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PERIRGRBLIC D T

XA AL

0 FLC&®IC

AR T2, Chomsky (1993, 1994) KB WTREENTW AN ERE T 0
S 2 (minimalist program) DEEARR L ST EHSHE - T, GB #is (government
and binding theory) #$E&A TW72 (1) DHLE R V2T L T—HEEED 50
b ke EEHEET L,

(1) HEeTEErzeEEy 5,

PIF. BilcEEAE H 84 F b ytiiial (Extended Projection Princi-
ple) DFNRE LIPS 12T 5, FfIC3, (1) OBEE(2) YRy &
o ETET 5,

(2) Tns® V oOinigE: (Case feature) (3 Spell-Out D HjIZ A % #%

A T nily
BT BN BEROEIZ(3)-(6)E LTRLTH 5,

(3) =8 (linguistic expression) 13, 4 > ¥ —7 =4 RILBITHHE
(7 BIRDO B SR I NS (2. L) £V ) 6 TH D, (cf. Chomsky
(1993: 4-5, 1994: 4-5))

(4) FEN. HENER, S0RBEIE NS, HIZIE, & 5EOBRKE
(formal feature) (ZEWH (head) DA (checking domain)
CBWTHAINZTIE L 570 0n,!

(5) WWEMERPRIRBW TN TH LI L, W REERPFICE
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WTRARIN TS 5, PF OAEEIM R T 70 Wig v 28 59Spell-
Out DRITFR» T b &, JRAEIIHESE (crash) T3,

(6) LF ToOHEIL, BHAENHELM (overt syntax) TORIEL D L 2%
b B,

1 BNERUBTORE

1HITId, GB B THILTEREL2LELTE W IREEMZ B
EoHBziRk KRS LIz, CoBREIFHOMSNMER2IEHT 5,

L1 REHFEORENMNE

(TR LDEEFRICB W, FIREOEEMERIEINETH LD
T, HGHEE (Projection Principle) #ALE ML, Z OB Hegigeyiciflize &
NBHIERIERLZL N,

(7) e is likely that John is here.

L L, BETEREE Z - T B0 IR L { TEE 5%,

(8) a, Itis likely that John is here.

b. *Is likely that John is here.
DI e, Chomsky (1981, 1982 :10) (&, T332 0 LT 5
ERELI, Tok)lic, ZoBEERTLEMNI, o EENE CERE
BT ERIET A Lich o7,

IIT, ZOBMEPFRRELIBEFUCOWTHEELTA LI, BIZIE. (9)
BWT, fBE L > T AHEITTR L (10)IR L2 0 JHHEE(F-criterion)
bE, EEEinoEREERT 5,

(9) a. John hit Mary.

b. *hit Mary.
(10) ZNENDEII/LIZ1 27500 o &E2 L b, Ho, #hFho 0%
NI 72721 D2 OEIA S 2%, (Chomsky (1981: 36))
OD)IZBCT, BIFE hit DI 6 1% (external §-role) #FITI B~ & 5
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MERIMLT WD, LieH->T, @HEECL->TOD) IS S,
DEC, FEIXICBCTEBIEFGANCE > THHLNLHRZHEL
THET
(11) a, Mary was hit ¢.
b.*Was hit Mary.
(11a) BT, &l Mary (3, BRIEMLE CHF 2 S E2ZITIE Z LM TE
AT, FEMBELBHTI T . nfl 25 FRE2ZITH-> T3, 2OF
e/ A1b) i, AR L7 4 v 2 — (Case Filter) 12 & » THHRS
na, '
(12) HHENEERFHOFEEFRCL WEHW Z HRd &, (Chomsky (1981
49))

1.2 VP AEHEEH
Chomsky (1986b) &, fEd S S LWHEILT & 72§i8E b Z /UM E O T EM
BOOMKIBSETH D LW IRERE LT b, FIZIE, S Infl 2 BELH
L4 2IPTHD,. SIEComp 2EHBELTAHCPTHHENTILDTH S, O
NREEERER VAL, THRBSTEEFZLELT A LI RER, (13) &
LTEWRZ L5,
(13)  (SHErEIzBWT.) [Spec, I] ff EFEsEERIC L » Tz E Nk
FAUE % 67002
Z 2, VP INEENE, (VP-internal subject hypothesis ; cf. Kitagawa
(1986) . Koopman and Sportiche (1991). Kuroda (1988). etc.) &ML
RHADIRREIZOWTEZTAL S VP AEFGREZ RN T 20 T3 HE
FE (Tebb, ¥E (external argument) ) (23§ A HFEME IS, 0 HENE
i L RS NICHEREN D, Lichi»> T, VP AEFHRHAD T T,
[Spec, 1] {3 BEAD FERHE & ITMBRICIE 0 (TR & % 5,
(14) a. [, John, Infilys & hit Mary]]
g g
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b. [ It Infl [, seems that John is here].

