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Around Constraints in Transformational Grammar
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Since Chomsky’s A-over-A principle, many constraints or conditions have been proposed in
Transformational Generative Grammar. In consequence of the abandonment of obligatoriness
and ordering in transformational component, more and more precise constraints come to be
required to rule out undesirable outputs. In Chomsky’s “On Binding” as the revision of his late
paper “Filters and Control,” he suggests various innovations (e.g.,N.I.C., Opacity Condition, Case
Assignment, Theory of Control) to aim at explanatory adequacy. We will investigate these
matters (especially Case Assignment and Theory of Control) and then we will posit some

alternative if possible.

Chomsky(1964)» “The logical basis of linguistic
theory” 1z %13 % A-over-A principle ®, FOfRZE L L
TH% 7t Ross(1967)> “Constraints on variables in
syntax” iz %13 % Complex NP Constraint,Coordinate
Structure Constraint, Sentential Subject Constraint, &
0* Output Condition 7z & DHIIR & 2:Hl#I 72 % b D3E 2
LTk, BA#ELOFHRMPE ZON T B, LOH
ZiE, & BT ERE Bhs b o xE, Emonds(1970)
o Structure-Preserving Constraint, Chomsky (1973)
o Subjacency Condition) & H#LiE, 134 HBTIER
WEEZLRSDE D (il 2 ¥, Hankamer (1973) ©
Transderivational Constraint) 7c &, —4 EiFCuig
EE DRz ETH B, Hric Chomsky (1973) iIZ3\»
TBRESHRANC KT 2EHEGRSRBE I TSk, EHA
A L TCrhETELONTELELTN - £ENHR
RloX G, RADEFSF2, KB CTERYBERT S L
WO E I S TRERS b, REC, ERHEA

(BRI ) XFXCERET, BF ST
ofce TDOFERELTEBICHTL 53013, By 3uiEs
DT SBUXSHEHICERIND Z LiTitste, OF
b, 1970 £ Z 5 ¥ TOEEEER K O KEER R N IC R
WO, B GED ARNOAR SRR X 51T,
BT NHWAEFIRYEL CTE i, —F, BEDELE
RBEERSE CEPFER) kv X, ZEHETEE
AEBHIZERIh, Tohbh LT, BTELNC
HRERELS LI EZLLhbsTER, T\ st

ZDOBEECY, FEHIEHBEET 2R, —« ZTHHA
DIEF SRR BUILEELE LT EDTIRRL, EE
CRIZR 25X (RBOX) k5 5HE0HE#HY X T
W5 & RAROEE 2R DB L5 Bbh b,
3, BRETRI D VW keB 2T, EBOH
BIEL DB E 5, Wil Chomsky O TS0 & ik
FiEhbiEb 3 & = A0, Brame(1978) “Base Generated
Syntax” 7% 5,)
DERCTELI S, BRI EBRENLESZ &
o lcfER, ¥+ ET oMbl TtoXn5y, 3
NiET RS EL L OB CERT 5 X S ix filter £ LT
HIROBENMNIAVEL ENBZ Lo t, LT, %
DES5eEZDb - &S HEFEDEH & LT, Chomsky
(1978) @ “On Binding” #EFBELTEYH, LTk
THL IR ARESLERL, TERIERERIT
TewERE S,

II.

LOBETCRTE L5 ICEEBRUGEOLN LD E
Bk, SR OHIR (A2 X » T&EE, FEEAE VA
HHDHN)DEBOEF L\ THBETIRANESS,
%L ¢, Chomsky (1978) ® “OnBinding” %, # 1L T*
DFANTIXzV s, “On Binding” 1%, Chomsky & Lasnik
DIFEW L BEIFEDIETH % “Filters and Control” d s
ELVSBTELLR TS,

ERBERIRDO L 5 TH 5,
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Filters and Control On Binding

Specified Subject Condition” | Opacity Condition®
(S8.8.C)

Propositional Island
Condition? (P.I.C.)

