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ool 9k3tAb(quantifier)s= 4, &, 7], HYE YehE T O E ‘every,

all, some, a(an), each, three, many, few, more’ 5] L oo|t}. U3srl= AF
Ho| A =8F38 8-Al(quantitative adjective) @™ F-F5 o] WAL QoA F=2loj =z

71eetar, dnt FEALeL 2] SHAORE AR EA|NE HolR s 2holX] Rot=
EAS 7HX oL o). BAFRO M= A A %A universal quantifier:V)eF &4
A = EA Ui (existential quantifier:3)= A FE3IC AFIAF A E
(quantified determiner phrase, Q—DP)< S5 3t S HAE A A|sAY 523514
SAT, Z-HAE Y A= vhed AHE Asta L WY sEstE

= UEhAl Hem, FsiAE et AV el S Ml HeE Y
sh= “Fshabe]l A8 (scope)’ol BAUA "k g3tALE EdetE S 1
2§ o] RG] olate] FoAQl afAlS TRt

ol2]gt FspAb FToldell i A= May(1977)9] gshAl 217K (Quantifier Raising:
QRIASHS AlZte =, 1990 el HAaFe] A 3 ded met dshah S
Avgetal, olF A Aol gk on A o], dspatdel dAy 2§
g5 o] &3 EATMA B2 stabEol o8l siAbe 289 dARE Adetr] ¢
sho] FspAb Qe gk =27 A H A

Fsprte]l 2898 =gl (Logical Form: LF)dlA 2719 ATl 9]
gl B, FIAF 13S oE AR S 1d H8T F deX Ay
Atk (1a)e] g3 Zol ToH<l djaje] 7Hadt 45 (IhEs (1c)9
Y= oY S S

12
€

P

(1) a. Every politician avoided some journalist.
b. [[1p every politician]t; [;p some journalistlt; [p t; [vp avoided t;11]

c. [[ip some journalist]t; [;p every politicianlt; [ ti [vp avoided t;]]]



A v A £ 0] 2 (Government —Binding(GB) theory)oll 4] H|Z7}A| 4 o] Fo|gtar 7F
FHd ksbab <labe] o)k A& May(1977, 1985)7F %3kA} <14+ wh—o]

o o]¥3} FUAF AFY W= o]FoE AJFUA 1 FAG| B AT
o]

th= H AT 9 (Minimalist Program: MP)2] 7] ¥ o] 23} st/ F3jal QAo A
A oo tet =ert SR I =ole ASH 2 9

Baltin(1987)2 3t Q1] 78k SA7F W= AL W 2hAl 9 (Antecedent
Contained Deletion: ACD)& =l ol Ao Al 17o] ofd FE5 =0l A
2] x] (Extraposition) &} 72 $-3F o]5(Right Roof Constraint)D o2 A 3s}a1,
Hornstein(1995, 1999)2 &shrl Q1% §lo] HAFo A dided wet =3
ofFell o3t A HHPow gspite] ALY TAY AS SAHES AEdd
Kennedy(1997)= F3brb Q1 AL E 24A] -5tell gk Aol A o]
g =3 A2 QREAMCE AEE F Y EE ARE UE g e, 4
AAS oA R 847F dshAk Y avE Holv HFHANA e FAHE X
ek ACDT e AWsted wA7F o, olggt EAlFE°] LFlA ¢ Hl=
o olFo A At A HAHom SAd

Fox(2000)= A4 Aol o) on% ax7F A& uf 7w QRe] &84,

b glom dojubd gvha FFFHAW BAH Ate mE A

1:0{'

A4S frelel olg o) Boleh AL Aokt

HaFo) olF FEA el B AT E O 5Ee el A o
e gE oug olsow didt A% @ egeeae] FaA g
of = HOE FRAA Wk FAES =olsh G, B =ES May(1977))
o geel A Fsal e RRE Hoe HaFel oEel AT Chomsky
(2013)¢] E3(labeling) o] B/ Ao, Fapah Fogo] wAHE Fofs)
ZAolo] o|F FBAF TR, olFEA PR FBA, FAT AF TR I
shAb, AAAL WE AA| TR FahAbsh g FRES F3pt a4 FHA} 2
89 2, A Aol A% A WA, A4 A, BAY Pel, FHAe)

o}

D) ol9l a47t SEZo= o%8 o, A o oFd gl
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1. F3ial B899 Fel4s A A7

ARl AofA| Al thsto] Aofsfatso]l wAglel Al7Ishe Aoz A7

T e ohgge] EASE Aol 449 et ojws) HEH

X
re,
2
B
1>

P 54T SHAE AABIEY S73A7E d3FS VA= Thsd HAE

gste 54 wiEel 2Aste 289l Aol Raty] wjiolth 27l A

TS op7lske A& el thato] dobr AL, FSHAF EAe] WA

] HoEvE dojA e JFstod

May(1977)¢] F3pat 14 AlgE ol o] AFwW ol 7Iuket 7] A+l o
afo] o} it}

rr

ko
it
9
=
r
re
-
fr

>,
)

)
=
re,
9
iy

2.1 FAe) T3 F8

S22 Abgete ol 7] wolge] EAsn WeHE HFTEI o3
S} AAH T Eo) = TE AR PEHHE AFTRE A o8 4
fh F2E X'-Theoryol 93} olF WolE9] =g T2/l AFT2E 445

(2) The Lexicon/Argument Structure

X'—theory

Structure

Transformations

S—Structure

Pronunciation
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EETE EAAA st AE A SEEA H§o] Uof
4 Exo] Wl BAY Aol TEE
FU(LF) WA H3 s F8E
AR Sl Atele] AA w7} 5
297} o] =g FEE ()59 (3)
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o
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w
~

The Lexicon/Argument Structure
‘ X'—theory

D—Structure

‘ Transformations

S—Structure

/\ Transformations

Phonological Form Logical Form

(pronunciation) (interpretation)

olgt gol £AR Y-RWIA A9 F9 =dFuE, FATEE 29T
Fogle ole 7 A4S 23 Adse] AMT & A Bk May(1985)

L ogEht 9 MESEA T kA =g A F3dc LEA ¥

Akaeh oleld o) b Fad was B ousge 4577 of

U =7z A8yt Ao s LFAA %A F7F IPLF VP B7bs]o] H]i=

2) £4e Aol s mf AwHoloF @k THA: X7 YE Auea T 2A(i: X7}
NV, Aol AW, it X&F Y7F 4% dvh)S SHA1Z vl X7F Y& 3L Awfsch

3) Szaboo(2000: 475)¢] Principle of Compositionality: The meaning of a complex expression
is determined by the meaning of its constituents as by its structure.
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(4) Scope :

The scope of a is the set of nodes that a c—commands at LF.

(May, 1985: 5)

R

S}
=]

LFe] wh—o]&3}

A

F3A7h LFR
LFo]&(A'-movement) 2]

A el ot

==
i)

Ao R LFoA HAF

e

i

f2)& #Astel LES el

3|

o4

14 (5

9|

' DP %, F3ATI} oju A

il

(5) a. John likes The Beatles.

b. Every sane person likes The Beatles.

(Poole, 2011: 201)
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=
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=
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(6) [cp [ John likes everyone]]

(7) P,
/\
DP 1Py
P
everyone; DP I'
/\
John f V|P
[3rd sg V!
present] /\
T
likes t‘i

(6)°] xT7E= (1] =dFEE 7H. QRS F3AtE 1Pol AxsHA o
Fol 99 FE dFE A= WY A8 (scope) o=
AEsHAl ghek (7)9] Y3FAF ‘everyone’®] W= TPgoll o8 #H= e A
olth. ek FsAF A7} LFOIA = @A (F3A B7F F3AF AS o] 8t
AL obd) F3AF BE AEEol dukd, Fab AVF FEAF BRY W
g 7= Aolth. vE 2E FsAL B7F G ARG F2 F9e 7R
QR VPEE CPEU: IPE HER Frh ol AEA9 =k onEom
FE e S S Slvh Yshbe 2 i
2 AR Aol A IP7E Al -k Aol
(6)°] F3shAl ‘everyone’ IPpE AEEolstal e 27lo] Fds= WA
£ U A89E& 7R

T he] SFATE EFEE (8)9 A-E AW HzAL

o

|

)

(8) Every politician avoided some journalist.

(Poole, 2011: 204)



OF3}A- ‘every politician’® ‘some journalist’'®= WF=A] LFolA QRS A+
b LF9] 583 7|52 YAt #89E& #AskeE Aol (8)9 F 43hAt
T [IPA], [IPg] Eoll sl 1d-& A8 4 vk v A&l v+
ol

(9a)9] A2 ‘some’ (Zt7}e] AX|Ql x, ojH AE<Qlo] A} y, ZA I x7}

vE Aojstd) I v ‘every 7t ¥ H§ FE9S VI E AS =3
(9) a. Politician no.1 —  Journalist no.1l
Politician no.2 —  Journalist no.2
Politician no.3 —  Journalist no.3
Politician no.4 —  Journalist no.4
Politician no.5 —  Journalist no.5

b. Politician no.l
Politician no.2
Politician no.3 Journalist no.1l
Politician no.4

Politician no.5

sk o] AERlo] vk sAY (9b)&= ‘every (oW AERlo] Ut} y, 1

A Zyzbe] ARl x, 1 x 7F yE Hodtt) e HlaE A ‘some’o] H HS A&

(10) [cp [1p every politician; [vp avoided some journalist;]]]

F3lAb ‘every politician'¥} ‘some journalist’'®= E5F WF=A] LFA QRS
AT LFY 5838 7158 SshrbY 2898 EAlsk Aol7] wiEoll, ‘some

journalist’e] M4 QRS A8l (11a)7} Hu}



(11) a. [cp [1pa some journalist;] [ipg every politiciani] [wpc ti [vp avoided t;]]]

b. [cp [ipa every politician;] [;pg some journalist;] [pc ti [vp avoided t;]]]

‘every politician’S (11b)e} o] ®HA QR3HH (12)¢ == Yed
At} (12)ol 4 43kAF DP ‘every politician’& LFo| A Z1719] 28-S HE <t

=

A %3kAL ‘some journalist S 7FAEE, ‘every politician’2 ‘some journalist’

Hot ¢ §e #8998 7HAH (9a)9] diA 3t

(12) CP
/C'\
C IPa

/\
A/\

every

poht1c1anlA /\
some DP
journalist; | /\
ti I VP
‘ [3rd sg |
past] V'
Vv DP
avoided t;

g+ ‘every politician’o] WA QRS A -&stal, 1 thaol ‘some journalist’ol

Hgaw (13)9 277 9.



(13)

some DP

journalist;_~" \_

every

IPs

IPc

DP I'

politician; | T~

T t; I VP
[3rd sg |
past] A
/\
| i
avoided t;

(Poole, 2011: 205—206)

‘ol EAg Al 9ln add BE FAde]l /auE Hojdtii

St AAFtEE, FEE BRAA A4 b g Agojel E
PN
T

_10_



22 A% A+

ofo
18
o
N
N
rr
=
ot

loup(1975) & 1o} AFgab7k Belut Aol A 7bg He 2
ART W Fs AR AEY B4} DolAe] BHA s)so] by 2
WA axda Bk b 9% AAsE Gt B 489S )

2]
ol thek wre R, B EWA as

>

il

],

o2
ot
il

N

A3¥ £ (linear order)”]|¥+e]

St oFahabel AAZE Agel dFe Fof e olethu FgAt

P
iy
rlr
.

(14) a. I saw a picture of each child.
b. She knows a solution to every problem.
c. Ethel has a dress for every occasion.
(Toup, 1975: 41—42)
(14') a. I saw a picture of all the children.
b. She knows a solution to all problems.

c. Ethel has a dress for all occasions.

(14)E ‘a7F Lol Y= ‘each’} ‘every 7} oA 2] flx]e} F#3H
WS ARYs zhe Aol wual Adwsta, (149)9F ol (14)9] ‘each’$}
‘every' & ‘allZ AT A5 vHgAHAR] 2'E FHkele WA B #E9S
ZHA okl FAgt

ok @e Fatbe] B4l met We 4892 AEsh AP Aolr} vk

S Mo lowpe (15)% ol Fshil 9/E Fesgin By &
e e A% FRAAASEE §e 489S e APl B/ qRe e 9

_11_



(15) Greatest inherent tendency
each toward highest scope

every
(a)
all
most
many

several

some (+NPpl)

a few toward highest scope
Least inherent tendency

(Toup, 1975: 42)

A =4ES Fd (15)] A fAE olald 5 Atk (16a)°14 (16d)
A EAH oz Ee A FEAE ALgEAL,

(16) a. Joan gave a few handouts to some pedestrians.
b. Joan gave a few handouts to several pedestrians.
c. Joan gave a few handouts to many pedestrians.

d. Joan gave a few handouts to every pedestrian.

