B G GE s I S R G & M AR E
RO £ B ORI Bl

oo i — BB

1. &I

K Tlx, EEMAEE (Lexical Conceptual Structure) ICHIN 9 5K T-HsEHRIC S
2 5WBIZOWTHERT L, BRI IER ORI SHE BT 22D D [BEHFEN:
(pre-existence) ] & \» 9 i CRERERI L RiMEDS, [B] 2250 ES L & v ) MaEBLAIC
KIFL T BB EHL2IZT 5,

WRIEUTOM) Ths, 7, Brb0REHLBARICHT 2HERDOMIANH 5\ IF K
W22, ZNHIcE VB E 0 2585, T bbLREHANE wh B2 L EHE N
B ERWIESCE D L 5 2 & 2T 5, KT, Nogawa (2001) 2B 24020 L
I, %2 THES T s [BFIEO&M (Pre-Existence Condition) | &HEBLY 5. %1%
3 X1z, Nogawa (2001) To4rHras, FEHIBM & MREBM & OBIMREIEL (2 L9 ¢T3
BRIC L DERE V2 HFEL T <,

2. BEOMRE DR
2.1, EITHR

ez 7l (island) 206 wh 2R 2 RE ML 723546, FSCEEXEL 256060, 2%
[BoshE (island effect) | & M:-3s, EBi2lE, subject island < adjunct island 7¢ ¥ 5@\ JESL
B ERTIEE L 25T (B8v) B &, wh B (wh-island) *° negative (inner) island 7
EFWRIERE L 26T (55v) BLEd b,

B AL SR BZEREZHHL T CIZiZ W D0 DBSRED W RETH Y, ZnbD )
LWL OPIIERDIFRICB W THD LN TEL, T, BOREHEHS N2 wh B
DOFEh R GEBR) 123KeH 5 5, B0 wh ZERD R E RS N5 B HRORHED L8 E 1
Hk, BEEICHEERERRICER L TURAL Tw2 ) 2T 55H:TH 5,

FE—o@aidi & LT3, Rizzi (1990) oz i3 (Empty Category Principle : ECP)
12D BT 5B, Rizzi I3HEAH (conjunctive version of) ECP # LI F o &
JICEER L, MEPRERI MY 2 £ R (head-government) %521} 5 WE A H B Z L &
g 72 (Rizzi (1990: 87)),

(1) ECP : A nonpronominal empty category must be properly head-governed.
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L2 L, Rizzi & Z 040 TIEART AR I ZE AR 2 2T 5 2 Lick ), BozhR
2B 2MFDIEASHE ((2, 3)) % ECPICHEILTE TR L % 5,
(2) Wh-Island Effect

a. ?Which problem,; do you wonder [how, [to solve 4 & ]]?

b. *How, do you wonder [which problem, [to solve & # ]]?

c. "What, does John wonder [whether Mary bought # |?

d. *How, does John wonder [whether Mary fixed the car £ ]?

(3) Negative Island Effect

a. John didn’t solve the problem that way.

b. *How,; didn’t John solve the problem ¢ ?

c. How,; did John solve the problem #?
ZOMEICx Y 5 Rizzi (19900 3.5, 3.6) HIOfRPE, BEEIOF®RMEICAHL,
By th i WK % [ (argument) | (§ 7% H L i (complement)) & #IH (quasi-argu-
ment) &I (adjunct) 2>57% % [JEIH (non-argument) | &12401F, ZHZHUSHL T
TODRN BEENTETHLDTH 72 (cf. Cinque (1990)), BRI, EoRE (6-
role) (2 [48/"HE (referentiality) | &\ 9 &% HAL, OfFRN (HH) FkE & @k
Ry (BEXEN) BRAE & oo, T EIRHOIIENFMEL 2 BT O TH 5, OIFBhEIC &
DEKENDFER (event) 2BV TH5F (participant) %KY, BRI NLERICHG 2 61
LEMEHTH Y, (1t THIZHRERKE 245315, 7@, #IH (quasi-argu-
ment) CEEHINCEREN T 2 EIFINERICHE S N2 BRIEETH 5. - T, [JEH]
IR B 253 N5 (BIFESHEEENISGERZ N T 2 IE0%E) 225 5 \vik
BRI E 2 & FEE N T v GEENISEIRE N T e WIEIDEA) twvw) Z &tk b,

Pl Z & #Fif2ic Rizzi (ZTRBEREEI 2 - 2842 2N DAN02EHR (T4 b bR
MERARE 230 ) BE5k - Bkt El 2 & b WER) »5aHL, s Tho whBEHRE %
DIRPFE O [REEKAEOBIR | (ot 2 Zon 7 25T (%) #3#ET 5. HiH,
T 7% b bHRIERRE % ) wh BROBENZEY L T35 R (referential index) DK
MBILR (binding relation) #%, #%#, T 7% b HLIRRIEREE % b %0\ wh EROBB)I
X L TIZFEEDEH (government chain) /J*‘ﬁt%%(gi(i?‘:)o
Plbo &9 7% Rizzi (1990) O4tricid, BRERN0E & OB e ESCHF L 2 2 5 m

