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< Abstract >

In this review article I discuss Hasegawa (2003) Seeseebunpoo no Hoohoo —Eegotoogoron no
Shikumi [Approaches to Generafive Grammar: The Fundamentals of English Syntax].

For many years, beginning in the 1960’s, Kinsuke Hasegawa has criticized Chomsky’s theory
(including the Minimalist Program) and developed his own theory of generative grammar; it can be
said that this book is a compilation of his studies to date.

Compared with Chomsky’s (1986a) proposal to eliminate c-selection as well as phrase structure
rules, which is firmly maintained in the Minimalist Program (Chomsky (1995,. 2000, 2000a; b)),
Hasegawa’s standpoint is that “there are purely syntactic regularities in particular languages that
cannot be reduced into semantic properties of lexical items”. He also claims that Generalized A-
over-A Principle, originélly proposed in 1974 (Hasegawa (1974a, b)), is crucially concemed with
many syntactic phenomena such as NP-movement, Control, Anaphora, etc. He also proposes to
~ explain wh-movement by using the notion of Degree of Complexity, pointing out problems with
Chomsky’s (1986b) Barriers theory.

In this paper, after briefly reviewing this book, I critiéally discuss and develop his suggestions
and explanation, especially his basic standpoint in this book, GAoA, Basic Anaphora Rules (BAR)
and Long Distance Anaphora Rules (LDAR), his Degree of Complexity approach, and the Tensed-S
Condition (TSC). '
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1. ZFUSHIC

&I, 1960ERP 4 HFE T, ERNZERXEERICIHLOObH
MICHBOHELZBRALTEA-EEZ0 [(RFNER] (DT, FEOSHER
¢PEELEZIRRILICTE) OERBLEXLEETH S, FWMTRFH
DABBMCL EE LT, BANBERBORE - HAZHAN»OREBIICH
LrwEEd, | |

FEOBRIIUTOMEY ThHb, 7. E2HTEHFEHEOABTEHEAT S,
ZFLTEIHTRAZOAFICHL., FFL2ELT—ELTHARECRLLN
TV, BELEQOEANTY, BISER. —# A-over-AREl, HEEOER,
o TRz 5 2. WL OPDIBEICOVTHERT . F4HIIHERT
H5b,

2. FEOBE
IFARBEONELEET 5, BLAS TR, KIEOBKRLE, £36H0 (&
B ckE{Ebs [EINRE6~9E] OBBZHLIITIILLL,
s [AFMLIES] LELTVWAIRR 1 ~52]L [HIH H&Rl 0
EEORBE — BEETH), BREVER - BRVSVILEIE) 2A1:
T —EHRBICBBT A 2B LTEL,

2.1 [HIH #H H1E~BSE]
(12 ZLiZoMMH — STEROFEE] Tid, S5 (Competence)
=:5;EH (Performance) PX 3, 5 LFHBERE I o TV 2 HAMENSE
BFIEGIR LR E N, [CALSES [UEERA] & [EH] £A
WTXEREATTTNS] (p20) (L, R—IVEOADRRIFEND D)
LV ERXEEGZOEELREFRLEON TV %,
 [g2E [£H] 2&0HIXTH] Tl %ﬁ@ﬂ?ﬁ#&'a‘% E AR
»BH5. BERHNED O IE, NELEH. ToughfBXBHHER., &) LTER
LD [ER] PLETHL L, I-BBFANESE (BHLER) Ootre
LTk, BED (Pollock (1989) % Chomsky (1995) % &) L HEURE LT
HThH. B, Chomsky (1957) DEHMEIFAT (BEFHER. notEF|, dofd A%
¥) A, BbBE - MRECHKEORAMERAL TS, LRLETWVE, V)
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(3% XHEOBEI] T, REI Mo CYOAMERIL, A8
ORBIETHS [EHSHEICE, EBOBRERIETLAZV L &,
W RS EORBIMATHTEET 5] (p73) EBLEhD, 21T, (8
FWER LI (S) 2MHTHEE L OBEK]. notl3ER % VPEIF TH o T
NegPDEEZTII VI &, L EPERMIIRRON S,

(4% THAEOBEB: BFMA] T3, B LA, 20Kkt
LLThDdoso7 R b, HAHH, SHHEX L _EHWERTOBTROE,
BEAT - O T Hk, SEH. [ERLE—0BBICEETREI L] (of
Hasegawa (1968)), % &P @ L LN TW 5,

(5% ICHAOBED: £70] Tk, B5F40 L Ak, S5 LI
DEXB., FOHBEIEL L TDoneT A, REFRLON, FEEICE
RETOBEHE U oD 01, BEFAOKTRAIR—RIICSbNS 5L
NP T2 NELEV)DHPEZDERTH S, |

2. 2 [BIH #Hw HLeE —MEE (—AftA-over-ARERI)
£arrO-Ju (H4)- 8 ETFER]

AERBD 6~ SEIERFNBROBBRLLTOINTH S, Hi26 - TE
OB, [#1# (Control) DHEE. #Y LWL (Raising). FREHHIH
54 2 XEBRROPHKBES L, [—8 A-over-A A 12 & o THE—BIICH
4B TEL] (p125) ZEZRTIETHB, £F [—fKA-over-A
BRIl OEHEEFLTICET 5,

(1) —f% A-over-AJEH (Generalized A-over-A Principle : GAoA)
R (A,B) 7% A1 A2 BiE&TAMEEIERSNAE,
() Atk A sBEICRO—IHAZWR L.
(i) A1>A2HH Y MLOBHE -
a. A2>B (BIHA1>A2>B) 26IERIZACOABEALI B (A1l
ZEATERZW)
b. A2bB (BIHalSNDBEE : Ai>A2PB) HIERIBZAICDAE
ALY 2 (Aci3BRATERW)
c. EH A>B=AIRBIY N THE=A2XRTIRADEEX



L#ifE (Major Category ; MC L BE) A'B 2 XEE ¥ 2 A5HIIRL D 3L
722\ BEXETARMOMCIZAZTERLZ2W)

FEXEHE (MC) =X, XP, RU'S, S’ (X=V,N,A,P); 7=7L
WEE LTHLPPIIMCELTH Y Y P LW (BLE, p.126)

GAABHDBIRE LT, WbwWwa [HBEEEERHE] OBEERTALI,
(2) [np A] seems [s [Np1 John] to love [Np2 Mary]] (p7127)

®Y) FIFEBIC L > TBEIEN Al (EROBICHY) (CBEITE 2 BHI
NP1 (A1) &£ NP2 (A2) D 2 D%% V) , & I IE NP1 > NP2 DRIFRAIL Y AL D, &
5T, NP2 L BEILD e A LD LB ERANS L, Nll)l>NP2:|>[NP zl>]
MBEYIoDT, EiE (1b) K&k ), BEHTELDIEINPIDJon &) Z &
W2k 5,

