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1. Introduction

IARBHIFEEE (EPP) &, TEIREEZRL LTI NER SRV, 05
HBEE LTHERESN, Chomsky (1995) I =<V R+ 70735 L
FRWTsd, BRZFENME (Spec TP) KBEIIE 5 /- DBFAIRER
& LThlxfksns. & 512, Chomsky 2001 i28BW T, Phase Hifii T
@ Spell-Out BIREBENLBEICE, v b EROBELHRE;T LD L
L TEPP &M efi> LIRES N,

LanLshis, JL4E, EPP SRUEOHEE I REESIILAMD TG, (KR
G &) RANBARBHERZMTH D, EPP REFRFEOY X7 455
FMOBRPNBENZISDTH B LV IFEm, FERLEhTETVS
(Bogkovié 2002; Epstein & Seely 1999; Epstein, Pires, and Seely 2005;
Martin 1999, among others), #]Z (¥, Martin (1999) (&, FEBELLE~
DOEROBEH) I T OEFRARRERYE EPP /4% (delete) 570 ThH
n, THiF, NOBEHO T ORELKFBNIKEDTH B, Lid-T,
EPP 3 ARETH S L LTS (cf, Epstein & Seely 1999),

AFTS EPP IAETH B EWVWHFERE T30, TR EBFIBES
Z& > TEHENENEHT 200 LV BEOREMICL 5D TIREL,
ZbZ bEROBEEH I narrow syntax IKBWVWTRAELT, Lied-1T,
BE e 5 7cdDr =X A (EPP Z258) BASHEBLHNEVS
T & Zx



mm%ﬁﬁﬁ%énf§t®u,1n{ KRR EBHEE DT
b B EFEIIRNRT, £ ThNE, FEMEICEREBT S 5LEDI
WEEZNEEPP ZHELLSTHILLVD T &L, EHIKEX
13, narrow syntax IZBWVWTREROBEF LT WETNIE, EPP I3 E -
T ABRRMTHD I ENER S, AR TIE, narrrow syntax Tlid,
Syntactic Object (SO) DREBHELE IV TEBE & VO BIFREAEE T,
Agree L BBV RFLDADBIEALTVWAZ EZ2@BLB I &itd -
T, EPPEM AR E LTOSERBEFELZVLOTH 5 T LR
ER

AfETIE, 9% 11T, narrow syntax iZ& 6§§§n+ﬁ (3 Phase %
/NI E L CTiTH N, Phase & 1T Probe-Goal @ —3ic & » TH ¥
MBE s HESNKLDS, KEBICZDPhase i34 v 7 —7 24 XITBWV
<R alEE (legible) TH 5 LER a3 (llegible TH H5AICITZ D
BmcitE R ELRET2), B2, BBLOIBRELLCVWOTNODXR
icdk > THRAEIN S EPPRMRIFELBRTVE VS T E2HRT 5

ullll

2. Basic Derivation without EPP
£9, (VD& UXOEANSIRE» SR TITZ 5,
(1) Many students read the book
(1) 3%V (read) & DP (the book) BHET %,
(2) [yp read the book]

KicZ® VP IT v &9 %,



(3) [wp v* [vp read the book]]

T, v*DHEME DP the book DEMENR—F L the book DERAH]
RERRMEIZTHE SN, [vp read the book] 3t nlfETH A E L TA v ¥ —
7 x4 R (IF) IC&EH (transfer) &N 3, T TROEHEIEL &5,

[

(4) Phase T'& i< Probe-Goal d—Hic & - THEMUSBE « HEasniz b,
722 HICZ D Phase 34 v ¥ —7 = 4 RIC ;l’o’h‘fﬁﬁ%uﬁfﬁE (legible)
ThsEER[EIN S (llegible TH BIHEITI3ZF O E TEHEILE L
%),

{RIZ, [vp read the book] #3 IF 12 & 1 72(3)ic EA many students B3
HELOICES,

(9) [y»p many students [~ v* [yp read the book]]]

GBIz T 3pF& L, Chomsky (2005) 12> T T @ ¢ #ME & Tense 13 C
5 derivative TH D, TR INSDOZEWMA ClcEBIRI WS04
manifest 5 &2 LB)DEEICRB  &LITL B,

(6) [cp C[rp T [y+p many students [~ v* [yp read the book]]]]]

C DEPET many students DFERATIRERMEIZ T OFM: & Agree LiHZE
ah, O)OWEBESERIETH S E LT IF Ik SN TIRAERIGE
THIEIND,