WO hH b, F—lE, BHREEICHL CEORREEZRM ) v FRLMEL T 5 UEDFH
52k, B, WL whBEE V) —DOBEICHL T, (BBEROHEIZL)) Z2D
R b BENTHBEL D2 ETHb, 51, EFSCEDFILE $F 2 STERD, s -
WREHER - S N EFRBERIC D Do BERN [HEE] 2z L, Zhuck D znzgz
DIRFE SO GAEPFRFAES NS & 5127 - 72728, IHIEERN OGN & Th - 72 Hideo ke
12460 < Rizzi D5H L BHGET T 5 BEPH 5, DL EoFEGH 7 RIS 2 BRI 7 B
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Ho, TR EFZLNIMHTH-TH, whBEPLDREWL TVt Z2 AT
FHHH Y, ZiUF Rizzi D TIEBMD O (2262 8H) .

BoPrd, Tabb whERPRE I N S BHROFHED 5 BOME 2B BT Hik
1213, Bower (1987) 7 &ic & 2 #faEamatr b & 5 2%, LUT TR - RRAERI AT
Bk s b0 LI TR 5, BWREIY4HTIC 13 Nakau (1981), Kuno (1987), Ta
kami (1989), Hirose (2002) 7% & %% %, H T d Nakau (1981) &, HATHIZRICB W T
R e efh e LT EN W24 %2 F o L 5 % Anaphoric  Island Constraint (LAF
AIQ) 0b & TH—II AT L T B

(4) Anaphoric Island Constraint (informal statemég?t)
No element contained within any anaphoric domain whose component is either
an NP or S () can be extracted from that domain by a transformation.
(5) Anaphoric Marking (illustration)
a. Definite NP, general NP, factive S, “affected” NP, marked [+anaphoric]
b. Indefinite NP, cataphoric NP, various types of S, among others, may be
marked [ +anaphoric] only contextually.
NP 5L L% DI, Nakau DL T 5 AIC " SRERBIBEMAK (RrcEEsE) 278 DEE
I L 20Tl %<, MEICKREKRKANZHEEZH I TnEEn) 2 THE, S5
Nakau (1981) D4 TEEZL &L, % 2 THE I T 5 BHRFMES wh EE R E H S
na#E (B) O (DA) THbHZEThHhb, JHUHEZIRE, HE—EDED 5 R b FEHH
DEZFHENENTCHLREUBORR RSN L Z L2 THT 5, LA LKETHRS LI,
FEBIZIETHIC LR 28R 2 R TBE0BEI N, ML r0@MrnEEINsZ i
5

BBk, ThbbLBEHRERKRICEH L TEORREZMIHL Tw2 ) LT 5500k
13, AEBCGRIC B 2R - FREELE S S N RPN OBERABIC L) bl b EnkE
WThh b, TN FE TOESmE &L CHEERNIEDO IS 5 LT BT, BEhic2 2
LK LIRS 2 80L L 22 5B (ECP) 23 C5 2 L THWT 20Tk e, BEIHRE
(7% bbb Move) &) BIEAKDME D HLEHES I INL LD TH L LHHENS L
127 5 72, MEDPICHBEIRIE RO MR D wh R OREMBRE 2GR T 200 TH B L ) I2E
FINUE, BOMROTEHIEIH AEETRLLDE X L1259, L Law s, KENTBW
TRTW L) e FRREEIR L OB SR TL E ) 2 L I3#ETH 5.

). BREENE

REICR 2 ATHTIE CHIE & 70 2 SREEIHIL, 2. 18 CHEBLL 728 T e v hic L - T
LHMAARTEE L LD TH B, FIUIAIEF) R (effect verb) AUHINT 2 KiH4 HAURE (result-
ant object : LI'F RO) ((6) DFHFIR) DE 56 DIRE ML TH B,

(6) a. Mary painted some pictures.
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b. Bill wrote a letter.
M B S22 5720, FERE B & #iE)E HiWEE (patient  object (LLN PO):
affect i) HIURE) OV 2 BINTE 2BEAL L) LT 2, RO L PO L3IRTE 2 H)
FlCHGEL CTA % &, PO Y RO L3k (RiE#to) whB#zwEE<THd 2 (9, 10)), L2
LZws, wh B S IERLGAIEcEghcEe s L 5 (11, 12). §4b5H, RO
DA BT IR L 2 3 00) HE L WHES DS PO DA X EWEORRIEL 5
DTH b,