Kz EEROB A4 5 Btk GAoABAHIZ b 5 —Fl. RLTBZ

-

Jo

(3) John thinks that Mary admires | herself

*himself] (p.127)

T DPHABEET S L. John > Mary >Proself (FRaH) PRYILL, &
R SR (1a) WX b, LI Mary DRI, herself DADFFS LB &
W) Z LIl b,

&T, EZITDOGAANIEL ., &) EFveay bu—VORREXET
H—BEETHLILERZLTVLDLEY, ZOKRARELT, FEHIZ (B
BYSEAIE~DEY LT (Raising to Object ; LT, RO L B&EC) | #3220 5115
*WoTwnb, KFIZH, |

(4) a. John beliéves Mary to be intelligent. (p.133) .
b. John beli Alls M be intelligent].
,0 ieves [Np A][s Mary to be intelligent]
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BHRT ORI [HISBEAFS (ECM) ] EETh (A2 & HFREN
GsEs (Overt Syntax) Tit) (4a) OMary REBBILA\VE Shb, Lo,
RO%ZABHH I LI (&R (15) OKE LML THH S D) ERNIERD
RELFHTHYD, FRTHHLE-oTI,
FEOENRY I LORODERILICETE, [ LiFERELa Y bu—
VIHANLZERICHAS] LWIHITEIS, MBFEIBRICRESNSLHL
LN Tw5 (pp.139-151),

2. 3 [BIM #WR H7E —HREECRCHEE]
BREOERICERPELBLLUTO (53,b) zHlL LTHAZED 5,

(5) a. Which portrait of himself/herself did Nancy say that George had seen _?
b. How proud of himself/*herself did Nancy say that George was _? (p.154)

EFEEFESN (1983) DEEETE, (FF I ZORBRZVA) ()
[ERALFARTAR RN ZHEEN - BROCERSNS) LLTBE%
25 ((52) BE). Zh Tk (5b) BAHEBECTELWAD, (i) [NPL
Proself 2SEl—4% 4 2 VEFE (cycle-mates) TH 5 & X |CIXRIGHBHCHEA
xh3| Lw) [FINEE (stipulation) | 2} (5b) DEDHFIZHBHAL T
Wwir, LA L, AETREROERL 2 2EEOHRANDOBERAD. GAoA DR
PLTEBMICREINS L) ICHETEN BROBEX RSN LEDNRS,
¥, UTOEAMLHANL T TS @HEFPFRYAIATNEI LY
EE &NV, ‘

(6) HAREIGHEA] (Basic Anaphora Rule: BAR) : {&3RHY - BRI, —AXA-
over-A R Bl B ORI LR ICTE 9 o
«*NPa*** NP+ {IZBWT {
(a) NPv#f [+ Anaphora] 72 5. NPa=NPs
(b) NPo7f [— Anaphora] % &, NPa# NPs (p.156)

ZO#HEl (BAR) (& p.1551cbH % & 512, INPBEOR., whBBOR]
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BRAENB, TZCTLER (52,0) @ (whBEHHEO) EEFEEEZ TR
T (7a,b) 2R To

(7) a. Nancy said that [Np1 George] had seen [Np2 which picture of [np3 oneself]].

b. Nancy said that [np1 George] was how proud of [Np2 oneself].

BARMEBRT 5 Z kit [NPaA/S— FF— L LTONPZRIEFICH, ¥
IXNPo A/ S— R — & LTONPaZFETHIZD GAcAILHE) | &) &T
b, F)FBL, T (7b) DPAITIE. George HNPail, oneself H*NPo
s, ZOBE (SHXHA 2 V) THEBHICBARGEAShEOR
26, WMREYIC George = oneself (NPo#* [+ Anaphora] %D T) HREE N
2o ZOBRIESIELLEVOT, whBBOBRTELH A 7 ViZfToT
b. Nancy FEFRICBIENS Z L3k, LoT. (5b) THREEOK
herself TiE 72 { himself I2% %0 —7. (7a) TiXGeorge A’ NP TH5H Z L id
L. AEIXNPOBEHINP2ENP3D 2 0% H b, TDE. NP O
EFUZGAA N E &, NP2>NPs > NP1 (= George) X6 NP2ASEIENS
Yo% 3, NP22fkiZ [— Anaphora]l TH 525 (6b) IC& D, [nm
George] + [Np2 which picture of oneself] &%, IELW (A, HAHERLA
D) BRIBONDILITED, T ZCEERT LI, GAADWEIZL o
. NP3 Doneself 1 BARPEH SR WEWV) T L ThHD, 2FY, FE
b p.157 DROBITH & X TH o TV A, [BARIZE 2 TNPs (= oneself)
HEA%ZV] OThE. TOL) BRVEDEEIY. KIORT [REER
BRI 04Ty bk, ELWERFEGEZONDLZEICERD,

(8) EIEEEFREHHE (Long Distance Anaphora Rule | LDAR) : f&3RHY - i
EHo GAoARU TSCIZHE) o
NP - or - @ NP+ (a ZEBIEH)
IZBWT, NP=q E¥ &, (NPATa DEITH) (p.164)

¥4, (7a) DHILY 1 2V CLDAR Z#EA T 5 L. THER 17513 George
Lawnds, Y%K himselflicz b, LA L. ZOHANE [HERE - BEH)
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ROTHENH, MXTAI7NVTHEALRZLLD LV, 2084, 4EI
(5a) OBEDEXY A 7 VCTLDARREAT B LICRBDIFHEN, oD
Wa. FATROEM & L T Nancy & George D 22%°%H%. LH L. LDARIZ
GAOAIZTED DEn 6, Nancy > George 3 oneself PR LB, #IC, Nancy
PERITAL LTRENEDTH D, R E LTI DXidhimself & herself D
WADTRRICER S &) ONEEDHETH 5,

% TEOBBIBMZD. LERL [GAoADEMIZ & % BAR & LDAR
@E”‘&ﬁ‘%] EV)RPRDEELRFA ~ FTHL,

2, 4 [SBIM MWE FH8E WhABRIZER L —rIHH]

COEBOBEROERXNLHENEIUTOEL)CHS, 3. whiBEIZHE
BOSER*R THACHEATESHEER (Unbounded) ZHBHTH 2
% (p.1828 ), EBIZIZRoss (1967=1986) O [HALFAAHY] 2D
HIR ((9) BE) PHET 5o LoT. BEEIOL) ZERERL S 120
2. FEERERRANCIE (10) OHl#HIH S L ERT 5,

