REH L ZFFS IR >W T GEHED

WEHU 23 GO0 T

On the Weak-island Adjuncts

7 H &

fHnEE» & OB B EEIE S 3 & v S RO BRI LT, Truswell (2011) (3, /05
DEEERE SFERENZHHEERL TV i, AT, ks h 2 FHERE o
HTHO. FINZDFIEEIEHO MG TH 5 &V FFELIIC, ThT NPV E L5
WEITRHET 5 T & &R T 5. T LT, Boeckx (2012) ® Fik&E A L. EIEHT O 105
o OBEIE, BEIT 2 BRI JEHICH 5 97, FEENREHIC X > THEbRS B Law s
B O NG D & IO wh R OB E) SMHFENICIRERIFETH 203, IFIHO wh £3R
OB ENIHENSEBIC X > THRS N 2 L FRT 5, %o, FEERE O MG 5 HO
wh EEBBH) L 7 H W ORI O 26 1. Truswell (2011) 235§ 9 5 & 5 ICIEMGEN 1252
K& %, ERMSHEE T & LT, Borgonovo (1997) OREAIRA L. RIS HH A &
L T Stroik (2009) & Stroik and Putnam (2013) O #/54 7 « 3 =< ) X 2 DOFE) & ZMED
IR L T LBOHEF IR TE % LiRERT 5,

F—T—R D fPNEEL BOE, 55VWE. whis, IREEGR. BEL k&L, 1 =<2t T7m
TS L, LT eI =2 XA
B X
FLwic
0 i o=k & HEEIRE
1 Truswell (2011)D 53
2 Narita (2011) D43 #fr
3 s
I f)/nas] D FHE S
1 e o friE
2 BEiDEWN
3 I > ki
IV IRAEBEERIC & 25047
1 IEETEHEI D1 hnE
2 EIEEI O g
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V. BDHOIT

I FU&IC

ek, Mg (adjunct) 358V (strong island) & R & ., Q) ISR Lk d i, (0
» 6O wh BROBH IEIE (argument) « JEIE (non-argument) IZH] 5 FFFS NV EEERS
ncEk’,

1) fIED S o H)
a. *Who/Which girl did John arrive [after Bill kissed £]?
b. *How/In what way did John arrive [after Bill kissed Mary #]?

—H. @ WRLzE DT, wh BIcfREEN 35505 (weak island) 2> 5 08 id, THD wh
HHKTH 5 who ® which girl DIGEFERMENZIMEL 722 72072, JEIHD how * in what
way DG RESAFR IV,

(2) WhE»oSoBH)
a. 7?Who/Which girl do you wonder [whether Bill kissed £]?
b. *How/In what way do you wonder [whether Bill kissed Sue ¢]? (Boeckx (2012: 16-17))

T 21 ORI EIET (finite clause) Td % C LITTER S 72V MEROHENIZE T
JEETEET (non-finite clause) DOfIEID S OFEN S, (3) IR Lz L ST, (1) &[E U < BEyXIA-

JFEICH S THINBO, EERINTX 7,

(3 IBEIEEI DAY NG D> 5 O H)

a. *What does John work [thinking about £]? (Truswell (2011: 155))
b. ?*Who did you go home [before talking to £]? (Takahashi (1994: 69))
c. *How did you go home [before fixing the car £]? (ibid.)

1) »5 3) DHEDHFOMRES, #IEHKHE (Proper Government) & W HBEEAEH L 7/
Huang (1982) @k & H L IR Y 51 52 55#f (Condition on Extraction Domains) T® %,
L2 Ly dZ4E. Truswell (2011) 3 HINGED & OB ENEFE S 15 F (4) BRI, HEENE 5
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Mrafief U ERr 78 00 23208 L 72, (4a) S HI % K3 to A& ralfii (rationale clause) D5
(4b) RO BIE AT (bare present participial clause) DOfIGA. (4c) (FHTEFNCE NN S5
Fifi (prepositional participial clause) OfJHIGE]TH 5, & DG & FHi & ORHEMENE TH
LV H B % AFETIE, (4b) & (40) ORPIZHILICELE T 2,

(4) a. What are you working so hard [to achieve £]? (Truswell (2011: 133))
b. What did John drive Mary crazy [whistling #]? (Truswell (2011: 155))
c.  %Which book did John design his garden [after reading £]? (Truswell (2011: 140))

(4) D FHFE F. Chomsky (1993, 1995) 23 #2MIE 4 5 I =< ) X b » 71 7 5 & (Minimalist
Program) 123\ C Narita (2011) DSBS EZHKA TVW S, L L, FHEHICHEMHT 5 &
912y Truswell (2011) & Narita (2011) O IE WL S ORIBEICEE T %, £ I Ty AT
ENTNOREOENTERSEZI ANTAREETET 5,

