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Man-Kun Yoon. 1999. Unselective Binding and Multiple Wh-Fronting
Construction. linguistics 7-3, 1-26. The first aim of this paper is to argue
that any event in our world necessarily co-occur with four adverbials
which can turn into four different wh-adjuncts; when, where, why and
how. This paper further argues that this phenomenon is language universal.
Second aim is that unselective binding applies only to wh-NPs, not
wh-adjuncts, and hence covert raising is necessary for the checking of
wh-adjuncts. Although wh~NPs can be interpreted in situ by unselective
binding, case checking of wh-NPs requires covert or overt riasing of them.
Third aim is that nominative wh-NPs can be checked by C° and accusative
wh-NPs by C™*. Detailed explanations about the C™* are provided in
section 5 below. (Chongju University)

1. A&

HAZ g2 AA o EAE(Multiple Wh-Fronting Constructions)e
¥ =Fo| Koizumi(1994), Boskovic(1998), Richards(1997) S} <l#4 @
o] RS QUck 2¥H ol FL UFAX JEAF R Y AFE
Wachowicz(1974), Comorovski(1986), Rudin (1982, 1988)°]4 ¢ ¥
BHE o] vl Aol o] ERAME flo MYdTFE Vx2 3}
o ¥zte] M2 AHE WA = Aot o] =89 FHE 8%
d g gok

AR, o] MM Yehtes EE  Ald(event)®  ALF-AHtime
adverbials), &4 ¥AH(place adverbials), % &% Al(manner adverbials), ¥l
X AM(reason adverbials) §3 WEA §A uveidtia F3@d. 284 o

x o] =E& 1998-1999%d % ez EATe] Ade A Agd A4
xx ue] JALA =go] & =9 4o =& HAFYT ol A
=gy
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4l Mg RAe #l2 BEFE CdERoEs WHYAY AL d A9
wh-adjuncts, &, when, where, why, howZ u}#olz Jeldon F33
€ Aolth o)A FAH¥AQA, EIYH], 9uFQ, =AU FHAAM nW
Aeolny Apdoltt, o] Mol YEh}= ojd ALAE o] u e RAe}
#3HA gne Jed £ g 28y A7 o] AMEE A MAY =
€ & BAM 89, FAY B AL A9 B Aot v A9
wh-adjuncts& YJeElie 93 4L dojnigd @ 4 Utz £ o
gy oW Aol Yol ul, Ul e KA} wrEAl g4 Yehdte o]
7183 A ¥fto] gt ¥Als falda gl

4, {2 FAEc] v A9 AL (unselective binding)olatE Ade] =
4, F GAE FoAME, o] vMGH Fio] A YEye
wh-phrase?] 2Z& AA§ APP /A n AR, ol FEA A
et FAe Aot w9y A4 A AGAEe AHE Ay
BAY Chomsky(1995)2] i@ d¥Relx, w|Hd93 H&E wh-phrase
9 HAFAE =F o HA 8k vMgH AL 22 wh-NP9
Mg AAlgoiA ¥ ¢ 91, wh-NP2| 2& HP3x £}

AlA, Chomsky(19%5)ol4 =¥F0l9} =qEHoj: T ™o o) A
Aol vz FFN7) A&, o] o]2& 33 wh-NP2Z @ v|=8F
olgl HEgEHo e CH™¥M HPsE Aol BIigm FFdE Ao
. &, TP W9 Fo|, E3olt T} =3& FFVYGA CP UolA
wh-NP2Z & Fo| E3ol 5UY gz C™ ojsjn v=gtoz
Ao fdtn FFE Holth ofAe iy FHHA M BAL
53N A}

2 Folx gFAA gEA FxE R

oA oln] AFE A o] o] MYAM YeldEs ZE AJE
(events)Z, B & o] YF glo] oA o}F T2 UM RE o)x
AAdEe] B A g Ak dof o)27)71X) BE Aol ) e
A A deldo. gy gzte] ae} o] ] A8 RA F o= R
g wh-adjuncts2 ¥3AF A7} &= Ao AR} =, d] Y BA
% ol A§ wh-adjunct2 WA 7= 3= AL ZAle 9% uwad
FoHo 2 HAHY, E o sle RAL FAM R /A& wh-adjunctsZ @
HAH7 e RAE HAY Fo4H gxo gtk oddd g
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(D-@lME 2 B3l 23 3ye] FAT wh-adjunctZ BIHA AN
2% goz ofFART

(1) When did he do it?
(2) Where did he do it?
(3) Why did he do it?
(4) How did he do it?

add g G § (1), 9 B3] #A BAHAA dehd o] of
yo, (6)0& (1), (2), (3o A $HA debd o] oflni, (NE & (1),
(), 3), (97} ¥A ¥AAAN dehd o] o2tz FFE

(5) When and where did he do it?---------—---—- >
when, where7t £39] ¢o2 7tAHoE oFd

(6) When, where and why did he do it?--—-------- >
when, where, why7} £%9) e g 7HAHog oY