(7) a. John dug the ground. [PO]
b. John dug the small holes in the ground. [RO]
(8) a. Mary painted the wall. [PO]
b. Mary painted a beautiful picture on the ceiling. [RO]
(9) a. What, do you think [that John dug % ]? [PO]
b. What, do you think [that John dug 4 in the ground]? [RO]
(10) a. What, do you think [that Mary painted 4 ]? [PO]
b. What; do you think [that Mary painted # on the ceiling]? [RO]
(11) a. ??What; do you wonder [whether John dug 4 ]? [PO]
b. *What; do you wonder [whether John dug # in the ground]? [RO]
(12) a. ??What, do you wonder [whether Mary painted # |? [PO]
b. *What; do you wonder [whether Mary painted 4 on the ceiling]? [RO]

9, REAMEL LT, PO b RO LI BT TR £ ) SEEGER S A TE Y, ke
B3 & FRAINHE L, Rizzi 2559 & 2 5 OfRIERAE 2 81510 L ) 58N T w2 LS
2 %o - T Rizzi D5 HFC & 1UE RO D Bh b 0tk X LI13 ECP O @liihe b (34 ¢ Rl 7
WEFTH D, R, Nakau (1981) 0% 3 A RE0KEG AP0 T b, Hos S 13 B —
o wh B TH 5726, PO-RO OIEMIRMEIZ4E D\, & 512, ILFOB/NETE
DR R -2 L LT Y, b0 lithT, BBEREKOMWE (741 e T Ek
MR BT B LIciE, =0 PO-RO OIERERIE L SN FRETH 2.

3. Nogawa (2001)

PO-RO D IEMFRMEE T2 D12, wh B2 5D EH LIcHT 2 5o E Mo /]
M35, 2HUIRENE NS wh B AR R ZOERMM) ICERZLTELDTH 5,
2. 1fichb i & 512, Nakau (1981) 7 & DFEBRIGSHT TlE, IRE LS N2 BEEFK K
DEHRMTE IO R L1370 > T, £ L TEILL DS TIE2. 26 THR72 PO-RO
DI L TFICFAT 2 2 L3 TE L, LA THLHMHI T INE DI UEE S
5D1%, HEHIN IR BRICET 2 BRI LD TH 5,

Nogawa (2001) THRS L7z ERERTIHT 25 TlE, RO & PO DIEMFE % BT 5 729,

— 106 —



BEEE 2T 2B OFRMEICAEH L 2R %KD 72, £ 2 THHE S NN & 13,
Pz BN 5 B ) BRI O [BEfEME (pre-existence) | &\ ) BE&TH 5, BEAFIED
W& 1% Nakau (1989) (cf. 47 (1994)) ICFEVWLITFO L HICEFRS NS,

(13) An entity is pre-existent, and the expression describing that entity forms a pre-
established (or inherently anaphoric) domain if and only if it is perceived, with
respect to the associated situation, to be present there in advance of the
occurrence of that situation. (Nakau (1989))

(I3) 1z kg, BEFFAAEMO WAL PO DHRNETH b L 52 5. PO T EFEATHHED
BATT AT RDOREN (target) TH Y, HICHHEICB W TTOHHFEL T BEFNTE
W) EF B LATRDFATHRPATTREE 721, SaERIUIERE S . )7 RO D4, 20
TR RIIIEGFNTH L L F2 5, L) DY ROBEHEIC L) KENTWRITHICKLD
FIELTEBLT, ITHOMRLLTELLLNDTH L6,

ZZTHEEZLDIZ, PO & RO L DOAREN LRI Z OB L v ) IR EDET TH B
B2, MFFIICHFN &) HEEERE L), HCEOBFMHTHY), Lird Rizzind
) & ZHORIRIERIEE 2> T b, L 5T, PO-RO DHE—DFRIYZERTH 5 (IF)
BEGMEDS, BOMREZRETLIHRTTHDL EHFZbNE, 2022 H L Nogawa (2001)
TIED 5 DWE R L THEMEIC DWW TCUT O [BEifFED &M (Pre-Existence Condition) | A%
EI N,

(14) Pre-Existence Condition (to be revised)

A wh-constituent can only be extracted out of a wh-island, if it is the type of

constituent which refers to an entity which is taken to be pre-existent, in the

sense defined in (13), with respect to the described event.

