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(1] A7AHEERR (Chomsky 2001) : JRAEDFEIE D B HH 2 8
[2] TV 78 (Chomsky 2013) : Bt A e
[3] =t —JEhk (FormCopy) #:/E(Chomsky 2021)
2204 5 EEEPRO & FE LE B K OSWIBEE DB IRE 0 2o £ 8 2 15806
[4] BmHpPFE(Chomsky 2001, 2013, 2015) :
NOFE (OF D BE)) OISR 2 530
[5] 5@V T Fedn (Strong |\/||n|ma||st Thesis) (Chomsky 2000, 2001, 20107 &)

* “language keeps to the simplest recursive operation, Merge, and is perfectly designed to satisfy interface
conditions (Chomsky 2010:52).”
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o B4 M ORI 2
» BATISICE T D ERBRAERET 558G () LRELRVES (b) RbD0n?
» BIAFESLO EFEOZEL A ARG 6 () & WTRER G & (-g) e d 5 D2

X BIX
(a) Sue prefers John swimming. (Pires 2007:182)
(b) John prefers swimming. (Pires 2007:182)
(c) Susan preferred being late for dinner. (Pires 2007:165)
(d) Susan preferred him being late for dinner. (Pires 2007:165)
(e) John swimming is preferred./*John is preferred swimming.
() Jane was seen swimming.
(2) Jane was seen leaving the house. (Pires 2007:198)
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(1) a. I favored Mary teaching the class. < - JEE
b. I thought that Mary should teach the class.
(2) a. Sue preferred John being late for dinner. (Pires 2007:165

b. She thought that John was late for dinner.

s PIXFAITI—RIDEZFATDOLOICRRD

(3) a. Mary favored Bill taking care of her land. (Pires 2007:166)
b. Mary favored it.

(4) a. Susan worried about Mary being late for dinner. (Pires 2007:166)
b. Susan worried about it.

(5) a. Sue showing up at the game was a surprise to everybody. (Pires 2007:166)
b. It was a surprise to everybody.



s BHRABNOIEII—RT S EHEEN
(6) a. Susan preferred __ being late for dinner.

b. Susan preferred John/him being late for dinner. (Pires 2007:165)

REFRMNDFEDZENMARIBERIGEN H D
(7) a. They expected John to read this novel.
b. John was expected __ to read this novel. (Pires 2006:21— %)

(8) a. They preferred John swimming.
b. *John is preferred swimming. g
c. John swimming is preferred.

Z L DBAFADDEFEDRENLHATAIBE

(9) a. I saw Jane leaving the house. <— MEBHFADMELE L TOEBNZFE D EFDRE
b. Jane was seen _ leaving the house. (Pires 2007:198) U7 AIEE
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« Pires (2006, 2007)

(10) a. Sue prefers John swimming. (Pires 2007:182)

b. [\p Sue prefers [p John T, [\p Fohrswimming]]]
DuCaseDS A X N TH S JohnDuCase B IHEG I L 5

AR

e 8 -
T Itz EIN, BICHKZNE5T S

O H#(TE KR ¥ 5 (Chomsky 1981)
TRYITHRESIIThNTWSDH AR

Agree(prefer, Tj,) 2 Ty,

(11) a. John prefers swimming. (Pires 2007:182)
b. [,p John prefers [1p Jehn T, [,p John swimming]]]

* Agree(prefer, T,,) > Ty PuCase?S A TN 5

« ZEJohnl$ B D 6 % EI % =T 5 A AJEE (Hornstein 1999)



- Pires (2006, 2007)

(12) a. Jane was seen leaving the house. (Pires 2007:198)
b. [tp Jane T PSV [, Jane- v;,, leave the house]]

MEAFBEAIE ICH DBNZ AT X TP A /-7 0
COFBAMIEZBHEE L7EW
B LB X D E B DZEHH A BE

FeE - R (RER)
BN Tz HFlcamWEd 2 E-ingD HATH B
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Sato (2019)
« Abney (1987) : #1&:IIDPTH HIREA AT 5

