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1. BRI

B D ZFED % BB R R ST C ERE R RN IE HREER M FIC xR L T
BAZHATT D, 20, ZOX ) RBAMEE RIS VSEELEE AFEL,
BN & ZDWHEREZFHHAT L Z LiIHiEm LORE RWEDO —>TH 5.
ZOREICK LT, ZHE T Chomsky (1977) 325 U 72BN Stk A #fERF L
DOMIT 531 & Huang (1982)<° Rudin (1988) ® L 9 |2 ZE &ilE o JFL B
(Empty Category Principle, ECP) (23S W TR T 23450 — 212571
W L Lenn, ZEEMFRESECOHLI I NT Y TiELE BELR=Y
0T FTEOEMIRE ZDOEREEET L L, 2O Z2ONHOWTHIC
HEENGFET D ZENRHLMNTRS.

AFEiE 6 O EEEMGFRE S5SNI DEMEER &2 OWMENHE
DO MDA REIRIRAE R E DRI S W TCEIMET 5 Z &Ik AT
TBEMETHS EFELEWY. ZOFEEOH T, JREICETIIAMEWN)
BEANRIE L 72 578, JRAEICET 5 =2 2 - & Chomsky (1993, 1995, 2001) 1%/
ERENGUREEEICE X 2AME LTERL TS, ZOERITHV, A
IR EICE X D AMEERIGR AT Ay hrE— OB R X,
FEHEREIX Toyoshima (2005)D [He/NEMEARFFOFEE (Principle of Minimum
Feature Retention, MFR) | <C[LIA (2010)D T REWR DKM O X 9 7ekiiE
T o T=r br E— RN LD DVWREEZEINT S L FiET 5.
AFEOWERRITLL T O X 512705, 2 BCIXLERMGFERIESETCHL T L
TV TEEEVNAR= a7 FTHOEBMNIREZOHEREMBIL, Z D3R
T 54 ICIRESN TEEROMERZm L 5. WRIZ, ZOREZf#
WD BICAREDRET DGR S UEREZ 3 E TR TS, £ LT, ARFO
REREITEMBLGGR IS T DEHRICA A= b E—DHKTH 5 &7
L, 20X o=y b B — 08K 27 [B1RET 2 50 & FrE e 1 308 <
TWAHI EEAETHLES.



2. MR

Rudin (1988)LAK, 7AW U T BB R= 0 7 F T iSO AT 7 5,
F = AFHEPR— T NEEEOHE AT T5E, Wa~ U AR T oV —~=T
B LN o T2 S EECIRER R EE M SINIT NV CE EICEE R R RE BT 5%
By FNOENTRTCLHEHA~wWh-BEI T2 HE/ M5 TN 5.

(1) a Koj kogo vizda? (Bulgarian)

who whom sees
'Who sees whom?'

b. Cine cu ce merge? (Romanian)
who with what goes
'Who goes by what?'

c. Ko koga vidi? (Serbo-Croatian)
who whom sees
'Who sees whom?'

d. Kdo koho videl? (Czech)
who whom saw
'Who saw whom?'

e. Kto co robit? (Polish)
who what did

'Who did what?'
Rudin (1988:(5))

Rudin (1988)IZ L % &, 24 b DL HEEMFRTE S 7538 E) L 7= 2 H 55
FOFENEICHFIRREOND EFEEZTDO X ) el b HRZREED —2l2
TG, 22T D ZEEMFMOFENERF & (X3 FEEeME 23 I Lik%E
MENZHATTHENI HDOTHY | ZHULEFERERMGHOENMETH 5. Rudin
(1988) 1 XM % ECP(Empty Category Principle, ZE&iRED I L W L2 5 &
WOSNEN D B S S22 EHO CP-15EH % 7F 7 [+MFS
(Multiply-Filled Spec CP)|S7E'. HBAMEICIEDRVSFEL HL— O CP-4REH L
MEFE2W[-MFS]ERE'E LT LT,

(2) a. [+MFS]§§3§ : [cp [SpecCP WH WH WH] [|p ]]
b. ['MFS]g?EEI : [ep [SpecCP WH] [ WHWH ... ]



Rudin (1988)723#1(2) & (ET 2Bl —> L LT, [+MFS]SETH 5 7L
BV T EETIEHE DAL ST LR ST S BN — D O & LR
DN FORER, ZEEEMFIIE TRMMINN G- 2 5N DO £ THItE
REBZ TBEIHTLHOICX L, [[MFS]EECh LB/ AR=/ a7 FTiETIX
AN~ DOBENDN T S DR EFN —DIZB N E VI FHENDH.

) 7NNV TEE
a. Boris nakogo kakvo kaza [¢e @ Ste dade _ _]?
Boris to whom  what said that will give-3s
What did Boris say that (he) would give to whom?
b. *Boris nakogo kaza [¢e ste dade kakvo ]7?
Boris to whom said that  will give what

c. *Boris kakvo kaza [Ce @ Ste dade _  nakogo]?
Boris what  said that  will give to whom

d. *Boris kakvo kaza [nakogo Ste dade _ _]?
Boris what  said towhom will  give-3s

e. *Boris nakogo kaza[ kakvo s$te dade I

Boris towhom said what  will give-3s
(Boris in these sentences is a Topic.)
Rudin (1988: (7))
@) BVR=aTFTE

a. Ko  Zelite [davam &ta kupi _1?

who  want-2p toyou what buy-3s

"Who do you want to buy you what?"
b. Sta  Zelite [davam ko  kupi _]?

what want-2p toyou who buy-3s

'What do you want who to buy you?'

c. *Ko sta  zelite [ davam kupi _ ]?
who what want-2p toyou  buy
d. *Sta ko  Zelite [ dayam kupi _ _]?

what who want-2p toyou  buy-3s

e. *Ko zZelite [sta  davam kupi_ _]?
who want-2p what toyou  buy

f.*Sta  zelite [ko  davam kupi _ _]?



