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olA}H]l EwolEe “‘Hiol 4utez Ade AHEF AFt EWelE(rch enough but
meager enough theory)”eolth “HAol £ olgd H YadslAY ol &4 HtH (theoretical
devices)THE AW, 4L Tz, ‘Hule Ea'Y o ¥4 AA Al A AE XT
t} 2y 7o) sHHL Q7Y odo] 53-g FAHeg T, A (the explicit characterization

1 o}
of linguistic competence) 3% T SHog Alert

_ The idea is that human begins have a genetic endowment that enables them to

learn language. "

do] e glzte] Za e FAA AMEolth 453 Aoi”] 5 (innate language faculty) 2=
2.2 u}g (mine/brainol gle AMZ Fae] MA (rule system)2t U] A Al (system of
principle) £ F4lo] et FAH Fold ARHez F4Y YA AA (formal system) ]
a)7+gk 7l 4ololot gt waba] =3A)A e AFHolm whFol 7hy (falsifiable) SHof 3t 2
HAoln atx ez ZHFo| sof gt

% o) S 8t ojojed E#t3} (Dept. of English Longuage & Literature, Cheju Univ., Cheju-do, 690-
756, Korea)

1) Liane Haegman, Government and Binding Theory, Cambridge : Bambridge : Basil Blackwell, Inc.
1992. p.1l1.
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#+74 A (genetic) ©) . A=A (innate) 91 ¢ o] 5 (linguistic competence, language faculty)& 53

¥ (Universal Grammar)©o|2} §cl. ol FA 9 A} daje sA=Z FA=o gl

Two perspectives can be distinguished in the study of grammar, one which
emphasizes rule systems and the other, systems of principles. Consider, for
example, recent versions of EST. The rule system consists of three basic parts :

(D

(A) Lexicon

(B) Syntax : (i) Base component

(i) Transformational component

(C) Interpretive components: (i) PF component

(i) LF component

These principles fall into the following subsystems, which I will discuss in turn.

3

a. X-bar theory

b. theta-theory

c. Case theory

d. Binding theory

e. Bounding theory

f. Control theory

g. Government theory

A MAE M FE HEoz =la YelY MAL 7709 3190l & (7 subtheories) &2 $
2 Eol AHg3te dole AulEANY M2 ¢ gledl, 2 o]9jo] FA 2 (Projection Principle),
2+ 48] 4 K2 (Principle of Full Interpretation) $9 ¥&l®} A]&F=(D-structure), ZAPT+=(S-
structure), <=2 B =l (logic form), =& & (Phonetic Form) 5 47019 A Z(level) S0z =o] Q)
22

olell, YT 71£ v, aeln UFEF FAo2 YA Fo]E (X-bar theory)oll o 5}ed
<&z g

I. ojv] A9

V7L Ao} FAtol]l 124 7 (primitive notion) & Z3 Elojytrh. 42 (noise) & I (speech)
2 vtz 488 £40 (precede), F4HS, FHEES TEE 4 Ur YL Z2 Hoiygn
(is voiced”) Chomsky+ “GR is defined by such primitive notions as structure,

morphology, semantic-role.” o]} e doje] HAFAsl F4} 53 (structure), =

2) Noam Chomsky, Some conceps and Consequences of the Theory of Governmnet and Binding Cambridge : The
MIT Press, 1982, pp.4~6.
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NP & VP
(precede$} U= A%)

x=3% thololl thdl 43 (morphology), agent, patientell ¥ 71y (semantic-role), S — NP
INFL VP 59 24 7453 5 €24 71 (primitive notion) & 3z A+ efoiytetn ghet,
ol 454 <ol5 (innate language faculty)o] 22 Adoj &zl &A] o] & Ao} o]Efate A
ojtt, a2z JojdTF+ UAE ATk Heln

ojole} lde WiA sldol=g Chomsky, Heageman § @& doj¥zige] Byixos 4}
23 goju 8¢ vad ezt o ol& Fillmoree Case Grammar, Katze] Semantic
Relation, Gruber®] Thematic Relation 5 70wl <doj&zlgo] olu] AE¢W o]EL
Chomskyz} 80w dthell o] 43, Reisle] btheoryele olEoz FPH

35a AGENT/ACTOR : the one who intentionally initiate the action expressed by the
predicate.

