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1. BA

Chomsky (2024, Minimal Creed, MC) ITHEFeERBENZALHE L, 7 = — XD HIZHEE) (Internal Merge; IM)
L7 BRI [Ry 7 AZAD] Z & T, HEEMICIET 7 BEARAREE 720, SN AT A0 BFER -
WAL EZ T 5 ETET S, ZORRICKESWT, FHEILOIREEZ ()DL I ITHHT 5

(1) a. Bill, Johnmet  yesterday. (cf. Chomsky (2024: 29))
b.  {Bills, {C, {John, {\+p Bill, {met Bill: yesterday}}}} (€ Rk DEf R BR L))
c. {C, {John, {y+p , {met Bill: yesterday}}}} [MC]

PERDEFEAEBR BN X 2 IRAE(1b) TITBENC X 0 FEELER A ANV E BN 2 DIZxf LT, MC 1285
JRAE(1e) TIX 7 = — RAEURICREE) L7 Bill 13K v 7 AZAD (FEREERIEIZ & - TRAM E 72 0), M58 /XT
LI Lo CEANE TR - BEEIND. —FH T, 77— AN CTBEN L 7= 3= 1T, BN CHREBEREIC
ffﬁé’] LIFRBE RN EESN TS, INFL FEESS (FFELE) ~OBELT = —ANETOBE) & 72571&5
FEALIE O FREIIMGERIEIC & o TRABIICIE R G720,
ztﬁn ¥, YD Chomsky DOHEfA (Chomsky (2021, 2024)) (2> T, £k & HAUREOMROFEIZ) LT
R 7 ANDT 7B ADB R EZRLD.

2. FFEL BB OIENFRE

Chomsky (2021, 2024) 1%, LFEMEOFELE LT () ERBALE O EFEITFERREZ o2 &, (i) THFEN
argument of predication DEREFN 253D Z &2 TR L. (2)0) there 1 LD EWR O FFENFAER TR &
R0 DIZk LT, GhICHBW I EFRNLE D ERENAERTRZ RO 2 & T, a flaw DDEWRIINCRIES 23k
T LD EHAT D, £, MY L2207 B bR RO LT 24) ¢

2) a.  thereis a fly in the bottle b.  there is a flaw in the proof
3) a. a fly is in the bottle b. *aflaw is in the proof
(@) a.  John believed/expected a fly to be in the bottle
b. *John believed/expected a flaw to be in the proof ((2)-(4): Chomsky (2021: 27))
AT, ARITHREEIC & & F 2 BEBRIIAEAHRZ R 2202 L 26T 5 -
5) a.  We are looking for a flaw in the reasoning <https://forum.powerscore.com/viewtopic.php?t=4689>
b.  And when the pair went looking for a flaw in the protocol, they found one. <https://www.theatlantic

.com/technology/archive/2016/01/isiss-favorite-messaging-app-has-a-security-problem/422460/>
—J5 T, FEME (specificity) (2B L THE & HAREIXFEROIR D B 2 7RT

(6) A man arrived yesterday. (a-b: Tsai (2001: 129), FHRITEEF)
a. A certain man arrived yesterday. [specific]
b.  One man (rather than two) arrived yesterday. [non-specific]
(7)  John is looking for a pretty girl. (a-b: Tsai (2001: 137), FHRITEE)
a. ..., namely for Mary. [specific]
b.  whoever he will meet, he will take her to the movies [non-specific]

AR LT, RG], FEMIBRBICREN O EEE, NEIOERE, TUGREED FEE L 72 D BIEEIXRRE IR ) 58
WHHLD (Tsai (2001: 137), FHUTESR) -

(®) a.  Astudent [ir Op; [ir I like t; very much]]. [Topicalization]
b. A fool, [cr who; [ir t; has a big head]], got stuck in the manhole. [Non-Restrictive Relative Clauses]
c.  John considers [sc a student [ap stupid]]. [Small Clauses]
d John is eating an apple; [sc PRO; unpeeled]. [Secondary Predicates]
3. BE - #’BR
AFE9)-(10)D X 5 IET 3 -
9) a.  Topics are subjects of a particular kind of predication, and this predication has the semantic import of

holding of its subject in a standing manner



b.  IL [=Individual Level] predication is a subclass of topicalization.