what want-2p who toyou  buy
Rudin (1988:(11))

Rudin (1988)1X[+MFS] & B #8152 S 1L 5 AL 2h 5 % 22 il O J5 B (Empty
Category Principle, ECP) X W #iBH9°%. ECP IZft 9 &, TFBEMEICE I
Wh-JE R 23 18 IERT R S5 2 T FEFENE 2 OB E) L7 FREEEMFIC L - T
FATHMREZITDMERH D, L Lenb, b L wh-BEh L7 EiE5EeM
AN EFEM AR CE RUVMIEICBEI L TV DO ThILL, Bk
M5 OIRBMNIEATRM R SN, o THMIEFHEZZ T2\ . Rudin (1988)
D[+MFS|E 5B ICUE L 741 (2a) TId CP-FREHBIC BB EN L 7= % B RG24k
A DEEMFOEE TH v | %3 2 B RFIL RIS SO B E AT L
TW5. ZOXD7RARED FCEIBERRMFIL Y &Aoo %G CP-15iE
HABE) L s . R EI M O B RF O B AT 5 O T R FRIE B
ZRERRHUE CE 2 V0E L 2 0 | FEERIEBAS ECP IZEKX T 5. 16> T, ECP
KBNS LB PER SN D, —J5. [-MFS]E3E Tl JCEE o BefiE
1% CP-#8TETR~. Z DDOEERIFIL IP ~HIN4 5. Z OfEETITE TR
BN OIEM Z SRR T 2 ENFEETH D . BRI CP-FEEH %
HO DD IPITAINL K 9 N EFHFEBNIEEICHERE IS, 1E- T, [-MFS]
SETCIHEMMEICK LB & AT UEECTH - T T ECP & &
AT

L 2> L7223 5 Rudin (1988) 11X R LZ & BEGRIC H IEM R STV 5.
FLUR Y72 B & LT, Bogkovié (1997)<° Stjepanovic (2003)23 5475 &L 9 1T
[-MFSIS REIZ NS DAL RIE T — R 2B Tl < . RO MESRER
TOABEIND, &V O RIENRZET b, 79 Boskovié (1997)i1%, Rudin
(1988) NIERFRMENBER I ND L Lz R=y a7 F 7RI 2 H 28
Z T2 BRHEF OB ONWT, ZNERRT HRGEEE D FET LI &%
fEf L7,

(5) Long-distance questions:
a. Ko si koga tvrdio da je istukao?
who are whom claim-2SG that is beaten
'Who do you claim that beat whom?'

! Rudin (1988)i% Aoun, Hornstein, Lightfoot, and Weinberg (1987) 23 &% L 7= #t R & £
AL, ZRUTESOTC[+MFS|ERED /R THEAMELZ ECP L VB LT\ 5.



b. *Koga si ko tvrdio da je istukao?
Boskovi¢ (1997:(8))

Boskovié (1997)23 i & L 7= 35412 Rudin (1988)72 5 1Z9E 0 L SN 5 (5a)d &
D I BEREMFDNEN BB LR L2 AR T 5. 128, 20X D REEE
D3R D EEMIFADINAFF X EFBEM TH Y . ZHITK LTIZIERF TH 5 (Bb)IEE
WENRW. /o T, BAR=Z a7 F T EEIZR W RGN HIIN~BE T
52 LIFARETH DN, ZOBA, BAMEEHERT S 2 L kD b,
WIZ, BAR= a7 FTECEMIENBIEINDMEREE LT, B
fiTHHHDIALITNT DL EEMFABE N ET N TS, (B)ITr-T X
DT, SCHAIZHTE S VZHIC AW T ERBF OB ENI EFEEAL & 72 5.

(6) Embedded contexts

a. Ko koga voli, taj 0 njemu govori.
who whom loves that-one about him talks
'Everyone talks about the person they love.'

b. **Koga ko voli, taj o njemu/o njemu taj i govori.

c. Ko je sta  trazio, taj je to i dobio.
who is what asked-for that-one is that and got
'Everyone got what they asked for.’

d. *Sta je ko trazio, taj je to i dobio.

Boskovi¢ (1997:(16))

2. Bogkovi¢ (1997). Stjepanovic (2003)13 3= 3% E geagef c T H A
FHSCEERRNI DN B D L BAIIRDBIE SN D L L T .

(7) Root questions with overt C:
a. Ko li sta kupuje?
who C what buys
b. *Sta li ko kupuje?
'Who on earth buys what?'
Stjepanovic (2003:(8))

ZDOEINT'NAR=T a7 F T REITANT DL E G RE R [ S O R 2 852
LTW< &, Rudin (1988)23 Tk L7z /LR=7 1 7 F 73BT AT D A2 H



THRITESCZ BRI GRS L WV ) [RIE SN HFERE CORE L HBI5: T
DI ENgD. o T, ZEEMFARIES ST HDEANE L E DK
I% Rudin (1988)D X 9 IZ [+/-MFS]E5E &\ 5 BN AIREZR BLA Tl 2w,
S, MEHEELEMBEENTIFLALY HETHY ., BALR= a7 FTiE
D FERIFIRE M 330 & W 5 TRIE ST BB IS AW T O B FIS I ABAT B 5
PIHKT 5.

B oA A 22 RIBEIC N 2. Rudin (1988) KL 9 12 ECP (23S < LIS
OFHBICITFERA R RENE N D . ITEDOR/NERITHE > - HREBETZE IR
WT, BEHREPOEREPNCEDN DIMBA & —T = A A0 D EFEE R
PRONERER IS E O R M R & U o T B RE DS T A & JREL ) & IR
SN WKEEER EOEITPEBR T R & %5 LD, ECP XD DEEES L
LRERGD—DOTHY | > T, LHEHEMFRIESIEIZRT DEAR &
ZOMKBEL L ECPIZEM LAVHHERDDIRETHD.

