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1. Transformational Generative Grammar 12331 % L8

B, BABEOLER—EORHTHS, &Chomsky (%2 al.) ik
OHEANE, EBRELL IKHHETIRI LB CTEYHROTHE., L b I ERE
SrRPTBL I ETELECLVI IR, IVEDREEFOREYT TS
L fbi b, BEERRCER, EANFOFEELSL, HET 5% Kk
T3, 2%b, ThEETHRENR, SBCATT gL ~2Th5.
rIAT, WARHAARERELEL, BRTIENLZEARIONE LS L,
—EROEEEP LR, —EHOREY R U TREO TR HiE, X
BETIEATHELELLNS. o THAREOTBELE, —EROEZYAW
T, ERICHRER, TNOOMEH 0 FE B4 5, MWHH4 5 X 5 hEE Tl
RS R, L3 3okl SRIZEVGER TR IERWDT, ZOHAMOK
EERCTRFERS R, &5 Li#x ol 2oik%, Chomsky (& gener-
ative grammar ¥ BE7X, 0> generative grammar O—DDTEERTZ & L C trans-
formational grammar %&%HE LTCWwB3RTH2. Transformational grammar {3
generative grammar 0)#@(@ % E\~5Fekc, Chomsky & OEZE trans-
formational generative grammar (LI F TGG L&) LIETH 5.

TGG LSO EALGETS, SHEHEELINT K EPIAEIOTH- T,
ZTOBERTE, ThEhOEOEEPEHRL LI LT vy, CRETTER
Thb, &phdlivh, generative grammar DFEFREL B RSB EE L
x> Chomsky OB bThIE, JEBROBLE, gonerative power DK
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MMz X BDTh%. Generative power OWHOMEHS, F-HOEML h iR
T3 LSRR 70, oM Lo RSl T A L L3 TE S B
RASIINETREEALNENEY, CARFETIIEHLTE S ik, 40
B, BB R EARHETR FME > &, BREDRENEF
32LThB. FH5LC, TOHBOBRAICEL - TEVHSHh, XREHSREE
EHZ, 0L bRy, BB > TEBTH 0T & Th 2.
Chomsky (27 h P H TONEROEHE TH DL &HE X 5.

& C Chomsky 3, HROSEFIPEELLERL LS, TR OO,
PEOESILZUER DB EEXDS. FhE, FEOME:, ERoOMELTH
3. HHLWBEHEY, O OOWEERD, L3 EREEE. EREEROHE
T, HHEOTHEEIC, »hORBEANLDL. BEFOLTR, B B, XFEET
DENECHEN, WIROTETIEME L TRWLA TS, —HERD LT
&, FIAEEHRNCER, BESOFERTRLION, §F TRAILNZEDE
ERAFAELTWS. BRE WS —3ETH o THADPEBL T3 HRONELS
BT h 55, FTRLEROBEROPICE, COTHICIARREEL TWEH
M, BLEBETRTWREEPNhS. 25 LASREEOKBER, Mrlie—ikH
ko0 —HLABBAE ML 3Bl TEES Ta’on) TP TENE, BES
Ok, TOEEEAD, EFLERE OMERYEBT AT T, BARE
BINBED LB, LrLIDL ) REEELRET 2 -DI0RE L OFED,
B WL BT LD TE DL I LBARFERE A>T RN X R b &
VR A RERRE, EARERRE R BI LT, TR )
B ETEEEOTRNCIBERESY, ~DO0 % & ¥ - 7B Hiif & TUET 3
L0, TGG Db \WThsd. ZOBERTOLEN—EHOBEY, &5
OXHEHANOTED FIoKE hWELRIFTOREEDI L Th 5. Chomsky &
TGG %, HEROVICAER, M—OERERLE LT3 b J TRERR <,
TGG tHEUHELH 2MOBEMEA Y T 2 L 3 MARETH b, BREEROL
FhBIEHRBELWEEL TWE, TGG EEGTFEIcb - T, X&hKE

5)
BIEA, TH-EFHRICE, DL 5% Chomsky OIEENS - 72b T THB.
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2. Transformational Generative Grammar & 3EFEDIIE

TGG BHoh T, BESZEONRCERRGROD 5Tk, syntactic compon-
ent U343 < syntax rIEEIE. TGG B3 2 MEWE, &350 - 0=
T33O0, :hifkﬁbﬂbht§%®ﬁ%%t#&bt&mfbg)*f%
B HFEDEA T LB DIFIESED syntax Th 5. Chomsky 8 Syntactic Struc-
tures Toi8 Aspects of the Theory of Syntax THL T30 3EEREELL
THFED syntax TH 5.

