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#8% : AR 13, He is pleasant, if not charming. 12}l 5H 5 if not fij& make the claim
that S #3C D 2 D% E1F 3, Pleasant if not charming though he is, he is not liked
by many of his classmates. iTH.54 % K& 5, pleasant if not charming MSFFEALEEEIC
JURIFSISME A LT3 &5 & & &, The rain that John made the claim caused the
accidents lasted for hours. IZ5l 54 % the claim caused the accidents 23S¥ & &A1& L
TOERER >TOBEEND L E2HEHL, BHZOXIREMMSLZ 200%, BN
BERICESEHWT 2, FUAIC, SOROUEREMAE LT, ML) & TRED
FEAE] 2REL, Th ool 32541, HAOWRNBSEAIN 25 THEM:
L, BOTHRNOBADREEITD, REMSOIEEHRNSEAINS LHL 2.

3518 : if not 1), make the claim that SHZC, (RO, WBIHOMEAS, MO
plil

Abstract: In this paper we will pick out the if not-phrase as seen in He is pleasant,
if not charming and the make the claim that S construction. We will show that
pleasant if not charming in Pleasant if not charming though he is, he is not liked
by many of his classmates has some of the typical characteristics of coordinate
structures, and that the claim caused the accidents in The rain that John made the
claim caused the accidents lasted for hours has lost its original structure of a complex
NP. We will then go on to explain why such changes have happened, in the frame-
work of a dynamic model of syntax. In particular, we will set up two conditions to
stipulate model-dependent grammatical extensions: “resemblance to another construction”
and “marked realization of a predicate”. We will also argue that reanalysis rules may
be incorporated only if those conditions are met. Furthermore we will point out that
the incorporation of reanalysis rules in turn triggers the incorporation of derived phrase
structure rules.

Key words: if not-phrase, make the claim that S construction, resemblance to another
construction, marked realization of a predicate, reanalysis rule
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i (dynamic model of syntax) i2{3, W72}k (possible grammar) 7%, $Ek O LM &
KO UBT DT EMTE S LRI, LEHRUNEFRBICESOTIDIEARN (basic) 2d
DEXDRER (derived) BHOIRKMT 2 2 EICk D, IEREBBFE X D FHICK D
TEHCEMTEHENREDH S,

TIZE, B HEEBICESCMIEICBOLTE, E£ELT, EFVEGEONE (model-de-
pendent extension) [ZEOMINF SN TV EHS, T OBEGROIEAEYEZ E Y, WAEEMI
HOIC LTV ey, OWEEHE, QEANHEN F, @TEF L ERZHI (B0
W), @FRAMERAL ZTHSHOBCEHE LTINS,

ARTI, EFIWVEKGFOLROME LT, SFOGEOW LiFXB] (suspender of a con-
versational implicature) & 5 W I EHEDEKBL (concessive) & LTHW LS if 7&, make
the claim that S #3X&2 Y £, 2152 BM7ECEM K ORISR SV THIEMICE T
HT &Ry, B SCHEEROBMICIEIT S C EETHET,

. if 7

I-1. if B)OBBEEM
(DI HBWTIE, pleasant & charming &5 1 SN EBE S TTHEIR R IIN A TV 5,

(1) He is pleasant, if not charming.
Z @ if not charming DK, HXFTETHFWTH 5,Y 780D BH, p,if not ¢ Dqd
il (proposition) 7235, BZHL, HI2VRCEWLLBZEHTHD ERBETS5AE, (not
Q DILTHB EEBTEHAD2DO08HD (¢ff Wilson 1970, pp. 372f.; Horn 1972, pp.
37-66; Chiesa 1978), BIZ DHAR, SHEORTOM LY &L (¢f. Horn 1972, pp. 37
-66; kM 1980, §4.5, §8.3.3.2, §9.1.6), (2a) T/¥5 7 v —X&N, BEDFE L DAL,
(2b) T/ 7L —X&N 5,

(2)a. He is certainly pleasant, and probably / possibly / maybe charming.

b. He is not charming, I agree, but he is pleasant. / Even though he is not
charming, he is at least pleasant.

n-2. if HhoDiRE

DL, WTFNOEAICENTS, if fIREE (base) 1ITHWVTI, #isk7 2 HE OB 2 EE
95 (cf- Quirk et al. 1985, §15.14; Celce-Murcia and Larsen-Freeman 1983, p. 351)
even if OEWAELET f OB TH-HEELOND, L EAFXOOREIZROMND » o EEA
N5,

(3) He is pleasant, (even) if he is not charming.

if 1T1T even if OEWADH B (¢f. Hornby 1975, p. 227 ; Quirk et al. 1972, § 11, 33 ; Horn
1972, p. 57) T, if HARBICHETCLUTHELLARBOWEELSNDS D, if i3 even if
MERRBY, RELHLEDLET, ROWIE Qa-b) OLTHOERLEDLITO ST S
AV 7 4—==YbED,” THLOHEAELINIE, MIEKICT even if M2 501
HHHT 5,

(1) He is pleasant, if he is not charming.
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o-3. #AFEIL
Ak, if KBS even if REILAIFH (adverbial) ThH b, G)—EIcASNZLIiL, X
TOXFXEBMBRENDCENTEBZH, OD—@ICBNTR, BlFEEE LTOBERKRELD,
TINfOER E—Ficizh, 1 >0k (constituent) ZR LTV B L5 ICEDLN S,
(5)a. ok, Dolores ok is ok happy, ok. (if not beautiful)

b. #*, her manner * is * unwelcoming, ok. (if not downright rude)
c. ok, her manner ok is ok unwelcoming, ok. (even if not rude)
d. ok, her manner ok is ok unwelcoming, ok. (even if it is not rude)

(6) So vast was the excitement that for some weeks the press really told the truth;
and the reports of examination and cross-examination, if interminable, even if
intolerable are at least reliable—G. K. Chesterton, “The Man in the Passage.”

(7)a. Pleasant if not charming though he is, he is not liked by many of his classmates.
b. It is in broad outline, if not in detail, that they accept the distinction.
¢. What she is is pretty, if not beautiful.

d. They say that he is pleasant, if not charming, and pleasant, if not charming,
he is.