(9) *Who do you know [the boy who insulted _]? (p.182)

(10) FEHERERHRAU~O—EEM  FERRUOT 7 + 7y M, [HEHE]
2P LA REXNB LIEXEHICR D, (p.184SH) (cf. BEHIII
(1974b, 1980, 1983))

(10) @ [HEHEOER]| I HERDT SO —F (cf. Ross (1967=1986) D [ &
D&% ] HE. Chomsky (1973, 1981) DEFEER. Chomsky (1986b) DFE
BETEES .| Lasnik and Saito (1992) DBEREHER) L VELTVWE0D, B
7z All or nothing 72 & (= FNIER L edho7-HbLER, ERLAL
JESCER) EWHT. (11) DL eFHEEXRDIILZELT S,

(11) ZHER*RECTIERZ VL O OBERFICHHEL, ZTHITK
W3 2EAE (LR (Degree of Complexity ; DC & B) |\ #I2EXDC
125%2%, £L T, %@@%&@ﬂﬁzutkﬁéa#i&%k&
5o (p.184-185H)
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SDEIHEERFELTE (BREGEWVCODPFET SN, flE LT
2. BT T(12a-c) DEROFCETE 00 6DFEEH LITIE DC 145
Z2bha| Zkilrb,

(12) i ' = DC1 % /5T 3
a. [+V4&] (=vp,AP) . [—V4] (=NP,PP)
b. ¥ B # X B #l X
c. # # Bk (1 hnss)

BlziE. LT (132, b) OFIIEHEH L b [FERANZEZZHFONPYL DK
XM L] TdY. Ross (1967=1986) THhITLHHH [HEaFADHN] &
RO7-0TE L b IETENEFRT 545, EEBICIX (13b) IENTH S,

(13) a. *Who did John deny [Np the rumor [s' that he had dated __]]?
b. Which race did John see [Np a chance [s’ for us to win _]]? (p.186)

oENEEZEDI AT AT, (132) DVHWIEELAMHKERG [BH
b bDREML (DC1)] & [EHIHE (DC1)] D2 2ORFITH#
K. ZOWMFIBRELTVS (=DC2) #DIZT T FEV) Tk,
LarL. (13b) i [&Faso0kEHL (DC1)] ZIFDERTHS DT,
X ETIREORVIENELLFRTES, &) OFFEIEOHRRD

 HERTDH A,

2. 5 [EIHM MR FLIE 442 : &M OERME ]

S DEEMETH ) ~— VHL S LBV, ZORERREOE/NER
T A EEORETH S EELTLIV, EEOWRE, [EERLERZ
_ﬁou(%%E%u%ﬁbrw&wﬁ\ﬁﬁi%%%éfwa)Hﬁgmz
@E%Juﬁﬁjwwmmméﬁ)twacafbéo%wﬁﬁﬁe\%
213 R0 MR ELUBOBIR L KX CRR Y, [XREEREHL LI
%ﬁf&%(=Sumﬁm&w‘§mcrﬁm&WH«bﬂ%iﬁ%ﬁﬁ?éo

Bigic, [Agr LRMHS (BEA1) 0oV THRE STV S 4%, Pollock
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(1989) 7% &M Agr DEIFES % . latridou (1990) DFRICHTWTHZE - B8
HRICELDTHS, €LT, TDLXI) L AgPORAIR, EROGBEBTO
B G % [$XTOBNSS [BEBE] 3. [TBEH—FEE (Spec-Head) B
Bl CEDWTITRbNS] (p217) LWVIFHE—HWEEBICELDTLE o
ZLREATHLESERTS, 2LT, EEIE RRELT) UTO
(14) ICHETRELLERT 5,

(14) #&f+5 [BE] X, FHBEGR (sister relation) big’jv‘“(ﬁtrbnéo
| (p.219)

ZOBHE. EROMFENSMBE R BH, ZHIZHE LT, [[+Fin] DEF 4
13, (sister CH5) FEEICFE (Nominative Case) 52 5] (p.220) LK
ETh, BEDEMNE VAT LTIE [EHER=RE (Percolation . LH K
UTH) | PEEL2EHE 2 T5080, hitEo< et RNERTRED
BRTDH 5 there XDIREL LD (F 3 LAF—DY AT LTENHEIS
WO L) L DBEICHHATES N, EBOBRE VAT ADHFERD
OB D BRYUTH D LERISEATV S,

2. 6 [SBIEH 4554

(B0 455 IXEBA51993 ~ 2003 EDRKIE 10EMOBICHEL
HAXET LD DTH A, |

Y. BROB1IHLE2HEIFoTw EEHBEIEL DN, FOEE
BRETOENE> TV, 2% ), HEHEOHAELISFHTELVLD
Wt L CER L HREROHRAL S L H5RE& T2 <, %Om%kﬁbfuﬁ
HBEAMODENLETHS, L) T LTHb,

& 1% [HREANOBRY LT L ERIETRIE] TIX, Postal (1974) #°F
¢ \238%% L 7- estimate, allege, wager 7% & O BN b ncBY, [EkEL
DHE| 2RLTVE, ZhH0OBEIZ., BIEMEIEE OBEINP
Bha eI EXIChDH., BHELEEL - SHIL - wvhBH R EIZL-TH
HEMEL,S [Ehes ) b, BRIEMETLEFDtR there X EITIX, X
EMIC A EFALN TS, I% Boskovic (1997) % EIIHEERAIIC



FHLELY)ELTVAY, FRIET7ANVICBRY)THY, FERIIhE
[EBEE 74NV —] L LTOERBESREIC L > THET &L LR
LTwb,

# 22 [Thar-trace % L HFEZHHEX] & [FER/ELOTE] 2L 5,
% ¥ that KPR B2 6E5% . GB OIRAREN—D7: 5 Z{BEFE (ECP) I &
o T RN, Shid [HUESRI SR ICEROERIEKETS] &
VW) SHEMFBEDRICL o THHAZAREDDERET B, T2, 201
ECPIC X BB E 2 6N T ANMBLrbNKEHL, SEwWhRED
GAOA X » THBATEETH Y. ECPRAELZ L ERT 5, KIC. FEZER
BT ERANAEY) PR LA, TRUO—ER] 26 RSN
BETHY. 2OTEES haBEHHSR L AKOTROREHRICL o TH
TR L ERm L TV b,

%3$F§ﬁwﬁbwﬁﬁﬁjTdﬁ&ﬂﬁfﬁ%&ﬂﬁ%ﬁb%%ﬁ
BE). 7O L & 5 HEEEEES v, B5ED Chomsky (2000, 2001a) THRF S
n7-phase (FIAf) EVIEXRHEME T2, BRELT, ()
Chomsky (2000, 2001a) (28175 —3 (Agree) &\ HETRWEREE
Double Agree % LB & T 5 K TEMTH h BRI bHMBE H S, () ()
DORBLAEES &b HRICHHAT 5 Y A7 A3 EMEER (Percolation) TH

