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Park, Sung-Hyuk. 2001. Agree and Move. Korean Journal of English
Language and Linguistics 1-4, 561-585. It has been claimed recently
that the two computational operations Move and Agree of
Chomsky (2000, 2001a) should be separated into distinct and
independent operations. According to this view, Move is an
“operation that applies only to meet an EPP-feature of a functional
category.” It is also claimed under that analysis that “a candidate
for Move is simply a syntactic object with phonetic content.” The
purpose of this short paper is to show that the operation Move
should still be viewed as composite; hence it must have the
operation Agree as one of its prerequisites. We argue that the EPP
feature of T may not be analyzed as an independent feature that
triggers overt displacement in syntax. Under Chomsky’s (2000,
2001a) theory, displacement in syntax must require the probe-goal
(P, G) association before the actual movement takes place. It is
shown in this paper that in order for an element A to raise to the
[Spec, T] position, the ¢-features of T must establish a (P, G)
relation with those of J prior to movement. In short, Move
requires Agree, the EPP feature being dependent on the minimal ¢-
feature [person] of nominals.

1. A&

h

Chomsky(2000, 2001a, b)y= A X|(##E displacement) #A3 FH
3}l Chomsky(1995)2] A2 #<(Attract-F) o] w i ]

<A

so] mEe Fo WEE oA T ot SAE el H K199
d, 20009 2 2001 28t7)ol A w=ol® Holth Ztel-xjuihe] Helgt o
AEolA PG okE ASF =HE BUFA A 2ol (Joish 4
AALEAE g PAS =AY £ =29 A4 Fd £ F of
sxetn gatd Axngel oFAMAAE PAE Each 2
E3e Jehte RE oRE d¥oz el AYolth o] =EL 2001
dE £330 Al o8 A Q=L
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(Agree) ©]2& AAStL Utk o] o|Ed] w2 AXE 8 FH&
He o]&(Move) A8 U], FEHA+ Pied-piping) B (M)HE
(Merge)o] 3t #8032 o] 2&o] HEEH7| Jsixe A7t dF
Zog Agxolol gt a7y HT o|H g Chomsky] x| o]&
S AEZE Ao g 45t o5 A= HAY 547 FE
o2 FEHEHoF e FFo dFEHUD. 2y EEdAx
Chomsky(2000)9] #AF¢] o|&24 && iR Wolsola JYue
g AN o o)z EelE9 F2 Chomskyo] o] wjx| 5
€ Y & U1 dddt 53 o|FH dAY EAAHE FH
7] 8 AXE /fdsls Tel o FALg e (Extended Projection
Principle: EPP) &3 d#H/lo] E¢HF Lo 2 By e Fo
= Chomsky?] ©o]&3 EdME I ZAE 77 ofgy HAoh
Eue Ex+&, Chomskyd] o3 && 7IAsdd Ee&Y %
He gyl AXe YAE JAAZ sfjof sl EPP a7E SHE 9
N FEoz2 BHY] oyt RAFY AFL AX ¢ o|Fo 44 51
22l FAgog EAY F AeS BRoAFee Aok

2 2y 3%

WA BEAe F4L 1% 4ARs|E H22) B B
'S AL 2ne AZE “olBole Yxs EPPE T RS A

Aok w9 ou] J= Atelgtn ot a2y o714 ol EFd o)
oAl 293 98 FuA vk A, Bis EEE AA] dF FEF
BgAd R 23E& Fu 3lA odon trt &% Chomsky(2000,
2001a)9] o]2F & &eA FFE Rolgte F& AU 1 =€A ®
A R Ede 2Y¥L Fu dve HE Az B EA,
Chomsky(2000, 20012)9] ©]&% &< 7IARAS 9 ©]FL T EPPE 9y
gt wata o)Fol W w=2dls EPPY thd =97t 4ot 13
U B3 EPP AAY (0]& FHAHQ) £ #Hd FF& 31 A
Tt thA] A Euo] 2322 EPPY i3t Chomsky(2000, 2001a)¢] 7}
AL WolEole 3 olFH IAE WY EXHA FEoz HY|E oY
e JE BAFEe otk weA =AY A Lt UAFE A
APEAME o] AEE aIRWE FAEVE St

R EL FAF E=EO0TE Lee(19%9, b, 2000E 5 4 ith Leed]
A Bl =B Yehbe 0|57 AXel #¥ FAL 2 Folst glckn @
gEEg fEHOE Lee(1999)E F4H 0T AHBI|E ot 2@} o]h]
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AR BA8 pege FAe g 2o ¥ ANz 999 5
21THE24).

(1) a: Move and Agree should be analyzed as independent
syntactic operations.
b. Move applies only to meet an EPP-feature of a relevant

functional category.

(la)9] F3< 93 AN HEHI A&5F9 szt 2 (29

T&o
(2) There seems [rp ¢ to be someone in the backyard]

°lF &7 4 FE&L A/ Relgte Sy o< D B
BETT 2 4 Uk = QT £2T) oA AW TP o T
o] vEdYg AAEo| AAHY] HAslA A= someone] A} 3}
£ WA [Spec, TIZ HAX|3l= Q4= someoneo] ofUe} thereo] 22
AR GA S o]FL HEAY ALolge Aotk whA HajA AL
there7} 3+91d TPS] A] L4 (specifier: Spec) XA 4HE TP
o WA 84 AAE olFHE AL UASE 4B olFiAn
2 5o YXE HAZ oIFIAE Ro] ek Folch
5o 2, (Ib)e A (la)e] 37 DA FdS Z2e 3
od @A (overt) 0|59 §27} EPP ApAolgn sgsts A
o] A& Chomsky(1995, 2000, 2001a, b)¢} =LA thEx @& Ho =
Bt a4 AT olFeo] €A%e Auglel dojue A&
gt BoEX EPP AdE tE Addge FAGe Hx 9 Ao
s 7AAE SEpe] ivke Aold. o] f% oA EPP AAL2 Y&
7 o] 73 HH(535).

