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Kim, Jeong-Seok. 2000. The saving effect of ellipsis. Linguistics 8-1,
113-132. This paper examines the so-called saving effect of ellipsis in
minimalism, first investigated by Lasnik (1995¢, 1999a). It has been
controversial in the generative literature whether syntax is fundamentally
derivational or representational. More precisely, a related issue is whether
well-formedness conditions are imposed specifically at the particular levels
of representation made available in the theory, or they are imposed internal
to the derivation leading to those levels? In line with Lasnik (to appear a),
this paper tries to answer the latter question, and concludes that syntax is
both derivational and representational. (Sogang University)

1. =4

EAEANY FAHELE E2&(derivation)dl € AYA eohw A
(representation)l & AUA e ESS HIYHEHY JAEd AH
g BAL Bogr F oW HY4 Z(well-formedness condition)o]
Ex Fad FLHEX opdd 1 A B =28y A =&
A Hgslool st FAZ FYle 7Y Aol Hosioh & =
Fo| A= Lasnik (to appear a)®] =2ld 71&% 4, () o] T53 54
B (i) Ad=ZEANo] =2 d(vs) FEAY A FHEINA HAF
(minimalism)el Al o] %A 238 & JEAE G738 & ot

2. XA ZA(Locality Condition)

2.1 ¥ 298 (Empty Category Principle=ECP) $%+9] T4

1 o] =B& #Zoi%3] 2000 ALATYAAN FFes dEd =8L A4
FAE Aolth. g =HAET o|FW Ry, £24 RFEA FAETH.
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Chomsky (1986)& %#7tojo]F(adjunct movement)o} & H-Af
(locality constraint)el thdte =& 3 (derivational) H<HE H¥H. IE
7ol E Al (v-marking)7t 23 EAAA Y ALt Lasnik and Saito
(1984)8) 334 & AR@ct Lo FES nas) Bk

(1) *How do you wonder whether john said (that) Mary solved the
problem?

e =29 A gAdAy (2% 2& FZE A dHed o o EF
(trace)& ZulE A7} €t

(2) [ep [ do [ip you wonder {cp whether [ip John said [ce How
{c (that) [ip Mary solved the problem t]1]1I1]]
[+v]

a3y How?dt #4949 CPe Ao (specifien2 ©)5¥ W FAAH=
A(Subjacency Condition)& $i¥t&th tigo] o] o]Fo] EXE B7IA H
W oo EXe AFYded AZHr Lasnik and Saito (1980 ¥
25 239 X (intermediate position)d]l €& W7IEE 873A &7 9
B o] o|Fo] WAl EXHEL A s d ¥ Ar|EAT
TH &3] Fir gHedE oW AR I EFo] AAHE A& HA
2&ctn Betth X% Chomskys 80d o) Fukel MIT 7ZejelA ost
B g e 48 E Adgdh

(3) B7to)x= @43 BAHo ok o). (Adjuncts must be fully
represented.)

@2 Brolol5e £29 RE QAN BSA EHS Pric & 2
qHE AeAE EASE A & e AE dulEt @) @Y @)
= oo wAd Egwtn s
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(4) [cp How [¢ do [ip you wonder {cp whether [ip John said [cp t’
[-v]
[c'-(that) [;p Mary solved the problem t]I1111]]
[+v]

t'e 3HFYdE ANEA Ho] Lasnik and Saitod) &olol 23tH 3
Z &7 (offending trace)o] ¥t}

8 o] 5 (argument movement)d] ZHA$olE EBE WHIHEFH(variable
trace) WHEA] EA ok 3o}k HAW oy YA ® FAEHo| EA&
718 &7 gt 99 #BANY 58 nd 2R 6)S B)Y 7=
Ad o7 FHA EFHA ¢S A HAGY

(5) ??Which problem do you wonder whether John said (that) Mary
solved?
(6) [cp Which problem [¢' do [ip you wonder [cp whether [ip John said
{cp #+ [¢r (that) [ip Mary solved tJ1]111H
[-v] [+v]

