that JEBFSIRICH§ 2 HBEHEHRP O DT Fu—F
—EIFAZR & Anti-that-t effect 25 <> T—
A fFw]
1. IICBIZ
1.1, thatEBFZIE
(1) that-JEBFZHR -
a. *Who did Johnsay that t will buy the book?
b. Who did John say ¢ t will buy the book?
(2) Adverb effect (Bresnan (1977), Culicover (1993)):
a. Who doyouthink [ that [after years and years of cheating death] t finally died]?
b. *Who do you think [ ¢ [after years and years of cheating death] t finally died]?
(3) Anti-that-trace effect (Bresnhan (1972), Roussou (1993), Sobin (2009)):
a. Theboy[ that t bottles fireflies]
b. *Theboy[ o t bottles fireflies]
1.2. FEiE
PP (Optimality Theory, OT, Prince and Smolensky (2004)) TIE5EK Al REZRHIFIRE & L C THEEM:DOHIKY
(markedness) ] & THEFEMEO B (faithfulness) | 23ME S VTV 5, AfElE, thatdEBREER, KOV LIc B
L7zafMEE Z 20 & ORI % foi | T 72 TIREZIERINT 5 ECoBma o E s LTI 2,

2. MEEEICRIT D BEEDFE
2.1, F#& LR
(4) Economy Condition (Pesetsky Torrego (2001) (LA . P&T (2001))):
A head H triggers the minimum number of operation necessary to satisfy the properties (including EPP) of its

uninterpretable features. P&T (2001, 359-(6))
(5) Motivation for T-to-C movement (in English matrix interrogative clauses):
C bears an uninterpretable T-feature (henceforth uT) with the EPP property. P&T (2001, 360-(7))
(6) The nature of nominative case':
Nominative case is uT on D. P&T (2001, 361-(8))
(7) a. EEEOM SCHERE that : CP-LEHHE L % = ”%’@J Lf:ﬂ%éfﬁﬂﬁ— T BT 5 C-T EEK
b. HFEOZEMSAZE (null-C, ¢) : ZDIEETIC EFENBE LIS 2 Rl 72\ CP O EEE

2.2, BEEOFELREFEEOZME
Economy Condition (4)IZR S 5 AIREZRIRAED BB E D 72 WIREZIRIRT 2, ZHUXH I AT 62
b2 ZlETD LD TEEMOFE] (205 FFETH D,

(8) EMEDJFHE (faithfulness) :

A EHINF—F LT T e 5780

Z 2Tl that- BB Adverb effect, Anti-that-trace effect |ZEFEMEDFEHE@NIREV AR D A M:HIK)
(markedness) | Z i lZf 72T A RIR LR TH S & %Z 5, AR X o E B R (Optimality
Theory, OTIZE W T SFEDOERIMEZ EX HS @& 2 L, BREDOFH LIV & BALCEI N D T

3. that HKKIZEST 5%

ARG TITAEMRK & LT “*Adjacent o-uT” & “*null-[cp [F]]” @ D Z&IET 5,
3.1. *Adjacent ¢-uT

R SCRER that 238 W X7 HLOIA B TN T OFEELIZRE S hu7au,

(9) 1 hope *(that) thisbook you will read. Doherty (1997:201)
that 23 I S A7 B OSBRI SCRIGAR) 2 A4 N3 2 Z L i3EF S ey,
(10)  She prayed *(that) next Wednesday the check would arrive. Doherty (1997:203)

(11) *Adjacent o-uT : FHAEF- 2V ZEM SRR (null-C, o) 1XEFHIZEVE[(WT] 2o & BRI
BEEZE L 72 7e 720,
(12)  FHE[(TIZ RO - REG). (6)& D CP, TP, 4% DP



32, *null-[cp [F]]
TR that O IEITBIEIC F AL S L7 SCIs TIREF S AL L,

(13) *(That) he would never do that again, Bill promised. Doherty (1997:205)
Right node raising L 72 Hl®iAZ 3L Tl that HIEASFF S du7e v,
(14) Fay believed and Kay asserted publicly *(that) John lied. Doherty (1997:210)

FFENLIE D22 T d 2 BIFRET Tl that HIE2SFF S 41720 (Anti-that-trace effect).
(15) the boy [ *(that) t bottles the firefly]
(16)  *null-[cp [FI] : 177 & 2 DEERE A2 KT R IVE[F] 2 F5> CP 3% D FEE L FRET A FIRFIC S TE Th -
TR B0,

4.  HA
17 a *Whgidid John say [cp ti that:T,-:C[uI, u-wh] [tp i will; buy the book]]?
| I

b. WhoididJohnsay[cp t C[uF, u-wh] [t t will buy the book]]?

A |4 |
i. that-JEBF2h 2R -
*Adjacent o-uT *null-[ce [F1] Economy Condition
(1a) ok! ok! *x
= (1h) ok! ok! *
ii. Adverb effect :
*Adjacent -uT *null-[ce [F]] Economy Condition
= (2a) ok! ok! w*
(2b) * ok! *
iii. Anti-that-trace effect :
*Adjacent o-uT *null-[ce [F1] Economy Condition
= (3a) ok! ok! **
(3b) ok! * *
5. fned
?I .

i. P&T (2001)/% The nature of nominative case % X9 5814t L LT, 77 AFED que/qui 23FE<° Pitta-Pitta
FEDOEFEICA LN DEEHIC L D IEEN—EKE HIF T\ 5D,

ii. OT Z#tafam BRI 256, Mz boTAN, HAhEERT 20 RMEIC/RD, 22 TlE, ANZCP >
A RZBWT A-BENE Z 2 EATOME, e o A-BENAERE) S U Transfer 23 H &5 ERTO
g &35,

BE IR -
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