—EDIRANTANT, (3)D the book, (6)D many students O fERR
AHRER M A RS - HET 52 DIZ, the book D [Spec, vP] ~DOB & KR
many students @ [Spec, TP] «@%iﬁéif\%%'@% D BRI ERIET H B,



Ltz ->T, EPPIIABETHBH I LI5S,

¥ 72, (6)D R4 D BE T many students #5 [Spec, TP] icBEId 5 & 7
% &, Extention Conditon OENICE B EEZL 5N 5, £ I T, narrow
syntax WBF BHE Y274 L LTRROFHESHBOTVE EEZ O
%o

(7) Goal DFEFURAIHERME X Probe OFEM L —H LiHEs 0, 2K
b IF ik & v Tifme A REME SR 2 il 7 T

iR HEMESSE (legibility conditon) (& Chomsky (2000) TIIIRD & 9
IRENTW B,

(8) [A]conputation of an expression Exp converges at an interfacelevel
IL if Exp is legible at IL, consisting solely of elements that provide
instructions to the external systems at IL and arranged so that

these systems can make use of them; otherwise, it crashes at IL.

(7)i3 Phase ZHiffE L CEHAINSE EELONS, 22T, OFHAT
ALDo

(9) *Is likely that Peter likes Mary

Chomsky (1981, 1982) 2(9)D & 5 B XML TH 5 T & AHMHT 5 1o
CEIEFEARALBTNEROHVWE WS T EATEET 5 EPP 2% L
TWa, LerLhs, chid, ok>3EchHsE95&EPPIC
FHZ BT &L, valuation IT& » THIATE 5,

10 [p T [vp is likely [that Peter likes Mary]]]



2% 0, Chomsky (2005) THRRHNTW3B X 51T, goal @ intrinsic fea-
ture (& probe @ intrinsic feature % value 35 &1L, (0TIE T X
93 goal B2V /cWIT probe T @ intrinsic feature 23 value X #1721 72
WIZHEXEL>TVBEBATES, Db, (MOFHRRMHELE LT, O
DEFINS,

1) Probe ®FM:1E Goal DEMIC X - T value ¥ 3,
(Chomsky 2001, 2005)

3. Intermediate EPP
iz, QOREEZRTABZEICL LS,

(12 a. There seems to be a man in the garden.

b. *There seems a man to be in the garden.

(Boskovié 2002)

Chomsky (1995) i EPP %Ri2&: LT, @DEHHEL LS5 EF 2, HD
a1 B 12 Merge-over-Move preference iV TWVW 3 6D THh 5,
Chomsky iT & 5 LHHABL DR S N7 BT, H¥iA( XD EPP
it 72 e DI B IAB X D [Spec, TP] ICBAENHRER OESE L L/
PEBALBINRESE W, SITR2ODAREMN S 5, there %
[Spec, TP] i AL T H¥»IAA D EPP % satisfy + 55, #1& b a
man % HHAH XD [Spec, TP] icBE L T EPP #% satisfy 30Tk
%o Chomsky (& Merge D55 BEDHEL D & cost BhpSENWE
LTWw3, LZci->T, H¥IAB [Spec, TP] IT there 2 A3 5 b8
EIEN (12 2) RIEESAATITRWT (132) D& 312D, (12b) OIRM: R
T |



(19 a. [rp there T [ to be [a man in the garden]
b. [tp a man T [to be [¢ in the garden]

CoX3ILT, (12a) MIRESN, (12b) BHBRENZE LTV,
L LEAS, TA4RI Y NETIE (12b) OWEIEKTH S (Jonas
1996b: 183), L7=hi- T, _kizibh~7tzk 573 Chomsky DFHMAIZT 1 X 5
Y NETHAESNS (12b) OBMXEHRT 5 LIch->TLE D, [
DNDICTEEE U X 7 A TH DD (“How perfect is language?”)|, 5%
Wik TuMicd FL FHF A v & T3 h (“How well is language de-
signed?”)] WA RWizx LT, Chomsky (2001) 1D & 5 7% uni-
formity principle ##H L TEO, THhWEEMNFLOEANILF M TH
5ELTWV5A,

(4 The uniformity principle (Chomsky 2001) :
In the absence of compelling evidence to the contrary, assume lan-
guage to be uniform, with variety restricted to easily detectable

properties of utterrances.