(13) a. John prefers Mary swimming.
b. [,«p John prefer+v* [prefer|yp Mary -ing [1p Mary T [,«p Mary v* swim]]]]] (Sato 2019:56 — k%)

(14) a. John prefers swimming.
b. [,«p John prefer+v* [prefer|np Fohn -ing [p Fohn T [,+p Fohr v* swim]]]]] (Sato 2019:57—HREKE)

SatoD FHIEZER

e -inglITPEHET 2L:{LIZEEE (nominalizer) =B .
U o A = : s e OEE|ILENXKT S
® _g A i /\\ EIE - /\' \EHE
FEDDDHE &-ingDn3RMED ﬁ\é\ﬂ% (Chomsky 1981)
« ZMHEAFICL Y {Subject, -ingldD T XY > IARIBEICTR D . —HEEALDIZT

N AR

e (14) o&z)ohnizEH D 0 %E| %= 1T % (Hornstein 1999)
YRR . NPHICVPAERT 3
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« Shimokariya (2017)
« SO FEEZFOEIL A I TIL7A LCP
c B OEEEFOBLFASMIIMME TH BDP
e UT(uCase) ZFTWABDPEF/-HULDPADH 3

« DI :
« Lees (1960), Chomsky (1970), Wasow and Roeper (1972),

Stowell (1981), Baker (1985), Abney (1987), Milsark (1972,
1988)7 &



5&E : iifH#EE (Phase Theory)

ArFEEEZS (Chomsky 2000, 2001 72 &)
o v* & C ITALFH D = B
- RIFEEERICEE T DIRE !
o RIMBHTERT 2 EAMBRICH IEHREITEREIND (RHEGOERAEZZ T oA
<7?3)
o FERDADERIEIND EIRE L AR
VP CCPAERXR I N5
{XP, v¥*P} > V*PAH X X 11 %
BEDORELYBRT, SMTOIFE,N LR L
BHRHAESIIMEEBATITO 2 EATERN

ZDRZ7A RDO—EIZGinsburg - FM (202 4) L Y5ABLP—FHE



5E®R I REF LENO—EE R (Agree)

N
/\
T V3k
uPer, uNum, UGen /\
EEHH b ORK o~ mramac
R Ly g N U xzFEEERHo
F(probe) & LT SUPJ per, Num, Gen 3 3 b EWEE
HaT2 5tk 2AT, BRT
% 3 3 C el A N E I P
WWNZBRET 5 MR E&E NS

1 @ BRT L RR O — Bk

ZDRZ7A RDO—EIZGinsburg - FM (202 4) L Y5IAPLP—FHHE 11



55FE 7Y v 7 (Labeling Theory)
« XY U (Chomsky 2013, 20157 &)

(15)

a. {X, YP}> 5~ = X

b. {XPg, YPe} > F v =d@ o R H:F

c. {XP, YP} > T _ L L

d. {XP, {Z, {{ %P YP}}}

« XPoEENICXY, {{ DT_XNIZYPDITRNITHKR S

« Chomsky 2013,2015& 138740, ETEIFHOMIZIKEL 2> (SMTD
VP HLET L W)
« FEIICKBEEULLWEE, 7Y I AHAEE (Mizuguchi 2017)

ZDRZ7A RDO—EIZGinsburg - FM (202 4) L Y5IAPLP—FHHE
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55 : av—K (FormCopy)

2 B —fE kK (FormCopy) (Chomsky 2021, 2024)

o Al CAZAHN TNPINPZcfiffl L TEH 0. 222, WE 2 FE U %2 FoRR
ICix. NPIINP, oo —& LTS3 & & ASTlhE
e AT DX ETY AL U MarkovianfkRE TIXFE—DHEEAEA, -1 D
DRIESINZHEDHEOHIDXFHADHhL L, ZTNIZEKY FormCopyhwnnE
12785,
e« Hornstein®RZE & 1ZE LY., O RHEEK ORIEREL 2 Wn

