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OE EphBhaimrel WA=t kHE

& H W
GExH HIEER)

0. ExolMe digel KBIENR (modals)e]l FiEQl zlgo) (OE) sculan, willan,
magan, cunnan, motanst Z WS WAL sz, o] AMEE A=y A= st
LEHERe R F3lv] R MEE AT 487 v ATY AdES HEFA
g zlolth

1. OEst MES =3 o, S st Foldt Ad& 4 "t 24L& @94
ololl A &3] B3:phENEH (modals) 2 el A3z Q¥ sculan, willan, magan, cunnan, motan=}
e FAEel OEAE 2549 548 93 giohe Aol 25¢ () 4% % 4
(BOol wE WSS doyx, () HERME Neg-placement) 9} % X (Inversion)of 4|
= FAAE gEstn, (i) M2 v WHE SR s, (v) FEREV BiAFAm
B sz, (v) 4 Bl FolAE stm, (v #ig Az se, (i) A%
ol & W x ),

(1) a. hwet par {oregange, odde hwet per eftfylge, we ne cumnun ‘what came before, or what

comes after, we do not know’. Bede

b. she Koude muche of wandrynge by the weye ‘she knew much of wandering by the way’.
Chaucer

c. se pe sculde him undred denera ‘he who owed him a hundred denarii’. c. 975 Rushworth
Gospels, Matt. xviii 28

d. ac him sealde 8a mihte se 8e maeg ealle Sing ‘but he who can do all things gave him the
power’. ¢ 1000 Aelfric, Feria vi in Prima Ebdomada Quadragesimae 157

e. ich wille, pat pou suere... ‘I want you to swear...". 1300 Havelok 388
heora non swadeah nolde befrinian hwat heo d&r wolde ‘none of them, however, would
ask what she wanted there’.

. 1000 Aelfric, Feria VI in Tertia Ebdomada Quadrangesimae 62

24

o2& OEd4E 2FAH(Aux)ehs AT Fo) 43¢ 3971 984 3.
ool (ModB) ol 4= 25 Ake] ¥ Fol Foli ZFo] OEol A& i (complement) £ »)
=% dHFAs % gol PERS) @ Fol ok

Al & E¢] cang FALE ¥ o ne con ic noht singan ‘I cannot sing’ (Bede, Cdmon) 2]



30 A X EwO#E (El4ED
ARG L chgst 2ol vy 4 gk

PrTs //‘P\
I
neg V/\ S

A EAE (generativists) Fof| A o] AL FHel: ol 2 Wagner(1969) 2t Allen(1975) o]
o}, Visser(1963~73 §1565) = OES] willand T3 whalmia] A0l Ll EAg o A
2 2FAR] AR AstE gz wetn vk 2 Ed ModES skall, may, can, will,
oughto] sl AFapHdA] A o]Eo] 7% E (function words)o] oz EAAo® o
BEAbES ohE vb fle 488 B35 {45 (notional verb) ebx el gloh.

qher of 74go] SukE solhyd OEe] A ModEs] o] 2% %cle] EA-FZze] T4 A
Aol doitrin Bo] fowl, o ALl deolx ASE AAn SolE FAEI)
EA T TAA FAEAY FAA O # BEY AES ToAd 5 g Aol

P25 Al (pre-modals) ot #A# 6] 4 22l Wste] Fo4x] A AR T
A7% FREA RolE AEAQ W3Ee] ME F7)o] wAlglony, (i) o] 3= cunnan
magan 59 FAlEol WEeAE A2 dFE ALdHe 29 HAE 2y o
off H—J*E‘}Eﬂrl Bel o= o FAel deold A k] FAbE el o

.