(3) ... an EPP-feature of a functional category should be

oA BHEC] Eue 2HE AAd g vinzy 24
gonz Egd U3 AT AEE sz
235 ¢lo] £Ae Lee(1999a)2] Z WEE HEAIG #o|th

g2 =2h0z &%
22 vhehbe
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analyzed as an uninterpretable c-selectional feature for

its specifier.

Te] EPP #}do] 1 A 84 A o HF & 873 <

Z 9] X9 z}A(selectional feature)olelx 7143 RS Chomsky
9} X ¢vd. add EAE EPP A UY&S oBA 7AE
= &= AHolth EEL (3)o YEhE “c-selectional feature”
e 8ol ould dis) e AFE 3t UA ool FEE ¢
& 7FE37] olEey ded 22 T4 2 J&S A3
B 4 e A BTE3H).

(4) a. Move is a syntactic operation that applies only to meet
an EPP-feature of a functional category.
b. A candidate for Move is simply a syntactic object with

“phonetic content.”

F olF A& dA FE&HAe FuRlel 23 (FF 7T WFY)
EPP 2t 517171 913l FH&=H<e 2&d Eoly olF 289
2 T4 HES 7 FA td7d Bolgte Aot

2% &Y FHL olTS dA%E FHYe] dojys
o] Zgoln o]F A& fuAe EPP AHo|x EPP AHE S
A Wgg 7 245 WA 84 AR oFAFAEA AAE
F de Adoltvge g 2%d & Ut EHEAMeE oF
o] YX| ot A on EPPY AAe SAH W& 7AW od

AEA HA 84 AR o|FAIIE Aolgte FEE A A9
(29 58 9o Collins(1997)0 A AEE th3T 2L AAT &3
(locative inversion)®} <187 XX|(quotative inversion)®& AR
AMg8EaL 3l

dlo HIEE
ox, Ml

(5) a. Down the hill rolled John (Locative inversion)

*od 7)) “a syntactic object with phonetic content”7} ¥& £Q1X= £
HalAl @k BAMA #FEo] “‘LAHH WE(F S4/5E AF)E E(see)
F JdeAe 43
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b. “I am so happy,” thought Mary (Quotative inversion)

(G)e] REANA HAET down the hillst AT “I am so happy”7} T
o] EPP A& FFA7]7] S8 TP HA| 84 $AE o]Fgdrt
E Collins(1997)¢] F3<& wrols 9o 24 EPP A F 9 2L 93
o] 5 dlo] RH(p-features)d] UX|(agreement)} Z(Case)i}= 2
#gle] dojye oz AES Ui Uy

ol#fdt FFL I UFUE A7e ogulE 7HAI oen A&
A3 9 JHXE VMR Jvn #eEAw a2 FF A0
Chomsky(2000, 2001a)¢] ©|&2 £& ZlZ 7}A3F Ao o) F
ARTE HoA Eohd F337] o FEE g0l AMdelth

‘% =BAE ()9 AR7 2P § BE2HA F2L U & WA
dzce g ANSAG. g Y= AHolgm Bk Iy Bael
22 A%dAH ()9 A2 AAE £19 FE BAA} oheke Fo) o
o AT 2ok 2% ol (5)9) AEol A EPPE Sl A
Az gt BE Asde £y =93 Fxo 92 WAA gE
. velrtn ()9 ARt AAZ RS FuehA AT F A= AR
AAE Jh2gdeh ()9 AL A§T77 HA FoI(F [Spec, T)) 914
£ A5 Y& Fo] BRAA d4F B B ARE AHnA.

(i) a. There was a man in the backyard

b. Was there a man in the backyard?

c. There was a man in the backyard, wasn't there?
d. I believe there to be a man in the backyard

. John rolled down the hill
. Did John roll down the hill?
John rolled down the hill, didn’t he?
. I believe John to have rolled down the hill

—
s
=

~—
jo)]

an o

(iii) a. Down the hill rolled John
b. *Did down the hill roll John?
c. *Down the hill rolled John, didn’t it/didn’t down the hill?
d. *I believe down the hill to have rolled John

Ao (i)9] therest ()9 Johng Folz B o] EEHA /Mol
o7ld daiMe B2 ooy} vt wagch 23y (i)Y B =X
" AH&TF down the hillo] Fojgte FA W J&ES dd F s A
281 AztEch makA Collins(1997)8] BAE AnEojol & Aoz B
o oot #AE =l wAH(FHF)NAM Fot B & gldh
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3. EPP a3

ol&9 APHY FEAE M EH<E EPPE 2 €8 upe} o
Chomsky(1981)¢] 4] P(principle P)ol 2 94L& S 4+ QUd.
Chomsky(1981)= T3 2& EHES YehtE 3A} theret} b
AHF 22 ite FAZ st 47 P EAE MY AH-

(6) a. there is a good reason for his refusal
b. I believe there to be a good reason for his refusal

c. 1 believe it to have rained

6)e 8 YelUs theret} it g T(F-role)o] Q3% &
T3aL Ao B4 842 vehua gk oldd @4 A &
AT B gaixe dgo] EVbsditt Hole W=A] Fo
7 dojof gohe olH ¥ 2= TEA(structural) o] FolA L
£ AS% Chomsky: ©] 97 PE 9 e FATZE 74
Ela: kA= )

(7) S — NP INFL VP

Chomsky(1981)2] 2] P& Chomsky(1982)0] 4] w24 FofFA}
42(F EPP)he o)§E IA Hed d43) 28 H29 HaF
o olgolA ALg3HE EPPE) Adste obzt teAl ®dHe] 3l
t}.6) Chomsky(1982)2] A o]o)| w2 EPP= FAIL o] Fo 2
273¢ Y@ AU WA WREe) EHANE BE Fo 27 X

‘meba g2l PE SAHY 4o Ade 24 TIn FEE A3 ()
dA EEHE 94%9 Az =& Alcorollary) B2 ZAolgdtx E 4+ AL
Roltt. EPPe] 3A ¥ (derivative) & Y& (redundant) 5442 o]n} o