BIMET T, ERE OMNE 1) &IRERE (BAESFED ORINGE (4b, ¢) 2. W E &5
WEEITINC AT 52 2 L 21RET 5, F 7oy FEINORHIFROMKT 2BV O L 7«
Borgonovo (1997) DL %M L T, B o (Wb 5 VP) TOERE DG & IEER
B DAl DO RS AL i D FHE 2 E <

HIVEI T, MO & 50 EOMESIZEId % Boeckx (2012) @ FikZERM L. EREH O AN
57 O OB IIHGENNC PR & N B A5, FEEIEE O NG 2 © OB B 3 HFENIC I3 IRAERTRET H
5L L%, Fio, T OMHEIL, Stroik (2009) % Stroik and Putnam (2013) 23 12IEd % /34 7'«
3 =<1 X4 (Survive-minimalism) EFFEN S IREHGRICESWTHIHTX 5 2 &E2/RT,
BVHiTRERE L0, B nafelkicovwThih 5,

I FINFEDE & HEERE

1 Truswell (2011)D%4 17

Truswell (2011) (3. 052 & O BICRAG 2 Bk 4 15 F6 O 7B D 2 (3 TR « 3EHIGRTI 7S
FRIC B LTV D, FlZIEE, @) OFESNZHFITIE. EEHOFER EFINGEOFER & O
ICBEIERRR D D B BIAIE. b)) 1S3 Y 2 YOl Z O TR\ S E T AT ) —
B4 747 L] EVSHKEFERDOBIR. (do) ITiF, [AIPDOAREFRA T, TN eSHIC L TE
EHET U] VO BERBRND B, TO LD BEAIF. BRI G) IR LE ST, E
i NFENH—DHERERT LI, 20 & XIT[R - TRINGED 5D wh BEIAATREIC 72
%, & Truswell 35 LTV 5,
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(5) a. The Single Event Condition
An instance of whA-movement is legitimate only if the minimal constituent
containing the head and the foot of the chain can be construed as describing a single
event. (Truswell (2011: 38))
b. The Single Event Grouping Condition
An instance of wh-movement is legitimate only if the minimal constituent
containing the head and the foot of the chain can be construed as describing a single

event grouping. (Truswell (2011: 157))

L, BEITREIENDH L, H-DHEROMBRPE SN 553, R & A&
JEEEITH O, >, Truswell (2011: 116-118) HE D (6) DFENHT 2 S5m0 5 & 51, 10
G VP IS L TV 3 E VO FEENREENE > THRWLWE VTV, 2 D (5) DEERIILLE
3. (6) DHEENIBRE NI 5 72 FITKD L - TWADTH 5,

6) a. [vp OP [yp VP XP]] (XP = adjunct)
b. i [rp [p T [ypr OP VPi]] [xp X [1p T [vp2 OP VP,]1]]
. [ypr [ver OP VPi] [xp X [1p T [vpe OP VP,]]]]

I 51T, (B) DL wh BEI—Ic SR LTV AIT 654, Truswell (2011) iF. (7) D& 5
RIHDO wh Z2ZDOBHE L > TV IR0, Z OFEERIEIHD wh #3% How quietly 23 289 2 F541 (8)
EHITER OV E VS BRI ZIEICHEET %,

(7) What did John arrive [whistling £]? (Truswell (2011: 155))
(8) *How quietly did John arrive [singing Waltzing Mathilda t]? (Borgonovo and Neeleman
(2000: 204))

2 Narita (2011)D 447

Narita (2011) (Z X =< U 2 « 70 7 5 2 OFEA T, Truswell (2011) 254k - 720z 2> &
OBEFOHEMZ DI L TWVSE, BENCBEY 2 MO E W IE, FHMmATICIE (9) I F & D7 HnE
DFEENE DEVITHENT 5 LE L TV 5,

(9) KEHLZEZFFSZOAI0E (high adjunct) iZv/vDSCRERT L 7S WALIEICH 5, ThEH L 27
IHEE (Qow adjunct) (3v/v*SCREEHIG 2 AEICH B,
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% 9°. Narita (2011: 81-82) 13, BE)75 & OMEEIELINE I 2%t (edge feature) Z4HZ
ZDEREHLZ T TH 5 EGE L. (10) D H-a schema 12 & » THE (Merge) 235 5 B
i3, B9 1 S>OFREBIERFEHTH 5 LIREL TV 5,

(10) H-a Schema: Merge (H, a) — a {H, o}

Merge must take at least one LI as its input.

ZOfER. Q) IR Lk S, AFELZMET 2000FG (Pair-Merge) 32ihsnh 3, 6
2. Narita (2011: 89) ick % &, (12) 1d b K 51z, NHIPFE (Internal Merge) biaEsIAHIC
T 5 Eics 07T, NIEA A0S (External Merge) & [ABEDIIEE 20| 2 FE%H
DfEE—DIHAET ST ENAREE 12 5,

(11) *{XP, XP}: No two phrases (non-LIs) can be merged.
(12) Only LIs can undergo IM (i.e. Internal Merge).