g
IS LT, (D RBELTALZREE (BT EEsLELIT 5, 207
HEZIT TR HEEDIRE E LT L, [Spec, I&ilicE - THDLRS
ZEMEND) LG

1.3 & e IkIRGRE
WARIESHRHORE L ER E ORISR 2R L TA LI,
(15) a, [;p John [vp ¢ hit Mary]].
b. Mary believes [;p John to [vp ¢ like him]].
¢, [,p John was [yp hit £1].
d. [ John seems to [vp ¢ like Mary]].
(152)- (15 ISR L2280 LiFIcBb a2 B W T, MEA I, BihzZ
T RHENSRE LN AHOERD LB ELTE NG, 2D, (1B IKBWT
VP HizH 5 &7 John ;UU&TV BETHERITWSZ LB TEL DT, fé’i’
FITID Z LT EBME (WH, [Spec, 1)) ICBIHILAS Tdkbhunhrs
THbd, BIET, 6§ REDREHE LT [Spec, ] IEFETIMNCL->THDS
NAHFE LT WET I MMICELZDT, (15) CHEF B - TE L
RIEGHFBE ORI O T TERITHI S 1) 5,
DOEZ, BROMMIEFEELTAL,
LIGTRZZEIC, THELTEEEZLELTE v HEZRITLED
DT, HOEBUBICEHIRONIILERLET LI ETH-72, L
et T, —HEED & EFOFAFEEICHM S UL, A3 DBELZ T
UL L DI EiTh b, BRHOSMICE L TEl ﬂ@"'\“%ﬁ?ﬁ?ﬂ wbHb,
11z, (16a-b) & (16 c) DD X e SW &% £ 5 1o, RS fRE 31
BRI L < TE R 670,
(16) a. It is raining.
b. I believe [it to be clear that John is here].
¢ . *I tried [7t to be likely that John is here].
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Rl LHEA(17a-b) & (17 c-d DBDX iz b ¥ 5,
(17) a. There is a man in the room.
b. I believe [there to be a man in the room].
c . *It seems [there to be a man in the room].
d. *I tried [there to be a man in the room].
DI LWL, WREIBEPVELTAIER (Thbb, 274 THLHERMN
TIEHTEL, F2iC, WMRHUETEMNCERSNLWERETH 50T, DI
FFERRITIIFERT, IREDH B CHREICHAZING L FHF L H0HHK
ThH b
ZIT EEMICA8) EBELTA LY,
(18) MfHE5FofR I >BRMAE ST 62w,
(18) DARFE & FlAaE T2 EFHC BT 2 2 DD 5, [Spec, [ ~DHEHDHED
LA 72 DI Infl AR E R TE WA, BELT [Spec, I] AR
NBEEIIENTED, 2D LT, A5)-UNICRE 6N BRSO3
RHOMEIHFR 5B, NS 6, THIS T EHE2LEET 5, 35 W) HER X
FEPSMOBELIEHFTEDL, SO LG, WENHEI LW HTEE LW
WRETH 5, KETTE, IO THRIEGHHREAORR 2 H 5 5 v ) 4
RFEHIEZ 2 b, BIT—iEn@wIiiie 5 2o e 3T 5,