(7) When, where, why and how did he do it?------ >
when, where, why, how?} &3¢ ¢o2 7IXNHo2 o] Y

A G- Aol AAG A go| & EF UM F s, A A, M
N9 wh-adjuncts7} YElAM o]0l EAe ko o ¥ o|t}h oP
A 24A 3L 5 AE7? o (8abc)e]l 4ol ol& FHjtch

(8abcllX "AZt FFee M3 4% /1EE Of (Bbo)ddMd &
F de A 2ol ¥ A 9dE RHAFAA ] 49 wh-adjuncts, &,
when, where, why, how?} d4=lo] U2 F olFo] 71X AR olFf 9
&, Ga)MY ARG R F3¢ YW o8 9 5)-(7 e
wh-adjunctst 42t 598 E3o] and2 F4A ¢ EF Jed RHo
olvz}, @ B3 WA wh-phrase’t 5 A, A 74, d A7AA Jebd &
Adkes AE £98] BAFE Aol t§ odF A

(8) a. When, where, why and how did he present it?
b. On Februarv 6, 1999, at Taegu University, Prof. Yoon
when whire
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presented his paper, using a microphone and handouts,
754

% (8b)7 dEFoE WY © W @ EF UM &3 RE RAF
7} wh-adjuncts2 ¥Hdvs R WREY 498 do|g, FTAd &%
Wel A wh-adjuncts?t &% 422 ) AAAA JYElE 4 dde FAH
. AZ71A oW JEY YAY AdoAx o9 T FFE B ALF
2 Qittn e olA QojdME (Ba)i TIERA BAIFZREZ Qo)
don F3ed,

9l (Ba)dlA A71E F A e Al "and"9] S @ Hold
Jolod M ojH ALEE dAY 9 A viAY 84 ol YA "and" &
AQIsHAl Hol itk diREe] AojolA 9o} P2 *and"e] S¥E
Qe dolE YA "and"t S &AM ALEEHA g dolx wo.
$Egolu Y AeAE AHE YT Alojof HEALE ALEEA
%ole He A7 g ddd, “opyjA], ojvjde] iAFUY”, “olA,
AR H|FAL” TF B2 dF HolE 4 UAY. tfe] wh-phrased!
“AqA, oltM, FAE, o|9A, A AU} ZL GBEAM FA A}
ool H&AE Yehdzl g Rol 238 o Adagd £ FF(K
BK3E)Q SlavicAdl AdololH = ttFAx o AT RejA wh-phrase Alo]ol
HEAL "and"& AHEEA] o olg @ Ao 2 HolA H3] wh-phrase
& 4AY A% LA "and" & AHSEE EALS Qoo d) FoHA 4
Ao gtz £
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C. TP

On February 6, ppg/\
when at Taegu Univ. /\
where Spec- A

presented a paper usmg a in order to
microphone convince his
and handouts audience
How of the
existence
of Multiple
Wh-Fronting
constructions
why

3. 43 AX SJRETZ QYU o3 FA

Chomsky (1994: 41-42)¢t Chomsky®] Minimalist Inquires: the
Framework (1998 67)°14 ¥ 3] multiple wh-fronting constructions$]
71€# A=A (descriptive devicesHt €1733t3L 1t} Bare Phrase Structure
AA g 9 & FFo|TZE HEHUAN o] FFFEI (1008 4
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Pol A2 multiple wh-fronting constructions®] H4%¥ + 3t =,

¥ Chomsky® Minimalist Inquires: the Framework (1998: 67) A+ &
(11)3 #Zo] Quter SpecsSt Inner SpecsZ T3t A A3z g}

o }\
Specl !

Complement (Chomsky, 1994: 41-42)

9)

(10) Ura has found that these properties [multiple nominative
case and agreement] correlate in a wide range of language,
lending strong empirical support to the conclusion that (77)
[here (9) above] is indeed an option that a language may
have. A language might allow this option for some heads
but not others (perhaps C but not AGR), in which case
other properties follow, all matters now under investigation.
(Chomsky, 1994: 41-42). (underlined words in brackets are
mine)

(11) a. {7, (B, {XP, H}})} —— Outer Specs
b. {F, {r, {XP, H})} —— Inner Specs (Chomsky, 1998: 67)

9 (10) A4 Chomskyx (9)9) H7} C= ¥ 4 24y, AGRe ® %
itz o add 9d 9 (9, (102 wopsddd  Multiple
Wh-Fronting Construction® ¥48+ HPAA #r}el wh-phrase’t o
€ wh-phrase® {dol7lo} 7] A& d¥ (12)MAHH Wh-Island
Constrainte] $¥+& 3| gsjoj@d. add Romanian# Bulgarianol A&
Wh-Island Constraint7t o}F & o] gidhs 2L oln] & L3 Al4do]
t}. @2t Romanian® Bulgarianol A+ (12)7} 292 XN &53 A}
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(12) P

when ! Outer Specs of CP
for 4 wh-adjuncts

whﬁere /’\ based on (10) and (11) above.
why ’ @, @, @ and @ are an order
4 /\ of movement which forms
héw ' QOuter Specs of CP and
Fy /\ violates Wh-Island
fP Constraint.