An SL [= Stage Level] predicate is [. . .] referred to as a Thetic-predicate and an IL predicate as a
Categorical-predicate.

d.  We take topicalization to involve a particular site. Uriagereka (1994a, 1994b) argues for an F category
encoding the point of view of either the speaker or some embedded subject, which serves as the syntactic
interface at LF with the pragmatic systems.

e.  Topicalization is to F because there are many predications that take place inside a regular sentence, but
we take only one of those to be the main assertion’s. (a-e: Raposo and Uriagereka (1995: 185-186))

(10)  Raposo and Uriagereka (1995) DHERE#HINE F 13 C FEHCH %
F 72, FAEAHRIT INFL FEERREA O b O TIER L, FEEAO X O RaiiEERICH R 5%, Hom (1986) 1%
(11b) IZBWTHELE LR Zeus ZHIE L2 Z LI X 0 BEWRMICAREYNZ 2> TS EOHT LTS ¢
(11) a.  The president worships Zeus.
b. #Zeus;, the president worships {e;/him;} (Horn (1986: 169-170))
LI bEZEEE 2 TIROBRICIRET S -
(12)  IRAERREED F5E(E (SPEC-INFL, SPEC-V, shif)7x &) ICIFIERTIRDSE L 5 (cf. Tsai (2001)

XP[yp...<XP>...]=Xx. P(x) (XP)

(13)  SPEC-INFL % SPEC-V, Box ~® 7 7 % AT X - T Categorical predication 285K3Z L, TA{ERTIEA 4

L% ; ZDfth DT Thetic predication 233723 %

4. GHT
FPEERRRICHA 2 52 5. Minami (2020) ([Z6EVY, (3)D X 9 72 bare existential #0123\ C 58
ST BT —2fK (part-whole) BISROFFRZFF>Z LS TE WL ET 5. F5E25 SPEC-INFL (28
9% Z & Taflaw & in the proof @ part-whole Bt 2351 B D = & THBENAEL 5.
AAEEOREEL(la)lX(lo)DiEZ D, C FEHNOLAR v 7 ANDOERIZT 7 AN E 5 2 & TRIEN
Categorial predication & L CHEIR S, FERMHENELD. MZ T, Ry 7 A~DT 71 A2 L0 BEERN
AHEE 72D LIHET .
(D a.  Bill,Johnmet __ yesterday.
c. {C, {John, {v+r , {met Bill: yesterday}}}} [MC]
T, @ITBWT, Y EF &%) 72 BREEIL SPEC-V IZBEIL, KLV T = — X EHEITH D v
T vAEZTDHEMETDH. vEEHE S SPEC-V ~D7T 7 B AN E % Z & T Categorial predication & L
THEIR S 41, FAERTHRDEL 5.
(14) a.  John believed/expected a fly to be in the bottle
b. *John believed/expected a flaw to be in the proof (a-b: Chomsky (2021: 27))
VTR EMMRICHAZ 5 2 5. AR/ NE OREEIC Pr B2 (Bowers (1993)) #48E L, /NN O 158
IZ SPEC-Pr IZB#EhT 5 LAET 5. F72, phasehead IZ XL B HIFE~DT 78 ALV BEMMBRNAEL D &
RETD. 1o T, HAEEDPTALEIZIR 2 5 a IFERERIFIRAME AL, vi23 VP NER T SPEC-Pr IZBE) L 72
HWHRIZT 78 AT 52 & CRIEMMRNAEL 5.

(15) a.  John {consider—z*, {sca stt;dent, {Pr {sc a student, stupid}}}} [=(80)]
b. Johnis {eating-\.i*, {{eating, an apple}, {sc PRO, {Pr {sc pro, unpeeled}}}}} [=(8d)]
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