% 72, Narita (2011: 53) 32 TOHIIEN 7 = 4 XITH D A3 EREL TV, (138) & (14) I
RUIcE D, S ONME ISR 2 NEEEIE (interior) AR GMEOFH#YE (unvalued feature)
IRV IT, T OMEDERE (Transfer) N5, 95&, 7 =14 AR (Phase-
Impenetrability Condition) 1T & » Tk D%k (3. C ODAEISHEERIEN T 7 € 2 T& 1L K5,

(13) An OS X can be a phase only if the interior of X is convergent (i.e., containing no

unvalued eatures).
(14) Phase-Impenetrability Condition:

After Transfer applies to a phase X, the interior of X becomes inaccessible to further

syntactic computation.

ST, AW TOEHRBICHBRT 2013 CP & vP, TN GRAITH 5, Zaflid (15) ITRL 72
KP 73#fr % Narita (2011) (380 L TV %, (15a) & (15b) 1IZ/R L 72 & 9 1.0 F# D 5 (valuation)
DD B &, Wi sizEsh, KEIDWES, KIZEREHIZO T, BOIRETHIINEEG DEM
BB EMTE b,

(15)  Fadf) DRSS HT
a. [K[uCase, ug) [the[D] man[N]]]
b.  [Kpucase vg [thep many]] — Transfer

C. K[uCase, Vo]
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i, (16) & (17) &Mt L TA & 5o Narita (2011: 111) [ FHIIE O WIS % b Hihs
15252 Tl IHH @ because *° after 7213 23 5 EIE L TV 5, because & after &ifmtIEH
BOT, ROREDEEICEVT, HEOMFRATLERHEATOLVWE T TH B, LirL,
Narita & (8) Z{iE L TV 5D T, because & v A CHMll L2 WALE IS L, after v 23 C
S 2 AEICOFGE S 5 215700,

(16) EHEI O INE O5 &
a. [because [she failed the exam]] — Transfer
b. because
A7) EEEE O DG
a. [after [reading the book]] — Transfer
b. after

RIS, (18) & (19) Z#ET L TA X 9o GO HIc wh b 5 & T DEEPBE L ik
IR AR S N Do &> Ty (18c) & (19¢) IR Lc &k DT, 2 D DEHRM» 5k 3 HEHE
Y1 (syntactic object) D5, THIFFEREH T VWO T, BROIRERMEICH T 2 0Fa0HF
DERIFEREHIE T L 125,

(18) EHEI DA INE 2> & DwhisH)
a. [because [she failed what]]
b. [what [because [she failed ¢ ]]] — Transfer
¢. [what because]
(19 JEERE O 5 OwhizH)
a. [after [reading what]]
b. [what [after [reading ¢ ]]] — Transfer
c. [what after]

NSO EEEVHIT, T3 (de) DIREZERET L TAH X S0 (4e) 12 (20) & LTHEL TH 5,

(20) %Which book did John design his garden [after reading ¢ ]? (= (4c))

BEICHedE L 7o & 512, (19¢) DFEFEEY) what after 23PF& 3 2T O R IS iE=EHICR S
N3, TI TV EHGEED KBS ARMIT. (21) IR Lick 91T, (19¢) DFEFEHEEEY) [what
after] 13 K IZff&4 % & Narita 133 U TV B, (21c) IZ7R L 72 #E3EHEEY) [K [Wh after]] 12, V
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EvIBIREAZITHAE L. SOICEIED KA SN T (22a) 28IkAET %, (22a) TlE. (9) O [Tk
H U&7 94505 JQow adjunct) & vive 28 CHEMEIT A IEICH 5 | & VO KNI I N TV B,
BTV T, PPN @H L, &I wh BEZOBEHNAIGEE 132 5,

(21) a. [K [his garden]][WhA [after ... £y, ... ]] — Transfer
b. K [Wh after] — Merge (i.e. EM)
c. [K[Wh after]] (Narita (2011: 110))
22) a. [K[v[VI[K][Wh after]]]]] — Merge (i.e. IM)
b. [Wh [K[v [V [K [Wh after]]]]]] — Transfer
c. [K[Wh v]] T — Merge (i.e. EM)
d. [TI[K[Whv]]] C — Merge (i.e. EM)
e. [C[T[K [Wh v]]]] — Merge (i.e. EM)
f. [CIKI[T K [Wa I — Merge (i.e. EM)
g. [Wh [C[KIT K [WhA V]I — Transfer
h. [Wh C]

RIT, (23) D & S ITEEEI DTN D 5 OB ENER I NITVEHEBEEZ TAH LI,
(23) *What did the man criticize Mary [because she failed ¢ ]?

