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(ATl & v sha)

Im, Chegyong. 2002. A Minimalist Approach to Korean Multiple
Subjects: A Strong Derivationist’s View. The Linguistic Association of
Korea Journal, 10(3), 57-76. This paper attempts to provide an alternative
explanation for the licensing of Korean multiple subjects in whole—part
constructions, inalienable possessive constructions, and locative inversion
constructions under the assumptions of the strong derivationist’s view.
Adopting Epstein and Seely(1999)'s assumption that LF and PF access each
syntactic object at each point in a derivation, we propose that NP2 of
multiple subjects pure-merges with the predicate, constituting a TP, T of
which checks the Nominative Case of NP2. The syntactic object comprised
of NP2 and the predicate, a compound predicate, participates in the syntactic
operation with NP1, where the Nominative Case of NP1 is checked. We
also cautiously propose that the Case marker “-ka/-i” is attached at
Morphological Structure(Halle and Marantz 1993) because we assume that
the honorification in Korean is not narrow-syntactic operation but pragmatic
operation after Spell-Out.

F Ao (key words): & T (multiple subjects), # 47 2](minimalist), 4 =%
= (strong derivation)

of HaFoo o8 MEES
BES AR =L et
29 o] &(Chomsky 1993, 1995, 1998, 1999)
o] AAE o] F o]F Folo FFAL A&stEE FAE AEE A
Z1el whel G239, Chomsky(1995)9] A Mol &9 EtelA FFolE
95 A2 3 (multiple feature checking)¥ #9142 92| (procrastinate) &
Adrgste] 3 Yang(1996, 1999, 2000), Kim(1998) % ©]& H]#3 Yoon



58 A7

(1998), Im(2000) %< L&, Chomsky(1998, 1999) A < =](Agree) %
&3 (Probe) ¥ H3E(Goal) 29 7de]l AAEH o]F o]E &3 Moon
(2000), Jung(2001) &9 ZF o Y § Atk a8y T IFE o
A3 spell-out °ldelE, PF @Al AAE SFEALE(EPP)E A4 AL
sl84 Add 2HY JMESE =Ysta o™ Chomsky(1999)el A<t
W X ZF(derivation by phase)®] AlS F&3] AEA Xsta Ut
o] E=ERAdA EEeE =E JAH‘HE A 3}s)
derivationists)®] 947&S FHst] T F o A
s4S B st

o

O

= AEZEEA(strong
}4e drgstels 7f

032

1.2. d7¥ 4

o] FFolE AHYstE EAlE ol FolE Ay EA BA
A oAfeh, ¢4 Folol FAEIS FEL AAvbe] dF =
FAHAZANE “-71/-0]"R AT RAA7, Folo FAKI WA 2E
A4S T 5& INFLE & AQ7} ofyd AGRi s A7t AGRE A%
o ojo] AGRE EHEZE
gho] i, yolrt Fx4, A4 =
A, ofe] AL A FiL PR iR e (o]t EPP)EY 2 F
o]2 Ay Ao ol=r|7tx B Ayt k. Wk olymt &9 “F
test”dll AFEE= “-A7eF “-E79 384 Ve s TS 848 At
gk AT A FE A “Foftest”dl AR EE dl&o]o] Gt} gFalo] o of
of 2 HE AHe AFE Q). sEH FFojdd dd =olv dofER
Wl oo} A HAFo o]de A4 =R IgsitaE Fole A

4 QgeA Fe FEAL 93

RS

of me oy Fxe 7THEFY MAAHo wE o, T AT &
(framework)2] Zfoleol] W& o] Fo] Wor o BT 4y & £& gl
3 HAaF olFd Aet® hErA AFg 2oF FAHE Holwa I
gotS AAI g, o] & 8] 4 “-TH/-o]"E FHAXRAR QAL FF

= wsiAle] 4], NPL, NP2 & t FAXA “7l/-o7& 7Hd o o &
T2 JdAST. o Ao HIAE A9 HA-FEFE(whole—part
constructions)¥ H] 2] & (inalienable possessive constructions) =L
231 FAZAA X G (locative inversion constructions) -2 A $Hslal 7
&2 o] - & (nominative object constructions) 47%olA FA] AF 32T
ol 2 AE tE ALAHE o83 FFoHAY FAHS 895t



Zo] FFole] tt AxFeH AT 59

3= FHFAYE S AAHA ¥ Epstein & Seely(2001) 59 7
TEEA] JMEE s o] FFo A A& Eoh 4FelAE
o] dijte] AW S AV|9s] € 71A s|AxojokstE o] B4, AEH
ARS dojru AL WA}