(Toup, 1975: 43)

452 We A0l 4] AEHE Folth loup(1975)& WY #ALS “a

=
o} e WAL A AREE = ‘some(+NPsg)'> dwkstslr] o H AW ‘each’<}

_12_



FeAE e A Vlseke A #HeA Y A=, 4 g
AZz4% =9 (deep level) 9 TE=T%F 9 (surface leveD)E -8 IS o F
SN B S0l Aol o= BAMTE M =2 fIAIE AAEk AL, FEE et
ol & T o= ¥ FHAAMT Fo| ALE AA = WA ¢ AR w2
A AR, o] Foll= IHA FA o], AR Ao, adlal AR HA
of7F MU= AFA g BE=]E Toupell 98k ool A= 3hAl(topic)E BAIA
o7 AWst7] off7] wiol dojet ool MREste] ‘shA’e] WL ¥

@ o5 EYw ATawd A% Folud ke A2 Aelsr) ol
W HEA 2y AAE Aeehd 113 2,

(17) topic > deep and surface subject > deep subject/surface subject >

indirect object > preposition object > direct object

A4 mAolsh 714 HHoh Fahalel A% s (18)2 Fa AwE &
gtk $41(182)Sh (18b)F W FBIALS] 417} ‘every—a'2 FUFAT B

(18) a. I told every child a story.
a'. I told a story to every child.
b. I told every story to a child.
b'. I told a child every story.
(Ioup, 1975: 47)

(18a)¢} (18b)= R% 714 2x
Fstrte] =AM 7 ‘a—every'® A

=3
o] a7t H2 89S VAT YU ds 1

2
L
i
flo
LS
ofo
e
filo

e A4 Az

18a") 9] ‘every’¢} (18b')

rlj
)
Y
fa
2
2
r o

Reinhart(1976)= F3tAbe] 2895 H57T30lA AiEEol Fdolztar At

aha, Aol el A (19)sh o] JEEole Jolg Hol st

_13_



(19) Cy1 C—Command:

/’\ A /BCDEF

A B C B/ AC
TN C / ABDE,F
D Cyz Cy2/D
TN E/F
E F F/E

‘the first maximal projection’® 7N HT+= & ¢ FL2 992 ‘the first
branching node’Z4 &g & Al o= node A9} node Ci= A4S A
v} sl+= ‘first branching node’©]”7] W&ol (19)¢ ttE EE nitE A EEosh
t}. 238 Y node D9 A-$, DE A|M|3}+= ‘first branching node’ =, node B7}
CE #&3slA E317] Wl D node CE AEFo] A F3ott). o] F Ao
Tol gk o2 74A] FAE Akl A = A== A (precedence) I SO E

Hlalste] AJ o5 A3

(20) S'

Vv NP, P NP,

(20)9] 7% NP, = A]uj3}+= ‘first branching node’ =, S7} NP,E XA]u}j3}#]
EolAInE S S'ol o] #EE7] wiitel a27bA] &2H7FA NPE A ujshAl H=
2 o] AwEA] Fkl NPio] Npyoll thgh Ad&8o7t 7FsshA €

(8) Every politician avoided some journalist.

4) Node A C—commands node B, iff the first branching node al dominating A either
dominates 3 or is immediately dominated by a node a2 which dominates B.

_14_



F3AL 2GS EFTTIAA AEEo] FFoletal B, (8)9 AT ‘every
politician’o] ¥ ZH&< & 7HA|= s 4] o] b5 st

o] ERA Al o7 Fspabe] aa s olol &% a2 o] % AH|
ol &l 7§k skl May(1977, 1985)7F 43pal 145 AlISkshal, Chomsky
(1993)5 TAo= 3 BAAZTHL HAF o2 75t ¥t g2 ¥4
HEY 24 43S 93 &89 MdRte ouaay) By 8o]7] wi
of L EAel ek oo w kAL 14 glo] sAste = ofe] 7HAl tiske Al
Alst= Ao = Wstgit

Chomsky(2000)+= HATF9oll dztste] [QUIRFE Sl L X9} o] (Move)2]
M =, FEAE ol d W & FFY BAA ol miVAE Hd A

7 (Shortest Condition)& FF3tAA Ao 2 o]Fdtth= Afoz A}

4

4
p

Ae AaTolol A2 A (Agree)ol AZHaol Alghar

Fohda [QUIE AAFORA, vl Fahbast Faatel Fatde] A A
We o el FahAt QY EAE ATn AR 3FAAE old
sAbd [QUISl A4t AVAY 27, 489 A4S o §3te] Fahalsl Ao
= Foyel EASE B3 KBS FRIte], Fol/THo] Fapbre 4§,
olF 5 Aol FaAl TN g, ACDTEAN 48 L EAEIL, whe
29 AxFY A 4H AW, HaAY 2, 8

mim
(o]

5) Chomsky (2000, 2001)ellA dx1&= HA3d zro] sl A afAl de) (the principle of Full
Interpretation: FI, Chomsky(1995): PF, LF¢] 2E QA7) 48] sy ool sltt= 94])
of 9J3] 87s = vead AAE AAstE 2o HFAAAAS Xd B3 (Probe)o] ©]
" &4 223 85t (matching) 3t AHES AW 534 (Goa) & zrol A X|(Agree)7} dojubx
ol ©H I EHieol nlsiagd o] AAlE Tt B} wElo] ¥ 84V AREFHE ¢A
o] Fzl BEEAE 249 BAMY IAE Pgo g AX7L HAs),

_15_



M. FsiAt Zgde] Fo4 54

3.1 389 Y4

G Aol B AT RE Reinhart(1976)= G 4898 %5
T2 AEEol AR Aot dshabe] o #BASE n s el A
May (1977, 1985)% WHIAAHEHS 7|02 wh—o/¥3}
A gk FAARQD ATE AlFeke] GEpAL Q1 T A
(ECP)9] A& 507 o2 Aol AN, Chomsky(1977)E £
T Fx9 ou] BAE A =EhEA ony EuAES ushA] ¢kal
SAF A o] A& ofof st A= Ay BAMEO Y] NS &
3tk o] 2 HlE O 2 Chomsky(1981, 1986)% F3A/SSIALT oA kA

=
dhs o AudEel e 2713 ECPE fuietes Ae AWated oes

S
o
%0
30
2 T
L
o

(21) a. Who loves what?

b. *What does who love?

6) “Colorless green ideas sleep furiously.”<} 7L°l gujAR o7 HkolEo]7] o]H EHE Z
(well—formed) ¥t =Ho|BE FAHFS oui5 =3y FEos ugiolof drja &t
A BALE S FA3

_16_



(22) a. [cp what; who; [ t; loves t;]1]

b. *[cp who; what; [ t; loves t;]]

(2D =g (22)°1A4, (21b)= (22b)el A2t o] ti= whoell ola] it
fr AMEA Fouw o] = xe THT dYE At Auid S wiE
o2 3 FHF defv s/ 2 sk S AHel &

A7} gJomg (23)9 £AS Hr}

ogh

(23) Everyone likes someone.
(24) a. [cp someone; everyone; [1p t; loves t;]]

b. [cp everyone; someone; [p t; loves t;]]

May(1977)% % 7H¢] = ge7t EAF2 F3eht o F =elgus 2o
4 4§92 J1Foz A4sUA oo wE YU 892 ANt +4
STh May(1985)% Fahile]l 9@ wAS HNsr) Astel EFTF2E 9
B2 dushis FEF A olgstnA FHAAY A A8 deel Az
& Ade FAUY olHd A b Fad wsks B39 e 4%

(25) a. There is someone y such that, for everyone x, x likes y.

b. For everyone x, there is someone y, such that x likes y.

>

(23)¢] 2FT2= (253, b)ek o] F 7HA9 MEA FEE Yhssi shd
o x

A argehs oulA Folge F kAl 7he] #go] ojolw oleld g
SRS &8 A (operator) B S}, o] 28 AVF HEEO] s o] 1A
o] Hi ¥&Aie A& el ¥ £ v ¥ el o]ate] (24b)E

(22b) 9} o] H|Fo] Iojof sFA|NE AAG LAo]mE May(1985)+ (23)9]

Y TAE (2402 B A4 AAHom wgst: F4e AP 9

—

_17_



(26) Scope Principle

Members of a 2—sequence?) are free to take on any type of
relative scope relation, where any two items A, B, are in a

>.—sequence if every maximal projection dominating A dominate B

and vice verse, and A does not dominate B.
(May, 1985: 34)

ol g9 A= &% FEHe wAE Bl Al He=
&3 = A dve o

ol
4 5 gonw T-AHE o

fr
©
(U8
o
©
ﬂ
fo,
lo,
=)
18
=
D
&
]
o
J
L
X
o
(o]
fr
=5
>
i)
4>
%0
o

(27) a. everyone > some

b. everyone < some

olsh o] AmA%olE 7] FaAl 489 o ouTat FAFAES

(28) 1 wonder [which book he [t; thinks [cp ts Mary [cp to read t11]11]

! Ii Ii It
(Fox and Pesetsky, 2004: 3)

7) Aoun & Li(1993: 45): > —sequence is a class of occurrences of operations O iff for any
operator Oi, Oj€W, Oi governs 0Oj, where "operator" means "phrases in A—positions at

LE".
8) Radford(2009: 246, 482): The semantic role played by an argument in relation to its

predicate.

_18_



A% oo olg= Fotol (28)9 nellM 714 A4dE ‘which book’S EW
L A7 Wl o] gskx] efal ol Wl ERH o oleHu. Y] v

Aol HSHAQ] THTR7E HEoAAA Ha a2 Ay Tl o] Jhsst

@ B gael FaAE maelt £ae] 49E B (200)9 2ol Fo

S} ZAof 9o FBATA rhE AW ATl gAC oAz, Buja &

& 2 ARFA everyone'ol W AFAS QA HNT Fr g, F
S

©H
o] #9119 ‘someone’©o] H& &9 S 7ME S oy, May(1985)9] =&

(29) a. Mary likes everyone.

b. Someone likes everyone.

(200)% “Mary7h RE AFE Fo} FrhE & A AHW AT

rir

5 WA, (29b)
T ‘someone’¥} ‘everyone'9] FthF #-EAt wEste] ol ejAE T
ok (29b)+= Foloh HAole] 28 AAVE vprd vE A S THA A HAN,
Agoo] uhlolm ol WstE FA e BT FEAE ARl 7 =
A

Aol Aso] FeEA et BASE Fox(2000: 3)9 F4 gstdA (29a)=

-

(30) Scope Economy
Scope shifting operation(SSOs) cannot be semantically vacuous.

(Fox, 2000: 3)
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7P ofwk far, upelA

ans

)
S

o]

2

o]

R8s

sk}, Fox(2000: 32)

58

¥ olES

|

73

3
pul

b

3l oF

ole 3 %A

585w, FHef do] T

Aol I Fatab 1ol

=
o

of A W E o

o] o]

}E,]’

el

3.3 J)FEH 0l YA}

&K

SRR

3

A (scope freezing)o| &0 &

o

o Zxoj7} o]

}E,]’

b ol

S

FaA, ol

ARl A2l o5

EuN
=

MIECRCIE

S

Qg AFEA ol EeThE o

=
=

A

o

lef o] AS

[e]
o3
jins

2ol uwhet

(31) a. John gave someone every coin.

*every > someone)

(some > every

[tp John [,p someone; [,p every coin, [,p gave [vp t1 [vp V t2]]

b.

1
s

4492 7

uo
TH

someone ©| ‘every coin’H.t}

¢

<
T

s

i GeAL o)

ok
i
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(32) a. I gave a child each doll.
b. I gave a doll to each child.
(Bruening, 2001: 234)

(313} s Fx2 oled 294 AolE Bruening(1999)e A= <l
@ ool A4 AN A Adeln, A2l 243 AUAYE £

o F oolgd H4om ¥Fa

(33) a. A child gave me each doll. (a > each , each > a)
b. She didn't give me many dolls. (not > many , many > not)
(34) a. Shortest Attract Condition
A requirement F' attracts the closest feature F that satisfies F'.
b. Shortest Move Condition
The overt movement of must be shortest, observing the

Minimize Chain Links.

(Chomsky & Lasnik, 1993)

o] ¥ A (35)F ¥AFW (36)0 4¥T = Ark.