ZOEREWTZTHOOEME LT, BMERGIIHT 5 9~ FOBET
B DN SAFIC RS S BANEIET 5. Chomsky (1977) TIIENL IS & ENT
M4 (Superiority Condition) 12X W EB L7z, BALSMICHE S & L EEERF
M OB MEXEERFAIM OfE Eo EFRERICESWTHES NS, ITFED
B/NEFRFFERIC /D & ZUTi/IME L 0 E N D RN RGESRETH D
(S OS5 (Attract Closest, AC) | ICXELENTBIRTHD B2 B
HE T, TN, EALSICE IEREES ORI K AT
N ETRRAERIND “OOERMIIHESNDI DO THY | E- T,
Rudin (1988) 3 [+MFS]S#EIC DWW TIRE L7 L 9 RFEFEOIEFEFRICXT T HE
PEPE &V D FLIRAORFEZ B Z LT TE RV, SVRZ D & EBALSEICHE
9 ECODEFMIC ETFBEBEAERINDLRY ., X —SOEERNTRDL
IEFFBETHAD &, BNIRE R INDIEOEENBE SN L THIE
nod. 0, ZOFTHCKT 5 FRIIEZ OSETHEINL TN S.

Bz X, ZAH Y T EEO B N SUXFFEOEMME AR L TE 2
WIUIEFER Y OBRFIOEIEIXIBEBE THH L VI FERRL ML TN,

(80 a Koj Kogo Kakvo e pital?
who whom what AUX asked

'Who asked whom what?'

b. Koj Kakvo kogo e pital?

c. *Kogo koj kakvo e pital?

d. *Kogo kakvo koj e pital?



e. *Kakvo koj kogo e pital?
f. *Kakvo kogo koj e pital?

AL, Zuh ) 7EED = EEERFIRE R S oW T, FEEFEREMFA 2 SCHE IS
B 72(8c,d,e, )IFFESCIZAY, FFEEE MR A SCHIZ AT E S 4072 (8a,b) 1At od —
OOREMFADIEFICBE DL ST EMTH S, L Lann, KEETI D%
X = OIEFFEEMF ORI B MEEZ HET 24, Bb)ILIHENTH D
ETHILTLE .

Richards (1997)i3% Z O REEIZx L The/MRFEDJFEL (Principle of Minimal
Compliance, PMC) (2 X %5t Z 52T\ 5.

(9) Principle of Minimal Compliance:
If the tree conditions a dependency headed by H which obeys constraint C,
any syntactic object G which H "immediately c-commands™ can be ignored for
purposes of determining whether C is obeyed by other dependencies.
Richards (2001: 199(7))

Richards (2001)1Z L % & | EREEERIFA ML O S RIFAIZ kb~ 2 B AL 2 HERF L
TWIUE PMCIESF B AL, € DM O EERTFI OFENRIZRE & 72 5720, - T,
(8a,b) 3 ITIEM T d 5 DITKF LT, (8e,deNITmEETIITHOWVT PMC i
SPIECER L 72D,

7273, Richards (2001)®D PMC (X7 /v 4 U TEED X 5 72 [+MFS] S 5EIZT 5
BN B A BT AT AEZTH . [[MFS] S B2 EEE M FRIE 538 Tl
IR R A Y REEDOEREICBIE SN DB EIRE R LT T2 Z LILTE R0,
% C, Grewendorf (2001)137 VA U 7 REIZHINN T & 2 ERBRei 2 & £ 7
W T RERTFRERI SCAN O B BYRERERT R & BT SRR B R R o0 R BRI
BRIV ERTND.

(10) a. Nakogo kakvo e dal Ivan?

2 Grewendorf (2001)(Z'na kogo(to whom)' % RifE i 545 Cld7e < BHERAUFEE LT
5.
* Dukova-Zheleva (2010) T & [RIEE DB ZRMEHIMIA F ST\ 5.
(i) 'Nakogo kakvo Maria dade?
Towhom  what Maria gave
‘What did Maria give to whom?'
Dukova-Zheleva (2010:30-(14))



towhom what isgiven Ivan
'What has Ivan given to whom?'
b. Kakvo nakogo edal Ivan?
what  towhom isgiven Ivan
Grewendorf (2001:97, n-19)

[FREDBIRITHRFEIZ BB SN D, Stroik (1996) I LD &, 7Y TEE L[
PRICHGEE T b H BYRREE R & RiTE ] 54 BE 5 & ORIV TBIZ S

AN

(11) a. To whom did John give what?
b. What did John give to whom?

YEEh L RIS 7L ) 7 O A HOFE b Rl A G4 44 30 0 HEE RIS AT
b%ETHHIE PMC ZiGE L7 LTh, (100)°(11b)d & 5 12 A i3k
EERTE OB B BT 3 545 SERTR OB BN JEAT LA M 27 T B B 5.

Y HMFERER & AlTE A G BRI O B OB EIC DU T Lasnik & Saito (1992) Tl
PLUF D X 9 725538l s R ST b L EA R RS L D el S e,
(i) a. What; did you give t; to who,
b. *Who, did you give what; to t,
Lasnik & Saito (1992: 120(73, 74))
F 7o, FERORFEVEHHEr X Stroik (1996) TH iR STV 5.
(ii) a. To whom did Lou give what?
a'. *Whom did Lou give what to?
b. For whom did Lou do what?
b'. *Whom did Lou do what for?
Stroik (1996:102(64))
Stroik (1996)IZ L % & (iia, b)IZ AW THITE A DS wh-B28) L 72 £ 125% S AU TR S
TR Z R 2R WVIEBNCH 0 | AT AL SN D 2 & 137R0nA, (i,
DWNCFE SITZIEBNEI NP, & LILDPIEMTH Y. 2o OEMNIE~EIEE
Fio%y . [RERIZHRIEEE & FF o 72 R what' |2 &L » THATRIRt RS I S 5.
e~ T, (iia, b)IISER 72 (ia, Y XFESER &b, L L b, i
ZFE L BRWBEETH D &3 2 /D EZAFRER OMFLAT Z D K 5 727
AT A2 LIXTE 0. F(ib) & (i) 2 b3 5 & aiEFA N ERE LG 6,
H RS EE R whom' OB EN I A FEMENME T35 25, AfRiX 26 ORIk
HEE T DI DT,
* WEREO HWRE L AE G AT L OM O E BRI ERSE VD Z LI
Lo THNPDDLZENTES.
(i) a.*Towhom; did John recommend his; colleague?
b. Whom; did John recommend to his; colleague?