[»—w@ﬁm%#] [LEmﬁﬁé%# ]
T K1 5 #H anaphoriz 313 % #l%
¢—complementizer [comp e] (compfree appli-
cation 1= X 5B S hurg\s

Nominative Island Condition®
(N.LC)

complementizer)
*[NP to VP] filter Case Assignment & Case filter
X h A
[wh-phrase [PRO to VP] ] Case Assignment & Control
»Obligatory Control I X - T8

cyclic node : NP, S (Soa; | NP, Spiuniversal, S/(3#:E
ot 4 )< 0, Wh-movement) [E & O'bounding node

bridge condition (3 457E
Dmatrix verb & LT,

S % bounding node & L
THT 2T\,

LL E o @2y 12 %, NP-movement 1% structure-pre-
serving 7223, fid 4+ XTod “Move a”d L — ik,
“landing site”1z X % adjanction Tk % & Lz b, strict
cyclicity I bF LS LER W EE 2 -0, ETHIfE
® “On Wh-movement”-Ci¥, syntax {23\ T i struc-
ture-building rule ¥, ZHE DB AN iED B LD E L
TH D Teh o 72 b 023, LE. 25 BRI L 2 AT
i, L TRIgum EE 2 B8, i@ ic b AV Al
WRTEERENRTV5, TOFT, HfE V- BA
7 RAE,SSCEPLCIZRT 5% L Case Assign-
ment DA & Control rule DEZ(NEETH S, T ¢
15, SSCoPIC IV CIBRAOBRALELTH -
TeDR, BB S FEEH A D EiX T MR R
bEz25E, BWHANCKCLHERD L RE 0
ERCRFHEMELVCIBIEELbN, TORELLT
» N.IC.# Opacity Condition %% Logical Form iz %s\»
T, —Ro filter L LTUEAT 52 LIl &TH B,
¥ 7 Case Assignment &\~ 5E 2 Fdh, HrLE 2 E L
THEBKf$ %, =@ Case Assignment 13, Case filter
E—Rile - T, BELL X aBRT 5, 2T,
COFILTIL, TNTEHRS £ 5 bFIE2ign 0
<, S.S.C.2 PLC.ichpvdo 5 technical %HRIEEL H 3 T

LT ERGERS,

L.

F1L Uiz, Case Assignment & Control rule o X
BlE 35 0NE N H 5, Case Assignment 1Tk D L 5 7rd
Bz Liehis,

(2)[=Chomsky’s (68)]
(2) NP is oblique when governed by P and certain
marked verb
(b) NP is objective when governed by V
(c) NP is nominative when governed by Tense
T = cgovernment” (#%) L\ 5 DL, KD X ST
EFEIN T 5,
(3)[=his (69)]
a is governed by B if « is c-commanded® by £ and
no major category or major category boundary
appears between « and j.
LT, oML, ko Casefilter 235 2 bh s,
@[=his (70)]
*N, where N has no case
Bz,
(5) (a) whonom Tead the booKg;
(b)*Inom wonder [who to read the book]

(5 a)iz R\ Tt who X Tense iz, the book 1 V 1i2#t
K& h, rHhFh nominative, objective &\~ 5 Case %
5z b, iz Case filter 1\ fil L 7o\~ TR & 705,
Ll, (5b) wks\wTii Ik Tense TR I T\ 5
» ¢, nominative Case > L W TX %52, who (%
Tense ILHE S hTF, BOFHFICL£hi\VOT
Case 135 2 biic\v o & »C, 2 D3k Case & % 7= Fo >
N 23EET A Licikh, Casefilter it X » THHE S h
BT LWL,

e Control i 2\WT R % &, Chomsky 13k X 5 7o
—HEOEMHEE 2T 5,
(6)[=his (93)]

e e oVeoo[fCOMP: « o [ype] s » =], whereV =

[(—F] and V and S c-command one another
(7)[=his (94)]

NP is a controller for V in (6) if
(1) NP is an indexed NP properly related to V
(ii) if V= [+SC], then NP is the subject of V
(8)[=his (95)]
In(6), (i) if COMP =#null and V has no controller,
then [we] is assigned arb
(i) [wee] 1is assigned the index of the nearest
controller.
Z &G, [— F]& vk unmarked e80T 2403,

[+Control] 7eBh7l & &bk 5 O T, X OEFEIC PRO

(= [vee]) ZERTHHFEE 2 TIV, 7 [+5C]
% % OE)FE & (%, subject control ®EFHD & & T, try,
promise, ask 7¢ &, FDOEXENF LD controller 1Z7s 5
b DTH B, Z 0 control DHAN, EHHIHEHT 5 &
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SR, b LIhbDOEHFIEEHT index b 7olgus NP
HRL X huicBRiziy, Logical Form §C free variable &
LTHbh, TOERIBERIEEL 2D, T OB
Xeio THILELTHBRINB b, X2 CE
Eieoix, Control »#AlY, Case filter ’3_»‘1) - 7= Case
Assignment 04 & R, Logical From iz 315 % free
variable DR &\ 5 — BRI E 5T, BELL K
W% filter out 35 LW S EENH L 5 TV BT L TH B,
Control oHBAIDFE & LT, %D (9a) 9b) X R TH L 5,