(35) Ozzy gave someone everything
(36) a. someone; everythings [vp Ozzy gave ti ts]
! |
! |
b. *everything, someone; [vp Ozzy gave ti to]

! |

_21_



'z
X,
Bjie
X
2
rlr
0¥
o
Bjie
X
2
T
o
i)
rlo
)
oo
12
filo

ZHAA] @A (37)3%

(37) a. v ..... someone everything
b. someone; v ... t; everything,
! |
c. someone; everything, v ... t; to
! |

(38) a. v ..... someone everything

b. someone; v ... t; everything,
! |

c. *everything; someone; v ... t; t

(38c)9] vl A EA= wh—o]9] ol53} =3 DP9 o|sdA & 4 At}

(39) a. ??What did who read t? — (?? WhP, v WhP; t»)
! | ! |
b. what did John read t? — (WhP; v DP t;)

! | |
(40) a. *A book was given John t. — (* DP, v DP; t)
! | ! |
b. John was given t a book. — (DP; v t1 DPy)
! | |

= (39), (40)3} #o] o]Fdl= &
S FHTS ¢ F AW (3809 ATE FAF 43I FATE Hol W

olF> BIISHER o= FAMH AAG el F 7HA HAol Fedith
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3.4 BAT A% TES F5A}

B sMe] BEIS Fr adse wum §9 PRI S A
o B4e ol 4geol 22 W vy FRS BPshA @k (413} 2ol

FAE A FRol 45T W Bge] Folgel A A9t 9

(41) a. A boy admires every teacher and Mary does, too.

b. A boy admires every teacher and a girl does, too.

ftlo
N

(41a)+= “ojH 3 2do] RE AAES &3, Marye EE A4

BT = 3 A s ARE 7RI (41b)= A3t wEste] fojm And ol
A

£
rlr
%
1%
H oM

E e E4%3, ofd 2Un 94 RE HA4Ue =4 @
9

8
>
Sl
rln
rx
ox
ui®)
o
ri
o

‘WE APl AN EAse sdol 4 4 dn

S oW &7} 7t 7 24 B 84

TE Age] Juksi(ESG) el 2

(42) Ellipsis Scope Generalization (ESG)
The relative scope of two quantifiers, some of which is in an
antecedent VP of an ellipsis construction, may differ from the
surface c—command relation, only if the parallel difference will

have semantic effects in the elided VP.

% BAN Qe FEEA Fal el Fedor o Foldtn i
Aolth ESGHTE A8 AA4 At Yok FH, aem 1 A Aol
PP e7she YPY 2aoR FAsle]l Yrku B 5 gow, 1 U9
H g olFFahAL TR M} BAs.

4
12

-

rv (

’
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3.5 AAAL HE A4A FE9 34t

oA} Qlaba WA wle] QU Ao okwd WS Eaelel dax
¥ 2HA] G- (antecedent contained deletion: ACD)©| 2 t}. Hornstein(1994)
o) ARk Fsha} Aol olulE Eo] AAzel WAL W olFoln 77

ke
&= &8kl ACDTE2 G3Ab IS AAe= e, HaFe 7Rk

(43) a. Dulles suspected everyone Angel did.
b. Dulles suspected everyone Angel suspected.
c. Dulles [vp suspected everyone (that) Angel did [vp e]]
d. Dulles suspected everyone (that)

Angel did [vp suspected everyone (that) Angel did [vp e]]

(4305 (430)A% AHHAW ACDTFANAE FAT A P} el A
Phe FATE wed BAsh: o] ohth (430)elM F&E FATE
A7) 98 T2 FATE BAGE (4300 H 9 2ol BAE BAFU] A
o EATI TPl T wdol WA Ak T 28 FA GBS S5t
BAZE Qojupy] Aol WEA G BATFE BAGY gom o] FAA} v

Fpal o2 s A T

(44) a. [ip [everyone that Angel did [vp ell; [1p Dulles [vp suspected ti]]]

b. everyone that Angel did [vp suspect t;] Dulles [vp suspected t;]

(43a)e] FatAt 4bo] HEHW (44a)7F K3 ThA ofvle] A BATE B
Apeld (44b)e] TEE AYA Hol 7 wdel WxA 9 & A
1o mebA May(1985)% o] MsiAb X Abal o] sl A4S A%

o 2.

1

¢

=
[e)
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3.6 wh—o]} F3lAL

Fspit gl WAS BHeAY] Al AdE FI AFS 0T F0
3 g ga-wG T2 PN wh—oje] o] F} wwE © B vjxe g

(45) a. What did everyone buy?

b. [cp whaty [ everyones [vp t2 [ t1 [v buy [vp V t1]]1]1]1]]

(452)= "= Abgho]l 42y FolS A=y’ of “RE AR FolS AR
o] 5 7FA| Y7t tf 7hs e, (45b)ol Al ‘what’ ‘everyone’s AJi-Eo]shaL,
‘everyone’ & ‘what’e] el I FAYL (1, & AEES G AR Y g
= AA TYAQ WS THH= Bl BEA dS5En

WRE (46)© W F] 4 Q) gt

(46) a. Who saw everyone?

b. [cp whoi [ve t1 [vp everyones [vp saw t2]]]]

(46)2 ‘who'7} H2 89S 7 & 4wt 7hsghd], (46b)ollA] ‘who' &
‘everyone & AHE%E0] SFA|YF ‘everyone’2 ‘who'dde] o] QA% AREE
st 4= glomE ‘who'7} ‘everyone’ WU} & 2898 7HX = A vt 7R A €
vp= A Awsk = Qo

T3k (46a)° tste] ‘who'®t Y& 2E9E VA= 9y digyt 7hssh x|

filo
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(75) Q—Superiority:
If the scope of Q includes the scope of wh, then Q c¢—commands
the trace of wh.

(Williams, 1988: 139)

Q-84 20 WEW wh-olst FaAbage] mE FoYe FaAT
wh-ol& AEEo] T u WA, oy JRAE olFe EHL T

(48a, b)+= (46a, b)) AFTZo|t}

(48) a. [Who; [everyone [see t;j]]1]?

b. [Who; [t; [saw everyone]]]?

FAe FIATE AAH B ANS FESEM, FS 489 A4, FA

g9 4, Tela F 2% A (pair-list reading)®] 374 ANE A5

(49) Which dish did every boy make?

(50) a. narrow—scope answer : (Every boy made) pasta.
b. functional—scope answer : (Every boy made) his favorite dish.
c. pair—list answer: Al (made) the pasta, Bill the salad,.....

(Krifka, 2003: 499)
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)

ol
==
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IV. %Al ZHgele] o4

ol
>
fu
o,
(o,
AL
of\
>,
o
X
=
fo
i
dp
=
ot
o
fru
X

HWE wj, X 8f(government)2

A= 7]Estd il gl

=
ot
rlo
2
re
re
2
2
>
sl
()
i
rlr
Sl
rln
M
rE
[ﬁ
ox
N
o
)
=
i

(51) a. Someone believes that everyone will be invited. [I>3V, *V >3]

b. Someone believes everyone to be invited. [I>3V , V>3]
(5la)e #49 Fahibrt $&A9 Fshbnct §e 2898 sk YA
o] AL = FA A Brh HE 2E9S 7 4 glth olddl o
# 71%Hel dhow gl e dAHow A ASATE Aot AL

QRe| 7Hd 717k CP7HAIRE o] w&tth= A& 9w gkt (51a)el A ‘someone’ 9]
BT, AL WEA CPolH LefA A dshite 3 SASSAL 98] A&
o] At (5la)E (51b)¢}F dix3) ok

(51b)E= Y4, W2 289 =& F2 289 o £x 7h5sit. o
Zg-ole] (51b)ellAE FHolAY (5la)ollME 182 ¢¢27t? (5la, b))

TZ9F #Hste] o]= (52a, b) = AWt

|

9) AujALol2o AYAAE ‘A ZFo]E(X—bar theory), &7 Fo]Z(Theta—Theory), Zo]&
(Case theory), Z<0°]2(Binding theory), %HAl°]&(Bounding theory), Au¥lo]&(Government
theory), Aol & (Control theory) S22 FAEC}.
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(52) a. CP

C IP

AA

everyone [
[3rd sg |
pre] %

TN

Vv CP

| /\

believe C 1P

that I'

/\

C 1P everyone '

I' will V'

someone [ be V NP
[3rd sg | |
pre] V' invited

DP I
everyone [' VP

to V'

be invited
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A

HA E

S

]

<
)AO
iy

}

o= 97

s
AR

FH =

Qo]

}

9
pl

A

-
It

¢1o] Lo

=

o]t} Chomskyd FHAFo AE:=

Al

A

st HATE AlEs B
2o} wj7fH <l o] E(principles—and—parameters theory: P&P)¢]

S

b1

°©

<l
=24 A9 (recursive definition)

I3

7} 5z of| A
@A A A=} (step—by—step procedure)®

HaFo 7|27 o= lojo] 2
AR AEH R A7 H o g

2
kel
-
-
hu

BTl AEHAem A7|HE V=4 B3

W (derivational approach)

)
S

=

Al

e

23

]

(o]

3

4r
>
N

<0
o
k-

—_
110

(well—formedness condition)S & 9]

A) A B (representational approach)

T
st

1

R

Side

°
v o & ‘John'o] o

o

bz A
2

=

=

o] a
GBe] o] &

1

2]
}

9
pl

A

e
b. John T—seems [t to be intelligent]

A==,
S

(53) a. T—seems [John to be intelligent]

159
(53b)el of
2 9ule 7

o

JCEEIREER

3|

‘seem’®l] <]

1
s

A

A 9]

ol J

B!
fife)
Np

el
z]T_

el

ol J

el

my

wA
o

—_
fife)
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(53a)°l t

(53b)H.t}+=

QEPS T

TR R *

[e)

I

o 7M.

259 A

'y

Z710o|t}, 13y Epstein, Groat, Kawashima,

oJo A} A o]% Chomsky(1995)7FA]

B

ok
=k

ol AHAE A

Kitahara(1998)<l u}

AL

1
s

mj

wA
B
o

B

TH

—_
fife)

wA
27

e

o=a ad Jpdem AREEAL QU

sHoRA BAH 230 A

0] =
A -

I A elslofo} shrhi

3|

gl 9]

gkt

o

o
TH
el

[m
b

(terms)<-

(Epstein et al, 1998)

Z}
S,

Fshite)

1
s

7 47l M

BN ARE HaFel o

il

FahAl

el
T

%

B8r
ojo

sk,

R 7] 2

3

o A w3t 4k
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4.1 ¥ 93

s st 258 TPl A=
defel LF

3

1

= o
=

TZeke DP

o
i

’

o}

]

Aol A <

o

=

o 2]

Wee) mEAol

1=

= o
=

BN FaAT

T
T

el

—_
1o

my

AL BRI 9

o] 2 %

3

g

1

1

Al A2 el A

3 A

Ay
O

Qe

FstAt 2l

Aol thsfo] Ldopt

Al

=]
RN

23]

oy

4.1.1 ¢fuzp

i

Ho

Ho

W
i
p

_do

3

4r

il H]=3

3|

£-8 2 (operator)ol] ¢

ERE

AsA oz =g g et o

TH

et

o] 7b53

ey
-

]

Xpe] 37}l §)=

sH=

N

1985) <}

R8s

3k May(1997,

AT

el
=

Eal

289

7}A] a1

A=

%

ol

a

X

.

]

61} o
Aoun & Li(1993a)2]

o] 2]

[

gefl A 2] FAL

el

DEERE

==

F(weak crossover) &=

L x

ok
=
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24e A9 5 Uk ot Uzt 54 Fee wh-olBo] o]
¢ A 2SR AAe 1 S gledE Tuee A gt
Az olFo] oA sigkSole BT A} A%-wgo
AL FspArt BASE Aotk a4 T LFIA QRS Fejz Fw o]%o] 9l
AThE mE Ao AWHET o] AL tEAle] AW A oj@s] eI A

& o= o7 A%-wF o] b5 (56)9] AN ¥

(0]
fru
%
1%
i
rlr

(56) Who; t; thinks that hey; is smart?

(56) 9= WEAtel b Adsee HHe whool7h Be Agre

AN

Al &}

2
Aol JAs el YL AASHE Qo] ot wh-Tsk AN SE A
Qo] wet 1 el Wats Rojnk

A, CETA EE U o

ofe] Abge W A%-NF AN Dol
W QA @k He'wE his e B tBARE Ai9le] AAE 4] ol
AA FEAG Fou e wl, A Ex o498 t9AL ‘hefshe Tt his/her'

A = 71w e,

(57) As for the new employee, his/her duties will include...

wh—ole] el A, ofdd nl-Ad ddofo] AMgE Yo AE-uFge s
RHETh (56)5 (58a)9F #o] ThA] W, A&-3 34 o] JmHTh= S

H &t
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(58) a. Who; t; thinks that he/she; is smart?

b. Who; t; thinks that he; is smart?

B 0 wh-olsh £ A} ol
Az-wgow Fgad Rah g EHEA e ge ApD
& ANFA At dlE So] g AT John'ol thal ol71Eka YTkA (58b)¢]

A9 WHA he's A-wgo Agatt glo] ofe wad John'S AA

K}
©
£l
=
L
=
12
=
py
o
©
S
N

S
v}

wh—olt= 1319 JFTx 9)HelA Spec CPZ o5& ® tAE AUA
=

wakehs 54E 77 Wil 1 wfde wAp A7 €t o= tigAbb
FTTxNA wh—EHE FEEolahA] Rapy] wjel oFg10 wxp wjd el
3L gkt

ok wab wldS dolakd F dE FORE (59)0lA tiEAE A&-wFgo

2 Z831R] E3ta, wh—o] ‘who'¢t Y X% H¥E AHolth whef 1=ty

“who is x, such that x's mother likes x?"+= & @2 (60)3 72 ZFo|t},

(60) [Whose mother]; t; likes him;?

