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0. EFBDEIE:TFAHIE, IZHAT

AR TIE, 1100 £, 1500 £z, HIEEE, Hh3EEE. ARREDO =D 0k
RIERDT 208 EBETH 5. BRBEDELS 2o OBR 2B IT 3 &,
HEEE L TR FERER L, (full inflection) DB, H2EEE X TAFE(LEI N
sBEZ . (leveled inflection) OFHL. JTRFEFE TEEREILO v, (no or
lost inflection) DEFA, &) Z &z b, HEFETIHHELNL T %
BTOBEMREREL, HEFETIE-e 12 TRKHL, ahTL Fwn, TR
TlEZRLB>TLE S, LI bUTH?, BHLEEEIEH -2 HEEE
Tid, BHEOEZELHBMER T > s vbh b, BT, FDEDBEEEN
LPEPOTHDL, T2k 21X,



FEDTELFICOWT (BEER)

a Se mann sloh pone beran.
b Pone beran sloh se mann.

c Sloh pone beran se mann.

(a). (b). (c¢) 1. semann (theman). sloh (killed). pone beran (the
bear) DFEIENSE 25543, Wi d The man killed the bear. Z &K T 5, Se
mann (& "TBHEHAE ) se mann O "EHL - "FERE TH Y. sloh ZFEF slean D
MEFE - THBL - TRE, THY . pone beran 1 TEHAF ) sebera @ TH
By - KL TH B, Semann, poneberan k. ZOMENE I THI, VI
NbZDFEENLS., ZTNENEFE. HNETHL I LBb1 5,

REPRET. REBEEREBEDLNSIZ DI, BB T TIX., ENVEFET.
ENWHWELRBITERLRY ., BR. BEFEORICH 2 b O ERE. BEFo
HEEHBHOPEWEE. v IO XOFTOME,. DEVEETZO
BOBEERT, LI Ik okEWwIbiIThH S,

ZDEIWE. ZDFEOTXDLHTOAE . FEIEIEZ DFEOEEEZRT DI
RENREREH> T b, EFETIOFIENEE R Z &1& Fries (1961) 1<
‘the pressure of word-order pattern’ £ W BELRH LI L Thhb» 3

ez, WETE "TFBZOEREZICA>TwAE ) OEKRTODI like the
book.i%. # < i%. me liketh (=pleases) the book. (" ZD&IFFAE L A 2 iX
TN THole, BRI me VEFHOHI THL Z L6 1D, EFETH o7z the
book WENFADH LICH b &I T THREEIR IS, LW T EllRoT,

% 7z to dream a strange dream O & 5 7% "[EEENEE, TH. dream &
5 THEET, 2% astrange dream &) THEEE, %2 & 2Dk, Zhds TEIE
DI <y EWSNAE (area) WKH 205 WMZ SRV, RE « BF] (1964
101) X EEFEZDI, T<HLih )V ELFAPENECZSDO% THRDZD®
X, 720, BEODONEIDEIIXRELD THNWHDTH S,

% 7-. The clock ticked the baby awake. &> 5 HEEREFE ;. She smiled
her way to stardom. BT, ZNS6D "#X, ZOLDONEKREZH D, &Ww
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HEZWHEBED S DEEINILNZL S,
DI BREELHBEPHLINTWEHEDEIEOLILIEEDO Y ETE
ITONTERTHE250, UTTRINERTWLZEIZT 3,

1. BIROBE 2331753333 LHR

1.1 Structure-preserving restriction ({#i&R7AFH )

XDBRFROEANZEFEFSIET 35, LwdeDD20wTiE, 57
Emonds (1972) 25 177 T3 5% 0, T RTCOEBESZTIIC L > TE
BRSNS ABUEIE I T ELETE., CARXTOERHATELHE
5EVI AT, BERRRICHERC DI wWhE YL I tickhoT, Zn%fbl
BRI 2720 REBICKRELHBL D5 LT 2008, ZOHBOEETH S, =
DHFIEZOED L S wEEREN D,

EHANL. b 2 &g c DBER% TSRS, (phrase marker) OHICH
— D& c DEi LD HOON TV ANBEICDOABET S LNTE 3,

N, ZoDF A4 7BH Y. FHIXAMEEF (root transformation) : B
T, INESSUL EOXOBBOEFTICBREIT 22K, QFEMEE (local
transformation) : — D DML OHIH L TN ICHEET 2 BRI ERT 2L
BHY. I Iho LOBERFHIRIE TRIFER Tk OEARHANIIEESEEE
BLREB I »rEONS) LI IR b,

ZE. #2812 Ross (1973) @ T[EMAIZ 4 V% — (same side filter) T2iAA
25 (b)

a  That John has blood on his hands proves (that) Mary is innocent.
b *It proves (that) Mary is innocent that John has blood on his hands.