ARTLINREERNKELWAHRTHEEZEZ, Lich->7T, narrow
syntax LB VW TR EZBORE Y X7 &5 5 WIEHETE ¥ 2 7 413 uniform
TRHRFNEE LT, TOLXNVEROTHEERIOBVWSEL TRE ST
EEZ B,

29 THAHET B E, (12a), (12b) & narrow syntax (23T uniform
BEEY 27 Lk - TIREShATARR SRV ENS T &Itk 3%,
Z 2 TARTE, QRIEOBRETHORECES LT 5,

(15 [rp T4ef to be a man in the garden]



CDBRMET Tyt & @ man D ¢ HMED—ERE Agree LZ N %ET 2, &
CODIREDEMET, X T & 51 a man & Agree L % DB HEME %
ﬁa’é\ * /ﬁ%j— %o

18 T seems [1p Tye to be a man in the garden]

C DEPETHEDIAA TP IFEFAEETH % ¥ S h, A-P Interface
B XN 5, A-PInterface © 74 X5 ¥ FETRI T, a man
Phonological operation iZ & - T [Spec, TP] icHNh B E:EZ oMb,
DI&, there PFE [Spec, TP] IZHFE L, (HTE D, A-P Interface IZ
Ehsn g,

(17 [cp C [rp there T seems ...

CCT, EXEEPFTERETH S WS, 1 vy —7 =14 RITHEH
SINB, TOEH, £ [Spec, TP] T there &3 2D 1E T ® EPP
ZMET 5720 TS, there DR ATEEREM [person] 2BAT 2
TeHTHE, DL, P SINCEZIREICE VT EPP R ASET
bV, F1narrow syntax KBV TRBENIILVWEVWS T &2 B,

TNTR, BEEETIE (12b) HEREN 300 E WS T & AR -
85, THITXLTE, AT, 00BRBET, HHIAA TP iF defec-
tive TdH % 723 1T Phase ZERKE 9", L 743> T Spell-Out & hv s\ &
EABLET D, DFD, TART Y FETIE [TPy Tyer...] (& Phase i<
1553, B TIE Phase IO VETEDTH B

4. Successive cyclic A-movement

7 Va2, 3TERANELDIRES & U Intrmediate T 12 EPP %



HEET A 4FI3 1S <, narrow syntax I8 WV TIRIBEIE W 5 BIE b A4
FErhbEWHATEER L, 2O®Z v a T, BEEWSEBENG
WOTNODFZEMEICE - THRAEIN S EPPRERIFELBIV LV
CEEEWT o

Epstein and Seely (1999) T, Chomsky (1995) @ ### T i3,
attract/move % 5| Z#2 2 9 D3 [-interpretable] ZEMETH 5 T & 23544
EhTwid, o%h, —f&MIZiE, KAF % attract 5013, K #
[-interpretable] THV F 5 K EHBABARICA - 125 E&ThH 5, Epstein
and Seely (1999) TIHIRD LS iKbb RS5N TV 5,

(18 It is claimed in CT [Chomsky 1995] that “the features of the target
that enter into checking relations [are] invariably [-interpretable]
(CT, p. 282).” The argument for this is that if we allow the target
and mover to be [+interpretable] then we are “...considerably ex-
tending the class of possible derivations and thus making it harder
to compute economy, perhaps also allowing derivations too
freely ...” (p. 283). In the spirit of economy of derivation to move

~ only if there is a reason to do so; and there is a reason only if the
target is [-interpretable].
(Epstein and Seely 1999: 34)

ZHIcBE L T, Epstein and Seely (1999) (3 EPP 34 D status <P L
TRIENAELSET 5, 2%, EPPEHEITOD#EMTH S, £ LT,
D i lexical determiner =& b ¢ filERETH D, FEERM L [+inter-
pretable] Td %, L743-> T, DI [+interpretable] TH 5, L L&
75 attractor (& [-interpretable] Th 4 LIESNTWVWAS, Lo T,
SLDPEPPEZEMTH A ET AL LIE, T [-interpretable] TH D,
fil & OEIEEA C @ [-interpretable] F#VE% Z ORGSRV TRE -



HET B, 2%, T2 DREEENTH % DT interpretable Th 3,
ML LSS, £NILERIC Attractor feature 2% ) EPP ZMH:TH
% DT interpretable TR WEWHRFESEL AT LT B EES,

53, COREIBIL T9D & 5 73 successive syclic A-movement
ERO LT om@ERRL TV 3,

(19 we are likely [t? to be asked [t* to [t' build airplanes]]]