SHATE (59)+ (60)°] ovst= AE SolA] Eevh (59)9] ‘his'& HEE=A]
‘who'¢} & A xEE 7t} ‘who'= $8 T ‘John'S 9 w|slal, “who does

l

”

his [i.e. John's] mother like?"E E11 9+ ZHo|t}, (59)9} ol &AL v 3]

B2}

10) cpaate] W) Ad oz 4 wAwME e dEAE who£42 4R ol dt,



(61) Who; t; likes his; mother?

o714 WBALe A% -wg slde] Fhsakeh (61)€ “w7b 1 Aale] ginp

E ZTolsl=71"E 5 Zo|EE o]= (61)9 wh—9]7} Spec CPZE o|&3g uj
NWHEALE wx}elR] 7] wiEo, AL gk A& —wWHel dAo] 7lEsit). R
2 Ao’ HEES AFgstid, (59)¢F (61)9 #FolE & 4 Ut}
(62) a. ??Who does his/her mother like?
b. Who likes his/her mother?
(62a)9} (63)Ato]9] Ulx& WSl (62a)7F oA AL A&H-w3E 4

ol

o] FAE+= Fuat wjdE FAGE AP wjFolt). dFA%F C‘his/her’'E AF-ES)
v2A A&E-WY A4S AT 5 A HvbE (62b)ol A= FAE wxl afd
o] glormwe A&-—We AE FHAIst= Aol wA7F §ltt.

| #1ete] wh—o1& <43ALZ thAlskal, wh

12
=
24
to
o
oty
>
>,
o,
r\il
X
il

1>
_\E.L
s
A

(63) Everyone; loves his; mother.

(63)> A ALE A&HF-WHFo g dfAste Ao od LAE gloh. eH st
‘for every x, x loves x's mother 2 AAAHA A, 5 AL-H3 o 3
=

Aol 7hsshe EEolt}h (63)2 (64)9 s S|
(64) =His; mother loves everyone;.

(64)9] Wigrls Z2E-wdoz dFshA] Xoh= FAT HIAY. (64)E
(63)3 H3YsA =, (64)7}F ‘for every x, x's mother loves x.' & 21| 35}A
L=t} o o]lel Aol A7]= A7E? Reinhart(1983: 129)7F Moo, o™

5
At 2 mel fAse AER @ A%-dFow g A B A
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(65) a. Near his; child's crib nobody; would keep matches.

b. For his; birthday, each of the employees; got a Mercedes.

F, (64)¢] LFelA ofulzl wf<d

S

Aera 714

o
=

‘every 7} QR

% 744 Aeluk.

(66) [ip everyone; [;p his; mother loves t;]]

A%-n

o (64)°lA

92l

7} o =2

1
s

I EE ‘everyone ©] QRS A/UTH

==
)

_do

il

(67) a. Everyone loves his/her mother.

b. ??His/her mother loves everyone.

[—=
file)

o
)

|
4r
p

FEAE ofm
b 27 FEH R LRAA SAH R gA ETh

o]l‘f

4.1.2 APAL JE A FF

olt}. ACD

glo] 23l LFelA

2

7o) ohe A4

&

£ YEhlEH, o

5w &4

gl WA=

el

(68a)oll A EHAZE dojupr] el =] el
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3 olFo] dojurel (70a)7h ohh (71)0] Ho] ek wge] Falol 4w
sk,

(68) a. Dulles suspected everyone Angel did.
b. Dulles suspected everyone Angel suspected.
c. Dulles [vp suspected everyone (that) Angel did [vp e]]
d. Dulles suspected everyone (that) Angel did
[vp suspected everyone (that) Angel did [vp e]]
(69) a. [ip [everyone that Angel did [vp ell; [1p Dulles [vp suspected ti]]]
b. everyone that Angel did [vp suspect t;] Dulles [vp suspected t;]
(70) a. Dulles [acrop [xp everyone Angel did [,p ell; agr [ve suspected ti]]
b. Dulles [agrop [np everyone Angel did [vp suspect t;]];
acrlve suspected ti]]

(71) Dulles [agrop aGri acr Lve suspected [xp everyone Angel did [vp e]]]
BA} Qolupr] el WEA] o BAFE WA wom oA} s

o Al Ao AaE = Ut (68a)ell FFAF ¢lato] AL (69a)7f
Hal A A7]e] 4 FAFE HAEHE (69b)2] FER7F Ho Fgk 3kl wl

(72) a. I [yp read [every letter [that you did <read t>]]]

b. I [vp gave [every coin [that you did <give t to Mary>]] to Mary]

2
ol e & vk 2y Bl SHEHW ABAF 2ol e
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Gtk sluksh @ BAPE T4 gRel A she) T ¥t U @ & 9l
7] WEolthD, agvhd AQ BATI A FATE TFea Y= ACDTE
o WYY 2AS F5 T F Qe AR o] BAE It A4S 4IFO

(73) a. [every letter [that you did <read t>]] I [yp read t]
b. [every coin [that you did <gave t to Mary>1]]

I [vp gave t to Mary].

(73)01 418} ol FahAb A A8 Tl AW BATOl A FAT £F
Ho QA B TERE AYFORA AW BATE T FAT BIE T
S 44T 5 QA Ho) Y 4GS AusA @A Ak

BN

ofWl FAFF ACDTEAA AW FAT 4TS & wE F3h GATI o
AT Rz WALt SR Pt WATE T
98 At BT bedt AL A3 5 dvh TOAA F3h GATL
Fshb Q3 Ag F AN bsR AAE BE P YA PY ¥ Row

(75a)9} (75b)9] F27} % 7}5aic).

FF

(75) a. [[every book that I recommended]; [John refused PRO
to read til]
b. John refused [[every book that I recommended]; [PRO

to read t;]]

11) Fox(2001: 17)& Parallelism(VP1 can be deleted only if the discourse contains a pronounced
VP2(the antecedent VP) such that VP2 is syntactically identical to VP1)< A|et3}ar, VP1
S VP13 SAM o & dA| st whgo] HE Ad FANE VP2rE s w A JbsEitta 5
ooz, dd SATE A SATEe AR dof do.
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(75a)¢} (75b)= XA wAolA v, (76)2] ACDTi-2 HlF<o] 4ot}

(76) John refused to read every book that I did.

<#read t>/<refuse to read t>

(76)°ll4 e FA] a2 WE EAH read’Z o]l AL FH S
T ‘refuse to read’ = ol# k= F 7HA ;A ThsAdel ok HAAY s w
FA1717] flstel &3t gAb = AW FA Be s o)d Urtof stee, EA
refuse’ HtF W 28-S THA= siANE 2 Aok A" $A S refuse

to read’®] ARk ZEAA Ho] W H ]l Al .

(77) a. P
/\
NP 1P
/\
[every book that NP I
I recommended]; | T
John 1 VP
/\
V 1P
| /\
refused NP T
| /\
PRO I VP
| /\
to \|7 N|P
read t‘i
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NP T
I
John I VP
/\
\Y 1P
| /\
refused NP

AA

[every book that I NP

recommended]; | /\

PRO 1 VP
| /\
to \|7 N|P
read t‘i

ol¢} o] ACDT-ZollM el Hd3AL 2gs AANF= g2 FsAF Ado]

dastr, 43l s dAFo =M AEAH A FA9 o So] 7hsst
}.
E O dFoR ACDT o] olsHAe] 7 ¥ wE 2ok
(78) a. John gave someone everything.
(*every>some)

b. John gave someone everything that Mary did [vp 2]

(*every>some)

c. *[everything that Mary did [vp A ]]x [John gave someone x]

(78a)oll A ¢} w7 7EA| 2 ACDT+¢! (78b)dlM = s4dE 289 sfArt 7}

soto] ‘every 7b W2 %

ofo
12
ftllo
L
i
-
g0
iv
I
i)
i
o=
e
o
4
M
-3
oS
ot
>~
>
o,

ol AT (78c)9k e Fx7F d Aola, TG ‘every7t U W2 #
S9s 2 s AT TG oleh e Al 45t HH4o] BETE olF
ARk 1

Eo A8 BAE Wad wtvhn BAW AR 5 g B



= O olsdlof ARt 15| AT SAE vA gon, ol e 28
o] FAH wx= AT B Aotk wEkA o]FHA o FEoA F TN
EHol7k o Felatelar, F WA HHolE AgtE FAE AT #AES X
3E ACDTES Ak HuAe] e AWd £ gl
= o fdEel ggprtek ah=d)
WA FA ozt WA ol &)

(79) a. John gave someone everything that Mary did [vp 2]
b. [tp John; [,p [someones [,p everything that Mary dids

[vp t1 [vp tz2 [vp v ts]111]1]]

Gt o] 5w & FAA olwd miRZHAIR AStH = Aol HdAw
7ot} Chomsky(1995: 297—299)¢] Ato. = o]F2 o] zpdo] FHS
24 e, ofu) Hufel el wel 7 Ale a4t shele] a4
o \A fedEa A 2AF f¥e 84 F P b g HRE Fof
stbal FA48ka, Richard(1997: 113)E Hwhely Hdo]

AukA ¢l Ao 2 &S A A )

offt
[o
td

(80) Attract
An attractor K attracts a feature F, creating a copy a' of
an element a containing F, and merging a' with K.
The relation between a', K, and F must all obey Shortest.
(81) Shortest
A pair P of elements [a, B] obeys Shortest iff there is no well—
formed pair P' which can be created by substituting v for either

a or B3, and the set of nodes c—commanded by one element of
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P' and dominating the other is smaller that the set of nodes

c—commanded by one element of P and dominating the other.

o]#]3t Hu7 g ZAL o] ol g AE

Jo
r o
_OL
rlr
N
I
to
o
)
e

vhi} ol
A B o AdslE, OF G A 9 SR 242 25k 7

GRS AR FEAE B WA g2 A9 FEAE ol E skl H= Aol

(o]

L,

9 A4 zAoZ A% EAMel Utk sheiThE QR A LPMFS 9
=]

RE FEFY shvbe May(1977)7F A2 =999 =X 94
Z7 (Proper Binding Condition)o]|™ < A] o}z

= 7P dZdE ol 3l

1o,
o2
ot
>
iin)
I
BN
)
:‘_J‘
S

(82) Condition on Proper Binding
Every variable in an argument position of a predicate must be
properly bound.

(83) Condition on Quantifier Binding
Every quantified phrase must properly bind a variable.

(84) Predication condition
Every argument position of a predicate must either be a referring
expression or a properly bound variable. A variable is properly

bound by a binding phrase & iff it is ¢c—commanded by .

A4AE 20 ol =7 AAd Qe 7 MPL WEA Ahe A% ol
of 31, Fshal A& xlo® RE FahAbri weAl HAs WIS Aol
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23l s

ot st A% AL FAANE TFFE A% TAW LUk o] UL
WEA = el e 2ol EFTRAM =dFUE At FH QR
o 7% Y, =P AL BE S 9T MTS Asd
FAT F90lth o] FHoIM 7k P A Ak RE WP 24
(¥E)E WEA JREO BT

%o 27, A4A% 27, P} A% 209 JN(FLE A Aol
Fshit A FHA @ =P oW T2 ANHANE ARsE Ao
.

< Wodth o] Aol ofal 3 ) ol e FEAE TH =Tl o] el May

(1977)= Wil Ev F2 2895 Aodn.

(85) A quantified phrase ¢ has wide scope with respect to a distinct
quantified phrase W iff W is included in the scope of ¢ , and
not vice versa. A quantified phrase ¢ has narrow scope with
respect to a distinct quantified phrase W iff ¢ is included in

the scope of W and not vice versa.

a2 hdSs dAlskar e FEAbE = (86)9] e HAk

(86) Every man in some Italian city likes opera.

(Poole, 2011: 208)

(86)°1 4 ofwl zh-g-Ho] 7hsdrky o] T2 ToH IV kel A o] =9

12) A4 25 £57% S84 BAETE Fiengo(1974)¢] At} thg zolth,
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o

ot (86)2 QRO] F3AtE o= ZFHol WA AG i we} 7hsdk 7 7
A AS 7RI weF ‘every 7h Y B2 89S 7HITE (86)2 ‘e
Abgsks JH7Ie] oWl o]gkglote] mAle] AMHTE ofu|gith. WhH | ‘some’©]
g He 2E89S 7RInd, “shue] oW olggo} mA] AT A= b 7}
Abgel e¥EtE Fob Fuetal sfMd Aol vre] YL Q=
A stE AL oy oA gt ‘every > some’d A9 Zo] ‘every 7} ‘some’
HUp 852 89S 7HH = A2 o7t Aok (86)ell= F e FsAbE A
T FolH ol X BTt (86) oWl 543 ojgte o} mAIeE 1 Ao Ak TN
Qlo] e¥ets Fof et s E 5 AU
e FEAE e el oz A2 dEHdd (8)9] FFE BAL

lo

M
0
o

(8) Every politician avoided some journalist.