1E- T, (10a)°(11la) D K 5 7 AifE il G4 BE R 23 AT 3 D IREIZHER S 5
EWVO TFRINAET L. 20, ZOTHNTK L, (10a) & (11a)IIARAIEETH 5.
#5J5. Richards (2001) PMC %, (8)D &L 9 227 /L7 V) 7 35D = B e 5%
FISCIT AT 2 SRR OFENEDORIEIC SO WTHIE NN, TAH Y TiEO=
FRERGASER S LA OFGEBREE T VA U TEEUAN O SFE THIR S A ENL
PhRIH BT EE Uil 72 Tl & ETe Z &1L T& 72\, & Z TRudin (1988)
\ZR D & ZEEEMGIRTE SR8 CRIEE S SN MEIX 3R RE MR- FE = FEae M
FHOBMIETH -7, 22T, EFEEZIERLFTE LTHRT L, 2o
(M L FE A e M 3 - I A BERIRA R OB ME L BEARE 2 DL D . 1208, BEALME
Z Chomsky (1977) DAL S D X 5 ITHEEIC E TR ER SN 2D
SEFAOM CERT 5 &, FREMFEORNMENTH D LT 2R IIELN
RN, —J5, ECP I OENIMEEIEZ LD & LA, ER L. WICHEER
FHRIALT 2 H HIFEEERTE 2 i < th oo B REIE B AORERERTFIZ )T L THEEALIC
RBHEND ZENFEIND. o T, LHEEREMENIE S REOEA LI
SEfEA-FE R G RI G OB TH D &\ ) FHEE ECP 1T X Hv/au.
WD 5 & T2 TR D L BRI A BERTER 0D A A3t oD BE R RN 6 L CTHEAL &
725 DI & D FEFHICTE 2T UL 700,

3. 7R
ZOMBEIZR LT, ARBIZLLTFORGZ#Z TS Z ik T&E 2 5.

(12) HRBERERRIZ L W 2 X ERD e WIREZIRIRT 5.
(13) = A M, FHEMB L L CORBEEEOME L EESND.

K (12) 1% Chomsky (1995, 2001)<° Pesetsky & Torrego (2001), Collins (1997)%%
/N FERFEER CIALSZIT AN TWDEHR TH D, —FH, RKHL(13)A2°
BXT 5 L ZAFRICHND. 2D ZODIGEICINA T, % EEEMGERTE
SREIIRT DEAR & ZF DR EZTAT 2 BILL FOGEZIT S .

(14) 1/ SCHERE C 13RI A AT BESE M TuNom.gpp]' 2 HE OO,

®  KFEiL EPP 451t % Pesetsky & Torrego (2001) (2 iV iEEEZ M D R ETH 5 &
£z 5. A, EPP &I Chomsky (1995) 23 JRA: D & D BB CHEFR R nl fESEME D
A KOHIBRDMTHON D N ERET 5 A8 AN LT-E MO (Strong/Weak
Feature) &\ 9 Rtk & RIEROBERER R7=3. £7-. H DR AR rTRESRMEUF] D
EPP #5113, 2N 2R OB N R IIT EPP BN R b Z b H 0, /-



(14)i%. Pesetsky & Torrego (2001) 723 HEEIZ AT 5 that-EM R 2395 %

(ZF T 72 uT]=[uNom] it & 52 137, = 5l i AL AR SRR C I ARRRUR Al AR 72
FEF M UNom]' 2R EET 5. Bl % 1L, Pesetsky & Torrego (2001)(%, 5%
RE DA ST C IR FTRE R ME [UTepp) 2 FF D L RE L7z BT (15)ITR &S
N5 that-JEBREhE & FRIE N 5 SCiEME O 5t b & DR (16a) & JRAE(16b) & D RETIC
HLAAMDEEL L THHLE.

(15) a. Who did John say _ will buy the book?
b. *Who did John say that _ will buy the book?
(16) a. Who; did John say [ ti C[uF, t-wh] [ t; will buy the book]]?
| I |
b. Who; did John say [ ti T;-C[uF, 4-wh]] [ ti will; buy the book]]?
| Il ||
| |

e | SRS C 25FE > S ORI AR ATREEHETUT] & OVu-wh]'23(168) Tl
A G FWho' DB BNIC & - TRFFICHIER S LTV 2 DI% LT, (16b) T
TR EERIEIWho' & BRHIRE TABEIT 282 LICk » THIFR SN TV D, 2D &
DIRGE . L0 EZL ORMELZHIBRT 2 B8 2 Hian e 1 TR L xR ’Jiﬁ@@]
ETeIRAEZPERRT 5. ZHuiE Chomsky (1995) THRE I NT-BENIE T 5 =
A REWVWIZZFIEFELTND

ERSFEMTH EPPAFEDEN R 2 b H 5.
(i) The nature of nominative case
Nominative case is uT on D.
Pesetsky & Torrego (2001: 361 (8))
Pesetsky & Torrego (2001)i%, F#EIRAS I REZRIEHISEMEDS T4& DP ICIEREIIC R R &
M7l & LT Pitta-Pitta 5 DO AR 235k S A7z 8 DP 2517 T o
(ii) Pitta-Pitta future tense marked on nominative DP
a. Ngapiri-ngu thawa paya-nha.
father-rut kill bird-acc
'Father will kill the bird (with missile thrown).'
b. Thithi-ngu karnta pathiparnta.
elder brother-Fur  go morning
'My elder brother will go in the morning.'
Pesetsky & Torrego (2001: 365 (15))
O WREHIEE T DM SR C ~EEEBEI T 5 2 LI Lo TR S iz T-C HAKRD
‘that & BE SIS,



AFal 32 EEEMFRIE S 55 ICBIR SN DEMR b &G5O that- RN R &
FRRICHEA T DIREM O 2 A MLV IRfESh D & EELZW. £/, Rudin
(1988). Boskovi¢ (1997). Stjepanovic (2003). Grewendorf (2001), Dukova-Zheleva
(2010) DB ZZE L T, ZNAH IV TEREAR= a7 FTEEO L O L HE
EEMIFRIRATE SEEIC LT T L > 22— bz 3 2.