Syntax 3% 9, —#EO rewriting rules (JF RR L4 THAE 5. RR i
FNFROEBOHT, B BB TERNYR, HoE -7 (wellformed) X%
iz, BHTAHAICHSE. RR & S~ (0¥ pS— 3] 2FEkT 23—
%, REAOLGMUOBCEEER L WIER) I0EE - C ST AENES
ZIERE L RS,

TGG Tk, XRCZOBEEZIER, BEPEFLAVCTRENE. TGG
EHbopilE, FIEAVCOhAES L TOEET AL R, EL T@hal
BRohwv. FHEBHFLVWEBRBCEX 0L ERETES. —#iz, FFxE
BRI b0 HV5FEY metalanguage IR, TGG g OSUKEREY
FAwsd izl - T, —f® metalanguage #IBL T3 & E % T\,

TGG Bl 3T OEINE, HFOLEHR L UTH30, Jhigdiczo
L5 REERELRACTCE2TTERR . I LHAREMLETLESE:, *

EENLTCWAIERLE, FECEMRIOThH S, LErRET D, &
HONBETHEERELYZTOTEH W © T, NEETEHEEER ¥Ren
B, FIEERREN D TR, SCEERER LV EM L0 15 L MER
AHREI AR S, AELYAVA LI - THFLLEBECTLE, “hi#
&5%ﬁ®%xm LEELT, D\WWTRIECRIO % WBic bk T 555
kt%v EW, BEBSRENT 00K TH LR, BHOJDORE
EERER K REETH B,

2T RR @&, BESECRTL, bOYILOERLESIH>RIOFHD L
T, ShiXEOEREELYEX B30 THB Lo 2. TONIERBRESE
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AT, Al
(1) John plays golf.
EWSTOMBERYE X By, {6k, HRaALhREVE o AL,
@ @O OEPESITH S John ZFFATH 5B 5 plays golf ZEFRUTH S ;
golf (& John X RIFERFATH 5.
() &3 John BOOEFEL LTHCWHR T3 ; plays golf (& predicate
LLTHGWLRTWS 5 A5 golf &, B plays O HiGEL LA
WhHR T3,
(i) John GEEAFTH - T, WHEALH, MBELiak S EELrRicd 5.
Fiz John FAK Th > T, WELMOEFRTEEKFTE 5. play(s)
BB T EME OIS, Lr LB play BANERLTHGD
hodotddsd. il play OFFEGFEAE LT animate noun Th
b, #OBEMEZFEAE L C inanimate noun Th 3.
WS 0k 5 hEMONEMESOT Q1) oftk i EEdTIE, —Hkk
WT i) @& CD ORNANSHRLEDLh ISR IEATVT, TOBKRTE
@D o bRLTHY, i, FOHBABMOBBE LTIk @i ixgzhr
BHRPEALLAFELRZOTTHS. #-T RR ik, E£3E, HVESLER®
T EREBRFRAeT, 70 NP), BFw (VP) £0ii w5, 22T 2D
OEREPOLE UTHEIFRD L 5 28/ 3 RR 3c¥ %f) :