(2) a. the leeste ferthyng pat y men shal.
c. 1425 Hoccleve, Min. Poems xxiii 695
b. for all the power thai mocht 1470 Henry, Wallace iii 396
c. by the feith I shall to god. 1530 Court of Love 131
d. yet can I Musik too; but such as is beyond and Voice or Touch.
1649 Lovelace, Poems (1659) 120

(i) B2FARAEE AYstas FAHA FAE (preterite-presents) o] £ vt ofF

o BEo| EALE (sculan, magan, agan, durran) 2 #HAZAEAEZ Qe FAEA e £
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ARt oL BF FHsFAH o Pre-Germanico] A& FAFo] HAY oue]E AY
Z dgivh 23 30w FAY L 77 sceal, man, ann, dearr,c]®] ov] -ep7t vt
Aol FulFuh. = A 2 AL ol F Ffel £3d ¥& FAE (witan, dugan,
unnan, purfan, munan, benugan)¢] 4= = ¢lchs Abdelth, zElx ModEd] & &9
HzEAdAate] o 3913 g4 HA -3 & WpobEolx @z gl 2 B TEEFA
EFo A dolwl dA 2olm Yk PREAER] 299 gz AFHdE AL
2 Fdelztz AT 4 del gl

(iii) o] F WHEzEAAA E3] shall/should, may/might, can/could 52 A /#AT 2 A
A A ERe A A YA FAE (preterite-presents) o] £ A AW A A} FHAH
Ateloll &4 A FHeo] gloich webA ModEY] should: &4 2% OES A4WAAE o
RS e doh. zEE AAEAAg e e A4 Al MdAE &
E A3 249 d A 2k dE 5= ModEQ| must} oughts JAHozE HA AA
ojAul AFL A (KA obd Az YulE AWA @z slew, w3 shall/should,
will /would, can/could 52 BA= AAFud Qe 9x ¥ 72 7ot should, would,
coulde 2318 #A-—vlA AZAEE Az ek

may/mighte]l Joi = A ZEAA L FFEHAl A Aol

e

(3) a. and hida ealle s®mton, swa swa mihte beon fif Busend wera’. and they all sat then; it is
possible that there were 5000 men’
Aelfric, Homilies of the Anglo-Saxon Church
b. these two respectable writers might not intend the mischief they were doing. 1762 Bp.
Richard Hurd, Letters on Chivalry and Romance 85

g ool A “You may be right’®} ‘You might be right’ 40] of AlzbzbAl o] 9ofwu] Ak
v A (it is possible that...”),

=3}t & 7} (permission) & Vi Eh = maye] AL olu] 4o} Wy ow], He might do
it olAlE v o4 ‘He was allowed to do it’-g olv)d}#] @), o] gh3te] may/mights)
Al Z-RA 8] £F A (opacity) & might7} mayel A glo]l HEPA oz AF xolwA Az}
Aoiztet.

(iv) o4 (word order)o] glej4 SVOM(M=pre-modal) & Ze|-53 SMVO2 7| 5] 7
sEIleh ik 2o Ae OEY ojfd T2 &3 Jgol HEold 2 shvie 54

dlAe SMVOelw] g shrie FHA A9 SOVMejrt. zale] wbef WzFAAAE o
E gutEatet FHeA] g =23 oj¢ JAYE SOVE AAddH $EE DA s}

$4¢ AR = 9ok OBl SAE Foloh Faof Aolo] o EA7E THol AU
= ABH ¥, o FHL FRAAE dFAeE A4s%n 2 W) AlE £



32 A X R OE (B4
22 F&Hdn T 4 o OEdgo] FAAA = SVO, F5H04 & SOV =& SVO

b Sl AL olE IS o] A% fHE deH 22 AeE AT 7 U

e

3 Ta. NPs M V NPo
b. NPs M NP V
%43 :a. NPs NPo VM
b. NPs M NPo V
¢. NPs M V NPo

e o714 FAY s JAGE 44T F Aok A 5 AH(root. modals) 2
A8l Mo, A& 3 <354} (epistemics) 241 2] Mo| o},

(8) a. NPs((NPs}NPo Vip M
b. NP; NPo Vis M

ad A% HEE [.Jo 59 Fo](NPYE EdF2 %oz e g, b 3$i
dEEY Fo NPl 39154 Me) Erige] Felz 445 eted o 39 2
£ ubil A gEth 28EE gl AT §(V-Fronting)o] #% ofx cycleo]

=4 v SOVMe] 9 Zolm of of¢e F&A0l A% dojd Aolsh @3 b
oA EAFIEFA] 4 Ae] g} Mol Foz vtz Areld AU Fol
NPs7} %} scrambling rules] 91 29e]So] 98] o o) 519 SMOVA 2 Aojuh.

