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Lee, Sung-Kyu (1997). Bracketing Paradoxes and Tier-Theta Role
Assignment. Linguistics, 5-1, 57-73. This paper aims to survey the
problems of bracketing paradoxes and provide an alternative based upon the
autosegmental analysis, Morpheme Tier Hypothesis, proposed by McCarthy.
Unlike previous studies, I argue that morphological structure is
autosegmental and therefore that there is no bracketing paradoxes. The
paradox of a word like ungrammaticality, in which un-(Class 0 Prefix)
attached beforeity{Class 1 Suffix), is not really paradoxical under an
autosegmental approach.

The paper is organized as follows. In section two I provide a brief
explanation of Level Ordering Hypothesis and the phenomenon of bracketing
paradoxes in morphology. In section three I examine the validity of Affix
Raising proposed by Pesetsky, and survey the autosegmental representation
provided by McCarthy and Katamba in order to resolve bracketing
paradoxes that raised in single words. However, I conclude that
Pesetsky’s theory is not amenable to resolve bracketing paradoxes. In
section four I deal with bracketing paradoxes that raised in compounds. In
particular, I try to examine the paradoxes involving compounds, such as
‘transformational grammarian’, by approaching to the @& -marking
properties of their heads, with the non-head element of the compound
receiving the 6 -role. (Junior College of Incheon)

1.4 &

Y E o]EolA 71 FARol AX=H I AE EAE Fol st B
ol 7] o M(bracketing paradoxes)slgt ¥ 4 Utk B =82 EFHLE o7y
$ B3P He) g EARES Bz 2 4HE AP AR A4
2% g MANE DA

2307l 44 dARE7Hd(Level Ordering Hypothesis)& W

g4 ¢Adc. dAFE&7/Hdel@ Siegel(1974), Allen(1978) Kiparsky(1982),

Mohanan(1986)E0] A¢HE o822 X WL 13 FAZ OF FAeg

HA HREH7 QB OF FAE [F ARG v &d A¥gE o
Eolt.



58 ol &

AT ] @ ol GAREolE USAE EF3EL, F Y
AojYAAE Yl eEY 7123 v JFo AP BEojHP] N2
27 dq&o] gdo] ¢4

olo] i@ o2 A ungrammaticality$} 2 HAojs FUYE YA+
A= 731 YefE &3 71Fol ¥ [unl[grammaticallity]]s} <9 &
A 7]2e] 2% [[un[grammaticalllityls} Ze] M2 & F A9 #Ini3
o] a7HEZ Qo] BAHI A

A B30l 9o 2AYEAL el AP ups} o] Y7 E
gaojdol] Edd BEAREYA 7A€ 2322 Hde EAE 2
BRoz HAsr] AHME e old dEadgd NN YyyF2
& EANE & AU AF 7A =3 @ 2E0A J4e Ad234 A2
g ¢ Az vgEg.

Qe 72 @ B37} obd McCarthy(1979. 1981)¢] AL EEH FFol
AHME 283 BEAY & U7 GE) B = B3P J4& U9
2 FFsH, oy FRE HH ¥ =FL& addoist A0 8 #
Hole] BEu|Z JAL FE&A dFsinz ¥4

ggole] #wEulP QMo diME McCarthy(1979. 1981)e] A<t
Katamba(1993. 1995)8} Falk(1991)9) A g¥d LA F2& HEs R, A7
g ZAA g N2E NFPLE AA snz ¥g. a2n JARSL
7} olFolz Aol JHEAE McCarthy(1986)8] 8% Aol
HA FAY ¥y CVREE HA= 3o 34 - 99 ¥ (Tier -
Theta Role Assignment)8] H2%d & AL{ax 8o

Ao e 2AHE AN B =F& A 2¥o e g3 e @
& 7FsA AMra, A 3N dddels BIv A4 E AP
7] 98 Pesetsky(1985)9] HAlAgol&x APRHESH EAE vy R
o], £% CVEE HEAlol g8iA 949 HEWLE AN stna o Al
48NN E HARL ol FAole Bl 4T Ay A
Williams(1981)9] o1#3 #dA oA Azlg ¥ ¥de A¥dE 3
B8 2 Foll, 4019 ¥(head)d] 9July ¥IFH I 4ug S L v]-4
(non-head)?] #AE THHE2 AN ArI=Ee B0y 449 §
Ag HAsHna ¥