(9) (a) John, tried [PRO; to win]
[+sc]

(b) *John; was tried [PRO to win]
[+sc]

(9a) wH\\TiE, PROWE [+SC] #dotryic kb,
(7 i) D&Mz L\, Fo controller & L-C John &\~
5 XENFE T, PROKCF0EEE L F Uindexd i 23t 5
Ehb, —FH (9b) Tk, AL XSty BEFEZD
controller & 3% » T, %o controller % & 237K
2, ZTDEFEL D DONFERT (Z 2T John ik try
D BKIFE), £ > T PRO 13 index 52 bhia\ v E 4
BXhTlLETH, FLTOb) »3xix, Logical From iz
BT, free variable % & OB & L CERMBIRTHEE
LieoT, BRESh B Z LT d,
k2008805 X 51z, Case Assignment
L Control rule (¥ 7e W LTV B L 2 ABBH B, LinL
¥, KERDECHLDDH, BAURLELTUL, HIT
NP fEf+ 52 & Thb, TrerhZThofRGERL
LD RBRT AL ARSI ETHD, HERLL
TEFE 1K S D3, Case Assignment (XfBDOFEE
HHAILBIE L ¢, ZHEFINTERT SV IEHEN T
HyLELH>N5 5, —77 Control rule D%, TD%
PR X 5 i, o MREEAI & B4k, Logical Form i
AT s ERMRAMO—DLEZLND, FIL, H
Koz L iehs, Case Assignment (¥, NP 1z Case(#)
A5+ 50TH Y, —7F Control rule i3, NP 1z index
WhERF 25T 50TH 5B, £=ig, Case
Assignment #5135 N P & Control rule #3135 N P
L, FBRRCIEESME LT AD TRV LE
zbhb, Thbb, Case w52 bR BB, B,
B R O Tense CHRENBMEBE L ENTWHDT,
infinitive clause ®=£ZE(3, D FOBRBICH HTULE DL
72w ¢ Case 35 hig & L i2is 5, fli 77, Control
rule 1z X 1uE, ) DBBEEIEETH B V--i[s COMP---[xee
]l ok ARBPhE LD, RO LIS, ALY
EBEDOL S hEBMEBELIROEEYRIE, EFE
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BETREBDOEEICE T, tensed clause TEEE
R ERFEINIWDT, 212 %D, nontensed
clause £\ 5 & LT/ %, %55 C nontensed clause & (X
infinitive clause ® = & ThH H, ODEEILE 5 DIL, ¥
& L < infinitive clause DFFE L5 Z L Itie b, O F
h Case Assignment {3, infinitive clause »FZELIAF D
NP 1= Case # {53 5% = Licie b, F= Control rule 13,
% @ infinitive clause D F EIZ D & index ¥ {535 =
LiLieBh, ZOZEE, BOLICHEBSAERLTVS
LE 2B, DT LiicES\ ¢, Chomsky 1%, [swh-phrase
[PRO to VP]] &\~5 obligatory control %87 L
SElLickocBbhnd, FL4FACELLNHHEL
LT, WERBEFECE- 255X 5B bhs, Case
Assignment 53, (2)D&HicsE 5 —2>D NP osmr B
THIEN T 5, —F, Control rule ®J7i, (6)(7)
@D&HILH > 2 2O NP D=7 HEL T, index % - T
W5 NP &% r 5 FREIL index %, index %% - T\ /¢
WNP 5250 THBH, Chomsky 1%, Zh%
COINDEXING & /0¥ movement rule <ftio> anaphora
LOBREORSMREM TN T oML oL L
T, A S BERAFHR AL #hic, & o COINDEXING
LV BIED—DEE LT\ B, ZOBE, TToGE
WA E fuic)lexical NP 12, index % base 2 b# - €
WhHEEZBIB, (b o &IEREICIE, Chomsky (1977)
o *“Essays on from and interpretation” ® Introduction
D p. 6 1= X tix, leach occurrence of a category in
deep structure is assigned a numerical index by some
general procedure | & \» 5 BT R RB R TWA DT, £
BRiziy, NP s € 539XTo category 12, index
Mbase BN EIRTWAZ LIZE5,) TIIRE T
13, index do\fz [weel DERO Ltic i BED
BT EiTle b, —2¥, movementrule iz X % trace &
LT [wee] THH, Zhix“Movea” Do—fEANC X
b, BeBEH I NP LR index & 4 o, L7,
Controle rule iz X % [wee] ZHLZDOA—AREAE
Nz &, index D7y [wee] BER Eh, Z i, Logical
From e\ CizzgF 2 s ¢, Chomsky 12 Z oL —
WEBEBHRANEZ 2 S D% 20 ek,

