TIRINEERE S D B TE e BRI EO 24 2

1. FFim
AFETIL, Chomsky (2000)(Z L > THRESNLD —BHEAEL 1TV OBMREZERT 2 [ B8y OXLEPEIZONT
#im 21T 9, Chomsky (2000) TlX, #tabtiiE bV LEICH DR ATRERME A R OERICL > T CHEESND
PEEIT T 2 R FTRER M 2 FF OB MLE L TV D IGEIC—BERENM T D T—BdfE (Agree) | 2MER
ENTWD, —FHT, F=agEORE IS (negative concord phenomenon) %% 33" 5 EEIZ, Bjorkman and
Zeijlstra (2019)%12 L > T 5 —% (UpwardAgree) 2RS4/, B —BUZIWTiL, Chomsky (2 K HHEL
I DEIR & 72 5 7oA — B EDM T D, Zeijlstra ZETEV Y, AR Tl Chomsky 12X > TIREI LD —E
BE% T (Downward Agree) | & 5,
(1) Downward Agree (T /7—%%) : o enters an Agree relation with B iff

a. o carries at least one uninterpretable feature and [ carries a matching interpretable feature;

b. o c-commands [;

c. Pis the closest goal to a. (cf. Chomsky 2000)
(2) Upward Agree (7J7—%%) : o enters an Agree relation with B iff

a. o carries at least one uninterpretable feature and [ carries a matching interpretable feature;

b. B c-commands a;

c. Pis the closest goal to a. (Bjorkman and Zeijlstra 2019: 527)
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(3) a. John painted the wall red. b. Mary hammered the metal flat.
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(4) a. ?Which boys; do you wonder whether to punish #?

b. *Howi do you wonder to punish these boys #? (Carrier and Randall 1992: 185)
(5) ?How flati do you wonder whether to punish these boys #? (McNulty 1988: 196)
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(6) a. This problem was to have looked into, but obviously nobody did [+ v* [ve 0]].

b. The janitor remove the trash whenever it is apparent that it should be [.» v [ve ]]. (Merchant 2008: 169)
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(7)  Susan said the wall would be painted red by Bill, and he actually did. / *but he actually did blue.
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(8) a. John considers [Mary intelligent] and [Bill foolish]. b. *John considers [Mary intelligent] and [Bill].
(9) a. Mary washed the [the pants clean] and [the socks white]. b. *Mary washed [the pants clean] and [the socks].
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(10) a. Susan scolded Bill tired of himself. (Bill = himself)  b. *Susan scolded Bill tired of him. (Bill = him)
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(11) Binding Theory (HU{&¥Em) (Chomsky 1981: 184)

a. An anaphor must be bound in its governing category. b. A pronoun must not be bound in its governing category.
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(12) [resp DP [res Res XP]]
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(14) a. They left Cuba [anarchists /* an anarchist]

b. John left the medical school [a doctor /*doctors]. (McNulty 1988: 167)
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(15) a. John considers Mary [a good student / *good students].

b. John considers Mary and Bill [*a good student / good students. ]
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(16) John painted the walljg) redpue: 1.
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