2. #5397 94 (bracketing paradoxes)

2 AodMe 23z o ¢4 4UE o f YEEH B A
2FsA Avpanz do B3P JHol e FIY oy #AY
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o7t ¥ /8 A= e JEF2E ZEdA dddda 5 U 9
of g A& AA3A o} B2

(1) a. [un[[grammaticallity]] b. [[unlgrammaticalllity]
(2) a. [transformational [[grammarlian]] [modell[theoretlic]]
b. [[transformationallgrammar]Jian] [[modelltheoret]lic]

oA AANE s FAM (1a)9 Cael £& AEL YHITLEH
2 45" FZEY, (Ib)s} @)} &3 EL oujgHoz fx° T
ZzEo|th

Siegel(1974)2 (1a)8] A{olA, -itye IF F9IAHClass 1 Suffixes)
o)z UYWH o2 un-7 2& NF HFAHClass I Prefixes) Bt} oA
A o|Zto] BoZe GAFE/MEE A AT

2322 Siegel(1974)9] o]} 93A (la)ol FZE FASLEH 7
Fol gy HYo ¥z wad

agy BAE (la) 727 v8 YYFEF 7S AEE HFY
FzYAEBRE un-& YuwrHo 2 9o o] oz YA Ul FItE

= 2y gro oA (la)l A Y un-°] grammaticality el -7}
2 5 gus Ade ¢ 5 U zdez ¢ (Ib)s 2 FRE ¥
22 34 "o 2¥AT (b)Y FFE OF FFAL un-o [F FHyl
Al -ityR Tk @AM o] BAAF B QEte SAFEC)ES HALE
Z5ujz gAdo] A g}

ol A Al o} o] (Ib)Y F2E WS BIoy ¥ & FUse
2AEE 7H1ARE AT @o] ungrammaticalitys ‘HEHHolTE F
2'(the property of being ungreammatical)€ 2v]st7] W&o ov|2d @
oA (b)) & 2Eviy& 714 & Adn ¥

(2ab)e] A 4= dolutE 8 98N F £ FAoldA wAHE
Z5vjz) Ao O dztn ¥ + Atk

EE o8 ASdE AL EEAN 30U L AMNE QalAst 2
o] 1& AHAY -ic® -(G)anol ¥4 olMel FrisolA o} AT, oujg
Moz ‘ny o] ©HH (related to model theory) Rz ¥y e ¢
F2}'(a practitioner of transformstional grammar)8 <v¥ @& (2b)s}
2 Z3ogo] Wasdidn By} ol YA HMe] WA
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3. @¢ddojg) #3vY 44

& HoAME (1)9 ungrammaticalityd} Z& @detoldN ¢A4ss &
Fofzl HMHE A7) 4 Bgo2 M AA Pesetsky(1985)7F AA #
HA A ol8o] A9 A ElFA4E ZHXa eA ¥Rz, &5 McCart-
hy(1979. 1981)9} Katamba(1993. 1995)7F MA1% AFEI LA EAE 7]
Boz 3o Falk(1991)e] 2 & v EYEdHZ, Y5 Falk(1991)8] #F )
A Ao ¥ AYPEALH FAlS FAH o] £ =F& McCarthy
(1979. 1981)¢] CV ¥l o8 gde &4 s di¢te] B F e A
2& F2& AAHnA ¥4,

3.1. Pesetsky®l HA}¢1/3(affix raising)

ZAE9 YA QA4 cjgel A S-F2 & Move-aol A &
Ye|(PF)gtE T & =dF(LF)E ulE F ke Pesetsky(1985)¢] A<t
4 AAZ ungrammaticalityol 283 ARl (affix raising)& 3FHH(3)
T4 e F2E /1A F Aok o B B FAYALZ UM e-0°]F0]
L =27 g A o)A EA(e)E e

b.
2
- f
(Affix
Raising)
un grammatical ity un grammatical e ity

Pesetsky® 1% 22 72 (Ga)dlA @A f&7tde] Yuley ALt
sl oo @ydlMe FHARIAe o|FoiFr] WEd o AREA
un-& gwrzoe g HEA ¢of Rrldoe FAHYGE UFA7In it 2
dEz )% & 72+ 9+ ungrammaticalitys] i3] S {714 3
£ 22 YAHE g3 949 FAE AdJcd Yzdd.