(8)a. He is a pleasant, if not charming, person.

b. This kind of senbei makes a delicious, if a bit salty, appetizer.
S (cleft sentence), HELI4FZIL (pseudo-cleft sentence) ICH T, & (focus) Dfir
BICBEN L bOBHRFICRONE L0 Bkl @mbhTnd, ¥/, (7a) @ though
WM IMOBERH HHER, OTHsEELZONDBH, £ TR pleasant & if not
charming B#REEZR L TE ST, Licd-> T, though-shift ic & - T, if not charming »3
pleasant &L EJRBEFINIEEZ L LERTERVIS>IKEDbNRS,

() .
S
}L is A2 i 7
A if NP  Aux WP
| | |
pleasant he is not AlP
A
\
charming

*7, (o=~ b3 R b3, if he is not charming #% pleasant LB EZR I XN EWV SR
HERFE LT,

(0 a. Pleasant though he is even if he is not charming, he is not liked by many of

his classmates.
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b. *Pleasant even if he is not charming though he is, he is not liked by many of
his classmates.
(8a) @ if not charming 3, (lla-b) DOJEIEMEN ST S M2 XS, BEICEWLT
(even) if ffi& LT, HELHOWOMNBICAERIND EREZ SN,
(1Da. *He is a pleasant, (even) if he is not charming, person.

b. *He is a(n), (even) if (he is) not charming, person.
S OWEN D, [BIEEER (relative clause reduction) &EfiiE#EE (modifier shift)
WE-THREN ERELTS, T Z bRIKICE VT, pleasant if he is not charming
BREIRHEZE L TOEONDTH 05, (Ba) MERINZ TR,

I-4. &k

T, (1), (7Ta-d), (Ba-b) T/ LS51Z, if not H 20 i MEALXE, k&L
<, AB+OD Ho#ili%z LTEY, pleasant if not charming % 5 LEFEIF, Wil >
DEEEIRE->THARLY TR, Dif not & 5103 if TJTJ‘?&KTL‘ZI’LZ)E%?ﬁf!ﬁ]‘ﬁ‘\fﬁ;?ﬁf{ﬁ
K (syntactic category) IZJB 9 2 bDICMEN D 0D A, DTN S BEMK b 5
IPRENTVS EVS FRERBMICANDS &, SERITEE DT E TS, HYFLS W%
WL TWD EBEALN5.2%

(2 a. He is at least an adolescent, if not an adult. [NP]
b. There are hundreds, if not thousands, of such verbs in English. [N]
c¢. Many, if not all, syntactic categories can be coordinated. [Quantifier]
d. He is one of the greatest minds of the century, if not of all time. [PP]
e. John usually, if not always, comes home late. [Adv P]
f. George must have damaged the wall, if not destroyed it irreparably. [VP]
g . the durative until implicates (if not entails) a late bound: —Horn 1972,
p. 62D M DL [Vl

F7, if not AB—RUIECAEMEELZERE L TODLXSICHAZr—2bH20, £
D& S — A BEAERET and /or /but DBFFIZTLH LN S
3 a. He fell victim to the habits, if not to the prejudices, of literacy.
b. He fell victim to the habits, but not to the prejudices, of literacy.
(4 a. Philip is an honest, if not a diplomatic, Administrative man.
b. Philip is an honest, but not a diplomatic, Administrative man.
(19 a. Its meaning is determined by, if not identical with, its use in the language.

b. Its meaning is determined by, but not identical with, its use in the language.

I-5. BaHRAl

if fH B0 i not A, HERBOTRHMMNITHIICb2bET, (1), (7a-d),
(8a-b), (12a-g) ITHBNTII, IHHIJODE,nFc‘:‘T'\/H iR LTV DEEZONDEDTHENH,
T OFREL: (phrase structure) iT BREABIEER s e O R LTI S 00,
TILT, DX Fzg&iaoii Oz T, if Miho heis 2, k& E, KD
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(16a-b) ICEWVTHRFIKEIL » T 2 MEHI, H2VRIECIHB NS A2ERT 57001, &
DB HHERHIBRIRA] (deletion rule) 1Tk » THIBR SN 5,
(6)a. When ripe, these apples will be delicious.
b. General disarmament, though immensely important and desirable, would not,

if achieved, be enough in itself to secure a stable peace. —B. Russel, Has Man

a Future?
Z O T, X LY 3EME (string operation) [T/ &N AZEEHIAI (transformational
rule) &I3BIREDTAHTHLI (reanalysis rule) &EPFIINZHMBHEAZIN, O, F
kgl 2w 4 5 MG (phrase structure rule) &H 2 WIZHAIORXE (rule schema)
ZEF)w (model) &L, ¥KEGIEE S| (terminal string) TR DE S MA T WA, fIkE G
EHINADR (node label) 1IZ& (b EMA, KOWD XS BEMMEEART S5 LT 5T
L&,

17
@ o
NP Aux \}P
he is AP
AP AP
| S
A A
I |
pleasant if not charming
II-6. |HEA0EH

Chiesa (1978, p. 48, p. 50) 13, &KX ® (18a) ICH W TIL, if not word for word Az
DEREXIEDE QWin@ﬁ%@b‘Tﬂ&%@@RT% D LT, (18b) ki Tid
%%@ﬁ%fb@%ﬁf%mm&mo$%%ﬁﬁb1m@o

(®a. I remember what he said in general outline, if not word for word.
b. I remember what he said, if not word for word, at least in general outline.
Horn (1972, p. 57) 13, @B %2 &7 if not ’njfﬁ AR T i not HIEEE, FIETHE
5 (cf. (5a), (5e-d)) DITH LT, RFOAHFOMLEFEITH S if not DI AITII,
Xifnot Y 81 DOMBREEN->TWND ﬁ_«'cméo
@9 a. If not beautiful, Dolores is (nevertheless) happy.
b. (Even) if she isn’t beautiful, Dolores is (nevertheless) happy.
2%, Xifnot Y CBILEHEOEEOMLFERTHS if not Y 12, X and/or/but
Y icBF % and/or /but Y @k, XHOMOMBEICKBETECENTEREYL (¢f (Gb) &
WHTETHDHS, RIFOAWOW LFRBESG TN IEAKIL, LDOEABRAO
3%%ED (obligatory) EFL72&¥N 5

I-7. EEAER
B RHETHES  WTH->Th, ROWDLS BEXWIENTH Y, Tk, TTIKRL
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Bb) DXHSRXMILENTH 205, PROBASWMHEASARINE EEZ 0B, KL,
BEEENEENZ X if (not) Y OBAIE, ZOWARMERN (optiona) & L hid
oI TH A,

£0 Pleasant if talkative though he is, he is not liked by many of his classmates.