(Nogawa (2001: 37))

(14) DB S D, BosiRI B 5 PO-RO DIEXFRIEIZ AL D, Bkl % 2
FTAHas, 1)nEHic LY, POEFBHFNSEHOBREH M), BRL» 5, (Ta, 8
a) O the ground & the wall IZIfT&ICE b T 5 (BEHFH) ., M7, RO IZIEEFHISE-
FZOFEWIEE 2 5, (7Th, 8b) DHIZ B v>TiE the small holes & a beautiful picture (3472
DOFRERENEZ BT 5, Lo TBEFED LI PODOE» L0 EHL 2L, RODIE
HL % IKEJtT( 9%)) o

BEFFIE D e, RO offlic b HREEIGED B2 5 D E L DRI ] S 115 58w Ik
Pre HEHT 52 L EETH 5, #BEhE (light verb) BT 2 (FEHHY) Fidh CHIRKE
%Y [WkEHMWEE (Eventive Object) | (LIF EO) #% 3,

(15) a. Bill’s having an argument.

b. Mary makes a dash.
c. Michael took a long walk.
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d. José gave a big laugh.
EO 34t r v MRz & ) Rl wh BB L TheTh 2 ((17) 25, (18 ki
wh B2 5138k 20\,

(16) John took a (long) walk after he finished his homework.

TP

John gave a laugh during his speech.

(17) How long a walk, do you think [that John took # ]?

ISR

What kind of laugh; do you think [that John gave # during his speech]?
(18)

®

*How long a walk; do you wonder [whether John took # ]?

=

*What kind of laugh, do you wonder [whether John gave f# during his
speech]?

BEFFIE & v o) BLeh b 72354, EO IZBIfrE 55720 2 0w 52 b, EO R THRA
LT H 7 HATHOFEATEN) (instance) 7217 TH Y, W > TEATHEB AT LEAT BRI -
THAT S Z LIIARTREL D TH S (cf. Nakau (1989), 47 (1994)), T % b b, EO 3k
1T HEEEh R 5 BRIEH A5 E N Tz e LT, ZOEREEIZIFRFNTH Y, BEfF
D&M (14) " EO O wh B 5 OB 2 IEL CBERT 5 Z L% %,

ZIT, BFMEDSEIHC BT % event (FBR) Oib&% &) EIEICERT 5720, KR
2B pEEEE AN DB S DME ML DFEELHGEL TH L, FRMCE, Z2i0EF
NpEFIOHERIC L D, MEIFIRR (Transitive Resultative! TR) 32 & FERBAR BRI R
(Unergative Resultative: UR) #3z & ic43l) ﬁpﬂ(lgo

(19) Transitive Resultatives:
a. He wiped the table clean.
b. He watered these tulips flat.
(20) Unergative Resultatives:
a. The clock ticked the baby awake.
b. She laughed the man off the stage.
WAESCIC B EpE A Aa ) (HieEs L OBELEIURE) (2 3RICHREIC 13 W) U Bhad i hr
Ex O TS, & T whEBEDORREZMECOBIRIE 4TI OWTEEL TA5 &, LT
D& HIZH 522 UR ML T hscbikic B w’C%%)o
(21) a. ? Which tables, do you know why, he wiped # clean &°?
b. Which tulips; do you know whether he watered # flat?
(22) a. *Which baby,; do you know why, the clock ticked # awake #?

o

*Which men; do you know when, he laughed # off the stage %,°?
(Rothstein (1992: 130))
(23)

p

?Which people do you wonder whether he punched senseless?

b. ?Which counter do you wonder whether the cook wiped clean?
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(24) a. ??Which pavements do you wonder whether they ran thin?
b. ??Which neighbors do you wonder whether the dog barked awake?
(Levin and Hovav Rappaport (1995: 47))
T TR Lo &REE (Conceptual Structure) 122WTHZ TAh L, R L) ERR
N2 HEZME (Eventre) 13 (25a) Dk )1z, (MilEscdkic) “onfp 5 2 L Tk L 72 T AL
¥4 (sub-event), T4 b bWFs ik d 2HE% (Sub-event,) @ [17% (activity) ] & )
Ft AR AT RP & ERBALRICIE VS 2 & TRIR T 5 FE4 (Sub-event,) O [HEHRTE
(result state) | 206 % AWM T WNIEEZ LD, Lo b 2D DD T FERS— DD/
B(25b) I BAIAEFNTWB & S2 5 (Levin and Hovav Rappaport (1995: 50)),
(25) a. Eventgc: Sub-event; — Sub-event,
b. NP V NP RP (RP = resultative predicate)
T, (14)12H % event D& # KERMELHRTFHERMRICIZTTL £ 5 &, WEZBT 5
R AR IR E WO BED S IERTE LS L 5D TH -T2, L) DL, TR
YO HWEED UR OB HIEE D, MR CHRTERNTIIRICBEFENTH S L /Rx
ENBEDPHTHDL, ZOBEIETMRERICH S, B FERITHRREZRL B,
Zoiz Bl 5 [FEE] #ih) (s o BIWEE) (ZUBRIICBEFN E ]R3 s 96 Th 5,
TR #iz, URMESCO HIWRERERNRIL, SR L) Rl S Cw s HRIC B W TIcER
HIHAEE o> T\, EW) ZEICh DD, L - TQ21-24) IR 6N 230D #13 (14)
DD SFMETIIHHATE v, 22T I BT 5 event D& EREBILL, HEEE2H
TS 2 BEDH B,