2. EPPS} 5

2.1. A2AAY gFAH

A7 o|Bg Folo FF4 FE AL ATE Y ang(1996)°l A=
o o] A% Ura(1996)9] Alets W A
(Possessor Raising) 2.2 R AFHAE | nﬂ(Agr)p,] %] A o] —rlxl
OJFAIA AXAE e WUtS

(1) a. 987t go] =
b TP
D<NOM> T
¥3-7k  DP<NOM> /

/1/
f D’ /VP\ T<NOM>
NP D ¢ V'
-9 =l
Fol AT 7 o7k Te) SpecfIAZ ol Eaked To

(1b)ell A A A
o A¥AS

we ¥ FAL A £49AT (D817 4909 [Spec
TPI= olEste] Tol ola] A7 wech ola bE A4ols 443
W owole) FFAvEI AWel Mt AAW Moy of Awelr 9
(2000)0ll A1 A A3k vfe} o] @ 71x] EAHo] ¢

T ol E WA ZAFCR, of9A gF 7]*“’17} & 7ke =7k sk A
oIt} Chomskye®l °latd ths A|Aol= 3o Aol 24| (deletion) ¥ Al
ors u Yeldtia gl 1] oEw thE A= AAe g
(Procrastinate) 1 ¥ = A frta vy oha] el ojd zdo] FFste] A
ddel dEEs fmstne dopdevid W o]t edolF (overt
movement)©] 7FsstthE Blelth. F Folo] FAAH ] Fste] Tol s



gl AAE AW T o Aol oA thA @ olFS o
ng o)y Af= AdA A s o # Advke Aotk
a2y A

JAAvrel AWAA F AAAY A usitEA 74 o
Z AAolE 7 4 Arhe old e Folo] F Hgo] HA g
o}, 4 =olo| A EPP7} A4 Aol ohuit),

(2) a. It seems to be raining.
b. HI7} &+ A 2t}

(3) a. It looks like she is a beauty.
b. 27k W QI AAH Bt

(2), 3) & o 9goj9} 22 9w & x| EUdEu ol EPPA
As AHstr] Al sAF ‘7ol Bashy Fole (2b)dAe vV o&
Aol “ZiEtE &ole] Fo A E AA 3 FHTFE 3b)dAE “H
o] Folgs Fr7F FELD,

S AP BAR FolY FFRATES AFHAIT s
£ Yang(1996)2 Asle tS3 2ol oF 3

i
¥:]
I
Q'L
2
M
2
N
~
oz
o
O f
&

D A9 A4UE @)s @hel TEE eH 2o AFTEE B 5

(@) [7 [t & 2] 2]

(3b) [217F [t melel AA] =TH

(2b), (3b)& Fol7k WEFe] &ojoh WA WEgR ¥ FAd *
A FEEA golshe ge Fojdlt FHd Fo{AAE AAsE
wopw o] EAje] gt elu A Ehtbe SR gl 9@
gANE g dZelMs gol 1 BAYel dad (F dEe 7
REW 1 gAle] oAt o Felsi)

i) It seems that John is honest.

ii) John seems to be honest.

Bk ol golshi @l @b), (Bb)lA AR Folzk 7 7 < g, ¢
Ada o Gnd BERE AAw DEA el Ged edd WA ot
2, vk e AR WA A 7 Golet mA pEAs A ek ol
Gl ’fjl;% A E u (2b), (3b)2 :rLZ‘:‘ 4 3] AR (null expletive constructions) 2]
7V e 7HAAL Thal B Aol 28] E}D"ﬂ 3z},

2) (1999)°= A&7t M= =39 5 Vo &M FHol A=

> o
N
o

N
2?‘_, -
Mo @ &
o u2 &L o
o Rl o

N 9 0
M
flo

313 Moon(2000) 1 = “H]Tﬂ]iv:ﬁ—r(mahenable possessive constructions)”, “¥%
2T (alienable possessive constructions)”, “FZ &% o] & (nominative object

constructions)”®] 37} F@ o2 FEEHo| QT



S0l FFole] Bt AxFeld AT 6l

(4) AA-FE T
ﬂﬂﬂﬂ BA7E =8k

(B) FAFAFED
a. 24*7} Abol st
b. W7b &3el7h FA v

4), (5)9] o El ¥R ol2l Youn(1990)ol A AAE (6a)<t 7 (2000)°ll
A AAE (6b)e] NP13 NP2 Alolo] A9 onE & 4 QIth & &
FHA(FEANH o 2)7F A H3E Gerdts(1987), Choi(1988) oA AAH <&
3}A} H-5(quantifier floating)2l TFS (7)9] ool A= NP1 NP2 Ale] <]
2FTAZE (DFAE o2 YEd