714 deuz 39 He =9& Hetk

*Chomsky(1982)= EPPE t}g-#} o] 7FA3x 3lth “I will henceforth
refer to the Projection Principle along with the requirement that clauses
have subjects as the Extended Projection Principle.” FA198] AHA7F Alebzl
AxFel olgds @3 EPPEE 8018 A&st: AL o= ejuldA
£ Anedolsn T¥ £ YL Aol
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TS 7te]A EPPg F 21 Qith BadMx o3 dvtEy #3
w278 3t A3 EPPe EE Fo] 723 FAE 7lAok
o= AAE (7)AAM £93] =uRe] 2 Fole NPE 773 H

At ojHF WAL AFol T (7)] Yeld EPP EAHE o
Al Chomsky(1995) o]#¢] 7|8 A F&x AT UF Fo 714
of Wt A oS # 22 EHOE YEhdrh

Blorok oo A

(8) [t DP [t T [p (EA) [ v [ve V ..]1II]

27} o2 EPPE (8)9 FxoA DP/NPE g73tc il o
DPE vP9] 9% =3 (EA)o] IR ZY & A2 B wehA
€ AA d8de Y = ok

a#d], Al EPP7F #4 593 £ et ofdE gE
o' RE(module)dlX =ZE 4 Y& dFo] FH(theorem)Z-&
ZAR17} d= Holtk AMAE o] E(Chomsky 1981, 1986 F)olA+=
A 2 EPPE AXRd(xE AXA)Y 232 Rye Aol A3
olRtt. F olF AM(chain)e] HEle Ao] Fo=EE= Aot ot
£ d#=Z(chain condition)& #4317 HejM= Ho] FAEA F
stle 91X9] DPe WI=A] Fo] RoE ¢ ' X2 o|F3)of 3}
B2 o]g]d o]Fo] HlE EPP &#E 7t-dL&tn BE AHoloh

EPPo] djgt ojHd AW 7] HAFY ojRAME OHE K
At BE o)< MG A AAE A #HLolge FH
A9 718 714 3telA EPPe & T9 7FA(strong) NP-AA(F
Az A)olghes FA o] dFHHChomsky 1993 @ Chomsky 1995
A37). 18y EPPE TS A4 AAAT A8t = ol8jg Al
EE Fo| RAHA Ut 3oF Bole (M (raising) 7E FAHA}

Aol Fo] gAY o]5L AWalr] oJFTY

of

"YTo] EPP 24d 4AE Rty EPP ARS Holgw VU 4n
3= A=< Martin(1999) SolA A4E 3 At} Epstein/Seely(1999) 5
% EPP 49 EAE RA3T giok 28} ojn Foflx] AFHKC] &
T= EPP AHe] &4 4RE ZAdHE Ao oivx vt Chomsky
(2000, 2001a)e] o]2& ¥4 EZ ALgdtes 3 EZEL 5o o3}
e 3E HoFes Aotk
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(9) John seems [t to have been arrested t]

olH 3 olF &S FE37] 98| Chomsky(1995)& EPPES ZHi}
st To] A HF 22 D12 74384 chs) volrkA Chomsky
(1995)= AAIEe Te B8 YA TE X33 2 FRIYT
7} HlgjdAd EPP #AEE 7HAA e ASZ 7HARCH) mEkA
AAE(FA)H? A FAAE(EFA null Case)oHe HAEo] F
52t free riding)ell <l H7A =)

a8 o714 7t g 7HA FrefaEor & A2 Chomsky(1995)
o] EPP &3e thg¥ o] F FEOE o] FojWthe FHoloh

(10) a. The categorial feature [D-] of T
b. The strength of the categorial feature [D-] of T

(102)= T HiXA4 (EF) A2 D7 AAEY] A &
22 D& 7H3 of® 247F T2 fd= oo & BoFE A
dl Chomsky(1995)¢] =] HAd(Procrastinate) U (AAAA LF)
H2 o] #2l2 WHl(covert) TAHE LFllA dojy= Zo] &
a8y (10b)ye AIAE dEE FAE T T [D-] A2 AAE 9
SAHH(E 523 Spell-out M)A doUzE a7t A
Ht2 T [D-]7} 3/dol7] wj&olrh

Chomsky(1995:232-3) 744 A9 A& thS3 o] 743
3 ek

2 9 N

R

Eﬂ_
o
L

(11) a. If F is strong, then F is a feature of a nonsubstantive
category and F is checked by a categorial feature.

b. A strong feature is one that a derivation “cannot

*Chomsky(1993)ell = o] F ZFgo] o]Fste 849 ©]7]4(Greed)d
71918t Ao 2 Hou} Chomsky(1995)2] zAH-Q o]2oAE 71%5H
F9 Po| FAAZEA Ale] w4 A& AAS 7] AT AEF 0]7]
AJ(Suicidal Greed)dll 7]19135l= Zog Ha Ut}

“Castillo £](2000)= F-FAHEolE EPP zpde] @itkn FA3hc}. Chomsky
(20012)9l M= o]} FALE 7leAE AFIEME BE Te EPP A2 &
ZFevs BF /M-S ad2 fA8 gk

l‘\l‘
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tolerate”: a derivation D — X is canceled if 3 contains a

strong feature.

w24 Ade A Ao EUHEAM 2 AP E T AA
Hojof dtry. Ao T TS A [D-] AA AAE &8 Hd
o]Fojzjof g}, ol EE FAAY dol mEW ojd 249 [D]
AT T2 fAHE HAAT F23 A olFdAxE sid A2
T Heg oE(%OJ)t;_} g gleBng “d¥bx  Fl(generalized
pied-piping) °|5& 3l To 24 [D-] Ade HA/AAT o) F
o] X1 t}.10) u}am Chomsky(1995)¢] o]&¢] wW=w ofdH Q49
[Spec, T] X129 o]FL T2 2L Al 7}A 8¢ T34 4
F2tn B 5 Ao

(12) a. T [D-] %A
b. [D-]¢] A
c. PF &9 EA

2909 PP £%E 439E (129 4 adse
A ol® dge wraln v 34, Te [D] Ade B9 4
g

WA BAGearch)sle 75S RETh thAl A T B4 2
& AR oFd & & UE AL wEA WFAE DIE HAn
] o

olof F& aTF@t

Yojs} ge Ew o]Es) Qo] thelH Chomsky(1995:262-3)% THe3}
Zo] F=3tx1 Atk “For the most part — perhaps completely — it is
properties of the phonological component that require such pied-piping.
Isolated features and other scattered parts of words may not be subject
to its rules, in which case the derivation is canceled; or the derivation
might proceed to PF with elements that are “unpronounceable,” violating
FI. There may be a morphological requirement that features of a single
lexical item must be within a single X° (see McGinnis 1995). In any
event, properties of the phonological component have a major (perhaps
the total) effect on determining pied-piping.”

