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Summary  Theoretical linguisticsis a scientific study of human language, the central tenet of
which is that human infants are endowed with the ability (or instinct) to acquire
language called Universal Grammar. Research findings accumulated over the past
50 years or so have shown that Universal Grammar does exist in human brain in
some form yet it is sill a matter of debate exactly what constitutes it. Therefore,
the short-term goal of theoretical linguistics is to enrich the theory of Universa
Grammar. Our presentation starts with a brief introduction to theoretical
linguistics, followed by a report of research results independently conducted by
the three speakersin their own special field.
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NENZIFAEEN LN BIZ L CEBEE L FIREIZT D8E/] (KE) MMt ->T\b, =
DOHES T L (Universd Grammar (L/LTH%LT UG)) EIEEH., 1950 A& FiTi
7 AV J DEFEF#E Noam Chomsky (2 & - T2 Eﬁéﬂto UG DIFTEZRET 5 5 ag bl
MO T T, SHEESLT (1) ITERMIORLEZE YIS, Gabnl-SiET — 4 %A
7'y hELTUGM» 5)1@%”%%@1%7&%@%?5@&?%E) ERATZIENTES,

(1) Data of language X — UG — Grammar of X

ZOEEEGRDERICH D UG DAL T 5 Z & 22N SR TOEMmO H
EThd, ZLTZORBEALERTIZOOTERE L THGBSERIIARBH T 7
—F (BE»D D1k, ¥&M%ﬁ%ﬁéﬁﬁ@% %i@ﬁﬁkw97DﬁX)
EHRALTND, UG 251 50 RFEICKSHRICLY, SibEELIILD LTS
kxR SRR EESCFLR LTI T HIC iueﬂ%%f%é&woﬁwﬁwﬂﬁ&<ﬁ@
STWDHN, UG O EAR A EFAA DWW TUIKIAR E LTT T v 7R v 7 AER D72
K7W, LI -> T UG OREBOERZIICH A Y THZ ENFMmSEFOYm O AE &
05, ARFTIZ I NDEEENZNZNDNG)NEG UG DA AITETTINDRNEH
RS R DFFEIC DWW TR L ot £ 217 5,
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2. CaseSudies

2. 1. ERiZ&tomg
ik ZFE

FeRE S (Left Branch Condition) & (344 5l /f) % 22l s DAEAT 3 5 B3R & € O 4 5] D4
~BENT L Z L AR LAHNTHY . (VIR OND X I RIEEOHNLZ DOLEITER
LTCWATDIIELERTHDL EEZHND,

() *How much did youlose| money]?

T I

FERESA 3 Ross (1967) 12 K » TIRE SN T LAETAHEIIR D0, TOWEED
S TIERZIHFDFEN TN D, Ed s, ZOHKNBEIE O OIZx 26K
(Boskovi¢ 20058, b %), & 2 WIIBEIOFKSR & L TH LD HRRERICKTT 2 HF75
(Kennedy and Merchant 2000, Merchant 2001) . &\ 9 K ToH D, AWZEO HAYIX, HA
FEICBW TR NBIND Z L DOTE DT ONMEE R 5 Z & T, ARG
BERFE TR E TG E X s#maiTH) 2 L iid b,

IR OFL LR D DIXQICR BN D L 9 AR BBREOHTH 5,

Qa *HLWKEQR[ _ #MA)E -7 X,
b. KES2 _ HMAEIE 72X, #HLw,

(A DI EMEIT A AFEHICEB N T ERSRERERH L TS Z L 2R LTS3, (2b)
IZRBID K DI, AFHEMGER A BEIZ &R 2 RpIIEIESTEMED A T2y (Simon
1989) ,

(2D L H iz, BhENAERZ DR T S I FTER (right didocation) #53C & X
NB7. Abe (2004), /ABF(1978), Tanaka (2001), Whitman (2000) & 0> = O LD 4547 25 1E
LiFiuE, @o)IQ)ICrd Lo 2 tEEsE & o,

() KER R #tAH ~7- K. B LWIKES2[ . #z]H o7 K.

