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Abstract

In this article, we show, following the Minimalist approach,
how features like definiteness and specificity are checked
either through Probe-Goal or through overt movement to
different projections situated in the left periphery of Noun
Phrase complex (NPC) constituated of, as we suggest, the
NP itself and the traditonal DP split into four different
projections: Deixis Phrase, Determiner Phrase, Classifier
Phrase and Quantifier Phrase. At the end of this article we
point out some of the limitations of this approach and show
how they can be handled in the Substantivist or similar
approaches.

Key words: Definiteness, Specificity, Deixis, Classifier,
Quantifier, Substantive

QT ARG WG

@ AR weefew e @ s e sifod Id €@ ver O/
@S AR AMIeE (Sob0) ORTH | 9T @ G SEEAA G AR
TIGE (555 a-b), T (00R), WG 8 TIF (00q) G2 SIIGRT
(R00Y) | ¥ IREN FHGTAR WS ISTA AICH JE TAGER WS
o fATa SEAEA 31 2@ | FeE W AR FAWEEt? Abney (1987)
T €0 T R W AN @b 3289 i wewe I A fRutis of
(Determiner Phrase 3 DP)| oRsfaia Rfey smm Senwe
sfesifers Mo 3 s FERef Imfce we wwe i awe s
RO | 4T3 T TACS #A1CA T 9 FRawe o e pf? =0 @3 rwes
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68 [RIEERC L

(Noun Phrase Complex 3 NPC) T &9 W& T3 | 933 O
femefts i o «3ifgs fenfaosse=f (Adverbial Phrase),
el (Aspectual Phrase), fe3+f (Inflexional Phrase), Twnfn
fareet 18 zre oz farmes (Verb Phrase complex 3t VPC) |

TN oF Yo St [T | qw W WINE ARIEl, NINwetE
fafrgel, wfefiesr @ Rffest e e w4 (Syntactic
feature) e wiwal 5% 5 w@rife | fad @ Agwa el €I
*fff® ¢3® (Minimalist Program) (Chomsky 1995) s &=
T TR, PO Fee Wt ¢ Forwd s (Checked)
TS AR | YICH TITE AT ARAI06TeR @ g o1 Sy $eat 4=t
Wt e awEa SIS ARG T ARS W | NG R [Fona
Q% BHTGYTE IR IRAMT T8 (Substantivist model) (72
ared G 000 ER ARS8 T 009) I AFHA T FIN TS
(B23: SIIGRS 00t WETE FRTT I TCS AN |

>, fRfveel, wfafieet ¢ fRfFEet

@ ot S W zre A [E @ s e | [iEee e s e
@Rifog? Nl Fifre I 9@t ¢ viret @3 Terr Hfifoe @ wwE
el FiWE 201 2 AR (Familiarity) Sraies wcs v 7w zre
“fia: emfAe (Deictic), HEuTE® (Presuppositional) ¢ SHTFRE
(Anaphoric) | I @ TR e (Referent) & ZH-FITa @7+
936 qre AoRe F T8 @t @ 8 ofrst Teuw ofifte ©@ o1k
it emfife fAfger wfit 37 | W «w, SeifF Tere, 9261 wie’
AR AN A oA e e (@) 85 i 9351 WS @i |
TR AR ‘92 s RBer SfeRt 2@ )

s fAfiget © W S AR 9w (Monadic), i
(Relational), IWIA (Pragmatic) | @ 1 el [t (3w)
Q%5 33 el e — twaw W, ‘FfTA W @ v e @
N f ST ARSETes ST — 7 7R e farw s e @
@A RS S fRfeEer S | @R AmRefa s S e
fafe 3l TRl feifres AN 3@, I A o7 @R o TES
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JI¢E] FAASTER @5 Ton 69

e 1 AsferE TifEs Ao Sfyaid | @ (@R, AMedET
figra IWGT, ‘I WA AWM AN A CoAfvEnE 9FE ) @
ArRfGTETs AV Q@ QN [0, TR HOW SN 8 ‘I T 7
faeer SR | FoM o9 WF (W 2AfSPi) Afseee aFw @
GFB3 AR @ IFAE I AR WO A @ TR (92 A2 TISTE
5o @R WR T TR IS ¢ wrerR RS Wy s
SANFARNT | AFANRTARE (T, T, (v, =@ Topfe) qrgaxt
fifrger ae Rt @3 [Rew [Jor 9 @ wmesiE @ ¢ ofret
TerRe Ao |

