A% IER#
# A

ARFEDOHEMIL, 5O HHEI (it be XP that...) © 5 Ei (that &) %,
B RERDOBFHER (reconstruction) , M2 FE (definiteness effect) | that
DERE, EXBRZOEBOBANPLEEL, ToBEL*HLNICT S
e ThHD, TFDOEENL, HRILIT. FPOEER - M LD
& Bt T B & & (identificational focus) & F1E D RT#E (existential
presupposmon) ZRL, ERERD FPEEX~EHEBE T2 L £k
T2, £/, HHEAF X, FHEECOI > REXHENEH LA
WZ k&R L., Rizzi (1997, 2004)D 53 BE CPIRFRICESE ., Z 0K E %
ERBHOMENCEIHITAREMEZES, & LT, A-bar BH
EHEOHEBELYIREAD LT, SBECPERUASNEFEHATHE RSB,

1. IZIU®HIZ

WEDOHEL (itbe XPthat...) X, XFD0HIERE2EN-
., BT HIEDICHVWLNS, UToHlZRTHEL I,

(1) a. It was John that we met yesterday (but not Bill).

b. It was to Mary that we sent a letter (but not to Susan).

(la, IZB W T, a2t =2F (be) &M XEH, (that) ORIZA
BMLTWAD NP-PPIEIFELEAEXTFICERSEEVWEERE S
AT, ZDRHREDODNEBEC.EREZRAT DI ENTELED

T AR, HZI@&%"%‘%% 27 [EIRE (2000 4E 11 A 14 B, R : KFKK%) TOOEER
et SELDE H BB I —REEE R OB S0 b—] . RUOAZE (2010)

—%%m% Vﬁbt%wf&é AEEREORIL, BEROF A NLEERIERS
WielEWie, T2 L CREER L ET 5, B, ARICBIT 2B VLR EIETESED
BEETHD,

Scientific Approaches to Language, No. 11, March 2012, 47 — 69,
RS RS TR L & —.



SBERILIBROEREZHRFEWMNBECRTIENTEIHEL
EADNTWVWD, UTTik, aaJ bfXEHROMICEN
LMPARNERZER (focus) LIV, BT 58 %2 o HE
(cleft clause) & FES, 12

ERITBEWCESIS HDAEAIIOETHEICBNT, HEHZN
BAEZRY EFTEELEHREITD RV, Heggie (1988)T
X, EBE4LF - 5 ELKEF (bare negative quantifier) 24y
HIXDOEALHERBHERE ORITH L LTARETE RNV
WO HBERERT — . Reeve QOINII DA ICERT S wh
BEETFTOBELEODRENHIBABEMAEH EEHU LW A%
L TVD, AKRTR., sHGOBEZ . FH K
(reconstruction) . & M 2 I (definiteness effect) | that ® A= 2 |
ENHBOAROBRNPOBEEL, UTOZRE2EERT 2,

(2) [1] DPZJEATR & T O HIRAIBIMRE T EEM DA CP %
BRI 257E8 D (external D) #&3&E ([pp [cp1])
EFODOIIH L, AT DP 2ERERL LY
HENBrOEEBE T OEBELIREEZ RO,

[2] ST, XPICERT D FP OFBES - o
1w AR T, A& S (identificational focus) & F7E
D ET{#E (existential presupposition) % ~x79,

ABOBRIILTORERY TH2D, F2HTIXZ. HEXITH
JAOEER. EMHE, that AR, EXHSOABICET
57— 2 %R5, FEI3IHTIE., BEDOEITHIE DN, E. Kiss
(1998). Reeve (2011), Belletti (2008)Z HEBL3 %, & 4 & T,
DHIXOERLEAMBOBRICEE LEOWEREL, 55
TEHANWICESS FPRHIOREEZITY, F 6 HITBRTH 5,

VARTH, atad L RREoMOESR XP) BMESEREFEOSELOAREEED
K& LT D, HERIIDBEFOZ DO FREEAIZENZ OV TiX Prince (1978) 2 2R S iz,
P AR TRAT AHIICE LT, BEREREFOERE —E L TR—IV FTRT,



2. 7REORKRE
2. 1. A-bar BB &L HH# A (reconstruction)
CITRH, #KREOERMLREEON., BoO#HK (island
constraint) , #R# &5 (bare quantifier) DE L TCOLER L B
#H (reconstruction) BT A5 —% %R 5%, °

FTEH. 7RXCBITL2E5OHNICETIUTOT —& %
RTHES,

(3) a. *’It was John; that Mary talked to the man [who met t;].
b. * It was in this way; that Mary talked to the man [who solved
the problem t;].