()l A= 7 7N Fshrrt Sod & wheo] AaAgste AS sEetA s
A ek (86)°4 = obdth. May+= QRe] LF&
H Kol F 7 dAe AvEuA gige S 5 dvka Aljkg ‘some’
o] © & AE&9e 7= AFE dAAe EA QRS Ao R AL FsHAL

°H - 1 g
P He A89E A7) g every'el 93] o] 5= DPE dOR

o
2
R
o
u
2
)
o
l
N
N
o
_Orh
e
N

o
fru
>

WA A2 HH, QRS DP [every man in some Italian city]ol] %83t

‘some > every'9 3A1S L=t

(87) a. Cp
|
Cl
/\
C IP3
/\
DP 1Pc
AN
every man DP I'
in some | /\
Italian city; t; I VP

[3rd sg pre] likes opera
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b. Cp

|
C
/\

C IP4

/\
DP 1Py
VAN

some Italian DP 1Pc
city; /N TN
every DP I'
man | TN
inty t I VP

[3rd sg prel] likes opera

18 S DP ‘some Italian city'S QR3F LF&|A o] AE (87b)ollA] & <

ATk 2y ‘every' 7t ‘some’Etk T H ZEAES VM= AL B 3

Aolt}, WA ‘some Italian city' & 5] DPolA QR3F t}S DP [every man in
t]1E QR3PH, 1 A3 (88)9 Fx7F dAvt. A HAHE AHHEH ‘every man

in t'7F QREo] AT} 7 ‘some Italian city’'e] =A< 974 "k 1 A3

— 1= =

DP; [some Italian cityl= ¢ ©olA 1 &4 & AEFolsA X3tk DPE A

o JRLANNS)

wisks A A 7HA ulElel 1Py DPE AwjshA R,

(88) CP

every man DP; 1Pc
in tiA /\
some DP I'

Italian city | /\

t I VP

| AN

[3rd sg pre] likes opera
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OFAlo| A Al A LFol s AHAAZL Z7(Proper Binding Condition)13)ef 2]
gk AlekS Wh=th (86)llA S o] FEAE deel= Eskal QRA S T
74 7Fe A2 itk wHeF ‘every man in some Italian city’ol] ©]¢] ‘some Italian city’
£ QRIHH 5T = (86)clA ‘every7F W2 A8 E 7HA= @40l The
3tk WA ‘some I[talian city’ TFSol ‘every man in t'S QR3}7] 9ske] (88)
of A¥= WE e dukd dH F AAAELE xS AvEt ageEg e 2

< TAE QRe A8 4 jlaL, (86)2 ‘every 7l ‘some’HUt W& AEAS

4.1.4 F3A} A3 FAHE

o] Chomsky(1993)9] HAZHAM, w2 FAYS F7dhe
o e Ao Jpdre R Hof gle HaFe] oMo s WY i
ofo] A 543 A = GETE HaFod oln] EAFIER FEAL A
of doAddt ZAAA g As A HAFE o]EedlA EWEAL 7
wo® F ASolEnt AAste R Frbe FEpatet O WEdE ¥ ASH o=
AR A Feth oled FHEA 848 52717 HelAMRt Tk st A
ol s FEHEH w717k dojdtt= ol Hornstein(1995, 1999)& W=
ol FomM Fet e wE AASHA il 7IEe dEatet A ofv|E)
Aol EEs Alsta ATl 4 H3 ol me} [Spec, AgroP]29| =%
ole ddor A LAY A& dde AW ¢ dvka FAAR

T3 E o (almost—command) 9] 7NE S AFSHARE FSAF Q1 glo] EA
Add T TS AW |k FEE 1§ #Ee el A
FepAbeh AL @ el g A, 7 Ne] Al FEabE 2dE =,

13) LFols9 &42 93y ol59 &3 o] 159 AaAle o Hlt=A] JEFo] Hojof
El=

14) 1990dt Chomskyd] HAFe TR 3L GBY oz 71X 7|nd FAXE A Ast, <
dojo] A4 &8 XAUES FolRgs 12 AASE B ZdE 2 A
A Aot AFHTS AT Aot o5 HIwe AT WHS Adst=
ste] 7] AAS ol = (X' —theory) tHAlol W (merge) ¥ ©]&(move)oldh= 7%
Adojo] a3k Zlor i FE2 dedlE FHoR oldsles Alx=olth
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A

w FEAbE A A ol vhehbe Bl 4uE £ g,
WA FspAbs O RAD} @ Lehte 2o Ao dE Bl

(89) a. Who saw everyone?
b. Who; [ t'i [ve1 ti [vp2 saw everyone]]]

c. [cp whoi [1p t'y vp everyone; [vp t; saw t; 1111

Aoun & Li(1989)% (90)<
O FEAY A YElyE 3o
LY E FA]A A3l

(o
Ac)
il

WobEe] (91)& AHsh=dl, FahAlst

FE dolN Hads 23 48

o= i =

L
o
12
ot

4

4
o

1€ (OF #5ke 087 L&

o3
MN

g
)
rlo

(90) a. oA T4 3Ed

(Chomsky, 1981: 231)
e g,
Ho

rnstein, 1985: 634)

b. FahAHSE FATH WFS Ao E (C)

(Aoun &

il
MN

(91) 7}&3 A<=} (Potential Binder)
A7} BE AE&FolstaL, A7) Hl+=8 f1A]d il A9} B7} 3A% I+

A of|e BuA em s 2 Aolw, Ak Be| 5@
Mg 2447} He,
(Aoun & Li, 1989: 168—169)
wh-ols} FEAITE L@ Folx LFF9] wh-ol o] tjateli
MAZ AREAL s Aotk Wk Qrol H99H 249 thgoletd of
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(92) [p2 someone; [vp seems [ip1 t; to know [ that everyone loves

Mary]1]]
(92)° A ‘everyone’S F49 VPo| F7FA 71 =g de+= (93)9]t}.

(93) [ipz someone; [vp everyone; [vp seems [ip1 ti to know [ip that t;

loves Mary]]]]]

BAls] A FAY o5 A9 Aelth. AT QRS FHAE FA
o g0 ol BA7IA RHh QRS FEAIL bE A 1Pl A
Sltk. o IPE FshAbE AMSAE U Fel xE R,

(94)8 sefs)n AL,

(94) a. [pa some student thinks that [ John saw every band]]
b. [pa some student; [;pa t; thinks that [1pg every band;
[ps John saw t;111]
c. [ipa every band; [pa some student; [ipa t; thinks that

[1ps John saw t;11]]

TkoF ‘some student’E IPyol 1HA]7]3L ‘every band'E IPgell 1 AIZ1WA LF
= (94b)7} €t} ‘some student’”} ‘every band'E A&To] sl 1A ‘some
student’”} ‘every band’®} Ml e w ¢ Y& &S VHHYE A oR, E=
o] e WE=E Fvial AZbels e Aol JHE oulgitt. wHA, ‘every
band7} B 322 f1A9] IP F, Pyl JIFAIIHH (94c)9] LFE whso] <
t}. 3FAIEF ‘every band' 7} ‘some student’9} W]uEA O H2 LS T1HHA
T (940)9] LF= t9] s W=7l Qloks 9n2 sfddn. B Wes
Fo] IES @ua AZsts oWl o] lomZ | “Mary thinks John saw
Guided by Voices, Bill thinks that John saw Baby Ray.”5¢] @}%lo] 7}& 38}t

AT (94a)E EEdhA &l ‘some’ ‘every HUl T W& #HEAS 7HA
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(94c)ell A FAIE = 8142 =3 QRAFEe= HY ey =79 ofw
TAHAE gtk [Pa] BE ‘8452 AAHE AFetA] XEE [Ppe WA
AT Py ottt o7k o1 BAY 3 §EEA] 7HE 7k IPel Q1A et
Ao " 7hA Xk A FERabe] LFolss w=oehr] HE skl S
AHEE F loB R ol YA e EAlFoE BT

mpA ko w o FstabrE Al ) o] dEueE e 49, (95a)¢ BETE
(95b) ¢} =2 & H (95¢)& A HAL

(95) a. Every student; showed an original designs to at least
three professorss.
b. [1p every student; [1 [vp t; [vp showed [sc an original designs
[vp [vp e tollpp [pp to three professors]]]]]1]]1]]
c. [ every student: [ ti [1 [vp an original designs

[ve t1 [vp showed [sc ts [vp three professorss

[ve [vp e ts3 [pp to t21111111111]

HArTo olE2 It Q1 wAE d¥d =7 (Uniformity Condition)oll
ojgto] s gty oW EHA 80| obF ol glo] wASE o|Holt, e &
Aps} o] Fo| vk AL ool drpH dWA S of7]= Ao HER GSHAF ¢
&2 =y @dHent, 5 EA8 oot HEH= Aow AFFHo] oA st

AR e A e dE AR olFe] iAE ol E= olFel A&

4 AArke AgHom A4 oo A Ao BAF oA, i ¥
A5 ol Folw A golof AW ol Ay £AL of7] Aotk 29 %3

Ab RIS o] Aol siFdth. eivshd FERAl )12 o ol4r flo] =9

golut, = Ex13} o] Font HEHE= Aow Aol glvl. webs Hornstein

=
©
©
(@]
O
o
Aoy
Lo
oS
oty
>
>
ro,
ox
o,
(i
rlo
BN
DX
o,
i
o
i
ko)
=2
>
Mo
2
N
oL
%0,
lo
o
i)
ol



Aok &, = dEelM e FEE 1T F7F o] dHEH o §715)

4.2 289 92 A2 HAo A% a4 IA

4.2.1 F49 ¢3

Aoun & Li(1989, 1993)= F3AL A2 &9 ToAde ddst=d
of =@l QR WE AMfolM 2o dgE AEsty, HAAE =
71 (Minimal Binding Requirement: MBR)3¥} 289 2](SP)Z 1 T4 S A
sy

Aoun & Li(1993)9] HAadL oo 4243 2§ dde= #4849 94

Fgol tatel =3 Bask Ak A FY F) Qo] A o Fel 2AT
A B A2z olee A Aol AT A Yol Yedl Aol Pl

A QU el ek poeli olgel ALY FAY A RH 3

15
AE BolAl Fal w3 FoAEE o Bes] A9 & Q. ek o o %
&9 (inverse scope)= HA o FspAL7E Fof Fshrte] W (variable)S A&

u] YeldtE (96)9 Z89 982 Aok

(96) The Scope Principle
A quantifier X may have scope over a quantifier Y iff X

c—commands a member of the chain containing Y.
QP13+ QP27} H7tE e 91xe] Wl =P the el s 7}
Aot SFsA7E FYdS 7= AL WA F7HNP-adjunction) 2 A
o % ek

(97) Every woman's mother loves a man. (%2]4)
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(98) d. [IP every woman's mother IP[NPI Xi 1'[vp1 [NP ti [vpz a man;
[VPZ loves [QPZ X]]]]]]]]
b. [ a man; [1p [yp1 every woman's mother; [¢ [vp1 [np t

[vee loves [qpz xi1111111]

(99) a. IP
N
every woman's 1P
mother; /\
NP, T
| /\
X1 I VPl
/\
NP VP,
T
t; a man; VP,
P
loves X;
b. P
I
a man; 1P
/\
NP, T
AN
every woman's [ VP,
mother; A
NP VP,
I
t; \|7 Q1|32
loves X;

(May, 1985: 94)

(992)sh o] Fof FSA} IPel BAFHAS Wi Fol Fapabsl Bl
sabutt o B 4892 A 3 (990)% o] BHo] FahAbs Fof
sabutt o e 979 o] RAEYE W

0%

Ao A

e



(100) 2§+ <e]
YA A FSPAL BSF A 4] Ade] 3 ALE AR Fold
fol BEY W& A89s zte
(Kitahara, 1993)
(101) [cp [agsp someone; [tp [agor everyone; [vp t; loves t;1111]
Cl = (someone;, t;)

C2 = (everyone;j, t;)

‘someone; = C29] F+ FAHALAE AHE Fo3ta Cl1e +AH8A & AEEY
stal, C29] ‘everyone/v= tE AJEE stER (100)9] 289 &= Fo8&
g =

(102) a. Who do you think everyone saw?
b. Someone thinks everyone saw John.
(103) a. [cp who; do you think [cp [agsp everyone; [tp [agop t';
[ve t; saw t;]11]11]
b. [cp [agsp someone; [tp [vp t; thinks [cp [agsp everyone;
[tp [agror [vep t; saw Johnll11111]
Cl1 = (whoj, t)
Cz = (t} t)

C3 = (everyone;, t;)