DIEX S BEIRICHER 3 3,
CNBEHRAOFEEE Ve U, BRACIREN L EIERE 22 T2
4
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HEDEIELEEICOWT (BAER)
bOThHHEWZ XD,
1.2 Island constraint (&%)
Ross (1967) 1. SKA2ERY D, BEX ORI H S L&, ZDHNEICY =
BEIL720 AOEZLY 2@ 6 OBRTRHE DT 5 2 LB TERWIES.
ZOREEX% TE, (sland) ThH 2 L\, k. EZ0OBENITTRETDH 3

B THDHEVZL B, EDXD BHMENRENEZER T 20EERLLY
OB TEOEHK, THY., THICEFDO2EDE I bDBH 5,

1.2.1 Complex NP constraint (#8& & &AAHKI)

a  You believe the claim that John saw Mary.

b *Who do you believe [yp the claim [s that John saw-] ?

that John saw Mary &9 FI&HI% b D the claim & (E&&HAA) O
Mary % who & L THREH T Z EIETE R,

1.2.2 Sentential Subject Constraint (3ZEFEHI)

a [That Mary will beat John] is likely.
b *Who is [that Mary will beat:--] likely?

FIEIZ o T 5 that Mary will beat John #» & 1% John % who & L TODIRE
HT ZENRTERY,

1.2.3 Coordinate Structure Constraint (ZEOIHEEHI#D)

a I might go to the movies [today or tomorrow]
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b *Tomorrow, I might go to the movies [today or:-]

today or tomorrow & >3 EMFEEN S FDO—ETH 5 tomorrow 13k = H
¥RV, ZOBEELERNLGEIEIRET I LIk 3,

1.2.4 Wh-island Condition (wh BZ&4)

a He wondered [John put the book on the desk]
b *What did he wonder [where John put---] ?

the book % what & U CREIS ¥ 212 b, what OEHI-BiH O (escape hatch)
IZ3 TIZ where 1250 61TV 2 DT, ZEfIET where John put what &2
SRR OP» S ZFO—& what 3R 2 HE 720,

1.2.1-1.2. 4 DHILTH B X 50 BELAA., XFEFE. SAIESE. wh 2874
XpoZD—HEXHEIIBESELDOTHY ., WINdIELER > TS,
IR, BOHEEZD . —DOBEDEEY, IV KS#EE (22Tt
EH) OFICBEE S, tnwH Ikl b,

1.3 A-over-A Principle (Efi#EE@BED/EIR)

£ 1.2.3 T, [today or tomorrow] DFD—FE. tomorrow 721 % &8
X% 2562 R, ZOX51h 2R, b2 EEOEICEE
TEL55. TUBEBEORRKOFICER SR ZTRIERS R, ET2300
INTH D, 2ZOBITH 2 X, [today or tomorrow | D—ERTH 2 tomorrow
ROTz, Z#nkE&aefk [today or tomorrow] R REIS ¥ T

Today or tomorrow, I might go to see movies.



HWEDEEEEIZDWT (BFEER)

rIIRETHBLET D, DI H., today or tomorrow D—F &£ H £ LT
OBEREL BT, TEHXOEEEZ A2 3B TTE, "HEICHLERE, TOD
YOFEELTHEELT 2D, BEEEORVWERECE> TS, (B
2004 :229) OTH> D,

D T EAEIEBEEDRE ) 1% Chomsky (1964) OF 2 T, 1.2.1-1.2.4T
K72 Ross (1967) @ "E0HIH, OREDORO LR 572,

1.4 Pied piping (FE#E)
i, ED 1.3 TAZZEICHEET S,

a John was speaking [»p to whom] yesterday ?

b [pp To whom] was John speaking:--yesterday ?

to whom @ 5 5 whom 72 28813 52D TldZe <. HiE: to & "R,
B IRETIEHREEP VI 1.3 TR IC—DODBREEEZEILRWT, ZD
FEERE L TREIIES FAEELIL B, ZOODOEEEN D R T N
Z Wk A,

1.5 Superiority condition ({BHIMESFH)
EEYEIES T, BB A, BB LV EMICHL L E A B LI VEMUTH
2w, ACRIRERERRNE, End b0, BIZIE

a  You think [who saw what]?
b Who do you think---saw what?
¢ *What do you think who saw---?