"o{7]q PF R 5Aolg e A= £ AAY skl 257
A A (articulatory-perceptual system: A-P)9] EAJolzte Eolrh
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A2, B4} 5)E EPPY] t4bo] ¥ 4 k1)

E5), Chomsky(1995)7} F#A31 Q& 74 A9 B4 (1)
of AAR vhst Zo] AP Ado] Aol HAe A HAo| Sole
£ 2 FARES a7 Aol BeA T7h e [D] A
WHRLF RE)7AA JITelx 45 o8t Hol W@ ool #e.

SA BaA @ Aol Aol Fe AF ALY WAL
Ay felg TR 54 48F FAH 227 FeA 9
£ g ge@ch

AR, o\ Ao} Aol §5 Ho] o FoiAol ke AL
% Ade) foRez 2D S feg JuAT AT A2
#959le Mol PE 749 54 3242 47} 9ok 0|7
£ 293 Aol olfolAE AA FPL FATY olFe] ol
1 ARe TFE WRe olFe a7eA Bk oA TeA
23 g9 A Ao o|ToAE AW HAL BIAHoZ WF
JE(EF B 1) FA e elth 2F T #4 [D]
A2 Aol 8 Aol o|FAAES 571 AshHE DPY [Spec,
T] A= olFo] WAoo,

4
=

0 do & o 2

4. A9 °olF

Chomsky(2000)= Chomsky(1995)2] =} §21 o2& W& +3
gt 9 ZA8-E I8t YA AH&E AYF Chomsky(2000)
o AAE F& ¥z P HAE 2%3E v 20D

Paeyg g3 2o dE oEd A EAE e = UL A
o2 yelth

(i) I consider under the bed to be a good place to hide

2 Bresnan(1991) 59| F3o| W= under the bede AR ALT7} o}
Yzt gAbol E}—«l x}i—— ol FFL AA3e Aoz BT}

(ii) a. Under the bed is a good place to hide, isn't it?
b. Under the bed seems to be a good place to hide

B 7AA felslor & e ()9 A2t 5) ARE Y] M2 tate
Mol 245 48 Rz}
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(13) a. Fst 3§22 halol 23 (probe: P} 2 F(goal: G)
Mg =5
b. () A ZFE dale] 9] & =9
c. TW(phase: Ph) 7/Hd¥ &84 &3 (cyclic Spell-out)
Mde =419

(13)o] mEw oA A AL FHEHA Fow wEix AF A4
T EASA geth 3d dy 2o &3 8L v 39
it} SRR HEHEE BE FA FEo] £E8FHoY &P
7 (post-cyclic) 28 glojx|x @Y ¢8(single cycle)o2 5Y&
t} ol#% ¢3F S23E =dToEN B L7 EA3A
BA =AU

o2, =99 g A Bl FAI¢+ #dE Chomsky
o] dx] o]2¢ Fo NAHEL a8 B g Xk

(14) a. A A A} BA £ZAIE L Te “¢A 3T (complete).

b. 94 BRAANE I o A (ECM) T+E9 T “BSAs
(incomplete).

c. T7} zte v A3 A2 go] AF(e-features)?} EPP
Z+d ol t}.

d. T8 e Aol ket sho] Ado] Yehe 249 W
A4 AR e F/NEE valuation)dtd] A AHsE
Te] AE A (Case properties)o]t}.15

PChomsky(2000)¢] ©]&-& Chomsky(2001a)oll 4 I¥ SRR F4
9] dF 7FYEL Chomsky(2001b)oll A ThA] S HT. o] o] &9 At F
719 dsiM= " EFES Fasdtet 219 FAY #d8E =9 (13)
of AAE Walvhe nEsldE FEsvn godt Bgge == o
A2 Chomsky(2000)E ZAZ & Yoe S FAx=z U E.

“Chomsky(2001a)ol = =S ThA| 7= H(strong phase)d o=
(weak phase)o.g2 F+E3ta it FAte] Aelo] thajr= Chomsky(2001a)
2 Rel EaoM dFsts TS AW ondoh

PChomsky(2001a, b)e ®lsi44 2L grol AsNAA %L(unvalued)
A2 B3 Ad AR AdY §& Fdle Ao AT Urh oj¢
B8 " =& Frampton/Gutmann(2000)& #uslel A2 4z 4
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gAG T go] AAA, #, UA)

< on et AEAE 7HA3 ok

f. E44% Te ﬁJrOl A F AA([person]) AATE JHA]
3 glen wrgpx AHEAo] gt

g Bl AZAET FAHH Zgol 7HAH(visible)o]| T} .16)

CEAL thereZt AL e FA(FHA) AEL v
3 A2 ot

O

=

(1499 35S Wgos s Agd YN oley /12 B3 =
4858 ohgw 2ol @ Aeltha

(15) HP
Spec H’
H YP
[u per] l
[ num] a..
<EPP> [per]
[num]
[ Cas]
(1509 FzdA 3 He Hsidd A4dQl o] AFEE 7141 3
=4 ©] AAEL Al A A (systems of thought)oll X A= 4 g

