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A Visibility Account of the Abstract Case of English Nominal Expressions
Han Jing-quan Meng Lan
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The Case Filter, as a general principle of Universal Grammar, is essentially a descriptive stipulation which lacks explanatory
force. It says that every overt NP must be assigned abstract Case, but provides no explanation for why such a condition should ob—
tain. This paper argues that the Visibility analysis of Case is both empirically and theoretically superior to the Case Filter analysis.
On the one hand, unpronounced NPs like null operators and PRO need Case. This is correctly predicted by the Visibility account,
but not by the Case Filter account. On the other hand, by eliminating the Case Filter and replacing it with the Visibility Condition,
we have a simpler theory — only one principle but not two. To investigate our linguistic capacities with scientific method, it is per—
fectly legitimate to try to reduce the complexity of the overall theory. However, the Visibility account of Case is in turn not without
its problems. Since Case and theta role assignment are explicitly tied together, it makes the prediction that wherever we have the
need for a theta role we should have Case, and wherever we dont have a theta role there should be no need for Case. The Visibility
account predicts that expletives shouldnt need Case. Since they are not assigned a theta role, they should be free to be Caseless.
However, this is not the Case as expletives can only appear in Case marked positions. We argue that expletives need Case when
their associate needs it. Under the Visibility analysis, a predicate can only assign a theta role to NPs that are visible, and abstract
Case makes an NP visible. All Case—elated violations can be reduced to the Theta-Criterion.
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1 &R

FS I ( Case Theory) Jik 24 i it 75 25 5 6 55
2R 8 ( GB Theory) ( Chomsky 1981,1986) ik
157%( Universal Grammar) 58 H7 (8 4.0 3 15 2H 4F
(module) = —. ZIICH AL 5L 2 L& TR R TE
4% ( morphological case) , 7€ b Fe Al &
44% (abstract case) H A W51 5 ¥ i & P4 09 B g
R % B 171 7 Ab B A0 A% 19 45 IR ( assign—
ment) K FLEARTE S SE I 7 2, 107 Fo e %0 iR
STETERE - T AE BN LRI EE
(Hh22) M B “Kg 4 5127 ( Case Filter) ( Chomsky
1986:74) . Z AR A5, H H 19 & 224 —
Y408 JC A& 14 M ( overt) 4% 18] 2H ) 45 # VE R dE
B HERR fE o AAMTTARZEZE N): Sy 4 44 36l
BB EA BRI A GRS - B — 48
TR RO, 4% 250 gy NV ENREE 2 02 AN
B L 1 7, FORIE PR A A, T A R AN 2 o
Chomsky Z2i054% 58 cHEN]( Theta Criterion) Bk
ROk, ¥ H iE R R B4 R WL Y ( visible) 44 R 41
TRURATCA (O ( theta role) , T4t 4% 19/ FAE T
REfi 44 1) 20 A8 45 0] UL, 3K — B FR S T DL PR 4%
{4 ( Visibility Condition) o ( Chomsky 1981: 170 —
183) o SMAIN 75, 4% 119 AT UL ME i R PL Fos Hh  H
[a) UL B 2, A7 DG mT WVE SR R i A 25 S AR
L ESNSCER e Z RN LA H . A
S R A TR H—  FE XA 4 5 =N, il
SA& AT DL i AR B WP AL Jy T g G 3 JHE -, 7
T UANART fi R T LA i 8 ST T I ) XA

2. ISRV IREL A K

2.1 t848IR

ARG A AR A TR TR AR =
FIPCAEAT . A L itag 50 ARREIS7 LK I S
—HATAHRER SRR, HERN T
AW E A IS, LA BE BT 4y ¢ B I B 5K
MR TR AZ O S 22— AR BEE t DRI 1L
iR AR . XF UL, FRATT AT LANAT 5 24 1) 25 4 4
FRIPUh S B figp Fo 3 A T 4TS

fegeitih b O AR IX — &, R AR R A
FRETRIR G R IPIEZRS, Al FRZ WL B . RIZH
JE B8 T BITR L B RR R, 78 25 Fhif S g A
AR T 2207 5. BURIE R A FEEEER
e, H4 04 6 Pk IE 2B . BRIt /Y
LAy 44 1A 1 44 AR BT TG e T R A
Al H A NFRATR I PR35 35 AR B A% T 3 I
W SR S AT i, e 58 4 BOA T K N B 285