® (@@  S->NP+VP 3 (@@ NP+VP
i)  VP-V+NP (i) NP+V+NP
(i) NP-N (i) N+V+N

@iz RR, &) @£« +oAlo RR BOFh O RR hibAEali X, #
WEROFIETHZ A2, G D GD omHOKETHy, G i) @&
@D RY G OEAEKETEHE. I TOOBIRTEERESE» 0 TRY
ToTEY, #-T @) IFB0OLOHEND THB. O ik categorial sub-
component & FHEI A ICIBIFHEY T 5. EEO RR I, TR/ LI5S0
W2 d O TR, PR John T AR, BI, ERELFHTH S h, plays &
Bhid play O AT, B, B BRI TR DL, gl REFY DU
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BTG CRAWL R TS & Do LEAP—D—DRFEUTRSR S, 1205
@DHEANC X - T iz d 0, Fx BWHBEHIKILEELTH2 L) b
2 QES EV. OEEDRES, WbIE LT O D&% preterminal string & I
2. Pre-terminal string% B3 ED HHL Tk = L DEFHIEL, #Ic transformation
I BT, BRI 5% ThH 5. 4 categorial subcomponent TES
#L7z pre-terminal string OFFERIL, KT lexicon & T 5 —HOBANZ L
T, FRFNEYLBEEIBEESEZ LS. 4 OB DB TR lexicond,
FRICEST 2 @A HES S
@ () N-John, golf...

Gi) V-play...
ZZC N @) RZEBEDIWTW20h, Theth John & golf IZEXE
HBE5I @D oBAEESRTIERSL R, B¥RbL, AL N THb 5
5, (31ii) T golf & John ANBx Bk, V B play THHRYRZFI
his\s. D% b *Golf plays John (¥, EEOLE L TRETVNRLTSHS. 4F
1z, 'V 28 frighten Tho7:5 8 5hk#H % Th5. Chomsky ofxzic Lhl,
(3 i) B\ V 28 frighten Th -7288, 220 N % (John—golf ©OFl
1T C) John, sincerity ¥ =D T, *John frihgtens sincerity ¥ i »C, ¥
TELTREDL RV, V 23 frighten OB&1E, B0 N ©0F% sincerity
BOFE John 3238 ThD : Sincerity frightens John. I, THRICAWL
NEFR L - C, TOMEORACHEBEINE D RS HREZIT5EE100
B totipbEo @i OEECHEOORITL S Lk bR
Bhid. 5 LT RPRYERE, FHROZFRBEANR - Cfthd itk
%.

Z D@D, FERILOBEEROSGENMK ) & EBROMR S L oS E
Fa, TGG BRI KE ZELEFMPEN IIL, RKIYRTIROTHS.
XEMMES G, FAAEAFEL T 5 [gender, number, case] 4% x 2
X”Eﬁ*é.m)jdtﬁﬂ’ﬁﬁﬁkHIZ%’kﬁ'biﬁEbTﬁ< &, [A—® gender, number, F 1\ case %
o, FEoAFRLMEChER SRR RL. 20O/EE, Wi [animate 5

) -
non-animate, human %} non-human, common X non-common] & > ZFEED
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MR DDBHEIR D, S HRRERSEOHP & E X 5h TREEED b—F 5~
AT, BIROEREEL LW CEHGBOhA, D3 FRBAARIILEE
A%

Chomsky OSTHMEAIZ X4k, lexicon DA, ZEOEkRL FOEEER
OWFik, FXEBRICEH VLTS X5 CllAVTORS. Lard ThFhoiEsk
KAEL T BRREROY CEhL2EIM T 0 ThHS. FIAEFEL L ToJohn
DOEWR FOBKERZ [ +human, +male, —common, ...] Dk 35tk 3. TEF
ROBRERE, Pl John OFHOTE /di/) OBE R 5E [—vocalic, +con-
sonantal, —grave, +compact, +strindent, —nasal, —continuant, +voiced] T
b, TGG CHDHS Bk 520 X 5 KHA RO LORRER LA be
7DD L ThHB.

FT 31T, BIRLAL 5 B D categorial subcomponent %25 pre-terminal
string ZAFY I Sh, £hoos, @OrEMRTIC L lexicon OFERANC X > TEE
REZBEEXOLRE. 0L 512U TED H SN ORHE phrase-marker (LT
PM & 4mg) LMEh 3. Chomsky o syntax 2% - Offiiz, transformational
subcomponent » IFFh BESD3h 548, categorial subcomponent 33 RR&» 55
DT o T B OIKFL, transformational subcomponent % transformational rules
(UTF TREER) DO - Twd, TR & PM % FIio 0k A3 % 12
D—HOHATH 5.