(+)
R AgEL OFAL £d ¥ & g ATl

e

o]X = SOVet A48 EAFo]Bolat WEFH (FAelAE o FAolz F&o] A=
A3 o=

1 i+
TR T sy, J2FAAAE AIAFAZ AYgeony OEo it A4
of Zbsal At Ev]l MEe] emiA 7148 e] AEHol doivt SVO7} H FapFo
< doarAel sl Wk 2dtd WEEgAdAe] oM E FAsm sbged o
27 Hax & 5 e

off

;Jd

(6) a. NPs M[(NPs) V NPo]
b. (NPs V NPo] M

o] g7 ¥x SMVOst SVOME = vehbe Aeish d4dAEd, 45 4254
EETE m}ﬂ A4t A9st G zd AA SVOME 2ol 3 SMVOs}

) BZEARAE AT LE Bl to-RAATFA A AdU Y2EANE
1%4 2w shte) WEkE -39 Edolth v ZAE Fr] OES &7 ME o
of el to-A A LHR AN A4ee Aselz k. WA BE to-RA A &
P2 Solzee & 4 AT to-RAA} SAA B ARE AL obd =AY AHE

—_—



OE g:ph®hasscel =t Bk 33
g2 gleod, W OAS od] FHE v EA Jlxd Fax gedl, ole EA MMEIE U
Bl AAAR 2k AR o] AAAAQ o] oAz 27 MEe] 94 E to-¥
ARS) Abgo] FEER FUEy] A FYch qA FEG AL vl HEzEALA utE T]
AE AR Pojrtal Feoe Aotk ol ANARZ HHEE & tor o] APgME 1}
Bd 7 due AL dEFE F Uk ole olF YEFAEY AuTadRe 54 M
1) Aol EolgdA @7 wlFolch., el to-FA ALY tort AAAEAMY F& A

2y FlolE o] % WaFAE] w9 2AE A HBH ARG ol FolAAE &
AsA st 2FA 4Al0] el BEF B5 (a2 Q4597 HEAR 2Th o7}
AA B 2AL BAD AR S to-tAAE drige] ol HelE Felel #

o= FAH vhebubA gigich ole] uts A A FAHAE of Aol A EF] delye
2} to-B A A Sl Fejz zzolalnd 9"l AbE] (‘extraposed’ position)o A wt  FLEd) o}
to-K- AL 9 A 5le] 2:9] AL OEelA] Al&we] MEejH+= E vl Visser(1963~73:
§901) o] w2 ™ for} AAA(E - FF)AA Su]EAHeor F3 3 sandhi formo g 5 o
Biafa oiel £ AL 247154 A A e AZte] Agen, 15007 9%
FRA AR ArFAe] FolEA HAdsha gk wmetA $Ee HaFAAA gl 164 7l &

Sue SEG $9 HRE 2399¢ Aol AEE QAL

HaE4d49 AAGEAR] A4, () olEL AYe A A - A F AR (preterite-
presents)9] &gz, 7 Az vebd o] 59 mYA &%, (i) o] FY FAAAS AY
B AzkgAe] BER4Y, (iv) SVOM = it M (NP..Js 2% 3337 98 AHze
AEsts FA9 28, (v olF P2EAE AN A BE Fabel to-R-H AT B
FE2s A%8 o5 3. x5 OEdE o)& WaFAAAde 25 549 2L 7 .
2 9A EHgeh 2ed 2ol $7 MEo] SojedAiy el dFd asAY A
2 EYxq WatEo] Audoz deidozsd EAY RF2 A AZEn =g
QALY gAY Fojk EyFEde] vehbA @3 dokE Aeldh. FAb trysh s
2yl & 4 g

(7) a. Bill could— do that.
b. Bill tried—— to-do that.