@UE2 2D B> TEY . HAIOSTOEE ST - 5EMEEEERICB O THIRR S
. BEINWVEHS TH D, ZOEE LOHIBREZ BRETIE, Q)OAMOICIX(2a) &
Wik EF UHEEZ o T\ D, 207, b LIRIZERSGE DSB8 Z Ot 0loxt3 4l
MThHETDHE, Q)b(Ra) LAk, HIEMEEZRT LW IRSTZTFHAET S,

QYDA DL & (28) DIFEWITEFAF RICBWTHIRBE Z > TWAENEINTH Y,
FHOEMEDOBE NI ZORITIFINDIRETH D, QBTG OEERN 72



EMIXFRFRICBITAHIBRICE T MEE ] SNTVWDHESHIZENTEDIN, 20
L 97 MEE] IXRSUENEBEFERH TH - T TR L 72D, £7-. [FREDLER
FMFEKOBEBRIZIGEICB OV THEIZE SN D (Kennedy and Merchant 2000, Merchant
2001) .,
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2.2. XOREE L BHMER—1 < RFED micro-variation 7> 6 D EE—
=8 AT

AWFFEIEH U 7 Hitsl D A ~21 L FE(Caribbean Spanish, CS) & 77 VLR L kB VEE
(Brazilian Portuguese, BP)IZ 35\ THIZE S U5 SLORZ bhie, fEA L, £ oI@ &4
E R DBLED G SHEIZ BT 2 G O 2352 D Th 5, AMFEDB LD XE
BLRDBT—HD—DONAN)DIATDOXLTHD, ZOXATD L] DL, [F
LV AFERSHECHL T TV AR, A XV T5E, HEHE] AA VETIEHAV LA
WEEhd,

(1) Juan compré fueunlibro.  (CS) (Toribio (1992:301))
Juan bought was a book
“It was a book that Juan bought.”



Z DFEDO L ORERE T2V T, Bosque (1999) Tk — 2> DT RO i HET 217> T\ 5,
ZD—DODRERNER D2 WEFE T 2E L7258 (null operator analysis, NO 734T) T
HO. b ODERNFFED be BhEIZAINT 5 ser BiFAZ @I E L TTIER 74—
T Aw—H—E L TURET 548 (“ser asfocus’ analysis, SF 23#T) Td 5, Bosque 1
Toribio (1992)% 32495 NO /0 #r O BRI, MERIRIEZ Z2 L, T ORE L LTSk
ITEREZELTND, LNLAERS, BPOT—X HELRZOXMRLE L&, SFOTIC
BWTHHEGRA, FRERAMBENA U TL %, ser B aEFE M (morphological features)
BT AR ZED—D L LTHEITHND,

Bosque TIX(D)D ¥ A 7 OLIZHN D ser BhFAOFFRERMEIXE AR &2 1 720 &K
ELTWDMN, LLFO BP OF —# X CS L3720 | BN & I3 mER CIZan 2
EERLTWD,

il

(2) CS: Pensé que teibas erael martes. (=(a), (b)) (Bosque(1999:5))
I-thought that you-were-leaving was Tuesday
(Perfective) (Imperfective) (Imperfective)

(a) | thought that it was on Tuesday that you were leaving.
(b) It was on Tuesday that | thought that you were leaving.

(3) BP: Pensei que vocé seia eranaterca. (= (a), # (b))
I-thought that you were-leaving was Tuesday
(Perfective) (Imperfective) (Imperfective)

(4) BP: Pensal quevocé seia foi naterca.  (# (a), = (b))
I-thought that you-were-leaving was Tuesday
(Perfective) (Imperfective) (Perfective)

Bosque (&% &, (2 CS DL (a)(b)> —>DEIRAAIEETH D, —F7. BP D(3)iE
CS DD LIZHKET DR ZE H DR, CS EIFELR Y QDFEROHLNFRETH D, (3)
Tix, ser BhEllL ia(wereleaving) & [Al UA5Eim A (Imperfective) @ era Th 5, BP
TlE, (D) DB DI RUTB W THRIEE L 72 5, (4) Tl ser Bl Pensal (I-thought) &
FIERD5E M LI (Pefective) @ foi Th D, SFHTTIEL, ser BhRDZREREMEIZ O
TEWRZZ TN E LTWDER, 2008 TIELL LD BP ORI DOV TRR- 72 Tl
T HENZ D, BP OBEMMAROE NI OWTIE, SFOM TIix72< . NO SOHTIc S
SHEEEET D Z & TR EE 2 BND,

U ERFIO X512, CS & BPIZIT—RRUERD X NFEET DX 21T R
LN, BT BHRE LD, XOBFRICHIEEDL R > TNDHEZEXLND T —
AWIFIET Do NO M. SF /0#r O BEm A HE— 8 SCEIZ 81T 2 B0 22 WEE 1O
PR, FEREFRME, FAERIE, B XOHERS—IZOVWTEREED NG, 2O X5 1E
X BR -G ICBT 2B BEVDEIHEIND AT =KL, RENS, Tl SE
DOFEIRGEIZE L TR 2D TV TETH 5,
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2.3. BREF/OWEME

