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Auj-A o] 23} FAolE

2 *
I.4 &
I. Alel—7%ol&(GB theory)
. 34 0]& (Minimalist theory)
V. A &

I. A &

‘Languages are the best mirror of the human mind” -Leibniz
*With respect to its substance grammar is one and the same in all languages, though

it does vary accidentally” -Roger Bacon

Leipnize} Bacon& A1z Azl 23 g 7+ &9
o] At

doje ezte] Azg =& A FolA AY %4'1‘3}-?-. Hreo IANE Adsie ZAAFeoloh

2, o7 ©FE 1% UZEA (human nature) o] HE AT FollA dololl it AT} 7HH
#aA ol &oldict

od 72 thAto] sl& A& (data) 7} FM Holx theksind, F X3t Afze]l T4 ¥4 U7
Felch

=3, A7 vlaE Eodsin A A7 odxr} e FAlol Uz A YA Apne] A

of gloeo2 o] AFE =i H&3 ¢ EF 9| (humanism in terms of natural

science) H= M2 s4de Q¥ (science of humanism) £+ U 7 A¥Y F JdA}%

i)

24, A} 2A9 g

% 9l o8 odojed ¥ &5} (Dept. of English Language & Literature, Cheju Univ., Cheju-do, 690-
756, Kiorea)
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(cognitive science) ] 7]2o] 5= Zlo|c},

“How comes it that human beings, whose contacts with the world are brief and personal

and limited, are nevertheless able to know as much as they do know?” ---Plato

Plato's problem€ o{®3led QIzke Folzl 287} o}F Hedx oJFAIMNA S5 284
ol ¥4 U7t e FAoldh

A=, A-72 % 0| (GB theory) & 34 o] Z (minimalist theory) & Ze}E29 ZA42 7|5l 17
A 7| o)A F2] (Rationalism) ¥ =} Dascartesoll /188 2]z2ts]o] 204]7] o] A st=} Humboldt
F AAMA dd) AFEY &2l Jespersono & o]od A= ¢do 5™ (linguistic competence) & =4} 3}
£ ©]4 39 (Rationalism) JoiBE, 204171 73 €32 (Epiricism) 3 AlAlo]l 9] 7+t Bloomfield
o A AP deirlg wbal Aol 22 A A (formal system) 2] o] 202 A2 &
ey elojrt

o]l THolEL “H4e sdoz Hule ANE AFE FHolE" (rich enough but
meager enough theory) ©]t}.

‘oo st ol W o EsAF o] 22 ubH (theoretical devices) THE AA - VLI =3
2, ‘Hule] A" o 4 MA AHuboll A3 A3E S

Tl doisH e HA)A 9 (the explicit characterization of linguistic competence) o 1 =3 4|
2 e Aoz Fod Y¥A4H MA (formal system)oll UY24E 71EL Fotm MAH o] Eo]
# NAA SAHER o]Fo] Ak

o] wAde wel o Fe MAAH ol FolA YR sdo] £ 4 o

2w HLol B3 HiolBol Wia UYn E&L3IE JE sHL QA o
competence) & A1 (explicit) 22 F7 - 4L Yo Aoz A:oi: Holoh

At 100433 A el-H 4 o] (GB theory) ol 2 AL sleul Ads] Tdsn gA ¢
gk WE e sMdE WEsln glo] WS 2 o] (too powerful theory) L 3
Ed¥ut opdet 4% 23Y £E Ux AT AEH ML HEEA Ho)

olol Chomskyz 4+ Feho] |ef-7 <& o] E (GB theory) 2| Weh gt 7h4d o] Aulzeiel] YA 75
¥ Fddled o] ol AWHE wolziz ¥l 19929 Chomskymss Nz sH¥o|Z A
Minimalist program for linguistic theory(unpublished paper-72lxx2) & WEx o|§ FHALo|E
(Minlmalist theory) o]2} #2712 % Folc}

1981 58 100437 -2 tlatollA] 7be] - qd75]0i 2 =)ull-2 < 0] (GB theory), 1992d %
Aojdtel]l FoF o] o2 FAY H4o]E (Minimalist theory) 2| EHMAE vz - L4 3lnA
.
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Aef-A&o] B HiolE

I. Auvj-A& o] & (GB theory)

Our ability to speak a language is based partly on the innate principles and parameters
available in UG, partly on the triggering experience of exposure to a specific language.
On the basis of these componenis we develop a grammar of onef{or more) specific

languages : the ‘core grammar of such a language."”
Q17+e] do} ¥ (language faculty) & FAIH (explicit) 22 1% - 49¥E Y9 o2 4

ol 7+e} o] ¥ & (language faculty) ol ¥ &&= A5 (biological endowment) 718 ZTFEY A}
7} ¥ Al (insect visual system) b & AM "o 2 ez Wz F(innate principles) & 727l &l
o] & i.@’\'f“ﬂ(Universal Grammar-UG) o] &3 Jtc}.