II-8. HXDEAMHEEIL
Woe), (22a-c) KSR B LSz, if © though Ik » THELN, HBEEETEREHHR
i, HROFEHEEMBEEEZR LTI LS5CEbNEAND %,
@) How much better it would have been, he hinted, if he did not say, for England
and Germany to have allied themselves against the rest of Europe. —£F] 1980,
p. 160
@9 a. His formulation draws upon, though it does not explain, the distinction.
b. *His formulation, though it does not explain, draws upon the distinction.
c¢. *Though it does not explain, his formulation draws upon the distinction.
LicdioT, —RUALETA, #HEE2EDT if not )24, if i if not fiic, L
EORBRBESEA INADE0, SuRAnE, if i if not M KEMIKEET LE
RN TS - 7l AT, HOMHINCE > THEUBECEZ SN TV LEZ LT EMTE
b LNV, UL, @BERLT I 1, even if 4113, Who X XEWMEICHENS
TEMWTE (of. (5a), (5¢), (19a)), ZREAKE, W&HEELTOBRKBEREELTL
BEBADLNETHB, LIch»T, 2T, heis OFIBBRICHTIN, AP 50
WMt OMEREE & OFMNBEEZEIBANMBEAG, C0AbRETHE LEL LN,

I-9. fEX|UE O SEESE
COXSBHEIMFAUPBEAINLERR, XEOHREZFHEICT S 1 20RMA L LT, T
TP (resemblance to another construction) & THERNEIEZUEBELLTNBE DT
BHBZE0D, DIKBWVT he is BEIBINCERE T, QiICdHT 3 4 D20ORRARIZL, 20
PWEREMH B ENBE EEBEL R ENTE LS,
¢3a. pleasant & charming {3, WIhbEEFM (AP) ThHY, #iELZHALIE (con-
junct) D ELZEREHFELTHS (¢f. Grosu 1980, p. 25),°

b. fEfrHkiE (even) if HEAIHEKET and /or /but &, e L, HIZEREFOE
FEFEUM T B “connector” TH 5,

c. pleasant if not charming &, 7 & X3 pleasant but not charming (2, Aissen
(1973) ®W 3 flat structure KB LTHELL, MEHZ0OBAB I T 5 EHE,
connector Z X3 XS BIFEFTERL LTV D,

F—OREGEBZERTI VI ABIUER LSRRI IVEIABINTVE0EERT S
EVD AR, BUBEOERANBEEERB T ENTE S,

II-10. fhigsCBLE BIHRACE3FROFA
ODL S HBIEREERETZE, W OLOBERERIKESWARELEL 32 08T
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Do 1oEZE, WD (24a-b) DOIEXHMIZ, pleasant if not charming & delicious, if
a bit salty #3, if (not) % connector &3 ZEMHHTH B L{HETHIE, BEHICHIFST
LTENTE D,
@9 a. *If not charming pleasant though he is, he is not liked by many of his classmates.
b. *This kind of senbei makes a(n), if a bit salty, delicious appetizer.

Ric, (25a-b) DIENHEMTHZ LS FEHS, if 25 and /or /but O & 5 IEMERR
ELTHOVTHWS EETIIE, EZFOBIEXHENTH 2 L0 H>BHEERABIC, Skt
G2 DOWRC ERHFINTOEVIEAIC L - THRPT I EMNTEL D,

¢9a. *We met in that clean, if expensive and if crowded, restaurant.
b. *The Press made the reliable, if interminable and even if intolerable, reports
of examination and cross-examination.
9 *We met in that clean, and expensive and and crowded, restaurant.

ETAT, EAZFRD (27a) TBWT, if not downright rude ¥, R+ RHk
(insufficient localization) &5 BRGNS INZEACBAINZEAKE 5 R/ #1k
(localization by insertion) &3 ZEJE & 2B OMANIC L - T, unwelcoming &5 & —4"
vy M InEdNTE Y, unwelcoming, if not downright rude £k T—HRELEK LTI
B0, HEMHEETRINY, EEZLCLB—ARAETRNBEIZS> KEDLNLH DS LIS,
RICHTIHEHTCDEA T 2 EDH L LIFTEIIN,

¢)a. Her manner was unwelcoming, if not downright rude.
b. *Her manner was, if not downright rude, unwelcoming.
Horn (1972, p. 56) ##8# LTV 3 X 5ic, downright 24 if not )13, #WHl, LFoE
BOWETRBEELUTULOAVE T ENBTERIY,
@da. Dolores is pretty, if not downright BEAUtiful.
b. *Dolores is pretty, if not downright inTELligent.
T, BACKBRMALITL > THBERNL —F v PicHmIh 38H41CE, ZDRER,
WY, 2=y POEEOTROHTH>Td X,
€da. I have presumed, [correctly, I hope,] that the Japanese linguists have correctly
reported the intuitions of Japanese non-linguists. —J. Hinds, “Missing Subjects.”
b. First then let me take determinism, which I will define —fI hope, uncon-
troversially] —as the belief that everything that happens has a cause or causes,
and could not have happened differently unless something in the cause or causes
had also been different. —E. H. Carr, What is History?
60 a. John phoned Mary [only / also today].
b. John phoned Mary [today only / also].
Ufeds>T, ED (@7b) NEXHEMNTHE ENWHHEER, AR bk » TIFHHA
TEEEMNTEI, &/, if not AIH20IE If A4, ZHOMEHEOMBECENEZES
i, BTaY IR PINIBEROFRBCHENEOTHSH, TORESHAICK BRI
KL > TRFHITEIID,
6) *He is a(n), if not charming, pleasant person.
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$2a. He has made a possibly too generous offer.

b. =Possibly, he has made a too generous offer.