(3a, DI HB W T, DP (John) - KREE D PP (in the way) 2°Bf%
HABPLBBHLTVSEIN, WTFNLbLIEIIERNTDH 5,
Chomsky (1977)=° Ross (1986)i1. U &I IIBEDER (B4 4
FAAHIKNER) 27D, TOIREIC A-bar BEIRE 5
LLTW5E, ¥, ERUANDOEREZBEH T LHE. o H
fEznBE@EL,. BNE (strongisland) & LTIRES, * DITF
DB Z R THI I,

(4) a.”* Which drink; was it Boris [that bought t,]?
(Reeve (2011: 153))
b. * How,; was it Boris [that bought the drink t;]?
(ibid.)

P TEE LRV DEILOBHRIIZ 4 H DN, HECART B9 ED X 5 E
ERFOERED (Reeve (2011))  BEMNBICAR TERERITIED L D2 b Dh (Stowell
(1981); Radford (1981); Heggie (1988)) . NEFMNSRE L L THER TERVDIIREN
(Declerck (1988)) . MSUEMRERES DHE L wh BETEZRO DEEIEO>RRD D
(Den Dikken (2009)) % DOREIL. HEOHE £, AF TIEHEbDR,
PR, BT, BEIERICEDL O TBEI R T RIRE O L 5 725V E (strong island)
ERBENERIC K o CTHIBEI 2T B ED B (negative island) D X 5 7259 & (weak island)
Wit ong, BICBEbBS L ST OFMICE L Tk, Szabolesi (2006)% S I vz
VY, ¥, TIZTOT—FIIHIRRAIBILRET - HHEN, HETSCERUANOEREBEH
TAHREIZ, BONBELTES ZEERTT—FTHAHZ LIZEESINZ,



(4a, DHIZTEB W T, ZHHFANT»5, EAUANDOEFE L L T,
DP (which drink) & #R¥EDAFME (how) BNBEIL TW 5D,
WINHIEXENTHD,Ba, b))t @a,bDTF —F%2F L5
L. RBEXOREIIE Abar BEIAEE L, SESGZHEK
bEELTIRES L5125,
RiIZ, ERVECORBMEFOAEARICETAIUTOT —#
%ﬁﬁfifioo >

(5) a. Nothing; he drank t;. (Reeve (2011: 149))
b. * It was nothing; that he drank t;. (ibid.)
(6) a. Everything; John drank t;. (Reeve (2011:150))
b. * It was everything; that John drank t;. (ibid.)

(5a, b)D XL, #E E# 2 5 (bare negative quantifier) i
EFBBICI2ERELEZT AN, 2EXOERMEBICIITAE
ETERVWI 2T, RERIT. (62, D)@ R L, BEBEHK
&7 (bare universal quantifier) BNZEFBEIIC L 2 E b=
TE2DREHL, PERXDERBERIRLORNI EE2RT, %
2T, EFBBHICLLIBERILESHIIDOE RLZ B
RIyHZLixTcEhnEE x5,

Rtic, BERICETST—F % R5 (cf Higgins (1973)), ©

(7) a. Itis proud of himself;/*him;/*John that he; seems to be.
(Reeve (2011: 161))

 (Sa)ld. BEELOT —F TIRWRICER S, £, BEEREFANEFBEIC
X BERLEZIT A RIZB LTIt Rizzi 1997) bR &2\,
¢ ZZTIE, FEFREA-B-CIZBL T, T GBEHROEREHMAT 5,
( i ) Binding Theory
a. An anaphor is bound in its governing category
b. A pronominal is free in its governing category

¢. An R-expression is free (Chomsky (1981: 188))
(ii) a is the governing category for B if and only if ais the minimal category containing
and a governor of B, where o =NP or S. (ibid.: 188)

AT, I=< )R Fu ST LLUEORBMAAR TORMEIZE D D HFESRS & FERE
DEFRICEDLREICITLD ALY,



b. It is his; finals that no students; enjoys. (ibid.)
c. It was a chicken that every dog ate. [V>3] (ibid.)
d. It’s careful track; that she’s keeping t; of her expenses.

(ibid.: 164)

(7a)ix. BRI APRNIIZ, HEEGHNBOR4LF (he) &
A—fBRE2FOHIRNLF (himself) DLHBNERERTETH Y .
WA (his) - f8R”EX B (John) BAETERWVWI E %
Y, TRROL, APHOBRMARAFTN, H720b o EE N E
WARL, RKEFRBEAZBZLTVWINDDILISRIELIEVE
AT, FRIC, AP CEEN2RAFIXRE B EX., fERE
BB CEREZFATLOCREY, 20X LEERYE
E LT, (Tabsichb, (MMOLSEGEARNOEERE (no
students) (2 X 2 RWEZ H (bound variable) fER. (7c)DEFELE
BEFSNSHGENTOLEHEFA LV LEWVWIERRZ2 IS MR
W (ROBIZHE L TERLONEERNFEET IHER). (74
DAT 4T LRBEOBENET N 5,

UEDF =200 SHIXOIREIZIL A-bar BEI BB & L |
NHERIXOERIESFBBHCLIZERLITIELRIBEBLE2ED.
ERERIIFBRDIREZTT LE XD,

2. 2. MR (definiteness effect) & that ® A&

ZZ T, EBHERER (definiteness effect) & fli LAk (that)
DEBEICESE., HIRPVBEMKRE LB LN L, S HE O FF
MezEHEHT B,

9. HIRMBERE L oHBICBTL2EHEDROT —F %
RTH L5 (Browning (1991)),

(8) a. The men; that there were t; in the castle were all knights.
b. * It was the men; that there were t; in the castle.