35b PATIENT : the person or thing undergoing the action expressed b§ the predicate.

35 THEME : the person or thing moved by the action expressed by the predicate.

35d EXPERIENCER : the entity that experiences some (psychological) state expressed by
the predicate.

35¢ BENEFACTIVE/BENEFICIARY : the entity that benefits from the action expressed by
the predicate,

35f GOAL : the entity towards which the activity expressed by predicate is directed.

35g SOURCE : the entity from which something is moved as a result of the activity
expressed by the predicate,

35h LOCATION : the place in which the action or state expressed by the predicate is
situated.

The inventory above is very tentative, Other authors amalgamate the roles PATIENT and

THEME under the one role of THEME.
35t THEMEZ2 : the entity affected by the action or state expressed by the predicate.
We shall usually use the term THEME in this second interpretation.

The thematic roles are illustrated in (36) :

36a Galahad gave the detective story to Jane
ACTOR THEME BENEFACTIVE/GOAL

36b Constance rolled the ball towards Poirot
ACTOR THEME GOAL

36c The ball rolled towards the pigsty.
THEME GOAL
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36d Emsworth sent the parcel to the aged relative.
ACTOR THEME BENEFACTIVE/GOAL

36e Madame Maigret had been cold all day.
EXPERIENCER

36f Madame Maigret was afraid.
EXPERIENCER

36g Poirot bought the book from Maigret.
ACTOR THEME SOURCE

36h Maigret is in London.
THEME LOCATION”

=8 (argument) 3} FAF E£ &4 (predicate) 2}9] 2u]PA = felEY AMHA Adelsd BE
Ao Al FEFH Adelrt #xlo] wpel ofzke] o]zt glrh
John killed the dog.
Heageman-& kille] the dogol|A] patient 2jv]°d-& =} & (discharge) @t &3, Chomsky+
theme & Hojgctn &he
Heageman-& t}g3 o] FAJ¥x it
kill © verb

AGENT PATIENT
NP NP

i j

a2y Chomskye 53 Fo] HA|ghch

kill : (AGENT (THEME))

ol8} Ze AlAF zbole 4] HA ek kil ool A=z} (Fgrid) & Ztn Qo] FHe]
the dogoll#l theme, %= patient 2Ju}ed& ¥} &3l 7 (discharge), kill the dog® Fo Johnol 7]
Agent &Jn|d g F =2 kill& X (saturation) H c}.

a) John killed the dog.

b) John killed.

c) John killed the dog in the table.

a) =A-o kille] the dogeilAl ¢lu]™d (B-role) & W& 3ted 3 7} (licensing) ¥l = F#=xglomg 3
£ )=, b) € killo] 9jvjd& i@ chado] glo] H A fxw E3sR Yot 2™ F
o] sl AHolth c) <+ in the tableo] &jo]d-g Wiz Z3lod oJulo] 7]F (b-criterion) ol 96l 5]
of £¥d ¥4l

3) Liane Haegeman, Government and Binding Theory, Cambridge : Basil blackwell Inc, 1992, pp. 41~42.
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a) John broke the arm.

b) John broke the window.

a)ol 4 Johnol agento]sd Johno| -2l tr] #g ¥=y $eolx Johno| patiente]d
Az Be 2elmyd 73Solth. b)olA Johnel agentold YHE HEEL A=Y Hfoln
Instrumente]” A4si4 L A= 7 foltt

a) kill an insect

b) kill a conversation

c) kill a bottle

d) kill an audience

a), b), ¢), d £ Fol7} #3232 oJujdg Pe AJH AR chag. Fojgf &fn]H
& FAelAIA e Ao] olln X2y H et