Gyl e AA7 o] 5 (long-distance movement)2 €A3F] FTHFHo|AE
A AAL Rjojol MY Aze UL A%E 2HFAE &
£tk 657 ¢13% FPHA EFLE ot AMdE Chomsky (1986)¢
319 214 (Subjacency)84tell  wlFdF AW T &o]E(strict derivational
theory)2.2 A9 o5 & @A/ UF HAX B EUAEL A3t
g 28y 23273 E4 FHEH| A Fol AlgtAr] "Wl (6)
& Y29 E YurdAs ¢=vh Chomsky and Lasnik (1993)2 &
3 go] Ltk

olel TH TZo] +FAH EXL XA 1 FHL FHAMZAE
gurgic) qrek «HAE o] £34o] =8 Fel(logical form) FEAol Fot
oed 1 FEL FHFdYAE Yusith

o) AL ZulEAS} 7ot B(v-filter, & THFYEY)E P& Lasnik
and Saitod] =& AP Aotk FEY AL oy TEF EA4A
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= 2HFEL9) AHFo] AHog EEFHoAE ¥oe Heold H¥ JtF
Aol 2234 Fo BEAEUE HAMNE E&Hoith A fwk 7
o] ANHoz AAHE AL =YY FAEE FoAe B4

AAZ BrtololEe] ZEAMo| thE Lasnik and Saito®] EAH HH 7
Chomskye £2% A9(3¥yez A SAE ¥X#stx Slvle 3tA
the 2% @42 2 ¥3ses 5 3y £8 d3: WE¥o. Lasnik
and Saito?] olEoME ulEAIZL 23 EAMT ALY 7HA o
¥ 239, Chomskyd ol&oME 3ol AAR F7tzde] 278

Chomsky (1991)E= (¥% Chomsky and Lasnik 1993) (3)¢] &#& B}t
Qutstg Wy oz ¥t ot ChomskyE wWetA FHFHAEE
g AL «RAE Zedx AR = AAl(deletionE TR
(phrase structure)ol J#g v]d & & &8 (operation)F 9 dtrteld,
o2& AN TAHL Yum sHASA wEA o)Fe] AFRE HAAY A
HZb Yx o] EFol dollA o 2alzt dojd otk A He
A& BrtoldH(adjunct chain)®] F2EA T =% AH(argument chain)el
Z0EHo]l At A w NI A (asymmetry)E HoE Held.
Chomsky: ol#] & WAL Chomsky (199D)eA =957 A|%& 7
A4 92 (principle of economy)2 dWslzmz foh dozo =& 8
A Bdd Hdg 9A A4Ex

=g gAe A dal(principle of full interpretation)®& WEA|
Aot st} £2 9] AAA(economy of derivation)e] E&F BERE A
o] MAE 2T7eE AXNY, gAHNPAE YA L 247 Y
Uz 4718 aF¥t} Chomskye E8E 2 =a8e Y9 BE
a2% T H(egitimate)ololof @t a2 =¥y A HESHe
gy Hel 24E =¥AH, B0, oH A4 lexical chain, F HA4H),
2 0] M (predicate chain), <& -3} ) (operator-variable chain)oll %
g ojot et Aeteict. a-H A (Affect-0)8] YFQU AL vHFUH 4
HE Td8 A4 Ags}r) H8 HEE + U

=89 A (A-position)dl Al AFEY @& ¥ v =Yo|F(successive
cyclic A’-movement)& oA EAE A7t obd = Yu HAAAM 3
§atx ¥ AH4E A ALY 49 mE(taile =HHAAA A &
W o] A= u] =389 X (A -position}o] YIA AHAAE =AHAE o}
Un BrloldHf e olyrh EF A9 FAYe] So FEHof e
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SEA-AFAHE olc), o] AHE = YefolM FHAHY ez
= §9% WHe 8-y FEOE FPEHE Aolg oy FEY
RAe &AM +EAZL HAW FHEAE AASA HY, EXH o
o] «EAE AALYE Hojoh

olA A& &8 Hitojole HSE AHEA o] B dHY EE T
Aol HlEge A Uk 2EE o] A =¥y BEAAA HWE
849 RErojdyolnh mgad (& WHe UYF A AgE ol F3dtd) ol
Z70&3 0] xFA AU sretr g A A AAE & U
o 2 EHES =Y Bl delglejor vk 2¥d 2 ARELS §
W3] t)At(legitimate object)o] A% A A (well-formed)dtA] £33} FA
2 olF3 BAs =-2rio] vlhA o] dF§ Chomskyd ol 4
de THFYAE YNEgE W «BAE Y dAdAN Rogde
Mol A %2 7 (derivational) o] A%, £ 1 $Juto] XK (remedied)E F Sl
thE Ao A H A (representational)olth. oW F HAHA FHE = FH
BEANA dolglx #ed ¥ E =&AH(on-line)oll e FHFde A
oldittz dtrietE AREL FHFHAY Suto] ofyrt