(cf. There were [some men/*the men] in the castle.)



— XA, FEX KT there HBCIL. EMELZ R (definiteness
effect) 8¥H, a2 S5 DRBRICAETIAZFAAIIREIZRD
N5 (Milsark (1979)), (8a, bYITEB W T, fFELED there HE T
B - oHEEHANICEREL TWBHA, DP (the men) 1%, #IFE
WBEREOETTE LTERBTEZ2DIEH L, ARHFOER
ELTEHAEARETERY, EMHIREEE 22 L. HIBOBERK
HOEE, SNOZEFICHKHIET 5 ERIL DP (the men) Tik
R, AEAFA (men) THINLDO LS ITIEES OlTxt L.
DHENTHOEFICKIET 2 DX E4 F %A (the men) Th 5
POXIRBRBILIBDRRADOND,

Wiz, HIBAMBEREH OLITHANERBCHISTI2HE L HE
LICBWTEEIERLLTDES. HCEHR (that) BNAEMR
L2 iR oRvweEvwd K that IEBFZ R (anti-that-trace
effect) W R 5N 2 (Reeve (2011)), ’

(9) a. Iknow the man; that t; bought the vodka.
(Reeve (2011: 153))
b. It was Boris; that t; bought the vodka.
(ibid.)
c. * Boris; you said that t; bought the vodka.
(ibid.)

(9¢)i&., that R R OB TH 0 | that ENFE O CP I A&
& o568, MXHNOEBEZEALTIZEIETE RN, 2
FY BHAOHBOBAE MIXHNOEEL2ELBE T 5B,
PR XERZEENICAHVWRITANERORVWEF 25,

T AR T, DL HIBABREICRIT S wh BEFOLARICET AMBEICIIILA
B2V, Reeve (2011)1%, BHODO wh EET (why) ZFR& ., 5FICEHIRBARBEKEICE
WTARRT 5 wh BEFOLMIIA—TH D & LTV DR, that 8 v A STER LS
1%, who X° which DA AERFRETH 5 &9 53157 (Delahunty (1982); Rochemont (1986))
bbb, BEOSGERD L. HHE L FHIRMBEREIIR22HEHBRTEENSIZ L
WD, ARICBIT 5% R L DBEEEICOWTIXSEOREL Lizvy,



(9c) & XX BRRYIC . (9a, YD HIRAIBILRE - 2 HE OB A Hi
NOZEFPEFBCHLT LG, that PER LR T NiER b
RV, —RI 5L, HRBBEMRE & o HRE T, that OAERIC
BLTRAUCUERLZBVWETRTLSICEDLNS N, LLTOF 3R
TEIC, AT+ =<V RIXETIE, EFEOE (DB,
SREOE M XEBRLEATCEIANEHIAL TS
(Delahunty (1982); Huddleston and Pullum (2002)),

(10) a. I know the man; (that/who/*0) t; spoke to me.
b. It was John; (that/who/0) t; spoke to me.

(10a, b))yD b FZH 5 &, HHE T, RBROBEMRE & IXE R
D, EeRMXEROEREZRDODLI AT, BIFEOHE CP &
LTOREELHERSDZILERLTWVWD EEZX BN B,
UEZFELdE, HHEGIT. RROBMREH EITRR D,
EMEDRERTL, PeBAXEROARLR D2 A TEHFAEO
ML L TOHREELHFERFoTWVWBELE X5,
2. 3. EXHBOER
TIZTHE, ZEXOEH L HHBHICBIT L EXHBEOARIC
BT 57 —% %R 5, :
FT., SEIXOEH T, A REXBEEPAERTE DA
NEHINTVWD,

(11) a. John;, it was that Mary met t; yesterday.
b. John; it was that Mary saw t;. (Reeve (2011: 169))

c. Who,; it was that Mary met t; yesterday?
d.” On no account should it be the students; who t; are

correcting these papers!
(Haegeman and Meinunger (2011: 15))
e. How happy; it was that she was t; in those days!

(Declerck (1988: 198))



LEOFTIE, BEAERIC, EFBBHIC L S EENM(LY)., &
RAG(11b), wh B Ei(11c), BREBEH(1le)XBH =, (11d)T
X, EHCEEFRBEIFEAINLTWVWE, ZTNHDOT— XX,
DEIXOEH TS EREBERCEFBHEZHE ) T XBHENE
AEnsZEtEZRLTWVWS, £, (11T, DEHXDOER
BRIZ, EH~OESMLEPEHAINLTWEED, ZThb o
DEREIERLZZLERT T —FTHDBLEEZIDLND,
RIZ, HEABCBITHPEXBRROERICET ST —#
ERTCWL, UToFlZRTHE D,

(12) a. * It was the book; that to John;, Mary gave t; t; as a gift.
b. * It was in this way; that seldom did he use the machine t;.
(13) a. * That the book;, Mary should read t; is obvious.
b. * That into the room came a cat is obvious.