TR oFRE, RR L RBAHIE - Tw5. TR #HVIE, ZFR AB % (a)
BA v HEKRARELY, ) AB Wihher B LI LD, (¢ ABC
WO BRI OESRE YA LY, X @) AC rwi i, B o~ C #fRALLD
FTHEIEBTEE. 2503 e TR BREWOBTOZ LT TE %3 AE
FliaBAlZZe vws o tithd. LIATRIBANL VI IO, Buoiklo
CEDMTETELZHAMTRBVERCOTHS: AT TELHRAEHIE, 21
HAIDR R EREZTDNR K I 5. TR KT A RERPNABRDE Lz,
TR PMEFTE S, >3 0 HELE-, BHTELHERLEVIFIRBEIL T
B, CRIEHTS Chomsky OUHE, Wil & T TR OWMEHEARE S &+
BHCD D, TOBEO—DE, TR BYIHZE LG 208 5 0l g 72 EHh &
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FHOKMEZERITHETHE 2L, B, BREFEOLER,. RR 21 C@RR
L, Xl WERRTE T, B BRAUTLrRL CERVWEEDS
DThH5E, Chomsky BEL T3 ?:'C“%Z}?)

TR I% obligatory TR » optional TR © Rz /1T 5T 5. obligatory TR
& 0 PM 3 ATHAIhENEIOTHSE. ROOOELT Axl
Plays DESFOPM 28, [FRAOZHEZER + play] Lo Tl 5. T
Z O PM 5 bF4RIES I obligatory TR Ik » T Iplay+ SHEERE | &
AnBx, Fiz Tplay+s) LaThiksnwv. 25 Ladhi@#ETaiEEo
IHTE EbRV. FRTE—H, obligatory TR %A e hidiabmd 5
7, BLBEWRTTSEEE PM 2RO E-> THWIzOTHS 5. ThREDH
DIEEEOBROLZDIHFHELEL LI L TH S, 3 5 —EQOTIRE
> WICET Ie—HOWIBIREV S Bbh 6302 8l 5 -

(5) (i) Does John play golf?

(ii)  Yes, he does.

(i) John does not play golf.

(iv)  John does play golf.

(v) How well John plays golf!

(vi) Pardon, John plays what?
Q) ORI L TE) L 20MSE ERUIZZEBED OXNTES. 4K
plays X9, BEROZAHBAERICHS T 38 ORI DN IEOEL LR BHLET
3L, BROEROM) LEREMLOBH LIE, Db ilhib Lasis, L
AAPOBT, DI ILTHNATHE. (BL G i) 20w Tik play 344
HR TR wEEXL B EARAETEEW.) 3L PM o, play * #0O3E
BOENTTR, PRI ORI ER L) RENTEHEL Cs\WeET3L, ¥0
3% PM g, Gof ) & ) 0Ly TRE SV, o T
FTHTNTCOLEELMN T (LREHTD) o, Zolko PM 20N
5. GPEFTALLOEERDL Y, L3 8RS - C Tplay+s] 2SAWS
NTCHBHE BE—0 PM 12X - CEERLEEY B FREMLORLRTH
3. FODTIE, plays © PM % [play+s] &£ 1LT3, g Ts+play; &
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L T4, E$ 25z obligatory TR SN EIZ 7 5.

—#i TR 0k ¥k, XENZEUOZ MU E ERcesi) oxt, —
D0 PM hHEAMT I LA TE BHICH 5. Obligatory TR (%, PM Xk PM
EER LI DR, LEHICHELRBREL 3D OHAITH . chkizamciﬁ%/@
ZF] v 0, BERHRIT «%E&HQ»w@Uii%ﬁ@%@f&% BEwo Lk
POV, FXXROL S EXERNERTREBLELTCIVETHS:

(6) (1 *John not plays golf.

(i)  *Play John golf?
Lo LERZEHZERCERE LB 20T, *OTHEEMME, Lr3iTtE?
PRI Y 5729 12 &3, pre-terminal string—phrase-marker—obligatory
TR D@\ FIEBRERMZOTH 5.

Wiz optional TR TH 3723, Z#uix obligatory TR &, T, CHEMLEL S
7ed oo TR T, PM 280 L CEP T304 0TChH5. PM &
B BT AERIRBOL BTN S 3 0T, EETRWTL,
TR, BT BEPORY-—OOE#EY L0 THE L, B, &% T, &%
%, BB ENBER RO REL DTG, KEDHEILd—D2D

optional TR %5 L tH A iz b iz

TR offHe LCE3 5 —0BRERSFEEENSZ: Zhix TR O@BLZT
5 PM o chd. —o0 PM L CoLFEHAThE TR (& singulary TR
EWHEN D, ATTSE THEAWIRI L 2203 T singulary TR O TH -
fo. FRIEHLTTOMUED PM EBEEEXR 3 L 5 & TR, flxig—>
DO PM 24b@ T—O0H L PM %E5, twvoizd 3 halixe+s TR i
generalized TR IREh 5. Bz, BEREFAEMRHE T8 - /20t generalized
TR #fAWTIESRS.

