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0 " #EHIZEA (2008) wBWT. REEFALIEEEEOBROMTREMSSH 3
ZERRUT, UFTR2 X512, Chomsky (1977) 4% TREH, 72 w5 g
BRI, BEARDDEDL, S ZEkE HEFESRM, t0BFREH
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(1] T&etEdhe, & THEEFESRHE,
[2] Wallace DEE
(3] x&»

(17 TaetE@han, & THeE R
[1-1] T#24&8)5, Chomsky (1977 :85) 1. D ¥ DL,

l.a *What did John complain that he had to do this evening ?
b *What did John quip that Mary wore?

¢ ?What did he murmur that John saw?

»e, EAREIED TRME) (bridge) %Y. CASMEOBFEL TG,
%oy "R (unclear) TH2, Lwnd, ZORIBOEKAS HHEE
BB, WUOFATWREITHS, DEOHIEINL B L EEBOBIFOMKD
—Bik->&EDHLTLBTH3I,
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(.d. What did you say Mary had done ...to Sue?)
[1-2] "HEEFEELRM
Chomsky (1973) T3,

2.a The men saw the picture of each other.

b *The men saw John’s picture of each other.
(2a. b) »5(3)%LUL,
3. Specified Subject Condition: No rule can involve X, Y in the
pronominal) subject of WYZ and « is a cyclic node (NP or S).

(3a. b) DOFEEE the men & HE D each other DEARIX. % DRIIZ the picture
D& E IR T %48, John's picture D& EWRIEX L E, TDEED
John % specified subject & K EZDTH %,

ZHIZBL THELRMESH 2, 2EDFIEH LD,

4.a I gave John a picture of himself.
b ?I gave John that picture of himself.
*] gave John Mary’s picture of himself.
d **I gave John Mary’s sister’s picture of himself. (Grosu 1972)

(4a-d) DX T, himself X John 2353 b D724, WEOMicH 2 ERKIC, a>
that>Mary’s>Mary's sister’s & %2 3JRICHBEN S5,
Z ZTCHEBEZOIX., Chomsky D> 3 specified subject O specified % 2 #FH1R
2
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—DHOTIEEL .. BEHLEL DI, L3 ETHD, £b b specific iF
gradable BEBFATH %, 5. DEDHFEAL I,

5.a What did you see the picture of...?
b *What did you glimpse the picture of ...?

glimpse=see or perceive briefly (COD) & & 3 X i glimpse i3 see &V
specific TH 5B, 5 LT, ZDE EF, INEBZ TEHROBENITER Y,
%D THEEIXESME DBESLEBLRUCERBBIS, 8512, W20
Flesrtd.

6.a She said that Bill had hit it.
a’ What did she say that Bill had done?
b She purred that Fred had given her present.
b’ ??What did she purr that Fred had given her?

(62’. D) A% L, TFEEDEVDIZEE purr DIE S5 TH %, purr=speak in
a low voice (COD) &% 5 & 512, purr & say & Y specific TH 3, (Z
. £& L <. the choice of verb clearly reflects theb acceptability of
extraction’ (Deane 1991: 21) T® 5,

2% D specific ZE)EIZ. Chomsky @ Specified Subject & #7% UHHE%
LTWwBZEiE2, I IZTEEDOBEEITELRVLOTHS, I Tid-
E D\ Z B Z ki Specified Subject Condition DEZEIZ H % the specifiedsub-
ject (i.e. non-pronominal) subject £ WI KRB B TRIERTH S, tnwH I
ETH DB, —DIIL specified IIZERFEELH D VI 2 ETHY, 22D
3. subject £ HBH, INBEHBHETHBEUCEKBBIEILTHD, =
IDB(MNDEICTFRT B ENTE B,
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7. THRREENEE & 1%, specific TRWEIF, O & TH B,

IhT, (lacb o) BHATE 3, 7, THIZTIEZEEIFF X, ..in X manner
D&, BE/BEAELZIATOIRIBERBERLL TS, (K- NT
1993:33) b INEEXFL LD, EBW, TTRATEL LIS LS,
i & 51 specific £ 13 TEHEISB VL, LWL B I ENTEL, DFD,
specified subject condition ¥, 45 FZL—MELT. ®)D LI KTE X S,