12

AR BVEATAEAL) | 3 EEARKEE A ST A R TR N
AR FAR TR IR R o AR BB T ST O 2
ST AP AR SRIAThSAE; T e iR 5 I
AT RERIE LA, SIS AR H SR AFAE B9, 10 HLAF
TETAME S 2, FI s T8 5 —aR o

£ GB U] A A% BEAE b, 1] 04 AL BE 44 1] I
BEAAE MR TE LS B F AL B P 331 . B4
WA T TR A MR W /] 5 =2, Sl 5 A& 200 b R
FE Y I 53 38 IR B R E 09 AR A5 A AL . HAR D
D8, 4% ( nominative Case) H % 2 ( finite) &J {5
Hs1E T( Tense) 358 IR 45 HobR 5 15 ( specifier) ,
BA) vk 1507 E , TE#5 ( accusative Case) i M Wtk
SRR IR 45 HoAh /2185 ( complement) , R4 3% T2 1H
L, FEA A 45 LRI AL B R IR S o X
) v 4 AR SL B R IR il SR AR FR Sl G5 A AR
('structural Case) o [T F=E A%« TE A% 22 25 1 25 44 At
S A GAR AL FE TR A% ( genitive Case) Z IS NAE
#%( inherent Case) o 4% in)~ JE 25 18] « 41 18] 45 B {A) 15
KA D452 B NTEAR TR IR 45 5 & A K~ 58
YT A B 2 TR ) 38 YRR Y S R A
“WEAK " ( Case assigner) , 1 52 4% 38 IR B9 B 73 PR
S CZAKRIT ( Case assignee) o AEFEIRWAR N “4%
Fric” ( Case-marking) , 4% 3Z A& 15 IR 09 45 4 32 &
ZAEARIC( Case-marked) 3%, $ 5248 45 IR 19 44 7]
RZAGFRIC A T o TEA] TS5 1Y A it A B
JZ S5 (AR D-S5H)) AR A Wl o 2 8] 1432 45
T R AR AEIX B 44 1A 16 JU 2 52 15 1R 45 YR 1) LT
6 D-g Ay 283 B (VA5 B 3R )2 654 ( WFR S-&5
Fa) 24 TR B B9 S8 A A% S AR S48 R 2 T
Mo UNSRAE D-£5 4 b JLTl 2 Bl ( base-generated)
MWL T — A HEZ A AR IO AL S BLIRAh T
T A AR M ) Y B SR 44 TR H B SRS S A —
AT AR S R AR 0 AL B BB R A IR TS
{37 ( argument/a-movement) o & IG5 7 32 4% UK B
( Case-driven) , H fY7E T 5 Bl 44 8] 5% 43 FR A5 4% o
A0 A% B AN B 24 1A 2H AE S-&54 v 14 43 A1
T O, T ELARRE 44 1) il o0 2 AR AR R L B9 N AR 3
[l ( Carnie 2013:337) .

2.2 KAz

A TR R R R e HE N B 18] J7 42 ( the Minima—
list Program /MP) Hi¢ i BE J5 K ) $218 A1 ik 4544
B 5 RK T B Z T ( Chomsky 1993,1995)
XFWIFSE 712 0 BRYS ABE 55 PE AT e R BIR JBE Ml 177
TE MP ] (14 55 12 A5 80 vy, 25 44 32 B30 1 454 T 7
fAj ik, D544 5 S5y P~ 2 T g U, I
W N PF) AN =0 LF) A4 102 Tar, A
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MR AR AN RIBZR GBH L T S-
LR JZ AN S AFAE , 44 1) 3R B S5 A6 4% 14 5 AR H