LR NS & o ic, TR FSCo BRYEEIZBYE & AR08 52 b BRIEE 2 Z0F 5 ol xd
L, URMZO Z Uk Fm 72002 5511 5 (cf. Carrier and Randall (1992)), z TR
D HIRRA AW O BIREGENL, MRS (178 L HRREr 5% %) I2B Vv TS
5#E % 5T b, - T TR - URWRESCIC BT % BhFAHe 4 700 OME— o sx, 5
ICE NV RINBE—TMNFERICH S, Thobb TREXHEA HWFEDOTRERNZR D EF R
BT EHERLICBNTEFNSER E k> T\ 5D, URBEOEAIZIZZE ) ko> Twitn, %
2 T14) DBEFEMED I B 5 event D& %, /D EREHEBOEIET 25 %, Thbb
TR OFEEMESREE SR TER EBET 5. @Rtk il OB 2 JuE T 5 B2, Bh5E
LN RENDIBRICBIT MM TIET 2D TH S, 2F ) H HHBNEDOTHE LTS
25 B Th 7200213 (eatk Tl Ze <) #hRiic & D RSN HFERICB W TN
SHBHTH LT3 b, ZoEHRIC LY, TR B 2 HFEO RN L ILBEFT,
UR I BT 5 ZU3IEREfFI E W) 2 Xk b, ZOERPMEECICBIT 2 B» 50k &
ML CHERE LAY,

(21-24) 12 /o515 TREESCE URMESCE DFERIZRD L ) ICHHAE 5, 0kny% TR
TIZDOWTHEZ TALE, HzIFClaA)IBT 2T —71iE, KW TN —7y + T
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HLHOBFNERO 5N D, &> T(Q2la) o HWFEERN ST [BifFN] 25#% & L T04)
DEMEGZ L, HORRIZAL T, —F, I UR SO 81T 5 5600 H Y834
RRBIZBWTCL2BFNSEE L@ LN, BEE SN 2HHFRRBRFERN TOFEIT
RH LN\, (22a) DHphy, RATHIRERF O EDT 2 KPUC 13 FGHEE FRIRD e w72 oIk
BMHFNSE5HETHD (BE S L IHRIKEBICBW TEIBEENHFAETH b)), -7, BUH
HRHIE R 5 DIREL LICB W TR 5N EK A2 L TB 67, B bkEm L2841
ML EL B2DTH b,
FREF L 72 event DML HD SN M2 FERLT 2 LT L ick 5,
(26) Pre-Existence Condition (revised version)
A wh-constituent can only be extracted out of a wh-island, if it is the type of
constituent which refers to an entity which is taken to be pre-existent, in the
sense defined in (13), with respect to the event described by the verb.
(Nogawa (2001: 53))
Nogawa (2001) THL»ZH-72Z &1, HE N LBEOCEETZHE IS N5 EHEZ TR
KOS L B L) ZEThH B, BhiFilic & ) BEFEIRAES LT 5 33D wh BE) Tl
(LHAEFRRMIETT2) Br50REB LT TH L0120, £9 Tk (FEBE
254 L ES53) OBHE TSI LIEERTRTS 5,

4, EE

A ClE, Nogawa (2001) D43HrAs L DB 2 IR A VIS DWW THERL Tw <, T
LU, @R (DA) DFIRT 2 HERN TS 54 L M S 1L Frni g & KRk
DEY, WhB»LEEMELLE V) ZETHY), %9 TEWRHEHREDLGAITIZTHE B ORhR
PHNDLEW) ZETh-72, Z L TIERBEFHEOFREEV Y BICE ED 5L,

B &M 2 2 5 ECHEETNE ML, 20 [BEfFE] 2w lan b OERTh 5,
RO (Z oMo hmsgiisidk) DB» 5 DWEHRLICBWTHBEEX %0 2 D%, FRRA4H
B KT EROB THFNB G H E > T LD ERTH L, D NIEEHLoOTHENZ
EAT ERIZ, (BhFIEARIC) RIS N T 28T (ZLTENMnA) I2RIGENT
WREFZD, 5 2iud, hEMENLEROITNRY, [TEDEITS LR RL
THEEFIZB W TR [BEFE] L TWwa2Eh, S5ICIECDREEDN EDFHEED D
DuEDFHL T E2E»L, BFEOPREIZIZ&{BAEL T Thsb, 2FNELLD
WEHRL &) HEEBLRIC B W T3, M E 2 2 BRI L~V T H LI L ~ LT
7, MRICREREMN LU BW T ED L H ICFRELE N T 20, BRI 3B ORE
FHESRE I B VW CY MR BRI & v ) (Bl CRESR BRI %) R 24l 2 T b e
B MELDTH 5,