7 FA3Y ddlels AEE George/Komfilt(1981)ol 4 1 29& 2&
F o

Bo) A& B4 8}(activation) 7HFolg T g

Teole] Moy (15)9] HE Folo) ¢ Tz 474372 dt vyolst
X o9 Tole A(gender)xt Aol EHE A gonz Hekdra gt [u
Fl= 3ol RiAA ¥ AA(F 04 A2)E vebdch Chomsky
(2000, 2001a)= EPP EA4S 2E oy ggistx gk vol7ba Chomsky
(2001b) EPP 7/i¥2 OCC 7ide = Azwsixn gtk a8y BExe =
oo A& Te| EPPe| =&3l7|2 o). EPP Ao digt & o] AATE =
& 95 (2001b)ol| A o} & 4 Stk 4F 268 F=xstel
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ocvz BAH R8¢ T3 AASer k. Chomsky(2001a,
2001b)e}  AlQtel] we} wisiAAEe) JNEE ol WAAR F
(unvalued) ZoZ REohd Hel sto] A9 FIH(p-set) Ailo]
g3 Pr Hol @& JE BB GE Fojo} Itk EE B3
< AE FEE FH ZSH(match)dof T} wepr HO vjo
AHL 54T d9(domain) ol AAa zdehs SRS B4
ok sh=wl HlZ @9 o] o] o Ex AYE §HA "ok
i BERE WEST e o vSHA AR ARA g
2A4)¢l FZZ(structural Case)S 7HA Qo] EEE @A F
(active)o. 2 whEo] o2 &3 &4 2gjjo) =S HT}. o|¢}
o] ojd & Hel WA A2 zo] JFFH old 84 o9 (AY
A) sto] Ad Aol x3pse] FH-EF AA(P-G association) S
F4std &3 HY dho] AAEL AVHER)H A=A EX
€ ZAFAA & o9 FFFH AFAE H(=TZREH A7} (Case
value)& HF-ofiro} AtgpA|Al drt ojgldh AbA Fgo] vz A3
ZH-g-oltt.

714 & 7kA frojsor e olEid YA FALo= HEEA]
A7 autE dae oke Aotk v Lajx g2 g A
gole T 8xE0] & )5 da glo] AR AM(in situ) A
7hok AA| 7} o] F oA £ Ut

a3d (159 Z$-9F 2ol H(=T)7} EPP AF& 7HAz Johd
o274 H71? Chomsky(2000)& Chomsky(1995)ell 4 ¢} vl g7t =
EPP A< si(H)e] A8 Az 7Ast Ychis) Chomsky(2000)
o vtehte EPPO AAd tig AdF2 thed Zo] dEH 9
=3

(16) a. “Each CFC[core functional category] also allows an
extra Spec beyond its s-selection: for C, a raised
wh-phrase; for T, the surface subject; for v, the phrase
raised by object shift (OS). For T, the property of

allowing an extra Spec is the Extended Projection

UEE WA 248 278 0P Y AP BF 24 (complement)
& a78e dY AaE 1 4dol ddm B
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Principle  (EPP)... EPP-features are uninterpretable
(nonsemantic, hence the name), though the configuration
they establish has effects for interpretation.” (Chomsky
2000:102)

b. “... T has uninterpretable features of two types: its g-set
and its selectional feature EPP. Like other selectional
features, EPP seeks an XP to merge with the category it
heads.” (Chomsky 2000:122)

(16)ol AN Y EPPS] &< g9k EW EPPE 1 A2L 7R
ojm 3 H(=T)o BA {4(F Fo)& Q73le vlsjayg A4 =
Folr}.

aev TS EPP 23§ ’éﬂli ojgA FZAAE & AR
#Hste o33 2L F 7HR &) A7E & Sk

(17) a. oJ® @47} EPPE %
b. EPP9] 22 A1He AU

A3H A AHE nps} go] Chomsky(1995)° = EPPE %A
2 & & 22 DP(EE NP)o|H 2 35 AHL2 &8 2§
o] B&xE7] Aol qwa, Chomsky(2000)2] Q%] o]&eAE o]
A s £ 4ol AAEH AA Gk 2y (l4c f
hell AXNE 7L T3l o] EA tF FE =248 B F dS
Aoz B} o] AAHES FHEY O HYsd tgd Zeo] €
Aol

(18) a. 2¢AF TE ¥l ZE Te EPP A3 & 73 Qi
b. 2841 TS} A} theres 242t [person] AA¥E 7x 3
pii=3

(18)e] Al 2vud Bx $eE EPP Ad# [person)(Fo] A
A Fol s Ado] w4 LA BAE Az gk e ¢

Bol A9} Badg =& 95820000 Fusta)
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A At F T EPP A9 FZF& H3iA<= [person] AHEE& 7}
A 8AE FAseL 3 [person] AA & 71 YE
aagel To A 84 X2 ¥FE + e AF & 44 €0
< Aoltt

23} & Chomsky(2001a:7)8) AFE o] EA ] ajx &o
PR 43E dET A2 338 + Joh

B>
&
L

(19) “If P and Tee match Subj in the feature [person], then
categories with this feature, and only these, can undergo
raising (nominals but not adjectivals); on the simplest
assumptions, T4 had no other ¢-features. Expletives too
must have the feature [person], since they raise; and
pure expletives of the there-type should have no other
features, on the simplest assumptions. In a framework
that dispenses with categorial features, as is reasonable
on minimalist grounds, [person] plays the role formerly
assigned to D- or N-features.”