2 RRICED (/INERERAA

Chomsky (1993) OFEZE (N3, IREMFEHONRE T BERFIEICREL N
—f e Bk SEE T L) T E LW HEIICH 5,
(19) #&3ED Tense » NP FH{: 138y, L72d¥> T, NP {3 Spell-Out Hjic
[Spec, [Agr T1] 1T _EA78 23 U2 & 70\, (Chomsky (1993
31)
PTodGaTld, SoRER 2 o1k U, R RBOME 2 B REICH
CHNLIMAR RN LREAICHELTIER#RET L, 20 METHRALL
VP NSRS, B2 LE L T2 LI RHERZD F FRAT 5.
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2.1 EREBEOREHT ORI
iz, ECM URoistic BT 2 A OBAER#E ) LIFITowTHEL
TAH LI,
(20) a, We believe John to have been elected .
b. We believe John to have { won the election.
(20 @) TiZ. @EA BIVGEPHE X O EFEMEICHENICHE) EAtoTnd &)
KRZ B, —7F., (20b) TIE, VP AEHEIM X O EEME ICHHENIZH ) L
o Twd kI b, Chomsky DREICHEZ T, Z DBHAENFZENIHOHE
K LRI E N T2 EEE A v, UL LITOEEIC & 5, Chomsky (&,
TENC L A CQDITRLEEETIT b LIREL T 5
(21 ... [agror DP [agro' Lagro V [agro AgrOJ]lve & fopl]]
@DiIEBWT, VIid AgrOZ# ) b2 THAKREERL TWw 5, BRI
JEEEIE A & [Spec, [V AgrO]] 14 ) Eso T, JDEE, AgO@“
RSB EHEENT3 VL, [Spec, AgrO] 1286 5 HINGEOMEHRIEZ AT 5.
& 51z, Chomsky (1993:8) (3. HEAICBT 2 ZofiliEiZ € ECM #UT )
BHL TS, 2F D, THZ &id. ECM i b (21) DR ICE W THIXD
FHELEAOBERAT S L # kT 5,Chomsky 13, %550 AgrOH V
PTG EE L T A DT, HWFHTBWTV A AgrO IZ# Y A5 Di3 LE
DEETE L TRET LA v, b LE I &b, CO)ICTRIN B AT John O FHAL
fosa ) ISR AEERIE W B LD TH A 5 &, Chomsky (1993, 1994)
3. ZOBENCHT ZEERIRIC O TR LB 2% 5 2 Tulon,
OE, HmEQAIIBLTA LD,
(22) a, We consider it to be clear that John won the election.
b. We consider there to be a man in the room.
(22) Tl I consider DX D EFEMEIEFHIMASINTW S LI ICRZ
b, P ZOMEBICEELES TEL ST VWHEEZ, WrXdbDTHS)
o b L. Chomsky #*EET % & 9 1o, ECM BEA i X O EFELF MO E
ﬂii{z\ﬁ' DO LF OBRBTHHETHE. (22128 BEFHRAIIEICE IV
TSI N W il b
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2.2 VP EER

ZOETTIE, Koizumi (1993) %5 5 0% VP G (split VP hypothesis)
ZERET A2 LT Bl Tl L MBICH LT — %32 52 5 2 b
TEBILERT, BRMITIZQ0) L QIR SNG &) eREFHICB T
LIRS A% FE, ECM #f i g R ICHE S L 2 AT, 5
BhrN b L EET 5,

Koizumi (1993) {3, HARMZTHEEL LTEHEZMELTW S

(23)  [agrse AgrS [Tp Tns [ve Va [agror AgrO [ve V,(acc)]1]]]
Koizumi (1993: 112ff) {3, FEEOBFOKKE: (I o b b, AEFEM 3ihu
ECEL T B gL LT, Vy EEHEMIC AgrO 108D B ) A KRE B
L7z, [Spec, [V, AgrO]] 128 ) Ei- - HIUERFANOBEL L RAL
T TE% 6% v, Koizumi i3 & 510, 2)ICBIT 6 V, o V EHEFHm 2w
9 BB ZROE 12 & - T AgrO #AMHEAIEMIC V, 128 ) E2t3 SHEL T
Lo L LZWLARTIE, QOOEICE-TZ m‘)}-}wzg}x NP N RN

(24) a, V., i F M (categorial feature) [T F 2 », HF # FE

(pholological feature) # /K {#EEIFEH (light verb) TH 5,
b. Vo izl [Faffix] v FEVH-T, Vi dbo [Faffix] #
e BAeT %,
R 2 OERIL, BE{IY (stress assignment) o F R O x5
BTHD, IOEKRT, Vo FPFCBOTHHNE MR THLEE2 5, L
L% b, Vo BEFREZ RS w8ty 6 EED PF B os#E A 213
Beb vy, #EE LT, Vo WM T PFIRICELNIEA, ETER W
AR PR R L 2 B, ZoRGUE, SRR 0 B . ¥AA T
[Vo-AgrO-V,] R LI EiIctk»TEEENS,