ZOE®TYH, Nogawa (2001) 12BT 2003 s, FRICHEETBM & FEELI & OB
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REFHEZLH ETHEHELZFEREVEDL - Tnd, W)Y, LI LRRIND 2 EIF, HE
W LEAED 22> 5 B OB HH 5 T B EEFEMaRE DS, FHEIC BT 25 (BBuEBr50) HE
HWLIEBWT—EDBREZ R L TR EW) ZE2TETELLTHE, 2F ), FEHEIMH
Z T\ 5 R, BARMIC IR SRS I T ENn s KT (FF) BEFM) 25 wh B2 50
LML Vo) BEELRICHE L RITL T b L2 5,
s L, fhod Nakau (1981) @ & 9 ZEBREIIH 5 W IZREERII ST 2R D K-> TA
52, WENLHETL I BITA0MTICE Y E->TEY, 22 THEMEN TV L BEORRE
FIERZ LT 2 BEWRIZERE, 2.18iC Nakau (1981) o4#ricBIL CofiinzkHic, &
NLFERERBOL NNVDLDTEE N EDbh b
B 2 1F Kuno (1987: 23) 2B WTid, k&3 b8 HEKIIFE (topic) # KT, Hobw
327 L 20N D B (potentlal topic) LD T7% < T’ &7\ &4 5 Topichood
Condition for Extraction ##£%& T \A ) o —7J, Takami (1989) TI3{k & H & N 5 40E
(s Lol s) I2Bb 2 ERNGIT ZAT-> T 505, 2 TLRIE D) BRE L ~ Lo kA
BEHAWTOGHrE > Twb, Takami (1989) 12 L#uE, KEHB L DH 0 HA0EIZHTER
HEWE [LEEL] AN L LTEY, SHENLVLTIEZ Sy v o
KREKFEL T D v i b g, BRI Nakau (1981) oafr & #E: —ic L Tw
5525, 2DL 7% Kuno (1987) & Takami (1989) Dilif 0ot # #Hi&$ 2 T,
Dean (1991, 1992) 13k & 5 12k~ T \/‘(120
(27) The extracted phrase and the extraction site command attention simultaneously
when extraction can proceed. Potential topic and focus status are the natural
means by which this can occur. (Dean (1992: 23))
Dean ic & #1i¥ Kuno (1987) #4r#riE, & A2REEESHEN LW TS 5 DT ZF MBI -
TBY (salient), & o CEHEALIN D HEMED D 2 BHRZ L PN I ) 5, %72 Takami
(1989) Do#Tid, REMINAHA0E () FESE 22 L) kPl Rb 2T L) EEL
HHREH S LDOTH 2 LRSI %,

Dean »4#rix Kuno & Takami OW&#Hr 2 WbISHA L, M—0Zc @iz L ) ek
AL BLLDOTHY, SIS NBIER LHS SN BEADWH I FRE 2 K552 5 T
W3 ZE RV LI L MTIER IR, L L, Dean OBEHIC B\ Tik, PO &3kt
g2 RO D& 6 DR E M LAV ISR WIESGEME 2 R & v ) BEEZ G TE L, T
b7z, [HFEREHMNEERZ V2 5GEIC B W T L HICAEMIREE (inactive) TH 1,
TEIEREE (active) & % WIIBEAL - 720KEE (salient) 1205 Z &3] v ko LIEHIC
AHALNEZETICIIBIEFHHDOTESL LD TII X\,

BOIROER 2 BENER ORI KD 72, H 5\ IZBEIHRERROREEIC Kk 72D 55
MEEAMTIC B WT L, BosFEICA S5 PO-RO oI %2 GRfkiR) 9 2 M3 L,
BEAFPE & WO BRI TH 5 L HE 2 D 2 R4\, §t - TRHFNZS-# L EEFI 2554 -

— 111 —



S 58 L DRFNT D7 DEGERI e IR WA 5 L O BFM LN E L TR L ENE LDk
FEZ bbb,

SEEALI N BRSO BIEMEOMIZ 3, Nogawa (2001) 12 BORED IR L TR
T 5L Db, FTUTHRABOMREAEAZTE (BYE) EHVWEOMEE L EA
IR H 25 (5VE) E2XKHIL, ZNZIUcx L TRZL 2880 500 5 5B
BhHbHIHIICEDbNSE, 2F, wWbWa [EOE] LN BRI O W T RS, i
WEDRRD A, HOBOHRE T2, FHCEORRIZHIC (26) D & ) L ERHIFIC & %
DL Lt v, o TE&THORBORREH—FHEH EicBWTHiiL L) £ T5F2 HiITHH
LNENELnHhL Lt (cf. Fukui (1998)),