(103a)= wold& 5%
disolshs Wb C2= %A Foum WEH Fo ‘everyone’& FH9 F

o] ‘someone’ Bt} H<& 2848 714 4 9}

3L, (103b)+= Clo] C29 Ee 74 A5 S

4
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4.2.2 A2 JA g3 A4 FA

& A AAE T3 1 oAdRTF A= AolA Ay e Mo EAo
A oF T
StAFS] AE-2 ofu] WEte] o {7t Fa gdlo] Hrkal FAgth o] O3
Aoun and Li(1993)% #-&9¢] a4 T8 Fo] FspAZE HAH o] Fshat
of & AiEFeld W yetdtta s 2 =we AESo] dAdA o &
el A FrrEs s WA O W AE9S A He dds
Aoun & Li9l 43pzapdo]l EA gt Ats WolEo] dsixpdoe] Frbs = ¢
219} o] FapatHo] M EA T v MY HJRE ALy 99 &
ol AA = HA A FSAF 29 FA A Fojido] dojdrtar Albgitt,
A2 HAzlol AR A P& Adold A (distinct chain)E YA sH=d,
Tl A-ddet A'-Ade] HFHA FEHE T Ao, T Afx

=
=
Ae mEA Pobw Ht Haol A B+ Qdom Uy RS HiolE
A

5y
o

>

N}
o
()
()
e
o2

HAaFo] ol 7% AA HAel diste] 7le=str] del WA AwjAsE
(GB)ol 23} HAF(MP)E Hu3t}h, GBolse A3 onjy Az Q3 9
1l el 7| (theta—criterion)S WFEA7]7] Y8 2ASEE I v|UE 959
Chomsky(1995: 3)9] HATF2]9] 7]E 714158 AA )

Bruening(1995)2 Chomsky®} Lasnik(1993)¢] MPo]&& 7|How k3lA}
QAfo] o] s Hgof s WweEria AYstal FAMA AAAd o] & (Syntactic
Economy)E T3ttt o] 59 AAA Lol 23S Fil Hdols 3

HAFS =4S £33t Addltl o] Fox(1995)7} Reinhart(1995)¢] o2&

15) ole< AHd e HA= e Apde] olsom Aot kARt #Akgt o] o]F &
AHE (PPN X5 9’]5 W AAZE ol FstkaL, EAFsk(spell—out) o] ol = HABAAE ©
F= 43 gEo] AR (Form—Feature) ¥ o] E3sit) ®e RE oL FEF 2L
As7] el dojuby, EE 88 Ad¥A =7 (Uniformity Condition)S F=38le]of &

o}
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vtgto g2 3 Agd AAA Y@l (Interface Economy) =, %3lAl <lxto] &4l
ojs] A7k ke ol2de APEE = W&ol
3 o]Fe] fHe tete] Chomsky(1995)% - W52 o] 7A & Ao
g AWdn. S EE oled o Ad WK fdto] LAt o]
< 3 (probe), L2]aL o]zl gt B3 Aol HAZ &
ok ol o3k Al x| ke Wl EHele HiRE BAY 4 -7x9 A
Aoz ol Fs Al HW oldt =g AT Ee (104)9 2o

XP
/\
Spec X'
/\
gj:)al X YP
—
prc|)be tgoal
[feature]

o (105)F wh—olsh FsAby F 2829 FuAgel o3 FoHA &
ol HAaF| o]&s HtEoR 3§ (106)°] & BA R 11 zpolfe] AH
#h,

(106a)ell A o] Aol oa] xgojet o] A7} o] FoAX A Hof Fata}
‘every7h ES TR A2 9w B4 o] hsskal (106b)= Habagte] & C7b
7= A A st Aot ARl ofs) wh-ol7h destt] o He A8
9& 7R
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(105) Who does everyo

ne love?

(106) a. V > W = b. W >V
CP CP
| /\
c' DP C'
C P who; C Ip
/\ [+WH] /\
X T X T
VAN VAN
everyone; | VP everyone; [ VP
ledge /S T
feature] DP V' DP V!
ti \Y DP t \Y DP
I B AN | AN
loves who loves t;
|
(105) 9} AukE = (107)9] A2 HA.
(107) Who loves everyone?
(108) a. W > V = b. W >V
CP CP
/\ |
DP C' c'
AN N
who; C IP C IP
[+Question]/\ /\
Spec I' Spec I'
YA
who; I VP
[edge /T
DP V' feature] DP V'
ti \Y DP ti \Y DP
| AN | AN
loves  everyone loves everyone
(107)= (105)9F sLgt wh—ol/FsAt7-9] FFolX|vF ©&d om|vk 7RXIt,
He Hgdg

wel e (108)3% ol EEH I o]F o] glof whof7}
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7HA B2 A gl ouk 7

e (109a)9] 7+ xE (107)9] 7% #AISH st T4 ofn& s
stew HAaFort 7Aoo m HdAskE Ade o]Fd ZEAlfo] Slo] HAlY
A Adod@Zded A yehdes e -7 x2Y Y8 AEer] Sl
Chomsky(1995)7} AA s =38 o]5S sl YA (agree phrase)®} Beghelli
and Stowell(1997)¢] A7t FspAL+ Z-&std (109b) <k
2.

1o,
X,
om
oBL’
o
td
i

(109) a. Everyone likes someone.

b. AgrSP

N

Spec AgrS'

AN N

everyone AgrS DistP

Spec Dist'

VAN

teveryone Dist ShareP

[DQP] "

Spec Share'

TN

someone Spec AgrOP

T [GQP] /\

tsomeone AgrO'
AgrO VP
teveryone V'

N

V tsomeone

et ol FFAL o] F2 o5 frido] ApHolgk= ZHA ol Bruening(1999)
o A AAA Yo Aok, o] BAMY AAA dE= Y Ze Hy =
A2 o|ZAZITHE HAageld s Hargle] A How o]Edt= Hu
AglolE AL 7|Roz k= o] et A A EZo|}.

jﬂ
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4.3 AAAY 4

¥ A1A - (representational approach)?] ZAA|AH 3} w43} o] de] =& HAHS
FTAIBHE =%4 A <*(derivational approach)?] ZA|A o= &S 4= Ut} =
24 A4 AL AAEY 27108 o Fuz ARHe] guh AA4 A
o] Bel= A =¥ (least efforts)el AT}, FEAl(representation)o A1 o] A
o] =¥ Jogy 245 AAG = HAoRA, ouHAE FFo] HEH = EE

offt
>
20

o
ko
o
rlr

© ot kg Rle] siAlS wolof dhth= b sA e (FD S ¢
T2 (derivation)ol| o] HAio 8o oJojd GAE AAsE= AL
24, =& 3N AEHe 2242 2 olf7t e BFelvt 4edus HS
Tt (last resort) A E]16)2} A 7E 2
o]F A o]Fo] H&¥ A XPe PRl 1 &7} glojofwt dhar,
sol AEHH™ Aol LFolA e sfide aart lojof gt} b =
LFe] ®AI7F 84 7hssh AA =g A ojof stk Z1S Wit
Axkzzbol gk thE T3 AAA 2oz aH-A(locality)o] ATk =5
=

185 992 At Roln, ne shte

N
i

oZ:
. _\L
1o
Oft
L
rO
e
BN
_|>i
o
_|>4

4

0x(1995, 2000)E F3HAbe] g FHE AALL o o

4% B AEITh Fox(2000: 3)E (110)3% 2& Ag<e] A4 At 3

G Pelg gstel, Seelol waslel Aol YT A Fah Qg
&o

omMstE 7L wk S SRk A

16) Chomsky(1995: 280)= Atdeo] %A 9] st uA HAAAE ol& F US W HHo=2 9]
F3cha Aokl
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(110) #8< ZAAA (Scope economy): ZHg9E H3A 7| &= Aal &8

ojuH oz g7t lojoF gt

d

Fox(1995b: 10)= &A A FaolA el e 289 wAE 4A4 o
2ol PRt FIAL 1S 7HdstiA AR A 28] AdnkSH(Ellipsis Scope
Generalization: ESG)1Mg]2 Axsta vt & FAAE s Frshiar &
AL Qo] FejHom o] Fojtkal B Aolth ESGE &9 HAA A
sk A Ed, LEar 2 AGAE Abele] HRAS aqete WY 2HoR
Aol Avtal vk BAE el mEw g wAg g2 ouA fas
7h ik Zhsetd, A 2ol mEw Fspab o] ofWl @ AHellA o] F
AfE W HE HelME sg=n, Ao do] FeHel &4
M BAPR FARGA Tt AEs BE AT ¢ glrh w9 Aol Fo

Holx grom of Aol AAY FsA} AFS FEA Lol FAHA B4

AN
_IR
:

lo

oL

Fox(1995)= 289 W3l 891 FapAlb Aol AAlgel ofs) Addarta

s Ag WE $8e AxSBHE Ae ANPFAA Mg AHe =
2 Agsts ol FsAb QY A (111NN Folztk B ol
& Ag9L Apdust 489 wAZL Rt A ) ge v NS A

W (112)E F 4899 ANA 2 oJnag 7k Fox o 2olzt

A e F5 FaAl el EAlshY] wFeletn Witk b oA

Y

0%

17) ESG: The relative scope of two quantifiers, one of which is in an antecedent VP of an
ellipsis construction, may differ from the surface c—command relation, only if the parallel
difference will have semantic effects in the elided VP.

18) Fox(1995b)9] olgjst 42 o]Folet= dldo] oJuE ayste] dojdry= ALR, o5 o]
oulE WA & Y W dojus A gom Jojux grthe Aotk oAL A
£4 FAFZ(Autonomous syntax)9] JIES WElE o= ou|itxe BAMY olEe FAE
olebe 4t B H

19) oW FshAl7 A S W) S18) WAE ARBolshs AR Aol FS Flolo} wel.

20) FahA} Q1gol el dolit FahAl Qg ofuprlu s WEA] dofd o] f7t gl Aolm
= ougow Fojnstx g
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(111) A boy loves every girl.

(112) John loves every girl.

(111") a. [;p A boy; ..... [vp every girl; [vp t; loves t;]1] (9)5F4)
b. [ every girl; ..... [p A boy; ...[ve ti loves t;]]] (791 4)
(112") a. [1p John; ..... [vp every girly [vp ti loves t;]]] (9]54)
b. *[p every girl; [;p John; ...[vp t; loves t;]1] (94

BAA A= (11D)dA = AA -7 el AR E on]si] oz
o tla] FHEAS zt= (111'a)7F A9 =g ez ©& dArp,

=
g
A
EZ
o,
1
X
2
s
N
2
=
fu)
%
o
)
o
12
o
)
rlr
o,
=)
%
1%
o
fru
—
oX,
i)

W FAole] FEhab QlAe]l A8H HAH k&2 =29 (111h)=E EvE=R

&< #A stell A LF7F
A o EAS 2] wiel A shuhe] AAIFINRS Az o] A AR}
< (11299 =gdgeE Edsta, 4A4 ded s
(112'b)&= AAE ok

-
i
Ak
of
=
N
)
td
-
N
)
olr
_Orh
=2
-
[
A
>

Ir
N
)

p
_?l_,
-
L

(112'a)7} AzHE=

4.4 By A Ak

FspAl Q1o 71EY] BAMA olFd thEAl ouA o]Folg}
#H-& Chomsky(1999)7F [INTIolA <n4 ga3E A= olF 1= 7
o7 AAEZ Wit} Fox(1995, 2000)9 o33t F4-& (113)9 HaPA AL
(Parallelism)Z ©]-&3F (114), (115)¢] A 789 sjxo] A3}

3 X+ Fox9
)

= 94

olt

21) Fox(1995)3= AL LEOIA VPSIol Qlofof gk 7Asta Satarse]l Alelel Wes

£ 9y m aREol S AR Folat: Falel tael BAEeS A AT o5 + 3)

T M dx g e WE 282 LFFEY w7 SSellA AREo] #Al] wE
ol er BasiA et
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(114) a. Some boy admires every teacher, John does, too.
(some>every, *every>some)
b. Some boy admires every teacher. Every girl does, too.
(some>every, *every>some)
(115) a. Some boy admires every teacher. Some girl does, too.
(some>every, every>some)
b. Some boy admires every teacher. Many girls do, too.

(some>every, every>some)
(1142)9] % WA Aol Ak FAT} 2989 e (116)3 2o,
(116) John admires every teacher.

(116)9 A= ‘every teacher’ 7} ‘John’H.t} ] AF9jol] ¢ X 3tc} el o w3}
7h dojyA] e oA Hol A Fsiab 1ol dojubA o
N G3pAb7) Qb= A ekEtheE Alo] Fox(1995, 2000)2] F3o|t},

(115)= 2H&9 AAd defdd m=d 289 ML ogu3 a35 7hAofrt
shar, wheEbA] FEpAL Q1 o8 EHAHo] AT FolE o] ol W o F
of & omA w7 s AFelrt olFo] FE&HTE. w3 (116)° HHA
Aol M=, A ol oA AP 8 4AE Aol A& wAl= A=

AE Abolo] A9 wAeE FddloF gt oed WA dYE F3Hit
gl A-ga] B oWl g dolA FshAb Qo] o] FojHle W E vE Ao
M FshAL 1ol F8EH, Flo| Ho] FoHolA] o of Ao

FeAE e FEsHA wol Tl e 7 4 sl "o

WA oA 2

-
M
ko

(117) A boy admires every teacher and John does too.