2.3 B’E
FELVP R T, COEGLTA LS, (25)13Q0a)icxT 5
Spell-Out D REE R LTV 5,

(25)  We [yp, believe [agrop JOhn figro Lvpr & Lagrse to have been elected
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41111
(25) 12 BT, John 13 belicve DFEASERMEZ NS EL2O EEE’J%E@%
MO BT [Spec, AgrO] IC# ) At - Twd, D L9 I, %mf_ﬂgﬁ z
T ECM MiX N DOER AN EE ) B0 Thiud, Q0A LN
DURIGHEBOZED 72, — RN BAER» GBI N TELMEL,
DBEDWARIEGTFRBEOMR L IZ, LIRPADITRLBERTE L, 2F
n.ECM KBTS BWTHED LITHER Z 1T &5 F AR EdAgzni
[Spec, AgrS] Tid7% { FHin [Spec, AgrO] /X756 TH b, ECMEEXICH
W, SEAERYICER D BT SN B ZEMOEF SN MDA E I [Spec, AgrS]
T TS LTV EV) BAFERAZTWIRY . COREEZNE F L DT
29 5%,*
ECM#3CIcB LT, AEFAMXOEHEICR 2 2ER/EBRICI, EH 2 TR
D ER->Tn Bl EZETE 2 EI2Y 5,
(26) a. I've believed John, for a long time now [4 to be a liar].
b. I have found Bob, recently [4 to be morose]. (Kayne (1985),
Postal (1974), cited in Koizumi (1993: 117))
27 a,*I've believed for a long time now John to be a liar.
b. *I have found recently Bob to be morose. (Koizumi (1993: 118))
(26) £ Q1) DI ILATRT & 9 1T, REFAMIXOEFER, EHOBFELEMT 5
BEO AR b T UT S 5w, RBE R EHIT 2 BIER IR OAABINIC
HbNdI EHFTELRVWDT, (26a)iCBIT5 john & (26D)I2BT 5 Bob i3
EEHNICERLTWBEEZ S, 2D 2 ki, ECM @O AR EFR X D EFED
@EB’\J%%@%F?@F&%T‘ BEICEEIICREN LA - Twd I 2 FKRLTWw 2
CODIRLZE) TEROERICHERERLTAL ) KFEOV D
T’é:ﬂf& I LARGE L7z T, ECM BiER o 4% 3P (S BRAE RO EEAR I D B
BECH R N TIRZ b2, (28) Tl 25) DA LIZRL ), VP AT
AR & N7 #5040 7% [Spec, AgrO] IKBBIT 5 2 L2k > T, ZOZRAYH
BB &,
(28) Pre-Spell-Out :
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We [vp; consider [agror fagro Lvp1 & [agrsp to be clear that John won
the election]]]].
CIT. (29) 2 IRET B,
(29)  FERHE, 200D 5 FEM EMBAOBURE R THAICR - T, Wk
BILFAENRS,
HIFY) DT, (28) D [Spec, AgrOICEEAHRA S NS, #iF & LT, (30)
DETRPGZ b5,
(30)  We [vps consider [agrop it tgro [ver & [agsp to be clear that John
won the election]]]].
GO &) LHEOED) IS 2RSS LT, ERRA 2253 2560
IR BT B RE T,
(31)  a. [agse Lve Jokn hit Mary]].
b. John believes [agspr to [ve Mary like him]].
C, [aerse was [yp hit Mary]].
d. [agrse seems to [vp John like Mary]].
bL, GDIRBWTURHERASBHIALETEE, 45 ) v 7FREINIE
BRBANEREE2EDI LICh b, HBELLT, IRERLF IS L\TEEZ{“T
b, CHEHIT, Q) A I NIREILERLFRE D LTI, Ho
EFRES>T VR Tns DT ENSE I & b7 (32) DA IR
LILbhZ LT b,
(32)  a. [agsr Lis=T-AgrS]{vs raining]]
it~insertion
b. We [y, consider [agor figro [ver & [agrse to be clear that. . . .]]]]

if-insertion

2.4 PRO

Z 2T, HlELEREE (control predicate) DFXICOWTHE L TA LS, GB®
Tl SOOI O EFENE ICIE PRO 24T 5 L HE ST & 72, AR
Tl Martin (1992) (29~ T, (I-G#KET %, (i) PRO (LM B W
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T 2% (null Case) I8 SN b, () 224513, LITICEIT 5 3 DO %
o Tnsic k- THRASNS, #1ic. FEEE (nonfinite) TH 5,
(33) a.*John said that PRO like Mary.
b. John promised Mary [PRO to bring the beer].
# 912, Fukui and Speas (1987). Lobeck (1990), Saito and Murasugi
(1990) & FEkT, [Spec, T] iodh 2EHR LIHERTEI—E (Spec-head
agreement) DMMRICH 5. ZDEKEROIEEH D Tns 13, VP EREFF T,
(34) a. John wasn'’t sure he’d [v» win the race], but [he tried [+» PRO
[+ tollve el].
b. ?*Mary claims to not [vp like basketball], but she appears to
[ve e]. (Martin (1992: 11))
%312, B2 AT 2 & WXORERIZEBREN T % (Stowell
(1982)),
(35) John promised Mary [PRO to bring the beer].
(35) 12 B> T, John #* Mary IZ#H L 72 ¢l MERONEZ 2 0RES
Tz,
PRO 351122 TH 50T, VP WEENGREZIRA L25a . SRR
WM B[ Spec, THEBEIL T 5 LI3E 2 v, RiC, #oAaFni Tos
DIEHEEILTT LRE L TAH LI fEk, PRO (3 whilif & (3874 ) wanna
EREHT EMESNTELY, COBBARM SN TV, ERITE-T,
HIFREED R LD Tns DZEHEMEIT LF B W THRA I NS0T, BHERHRH
HMPEADEBETIZ, 22 VPHICLYE-Twa, LT, 36y s
Spell-Out BFHFEIRIZ (36 b) & 7% 5.°
(36) a. John wants to leave the room.
b. John wants [¢r e to [y PRO leave the room]1]
(36 b) I2 BT, wants & to DI PRO ML Tniene b L ZOGHFIE
Lia7Ze 6. wanna #5813, want & to D (whiEBC¢HN PRO THi) &
FHRAEL L WIFICHRETH B &) BRIFTESRD D LK,
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3 EEHICETISILNDEE