HORPEPE R . A2 MP 5L A% 98] )22 v, 98] 300 — I 4
FEAJEICAT TR AR, T 27 A8 58 2 (1 TB AR FRAE

AR R T 44 TR P 43 1Y [ A B ZUARAE ( formal
feature) , M ZRFAE A 18 TG 4 1E ( uninterpre—
table feature) , W20 TE 45 412 540 B 5 322 1 )2 TH Z BT
PAFAZ AL ( checked) FFBETTINEAMIER - P D9 Zh358
ARG ICAR X IR LT fRFE, 23 B G W12
BRI BIgR 44 TR0 1) J2E HL G A A% R IE , T AR
AjEiE A R D — H AR B AR R AR, BE A PF JZ A
WO L A R S S B ORI TR Y 52
J72Ce AR 1Y E A TE AR AT LITE—E 1)
AJEALE DR AL XA AN A L]
S7HY S5 J2E T R Ak BRAK , H 2 AR AZ A ( Case—
checking) BUfU A& 45 YK ( Case-assignment) o iE LA
THEMAE T S TFROR IS S A G ) -

@D a.” Mary to leave would be terrible.
b. " It was seen them.
¢. " John loves they.

F AR TR IR AR RE , ] Da ANGA%, By Hor iy
Mary Y& AN E 2N A] I 55N BEAS B AR 122 IR AR
IZAEfR RS, Mary 19 A& SR IEAH V& BE S A% 2 A% 4F
A 1 5 2 28 v R 48, PR 5 e A 48 531 =G
BIOb ik sl s in] seen FH 4 F A Ky B ia],
ASHE FE 24 WRAK 0T, UL AN S A& A A il 43, AL them
TEEAF RS SRR , sl b 2 HOTE At A% A, A i i 40
Ho BIDc FiY they 47 855 T 4%, BV A 24K them
MANJE FA4% they, X3l love BAA 45 H =15 TR
IRTEAS , A% A AR BRI AR SE AL S B E HAS
Gt MENBEIE S IEZ & D i —Fh A8 1% &
PRAERLF- IR SE o FE 50, T HAES 56 EW A H 55
X E RS RE ST o

2.3 FEIR{E

MP {1 5739 B i ( Chomsky 1993) B2 i —
5 ( Subject Agreement/AgrS) FllEE 1E — 3 ( Object
Agreement / AgrO) PG REIEZISH ST, 435 Ak 38 5=
IS FNEEAS BORZ AL, B AR A A Gt — B bR i i —
i (spec-head) X —45 R R Z . T —2#%
BSTE LF 5 PF 32 171 )2 [ ARk = W & 19 40 S7 3
NS, TAFASAS B TE SR 10 A R 15 1Y 45 44 o)
o —HERVBE SN TEISNAAT 2.
18 Sty —FF, R VA W S 1 =5 S8 BR A, gk
ST BRI N R MR 1 )2 R AT AAATE ,
WHIBER FEUTHA MG MP B rh, ) ik 25 44 38 55 4y
B ( phase) #17; — HIEBIE U, o 0iEm

AR ES A 43 5 % B B FR ANE SGRR I T
TALER , AEFRATIE 2 5 51 X FRA, T
Wz EiZAN RIET AT S S RS Ak A
( Chomsky 2001: 11 — 14,2008: 133 — 166; Radford
2009:379 -383) o THBIA T bR Ay U S, BLAE
CP 5 KWy oP 4548, /i #4217 A 15 ( force) 1Y
STTHEEE AR, TG # & W 4B JC (external argu-
ment) (5ERIR TCLEI I G AT HAEEA
AR G Az AL, JHE IR B R R R AIE T 25wk R
( valued) , T 55 #b B9 1F W) % g% WK AE ( unvalued) o
TR AE A A5 WOW B 5 4R AR 10 35 SO i AN TG
R EAEAHSCHE . AN , 44 TR o0 i AR ~ i A
PERRIEJE 15 SCA R AR , T AR SRR TR 1 S TC R
FRE , A AR 19 JC M 4 A XS PR &R 1m0 5 A dE
RSy, R PR JCEE X B IR T PFEL , B LA Z5UHE
1B B A v 58 B ( valuation) F I8 100 B3 , 9%
WIS 89 5 SCTCH R MR TR A 5 AR A8 3 BR( inac—
tive) , APANGETE 2= 5 5 20 AL #AE . &4 1 ak
Sl LLAE o 5 2 A AS AU IE T TR R iR B
( probe) —HFR( goal) — F( agreement) X R HUH
A, Bl 5 AW B iR B A 1EDE PR —
H AR IBUE A

3 AR

3.1 AJ LR

Chomsky( 1981: 170 — 183, 1986: 96 — 97) ¥
IR 5 ROTHERIS IR R A, N — 2416 H
IR A A BE NI TR Ak R A5 BT A €4, Bk 8 T DL A4
2544-( the Visibility Condition) o & W5, 4% %2 51
RN HEE I 09 0l Sy & M, T 2 DA 44 1R) 25 AT DL A4
TORIRAERM . I E A B 5 RUTHLS B AR R
.8 T REF Y FIF IR AR JT , 24 1R LA A] 0, T
AT UL 24 TR AN BE W 38 UR BT 44, .