)

(16) Many people, tried [many-people; to many-people; win]
(Chomsky 2021:22— ek £

TDAXZ7A4FD—E8LGinsburg - FH (202 4) KVEIAELUO—EHHE



5%E : av—E (FormCopy)

« IEIERICBET D0 LUES ¢

o B —BHIFNABIZ Lo THHIES L7

s RONBIZHL AV —ZRE TELHE0HD
* FC =FormCopy

Tores FC(John,,John,)

. John b —
FCUohnzJohm) . Jonn, st h B (B 125 5
- AE—ABIFRNLEAhimselfE L
THREIND

n :}ehnT

2 : FormCopy®4l : John; sees himself;. 14



& (Free Merge)

&= HHY

- HHPFS * WOFE (o D BE)
(Chomsky 2001, 2013, 2015)

NERFICEA SIS Z L 27T

« NpEEIEEHICk s CHIZREBZ I NS TlEARL, BRHIZfrb 3

s e EEICBRICERINS W5,

—DOHONETE A EROBOH BRI AEA S

N5 E&T, ZTORNERBTBENERIIRESNTLE D,

c HEZHIRTI2HELH D,

* No Successive IM: *IM IM (An IM operation cannot directly follow another IM operation.)

(Ginsburg 2024:40)
« NFEBRIFOERERZRIELGWE
« HEROBDIRENERINTLED

o HERIL—TICHDREDAIBEICHE>TLED
o *IM IM I3 5% BHIY % 2414 (Explanatory Adequacy) D [H 2> b 8 53 & 5
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Fox’s (2000) Output Economy

=]

(Constrained Free Merge)

Optional operations must affect the output. (Fox 2000:75)

Chomsky’s (2024) Principle (T)

(T) All relations and structure-building operations (SBO's) are thought-related, with semantic

properties interpreted at CI. (Chomsky 2024:22)

(A) 125 : BENICHEBEMRZ Z AL ITNIE7R 5740

Tamper with C-Command Relations:

Syntactic operations must tamper with c-command relations.



555 #lIfRf % HEBES (Constrained Free Merge)

= BEILCHREBEREZ Z ST NIEAR 5 7% 0 (Tamper with C-command Relations)

« XPOBENLCHEBREZEITWR L, HiIEEINh3
(IAERNICIENEREWGEZBET 5)

FRRA (Chomsky 2000885 70) 12D MBIE1D LAEEE-AW(EIA2024% S 8)
AR (TBHRET)  XPOBENZ., ZNACHEEERSE L <X, UTOcHEBERZERY B34 s, SN

{A, {B, {A, {B {A {C-{A {B, .1}
o WEEOHOH S D CHEERE 28T 5

John c-commands JohAn, T, v, and swim

John c-commands JoAn, T, v, and swim

John c-commands vand swim

. X 3 W{ﬁ/\f} %Jbl_)zﬁ é ﬂf;'fﬁu



6 ST

e 2FBFEOEIZEA-ingiERE  (Wasow & Roeper 1972, Milsark 19887 &)
a. Ting
s TiglTRBED ¢ RlEuPer (A\TORBERM) ZHOERET S
« VP/V¥PEFEERIZE B
« NEAEICH T2 —ENEROEH -
- —HEBERERTAEATN H 5 (Ginsburg 2024% S 18)
e T TRk HILEE(Pires 2006)
e I—0Ovw/sURIL b HIVEE(Raposo 1987)
« /N> HYU—3E(Toth 2000)
b. ning
« ZAfLIEFETH D
« FBRR (Root) #HEBICE 5
© NingldBIMATBER T 74 D g ZWEZFFDOELIRET D
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6 ST

