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1. FC&Ic

AREE, ZDOHRDOFRTHE) whiXDZREEZH L2 LD TH 7, 2k 5
2H LD, BESHFELEOBE THLWERHONICZ > Twa MRERIEY <
SRR, THDNEp, TERICHY ORI, Tho<ED, Lo [
T, wh HEX DT SRR RD L & BURFIANIc i 2 T T
:mfni HERA - AT L, e L CiRE - ZRoOMGT L L 0ETH L EE
WY BWEITT » T b,

AEL, FEARMICIIMNL L7z 2 03— b L Do T2 Wk, ok
2L oTwb, Part I (§ 1~33) (3 wh BRSO BRI & RIS 5

;:u?ﬁ% (Wh-Interrogatives: Superiority and Interpretation), Part II (3§ 4~7 %)

PIRRAET DR L 8 1B 2 3%  (Relativization: Derivation and Struc-
ture) &> THED, £EEH CRE LD THIREE (reconstruction) y DS
THb, 2F ), HEEIRIVBIOTHIE, BilId 20758 w5 3L
270, WIZHREIREI VBT O THINIEBEIT v & v i A

(cf. Chomsky 1995: 71-74), LIF, 2D 250, ¢— Dk z,\%%ﬂ%nfyﬁ
BLTHEEEmMZ %,
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2. Part I (8 1~3 & wh RN OBAEHR CER) OHE

1T, SR E BN A EEA RS . KIS 2T, B

Iixhﬁkc‘: IJ\/\:L)I%«‘H (Minimal Match Condition) ##il, EHICHEIET
AP & RIR R T 5.

iT 5 1 BRI MANE: & BT & OBBEEEIC D W TS, BRI

3 ¥ 3 ¥ Kuno and Robinson 1972 2B W THENIH T HHlk & LTS
N nT, TOWEIZLITO 3 RUSEHT N,

(1) a . BERERFE wh 3EICEH 5

b EMHRIBIOR TS 5
ERLEEN R o> wh YER R BN 25 A4 S

RETIIZ D 3 ODOHET N TITKIRT 2T, #amr B s, SOk
BB ER M (crossing) (SR LAWBlE LT, v/ v T I7ET

(Lebanese Arabic, LIFLA) #JEX(©2), Q)% T\ 5, _ﬂﬁ)@fé'l HzBw»

T3, wh-insitu (wh,) % Twho BHK, Tid7% < Twhich ®H, TH 254
ZOICEERKIEICE BT 2 2 2 b, F OISR ISR S e
LNEXRELDTH S,

@ *[ep why . [1p - Listana - resumptive pronoun; ...J ... wh, ]

@) *[ep wh o [1p o Listana - Why o) o xq )]
@) TIZFRACL 5 & wh, (in-sitw) BBA W% CHEET, 3T wh, (in-situ)
Y ox, (why DI PBHWE CHEILE v, ZRICL22Db LT I0 26l
LA TIHEMEEGOEK %Y, X LA b, fit->TINHLE, Kuno and
Robinson 23 2 KMl & 70 V), BEIRMBOBE CEBMTEL VI LTk
5,

RKITHE 2 BT, COMBERBIT 5 o/ A% (Minimal  Match
Condition) 7$EIE3 N5,

(4) Minimal Match Condition (MMC)

A wh-operator must form a chain with the closest XP with a [+ wh]

feature that it c-commands.
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MMC FFERIZD P H5MT, 22T ) Mg (chain) & [THFRE S LT
SLo ey, HHEFLAHE 24 (Match) €230 TH B, L
ZHGE B (the Bijection Prmmple) EEMAADLENIT RN, ()X E
LIS HRT & 5, D2 DT, Tb R L wh, 3R 5 B3

%iﬁﬁmt 128 B 728, MMC 2 & 2 MDA TH L Ll k> T L Z
9o TOFRERGEFIIC LI L% B, G)THREET, MMC & 2 HgtH
BEZLD, XL D,

S LI 3 ETIE, FHREITHY CEAMAAIIT (f. Watanabe 1995,
Hornstein 1995) ZiltH L7%dss, ZMEERMXOBREHERT 5. £ ORI,
ZHEFMXOBIRE LTRUTD 3 >G5 HERET 5,

(5) a . BIEIEMR (functional interpretation) (wh BRI o Brn bR

(quantificational phrase [QP]) X HIFEAEM T 5454 @ fHMEEL A
R D Z AT %,
b . ArECAYEEE (distributive interpretation) (wh SERFR A thoy e bR
EREAERT 284 ARSI ZIT v, MESIERERZ T 5,
c. T Y A MER (pair-list interpretation) (wh BERIFA o> wh BERTG
EMBAERT 558 L SIS bR L RIT 5,

1 Z1¥, Which woman did every man invite? & \»5 QP/wh &30 %
U B faR 258 1§ % & THis mother.y A& 2 L7 275, ZHITHHE
IR % W4 % &, TJohn invited Mary, Bill invited Sue...; ZW[fE7% %2
Eh b, BT YA MERE, SRR EFENATSH 555, AETIE LA
F— g DHFLEIID E ZOMHEIRL TRINT 5, 20N, wh/wh BRI
1213 Tense 1 & 2 fHIGZMUD M E N DDA L (5¢), QP/wh BRI 125
FUFEREN LT LTHSE (Bb),

3., Part II (B4~7F  BRAZGORE 88 0BE

B4 BT TR EMRFIEIEE . (Head-Initial Relative Construction
[HIRL]) %4\, % 5 3 TIRFEL BT R BRI EHRE X (Head-Final Relative
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Construction [HFRL]) # vy, 96 HTIEIMIAGE LIREZRL, HTHET
EPAERRAET (L2 A - 28T 5,