MOTHELS T BT HEN B AR Z SRS
SEFTUESE , PRI, 22 TCBE (R J& A i s B R 2 b
AT 2 B ER 4o AN TT LK T 548G 56
A B LS B RCHEN] 2 1 IR A sk AT LA B 4
TN, DA— 5 S DU B — 45 e 0], DA 7 Ab 2 i Ak
&, RUATE R RS2 i [R) S5 00 BRI i ok 2
Bds, PR BN A R TR 2B A R . Y
IR AR RIS EAYTE T O H 02
A6 FHIC I 56 5 T2 SE PR , — DI DA A B R R
SCRAELR . 5 AR] DLPERE TR B SR A RS Sy We? a2
ROZAEEMN . T IR THRE — L BT

3.2 JoREITH 45 1a Lo

MNEE B&, #&EE5N5 T WA S IFA%

13
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E, % H T ZE SR B HE g5 — Ao A 2001 AUESR
BiE I A% &2 R 0A A, X B ARG
AT 5 TCRUT A AR A RTEN . SR, T
) o R ARHAS 24 TR RL T B 2 B AT S A AR 1Y, 2= b
TEC AT B2 I A% BISHE S T B A AR B = R s
Fayks BOAIL S iR AL
(@ a. Mary is a hardworking student.

b. They met John at the station yesterday.

c. Bill did it himself.

5)@a YIS IE SR be A FR A, JB T A M
Wyahaal, AN H 4 f5 IR A% 19 B8 JJ, a hardworking
student Sy 44 18] PEIE 7], A J2 18T, 1% 18 10 L) A1)
T Mary Jy HAS T, IR IR B2 B R VE O AR
] R 25 44 1A PR T TR 2 AR A 11 e 4, B R) T
HIRGAK X U] 24 1Al P 1 1) AS 52 4 4 1 B ]
T HE Y I R T A AT A A, PR TN 5 2245
BI@b 1 | yesterday Ay I [A] 4R 15, J& T S n i
(‘adjunct) , EANEIFH N REPEN BT, KA &
JUAA A, WA AT L4 B A% 1 e 5, PR Dy s g
B TR T 45 they W F4% , S W) 8)in] meet 45 John
VT A%, [RIASE U BH AT RELTT A (20 1 1l 70 AN T A
B @c BEEEAL, Bill POE Y T ARARAT A, it
B SiE] do KEFRATEEAS , 1 himself AN 21T,
B BT L AMERITEALE T, SRR3R = S, A
W ERSIE N ZE SR . WAR, TR XTI S TC I
L 44 3] A% 2 001 3G 2SR A AT T AR 1T
ek PRAAT A R, 1T T DL S R DU R g D) 22
F L RePE G B R

3.3 &=HF

s ) AXLE T X AT 1 B A A 44 1R T
BAWNE LTI nall) 3, BIZ5 3526 ( emp-
ty categories) , IFANTEHFZ B FE Z . SR, &
YeruE P Uk B LAF 47 A B 45 5805 ( null operator/ OP)
WA #& , 25 W52 ) 4] - 14 5 125 1% ( Hornstein et
al. 2005:24) .