azy 3)9 FEee A7 Qda dwddd. gy 9 F2e
ungrammaticality 2 A4 J4d& HAH FAW 29 FLH un-X-ityd
FZ9 dAYe) ojfRo] EAFA Y  +unagili-ty, *unsincerity,
suncivility, *unpurity, *unfertility, *unregularity 53 & ¥geo =& &
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AR ¥ 4 Qe Aol FAJ vtAH AA 47 WE o) FE
Ay YPuio E&o] Y 49y B§F4o] itz ¥4

Pesetsky(1985)2] HAIIAZ o8& =& -abilitys} o] o]F9 HAQ
dol 87HE BEY J4E AP EAY dda #edd. o
Aoz By HHE AFAS HAAL o7 RS eAHAR
-ability®] 3¢ HUiAl -abled} FHvlA} -ity, & F 749 FHEIAL #A
Hol dA4sE d4olgd & 4 9. o3 ¥ 49t reanalyzabilitys} Z&
Y FzolA ol € 5 1oy, o] dojg ¥EUY FXE YUY of
Het 2.

(4) a. [rel[lanalyz]abillity]]
b. [[[relanalyz]labillity]

@9 Fz+ ¥ F9A -abletdt 1F ArA -ityZ7h HAHS H(affix
conflation)=|o] &3 vjz] o] ¢S U} (4da)RH-H (4b)& 37 9
8 HAIYE 285 Bedecker(1991:115)71 A4 ut Qe (5)9 F=
g ztehge

1. Aronoff$} Sridhar(1983) -able& F ¥4l (neutral suffix)2 ¥H{¥}. 2
Hez 1§ JoA -ity7t YXHE SAREI2Y YRHAME -abled HFo] o}
d 132z E#FY A& Ad¥Ud. IAAFHo2 -gble® FZMIL dnalyzed]
analyzables} o] oj§ ¥tz F3Uc}

2. Badecker(1991:115)€ (6) T2&# 37] flfM= 2 o)A -ity® AA A@A|
7€ oldfie} e T2 & 7Rl @ox AU

JRE R\

re analyz abil ity re analYZ abil &

A9 HARJNY FHEAN FE AL re-E= FHPFEHE [-vlold, -ity7} HAIR)
4¢3 abil-o) 4HEH N& re-9] ¥F 35L 937) 93] $3 72 34 A®
& HI\¥er dda FF@c).
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5)
v

Vl

Y\

re analyz € g abil; ity

a3y AHFAxA3 3A -able el -itys} ok d=H (5)9
TEE 2% AAQYLE A&A ity BhEl -abi o €M2 JYehez
A4 T £VAYE FHEH22 vHa ok ol AN wRo
& ™ Pesetsky(1985)9] Aol #sujy Ao Ay ZEAHQY
HE 4 AN FE olEo2NE AR UL wadn oY F
Ae o529 AFEETH A A 842 € & Uk o

32 AYPEHS&3H EAl(autosegmental representation)

U2 McCarthy(1979. 1981)9) X Y2 A o|&L Aoj(Semitic language)
9} & v I FZ(nonconcatenative structure)E 713 ¢oje] 2L =
Ao 23U dole o8 WM Aojgd: dEAY o9 PYyFz
of g 4@ dAHQ HAHR Y 2] d(Item-and-Arrangement) ¢
A2 yeze F3vY 947 2L FAR HFY + ey, 4z B
A, 259 Zol 5 &3 543 2L g4y H3Wyo| aFdE o
g #HAA McCarthys] AHEALH HIWEL T3y Jdo g
Mz Hdde 2 4 Qokn By

McCarthy(1981)& ool @]9l 3ag o} S(triliteral root) ktb ‘write’,
fhm ‘understand’, drs ‘study’, ksr ‘break’5ol 24 HIE Jegues 2
447 AU ¥ Hvd(binyan)& A bt Aok