TR L 7t 5 DI, trace D\ TH B ,Chomsky
DOEERTIL, trace $ PRO 33tz [wel oT, (6)0
Control rule BT ICIT, FI NI T O trace it B
H T E %,Chomsky 1%, Z D> ¢*[NP to VP] filter
#EEIE L7-23, Case Assignment &\ 5 X ) /A$ERY 7ciE
#1, B U < infinitive clause ™ E£zE & L T lexical
NPpE b2 b, coBEEcCaser sz bhis D
T, Casefilter iz X b out w¢& %, LH L, trace &
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TRz Case Assignment 12 X - C filter out 3% &
L TER, ¥ b Case filter 1%, lexical NP i@
DNTDHZRERTHDTH- T, nonlexical O trace 1
@A TE L, 2 T Chomsky (%, Control rule
DEBHIC L - T trace #HHRL X 5 & 55, Tebb,
trace ¥ movement rule iz X h 3Tt index ¥ 5 x b
TWBDIT, iz Control rule (6)DEREEICE - C, index
MEIEESNDZ Licleh 120, TTRMHEIN TS
index 73, Control rule iz X % index D5 % & % 717,
ZFOERL LT, BAIhAREEBHHRA ER S s
WOT, EEMER E LCtrace ¥BIR L X 5 LT 5, =
=, Chomsky (% Control rule %, index-changing rule
Tlii7c <, index-assigning rule & L TEEAICE M1 5,
DEF D, BT, 120 trace I LT 2 2% index
PEEEhB0b, KDILikbEEZLNS B, £2H
A, #1317 o Appendix O T, kO FID X 512, disjoint
reference 7¢ £ base Tindex # 5 x bhtc NP g, &6
IR Al index DEFFIZX H, 2% 3-0% index 23
FEINBZEPREZI TS,

(10 John, told Bill a2y [5 PROs to visit himz,sn]

WEDE 2L, BHHICFE L trace DFEERD L e iR
THTHBHZEHRLT\ D,

V.

Wiz, Case Assignment DRJEICOWTE 2B &LIT
5. & OEEWL, “Filters and Control”iz3s ) % *[ NP
to VP] filter o Rffi%w » X —3 %tz iz, “OniBinding”
TEDTREI NS DTH B, 20*[NP to VP] filter

LIXRD LS THB,

() [ =C&L (155)]
*[a NP to VP], unless « is adjacent to and in the

domain of:
a. [—N] (adjunct)
b. [+V] ¢

# Z ¥, universal grammar & L T4 &3 L < 7e\ ad
hoc 7¢ unless condition 3% 5 D¢, e LTIXL b
R s Case Assignment 2MFH I B Z LiTis o T, L
HLEZOWIE, WACARBESEL TEl, flxX,
Case Assignment & syntactic rule & @ ordering D fi
&, Case Assignment & ~ 7127z » T\~ % Case filter &
deletion rule & o ordering D8, =1L € Case &\~
BaEoL bz %, ZofnhHub7 27 =s L ichiED
HBEN, TCTREOEERGOXHTHZ LT 5,
%-3°, Case Assignment & syntactic rule & @ order-

ing ORIFEIC DT 5, oblique Case iz2\u T,
base CE W TAEEhBEELBNRTEY, ThiZow
TR R 72, BIE DX, oblique Case LIt o
objective Case & nominative Case DIZ&TH %, Hlz
1, (190D X 5 Teks&E 23 7-dic, Chomsky (3 nominative
Case (% NP movement 0 & LT\ 5%,

(12 John seems [s t to be honest] ]

= = ¢, Case Assignment 3 NP movement O Fij7: & 3
% &, John X Tense IR & T\ i\~ T Case & 5
2bhT, ZOEBEH I & LT Case D\ ¥ $3&
BRE~ & ¢, Casefilter Toutic&ih b, —7, John
7 NP movement X fu7-%1z Case n3 it 52 h 5 &35
&, ZZizik Tense 734 % DT, nominative Case 235
z b, Case filter 1z $ #fil¢3°, X% trace 1% Case
Zh o TWis WAy, lexical NPTl Tohd F i
filter IER ST, ELWXHAELRH IS, &2 A,
wh-movement 2§ L T 1%, nonoblique Case ®» Assign-
ment (¥, ZOFIEEE 2T 5,

(13) [5 [comp Who] [s John kissed t] ]