(14) * It was into the room; that t; came a cat.

(12)I2B W T, EREFR (the book) T4 ZEHNE D EEELE
% (toJohn) ZWMAZ TRBE L TWAMR, FEXEHTH S, (12b)
TIE, DERENT CHEEFEREZ -V, EHEF (in this way)
(X BIEER (seldom, did) ZH X TBE L TWVWDE2, EXEDY
TH 5, (133, b)id. EFED that HINE COFEEL - BT ABEE
NARFRETH D Z b, BETMEENFEEL & FFICEE
HTHDHZ L ET (Stowell (1981)), (14)Tix., S EFHHNE T
BELEZGHANIDICERLEZIT TCNEIN, EXENTDH
5, ECRLIZED BT —ZICEIE, KL (2010)iF 4 Z & H»
EXBRLERDRVETHHZ L ERLE, ®

BRI DL, EXHRBIT, 7EXOEHLERERITITE
Hahsan, DEHGABTHEHBEBHINLRZWEEZ 5,

8 (1D X575 —Z B L TiL, Arimoto (2005281} 5 2= T XDELRTHIEMIC
i STV DA, AR Tk, SRENBICBIT 2 EHEOLER L, CPEEDORKE(L
LEABEOBRDO LR DT Su—F 2 RET S,



3. EATHIZE
3. 1. BREBRLEFEHREDHIR
ZITE, BFEOHRIDETMHEON, HRXOERDER
BRAEIR % B 22 L 7= E. Kiss (1998). HEXEEEXL & AR T4
FrEaRzEL TW5 Reeve Q0IDNZ R TWL,

9. E. Kiss (1998)i%. 45 % . ¥t (exhaustivity) %
3 #% Bl £ & (identificational focus) & & # % & (information
focus) 2417, HARIXEFHBNEREZHF L LTV, ?

(15) The function of identificational focus: An identificational
focus represents a subset of the set of contextually or
situationally given elements for which the predicate phrase
can potentially hold; it is identified as the exhaustive subset
of this set for which the predicate phrase actually holds.

(E. Kiss (1998: 245))

kAl BB R, UREY - R E 2 6@kt b 5
LEAEDA,. THNEGZHRNTHIHRENZRT, BEMIC, “It
was John that came to the party.” &\ 9 X %2 #Hlic 35 &, /X
— T AWK FRELRDDADELSNL, BEBRICKEZAD L
L C“John” %% L, £ A% R4 (exclusion) § 5 |
EWV D BN R I N D, BTE TIXHR T & &7 (everything)
PERMBICARETERNWI 2R 722 ((6a, b)), ThiX
EBEEFAIBINMELZRIRZWVWEDTH D, E. Kiss (1998) 12 &
. BHEROBBEEIL, THhERIEEFLRD . BN
BEROMRPEZ O SEERIBFOBEE~BEH L. i
BOLEZERETHIUTOHEEEZFO,

? E. Kiss (199812 X5 &, HZLO#EBIE X[+ exhaustive] & [ £ contrastive] D 351 % 5
Do o T, HEIUTLARHNTRFEREE TN, MNEEZRTHEES ERIBRVWEERH
BEWHTZ LTI D, ARETIE, AR & FHICETABROFEMIZIINI DA DR,



(16) a. It was to John; that Mary spoke t;.
b.  [ce [1p It [ was; [gp to John; [¢- t; [cp t; [c> that [;p Mary
[ [ve spoke ;1111111111

(16D) Tk, HEESHIB FOMEA L L ToHAGLAERLL, ZOW
W CPHEEHNZEZERE L CFPEER~ESRERTLBEHL T
W2, 20fR, EREET - ZHOBR®AETL %,

filiJ5. Reeve (2011)iX. HEHIX A, B4 F M (DP) % kR
WEREH OLEITHE T2 EXEAZFIC., FEOFR
(existential presupposition) ZRFT Z LICEH L, HEHX %
BMEXLEABRTHOMEZREL TCWD (cf. Percus (1997)),

(17) a. * The thing that John drank was everything.
b. * The thing that John drank was nobody.
(cf. It was *everything/*nobody that John met.)

(17a)iZ, DP HEX D a2 FDRICEBHEFNER TE
RNZ b, ZOXHRHEA (R EREZFELS2ZLE2TRT,
(17b6)i%. DP 8 E X [John BERATZE L OBMhH 5] & W
ITHEDOHIBRERTOILH L, BEEHEFAOARIZ X
[RATE DI M Ero7e)] WO FENALTWVWSHZ &
EoRT, TNERBFEOERBRNGEILTHLEL DD, Reeve
QOIDNIZ D HEHXEREIX AR L., DHEHEG N ESAITEFH
M 2HREOBERGHOBELZF L LTS, 1

(18) [cp [ip It [;» was; [ve t; [pp [pp to John] [cp that Mary spoke ]]]]]].