2.2 & %19 A Z7(Subjacency Condition) €3ke] A

Qury o2 39U A(Subjacency)ZR Y AL £33 Ao WPolE
qA stk & B9, BAE 159 AF =YolERA A =T Y
A9l ot} (degradation)& X357 Wi, FAVHZD B =&44
oA AALY = AAE APz ATY BH] Ue HAeg yZ
sk A 30d dez ALy fEstE, FHFAY A HAE
AE g YaMe FEHez Ea4d AT =97t g83tE Chomsky
and Lasnik (1993)8] =9jo] YA 9d P4o] AL 2A 3 BA3H
t}2o) A o] glttil Lasnik (to appear a)& A & §io},

Ross (1969)F &34 (Sluicing) TF& ¥4sHA A H(ellipsis)S 2HA)
(deletion)2 A= ojof &9 2tA7} A A 2k(sland constraint) HAREZE
SN E AL sdn FAs9AY €74 HAHE @3Ede] Fo
AE o WX JBFM FF A= AFgPdolth

(7) Mary hired someone. Tell me who Marp—hired-
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919l dEAME BALTF o]Fo] dite] A WHelA dojyitt AT €
FAL AFATI BAY o]FE AL BPl= shEdch

(8) I heard that Mary hired someone. Tell me who yeu-heard-that
Mary-—hired.

EZgugl e FAg o] Fo] M(island)E Hojgd o Wty oz L
Ase BYA e oHdegradation)’t €FA FEAME AFs &€
7ol

e oo N

+

(9) T resigned because Mary hired someone.
?«Tell me who you resigned because Mary hired.
?Tell me who you-resigned—beeause-Mary—hired.

e AL &0 g At il HEHYL WE FUH
A BEgoh

(10) Irv and someone were dancing together, but
*] don’t know who Irv and were dancing together.
2?71 don't know who.
(11) She kissed a man who bit one of my friends, but
*Tom doesn’t realize which one of my friends she kissed a man
who bit.
??Tom doesn't realize which one of my friends.
(12) They asked where we bought one of our cars, but
*[ don’t remember which one they asked where we bought.
I don’t remember which one.
(13) That he’ll hire someone is possible, but
«] won't divulge who that he’ll fire is possible.
7?71 won't divulge who.

o}l £2A40] W ¥ o FZ(embedded interrogative question)elA WH-9|
23 P AAd 98 =2H:s #Aolzbd, Levin (1982)3 Chung,
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Ladusaw, and McCloskey (1995)7} R H# %], 4 $9 dEENAN &F
Aol BRI F3dg vXNert st o Fo YA

Ross7} F%48E dg &€F A0 484 -Chomskys Yyt oz g
& ARz EAHojol dvn 4BA A FRHgT-oldn AP B
Ab(9-13)8 A zde] 22 Aoz AAHE AL oy
E A7 g dusE 99 dEEANAN AgTER} vAFTEL B4}
EE2ANAME Y87 " old A4 Ross (1969 276-277) ©) & #
FAE TR sttt o gy o] Ttk

ghe} ojd FA(node)o] A W22 o]FE 39, HIEUAHA Xl A
Aed. a8y o 4E& ¥A3e dHol BEFTZE(Surface Structure)ol
A Holx] oW (YWrH o) 1 HEYHS &3

Lasnik (to appear a)2 ©]#]§ Ross? A|¢HE HAF9 YA A3
Mgk FYFAE ANANYE F9AFZE H4¢ A= F7E g oF
E3 99X -Lasnike FHFAE A9y AAAZE g FdE
A EHEE g g4t FAHANE-A «BAE @dx st 2Aa
a8 O A(ES AE IHEie TAAR)Y AAle EAC AAHE
ANE 1AL RHoldh wek A7 S FHAA dolue FHAolgH, 3
AAH=Y vrg FF3H o2 AASE NS SAHHE ZEd BA
Hog ¥ & Ut

8.9t FHFAAY A HRA it =& el 9ul
S EA HEE E F e £80 g HHoZ AAHAE ¥urh
ez ¢3d ¢ Ude =5 4FE}rh