4 10, QDX A3 Chomsky7} Multiple Wh-Fronting Construction®
13- Multiple Outer Spec& A7l Hol Rudin(1988)2 2 Bl YA
B4 SlavicAl dole]l Yel}i= Multiple Wh-Fronting Construction® 7|1&
€ M dFAA gEATERE Y€ FAL $AES Yol wg=ojor
g £33tk A4 Multiple Wh-Fronting Construction®] thi§ £37|4&
o] A7+ Rudin(1988)eltt. a3y I+ tFAA JEATFZE U
(13)3} Zo] AP 1 FA clgozE 13HE F JE BHoULEH
2auy A2 Yooz Eud AAx £tk $4 ECP A& A3
A E33, £ LFZE (13)3 Po] 4HE & A7t S AE EAV)
g a¥d 3§29 cJ&22M Richards(1997): o (149 2
Inner Spec ©ol&& AUAY. o] Inner Specod 9&H Wh-Island
Constraints=  $]43tA] @2y  Extension Condition®&  #ut@u}.
Wh-Island Constraint®} shortest movement® #4387 $3}4 Richards
(1997)7 A<ty CP9 Inner Spec? 8 (14)%} 2t} Chomsky(1998)%=
& (11b)t 2ol inner Spec& AAET Q7] W&o, YAE o)A
Inner Spec?] o]&o| #Folg FFo HFd HRHYn B F ¥F
oju dEojg FFATRIL vp YoM AANE F TP UA4HY CP9
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outer Spec# o] B3 Fo2 o]FY £ fltl, 2 o]f = outer Speco 2
QA=A FFoie ool ulyr) Yol

(13)

/CP\
why Spec CP

P

Spec CP

wha

(14) A

when Inner Sepcs of CP

for 4 wh-adjuncts by

whére Richards (1997).
t why O, QO O, and @ are
4 an order of movement.
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4. v}A 4938 A2 (unselective binding)3 Chomsky
(1995)9] OgFAA RAITZ

2ol wMdeEd A& (unselective binding)olztE /Mde]l FALR =9
HAued o] /g ¥ wh-adjunctsel& HEE 4 $12 23 wh-NPd
o H4d 4 & AP Md(estricted notion)olth. okl AAR
Chomsky(1995: 290-291)9] 49 & B7|2 Ak

(15) a. Q [p John gave DP to Maryl. "Q’= weak>Q and
DP ‘is: which#Book
b. Q [ir John gave which book to Maryl?
c. (guess) which x, x a book, John gave x to Mary.
d. Guess whicli#boBK John gave to Mary.
e. *Guess John gave WHURSESE to Mary.
(in Korean and Japanese which have weak Q, (15} is a
correct sentence).

(16) Suppose that a language has weak Q. In that case the
structure (63) [here (15a)] will reach PF without essential
change. If DP = which book, it will remain in-situ at PF,
(and also at LF, apart ffdm covert raising for Case)....
But languages commonly have wh-in situ with the
interpretation of (65¢) [here 15c]. They must, then, employ
an alternative interpretive strategy for the construction Q
[...wh....], interpreting it, perhaps, as something like
unselective binding. (Chomsky, 1995: 291).

9 (152)0 4 QE weak QE, DP® whichZ 714383 (15b)s} #o] H
1 2 B39 gule (150)2 EUET. 9714 weak Qe @2 3], &
Bo| o] ojFFo4 wh-phrase’} o1 F8 2 & AR dolles B¢
£ 23} ol A4 (15d)4M which book7t WEE ¢o2 o5 % 7
& Aoz AASY AR golgle A4 (15} vl Eolth 28
U g3, d&oje Hee AEIY.

Chomsky: Hl49H ZAfo] disfy AL ALY AWLAER ¢4
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# (16)3 #e] 7tAFHa AUk |, vAYy FE&EL Ao dolde
wh-NP2 #4ejgt 455 wh-NPY ZL AazdAM A" & Ao
2 8 (81 (16)9] italicM= @ EYPA=X). A wh-NPe] d& v, V
cfa o5 HYHAL AzxeAM ojFojA= Ao oy & 4
A A7 dEolt). waely vAgy A& AAed e wh-NP
e 3HEsd AAAE MM Q6)dA AFE HRPel LFAA
wh-phrase?] Hl7FA13 <Ql4& &%,

t}8- 2 2 unselective binding®] FHQ& v|3i= AQUA, o3 &AL
A et FollA, Tsai (1994:23)¢} Reinhart (1995:34)9] A ol@§ AHu7|2 &
2}, unselective binding 2] Higginbotham (1983, 1985)¢] #}Qtof A 3]
Al 25 1=, Higginbotham& WA= "X E-=89 #BA (index-argument
relation)"# #3 JAHEH o AEF-=%9 #FAe o (7)NAXANH
2 JAHdeterminer)d A ALHo2 W AX-=%9 FAN WEH
Ath(discharged) X A<t} Tsaix Higginbotham® Z3&F FoifA
wh-NPX o}ell (17a)el A4 AAlE A Zo] &84 Qe a9 W4 x8 2
&£@du 7} A3, Reinhart(1995)% (17b)M ¥ H|& ¥ ZHE Holn 3§l
t}. &, (17a,b)old 25 &84 QU AHAHDeterminer)7t Watelr} @A}
& A<udan xdd. o7 £t adjuncts= BANH 8471 Qi
I Hopa AL AR}