% WshE 15472 Ao olv] ARHHt ZE FFFA T o FHelE 4
At (cang A etzt). WaREFAAAC] ofmA AA - AFARE wpALAA FE A
£ purfane]c}. 2 €3} (epistemic) & Vel 2] ¥ 3 (Extraposition) SOV-SVOz}t+=



34 A X B ¥ Bl
& AFBAAR o o]} o]z A H
EAoz VY EAEHLZY EE Y

M EH oz shisl B4 FF2 $YIA o Avle] o] F& modalsthE AL B
&

ofh
Bul
O

Hiz ALAHRLL AN TS TS dol g o5 AR AFeA $3 AH
g4 54¢ 9 A MFE AFo] AR o)k 164710 Eelshd A Has

o, o] BE A4 ALY AALE dFHF2 A FF
et 4

37 25 164712 AlZlel g delytvhe Aelst & Wike
#

ghet :
(1) M2EAFAAEL Ho]4 243 (infinitives) o 2 Velvbz] g}, o] Fo] H4g

o & 29| w=R " o that appeared at the fyrste to mow stande the realm great stede
...1533 More, Works 885 ¢,;9, Thomas Coopers} 22| Thesaurus Lginuae Romntce et
Britannicae (1565) ol 4] 4= to mayo] t}.

(i) 2FAAAELE tol g ~ing ofulE &A X3hA dAch o] st 2 =A=
o= the potential mode signyfyeth a thyng as mayyng or owing to be doone, c.1512
Linacre, Progymnasmata$}, maeyinge suffer no more the loue and deathe of Aurelio, 1556
Aurelio and Isab. mixo]t},

(ili) 1647 S48 ZEHdAA d2FAAAE FA o4 FA ¢ A=A o
A3tE d 7 29"k, =z Rk o] = 1 feer that the emperor will depart Thence, before
my letters shall may come unto your grace’s hands, 1532 Cranmer, Lesterso]t},

(iv) 25 AL BolA hgdox zolx @A Ak = vzl if wee had
mought conuenient come together, ve woulde rather have chosin to have harde my minde
of mine owne mouthe, 1528 More, Works 107 H6o] o}

ol & WAL H3te Aux—>TM)olat 13 & =Q13td M2 ¥ yaz5AE f=2%
o2 AFAow ARHch AL wg Thedt e AFE NI AA, o\ So
E M2 27 st ¥olvh B4, ME o Feo FAZE dojuvkx ek AA,
for-to ¥ol2x doj}x] FErh uls), owl SolA = have tor} bert ol & modals <o
YebvA et

ol el Walgo] FA delgrte Hel FHR&FgIvh w3 o] 9 AL FAl A AHA
"B deojikedl, olEe] HEFA A4S AFAe Asts oivzt IFHE A F
Aol A=A dogrte Abdelt).

(v) A A ] &) (Neg Placement) 7% o] e+ notg 3 FAF thfoll Fok=h o 73

< e 2L AES A4
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(8) John could not take the bread.
John took not the bread.

oAl 2FAbeh REAZL Ao vkl W old FHel 22 ALH A ©% 7
& £4%50 H9¢ Aol

(9) John could take mot the bread.
John took mot the bread.

ostgel A3 & o, THL e 2L FAYYL FLPRE el I, notd
2549 2 felwt F& AU oW FAE TA M VRS BE H847 o
AY EAFE@®F 742 At 4¢ Aol 2y

£ B4 S AR e AlAE 164720 4 G A9 £
d g & g

(10) He did not speak.
He not spoke.

(10)& FA A A o] notg Auxgl VAtole] 7lej Y =& QA Qeke FA 7 et
29 He not spokes} & FF-& 174]7] Fulel Eolo=ixy FASA & x5y A Zs)
o, do-#ejs} EE3hs]s] AAgeh Ispoke not FEE @rjedefe] 4w I think not,
I hope nots} & m sl FxolA dotglovt 1747 Fdb Fe A Fzsga Av
T4 el st FA A