3. A ¥ (Ellipsis)

o)Al ¥t FFHQ EARZ Yo7ty oA olF & frEdt el ¥
aidl7te]l iz} HAFA7 oW @& AFsE AE AHEA. Chomsky
(1995)= 70'd F(conceptual)?) ZHolA, £ thx HPHU FHoA, &
E olF HHEH 544 7|d%cn F3dA F, FHSH ok viFH
gAatge] EAsH o|FL HFPo] &FEE FALE AFTUE Aot
®3 Chomsky: Z& ZHo|H H|7tAlolFo] 7tAlojsrRT $-A%ic)
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-Chomsky: ©)R €& A A9 (Procrastinate)e} #&c-t ZEE FAHE
AA BT o] Fo] 7MY W 2 o5 ofd PG 2y g3 x|
(early) Qojrtob @k Chomsky (1993, 1994, 199%5)& °] £3& ‘Zxd
(strong feature)'olgta %21, ZAzpdo] od Aoz 7HAlo)FE L3}
o} s BAsH @dslo A 7tR Ao o] ATV

(14)A. Chomsky (1993): 7N FAMEAA AAHA e ZAAL &4
g FANAN =&& Bgez ot (A strong feature that
is not checked in overt syntax causes a derivation to crash at
PF.)

B. Chomsky (1994): 7FA Aol FH(2en AA)HA ¥ 2
Ade =8y FAAAM E&& Fgezm o/Erth (A strong
feature that is not checked (and eliminated) in overt syntax
causes a derivation to crash at LF.)

C. Chomsky (1995): ZAAde F7F £22 EYUHE (AY) F4
A A 5 o)obut 3t (A strong feature must be eliminated
(almost) immediately upon its introduction into the phrase
marker.)

2] 025 25 £ tig HAF 2 ¥(minimalist model)ol 7]x
#HA AotE Aolth AL F o2& FA /12T Aolw A HA o]E
& £2d 712 FHolth ol A o9 & WA, AYH Aold W
AAE EoE AA3 3 (Lasnik 1999bS F=Z) oiefdAe RR BHAY
of Fgalal (14)9) ol&50| oF F& 3= A A4WBr|z &ah

3.1 §AHE 9 3}(Pseudogapping)

Chomsky (1995)¢] =& FZW4& 7HAol5 & fidsdte FAde] ¥
A BEA(target, FAA AA)9] AAolojof & 278 dYsE oF
e 840 ZAAol oW 2 847t Unkst ¥ ¥Y(generalized
transformation)oll 93 © & F& WEH7 Moy ZAA AAL &
Jb58t7] gEojth watM FRAe] HEHo| ofUE} olFLhd EAF oL
e ZEAE ARAA AAG U¥ =EF  HIHHd W)
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(counterexample)”’t B 4= 1tk Lasnik (1995¢c, 1999a)& #ALE ¥ g}rt vt
2 3¥d £A7 v F3%
(15)E Levin (1978)e &3] MAIE FAFZ W3} o Eoln.

(15)a. If you don’t believe me, you will @ the weatherman
b.1 rolled up a newspaper, and Lynn did @ a magazine
c. Kathy likes astronomy, but she doesn’'t @ meteorology

e %o fAITHE FAUE AFY £ e ANY BolAR ¢
Be asrt A § AodE FAN Ut (1629 A$E FAL &4
(small clause)® o7} (16b)e FAtet ©]F &2 o] F&(double object
construction)?] &5 A oj(second object)?t o) A&H o Eolt}.

(16)a. The DA proved Jones guilty, and the Assistant DA will preve
Smith guitey
b. ?John gave Bill a lot of money, and Mary will give Susan
-a—lot—ofmeney

Jayaseelan (1990)& AjgFo] u] 74 4 E(non-constituent)o]l H&8 + Ut
= JlsAde AREEAM, FAFYIE FHAT  olF(Heavy NP
Shift=HNPS)el| &8} 2teJHAlF(remnant NP)7} A B2 o|Fd ¥
EAE7E AtAEE @Aogn FAFsHoh. Lasnik (1995c, 1999a)
Jayaseelan®] AYE 7128H o2 $£438A 7 o] F(remnant phrase)7t &
Holx 82& FHAT olFo] oflet FHo UXA X Fo|(Spec of
Agro)Z gstE olFolgtm FFet 19 o2& FEMEAL