2= T [person] A}@o] Chomsky(1995)¢] [D-] A28 thAlsh
EX G g4 Agd AARAHY 9gs @FsiA Foh a8y
[person] & A7} & EPP &#& f23tc AL ofddh vk
A dX olEoANE BH P EE GIF xssie 9x] F 8o
ZE&dE W =] B G Y o]F(F2E A olF)E &3
v A& ofyr] wFolth. thA] A, HME ojn] AFIAR
o] A A= drtEA] 7H5dtr] wWiEelh

289 s T [person] #de] FZFo] o]Fo] Futsjojor 3}
71 o] &5 Wi g2 (1694 & ¢ Joh. BE Te
[person](H 4 @¢] To] #7) el WEA EPP Ad g 23 it
3 7gsker o] T9 EPP ARAE (16)4] AAIR kst Zo] T9
WAl 248 973t AAo|th Te EPP A& FHA7]€ WY
L F AE AL E £ At 1 e &4 HFEE 31
g Wyoln & shtes AVEFWNFE B o Wyl
e e o WHe e -0l Pel(4-theoretic
principle)o] wah M=l Ak %] o] (Chomsky 2000:103) 1

Y



576 IS
99 ASE A2IHE o1B) B e o} Bt

(20) Pure Merge in 6-position is required of (and restricted to)

arguments.

oAl AF7tAY =& s EH TY B4 24 A=
4% [person] A& 7HA 247t Eojgtof drhe Aot whepA
LFe HA 845 973 Te EPP A &o] 27 ExFo 2 7
el 278 FEAE F Je AAo ollele RS ¢ F Atk
Ag&Hoz To EPP AAL T [person] #AAd 7|Ase
(parasiticy AAolztz T 4 AL AHolth. oA Chomsky
(1995)0ll A 71 gt A9 Zx(strength)7} 9] R AR A
EA3e Aol oty oW =A(«, T [D-] AR £l e
A fALET . 2 4 glth)
S22 (170)9 EAE Az EAL (16)oAH & § UAXel T
o} EPP AAL 743 23] TF3F Fo|(surface subject)E 273}
v AHolEZ EPP AL FHAF|7] Y3 o)F2 WA 9dH
o] &(overt movement)o]ojo} 3o} ThA] WA o] o]F S 3

ZEol HEH7] Aol dojyof st o]Folt. IdH 9 EPP

rir

3714 Chomsky(2000)2] EPP &}@oji} Chomsky(1995)9] #& A&
7187 Rdolgtn 3 AL FAFeR EAY £ doe Eolth I =
HAel A AHY & Chomsky(1995)9] 7% 2L “zpA9) 2ot} 1d
EAe of AAY Aol oW FAHY Aot = Aotk EF =
(inclusiveness condition)8 71 AR oF FEo| EAsHA Fe Ad
845 BAMRY d3F Ao S0 & F RLER Pk AEARE 93 FE
el ojul A3 Agjok Fot. It F= A JAHL A3 28
Btk S A, FA/39 A, 9n] A F o= Ho2® FFHI
7t 89 B tgo] o] Ax AFe =gl flo] T [D-] Az
golol(71y3tdel) veld = A 55T 4F9 ZFo|th. Chomsky
(2000)= EPP “&3"(7]1€4 &o)& EPP “ZA" <& 433t 3ot o
714 EPP Ado] sl 9 A4 Chomsky(1995)e) Z% Aol dhe
4 2o vt Az AL [D-]d BojA YerdE 21ER ¥HE EPP
AL [person] AFol] Eolx veve AAolZte HoA w2t 1y
EPP E7E 711 Q& EPP A2-2 Chomsky(1995)9] #= AR} vpztrt=A
2 o3 2 HAVt 5k o9 #EE £ o A =9 ¥ey
(2001b)oi| A Ztop & < Ut



g olF 577

Y& 3 o]F(covert movement) e 2= FFHEH ¢ gle71?720) Chomsky
(1995)0| M= AB3EAA =93tH=xol EPP &17} (12)¢] 533 %
g9 ABE etk 120lH & 5 YEo] Chomsky(1995)) A

EPP #}@o] Ex 2 &A1 ¢eth Chomsky(1995)¢] EPP=
7378 [D-] Adeolgtn 2 F AUk HAH o]F & J8FA &
&3t Ho ¥ HF o)FE 47T RS o) A9
A 2E-AA AAE
otk

231} Chomsky(1995)7F 7Hg | A2 Fxe] sidel wHrid
Chomsky(2000, 2001a, b)e] U] o]2oj & o|gg Awo] Br%
sttt 2w Chomsky(2001a:15)+= AHE 9] ZAde] 7l ee AA
A £ 5 RYFE o2 22 ASACeER) 489 Hds)
A E Ags A2

rir

#2+8% A A sensori-motor systems)

1o o ko orir

PN

K

(21) Perform computations as quickly as possible.
(22) Maximize matching effects.

o] o] 7R E & thated Chomsky(2001a:15)E the-3
2o

23y “.. if local (P, G) match and are active, their
uninterpretable features must be eliminated at once, as

fully as possible; partial elimination of features under

332, Chomsky(2001b)o] &= Chomsky(1995, 2000, 2001a)stE =]
WA HF o]lF & AAstn Ut

29¢4 9t Pesetsky(1989)c] 1 2AE Tz ok 484 g
Aoz Azl AN EFE 2 FAL AT TH(EMID Ue
Aoz #wadd. §8, 434 d99 ide veR & =8 21
{cyclicity condition)ol M= et (Chomsky 2000:132).

(i) Properties of the probe/selector o must be satisfied before new
elements of the lexical subarray are accessed to drive further
operations.
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Match, followed by elimination of the residue under more
remote Match, is not an option. In particular, if probe P
requires Move (ie, has an EPP-feature), then the

operation must be carried out as quickly as possible.”

D)3 (22)o] HEHE(F (23)o] Wm2H) T o] AAF} AFAo
%2 o EPP AAx A FZFHolop k. ojlo] AF{HoR
&¢38 A9 o5& a7 At

add G714 g kA 8% 2AE AVE 4 Uk EPPY 8
TFE FZA717] AA 98H o)F A& HEHoo} 3 o]F
He 24% 4 E [person] AAE AT Qlojof ke AMEE
B ol o]Fde 449 ‘Av)d disiMe =97t gk o
Al @, olFde &4 AVl ARA AAHEN Foe FE
= 4gA 2=

Chomsky(2000:135)0] 93l o5 XA (target) o2 3H= B9 ©
T e 2o Al A FELE o|FojiThH)

(24) a. A probe P in the label L of ¢ locates the closest
matching G in its domain.
b. A feature G’ of the label containing G selects a phrase
B as a candidate for “pied-piping.”
c. B is merged [with ¢] to a category K.