D-7Zoj| 4 & Mol 3 (Empty Category) & AJ¥ ZE NPoj 24 3hte] ojuj (6
role) o] Weksjolok stm, & A qtol ¥ njdoe] Sl mE o o4 ¥siolAe td. &u
o 7z& 5434 8§ A (a "pure” representation of theta structure) o] D-F2 (D-structure) ©]
t}. D-F 20| a-o|% (move-w)d EFH}7} H7tE F=7} S- 2 (S-structure) ©] t}.  S-structure is
the enriched D-structure. S-Fz+& D-T2xch of Be ALE 23 U7 sl A dof &
FE D-72 FAoldoy AL S-72 FAE Hx o

The entry for the word Ait for example, will specify that it takes a complement with the
semantic role of recipient of action (patient), and that its subject has the semantic role
of agent (perhaps determined compositionally; see pp. 59-60). For the word persuade, the
lexical entry will specify that it takes two complements, the target of the action (let us
say, with the general semantic role of goal) and a proposition, and that the phrase of
which persuade is head assigns the role of agent to the subject. Let us call these
properties “semantic selection” (s-selection), putting aside their further properties.

Is it also necessary to specify in the lexicon properties of categorial selection (c-
selection), for example, that hit takes an NP complement ( kit Jokn)? The latter
specification seems redundant; if hit s-selects a patient, then this element will be an NP,
If cselection is redundant, in general, then the lexicon can be restricted to s-selection.

Let us assume that if a verb (or other head) s-selects a semantic category C, then it
c-selects a syntactic category that is the “canonical structural realization of C* (CSR(C)).
Take CSR(patient) and CSR(goal) to be NP; then hi c-selects NP."

a) They hit John,
Ea} bt WY E e ojujdg shA B (complement) & WLE sh EREAbelth Fo they
kit Johnoll A1 A agente] eluledg wim glek olgh P& EAL Qe AMA o HH ¥

4) Noam Chomsky, Knowledge of Language, New York : Praeger Publishers, 1986. pp.86~87.
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S3elu] ojF ¢ju]AlH (semantic-selection) o} &} gt}

a) They persuaded John that he should go to college.

b) They persuaded John to go to college.

c) They persuaded John of the importance of going to college.

FA} persuade = action®] h4to] 5l NP} stvte] A& Hag 3te FAolg. & oA
8| oF persuade + X 3} (saturation) 7} Bl o] 7] ZF (theta-criterion) ol $ul = 2} =1}, persuade =
goal®] ¢jujdg 712 NP2} &vtel =3 (proposition) F &J v} A ®) (s-selection) Pt F+rt. persuade
¥ head® 3} VP£ Foio] agente] &jv|dg Foigic) gkt vl 3lve] patient-§ & 3hd
ol AlEH oz NP7l =+ Aelth el FA7E e F (Semantic Category) & o] A ™ (S-
selection) 8} 2 A2 ou|HF HEPH F =24 ¥ (canonical structural realization) ©] o] FAIH
¥ 2 (syntactic category) & E A (C-selection) 8}A] H}. ki Johnol Al patiente] 2jv]ei-§
B o3} persuade Johnol| Al goald Holslmg HAYPz F2AHP sl xFH oz NP7 5
£ ZAolch. hitvd persuades} head”} Hl= L Folol agente] 2vj g Fojdloig zFHoz
NP7} =l Zojct. ol& <Izbe] AHA dojgHe|r)