@3 Eng (1991), Campbell (1996) «3R OB (009) € WAL

e S fNrEe! A SeEs a0t | e SwiRReatE T S

S, IS0 B (; ) ARDITE WP (i 1) 97 MR ATSTF (1, 1)
TR TR |

. GH () AR (; j) TG GTAS (g, j) B |

o, TR (5) AR (i) LT TH TEACS ( ;) W |

8. Fereeaal (i) QTR (;,§) TRIZTS (;, ) TOTA |

e ¢ea ey, S e e wa R @ I Jre ifve w7 I
AN WS TWC ATR: T4 (Text) | THAE AW AN GFG TR AL Foral
I o=@ @3 96 T e (Unstream discourse) @ @3 ©fft =g
(Downstream discourse) %3 | I SIf6Ts 8 B @ 76 e
I AE IR TS W O TEIR ARt TR ety aeRefita
‘MR (Anecedent) W ©ifba Ao 2@ Temr e e
(Postcedent) | 711 e, S @ srenfia W TED GFeR WS |
Q% SIS FAHE AT T WS AF PLEA AW (;, ; o) 1 3-8
TrigReteTaTs wivEl e W@ Afslh A (w3 AW s afis gpe
ATE | SF 8 AN AR WG T@SATF QI Y5 e A
Wik S @I AR (Common) BT AR | GARATTF, M
IR AN FEN @3 NN TR S| AR AR TS’ @
R T Fee A @ Il v 9w TEN 93 @36 MR
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70 A saeTs

TR () | TEN @R I @ - @} 7% aef vt g3 w7,
SR TN @3 Frife et gdl s Reifices swwse | wdie @t
TR’ IS AR WO SR S S T @ P 60 @ QAR
fs favit =fe orNs FTacs |

87 IR W R W @7 WA sF AR A SIS’
TAT P 43 IR, TR’ @3 e ok et @ ug e
QT2 | QI3 FA I AW R, © 8 8 T INIR NI ‘QuAd’ A | I
@A RN W R N PE GFE T O@ ShE IS i @
S Aef o AR ez afsgifre wr (Complete
Substitution) | *FNiE F=ferr afsgfre @ @ TRl =R
reffbr et wir 331 €@ fArs 2@ | AW A ARl W sEe
 aF (AR IS AR M ORI e A ) ©ra A
wAElRE [vgs! A 71 o @R 43R [wmeel 3w 9 Qe o
AN O ANIAT B 20| 87 Ay Frwrwar e IR @3
ARABR Yprea AL & I AN IR fier R @3 ARG ey
F 37N (WA, e, 7ifFs 3t eyl [sor s 7@ 1 ™
IFR hEF THFE FffTer wfiTR zre Mw IR TR FEA
“AfprETER St «FB2 Ats I AN “Afvres S ww fAger
WIEPIR T | W WA AR, T Ao iy e waeefa A
FfES TR TR W A e Aferdt 2+ |

I R AR oR Endee wifeene dfegfre @ v TR
et Rf¥Eer  (Specificity) =R @ Wiz amRsl [
(Specific) Tre M@ WRR w-Af#B8 (Non-Specific) zte Awa | I
RN ARe ST Reiw @3’ s efsgifore wta ot oRem
et &2 wffes (Specific Indefiniteness) W& 7 1 o
AR TR ‘o gow R afafrer wfidt | @it w geR
TG TR SR GR TR T g @ R I’ wd ()W 9%
faor B diftcs afsgfre saz | sffte v Bwrae gos w-
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e AANSLTE WesToR 71

fafee wfafMeer wfmt sre aEReft a3 sFomiia [ei @ww S
efegifore Tatg 7 | €% 'O W@ @ 'O Bt 20S I |