(2) 55 FAID who #BEI L7z (b) 2EE 723 2 L IXTE 555, THLO what
PREILT: () ITES 72950, ZilE, who 28 what £ D bEEIEOD SR THIC
7
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HBIPS, EVI LD, (¢) Tik. HWEE what 5, EZE who ORIIZH
(b)éo

1.6 Subjacency condition (FHMDEH)

BAHE (bounding theory) OHLLEIFEH T, FTRL TE, 0#liyE —-
DORFAATHHEL TN b D, ZNRBEEELER 2 - ToOD F#kz
TBETERY, EWIEHT, 2 z21F

*Who did you hear [N" stories about [M* a picture of---]]?

COXDEFRODBENCR 2 X 5w, BEEAIE—E I = > EO/EREE S NP,
SEHATHEAEINTEELRW, ETE5bDTHS, ZOLKBIEZDOKRE
TTELRES THA, BEARESSEHIEWIdI L T2hobh RS
ERTELS,

CZETRTERLI-1.6 D—EDOKHA LIRS e R 2 & EFHIEAR
BREEZLoD»DFE S5 L LTWAIEBHOLTH D, INE TOHERD S
BT "BESNEROBREPEETH 2 E0HEINS, (BT 2007 :
115) & Wz 258 Litkn,W

Thhixz %,

[ wouldn’t trust [him,] for amoment, [your brother-in-law;].

D& 5% "THAEER, (right dislocation). % 7-.

[The princess;], you have to take care of [her,].



FEOEIELEIZDOWT (BHEER)

¥ O TEFER, (left dislocation) b BFEROBEENIZ->E D L TREDH
ARERIE T TH %,

A 237 (2005 : 93) o T HEHAEEFERROEA], (the Principle of Early
Immediate Constituent) 0. "HEEEMRITHRIE D 5\ B CHE EEAE R O FE
RABEL T AEEIE, #EF L, L9506, TELRJHHMIC. BIETEE
FEOREEDR LD B I EDPEEZ LW, EFE2TWE3DTHS I

Flo. DED L VEELFELICEZTHS S, —D bl TIINEFEA,
(adjunct condition) T. IO —EFIZREENT X 2V hS, #HH (complement)

—IMIBETE A, LT A5DE. MBI bEENEI-EDLTNYS
ﬂ%?%%?o:Obﬁ\ﬁ®ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁéﬁ%téﬁm\%W%%T@%
R L3SReE) L2 3 v» (‘the position of adjuncts within clauses is flexible’
Collins 2005: 282) &9,

2. Gestalt DIEEFEDWRE

Ross (1967) X TE DWW TDORIzH &, TE, X ‘psycholinguistic entities’
DEIWCEBLEIOTIEEWVL, 2% TE, OMBHARVLERZ S DT
Bz 3h, ERMEPRTHT TR EZBb> T3, Lakoff (1979) 13,
MBI (cognitive processing) #.3< %, X TIL gestalt & X IEN 58S
o THBITONTWA, W, Chomsky (1988) iX. bivbhik. %
b O gestalt iI2 & > THERT 2. Lo, I ITiE. gestalt LEFO
s, BEC»PHLS I EEZHET 5,

Gestalt DEZEW X 2 &, bhitbhidd®R%E, "X wEke,. HEE.. "F#E.
T, Y. TEAPY TEELR BTEETERND L. tvi. (B
78 2004 =)
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2.1 A
Each of us have decided to discontinue our membership.

a
b There is/?are a girl and two dogs in the room.

I hate John/him coming so often.

O

d *We want very much [John to be there]

(a) @ have i3, F<HDO us TEEINTLREDTHB L, (b) T. are
B2T, sPHBEENEDIE, TS hLDagirl ZEEFTonzhroThsS
L. (¢) T. hate ®X&IX John, him TiZ %> & John's, his T2 4Lk
572 M3, John, him 7% > T2 DI EIF hate DT S H EICH 25517
iz sxwv, ZhKBEREPVOR d) THE, 22Tk very much %3 John
DREICH %7291, John 2% want 26 THHJFE, OEHE b & 2 WD IE
X Lo T, want, John DSBEEL Twiswaiz i, TRIERE IR L 7> 0
TdH 5,

2.2 X\uaER

Grosu (1972) 12X, 2E DX I ZEHINH Y., (@) T2 () DIETE
FEHL T3,

Internal clause constraint: Sentences containing an internal NP that

exhaustively dominates S are ungrammatical.

a  [That the world is round] is obvious.

b *Is [that the world is round] obvious?