F 9, (24) 1k L7z & 91T, Narita (2011: 111, footnote 11)) 3R DS C DER 1 5
because HiDO NG EFEME. 2F D, TPIEEHNLIDERVMNEICH L ERKELTVWE, The
[ERFIT.(9) @ [ThEH L2 g (high adjunct) & viv* 25 CHEMI L 8 WALE IS H 5
EWV S EEPERE SN B DT, because HiD IR C D 2 D& [ERpICH 72 3 MLECATIIL 72 1
NIFE S0,

(24) *He got sick because/since/after JohAn ate that fish.

o fGEN 6. (23) O EFHIDIRAE 1Z. BERE (25) DX HIC/RT T ENTE B,
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(25) FfiiThe man criticized Mary Dk

a. K [v[criticized Mary]] — Merge (i.e. IM)
b. [K [v [criticized Mary]]] — Transfer

c. T [Kv] — Merge (i.e. EM)
d C [T [Kv]] — Merge (i.e. EM)
e. [C[TI[KV]]] K — Merge (i.e. IM)
f. [CIKI[T [Kv]]

95 &\ because HiD NG E (25¢) DIFEREZY) (K v] 2> (25d) DFEFEREEEDY) [T [K v]] I<ff
mds&ictssd, INSEFERHEH T WEICHEESIN L, L L, wh EBHEA 5T because
Ei o FHING . (18¢) 1T/ L 7o & 9 i1cizik D41 [what because] 12750, T4 bt H T W,
L7cdi-> T, (25¢) T (25d) THIFGOHMAXR LD SV, T DG & LT because HiD
A & OB AAHEL 72 5,

9) DGR AEFICT 2 &, P ICHEENCEIT 2 2 MO M5 0E W I3FHATEEE 55, L
LA 5, (26b) WEEENB O EVWSIFEERATE LW E LSRR REICETY %,

(26) a. You thought [because/since/after John ate that fish [he got sick]].
b. *What do you think [because/since/after John ate ¢ [he got sick]]?

(26b) O BRI 75 IRAE LT O@ED TH %, £9°. (24) THEL TOVREH C DERXTH %05,
because &1 {5 % CHHICHTE S % & (26) D & H 1T C DEKIIFIET 2 4

(27) Because/Since/After John ate that fish, Ae got sick.

S 51T, (26a) IR Lok DT, (27) 1385 think O & L THYIAL T & 23T E 553, (26b)
IR L7k 91, wh BRABIHEE 2 EFTERE L, (26b) OIRAE ZHINE (28) D & 512t 5,
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(28) a. [Wh [because [...]]] [C [K[T [KvI]]I] — Transfer
b. [Wh because] C — Merge (i.e. EM)
c. [[Wh because] C] \Y — Merge (i.e. EM)
d. [V [[WhA because] C]] v — Merge (i.e. EM)
e. [v [V [[Wh because] C]]] K — Merge (i.e. EM)
f. [K[v [V [[WhA because] C]]]] Wh — Merge (i.e. IM)
g. [Wh [K[v [V [[WhA because] C]]]]] — Transfer
h. [Wh [Kv]] T — Merge (i.e. EM)
i [T [Wh[Kv]]] C — Merge (i.e. EM)
j- [C[T [Wh [Kv ]l K — Merge (i.e. IM)
k. [C[KI[T [Wh [Kv ] Wh — Merge (i.e. IM)
L [Wha[CIKI[T [WhA Kv ]I — Transfer

m. [Wh C]

(28a) & (28b) IE (wh EF% & T ) because BiDO (NG 2SEEHT & & T 2 IREEEEZRL TV 5,
EHIBEEEORKIC, BRI CITB A /MICEZES NIV, (28¢) 1F. (28b) TIRAE L /i
FEF O E L THAETAILEERLTWVWS, TORIZ, vRTEEDO KNS L. 51 wh
EMBE LT, EAENT 5, &AM, (28h) 15 DIREE (22¢) S DIREEF LIS 5,
2% D Narita DO CTlE. FfEIE. (26b) %2 (20) LEBFICERELTCLES>DTH %,

3 HKEIhi-M&E

KR OFEAL FOOP5@ICE LD TAHA LI TNHOREICO VWTIE, IROFBMET TR
RERD

O #HFdoEsc B A2 MGEOMEBEICET 2 EVEEDO LI ICESHT AL VI MELSH
%o BIZIE, (9 OEHTHE0, 52 THHL, TOEMMNEDLIITLTEILNLIONEL
SR A RT ANEE L,

@ EIEEI DG & IEERE OGS BB L TERMEDE VRS 505, T OHERFEE
Hd 22 &bMETH D,

® IEERE OIGE D & OB BRI BRI EZ T ZHREND 5, IhEE5HHT 5
MEVWS GRS,
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I MINEOBEER