Chomsky (1991)¢]#l ¥ 3 (standard) H4F9 7} wad, 530
YA 4 XAAZY HAT QAL EYEH RN dojuE HFHA o] F ]
o} ol e A A E(constituent)l ¥t F3FE v ATHE Jayaseelan
2 Lasnik® 7F¥el wed, A4S AP AAMEce =dYHE
o] EAHcopying)Z ¥AIxojo} sty 28y Chomsky (1995)7F #7338t
Lasnik (19953, b)e] €& & =@ o| % o] &(theory of feature movement)ol
ey "Wad TERE U SARAAM A} A48 F gl o] o] &9
A 7|RFH o2 o)L 322 A(formal feature)o] A (checking)d ¥a7}
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AL Wt Fudch o) Fo) (FAAEA o fFEso]) ANHY W, &4
el 9% 9 ME(pied-piping)& E3 TAAE HA7} olFY AL 8
FEo. 28 o]Fo] wIANAHY o, SAYHRY aF2HL Feu
A1 AAAY Qe o)Fo] oF A2 a2(F, AR A7
g 479 a9098 B0 44 AHAZ EHo] AT FAAA
ol o]FETT ¥ w), o|EA AT HYYo =&E 5 YA ¥
o] A7t}

olg}# MM Lasnike olFo] AT HrAHAE A4 HAAME
ZEA Holojok Frim APt ghel @A o]Fo] stAlelFolH, A
o] =P Haz EAHoolt e FHL HAEHE ¢A ¥4
A oA, A &g Atol E2b8H(Spell-Out) o Hell AHBTA B
& = YER EAHRT olyE A AARZE 4o sHedd

Chomsky (1991, 1993)$} Chomsky and Lasnik (1993)%¢ %7 HiF
o BRHEL E3o] Qo] stAlolgo] ofe} nizpAolFolgtn FFEA
t}. 23 Koizumi (1995)F Johnson (1991)9 A& HHAAH Fo9
ERojo| 5L AAA & #AHE stAlolFolgtn F3FdATh Lasnik
(1995c)e e oA 7tA] BHojolFo] BASIE ZAAe] A&
(Agr)el &A3l= EPP Adolgtn Aghsidch ¢ A& Chomsky
(1981)¢] #tH=A9 el (Extended Projection Principle)® BHEA7]7] $18)
7N FojolF L fstE AAor|E 3tk gojg oEe] O-VIE oty
V-02te HE #9E 4 BFHois} FAF HoZ JiNelEE 3 FAle
2xole] EHET o & 2202 JHAAAH o} g} bfoA Ko
Zo] Koizumi® EAMT &8 7}4(Split VP hypothesis)ol W2 FApEs
EAo] dx4(Agro)8 ARt A4 HA(shel) FANAAZ o] FEh

[

(3]

(17) You will believe Bob
(18) [agrse Your Agrs [rp will [ve t1 believe;
[agor Bobz Agro [vez t2 t3]]1]]
olA] FAIEZNE 4 E H4HEBEAL

(19)You might not believe me but you will Bob
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Bobo] -5'—.’-‘_101 AX A AAHAZ 7tA o) FE L 8l believer A Ao o}
e Aol FHo FALF(E 9 FAF)IZE AAHE (197 AddE4
#HE F2E g3 gk

(20 agrsp Yous Agrs [rp will [ve t1 V
{agor Bobz Agro [vpe-believe—t-1]]]

AHel @ 4 e AL B} o $AFUY FRANE A
2 @it s Wolth WAZPEANE FAE WEA AAAaEol
oF @rh2

(21)='_‘You will Bob believe

gl e =oo] WEH A7ME FxAe] BAH Ugo]l EPAUC
Lasnik®& T%9 § A (convergence)E 3] Aol F 717 &S A4A#
o AA, (18 e #dE A S WA A8t FAE 7HA] ol 53
gk EA, 20044 FAME AL Egste BAT 4bale) o) Abebd
ot BALY JHA QA4S fuste AzbEC] EHRUE olFde FAMAMA
o gz 7tAsE ol T A =9t ZAAC d¥ Chomsky (1993)9
S H2w oA g4A 428 4 Ut Lasnike FAI. (20)
g oA oA nsiEal:

(22)[agrsp Yowr Agrs [rp will [ypr t1 V-[F]
[agor Bobz Agro bwee—believe=fotrong—4+]1]11]

believe7} ©1% & 32 ¥ ¥ & #dg AdE FHsA FUnd
TN EAR A AP HA ¥ believed] FAAL (22)& SAHEHAA 3
go g o]tk I believeE: TEITE 319 FATIE SAHGEHFAA

2. oA ¢ B L FAAA FAF ZHNAGETE AAB O A7|=E Aol
grek Chomsky?t # ol Adsts AAY FAOlE L SAHYHFAAN s9dq
Z4ARE FAE AFTEAXE 7HA0lEE A G v AFTEAMNE f W
=A Aol & ot d=uE FL oA AvjAFslA fthKim 1998 #