8. HHMOILLREREIZT, NOOHEREBHI¥I I 3TEL
WL, ZhEIZAT. ZOo0BFREBRITZtizTERw

(8) 1x. D& D ‘the more unusual matrix verb, the less éasy extraction is’
(Ertaschik-Shir and Lappin 1979: 71) E. ‘as the verb are made less ster-
eotypical, the acceptability of extraction drops off’ (Deane 1991: 22) % ¥}
RBREZ3HDTH B,

[2] Wallace ®F3E
[2-1] figure, ground

@®TM. @. 4. B). (6a’. V) DFIXFTXTCHHETE S, ZhoD
ZEREELLTHEZERLTHWADTHS I H», Lakoff (1979 : 246) iz D~
Tv>% ‘thought, perception, the emotion, cognitive processing, motor activ-
ity and language are all organized in the same kinds o structures which I am
calling gestalt’ EF & LEFOBBROELE2RTLTHED H 55, ‘an orga-
nized whole’ (OED) & E# &N 5 gestalt D.LEZETHEbH N B figure, ground
% Chaplin (1976) O.LEZFEEF T figure-grounds DIETA L I, (a) figure,
which stands out, has good contour and gives the appearance of solidity or

4
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three dimentionality; (b) the ground, which is indistinct and whose parts are
not clearly shaped or patterned. £ % %,

figure @ stand out, solidity X, & L < ) TA: "MEWMWINRER, T
5, YR ground 3. figure UADERTE WD Z LIXR 5, 2O figure, ground
D% & F > T anorganized whole 2D 5L WIDLIFTH3, O L%, D
E0 "5 % (lie) testy THEWEEL X 5, Ertescik-Shir and Lappin (1970)
KOEDL I BFINDH 5,

9. Billsaid: She claimed he had done it.
a. which is a lie---She didn’t
b. which is a lie---he hadn’t
10. Bill said: She made the claim that he had done it.

a. which is a lie---she didn’t.
b. ?which is a lie---he hadn’t.

11. Bill said: She discussed the claim that he had done it.

a. which is a lie---she didn’t
b. *which is a lie---he hadn’t.

9). (10). A1) T& 3 & 3 iz, EHE#FHS' claim <make he claim <discuss the
claim EEHREOINIZRBECONT. EBHOANBTPERBERNICEE LIS
{3, EEIENFALS figure & T HE, HEBHETIX ground %2 D, Z D figure,
ground T ‘an organized whole’. D% ¥ ‘gestalt’ 2D 32 k2%, XDE
FEOBEIE WO DIE. IO anorganized whole 725 gestalt # A/ 3 2 L 0%
WEIRBDIRTTHS, TOLICHEZL L, SETRILTEBHF, "BE
FERMEL. TIET A OBFNITRTHEAL DL,
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[2-2] Wallace (1982)

Wallace (1982) i ‘figure and ground’ & W 5 BEDOBIXDOHF T, Z D figure,
ground DFEZ N EEBBOBEHREDH X O NI TIDERI D EHBAL DD,
Krech et al.(1974 : 264) #5|f 3 %, ‘the part (figure) stands out distinctively
from the rest’. TN I ZF LIRS EThbhbLlBALDTH S, figure 2%
DB 5 5 ‘stand out’ TEDTH 5, D H & T, salient £33 T LT &M
v, stand out 3B E B 253, D salient T %, HEK =572, specific
BHAITHIRITTH B,

(3] x&»

—REoLCHEEDOWERbN S "B, TTEEFELRM) Bisn
WEEWERICD 2, wIhb, Bolkbik, BlicE 2 specific %EFTE D <
Z2—2DHIE % %7, EFEXRHIE. BT 1k figure DEF L. 25 T
ground »* 572 %, an organized whole 7z % ‘gestalt’ TH 3, figure 2 2T
BUBOBFREER T, BEIS LD T A LIEH»% 58RI D gestalt
Z organized THRWHDWIKLTLED, DD, ZOEERFARI R E2RB|L
E2ELTVEDOPEASETLED, LI LR B, ok 2.

12.a That Mr. Smith sent us this report is obvious.
b *This report which that Mr. Smith sent us is obvious is going to
be transferred to the PTA.

D (12b) 2 EWCR3 TXEEHN, 2 PRBOEHTH S S, I 2Tt figure
& ground 3A I, b 1X% organize 3 172 gestalt BV LAz, T TICER
Kahil: "B, ZOBERI N THKL. TRE BIDOLIRBETRREE
FWR U TESLMNBEMIE2L2 IR EBDbNRS,
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