(118) A boy admires every teacher and a girl does too.

(117)2 “ol® ¢ Ando] BE AAW

rulo
riy
ol
_o‘g
—y
o
=
=
M
[
Wil
2
0
ot
fllo
N



ox
rot
£
rlr
:?L_',
1%
=)
N
L
olr
_O,L'
v
a1
i
2
o=
T
K
X
I
il
fllo
iy
ox
_O,L'
rir
rot
of
oX
o,
o
rV
o,

30
I3
—y
@]

=
=

H
Sl
Wil
2
oZ
ol
il
i
o
rot
£
rlr
%
1%
o
N
oL
i)
B
g0
v
-
—
ﬂ
=2
>
N
L
olr

(119) a. a boy; [every teachers [t; admires t»] and
John; [every teachery [t; admires ts]]

b. *every teachers [a boy: [t; admires t»] and
every teachers [John; [t; admires to]]

c. *a boy; [every teachery [t; admires ts;] and
every teachers [John; [t; admires to]]

d. *every teachers [a boy; [t; admires t:] and

John; [every teachery [t; admires ts]]

Had delol wel Feo A 1 AeAL Afe]o] HlH @Al 28
AZ 7= (1190)¢ (119D E ALA7]1aL, ovd g37t fledl= 4017}
FoE Hol 43Al o5& AL (119p)E AAA Aol upel wiAlshd 24

* b levery' Hth §& 28-S 7HA= (119a)9] sfjAlvte] H|F %<l
o)tk whA (118)2 “ojwl o] BE MAAWES E435a, od AYE o

]

A RE AANE B4 dUE 4% RE APl AVE E48s oW

-

AA BE AAAES E4seE o' 2urt dH EA4 3

R8s

2
o= A =R shestes TRl FAolth =E The e LFrEE (120034

(120) a. a boy; [every teachers [t; admires t,] and
a girl; [every teacher, [t; admires to]]

b. every teachers [a boy: [t; admires t:] and
every teachers [a girl; [t; admires to]]

c. *a boy; [every teachers [t; admires ts] and

every teachers [a girly [t; admires to]]
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d. *every teachers [a boy; [t; admires t»] and

a girl; [every teacher, [t; admires to]]

(120c)¢k (120d)= B34 ol ofste] A o] Hiah 1 A 3A
Atole] mIH A 2§ Aol dom= AP LA ALlHLE, (120b)9]
44-oF @] A FE%E ‘a girl admires every teacher oA F3}A} <1 go] 9
A gas 7HA7] witel AAG Dol wet FsAb Aol 8=, P
Aol wep Ak - AAF H BE5 <SS 1ol & EHo] Cevery
teacher’7} W& #8995 7HA = 4ol 7hestAl doh. webA (120a, b)e] LF
7V 48 22 EA Hol (118) A&l Aol ToA < iMs 7HAA 4
th= Aotk tha] el Ao 289 BAZE ‘some > every'olW AH A
o] 289 #AE ‘some > every ©]ofof stti= Aot

Beghelli(1993)+= (121)9] 75 ov]A ool glom iFo Tt 489

AL AR A5 every' o} o] 2%l FaAle] AdHTia R}

(121) a. Some student met most professors.

b. Some student met at least two professors.

Fox(1995, 2000)°] #-8% AAY del= o4 Wsts 7 & wfwt 2h8-9
W& 5]-838HAI Rt Beghelli(1993)+= 314 Fo/do] fle 43t w9 o=
o] ouE wkE = lom GIAL Jol i AL obym, Fox
(2000)+= &9 F&3 JR7}F gl & Fiengo & May(1994)¢] 337

A E ol g3te] (122)F Ao,

°l

-

EN
)
o

o
rlo

(122) a. A boy admires every teacher.

b. A boy admires every teacher and Mary does too.

(122a)¢] o4 (122b)¢F o] &9 F=27F F7HEd T/ o] At

oje} B2 o g AES FHAY dYE R eR (123)3 o] &4t
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(123) a. a boy; [every teachers [t; admires t»] and

Mary; [every teachers [t; admires to]]

b. *every teacher; [a boy; [t; admires t,] and
every teachers [Mary; [t; admires t2]]

c. *a boy; [every teachers [t; admires ts] and
. subject scope > object scope
every teachers [Mary; [t; admires t2]]
. subject scope < object scope

d. *every teachers [a boy; [t; admires ts] and
. subject scope < object scope
Mary; [every teacher, [t; admires to]]]]

. subject scope > object scope

(123b)= &9 A&EE TFoA 289 AAAdS f19sk vlZolt}, (123c)<}
(123d)= H3A Aol &) nvjFo] dr}. =, F d3p7o A4 zgdo o
& F A Alolol= HaPAo] A

2

0]
o
rob
iy

4.5 %¥3A2

Foprtel #8 S HaTe A A (Agree)dl LASte] AW E
Chomsky (2000, 2001)+= HAEH 275 il A A8 (FD o& &+

He veidAd AdS AAlsks 24S AFdd Rl S Ad '3A

=

(Probe)e] 1 wsh44 Apaat shibshe A9 7Hd BE(GoaDE Fob A7}
Aojuba o)) B BEel FASHE wAAY Ado] AxErim Bk v
of Y3 a4/t AR BolHi UXE fUs: BEAR L4d BAN A
WeorA UA7b MR vel FakAAs Faabel Fahbdel AN nAE
we w )Ee] Fspab o4 Eabsh gloka AQHERTh oleld Fakdd [QUIS
AT GA AAR 24, 489 elE olgatel FEAe] A8 Aot F

e BB,
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4.5.1 ¥3x-2 [QUIH [quant]AE

golo A ool =Ajo] W3y} Gl A3 EoA T 7FA o]Ate] 4 o]
7he st FhA} ] 5L o] Aspale] ojust 5
SALE Aeksit), gl dSs £33 AEH-E Chomsky (1995, 2000)2] F4 oA

& Aol ek 71

ob&tar o 7] 4] %3}A}A (quantificational feature) [quant]E 54 X H7}
= Aseted L fAs To veka 7P o] 94 HAF A (optional
affix features)S 7FA=dl ol [quant]E ZPE= 383t o] AAL 34 7}
e AdolebA Hd et glrh olE 2R olss st o P-
Az A F3AE AAE s olsete F3kAA [QUIS 7FeAS Chomsky
(2000)= (124)¢F o] Aastar Fstapd e S e 7=t

oo
ki

(124) The picture might be extended to incorporate QR,
if alongside the ¢—and P—features that drive movement,
there are also QU—features,
attracting Quantifiers that pied—pipe an appropriate phrase.
(125) a. Move is an operation that involves copying and deletion.
b. A quantifier Q1 takes scope over a quantifier Q2

iff Q1 c—commands Q2 at LF.

Tang(2001) Al (124)9F #o] Fapabde] d84d& AgtstH, (125a)%= °l
T EAR o] &relekal ehelA 1AL Chomsky(1993)e] ofs] Alb= At &4’
ofgf Few A& olEd 849 HARRoH SAFH (PR A& 9% PF
Tt (290 o8l AAE FoltH(Chomsky, 1993). (125b)°ll ojstd FF 27
T EAREC o8 AAEHE A @Al of £AIE sidsty] fls QU-A
A2 vel PR B EPP—ARd 9] BALR

22) oAFE S ALXE /A oE dXAHERE =3 o]lFS Futslith p—AE e 3, A, 2HFY
WA A (Peripheral system)9} ¥H ¥ A2 v =3 o E
23) PFiFEo 9] LFFAMES] loms LFAH +AY
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(126) QU—features are periphery features that are assigned to the EPP

position of v.

(127)l A ve] EPPAE]= vPel 7HAe] (edge) S mlstH Fabit g2 dA
(presupposition), =% (focus), EAA (specificity) 53 & EZ on gyt
e TFHAA FE AHET. olyd QU-AE =, vo FHAH0] v ¢
2o 7 o]Fdt L HA o] #ol(object shift)ol <3 WAYsta 1 o]F9 A
I EAo] ‘a book’o] W& &S THA= A EE THed e Adw &

& 4 Qlrka A s,

o,
1_.
rot

(127) Everyone bought a book.

=40 0B7F ¥ W2 #&92 2] &M v QU-AE = ddEn. A
S P-AAoER vo] QU-AHEL LFolA Hs|AAela 7h5gt g wh
AAE ve] QU-AA-2 EZ o] OB7} v Ao Specl& 53t
A€ Aolt}. Johnson(1991), Koizumi(1995), Kural(1998), Tang(1998), Tanaka
(1999)9] #lcke wropgo] gojoll = SAHV)7F vPHIOR 7Aoo R Fsdl
thal 7pggioh T7F & AR § Fo] SUE TP SPECAZ®E s ©]53dt
o] BAME J7H (128)9 Ao w =EHu}

(128) [vP OB [SU [V OBlll = [TP SU [V [vP OB [SU [V OBIl]1]]

HalolZo] FAS wrolEo] PROA o] Q490 EAAS LFAHES A9
il BE 847 AlAF o st} (128)9] PFXEAI7} o] ‘SU+V+OB'Z A

ga7] EEE BALe HoET)
(129) [TP SU [V [vP OB [S& [¥ oB]]1]] (PF)

(129)0llA F2o7F 52 2H89S 7HA= LFS ZAlolth vl SpecolA OB
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= (130)9] H# o Ho|7} ofn] sjAle] d3ks Fi OB7F LFalA & S8l o] ¢
o] HFEA] HEYoF SRR A AR A= F " W R, SUE Spec TPE
ol et A& LFaAS A7 o2 49 A shhE AAT = 9
T el At Ao Bl A8 s G438 s17] 91 LFol @

OBl 98l SUe| A= sl A
(130) [TP S [V [vP OB [SU [¥ ©B1111] (LF: OB>SU)

gt b QU-AAE ZHA ek, OB 97 914 (n-sitel @ H
th. o] Al oW Fyelold griglel AAH L, (132)9 Lol LFe|A] SU
L @4 0B AR BoWh Fol7t ¥ H§9S s AN ow sty

(131) [vP SU [V OB]] = [TP SU [V [vP SU [V OB]]]]
(132) a. [TP SU [V [vP SY [¥ OB]]]] (LF: SU>0B)
b. [TP S& [V [vP SU [¥ OB]]11] (LF: SU>0B)

(133l Foi7k o W AFAS A R BAE 1309 EAR
Aol frk 0Bk We 89 AL 747 Aal, QU-Adol BHof HolS

el vell dEHEn OB SUE Aesoldol= =7skaL, wef ‘he'7l A%

o AN, he'S FHE 0B7F WA SUS o8 JREe] B Aoluh
(133) Someone; played every piece of music he; knew.
(134) [rp someone [v (v o [someone [+ esl]]]] (LF: *OB>SU)

1% gl QAL AolE FusE QU-Abdel EA o) v A4H QU-
AAe F8H WEAANA EHh QU-Ae]l EEHIW SE AL wEA

d
I
i,
S

o

JER uA Y $8e Aokl SR g

-

24) Chomsky(1999, 2000): Fo] 452 ‘®T'9 ou|d axs HsiAnt FAH I, LFe] A3
AE A3l oyt
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Tang(2001) <] Akl 2w (127)9] H24 ] ‘a book'& W& #H-&& 2t
TN FE A8 E Av e vk S gl ojw 53] OB7F W 2
&9& 7HA7] ABAE vell o3l 7Hed meE] Ao ok Atk =, HHOTF v
o A2 A5 olsstuA vt 7hR FEhabde] AT F I

Tang(2001)¢] 8= Wolso] et dAE Altsh= Ar2(2007)2
P—zpdo] o] &g frEAlZIthE Chomsky(2000)9] 7H8S Stdf #-§3dho] "4
of f1Ael F3At A B v7h FEAE [QUIE 7AHAl Han o] ol 43}
Abel [QUIARE L dA|ske], veol gahapdel ofs] Fsab Hub o] Fo] Fksof
Ao ARk, 5 d3pate] g3t wdE olsd vel [QUIAAT g3t
AbTe] stk [QUIS] AAlell ofsf fks|o] (127)3 2ol 3t WA= vP
o] ej=tA o] Aol FrhE I vel ws|A g ol Al [QUISl dAel <]
3l AL (FDE FHA 0

[l

¢

(135) a. Someone kissed every baby.

b. [tp Someone; [,p every baby; [ ti (ve v t;111]

(135a)°l A4 ve] [QUIAME #Fe] U X} o] Foll Yl HA o] ‘every baby == vP
of Ao AR o] FstA Hir FolE vol [QUIAEFE w4 §le [EPPIA
Ao o3& Spec TP A= o]&stA ¥ +=H|, o] o]s% ‘someone’©] ‘every
baby'E A EE0|3}al ‘every baby'& ‘someone’®] a9 3 FAHLALQ E

HEFolalA Hlo] wge] s14E Fo4e] up2A B

B =Fo| A Chomsky(1995, 2000), Tang(2001), HHE(2007)2] <%3}x};
Ao EAE 7Hgstes T2 wolsoly, deatd el s deo] disiA = vl§)A
A AR BRE g2 F 3829 &8 Chomsky(1995, 2000)e] &z o] 3
A Ad 2 FAsteR £A18F o] F U WAl e 289 A4S fEs)
= oErlA S vxo] 7} 33 Chomsky (2013, 2014)9] 3z Ak Aol A 9
25) QU-AE & Chomsky(19953 377)9] o3l 214d [quant] & EE=s|A = ?l%‘jr [quant]& 314

ol ol A oL LFA 44 HAAAe] ola] furn [quant]E #o] Ao 4

A 98] 29 Fold AA AR T Bell QUoAA(E)e [quant] & 717 &alrle] o] B8

Gt}
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b &2k Aoun & Li(1993)9] AljbE F&3te] HAFo HIHor A4

st (136)9] elies (137)3 o] #4{3it}.