1 fSmAOME

9. Q& LTl L cREE R L TAH & Do MG OMEICBIL Tk, BE% 59 g
BIFEIEAEITH 2 C £I1THEH L. Borgonovo (1997) O 4ffr &£k 4° % BANICIE, Borgonovo
(1997: 22) FIEEREI O FHnEE 6 LT (29) DR % GE L TW %,

(29) [ Spec [ T [vp [vp -] [gerr OP; [ger [V € 111111

FEENZET O A G O Bl iU FEICTRAFE T 2 & W S FEERIAT 5 7o, Rl 2@ R 1A
Gerund Phrase O ix I OREHZ Hd . Ihp LA d 2 EEHOREGID. FFx 29 AlE IR
nf& N 3 & Borgonovo i LTV % DF 0, KHIERO 72, IEEFRE O NG T 25 C
s 2 VORGIcHMLTHws0TH 5 %

UL DFEEEHIE M 2 E I 111E. Gerund Phrase |3 Aspect Phrase % 72 vP ISR T 5 &
Bbn s, AT (4b) DBIESFEI D S 2 M INEIT > W Tid (30) O & B e (235
N2GER G Z2ET S 5 20, G BFEOERNOBMiGEE L THIELTVWEE0)
AT ERGEST 5 T L1218 5,

(30)  HROBIESYFH D Wi
[rp - Lp [p -] [ OP [, Ving ... ]]]]
(31) WIEENCE N B 53 O i it
[rp - Lp Lp -] [ep P [p OP [ Ving ... ]]1]]

—H\ ERE ORI E Ol 2 R 5 RRHIRZ LR LISV O T, € OMGE IR
FIZEHE TRV, Licds-> T, EHO T WEREH O] Z C#Hifld 2 LEZ SO T, EF
B ORI ANEE 13 SCEER SOR TS EHENCAE T 5,

2 BEOEW

D wh Z#ROBENCB L T, IEETE O NG 0 5 8 E A DA NG & 0 BB & W&
MWHbT LG, TNETHIRMESNTE, 1) & @) DEWZT T L, Boeckx (2012: 30) 23
ZE L - BIRREEET O f (32) b 5,

(82) a. *A person who Robin got real drunk [after she thought about £]

b. A person who Robin got real drunk [after thinking about £]
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L2 L. (Ib) & (Th) 250k 5 & 5 icy FEIHD wh EFROBENCE] L C3ERE « IEEIEHEI I
o FRFENIL OV, HIZIE. Michel and Goodall (2012) ® & 51z, EEFEEZMLTINDS 2
FEH O MG OE VAR STV 5 5,

HFETNEEF. o ORRBIEDEE 2HHOED S OBINTHIGL TWEHTH S, 2F D,
EICEI O AING A © OB EE W EORHEZR L IEEZET O AINGE A © OB #3550 & DRk
ZRLTVWDE, TOTEnS, AfGTIREREHOMINGZMWE & A7 Ly IEEIEE D (DG %
FHVWEE BT E WS T EIRET B,

3 HIMTO SR

Boeckx (2012) (4 , 58\ B OB EHEEFFNER L ichmit & LTEL 205, 55V EORNER
SCHfi 7 50 T EIR PR AR 78, IERGEER S ER D 72 d I L 5, LE LTV 5, T O Boeckx
DIRE & AHIT D & BEERIT L TIROIGRET 5,

R&e 1

EE OGP © OB BEId 2 ERHAL « JFBICH) & 9 MBI REEIC L > THE
bz, IEE DM INE D & DIAOWhEFR OB E) IHMFENNICIRETRETH 2 (0% D #
IR s E ) A IFHOWhZER OB SHGEI S BIHIC X » THERfRE 1 5,

SF D, 2 O MING A FREICXE] L 72 Narita (2011) OREAZLEIIE L - 2 EHZ T,
ZO—HRERD ANTARGRTH 5, 7272 L. BARKISHEES T O S EICRIED S - 72D TEIE
DEET B, £y Truswell D& Z Z NI AN TU N OBGEE bERAT 5, Ll I
FEBI I R F TR TORFIZHIAY 21 RIEEN S D . HENZMIIEHETE 50,

I 2
JEETET OGS IHO wh BESFEE) L 7 Z 61 Ol o 26013 GEREEN S BIRIC & 5,

T fED S DR E I LIcBI LT, FAHNE T S BML L 7 BIREWFINd 5 T & 2 FeHE
Lz, —fRICEfiiE S OBENZZH SN WA, B3) TR Lk Dic, H—DHR DRI
RT3 B AT 3B AIRE L 75 5,

(33) John went to the store and bought some whiskey. (Ambiguous coordination)
a. John both went to the store and bought some whiskey. (Multiple event)
b. What did John go to the store and buy __ ? (Single event)
c¢. *What did John both go to the store and buy __ ? (Harris’s (2009) (8))
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Fro. B !5 (36) ITPI/R Lk DTy NIRBIRLEEL B NAF IR 7T & 2 L9 550 & S
&) o OBENED 5N B,

(84) Cause-Effect relations (Kehler (1996: 221))
a. Violated Expectation (Goldsmith (1985))
How much can you drink __ and still stay sober?
b. Result (Lakoff (1986))
That’s the stuff that the guy in the Caucasus drink __ and live to be a hundred.