. A4 F

Let us begin with some questions concerning X-bar theory. Assume a distinction between
lexical and nonlexical categories, where the lexical categories are based on the features(t
N, tV), 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 parametrized : the choices here are for English, the convention
[ shall adopt throughout), where X* stands for zero or more occurrences of some maximal

projection and X = X01¥

YA e goll A = (preposition) & oH e AelE BAFe ol H4 dHet st f
(x) 2 EAPch i Fojsl slud A& HA)ehe AL £ (predicate) 7} k. £FolA o
(head)& FAlolz Fojol W AR Zelch o] HEAH =g ol =Haol zkale
Chomsky+ ] #1®] 5 (Lexical Categories) 2 AA M2 & + Utk JHHF= NP, VP, AP,
PP 4/l2 stz sloifyF£ COMP, INFL 2-0& 3lod 6709 H3:E& AAPULG. NP+ 34
(N), VPt F4H(V), APt ¥4+HA), PP AXAH(P)E 27 2 ¥ (head) 23 H3tm ]
2l 230} (complement) 7} el 1 o]oll H7to] (adjunct) 7F Lot 319 M F (subcategory) o

5) Noam Chomsky, Barriers (Cambridge : The MIT Press. 1986), p.2.
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2 ¢omz 2 3t Yoo AT 2L RHz ok YR BFE Aufs}
il 7 (case) 7 £]U] 9 (theta-role) & HoA et W3} BFo] PAIE T TZ7H (phrase structure
rule) 22 A3t &3 Ao

do T B3
VP — vC cv
NP — NC CN
AP — AC CA
PP — PC CP
Cp — COMP C C COMP
P — INFL C C INFL

ool A&l (headfirst), ool e ¥ (head-last)ol=2 EA] upfe] =gt 7| & Y&
7t} VP—V, NP>N, AP—A, PP—P, CP—C, IP—I2 #7]2 32 V, N, A, P, C, I§ ¢
o) e X2 FAlshd X—-XCo #L Fajo] srdl ol F HAF 3 (X-bar rule)olz}
28 3 25 FHAEL R £ o] 28 YA S o] (X-theory £+ X-bar theory) ozt ot X
8] # & A} (maximal projection) + XPld] A && §i B AR

YA &L FxAoz FASY of53} Fr} (X-bar schema)

XP (=X

specifier X adjunct

X (head) complement

) (head) & B.Zo] (complement) & 7|53, 712 BAE R AUtk F71of (adjunct) &
t] £ A} 2 (maximal projection) ] & T4 4 (Immediate constituent) 241 ] % o] (specitier) t+ F 3t
E A} 2 (Intermediate projection) 7} old Aoz A Ecl

NP, PP, AP, VP, IP, CP¥] ol 2% WA 34y (X-bar schema)oll ©}3fo] A=dstnxt et

a) The enemy destroyed the city in the’15th century.

b) The enemy's destruction of the city in the 15th century.

¢) *The enemy's destruction in the 15th century.

d) The city's destruction in the 15th century.

b) 23E WAEAYol SJatod FAisiw

6) Hedi M. Belazi(spring, 1994), Code Switching and X-bar Theory, Lingustic Inquiry Vol. 25, D.228.
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P(=N)
specifier N adjunct
NP(=N) N complement I_EP( =P)
P
— |
specifier N NP P\NP(=N)
T T
spécifier N
|
I}I speci'fer N IT‘
the enemy's destruction (of)the city in the 15th century

destruction & %A} destoryoll A = A}3} (nominalization) ¥ RS2 the ciyoll FAts} ¥ 7+e ojo]od
(theta-role) & - 813 destruction of the city in the ISth century = F°13] the enemyol agente] &ju]d &
Foig). BFo] (of) the ay= NP2 & (head) Q! destructionol| Al 4] theme?] ofu]ei g Hoffeon
2 iz 4] glojol ¥ g4qlul (of) the aty-E PPE 3tA 9§ NP2 & -2 the ctys} N
destruction ©. 2. 5-8] ojujeig wky Qlo] of £ D-TFZoA e 8490 2] S-F22 HPA the
ctye] A€ F7] $13led Alalg 842 o) F9] 34} (expletive)  semantically empty element?]
ZHolth Erlo] in the I5th century = ol E H+= S4ojch R7lo] PP in the ISth centuryol| 4 3]
in& ¥ 3ojQl the I5th centuryol Al Locationgl olo|=E8 Hod3tn Qi &4 c) & BFo] the dy
7} fle) eluled 7} 2 (theta-criterion)oll el Elo] B8 FAoict FA d) & the cty 7} move-a¥
Zelot,

a) I consider (John an idiot)