I-11. R&EMZOHEERRD DO ITRAUDOKE
BT, HAOHEMFED AP 23, RETZOMEICAEKINSE 0D (-HTHROB %)
et TiE, e i (8a) @ pleasant, if not charming £ (8b) @ delicious, if a
bit salty O X >3 EB L, (33a) DX WRAMBHHERANY 302 33b) nkHi
RAEMNZHO KRB L > TEREINWD C EIKEA D,
63a. AP —— AP if (not) AP
b. X —— X if (not) X
(B4a-b) ® (B5a-b) OWMIKHONE LT, HIHHOALFHOHBEME, BuRTYTIL
(predicative use) THWABZ EMTEXEWDTHSIH»5, (34a) O great, if not perfect
% (35a) @ other, if more personal 24K T S7c0icid, EDA L (B3a-b) LS5
AR EH A S 2 O RBOKXRBBRETH A5,
Gda. He is a great, if not perfect, fool.
b. % The fool is great, if not perfect.
683a. This is only another, if more personal, way of stating the same universal
truth. —P. Milward, Words in Connotation.
b. *This way of stating the same universal truth is (an) other, if more personal.
BT, IROEIICB T 5 technically, if not economically (I, /A possible o i i it
THY, BRECEBOTEOX D BRRAENSEOEESND Z 0L B3b) DL MDA
& =T, possible DEFIDOMBEICERINS EEL SN DY
66 It is a technically, if not economically, possible plan.
67 AdvP —— AdvP if not AdvP
KD (38a-b) wEohALHic, Xif not Y O ickny#HE (modal disjunct) %
EBHTLLAETHEN, ZOBRECHAIBEELHAINS (B9a-b) DBIEXENLZIDOTH S
5, (38a-b) @ X if not Y s d, 890X 5 MIRENLT OGRS 51T (33D D
LD BB LY T/EREL 2 2HBB VLI IKEDN S
69 a. Probably / Possibly if not certainly, the report is true.
b. Possibly if not probably / certainly, the report is true.
69 a. *Probably / Possibly the report is true, (even) if certainly it is not true.
b. *Possibly the report is true, (even) if probably / certainly it is not true.
(33a) IO LS EHEEHEND BT B3b) OLH57 HUNORBMBBAINS LB &
BoleDR, OOX> BHEZWOX S BHEICEL 2 FSTHNOEATHS S,
(33a), (37, (33b) DX S5 AMERACHMORAEZ, ZTHEHFRENLEINZHY
OB AEE - TEBAINIDTHENS, MR, RENTH B,

1I-12. if not ZHETHEM L TH L HE
4% 7T, Xifnot Y &0 BREHIET 501, (bSO &0 S I0REM & FLo T B
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ETRAMIIS A REE BN D 2 VIR 2 & LT & e, 2hiext LT, if not %, £%12,
if not Y #X OFICBETAZLOTER O LT EBRD if not %, RIETHEOIL—FO
@ﬁi?ﬁﬁ‘é’iﬁ?ﬂ& LTHERLUTBL R EDZCERTERODTHAH M i, TOHETIH,
RiTHF 23 LT, HBICENT SNACHRAEER 2 LERATERTHS, Licd-T,
PR ZOFHHEREDL T EBTEIRD,
(0a. THEIFE (¢f. Is anybody feeling cold? If not, let’s put the central heating
off.) P EAMBALHFD 1 DE LTHET 200,
b. 784, 72 & 21T not if £ whether not X EDER T L, if not WS HirD
X L ABS 2 T RHE LTHO NS D,
c. W if not EWHFEDOIERD, FEARBHELTTIENEL, FBhEEME L
THWLHNE D,
NSO UT, AR THIR U7cBIN IS OB S M AR E A 52 &
MTEDENWD T ER, TOMTOITHMZAMBETE2SDTHA D,
TIIIZ, make the claim that S O ITB A2 LI LL S,

M. make the claim that S #3C

-1. #HE&®ARE LTO the claim that S
make the claim that S {3, [ETTIE# DO (appositive clause) % %45 believe / discuss/
ridicule / ... the claim that S &[@RIC, WD XS BWEEEI -T2 EEZI LN D,
@) [ve [v makelv [~r the claim [s that S]s Inp Jve
ZDT &3, the claim that S D4, (U2a-d) TROHNBXSIC, ZHEFK (passivi-
zation), 0 kU (raising), %R (cleft formation), ifHi{t. (topicalization), [
E#RD 11F (object raising) X EDEMICL»T NP L LTHEBHINDS EWVHEE (¢f. Ross
1967, p. 147; Grosu 1972, pp. 158f.; Grosu 1977 ; Akmajian, Steele, and Wasaw 1979,
p. 59) ®, WA SNB L1, (VAF it 3 the claim that S 2K ERfTRHETE LD
il (cf. Grosu 1977, p. 727, n. 1) W EMLSHOEMLTH B,
2 a. The claim that Bill likes Mary is believed to have been made by Jo.
b. It was the claim that John killed someone that Mary made at the meeting.
¢. The claim that John killed someone, I wouldn’t make in a court of law.
d. The claim that John likes Mary is hard for me to make.
¢3 Bill made [the claim that two and two were five]: only to discover that Mary

had made it: three days earlier.