Q. ARefaarerd wwefon ¢ wieefa Ry Terma

QRA-IAC-BT SrER NI QW GF (AT AR IIZS T ql
o Fw-ond e e | @2 Semmer zoe: O-Bwm-afN ) @3
TBomReTEd ARe 7w Classifier TR A fo=s 200 7 [Reo” |
@2 BAMAeTETE ‘Rems I 27 IR Qeta s [y oits
frefee o1 9T 9T PN TITHT TR 9T 9T [ewe JEe T |
Y R Rees 7 AR AN 3¢ S 2R 91 | @, foa 1@y
T T A, FoTem @ @S T | AR Few o i T 10 ot iR’
IO O TN | Si-TenfR-f-fowfs Tenm we witwe oEires @
(AT TAMIN T T AN |

ey B-51-2mt Ametea AfFge! (Definiteness) ™Hifes Tats «ia |
IR T A0S MR @ e SmiRAcew ANt (I eRefves) wfae
g v @ a7e TWrERTr TRl A2 siadt ¥ 3 BrrReeTETs TNt
AL WHE B W7 A {F IR | WA BB IE e @
et e T A 9w w1 | 9 wE TRl e $af3fs wwy wa
TS AR | b 8 5 7 IFHA Al B o U @3 TofFfs Arge
TR wfAe | Ry @R SemmetE v sjus tamelas of st ofem
I AT (5. [Torms, Q. o) tiirg qere R[ees” at Ao =i
30 wfy SRy 3 e it |

¢. 43 [33] ot |

b, ¥ [3R01] Aorr |

q, M (=N w1

b. 33 [foror 32] RGRTe T fite @& itz |

5. AT [FHI6! IR MRS e fee Qe ootz |

f5, Bt, ¢ ¢ AT T WS o Wtk I T ZCS ANs, [FE T
e 2 N ISR AEE (Subjective) | TN IAENT IR, @M,

RIET, R, A, AT — @} ARferiw Wy 9% St
600 T SR QI=(% <& A |
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72 fufeg saETd

NP
Specifier N'
a3 /\
AP N
o
To@-) N
EE

et AR Pers AFTS AN RIS 8 FAR—F | I WA AR A
FAEE ol R Ines IR ‘A IR, q@ AY, e A X
TN *IveE Al & * 9 AR A+ G I ey T | SR QI
Az, I Wwe SR Wl AR TReas A Keeet (Demonstrative
adjective) ‘@3/FR/ER (A ‘9, 1, ¢) (FFhHa-y) FCR Rews W
07 | el @ W A s e S e A wEat
TR SR THOE |

@ A e et gafes 2ear tvee [ve o @ =
I So 8 3 W THIRAH W, TR IR’ W ‘AT Wi 92 @3 72
TR RO | g e (e ferre (a1 s em 3) 7@ eefas
PR (@ O O] FW I R[ewereta @ | sk meee A, s3e
TATzei et s Swne THIzact AR T | @3 IR, S Twzaret
(seiferet) famaret T st @ fResmerst Wiy’ < Srpre 3R |

So. Wifil, [T I3 |
S5, AR A 73 |
SR, T et T Wit 72 |
>, ? wifar I =t 1 92
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el TTNSTHR W@STEF 73

s87e Twizaret Al TR AEy ot o Wt e orfes
TS O WRIF YL TR SN R T SRS GG T I
IO M| deR TrAct Wt I o e BeifFferes
TRYIE TR L TE Z0S A | ‘92 IR’ R ‘9B RBY - @R T
AR e | SigE SHRad-38 8 d¢ ¥F Wy NS T2 y87 TwrzAwe
OBt AfFER 97 1@ TR T TS, B QAN @IS TS AT WK
QTFG TS AT | 3¢ TWIRA @Bt #fq® @R e @ 3 e
QG I3 ATCR |

8. A3 [UR 93] TR |

5¢. I3 [2 IRDI] AT |

A3 : SIIES, TR 8 ARANIR FRRZA
TG | 4R | et s ot |G | B | B | B BR
_ |- ™ N U N
L
- |- o=
+ [+ |=o=
+ |+ |z
~ |- [
I D
I B
| AT
_ |a=m
- |¥m
fow
- i
— |ArveorTua |+

|

+

|

|

I

+
+11

+11
|
|
|
+ it

]+

S EIEAEAE
|
|

|
|
|
+ |+ +] [+ ]!

+|+]1
|
+] 411
|

+{H{+H[+]
|

+ A+

+

(Ferguson 1964 ¢ SBIET Sods 8 SUGRT 2009 TFRI)
A qwA o edad 8 SRYEE Tel AR/CS MME HRT
(Numeral) (@, ‘a3, 78, 5+, Topf) =R “siff=11=’ (Quantifier)
(T, g, 3, o, Togi) | 7 ARfiTe @t e @ R SRS
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74 [RIBERS I