(7) Aol Al Hol gtk (Al Bl SpAle] GrPelA] wEE TEE B

A -] dEs2 (bl T7x8 A-A oo TFolE AW
7 ke AS nolFa g

¥ Chomsky(199%)¢] &2 & AGRw\‘C FATZE AL d=d ol
Ga A A A T B sl ool o AL wolEe]
o9 Folsh BHolE AT HPS v,

3] FAE Aol Lolgta FE2y ddd] B u (5a)9 “Za
need love.”o| A1 "need” A ¥H 393} 343 @1% St o
AFARIA g2tk B (Gh)e] “FATE AgEol2A dAFA ol E=R
‘LEo"E FEAH AAF AT X o] 9|9} thE

L& o] EFo] “ARo] fH&E oA do| A AstA LA} A A7
dojt olgta e A gErh v ‘w3 FA #Aglel AL HA



®) T

Ao FxoA HZo] Foldie HHo7F FAke AdPsty] A= F
Abell oz FAAAS AARE F AE [v]e] 4 AAo] YA R o] 5
O]E gl FoE EAojo Mdgstr] A= Folo ARAS HAs)
= T & AAo] YA & o] Fdfof gy,

131‘% o] FRE 7IA AL Fojo FFAFERE AWelde Yt

%2 Chomsky® &AM [vI(Z2 vP)2l A Ao 39 (agent)=
7}1‘ WA 7 dERyoRdtt . HEdl Gh)9F 22 o9 NP1 9o
27] Bt A E 9 (experiencer)®] 9H|9 S X dva ok & (5b)
°] NP1¥ NP2 & o VP(Z2 AP) el Slojof gtk &4, 74(1999)¢]
AANZ (50)9] ‘W7F Lo AP s LFS sl Aok v o=
T oA E, kst olF e H3EQl TP Ao $Xo s VP(ZS
AP) %9 F YA ‘W, ‘A= 5 A8 (equi-distance)d T Al A7) wl &

5) 57 #(equi-distance)= Chomsky(1995)°l th&3} o] Awx o Qo

(1) 9k g pFF 2 #H2Y9 9 (minimal domain)$tel JYoH 15 @ HEE T
ol gt o FEE 1AL

(i) g

Agrgﬁi\]

bub]

(i)l el A Ob_]7]' 7“’* A7) 918 SpecHI A= o] FF W Subj(F2 I
)& ook ahEl ol BUAHAAS Al Aol HaolFe] dAE ST
Aolty, 2t SA A ot H AgrP Spec? AUt VPO Specl A= AgrE
RE 578 el7] witel o2 s o] o] shEdtttE Aot



Zo] FFole] Bt A2FlH AT 63

o[t} ThA @el NPL3h NP2 & tF FAZAL /-0’8 AR 97 o
wo A2 442 Agaw Foloh BHole e Eeko] £rhi ol
9. 2eEE Agr: 4A4eA %3 Folo ARAL AmstgE oA 2
FATEE A@arles Mgats Aol

J

2.2. ©8 %93} (cyclic predication) ¥4

Moon(2000)2] Aol A= “honestly”, “fortunately” 52 FAtel A3
golo] X E o] &3l A o] (multiple spec) w49 FAHE A
st o o uite 2 ©F T [spec, vPIHIAIAl WEE NP1 ARo]o
A2 (Agree)7t Dol Te] M4 ¢ -AA 3 NP1e] x4 Aol 4}
A= WA NP1 F4 0] -“%04514 ) o]o] NP1 Te EPPARE Wi
o] [spec, T]Z Asgdcta F3gr} OIUH YA = Folol Ao
(honorification) & & e} =T Moon(1989)4 F4o] w2™ NPlo] 3hat
Bt} AdAd w(otnl X5 H A =& frE uEE %) o A
o] ¥ 4] (honorific marker)”} 2 &€ t}al st}

(9) a. dadeol &ete] FHs AT
b. ol o] YA Fo] woAlt
c. Aol o] HoAt

BolxA “-A"7E FE&wole TlEo] NP1 EAB/AE olFi Utk
Z2lal NP2&= WiAAS 7HA o gler o] Np2sh <ol 7k Wty o] 53
o] (compound predicate)S P43t ThAl Wl £ogE o] Fa o] 2
o7} NP1l 9ju] & Fojgitiy Er} ol& ¢34 wojgigtn P&t
o] A HAHE xoj3E EEuAE AWdtoan HAFe Al
gtk Aotk HAe FAMAE HAT SAA (M) ow Ay
o gl ey o] Ao FAHE NPlol 4% Folshr] 9a dx
A4 “Aolgre] Aot #A ZH(1992), 3(1992), (1995 TFelAE
Pollock(1989) &< W&} INFLE Tense®t AGRZ U Fil =4o]9] “-A]-"%&
A 2(AGR)E BT} o5 “-A"9] Zdo] FejHola g}-§4olet 3}
Hets agle] Folsh ojn A UNE Uehli: Aol FAHQ
AGRE AT BHE Feotgs), oyl F4-& Siise /=2 ol 53