2. HEEFENE LTOMEDOB S NIEE

& T AH, make the claim that S 73, BEORKHAZGORHERBIREIRELTH L0
SHELEILMONTWV A, 9, make the claim that S 2383 % F1)H# (complex NP
constraint) # % W3 N DSt (subjacency condition) DOFHETZH X EVHIBEND 5,
3754 B, make the claim that S O S 1O EEA, HMEGHEKREE (relative clause forma-
tion), /P WIEEL, IR L (pseudo-cleft formation), 5E[H % (question forma-
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tion), FEHLLEOBHERITL - T, the claim that S DA MICHER T 5 C ENTHETH 5
(c¢f. Ross 1967, §4.1.5; Grosu 1972, p. 33; N. A. McCawley 1974 ; Grosu 1975 ; Chomsky
1975, Ch. 3, n. 24; Ross 1975, pp. 472f.; Emonds 1976, p. 150; Grosu 1977 ; Chomsky
1977, p. 127, n. 10; Lightfoot 1978 ; Wexler and Culicover 1980, p. 356; nghtfoot 1982,
pp. 70f),
(9 a. The rain that John made the claim caused the accidents lasted for hours.
b. ?It's Mary (who) I made the claim that Bill likes.
¢. What I made the claim that we had rewired is the grandfather clock.
d. ?What did she make the claim that he had done?
e. This book(,) I never made the claim that you would buy.
7272 L, make the claim that S © S » 5 OfgH fTREM: DHIWICIE, EMAZENR S, EHER
REBDEHICE - T, discuss the claim that S W EDS H S D HEHIC 55 &KW,
[v claim]v that S O SH S DFHIFE TR LB, LWH E2ATHB (¢f. Grosu 1977,
p. 728, fn. 6; Grosu 1981, p. 195), ¥ 7z, Wexler and Culicover (1980, p. 356) @ & 5 iC,
HHEINIEEMATHE20ICE T, BRTARHEMICENINEEEIZE BV D,
#9a. Who did Fred make the claim that Mary had seen?
b. *With whom did John make the claim that Mary was living?
.. c. *How quickly did John make the claim that Mary could run?
d. *Who did John make the claim likes oysters?
e. *Where did Bill make the claim that Mary had put the beer?
Wexler and Culicover (1980) i3, (45b-e) IH T make the claim O H Y IT claim
ZRVHAIE, BREAREEEZENS CELMAE LTS, Ross (1975, p. 473) ¥, make the
claim that S DS OHOEREE DL S BELTHB T 2 hiIck » TEBAEEICENBR S
EE D, iAW, BWEE, BREXERICK > THMTZI0 s, BUSZITERICK - T
T 21350, BARTHEELSBOVEEHLTLS,
@a. ?*Who did you make the claim that you had invited?
b. What I made the claim that we had rewired is the grandfather clock. (=
(44¢))
COE D ISR, A (marked) ORICHABINTH L EE > T, &S DI, HEOD
Al (e. g TCTHITI-EAWHR 3L, 20BBCELT, ERBEHKEET ST E15%
By, EOXIBHEICED SVEMLTE P, ZOHROBFREICEEEZRIZL,
UIcl> TEDOHMUB» b 2 XORBARBICEEEZRIZTEZELONEIPEOTDH %,
FR A REdic B9 2 AR DT, “)k g LOWEE DB, T, (UTa) OXHINWFEL
7oXh, EEORBHOPICENIEEICE, FERES LLEZ SNV DS, make the claim
that S @S & UTENAFEAICI3, make the claim 23 15EOEF claim Rk, RBEYIEX
% (opaque context) Z{E% LRA T, BAEAVTURETH S (¢f. Postal 1974, p. 384;
Cole 1977, p. 142, fn. 9),
@) a. Mary; is older than she; is.
b. John believes / makes the claim that Mary; is older than she; is.
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X 51T, make the claim that S ® S|, make the claim O FiF (downgrading) (Z#E
W, EMCEASNS (of [HE 1985 pp. 198f) &) s, 2o THFEMME (VP
preposing) BSHERTTHETH 5 (¢f. Green 1976, p. 394) &S EMS S MMALXH1Z, 1
¥ (main assertion) [T A Z &EMNTE %,

48 The incessant rain, John made / *discussed / *believed / *ridiculed the claim, was
causing the accidents.
#9a. *Mary hoped to win the medal, but I rejected the claim that win it she would.
b. ??Mary was hoping to win the medal, and I heard a claim that win it she
would.
¢. ?Mary was hoping to win the medal, and I accepted the claim that win it
she would.
d. Mary was hoping to win the medal, and I made the claim that win it she
would.
% 72, make the claim that S @ S |3 discuss the claim that S ®S kb &, LU LB
E#TH 5 (dominant) & &N 3 (¢f. Erteschik-Shir and Lappin 1979, p. 62),
60 Bill said: She claimed that he had done it.
a. which is a lie — she didn’t.
b. which is a lie — he hadn’t.
6) Bill said : She made the claim that he had done it.
a. which is a lie — she didn’t.
b. ?which is a lie — he hadn’t.
69 Bill said: She discussed the claim that he had done it.
a. which is a lie — she didn’t.
b. *which is a lie — he hadn’t.

M-3. make the claim that S @ S h SO BHH THEMED Bi88E

J4E, FE LT, make the claim that S @ S5 OFEHE M ZHW T 220, 3F &
FRHAIRHPBREIN TS, Zohicid, OESHRN (¢f. Chomsky 1975, Ch. 3,
n. 24; Akmajian, Steele, and Wasaw 1979, pp. 59f.; Lightfoot 1982, p. 71), @& kKR
K% (global derivational constraint) (cf. Grosu 1972, p. 34; N.A. McCawley 1974,
p. 430), @V NP S 2D/ 5 7L —X125 VS OIED AT 5 &S5 Hi (“Let’s Pretend”
rule) (¢f. Hankamer 1972, pp. 119f), @#:¥E{t (modalization) (¢f. Ross 1967, pp. 139-
48), ® #lix4 & (complement extraposition) (cf. Emonds 1976, pp. 147-50), ® ToHE%
1R (restructuring subcomponent) ZAAAY Ta ZHHE X ] (Move a) &5 #H
(cf. Fukuchi 1982), 7Z&»dH 5,

M-4. Chomsky (1975, 1980) OB SHTRAI
Chomsky (1975, Ch. 3, n. 24) &, 4 F ¢4 2B (rule of idiom formation) & i»
ST ZEE L, ATk D make the claim 2384 claim @ GkZE> 1 OB A
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Wil (complex verb) & LTI/rhiad, BDX S BHGICEZOND &7 H."
69 [v make the claim]v