@ a. I met the man [OP, that Mary believed t,
to be a genius |

b. " I met the man [OP, that it was believed
t; to be a genius ]

c. I met the man [who, Mary believed t; to
be a genius]

BIa i X 55 @c 412, Horh g5 5 OP
Sy BEMRIARTR who XN T W4, R 2s 5387 2558
T EAE S IE 0 E T BAT AR 591 SCRA] k)
A, —AE AT 2] 9 28 B ( variable) o 24 A
JtRA)IA] that Z J5 , AS Fe V55080 e e A9 SE ) AR

14

1] who FE M ZyH /) i AR &t (ST, 1T 0 25U
FILW 257, JHPAFEFR EA) Y the man. e
Y who ZEFLES 19 ¢ A28 B AT DA EFTE XM
K in] believe AbIRAGTERS , FFARFAS A HAL AL
B VR AL I Da T2 5T OP i —Ff
Al believe 4b2RKA53 TEAK , 4] 1 A7, W @b
%) OP ANHE MW 3 3l115] believed Ab 3RS 25 A4 4%
BB BRI ZE AL TS K Wy Syinl , AS B A AR 1 5E
I3, AT FARERLNT. . B@a 5 HIGb (1% 7 13,
B, R A A i B B R AR L A A 45
PR A A SRS B A AT UL, AN RESRAS AR
HYRELTT A 4, AR RIS JC LA BT A8 4, A5 ) 336
SCARETCHE I o 2 2 DA 4 551 XA BE 25 0 151 D a
E@b Z 20X 37 Jo ik Ui , {0 a0 5 AT L P
AT, AR 7 T i o

3.4 z3{XiF] PRO

KTHBOTH AN TES, M2
il 4544 ( control construction) HASRE 2] ) 254X
17 1 PRO. R4 GB BEIGHE AL T 4 ik 422 52 11 0L
A, PRO TR A B b LAl A2 pl, PRt A 20 7 iy
MUT . PRO 1Y S A7 1 R S 45 1 i ( control—
ler) , 7T LLJRA] 7 19 15, AT DUEA] 7 2248 o
24 PRO A2 A1) v i 28 il o3 428 il if, PRO Sy iz 48
( arbitrary reference) JiR]. LLF 4%%] 5 ) PRO
2 T AE PN AT) Bl IR SRR R IR T, A it 3
( Agent) B T -

@ a. John, promised Bill
( PRO £Z2/7]¥ FE1h John 5 1i)

b. John persuaded Bill, [PRO, to leave ]
( PRO Z41] 7Tl Bill $24i)

c. [PRO to translate the book | is not easy
( PRO Sz 45234 X0H)

Mg PRO & 3 ( PRO Theorem) ( Haegeman
1994:272) ,PRO AN153Z45%5E, R, ANGE Y I AE 32 45
FEMSGSHINIE . T PRO B [+ B PE, +
A& HRFAE , 20 250 [] BV 20— 5588 W 452N
HJF N ( binding principle) , B2 7E H A £ 75 F
( governing category) PN RESZ 2R X H H( AN3Z
) X AR AT RENY o AR — PIMER Ik
s PRO AT B 50l iX RS EARA AT
EEEIE( governor) | BIVAT A2 5. A GX —fiix
BT, FeAi ME AT LIFS Y PRO JCAR BUSSE, IR g 35
IRIETEAE R R Z P iy« fE/m]ik 704 b, PRO
5 RVEZIRITE B AN, FUE BRI PRO 193 75 #RAS
FeVE A 4410, i FLZ AR P4 10 1 byt ]
FEAFLVF PRO. LB T TH—2H ) 77