\=4
22 os 51 gtk

a



(10) a. oFHAZIA H& eloilt

a.

b. xohH A4 Ae gt
(11) a oFMAAN Eo] oAy

b. *obul 4 A4 Eo] Wt

(10a)o X & FA=3 “of|x)"e} FALF7F Hojjel lojA] dXx|stnz 3
=ola (10b)& ATl LAL& “-A"7F glo] A o]-3 A X (Spec-head
agreement)’} ©] Fo] A X ¢ro} H|Fo] HTlE Aol o] FS ol
SRt o)F FATEI (1la)dA AAoA-LX 7t o] Fojx & “ofy
A7(“E"e] ok )7t &9 Folgte FEe ¥ F A HArh

aeiv olge FEdE FAlde] Advk. 4 FolEd(subject
honorification)> SAF4 o] ofHgt sh-g&A et (1la)dlA “Bri'ete <o
b FE g EWE] “Ero] JEXA|RE “obm )7 o] AL A QA wEel
Zofo “-A"7} el Zo|th, E T o E Bz}

(12) A5k opw 47k 2jo] A},

(1291 (1la)et gExzHez ozt A WA YAl “d479 A S
o] F A Pa F WA WAL “ofix|"e} X E o]Fm r}. o]e} o
AA & Aol & e =F(FAH BAY Ad F A 5 AAFE o} F
kglo]l watatel & Wl WAL (AN ke AFE A Qi Al o o] F ol
a1 7)o daixiel Aapele] A1sH YABAZA wrgHTd o]E A
8 BAA a4R 2 5 QU0 aeee B@da s o) -A"E

6) wole] &3 YA (honorific agreement) &4 “-A|"& FAF oo FAHQ AR H
= 73d= Pollock® Chomsky?2l #&l=d4 7H4(Split Infl Hypothesis)©] A <H= 7]
Aol = Kang(1986), Han(1987), Choe(1988), Yoon(1990) & GBol& oAl =ro] <]
TEZE WlHE B dToA FolE 4 ot

7 AE Bl wgol Abgeldl AP FPMAGUR AL Fahe Ro] §&
A, aa v gy FARGUT D Bk ool BHYoR EY Bl
A, bW Abgel o] S wwd AWzl APOE 1FE AAAE Y|}
ot E vt ARRAS] dHe] F32 9Y u oful FFAFUN SGa
wahe Aol LHE Fololehd 1 A B MCIL B Wah Aol BF
o2 FAZ AEA ohUd 1 Be & ARE g BaelA wolEolt <o
914 wANA A7) et ek Folel v oel@ 29 AAEUG 3
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].

fr

FAA = A7 Sk

ol

3ol

tlo

To]o] AAA(AGR)E B F7

3. ==&

Epstein & Seely(1999)% Nunes(1999)9] Z3)E wolEo] Wy o5 9
Z|E Aol EALZERIo 2 &S AuEEHA A-dE g ¢ Atk F
Aot T 252 Martin(1999)9] 714 & WolEe] EPPY A4S T4
SlHA AolETto 2 T 52 19 X AR 2= TAMAS S7IE 41
g 4 dugn BEo®, yolrl 2EE ob (13)3 e wrE y-rd
(iterative Y-model)S AtstHA] BE FAMAE SAMAE(EE T o F)l
Zrgato] =&dE wnith LFS PFE Y (feed)® vt F33t (Epstein
& Seely 1999). o] & F=EEo]g} 39,
PF PF PF
/ / /
(13) T#1 yields R#1 —--> T#2 yields R#2 —-> T#3 yields R#3 ——->
\
LF LF LF

(T=transformational operation, R=representation)

oAl o] S FolFFolel AgaAnA A M AANAYY <
St R

(14) = (1) 937} Fo] At}
(15) = (@) 27t 27} B3,
(16) = (6) ©] &#Fo] Bo] v}

Az Sol Bakd Folel spell-outel 18l EEHANA et o gse s
o F(1997, 1999) FolA A=A Absta glar Moon(2000)°ﬂ’\1 FAstel =
ool ol3)%o] FelHom Fojye] EAWTM Fole] BE BAF)ZF ol UlS

st EdolE 7Rt FEasR HAES dAfoF ?l‘:}. (9c)e] “re ok
Moond 3 il

8) ol#1dt F4& A8 A Grohmann, Drury, and Castillo(2000), Boskovic(2001)
A A L}ERTE