¢« CPIZHOWT (17b) 23 ANiERE T H % BEH
e BILEOEEOSE (LA A CP Z i 2 5 % 8 28 L H A Al R 55 1 (Phase-
PLA L AR 7R R AN By B Impenetrability Condition)!C X O [HIEX 5 72

(Chomsky (2000: 108, 124), Radford (2016:218) @
Impenetrability Condition)
b.*John is Jeha preferred swimming  (18)DHEJEHTIZCP, JohnDZH{LHAH],

(17) a. They preferred John swimming.

c. John swimming 1s preferred (19 DHEIBHTNITP. he DZBL23 AL
John swimming (19) a. She wanted [p John to apologise]

b. *John was wanted [, Fohn to apologise]
(20) a. We believe [p him T to have lied]
b. Jane was seen _ leaving the house. b. He was believed [p him T to have lied]
(Pires 2007:198) (Radford 2016:218—HF i)

(18) a. I saw Jane leaving the house.



6 S HT
« CPIZDWT
o BEIAFOTEFEOZELAAARERGE S ARG ERH D
(17) a. They preferred [C John swimming].
b. *John is preferred swimming.
c. John swimming is preferred.
(18) a. I saw [Jane T leaving the house].
b. Jane was seen [ T leaving the house]. (Pires 2007:198)
o 2TEFEDENRE-ingBEEY
B T ICIICH DB B[ ELB WL DH S
i. v¥/v R [C Tjpg...]
ii.v¥ R [Ting...]

20



. BIZFAMICHITARETE
e RIZANENL (BFHEZHFY) <©IRN % (Marantz 2000, Bobaljik 2008, Chomsky 2021, Ginsburg 2024)
« OEM—ZUCKBAIEEMEN S B (Chomsky 2001)

a. {C, {NP, T} } 7213 {v¥, (R, {NP, Tj,.} } } > MEAL (Externalization) TNPICHE 2SN 5
o XfH&
o JEEC (FNICER) DPRERBGAEYDH 5
o RFREEEFICX Y. SGEMDPRL 2560 H 5
b. {NB T} > NPiZ
c HEREHEINLLWL
« AMEAL T D Avoid Pronoun Principle  (fG#4 7 [Bl&E)H )  (Chomsky 1981:65) IC X %

o« I SO XY SMEL TEIAE O EFEEIRAE (himself, herself, itself7z &) & L
Biftsns 560355 (7L, BEECROND)

o RIEBREHICX Y. SGENDBEL 25650 H 5
c. {NP,n}, > IMEILTNPICHE (JBH%) »El 2

21



c AV E2—XRETINICLLBAFES

e AVE1—XRETILEFAL T, REZBBIICETE L 7= (Ginsburg
2024 %5 HR)

e AVE1—XRETINEL CEEIOREZAETH DIIRETH D20
s BHAHEAIZLY ., —DOEXICH L T, EHDOIRELERKRIN D
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ing

e Agree(v*,C) CPIZT 4 7 # L
 DphikEZ=iF>
« FEZFADOTENATIRCERE

B
« BOWITEEEFITRESIN
%

« Agree(Tg,BilDIZ & > TT el
IXphiRED H 5

e 2D)ICHB T BBillo=&LH A
RIge7m 7o, EEEIZCP & L
THIT 5

(19) *Bill was preferred Bt
using the supercomputer.