THIZ TRz LE LTS, LI BRERRIT LI L o - TR BT
ADHEIZH LT, Q) BREL A, I TlE. BN it & there Ioxt
LTBN-CB8)2MRETEII LT . CNLDERDELIHNCHT 28354 5%
UM TEDL I L ERT,

(37) a, EEO it IIBEEL ¢ HHEEE,
b. E#D there IR EFOH, ¢ FEEXR

(38) there [Z{EFIHEEE (scope marker; Williams (1984)) TH b . H-.
TEAE SRR (existential quantifier) T& 2 A& & 54 2 e Icm
FE L 72 i Auid 7 & 7% s,

3.1 FE#O there
Chomsky(1991) TiZ. there XD b 4L LT (B9 -4l 2 HIF T 3
(39)  there RESIIZ I +H0,
a, There is a man in the room.
b. A man is in the room.
(40) AEHFIL, there 123 LTH 2HOBERNMRIZH S LT, oo
TEZFN % there DIHEE (associate) & IRds),
a, There is a man in the room.
b. *There is true that he is honest.
(41)  BhEZ. there & Tl { BMER & —3 2R,
a, There are lots of women in the room.
b. *There is lots of women in the room.
LToOMGRTIE. SNLDREICH LTEME 52 Tw <,
9O, (39a) & (39D) Ikt L TRI—DHIERGE (42) 2HET 5,
(42)  [agrsp. . - [ve is [s¢c a man in the room]]]
be BhEFA AV (small clause) # & 2 & W5 4 HFICBI L i3, Chomsky (1991,
1993, 1994). Lasnik (1992, 1993). Safir (1987) &% &M, (42)lcBWT
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BB E ¢ man HEEFOLRELTA L ). TDOHKFMIIEAER I [Spec,
[T AgrS]] %0 L), 22 CEEOBAEZITE, HRELT, ) (=
BID)DERELHENS,

(43)  [agrse [a man]; [is=T-AgrS]. .. [yr & [sc 4 in the room]]]

SRS B C be BIFRIC, Lasnik (1992, 1993) DR T4 (parti-
tive Case) »REEMICIEE SN D LIRE L TA L ) . B 5 287 S L7z be B
S, A B RO LM OBREE A LT U3 % 5%, Belletti (1988) |
Lasnik (1992, 1993) £&25E5E4 5 & 5 12, # &3 Z 7N OF D E (definite)
DBEBRETIL LA WwET 3 &, there liic BT 22 (definiteness) DR
PPN D, Thbb, BoEE DOMEERIAELAANCLITNE L L%
Vi, 2T, WAHOBAICOWTLILLELIRTAL ), Lasnik(1993)
B> T BRI I3RS (structural Case) T& Y. LF 2B \T [Spec, [be
AgrO]]THRASN S EET 5 L. (39a)icxf§ 5 Spell-Out BpDFRE LF
FoRIZ, TREN, (44) L (45) &% B,

(44)  [agrsp there is. . . [vp & [sc @ man in the room]]].