[PROi to leave |



2018 & BRRE FR

BoiR 2 0BT R

21

® a. " We hope [John to leave here |
b. We hope [PRO to leave here |

A T8 SR FATIR S B e B LA A 1 1Y
X7 o I Sa H iy 44 1) John VE AN 2 20 4]
B TR TCHE IR S5 M A% , i [ 41 44 TR) A4 20T A%
MR, R, A) F 25 AN -S4 &b iy = 32
i PRO WA F I, AT Z A5 %, ke, A5
AT NI A, B Al WPE SR A e I L 2%
B HEEIRAIZ51E, R R John 5 PRO #B M\ 3 i) 4k
13BN IT A 4, PR ER L 5E A& . (H IS, 7TEHUH
D-Z5 A FAE FEAE & 2 I, 2 40) A% 1a) et il Bl = 774
Jeo —FhIpIEIRE B SDb h we S th BLIEA E
XNA]EIENE ARG 48] FiEA S, i H A
VFTER AL A A2 P[] I AT S e, FE 42 il 2%
K43 B7 A B A2 57 JE ik 14 ( Hornstein 2001 ; Boeckx
Hornstein 2004) o 1 5 442 il 435 44 J& B o2 i) 45 2L
N4, PRO BUAFFTE , i 15 i 6] T RE WA
e B, TR R G RIS B R AL (H A 23 R B Y
[ ARZLM 2009: 281) o 3 —FhIp ik B 4EFRAF
1E PRO FOMBBE, [RIAHEE PRO M2 A2 R bRic
HOR G & Fr R it e — AP 0l T B sl =A% 19 45
KAt FR A ZEA% (null case) 5 Z5 4% B4R WLAE T
PR—AIRBAT BF 3, AR A B A e T
PR = AFR BHPE BB CIRN. DF 524 he( Radford
2009: 124) . T PRO 3REU=S 4% A9 77 =X, Radford
F e HH— A A GE ) ( c-commanding) ) “2s
MWy AN 52 kR 47367 ( null intransitive nonfinite
complementizer) WA, 3X A 24 1] P14 1l 73 19 K A% 42
HRGE—BAH ] B A AL, BV #0 bh Ak 1 a5y
gl by oo i EAT . =KL R T
PRO, 5 @M A GG WAL EMMEA S E T
AT T HE EE SR b i, TR 22
FHE RS Z M. IR PRO 5 2SR IR £
AL, AR TS 2 19 £ Se A UAE BRIE B 8 n
e, Hag s B e RTRE . i
Sk iy AL P 55 X A RIF UL, (H
g S AR SIS A B AR O 1 — s A IR
Bz AGIR PRO FETT WL 5544 T /T WA 1) 41
TEAA - E T 200 R4 1] — AR 25U A 4 RE SR
1T 6, JEER) L BRI furl. X2
A AR R 7T -

4 AIMERREHES SRR

HIY I Y53BT B, 78 24 ) Xl S 2R i A
SRR, AR DA oy 5 JT A ) it o N 2 A 1 il
1, BRETRAAS I, AE 2 B UL T i A 2 A XA

oA e AP IFA SRR E . T mFRA]
A FH PR s g e, Jf 2R i e 3R

4.1 i) it I there

XF A% B AT DLV R I e Pk AR B S v S
K H it A there 33X P~ Hg in] ( expletives) HY/a)7k &
e ZFrUAPRZ R A, & R o eI A T AR
AR T Bk ) ik S5 A 62 8 T B XS A
B IEBTTTHR, R T = 0 LA A e
T AE A TR H A AL b AR B AT,
S BEATBA PRAF BT A Blan, @ i 3
iA] surprise 20148 IR P> B TC A O, — > 45 IR
that-PAA], 55 — 45 218 Bill, 24 that-PA 4] )5 A1)
AR, A1 AL E B U R R i I A,
W EERGASGAE

® a. [That the pig had been stolen ] surprised
Bill.

b. It surprised Bill [that the pig had been
stolen ] .

c.” Surprised Bill [that the pig had been
stolen |.

BEATE LIS N A 1 g 1A it AS Rl U BE 7]
XA what JEATHR ], AN ATy this 8E that Z 1Y
SRR TR . 2 RT LR FIE MR T4 TR
EIRTE SR Z J5 I, A B 1A there JFURR 215 A
o BT ELZ 8 XN, there A A] FH £E 0] &) 1]
where $2[7], 84 57 LR -

@ a. Three pigs are escaping.

b. There are three pigs escaping.
c.” Are three pigs escaping.

4.2 JEin 5%

AR it, there AN SRV S A RIT A (4
(B AT Y IRAE Z A bR i 2 & B i, e
it 1 R AR A 1 37 5 ( Poole 2002:95) o

a. I want iz to seem that John died of natural
causes.

b. I want there to be six reports on my desk
by noon.

oy ASIE R LA b4 o 59 i ) Ak T AR BR 10 02
WEE Z —JE i want HoA KWtE, J& T “filsh 2
#&3h1iE) " ( exceptional case-marking verb) , 2 45 F
A 2R R TE AT I SR 15 44 TRl A - 7RSS 250
FA TR 1 SRR W S, T HAR IR AL RE s H R
VK ) TE S A%

@ a. John wants Mary to leave.

b. John wants her to leave.
53— UEH 2 1 @ Y want AN BB 48 ik R
15
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Z WA BB ST 1B, 4140, hope SR CP 2519 %h 2
15, AN 2SI ZRE Byia], RIS St T X e 25
F4( Poole 2002: 95) .