Agree(v*,C)

<d,d>

TpASt

n Johh Tpast

@. V¥

Agree(v* the
Agree(T,,Bill) ~ supercomputer)

 the
supercomputer

ICXI A IR N B

)

Pt

! n supe rchputer

Cn John Tpast vk prefer Cn Bill Tjp vk use the n supercomputer

Spell Out:

C n John T(Past,3rd,sg) v* prefer C n Bill -ing v* use the n supercomputer

PF Rules:

John T(Past,3rd,sg)+prefer
John preferred Bill/Bill's Tjgtuse
John preferred Bill/Bill's using the supercomputer

X 4 :

John preferred Bill/Bill's using the supercomputer. (Sato 2019;63)




ing

Agree(T,,g,Bill)

Agree(v* the
supercomputer)
» the supercomputer(Z

PUEWANEEZY (O

X HE
DTIEA <, NIZE
G

. Chomsky 2007, 2021,

QOishi 2015, Bruening
(2020), Ginsburg

n superchputer

-————"

ttfe n

24

Cn John Tpast vk prefer Cn Bill Tjg, vk use the n supercomputer
Spell Out: C n John T(Past,3rd,sg) v¥ prefer Cn Bill -ing v¥use then supercomputer
John T(Past,3rd,sg)+prefer
PF Rules: John preferred Bill/Bill's Tj,,tuse
John preferred Bill/Bill's using the supercomputer
4 : John preferred Bill/Bill's using the supercomputer. (Sato 2019:63)



°*n.

ing
%;%’;ETKE:FHIHg
D3 %
A
I IZVPVFP DI A Bree (™ fig
fﬁﬂ L7z
. ;oh;l% ﬁip%ﬁ 2> V@@%?:i&% choi?%i g%&
5?%@%;% TEAINTWLS AN
b‘? 5 1L 3 TEAINDAEED H
A = e ZDLOBHELFAIIFZED
PRO(PROarb) "¢5é¢%£
B ORBRELS
use of
f/\
o Lo T .

n superchputer

C n John Tpast vk prefer the n;,, use of the n supercomputer
Spell Out: C n John T(Past,3rd,sg) v* prefer the n;), use of the n supercomputer
John T(Past,3rd,sg)+prefer
PF Rules: John preferred the n;,gtuse
John preferred the using of the supercomputer

5 John preferred the using of the supercomputer. ”



FC(Sue,Sue)

Agree(v*,C)

FC(John,John)

\|I swlim
Cn Sue Tpres vk prefer Cn John T, vV swim
Spell Out: C n Sue T(Pres,3rd,sg) v* prefer Cn John -ing v swim
Sue T(Pres,3rd,sg)+prefer
PF Rules: Sue prefers John/John's Ty, +swim
Sue prefers John/John's swimming

6 Sue prefers John swimming (Pires 2007:182)




FormCopyi2fEIC L V. == EMDIohnAADIohnH T

c NTCIE—IIRD728, HREINEL
e e FC(Johny,John;)
/n\ K ‘ FC(JOhnl,JOhnz)
n John, Jpre ‘
/v*\
\\ V¥ prefer
/ prefer _FC(Uohn,,John,)
/ //C
/// ing
%z/
Agree(v*,C) /V\
v sw|im

Cn John, Tpres vk prefer C Ting vV swim

Spell Out: C n John; T(Pres,3rd,sg) v* prefer C nJdehn, -ing v swim
John; T(Pres,3rd,sg)+prefer

PF Rules: John, prefers @/himself Tj,,swim

John prefers @/himself swimming

7 John prefers swimming (Pires 2007:182) 27




CCn John Ty v swim Tpres Psv

. SR BEDOPhiE] « John swimmingl¥=&t I T LU
C _— 7 (3345 Dphistt « CP John swimmingld BEBHEICL Y F3E

/\ 1 -
<3,8> DNLEICH D

FR T HIRE .
e CICIZT 74/ FphiEMELH B
o Tpres&C OHEBHRMEIZ T NILICH
%

*John is preferred swimming
FREDOZ LA A ] HE

Spell Out:

C C n John -ing v swim T(Pres,3rd,sg) be -en v prefer

PF Rules:

John/John's Tj,,+swim
John/John's swimming T(Pres,3rd,sg)+be
John/John's swimming is -en+prefer