Al 74 0] R (GB theory) & 2HEo] HeJE & ATl o] Eolch LHFYL2 Fal9 A
(Rule system) 3} ¥ &| 2] MA| (System of principles) & ©|Fo] 1 Qlct FAe] AA= 3¢ o=

o] Foizlx lct

A, o] ¥ % (Lexicon)
B. %M (Syntax)

i 7}A % (Base Component)

i 3% (Transformational Component)
C. # 4 Y- (Interpretive Component)

i & #e)5 (PF component)

i el (LF component)

el MAE 759 0| E (7 subtheories) 2 o] Fojxlm ek,

a. Xu}l o] & (X-theory)

b. oju}e] o] & (f-theory)

c. 2 o|& (Case theory)

d. A% o|& (Binding theory)

e. %Al o] (Bounding theory)
f. EA o]& (Control theory)

1) Liliane Haegeman, Govenment and Binding theory (Cambridge : Basil Blacwell, Inc. 1991), p.15.
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g. Al¥} o] & (Government theory)

T MAlA Ml Wej A2 AFYgo] wWtsln Qo)

TFAAANE 4A81F (4 levels), 4% TF=Z(D-structure), EAFFZE (S-structure), S-SHe]D
(Phonetic form), -=2]¥el (Logic form) o2 =lo] Qlon] - % (move-a-move anything
anywhere), a-* 2| (Affect-a-do anything to anything : delete, insert, move) 5o| gloni <&M A
o+ 5AH4¥ 2 (projection principle) %3314 ¢ ] (Principle of Full Interpretation) 53} 7]&} oja)>}
Z] g0l 3o

Chomskyma+ 2¥-2ye] 39 MA Wale) MA7 o5 (language faculty,/linguistic
Competence) 22 $2] UL efoidwife] eln W Aotz FAFc)

We should, so it appears, think of knowledge of language as a certain state of the

mind brain, a relatively stable element in transitory mental states once it is attained,?

o153 (language faculty) & 413 (explicit) 22 2] ¥ ¥ AN A (formal system)ell '7—}“?} ol
<ol A H<olZ (GBtheory) QlHl ol of27}z] 742 o]&o] 2 FHolc}

471 FAAAL 3L, 4] AF ¢ terels) 2 TN 31910]E (7 subtheories) & 7] 202 3o
F2} 218} (Projection Principle), £+ #4 % &] (Principle of Full Interpretation) a-°|% (more-a) a-
A2 (Affect-a) o] 9foll @& ZZ (Condition) 2 HalFol 3ict.

We have defined the notion barrier and integrated it in our theory. The definition of

barrier is as follows :

1 A is a barrier for B iff (a) or (b) :

(a) A is a maximal projection and A immediately dominates C,C is a BC for B:
(b) Ais a BC for B, A is not IP.

Using (1) we define government as follows :
2a Government
X governs Y iff
(1) X is either of the category A, N, V, P, I:
or
X and Y are co-indexed:
(i) X c-commands Y;

(ii}) no barrier intervenes beiween X and Y:

2) Noam Chomsky, Knowledge of language (New York : Praeger Publishers. 1986), p. 12
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(iv) minimality is respected.
2b Minimality condition on government
There is no Z such that Z satisfies (j), (i) and (jii) and X c-commands Z.

The subjacency condition is formulated in terms of barriers :

3 Subjacency condition

Movement must not cross more than one barrier.

Barriers are defined as in (1). For some speakers tensed CP is an extra barrier for
subjacency in English.

We show that the ECP can also be reinterpreted in terms of the notion barrier.

The Barriers framework applies quite straightforwardly to wbmovement. For NP-movement,

we see that there are additional problems which require that co-indexation be extended.®

@ a7t 38 4+%°(a c-command 4)

® as} 3% m-%°(a m-command 3

® a7}l 3§ 2F=Av (a properly governs J)

@ a7t 3F 9ol A ul(a f-govern J)

azt 35 v|Yd I A (a f-marks )

® a2t 371 Al (@ and 2 are sisters)

@ az} 3o gt b ¥ F(a is a blocking category for 3)

@ azl 3& L-FA] (e L-marks 73)

@ a7t 85 vlBAY aff ot F ¢ (segment) = 3F BEBA Yolol Fri(x excludes 3 iff
no segment of « dominates J3)

@ ¥ 3 FA HFEE =3 d¥E A Yv 2 A FA HFE £3oH(A predicate
XP is any maximal projection that does not function as an argument)

@ azt 3& 482l Aul (a antecedent-governs 3)

® 3H3F el (Empty category principle)

@® <714 (null hypothesis)

@ a7t 35 DEsieE ao] L& B ¥ (segment) o] 35 P ok Fc}(a dominates 3 iff every
segment of a dominates 23)

@ 4at-2 u)i 3 (nonargument) @l X thF 2} W 3ol gl 7}5 3o} (Adjunction is possible only to a

maximal projection that is a nonargument)

ol Fa3} #ejojeol ofsfH <l (Parameter) Z¥ A (modularity), # 7}(licensing) 9t Z-2 7Ny

3) Liliane Haegeman, Government and Binding theory (Cambridge : Basil Blackwell, Inc. 1991). p.511.
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* ¢ 4

ol 183A L= x gl ol FHel oA MAE Az THA FHolghes M
A4 - wHe EAE e Aol

ol€, Uztel o ASAH /™ Hdle] iy AT 7|7 5lo2 Qx| 2} (cognitive
science) 7ol WAlol S+ Aol

2 ef-H&o)| 2L AA Aol AL AFslz, £4 - Bdsled J2E o]EFo] Yo Qlof
AoRgle ol ol WA - 43l o|Eelt.