@0 a. " T hope if to seem that John died of natu—
ral causes.

b. " I hope there to be six reports on my desk
by noon.

@5 A0 14 X ~7 158 W M 1) 0y S5 s A%, a2
HIAEA AR RIS HI A7 B b, 2 3 1R B A A G2
W) L5 BT [ Z AT AN EHE o

B R 2 51 20 T LIS i S S AEN Y
FrAr R4 ]I 4 45 @ 5 A0 Z [8] il XF 7 5t 25 5
R A8 L S TR EIE A WA 1R O, [ iR H
R)E T ZIRMIXT . W AHs 76 40 2R IR 25 44
A, 4% 4 50 2 I T AN S i TOBH. 22 TE R ME . R
it DR HE TR AS B B A ()R, A rR 5 there AHSCIK B 44
i), WFIA0b H Y six reports , ANa] 58 il A HUAELAT)
B S HX A & ELE S T g X

4.3 JEin 5 ECXT Y N AE G &R

AL S A L, 2 iA] there 5 it AN—AF. ZEfH
JH there 14544 il 15 sh IR 200 — 4> 24 A HE N i
JG; Y there {1 BLTE ]+ B & 7 HIE X EiE
B, Ab T BhIE 22 S 0 NS T 4% 1R B AR ] T S L
Fi, FOIEE SRS B R GE g —2.

@ a. There is a man in the dining room. ( kb
#%: A man is in the dining room. )

b. There were awarded five prizes . ( FL#%:
Five prizes were awarded. )

0] B 14 KE 3R] there 5 B30 5 44 18] 22 6] /Y
FRR G R, FATIE X ALY 22 T FR N there 1Y “BiL
X7 (associate) o 55 HE R it FCXT B AN BESE 4 16, 1T
WA AT, LS S O] S5 A 2 A .

@ a. It’s a pity that she cant come . ( [L3%:
That she cant come is a pity. )

b. It can be difficult to cope with long-term
illness . ( Ft%%: To cope with long-term illness can
be difficult. )

BT R TR X B X 114 45 TR B AT X A AR AR 4K
A7 R AR TEfRRE G L AR i FR AT TAS BRI M
FeMEial . o it i OL , LA S e AR S T
P X P AJ R 52 5, TE XS DA A mT DA BT E A |
FEBUR B LU X 2. BAR it MBS IR A B2
ASHRESHA ST BT AR 6 (B HERR & LA Ry
FCMNEE X A AJIIR B 2k 7K 85T AR 66 09 T R L HL 45
S it S AL R — S T A, TR R
— AL T RIAE R . AL TR SC R PP
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AT A AR RS TT A R S5 A4, DRI, A
U JEAR A OC BB G AR ph g . 1SR
THIA3.

@ a. They chemists dont trust us psychologists.

b. She met Bob, head of our department.

5]A3a H1 {4 they 5 chemists g [6] v & &,
[FI7RH SR trust {76 SR T AR 4, JL[R] 58 2 ) 5
i BUE A B RIALOCFR Y us 5 psycholo—
gists D [F]ZKHH trust (9 FAK S 4, e [R/] 58 2 4] 7
T BUE A . H@b H11Y Bob 5 head of our
department F4 i [F] v 5¢ & , JL[A] 7K $H B ] meet fY
FARHICA A, LR 78 Y il BUE =R . F1a21
RE A it 5 FRIAAT AR L ) SR — B VR AE
AT T, it BUE A& S, BB 5 lC X M)
I [G] AN ETT A . FI@a thiy v ) 7E BUE
YRS WO D INGI B A B v s R