EARBMBEIITE—00XH TGG 12k - TTH E% % TIRIEHRS < S
LD TR BRBBETHS 5. BIBMRYO—BC—%(ES ITiE obligatory
singulary TR 2\ OREHT BT CL W, A LTI T b EHLTRIE
535 B2, thilftofEEo TR &, PM @L< Tk bikn. PM
TR 28835, —BHRAVEL, BIBPOXREWERLRT3. RniEX,
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PM 38 2 BARIZHRECE2GATWASEEIRE, TR 2REL THTE FER
BESXLLWEREX . MR TR IZ PM 23R 5% %
AFRBLNTESL. Zo@Ex%, TR @ filtering function + 3. TR Iz X
5 T OB PM (3 surface structure & FR{F}, surface structure %
> PM %, 3f7-iz deep structure ¥ \~5 &% 4% Hh 5. Deep structure i3,
TR #8345 = 21k » T surface structure % {Eh M Db B, =
FEieazn)ie o)

L TREBRPEXOETH D, Zhik general grammar O €, FEMGHER

2y PM 0Z & Thb. Surface structure |3 syntactic component

2k - TEFEWELTE, —J5 surface structure DY 7¢ » 7- deep structure (33
BRERIORLARIC & - TERRIAER L 54 b d. TORKEY, AREREL LTH~
PEEMNLTWEETEAKZL L TOXROTH 5.

3. Transformational Generative Grammar &

MR LF O]

HmoLTd, BHOETY, TGG »ERY 3 EMLREd 5 NLEREIC D
FoTwd. 22Tk TGG 23 MEELFOHK) LIFEhs 2 il tH0%
BLCThiv. —RICELFERFARCHEFTIL L. FIuPr L RBRLEZT
B, Bt d ICRRL, I NEL R EETHS. Ll TGG i,
FHUMOBEBERERIZLL T, FLFOVHE X v EL R-3CGEERZ & 0
Zhb52 5. TORRE TGG ORBE—D%Y, EHKELY, BEOXE
EYHTERA R LI TSR 55 L5 Th5. bIHESEYAT AOHE
3., BORBICH LR EABTIES 20805, &9 [E4AAHT] v
5BHEDET, TGG LFELFEA—Th3EHEALRSE. I, [WLFESLE
fEO TR, BEF (FREBELFLA—AY CHEBLTILS LR EEL
LT3, BEILZDIE, —E0, DL i RERED, WEANERIZH -
X EELREERLE. ZORTE TGG P [3UEMIEL W] X4l
A EAFEL T e s, BLFOBELZ—HL V3. B2, A¥FEL
TR 2ORBEZECRT BB OMRICENT, ThiCEERABE Lo
3, XALF- e dBVRH LW RFVHIENREOEEL LR, T+
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ZEHELFOELAB LB XOURERICEERRTHS. Z0HaTh, TGG
DO—HEBEThHLEBOEHELFELFONE L OBICEMUERD 5.

—RIZELFE, BB EDOL IR LT EBEAL T T2 ORI DWW TSR
BHRLCuRWL, X<abiv. $25008, ZOMERTRSRFERIChY 2 T
dvv. TGE B> THELFOTHLEEMEL L L LTWEbITRA
. BEONSRE HEREFLFOTHLO L 0OHEY, BTORFHAZPSLT
5%. TGG OVWERE, FEITHCAShEEENERL R Shs s oAl
ORI TTARS. 25 LTEOMEAZIEAL TH 5. TOMEN HEFL
FOFLELI LIRS IV, BE5EVWEEIRDVLTE, RAOCHEAL THEE
Wit 5., 0%y TGG ofFHE, FHLFOTHOEEHFNRHEICET S —RI
ERELTWE I LIZhS. FLFOTHR, SEFMHBET TT -0 0 B2
HITH B L EE ARG, L LEBRENHAT LAY LER TR, EITEE
ROBBIZERELECEETHS. e LT TGG &, BEOSESNT
BIORMAR L O, EARBVERF->TWETHA I 0. TREHENZFNRS
h e LT TGG oMimsbihEWELREOX TS, BELFOUENLE, B
BEVEE L BOh 2582 EBErBTF A LI RS,