Parc ITI2HWT Y Part I & [WAE, L2 B0 2Wr (diagnostic) & LT
BT BETHRIE—ELTED, 2 TRELHT Head) KBTS 2 0ED
EAWT 5D THNTS %,

F 9 4TI, WFEP LA BEMIC L TR RBGRSH 2RI . 2
Z LIEREO BRI 0TI B L T, 70 R 5 90 SEAIEE & T NP 0
frE ([yp NP CP] w9 fhmstim s#rasEh (cf. Chomsky 1977) &
o TWT, ZOMRBRFIGNO wh B\ FOBD & v s B L
T, T4 (Head) & BMRFAME & OBMREATE ) DMAREIC SN TR W E 50T
Ho7z, Kayne 1994 132 9 o 7kBicEEf 2 2 L, Brame, Schachrer,
Vergnaud &0 70 XD ) L1 (raising/promotion) i # Hi% ¢ 5 -
T, BMEREORGGE 2 [, D CP] 92 & & bic, &0 CPREMMH
O BIFBE R L7,

ARFTIE NS DRATHIRZ JERE - Hir SR BT, LUTFDRITRT 2 FMH
D BRI 2 RIS 5, EAFDILEAR E 5 BRI IS x LT b ki

2EHT, WL [pp DCP] v il (complementation structure)
— L72Er MmO TEETH S,
(6) IEFE 2 MO PIRFE
o8 Ik e

¥ A7 TG % 185 98 wh | LAFMOTHEETA | L4 LFBEIT | Hilbhs
Al 5

wh BERE R Y 4 7 IR | BRFOTMERT | BRIIEEER SN L | WG
ER % wh BIRRRE | A LT RIT 5

mB, 247 TIREM (type I determiner) 1%, the forty men, every ten
minutes, all fifty Vikings 12317 % the, every, all ? & 5 (28 (number
expression) L IRATREL DD TH Y, A TUREFH L, 2 THWLDE
89 (cf. Carlson 1977: 525),

5 5~6 FTIE, HEIEECHARFEEEN & L TEATIRTEBGRE 2% o



hEFE TSR RN LI DP Tld %S NP Thd L3N, B35
PSRRI OIRERE (3 [y CP NP] w9/
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Hideh NP Thb I L b,

5 Rk &

1994: 15ff.),

TIN5, Tl
MFEMGERS (antsymmetric syntax) ZHFFT H I LI

3373 /C(i, nlmnl{‘t@] H’R'“
BBz 95, 2ZToMmzUTOL ) ZRICEFLDTASL,

FEHAIT, G AN R
L% 5 (cf. Kayne

129

PR

SR B X

LA IS - 305 5 2 &4 & D Pare I &1k

(7)
Yok (HIRL) LA(HIRL) | "[EFE(HFRL) | B4 (HFRL)
NP #8) X X O X
DP Bl O O X b
S-F R O (@ @ X
R DIEEAER O O O O
i S e Fe Rk | A i kR

DR, FEHFRO P

SR L

FERFL, B L ERBC

BHZFHENZL T 3380 o8 ieTh

Byl sea

9 LA SRR, PERTBRIC

» D, (PEED NP BEIDEA

5%,
(8)a.
DP fz@mszm
b. A
c. BAFITEARL
A, BUHAEE
4, % &

SHHSETRE T H 5o (ERES LA 0

CBY L TR SR RET

CTHHEEATIRET H 5. (GBS ERBOTSE-T RO

DIEBBLL T &2 & 502, AR wh (D 22 - 72 NET, 2D A

%5 LA S hfE
MERELLTWELZD

275
iR

BRI DG F THAAATHRLTEBY,

RHARBEDOFT— 2 L ZEAR G, & I 5 BUIRE BRI
BARNICEATY S, HICEEREM O L TR, B
FOFERME D 3G EREL
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TV B ETRERBKINTS 575, ZOHFFEIC OV TUILD TERRFEED? 5D
mm%‘imﬂéilﬁm B2 1F Engdahl 1986 1%, ~7 ) 2 MEHR (S EHIFEHR)
IR ER Ry — RSB B W e F5EL Tw b L, Groenendijk  and

Stokhof 1984 &%, ~7 U A MER (SECAYIRIYD & BIEEOMRIR & (34 & BI1R

BnEfHltTnd
if:f%&}f—ﬂﬁﬂhn@ﬁﬂﬁkl} LTCl3, Kayne 1994 DI@GFIEEMREL (universal

base hypothesis) DIZIE LK THA L, 2 0# 10 W ZEDO 5 o583k

ENTELRLOD, ZOWMTFAIIML T, Kayne 2T 52 L0 HIR

— 7% NA f%otot;%#A (&, FFED 2 FHOBFRFRE O e & b

WERL, & HICEAFGRAT R RS T LT AT A ks 2 38 5 %

E, o Liiie—RziELtt iR 5,

5. #& &

REDLRIFER & LT TIRE Y < SGEREHL & TEpRicdey < SOk
MO % ERT 5720, EFEBIC G EEIFAET 5 L v ) itk (Grammar
seems to contain redundancies.) b 5N, HE/DMROSGEFEMEE HiFT w9
OIS LTAB L, iIPFRIRE LEWEHIRERITHDIELD I 0,
Lan L7eh b, wh 30 L 5 Mol SORITSE B TEE L FESHGUCYT 5
MELCHFELRMLTEY, AFIZ OFTHBIGFTEICE > TEHD LI
TH 5 EIIME IR,

ZE TR
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