TR AR WG I FLATR AR FRIIZA FACS AR AT | TIYRDICAIR W)
T R AN AR ST IV | ) TRIYFPGT 7 W AIANZR 2173
IETI Q TACF So AT TN IR TEIS WHE ¢o M do W
SfISPGTAR AR TABY, AR, € TH () — 93 oA SRYRE
ToAfFfSTe ‘9T I@ TS AR: AW G3/AW qEs, AF fas/Am faess, o
foq/cMBt fotass, ToiieY <is/conBt e, Tonf | “ToGr A’ <= I e
* TNBT AICAIGT QeI 98 | T 7% <4 AW R * A0 w9
ST (Conext) A=ATIIN 7 | GTF T T JGAG FLATHTHA XL B
OF F (S AN | * TN0! SR8 A AFSTI0 QZerieg =12 |

b 8 Sy W BWRAER T WINE T we I ©@ WAl N W@
AP T e weTel 7@ e aeels e sfywd @ | 5w
Tt 7 sfandares Seeet 7@ v A e e — 9 et @R
T T AR T (TARFA-5 8 ¥ YR TEA IFA) | THMCF, Sk
Ttz S o IAes i @ Mot [Reieer SefEfers @
e fafWeer Sft@t 2w, o FimEe A, wegem A AR
ATREE SR TR QS T A |

o, ¥ [32 fo61] RERTs was fAte 9w g |

34, A3 [I2 III01] FRERTe twFae fte g vtk |
Sbr. ¥ [0 fonD1 7] eTREfTs e fMrs gt toiR |
>, ¥T (93 IV 32 FR@RTS e e g vtz |
0. ¥T [3 32 Fo01] MRERTS =3 T g i |
2. 43 [92 33 IS0 MREFRTS R it g vieg |

IR W WA e, e @6 3z@@ w1 Noun Phrase
complex (NPC) 31 Tmes’ 3 SETEF | SRl W I, IR FOTATS
e ot @ (Deixis Phrase a1 DP) 31" ffq (D°) == o<
o «3/63/2 | o fima o7 T Mm@ 2 (Determiner
Phrase 3t DetP (77%) o1 TS 2@ @ &= DP @3 =fws st 76
ST el eI AR | TN Tl O 7 A @A @) | AT firaw
7% TR S 3 (Classifier phrase 91 CIP) | ses 1 ==
/BB, T SReRS | SRYRE PR R T At 3o
(Quantifier Phrase 3 QP) | 1wat €73 faftg, «fasis w3t 3oy w7
Mg Wig Fg, I, Tonf ofke9s (Qauantifier) @/ ‘9T,
‘72, ‘fov', Fopfe 7 (Numeral) | fnes fiiws o7 zor TR |
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I NRSTER SSsTe 75

AEAA T TG @ Y TH I W W@ [T zor @ a3
@t e (Syntactic feature) @2 FMRHATE SfSIFTAT TG 92
ool (421 31 613 -(Feature checking) ¥ fAte &3 | b SwigaCed
o5t 32’ TARS WAME W3R Sy Brrzeed IR fowor ey A tiry
wdl vl e M @ dSuAe Trigged MR 98T AR IS
@8 SfSIEE TR A wNeds Arser wfeed zmz | W @2
S HLES® = 7 O NI Ned wAME w=E T )|

@ 8 TS AN 92 §feIP? Chomsky (1995) @ SIT=ite ©I6H
(s555) WY TR, R I SfSIpE I ARG I [Reags
A | S1F THOW SRS I 0 qemm) R I R | Ao B i
Ry f ffen fofa e s @ fs e (93 3o i) | 2
fgm w0 Ifs frge fofq siftstas fiiq e o Wik @2 @ @2
Afotos PR ARTIs S SRYFE W3 Tor TR BAMItRR AR
I | Wi At qefa fg g3 Tomor, ‘BIRGr Tonfn SRS
AN @I AR @2 SAfRNaTE IMME ASIPH TR WA A
% wrmes (92 fo=o1) *

Fha-3
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76 lRiRERa o

Q2. AT [ToAG1 fom 7R] MREfRee torae favs get oiem |
Q0. 4T TS HITZ TEGER TS AEPGTA! 2 () QTAfRE TR &g
[32 93 fS751] (; &) TR fTs e crm