. (AgrofLEM - 2) HEEE vIITETH S, (i) whadEREETRAY
4 vP D outer Spec k8% & \» ) EiEid Chomsky (1986b) O VPAMATH =R
3 CHEE L. M OR#AH %\ stipulation TH ) . whBEIIZBWTWT7 =
4 RB T AR, (v) LR whBE) (LFBE) BFEELRW,
L) TR EFERENT S,

IS ERLE IHEITIHBEL TRIERIITTI2BELERT N
XxCHHI, 0F 0. [BHOLRVIEERGEE] * [FTROLFBE] 3547
&Eﬁ%ﬁ?&b\lﬁgommmﬁd#&wmbu%%&%%%ﬁﬁ&é
Thb, LVWHIEERTH 5,

3. 8 B
3.1 FEBLBOEFNIS
ZENEAETOERNA Y VAU TILEBENETHS ),
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(15) ERSE I, BEOERESICEBITLAZWE D &, HMiicHksE
BE EOBRAENSEFET 5,

ZORBIZ, [ELAE), ¥i&p.52 (.18, pp.73-74 (3.38). [EWE
D EITER - 2RBEFEOUE] (6.2 &), [EEHOBMS] (9.187) 2L T
NELHETL %, CHIZBHD, FIC FabXF—0, UTOEEEZH
LTWAB DXV,

(16) If we succeed in eliminating recourse to c-selection as well as phrase structure
rules, thus reducing syntactic representations at D-structure to projections of
semantic properties of lexical items, it will follow that the complement of any
head in a syntactic representation must be s-selected by it, because there is no

other way for the position to exist. (Chomsky 1986a : 90)

2F ) FarAFx—it, TEIZBVWTLELDIZERER (s-selection) 72
e, FhUC [#EE0H%E (Canonical Structural Realization ; CSR) ] %
g LTBITIE. GESEIR (c-selection) BALERELERL TS, 2) &
NEZBZHRIUTOLHIICELHTNS,

(17) BEOEREENEZ ST, BEIMICZOEEER (&5 ¥
LA ENFATE S, (pT17iE)

o (16) - (17) PRFEIFEDEFRLERRICB T2 VENLT
HMTH55, HlziE. BIECEPerlmutter and Postal (1984) @ [IEEHIMEF
{+54835 (Universal Initial Assignment Hypothesis) | <> GB B3 Baker (1988)
O [FEZEFTS5Y—HKSH (Uniformity of Theta Assignment Hypothesis ;
UTAH) ] 1 &I DHFAOHETH S, ZhbdOFR IR, [FA—DE
HrE %489 Hiz, DEECBVTH—OKERELFHD] LVIBFEDK
8% 3B LT\ 5 DA, & O % 13 JExH#R5 (Unaccusative Hypothesis) |
[ (=ESHEN) (36EB% LFEEDOFLE]. Larson (1988) D [VPiK
(VP-shell) DIRE], BB ERL 2 o2dDTHY . RENEER



DFH % REMFARFHDO—2 L E > T IV,

LaL. OFEEHBHE, 19700 0ERERBN L HHA~OERTH
Bo (bbdA., YEEDEREKRS L BEOENEREZOBEANAER
RRECRERD,) A5, 1970 ERFHKIC TEREKRR] PEXEEICBY
Tk & B L7:Bs, Hasegawa (1968) T [#1¥ ¥ 2 LB 0BREENZR
Bl ZLEBEL., Hasegawa (1972) T [BREKRER] OMGeHHL
pE ST UL, BEOENEZROFAEZTANBENLDTHS ), 2
Fh. (17) OFAREEOSVHEEY T [ T TOIHRENEN] &
DTHoT. FORUBIIBRBRWBEEICL > T—DO—DUHEEINEEHD
BEL W) L ThHb, Z2OE®RNPSL L, FEED (15) OAHNEREBEZSN
TLPBREDDTH B, EEE (15) 2XXIBREFHETVODHLT
VWb A, FOEBIMTHS ) », FHEIUTO (18) LLBI,

(18) a. XFIENSHEOHMERA. VORIC NP-slot DFELRFT D
B |

b. %%@E%%Nwﬁbiﬁ’mc)%%b6#6o®£&tfﬁﬁ

AN (1973) OBFEHE) | -

.. BMEOME: BAOBEOERS L EITFURTIEE) B

=% (B, rough it, lord it over someone, cool it % &) % ETBhb,

C®§\U&x)ﬁﬁﬁ%\ﬁﬁﬁ%Qn@¢W%®kEbﬂé($§%ﬁ
w5 . 6@, BEAN (1986) ZEBR). £I) T, WA (180) O
[ROFENTE] THA o

AETRO % [BREBHIC] BOHERELL + L BPIIT O 2 EEOEHE
s LBbhs (BR621HBM) 1 () We proclaimed John to the
public [s 2 to be a hero]. DFNDILIZ1>T John BRI EFMEDS [to the
public £ 2 T) EHiDBHHBELENDRO HhHol bt EIEDEER,
(i) Joan believes him to be a genius even more fervently than Bob does.{ZB T
he = BobT#% % = £ 75 (cf. Joan believes (that) he is a genius even more
fervently than Bob does. T {3 he = Bob 2SI §E) . him 7 Bob FHcl (=15
PRE S E—o®) B cil) LTwARTTHY ., ZODICEhim
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HMROIZ L o Thelieve DERBMFEDOME IR LW ot E2 1218,
v (Postal (1974) BHR), |
PDED2RDBERBEIFNDDLBDLNEY, S THEETREZ LMD S,
FahAF—IEPICIT0ERDPSRODEEZBEL TWVEDITHEN, £
(3B/NERRR 12 B\ T AgrP % 828 TV 72 Chomsky (1995) @ Chapter 3 ¥ TDE
B, Bt Chomsky (2001a) T [2HFEBH NILE (alternative 2)] & LTw
550 [EEMICIZIRODELELZEDTVALDLRAL] ZeFwnw)HT
Thbo 2%, EFEORODERIL. Koizumi (1995) @ [HEEBIFADIKH
(Split-VP Hypothesis) | <> Chomsky (1995: Chapter 4) LARED vP % Rt L 5
BErEzREITNE, (AgroPZREL %2 L D) IZIZAROERITHE
KhoTLEIDTHL, LoT, FEEDEROZUMIIZ, §% vPHITH
ELVHABEPDPBEELRRIC LS LFERIEI TS, REDEFEIILHH
RESIBEBLZFDL) RERDO—DOTHA 9,