(136) Someone attended every seminar.

(137) a. [TP SU [V [vP OB [SU [V OB]]]]]

b. vP

N

SU v

N

[QU v VP
\Y OB
HAaTFo 7Hd slol A &stabrb ARt oA A E Al gFal o] s EH Al A
A HAtt= Holl= ool ¢l X8ttt Chomsky(1999)& & =
A vePoll Al INT2he 84l o] lojof 1ejgk HA o] o]Fo] &&Hrtal o)

rr

(138) [Obj. [v¥P tobj ti tv [v¢ [VP [tV tobjl]]11]
! I |

A (2008)9] ‘B FAO)E o2 (138)S HAT FHAA Y
st, ARTx SHAA HA it ko] viPE AAFEE
FE v«PE AL FES - AREA HA(presupposition)el ]33l b
1 2]yl Aolu= wWaAl: F2 oF WALE H] % (non—focused) =dlo]=
2 vPHIOR o]Fd] Urtel @tk 5 EHort delus WAE w F9eA
viaZb Algake [INT]eh= A wjitol] v«Pe] o] A= o]s3a]A [INT]3
e WA Ho vxP BIo R ol yitthe Zlojth. FAY 23S e 84
7 &nkE sHgA/A A F2E 97] A8l olsshe AAY dsAER onA

aatek HAL W) 8 oL Foha B Aol e

2
o

offt sl

-
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4.5.2 ¥F A2 (Labeling Algorithm)

Chomsky (1993, 1995)2] At
o] 0] %

= tUFe By,

rot
=
o
)
=
N
)
X
ol
ol
2
®)
=
(@]
=)
w
2.
=
\)
(@)
—
w
rlr
=3
)
5
me
2
>
o
jats
Y
B
ot
12
1o,
i)

shute] Azl 8.4 o) AlFEha g
Chomsky+ EAME o4& (syntactic object: SO)o] A1 Zty 7iyd o] &= 9

=
=
dow Frhm FAH, BF AW A9

SR X RN RERIDUE & ¥ 2

wol HHAL BAN AgOoR Brh 3Pl % 7 BAN YRS EH)
AAEolop FELAA AL wol FANNAYE FF] e o] o F
SR A

= olF #3 A= M slgske 2E S v (139)9 ol

o
1o,
rob
£

(139) a. SO— {H, XP}, H a head and XP not a head.
Then LA will select H as the label.
b. SO={XP, YP}, neither a head. There are two ways in which
SO can be labeled: (A) modify SO so that there is only one
visible head, or (B) X and Y are identical in a relevant respect,

providing the same label, which can be taken as the label of

the SO.
(Chomsky, 2013: 43)
(140) a. vP b. DP
/\ /\
v VP D NP
AN AN
V N
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(139a)e] £ Aate]l waw (140)9] FxoA 247t 39l ve} D7F Wgte
2 349 SAbEe 23E 249 9 Heb XpE A E AR 2EE
FA el A g Azt o @2 HF ez AAdn (139h)E F
a7b B 59 AR XPek YP7F WghE FARAl SO={XP, YP}e] 45l
A Agohs Aotk of W XPek YPO] 9l XoF Y= 11 a9l

Q2 7Y ¢ 7be == @ WA H (the least

=

B

B
N

o

O:

¥
Fel

o

off
olrt
r
)
Ak
=
2
Ak
ol
o
et
fu

(141) a a b.
/\ /\
NP PP NP
/\
N P PP
/\
NP PP

(139b)9] 2 A4 7hgel maw, (141)9] BAF 7EAAAME 59 SAHE
NPo} PP7F W3S AL a7b H& &A1& & ) 5+ 3 N3} P7}F a2 HE 22 717
of Q7] Wzl aoll © 77k & gEe AAT F glh olw F SAbE
el NP7F WA o]5& a8t o PPRE i o] AAHA Hrh ol %
Aol A8H= g ol ol NPk e Ae]e] NPHEARAIZF &5 7hA] 4
olojof AR, a7t HA BAEtE FAglA o]Fd NPE £ & §l7] wiEel 7t

AlA SRl POl FALR o]l Aexitt

d

of

[

2

oo} ol WgE EAEe maol A4d & ¢

sl

35, ol sty 9§

_(ID__
& BAAZE o vhrithn Jbgekw Tol Aol Aem Fofvh o) Esta

AN

’
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Fof (142)¢} 2ol
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453 A2 JAAHY FAH

(143) Scope Principle
A quantifier X can scope over a quantifier Y iff X c—commands a
member of each chain associate with Y at LF
(Kitahara, 1992: 194)
(144) Chain Formation
Each feature—checking operation creates a distinct chain.

(Kitahara, 1992: 56)

(1452)+= T4 olal (146a)= H]Fo Aot}

(145) a. Someone loves everyone
b. [p someone; [agop everyonej ago Lve ti loves t;]1]1]
(146) a. Who loves everyone?

b. [cp Whoi [ ti-2 1 [agrop everyone;j [vp ti-1 loves tj]]]

o] F el Afol= Kitahara(1992)¢] 289 el A A& &3t A
gal 2} (1452)& A8 (145b)9F £31 ‘someone’ ‘everyone' = “d

oo =& ‘everyone ®3F ‘someone’? o]F2 A2l (someone; ti)T ti
S AEFolsta F I3 ARAMR AFEEO tREA FolF ety Wi
(146a)+= (146b)eF #o] 84 ‘who'v= U3FAF ‘everyone’' S A ETo] 3hxA|qh
‘everyone’ & ‘who’o]lE9 A2 (who;, ti2)9 1 oJH QA% AEEo|3}H]
gtow g 3 7k ou|ukS 1Rtk ‘who'e] ) Ag] VPolg]l 249 TH &
AaEol sHARE o= (tie, - A ALolar (144)¢] =z el o8
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(whoi, ti-z)A e} HIHel BAE Pt

ol Fel AR Folsty] el AT YA Aol mE vhEFE Fspat
T Zol FolHl F-xe AAo] Bol ¥ Ankst AN yEhd ¥ oby
2}, AAA 82 EFH o3 "4 F-—F-F(bare—phrase structure)26)o] #-&
&= WA ZA (Inclusiveness—condition)27¢l] flul == A& Z &g},

T3 Tang(2001) H7FAA o] &5 st &stabd o] 7hs/d 3t HlafA] 4
AdE HEAA F Ade VA #Ed BEAEES =9tk Chomsky (1999,
2000)¢] HaF9 o] A AA'= v A AE S AAS] f1g AEelga
ot

=~ 15
b BEVF Aol Aelz etk o glol gAY QAT AFeskAR o)
Sl M2 O AAlAela ¥ Assur ¢fspapdo] wHlefA A els arelstd
[QUIAEl B3t Faatel BEAbele] FAE LA e o A

2ol QRe REEAIZ)7] flsl o AFEE A el oEe 7HE o dvh

26) Radford(2009: 77): If all grammatical properties of words (including their categorial
properties) can be described in terms of sets of grammatical feature, the possibility arises
tht category labels can be entirely replaced by sets of features.

27) Chomsky(1995: 228): Any structure formed by the computation is constituted of elements
already present the lexical items. No new objects are added in the course of computation
apart from rearrangement of lexical properties. (B ¥ o3& 2] & o]gjol] 1 ofH @

AxAE AAol FHE 5 glvke 2=7elth)

28) BAA LR AUE At Cased, A A4, A Al Mg Aol
W F2AE A EERACNA AAIH oF gttt WAL 9= oH*—*.” A4, AR
FgAte] A9 wls|AAgd zAde] a1, Chomsky(2000b: 119)+= ‘oul A o] SAA o' B
do] wuf HjEfA o] Hiif= dRkH o g FoH ot etal shal, whef LFOﬂ ;A A s
oJulaiHel e Fi= Adoletn Holdehu PRO A4 AR W FBL Fi A4
= Aefgi
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FEp} 4 mahE 7, G (quantlE 574 AR FEES vEs
Tl 92 AEatel 44D Bask g A4 AW FoH AAAAS 2

= 5 EHER, o—AEY P-AE A ojss FEss Aol Hol FIHAt

1990d ] Aoj&@ ge] EA o glo] HA/H HdAS /fFgor FHAFo o]
WA Chomsky (1995, 1998), Lasnik(1995)0] #|¢tal o] =1} o] 7|

X

%23} Reinhart(1995), Fox(1995, 2000)¢] 289 w4 289 AAA &
ol w]

=3 A =YdEeld FstAl e FEiEH Hed

A7Eo] grovk, FEL QPR Pod gl BAA TEREA =P
o} ojmlpastel AxolA FAY F g lolh, FeAAA LF HALT o)A
A4 AAe 9% 0% Agow BAFHL gout, FaAde Gt Fejol
gl BEHF TR ANl HF Ade A% FAHT gonE 1 FHo

B =S AujAgGol 2o BAlo A% May(1977, 1985)2] 3tAl Q14

A Chomsky(2013) FHAFo] B 2 A7A Fspal 2899 T4+
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ABSTRACT

A Study of Quantifier Scope Ambiguity in English

Cho, Mina
Department of English Language and Literature
Graduate School
Jeju National University

Supervised Prof. Yang, Yong—Joon

The purpose of this thesis is to analyze a plausible interpretation theory
on the quantifier scope ambiguity phenomenon between complex quantified
noun phrases(QNP) in a single sentence. May(1977, 1985) treats quantifier
raising(QR) within the theory of government binding(GB) while their syntactic
representations are not identical with their semantic representations in
logical form(LF). To interpret the ambiguity of quantifier scope with QR,
May let quantificational phrases adjoined to IP(VP) and moved to non—
argument position with empty category principle(ECP) on GB theory.

However, the distinct chains formed by feature—checking motivation based
on the minimalist program give clear ways of interpretation on the scope

ambiguity without recourse to the rule of QR.
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The movement of quantifiers and their scope ambiguity are investigated
with theories from GB to minimalist program. Fox(2000) interprets a subject
QNP and an object QNP in one sentence by applying scope economy principles,
when the object cross the subject and has a distinct semantic interpretation.
Bruening(1999, 2001) explains that once v has [quant] feature it has an
feature agreement and attracts with any objects, then it could attract both
two objects to multiple spec positions with shortest move by keeping their
origin hierarchical order.

Antecedent contained deletion(ACD) gives a support to QR. In the ACD
sentence, VP of main clause is copied to fill the VP of subordinate clause,
then copied VP has an empty VP constantly. The empty VP is moved to out
of the area of copy before the copy happens. QR leads properly filled the
VP of a subordinate clause.

The scope ambiguity of wh/QNP is explained with Williams(1998)'s Q—
superiority condition. The ambiguity of wh—word and QNP happens when
QNP c—commands wh—word including its traces. However, the wh/QNP sentence
has a narrower interpretation scope, a functional interpretation scope, and a
pair—list interpretation because two constituents interact and the wh—word
has grammatical features.

There 1s a 'weak crossover' configurations which pronouns cannot have a
'bound—variable' interpretation after certain kinds of wh—movement. However,
we would try to force a bound—variable interpretation by using his/her, the
'inclusive language' test also gets the same results as it did with wh—
movement what we see is quantifiers patterning with wh—words in the form
of QR at LF. It seems not only that quantifiers semantically function as
operators, but also that the operator—variable structure of quantifiers is
syntactically represented.

Quantificational feature [quant] is proposed by Chomsky(1995: 377). It is

interpretable and its movement is triggered by an 'optional affix feature' in
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LF. To integrate [quant] into the present framework, 'optional affix feature'
may be the QU-—feature(probe), which triggers movement of quantifiers that
bear [quant](goal). Relative scope ambiguity relations without QR could be
supported by this kind of feature—checking approach to the scope ambiguity
between quantifiers in the minimalist theory.

The structural—analysis has been derived economically by reflecting semantic
character of the quantifier scope to a syntactic structure. A further study on
quantifier scope analysis should be continued to apply a syntactic analysis

model based on GB theory to systematic semantic features.
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