2 =8 ungrammaticality®} & gdgole] et TR F Ao} McC-
arthy7t AAIE Bjde] 22E FollM 2 ARE $&3tux @t} Katamba
(19%6:224)= McCarthy$] ®|'¢g oj#is} 2o} veha gict

3. AHFAHEA(string vacuousness condition)o]F A tA} A AH(Quantifier
Raising)e] €889 F 99 (terminal string)e PP FEA4s} Yx o} &
o A el
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(6) Binyan
I katab ‘he wrote’ fahim ‘he understood’
I kattab ‘cause to write’ fahham ‘cause to understand’
M  kaatab ‘correspond’ faahim ‘understanding’(ad;j)
IV  ?aktab ‘write’ ?afham ‘understand’
VI takaatab ‘write to each other’ tafaaham ‘understand someone’
Vi ?iktatab ‘write, be registered’ ?2iftaham ‘understand’

(6)9] binyan® FoNAM I M& $F7=2 Yehd (N3} 2.

7N BinyanIl Binyanil
Consonantal tier k t ll) | tl tl)
CV skeleton C V{C/l C C \\/\]/}V C
Vocalic tier a a

kattab ‘cause to write’ kaatab ‘correspond’
(Katamba 1995:227)

M9 2ATFEE A we fold Hl: UL A3

(Consonantal tier £+ Root tier) &2 % ¥ (Skeletal tier £+ CV Skelet-
on)¥ B8 Zd(Vocalic tier)2 FA= Ut

Falk(1991:28)t 3| 2| o](Hebrew)2] 3x&0]2 ¥Ej& (triconsonantal

root morpheme) pix‘open’] B¥Y WFE Uehi: E2S2 AIY plixa

‘opening'9] AT olest o] AA3a ok

8)

XXXXX




64 ol 4«

Falk(1991)7} AAl¥ (8)e] F+x9} Katamba(1995)9] (7)9] 7= & H|x
g W AL2AN ERPEE AP ALY He AU Fake T4
Aol & CV ¥# djilel X YU& A8 E Holn), McCarthy(1979. 1981)
o] FzxAe fiE E8Y 95U N(FAD 298 A48 o) SX3iga
ey Q2 Agtelgtn ddd.

Falkke (8)9] 72& 7|€22 3o #3nz Q4o A HAUW
ungrammaticalitye] @3} (9)¢} & Fx& AAEa AUt

AN

9

4]
[l

e /r«:
: 48
o T

223 Falk(1991)£ Pestsky(1985)9] (5)9) F&oAM AH4FTHA #H&
Aukate -abilityst 2 PAE U BIulY JdA AP EAE 10)9
AHEEESH B M AP 3o

(10)

abil
XXXX XXX
\N\\| /-
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33. CVEd BEAO 9% gt

g5v7 94¢ Yo7 ungrammaticality$} -abilitys} e HeF=
& T39d Bl 93x g3 Falkd (9)9 (10)3 2L APELALH
A A Jeld o Y2y J4e B2 wAHA gegn B
9. 224 Falk?| (9)8} & FRE AFA un-o] EAHA R&e 1z
4 Aol Atk agln (1009 F= EE 3PAe) AAFo] g} 1w
2 & =%<& ungrammaticality$} -ability®) HHIT72E § doluje e
&€ A dx9 £49¢ 7MAgE McCarthy(1981)8] Hejx 24714
(Morpheme Tier Hypothesis)ol l#] HEA|3l: A 2¢ Werg of2fs} o)
AA stz Pt

B R ) Y N
/\ a i a it
o
\4 v v

[
c cC [ Cc c + c v

&

ungrammaticality?] HE|lFEe] g2 £ =Eo] (1AM AAE F=L
Falk(1991)7} (9)AM AAE F2B dAo] lon], HAL un-& E7)
¥ 7 e o 22U 21 Bt 23y Q1) FRE G2y 3
Z2M HAZ Ego) A¥HE AP GHFH o2 o]RR) 7] PFf
(D9 =& ddse oW HAo] Wasdca £ off YN
T 9ol olad WRrFZE FFHE FHo| Ut

ol HEEoME FHHEL d¥ YA o) EUuW Y&
2y F337] s WRBI§ AAste B354 9H(Bracket Erasure
Convention)o] 24 ¥l Kiparsky(1982b)7} 3% o] YR FEE AP
A5 FRAAE A9 AYRPFA(tier)o] HFEg & 4 gk 2
HEZ (1D 2& AP A LA BEANE Kiparsky7t A¢Her #3419