HEYe FAMAYG deAAsE dA - Aoz AT 45H S4olals FohA
ojf& 2w

® AldH o2 ¢lo|F5 (natural language acquisition)-& 2152 Bo] alelx UA7|7 Fakd
gt 7h5 3ot

® dol5d (language faculty) & ZH7HRe] HdolH, wicdeld wiAe] claiale 23l8 §Y3}
Al (uiform) 3}

® dAZE YL dolsy Ao o ¢ E ExilE: sy 2AL HH)7)A Eod)
ol QU7+ FFAFA7E B Ao Yok Heo wslo: o} R WAE F2 EsleA
2 Ze}

@ dAsHe] 4AL Yol 4 o] old 2w ¥ glolx 53l

® deio 54& =2 Podold 7IEA oAbz} ofe}, ol AA LE HEojy
al 37 =] ol o},

o} 5 ¥ (language faculty) 794 - dH3l= AL 2
Al (rule system) 3} 2] M A (system of principle) & T4
(modulolity), 3] 7}(licensing) 5ol Z¥slo] gc}

EREyel o dg FAE ¥4 - AYded BnA o

M -Z 9 (Universal Grammer) ©] 2 o]+ & )
A 5
O

glul vh N Q) (parameter), =Y A

_?_

® (subcat{NP, NP, PP :ana,)
@ Mary, explained Bill; to himself;
® mary,; explained Bill; to herself;
© *John, forgot that Mary, had explained Susan; to himself,
® (subcat{NP, NP, NP :ana>)
@ He; sold the slave; himself;
® He, sold the slave, himselfj
o & Al (anaphor) & Z<4:°]2 A (Binding theory)oll 2]3te] 2 APALE AZch a8} Agabs}
Fojup FAHo v} st FAl7t AZ|s '
© @Y 3L 4927t Foix slm Baolx "ol o] Exjol il A] Pollarde} Sag: ohg
3} e HAME Rolzm it
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If a verb subcategorizes for both a primary object NP and a more oblique referential
complement (either a secondary NP object or nonpredicative PP) and the latter is an
anaphor (i. e., its content is an anaphoric parameter), then the anaphor must be coindexed

with either the subject or the primary object.”

22} 51 9] % 3= (subcategory) 7} *(SUB <NP;, NP :ana; NPp)2 =2l& Wle ALl EAE 4
uhsiAl "o

*]; sold himself; the slaves; to- (to-phrase) # about- (about-phrase) ©] 31-&«} & aboutd o]
F ol Ay 4ol "ch

@ Mary; talked to John; about himself;

® Mary; talked to John; about himself;

*© Mary; talked about John; to himself;

*@ mary, talked to himself; about Bill,

@ @ Mary explained Bill to himselfoll 4} himself>} tj2d A} himo] € wi A< o]E Boll 93}
o maryy} Billal §=13 (co-index) + Z=A E£3lx F = A] (co-reference) 7} += ).

himself 7} maryy} Billo]g1 € wf ZA<ol2 Coll o84 Foial maryut E30iQl Bills §2J
7t sln FXX7F ® o+ glch

T 232 YAt UGY Helgol AulENE A2 iz o vis F33i

® @ F% AE Eo A3 2anA Firch

Mary, Bill, himself+ NP&4] case Filteroll ¢ 8}o] 2 & wtolo} dlx O-theoryol 2f3lo] 6-
role ool ¥hc}

Mary+= INFLol 2)3}ed nominative caseg wx gloen Bill& explainol 2]3led objective
case, himself+ tooll 238le] oblique case§ #tx: glc}.

INFL& Tense, Agreement(AGR)elements. Modals& Z¥3lt Foll Lolx ¢+ (not
phonetically realized elements) 8424 t}& ojd g4 9 AYPE o} FHA 7|5 (Grammatical
Function) & W3 slsiy 4718 = o) Foja Marye VP explained Bill to himself
oj Al 4] B-roled Hlz Bille explainolAl4 f-roled Wi Ut}

Government theoryel 2] 3led Mary+ INFLollA A, Bill& explainol Al 4], himself+ tool ] A4
Aef g o gl

projection principles] $¢j8led VP& Marys projectstz explaing Bill& project, to

himself§ projectgtcl.