Grosu (1972 1 71) 1X. Z OFEDORIEIZ O T, ‘Discontinuous components
10 '



HEDEELEFEICONT (BAEE)

are perceptually complex in proportion to the structural complexity of the
intervening material.’ &V>9, Z® ‘intervening material’ & i, < Z Tl (b)
[that the world is round] D Z & T, (b) OFXDFERIZE S L. MET
% that fiD 7z iz, TEFEO L &, Bl ERYLEIENIELN. ‘perce-
ptually complex’ (RIEANCHEHE) THMP DI B> TWwb, T "XERE
FlF, B UBSATHIHL TINS5,

F 7> THUEOMLE, (the need of REprocess) (Bolinger 1978: 123) 5B
bbb, DXD () OXO "'“HiEER, &8RO S IPFHEEREWZ LS,

¢ *This book, Mary, I gave to.
d *Who, about the secret, does John believe that Mary told to---?
d’ John believes that Mary told to Sue about the secret.

¥72. B0 (@ Dk, (d) 25 Mary DEEFHMEE about the secret D
FEMOZOOBEROBB 2 FARICEL SR, XHEEVH UL LIERD
SEIEREN 2 Eho Tl nwn, T 5HE (1984) 4TI ZIWALZREDD
TH»5D,

2.3 FA#E

The boat floated on the water sank.

D & 57 TSNS, (garden path sentence) b. bitbDFEIZIE, TE

B0 < TBAC %, &9 ‘amechanism of establishing ‘closure’ of units
as soon as possible’ (Reinhart 1976: 201) Ao T 25 5 itz 5 724,

CHLTHRTL 2, W T3z & - ¢, TR, (locality) &

3T, OZETHD. "By R THE, D2 ETHLEVRSTLRTDHS

5, DEICE., Thopltrsiz, 1.1-1.6 DFIRET VKT 2H1%2 R T
11
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WX T2,
CITHTER, WSOLDEFEEWI HDIE. ThbrsBETn eIz
HTIRELIDTHAIEFTTHS,

3. #fR&E T WIRIF W DHDE

LT, XEDL ZEREORENIZIZ., XOEKWLIEE Y T = LI TELT &
W, EVRIITIBEICTWAE IR R, 2ITIRIASEITITE SN
DO EAED T EICT D,

3.1 FHEERHNDSE
S 1.2.3 TR "EFEERKL TR, SR TR ERO—A
RUOZBEHSELLETERBETEIHDTH oIz, LI H8DXDH% &

&9,
Here’s the whiskey which I went to the store and bought---.

Z1iE. went to the store and bought whiskey & > 3 ZAiHEE D— 5 DFE
A2 3R bought whiskey 2» & whiskey 723 2 BB S € T W3 OWIETIZ 5
TR, —=DFZ6NM5DE, I ZOEM#EEIX. (A and B) = (B and A)
EWISBARTR RV, £ 2L TH D, went to the store & Y b bought &
& 7 ‘mainverb’ (Deane 1991:23) OA» 5 THhEH L, ¥ N T WD, Fio,
went to the store & bought whiskey %3 THFREIRY 8 S: L 72 —HOITH)
(‘sequences of events’) (Deane 1991:6) THD . "L \WEEEE, 25 L TBHBD.
BRI EEZ VB2 BRI 2 EEbNS,

3.2 MHEOBE
D &EIZ. pied piping (BEfE) WwhhbaflrR LS,
12



REEDOREIEEFE I DWT (EHEHEE)

a Who is Alex trying to make up to--now? (FEWEID AS S &L T
WA D)

b *To whom is Alex trying to make up--- ?

ZZ® (b)) OXix. 8&WwR*1.4® (b) To whom was John speaking
""" 213 (a) LB BVIEIC o T b, ZDIFOEH X, make up to~T\
‘~mmoxaam5r%%%@oitioJa&ofméomﬁ%mﬁw
Dk, SFERCHITL &%, & Haiman (1982 : 782) &\ 9, (b) #3FELRD
. —ODEREMEZZTIETOL DO, to--makeup 25, bIIRFELED
RIRABLBoT0EPHTHI S,

3.3 THENEEDBRE
FD 1.6 TR TTEOSM, 2. BERN, ZOULOERELALZEZ TF
L TWiIRW, T30 TH-Tz, LL., DXDOFIZRL S,

a  What did you see a picture of-+ ?
b *What did you destroy a picture of--- ?