19D Ik, Case Assignment » wh-movement D72
EF5HE, ZONP 313020 E0BREICd e, i
1z Case 5 2 5HEd s T, Case i LD F F AR
&h, Casefilteric X »Coutic&hTlL ¥ 5, finf,

BESh Az Case 52 bh 5 &5 &, TORIOHE
& T, NP 3EFEICHER & T\ 5 DT objective Case
PEZBN, DWTBEH IR TH FDF F Case N0 ED
& EFhuE, Casefilter Iz X » T out Itk by, &
5\ o K H K I ¥ L& T, nonoblique Case o Case
Assignment % NP movement 0%, wh-movement ®
@A R Z Eieh, Lrl, SO LB
iz Case Assignment »3, NP movement D1 wh-
movement #3< % &\~ 5 ordering ## 2 T\ 5 T LTt
D, BIRETESCHE &\ 53T h B\ » 7o A FE T fc ordering
DRI, ZZTEAFRET S L, BEERINHLT
4%, X Case Assignment (2 LT, oblique Case (X
base =, NP movement & wh-movement 25 233> %
nonoblique Case (XJR4E D FHEIEMET, U ED 2 o0l
Rz X - T Case 35 2 b7\ s NP ok L€ (SEEBR R
B L 72\~ nonoblique Case % 5 135133 D NP) fT7ci
N 533D Case Assignment &, 3 fE oD Case Assign-
ment WEET A LIt b, =D Lk, simplicity
measure b E 5T, —DIRINLFRDEE L\, &
D L1k, Chomsky BEHEKS\WT\W5b X 5T, pldick
T, Case Assignment %3 X TIZO\WTEB T
5ENSEZN, BODHIRTVDH, LKL, Thik
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Chomsky © 1 2DRETH - T, wWXEHELTIDX
SIEZTBENE S L, ATV, Tk E
L, THOV o LAREERESWTEL TS L, (KT
\»Tix, NP movement X #17z John & Z o trace D& f
# B, lexical NP D% Tense KHE I TL5DT,
nominative Case #5 2 bh 5, —F % o trace 1% Case
w5 &hicuwh, Case filter 13 lexical NP>
SERENDOTEMET, DOIRETER LD, 1T
B Th, BT 5 wh-movement % 5 F7- who &
Z o trace D FH & BT, F0 trace BBEAICHER I N T
Wb DT, ZDOFH B COMP ;o who 13, objective
Case B 53 h, T L CHEK LD, (XDBE, trace
12 Case 235 &5 2 L1l b A%, HRIC trace At Case
FEF o T &0 5 BRI eV 0T, Lo Case
filter 1234 X\ 3L & 725133 CTH B, ) oblique Case
EoWTh, flzzhrBEIhickdLd, koo
FIHTRT X5,

(14) [§ [comrwho] [sdid Bill give this book to t]]

wh-movement <& & X i17- who Bk, Case #%1) 5%
BBIEIC 7o\ DS, F O trace A3 JE T oblique Case # 5
hazkicih, ZOFRICESHTBEHED who i
3, oblique Case 73ff4& &, lexical N Pz Case 232
WeDT, BERATELTERShD, BB I
WNP wowTd, 2hixdb &b EBBHL TV RVLOKE
b, base TR A 5 LIREDOFHIEETSA S &, Hi:
% - surface TRA 5 &, BICfBE I e L ED X 51T,
Case Assignment >»EEHE W CHEATAEE LS
L, syntactic rule o ordering I2 5 K+ 5 LEH 7L,
3 AT CEAT 5 £ %2 Hh T\ f-Case Assignment 73—
AT TLE DD &\ o e flEED BN BE - T
b, EEELTIVFELIEbRS,

Kt L, SREBEATCL &\ 5 b TR, Case
Conflict D[S §E T » 5, Chomsky »3, base T oblique
Case #ff5 1L X 5 & L%, nonoblique Case & o
Case Conflict ¥ 5 7cd sk X S ICBbh b, L
L, EED Lz A1, oblique Case ¥ KB TH 25 &
WOFLDORE BT, FARIEE L D iEieu, 77,
120 NP izt LT 2 2Ll ko Case 230< AIEEMED B B,
FOBE, i 2 oLl ko Case % NP 13d - T3
WEWS L5 iR L, MMk Case b 5> T D
o T Case filter iz X - THEBR S g\, Lo Lignih,
D 22% 5T\ 5 Case ® 5 %, nonoblique Case &
oblique Case D=7 DFBAH L, L OIRETEFI hig\
o, Case Conflict & L THBA I BLEND H,—7,
nominative Case & objective Case & \» 5 nonoblique