4) Carl Pollard and Ivan A - Sag(Spring, 1992) Anaphors in English and the Scope of Binding
theory, Linguisic Inquiry 23, p.288.
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X-theory 2} move-aol thdled B

P
spec 1
-~

NP 1 VP

Mary explain+ed v PP
N
v NP P NP
g | |
t Bill to  himself

TR AR F2E 39 HUFAHEFE, IP, VP, PP2 T4slo] g} explaing o] EF¢ #
% o].& (Barrier) ol 2l3led 432w explaine] INFL zlzl2 o] 5stdA &4 (trace) t& H7ix
INFL3} 7% 3o explained} €t}

te} explainedAbololl &= HulFAHF7} ¢le =2 Barrier?} gich =% t& W83l explained
§ vl sl Barrierrl gleng 31U 2AE A1) explained”} t§ m-commands}
3 2 A}o]oll Barrier7} ¢le.o2 explained 7} t& =|s§3lx, explaineds} t+ FYAF =lof
explained+ t§ Zf=lvjdle] FHF HelE AFA)70c)

X-theoryoll &4 Chomskys g3} 7ol 7%tz glch

Let us begin with some questions concerning X-bar theory. Assume a distinction be-
tween lexical and nonlexical categoris, where the lexical categories are based on the
features(+N, =+£V), yielding the categories Noun ((+N, -V)), Verb ((-N, +VJ},
Adjective ((+N, +V)), and Preposition-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 parametrizes; 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=XP0:1

n
a. X'=XX"*
b, X"=X"*X’

I refer to X* in(la) as the complement of X(or X’) and to X" in(lb) as the specifier
of X(or X’, or X"): if X" is an NP, then in(la) it is the object of X and in(lb) the
subject of X. The notions complement, specifier, object, and subject are relational or
functional, not categorial : there are no categories with these labels. 1 omit consideration

here of possible further structure and assume that the basic properties of phrase structure
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for particular language are determined by fixing parameters of Case theory and 6-theory
and by lexical properties. I will use the conventional symbols NP, VP, AP, PP for the
maximal projections (here assumed to be X*) of the lexical categories. The X-bar
constraints are satisfied at D-Structure, but not at other levels of representation if
adjunction has taken place in a derivation, The options for X** in(1) are drastically
limited, by @-theory in the case of complements; Kayne(1984) argues that the options for
X** are zero or one. In any event, the number of possible realizations of the X-bar

schemata is finite, in fact small. ®

Aol 34} wie F2E HAlaw o R

spemct

X

/\\

X complement

¥ %o (Complement) © #<Ql Xol o)l 3} %% 335} (subcategorize) Sl = T+& 844 NP, PP,
APz} €t

Hle] (Adjunct) £ XPoll g 4402 dlex] Hed FE947} olym] PP, AP7} St

Z} 4 o} (Specifier-spec) & W WFoje} ¥ A FA} HFoA Fo§ 847 Heh

Marye IP9] #|Aois} S} Bille VPe Bdo]o]lx to himselfy= VP Xrjo{z} .

IP9] # (head)& INFL, VP2 &2 explain, PP9} &-& too]lx himself+ PP RFois} d
o}

Mary th4lel whor} =|wd

CP
_—1
spec C
i \
NP IP
| 1
who spec I

5) Noam Chomsky, Bamier (Cambridge : the MIT Press. 1986), pp.2~3
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IPe] = Ao} Atgdel U whot t& 7o CPo x| AHo] =lgla o|Falin] THFE e, 3}
# A=A F& PFA A "o}
Bill H4lo) whoz siw

CP
s T
wrlm. dildi spec T

]

| T~

NP [

|
mary

explain

Vel explaing move-azl 512 E#4 §4}9) Yoz

INFL2 CAlel2 o] FsIdA did2 o dide t§ m-commondstz m-§=lufist 3103
Z27¢ wFAA} dids} tAlelole AHFEAMFsL IP shubylol il IPE Barrier oyt

whod] o] & ux.

whoz} CPe] Ao} zlelz Fulz o]f oz, VPE abwh¥ZFo|x barriers} 5oy whely
IP= barrierz} slol, 2749] barrier, & VP, IP7} ;& g3t whod u|@dslr| o Sol 3}
HAF=HE o717 slo] T uj2 o] Fo] Qrec)

=t2t4 VPoll 2 (adjunction) I etk CPo] x| 3o} =le]2 o|Esfo} st} VPol Hals|qic)
7} olFMY FERe o g3 o

I VP
tl tj V'P
v
v NP
i I
explain t



Aol-Hol g2} HLolE

toh! Abolol HYREAPYFE VPRI, of VPE & BEsIAY & BgsiA Xz 3
Hog wxl gbr] w ol 39UF2AE BFAZch VPoll FaEY £ CPo Ao Ael2 o] F

e AHe s AUzl gesz dHYB=AL UFA

(43) summarizes the comparison between NP-movement and wb-movement so far.

43a NP-movemenr

A-chain

Antecedent (head of the chain) : +Case

Trace(foot of the chain) : —-Case
43b Wbh-movement

A’-chain

Antecedent : -case

Trace : +case®

chain
® Mary seems t to be happy
\/

chain

@FAel A whoo} t+ chaing o|F 31 whot ecplain 2&e] zlajoll4] E2tE J7|v CPY
A Aol Ale]2 o] Fo] Fxul 2 =gl A-positione] 22 A-Chaingd ol&x t}. =% CPe
Z| o] =}zl case-marked positione] ofJ o2 whool#A A€ £ 4 ¢lx tE case-marked
positione] 22 toll & Fco}. %z Empty category: AE 28 4 gl Zo| Halo|x|at Wh
movementol] o]3] 421 tollgt A& F 4 loenz o]F variableolg}t 3t}