A T IR AR T TIFS PR TS M T | T AT A2 b
THIZICIR TR 3 SR T I | ToF THGER AR IR«
TF SRR TS, IR b WF 2 7 TWRAee Wi IR s
ST IR | b T R T TR W 5@ wdq Ny Iwarg | 3w
AR AR TeAist B sifiwe W, 93 ARy feabe e A
TR foxita IS TS AN | b TARA 5@ FAR-TAIIeA T @
T TH AN TR | b T QT SAERE TTS1- NI T I A
@O @y WNE e MR W v W AR e Rews B
ST FAICOS TN FASF TAITo= Tl Z0hz | R TSI AL b 7
Tmizare W 9% ue s quefa ReEs 3w 31 uowe Svza Fos
ool R i ISP AN SI0E | dY 8 0 T TARACR Sfeare
R - TSI — TWCFE TN QIO % ASIP I o A0
el [erEs | b Bviza @i B Sfsams o o 3 fHice
TR T AR | @ GFF TSP AW wehiE wfear™ (Head to

Head movement) |

I WA IR A @ AR SRS 0 [etws 3w [ger e
fAifFrs e o sire wfsaf s (Lexical) s =it weta fifmest aviw
A ARSI SRYIACT I NG | M T, s aof wng Rz aof
« 75 wfr Reres B2 fiest [{RfFs zre «i@ | s s vl ©
iz fRifrs 71 o s for 3! Aifrs [MeEer ~ndw Stg |
Ao qufa faoe 3w vy awie famee s e @ | S+ 19
e [vee fRAfrs zre 7w Fas it [Redss 3w sme @
(AT MR o I e Taum e, 2872 TMIRACR ARe(l aReeals)
T | G A AN R RS I [Rees B ISP SRR | AWM
7t wreee @ gere wMiEle fAmeel dfvs zear o @
e [{fFger oW giW @3B N aRel gwe @b
ol AR Ao efegfre ware Amea | @ Al 28 w2 AW
g (W WAL I2) PItE Awed IR feAor e afegfers
FIACS AT T PR SR b I 77 | I T A A AT SR®
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e AITNGTHE SN0 77

st foat 9@ 93 STz [vge! Arats A T AR TIeTR 9@
T, A I3 A AR A6 FE S Fa [Revw e FiRd
w7 2 | ReTE W Fiet =it Tt sfSaitte zrarg It 28+ BHIRAEd
i =% gzenaret ARETR | 20 N SR Forrs =T gy
PR AT TN IR o vt s 3w sfeasw sae | 3 T@
e emffe fMfegst il a@ s itz |

38. ¥ S FIR ARG (W SAPGTE IR () TARE TR W4 B
*[2R forBt] (5, ) TFas fTe @ R |

AT IS NI, Sbr-2d72 TARIACIY Fhmareie ewe fafree fFdifrs
TR IR, PRI I61 ¢ el Torma itz PIia fonl Roea 33w
T T TR | [F@ Sb-dn TR TWRAS AR WIGE WG e Wi
0-3% W Smrme Rl wfeanw e fAdRe el Rews 3,
e it Roms 3 o1 (IR IR 93 S9gW [oris fig ‘a® @
TS | I ¥ GITe2 MR W Tor vz fAors vl Roses 3w
SfeqEm W @ Tge e Fery fffter wfew® e ats w@IN
T TR IR ASIE PN SR A QI I FA W3 | A
Fufa R Fe SfSIPW Ipe Tes AR | wE @@ fJrs o @ so-
Q) 7 EwrgRee AR wifis wes (Logical Form) fRoias ausfa Roaaa
A iy (Covert) SSIPIN FCRR | GTST T G061 $6F | 6! T&4
TR 93 W Tewd [{Aw Jeid e i AP W 4
TS« | Afge mifes I avw @ Wfewas B2 (Lexical
item) I AT TANTER TSR ©F AN SfGIPH T AT T
A1 @ I I WS AR T dr-d7R Twiraee s [Remerm fzfea
F AfSafTreas FmeaetE Mger Sfew@t 27 |

AR W) I TR E TeW T % | AReR SR 4 epTe
qTe #AiR: Ao (Adjectival phrase), SRS 7AW 31 F7FHW
(Possessive) €3 7 o | W3 o7 «IFa TR T F a7 FeHom
YRS NNl e I ;WK (R, PO WAl | SR 9
ST TCS2 T SACE ANITTGTETR (FRING FCAMTS 20O 2F | @2 &)
TR, TAHATAR ALIGHG! (IR ZCA? TR &7%) IS A7 @ 7wwam I
feemerat (2e-2v), s o (Ra-2) 8 o PR (39-90) SIpel
I R forel SR aetaeire! TaR | ear o i A oy
MM FAANETS 28 AN | JHO@-0 @ THF *ME Wal IR R
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fhfrg ST