NP(=N)
spe<‘:ifier N'
NP(=N) NP(=N)
XL — P\_
ITI specifie I\IT
N N
john an idiot

NPQl John an idiot-& 47 (small clause) 2 consideroj A4 2Ju]d & wtn i} 4£4& Folg
437} glout INFLo| gl € Hach 2 o] (specifier) Q] John& NP John an idior 8] Fo] 2
A an idioto| A4 Qu]jedg uwrz: Q)

a) I consider John proud of himself.

r
rlo
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b) John ate the meat raw.

c) John painted the barn black.
22 a), b), )l AP<! John proud of himself, (PRO raw), (PRO black)

AAQd], a)e

=
B 224 (complement small clause), b), ¢)+& %7}4 A (adjunct small clause)°)t}. F& a)oll AP

€ YAZHYes A3

AP(=X)
specifier A
| e
N|P A complement
N NP
l g
IlV N
I
John proud (of) himself

AP # (head)-& proudo) i John-& proud of himselfo| A A 2juled g Wl AP ZFojo|c} of
himself & PP2 8}x%x NP 3 R-& himself 7} proudo] A4 ojo]edg wa, =§ of UF
#HArzA D-Fzold e Jehdal g 4ot

(PRO raw)., (PRO black)® #A|Z24|g oz ¥

b) AP(=RK) o AP(=R)
specilfi{\ IK specilf(\
NIP A NIP ‘;\
) 3
N N
PIIQO raw PI'IO black

b), c)ol4] PROE 44 APS Fol2 A raw, blackol A A 0] ulz gjcl. b)el4 PROS
A A= the meato) T c)oll4 PROS A8 Al the barmo]th.

a) The chief inspector wants John in his office.

b) I expect John off the ship.

¢) John came home in a red shirt.
a), b), ¢ &l John in his office, John off the ship. (PRO in a red shirt}& PP24] 4 Ae]

th a), byt BEaAelm )k Rtk Aelth a), b)) Jon Fololx c) el PROE A8 AL
7} John o2 PRO7} Fofolth
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a) PP(=P) <) PP(=P)
.
b
S ifi spec
pec.l ier o~
r /NP\ r NP
specifier Fil i specifier ﬁl
N ’ | N
! o
| R
John off the ship PRO in his red shirt
a) I saw John in the garden.
@) IP(=D
e
sp'emfler 1
N]I’( =N) +INMemem
ﬁ' VP(=V)
N v adjulnct
\% com?lemem liP
I\;P P
Nl P complement
N spec@fhﬁ)
ITJ
N
I see John in the garden
(a”) P(=D)
specifier I
I =
NP(=N) +1NFL/}m;|>1emem
N VP(=V)
| i
N
A\ NP complement
IF P|P adjunct
N P
STT—
P NP
a./\-v
specifier ll\
N
I see John in the garden



WA E o] &

(@) #7}e} PPQl in the gardeno] VP& 44| 3lo] “u= Aol Johng wstch "2t #j4e]
sz @))€ $7kel PP7h NPE 44lstel “vhe A4ol 9t Johng 2keh ke side) 9
ct.

VPQl see7} x| A o] (specifier) 7} #atol] wat Qe Ao e AR de Aoz e A
o] glim AHE gt oz st o] Frh sl EALE Yr)n] INFLARIZ o] F5 o] saw
2 Sl2 seet JohnollAl 2lujd g Holdlm ind the gardenol| A u]-g F-odich P9 2 Ao
= Zoj2 A IP2XE 9ojdg Boutec P9 ¥Zo] VPE Hbes] glojop #ef v
VP =& NP9 #7lo PPE QUoJx sl glojE slv f4ojch

CPoll i3t A= ¢ 3l o33 Zrh

a) What did you like?