9) o]#¥g A7} Uriagereka(1999)¢] t% &AksH(multiple spell-out)dll ER
Q=dl 1= Kayne(1994)9] LCAE HI#stHA] PFaIA S EZF9] 704 il b=
HoASs Yol GAE(step by step)E & AS FAH3IL Ut



A (14)-(16) A NP29t <ol7t #HestHo, ol <ol= NP2l ¢n g
Foj @ B (17)-(19)9] sk 919 &g vas] By o5 &ojst
Ao Np2ol| ol efg HFolskx NPlel #o% 5 glae AHst
THD),

e to <o

(17) 937 =
(18) w7k St}
(19) 1o B4l k.

olAl (14X (&) F {AT) o] WIEd {e, {F, Y} } o FAF
AE oY, ol HAAXA 12 &3 (first predication)ol &t dFAF. 1] a1
o] BEAlAl= 4% E3g<%ol(compound predicate)’F Ho] NP1ol ¢|v]

2 elgth (23 Zolsh). NP2t Lolsh Wstel Bikolst Ak F
e thedt 2o Np2sh £ol7h ol Bed mAA 1 B9 =
8 % qeh,

10) WA FANA (NP1}, (NP2} , {E°]} EF BAAIEZA A4& 233 9l
oxm2 (NP1} & (NP2} < Eﬂ@'ﬂ"‘zHE AN
bottom-up = 7ZHE3til 7] wWEel (NP2} 9 {&eo]) ¢ 5&’0] o’\45“3}
(NP1} 2} (NP2} ¢ ®#o] o]Foxl TAAe] =& o] FA] LFS PEA A s
E7Hillegibility) o] 7] wjitoll A A Lol vl Aoletales oA feTh o g )
AT &A1 Beol #3 £AE “Gutmann’s problem” ©l2F FE2th o ApA|gH
=9+ Epstein & Seely(1999) L.

11) %71 H&AFYNAE olE Adl4d FH A4 (Relativized Minimality)e 44l 2
2 HAYEAMLC) To2 Augor) A XteF 59 724 J4s 7t

Ao e mREAAE AU, 4" Fe Adel glenz de Edel} 7
22 498 & g

12) AE3Hp.e)el AHANE ol £42 ofn] HAn| Age] 2Tl A FE

At Aolil Han(1987)¢ W& AT 4% Rothstein(1983)¢] Al<3} o]&& o}
£ 22 F4E 9o A&k pe)E oldg BA EAHE o5 2ol AHs)
i Yok 4 A EQS U2k <o) 3 (first predication)oll 93] F=& TA I @A
ol FAAZF A3 ¥ &o] Z(open predicate) w24 o] FHoJof A 7ol wH}

() 7. £l At (1 X} % o]3})
v, =387} [Fo] AT (23 o3
Z, (17)o] A3 d¥ Fol2A =& 8Fse FolE AR H o oF st}
oA, 9714 (1w)e] ‘=8 7P 7t 241494:-—— Al Fol2 YephE 32 1719 1
2k #ol7t d@ &ojolr] wjFo] ofyetE wAZF th A#AHoR (1v)9] w8y
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(20) a. 3|7k E£o] A (A= HEH

b. A7k Zo] gtk (Lylti=ol= Abge]l wth)

qkok 13} wojstol A skt =W (F spell-outel dolvb) (13)2] o
Al BEol o] BAM (e, {37, 2t } 7} LFS PFE g Hh

A714 85 F 7HA gEE AVE F dn AA, (e, (¥, 2
ot} o BARAZE B84 (compound predicate)”t Hlo] NP1o ¢o|n S
Fojgtpd ojuf Fojsh= oWl FAAIVE? =4, NP1 NP27h &9
FAL FoBstd AL AA A9 FAHEI? B AL “Th/-o"=
o] 5ol A NP1, NP2ol 2o]A wifiggtow Soje=A oy o= =
Xq?‘V‘]X“’ﬂ/ﬂ A8 (Select) ¥l o] NP1, NP2t #H 7Hattach) ¥ =4 (0134

2l (late lexical insertion)) o] 5% Z73]oF sttt

AA o] Fell thd =& Moon(2000)% 7 (2000)e LK A =] it
Moon< Yoon(1987, 1990)9] #1¢tS 283113 NP29} &of7} Ole“ =