(17 a. /o\ b. /K
A fo(Q) Drt\ T
wh ind(x) which woman

f {x| woman (x)}
f: choice function

e
I\ |
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el zters] A& A unselective binding® wh-adjunctsel & &
57 &3 23 wh-NPI? AH4goi:s A& $A% 4 s o
unselective binding®] wh-NPA%t Hgedd & (D-(D Al
wh-adjuncts& 25 2€9 Ad& A @7 QA 7HAHQY o] 5 & ok
ok 33, gbE o (18)ellAM ol E3A ¥n AlAeeld dolle wh-NPY
what#} wh-adjunct$l when, whyx 333 AA3H L 984 3z w7}
A1HQ) o]5& #opul ¥k FMAA FAAFAHL (29b)-(30b)ol A A A A

(18) You can see [who did what, when and why].

Al B3t (18)8) whate AA2 9l M unselective bindingol <224
H}Y L HAn F& HAPHA gevh w2 AAPL HAA what2 H
7FAAHQ olFo] 2FEY, WA when?} whye o|E9 [Ql-features] A
AE AHA vt Hoz olEsol #o. HF (18)d deld A 9
wh-phrase, what, when, whyt 25 H|7}AHQ o]EE #jofut #c}
(1814938 wh-NP9} wh-adjunct’t 74 Jeld ZH$dlE Superiority
Condition W&l wh-adjunct’} 7FA AU o5& & + gl

Chomskyt Reinhart$} Tsais] Q#l& UolE 94 wh-adjuncts HEHE
71A 4 gieB R o|@A AL unselective bindinge]l A K HA ko ol
o AAE A7 e HIANAQ ol o] Wadtu Betd, g
Y wh-NP+= unselective bindingol )34 A AaldiA sjAE &+ o
HAAPE A¥AE BEA YA olFo] Padttn Pl 99 =9
& ¥3M HE9Y unselective binding®! Multiple Wh-Fronting Construction
€ AXNFAY e ojie ol AE & F U4

5. $9lo] Wh-NPS] 3§ 3A%Es?

Y= wh-NP9l F3& Co 9 AHAS wh-NPY £33&
C™e] o#jx FRdodxn 7HPeg. 2-d U9 ALE PFAHeE A
Al3t7] del Chomskyst th& %A4Ee ZE ¥vinuz o gf 4%
< Chomsky$] d&o|tt (Chomsky, 1995: 302-303).

(19) a. What did John see t?
b. What [t' was seen t]?
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c. (guess) what there is [t in the room].
d. What did John expect t* [t’' to be seen t ]?

it it |

obj obj sub obj

S8} oo EH t= 25 =¥dH(A-chain}d °1F32 glEd wh-o|§
o2 AAHAY. (19bcd)AME to] 2Fo] A AAFE o A4z
Aol P2 & U (19c)14%= wh-phraseZt AFeloll 14eic) §9] o
dA 74F A7 =He AL (19delth. dhuksd (19,d)AM FRHEHL
a7t £3] A= FEH € F U 2 olfE AAMAIS Aol
BHog E3o] “SFHo] YANA FoHAz ARSI} TEE & F
g17] WEoldd, oA TP (19)dMEe o5 oz Yulgtel o] XA
A FPoz AT, (194 SAFNAM FAoz WP st Oy
ExZhos WY Ao,

old o]lf Wi wh-olFolA FIXER t9 AL AAHA g1 1Y
2 go} glojot 3 =tol F(A-movement)RM = FHEF 2] A Fo] AA|
® ¥ Zdaddn 23 9d 284 (19a))A4 Chomskys &3 tof ¢#iA
AZEHE =gdHdA, FAE Flcase feature F)9 o]Fo] AFAE 93
H7iAH o2 CdEHE e HEN d7AM F8F AL whate 7HAH
o2 CP9 Speco 2 ©|%% ¥ whate] £3 t7} 22 gle AA FolM 2
21d F#t v7kA Aoz ol F s RE 348 Holth. 1A FAd ol Fol
o3 AP A (F, tre] FFL old Q0MAYH 2Ag & Tigd
it ¥} (Chomsky, 1995: 303).