(vi) o] 9} vlszgt Wt S—VE=A (Inversion) WA x dojried] ol dAdde
Could John take the bread?$} Took John the bread?® =% QAP eyl zlo] o
A E ZFANE A2e FHAFA AAG shdel, SATHL Auxeln TF AN E
7t ebiwl Auxgl Vol B3 LA E7Fe] FAM Y FAZF Ao A5 #HE 4
A5 ©3yd Aelr}. Jespersono] it Viessere] wtZ ] Did John take the bread?e} #+%-&
olul 164)7|ol dutsl=|gl erl, Took John the bread?+ 1747 Fulel|: A3 &5 2=
rt. o] & Do-Support rulest g #Ho] glevl, o] TAL Azkdes o Fuiy
A AP ers FAS FHRAEE 83 old A EgA k. 2d A7E
i *'?-7H~9] Hel ot A2 AAegel. doe ojm] MEe] uretuls] Al Fslg o), Jespersen
< dovt FAPE el £33 2olA HAL 164]7]0] fpAeln 1747 & Al 7A
A% & §-A T (Negation) « £XFF - F2FFol| Fa5o] 2z Haxz Yo}t =28
B2 ol Wi feld AT AEAe A9 AY YAHT 98 ¢ = o

(vil) o]A W2FA AL Hola FAZE okdw VPEAC) Aujsle AAY £oi%

N



36 A X W #E (BUED
Az obyth o1& A F-AHo] delitxa} be going to, have to, be able tog} 2o Az
ZF AT (quasi=modals) o] EFH3A Hh. i sgdar YA o )EL WaFAE
(modals) st v &4 FAAE 7HAR glon, wrul o] 5 AFATe] dubsAe ZE 5
e Avz debe AolA FAHLEE GF Folvh oA WEA o]EL FAEo|th

R H can. may, must 5-0] ‘%ii%*}{— ALA A dFY AT4RE wbeoitiedl, £

oE
rlo
o
5
riat

i
}m
ol
1o,
a)
mg
i‘l
o\ﬂ
2
ﬂ.l Ol
o
:-!:‘4
f
ot
pjt
2
it
jo
fit
2,
Lo
ol
iz
o
=,
-
s,
ml
i

(11) a. to be able to wed hure, 1440
The Gesta Romanorum, ed. S. J.H. Herrtage (1879), p. 269.
b. thys unhappy soule...was goyng to be broughte into helle for the synne and onleful lustys
of the body, 1482 Monk of Evesham 43
¢. he told him he had not to beleeve, that the couetousness of Virginio... had moved Ferd-
inand, 1579 Geofrey Fenton, Guicciard (1618) 6

ol % A Wele] wae] me FsuiA Strang (1970 p.150)% ol WA Behx Yok
‘English developed a repertoire of full verbal paradigms to supplement the defective and

functionally restricted modals’.

& g5 e TAFZ F4 (P-S rule) o s
aers 4 9eh FEEANAL OEe] & Vo, EModEd] A& Me] So]7bA o).

ad
and —{O
4,
e
o,
>
N,
2
e
2
v
Mo
o
£
gh
2,

(12) a. OE b. EModE
S—NP VP S—-NP Aux VP
VP~V (NP) AuxT M)
Ne- (5] VP (have+en) (be-+ing) V(NP)
- IN
Ne- (5]
Neg Placement
NP V X=NP V neg X NP Aux = neg X
Inversion
NP,V X=V NP X NP Aux X=>Aux NP X

GIA BAx e H2FAAAL FAG AL 164710 deld IA dF" AFs}
Ao ABES dAel Ad2HA ARdFn gk =3 dor =92 daH - BAH
Hle] e Agadgles ARE AFs F2 ok e Fd€" AJE EHAE AH
Eige

ol AEAL dAEH NETH dFE v|AE 5T FAbAsloln. A #H3E
o Ao FTAlel delnd A g @] LA Aozt AFAME oldst Rk FAE
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ol e HEES Rty FAdelx LAgl Heog FAY Aolx, 29 L 4L A
744 9 @11947‘40 B4 50l ¥ A i FA Fotd Aoz FFFHA
ojai el FA44 FHoz FAAQ WHE wEe FHMED
L e gon FAT AR FE AL deivtA gedE FAE WAL F£E Sl
(cf. Robin Lakoff 1968; Traugott 1972; Stockwell 1976). o|s}+ yidlz $-2& Fdojat
el FEAA e A ¢ e el A% o] 2L Aswte] ¢4 o
FAAE A8 £ o)F A Ee] AR dsdez 3 AEe, FHade s
T A A deold WdlE B FHd dFe] Ay g sl sk FEL AulE gy
FAY dBs £y ARl A SaAq Wt dejud A o] Eo] e 4
2 QLA =g o9, = 47Neg Placementg} Inversion %2 Wt 5 HEE &
ok o] AEHE YEFAAA] FAAA otvw F5E #HFAAE EEded vE o
He] wg s w o] deintth. F, ol F HEFTAAAE T A WFR EAszay
o L e HAE A & T8 FAR gFHokete FHE A3 gz, whehA
2 EAEE AT 7 U el Aol delwkebi 2oy ubpighe A, o 9 A 54
Eo] E4l& £ (opaque) 3tAl WHEH w2 B A (opacity) & Al A $1&F Aol
ottt Be Zolth o) 28] kst wkbe Fwolwk A B EAEe] 4