Case @D~ 7122\ ik, Case Conflict 4% oblique

Case & nonoblique Case & o conflict D& 5D

T, ZOXTIHFEINDZ LITieb, %2 T, kic Huang
(1977, p.12) DOHIEE 2L THD 2 LIET 5,

(15 *who [t* decided [s [come t?] [s Bill will visit t'] ]]

Chomsky (%, %@ Appendix ¢, “Move a” &\~ 5
syntactic rule (3 free application 3% & # 2 T 5D T,
1D X 5 TelREE, B OBRIFIC X 256°% b & LT out
T BTV, W ETEROBEBREREICK TS
gL #E 2 5T x7-S.S.C2P.LCt, N.IC.®0pacity
Condition & LT Logical Form i 54l#& 7c b,
ordering < obligatoriness % filter iz & - Thvbi T,
o S EBHERICEA L, Subjacency X x KEHE
CRT A EEZ 21 biE, syntaxiz ks LTIk & A
BIRERLTH I\WZ Litind, (Vo Th, HERH
ZEHIAI & L ¢, structure-preserving & 7> landing site &
VSR EFS, T A L 5B bhb,) £2T,
Chomsky (205D X 5 7c3r %, Logical Form kit s
irreflexivity®m &1z X - T filter out L X 5 &35,
OB DS DU, FFERTY Lionh iz ), Freidin
(197 ARZEL T\ 5 X 5 7, Logical Form iz~
12 lexical N P 22 2Ll ko argument position %
52650 EETHENIELEILSLTLT,
quantifier & ZhIClREhHAEEID HHBAEIC, 12D
quantifier 1Zt¥ 1 -2 bound variable U227\ & s
5 Ebhd TYURIRFEERT, ThdiinwEEBRTV L DI
R S e RIRNAIBE 7 anomalous 7 XA TE T L
¥ 5, (Zhix, “Move a” % free application iZ L 7z f&
8, Logical Formizzp L L& & LTEA SN RE
LE2IBbNS 5, 2T, (% R% &, quantifier
T& % who ® bound variable & LT, t°:Lt' D 228035
%, (Z 2T, comp DfiE X argument DHLE & 3% %
Bhie\,) F o T, irreflexivity o FERic & h = oIk
out L%, &I A%, Inoue (1978) o footnote 12 1=
¥\, Ike-uchi (%1903 % Case Conflict iz X » TE4H
LEISELTWBIEDRIRT V5, itk s &, ik
nominative Case % % %, t'i¥ objective Case % & >
T, Case ConflictizX hE»ITicBE V5D TH 5,
Chomsky 3, &3¢ NP subject »' nominative Case T,
Z 0 trace HEFHICHEINTH LV EFE > T 5, T
%, NP subject ® nominative Case & * o trace ®
objective Case %, 41z Case Conflict & 13%# x T\ 7e
W, LA L trace [ERBI o Case Conflict w2\ Tk,
Chomsky (3fi] & & » T\ 72\, il f5, Case Assignment
DRBTHEAT S LE X HROBEICI T, 19
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13 % who i nominative Case & objective Case ® 2
2o Case #f5 X h 523, #ic Case Conflict i iEfk$
B EIEE 2 T Tels, Rl b & 23, irreflexivity o4t
o THBREIhs:ELbhD, LTI TELDLIDO
13, 1372 LT 5 o 7o Case BSEREYIe S DN E S ik
W ETHDB, P LLEFNICE LE RERD
38 &% wh-phrase DB ICE W TL, TOBEFNZEY
5005 %5 ThHBA, BRABREECOVTE, »ich
FLLTRTEDWTH S ETE 2V X 5 e&kh T 5%,
Bl ZE,

19 I want [Johne,; to go]

[+F]

1) 1 want very much [for Johngwg to go]
(+P)

(z T [+F] &ixclause boundary ##8 x T Case
Assignment #2343 D¢, [+P] 1% Case Assignment
THRIERCAE SR, TORBREEIhEVO0E
Mz s\ T i, L1z John 23 infinitive clause DX ZETH
BHEWHIFLEALERUBETH Y Ieh b, (6Tix John i
objective Case 73, (17Ct¥ oblique Case 235 & T~
BoZhbi, F5\voicCase ZDHDICERLD 5 &
W5 XYy, Bz 2 oAt Case filter 1Kk U CHEBR
TN WTedD, HENREBFCTERVWX 5 Ebh
%, # =, Case Conflict iz~ T, oblique Case
L nonoblique Case Rt TEX /2 & &, BizH~N35
HRERIRIFIC T E X 5 IBbh b, TH LML
o NP 7%, nominative Case & objective Case @ 2 >®D
Case #F 5 T2 gL vb I T, £5 TRV EKRD X
SHIELWIITER I /e->TLE 5,