ady of Ak e EAFEE ¢x ddxn o F, Chomskye
ZAo] AAY “E£3L $AY F gicktrace is immobile)"E T B&
€ Holx itk 53 EFHA t AAMZ} olFdHE AR ollm, o] EFHY
2 AX7L wFIAIH R olF UL A AL ds FAE HIAE
A dEgn 2o £7e o|F € HEHA FouM EFAAM 1 A o
RE o]FIHEE L3 A o|BHo2 REHYE HolY| fEor}, 7
Axrctt (19a)9] what2 2 & T4l see?t H&7] WE] FAE T4
FF(see)oll 213 A o|RojAeol fodm o ¥y 4 ofzl (200914
Chomsky®] 713& 4Rz

(20) As for (92a) [here (19a)], the revised formulation permits
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the Case feature F in the argument chain headed by t

to raise covertly for Case checking, which now deletes

and erases it in both positions of the chain (F, tr)

formed by the operation (and in the operator). (92c)

(here (19¢)] falls out the same way. There are a variety of
other cases to consider. I will leave the matter here,
pending closer study. (Chomsky, 1995 303).

3l (20)0] ANE WEg $Y¥EE YA g Qlab)st 24 &, O
9] o]Fo2 whatol CP9 Specdl ol%3d &4 v} dedh 2 v ol
what?] £3 tlof @9 o]$22 whate] F43 Frl FAP& A w7t
NH oz CP9 Specol ol 53 o] A9 ¥ZFo| el F, tri= AAIETD
i 9t add o7 E47 S AL whate] AAE F7 whats §74
FAd ol5¥dn B 4 Utk A whate 93] A HoE o] Fd
o 2R AAAL v He g o|Fdr] Bl WA o (2D)A
Y 71AH Y what® olF O, ¥7INHA ZAA Fol olF O ¥
o502 F o} Frt

(21) a. What did John see t?

what 1‘/\2' _ deleted and
" erased

? / \I‘P

hn/\T

LT

e John see‘t, tr ,'

b.

,—~‘

S)
®
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add o] @9 olF°]l FlAMNF Y &¢H=? whatdt @A FA9
o]t o] ol7] W&o} whato]l W &£ tolARE ZAP Fulo] &
250l YoM b7t R oz AA4ETGT Hejol § Folot, wM £ e
YR7t vt R o2 AAHe Aol £33 o)Ff UYAHA YowM 2
A9 A AR} o|FHER HEH: AL oJE8Yor Beg Bl A
olgtn £t wtM Chomskyx: $| (20)AM o] #4471 @443 HAQ
Aoz AZHA @3, FUR ATHAAZ FAF=d2 A d will
leave the matter, pending closer study (Chomsky, 1995: 303)). 18
22 4% GFgs C™g A4 ol du}e) A s A= A
ot 214 od BA=(UEH, 1996:103-104) ob#ll (Ra)A A AP &EH
t7b T(Spec, AGRs)\} T*™ & (Spec, AGRo)& AAAM Wtz 7M¥&z
Att. &, who, whichs} #o] Fol2 A= wh-phrase T°HA 33
& AYeR, what, whomzo] §Ho|2 A145E wh-phrases T ™oj 4

(22) a. /}\C
what ! F \2 !
A} !

"\\__/ c/\

Movement
of Case Feature
F through T°

b. What did John (T°™) expect t”" [ t' to be seen t ]?

(SN | PN | 8

overt covert: overt overt
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d4 ARPE Bedun e RAES A ol 22 AL @
(19 2& EFZolM F 71 EAFE& ol7|AN Ak F, "What did John
t’ [t' to be seen t] 7olgte EFAMN £ tolA t'2 ol F3e B¢
teld 2 o) BsE AfE o] ojFo] ANHe U, tlH T ™7z
ol§& HZtAAHololof @t T wiA T o] Y T ™M E E39
g 7x 9] o] § (220)7F RAFE R Zo] A FHAHoloof &
t} ol o] I A4t oFY W, FINA, vZIAF olFe] #A HAA
A He A% 849 £ 7] Qg F UA BAE # ()M T
o] z2dle FAL dide] EFo) dolglet. 2w Wl FAA Frt o] tea
9 EXE AYrig, oA EFHo| g £ g TANAN AUZ
4 3lthE Yol gt} olg T ol HYY olFolgtn ¥ F gUd.

durd oz 7] AHJEYAME C7} wh-phrased] d& HA¥dn 7
A& stk a2y 4 (19a), 2lab)AM A Chomsky: &3 tollA UYL 3
A4 F7} wh-NPQl what®] & A3¢dz 7133t AE71? 2lab)dlA
"did" Do-Supportel 9J3jA 4J¥ < Do-Supportol]l 9jg 44U T
oA o]FoAM I-to-C raising®l &I¥ Cof o] UdsE Roltt wie
A dide Z2FAtol7] &l whate] A& Ro/dAY Yol gioh mekA
(2lap)st T AL Be FAE ¢z Jddzn £d a8y 9d od
(23a D)) A Col 2FAI7F el ¢ (21ab)sts @@ Col UA4E &
EA7F wh-NP9] A€ A3 ¢ stz F38d oL (233,b)& B4