4. B3 A7 (Bracket Erasure Convention)2 Kiparsky(1982b:140)7} #jQhet
FRezd W& ‘4 GAY olAudM yERBEE AMEEgs FHo|g
‘Internal brackets are erased at the end of a level.
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Ze #Ae] Yodjgu wddg.

olg g #HAo] & McCarthy(1986)7} At¥ %<8 H(tier conflation)o]
g ¥ 4 .

McCarthy(1986)7F A& olgel ©@olQl yaktubna ‘they(fem.) are
writing'?] 248U AAS & (DY F2o HERE o $d& 12)9 2
e F2E ¥ Ut

(12) a u

A
ity
ve+eeve cvcvcvc+vcw|/
T
2303 dde] ol a1zb)st e @My ATz oA
ungrammaticality®] FeT2& EA ¥ o) 624 ZI30iP 449 A
& 384 ¥ 4§ dda &g
oz B =FE Pesetsky(1985)9] o814 w=o] HUW -ability

s} 2 B3z 4o diA Fak(1991)9) (10)#E e F2& o
s} o] AtEnz o

5. McCarthy(1986)71 MA|# yaktubna ‘they(fem.) are writing'?} #d4% A
€ olejs} P

a) y p u b)) u u ¢) cvecveey
| A A | A ||||||I|
Yy auna y na
c+veeve+tey c+vecvete v

Ii
v il

]
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(13) a. & ;ﬁx\ b. -vevetvey C. -VCvevey

]I 1111

abil ity ability

(13a)= -abilityd] A td3 FEFx9 HAold, (13w 2494F
#4E Yehig, (1300 39880l olFgx 1 ¢ Fol dojxE dAH
CvEarza & £ dd. & =8 (120)% (130)% 22 29T2E
ungrammaticality ¢} -ability] & o]z 9G4 HFd ¥ + Y& dges
A AQtstE whelt)

4. F4ol9 B33 94

dddelictE gy F27 F o B3A% HARIIL o} Fo]A (2ab)e
transformational grammarian®} 22 #39 Aoy #35uiy 4L &
37 AaAMe g4l YRl FEmo] opd AYPEHEEH HA
7t ol Fold ] Aoz dMHe YA gedn o,

23U uiEA M) FAE A EAs7) WE Aol o
3 v#e) BAE TN AYEBEH 399 BHNA gnEFHA H
Tol ojFojAoidtn £l olF H & HolME HE EAHL A
ok vlwe] AP Qi vy FAE AAH F Wiliars(18D o1 HH
BHAY o8E 4 HEST, B4ol9 JH9 EAE NEAY + U= o
gdozA F49-9v|9 UH(Tier-Theta Role Assignment) F'H L At 3
RAET

41 o133 A (lexical relatedness)

Williams(1981:245)x= F 788} ¥ Y Eo] v o™ 3 e} 4 (morphemes)
sfEte], 2en FAld 2& 9uR4E JiAT U a2 SR
< HNE BAYe) ddx FFRez Fdole Iy 4L Hdst
2 A=,

o e
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Williams®] o}$% @34 ol&4X ¥(head)?} ¥ H(nonhead)d| 7442
¥ ©AAY A%E FAANE Fay JEol HI Ut 1Y 19 A
@ AW RY o A

(14) a. If both X and the head of X are eligible members of
category C, then XeC = head of XeC
b. Nonhead: the highest left branch of a word.
c. ‘X can be related to Y if X and Y differ only in a head
position or in the nonhead position. Williams(1981:247-261)

EE WolE Folt PYAHnoun)d AT 2EE #4S3 3o FAY
(breath[ 8] — breathe[8), lifelfl — livelvD)& 7}A & A3 Zo] A ¥
o] IE AYE d93yoz YA, WiliamsE HolA ARG 2 d&
Bgol(complex)ol A 7t $29 REoju v HL 7t HFe) FEolT
2 Aom Utk uiz o)y Yo HEI vy REE ALt yv
2] Lol Y o ojHFHo 2 BAHY Udn FHEL