EEBIHELE S, TCG R IhEHXEFORERE Th 5. B0 H
HELEVDR, FOREFBLBShAXLEIPEETZ LI kb v B,
LIATHET S, XEHFELELE, ELFOHET, XEEFELEL L LER
TExLHE, TGG HTBHIBCIRELDE L H Ik S OTHBRE S
5. PIx BB CATCZHONRT N URELLE L LR TE. 20L& KRS
BoZEWOXERIEoHL, XEBETIORFHETHE. L L—0F, THFED
Xodiziz, RLT TGG OWIEIITHNT 3 3 0% F- TndhE 5D
Luwrbbh T2 3005 5.

(1) () A lexicon is provided the learner by the institute.

(i) T was born in Germany,
T D izxfs 5 TGG giisciy The institute provides the learner a lexicon T
HHW, Thiz#o 7z (wellformed) WTHDIPED, BABORMYH B L X
R X (7 oS LE b0l E bR, 4L TCG #Eic
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BLFOHTIEAENT 307 TOXETH S 20, i, EHORILOA R
LT BLCIRER, PRVEEEZEATEILIZESS.

—H, BXBRCRELE VI EXFOFN, E5BHAKOLOEY BT S
EEP——DE DV EEOL ORI EE L LT E—I2L 5T, TGG LELFD
THEOERY FREBI0LBbNRE. ZOBBIHEY, 355008 Iwhe
VIO DWW, RBE - &) LA RESEZLRVEY, TGG LEFELF

OfFE e OBHEIE, —BL30REELRW. £O B0kl ZHHOLD
MED, BB, oOHBZET 2 ABOZCRERTHWE. ZOKE, 5593
VR ERATIRATEELFHIZOWT, TCGG OBEHEOHEL WS X b,
LA TGG EMAL -4 (Chomsky D15 languege use X 3Bz perform-
ance) X TOMKE ko7, FHFL 35 TGG YO LIEEDER
WX b i32H%T (competence) DMETDOHIZL L EI LTSS, HEOZLFE
BIEOERARL LABREC-OTH 3. FLFE, BLEFRIOEWE TR S
TR, 40 TGG BHBEnEH aMLz@@

BUOZFBOX LR - TEAD. TEBOILR, REEHEOXYEIZL T
BT LIRS b S, BEL b TR B BEOHE TR BLE
X, ZHHOXL, EHBOXS, HLL ErSH~] HBLEAUTITLDTD
5, BLF—Y(LTPHIETR —O B bER 5L, WOZIULE, Piebo
LBEADD B :

8 (@ I was young...

(i) I was tired...

(iii) I was born...
TGG sl @D BEXTHSE. Bi) RIRRAWINS : tired &, in
teresting F LWk, OF, DL VEFHOIRERE L TR, BEFLL
TORR L, WHEZT DL Lok, tired PERE L THHFINEILH
- TR 81D @EIE 300 AFALHAM IR 3300 - T, %éﬁ&ﬁ%a
@ i) FEHBOWRELTHS. #-T TGG ROOZLREMHICHEI ZLich
5: (81 & (8ii) FE- deep structure %% o T\23 % surface structure
KEWTELLBTEY, BiD) (& surface structure (2B \\WC& < [F@—2 b+ 8
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@ deep structure ZHEL T3, Lnd B i) @70 deep structure | %
heh 81 & (8iil) @ deep structure LFBEDIDTHE. LIHTIOH
WHRENOBEAREALAAEENCEER L2 L S RBEX v, BLES
REOEPHHEFE, HEBEFELUELRET R o EEHENIIRLEVWOTH
g, TGG 2H> L5 LBERIDETHAIL, Ef“%é%%?eof’ﬁﬁﬁ>b%i(
TE3X5%k, BAOFARELET I EE u\. WPRIZL T TFELFO
SRR DR S ORI TS B X bRl b,