WRER IR AEM THFW AR I9Fe TR A vB el o
TE A © AReS TR e 0 el g Ireltme ofe - aem

(3 TP, T AR A AR @ fFmm: R, AsIR’) o

DP
Spcc/\D/
A /\
D/
KP
/\
‘ De° DetP

NP ko A
AF g #, Det® CIP
...... -
A /\
i CL° QP
0
A /\
. Spec o
N
-0 Q/\NP
€
o 3
QQ_ *‘Fﬂﬁ[ m aa% | ..............................................
Y, AT W 30 |
39, *foafb AdFa IR |
Q. ¥ a6 93 |
W, *qZ IR
©o. 4TI U3 I3 |
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I ARG WesTon 79

AGHA FFAt WA @ IV A I W @ WHee Tom Miwawfa @
@ ifFe T (Syntactic feature) @R TRE SfSIPTH M @]
=erwe {43 At T6RR (Feature checking) 3@ fATe 23 | b Srizaead
A5 33’ TRy MR W3R SUTR BAIRITIR 92 Fobr TRy e e
gl Wik FACe AN W@ duRe SRR W IR Nt I
I8 WEIPH IA0g I AnmeAt Arser Sfeed zm ) I @3
AP FAE(FS T 77 S NI NGe SRS Q0 T |

(TR 308 TC© Mt @8 wieIFH? Chomsky (1995) @3 Sttt weiord
(>on5) MR Feaces, AR R wfear@ @ s i Rers
F | S THO@ TGS I 90 AeTmt R I 3 | Ao e i
Ry A fferca fofa e wtaten @3 PoifieR (93 3oy vfq) | @3
fie W e fMres f$fT oftstds fig s o wift W @ @3
Ao MR HRolds oR SReRT W3 To e Seimitew 1MErR
e | W Al Ifa Prr g o760, BIGY Tof sReeeTE
Afgoes @3 TR @2 AT e wferm Fae s A
fafne Trrwee [72 oo °

Fbd-3
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80 fif¥ra TS

3. ¥ [0 fom 93] wniRfacs e frs gee woeg 1
Q0. ¥ TS FLIR RN (AT WAPGE! 12 () QTR I8 Wy T
[2® 9% fS751] (; &) e fies gt oo

R WA B AT 7 SqGRE FAFR T SIS /| @ AR T2 bR
THIRATIR A 237 SWIRANT ol el | To TFGaR AR @ @
SR IR THACE, TR b W {3 e Tzt A I3 @i
ST IR | b N 3 7 AR wa 7@ s Ny aearm | 13
T A TTewIn! 5% sifawim W, I3 ey feAbe Tre AAitE
AR foafba Faraf*s zTe AR | vae TR 5@ F-TeAR TF@ @
TN TN AT TR | b W9 37 BHIRIIR TTel- N e Tt A
T @ A TS AR W p R A e e [ Mw
TSI ISR AT AES e Tofd TR | 4B WGP ML 30 7
Twzare el 9% W3 AdRs i Roiss 3w Q@ one T fames
M ROIE FIw ISP AL 07 | DY 8 20 72 BAIZAR WS
TR A@-3f SIS - et @ 936 3 wfearm w9 @
Fuofa RS 2w | b Bvieaee @b fir Sfear™ s o oS P
AL TG AR | @ RAR WSINER A wisfia sfeam@ (Head to

Head movement) |

IE A IR T @ A @ SReEs i [eres 3w [Eser worsd
s T #fia TR Wfeaf s (Lexical) e wite miee fRfagst ewm
! ARSI TR IS T | AW TS, fForas af wg g aof
« 7% 2vfa o gz fAfiee Rifrs zrs i | o fJoes wof @
izt fAAifrs 23 o A ot el MRifrs ffBer st sz |
ot e Reres 3w oy emife Nz RAfre e i@ | o= 7@
@ fAfies fRifres e 7@ ke ol Rews e SR«
(AR MR IR IS 67 (maw «ee, 287 Swigaeerd Frmesft azeaeyg
T | @ A AN 9] RS et Reres 3w Sfeqn™ @ | SR
7R eIRE @ FAits wMEte [ee s zear w1 &g
AT [ger o awW @I F i e gwen @b
g AR e afegifre Fare o | @ ARG 8 R A
g (S SRt I37) Tt Awed 93 feaor wyfeny afsgifors
IACS I A FRA SF PF 4T W | AW $AYS A A AE SQ
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JeaT! ATNGTETR Wi 81