(35) a. Here’s the whisky which 1 went to the store and bought £.
b. *Here’s the whisky which 1 went to the store and Mike bought £.  (Ross (1967: 93))
(86) a. Which dress has she gone and ¢ ruined now?

Which granny does Aunt Hattie want me to be nice and kiss ¢ ?  (Ross (1967: 94))

NS DEMIEETIE, BRI N TV 3 2 DDA ORI EIN BB BR N H 5, TDET
IEE DG LG LML TV 5, i, MEICEH TN (34) 2 5 (36) [d a0 H
AN L e BRI 0T, SOET b MR B OEGHIALE L TW B &5 L (6)s (30).
(31) DS & BN D B,

B AIT, (37) IT5IH L7k 512, Takahashi (1994) (& Higinbotham (1985) @ [ if#id 13
HRAE E L COMRAER ] & WM A2 T, EBRISAIIIEE I SRS SR L TH 0,
B o N s EE A5 LH LTV 5,

(87) “In chapter 2, I assumed with Higginbotham (1985) that adjuncts involve coordination,
whereby I deduced the ban against adjunction to adjuncts from uniformity.” (Takahashi

(1994: 68-69))

Takahashi (1994) @537 12%F L Tld Stepanov (2007) DHLH & &5 0. & 0 ZEHHIS TS EET
b B H, (IS & SRS o bES R T E T wE B b b,

IV IREEIC K B0

1 JEEFEH O
AT, (&L S BB 4 25 H %, Stroik (2009) % Stroik and Putnam (2013) %
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RELTVEHNA T o 322 K& L0 IREMGRZE L THIAT 5, £9°. EERE O
AENC D WTHBEET L TA L 5,

Szabolesi (2006: 488) (4 (38) & 251 T (ThEAA» & OBE)E., BEIT 2 HRAIH - IEIHTH 5
EWVWH X0 FERN (referential) B E WS EAEENL EGHLETV 5,

(38) *How much water did you make the pasta [after boiling #]?

AT b Szabolesi D FIEAHL D AN T, Stroik (2009) DIEZE A H iz, THD wh EE (20
RZHs what) FETHD wh 3% (£ DZEDS how) . BiffiliEE T~ (Temporal OP) 235> F&: % (39)
DEHIRET %,

(39) a. what: [+operator, +referential]
b. how: [+operator, —referential]

c¢. Temporal OP: [+operator, —referential]

Stroik (2009) (. wh EHZ N IEIHD (LE % (5 5 0080 % KT [operator] & 5 Fk, wh
FHEP P 52> % % T [referential] & WO RUEEBREL TV B, TOHITICHES &, THD wh
Fi3 what 13 (392) D E M A >, THITHL T, (89D, ¢) IZ/R L 72 & 9 ITIETHD wh 2 how
& WFfliEHE 13 [referential] DEA < A F 2127 0 THD wh #3% what & ¥75 5,

RITBEREIEIREZ B L TH L 50 (40) 1R L1 £ 51 Il £ 13 vP OFREMIC & 5 23,
ZDOFEFE v b T &6 UM [+operator, —referential] &b | RifhliEA O RMEZBET 5,
& ORICIEMRLY 2 & C ORHlEHE T3 vP OIFESICH £ 5 C LT85,

(40) a. [, OP [, Ving wh]]
b. Numeration = {wh, Ving, v, OP}

(40) TO OP DS L5 2 BEHAEIEL T B DA, (41) D31 TP (Survive Principle)
Thb, COEHETIE. FIFE (Remerge) MIEROBEIZIEL TV A T LITEEI NI,

(41) The Survive Principle
If Y is an SO in an XP headed by X and Y has an unchecked feature incompatible with
(i.e., cannot potentially be checked by) the features of X, Y must Remerge from the
WorkBench with the next head Z that c-commands XP. (Stroik (2009: 45))
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(40) DIEIHD wh R PBEIT 5 & (42) DBIRET 5,

(42) a. [pwh [» OP [, Ving £ ]]]
b. Numeration = {wh, Ving, v, OP}

(39b) IT/R Lo &k D, FETAD wh RO EM: IEREE T O RN L E— 0T, vP O FEE
LR UHEMEEFSC EIC 5, TOERE LT RefliE T EERRIC, o34 TREIC K - TH
PrE b s ., vP OIREICHE I 22187585, b LIRENSEATY &, 43) IT/RL7c &
IITFEHID CHEASN TS, D [+operator] & W IR RBEESN B &30,