(45)  [agrsp there is. . . [agror [a manl; tagro [ve & [sc 4 in the room]]]
oz, 3T TR LA LD 12, there i3 ¢ TR RV TWE L HFE, WBDE
> AgrS (3 there T LT ¢ KMEDMAZRITI e TE LW, L LD
DEBMEEE g man ThH b, b L. FiH AgrS PEHEERD ¢ Bk BAT
2OTHNIT. W) DERVHLENEZTHS ),

(46)  [agrse [la man];-there] [agrs is]. . . [agror & fagro [ve & [sc 4 in the

room]}]]

(46) 12 BWT, BLEZE ¢ man 13, THiD [Spec, AgrS] i2H 3 there IZFHn
LT3, ZnLE, AgrS DfD ¢ R LPHEERNL 2 ¢ RIEIFEL
TwTidhbw, EELTBE2720wnl3, AgrS Db ¢ Rk &, BEIC AgrS
DAL TWAEED ¢ BHIFBL T TR L 6L 0nEV) ZETH D
Bk - T, BEERORED ¢ KRR ¢ RIEE. FEHEL TR
BTHAWIEIThb, SO NG, BEER LG -HOBIRICH LI L
(Thbb, (A1) D) »WEPILE,
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—R LT, UNBZomificky aREAN LI cBbh s,
(47) a., A manisn’tt in this room.
b. There isn’t a man in this room.
CZETOHEWICHY &, WID)ICBL T, BlER aman I LF 2B WTHE
o [Spec, AgrSTIc#E N Ebi) . 22T ¢ REDBEZZIT A, BRLLT,
U7a)lcfl2 LE AR 26 835, L2 AW, FEEIE, Ta)lid8a) k
(48 D) DIFROB THEBRTH 555, (47b) 1348 a) DEEFR L2 b /2%,
(48) a. There isn’t any man in this room.
b. There is a man who isn't in this room.
IHEFTIE, WIbITBWT, BEEERD nof DIER (scope) Dbz Hh 5
RN Z L 25 S N s
ZET, (472) b (47 D) ORIDRRDE L I, there 5 (49) (= (38)) DFIE
Hol bbbl b LRET S,
(49) there (I{EFAEUERTH V. B0, FEMEFTH 5 A8 Ll & JExt
FREICmBEAE L 2 AuUd e 5 70, (ef. Williams (1984))
(50) M o A EMFEET E2DIE. « B FFE (dominate) &,
B, a 2B L TWRWETOREKIE vy 76 2 XETIEETH
N, ZOERCE S, (cf. Chomsky (1986b: 8))
Bl aPBICERHENBIDIE, ad B OLETHON (segment) ITTHE
NTWBERIZIR 55, (cf. Chomsky (1986b: 7))
7b)Icx§ 5 LERRGD 2HELTH LI,
(52)  [agrsp [oplop @ man]; [pp there]] is. .. [yegr 00t [agror & figro [ve &
[sc 4 in the room]]11]1]
(522 B VT, there & EHHER g man (3. HWITHTE 2 mEEHT 2GS H
be ZDL) A, U9 NESRE T, MR ¢ man @ [Spec,
AgrO] » 5 [Spec, AgrS] ~OBEHIMNICE AL BELTA LS ,7 #ERE
LT, 7263 5RRIZGI) &%k b,
(63) [igrse there is. . . [agror L@ manl; figro Lve & Lsc 4 in the room]]]]
LEF#RGNICB T, @ man I3 not DIEREONITH T ST Av, L
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et T, (47D IS BT IR O IEERRIESE» N D,

O DEP B S 6T, O)DFHEREC 2 LW TE S, ZHUT. (54 IR
L7z & 5 12iERE there (3, £ N MEHITT R EFAELRAE RV T 2R
BIHERTELWILTH D,

(54) *There is true that John is honest.

3.2 EEOIt
GSIIZREND LI ic, S I N HrEEL LTHwND L, T
I & —HERT I LA D B,
(55) That he'll resign and that he’ll stay in office seem at this point
equally possible. (McCloskey (1991: 564))
O, G6)EHEZTAHL I,
(56) a.*It seem at this point equally possible that he'll resign and that
he’ll stay in office.
b. It seems at this point equally possible that he’ll resign and that
he’ll stay in office. (McCloskey (1991: 565))
(56 a) & (56 D) DI S S L YIS, EHOPEFLLTHWLNS
. ZOMEEZTH 2SI, B —BERE LW, 2D DI,
FEETEICH B IERO it IR E — B ER T, TOHEER. 6N (=@Ta)D
BED HEBPNS,
(57) EEO It IERIEL ¢ KlE2FD,
EHIC L o T RO it 13 (EFO there LI3R% D) ¢ FEZFOOT, AgrS
32 DORANERICH B it D ¢ BEERMAT 2, S 512, 2 AgrS 3 EETIF
D ¢ FELBAT DT, RO it R ¢ T & BHBROFED ¢ K
B L CnZe TEZ b kv, TOERZHHAZLTWENIE, (56a) TiF%x <
(56D)TH b,
ORI, JERO it PEERCE DL WEHEZF L TA LI,
(58) @, *[agsp it (agrs are][ve % [a man in the room]]].