At e AR e gwtg WeemE (Minimalist Program) @3 @
R & Tor Tro A O WA @4[8 i 7| @Te SARFRSTe W,
@S 8 g (000), T*IeE 8 TUT (009) @ 2ABRTS IRARM TIFAR
(Substantivist model) SR @I BHHT (Ro00Y) @I WENS FWHE A
SR TG ST T WA ©¢-80 G TSI [FATH-TFE (1 Iofo1ow
TEET) (Syntactic strategy) @3 @B FaCe A | dq W BARICR
fiotre 3 ] Fweory fAMEsl @3 s 08 U7 SfFg w2 qal
G | TR Sy @3 IR A0 [fAE FiRe e IR v 93 wRFY
T2 | ©@ 0¢ Ty e N ANes 38 w2 SWiRAe IR I AR A
TR we TR S AT @ I AFAN errew 5% w7 aew e
38 7R BRI TR | 0y W 0q G SRS WRmes 69 T AW | ob «F
SRy T A 87 THBCAR ATAARTS! S ACE 7 | AFA GI-el FE
@7 AT (@ et T390 @ ARl e 2w wm e et
A RS |

8. */ X/, e, wefe — [/ X/row, sk, st /Y st /2 swams)
e, e, 3gasa

0C. [X/rwm, s, weats = [/ X/, s, st /Y e /2 swass)] e,
fafie, sgaon

38 — [32 forbt |

0V, /X, s, seatis —> [/ X/ form, s, wofie KOYeK /Z/ swma) wmmen,
w8, Teas

I3 — I IO

09, [ X/, ste, swwafie —> (/Y /e [ Zswanal X/ oo, i, soreanfivs] e,
B, TR

33 — foa01 93

O, /X, i, e — [JE /Y /e /2 smarad X/ o, sz, st
[VP] SHE/Y /e I/ sraeraed Xt SffE, mmﬁw] e, T, T

32 — (¥ fonot 93 o facafee o1 fowtt 92

QYA A GFD! TP B FACS 12 | WINTE &BII0! Q) SSa8 B,
g @3 TA @Rt TIEle R izt (TS 2R d5ha) dRifis e
FOIOG W WS (AMeE &Y J000) FIRMA P TATIR | SN T
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82 fufia <TG

3R, Totde e 1% @t 3o AT B0 WA T 15N B WA TR
T TS WA ATEH WL | 05-8) G WS NG G SBR-19
W@ iR Rfey wea @ o 1oF T I | [OIR JHOE@EL AR
ATANGA TR, HeIARAS f~eiwarem | et 3 ob @3 T=oime (Output) o
A 8o« T IR O I &FIA(Clause)/FT o7 T4 7 |

5. [JE Y/aem /Zlsmasa/X/ [VP] SHE/Y/swn /Z/smard/ Xltwm, i,
ey | e, G2, s —> [[JE /Y /mean 12} 5wl X/ fagery, e, sercarfis | VP ]
SHE/Y/W /Z/w«m/X/ oy, S+, Wﬂnﬁ@]w fAfne, g /X/mﬁ‘ )
1Y /et eamen ‘

w oot 2 o s o7 fSat1 @ — @ femor <3 o fcafew of
5701 32 4T ATTR |

80. [JE /Y/ma /Z/swased X/ [VP] SHE/Y foay /Z/sswsrsed Xlrooms, <t
wcrfivs Jarmon, %, v —> [[JE /Y /e /2 swawal X/ oo, stiin, soratis [VP]
X/, w61 SHE/Y /sy / Z sl X/ o, <ifen, sovcafivs] smmneen, 558, wazom, =
/Y/ﬁﬁwf] farmen

™ S5t 32 5w facafees of o7t 33 - w3 foatt 32 o fcafeee 3= o1
S0 IR AT ATTR |

ob T 459 T AT ©b-80 @ ATFRS T IRY F) ‘Aur f@R
Seisim a8 (Subcategorical property) SR ‘AER A ‘ATR
a7 @3 7T QTR AT R R IO A WA G430 AN 9
) ‘ofgt’ farr Botomtn i Wit ‘oforg’ A ‘TSl @3 @3 T
HUIEHA |

