEHY 7|27MHE TdRolo o}
17t} o) H(linguistic competence)& Al A (explicit) &2 A
H3e e FFoz 4x gk QY Ao THE WAFHL
2 A9gicdn gL “Adojsdrolgte HAAV EeHez ke @
=K EE x4 & doFEy Y AdAe vz o
e do], FFAAAA £E= 2 AFAHAEES| g B0 “HAF
TF B (explicit characterization)e]& @A oz Holg FAH A A
(formal system)oll Jz+g 7j]£& Sk AAF o]&olF AAH
JHEEZR o] FojWth &Fo] wHFe wat 1 Fo HAH o
EZFAdA dF 7Hdeol #3E F Utk GBolE) RAFY =
olg} & 7t Z o]Fo A Aol
HHEEFY 71271 v R& 9v] Y d(semantic role)s} o] &

W

3

2 A} F(syntactic category)e]th.

gulde] FAIHE Y= D-FRoA ojFojzln dh}e] =3
< BEA] o] gujute] Fojziv) U] HEZo|HAM
© UFd FEHE HAHA otk P9 zH(agent), FHA}
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(patient), =7Z(object), XF(instrumental) § tT}L&tA 2ujdo]
FHHED Qe gabd wet oFzke] zbojHe] Urt.

Chomsky(1986)= 9v]& A H(semantic information)¢t A3
A H.(syntactic information)oll ¢}3}e] 2} v} d &#(S-Selection)® ¥ F
A g(C-Selection)o] ojFoixttn Pt ZE B AL M
ojujdeolt}, 9w dge] o]fo] X F HYA F2A ¥ (canonical
structural realization)o] ¥o] HFde3tA Hct

HEE o3 F(Lexical category)®t  8]9] 3 ¥ F(nonlexical
category)2 Wred AFHHFE [N, V] zFe] A o
AH#N, -V), FAH-N, +V), HEAH+N, +V), HXA-F2]AH-N,
-V)Z2 7R3, HoFHEFE AlAl(tense), U XlA(agreement
elements), ¥ (modals)& X %3l INFLH HEZA(Comp)E T+
gt o]F ¥Hy(head)oZ 3t &9 FAHL sHeE HAUFEA
(maximal projection)d 73 HAIF(NP), FAH(VP), &AL
(AP), AXJAL-FXALF(PP), IP, CP7} it} o] 2 A2 AYPog
BEAEHE o3 Z2o

XP(X'')
2] % of X’ H7}o
(specifier) (adjunct)
X3y B39
(head) (complement)

QIZte] AojFzH L P29 A A(Systems of Principle)®t 3 9]
AA(Rule Systems)Z o]Fojx 1 et o HAHeZ 74,
Agstald 4 doje] FAHA AFHE oFoop 3 o &
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93l = 9] p)d #(semantic role)d} AZHF, H|FHPF, 159
A2 Fyol BA3E o]Fojxol grtm Erf,
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