10 Reeve (2011)i%, S NEURE L R UMIE&E 2O L 2XFTH57—% L LT,
R L HIRBBIREINIRVNVE L LTIRE S ST TW5 (@, b)ZZR) , £/,
E. Kiss (1998)D5#TIZBI L C, EFBENC XL BESbE2 S CPEEEHE L T B
X, wh BB ZHEDS CP ERRICHWEZERT 5720, BRELQHEGIENEE L TOR
BENETRTLBRUATERNE LTWS, L, E Kiss (1998)D R D& 53
WEEER TR, £, that 28X 2B ICERANERT DR ZIBDIALH
D wh XIOWKREFR—RBLTEIDDE W RICBE L THEERORMNH B EBbhs,



amm%mf\ﬂﬁgi%m%%ﬁﬁebf%mﬁ Zh K+
MLTWD, ZOH5H Tk, E. Kiss (1998)D FP & #r & 13 &
ﬁbxﬁ%iwﬁm&ﬁf@m%@a%i\%m@%%%%
DEEHTEZOLNDZDOTEH R, BEXLE LTOEEND
ETBHZLERB,

ZZTIE, AT S E. Kiss (1998)D 3% Bl £ s 45 47 &
Reeve QOINDIEEX I EZ iz, TNOOHENL ., HEIL
DHEEIZ, FANERLEFEOMBBZ EOLIICKBEIES M
NEBETHDEE XD,

3. 2. CPOBRBILICESS AL OEE

T, Rizzi (1997, 2004)X° Cinque (1999)FIZHBWT, KD
CP I - IP HIRZ EH OWEFEIC T, XL B - K5
HHEDO M INEMRE L VBT 222 FRBo—2 LT3
FAE MR E X (cartography of syntactic structures) o FufH 7 23
FERERLTETWS, ZOHMAATIiL, CP fEBEIX. Force (XX
A 7). Topic (§5RE). Focus (). Finite (XD EMH) & W
ST RFERIMREHEIE I o5 & v D B CP {7 (split CP
hypothesis) 2L I TW5 (Rizzi 1997), !

(19) a. ... Force ... Topic ... Focus ... Finite ... (IP) ...
b. He said [gorce that [1op, beans [r,. never in his life [pis
had [;p he been able to stand]]]]]

c.  He said [gorce that [1op into the room; [pin [1p came John t;]]1]]

(19T BT, 4 47 #E 7% (that) 23X ¥ A 7 % F4X (declarative) |
H LXMW E (assertive) & LRI HEBZEDL, TOMICEE
BALER, ERERPIBICARET S, ERAERICHEBHE L T, Fin

' Rizzi (1997)D 53 B CP R T, (192)? CP #2112 T Fin M9 < iz Lower Topic
BELDEINTNS, LML, BFEOHE. 20X 5 7% Lower Topic DALENTFEET
BNEIDIXEEHALNTIIRNEEZIDND 2D, Z 2Tl L7-#EE%2 A3,
F 72, Rizzi Q004 TREIN TS ModP IZBI L TH., AR TITEHR L2V,



DB CEEDBFASEREL, XBRERTHEZLERT,
F7z, (19)OBFITEBNT, FMAEAEIEDIALFH N TR E T
30, BIELESHAEEEILONE~BE LTS, P
Lﬁ@%%cpﬁﬁ’%d% Belletti (2008)i%., £ # U 7
MDD RHRIXD, EFLERETHIDHAIBEREREEZT O
Rt L. BAE %w%ﬂﬁ%”mkﬁéﬁAiﬁw“mwﬁ
WERFDOZ LITEHL.2 Y 27 2 Force X° Topic # X < FocP
PRMEELTBIRTALELTNVWE, TORBRREPEZOHBL
CHETEDBEUTOE I IERB, M

(20) a. It was to John; that Mary spoke t;.

b.  [Forcer [1p It [ Was; [vp tj [goscer— [Focr to John; [5i, that
[rp Mary spoke t;]1]1111].

QODIZBWT, 2= TX19)D L EE CP KFHIZE T 5 FocP
EMEE LTCEBIRLTWS, 22 Tix., FocP I/ Eanrr
CP (reduced/truncated CP) & L CHiHBIR S Tk ., H3H
EMiFmPc‘:L’C FocP IZHEBLTWVWD, ZTDOHHDOT Tk
ERERIIDAEHT DO CP BE (FocP) KBT 5720, HEIZ
WioTkU ERXPCEEHOERMMLEFA UESHERE K
DI LT B,

Z TR 7z Belletti (2008)D 4 #1iCBE LT, EFBENIZ &
mmm&iﬁﬁb BBEFPSHIXDOE R &6&wm%
ERERNVEFBEBICIDIERILEZITZZLE2EET S L.
(20b)D FocP KB L CMOLLPDEERSLEBEIZ D EEbh b,
RETIEZIOREEETZREDL, DWOREERZITS,

P ZZTRRLTWS T —& L4 CP RBEOXICBE LT, #MiSUERg s ke A&
DB L =SBRSBI T A BIC OV TR A RN H D, Z 2Tk, ZOME
DOFFHNZIESL B A B 720,

B OBEIC 2.3 TRER, SETARIEXOSITAIEERL (X510 BRI 220
HEEZBNTWS (Stowell (1981)) .