o}z (23a)& (23b)s} 7ol 7HA%E olfhe 23 EFAl did7l FF(did)9
Yz @9 o5 o TZ JAHY Foid who?l @Y olFo2 TP
AHo] e AL £ A7 HEolth o] o]F & YutH Fo|7} =YF
oY Zgdnt HEHE ol wEA (23ab)e] BtelE Fo whost TP
o] AR AgelA HIPE H§ £ s AL ¥ Aot sy
whot Bl&=8Fojol7] WFEolt} g4 whos CPY AQoA2E A4S
ojo} it} 28jy EAE T4l who# CPY AP Az {KAsE7N?
YA ol (B)AMAY @9 ol FL2 FF(did)7F Col dA A48 ¥
o] FF(did)7t 713 2% [Q)-A4F W&l Fo| who’l #UETR EYH. °]
A& ulA] FFR(did)7t T°l Q480 TP AAQolg #A%: A $YE
Aoz FH. owt o] Afole Foisl vy Fojd wh-NPY RHo|
TP} Foi¢} tg #o|t}

(23) a. Who did what?




b. CP non-argument {wh-phrases)
checking area

-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
P
-

’ argument checking
area

® /\c
FF(what) v(\:
FF(did) .~ /\r
A 1 who !

@] @

P
) did what

2l (23b)el A FF(did)7t #ofg A& TPAA 229 Fo who# #<
B 2 og 2R EXolg FAHl ded, 2R 5HE TPAA
ERUY £ g7 B C2 A4E F, C™™ A FF(did)e 2R 9]
Fo] who& oA U4, 2 g EFo whatE FUMAN FPd= A
olct,. ¥d  (23b)olAM WA= “vl=¥(wh-phrases) HAUIY
{non-argument checking area)"® “¥=%-d% 99 (argument checking
area)"2 2 TEJP=d ojet e FEL Chomsky (1998 370 A+ %ct.
%, Chomsky (1998: 37)el & ol#fl (24)9 #e°] wh-NP9 o|%& “=%4d
4 F&"a ‘HE=gdy FE"e2 PRI} TPY Spec AdE =¥/M=
o] A8 g% 99oz Bt
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(24) a. Who did you say [t has [ t' discovered the proofl]

b. w!o ----------- “Yho i
DP ---DP

MM Chomsky(1998: 37)& who’l 2t dd7t & 71X ez F
2Eda Hok: e (who, )2 ® A’-chainol®, @& dy& DP9 (t,
t')2 ® A-chainolg} it} WetA to]l Ueld whot =9 4FH vl
&l whodl 4AL FH3tx Yz wtth 21AY o (25ab)9} 7ol
can°] £FAlo|il dost EFAIN F2RE 448 BA

(25) a. He can do it.

b. TP
. Hi
@
FF(it) T
A
FF(do) T
A
FF(can) T vp
A
1 - he can do it
Lo | |
® ®

(25b)el X A ZFAL FF(can)o] A4HZ 2 d¥ £FA FF(do)7t 4%
€t} o] o) FF(can) 139 Fo] heg TP A 2 {A3A 3
AR IXNAAE APsn 2 Of FF(do7t s a3 Ezolg
T AJAA A3} gAY AFL AT 233 @ (2lab)elA
¥ Do-Support& 2= A9l ZFA do?t Tl Do-Support2 WA 4}
Y3 BFAl seet= FF(see)s] Y2 T Ud4=o] o] Johng& TP
Specel] #%1% thg Do-Support2 At3]® did7l FF(see)?] AlAHAIZ 3
Zhedta 7R 234 =9 g (26ab)9h Zo] Ak
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(26) a. What did John see t?

/\ Do-Support as the Tense-Marker

of FF(see) before FF(see) is
....... raised to T.

3 (Do-Support) /O
) b / John ‘

[

® see  what

$1 (26b)okA O o] WA Do-Support’t HE=3 2 t}¥ FF(see)7}
@, @9 °1Foz T Y45 TP Aol John& @9 olFoz #<
@} ol (26b) T o FF(see)e] ZHo| what& 48 & afjo|c}.
gy T BHo] what& #U# € 4 ¢l 2 olf& whato] =%
A7t by whEolth, @M I-to-C raisingel A& ANAEX did7t e
M)A 7HA A olFog Col A a3y AAMEA did7} Col
A4d ¥ dide 2 4F# €4 & g dofdE dide RFAlel7) g E
of azle] EXolg CPY AAe] Az #A¥ + ¢t EHol whate
CPe] AAo] Az #UA¥7] HHA= EFAl FF(see)7} thA] & W n)7}
AHL R 2h)AA @9 olFez C ™o SlibEojol Brtn FAg) o
o] FF(see)$} did (27b)8] Y EdAAY fuld] FAY o2 HAIZH
C¥mXo} #A vrehrtol ¥k shA S},

Do-Supporte} #dE 98 712 FZojA Dot R EALY] AlAEAZ 4
Y= FHolth 2oz EFAY Do-Support2 YENG A7 FHA N
£ A Jdehgol HHe] sedidn B F, Al 2R AAs)
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260)%F 2T £Y =9 Yol vebd AAF o234 FAE o S(match)
€ Hojol dtin HAYT. o]AL B FHoIn. ofd (2T)eIMAMH
FF(see)st 129 AAEA did7t g4 Jebse ot 139 £Ho
what& CP2l AAe] Az #A% & Y2 £ 239 A3 A& A
3z &g gollA BRdE (2lab)9) Chomskye #43& €3 ¥AE (27h)
g 22 £40| g3 FFed.