(17) a. ZEEEMFANE SRRV T, EREEMFNIIE MR LT
B THD.
b. Rudin (1988) M E L 7= L 912, [+MFS]SFEIZ AWV CRIE SN 7- % H
SERIFIXHE — DORERFE Z T 23, [-[MFS]SREICR W THIE S =%
BEGEIFAN — D OMRE LT Z i3,

—ifb(17a)1% 2 ECBEICIR~ 72, —F, ZIVE TARIL[-MFS] 578 Tl ENr
BRI IT D LS Rudin (1988)D FaRICIZRIEN H 5 & b _T & 7228,
(5). (6). (MITHERINT-L H ARz 07 FT7HECIENIE IN-% Ek
MFOMIC 2 ¥ o ZEE]sISCe, MSUE# DA HASND Z ENFFFand L

* RREEIET D FEETUNomepp] 2 RE L 72BN D RAC KT 2 JRAE DREHFPED R
BT 7 u—F TIEUTOBENR—RT 5 L ORI 2% &L Bbins.
(i) a. Who, did you tell t; to read what,?

b. What,did you tell who, to read t,
Lasnik & Saito (1992: 119 (71, 72))

EREOBISIT Lasnik & Saito (1992)73"pure"” superiority' & FESHR TH H N, Z D
Bi%0X Fanselow (2004), Grewendorf & Sabel (1994). Miuller (2004)% 23 i&am L 72
RA Y EEICRT DEi 20 E LT ZHERF S T AL & & O RIEEL L
THGTH D, JEEEITIAT 5 "pure” superiority Z i 4% 2 & I3ARE O FEI A B
2B, ZOBHBHIREDRFMEDFBUZ X > THrT 5 Z LIZRETH D &5
25, HL, EAMEDER & 7 D FMEIIHHSUER C 23RO FE M TuNom.gpp]
TIER<, b9 —=D2D7 = A ZAFEEETH L/ NEIFE v 3R DRI rTRE R
'[uObl(ique).-gpp] Td> 5 AIREMED VY. &1 TuObI(ique).gep] 13 AR SAVELIS D% 52
P& FF 4TI AT K o THIBRATREZR BMETH D73, FMETuNom.gpp] X2
'[uObl(ique).gpp]' @ L 5 22 FEEKICEE T A B Z A FIRE R ERITH D 7 =14 AW
TERERENMTOND L, DT = A AONROFEEREZITOREN 2K
STLEY EIET D &L ()P X S 72 pure” superiority H(18)IZ/RS45H CP 7 =
A R CRHE &N DM & [FREIC VP 7 = o AN TRl S 4 B IRAE DR L
TOXEMEETFRITE S, Fo, Rl L7z X 9 72 [uNom.gpp] ' [uObI(ique).gpp]
FMEREIZHOW TR AR ORI BN RN DA BlE S 5 Z & 1% ad-hoc
IRARTE TIE 72 < | JERES° KA YRBRIZ W Tthat ETEHi 28 2 5 A-BENTRD b
7eunE D =3 (Grewendorf & Sabel (1994), Chomsky (1995, 2001), Pesetsky &
Torrego (2001)) Z#iB19 2 &I NETH 5.



WO HENBRIND L, BAR= a7 FTEORIE I V-5 BRG]
Rk FE E k& 720 & L7z Rudin (1988) 0 —#%{b. % (17Tb)DIE T2 IF AN D . *
7o (IOITARTE L7z [+/-MFS] & 5B DAl SUEER# C DS FF MR I RESR 4 TuNom)'
1L ERAA T FFOFEME[Nom]' & —3 (Agree) T5Z LK VHIBRSNS.
HE M UNom]'\ SN2 T, wh-i88h % BREh§ 2 SA & 72 5 #ME L L Clu-wh]' Z 4
SR, C IR ET 5 &, ZEEEMFRTE S 5512 D B RE R M S oM &I
18D L 12725,

(18) a. [+MFS]E & b. [-MFS] 575
CP CP
N N
[WH; WH; WHy ...]; C' WH; C'
N N
C FocP C FocP
[u-wh] 7 [wwh]
[uNem] t "~ [uNem] t WH; WH, _—
it t tot ot
[+MFS]SFETH D 7 H ) 7 i CIEFBE N L E B34 T CP-FE
~BEITHDICK L, [MFS]%%%“CZ?)E)JZ/VT 7t177?77 EC CP- ?EE%

BElT DM E N D D RMFIL—2IZ R oD, 2O L ) 7 eliGanTE 23

DEEAIERRICH] O 3. T 2 C[+-MFS] S35 CRIES S D TR EE M F-FE LAk
[V ] T D PRV 1 0D B2 (R 3 i SRR sk C 3R DAFEFRAS T RE B M TuNom.gpp] D HII B
THHI EICEE LW, B, ZEEM I THE F"ﬁﬂ#aiﬂ“(b\éiﬁ
A LSO BRI U CREIRR AT RE R TuNom.gee] & HIBR FIRE T 5
TG OB EN DB & 72 5.