Z).
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AFEgE BY 2 2AAe SA48H deg obrlstA ¢g Aol 4
std 1 2AA(Ee AL THE W3 SN AREA
2 Q7] "Eo|tt. Lasnike ol#¥ ZAnE ZAAA ¥ Chomsky
(1994)8] = ye) sgojgoznr TAY F g7 &) FAZHS} T
Bo] AAA ¥ Chomskyel F E-43H(representational) HZH4 F
&4 %6 sheo] &(Chomsky 1993)& AAdE A7 dohn F3E

#9 Lasnik (1999a)& Lasnik (19950)% 22 919 A& Chomsky
(1995)8] ZAtAo] g EZ(derivationa)el o2 EHdee A=E &
t}. t}&& Chomsky (1995 262)o) 4 <1 &3 Roejch

|

o

YHe A$ - olulE @3 - HE(pied-piping)E &TI}E AL
Ny roltt Eag Aol woje Fojn REES SAHYHT
FHe HEL wA gt o] A 22 Hagdh T2 STAHFH
A &0 &Pty I FHHHUAE HAWsoq pHEH 84S
e Aee ¥ F A

U\

!

olgld HZ oA 7HAo)5 L mtt E7E dAtoperation)E AAA €
t} (Chomsky 1995: 265):

A4A Foll H4® Mover oltE F49 =& (derivative chains)&
ARHAT stE ARG oAy EHe IFPoer THE A4,
CHrr = (FF[F), trrppo)th THE dute dutstg M=ol o3 ojFd
WZ s} FE EHsE AHgEo2 7Y 4, CHear = (g, t)olTh
CHrre 84 AA S A%, CHeare TS 9sl gag Aot 44
o},

Lasnik (to appear a)& Chomsky (1995)¢] o] & =& UA&3EAM Ax
7} Qoji}x| gpom 5 SAYHFA ofd kel oprldvtn AH
gt} Chomsky (1995 264)% & 873 8o wsA ge &, o8| &
G HE st EE Ax glo] 7tsstctn ¢AIETt. o}A Lasnik (1999,
b)& wel, Chomsky (1995)9] E=&o|&o| Yzste, Lasnik (1995c)4
AEuge B =98 HEHAEZ oA w=9d g di<¢e SHYH
dag HYss Fdoz AAY /HdE 43 HeEE e MGl
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BE Aotk 7HA] FAIAE #Edte AAL 4 FAY AAMYL F
5 3t 4 39 ol HFALY A& AA(matching feature)o] & FA
wog f(attracted) W 39 FALE A (defective)dF7F E@rh. 29
U bgod Bz Re] M=t dqUAY 9 FALE LT HFE
AAsE Y g HYg ¢ QUok

(23)agrse Youw; Agrs [rp will [ve t1 V-[strong F]
[agor Bobz Agro [vse—believe=[El-ts]]1]]

aE ZAEd g TEoE YeME FAEH} FEAM YEUE
TARGE Y F AL

wetA Zade] g 4 Heojge SASY AT Y3} 4L
Ay AL EFo|d TA%NY A¥¥ % UthL Lasnik (1999b)2
=A%t oy E&o|&o] thd Chomsky (1995)9] ol& WA =Fo| &
o FgEg dojot, 2y FEY AL T8 ZAY FAEY
3t Ao A9 9A Z2FHLRE SA4YY BAY SA 71 o
€ AHdolth

9o o9 BEsd AAAL o|FHFAE EAYL F e & =&
ojlg89 7B stHo] AEHUUE AYY FAE =93l Boskovit
(1998)= <9 (Slavic) 9019 sl A B -2 A (Serbo-Croatian) 9]
o} 984 A=A (multiple WH-fronting)® EA WA MR-IZ A9
S BAITEL 733 2HAA(strong focus feature)E 2t Jed o A&
o BE EAEL AT E St FFEO:

(24)a. Ko Sta gdje kupuje?
who what where buys
'Who buys what where?’
b. *Ko kupuje Sta gdje?
*Ko Sta kupuje gdje?
d. *Ko gdje kupuje §ta?