3. 2 EBOLEE

DTORRAETHMENERTLO0T, [ERLVI LLIAL [HRAD
BRABEA . [REERICHI] 2 EPNEERICBIATRTHS Z L ZFE
B35, RENEROBRBLHIHITHS ),

(19) a. Lucy said [that he was proud of Snoopy].
b. [ap How proud of Snoopy] did Lucy said [that he was __]? (a, b& '6 N
he # Snoopy) (p.20) | '
(20) a. Lucy said [that Snoopy was proud of himself/*herself].
b. [ap How proud of himself/*herself]‘ did Lucy said [that he was _]? (p.164)

i, BRBEV) LA [BRIIC] RELLW) 2L g, EH0E
R OMEL % ERLTE R, 21, (19b) - (20b) DILREEE RE
+272012iE, 31 (192) - (20a) DR (=HEHEE) 2BEL. 2%
DRILH 1 7 VOB TRRBERERE L%, BEERIZ L o TLHEICEH
Wis, EEZRFNEE SV,

 CHMUEBBEROLEMEZRCERTLIOTHY . AR [ERERD



7 VWHPSG 33 (Pollard and Sag (1994) 7% &ZMR) *° LFGEE (Bresnan
(ed.) (1982) %2 E¥BH) BZOEKRTRYITHS| ZLEZERTHIATHE
EThb, LENOCK [RLHFE] whAlZERLTBE, %25 Ehic
YT HXPHHTEALLENAZ L TH4MATIR, BHROFFREER
251882 LTLE ), HPSGER T [RHBRAR] ILHEER L 3R 2HIT
MEFT B LD [FH] 27500 LAknd, ZRATH [EHISHEERIC
VER| LW ZEZOBROFEARTIEDLLTRYUTHS ), T, REF
RAVAEHOTBERTH. (19b) - (20b) DFE/REFRZFHHAT 5 OIXHEE
Thb, RE¥LL, WXE L. KD was DEIZH 5 KX AP KD REF
D T#H o T, Snoopy % himself HEDNPRITIRRVHLTH 5, -

3. 3 EEOREGEREF I LAX—ORGHER

Fa b A% — 3B/ EE % BB+ AE (Chomsky (1995: Chapter 3) LARE)
26, HHT, FEER TR CWERIMRO [HER] ORRTIRZ <,
“post-cyclic” ® [EEWLLFFARHA] L LTHDLIBLIRONDL
NEVERELTVS,3) #)0HRAOH, FBZOFRIT [HiFmTOR
BHEZNEBR] L) —oDHBEERLTVEEER S

FNTI. TEORLERICEENOREER (BT) LHLT, Lok
3 hEEHESHBETHDI D E112, EBRERELVIBSERAVZV, K
ANERZIT1970E/ 2 5—BE LT ] ®° ] 2HV5 I L Z28H
LCE7od) B210. —RRFTER S GAoAD [EHRBRMA] 722
BAR®LDAR L AEHIC) ¥ 7 LTHRERET L) T2 Db, $3
it [EERR] 2EEHT AL THbH, BIERFIOvert Syntax DHERT
i\ 2% 583 (Kayne (1994), Chomsky (1995: Chapter 4) Z) L L
Th, ERIREFHO—2TH A, H412. BRINEBRTIR [KELF
(picture noun) | DHK (0F VHTHME) dBHARIHPIFGEIONHLIE
BN HARITNTVE I EHETONE, F L DERTREI NS LH
hEEEFALFNBENLTVBELE LD, £513, EZDBAR L LDARI
%KMK@T%E%%J#&@A\%@ﬁ~-#ﬁ-@%ﬁﬁ&i%tw5
BEETONS,

BEOMIEFaLAF—DOBTLIZKE &J&b\’(‘a‘bé BTHK & &ﬁﬁti



(BFEX] RN REE [4R0EOKE EREER0LCA) Bk, 00£108, ASK viii + 301pp.

Kk [HEREE (GC) DF/E| Tholo BTOEKHRESI [RIEHL
REFAFOERTHAY, [H5GCLVIEROBIZ] BT TR bHw (F7
H, HoTRELRWV)] L) bDTHole FRDGCHWESIE [Da .
Do DFERF L, QFNEEURADS T1IANP] &) HBRMHRL b
DTHolzo EHBFabAF—BESLEVT— 7 HFHTL 2EICGC %
RLZDBRS ML, TP, @O% [HETHELKESE (Accessible
SUBJECT)] LZEX., [iDHDiD4M: (i-within-i condition) | -% Bk M4tk
ELTHIFMA. E5IZChomsky (1986a) Tik [ELHEEHE S (Complete
Functional Complex ; CFC)| ® [HSEHHEE (BT-compatibility) | 7 2 5
SEOHEALL, ThOHPERREBOYROENTH S ICE L, BEHEHAR
TR T — & 5% (5. Chomsky (1986a) LAREiZ LR . [BTL
BOBROLEER] RF 3 XX —HEOBRIOFTREESNEL B o0
WEBETHD, CDE)LCCOBRERE L TV IDONUTOXE LT
B9,

(21) *John believes [(that) himself is a genius]. (p.158)

ERINBROEHE. OO [RHIXHK (TSC)) ko THhX L%
% (p.159. pp.168-169FBM), LA L. F 3 4R F—I131980EFCLAE, [TSC
BEMEE (A) CHAShi] & LT, (21) OEXHR himself ®
GCTHH M that MW KATEAMS R \] TEICRETH & L, 125, &
DEF a AAF =&, [iOFDiORME] 2 [BAETEREARERE] LV IH
SEARERLDE LTCRCEEALLDLITEL, £9F5L, (21) OXT
(¥ himself DT BB 2 5647713 John L2V T (R, GCRRXEEICRED)
FEEEL LTOERIIZNWILICR-2TLE ), #2C, ThEFEXICT
5 72912 Chomsky (1986a, 1995: Chapter 1) TIIBERLUTO L ) 2 HKEH
2720 WT?D (22) #Ro6N7zv,

(22). John seflf+I believe [cp (that) fis a genius].