Bogkovi¢ (1997)1X& /v R=2 v 7 F 7 78D % i ke M 5 [ Sz -0 T (18b)
ERIBEDOREE 2 E LT 5. Boskovié (1997)I2 L B LB/ R= a7 FT5E
DL EEMFIT 2 TERER L L CHBIERINRE Foc ORERN~BEIT 5.
Boskovié (1999)=° Stjepanovic (2003)1% = DOEEZ2 B 81X Attract All'F#E: % 85 - 7=
BEichv THEESIOSM: (Attract Closest, AC) | (ZiEb 7 EE LT-.
Boskovié¢ (1997)i%. &/ R=7 07 F 7 & CEA R IR T 5 Ee i se i =
ST SRR C DS CP Tl < BERERING Foc D5 FocP TH Y | 1t~ T
FocP-fREMS~BEI ¥ 2 BRIFONEFIZH RIc /2 D LT 5.

L L7 s, ARITBEHREICE S REES &0 ) &2 R0 7%



VAL EELD . 2D X 9 72385 TlE, Boskovié (1999)<° Stjepanovic (2003) D k.
YNBSS | O S35 H S Au7e V' Attract Al &V 9 FetE 2 BBl
BET D HBE, (18a) T L= X 9 I CP-FRER I B 7= % B [ 7>
SR DRERFE (2 'wh-FE(wh-cluster)' & FES Z S 123 5) 23 EREEERIFA D
BHCcH Y LN ORI A AL TW DA DA, wh-E 1A
FES C NEF O R AT REEME Tu-wh]' & TuNom] Z [FIBF ICHIFR T& 5. ZHZ
% L C wh-IB 23 A SERIGA LIS O BRI O #5472 & | HIBR I RE 72 FMEI
Tu-whl'lZBR S 5. fiE-> T, [+MFS]E7E ClI EMEEMF O#H TH 5 wh-5
T DIRENZENLDANDIREL D b a X P MRS BHFENTHD. B,
FREGERIFAN AT T DIREDBAL L 70 5.

—J7, (18b)IZ/RL7= L 91, [-MFS]EFETIL FocP-fEEMICBIN 1= 2 EHEE
PR A VMTIRNE L7 AE R CTH 5. IS8T, Bk ER R A Hh
T CP-fRE N~ B9~ UL U= % C 23RO MR R Al RESEME [u-wh]' & 'TuNom]'
DERFICHIBR S D8, ENLIAAN ORI BE# L1-L L THHIBRSI D H#
PEIXu-Wh]' DB TH D, 16> T, [-MFS]EEETSH CP NI SN AR Y £
e OBE ML O MG OBEN LV HLRBETH VD . I ERERMF OB
BhOMEAL & 70 D,

PLEDIRE =T AN E T U T TR ECET A Rh=r a7 F 7T
T DR E ZOWMKRICK L CHAEZ 525, T, v R=rn T T
T EE T S D BB R TE R T D D &S REEICx LT, BvR=
a7 FTETIZIELORNEEINC CP WH A2 - WEANTEIND &
9% Bogkovi¢ (1997) &7 AND. 5L, BAR=/ 0T FTEOENLHE
SRR SC(19a,b) DI X2 2 10(20a,b) D X 9 1272 5.

(19) a. Ko  koga vidi?
who whom sees
'Who sees whom?'
b. Kogo ko vidi?
(20) a. [Foce Koi koga; [1p vidi ti t; ]]?
b. [Focr Koga; koj [1p vidi t; tj ]]?

Z OREEITA W TN R O BLR & 7 5 RS "] RESE M TuNom] |2 BRE) &
NIZBENIA U T, 56> T, i (20a) & (200) & A% T D IRAE T IR
FIELIIFEE T, AV AR T 2 2 < liFE & b UEM LR D,

— 5, BAR=7 g T F TRV TEN RN BIZE S 5 HDIALHA



TE T2 ST N 23 B 7o BE R B ] E XX O EIX L T D L 9 1272 %

(21) a.[cp Koi [ Clu-wh,uNemepe][Foce ti Koga; [te Voli ti tj ]]]], taj 0 njemu govori.
b.*[cp Koga; [ Cl[e-wh,uNom.gpp] [roce kOi tj [T Voli ti tj 1111,
taj 0 njemu govori.
'Everyone talks about the person they love.'
(22) a. [cp Koj [ je[s-wh, uNem_gpp] [rocr ti Staj [1p trazio t; tj ]]]], taj je to i dobio.
b. *[cp Sta; [ je[u-wh, UNom.gpp] [roce KOi tj [re trazio t; t; 111, taj je to i dobio.
'Everyone got what they asked for.’
(23) a. [cr Ko [ li[s-wh, uNemrepe] [rocr ti Sta [tp Kupuje t; ;?]]11]
b. *[cp Sta [ li[u-wh, uNom.gpp] [Focp KO tj [+ kupuje ti tj 2]11]
'Who on earth buys what?'

IO DOXXNRT FRMEO R L BRI 7S CP-EEH ~ wh-2E) L 72 B
TEDZL OFEEDNEIFR S NIZIRESMOIREZ YR L2 & Th 5 L &
5. BB, (21b), (22b). (23b) Tl Ui A3 F -2 5B ME TuNom.gpp] 23 AHI B
TH Y EPP FEDEN-TH B RMENRHIRTH D Z & BIRITIAFBMEZ EL
SEHERITITR S RN OO FEMETuNomeps] b HIBR S 5 R4 (21a).
(22a), (23a) & DFADHE & L CHilRENn 5.