ANHF IEFD
ARFEF TIT HARZEO G EMmM: R L FEEN 2 FEREH 2 & e LG R
2O ERIEL TWD ERT I LT, HARSHE 6:tUG :Bﬁéhémé%ﬂﬁ@mm

BMERSFET D & FIRT D,
FPIFRARFOGEMIERR G e R THL D,

(1) FELRLVTEASH,
(2) *FELRDTES D,
(3)  KREBTHEANLRNIZS S,
(4) *KESIITHE~DZS D,
WBISCEAOT A7 U 27 [ 3 EsnEtE 2w, )

(1) 226 (4) OFITEN S EEMERB LTS TS 720 MTs) &
IEEHHAZZATVD, ZTNHDXD D 6, SHENR DTS ERE 720 25T
(1) & (3) ODATHY, IREFEEERW (2) & (4) FIEENTHD Lf
WrEh b, 202 &b HARGEO G EMMERBLIGESCH TOAGR A AIRE/RFEFEIHH C
o LiEwmftT D EMTE D,

M EARPER B2 5 T SCORGEN B A RN o le b ZA T RIZED L 9D 723D
MHEEE I DL IR bDOTHLIONEZTH LD, LRROSUENRFIC (1), (3)
@%uf%ﬁiuTwio b,

(5) Nobody will come. (=1)
(6) a Tarowill not eat anything. (= 3)
b. Taro will eat nothing. (=3)

ZZTHEATAREIFIHAGEOHISC (3) IZx LT, #EETIE (6@, (6b) & ZHY D
SEWHNRTHFINLENHIZ L THD, IOICFELS ATHD L RWEETITCAERE not
& anything 78 ~> & & - T nothing DERAZR L TWDHZ LN D, ZDOZEND
LEMPERBRZ E Lo HARGEOHISL (3) OfmBEEIL, (B AR CIEE SR M
TUREFHEHET LI FENSTH L), %;@Wi(6w®%@%ﬁm%bw
EIRETDHONRRYETHDL L HIlbihsd,
WX(S)&(6@<Dmﬁ%m%%ﬁuﬁ%@%i%ﬁofﬁﬁbk(7)KE%



B9,
(7) ~3x.EAT(Taro, X)

(7) TiE, B (3), (6a) OWERERND, CHEFFITIEERF T [~ £ LT,
GEMPERDL MiTd, | & anything [3F7E &AL T [3) EFEREIL TR T 54 x &
LT, @5 [ (%)), eat 1ThiE EAT & LCHEHB IR TWD Bl 17249 .
will I X5ERRIC Béﬂf-f“iﬁb\@'(%)@%kﬁ—é)

ZETOE A HARERE L AR ORMBMEDOMIZTRHHII 2V L 5 ITlbh %,
%O)pma L. BARGEOSEMMERBL il ] 1X5FEO anything & EBAYIZ[E— T&)Zo):
L7AREILH D, b LI DIENERF CE W &, BRERE & BAGRE 2O
PEICTREEIL A2 &0 9 SRR O BRI E N FE D < 2 L1872 b, BUFIC EFROREICK T
% SGER &~ d, IS (8) ZRTHEL D,

(8) Q:AfmE~T?
A, (ST ERPoT,)

(8Q) DEERIICKTHE 2 & LT, (8A) TIXEEMIMERELNHAMTHAL, %%LE
RTEHEXDORMAE LTHREL TW 5, EE TR 2130 &2 L (9) DXL 9T
%, (9A) Tix (8A) @ My | ITHHYTHEFE L LT anything Tid7e< nothing
EREDRT T B2,

(9) Q : Didyou eat something?
A : Nothing. /* Anything.

ZoFI (8), (9) O&fiE, Mt | 1% anything Tid7e2 < nothing DR & 5> TV
HEWH T EDFHLE LTIRTE 5, &, BAGEOS EMMERD & GEFHEZ S
e (1) X (3) ok xomrit, BGREFOEGHRAI CURER., HEK
BRTGREETRICBWTEHEHAE FICE58 T %) 2N+ ERICEHT 720 T, &b
by THEGEMEICRS>TLEY, 2O OISR ARFE > —BELREDOEKZIEL I
2D EMTERN,

hZEFELL E'ﬁ’kién@ AN TEAGRE OB LI L T\ D Z & 2R T
Th V., BRSFEICIIARSIEME OB EHEE M2 UG O L~ L TRET 50N E
ﬁﬁ%é:&%mﬂ*ﬁﬁéuﬁﬁkﬁéwfﬁéo
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