DAY A HAL =92 A 8% AN BE JEATI 744
0|5 & sobsin], ety 1 olF g Fude AAAE ojFdHE EBAT
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5 ZA o] WAEH ok #rhe Boskovitd] 7lE7HHe] e Held. v
2 Aol EAFEC] o]l st JA(F EH)Y H(head)dl A
e e (2)00A s B FAY gEATY olFE WE BH
o) o] sHex 49y o] AL o UolrbM e AFATEO|
AAAL Za Y ool 49 ol 3 HA=HoloF ¥YB BAAL
FFzx 02 AYHE ZA Ao of #rhE Chomsky (1995)9 F3
3 e}2uA ®r} o)l § wWetelA Lasnik (to appear a)2 ZAtdo] g
Chomsky (1995)¢] 948 %% o] & (strictly derivational theory) $70°| &
Zbssictn @& W

3.2 &% 4 (Sluicing)

Ross (1969)] 918 A& d478 AFENY €FYE AT HEI} B
d3= AP A A (paradigm)E B Aok Saito and Murasugi
(1990)$} Lobeck (1990)0] @W2w &34 WH-o|5& ¥F3ystes IP 4
oz BMHAL e AYHA oo

(25)3}AF At Mary will see someone.
2}x B: 1 wonder who Mery—will-see.

Rosst= &2A S WX ol & 2(embedded question)ol ¥t = &3t ¥4 83
o £2A4& Lasnik (1999, blel #EdE uieh o] 3 JEF
(matrix question)ol A & GAEh

(26)3}7} A: Mary will see someone.
32k B: Who Mary—will-see?

(26)8) +2& WA oz Yyeyd g3 2oy
(2D[cp whoy C br-Mery—will-tyr—see—t]]]

Age Ho)EAHmaximal projection)el st HLETHE WA /MR €
2ZAo] [P AFolat= 2AE welsold (269 UHL (W)o] oty
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(27)ol ol o} gt
(28)Who will Mary see

(28)°] YHE<] H7l AHHE 4FH 2471 [P7} ofye} Crojojof &t
aE FAS RN %101‘,&‘:“ AL 2A7F SAEY. F, eF Ao A
A gEE A2 9o YFHEL I-to-C AR S S &3A =l o €
FA0] dojutA] g2 o PHEL HEo] HEAW

(29)*Who Mary will see

A9 gEEA 2B 19 7HAAEE FEdte AL £ EAHk
gtck 2y (26)914 2 BRAA L FFAFANRA HHEHA §& Aol &
gael fFAETES FEAA o EAE dNHoez B9 HE FAA
A2 o] #lok AT 2 AHFALE EHIE FATI HAHA olF
& 32 e Ag B9 uAtAE A gEE £F4Y Afd=
I-to-C A4S gutxoz oFHojzvt IP7 AFHE dojua e
A9 FFAA 19 FHAAAE FrEsie A Co AFY =
19 2Hdd = glch wef 2 Zapdol 19 Aot g1 dFe] &
Ay AtA dAolgtd (260 AAE M ¥ SAHAYH FeEolEo
2 2 AYE F QU oA ZAAe]l BAE 27 oA oA AR
Z}:

(30)cp whoy C-[F] fp-Mamr—will=lstrong—Elfvs—see—£:]1]
b ol%€ A= @31 o} F ¥ % (operation)o] HEHA FUTHA [9
Ao HAAHA & AR 29= YA s oldi} 2
dd 1P/} ASEHE ZAde Fhdre @dAglel 1 AL SA4EH
dA got A 7] Wil (2602 HEe o
3.3 F W3} (Gapping)

Kuno (1976)%} Sag (1976)= o533 #& 93} 78] 7bsdidn ¢
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(31)a. Two days ago John took Mary to Dinner, and this afternoon
John-teok—Mary to the movies
b. On Monday 1 bought a car, and on Tuesday +-beught a
motorcycle

e B B (Holx) F 7 g EH 41 AA, FoAst F
W3l Hos A A, LEF FATE FoldE £2FL EE¥ VP
U TP o EAFcE AMdejth F HA AEHE FYE %A 4
evtd we g 44 d9E F Uk FYRE AFEFY dFola,
.%o % (rightward movement)3 TP 4tAl9) Bgditez EAggx 7}
A& (Kim 1997 &%), A4 Yol AAl7E doivhr] Ao $5F o7
7} S8FolEo] o #A Ak X (ellipsis site) R ol At JHA 5
SN EARGA BE VPY TP ol dolls $2 2480 %A &Y
8 A7 € & YE A AEY F ok AY EAVF € 4@ RS
Zoj7} EHAL ASAIFIA oA VP Wl o} sloe ok, Ha
Zooj e Yt oz VP e Fo|E AgrsP(Z2 TP, 97|14+ AgrsP
2 71AEhHe XAolz ARA7E ZAA(+EPP] &2 [+D])o] BAA &
Agcn AR 28y 0@ A solME, o A¢ BHY FAA
o] WA %7 W 31 FYAHE A9Y F fUch o)A [+EPP]
o) AAAe)l EHERTOE FAT WY Fojd E&Agdz A RA.
Lasnik (1995c, 1999a)¢] +=2l& H&3&d, o] A% F 717 Aold Wy
2 1 AA3& AA ¢ & Atk AA PP AT WS Fo1& AgrsP
9 XAl YA o|FAA AAAL AASE Aotk thE YL AH
A (A71ME TP 7% Wl dof A& AHAA SAHF=H 2l
o8 AARE Rolth AF Eo (Glat thiH Zo] =&dth:

(32)... and [agwp this afternoon [agrp [+EP|‘P] {rp E‘FPE‘VP—:}OIhﬁ_E@e’k
[F] [strong F1
mﬁy’—&}vp}q-p {+a] to the mOViESI]uP]AgrsP]AgrsP

Z BAE AgrsPol E7Hadjoin)Hol AAHAT 7H3EA (32)9A

o
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45 FdTE He¥E AFAHCINE TP) HlH YAHAT. +2
RAgTE $olF 93 AFAY $o2 oS FHYelN TP
AAHD FAT e Folo] Yolgle YHHA B FAAL Foist §
A AAR Glae $A4¥H Hee A e

4 g

A3 BRE A9 £IE FUNY FAFAY, £54, FHB B}
o 83 Be durast Abssick

(33a. AZL SAYE AR
b AAHA Y& FAAE 4% BB FEV
c. AR EAo| ohizt o) FaHE 240 AE ALE AT

ThA] T, dwH o Jire]Fol AFHA FEAA oFIHE 2471
AEgYA 9 oW I 7tNelF & FY3A %otz ot

AAYEY GAE ABEE =¥y SAYEHIT £dAA FasA
goE At HA FRSL € 5 A dF Eof 195000 Fye A
AEREaEe =2y HE ¥YEEEe AHRE HEsn Je THTZE
(T-marker) =2 oldista gUich Foll 197040 Zute) HFUETo|E
(Extended Standard Theory)ellAd = ¢]7] &4 (semantic interpretation)<]
APo] 7| T=(Deep Structure)$} FEFFR(Surface Structure)®] F E
doz FAHS Qe Aoz JdYHATD. 1 FA JUEFol2E 4
HEg ot A B WA e, 1 Folt Belletti and Rizzi (1988)
2]2] tgoj(anaphor)dl W& =& HIH KFAHE A4E 3 de A
FEo] dUrt d& Eo] Jackendoff (1972)% #HAFHo] EAEH
(syntactic cycle) Ztzte] BojAwt HLHUE digoo]EL AU
8 Lasnik (1972)2 5Ao] 99 (negation scope)dl W ¢ &4
A A 8Q o9, Lasnik (1976)2 o8¢ =& oZ & A (operator)E <]
g9 (scope)oll 74X Hdl H L3t FAS =97 SAFHSG BAHAME
gHEr & £ Bresnan (1971)2 o] &3 ZA(stress)E €33
t THE BF3TFRAA FHEHE Aol ofde FAEH FFe oA F
fdvn FAsHT TE AE glo] o] RE BHEL TFHLE EE
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ojr},

A2 olg® EAEE ©g wHAZ A+ Eol Uk Epstein (to
appear)® Uriagereka (to appear)S<& EE &84 A 2 (interpretive
information)”t EAlE2 & 289 (on-line)2 & AFHTk AL o
#48 Algte =Y AA BAezA EAde Aol ohdFHE
Chomsky (1955)9) ##-& 47)A7th Epstein®} F4ol wa™ ojH FA}
$80) LY gl ou|Me #FAH gl ZE T2 FRY &
o] 7b3ir}3 o8l @ HI& A7 (reconstruction) & 4A HHE F
2le¢ = #}t}(Lasnik to appear aS FZ). AT Hrloj-=3 vdI AL
pAHHNE oW 49 ATE & e A g¥ol AWk HusE 23
A BARE Hrlol-=d v L £&9 X7 AN ESARL
oW EAL gWsd ojd EAL YWeE 3y WEelrh oy ¥
o} 4 Lasnik (to appear a)& Q@A E ¥Asd =& (derivation) ¥ &
A} (representation) FAE EF F43E ERUEFHol Bty sy AE
& Udh B =58 Lasnik o3 @ AEF BHE A8 =AHE A
e AL EEE 3yt
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