Z 2T, a picture of--- &> NP &, yousee &) S L) ZDODHE
AR Z T what SXHEICBE L TR IXbrrb o TIEX L Lo TR,
Z Z T see a picture FAIE L3> (Grosu 1982: 64). "HARZDXZHBD, T
B %5, destroy a picture I&. see a picture IZE~X5 & ‘less predictable
collocation’ TFRE LIS WEWEb L) (Ogle 1981: 129) £ 7z, see a picture
IX ‘stereotyped’ TH Y . destroy a picture 13 ‘unexpected’ (Deane 1991: 31)
ThHs, LwvoThbunhd Lk, ZHIFEELZ. BTHD TTHEOFKME
DEE, L bEb 5,

13
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3.4 BEBFAHHODBE

a *What do you believe Mary’s claim that John met---?
b Who do you make the claim that John met---?
¢ *Who do you deny the claim that John met--- ?

(@ F L, BELFAGEH CIEX TR %, (Mary &\ 3 EERKREED
HHILWHEHLTBII) LaL (b) 2 DFHNT»H 31§45 DI A
SNTW 5, ZRiE makeaclaim &5 DA D 23, HRZ D% D T.make
the claim=claim ("F3&9 %)) (‘easily paraphrased by a single word’)
(Deane 1991: 5) IZEDEKTH D . (b) iX. Who do you claim that John
met? LEZETH S, &5, (c) TiZ deny the claim 25, (b) @ make the
claim & EART TFEUL 0, DB TH2 I L ICEHLIZWL,®

3.5 LAHEEEEDOFRIENGE
D2EDBIER LS,
a What are you certain about giving---to John?
b What are you certain about [y» [-give [y» what]]] Green and

Morgan (2000: 103-4)

(@) i (b) TRA2 L1, about DHEWC=DOD NP BHDH . FAED NP
50D NP OBRENIFELEEZ X T TH B, HFEINTWS,

3.6 TEONRHENEE
[¢* who did ["*John [YPsaw-:-]]]?

14



WEEDIEELEICOWT (BHEEE)

2T, who?d, VP, IP 282 TWaA DI L5 TRy, who 23
saw 12 L (exical) /R & . & OIS IEFES & 2 D . [EFICiE % 5 7% (Choms-
sky 198: 6: 15) &WHDTH 5,

22T, BEICEDIFIROS B, TheT HET 2 0» o008z R
T&ET2 2.1-2.6 CHEBOHEELDHLDTHS I he 2. D5 LTNIE

ZREATHS I PUTTRERERTOEI2,
4. FIRERRASDBHR

CCTIOED3.1~3.4 D5 FBEROFERZESD 2w,
HiIOBCHAZIEgRFD., MENZEHLIDIZ. LA, B aHE
WE2bDTHBIEEZTRLTWA LI CEDLNSE, DEDETH. 86Kk 5

HEWCL- T, ZOFHRZT T O,
4.1 Reanalysis (B%#T)

a Many linguists argued for this solution.

b This solution is argued for---by many linguists.

(@) O LT (b) OZENRENHRETH S, DI &iE. for this solution
. HIERTANEL, (adjunct) TR %20, 2O for D3 EIEA argue & DR
D, argue for £ 0. INMPEHE L, advocate &> D —DOMhEE & [F] U XL

SREWRED S TWEILSREEbNS, D% [argue] [for this solution]
» [argue for] [thissolution] & "H4H#T, ShicbldTh s, RKEF (2000 :

309) 12 d THOMTOAEERE 2 EAT 2D [V + P 23— D OEKREAL (seman-
tic unit) THEIWEIDTH S, LdHb, DEDHEFREITHL I,

15
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4.2 Preposition stranding (BTEFR%ZE)

a *Which city did you meet Mary in-:*?

b What conclusion did John arrive at--- ?