(19  Billnom,on; Was hit tep; by Johnepiiq

DB, % Case HNERMEREZ DLW b
Ll & 2T, Bill EBE#EE s TIRERGER
LLT, EEONP LS TED, —7F, BEEIOER
LLT, B L5 2 Eab hit Shic AEWn) T &R
B, LhLl, IR_TIDXH i) FLAL I
Bbhhi X 5 25937 5,

irreflexivity 1288 L T % RI&E» \$» 5, Huang (1977)
TRIRED 12 & LTHROBIE DT T2,

19 [} [s WHO, was believed [s°°t" [s John to
have hit t,] ] 1]
R

o, M1 { & % Chomsky @ “Move a1z 3135 free
application iwZSIHE, WDTRESHF I h, IELVWIIH
ERINDETTHb, £ 2HP, ZDOIE, who 52
>0 argument % % o0 T, irreflexivity i X - T out iz
o TLES, A&« L— &L TDMove a”® free
application %% % Z LIT X » C, syntax RIS

CEBEILVZETHD, LL, SDLC S e
flexivity i & R H % D T, = DFRED X ¥ &
OMLOHH & DBIRA B 2T 5 2 ENABTHA 5,

B, BXhAREL L, Casefilter & deletion
rule & o ordering Iz o\T# 2 % & & ic4 %, Chomsky
1% Core Grammar & E LT, 000 L 51K 2T 5%
DT,
@) 1. Base rule

2. Transformational rules

3b. Construal rules

4b. Interpretive rules

3a. Deletion rule
4a. Filters

5a. Phonology and
Stylistic Rules

5b. Conditions on binding

Mok Case filter 13 filter o 1 & 72D T Deletion D41z
BT %5, EE2bNh5, & 25, Inoue(1978) 1k Chomsky
o footnote 35 1z#-3\~, Case filter »# 1z deletion
rule @A T B EE 2T\ 5, 2T, Chomsky »
footnote 351X » THE X TAH B &,

@) a man [s who for [st to fix the sink] ]

LS EEEM S, TFLLVXO“a man to fix the sink” 7%
ERERIENEVIDTH D, Tiebb, for 23 [+P]

FRHSBEE [Pl v 2 00B & OWTE L
5 &, [+P] o341y, who i oblique Case 735 %
bh, for ix[+P]x s oD THEE iy, Casefilter
CEIEAR U Zsva s, ¢ [for-to] filter it X » TS S h
5, —# [—P] ®%-&1%, who iz Case 235 2 Hhig\s
DT, Casefilter Iz X » TBA &b, & » T for 23[+
PlthrsL [Pl Tthrss, EbbhbbIELW
XAER SR Z £ 128 b, £ & T, Chomsky (3545
L LT, (1)Case Assignment 01z, = D#EZEIZDOWT
D for KT S X 5 e fl i BRI T 57, (2)Case
Assignment #7RNEICT 5 X 5 /e Bl AR A
EERELTV%, ZLTRDE 21L, T ERIL
TE, Az, BBEHCHEEIRD wh-BEROB G E,
DEOVBERTHAELTVEH, ZOBHTEDTLE
BiswE LTuwbB, 0% b, Casefilter o FH3 51,
Case D 7s\~d D 3 & T who BRI delete L X 5
L5 EZFHEEBbLRS,Case Dy who i E X huh
1%, Z oz Case filter 23 E THBIRVHTH %,

L2 L, ZR TR Z fuhMio infinitive relative & b3
STREE L, Exle{koTLES50T, HALEL
b, —7, for R THERICHAI(Z 0FE D for ik
Eiix [(+P1 DFTHA I EFET HZ LT LT