(43) a. [cp C[... [yp wh [yp OP [y Ving £ |]]]]
b. Numeration = {wh, Ving, OP, ..., C}

Z D& 9 IA, Stroik (2009) 1Tk B EIRAERBTORETEIEL, 4 v ¥ — 7 = A Ik
(Transfer) ShE\V, Tk RMET, IFEREH DML S5 IFHD wh EERPHE) 9 5 HH
BRAESNEWDOTH %,

—. JHO wh BROBA R, (392) IR Lick i, vP O EEILE RO A SO E R
50T, FUA~BEL Ty A THEICER T 5 C & 1d7a <. IEFRBBEATE VL,

2 ERHOMIE

T TR, EE OAING G IEETCE O AING & RSS2 LIRET 2, T bT by fH0E
DIREICS>VTIE, I =< YR b7 u 5200 (Chomsky (1993)) 7 SEIHkWICT 5 &1
FENTWI, PIZR. MIGEOIREZEAD S 4 3 v 712> W0WTiE. Chomsky (1993) (3. wh
B ORICKIGERINTGEA SN 5 2% L, Stepanov (2007: 112) (&, fHMGAsMWETH S &
T 5o oiTy (44) IChlH L 72 BRAINMEIEDGRE (The Late Adjunction Hypothesis) %

?}%% L7,

(44) The Late Adjunction Hypothesis
“any adjunction must take place after all instances of substitution Merge have applied

(in other words, post cyclically).”

PN T e 3 =2 ) XAITBWTH, Stroik and Putnam (2013) (3. 0 IRAE D@ P ThHE
GEINdE0HHEEHARE L TV 5,
CCT, kb FVFEHSN TR S IfIED 2 SDORICEH L TA L 5, 9\ HFE
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O %513 T bR B A ES 4 2 ATREME R W E VIR TH B, T, MR IRBE O
FRERELICEb O R WE VI FM b H 5, T 2 OORMIE. MHIFENSKRD T &< FHotk
BTHHLEEZONTEIH, R THERWEAAA S LTEHRALTVWA Y NS 7« 3 =3 XA
THIFLHA B EMTERVEVS#ENE U 5, Stroik and Putnam (2013) (&, [CAT 3%
PEE WS SRR IE I IREG S NS VRFCES LT e BHEEEEY O 7 ~vicls 5] LIREL T
WBH, G RIREDRPTHESN D E VI AFEEA /R LA S b 18 (N5 O HlE A5
FCIREERERI D 5 VIR SO E VS | BB 2RERICEEAREN TV LA

5Th b,

ARETIES FRER LS NS WHSUER C Bd . ThhIREEKD 585 &V 5 Stroik and
Putnam (2013) DRLICEH LT, T D X5 BHEREHIELE OINEZEKRT 2 LIRET b, <
DI & » T IE D & OB ENCRET 2 HFEEFLI T O L S Icikilan s,

9, PO LN OHEECEASNTTP G645 &, 2 OFEIELR (root) ® CP
L T T OMGBHFEMOIRE 3K T 5, COUDEREOMIGE TH 5, T Dkt & LT,
F—io, BOBEREME L CHERHOMME 3R LIn &gt b, Fic, £D CP NEP
TREERIFRAECZVWT &IC 2, b L, 0 CPNEBIC wh RN H 2513, T OHRMEN
BESN B OFEH I 20 CIRAEIZZ ORSETEIE L, BEXINE T E bV, DR,
EE OGO hh SANDBEE G, wh EZRPIHTH A S MIFWHETH A 5D, Fans &
[F75 W0,

V &bhHiC

AR TOHEMETLT 5 &, Truswell (2011) & Narita (2011) DS ORIEZE TR L7828 5
NINGAD & OB E 2T 272010, IRD 2 DDIRERZETEZE L 7o KGR 1 13 Boeckx (2012) D2
KA F o, Kt 2 13 Truswell (2011) DFREAE FHIZ LTV A BITIER S i,

G 1

TEEEH O D & oBdhd, B8 2 ERMIE « JEIHICH S, HENSIEIT X - THE
ran s, IEEEH OG5 OIHOWhEROBE) IHENNCIRERRETH 2 (0F D #i
AN EHER s v S, JETAOwWhEEZR OB BN HGEN S EEIC L - THRra N 5,

st 2
IEETCEI O N> 5 IHD wh ERAFEE) U 7o FH B O O 2R 13 IEREE RIS 2RI £ 56
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F oy W 1 A& BRI T 5 729 Borgonovo (1997) O MM 2 B L. BlEm i 72 Pl
& & L T Stroik (2009) & Stroik and Putnam (2013) D /34 7« 3 =< 1) X L D8N & RHED
St eER Lo