John/John's swimming is preferred

28

8 John swimming is preferred.



BEFEICE

BRI John

MTpast& 4

ERS

IR

o CPIfEAE L
o HEBhzAsee (FTPAFEERL

L THS

« John swimming (TP

JohnD =Bt A Al BE

| sw|im
Cn John Tpast Psv v see Ting vV swim
Spell Out: C n John T(Past,3rd,sg) be -en v see -ing v swim
John T(Past,3rd,sg)+be
-en+
PF Rules: John was -en+see

John was seen Tj,gtswim
John was seen swimming

X9 :

John was seen swimming




7 - BEREBFEICL S

IRE  BE)ICHREERZZZA D ITNIE A 5 a0
(A) Tamper with C-Command Relations:

Syntactic operations must tamper with c-command
relations.

John c-commands JohAn, T, v, and swim

John c-commands JohAn, 7, v, and swim

BT A L

John c-commands JoAn, T, v, and swim

John c-commands vand swim

X3 : ABFEHE

e A & L7 1)



() B © 3 B \
@ (b) (c) TN v T RK

AN

C Tpres

N

C ng

n John v swim

I,E\@Wfa#/\;tam
NP®>CPIZTTORIBICE £ 5 Z & A AJEE

. NP’PCPLiCP’Pv*PW’C“TﬁJE’C“%T#é%:ﬁi%)fJ\ L DREIZTANY T DEBAEIEL

e HBEZMDOLWXPYPIEBED TN > FHARAIEE

e IRYVIIZIZIEHRHEZHIRET DLV FHEEREERDLH D

1 0 : Sue prefers John swimming OBEHEIRAE

31



¢ <d, 9>
m/mSt\V* FormCopy#fEIC X V), REMDSusanAH D Susansh?
qT— ; oA IARNTAE—ITBDIH, BESNBW
B n/Su\san2 * prefer
prefer
Susan i - i E =8 .
Mz#BR T ’// AN

n  Susan, Tjng
AN T 7| C
AN

!

C
IROIRA 2K
17

Cn Susan; Tpast

Spell Out:

vk prefer C

Ting v be
C n Susan, T(Past,3rd,sg) v* prefer & Susan;-ing v

Susan, T(Past,3rd,sg)+prefer
PF Rules: Susan, preferred @/herself Tj,+be

Susan preferred @/herself being late for dinner
11

adj late

for n dinner

be adj late for n dinner

Susan preferred being late for dinner (Pires 2007:165)D — 2B D YNk E .



PERRER 17

FormCopy#fEIZ & V). | LEAIDSusan AN DSusanh g _RTabL— |24 F
FINAW

(b)  Fc(s S
FC(Susan,,Susan,) /c\ (Susan,,Susan,)

C <b,0>

.-
.

12 Susan preferred being late for dinner @ —EBD YR RAE



FormCopyi#fEiIC & V). B EMIDSusanAADSusanHh XTI — (T H
FINAW
(a) (b)

C(S S ) C FC<SU58n&SU88nQ
usan,,Susan;

past

FC(Susanz,Susanl) n Susan, Tpast vk

Tpast

FC(Susan,,Susan;)

n Susan, Tpast vx

A Susan; vk prefer

<Y
prefer C

FC(Susani,Susan;)
FC(Susan;,Susan;)

Susan;)

INERRER © 17 . \
1 3 : Susan preferred being late for dinner ® —ZBD YR k4



/\
C <d, o>
n Tpast
AN R
n Susan Tpast vk
/\
n vk N
AN : heldT & WHAET S
O
adi’ for
/\ . )
[ a or n
/\he d/QKl . di
A adj /e\ n dinper
B late
{ e refe )
R wLo. f ate #
A he
Cn Susan Tpast vx prefer Cn he Ty, v be adj late for n dinner
Spell Out: C n Susan T(Past,3rd,sg) v* prefer C n him -ing v be adj late for n dinner

Susan T(Past,3rd,sg)+prefer
PF Rules: Susan preferred him/his Tjgtbe
Susan preferred him/his being late for dinner