(15) a. macroeconomist
b. macroeconomic
(16) a. macroeconomist
b. microeconomist

238E014)2 TR o#MA (15ab)e WY -ists}h -icd A3} FY
&1, (16ab)= ¥]¥< macro-$} micro- & AdHn FUHEELE ol
o513 FAAEL /I YE AL & F Aok BIOY JHE Yo7
= (152)¢] macroeconomistt °1#H3 WA o do] HAHm 3
. & (15 ‘AANFAGAE dvldn, AdE ZAA%AE onlstA
gtk (16b)e «ol S FAgA7L ohe ‘wAFAGAE o vt

adY (140)9] #HL HY X9 Y7b AT t2AY ugexgt o
29 X¢ Y& #do] gln FAS 2R whitewasheds white ¥7t o}
el white2 Al&sle T8 doj(e): whitebait, whiting, White House,
)9 gdAo] oz R FFE & doH, guFHe g FAY] e
YA EE (1d0)ol 98X B840 gdn F3E & Uk ol A 4=
o2} o] Spencer(1988, 1991)¢] ool A 3te} & 4 v
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(17) a. baroque flautist

b. Modern Linguist
(18) a. baroque flute

b. Modern Languages

(14c)h A (1N (18)9) flute~flaut-2t language~lingu-7} WX,
H 8 of7] miEe] o]E YAHJEL olHH WAAYo) gittz FEY F
e ¥ F Yo 2HE2Z oY WYY cE2o2 A4ole BIuYYA
& P3| oldrtn wadr o3 ¥ FA: g A 34E-9vid g2
of o34 HEE 4 Utz Vo,

42. gviyg 3ol 4% gt

(2ab)ol A A A€ transformational grammarian®] #3&vlz] ML o} s}
2L AAHRTEe &AM gAe] gdETin ¥ 4 3o

(19) a. [transformationall[grammarlian]] : grammar — grammari-
an — transformational grammarian
b. [{transformationallgrammar]lian] : grammar — transforma-
tional grammar — transformational grammarian

£ =82 g0 #xod 98& AP0 98 (198 B FA9
F3oj3 o] olet oju] AAIGN} e (I2b)¢} 2L AYEARA 2PF2
& T4l Ytz Agsa, a2 2EFE |y YIE T o H2A ¥4
o 4 N2 4+ via Lo,

Williams(1981)2] #(head)® ¥ ¥(non head)®] 73 <¢1(14ab)& ‘transfo-
rmational grammarian’s] 8389 ol e} 2L YA F2& /A= ¢l
€ ¢ F A

(20) . N
transformationala grammarianny
(non head) (head)

09 F2E Hhead)o] BWH WF J%¢ FINL ALE & &
Atk 2ey B w8 Williams(198)) 337 ded o o ¥

Jnu
=4
o
oXx
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Bz A FHAY PFo] Y& v B¢ ohyz} ¥ #M(non head)
of 2ln|Yg Fie J¥E Yo FFFna g

adez 992 grammarian® Y ¥Q) transformationalel Al < v} wia
7 ojojd(f-role) G }o=zAM UYEH9 AP (practitioner of
transformational grammar)#& ¢jv|&o], *'AY3 = FYPrF'9 To] ofd L
& + ok a8y 2l A grammar AR temperature2 H}RA HlY
& R ol X & +AYL 7} ope} F&o] nMAeN HAAFES
‘Wde XE Uz Yo| vHof A 2u|HA FAF uidg Al
F@¢oan o

olg g AHANMN B =& 27tA AgtE Adsinzt doh RA Ao
olA] Hl¥M(non head)d] <jn|E BIujZd YA HEHE JFH
(obligatory) @Al 7} ojve}l Ho] F& u)Y(F-role) FAYL A}
olo] W& )& AABHA ol 2o}

(21) English grammarian
a. ‘practitioner(or student) of the grammar of English’
b. ‘grammarian whose nationality is English’