ZOBUOBEAMN G TH 545, Chomsky (1980, pp. 26f) i2id, laugh at, take advantage
of WEMIHOBEHHE LTHAMN T ENhE0E, HECBWTTHS, L0H>TRBERSNL,
F 72, the claim that S BHALFANE L THEHEYER & H 2 (of. II-1) OTHBH»5,
WHEMEN TR ISR S R0, ’

zonbricknid, (Gda-b) @a v b5 1F, what 8 NP ThH D, the claim 1c#ht

LHBEIESIKRENDG, EMETETEICE-T, BUICHWTEENTE D,

69a. What did you claim?
b. *What did you make the claim?
Grosu (1977) 75, 4 7 1 & LB OBREATH 2 & L THIT T 569-69D b Dk ik
b, ZEHEE, ANERO L, BERSREIUEE, GEEE, R ARITER AT (non-
restrictive relative clause formation) L X » THE XN 5 EHK D5, STRE NP ThH s &
WO ERBEBLE AR NI, B claim 1C#Ei 9 S #i3C (complement sentence) 73 NP T
HBDIK LT, the claim IZHHT L HKBBEBSICREN T L2DTH 205, MROIGES
ELTHEDINDZ LW,
G a. That John was a thief has been claimed by a number of people.
b. *That John was a thief has been made the claim by a number of people.
e a. That John is a thief is hard for me to claim.
b. *That John is a thief is hard for me to make the claim.
6Da. What I have never claimed is that John was a thief.
b. *What I have never made the claim is that John was a thief.
6% a. That John may be a thief(,) no one has ever claimed.
b. *That John may be a thief(,) no one has ever made the claim.
69 a. That John is a thief, which no one has ever claimed, happens to be true.
b. *That John is a thief, which no one has ever made the claim, happens to be
true.

Lightfoot (1978) (&, Hivilkk b Lf, BUSZIUERK, G8ML, FERIBR G REERE IR AL
BEOBEERE, wh BE (wh movement) &L‘O——)ﬁ{kﬂ’ﬂmiﬁﬂll& LT—#5L, [v make
the claim]v # 1 O E&HIE LTH DI €295 60-69D b DEFAICHE, ZDOEEICED
T --- [v make the claim}jyv wh -+ Z 5 EXMBZ #)‘c SHEELEBROENSCEICKY, £
O CHEDEENICHN &N D, £, B5b) &, [v make the claim]yv BHBHTH 5
5, BETE (surface subject) D that fiBEECBOTHNELTWRLEEZONSIHN
MOMBEDLOBIE -7 EICILADT, ZOENEHLHMINS

Linl, TOZLHNTE, KO (60) OIEEVEE TN T 5 EMBTE 7‘&(1\0

60 *It was made the claim by a number of people that John was a thief.
LS o1, Lightfoot (1978) MK LT3 & EX SN SHE - JHER (government
and binding theory) IZH T, (60) 13, KD (6la-b) [k, XEWTHZETHIN
2D THS
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6Da. It was claimed by a number of people that John was a thief.
b. It seemed that John was a thief.
AR THRELU LEOEZHIZHEAIRZ, (60b) ORI (B5b) DIExHE:d:h S HEIN
C*%‘? HENd, E05DI3, (60b) i3, (55b) it/ & (extraposition) MFEH XN THD
TTELHETHLEEIONEDSTHS

I-5. Akmajian, Steele, and Wasaw (1979) @O BSH7RRID BIEEA

RS, MULKEATENERET LTS, ZOHMAKAB I UREMES (derived
phrase structure) € LT Chomsky (1975, 1980) &Ii2R 73 5378172 Akmajian, Steele,
and Wasaw (1979, pp. 59f) Z &b HY, Z2OMEREEHLTHL T &icT %,

Akmajian, Steele, and Wasaw (%, HaH#HAIIEZ, KEMIEER (transformational cycle)
O—FLETHHEIN, LEZLRRD (62a) M (62b) KEZOSNBEEE S,

6 a. v b.

/\ VI
. /{\
/\ N NP S
i j make the claim

make the claim

UL, TOSNTICIBRDE S RHERD 5, £9, (62b) OIRAAMEHSTELOETN
W, MEKER VEoduc s EF 0, ZHEESHEN INKOEIICE T, made that Bill is
dishonest 4% V! &) —HIR#EEZEKT 5T &85

6d The claim was made that Bill is dishonest.
ULirl, PRICRL, Cost VI ifE (V! Fronting)'V  TH{E ERAAETH D
(¢f. Guéron 1980, p. 641, fn. 5), L7chi~T, (62b) ZiE LWIRAES 1% tELTHD LT
EIRTERNY

X5, RO (64a) &, the claim that S A3, FIEME OBED T, HAXHHW T E-»

T2 &0, XENTHE-THIIESRHDTH S, R, IFHENTH 5,
6)a. *What was the claim made that the rain was causing?
b. What was it claimed that the rain was causing?
Z®»Z &t Akmajian, Steele, and Wasaw O OB EDO—D EMAZ A ENTE DI b
L7,

M-6. IXNTOENFRAUCAET Z3RA

Chomsky (1975, 1980) & ¥ T, HaoMBNERET 2INTOMTiIcikBELTRON S
AW RED 1 D3, OBREHEMBEAD, make the claim i iﬁfﬁénéz: Lbhbd
9", 1o & Z1d believe the claim ICRBEH N D, DEEEHMTF XN 5 DD make the
claim @135 TH Y, [vclaim]ly DFH TRIEOLDOD, EW0D 2DDEEIT, -84 5
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ATORNENSILETH D, COREERRT AT LD, ABIKBIZEHADLDTH %,

W-7. BEOBFRMARE W SHERY

LT, XEOWHRETEICTIREDOLIDELT, UTFRBNZ XS5 [BRFECOHERE
(marked realization of a predicate) & CTHRERNEZHLE2HFEIT I &ickd, LED2
DOREICHFBICRMT INIRALEZL B L2RATH IS,

39, —FDEEIC L 5/53% (verbal communication) D f74% % bR E CLAIM— %
WE AL i3, #WEERES (ogi-
cal structure) BV TIZ, BFE SAY & LFEBIC, Z0OE (argument) & UL TRIEZE T
H % Agent/Source &4 vt —VTHD Theme D22% L 2 EEZ N3P, DL
135 2 JHAR:E (2 -place predicate) D§E#E (unmarked) OEBOMHLAFIZ, EFBIZBWLTII,
Theme ZZQEEEMNEELTES 1 HOMBEHELTTHE EFEELE S,

—7, EEOMREERNE 7 VvIciEE 3 1UE, believe/discuss/ridicule/... the claim that S

DIEF M, MR, make the claim that S SAEREINZITTH %, EAW (pragmatics) D
LARWTEZIE, EBEM (65a) TIIEL, (65b) ZFE3:DIL, Erteschik-Shir and Lappin

(1979, p. 62) MHERET A XS IC, X DwBENEA (propositional content) % (65a) ITH
DHB3EEH LIl BRROLL2E LA,

69 a. She claimed that he had done it.

b. She made the claim that he had done it.