N
i Sl AAY 2%A FAHAA] ol (base rule changer} glrte Fo), FA}

-t
ok,
38

ek
~1¥

T~

of 7
S}
~]

it

FoAE 9% $v349% (Transparency Principle)s] #8812 gloh Aolmh o &5
mayi} takes} Aol QolAth FEATFHAN oAk 2urel oA} Rl A 4] o
A WES AAeA EEAAAY daHel Aol geiyth AF BUL we
o4 FEAES FAA i dhe L ohr

534 914} (Transparency Principle) & o] z2t-& AF A 0] deojd o] & HA4sl F& st
o FggEeln olEelth. Bk @ F4HA HA L fEsx FHAAEAE FlEelE
el &R 98 7A ﬁﬂiﬁ*ﬁ}";ﬂ FAAE A SER okl ofF Wl Y=
3 AgdlE 4 vk ol E olAHL Rossi} McCawley(197)+} Pullum and Wilson (1977) 9]
FANA EAFH S -0—7]—3}\:}. McCawley s can, must S Ea}ole] oink Baul 2
el 7t gl Ao 5 Ab(Defective Verbs) o] Wl ol &8 olopa datngieh. 24L& o
o] -ing -en, Ll to-H-AAte]l HelE Xz A @] ek 2y 2o 4
< A HAEAL - AALAL - FA AL FAC YA GFert] A e AR X
ot 8 o] WAt A Fatelnt doivi takerf goolE AeivhA FEIH? i ol E W
(<ing, ~en, to-)7} A FA bl A W& A3} FAlo| EATES FATEoll HEHrh dof

=717 ) Erre F3 A (Tag Formation) 3 2] o % (Number Agreement)ell A £ Z o
FAZE EAe e JFEert? 9 i S dFNFA £eo 2o Fgo] Wl &

il
w2 e _)\‘

2

v

-

o
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Lol
o
7o

2!

o

A 3o &

&l

o

e

o
wh

e
o

N

vl

+ 1=

ko)
i

| .4 9] (thera-

Mz FaE Zole
ol 9} 3.4] 9]

1o
-

33|
A

33
s
= A AT

B4 7 ¢

-

A gheh

1.
L.

AA el g HoARA [5A A 7le] el

2]

7l b RSlelA SN 2
oixt A}, EModE Exlel a9 oo EA 7 wetgA =3t o

[}

<+

Al Gl a8 F7o B2 ol 8N

ol A Bxl ojw]g] o

3

1

l

Geh YEEA A LAY 5ol A

2 51 A& (markedness) 2] ¢

5 o} of

s

TR H3A

ol FAA £ df, o

e 2 2ol

=

2 FA 9

[}
S

3

go] o of i

<o
=

peutic) x| F A

7o

2 A xst i FA3 E

o
N
MH
A

3|

4 o940

e

7Ariel 2 A5 7o ol

]

9] A T4 (re-structuring) o]

=
!