4. JRED 2 R |k LMD A
AFIIBIRIEIZa A M2 ETHEVWIREZROTEZ. ZORET
Chomsky (1995)LA3k. BEMHRIEIZE N DB BRSO G % FasEE i
BOFICHEDDAICETHaAAXARNTHD EIND. KT ONE % FITHE
LD T, BEAT DMEBEIRE T2 A MZESW T ORFMENGHE S, i
HRE R IRAEDMOIRE X VEMIZ2 D L EE L. ZOFRICRT D=
A NI AGRANTIR R To K 91T, FHEME U TOMEEHRENFFOMEE LV
WEUNZEZR SN T U b0, Wionxix, sHEEAFOMEE LY 2%
FSEFR SR VFGREHFIIE S X MfTbhbd EB 2 5. 20X H7E 2
WCREZIE, 2N E T RICRFEOFEN SR SN D LRBD BN TE2HE
FEEMHOHFIZIZENERET PEREHETRELORH L LN H Z N
TAEIND. EDOX DM LT, AT EEEE Lo ETFERICE ST
ERINDBEMEMZMEE L, ZHEEMFRTESEICNT 2EMZR L £

ORIE 7 2 2.



OIEFZEY BT, 7228, % OO T TRHWIZBEHREI M © SR B
HL7Za A MEFMnEWN )WV I LTV S.

2 TR, BEREICE SO BERBICaIA MRBRELNDL L ET A Y
7 —@JFFE (Landauer's Principle) X Y J@f5i4 5.

(24) 7o ¥ o7 —dJFE (Landauer's Principle) :
b HBREED BAFHR KON LA, BN A 25t E T b e 6
AU 72T b o B —HRRE L DM

COFHEY | BRI ELREEHE S LTITI Lo b r E— DRI D
HNEPND. ZOX D eI BRI & LT, BRI iﬂi‘_’llj\]@a%éﬁﬁ
e & T HRBHEN ETIITSNLOHEATH L2, ZOFEFICITLEITS
U TR 22 —Bpp 2R BRI b VW oD LIRET 5.

(25) T AERERE

— PR R R I \

/ {5k

s

TRCiEmH

DX D 7 HEREE I, Chomsky (1995, 2001)IZfEV Y, #H (Phase, 7 =1 X)

IATOND EIRET D, B, MEEHEFAIL T = A XEZHALE LTIER 722
FHEBETHY . TNLIIOMGEEAE CAER SINT-HENSRLH D 7 =4 X
TITONDHEREOKR LD 1> T, 7 = A AOMIWIRAEILFEE (Lexicon)
DOHENLFOH SN EONOFER & ARNK DS T2GERSR, Zhiith
LRIDO 7 = A4 REFE LW, Bz BT bnz4EF Y (Numeration, 2% EIF)
Ths.

(26) Phasei = { Ia1 |b1 ey th, Phg, }
(Phix7 = A X, | IL3E%L)

BRI AABRE N D KD DR, LBy FH D KTIN2 (K TR LY ~ U E
B, TIFREO T VE AR, InlXEARREL, HiRE 200CL Lz, 18y b
720K 2.8%10% Vo —), b LLIZENL EOBRNREICKE S5,



7 oA X TITON D MEEEFE IS A BT OEEICHE (Merge) %t 0 K
LEHT 22 EICE T, —2OERZERT OHFERBETH L. IFEIE
B2 EFROEEO —S>OBERITHEH S, ZOEER, Z>OBERITZNH
EIETHMERE L THE LTt ed. fEEEMEINEED KT Z &I
Lo THEZX EFIZ—2DOMEEDLEZELRE~LEBY | BHEDOT = A X T
ITONLHFEHEEIIER T T 5.

(27) Phasei={la Ip, ..., Phs, Phg, ... }—...—{«, B}

ZOXIREAETIE, AREnET oA XIIRHESTHY, FEIZZFDOTLTH
La, KOBbES., b LJIUTHITESEOWTANERD. ZbDOHERE
AW ERITIETHE)NOERIBEENICEZAENLFERTHS. =
T, RO XS G OB A A LT D AEEA RGRR X R LS O
PRI Z WD BN 2N W) fUZiER L7z, RIS RS ICRiT 5 =
DOER TN LHESEZ AR T 2 HEIIE A ETFNICKHES 27775
L, YEEZAL I LR THEITEND. K x ETFEe)HER LIEFSIO X
IR EINTWVDEN, Ak, JHFEFERINZWEZV THDH. E-T,
Bl Z 1 3E 2 LT 26) IR T DTy & Phy' &kt 5 & LT OFE 21T 9 1213(26) 1
e, YEMxs7EF TR

(28) Phase;={ls Iy, ..., Phe, Phy, ... }—Phase; = {la,..., {l, Phg},..., Phy,...}

Z T, HEES)EFETTHEITHEROHIRIIITON W LICERE L
V. 2O XD 7, THFBROBORNSIE Z 5 AW EFIIE RERGR AT B i A
Thod. AWERERICATS = b BE—4ARICOWVWT, R.P, 774 i
[ EHEWMRICB T = b e B —OARIEN HIE TIE e < HEROEETH
B LD ZOFERIE, AW R R ORI 2R R EE ThH o2, -
ERRLTWD. ZHUSIEW AR RIC = > b e BRI b v E T
X, EE@E)IZEW Ty brE—DHKIFA T2V, Al 22X MIRE
SN ERNENND.

—F ., BASTEOMEEE MBI W TR IR T EEIC T oD &
RESNTWD. FROFEEEITEZ LFAO R LIZEH S, [HFRoO

2 ~A,A, 7L, R(1999: 117)



HIBRIZAE U2V, Z4uE Chomsky (2001) DAMAGFE TH S, — 5. PRFAICIE
Bz EFTNO oD a s & T 206720 Tidz ., FaBRcEH S
NTEZX EFTOTXONTIHAAEN T LE TR FEZEANSRE L TIT
PNAFEBIRESNTWD. ZOHEOmEHGILHE HICRIRS L DT
T GERE. B LLEREATH D Z EREME 725, ZOPF41E Chomsky
an®WMﬁéf%é.WM%é@@%ﬁ% 1T — BRI I B X .
Z D%, FREEBNOER L MEGEERT O TESMA6NS.