5 35 &, make the claim that S iXIcd, 2B O oEEROBIILHEHTINZ LT
WEH, WTFhicLTd, [v claim]y ickk~3 &, BRiE CLAIM ORBEELLULTREETH
TERBDIEV, 1DPORBRFORRELLT, BEOLOLEFHEO D ENLET ZHAIC
, BARASEASH, EECRBENEFVELY, FEORERICEEOCRRAEOMK
Egﬁﬂ%bﬁﬁ'—’?‘éﬂé ERELED, T5&, QOHENIDRESE, EHICEZLIE, EI00G)IiC
PIIREESKEZ LNS T LITIE %, make the claim & [v claim]v 23, \W3'1d Theme 7z
% that S OHEMIKAIET 228, O ENZORSIHIOBEH ZEICT 2 REMNTTR
D1IOTHBEEZLNS (¢f. Aissen 1973; [H 1985, §10.1.1),

Chomsky (1975, Ch. 3, n.24) (I, make the claim &5 ERED, FEoH4W IO TLHED
WRBRELLELEESN, BEEHMTROMESY, LA NP © Adj TREL, Vgl
L0, EVSHVICHLTE, MOFEBCEATINIELZEZTVRN, AR TR~ X
ST, W #RT, EFNER S CEEDHTEHEEN I -3 N LEINEL, HAN KO
make the claim M2k E LTV REEENS L, YRDOFHEELLTEEHEIhE T LI
AR

RO EFEICE, (66a-b) DXSUWEXMBND T ENBEINTL S,

®a. The house girl is [take care of] -ing the children.

N FR

b. Mommy, I won’t be [take care of] -ed by anybody.
iy, MitEEZ7 %) (watch, supervise) &V BEFEOREORBLS1EOHFTHS
FET i, SFEOFEABE LV RFN EHEMFRNCK > THPUB D2 DTRH 5T
Do
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m-8. FER - IEXTEJ|MHREB/ T
KD (67a) BBKTHY, 2BVCHERTIENTEE, —HFOWRTIE, (67b) @
WEbEWEssoh, MFOMRTIE, (67c) OWENENEEL ESN 5,
69 a. I believe that the world is flat.
b. I believe X.
c¢. The world is flat.
ZD2BY OFHLE, (68a-b) A, Wb (67a) KT I2HEPTIEEHEELTEDLNS
ZEMPSBYISPITREBT 5 ENTE B,
®da. No, you don’t; you're just trying to deceive us.
b. Well, it isn’t; it’s really hyperbolic.

(67a) OXODOHELEOEE L, EWE TR, #HE (modality) ZXRDFTEH ST, L&
iR« JF ESE 2¢ (head-nonhead conflict) EIFIXN ZILEFZAMH 2SN, KT LFEH

HRMANBBSEAINE T &b D (of. [ME 1985 pp. 205-12), #& FFid probably
DXS BHMEEREZE TV E L, BEEZREDTHE LOLH I believe %, & & DML ZEE
i3 5 CEIG (sentence adverb) ITZE X 5,

69 a. The world, I believe, is flat.
b. Probably, the world is flat.

CCTHEREHEZ LTV A EER - P EBMERE O S JEREME, ElE &0 S MKRE
# (semantic element) M¥tE BT TRHEIN, HEHELVI BRERSHEELEHTRE
EINHHAKMHIIN, £OLHISRELOOIXEFRORBICEIIET <L, BoImRRNSER
LEERDTHEBHEZEHICHB LT L, M EEDLTEREBAXKK TTTEEEI LN 5,
TOET, FEH - JEEEEE R G TIRE LREoFERBIL, BULTEYD, »wih
b, BROMEBICET A2HEORBEZEFORFICGE ST 2 L 05 b - RS EIGEIERSEM
DYETH—ATHDZEELBLTEERTHETRSZ T,

V. & 88

M EMTR, if )& make the claim that S ¥ X AR, HWIT SEAIC, By kM
WHEHMDTH D E 0D &R, BREANICRE, BESCRM, SEOHEIARE VS KRR
EHEL, TOLDRNEENEILEINIEAK, EEERIEOHANEUSEAIN L 0HE
WBETEEMLI, Fi, T-11. TR, ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%®§ﬂﬁ%%&mb,@m&hm TR
WSS D 2 DB O RS BAINZ TR BIEH L, if not #X
make the claim that S B3Cic® X, 2K, HEFEOLBIXOLTHD S iID(/g e
RNLDTH AP, THOREFIVRGEDOEIEE NI BEA T ORAMELFRET LM ELD L,
EFVEIEDIEREEDI S CRE L TOL NEDZEL 2D OBEREOTHP D 2132 TS
NBHEFX LD,

BRI, TR ILUHBROEBEN 2 b0 TIREBLY, RENICHA WS
XEAF LTV T &L, AAEREDIR, WHEXEELI ORI ERT I LbRE
Y, SEEBRLEXD, GEER, SEEL, SHEEE (typology) iKbb X X EZE
HZ D ENTRICKEIbD LIRS,
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T, WEIOHERRE, NHEBREE IO EANLT OO LI DRENL DTS, KBEMN
HAINDHIE, FFROBEENET LTV RINRERLNVEFRETLIHEDOTHD, T
KON ED, HRICBY ZRBEABFELEALIBECLBOTOERTHLCERAWETH %,
el A, BM0BER, BEICELT, hoREBSEUTHENE, X0 IRENT G CER
T BN, £TOHKEIE > TOBZEANE L CERRT 2, SV o @R, BAFEE &
HTEMRMEINL D, RELKBFOBBITHSWT, B SUEERICH S  SUEBE R O IEH
WS TR0 BETETREED,

p=

1) Horn (1972, p. 56) i3, EBOELII VRN WLFoBAR EHBOERNENE L 588, HHY
PokkTAVAANDA V7 3 —= v b3, 20O, EBEBERHE WMEIBTEHRTHILEE S, ex-
actly LWHFED, () KRSNBLSK, #HOHHOEAIKAOONZDIKKHLT, downright &1
IR, Giab)Darvrs 2 rns WKL, MEFORAOESIHNON S,