2F WV BRARBFAOLFBH 2D, (22) OBFEIZDOREF 2R 2F



Bl o THOBERESALZVOT, DFEXLLWIHAZ L1 J:%B(Di
3 LFBEI% (boSEEixE 52<) ﬁ%%b:é@bfwx@#kw’)%%&
c DL HECPERD S DHBIELTH 5 DPILHIC LCd, &R/, F3

CAZE—LEED (1) OkEME [REBRORAMMSAO] LIHIIKR

BDTVEDIZEEKENEBbI 5, 6)

3. 4 —f#%A-over-AFR!
g%ﬁﬁ@éhé:tﬁﬁ\%%®~ﬁAmwmAE%(Gmmw)ﬁ
Gmmw(WM)OFAGLOAOEE\Lﬁﬁ%@%@EE(NMWA
Principle) | & Chomsky (1973) @ [ D4 (Superiority Condition) ]
DREEEEICEAIEbE, BAYHRTHI L OEAB SN LEDN
2., BENEZICELVAR?S TS L GAAR Chomsky (1995) @ [#&
/NS (Minimal Link Condition ; MLC) |\ Travis (1984) @ [EFEHRE
#h%1% (Head Movement Constraint , HMC) |, Rizzi (1990) @ [H8x${tHe)
# (Relativized Minimality) | % &DE% 2% — LB LD b LRV
L7 L. GAoAix (i) LEER [BH] OA& R EHT HERLEN
GAoA i3 TBISHMFAE (LARBAR, LDAR) | ® [PRODI Y bu—3
— o] HELELEHT A BRETERTH 2, (i) LERERER c-HiH
2 EWTEHT 555, GAoAdEM (superior) &9, &1 WSz AV
TEHETS (c-Hd [XERR] PEATH). (i) EECERITGAoAl
(w)@Fm>xﬁ%&&@ﬁMRmmwamﬁménéJ:am%bfu

LB, WO EATRR b

m)@ﬁﬂ%bfu\Wi@%@@%dﬂ?@%%éﬂ&ﬁﬁ%wﬁﬁ

AR RET Be (F3AAF-ORMBERERLY . HREEL o

gt b AV 2\ T EICER)
(23) [net The former wife of [ne2 the President]] admires herself/*himself. (p.127

ZDEE. c-TFEHS&HETIE [Ne2 the President] (& [Np1 The former wife of t
President] L& TN TV AN T, NP1 c-commands NP2” &£ ZE&HZR LT A &V
L L. EfLE WA T (1c) DEHEE. “NP1 is superior to NP2” A%k



C[EeRl EON REE [ERCEOHE KBSEROLCAL L. 00128, ASKvii+ 0.

L5, £ 2T, NP1 >NP2 P proself 25 herself 723 AW RE L 29 S &2 %,
ZOEE V) BEORBIBEDCEPMERIH LTORET 5 Lid
5X)IFERR ) LTofzR LNz,

(24) *Johni seems [cp (that) [ip [Np the proof [ip ti to be guilty]] was given]].
(Saito 2001: 128)

ZDOBE, Lasnik (1985) A543k, [ESHICEEE O N D BAHESRHSF (Locality
Conditions on Chains) | 2 U7-BI L BIEL TV 5,9 (24) OXIZGBHER
ORAMATHNIT [ZHEFEE (ECP)] BRICL o THXE ENAIZFT
b, L»L. ECPAEOGBEBOHEFENS ( FHEI N4, JonDE
HEEMB~AOKRY LIT2HITE50 2w THE, Thbb, EF|
 (Attract) & FT#EME (Closeness) DEZHE (Chomsky (1995) € DMMEBH) dc-

HEICE o TR ENRTWVBDED L, ZAFN 2D the proof John to be guilty
A, ZOFICEENSJon L D b [EV] LREXT. Jéhni"'*%%ﬁﬁ%‘a'%
BEOFERL L TEHEFOMBICBHTAIL2HITAbDERV, ko
T. (24) FRIY (FECRLT) XEHETFRLTLE ) O

COE, v e A EANIIEG T, the proof John to be
crazy &N EZFM A Ton X Y b LN THHZ LHFEX S5 5. [the proof
John to be guilty] > [John] [iﬁ'ﬁi?ﬁ'ﬁ[lﬁ] « DD LB, GAoA I3 the proof
John to be guilty &4ABETAHZ L2 FHT S, LoT. JomZBHILL
(24) BHXTHHILPFELLFHIZNS, Y

EANEHRLETFa A AF—ORPERBERIFRETHEFHEIRECE
BBHIEIFEIFTHRV, LA LULOERIZ. BINEREROERNLR
REBEIBVTH, ZOERE HBMOATIT L) EXTFRBEELDY
BT ELERBEL TS, |

bbHAHA, GAAIZHHIERIEH D, FHIIRD 2 5 — (1) EECEHE
(MC) DEZIZBVWT, REHHEL LTHLIPPIIAT Y PLEVDR, (i)
LETHEL LTHETFE (1b) BALLORELLTEZIETLX50Hh — %
BIFTBERV, 20, [AABLY TR B, RAIRAA2TER
TERVI LEBKRE LT, BEENFHRARSANGEA SRS Z LS




i;&.\

BERTH00, BREENZI) RoTVEPLELEELRAEIEZNITE

2. BROYRLRET B0, FREFFVLETHS o

3. 5 HWHREOHES

FTE1I [ZANPLOKREML] KoV T, FHRUTO (25) @&
[2En&FAGPSDEEHL=DC2]| THEXLELT B, 72A°, FEBHD
2B LS IZ, Ross (1967=1983) DEZ% (26) DRIHLENTHS L
EHBETE RV,

(25) *What did they hear [Np1 some funny stories about [NP2 pictures of _]]?
(p.192, Chomsky (1977b) & 1)
(26) Reports which the government prescribes [ne1 the height of [NP2 the lettering |

on [np3 the covers of __]]] are invariably boring.
(p.193, Ross (1967=1983:121) & 9)

s o CEHBT AEWIE VAL (25) - (26) D L) BXHEEDBVERR D
7121, Tonoike (2000) ZEDBMULTWA X HIZ, whBENL MEEBLSR
(Pied-Piping) MBAFRIZDWV T, Focus (BR) D &) ZRUERET HLE
MKHsEEbhb, (Focus & whBEIDOBLRICH l,*cc;t Watanabe (2001) @
HERABZZOR Y FEUOFTHOEEI L Do)
%zurﬁﬁiﬂ%(mmjk DWTHERT %o MTL%%wﬂmwm
RERT,

(27) Y- [avrAre] =Yl BIF 5 AL YNOFRROEH --+-DC 1

Gt o I IAZXETHRAOBHIL (5,8) THYPDOARN

©. (lab) C%7-5XP (HH, AFHKB (33) ) KXEINTY
%\ (p.192) |

&8I Cld Chomsky (1981) LU, [TSCILFMEEE (A) SBLENADOTL
BEhrn| Ln)TLithoTwd, L L, FEOHFTICHRAINIUTC
F—HEEITHBI B



[FEX] REN KIEE [LEXEORYE ABERBOL A B, 0036128, ASH viii + 0ipp.