o] S-are} D-TZ (D-structure) 9} move-a 5o} Yolxt ¥ S-F= (S-structure) & WA FA Y (X
-bar schema)oll o3t EA5bd a’s} 2ch &4 a) 9 A4¥ F2€ NS HohFAIF (maximal
projection) Q] CP, IP, VPZ =1 ¢lct. CPe] #AI34] %2 A o] (specifier), ¥ (head), B o]
(complement) & 512 glEdl Ao $x+ o FA = Wh-phraseol Agg 52F Az gl

:]_' n

cP(=C)
specifier NP C
Kl' C/mmplement
N I‘{P 1
lﬁ }/\MP complement
N +INFL /7 ¥
S/ N
1/ /v NP complement
i
i l
il "
. i .
what-.\ did; you tj"',' ‘\fie- //,,u

D-FZol|4 +INFL®] # (head)o] CP9] 322 o]F3} head to head movements} o] o
2 t§ Yl dido} tAtolole HulEASE IP shubulel flvul, IPE Aol ohvc) wlely
t§ P ddE v BYsE ol hx glomg INFLY o5& 3R 24E wHH4]
7tk did7} t§ m-%o] (m-command) 3t 2 Aololl o] glo] did7} t& Auid}e] A4 E o] F
o] %= ¥ (coindexed) S0} did = t& %= ul (properly govern) gt} wheba], FHF 2] (Empty

7) Noam Chomsky, Minimalis Theory (1992, ms), p.45.
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Category Principle) & w4l 71t}

9] FA} what& NP f] x4 CPY] # Aol $ix2 Eul2 o] F3ta %gich VPl [P/ tE @
YA whatg OB W Eol 209 A (barrien) 7} 4717] W Eoleh, VPol Aw WA
7t F52 o]l Fd#7tok gt VPell H-&(adjunction)® o] t£ CPe AAo] A2 o] F3ted
e s AU donz HAAPEAL WA FPFULE WIS

a) I think that John abandoned the investigation.

b) I expect for John to abandon the investigation.

c) 1 wonders whether John abandon the investigation.

CP(=0C)
specifier C
C/\I[P\\
whlether John abandon the investigation
{ that }
for John to abandon the investigation
whether John to abandon the investigation

That, whether, if 2 CP2 ® (head) 2 & +INFLo|gl S o} 221 forv CP2] o (head) 2. &
-INFLo)$1-& a £t} whethert zINFL ojr 7 $o]lE Abggich

v. 4 =

& th o o} 3} (Modern Linguistics) ©] 2}9d Ferdinand de Saussure® %2 9] (structuralism) & ¥
#2) Noam Chomskye 32|59 (Rationalism) 72§ =gt =3, dojzte] mtd H2
(scientific approach) o] A| 253 3oz AFst LAHoE o]Foja 7ot} FxF27 7
¥ 9] (Empiricism), 8 &5 2| (Behavorism), 4% F 9 (positivism) ol vl&t& F I+§F Hokd &
2] 2= F3 4 (genitive), A5 (innate), A (reality) § FEH o2 A3l FAT PHP2

23 GYg adZ ARk YAZF ol Y Fdd vigtE Fur AFE T Helth

GBo]&-& 9o (language) & dF8lx] %3, o5 (linguistic competence/ grammatical
competence/ language faculty) & AT, THT} dol5H 2 U2t nfe) Y52 FHo|ch o
2}4 A ZHE A4 (human nature) ¥ 31 3ted+ 713 §943F Q414 2] & (cognitive psychology) o) .
ol Azte] MAAYE HF=sls J&F9 A 17C Descartes, Humboldt 5 ol4F < &
o 29 Xl Platon’s problemolgts Hste] 71 ZEao] FHIgch