E ol AAE HEsA 3 FE %S sta glon ol# on IAE
o] At} MAZF 49 solgpr|RT}t ‘Eol 7t dFY d¥ wo] 9T S F=
shok o] Jpgsithe Aotk E oo]d AW vy e £ o7 W
34 solstE dydfofgttiar A A sk 9l

(i) BF7t Ao 7hFo] 9% o] At}

o] AAYRE (2)9] oA “ATE7E “AFe) ou| G & FolstHA] FolstE o
Foha Bl FE Ao Aol grprel o NP27P FHAD A=
NP27} w0} WA Wiste] 2Hg #ostE olErtal R7|7F o & & %l‘jr
Ty FEEFEAAE FARA S W e A ko] glar FAMAY JFANE (2)9 A
519 JientE Jiol s 7 Ak A3 Fe U= BE FAMATE il %7}§E%
W HEF EZFo] LF9 PRolA dA7ksstd == zolt, 282 60719 wE =+
202l Z=%o] Ad-o=A Al(conceptual-intentional  system)¥  F2-H H A A
(articulatory —perceptual system)°l A 7} A (optimal)e] &1 Aelth. H =
“Ha { {4} (ZH) )} 79 SARIZE BEF A LFSF PFE E7F A 9A
et el 247 =HA1 &= F(9) P

13) Yoon(1990) 91‘014 olFEAAE AEstHA g 2 F2E AT

John ©] MaryE £& W
NP1 NP2

A “wiEH 7 NP2edl 9] o < (theta-identification) s dFil HE<Eo] [v/
[[NP2] [VI]17F NP1ol <] ®] %Al (theta—marking)% gt FgEc) oju) on g
e =& nIH(valency)E FolA &7 wWite EHisolw EIEHAGS
(unsaturated) o7 S-S IOlE ‘ﬂﬁ(dlscharge)ﬁL T doka Bk EE ou Y x4

£ g outg Eou.

1‘

[o

o

{

}

POy

o -
A o



o]3l= BEo]7l o] d&Eoj(head predicate)] 2v7Fe} £ ud &
NP1oll Fojgtviz Fasn) a2 o] ujgo] oful ZAX|o thajr &
AFol glom=z AR000)NAH & Zolrxl = “wort do3te <

sk sluledelete PHjE tehdthn FFAAA Fae AT Fo
H]84 A (non-DP)7F 9719 & Felwromal Fol7t frka R},

(21) John is sick. (& (50c))

a9 FAYRE “dubd oz 57} AElolH, s X9 et whef g
AHE e AElEAE st X9 A doE 39 A
(statee)o] 2H= Yuxd S 78 "Hd (21)9 Johnd AEixg S 7Hzt
E ok olglg (200002 ©W S # Moon(2000)2] E3<&olstE (14)
of A&std (14)elA e “Anre] o8 AEAdoe] RoE Folm

(=) 7 (=2 7 BEEY 5ot 4= o] solE dellA Bl
AAE F NP1Ql “d 870l JA] Fejatd & Fogria &

T o8 &l gF siAaM oz Moon(2000)914 = Lasnik(1992, 1995),
Belletti(1988) &2 Al¢tS wolEe] NP1l +&24E& NP2l WAZAE ¥
ostar gtk a8y fEE X'PATRE AAEsH ] wiEd 27,
WA A o] §glom NP1¥ NP2 &3] F4& Fojwvia 2o} (14)
o oeA {&} & {2t 7} B {a, (&, AtH } o FAAE ]

o et g TEE D AAVLHBL Y X TEE S,

B ool

(22) [rp T [sc [==] [Z]]]

e Aol ol AA@AAA} BAH ] QomE o FAAE AA
A(TP)e L o714 “i"o] T ARAL A@we} T ARoIAAR o5
@k olold “ Ael FARAZ *"sh WFE e ol el M v
Fol “ A s] TP7F shvbel &ol7h Ho] “Gae] thAl FAL Hol @