(@) (b) WIFNBHMEF TR > T3 (a) BIEXTH 2, ZOBEHIWIL,
DELEIZAB, ED4.1.a D argue for BX—DDFIFHAD LI 52 FE > T3
DE. FoRLFAL LS (b) D arrive at 78 ‘tightly connected’ (Takami
1992: 26) . ‘close association’ (Bolinger 1972: 119) T % & I2fi7e & 7o vy,
arrive at I, X & L < ‘semantic unit’ (Siegel 1983; 186) & L C{h#EE D &

SRS EoTVREDTH S,
4.1—4.2 551,

(EBEOFERTE2BE®RN LT LIV 2T THRE DR | 3. BE
DOBENOREREIZ 1L 7 & I,

EVWIZETHA D,
4.3 Bridge verb (ZEi5&h5A)

a She said that Bill had hit Fred.
a’ What did she say that Bill had done-:-?

b She purred that Fred had given her a present.
b’ ??What did she purr that Fred had given her---

HROBEPHRINL D, EIDIZOo0T, (@), b)) 250 Tw2aiIcit.
16



PEREDFEIEZ I DWW (BrhiEE)

say & purr DEBWTH S, Purr 1213 ‘speak in a low soft voice’ (OED) &
H5 LI, purr ¥ say & D IEHREDLNZ V>, Chomsky (1977 © 83) ik, 2D (a’).
b)) DHBHBVOEE% ‘unclear’ 72 £ W3 M, say & purr DIERED B A3
HBETHhL ZiE, 28D "REXESMSF 2R TH £H080R0,

4.4 Specified subject condition (38FE EE&M)

Chomsky (1973) &, (a). (b) DBl S (¢) OTEDOFEHEZEEL I,

a  The men saw the picture of each other.
b

*The men saw John’s picture of each other.®®

¢ Specified Subject Condition: No rule can involve X, Y in the

structure-X---[a@--Z--*WYV---]---, where Z is the specified (i. e.

non-pronominal) subject of WYV and a is a cyclic node (NP or S).

(a). (b) OTFED BT the picture, John’s picture DB, DFE D
John’s #3the &V &, X ¥ specified (non-pronominal) T®H 55 IZIEN7E 5
R, Th s B Z T, FEE the men & each other BRI SN TS I L
WZDRRBHZ, LI DTH3, LrL, DEOFERZE (a). (b) D
FlE (c) EIFRODZEERLTWDE LI THD, TTIRRZ3.3D (b)), 3.4
D (@, (@ % (d. (). () LLTEYDHIT 5,

d *What did you destroy a picture of:-?
e *What do you believe Mary’s claim that John met---?
f *Who do you deny the claim that John met---?

(e) DX TFEEOEYE, OFlE LTHTbDTHBL, ZOHFD Mary’s
i3, Chomsky?3, "TEEFRBEM 2B X 2T H Tz ED (b) DFID John's
EBLRUBERL TWEDTIRZWIESEI D, EOEE D, 25 Mary, John

17
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MEEC 75T, BRORILZLLERDU 2T Tn3 EF 2T L0,

(f) BRPBYVIEXTHDD, (6) ODBELE B, EFidddeny £72- T
Wb, make THNIEX "TBREZDXZND ), L7355, deny the claim 2% 5 T
v, &35 &, DED Erteschik-Shir & Lappin (1979: 71)® ‘the more
unusual the matrix verb, the less easy extractionis’ 2%, ZZWHTIE ¥
%o O ‘unusual’ ZEiE Z £ who DIEE R L EIF T TwB 2 ik s,
Kol KFUHEHEBT (d) ZWHEATES2THS5, T7xb b, see a picture %%
EX D, destroy a picture i "FHILIC WEWwWEb L, (less predictable
collocation’) TH %, ZD & S5 ‘unusual’ T ‘less predictable’ 7% & Z 31F &,
CERELTAEUIL S WIZTTH S GJE 2004 1 101-102) 25, 2 X DIEFEIZ
INZE-SEDDORIHDEWZ XD, ‘Low processing cost increases rele-
vance’ (Deane 1988: 107). ‘the smaller the processing effort, the greater the
relevance’ (Wilson and Sperber 1992: 134)., /- FHILIZ{ Wk Z 21T TE
fii, (dominant) W72 %, LWoTWE I LLEETH S, 4.3—4.4 » o FEH
T&E5 I &E.

—

DT B AL, BT H L, HER TR S 3 I 25 D |
RIEOBBOHI 1272 5.

}:_1135 Z tf%%io
4144 0&2EN0). Q0F D%, Grosu (1972) O CHESE 3
5o

h I gave John a picture of himself.
1 ’I gave John that picture of himself.
] *I gave John Mary’s picture of himself.

k **I gave John Mary’s sister’s daughter’s picture of himself.