EPP AA& $FA)717] A% ol A8L 23/4X + b+ (W
) Biel B Zgoz ol gl HEH ¥ HF 8259
HE 4 AAEo] AriEo AA AL (24a)s X3/ LA &
2 22 BAS P45 (FA9) v so] Aw
B9)) visidy AT ¢4 B39H)E AA}E a9E )
Aotk FME ofn] AFHFol o x3H/YA FE& WNEA &

op fa o N
lo rr

Ta

PeaE o7INE EPP Ad9] 7AZH S4E A 28 £ Uk

HolFL (24)94 ¢ F UFO] A JIN REOEZ o|Roj EY A&
(composite operation)o]t}. 7]1x & 71A] folsfor & AL o] Al 7A
F-Eo] W= AZbE(temporal) BAE 9ujdAE gede Holdh
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BE X¥ste 249 o]F S AAR e AL OMC} uhehA] 2
HAHOo = EPP AFE FEste F&2 (24b, 0)° PE 2% G
g BANA FE(&F AT FEd HoxF El %) A4 G'(o
1A FRAAA) 3 2AHE " F BE olF9 BHAA
2 A By o o9 BA 247 HA e Aotk HIE o
HAA A o)FdE 7 B9 Z7], F F FERAL AVE AAS
T Re EE Go 44 G ojZe Aotk TY EPPE FFA7)
E olF9 At o G'o] AxAeltt. ¥ AzpFe] 74
Ho g ojgA sy AVlg AAseAT £HA FHhD

F]

5. EPP, 4% 123 o5 o
71 AF7AAY =& FA a9k B & Zro

(25) a. T= A3 [person] A2 EPP AHE g 7FA1 Aok
b. EPP 22 ¥ A 213 o|r}.2)

PAAA s Fure] = 7t AFEGE R 9B (phonologlcal
component)9] A A kS FFslor drie ou 2 wolEaol ¥ A
2 Eo ojAL E Ty zUe #F4EF AAY 27 A é%‘%’
= AL v

®zkz 176)4 AFEA5E0] Chomsky(2001b)e] A& EPP Ad& OCC
Adz Raz g OCC Ao thalA Chomsky(2001b:1l)E T}t 2
o} 7kg3tx Uk

(i) “The extra edge position [= Spec position] in o required by
internal Merge is optional, and has no theta role. Assuming
options to be determined in LEX, the head H of ¢ must have a
feature that makes this position available: an FEPP-feature in
standard terminology; from another point of view, the feature
OCC that means “I must be an occurrence of some £.” Optimally,
OCC should be available only when necessary: that is, when it
contributes to an outcome at SEM that is not otherwise
expressible ...”

A=, B9 HAIEER occurrence)2t= Nd-L A HE(index)E wjAZ G
HFel A ‘EF'(race)S HEM 7] A3 =Y NELE g Avfi(sister) &
2] ] 3t} (Chomsky 2000, 2001a, b). OCC ¥ EPPo] th3t &r AAS =
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c. T2] s}o] zA([person] AHd X)L v A zpAolt).
d ylsaAg AL (HITEE dHE e o8 F7) Wl
A7tE o] AlgA ok g}
e. HI|A 4 wo] AE] U/ AAE €I-EX BAE
53 o]FojHth
23-EX 349 8FE JAMe g8 Fgo] Ha3dth
g HlEAA Ade A7/ AAE AAAN ded wE gz
aga AA glo] o] Fojxef sttt

M
N

a9 99 9% AFES AT Fi, X9 olFe =YUF
A EA S FHEolFhe FFY HEAHY %ﬂi AHEE (2)((26)0 wH
)9 =& 4A4L 2¥Ea

(26) There seems [rp t to be someone in the backyard]
4 (2609 =28 A3 ts DA olEXta Y EAL2)

(27) Taer-to be someone in the backyard

[u per] [¢]
<EPP> [u Cas]

o714 A Taqlperldt someone[ 9] EI-B2X #AE JAHE 4
Roernz IR FELS HEAZ § Uvy. 28 Ter= EPP AES
7FAAL leu g (25g)ol uwhEl someonee] X7} §A dojitor
. 23y olg Hj(lexical array: LA)o| 3jAL therer} A g o]
Qormz AR4Y Ao ok someone®) ©)FHUThE thered] W o]
S/ g} 2)

g€ HH(2001b) A Fotd F gith

¥Chomsky(1995, 2000, 2001a, b)e] AuwrAQ 7}A-L wal someonedl] =
BB Z(partitive Case)°] itk 2o REZH olEd nisiMc Belletti
(1988), Lasnik(1995) 52 Mg}

Polzlo] AAA AAM =2HE 49 “HF 4" (Merge-over-Move:
MoM) $& ¥3 o]t} {Chomsky 2000, 2001a). MoME gloldi< A=) o
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(28) there Taes-to be someone in the backyard

[u per] [u per] (el
<EPP> [u Cas]

oje} 2o there7} WHEH Ta®] EPP 2HE-& FHHLD)
ojojA q@ito]l A&H thE DA ol2Htn s RA.

(29) T seem [there Tae-to be someone in the backyard]

[u ]  [u per] o]
<EPP> [u Cas]

of FZAME T [u o7} E3e] Hol ANFH =3} (Match)sh=
L4 P Hed 24 2PEE 42 ¥4 minimal
search)ol] 2w 717 7}7to] Qe ERAHA HERE £ there[per]o)th.
gel FAE gA-S5E BAS #A =59 FAY TS EPP AA
o] 228 93 theres} [Spec, T] $IXE A4338HA "ok

A= Castillo £)(2000), Groat(1999) 5& - ste}.