4ol HEH doj5d, £ 2T (Universal grammar) < o] # % (Lexicon), A (Syntax),

2



YA ol

8l 4 & (Interpretive Components) 3702] 3] M A (rule system) 2} # Al & o] & (X-bar theory), &l
o} o] & (f-theory), 2 ol&(case theory), Z<o|& (binding theory), %A o] (bounding theory).
M o] & (control theory), *|ulo|Z (government theory) 5 6719 3}9] o] &% (subtheories) ] &)
2] M A (system of principle) & o] %ozl gt}

A7+ A5 2 59 (primitive notions) Q] 48] (noise) & L (speech) & T H3}lz dojo] F
Z, 9oy, JHY F& TAE 4 Ue $™Ho| vl ZE AzlA FFE o] (Brole) &
A=A F=2AH (canonical structural realization)ol] ¢ 3led F A8 3= (syntactic category) 5 B A
) (c-selection) 3}=t] o] §F ATt ol Eo] YA Fo|Ro|c}

FAH YW F = o H¥ F (Lexical Category) ¢+ )] 3 3 (nonlexical category) & ¥t} o} 34
F+ ((£N, V) 2o ZAsted A ((+N,-V)), FAH(N, +V)), EEAH(+N, +V)),
ARAA-FAAHN,-V)) F 470 432 F88x, veiy HFE COMP, INFL 27 HF2 @
o] 6/l HF=E o] Ut} N, V, A Pt o835 #(head) ol 3L ¥ F (subcategory) Sl B
%°i (complement) & T4 =o] Ut Folo] FF2 #F3& HASF Yol UAste] Aaisied B
d 923 2.

1) S — COMP S

2) S — N INFL

3) INFL — INFL V

4 V- VNS

o] & #l A &A% (X-bar schema) 22 HA| &9 otgz} o}

X
specifier X adjunct
complement

YA Fol 22 nHFYel HUalol 9lzg o] 822 ofoh ¥l (word-order parameter) o] 2§
3tod ot AY (head-first), TTolv F (head-last) o] Hrh oo FAYEE Vo FAYE
{Extended Projection principle), 17 %7 (adjacency condition), o&~oij7§¥gl So vle}g F o
AZFolEoz dlFE 4 Un o]l BHHo] Yol

BHdol fajol <Y BEEYE AdAH ALFe) (hwmanism in terms of natural
science) 2t= A & N3 2] l&3 (science of humanism), E+ U7 T3 2e] A& g3
%] 2} 3} (cognitive science) 2] EA]7} =lgion] olal 8Fe 712§ ojaiycl



Summary
X-bar Theory
Yang Woo-Jin

GB theory is the explict characterlization of language faculty. and it has the following
properties. Language is common to all humans. Language is the core case of Plato's
problem. Crucial human faculties like thinking, imagination, mathematical conceptions,
etc. are deeply related to and derived from language faculty. Among human faculties,
language faculty is most succeptible to modern scientific investigation. The theory of lan-
guage faculty is a model for theories of other human faculties.

The fundamental principle of theta-theory is theta-criterion, which expressed the intuitive
idea that each argument is assigned its theta-role in exactly one theta-position (namely at
D-structure) and that each assignable theta-role must be assigned to an argument.

If a head of XP s-selects a semantic category C, then it c-selects a syntactic category
that is the “canonical structural realization” of C. What was require, in other words, was
an elaboration of the theory of phrase structure rules. For a long time, however,
generative linguistics concentrated so heavely on transformations that there simply was no
theory of phrase structure at all beyond the fact that phrase structure rules must be
context-free rules of the form A BC, that they are unordered with respect to each other,
and that they apply before the transformations. There are some facts about the structure
of phrase categories that must be captured by the theory of phrase structure. The most
important of these is the notion “head of phrase.”

The following schema is X-bar schema.

XP(=X)
specimmnct
head complement

|
X

We have now reached the important conclusion that all syntactic structure is built on
the basis of the X-bar format. This means that no special phrase structure rule needs to
be stated for specific constituents and that when acquiring the language, the child will
only need access to X-bar schema to be able to construct both phrasal and clausal

constituent.
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