TGG {Z—3& D meta-language ZIREL T3 LEIZE - 7273, meta-language
LLTD TCG PEATHEOHLFLEE N EF -T2l LAYA
EEbRE. FIAE a very old man ¥\~ 3 EZFEMICEH - C, very 2 biELA
WCR X WEETH S ¢ a very, very old man; a very, very, very old man
A, UL a ® man ZZOFHDFTE—ELIPH-LRR V. T ITHAEK
DL 3RBAL L s Tl ekl 3 5
® () NP A (+Mod)+N

(i) Mod —(Adv+) Adj

(i) A ~»a, an

Gv) Adj —old

) N  —man

(vi) Adv  —very (+Adv)
O i, vi) T () RIRARLERR, AL TILEL Té I, kw3 Ek
KT 5. SR O ) HOERTEFRAL Lo X 5 mEeRvm@- T
a very old man OFEFENRTE 3 :
@ @ NP —A+Mod+N

6 A+ Adv+Adj+N
(i) a+Adv+Adj+N
Gv) a+Adv+old+N
€D) a+ Adv+old +man

QO vYD Adv i3 O v o X - THIZ very REF#ELTILS, X () AD
Adv 2L 9 ELEALC2EBE very 2¥~TE L. FEFsic O vD o
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Az khig, 2o NP @Y Tii-TATILd 5—> very i b BlEE
MefFEemrs ot kid. LrLIORLEW ELOWEEMRR, SHEOHEE
PEEOELFOEHENEREL ThE i vwukdh, EopBErEnS
BELTWBELEIFEDR . £5LT TGG oF>Z OoBOBFEIZEHANE
TGG @ meta-language 23 % & Bhbi 5. Meta-language 2+ DIEHOR %
ELTCOFEL AR TRERD VBRVY, LrLAEEOHFONEE - Th 3.
WmAFTRERTH Y, MWHTERROFETSHS. WEEAEWCE > Tohug
CFECOFENREEZE RO 3EA S, TGG PELAPTE, HEOFHELF
PhLHFTr, BEETL - TEED RV, L LEER—FIEED R . L
IWEHENE ZETHT 50, tORBEOERELILETLHAEE, EHRNZRR
L@f‘})?

TGG |2, SEXHESNERICT - TUBELIS LT3HHTHS. 0l
KB BHH S B b BN, T 2T Yngve DI & HFIEAET Lzl
HOBOTENRAE, 120X oh Tk OEEIR - TS VELEASH
Td, X2EotREEME Tk, A very...old man (ZHEEET 5
COBDEFTHLEY, AVHIEALTIREAPCLHILDN5E:

@) (O I watched him watch Mary.

(i) T waiched him watch Mary watch the baby.

(1) I watched him watch Mary watch the baby feed the kitten.
B that [OEPR-REBAT -
@ () Bill said that he had won the race.

(ii) Paul said that Bill said that he had won the race.

(iif) John said that Paul said that Bill said that he had won the race.
L LY, b2BORAHME —ENRSEER CHERA L 223 GERE O
BEMEOBA LML 5. 2O LRKRDOL IR 2EHTHIT L < bipd:
(3 ()  That it is true is obvious.

(if) *That that it is true is obvious isn’t clear.
PAGRCAER what R=@ERIBLR LR, CART Y P 3—~v o vEETLTE
TR R edb 5
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) (D  He knows what should have been included in what came with what
he ordered.

(i) *What what what he wanted cost would buy in Germany is amazi%izg.
ZOX S RIY, WEBNCARE REDEREOERIN SR EINEDE T
i, TGG &, FEOFELEL D BHENENCRATRSPITT ChTHWE 0%
LAExB. iz, BEROBLFER TGG X 3EMRE—/->TIvE
MR NHRR—— 25 > TleB 1o T Iun. AAIICE Yogve B0 X 5
2, BEMERENORMCL-T A3 1) ® (14 i) OXORAEEL ST S
L3 TE3. TCE WRENL V- R EEPEREMELL Tuavhs, ELE
DEHEEYHNAT 00 U CRYRRIER S 5.