b. *[agrsp it [agrs i8] [vp & [many women in the room]]].
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. *[agrsp it [agrs are][vp & [many women in the room]]].

d. *[agrse it [ages i8] [vp & [a man in the room]]].
(B ITB VT, EfD it & AgrS & be HFHAN=HD ¢ FERHAILL T TR
e b7, (58a) & (58 ) IF T EREM LT, Lk » T, (58a) &
(58¢) D AgrS IIMAKRTH D VD ¢ RIE 7203, HFAWD ¢ KDY D
LSRRI eI IREL i(ﬂ%’i‘i‘%o ok eiEic, (58a)-(68d) &
TIOWTELL I EIE, Eioit, $7203, BHEEXKO Y E 500 ¢ KD
BARZITONEWELT JETHDH.S TIE, AgrS #F ¢ RIEMADKZUC
FTRLEDP—ONHTH LI LITEET S, L L7 %6, FEMEIIBT
BRERO it DFFALL, R LT, IREDBHERZRC 2 LI0% b,

pelU]
I

4‘ =]

AREETIE, BRI B O SRR BAMHGE L 2 L R RE L2, BEr
23, GO LA LS 1o, St aE R V % Tns OGBS

Spell-Out DFICHA SN Tk A bhw i) Bk bl L EIRL
720
(59) HREHEROGE, Thbb, BlISTEHEFLELTEI LI
V = Tns O35 Spell-Out DETIC, MAZF Z iU 17:,(*

L7pwkn g TR SN NS,
(60) TlE, HNEY FITIZ L » TIOERIGLEN T B,
60) a. [, John [vp ¢ hit Mary]].
b. John believes [, Mary to [vp ¢ like him]].
¢. [ Mary was [vp hit £]].

. [ John seems to [vp ¢ like Mary]].
“b\%@%)ffk£of HERANER B R WA, GDMERS N
BEREIRAS NS LEL,

(61) JEEElE. ZNhth 2 EEHM LERAOMBRE R THEICR - T, Wk
EIZIHASN D,
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ED DT, 3HITIE, B It & there iIKBIT 5 (62) & (63) DIE» &, TH
DHMDECHHATEDLZ L BR L7,
(62) a, JEFED it (IEEEL ¢ BlEE,
b. E#EO there T2 O, ¢ T2 K<,
(63) there IIfEFABUZMTH V., B>, FEKERFATD 2 NELFAM 2 N
TR M U 1 g 57200,

E

* AR, BEBRERESES 40KE (19954 4 8 22 B, REHBRS)
DY RV LTAOBEBRELLERCMELEEEZMZ230TH 5,

1 (DeBwT, FEHX L HoBAHEKIIFFN, ()-t)icfe->T, {UP, ZP,
WP, H}, {UP, ZP, WP} & LTE#HIN 3,
(i)

XP;
/\
UP XP,
ZP,/\X,
TN
WP/\ZP2 X, YP

() MWAMEN  EEW o DM (residue) ICEENBEEDHE y 2L ->Th,
EFNZHRICKEET 53 E L 2 EA TV S &) hiehis ks,
i M o OFLAHEBRALRS (o 2XET 202 T2 L% 55 DhofK
BeGHeg) A3 NBADEAY S, (DEEH o, (2)a FHE (D
T ELBHO—DRERENT VDI L) TEBENEA. (3) Mo 3
WEERWI2L o,
2 Pollock (1989). Chomsky (1991, 1993, 1994) ZEo 4% Infl K3 (split Infl
hypothesis) ##RH L7234, [Spec, I] fi&(Z [Spec, AgrS] ¥ LTE Wiz
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Lb,

3 VPWEHESDHESERICHEELTWRELTY, THBELTETEL2HLELT
By WS ERMMENTWL I LRI R bR v, b, TOREIER
LTWw B EEME L, SEEERICEITS [Spec, ] fIETH L5 TH 5,

4 FEETEHXO VP NICH - 7B EKIE. #iX® [Spec, AgrS] ICyrbH L L
{ Effio [Spec, AgrO] CBEIT 220 Ltk v, ZOA, VP NEENEN
PRI DB THEEEI AT, FHFAORKEBEL S LHHT LAV Lk
Vv, L L%aed s, COMBEIIMIEE (anaphor) 12X 5 WK (binding
domain) DEHEDIEH LISWTHREENS, I, Chomsky (1986 a) THW
61’!.( W A AHE A (Complete Functional Complex) 130w TR