(i) Dolores is pretty, if not exactly inTELligent.
(ii) a. Dolores is pretty, if not downright beautiful.
b. *Dolores is pretty, if not downright intelligent.
CO2EDHKEIKELTIE, Horn EFDA v 7 4 —2 ¥ FOHKRELL, LTI EOEDTHS
2, FHEcBELTIE, PROERMT, Horn 25 () 3TN, Gia) RERHEEIE>0icwL T, #o
Av7r—=viiR @ FERB Gia) ITEEES I,

2) %72, Celce-Murcia and Larsen-Freeman (1983, pp. 351f) |2, if ic even if OIS 5 L1338
HEH, (b)) KT if HBHEINS EHFYTH S LBTN 5B,

(i) a. I wouldn’t marry you if you were the last person on earth!
b. ?If you were the last person on earth, I wouldn’t marry you'

3) bBREAIC, D if not iF, Quirk et al. (1985, §13. 103) I3, quasi-coordinator EIEFIL TN B,

4) (12 a-g) ILROSNBE DI, if not ITL -~ T [FMHAE) SNAEEBBRIEHTH 505, TNTOM
HOFERBESEMER I NG 2D TR, 72EXE, RO Ga-b) Kiohskdic, LB
BRSNS,

(i) a. *The report may, if not will/must, be true.
b. *The report will, if not must, be true.
COMCHUTI, and/or/but 12k BBLHAOEA BRI LTS D, BUMER (epistemic) DILHHIF
AT A LITTEIRD,
(it) a. *The report may or must be true.
b. *The report may, but not must, be true.
%/, VHE H203 VP HEOFEMENDS, MULIFREIh T3, #.&213, T (iiae) ©5
DOXEKHT B4 FYRAA2ZAET A ) AALAOFRTHEEOHKERT R E, (v) Ok ichkz,
(iii) a. He struck, if not broke, the vase.
b. He lent, if not gave, a book to George.
c¢. He struck the wall, if not broke the vase.
d. She gave a pencil to George, if not a pen to his brother.
e. She gave George a pencil, if not his brother a pen.

av) |

a | b e | d e
A€y Aa | ok ! ok | = | s ‘ 5
49 2Ab x| i " i y N
TAVAAN * 1 o ,J o } 7041(*#- Ok__J

5 (Ta) OXbd (R4 74— bickiid) if not charming % LA TRIE T, EHOEK
ZH0,
6) Fo Ga-b) iIKhlo b & Hic, L AHEREHCR T 2 EIHE if 5003 if not THUMN TSNS
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TEbdbbD, TORIBEROENERHOEAGTS, AKHLTH 2,

(i) a. The two Englishmen were listening politely, if without great interest. ——A. Christie,
“Triangle at Rhodes.”

b. Nevertheless, it should be clear upon reflection, if not immediately, that linguistic

expressions such as ‘linguistic expression’ and ‘lexeme’ are related to one another....

J. Lyons, Language, Meaning, and Centext.

(ii) The enemy attacked quickly and with great force. ——Quirk et a/. 1985, §13. 82

D RANZOBERE N SBED, TOBRDOSDTIIEN, (a) KB ZHA 1 believe % (ib)
B 5 far from ZHRT B7:0icd, EOALRENS IS HABKEICE2THAD (of. MH
1985, pp. 222-25),

(1) a. Let us assume, uncontroversially I believe, that a grammar consists of rules of various
categories.
b. It far from exhausts the relevant considerations.

8 (36) OHERAHE L TRDL SIS FiEEEZ DT LR TEEZODTH A I D (a) ICHIBRRLEA
&, (b) &73b, (ib) O if not economically 23, HAZEOMANCE T, Y FF R PINTVAE
RoAFICHmMEN, (o) BTE, ZhiclAiIck 2G5 L (ocalization by insertion) 738 /I & 1,
technically if not economically %5 possible DEFICHEIN, OB TE-DOhd LK,

(i) a. Technically it is a possible plan, (even) if economically it is not a possible plan.
b. Technically it is a possible plan, (even) if not economically.
c. Technically, if not economically, it is a possible plan.
codiickiiE, (b) @ if not economically 23, &H AFEDMHEANCK - T technically fijudh 3
DTHBD, 10H technically OFHICMINE M ZHAIY, FAICK 3HMkick D, possible DT
NHCE XN 5 OLZYIB DRI,
(i) It is, if not economically, technically a possible plan.
(iii) *It is a(n), if not economically, technically possible plan.

9 TOXEAFYRAZAETAYAANLAICHE ETA, 4 F¥YRAaLtT2YHAIR OK ELUSL
7ed5, A FYRAADbIR* ERIS U,

(i) Not probably but certainly, the report is true.

10) 44851 make the claim (CHHIO BN SN BEG, £OMEIR, caim OARTIRIEL,
make DATMTH B0 WrIDINETHL, VORI Z 0 —REMMS LTEZL S E, BT
LK, (B83) TR, (i) THAS.

(i) [v [v makelv [np the claim]np ]v

11) M-2. THF B 151 % Akmajian, Steele, and Wasaw (1979) 3, [1437-H D BHimicitt » T
i (AL )N

12) Sag (1976=1980, p. 80) i3, FHFHANE CHEINIHEIL, V, V NP, V PP, Adj, Adj PP 5
NBEBRRTN S, LH L, Reinhart (1980, p. 623), J.D. McCawley (1982, p. 97), Postal and Pullum
(1986, p. 106) %, MIEINAHEPIKSHBEETNEILDLHFL TS, LkhH-T, RiRYD (1) I
kR, Akmajian, Steele, and Wasaw (1979) OB M HAIOMBE EZZ THELTZBNTHH I,

(i) *... and made that Bill is dishonest the claim was.

13) FoMTBIRER &, EFNI S ONMERBAEOZT 322 ShaftoficidL T, [WH
(1985, pp. 205-12) £,

14) [t® Quackenbush KA [-ElOSEMNIcBIE L1+ — 4,
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