5. BbYIC

WRICERENMEE WO 5, £7, BFEE V) BREE B2 5D E R LB
ZIIBWTERELERE T 5> T 5 2 DR L BRECZH LT 2 UED?H 5, IERE
FMNZH5HTH-oTL WaBBZDLDIEHHTH 5, bbb T, Brbo [HHEHN
Ll %% & 2O 5, ZHUIARTY Wz X ) IR OIEEF D
BHICHI S I NE DTS, ZNDERT 5L 251,

& 512 Nogawa (2001) ToHo#=e Nakau (1981) < Hirose (2002) 43t Hdg L T &4
2L, JRCEWRTO [BIFME] OL ) tMEarifEMEN BRI 22 b MEHTE
FHRIZCOBEE L T2 ERT 22 L WHETH L L ) IcBbnsd, icZnd ) Lz s
FELWETEL5E, ZOZEPERTLEZHEFHERL T BEDDH S, Dean (1992)
Tix Kuno (1987) & Takami (1989) ##i—7T 2 HIAICH - 722%, % Z TOFLEIIHRETLV
NUDBERICHED YD TH o7z, WRICHBE L SN LDIFES LD EELY ~ Loz
BE&ICEDH— M E L2 b0 Bbid,

EHIC, 4ETLRNHBANE ETFAE L OBMR LTI £ TH S, Nogawa (2001)
TIZHR - AR OIMEAZ E L SR DZFAEORR L 2> TE 5T, PONL ) 7oy
MR TR 2 MW ED L3 E BE v [T EO%F | (subject island, complex NP
island, adjunct island 7 ¥12 Lk 5 3 D) 13- Twievs, BEERWEH S RO 2T &
IIRWEETH 5725, PO-RO DIERHIEEIZ RSN, €5 T, BOBOMEDGIE L
I EORIR L DB 134 B DH SRS BEE X b LD L bbb,

%2, BEFEDRMEOEGRINERE WM ) LEDH 5, —Doowhetk s LT, BEfFE
D&% G e (LCS) * DBMRICBW TS L W) FErd b, &) o L BEFNE
DEMEDEFAOMSREE IS RT 23D E L > Twb 572, LCS & »BIfR T, Hale and
Keyser (1993, 1997) (3#y7#o» LCS & HfEi (argument structure) & ORFRDIT %27 5 1
IR Ba ik E RA TV 5, 2 L T2 AU D) 2 s & L CREPRmE (Lexi-
cal Relational Structure: LRS) #3#£% L C\» 5, Hale and Keyser (1993, 1997) o4pth#
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g2k - 9 1UE, PO & ROIZLRS OB L ZMEICIHEAERIN TSI LIk b, £
7?%6&%@H}M)W@@@ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ)@#ﬁ%@ﬁ,%ﬂ?ﬂmﬁiﬁﬁim
(lexico-syntactic) fil EOMEIZRICTE 2000 Ltk v, baAlz, BhEwhlo
IZED MRS, BORRD & ) eMEEFBOA L 5T, BRI BT Al
ENTWE, $4bb 2R (null complement) DA ZLTH 5 (Nogawa (1994)),
WL DD DFINIRS LN B L DD, FERIICEFHD IR T 2 FERICE W THENTH 5 R
WG % R T RMEBIZE (definite) o, FEBEFMITH 5 2 1% KT 22MiEB8IEA%E (indefinite)
DERFREZ T 20 TH L, 2D LIE, BFADOFHEMEGRE ICBIN 5 2R o BEkH#E M
(BEAEME) Hibke e SRBHRICHEZ IZL T2 2 L2 BRT 2252 505, ZHMIZD
WT ORI AHNICIZ S 5 7% 2 BB L OB EOBEK»UETH Y, SHBOWRICE a7l

2

ﬁ

()

(1) AR e EEE S B biiseir 7 a 2 = 7 + BIL [ Saf & SCbiFge4 @ 2002445 4 [l |
(20034F- 1 H23H i it kes) T MEAEFEE A Semantic Aspect of Extraction (23D W T\ 3,
)ﬂﬂﬁ“%@ﬁ% BRI, RECKZELS, ZMEOTi» LI Ay bEnizZwizZ ik,