O F Al A Marys} t+ chaing o] £3 Mary: to be happy] Fojzlejoa] A& ule £ gf
7] o) ol case-marked positiond] 1P9] x|Ao| Alzj2 o] FH ZHo|cl I[P+ A-positiono]o =
Mary®} t+ A-chain, Wkt A-chaing& o]&t}.

chain¥} 6-position, case-marked positionell ti&led Chomskyy: c}&3 o] gulzl =4g
sk et

If C=(a, + - + +,) is a maximal CHAIN, then «, occupies its unique 6-
position and a, its unique Case-marked position. ™

6) Liliane Haegeman, Government and Binding theory (Cambridge : Basil Blackwell, Inc. 1991), p. 360.
7) Noam Chomsky, Knowledge of language (New York : Praeger Publishers. 1986), p.137.
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Threr hit John, there's fear of Johng ¢ chain conditionol #|ulsl=2 wjFo} Ec}n Aud
sl glcl. Expletiveql it, there Sollt & Eado] bz Lasnik: = Astz Y}

@ There arrived a man

a man-g 6-positione} =2 arrivedo| Al 4] O-roleg ¥ x there: case-marked positiono} = 2
INFLAA A cased weciz ol

® There; seems t; to have been a unicorn; killed t; in the garder

(there;, t)® (a unicorn;, t;)eo| chaing ©}]%% i=jo]22 chain conditione] &= clz %
ot 23y g EAolxE F EAAe] QUoh

a. There arrived a man

b. *there arrived the man

¢. ?There usually arrives a bus(at this time) d. *There arrives usually a bus(at this
time)

e. There is a man in the room.

f. *There is the man in the room.

olo] i3] Lasnik+v expletiver} cased W& Ealol 9lo] Chomsky & 7ol dichslgia cobe

2 e =A A4 g
"Unaccusatives” and & are Case assigners.?

There is a man in the room, There arrived a man ¥ F& oA =72 Chomskyzs2|
Chain Conditione w}2} “is" or “arrived” £ a manollA| #-role§ Hoi3lz Therex INFLojA
4] Case§ 4o} Chaing 343tz cdz oy Lasnikes a mane “is” 2} “arrived” oA} A 8-
roles} case® Wi tn 3o FAE Alslz Yot

o|9}zko] GB theorye 7| Eo| ol FAE a7|sted 44 - Bdsln] AFH oz odxa Ao .
TEE Yoz AR dHste] gk

%] 4~ 0] & (Minimalist theory)

2 4 &Y (Generative Grammar) 2] <A77} A)zgA & 350de A o] EFch 27 P 4
- B A7t Al&s]o] g

3 Fo] & (Standard theory, 1965), -t I F o] & (Extended Standard theory, 1973d), 43 #cj
# Fol £ (Revised Extended Standard theory, 1976) 5 a—o°|% (more—a) &, & D—FZ(D—

8) Howard Lasnik (summer, 1992) Case and expletives, Linguistic Inquiry 23, p. 389.
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structure) ol A 3 v 7 & (surface structure) & NP—OI%(NP—movement). wh—o| % (wh—
movement), #°]F (head movement) ¥ F2 T A M A (rule system) §& FAFHArc 2 W}

Zlw) Z<£0]E (GB theory) & 27k Aol A &3|ste] FAMA (rule system)oll ] ¥z
o] MAl (system of principle) 2 AT wWakg ulFo] YA oj]B o2 HriEdc)

1992\ Chomsky@ 4+ |} ZH&olE2 E& F2l3lHA A2 AY=Q o] L 4] - %9
£ A=y

o] 4 F 9] (Rationalism) o] v}E}-& 5 AV 53 2doj5 (innate language faculty) & =] & (explicit)
o2 5t - AYYE FHY EHog #cle 27 AAEYAAA B HLo|Ro ol2rmA ¥
Yele 712 7H42 3tzn gl

A 4 & " (generative grammar) ol 4] "4 4 (generative)” ¢l 2} 2) o] = 2] A (explicit) ol 2h Q)
tl 4] X o}l -2 univeraldt: generalyt YR st ¥ H 3 (clear and distinctive) Y+ 3 A M A|
{formal system)-§ 2jo]%tch

HAMAE ZE olEL FIHER olFoAc) 2] A&o]EL YR e HEER o]FelA]
Y Z¢ o2 (too powerful theory) 22 =lo] A=dale] okslE slA & f2st Yot old,
Chomskyz4+ A=Y 735 #sled 7HHES dE 43l 2Adol Agsio] HaolE
(minimalist theory) & ¥l S3ict

HAo]EL o3 (Lexicon), T3 (Satisfy), +=t3}(spell-out), &4 ¥l (Phonetic Form—PF),
=2 ¥l (Logic Form—LF) 4719 B & (Component) 2.2 o|Folzx]xz gloy E"doz 2ol
Al % (grammatically significant level) & &4 3elo} el e Ro|c},

a— A (select—a), a— H ] (Affect—a), A 44 %2 (Principle of Full Interpretation), =9l
4 (Procrastinate) & 0] 7] 4 (Greed) ol el =33 Yl 7 a) 42| (Economy Principle) & 43tz
Ut