& glthe o tha),

14) Epstein & Seely(1999: 13-15)E “Mary was arrested.”?] =&2 A7 3l A
“Mary””7} {was {was {arrested {arrested {arrested Mary}}}} &} W&sl7] A=A
“was arrested Mary”7} HFA oA single-barFAFZ el 7} vlgicta F=73kc),
sy Bad s X-bar RS AASA @3 ol dddt. FAFA AR
Byl F93 AAMAZF iUy I QDY [rp T [se [E] [E1]NA T7F “&70l
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oA FAZRAL “-—7F/-0]"7} zb ARl AA] H7Mattach) T E=A AFHE
2} Sroll Al AltE HAHE AH “FH 94 FE AEE JHAY F
A FEHAH R YEUA = ZEva Bk FAxAY] FEY A9
Aol Ry =gt HF =F o|F o|FoRvia Er} olyd A7t
2 Halle & Marantz(1993)¢] Distributed MorphologyS &3 oz
(14)e] FHZAL “-71/-0]"7F =&9 EoA HF PR LFE Ho{717] A
A Fol3 4t ate lexical insertion) HTFIL 2T} kst Im(2000) 4 4]
TS upep o] FAxALY] Ao FHFTwsl A &2 2l 9
8 Aajzxltta B2 Halle & Marantz(1993)014 #A|AJH e %15
(Morphological Structure: MS)el Al “~A| 479} “-7}/-0]"7} AelAt= A
ot} ol & A&l (13)9 =&EHAHS v 2ol FAs A o)

PF PF PF

/ / /
(23) T#1 yields R#1 <7> T#2 yields R#2 i7> T#3 yields R#s\~—>

LF LF LF
MS -- PF

LF
el 23)F olgstel (145 sl BA WA TioA &7} “Arp7h 3
g¥lol Rio] =31 2014 «F3]"ek Rio] W Eo] R27F ALk o] &7}

FA4% polgrhd oA JPHE Qs FAL FAROR o Folzist
s BAZE B4aT $4 93t A del Eolet 89e Rizi(99ne F
Aoz sk 219 Forcedl oI% olet steke Fojo) A of ForcePol

“~7t/-o1"7F H7tEol FAE JHAw AAH HeolA "Huke Aot oy s At
FTEAOE wArIA g RiEY FEA o9 NP1oly NP2 & & 3l o] 42 3HAl
273 9 Force°ﬂ o mHH e 5o o] ForceP°ﬂ** _S/-E70] H7)E o
A Aol T W FojFE oo tF AT = vg 7|32 nFEhdo 9

L

Tel Foletol ol & F AL wIE FAE Polws oy V(EE v
g Wold 4 Rl g 0AS Yolwe + A du gAAes Atad =
=gl AT Qe gol AAAA @& Axpdo] =gl A wek th2A By

sttt BE Aot
15) Halle & Marantz(1993, 114)°l= T332} 28 Fx9 ®ATo] AAH ),
LF
/
DS --- SS

\

MS -- PF
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HFTEFo] il MSAIA AZXAE H7bE o] «fd]7h mo] Avrehs FAF
A7F PESt LF= Sof3tth

21377}?]9] FEE a8ty vFd Aok AEFEAAE A Tx
FAeA e 77k Wi welth =¥ 3 A(representation)’t LF€} PF=
dEETL BEE SojgFol i 49 wA Np2gk Eol7h on dr)E
o olstel WMol 2zt B SERREREERE PR
o] TPolm 2 NP2k TO| AXpAol Aol F24.8 with thAl o] W3
¥ SARAIZE NP1oh Wtehe] 22 woi3}rh o] oA 3 NP1%= 24k =] T
o AxAd oa FAL Rolwth olF AzAbe Adge @old e
4 47 AEe] BATEMSAA TN A BATol AoE

1,
rlo
_>|4_’,
o

4, A8 G A

TolFFo g HaFoo] EteA BAG A= AV|HoR B2 Ui
4 dEd A WMAE Chomsky(1993, 1995)°l4 AAE 2237 o] &3}
Ura(1996)°] ttsaA-d 84S A8 #Aolar F WA= Chomsky(1998,
1999)01%-9] A (Agree) /Nl & o] &3 EA oIk F WA 4 F vpet
CPE = W(phase)o.Z 1Al T DAES AAAAAAZ He ¢
FLEFEORE, T(phrase)’t HWEE winith &S st AolEs

EE(module)Z HWA] EPPE FFdte 44 FEEESE TE
thoo] =EdAE dEEEs e %01%‘—?—0101]*1 NP29} %017}

pass r&ﬂJ
-lN o &b i o)
oo 2 kot dl

3‘1% ,/]H]O_ﬂ‘o]J_ @_Xﬂ*‘r*\r:ﬁv:
(whole-part  constructions)®  H] 2] &f F+F(inalienable  possessive
constructions) Z8]3 27 WX T (locative inversion constructions)<
BT 13 soistet 2aF #ostolA] A El o (statee)] W GE Fogitia
voh a8 n FERAY A4S dAA Forns Wik NP2ek =07t
TPAAS Ad 4F9 £4E& o|F1 NP2 F+4& Fo35ta 23 &3}
oAl Al NP1el F4eo] Fogrta Er}y tlZo] ZAxAL “-71/-o]"s Fol9
F3k sled &S udd HFE=Eo] PFE JE8€EH7] A e HFzoA 9
Aol H7tE v B
oA AF7A o F4
©