FLLTA L VP NEEEMIC A 5 813, BH O AgrOP = TILKT 5.
n-@ﬁif?k@‘i’f M & 2 > TV BEBMNIEATRIIC L > TR S L 5,

5 B0 want (3B PROOZER 2 MATE M e BRI 2 5L T
7 5720, SHUE, T BB EICHERN AR »Sb (10 & 5 2K
PHETIPHTH D,

(i) I want [cp e [+p John to leave the room]]
DOERIE, (HOEFRP L PRICB T B SUERNBROBEIERET 5 S ET
%o
F7, (ICBIT S Johnli. LF T [Spec, ClIHEIL for Ik » THEHRAZ
N EHET 5,
(i) I want [cp for [+ John to leave the room]]
6 [Spec, AgrS] 125 % there 1IN L2 BLEER ¢ man OULEIZ. AgrS DM
BB, AN T2, 1 BH,
BYH R A LF 12 B W T there ICHIT 5 2 LISk 5 B4 » 2REIC2NT
{Z. Chomsky (1991, 1993, 1994) % Z:HH,
7 there ~NOAFIMALE T L 23 2 L I2 D ToHR%EICE L T, Chomsky
(1994) #Z:H,
8 {BL. CoOmMRIT eoizid, MR FEEE N2 Agr BHEEC
Lo THAZZFTAI > TiE b, FlZIE, (58D & (58 dicBun
T, EfiD AgrS 7 it @ ¢ FHEEFME L. —F. AgrO »BHEED ¢ Kk
PHAT % 6E, RERIRT2THAH. Lizd->T, QoL eflE
BRI HLERD B,
(i) therefiXIcTBWT
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a, AgrOid ¢ FERACHLTREETH 5,
b. AgrO3fFE LA wo T, BLBERIT AgrS L BARGREZ & 32 hid
L b,
FRREOBETIE, (B4 (a)-(b)BoBRITRRENE ZICLTHEL,
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Synopsis

On the Extended Projection Principle : A Minimalist Approach
By Mitsuhiro Ohmura

This paper concerns the effect of the Extended Projection Principle (EPP)
(Chomsky (1982: 10)), that is, the phenomenon that clauses always have sub-
jects. The Government and Binding Theory stipulated that clauses must have
subjects, since this requirement could not follow entirely from the Projection
Principle (Chomsky (1981: 38)). Thus, the expletive subject must appear at
least at S-structure in (1), while it does not need a §-role.

(1) It is true that John loves Mary.

The problem is that the requirement at issue shares certain effects redundantly
with Case theory and #-theory. I argue, adopting the minimalist framework
(Chomsky (1993, 1994)), that the stipulation that clauses must have subjects
may follow from the general checking requirement on formal features. The
relevant assumptions are as follows :

(2) Case features, ¢-features, operator features, inflectional features, etc.

must be checked.

(3) “Strong” features are visible at PF and “weak” features invisible at PF.
These features are not legitimate objects at PF. . . if a strong feature
remains aftef Spell-Out, the derivation crashes. (Chomsky (1993: 30))

(4) The accusative Case feature of V and the nominative Case feature of
Tense are strong in English.

(56) An expletive may be inserted into the phrase marker I only if it enters
into the Case checking relation with a head.

In the raising constructions in (6), the italicized DPs raise overtly to [Spec, [T
AgrS1]. Tense checks their Case features and then discharges its own strong
Case feature.

6) a. [agrse T-AgrS [vp John hit Mary]].
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b, [agrsy T-AgrS was [yp hit Maryl].
¢.  Lagrse T-AgrS seems to [vp Joim like Mary]].
The expletive ingertion is also driven so that the strong Case feature of Tense
may be discharged before Spell-Out. In (7), for example, the expletive DP # is
inserted into [Spec, [T-AgrS]], where its Case feature is checked by Tense.
(7) Lagese Lis-T-AgrS] true [that John loves Mary]].
It is also claimed that the effect of the EPP found in the complement clauses of
the ECM verbs can be handled under the split VP hypothesis (cf. Koizumi
(1993)).
(8) We [yrs consider [agror fagro Lvp1 & Lagrse to [vp John loves Maryl]]]1].
(9) We [yps consider [agror fagro Lves fv Lagrsp to be a man in the room]1]].
Since the Case feature of V is strong in English, DP John in (8) must raise
overtly to [Spec, [V AgrO]]. As for (9), DP there is inserted into [Spec, [V

AgrO]] so that V may check its Case feature.