14 Susan preferred him being late for dinner (Pires 2007:165) DU R4 .



BAERER - 4 9

PN « ZORETIEIANY »IICET 2REEN% <
¢ ¥ MBS BT 2HEN T LD
/S\/T\T/z\t o AL ThelT & AVA L. TSR B
n usan pas V.
T Tw
N N
n  Susan vk prefer
PN
prefer C
3 OB TIE AL

15 Susan preferred him being late for dinner (Pires 2007:165) D BHFER A

36



BT (Pires 2007) Bk | PCR
(a) |Sue prefers John swimming. (Pires 2007:182) 3 1
(b) |John prefers swimming. (Pires 2007:182) 3 1
(¢) |Susan preferred being late for dinner. (Pires 2007:165) 49 17
(d) | Susan preferred him being late for dinner. (Pires 2007:165) |49 16
(e) |John swimming is preferred./*John is preferred swimming. |4 8
(f) |Jane was seen swimming. 7 16

2 I R DT & PRI AE




[Z&/D] IFaF B

8 HAEE DB & TR

16 EBEBIx<{zE/ DTS,
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FC(, 18,) W) Y Ba@eciE. T@EsmEa ORI
- BBALBENEWEANS
%
FC@E&;@D konom
/\
Z&E/D

FC(4R1,151)

17 (RIZIFAZBRNB{ZL/ D} EFD 18 [ IRIIREHNFAZBAND{ZE/DIEHD
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9 HAEE D B4 FliE X

« BAEREDIHE. BLABXOEEICITHELNTATEE
e BIZIARSTOFEICIZEREERNTTRE
(20) BEEBIZKER{A,*%& / D}k < DEFE,
(21) ERIZKRER{D %2 /(N DIEFEBDEZBNDDEHT,

o BZEFENDOTEN A AIEE

(22)[ANEAFBED/()DIEANENET 2 LIPBRAZITFANLONDE (BES NENEDE
ICKELCERENDTEAD)

(23)KBR{D/ () DINECEHET ZZ ENERIZFEND (D ESDIFEIPHARTEAEDREEDL D
HAWENMIKELEREENDESD) ,

40



s HABOENZFABXIZCHH S DD ?

s BIZFABXOFEOZEIAAIGERIGEENH DL HICEZ D
e« LA L. HESEIXORIEMEHBRTE A0

e HARZOEFZAESIICEZES T WAIEENNDH B ?

(24) (a) REEAHEE IO F T4 L RZRRT B2 L Z2BIITFENBAL 2120, SF
LigiFé*LfCo
(b) KERAHEE[RBFA OO FT T4 L REZIHE T BT A |FEICTFENLH - T-
75‘1 é\itigbl'é’ﬂf:o
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10FEEDH

« ZOWIETIE, ava—XETAEfio T, BIHAFEAR L OMIE ZMEEL 72
o JEEDEARWN LB FEIRE 2 BN TE 5 2 L3007z
« WA IR CHICGEHTE 2 2 L 2 FRL 7=

» Free Merge #fRE T 5 &, HEAICIT M ) =B \WIH, @ERIEKORMEDAE L 5

« EROIHRIRAEIARKICH Z DD ?

« % DFEIREZFRE T 2 0E R H Y, ZIFKRELEHITR 2 RS H 5
« Chomsky (2024)iC X 4uiX, WG IZa BRI O BisIE~EH S, — BBk CEH S N2 aEE0 H 2 GEFLlE
BB E O EED 7))

« BREDORWBEIOTONIRED. BFET 2 D0, ZTNEDERLINE D &) FREBEK S,
. fthdF > T %

Mg % B TEIAFEI OZECOISCENE (nAAHFELEEER7Z & T HUTEHC X 2 AlRetEnid 5)
(25) a. John prefers Bill’s dying/death.

b. *Bill was preferred Bitt’s dying/death.
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