(27) a. What did John see t ?

b. C non-argument (wh-phrases)
checking area

-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-

-

(do-support) ©
John

FF(see)

see what




20 &2
6. BEAA ARATFEAN C™ A 3

O3 AR YgBATZY slgdA C™P8 4Ase Re oln FUeA
AEYE A ol 2 BFA4H FHE Fn Aok Chomsky(1995: 303)7} =gt
¥ A8 & (21)E o} (28a)2 tAl ABPH. (28a)9) what® 2 EF 42
58 AAA F AP3AFP 224 whato] 3= dde AP g A o
gy o] Age AP SHE A3 A oE 48 Bz

(28) a. What; did John see t; ?
b. What; was given ti to John ?

$ 28 (28a)9 TUY WYoZ whate] FE AAY & QU
2 olf £ given®] what®] A& F5dn 717 wEo A4E FA
A F7} &A% dvd. 284 Fo] glolAd 39 doz olFdiod F
Al wasZHH F3E ¥olrmn, FP L Pedes FH9 o8 (28a)9
A9t FYdA AEE & ok DA (28ab)E FUH o]geE 49y
82 Rk (28b)IME whatol CPS) Speco2 A4E ¥ Cof ols)A
F4¢ ¥n PAe WEGT AARE ol URY A mA
(28a)% WAZ A & (20-CNTH 2 FAE PHo2 EHH: R
o] Uuislg X Ast: dojztm £ EFHo] whate] A€ AR = A4
® = e o2& whato] AE diEE TiAH AP E AAY o F
A5 & (19d), (22b)7} BAFE 2 o] T*™ (Spec, AGRoP)ol| 7HA1 4 o,
2 whato] °]F3A fede Hel & FAZ FF3PC dv3H whatol
TZ oledttx 7Y Z¢, whato] o|53i= 4d& ¢ (227} HAFE
Aol 7INAY o5 H|7IAHQ) elFo] A §HA uelel 3] w
Foltt, o|g} go| Bte 8471 o]FY AL FHAIH, vFIAIFY o]Fo] §
7 Jeidte AL o|lgdez EA7 dota

o $ whatd] WAL T oA HP¥tm &Y "What did John
(T™) expect t” [t' to be seen t] 7" & F#d| A+ Do-Supportd] £
A do7t A YEH AT} I-to-C Raising© 2 o] 5 & doo] EF 9 ztgjo]
Ehjol Soie BEe A HaA dd a2y Y ™ Hy )
WE 43099 dFHX GREATZET ol Aatgd dolls odF
JEAITZE 3lue oo HAYY £ 9l7] WP uf & Yuig ¥
oin FFHG, oS LS Bk
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(29) a. When, where, why and how did he do it?
b. You can see who did what, when and why?

1 (29a)91 M o] Jle] Rrtole 2 EF e YAAANA A HLR B
3ol ko2 ol RAoln, o] Frloje] AAL b (30a)dHHH C
HZINH o2 Q4d FF(do)ol 93 HPe weth 28z (29b)olA
wh-NP$} wh-adjuncts?} @4 velsted, o8& E4% (30b)elA who
2 B4 9 ¢ 44X AL olFE A3, dUHA A 9
wh-phrase, &, what, when, why: Alatg]lel dollel, oz @ 384N
=¥ A Zo] wh-NPQ whate& Azl unselective binding®l 2]3}4]
HH L HAY 229 APAL HHME v H R Aot |
1283 wh-adjuncts?! whend} whyx® o9 A& HAW7] HHAE o
Al obel (30b)eh 2 HZIAHQ Aol 2 FHTH

fae r =& 4

(30) a.

t1 t2 ta ts taa he ta

]