18
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INSOFEASBE, 2Ly (h) O apicture. (j) @ Mary’s picture %
Z % . himself & John 2EE07 &9 L LTED ., TBETRBEA L ONET
bhb, DEFED. picture 12D FIHAHY a>that>Mary’s>May's sister’s daugh-
ter's DX D, BEMN - BENCRLECHFEENMEL L-THY ., FFRER
BRENRH L2 L ICEALTEL, SHREHTAREEZ, DEOD Grosu (1972)
DODENTH %,

1 A man just left who was wearing a hat.

m ?The man just left who was wearing a hat

n ??That man just left who was wearing a hat.

o *John’s brother just left who was wearing a hat.

p **John’s brother’s son’s daughter just left who was wearing a hat.

(1) — (p) DI, a>the>that>John’s> John’s brother’s son’s & #F &K
PEL 2o T DI (@) —(g) EFLTHEHB, ZhsD3UF THEEFES
WAL T A bRV, (2) —(g) DIEXOEBE (k) — 1) DIEX
DEHIATHS 55 (@—(g) & —(p) OEBEHEIMTDS S 2%

end-weight £ WbiLd &S CXRBICH D, LOXTRTELAFED BBV
COZERBELZDOTIE TV, £T 3L, (b) @D each other, (f) @D

HELTWa, 2O EPEXDFERTIEZVWS, LW TFERLTSHIEN
TE 5,

ZOXdwIeEzLE, ETRK "B OFISHATEL I LIRS,
TR

d  What did she say that Bill had done*-? (=4.3 (a))
r *What did she purr that Fred had given her---?> (=4.3 (b))
19
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(@, (1) ODFEEOL WX say & purr I TH B, TTIRALL I,
purr i say & V. E 32 ZBEREIIAREV, purr’ DWW T ‘more  informa-
tive’ (Deane 1991: 37) Wz k5,

INETORIPSFEZZ LR, HATHN, BIFThIL. FENTHEHE
DENSDRFEXEDLDRTLOTRE R VL, EFZBZIENTEL, TT
iZ A7z & 512, Chomsky 25, T4EEEIF % Z 2 T wh BEID T X 2¥H5 ‘un-
clear’ TH5, LL7-DIF, FILL, ZOHEFIIYREEs L =T ET
sty PEBER L B U ADHETEDON TR W I L 0MEBTH 213
TThb,

INETOBETE>EV LTELIEEZO2EDIS2ER23THES, D
MIZbWHEEFARZIZW, BRIZE2EABH 213TTH LM, ZhicHzEs
5 & 5 BRI 2 25003 H > Tk 6w, 3.6 TR TFiEDL
. Zdbh 54, Who did John saw--- ? % ¥ DN BT, who #% saw IZ L
TREND LTI % 5% 53 FERNEEL saw ORI 5 (ZHE -/
$7 1993 1 150) £ w5 Did, R saw 7z T B HMEETH 5 L1 who D
WEENRE - ED LT3, WIS ONZOBHTHLIITTH2, DFh . £
RENCIE. BENIEBEROBEDSIHETH 20 E0HF 3N (IR TA 8
NDOBEH LD THEHEBATHZIITTHS) 3,

FEATHNEFHTEN, BENT, BHRMICEBMIC 2D 2T VwE & 5135
IEOBHDRE/IC L 5, L UEREOBEIOBETE 2. Hi-/v. Sk
BEEEDELRITEAL DR I EHOBRBOREE I 5 0, ®

EWVSZEP 3135 RIEBCRSNEZILEDESITH 2, HMDE T %F

NI, FEDODRNDH, HART, FHEITE 2 (predictable) L3454 DThH 2

EEL L1166 DT HEIDIEr LRI Lbhd, LE225TH5B,0
FRHOBENZ., XOMEEZWBE U Lz, REZOKEELREIZT 2 3

DTH>TRESRVDTH S, Hankamer (1973 : 41) 5 THEESEIE &4
20
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(Structural recoverability condition) T. "d & OEVPHIETE RV L D&
WEHANIFEE IRV, ELTWwa0b, BB, T0b £ DX OERN LR
ERPEFRTADTHD, LENDTHD D,