!* Haegeman and Menuinger (2011) Ci, truncated CP & L &R &7z FocP 133X D
BB TRTHLOL LT, EEH~OEFBENIC L AESALRILTNS,



4. ®£F

4. 1. HEX0OBEEOHME

2T, SAZCBIT2ERHMRICESERELEES

RO, 0%, 4. 2 CRIESLEFEORBZED X 5 ITHK

EEEICKBLES X VW EERT S,
ETE.AROBMAE & RGBT 2 EEROH ((8a,

b) ZLUTICHHT S,

(21) a.  The men,; that there were t; in the castle were all knights.

b. * It was the men; that there were t; in the castle.

(2la, b)D XLk, HIRABEIRE LN EHEDREE R I RV DI K
L., LT EEDIRICIVIEIEERAETCSD Z & 2T,
BALRET DAFZE TIL. Qla)DCIEMEIX. DP S CP 2B & L T
EBIRT BHH47EH D (external D) BENSL AU B L E 2N T
W5 (Kayne (1994); Bianchi (1999); Aoun and Li (2003)), *°

(22) a. The men that there were in the castle ...
b. [Dp the [CP [Dp menj [D’ OP [Np tj]]]i [C’ that [Ip there were t;
in the castle]]]] ...

2b)DHIFRHIBIRE OB E CIX. ZEH DB CPE2MEL L L.
BRHEE T2 S5 DP 28 CP DIEEH~LBH LTV,
CPHEMMD DP NI TIL. TEH DOMNBICEEE N EE
L.DPHEEHRICAFAIBEL TS, Z0oEETIE, B
DIEALEIZIE NP (men) BH D0, EEHRIZET LW,
CONATEMDBELBE LS L SEIICRBIT 2 EEDRI.
UTOLSHHBHLERPAEN DBEELRKZT., DP &
EEMHE»POBETAEDICELDI EEZXDZ LN TE S,

B ZZ T, BROHE B, wh BET R4 HIRMBIRE OfEE L IEHIRM BRSO
BEIEBE LRV, B 12OV TIiE Aoun and Li (2003) %, #3122V T Bianchi (1999)
BRI,



(23) a. * It was the men; that there were t; in the castle.

b. ... [Focus the men; [cp that there were t; in the castle]]

CZETCOBELEE LD L, HIBRKEMRE & LiTm. H&
MEERDOEBEEBRROMBIL. AT k>t ENn 5,

(24) a. [pp The [cp men; that we met t; in the castle]] ...

b. It iS [pocus the men; [cp that we met t; in the castle]]

4a)IXHIRBERFTOBETH Y, HAEMND B CP ZMEP L
LTERLTWVWDS, QDI RETOHEETHD, TAEN D
DP (the men) NEBEELBE L T35,

RKIZ, QAD)DEE T, kBB A ETT‘ODHUF’#}:O); 51z
FKBIh30%2EBLET 5, AificihzL i, E. Kiss (1998)
L. FPHEETH CHMNERBREIMFEEINDIEL TR, F
EDRTBROFEMICT OV TIEFER L TWVAR LV, Reeve (2011) Tl
SHIDOBRERLEFEORMEN., HEXOKMELET S
REZwMEUTWLHA, BEMLREEEE L O SICE L TIEEE
MIZ@ERM SN TRV, KBTI, ZEARPIC E. Kiss (1998)
O FP o ERATHB, EEH F O ES TilkBlE S #EIR
NEZLN, TOMBECHEOMBRREIND LRBET S,

(25)  [rp Exhaustive Focus [ [cp Existential Presupposition]]]
(26)  [cp [ It [r was; [pp John; [p t; [cp that [;p Mary met t;]]]]11]1]

QDR T, a2 IRV 4AEBTIEELF ORERN - M
HCHIES FEORENEKRLLTCEZONS, ' /-,
a2 X 0HAGE CPHEHELTEBRLTCNVWSE, Z0#EE

10 - Z CORBITHEEL, SECTIRREWHRSHTERT S0 L0 5 BEIZOVWTIE,

Af’ﬁ@nﬁ'&@k L7z, F72, Hasegawa 0112\ T, SREHANOEHI L THo ==
T DRRIBN—ET 5BEENERENTRBY ., &% — D208 (simplex clause) &3 5453
WRRESN TS, R TORETIL, EH L /REIIML L TAER TS CP #HiE
BROTLD, ZORHIO—BESIIEAMICITHHAT A E BN TERVEIETH 5,