THMAE =43 g ol

L -
~<—————— Satisfy
L <« Affect ! «

<— Spell-out

Select-a

Affect-a > <« Affect-a

I PF | ‘ LF] Grammar-intermal system

i i Grammar-exiernal system

invariant theory —> "‘—— invariant theory of meaning
of sound
G G
perceptual system concertual system
[produchon system pragmatxc system



The comutational system takes representations of a given form and modifies them.
Accordingly, UG must provide means to present an array of items from the lexicon in a
form accessible to the computational system. We may take this form to be some version
of X—bar theory. The concepts of X—bar theory are therefore fundamental. In a
minimalist theory, the crucial properties and relations will be stated in the simple and
elementary terms of X—bar Theory.

An X—bar structure is composed of projections of neads selscted from the lexicon.
Basic relations, then, will involve the head as one term. Furthermore, the basic relations
are typically “local”. In structures of the form(1), we have two local relations : the SPEC
—head relation of ZP to X, and the head—complement relation of X to YP(order

irrelevant, and the usual conventions) :

X’
YA X’
X YP

The nead—complement relation is not only ‘more local”, but also more fundamental ---
typically, associated with 6—relations. The SPEC—head relation, I will suggest below,

falls into an “elsewhere” category.”

o] 3ol o o3 L (Lexical item)F = TolEF 4™ (Select) 3ho1 FAH 2] (projection
principle) & 4 ®) 2| ¥} (Selection Restriction), & Select—aoll 2J3led =2} M Al (computational
system) & Zt& o] =X (Ul ol A X—bar theorystn Ftch

£3 @04 X+ headelz YPE X9 comtplement, X'£ %75 A} (intermediate projection) °]
t}. X" ZP& specifier® 3+ Ao A} %3 (maximal projection category) °itl. Complement
Ql YPE Y& head2 3+ #oh T4} HFolx ZPXE Z& headZ 3l R4 HFo|ch head
9} complement: 2)u]od (theta—relation) # A Zslo] Abed3] ¥ (more local) o] 7] & (more
fundamental) Q] ¥4 BAlojr}. head9} Complement+ Y42 BAI7L ol (elsewhere
category).

dlE E, old F7), Aol ¢ g4 AAAA ‘EL a2 ANE Foldd e A4
Ql Eao] yAH) 2w o F7| - AFEol o FF3Ueld vjFd, FIUe|A F Zet
of7]ol| parameter7} ZHg3te] §FAL FFof, v]FAL gol, FIHUYL FFol, FAAY ¥
AL YA =l Aol

head parameter§® 89 ¥Fo]5& head—last parametero]z <9jo]F-& head—initial

9) Noam Chomsky, A Minimalist Program for Linguistic theory (ms. MIT.1992), pp.8~9
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Av-Aol B3 Lol

parametero]c},
John likes the dog ¥#3-& X—bar theoryol] 23l F43lw

IL’ pag v’ zp "|‘
lI\I v YP u‘le N
| |
Jolhn like dog
ve
ZP \'ad
I /\
. v YP
| ] ]
N’ like N~
| /\
N Z_P N’
| | I
John the T
dog

%19} & computational system& A 53 satisfyel]l £dsiAl o o] A& FAAQl 3y
2] =3 & (proposition) o} o}.

Once crucial assumption had to do with the way in which the computational system
presents lexical items for further computation. The assumption is that this is done by an
operation, call it SATISFY, which selects an array of items from the lexicon and presents
it in a format satisfying the conditions of X—bar Theory. SATISFY is an “all—at—once”
operation : all items that function at LF are drawn from the lexicon before computation

proceeds, and presented in the X—bar format.'”

satisfy= oj3 oA F2EL M3l (select), X—bar theorye] ZHEEL WFA|7l= &7

Aol =289l ol
Affect—a+= 19843 Lasnike} Saitool] 2]3he] Algksl
=

288 7l Affect—ar} 3tz Yol o e

foj24] Av} HZo]Eoll4] move-ar}
=]

ZZ2< 9ojg AYzm Yok

10) Ibid, p. 27.
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move—ax “F9lolu} o} Fd 2 o]E3} el (move anything anywhere)” o] . Affect—as= “o}&u]
A} Folo|u} dtel(do anything to anything)” & delete—a, insert—e, move—agd TPHo g
Z &3 Mol .

spell—out PFe} LF2 AYA7|= AAogt. &34 2 Holl4 F3rx2 FA)E2 74
shvtel Y sigma T S+ A"t o2 (point) A $8l & spell—out FAHLEL 3o
PF2 Mgz}, =ief 37} 3tvbo single phrase markerz} o}ueld PFFalo] 32 FA)E
2 7499 e JAYol H8H 4 glol AP PFIY] H4Y 4 g7 ol 2ol 2 =474
£ PFoll4 #2glAl deh

chel 371 st}e) single phrase marker2bsd PFFale z7ioll = &304 ol ole} Z& spell
—outx3 & A PFel LFS €3 (out—put) & &3 H¥zA, 3t A3 A (convergence) |
2 o2 s 24 A2 (Interpretation) ol gHE o} Fhc}

Consider a representation n at PF. PF is a representation in universal phonetics, with
no indication of syntactic elements or relations among them (X—bar structure, binding,

government, etc.).'"