(28) Tough#&3C
a. Itis hard [PRO to believe [that Mary loves J ohn]].
b. *John is hard [PRO to believe [that Mary loves __]]? (p.30)
- cf. 'Who did Bill say it’s hard to believe that Mary loves __]]?
(29) REBHEE L LTOFRREHA
a. John believes [himself to be a genius].
b. *John believes. [(that) himself is a genius]. (p.158)
(30) ZEERFAPOFRNLA |
a. *These pictures of himself show [that Snoopy is an excellent pilot].(p.168)
b. This picture of himself proves [John to be a football player].
(R 1983 (2): 103)
(31) PRO DT
a. *[PRO contradicting himself] will prove [that Mr. Jones is a liar].
b. [PRO contradicting himself] will prove Mr. Jones to be a liar.
| (p.168, Bresnan (1982) X b)
(31) HEEBFAHIFERX
a. *Who did John deny [Np the rumor [s that he had dated ___]]?
b. Bush must do two things that he showed [Np no inclination [s PRO to do __]]
during the campaign.
c. a negotiated settlement which the opposition forces expressed [Np desire
[s PRO to take part in __]] during the campaign.
d. Which race did John see [np a chance [s for us to win __]]?
(BLE. p.186)
(32) AR>S DI|EH L
a. *Who did John accept the job (so) [s that he might please __]]?
b. *Who did he get so angry [s that he fired __]]?
¢. *Who was he so exhausted [s that he couldn’t speak to __}]?
d. What did he go all the way to Brazil [s PRO to buy __]]?
e. aman whom Israel moved heaven and earth [s PRO to get out of jail]]
f. It's the children that we are staying home [s PRO to take care of __] that

are going to be tomorrow’s leaders.

- —33—



g. the working-class benefits they (=socialists) fought so long [s PRO to
achieve __]] (B\ L. pp.188-189)

b OB, [FEEE (A) KETEEREVTSCOT S | LEX
LCHD D HESINLOF— 5 £ ZETHELTSCALETHLD, Ii
L b FNLDBEEOFEIME OB TERLS NBER&FZLE),

LA LEES S H5, Bl2iE 27) OTSCHOERD (54 LENRTWA
LD, BEH622HTHOTSCHOELBEHVS L, ERHARIZLTO (33)
THhhbo

(33) alEAREETHRAOBHL (ZZLAR AT, NPIcXEENT
VW), (p.139)

:nm%ﬁ%thléuF%ﬁ@@ﬁ%ﬁbﬁ%@o&n€1%%iéjw
KﬁkqPmcﬁﬁ@ﬁ%iﬁ&r:laﬁnc1L#%i&wj&E%L
~Tw%@tﬁDT%D\~ELTW&WO%m:hﬁ\TaAX%—ﬁwm
ﬁﬁufﬁﬁi%#J%%%Lrwtbwﬁﬁ(mTw(M)%%L%ﬂ#
%%E%ﬁ(ﬁ@M(wm)&Eﬁ%ﬂbfvmﬂrﬁL\Ychmoﬁﬁ
K&wJtwﬁ@b%é&oﬁfwé@t%ﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁﬁt%ﬁdﬁao

(34)‘ No rule can involve X and Y (X superior to Y) in the structure

wX.da o Z...—WYVL]..
where (a) Z is specified subject of wvv

or (b) « is a subject phrase properly containing MMC(Y) and Y'is

subjacent to X
or (c) Yis in Comp and X is not in Comp
(d) Yis not in Comp and « is a Tensed S.
(Chomsky 1973=1977a: 112)

5ean\%%m<a)w%ﬁu&@mﬂ%wﬁ%mu$mxambégz
b, ELEL, BT rwh@@nicomp#foCOMP«@%EﬂEﬁﬂl



[&F21] Efe}m RieE [ERXEOHE AREEROL A WAL 20035128, ASH viii + 301pp.

(Successive Cyclic) % &FEENBE| % FEF5DIcH L, BEIZ 105K
RBERFRRSINTURT o & [whABEIITMHELO WL Db DS
REBXTXHED COMPILEICHBET 2 —ERUDI AR (Unbounded) #
BTHE] (AR24H, HBFEIESR) LERTAIPLOTHS, 2975
L. (33) OEBEEFITBRRFIE. UTD (35) ©F A4 FOTERL
X% (ZOBELZLDCIICRBID) BoT, £<HETEMEFHMLTL
Fhlo CDEILBREERBTHLEZED TSCIEb oL T o0& L LAER
LBV ELZOTR RV EBDNS, 1

(35) What [s1 do you think that [s2 John believes that [s3 Tom bought __]]]?

310, FHE [XXHPICwhAA*2 DL LD 3541213 GAoA DEES-T 5 |
ZEERBOGIH., 828, 838, FRO26HTHL TV S, HROS
Wwhy ST AHE (BHTIES L) K20, UTO L) R
XTHUTE P ot B (UTORASEENELL—HT 0L >
EbhbRv,) (36ab) DaFbE RSNV,

(36) a.. Why did you buy what? -
b. *What did you buy why?

9 (36b) BIFEX L DIX, why > what 1>(|3T‘3)7.> 6 what BEIT 5 = &

GACAIZ & o THEBR EN B DB TH B, KIZ. (36a) B L Tik. Lasnik
and Saito (1992) XM Z2LEHN LT 5D TGAADTFH & —F T 5,
F7-. (36a) ZIEXLENDEWVIXITEALERRTEE & M % Engdahl
(1985) ®° Kuno and Takami (1993) (ZxF L Tix. [#ER L] 12 GAoAIZ &
> Cwhy P LHEICBETE 513772205, [whyldR7 VXA MOBEERF/- W
BERNMELNDHL| OT (36a) FEBATRICES EV) HBENTETD
590 THIIUTO (372,b) PFHICEXTHLZLICL>TEMIIONL,

(37) a. *Who left why?
b. ¥*Why did who leave?