RIS, ANGED & OBE 23T 2 69 —2DIGEIEZRE L TEE /2L, TOHRIIHED
13 Polinsky at al. (2013) i< & % A% 5 (resumptive pronoun) IZ B4~ 2 ikt O FEERFRL TH 5

EROME TR BORKNITER LTV 2HHIZ, HRARGHAMEROHSICEHNS & T
bhdEZELONTE I, PlAIE. (45) T3 which dish 2AREEET (2% b EIEEH O NG
5 OBEHE U TV A, which dish OIREEO A E I HAURGE it B LTV 20T, BO
EXOPRPH B ESFTrah TV 5,

(45) Which dish did Gina think that, although the chef overcooked iz, the guestes were not
upset? (Polinsky at al. (2013: 347))

L %> L. Polinsky at al. (2013) {3, FEEGHEZE L T SBEFE TRV O XA 7 4 T2 E—
71— 1% (45) ODHEHIEIEGEN EFIWid 5, L0 TEEHOMIT L, HRRERNH > Th,
FEEITIZ B OHKIEN ORI SRS VWD TH b, [EROWHIETIE (45) BEBMEN TV &
MLONTEDTH S, 2NE. HHREHOHENEZRET 2DREFEFEIMDTH S L
WO HELRMUZAERE WS T EILB 5, SBFHRERS NICEKRICE 5 &5 1T R
L&D ET20THRAMEDEE % & Polinsky at al. (2013) 35w LTV 5,

ST, BRI (BME) ik B &, Truswell (2011) WEZTE 5 LIl L TV 2 HH 285K
DA T 47« AE=A—ITHI M & ENSHEIET 22 ENZVEITH B, FFMTT
HEPMELLEEEIETHRVD, RIS LR ZEZ o a0 bHNV,

G 3

ETEEI O ING D S OB E) &, FEEREH» & OB E) b REINICIRE S NSV, g ICIRAET
% & TEESOMIMEIR I HEWEOEEZR L, ECTEEHOMINFIZIWE O RE R,
7212 L, IETIEEI» B8 L 28 & 13, EIRR « 2B 078 S 2 0 - X W s A
%o

SF 0, AN, EIRE OGS OBE & IEE» O OB E) & HEEIICTF S S
WA, IEEEI O AINENC PR » T SBFE KIS /R & 5 ICERE « 38R 78 550k 2 i 72
FRIEBEDSE T2 LE0VIREHTHZ, Ll I=< VR 7075 ATIRESNSRE
@ & #tE /] (the faculty of language in the narrow sense) IZHB W TARK X N VR " 5 5 W\ id,
PN T e 322 ) RATIREDMEIE LA, 5 LTI 2 2 &R L TrlfEison
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EWVS R IZE 5,

)

VARSI BARBESCE SN LB HE6TIRIRA v v & Yy A [#EAOFKEME ] (20144E10H
25H. W TRF) TOHHEFERICESOVTVL S, EFORMELE v v R Yy A TR, BA
Gz PARAES RSB AR BRI A, BB AS . SR, Scott Bingham
EWsfchaehbax vy bRYFSEEV, 0L TEHHP L B v, RiF5E I JSPSEH
26370570 Bk =521 T\ 5,

* Boeckx (2012). Cinque (1991)%Z &M D &,

# 0B A Truswell (2011) 1 contingent relation & FFA TV 5,

* Reinhart (1976) D ELA BB I NIz,

P Lo [KERTHIEFICEISNSG] LV XSBT2HMEERCTIBALIEE, T
TRLIEWV, 702, RO 3EEEOREHCIFEMNED S 5 T &1 & 7o, HEAEHIRE O E
HBHIEERBEL TV S,

® Nissenbaum (2000), Stroik and Putnam (2013) b &M C &, % 7o, VPRI & [Hkic. SCUE
NOFEFTER VT &L B, 1L, VbW BNl EDEWEESHIHT 2LV
IS,

" Chomsky (2008)!3. HiDOHHEIZCH ST~DHAICH S EHHLTWB, Lih->T, AT
Es BB U 7ol 2 R 72 8 OB GIETIECE R W HilE T 5 LIRET 5,

® B 15AIT, Hiramatsu (1999)13. FEERFEE 28 L T, MINGASME D #EK [dsyntactic satiation
EFEEN G, MEGFHARLTVWEIBICARBLTLEI LLIBRERS LV AL
TWb, TDIOMINGEIIMDE &5 5 L5 LTV 5, (MHEZMAIC S W TOFERAE
PIXOBEICHERELENS, MEELET C EnEiTch s Libn b,

O PRFED ZEERESTIC S WV TidHauser, Chomsky, and Fitch (2002) &880 & &,
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