TGG DWMBEMNENOMEANE > T, 44z TGG 0 BENGE L FOENOFRE
Bg—o0%b, HLEIN, BonXLLTETANRLhI—%RIT5C
L ChBELLES. 0BE, L TCG SHEEDHELFEOENLE I LED
DHWEETRF - TW 5O THNE, TGEC BOMMINGE L FORMICEALEL L
WHZriERb, 5L CER Yngve %3 E0C, ERZOMBEYRLHmED
5. TGG RAVARTIWERBOOPREOREMEE, COFELT S ERITEF
PHLTCWRWE WS 2P —D0BHTHS. Yngve DB EIL—FHEAT,
b b ARETER —EULCERR R I T ENIER S I TE T
5, LEZTND.

ELTFLOMHEICE VT TCG 2 H#HT 3 LURBENELLLL LTIE, £
Ux TGG M2 %€, BV EARATHELFORNERIETE 302 i,
LoBERHOTEEYREXY, BB LI LT 5E THDL. iz TGG
DrE¥r, TORRLEIMETI2DE, ERMciel, Lobhxd TGG @
Bt O S SES L, Posial b EELT B

HASE G, BEEL o4 (ellipsis) OBSERH 5. THEUERERTE
5, MELIEWRILLE. REGFE, ThicBETERED, BENICRERREHE
B Liuedt SRS R IR B & B L, b DEEEOEAR
Hiz, tho BATHEOBESREXNERCRRALEHFELEVRLTHL LY
BTV, o THAREL RIS OB ETH 5. Ll T
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28) )
K, ARSEROL OFEEPHBEHLRHoTnE L LIBETE RV, Fixl
B 0D LHE) DL E OREUTAPERIIRER D 2> Thb 2 L EED W
L, #h50ENY FHESEMCHE$TRE TR W & W S FRE. R woh
W, 25C TR W32 &2 33025, TR R EEBOREE L BN RL
T ENEFEO—, BRIHENHETEVWDTRVWE SR, BARAEHEOEREME
2, HBOCERLIIETHHERTHS. LIAHATEREDFELFOHNR, F
ZOREEIZOWTS, FEHBEHIZOWTE, BBRELLEESTHE. L6
ER, BEFLRT, WEMKEWZFOMOETHIEENRL Y 255w
T, MEOBIELM & 2FIT i, 21T, WhEREORIIKIE -7, TE
QEEIMPHPTE 2 LEHEIELTEELRVWEES.

FE3 iz, TGG LEEROFLFLPE - N ERET 55, T OREN
BEIZRERE, NFDOHOEFEL LT, BLERERTIFENR LR
bk, ~RICCEERL EFOHE—HAAEEH L FOoTH—=ew, —
FHLTWEH3, HERLTCW343, HIEERTHL-DITR, BESh 3 TE
SR A TS TRIGE— B L CW B S L BRETHS. W LEAMNIZE
BEZE-TNTE, TOBBOMIZADLIRRTD - TR, FOBRMOBRR
PG a0, TGG 25T 2 TELFOLHE] v mFERIE, &EBGET
B RSB itk B, (19664E.5 )

e

D R TOMEE FHTHo TEELRVE WS RFERIHRA2D) Robert M. W.

Dixon, Linguistic Science and Logic ('s-Gravenhage: Mouton, 1963) T, KO =

LW s Chomsky OIGRERCHAIICIAL T3, Dixon I XWEHFREOFIZE,

FEHEULTEEL T LR L » THETIEEHOST P d%yEs) L bhiE B&

OB EMERFTL02HBL 7540 GERRoXE) 3bh, SHPRBECR

T5, LWHIDTHE NHPOBRELEERETYERAT 501, EFEFCLH- CEEEE

EWRIEL K ENTho> T, Chomsky DOEnkd & 3 L EEFHROBRLEX 5 Fa

XhizDTHBh 5, Dixon ORFIOFEFE & Chomsky O-#h & RS-

AR D »izix Chomsky D EE : Syntactic Structures (’s-Gravenhage : Mouton,

1957) RX Aspects of the Theory of Syntax (Cambridge, Mass.: MIT, 1965) ®f

iz Jerry A. Fodor, and Jerrold J. Katz, eds., The Structure of Language: Readings
in the Philosophy of Language (Englewood Cliffs, N. J.: Prentice-Hall, 1964) zI¥
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