PFe] 247 29 Aol Hej=x] gfeaind B 2424 (universal phonetic feature)ol £
3 W Ho] shssiok gk 713 /kptgdb/o A 2 ¥4 (phoneme) & 2 A LA4HAAL Z3 gle
Y AN & of U =& AR Erlesioz PFaA Aol Faslx e

23 4 2] (Principle of Full Interpretation)oll ¥ =0, o]= Chomskyx47} o]ju] x|t
A dejolct

We might express many of these ideas by saying that there is a principle of full
interpretation (FI) that requires that every element of PF and LF, taken to be the interface
of syntax(in the broad sense) with systems of language use, must receive an appropriate
interpetation—must be licensed in the sense indicated. None can simply be disregarded. At

the level of PF, each phonetic element must be licensed by some physical interpretation. '¥

LFollA] 93 A A& s2j3 9y e2 % £ (Computational derivation) d TZ+ #xle] A7
Mo HAE 4A sled, SAH A4 dF S M= o)

At LF, we assume each legitimate object to be a chain CH=(;, - - - - .an) cat

least (perhaps at most) with CH a head, an argument, a modifier, or an

11) Ibid, p.37.
12) Noam Chomsky, Knowledge of language (New York : Praeger Publishers. 1986), p.98.
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Ao)-A 40l 82 HaolE

operator—variable construction.'”

LFoll 4] ¥zl A shde) H2, oA 4 de§ 3% gl 2 A4y 24+ 349y
Chaing °]&F+=ul o 47igto] 3 & (licencing) €}

@® CH head

(@ CH an argument

® CH a modifier

@® CH an operator—variable— construction

ofd Fdo] AHF AU} 2452 FASUAY 1AL LFlA A 4 da§ w247
I YA3s =42 LFoA #49 HHL S35 "ok

A=, 3 LolBL select—a, satisfy, affect—a, spell—out £9 F2g A+ 2$FA o}
Sz 2 EEEE WA Fn S F £4& PFol LFollA 8% A4 4 A7 713 =& 7]
2% bd #4 g 37l Bolzte Ao

HaolZollA 2709 Hejgte] Yedl Fve dHHY deolm ohE sh: AaAdg
(Economy principle) olt}. 2=, GB theoryoll4] =2 Wi §t 7} & &4 3lo] minimalist theoryol
A 2 d2lg sAsigics Aol

Al e A2 Aol uRe Fo eul ojdAAG e A FEoleb Aolch
oldol Ykt AL A sm &7 e AL HshEA Y 4 Yool I $2n

e AT AAA Mol vitE F3o e dg ol

Chomsky+ °] Zzj#le]l& “some notes on Economy of derivation and representation
(1988)"ell 4] olu] A gyt Haldel: Fo9 dal2 slx e studs 37} Sle AL 3
}EA Y 5 glod BE FHUTAL vl A AL¥HE 4 AU o] F AUA
(Procrastinate) 2} 3t t}Z sl 2232 AAlolA o] Ko sle Y3t gotE Hajz o] & o]y
4 (Greed) o] 2} %t

Two major questions remain : Why is overt raising barred in English?
Why do the English auxiliaries have and be raise overtly, as do verbs in French?

The first question is answered by a natural economy condition : LF—movement is

‘cheaper” than overt movement (call the principle procrastinate).'”

Frenchfol 1€ V=2l 4 %oll £xb8t7h SIxlgh dol 55} 2L dojolle V—olbnol xis}

7 "ok YB3 =LA (morphological features)§ ¥ld3ls PFH AL Zalrolis V—olAlg

13) Noam Chomsky, A Minimalist Program for Linguistic theory (ms. MIT, 1992), p.38.
14) Ibid, p. 43.
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Zashd ool i e 2R ogh ojE, Zaxoist L doje overt raisingd FR3ke
#" AGR (strong AGR) & 21 oy 2kt AGR (weak AGR) & Ztx v dole} e dojolA e
overt raisingo} otglc}.

be, have FAb: 9ju]3 1A (Semantically relevent feature) o] Zod¥ kg 71-& FA}b(very
light verb)olc}. @A LF#& = £& wza] gkech whef be, havert PFtaloll oj#i4 overt
raisingo] ol&o} A vty LFFAo) 93t} Qdito] Brlgstna AHR53 PFitAoll 23}
o] overt raisinge] olFolxo} %ich

Last Resort, then, is always ‘self —serving” : benefiting other elements is not allowed.

Alongside of Procrastinate, then, we have a principle of Greed : self ~serving Last Resort.””