PN & A F28 dF0] AE £ AL Aotk F Tah AAF
A LAY e A} thereE JBA B43=ut 3t Aoltl. Chomsky
(2000, 2001a, b)ell= o) A thd go] 2H3A =3uA] e o=
Bt oyt 45 22004 AFe &8 24 (Chomsky 2000:132)e & 31
E dxz AZRE Bl Tadper]?t A€ z}(selector) 24 LAY thereE XM=
STt Hotok 3EE Taper]-therelper]] #A= dF2 HI-2F B
g 34%91 7IFE ¢ dg Relth A fEle A FRAMRT
ol (£F) ¥ FEdMT T FA-FH AA dFo] Fasrh
2 Bk 2993 o AY T [person] AAL dF9 Hiolmzm
therelper]®] HEo 2 AAEcin B 4 ok 4, £x 9&& EH3}
E AR B £ Ax thered] Hl3A #AA [person](Chomsky 2000:128)
2 B39 9L gFde ALE B F T Tws o] AFo] A
A gatnz ARAFR %3 (Chomsky 2000124) It o} A% o]Fo]
7Fs3ktk. 22} Chomsky(2000:128) 9] =ojeo) w2 wlg|Ad AHde] 2}
A G Fgo &A% Aoy (F) BY FEoZE FeiF A9 44
7t }Fo ™ F gy Aoz vElhdth o8 d Chomskyd] =9= thd
5371 o849 Btk o] A9 AP P =9 #4535 (2001a, 2001b)ol A
glol B 4 itk EandiMe vied X129 ¢494) S A
HEhel e Ad At o|FojW¥rtx AT wEtA  Taedper]<EPP>
2} AL therefper]e] BFo 2 aAl®tt. 28t Chomsky(2000:124)9] 714
o] ulgl there[per]= 2tAE A =
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(30) there T seem [t Tqe-to be someone in the backyard]

[u per] [u ¢] [e]
<EPP> [u Cas]
a9 F89 Te Fo] (YA AF)S S A 231 e
L} there?] 3}o] AAL [person]iolng Hus} AH(F FE A
E3)ol det F29 [person] AL AAIH AT FAAY] o] A
& 23FA Feth0) mEtM TY [u o] oA FHol Ho £F
g 28 A H3 AF someone[¢ |7} R Hol kzpzie] &3-

2% A7 AHEol g7t dojdnh 1 A% TY wo] AAL
AAHD FA SFAY T A5 ge} BHE FHHNA F
AW [u Cas] 29 ko] HalA AAA Hrt. o]2X E w8
3 AR5 H7l/AA7 o] R (26)9] EHo| E& P}

6. 48

9x], EPP 4 o]jE 3 BHsY XF7x AHE uio] ostH o]
TS OH 22 AR e AANE Aoz aogdnd)

(31) a. &3 A A Q] SA(FHA zero search)3?)
b. ZX o g(HAgd) 23} ¥ SH-58 A4 FA
c. EX9o Aol ity olFdte 9 TN 27 EA
d. A 9] [Spec, HIZ 9 A4

V22 thered] Ao 2 T EPPE ZZHounz o ol ojze
493A %

Ttz UM AHEGE] olHF HPo) WA ATEH BAE 9
mate AL oldd. BF B (HFE WAME vy FAS A4
7} AAE T3 APHE Ao ol FAE FJ¥ Fart Aok

A% g AEHAW AW FA AA7F AAH} e olHF
F3 A9 gL JEU(FRR)LE I w2 Tls HFe ¥
Hel Hlsidy Ade g4t #FEo AFHoez =&He A2 2o
Collins(2001)2] oj&o.2 et “EA2"(locus)e B4 glo] Fold £
1cH*... the locus is identifiable in the workspace with no search”
(Collins 2001:8)).
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e Y ()FW ol Ao BE BN d F7h/ 4

ol#g olF &9 dygolA F =efvhxRo] (31b, )7t utE Y
28 (Agree)ol™ (3lc)e} (31d)7t &zb FuH(Pied-piping)s (W)
W3 A&(Merge)olth. whebr] o]F ZHE-(Move)e] 82 Chomsky
(2000, 2001a)8} 7}FEUE AR — F¥ —> W] AHF S AXA 4
=3

AEZHoR T3HM, olF F& AHFHAY {HFEAE H(= DY
EPP 2} olAgt Y| 2H8o] 2Eo] AAEA ¢4& o5 EI/HE
3tk & (31b, ¢)9} (Blc, )& Eilo 5JF Fgoz e
A& Aol Chomsky(2000, 2001a)] o232 & LoME &L 5
71 g Boh volrta vlE @Al dA] oA e A4t &
S A Aol AA3te HiFo] thad deolpttn B & AW U
9 FubojA 223 A4S 3 YvE WAME A= AT A
AFA &L olFold A& & ik AARAL EXE BAIAA
Ait Fge RolA de 4TS @Iy AxEY A/ AHAle
2 AR oA o] FojHth yolrtr] Az AL EPP 5S¢
3 ols3te B ArVIE AAI= ade] Hrx o) wEkN o
2 AL AAE BEZ ZAT F oy olF FEe W= gx]
28-S shte FELoRE et lolor gttt 71w wakd, o
A Zgo] AAHA Fow AXAZ v HE
ZHgo] gled =87t Qa, 23U glod HH-F
o] E7ls8ld Helw, 8/ §lod Fo
A AAE FoVe st

Hso] TY BA &4 fX ofF Ro
ot AF7A Y =AM =Rel ‘23 &S A FA
H did7old obF Aolu & F ke FFL WolEely] ofHY
T E0N) J¥gH, Hox o]F AEg At g9 suE A

£ o
R
ol
3
9
2
lo
g

T
o
4
fr
¥
o
5
A
ol

P@el 4L o= oudx AwWAL o] golFMove o) ZE
AAE Bole %3t ady A9 ¥ %(constraintless)ol] 717t-$ ol& &
AL AELE HaFY o2 V& M HulEE AoE BT Y,
Chomsky(2000, 2001a, b)9) °|22 Edi Erpd (G)dA Iz dF3 A
&3 =Xt AL A 3 Collins(1997)e] B4 AMEA ZHH
of & Holth. 47 48 H=3jeh
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