5. ¥

0. Tld. EBENHEFETE., SHLHOTEERLOTHL 2R, 1. T,
EEZ % b 2HANS L EF AP TIEEINTWSL 2/, 2. TlEL C
DREXTVHRIBHH L ERRE, 3. TlE. W OPDORFNIC X > T,
1.1-1.6 CRILHAZ TV RAFTI2HICONT, Isid, FHRA - EEE 23
HIZL 2 D TH > CEZATHNEFHATHNEEEN L S DIFEALIC % D LD
ZOREESERLITEI L, 8510, ZOBUIBBRENLTEELDTHSE
Yy RO BEBOBBOBE, BROICELEVDOD DL THARGORHBY I
I AEA Ik, 2 IPBEBHOB T oW L, ZIPHEORLE
BITEHEGORWALEEELNE I LR, INERELTOMEL
LCHELES L322 LICERERBEERL DS, bR InEEos%R
WTH B S, Jackendoff (2006 :37) S4B XD THEFE L EE
(syntactocentrism) Z#H|T 2D, FE L ZOEBDTTHS,

~ N

E

(1) Sabel (2003 :291) @ ‘Every non-complement is barrier’ i&, ZDERD
BRENHFRE TR E X, BROBEIZIT 5. LTSI EHBTE S,

(2) Keenan and Comrie (1977 1 66) 1X. BRE £ L VT VLERE LT,

SU>DO>10>0BL.>0COMP (OBL: major oblique case)
YhV. ¥E. BEEENE, MEENEOIEIZ> Ty IZid. XOFTHE
B & MEENHAE R b DIE EHEN R EREZTANLL T E WS JE 2Rl
Twa b,
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(3) "TEAZDEMNY ; DWTIE, DF®D Deane (1988 : 103) D]
i.a Who did John take a picture of:--?
b *Who did John destroy a picture of-:-?
&. ‘The crucial difference seems to be whether the verb’s meaning
naturally focuses on the NP to be extracted’ & \» 3 BB R W IcEE
%o
(4) 578 - 1REF (1990 : 106) 121X McCawley (1988 :358) m5DE|FE LT
DEDXZHIT T3,
ia *John saw [Ann’s description of himself].
b  John saw [a description of himself].
COFFREDB W, BIEIC Ann's & a DRFEN « [REMD B 23w 23 EK
ThH 5,

(5) HE (2004 :81) 12, "FEEEFBREHOFTHRED BT/, BETHY.
TUBHDbNS L, —DOMI L7z T R EN L D EEL 5N,
TORET H L. WHIXDOBE LAff, BEEBEOFELEICL > TR S
TEBONMOER L. ZONHOEE (3B EGEEREOZ L
TIBNWI LW RD.) EHDD, CHIREZOTRICEDIPVLENE S,

6) ZDXIWHFz22&, DXOHIFEHICIHAI NS,

i There lay/?slept/??dreamed in the corner a raggedly young man.

Hzd "F# U EOBREHDIZECHEDESVIMEL Ro T, "85
BE-ED GBI ARERTIZE.Z OBELOREE I 20 %5
(Green and Morgan 2000: 162) 13V iz b AN S TH 2, =D S»
5 B,

ii  *In the nursery smile half a dozen new-born babies.

59, T OB Hb N 28T (FFR) BT ICE Y (informationally
22
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light) W& Z b OBEIZCR SN Sy (KE-5 2002 1 182—3) L LTWHDIE
HYITH 5o
Wh 2 lie test’ (Erteschik-Shir and Lappin 1970) &. Z D{EHREDM
BIZ S oo Twd 2 LI DWW TIXER (2006) 220, @i (1985 :
43) WCHBERDH %,
Xolz, —R. BB wE S OoEDRbFEATE %,
iii  *Only John drinks BEER.

DI DWT, HFW-EIL (2005 1 165) & THEAMEEE (=only 5l
&) BOUERR DR 7@%@5’&i?%ﬁmkm5ﬁ@§kaﬁ<f
sy, iR TARIEETEZWEWZ XS, IEL R, R
BEER DiEmic. HoizicEm b d iz John BMEZET 200 IEPR O R
Vg
e 5. wh B & BB R OBR. £  WERIE S > S OBRORTEENEIC
DWTIE Sano (1983 :1119) KERSBDH 5,

(7) Zhid. clause DV RNV THEROD & D TH %, Van Valin and LaPolla
(1997 : 480) =2 XD Xk S WH %, ‘the closer the semantic relationship
between two propositions is, the stronger the syntactic link joining them

b

1s.

SE B

ZREEME 2005 THRAESOEE,  BAtE

LEREETNE - NEPIERE 1993 TAEECOEARERE, KEEES

KEBTA 2000 [3EEE B H B OMEEMEE B 2 A K EERIIIT T
TEIRE

A () 1999 THEEFFIEERREL, —=AH

Beukema, F. and T. Hoekstra 1984 ‘Extractions from wits-constructions’ L.
[. 15-1: 689-698
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