“a man to fix the sink” &\~ 5 3%, marked 7cfiE &



EH BB FTHHED 5T 35

ExBHELTVBH, X ZT, 2OEXEHS &, 3 who
1% for » [+P] 1 X » T oblique Case 2\ & X h\5
n, Case fiter iIc#Efifi L 72\, Z D%, who & for »°
HEEh, *[for to] filter iEMEFTEE L\ HH A
BohbZLiTith, 2 ZTERBR T % ordering 13,
Y5 %, Case filter — Deletion —* [for to ] filter
%¢s Filter &\~5 ordering X 5 TH%, LarL, 2D
ordering #% 5 & & 1%, Core Grammar * KZE# T 5%
Z timish, X Casefilter 72213 % flio filter &X 53 %
Lo A IER 7\, T Z TFAL, Deletion off
1z Case filter &5 Filter &\~ 5 ordering Iz T,
3 5 —[E “aman to fix the sink” &\ 3 X% E 2 TH5
LT B, COBE, for TR o EF
%, for % [+P] o%& 1, LIGT & FEE for o [+P]ic
X b who 1ziX oblique Case »35 z b5, #kiz Deletion
i b, for 1X[+P]x & DD THETE e\, —7 who
D Fix, COMP Ao free deletion I3\~ C, HEZ D
EEREND T D THEESR D, T5 & Casefilter
IR U7e < 72 %, LA L* [for-to] filter i i3 fk L
Tout &b, kic for BW[—PloHEx%E 25 &, who
1341z Case 5 2 bihewy, Th %4 Deletion 2357
o, who 3} for I HEIh, ZO#% Case filter i
T, i3, *[for-to]filter $BifRiz\ D T,
FLWYMNTEALZ EITeh, & ZIBWT, “amanto
fix the sink” &\~ 5 T AT % fediciy, for 23[—P]
Tied TENT e &5 AT, Z ORsiE) marked 7
BELEZHDTEEND I, KL, ZDFEZIH
5 &, COMP Mo L 5 5 wh B (LK, relative
w5 wh ER) 13, ot Casefilter #fh s Z &
Wi BH, ED L AL, ThiVEMT %133 0 lexical
NP 2% 50T, B\ X 5 cBbh b, thead D¢
W wh ERELHEKRY O wh BERIBEETERWETTH
%0)
Zofi, Chomsky (3% DRI DK H DFHT (p-49),

Subjacency & N.IC. &\ 5 2 204l#wcouv-T, NI

ColuapntctoTsinniliThsrr, —7,

Subjacency X FHIZ ETH I\ ERRT B, Bl 21,
Kuno (1972) ek B4R e &b, 38X B TEVA
HBHLOITHB, £ T, S8, FHOKE(L LI,
HIDOMEZ L ONWTHEZ TR ENRDSH D, T,

Chomsky ® & D/ DO—2>D BETH - 72,5.S.C. & P.
I.C.Riz 13 % redundancy D8RR %, FEpsic, NIC. &
Opacity Condition iz & b EB & huichs, TXTOHKIT
SWTHBS R 7ed X 5 7e redundancy &% 5 72 < 72<
THZEWN, L THARTHH D b BilziE, ko),
@)%, 2o0FIPMEN T LT D, Lo,

Z 2T 2 0DEIFINENAN TR DIT e T B A, —D
DHEFIPMENANTEDI > THBL I D, X b EEE
TIE) AMENE X BTED D Dy

) *V?ZhLO‘ [s is it unclear [s what; [s t|[ todo t;] 1]

Case filter Subjacency

(23 *who, [s did you wounder [s what, [s t, saw t.] ]
T — iy
Subjacency ,N I.C

T »~ 1z, redundancy o 7¢\~ overgenerate 3 under-
generate % L7\, X »@EAYT ad hoc 7e etk & L E
ELRWT, TEBRTVIWBOHIRTHBTE I,
TR LA i3, ThEKIAZEREg - LT
HrThEDL, TLTSHROFEEL T, HHoRE
ftNEA TP Z EIeh 5,

iE)

1) RU2) ThbDEHIKD X5 RRETHER I
%o
e e Xe o ofge e oY e o elee Koo
Specified Subject Condition (S.S.C.)

No rule can involve X and Y where @ con-

tains a specified subject, i.e., a subject not
containing Y and not controlled by the cate-
gory X or its trace.

Propositional-island Condition (P.I.C.)

No rule can involve X and Y where « is a
finite clause (tensed-S)
3) If a is in the domain of the subject of /3, £ mini-
mal, then o cannot be free in 3.
4) A nominative anaphor cannot be free in S.
5) B is said to cccommand « if 4 does not contain @
(and therefore 8 + «) and ¢ is dominated by the
first branching category dominating j3; then ¢ is

in the domain of 3.

6) Wall (1972) Introduction to Mathematical
Linguistics; If REA XA, then R is irreflexive iff
(VxeA) (%, X) €R

7) DULTlehb, Zo3t irreflexivity 1@ X - Tk
out it b\, ¥ s, Bill (1220 case %
- T B8, £D trace (31 2T, £ argument
position 3, objective 12t 7ch, WK TH 5D,
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