WA W FETwd AR @ QNG TR @ T QIR
TSI QTATH 72 | GF TS I TS AN T AP S
(9¢-80) € TSt FNT RAPAE*TEE AR | @7 FAW [AFHCI TR
BT THE WG SN A TS IR AR G A ST G TR
ALEB AFIRIATA-TIRIGT S IR | TR A I 787 7 SR I8
ITANCeR Aoy S-sifis IR FA qH @ AR @ JIF© 7 ©f
A2 AFRE T T | 93 T ROR @ LSS W TS
TR I T | FTSTGA TF@ Pz (R005) @7ew wifk Fwared 1 @t
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7 AFRCR TFE@e I WS AN N TOR@ T WS AN |
SR Wik S pere iy 79, ot qFIeR U3 AR @ TR |
B @ (AR VIR ACH W@ Ol 5F-1 8} 17 GiFANEE TS ZIA A1
«Q P IR AL |

St

o.

WAS THE@R A B IS the @7 Afoiw RO I9me WO M@
TS the TR *™ [T I1EMT B 1% I R0 TS AR 7 | @I TRA
A FUACE @I TS (Stress) AR F® O W3 @F T 7R
B/ W TeAmIR A &fSw zre A ;e (Clitic) | S Twrom
ToAMAGTT! RS e A @R TIe-4PA (Speech-unit) TIEE
W THIRS W | RIS T *% TR A9F R e e 27, Is
RS =z 2 = eerm At Bopnl |

whAte S AR e ety e S geficea A sem
(5555) @3 PAFTT SN WR | IR PR AfRstes @S WKtk
WA AR | SR THEOER R SV FHdiERe @ g Al
IR |

A% IR TR QA FFN: 67 42 bl, FI% 4 b, {2 BT 5N, 5T 4T
17 TONM | S W SN WS ARG Al -qFdeTd It
5 RGeS |

. SR IR, MR Fotie e [eres 3w sfearw o [Rneer ¢ ey

Tl A Y T | o PG T T, Al 9@ @R AT @
FNF FF IS AR | TSI T TR GRS QI | e T ez
e o Rerwe @, SR wweRs R Rews 38, s s
R fieres @ 9 s o ol [Rewe @ fa s
TSP T} T61R | WG TFed ST M «3f f{rerg affsas
A 550 =W IR AW AR (Subjacency) | RS ARG AR T
@R 3 T S S Gl TR @R of Rews 38 sfwnm s
AT T | S@ OIS WA INCS TR W ARfS 71 TerEy s @7 FFA
] OOER @& @ 8 SR AR 93 Ry @3t eom
(Principle) € eraem az w43 (Parameter) 39 |
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¢.

[RIREASTIL

IAM SFI TGS TS T I UL Sond (TAIF-9, 7Bl : db-
383) T TP TRLA WK ey WS Kinship inversion 3@
TS 2T | R WA 192, 37 31 T Kinship 43 sesw & o,
TS’ @I ARG AT | TP AW, WOl W wwael e
el fie s s W1 ) Wi @ S-S e T EfR ores
FIT BETS AR | AR TG 1 TR 9% T SR -SfedR A Kinship
a3 TG g3’ e v, «ft [Eere wm w71 9t e
F (IHIRed I SfEAHET MG 7 AT IS I @ 7S
o I TAres A |

9 YACHT AT F-FNAF T W AR AT FIGSIR AN S 2B
RS Det' @3 ML TTAfEres I 2R | TGS FAH@ WS @ 400
A Senfe | 1 S S e eNrer g s wra f5f v
BN W@ @M XP @3 SIAE 9 AR A¥R EfGe zeq Shve | fofa
Ffarzs W@ Srivastav (1991) @ Dayal (1996) &3t& JATASS
(Correlative) &®Re [P-2es RG@ @ Bhatt (2003) &ts
Dem(onstrative)-XP &37% REIR LI 20308 |

Singh (2001:364) It=it=": “morphology does not in fact have much to
do with grammar, if by grammar we mean knowledge constructed with
the help of principles unique to language-faculty. General cognition
seems sufficient to extract whatever morphology can be justifiably
extracted from given lexica.” SR FASTE M IR ST T

TR TR M PIFAN IAACS WA QA W@ W@RAZ T MAINSCEA ©rl-
e g @ e oy SR $91 T8 | PR, (PR *IEd fefers

TOPT FATY IR I FETHSSIF W 91 TS IR OIF FEF3 R
SRR @ AT [T 91 I T |
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