I AHEEe] EAEL A Ay, $4 EPP
= AAsA gk 9

RS A HA Martin(1999), Epstein &
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Seely(1999) 52 EPP7} T<¢] DA o|#}= Chomsky(1995)2] #|¢tS
st ok 94 Bl AA AES LFAA §X (converge)dt?] 9@l
S Ed AAlgolor stz DAES BALS £33 SAHANE (determiner
phrase)®| -fFxpdol7] wEe MFEAdoeln BE HFEAAL 7T
2} o] thH6), 11’/]j od W7 DAEE JHAaglew 1 xFoe] FAbw
WHFE= DP 52 DP A4Z2S& W HF7F Hoobst=d TPY IPE (AA
9 X} < E%d) FAIAE Y] FAfolm g o] E3 F e T H 4
F=3 otyel DAl o Z2FE Ty Id 2FH ] o3 U=A
oty E%J/}Xéoﬂfﬂ BEEEAE H34 A &tk 1822 Martin,
Epstein & Seely 5& A AA3 SAEGAFAMY 92 (null Case)d 3
o] EPP7} Aol AAYAE FFE F Advka FFSTHD, oA
EPPE AAstA e FHoA 7+ 7 HE A2 gEH 22 EA

3 Ap o] o,

2
o, JE

=]
=
Qs

A

EI

(23) There is a man outside.

HaFo s o289 EF e B ATdAE “a man”°] LFAA HlAA|
H(covert)ol &S 3sto] TEZHE AL 23 34} “there”S (PFolA) EPPE
Z==3tbn 2uh 22y Epstein & Seely(1999)+ Groat(1995)2] Aot =
Tol Aol “there”(=F A <& A “a man” A2
Belletti(1998)2] AIotS whel “be”ell o]l WA A F1Z (partitive Case)
o] AAH Tty FFskal k.

oAl FEAYL WAAE AASA FE Y] YHolAE olFE ST
Zol AZs| & 4 vk 4 “a man”¥ “outside”’F W3 2w ]
T2 TH o] BAMAIE 4FY 24 (small clause)S ©]F3 “ a man”
S NP2 AL 7HAti (A9 gL Falol& A7 g, thAl “is"7h

3 TE%® SAHAE= “there”® BTt oWl “a man”’°] TS A
Ao] AR WA o]EEA FE AL MOM(Merge over Move) 0.2 AW

16) “.. among the Interpretable features are categorial features.” (Chomsky
1995, 277).

17) <A F FATEY A4E] (raising predicate)ol WhalAes T T2 AdHo]
dastt o AAME A2 Epstein & Seely(1999) FaL.

18) *be" B4 F sk A AL oln] mEE FAANA AL 7kl BAKCa

man”)9t & X (Agree)E A o] ),



H

(Last Resort) &2 ¥ &
economy)2] AAS FHosh ukd st )

oz AZsE EAE o/AZA TR Fe T A9 FARH
o FE(NOC)O]t}. 2ol A AAE AL oS tfA] BA}

(24) a. E57F Abe] B8t
b. W7 Z&e]7h FA T
c. W7k A7k W

(F2)o1 A4 §1 Al ol
A AFs] 49 B 2
mAoleky WHsinat 2 oA NP1k &ol(5Ah7t ®
NP2<} g(ﬂ(EAW} wA West=vE delA oA
probleme. 2 B % UA|vt A3 AHEH FrkA A
o]2 WA 4 vk WA (24)9 o5 77} ABA ‘a7 A& 4=
Q72 Y7, “FEAey”, “ulsitirels ulerirt g2y, FEAF ‘S
b EFE BAE 23 EARE AL on] AR AR (FeHo A
$=2 AdataE) 249 =de dez drh 2 A (24)9

(25) a. ° Ao HaE 98] Aol B
b. Bol7t FAZ FATU,
¢ AFE YR e Eof

@5)9] AFel AR =G oA AFHAGT ¥ FE AW FY
A% b =

A (generic) XX 7}sdtA] %S7119? e o] £

19) AAFI el A UE (24), (25)9] €52 Belletti & Rizzi(1988) &< (1)l
A AAE Gotel HE ol TR Agste] Tl @e =EAA T (s 2ol
Proghs T2 7FA= o|&-5ALRE o} FaL o

(1) [vp frightens me the tiger]

(2) [Progp, Z.8o]7} 4t

S wep Eel TAT R TR Fx7 CEdeln AdTe] Txsg
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