19T weldZNZ0D T D [-interpretable] 75 D ZMABE - k4 3
T DI HEFIFRINIC EXEFBMEANEBH LTV, 2% 0, weld t' i
5 t* (=Spec TP) ~to D D FHABET 5 DIcEEdT 3 (T Tto i
T° TH3ERESNTV ), RIZ, we BE L &SIk D Hi:ARBRE
THRIBDIT o P ~NEBHL, TL T, &5Ii2 matrix © D &%
BT EOICEXTEMEICES, wed D XML [+interpretable] T
HBHDT, TDKHITKE E [-interpretable] EMEAHE L TITL 2 &
WT&E%, 2T, EPP MBIl CRIBEXA L %5, TOEPPIED T
HHEINTWVWT, D RBERERMETH S DT LKL > T [+interpretable]
Thbd, LWVWHTLIBIDODDRIREPPEMHTIRIEVWEWS T LItk 3,
EPP ##:i3Z &% & [-interpretable] THIFNITHSEVWDT, LEh-
T, EPP RO LB 2 RMEITFEL TV E VWS T LT 5,

51T, o E Martin (1999) 12 L7205 - ¢, BEBE & —HMBE L EPP
FZMORE & redundant TH 5 E L, YITBOTHED T idWhiz b
(FRFRAFRE) B¥EbR/- 9, EPP B IIGFER S, EXD T oEHEE
—BHRMEORAED I, weld t' MED O FEXFEMBE~E (PO T
ZREELETVWT) BEEBHITLELTVLS,

AW Tb, TODFHEM (EPP) 2% [-interpretable] Tdh B Diz, —fk
ICEIRERYE (3 [+interpretable] T& % & W\ 9 FHEOIEREICIIFET 5, %
LTE/, WEBTZHED to LEXD TICEPP ATV &V FHITh



EEdT 5, 2%, Nwed D#EMick > THRASWZHREIIWWcBIT 3
3OO TICHEELKWVWEWS T &IZKRE, LELENS, KETIH,

we DRFEMORE (LEXT O ¢ HRMUOEE) 1 Agree iZL - THJRET
B0, (9D XS ¢ (IEH 5> EXFEBME & we BHE L TIT < HiH
B WEEZ B, DF DADXD narrow syntax TOFE IO XL D i
BoTWb EEZ B,

20 we are likely to be asked to build airplanes

@) [cp C [rp T are likely [rpeer to be asked [1pges to [we build air-
planes]]]]]

Qo IZB W T T 2% long distance Agree I2 & - T N we O¥EFHEVE%E IR
& MlETZIOTH B,

5. Concluding Remarks

AfE T3, EPP &k 3 ERATFEAME [Spec, TP] KBS H 5/:DIC
HEISNTEEEMAREER W ZTH 5 L OFRO b &, FFEM
BILERABHIEINEPRBVWEEZELI NI EPP ZHELLBCTH I
EWVHBARRTE/, D%V, narrow syntax IZBW Tl Agree D&
Wk > THREREDPHRETH 2 LT 5L, BEROBEZE L HMENIL
EPP R AELBRETHLEWVWS T LT B,

Afscoikiz4 L% 3 &, narrow syntax iIZ8 W Tid Phase 2 Hiff
E L7 Agree DADHE YR T L ELTHAELTED, Agreelil k- T
Phase 034 ¥ % — 7 = 4 R T AIRET H N IE € DFTRIIPCRL, Mo
A[RETH NITETE I ZEIE S h % O ¥ T narrow syntax [ $5HHEAHE S W
SREIzBBbVWB T LTS5,



=

1 Boskovié (2002) 12(9)DIEC M % Inverse Case Filter (the requirement that
traditional Case assigners assign their Case features) iZ & » THHEHTX 3 &
LTWa3,

2 Castillo, Drury, and Grohmann (1999) % Esptein and Seely (1999) T,
Merge-over-Move preference iZ & 2§ VWS 2 DSBS 2 L VW H T &
BEEINTV B,

3 Boskovi¢ (2002) &, (12b) (3 EPP 23730 &3 hid, H¥IAB D [Spec, TP]
(& Inverse Case Filter ic &k » TEFH SN E & LT, (12b) O EHEIES I3
BHTZX3 &L LT3, LALEXES, (12b) OHBRRBAXTHRRTVE LS ICT
125 Y KBOBIRLAHRT 5T &1H 5,

4 T DX Phase @ parametric 733& ) 45 narrow syntax IZBWTHLET 3
MmESPIZAHTDH %,

b TIT22D Tyy # we DS DOEMEEZBATZ0ERHTH 3,

EE B/
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