2 &8¢

(30a)st (30b)e] AolF & g ok (30a)dl M did7} FF(do)e] Al
AQAZ AHE5 A7) 7o BFA FF(do)7t wi7tA A2 Cod7Az ¢l
A= o]o} vl 24 when, where, why, how? Q-feature® 2% AP ¥ n
2. 22y (30b)hM e HEEANA did7l £FA2 velgy] W e did
a2 AARe 2 2E wh-phrased] A0 7Hsdida FRE

b. TP

—7I\0

you can see

——» whov,,
s

£
FF(what)
'y ‘a-
FF(when)

t1 2 ta t4 ts
0 |||

9t o] gF AR JEAITRE 7I&dEd C™ 2L 0%
8 A% T/ SlavicA Adoldl Yelde dFAA oA E BN
deix B2 FHel sld. od (3lab)l AAQ Bulgarian® Romanian
A dEAERE ¢ (30a)st 2 wWoz BAME 4 U oy
3 o] £ dojojA RE wh-phraseZt E39] gdo2 o|E3d7] wio]
th 3 old (Zab)e FUYH PFAA RATZE YA olE
9] 713 F=x¥£ Lasnik and Saito(1984)9%} Rudin(1988)ol ¢l#] th& (33a)$}
2ol ¥4 ¥t} Czech, Polishdle] T3 AX o FAITZE dutzoz shie
wh-phrase?t CP2] Specell 45 Yol TP R7idctn o

o rir
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(31) a. Koj kogo vizda? (Bulgarian)
who whom sees
Who sees whom?

b. Cinece a spus? (Romanian)
who what has said
Who said what?

(32) a. Kdo kdy koho pozval, nevim (Czech)
whom when whom invited I don’t know
Who invited whom when, I don’t know

b. Kto co robii ? (Polish)

who what did
Who did what ?

(33) a. /CK
me

ST R

23y Lasnik and Saito(1984)9} Rudin(1988)2 (33a)9] TPl 71
wh-phrase?] AA& o]FA APt AAE v gk A7]M A
@ A GAE o] TP 2718 wh-phrases (33bc)oll MAIE Czechd] <49}
Zo] ™o o#jx HEojol $rtn FFPL. ol T HY9 B
Ax] o BAIFZE Rol: dojE Serbo-Croation, Polish, Czech F°lth.
Rudin(1988) 2]} (34ab)el UEld Russian® ©] #3o] oo &%
3 Aot HI Stepanov(1998)e] 93 Russiane Az} el delsle
tEAx) ATz n #4332 vk wekA Russiano] #% # o] F




AU &2

gag9 4 F o= Aol AVY BAARA F FI Mool & EAlgx
2o ada @3], d&AAM AR Yelte TFYBAITEE ¥a
7t AANSE v A o)Fog ™o BANE ME FY U gy
Ao gz FA4Y

b. Kdo kdy koho pozval, nevim (Czech)
whom when whom invited I don’t know
Who invited whom when, I don’t know

: =

F}f(whfkdy) }\

FF(whs=koho)

T pozval C T
(invite) /D\

(34) a. Kvo koMy ckasan ?
who whom said
Who talked about whom?

(Russian)

b. Urto kTo rae BHaen ?

what who where did see?
Who saw what, where?
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7. 4 &

g e 189 F48 A 2o, A AA, ul /9 §7lo] (when,
where, why, how) gojolA #ute] opz} tl& dojodM= thFHA 9
BEATRE YAt 84eta FREY a2a o9 e tFHA &AL
TZE Jle¥d £ de ol8HQA FA (theoretical device)e ©|7|
Chomsky(1994), Chomsky(1998), Richards(1997)¢] el3ilA AA® u} drh
ot QoA =olg AZo] Outer Specs? o2& ol84¥ AHA%:
Wh-Island Constratint& $19H8}3, Inner Specs®] o]|&& o|&¥ o+
Extension Conditiong& #WsiA €k 34 el =o€ doj9
wh-adjuncts® ©¢]%o°|\} Romanian, Bulgarian® <]& &% Wh-Island
Constraint7} #4¥ 4 @222 Wh-Island Constraintts © oj4 o] 1
HA Agzdelel ¥ 4 A HAY 28 2E Chomsky(1994, 1995,
1998)8] Outer Spece] © A de] glAl Bl a2y BZojy Yol
ZFo]71z2E A3t dide Richards(1997)9) PMC(Principle of Minimal
Compliance)8] ©]&oc] HA37] W&o Inner Specsg] ¢|EE Ao F¥H
multiple Spec?] f¥ol wel ddye2 HEdin 1P

S5, nA93d H<(unselective binding)e AR dolde =E
wh-phrased] A &5+ Aol ol wh-NPolgt #8531, wh-adjunctsell
e J4HA gete Aot a8la g AR gelsle wh-NP
vy Aol HLEda g -MAEol4 wh-NPY A& & +
o= FolA, wh-NP9| Z& FHKA RUv. WM wh-NP9 AP &
AN E AL o] 5o .G.-?-ﬂtl- ol2| ¥ ol wiiEo] wiHely A&
o AdE GFAA JBEAFR JEAAE GFAA JEATZE Y
e doe o3 Wz sA gevte Aot

olg} & 7%, wh-adjuncts® EF HZ}AHQA Adez 189 AA
< AA33, wh-NPe F3& Co oA FH= I, wh-NP9 3232
Ccmo) oA FHEkT FAM, o] C™Ve YL A §89 I
A AT 2 AR delfle dFEATRY JgdE A&
F 971 fEd o & YN E ERYdn FHEL
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