TiE, BRI, 7 REO—MELTTRRLS, XFOH
RRHE FORBET TCEZALOND D, BEAMICIIEH ~DE
BB ERMELEIIRINEND,
EPROSARITOEEICEEL, 4. 2 T, B CP I
ESX EABBOMEZ2EBHEB LN DL . OWOREEZITS,
4. 2. EXRBBOMHE
2T, o CP IR ET I AL LT, EEHHEE
(criterial freezing) & AT (locality) Z R7-#%. D& XD
BERBEHLOBREMEZIRRS,
EFT.EEHD A-bar L BE~BE L ZERIIZOH THME L.
SHIEBETHI LN TERI RV BRENEEZ2EHH
9 % (Rizzi and Shlonsky (BLF, R & S) (2007)),

(27) Criterial Freezing: A phrase meeting a criterion is frozen in
place. (R & S (2007: 118))
(28) a. Mi domandavo quale RAGAZZA avessero scelto, non
quale ragazzo
‘T wondered which GIRL they had chosen, not which boy’
(R & S (2007: 117))
b. * Quale RAGAZZA mi domandavo __ avessero scelto,
non quale ragazzo
‘Which GIRL I wondered they had chosen, not which boy’
(ibid.)

(28a) TliX, MM SIN T, wh BEE D wh =M% - (k) £
REMEDERFICHEE -HlREIN s, 22Tk, ZEHE
EOERKITEUCR Y, iF. 28b)TiX., wh ERE2EHIAR
D EFHICBET A LICL 0. whE - EAEES —
FORE -HIBRLEYEZLTWEY, RENEZEOEKR % 3
ERZILTWD, AFTIE, EEMHEBE X, =6 - DA R



HDOCPICHAENDZbDEEZ D,

RIZ, wh BRRXLEREREORENETR 22 CHOKER
AP BENT 5 BRICIL /AT (Relativized Mmlmahty(lpl—l: RM))
ERBEL D EE 2D (cf Starke (2001); Rizzi (2004)), !

(29) * .« <Q(wh)>i -~ Y <Q(focus)> .- ti

(30) * How; do you think that this stuff; I should cook t; t;.
A V2 |

N\

(30)TiX. £ (this stuff) Z8 2 T whEFR (how) BB H
LTWa R, FEXENTHD, T, QYOTRLEKEY
RADOBBHIIHRINLIRFHESFHBELZER LTS TH D,
T, TZTBRRXTWVWLRFIHEEREITRRSN, LLToH
DART I, BRFBZBWTREOFHEENNERLED wh B
B)Z P19 % (cf. Rochemont (1989)),

(31) * What; do you think that to John;, she gave t; t;?

GO XS, 2 FHEEMERNS whBEIZHIET A2 E W)
FMEICE LT . ERORFTME DB A D& TIXHH N E 7728,
BPEOHLEDRERTEFRCTCHLLEBEZID LN TE D,
ERoEEMERE L BFE (RM) ER EDETICBIT 5 E
REHOBEHZ2EHRT 2, 7. EENEZCBEL T, &
HIITEHOEREITIERLZERLEZ T (FP) - L Lz,
o T DHAXOERBERICIIEENEBIIER IR WA,
ERBHPERA SN SHENT O ERICITEEOEE? #E
MEehaZ eiind, ki, RFEERIZEAL T, XK
TESBIHIPIERAINSZ D, sAGHNBICERERNER
THEE. REAIEERKNELDZ LD,

4.3 Tk, Lo HICESS PHRIZHERS,

7 B0)D & 5 2B L BOBICEIT B ERIC OV TIL, Starke 2001)Z BB SN0,



4. 3. TH
4.1, 4.2 Tk, UTORHAIXOEELZREL -,

(32) [cp It was; [gp John; [p t; [cp that [;p Mary [» [vp met t;]]]111]
ST ESS FRIZLUTO®EY Th B,

(33)a. BHERK: SAAXICBWT, EAERIIERE FP B E
WA~BEHT D20, BERIEEL T,

b. EMFRE L that O&E : HIBMHWEMKAE IR ZY .,
FHRIXFIAENDBEZF-Z 20z, EEHZ#
5 DP DERNMEBIZARET A HE. EEIRDOEK
DELD, £, a2 3 oHGEMEB E L T=E
RET 57720, that DEB LR D BN 5,

c. EXHL:  XFOBAMNESAIEENFEEZZ T2V
O, EXHESRBEBHINDS, ., EGZTOE
XBEROERIT, FEOE. ERFZATORFTHE
K., BENEBICL2H08 22T 5,

KETTIEEREOTFHIORIEZIT O,

5. IR
5. 1. BHHR

F9. B3 )0FEEBRICETIPHIE. UToH ((7Ta-d)DH
B) TXoTHEND LN S,

(34) a. It is proud of himself;/*him;/*John that he; seems to be.
(Reeve (2011: 161))
b. It is his; finals that no students; enjoys. (ibid.)
c. It was a chicken that every dog ate. [V>3] (ibid.)
d. It’s careful track that she’s keeping of her expenses.
(ibid.: 164)



Gda- O EFEHEERDEIT, EXBEBOLMNE CORMEER - 1
AERBERIERFEINDZZENHAET B,

5. 2. EHPREL that DA

(B3O EMLHRICET 5 TRIZ. UTOTF—% ((8a, )0 FH
B) CHrDLND,

(35) a. The men, that there were t; in the castle were all knights.

b. * It was the men, that there were t; in the castle.