AHTR) B9 53 A 9 3% — 18 T HE 6] there 2544
Radford( 2009: 292) B #ifg $5 H} fE i8] it J& — 1~ JCAHE
AR, R TE A e AR Bl A 1 SCTT R B AN FR AN
B AR ( WFRA dfeatures) , 4k T BRARZS L By
LA AN EAR P AW BB PE A —BOC AR o ARy,
KEid there 5 it — Ff£ th A 27 #% 45 fiF. Radford
(2009:364) F5K 1A there 5 IFTEBR Z FMBTTHY
AN KPR shiE v BARERTE( B specP) i E |,
Z v iy VP ANETR NS A — D IEENIBIT. A
SO IR 3 — W, AELIA R Al A 5 1 3R e A 1Y
FIRALAL . LAGIADb Sy 51, 24 4] 5 45 1 iz 55 5]
LB @a By B, Horp g S TP i T were 3824
RET , v [RI Bt 5 fiA] there FN 44 iRl 2H five prizes P4
A H AR o3 il — Bk 2R |, there 5 C X 44 18] 2H
five prizes HRHE 4% S8 T MHER T 69 EPP RRE,
Ab TR S A L HE R there B2 2E A spec—
TP( Bp/a) 5~ F= 1) A7 8, A g Adb; 7 XU BRZE 1
there FORYEFE VIR ALY JE AR 43 AH A 1 & 5
PFEHE .

1D a. Were there awarded five prizes

b. There were there awarded five prizes.

MG T Z 5T LARE 8 DL /A 2R 11 45 1A 21
five prizes A2 H R, I K TE T 3l 1A awarded A
BB B AE], A HA Kk, ASBRIAR , H VP 5 4)
ANKE WG B, 0 44 1) 2H T A 14 AR RU(ELAS R A 45
A FIRPRE, B aT LS T T pliim 1 2 — 3K
KF o MBI there FRATAS BUE S (E 1] 5 HC XS 44 i8]
ZH I [F] — ST .

BJa , FATTRE —1- Mg 1A there IUE TEA& 1) 4]
T+( Radford 2009: 314) . @AY expect J& T4



2018 & BRRE FR

AhAR B I , $E A R] IS BT R R BUE T X
Toff NFR AR AR 58 S8, S T A 34>
AN AL E B AR RIE B Z N . [ iF
there Fll 5 & lic XJ A4 4% 1 20 several problems [X 4
A AR BUE A R AR T A WGP F bR i T HREr
expect HA3 KW, n] MR EE 4%, FL H AR L J) there
5 several problems FAKHERE F 2R 0 T2 HBUE A

@ John is expecting there to be several prob—
lems .

A2 i T B AR A e . A
FRIPCETC A (O B9 SEA RN RIE; A7 1A%, M iRl AT AL
ESE] WO CIE 9 NCI B ¥ b vp SRR S S B S A ZI
AEFAT ST AT A €0, AN B A 1 SC, AR AN
e A e 7 AR AG T SO IR A B AT el il
AL Y, TCEEAE LF 15 25 2 59 15 St
Beo ABEFELE U FEM LA R T 2R AN
FeVFIE A 4] g5 4, 15 W 56 58 4 i RE It I
( Principle of Full Interpretation) ( Chomsky 1986:
98) , FEA] T LM IB TR -

5 ZEFRIF

i e 531 X B SR A T 2R 0 4% ) A A%
R — 7 T T A% S RE MR 0 1 4 1 35
TR B AEIETE 4% T P A A 7 TS5 R L 11T 93—
75 T it Foihs RN BEM B N AT 24— e B 1
TE I ZS BB TE R 77 B o A — 4535
TR B TR, A 4 591 X ) W e € R U T
FRIEA S « T WA S50 M AITE £ €0 0 1 3 1042 1)
BRI SR A BT Ry SR BUBIT A (5 B BT 42 5 LAl . AR
SCHRA3 BT 2 B L A% 19 1T D M A B R A B 22 51
T LT A 2k i i T A G 52, il LB B
{BL, VT AT A R0 £ BRI M T foff B 9 1A% 25 o o
o TIHI ., A IRAR 10 T UL R A AT T X R
TG PRER o FRATHE e R 1) S 2 FR S A
B, 7EEARE ST B rp , BV S B AT AL AR
K E g FEASE AN B MBSt AR P A
Zefl e X RAR SC AT R RS Y HEAS )

Efm B HA: 2018 -01 - 15

PSRRI R RS NS B2
SZ 30k
ZRSREBH. VEASACERIE T AV A IR U], SME2=T,
2016(2) .
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