IRl UEHNEER L2V,

(2 ) BRI O St ORGIED 72 DI ARG T B 2 80 E 1 L 2E3k13,  #iihs H i, %*57%%‘ H 195,
i kEE H sk, %ﬁ‘“%%ﬁb%ﬂ%ﬁ%%}t@%ﬂu\ HIUFEZZT TH 5, Mo sH Btk 2% CRlGFc
&N A RE DI D TlE Nogawa (2001) # Bz &,

(3) FRmyEREBR O IEBIRIZLI T &S (Rizzi (19900 861.)) 120 <, Tz & 0 HAmIz
IR IR D RIEHERS B RRES 11 5,

(i) a. A referential index must be licensed by a referential theta role.
b. X binds Y iff
(i) X c-commands Y
(i) X and Y have the same referential index.
M7, BEDFIILT O L HIicERE NS (Rizzi (19900 92)),
(i) a. (ai, -*-, a,) is a chain only if, for 1=i<#, a,; antecedent-governs a,,.
b. X antecedent-governs Y iff
(i) X and Y are nondistinct
(i) X c-commands Y
(i) no barrier intervenes
(v Relativized Minimality is respected.
R EREH 2 b 20 v wh B3R 13 wh BoOBifit % ECP R 251 &R T2 a iz bk,
Zoted, —HIcBIT 2BENER—HNOBEICR S N5, REMBENIT (BN (step-by-
step) BENEMEZ ML T) MO EBR I N EHEDAHNHRE X 5,

(4) (2, 3) DI ZHHEER - ASIFADIERFRMEIZ KD & 9 120 & 115, wh #li I HRRAY Z ke
2T TBY, EREEORMZI 7§ 2o RIEMOBEIZ W TH 5, M7 wh AHIEIZ R
BREEH 22T Twewv, Lo b wh gl )AL wh BE L Tw b7z, REHEEE) % W hE
127 BB THEI N TS, ZD2ORE L TRWIEEEEZ RTZ L2k 5,
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(5) Z“BAICH L OWENZEIE O & LT, Nakau 3R &) I2iENTw 5,
(i) Functional motivation for AIC
The anaphoric NP or S is a semantically frozen unit which syntactically behaves
exactly like a name, hence an information unit whose identity is previously established
in the universe of discourse. Thus the anaphoric island constitutes an integral part of
background information for further communication.
(6) Nakau (1981) Tix AIC & Anaphoric Marking IZLLF o kL 9 iIcE@RLI T 5,
(i) Formulation of AIC as a semantic filter
No movement rule can involve both X and Y in the structure:
LY e X L] LY
where (i) [a .. X ..] is distinct from [« X].
(i) e« is either an NP or S (S’) which is anaphoric.
(i) X is a trace which has the same index as Y.

(7) UFCoEmcB Y TIHIRE25] 2RI TEICKS, BEOMEEWE (H@WE) T3,
ZORRDTRT E B 72OLTORES M LEESIECEN &Y, #Re LT ihdn s 2R »
5% BEHITHLP L% D) PRHETE L LE2HTH D,

(8) Nogawa (2001) (Z whEB2XNRETE2T—FICHITCTW B, FEFEOTHMICBIT 5 2ER
13, HENE (negative island) DFIRICBWTLREN B, ZDOHA, L) KX LEBEPHES
nas,

(i) a. What, didn’t Mary paint #? [PO]
b. ?*What, didn’t Mary paint 4 on the ceiling? [RO]
(i) a. What, didn’t John dig #? [PO]
b. ?*What, didn’'t John dig 4 in the ground? [RO]

(9) B7FTHLu 2 Tomthd, hi¥ez) MIFAOBD 5 DIRE R LB Ik 2 RT3
% (2, 3)) 2LHMITE S, AMNFIIAFNSE5BOBERKE 2> TBLT, > TEPLD
i LidIEsckm e 5,

(10) TR #EXO®EI#HET 2 Z 50T 5 588456807, B L OBERERE5R87105H 5 DI
XL, URBESCOZ1U3 (RERRESC Tl e v BV o354) s f-56877 b Bk Bf- 56877
e\,

(11) TRHCE URFECE TlE, Rk 2idio wh B2 5 o4k & 1 LEEDMLIC L R RTEE L,
WEMZ T BIER, 72220453060 & ) GHEEREOEAICB W T EREIRH L5 (Car-
rier and Randall (1992), Rothstein (1992)),

(12) Kuno (1987) ¢ Topichood Condition for Extraction (LA T & ) ICEFRESI LT 5,

(i)  Topichood condition for extraction: Only those constituents in a sentence that qualify
as the topic of the sentence can undergo extraction processes (i.e., Wh-Q Movement,
Wh-Relative Movement, Topicalization, and It-Clefting.) (Kuno (1987: 23))

(13) Dean (1991: 30) Tid, EB»5DWEB LI LHEEICBIT 2ER 255 RITERICOVWTE
KENTWD,

SE
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