RIZ, whA) B3 DL EFEET A8, 513 & SICHEMEIC2 55, Lasnik and
Saito (1992) ASLAT D (38a) SLEHTH S (=GAADFHIEY) 2 &
IR, 220 whoZRTICLTEZAHAICIE (38b) bXEMNTH S
(=GAoA KT %) LIEMLTVAHLWIERICHLT, RENEFHIRLE
IEZEZTVBEDTHA ) Ho ((38b) DHBELFIIFEDS D)

(38) a. Who wonders who bought what?
b. Whé wonders what who bought? (p.255)

EZIBERE2EYYE LUK (=1993-944EEH) 121X, (38b) DxtiLis

@ (contrastive accent) ICBEH L. BLTD (39) 2EE/EL TV,

(@)ﬁ&ﬁ%%%omﬁm;Gmmwﬁm#6%ﬂéh%om%Q

(382, b) 2BEDBNEROIHBTHHAL G2 5 L 9NUX, BB, [LFICB
WTHLWEBRE EAHTTREES D 5546121 (MLCIZKL T) what%
By LFCIv] LW HRYP—DDENLHATHSH.1¥ FEL LTI
COE, BEDF a AAXF—HRLEDEEL V) BRTOREDEE DHERHH
KL o2& T %,

4. BbHYIC

AR CRABONELEEL, FEIFCEELLE) AoV THRAL
T&7

Bt D 4 B BRI R LA, EHSHEOXERH L EE
SEOTEBBICELEBEIPNLTVWAI LIAMOZ L THE (FRITFE
DEEPS LTUROBITTHS ) 0L ., AH [E5E] 2001 £
2 A5 T [HEXOFHA—FMOBERLRS ], [EFEFF) 20014£4 A%
KET [EFZOIh2S] L) RFERFFEI NI L EIRECHLY
L ThbB, FNOHT, ZLOPEED [SFBEHROMRILLEFEFEL O
B ZRABEICL TV LEFEIIERL TV 5,

DR, XEOHITIX [EFENSHEOHAER L L TOEBERR ]



[BFEK] KON RKEE [£EXEOkE KEEER0LCA] EE. 00£105, ASHf viii + 301pp.

LRI BLDMBEERARECERRESETLNLLES, (020
f%%ﬁ%&ﬁﬁ#ew%ﬁj%%%E@m&%%évmoﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁén
BPRDOVTHEROAPNEEZ5THB ) L, ABILD b5 ASETE
ERZHAFICBVWTOMETHS S ,)
FERIEFFLZVRDLDLEICL, T, B—BOERTEFEE I
DEUVHATHRLV—MTHE L V) RIEOBEL LT, ZBEB T O
e L7z, ‘

-2

1) Lasnik (1999: Chapter 5, 2000) % ByFIF B (Verbal Morphology) =D\
TEE LA, #FE% (Affix Hopping) ’Eﬁﬁ‘kfﬂ WTEBRTED T
V5 DITEBRE W,

2) B, REOF 3 AAF - EOSERETH, B ICHET 2 LB
Ve BME%EZEZE L T35, Chomsky (2001b: 8-9) 7t LSRDOZ

3) BoEDFLA L LTid, Chomsky (2000) DUATDEESBEOZ &,

(i) Operations lackihg overt counterparts and apparently not interacting with
CHL might be among the principles of interpretation of LF, hence
“postcyclic,” inspecting a representational level in the manner of many

' other systems (including binding theory, on the assumptions of MP).
(Chomsky 2000: 144, fn. 44)

4) BRIZH, qmquMONMawﬁufFFJ%fﬁ%J%%énf
Wb,

5) (22) 2B WTﬁiW®I(Ag)d£ EHERIITHAPEEFRITL
B\o T7z, that AR THIEBHEN TO XETIIHET 2 0% »
&b, —7, EXDbelieves b CP L IPOWF % B X THI ¢ % =
THILETELV, LoT WFROFETS (22) DEFERB 1T
BIEHE SNz,

6) (21) OFXEME [FEFEOBRREASHEEAT L] LTH2 LI
RAEITNEDPS Lk, (f ALBICHETOIHEMRLF L. (1) each
other's e EOEZZFHO, (i) BRALFALHERBAIEROI A
Bib, BUBANRELLbOLEDND,)



7) GAoA LBEMEOERONMIIRAN (19743, b) THbH, FEZFDID
2O0BHICHFLTHE (1990) & () DLHIIarr FLTWVER,
FEDLECAETH 5,

(i) [#EEFE] 12388 & 17> [Generalized A-over-A principle | (1974 [a])
L TERERICB28ME] (1974 [b]) 3, TO®F a AAF—
PRE L TEEGRLNY TERLBEL2LI20H), O
BICEXTREL TV AL L ITEBRNFMeEohlb0LiEL
Ihb, (FE 1990:61) |

8) ZBELIWIBIIRL B, A-overrAREZBNEHRDOBAILIRREE)
L L723RM& L LTFukui (1999) 4% 5,

9) LT AT, uToﬁmwmﬁﬁw(ﬁ¢£%@)ﬂﬁ&f$m%7%ﬁ
»b, 2FH. (ja) TiXhisi H¥Johni %, (ib) TiZhis1 A’Johm &, €h
FhcHEELTWADOT, EF| (Attract) DEFRIC L ) his X TJohn
DRETAHZ &IV,

(i) a. *Johni seems [cp (that) [1p [NP hisi proof [IP i to be guilty]] was given]).

(Saito 2001: 128)
b. *Johni seems [cp that [P [NP his1 belief [P ¢1 to be rich]] is crazy]].
(Lasnik and Saito 1992: 139)

B, ChoOFlE, YBOGBERFICBWVWTIE [BORE] =@zl

LFAER e 0 [FGEE (A)] Kok, [ZHERREE] %zﬁ

2LTLE) ZLDMETH o2,

10) Saito (2001) i B AREEES Y ¥ RY Y AORET, LR EPCHEAS
BiESNE (MLC) ORBRREFIOERICHARINS I LICBLDT,
(24) DIFETHIER. BHOEHLOFHBESINLILIIRE, L)
FEOFHE LTV, ZRIEIERNITH 5,

b —FERT A, EFDEHREHEICLoTREINTEBY, £LT

[c-MMOEHRIZEA, EINIPRERNT L] OTHSB, 2F Y,

the proof John to be guilty i£Z D HIZ & % 115 John (3¢ L C c- M B4R 1

@i L, LoT HEW] EbBAEV.

11) BRAK. I OURE % EEIZHIT T the proof John to be guilty 4D %

& BEER TS (=*[The proof John to be guilty]i seems that ti was



(GF&X] RBN REE [ERGEOKE AZETROL (H] HRH 2005128, ASKviii+30ipp.

given.) (RELIZZ DEFALBOBIIBEEATCAEROEITLOT
BETE %), S¥%{TH (=*It seems that the proof John to be guilty
was given.), John DA & nNTIB-TLE ) O, A 2 (A0
FEXTH 5, '

12) %8B, TSCOZDHOMBR, (28-32) D7 — % & TSCUANDTHH 5
AT S TEEMICOV T, KIBORIR L, Nomura (2005: Appendix to
Chapter 9) ZZHB Iz,

13) Chomsky (2001b)D LA T D &0k % £:88, :

(i) Optimally, OCC should be available only when necessary: that is, when it
contributes to an outcome at SEM that is not otherwise expressive,‘the

basic Fox-Reinhart intuition about optionality. (Chomsky 2001b: 10)
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