22 2% (grammatical operation) o] Yoixrid 1HL FEE 47t AUv Heldh aAL
el o] 24 I R (koaphological necessity)ol 23led 7] Holc) oW A (features) o ¥
(head) o] H7ojodol4] H & dlojol bz 2R ghowd £&AA E4HE o] Fojo F
<A Folth

o} ol Atz}(operator) 7} CP2] x| o] zl2j2 o] Fdchd aaoat & o] {7} v Aol o
A 23l o] EE g4 AeAls 2FE olFe] gle F4AH AEE HE EHH 84
o o] 5¢ #8l Zodte d& FU2 givke Aolth 224 AAdA o] 5o sl& Ut o=
ZAA ez} o]7] 4 (Greed) ol T}

CP2] # (head) & wh. OAAE Zx g} o] A (feature) & whe} F d4ikxie] Hef2H
E 49l Zolc} uiek Cof od4bal 2t o] ety 1 o] F2 overtslof get 17} C2 =AFH
AL Co #AtAlo] 7}437] o ol

A Ao]lB2e 5 E EWa & (grammatical derivation)2] 7]-& 291 & o{#HIE =& o He
23 24 x¥x A (morphological properties or features)oll S3¥tsfi lch

Hej 24 o] A4 (checking domain) oA Aol sk ebslf 3HE EA, ole A
2712 E9olEo] ZFste] & 2 =& TFA o] HFE F4 ol ol FYolEY S A,
okt A 2 AP ¥l - 2]l ACsE €k weld FLelEL HHEAH BH =& A
Ao A7 (morphological check—up)& °|&2 E4c2 3tz gleiA HefEAH HE F4 ol
Eolgtz ¢ + Slch

]
A

V. 3 &

o] 4 32| (Rationalism)oll ®}&}& Fof A5 Aol HHE =HAA2 9 - AW ¥ (explicit

15) Ibid, p. 47,
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Ao)-7 4ol £3} A solE

characterization of linguistic competence) & FHe] 2oz Alec 2t Higle 712 M4
A8 442 (generative grammar) ATF7 A2 HAE ofel 35delate AYe] EHh

2 5ot 44 - w9t siwia Jgsted o £, 1981 Alwl A< o] &(GB theory) o} v
A HAHel WstEg s A s 1992 3 4 o] E (Minimalist theory) ©) e m A cfA] ¥
wstE shged oA of o]EE MYolE olelnx

) A& ol ot S AF FaPcke Aol

© Auf A& o] B FHAA

DS
i(-——-— move-a
S
move—a———y X——-— move-a

(=)

¥

I

@ HiolE FAA

- Select-a
«——— Satisfy

<« Affect 1«

<«———— Spell-out

Affect-a m Affect-a
[
H :

¥
=

@e] MA @2l MAE vz 2 @olld D-F=9} S—F27} glofAn a— A9 (select—
@), UE . Ealsiels Falo]l 1 Agol AEslE Ao sz Yo

a—o| % (move-a) HAlol a— M (Affect—a) 7} H &S 3ot

a—HPLE a—ol%F, a—4td, a—Atd & HEsE F ol TFA Falelgh. AIAA &

a
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o] 2ol 4= PFe}

4 ooz Q& A4L D-F&, S—F= PF, LF 442 slo] Qlov} A4
d T2 ol v

LF 272 &4 on, gdetsy S—Fz F4 FHdFoA PF, LF 24 &
et

Al Lol EollAE WA F o]F, vl o]E, A o]E, A& o|E, WAl o|E, Fa o]E,
AW o] E Fol F AT ol oy HaolBoMe A M4 Wal, AMY A2 &4
o YL E Fo4l Yo

HAo| B2 doje] HAA FHE SIslod AAA o|E, sl 342 By duye Iy

w3l Ut
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Summary

GB theory and Minimalist theory
Woo-Jin Yang

GB theory and Minimalist theory have the same properties of the following :
1) Explicit charaterization of linguistic competence
2) Language is unique to humans
3) Language is common to all humans
4) Language is a core case of Descartes’ problem
5) Crucial human faculties like thinking, imagination, mathematical conceptions, etc. are

deeply relate to and derived from language faculty
6) Among human faculties, language faculty is most succeptible to modern scientific

investigation

Two perspectives can be distinguished in GB theory, one which emphasize rule systems
and the other, systems of principles. The rule system consistsof three basic parts;
A) Lexicon
B) Syntax : |) Base component

i) Transformational component
C) Interpretive components : |) PF component
i) LF component

The principles fall into the follwing subsystems.

a) X—bar theory b} theta—theory c¢) Case theory d) Binding theory

e) Bounding f) Control theory g) Government theory

GB theory has three fundamental components, organized as in the following :

i(———‘— move-a

I
w

move-a ————> «—— move-a

Cmesning)
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Minimalist theory has the following rules and principles : Select—e, Satisfy, Affect—a,
Spell—out, LF, PF, Economy principles-- Procrastinate, Greed, morphological properties

or featurds
The general organization of Minimalist theory is as shown on the following :

l - Select-a
~«—— Satisfy

<« Affect : a

<«— Spell-out

Affect-a /\—;— Affect-a
O
& i
oani

Gows Y Cueaning)

PF and LF are interface between the system of language faculty and the systems of

other conitive -faculties.
Every element of PF and LF must receive external interpretation.

All and only licensed elements are externally interpreted.

-78-



	I. 서론
	II. 지배-결속이론
	III. 최소이론
	IV. 결론
	Summary