FIRAIBIFRETN L X R RV, KHLFIAEHN DEELFLZZV
e, EMBIRNAEL B

Flo, avaI3nHEEMBLT DD, EFEOE R
DE. PuBMXEHRLrHA VDI ENTEDL L THIESN DR,
Thik, LTFoxtl ((10a, b)) FEE) KX v#E» N DL S,

(36) a. * 1 know the man; (that/who/* ¢ ) t; spoke to me.
b. It was John; (that/who/ ¢ ) t; spoke to me.

5. 3. etk |

BT, G3KKBELT, SEXOEHERCEENERE N E
AENR2VENERCREXBRSPEATETH S & FPRE
N3, TNEUToH ((1la-e)PHH) THEILDDLID,

(37) a. John;, it was that Mary met t; yesterday.
b. John; it was that Mary saw t;. (Reeve (2011: 169))
c. Who,; it was that Mary met t; yesterday?
d.” On no account should it be the students; who t; are
correcting the papers!
(Haegeman and Menunger (2011: 15))
e. How happy; it was that she was t; in those days!
(Declerck (1988: 198))



)5, HEEATLTIL, FEOE. RrtE (RM) EX., £
EREBICEID, EXHRBOARICHPOBPBREINDEZ BT
HEnsd, ZOTFEIZLTOT—4% ((12a-c)0FH) 12k Y
N od,

(38) a. * It was the book; that to John;, Mary gave t; t; as a gift.
b. "* It was in this way; that seldom did he use the machine t;.

c. * It was into the room; that t; came a cat.

(B8 TIX. . FEEMLMERIERBEZHIEL TW5,(38b)Tik,
ERERY, OEARERCHATEABERZHM X CHE
LTWa7ew, FfrtE (RM) EXBAEL 5, (38c)TiE., #
ERHEMAEICED, FEAELEEHTARCILICERBRI 2 E A
THZELIITERWD, FEXEEPIELC S, M. (38c)IZB
BEL. . BFERoLAFAMEZERETSESIX.UTOoMDO#EY
L LB AIC KDL RB/ET, EXENE RS,

(39) * It was a cat; that into the room came t;.

6 . 5

ABTIE, BEEBFOSEXCBI LG OEEL ., BHEAK.
EMER, that D4R, EFXHEHZOEENOHFE L., SR
NHIBHBERES L IIR B EEZF 2T, BEH
Wik, EMHDRICESE, HIROBEMAEH ST DEE ([pr
[cp]]) ZFFODIC L., HHEHHFIIEFERFICART a2
FJICBEBREINWBDMHMHTHD 2L, £ LT, HEHIX
e L TERINGED, FROERIELOEIZ (A7 %
— VR X TIEIH D) that OEBBERRBDO LD & DM
ERARL, BAERCEL TR, EAEZSTMNEND FP
BER~EEBH T AL TEOBMRREZLN, B
BRDIRIZOERERFOEEBHNLOLAEL D LR,



Flo, BANERIT, FH TR XFOERTH»I D, X
EHREME L IZIBLY 2L, FEEALD X S REIXHE N #E A
S5 —FH., PHGEAT TCRFELBERCLI2EmBHOME
LR, ERBEROARBICLIZ2RMMERK., EEOERMEIC X
VERBEIEHINRVWEFINAELLZ EERLE,

ABICBIT2H0HHFOEETIX, XF0 (&H) BARE
HOERLIBRLRIBELZEDL, TN ERBIcD 2 &%
RTLz, A TR, EH~DEFBEEZES EXHEOEA
EABEGENMTOEXLREOERLVWIBAEANLDL, XHDE
RBEBOMEEZ®R? 7T Tuo—F 2R LE, 207 Fu—F
1238\ T, Rizzi (1997, 2004)D 53 B CP {Kan. HEMEHMEKE. B
FitE (RM) "ERATHLZZLERLEZ, AFZRIZ. H &L
WOXFTDEREROEKRMBR L HEFEHEEOEKRZEBL L,
CPOMREHHE L REBEEOBER HERZIRZLIA R L
LTRBEMTONDN, EXHR L OHE - BEEicES<
ZEIX, COLOREHMEXTORBOME & RFHOXRE %
x2zdETH, BEERFEHNVEEZALDOD LB ZLNG,
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