(m)—ﬁﬁ% R -5y, ..}
FrllEsse . {o {8 {v... 3} 1> {{v. d{o {8 {v.. }}}}.. }

—IFEEEIR O R ZITAIRTH D . NIPFE(9)IFREFF Lo t5 " {vy, ..}"
Oz —RR B GHIBR L TR T3 2 IRET D, 22T, [HFHROHI
bR PE O HEILE G LORAIWERICH -5 Z LICEE LW, AR L
ek oIz, AIEHR & B RAEIRTIE T AU T —DJFE K Y Hin
HTy P bE—HRBAETHY, LoT, AWPFEEZITO L hrE
—DOWRBLTAL LS. - T, BEINHNBWIFEG ThiUL, BENZIZSNT=
YhabE—DREN) TR NEET S, T Chomsky (1995) 34227 5
BENZfED> 2 X R ThHD.

ZZTEBENCIED 2 A M EREHET D FEITIC OV TIES%. Chomsky (1995,
2001), Pesetsky & Torrego (2001), Colins (1997)%., — >0z LTS IRAE
AIRE 7R O DOFERIRAEICE T H a2 X FOFHE & R DS YRAE AR A kP 5 &
L7 KRB CTIT DI D0, 7 = A XD X 9 72 /i sEEE (21T o0 5 D>
ITERADN PN TWD. 1228, 22 THEET 200, IRERO= X & E
PRI 5 212 i%OD’ﬁEﬂZV\TCT ERIREZ 2T T T2tk TNZFHIZ
BLLEaA NIRRT AVERHLE NI ZETHD., DFED, UENEXD
DI a X N TIT O D IRE Z R L3R £ LIS O YRAE & HEBR T 5 1
RO T, gERRENDRNEIREEZ G ATEHERBE ZITOR TR 50,
i, BRLTEK BN a X NERE L TAEERETCOIREEZITo 2%, £
DO EPRT D LW I IR RARATH D, 2D K 5 IR %k
F B 72O, SUHENTBIZ X DRI R bR a 2 S TER S D IRE
2T 2RI DL M > TV D EFZ 2 UT RV, 20 L9 A s
L C Toyoshima (2005)»> [/ NEMEGREFOJFEE (Principle of Minimum Feature
Retention, MFR) | RC[LUA (2010)D> T KZWR DM (Max Effect) | 238 5.



(30) Principle of Minimum Feature Retention (MFR)
At every stage X, of a derivation, choose an operation that leaves the fewest
unvalued/uninterpretable features in the resulting stage X n. of the

derivation.
Toyoshima (2005: (39))
(31) IRERDOFM (Max Effect, ME) :
HIER /T HEZ2 /MEDS L0 2V E) 2R IR L.
LA (2010: (30))

BN IR rTRERMEZHIBR T 2 AICHE SN D SIET D &, HIBRS
HREFENEONTFEL, TNDORMEZHIFRT D &2 K OWHRE % B E)
T L EWN D BIROEWIZ L o TUWHRICE T 2 B8 ORI F e 5 IRAE D
A3 DFAET HAREMENE U D, Z D X 9 73, REIBRAiFIR R ] hE S
Mz X007 T58EZ2 SURIRIRT 5. ZHUxE D2 < OFRMEEHIBRAT
REZe BBl 2 SURITIRINT 5 & IR TX 5. M ORIZHE L. MFR X° ME
IXURAE DR 3~ 2 LLRIT O B TR EN 2 L 0 b 7e SHHRTEICR VY = 2 T4
R ATREZRIRAE 2 BN AJRELCH VD . ZIUTIAREA KD B EDOHHFAA L L
THEIG LV,

g{

5. e e
LbED X 51T, ARITZ EEMFRTES 5T TR MR S35
THY., ZNSOSENRTEMMEIIHRA T 2IREMD 2 2 FFHBOFERT
o EfEmLT. BT, 22 TWH 3R b & IIHGEREE R & Lo st Bk — %)
PELRTNIT RSN EIND T X U7 —OFEBIC LV &) DA AR
TR E—OERTHDLZELR L. LR, ZOLENFiER
DML SHEB R MOE 3 2 ERBe DO NHBEAMEEZ S ETHH DT
TN EICERELEW. A, HEE BRIk Fr b —0H
Rz B OHNZIEIT 288013723, FHE QR RMEILE BRI ESR O Hifri
KELTWD., TR LT, BRI Z oL 5= bo v —H K%k
DA A A OREE L THIEL TV D, ZHUI AR SERA OIEEET
HY | KR TR THFEBG L 2 OE, EAHREm MO EA O
BNTHLZEEEMNTLHEDTHD.
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Superiority Effect and its disappearance in multiple wh-fronting
languages: Increase in Entropy from the erasure of data

Yamamoto Shouyji

(Part time lecturer, Fukuoka Women's University)

Previous studies accounting for the superiority effect, as far as | know, can
be divided into two groups; one that follows the Superiority Condition as proposed
in Chomsky (1977) or it's refined version in the recent minimalist syntax, and the
other that follows the Empty Category Principle (ECP) approaches in Huang (1982),
Rudin (1988), and so on. In this note, however, | argue that both of them have
problems descriptively and explanatorily by considering multiple wh question
constructions in multiple wh-fronting languages, like Bulgarian and Serbo-Croatian.

To resolve these problems, | propose an approach that is different from the
two mentioned above. That is, superiority is given to the most economically derived
representation among those in a competitive relationship. In this proposal,
evaluation of economy is performed based on the concept of Cost, which is required
for deriving the syntactic representation. Furthermore, | will define Cost as an
unavoidable increase in Entropy when information that is temporarily memorized in
the brain is erased. | suggest that the grammar has a device that suppresses the
increase of Entropy, and adopt as a candidate of the device the Principle of
Minimum Feature Retention proposed in Toyoshima (2005), or the Max Effect
Condition proposed in Yamamoto (2010).

(WFa=ZHH 201243 H2H &Rz FEH 2012458 A 1 H)