(21)9] English grammariano] @8] (2la)e ‘GolFHe dA7749 Fo)
W (21b)E ‘FHo| YFAQY FYtolng ovid nigdo] . Y
(22)9} Zo] o linguistZ vlAA WYL 22 oAgt 1 £ AP o
g 9u§ v

(22) English linguist
a. *'practitioner (or student) of the linguistics of English’
b. 'linguist whose nationality is English’

(22a) *«'gojtte] AFA Eoz A HHYoln (2b)e 'FHo| I
Abgel o B'g ousteg AYolct o)y ALES B o §4olg v
#(non head)d] 2jvie @Evlel FSE= Alo] ofz}l o wtel ofnjy
ztol 7} A ft R AbE Al ot

4 Y LA A on) ¥Fo) Aol =8 (internal argu-
ment)?l YurHARS} )% i=%(external argument)el vl EAE HF:
EA AN Y HAL Alolg] oluld e zto)r} o= PAl=dt
o] T FaAL AR} olo] Y AE AASA o)} Zo.
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(23) a. English grammar
b. grammar of English
(24) a. the Iraqi invasion of Kuwait (‘Iraq’s invasion of Kuwait’)
b. the Russian decision to hold elections
(‘Russia’s decision to hold elections’)

(23)9] WA} grammare ¥4AMQ Englishel &9 9( 0 -role)& F& W
H=dtolt. zEy (24)¢] WAb invasion® WAM grammars$t: d2d
invasiong 9F=¥& ou] A HFE FAHinvade)ol A THAPE FA}o]
7] wj&ol the Iraqui invasion® Iraqel 23|A (by) AFA HYolnz
ofdl 2l#x EAS= NPsl #o] 9% 9n|dole & 4 Qi

19 o] oY g YIFH F& YAl FES VI J4L ¥
271 84l 2u 7 Fo¥ UL HEAT WEEYG Z, 9A}
T I Y 8Ab v o] Wt (orientation) & AAY Fi EH 1 A3} B
de ‘T ouid(sect 4 -role)§ AFTH T AHAE @ F U o
a8 ‘T ouid g ¥d HF3HA theoretical physicist, experimental
psychologist ¢} Southern Baptist 53 %<& #4oje] BEvi7 JAHE #)
Z2Y ¢ ol Spencer(1991:413)o1 4 A A€ <13 HAHPersonal nouns)
2l Southern Finn, Southern Dane, East Germane #§4j¢] @3 ujz o4
€ HAY F A B o)W BN £ =8& B3z 49
HEE& #l 2L-Avy €7 B & AAsE ol

53 &

€ =B YHE 979 YoM FYdYol =3 EAE Fo s
ZEUREE 437 M o3 BYPez P& AEPD. @du
ool A EAHE J4E NAHY AANNE FTAEY FBA AN o &
dZAste] S-FZ2E Move-aol 98 =2 Yel(Logical Form)z HHE
Pesetsky(1985)%] HAI4 ol& & FERoD, BA4ol9 Ju& HP3)
A Wiliams(1981)e) SNy #AY o8¢ AMURAT 2A B
o W e 9x 2R

23Y McCarthy(1979. 1981)8) AY¥LASH F2¥dd Y2 29
7t¥d(Morpheme Tier Hypothesis)& M9t gdddole] Y72 E Y
€ 29(Tienol SN EANE o BxoiZe FPe Yasx Yo
o, 2 A3 2aAgde] EAE S45A g3t

FAole 2oz Ao AR APAY) AAHE Y7o g




72 ol 4 7

dgd APEHEY g7z AW A §A o9 A
(head)®] 97| ¥(6-role) ¥Zo diy HIo] gIE o], 2 A9 EAF
HAY 4 Ao 8ok AL {40 FRAM HE FaY 4¢E W

il d njdo] g3 origg 8 ol 1 ejnge B
(orientation) . AAI# Fo £@ 19 BHY ‘FYA o) (sect § ~role)
& AT F7] Qo) o9} L HIo| UL W £ = generative
linguist, theoretical physicist, experimental psychologist 9} %€ =%
HAdolel BExuP 4L o ol HAHo] ol AHE ¢ 4 sUtx
£d.
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