=) A 3

1

i

T

1

o

3

X
8
"=

Bl

xr

X
ju

A

T glvh. o] HEFTA] A

77k
G

AubshE 2wl of

THeE 2 Aol sl

-
g

FalA e

o of ofs}i 919

il

T

s

A

shibe] Eel A5 W) e A

o9 L3} of

AL F 2o g Heln

=]
R

=4, AzHA A

il

3},

H& 3

R

2] 8.7 ¢l (therapeutic)

2 el
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3 Hag Flele YzFAAAge] 3414 - & - @A A AAA -s Av]st AAHT P
Vel & ol 8 BA1E ]l o] &b w5 EWslFel d¥aXE HAde Aolekd o) g
L Wile A dg Aok dvkstd o)yl wWalrl deldo g e E HYo
g A EFgAe]l AAUA =7 wEeldh. et EHE EFHAY 9P 4
ES3EE gde WalE Fddn v 2 Ao AFEFA BAC oz A
EA st ke FAG Aol o8] &t o] FiAtz £ 4 gl

e 4F L durrtE X He gdohxz e AHsle= Samuels(1965) & Paul(1880) o) 4]
= o8 4= glvh. Samuels: Sapir(1921 @ p. 196), Saussure(1916 : p.227), Herman(1931 :
p.128), Jespersen(1941:p.23,58) & A-&3HA FwHstel A ofrlsle WA R34
= 2Ewde Qe FEIHE AYslEz wAsoF F Urhs Ao] AAolwkn
3 gt Paul(1880 : p.251) % loir)k Wb el 7158 dlod A d WAl S uxdce
& Holslw A thezk o] wetx Uk ! ‘es gibt in der Sprache iiberhaupt keine Prikau-

=3

oL o H

it

f#

ol

tion gegen etwa eintretende Ubelstinde, sondern nur Reaktion gegen schon vorhandene’.
A2 B BLF AFeut AR e Aold. A
I sl dado]l fubd ool gb Al ghet,

il
o

us AR 24

]
AEAe F4As e BHol

r.

4. Go] HazEAY ALAE Fu B9, o] HIE FAFETH (p-s rule) & AW Y =,
oo whz} AuxelE W F7F AR gAvten, Tensert Zofjo] FAHY Aol A whajsie A
Soz e FAAFo R thFAA HYleh o] F Hzts FAHE Fol—zFatY
=2 (Inversion) v} £ u] % (Neg. Placement) o} 32 g FAH oz ATFHA §
th. 42| 9% (Number Agreement), +7+¢]E3 4 (Tag Formation), %AM+4t] (VP Dele-
tion)ol | 5 W37} Fluhgheh, = WazFAste &2 459 =9& 9o have
to, be going to, be able to9} 7+& AL AFFEES FUtAZ) o oiu Brjgls e
He wele A Bwe Hast ddeE ¢ g drh olwdx 97 ey T2 (strict
sub-categorization frames)o| ] W3}, oHFEEol A ou|o] WIFa 59 x4,
W Fol w3l o3 ooy W Fol Fugkoh. Klima(1964a, b)) 4 A= e ¥
Ao Afufd, Kiparsky(1968 ¢)] F3 44, Haiman(1974)9 A2¢ #3745
(surface filters) 9] =% % € 4 vt o LAWY Ee] gutariyd, &5 g 94,
F & 7 e e dEEE YA FAA Mol ES FE2UE ol stEd)
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T Al st e FAgew ¢Hg. wA LA o] AR HFF FAA AF
E& g8 WA FAsEE AL Eohsee ol

Ed] Fo| o}y ¥ = 43 o] (mutual comprehensibility) = $x] = o o dlef, ©}24

Hel shAEs AR ALES T S defok Bebs A%A 24 W Ee, BE AAG

Bo] oAl wpE At VSO oido] & Aldo] EAF AE giw] SVOY A doe| VSO
2 oohHE Qe AU QoA Qe o)LL ATL BE TR FTAG WHE PR
Hole], dlEEel A olgo] BHAA Soz mrEeloh HEoly Avd BPol At FF

sleprl Hgelt A4 uoh 9 duistsle dos WEE 4Ad0E dev zen
g gEeldd B %A AekEe] YA & dEtel WatelE 49 He Aol
A4 st AT W

e}
P
ATFE US F A= s HE o] g A3t &9 vl neogrammarian # Eof ulk

& ol ATE AUAAY FEAYe] Basius ERF GHAE FEEIDY A

4
TAR JFEHE AADY AT THHEE dAsz gl = oo TR AT
yHo] el mytslw ¢l Kiparskye] £33 4 2] (Opacity Principle) o] v} Kaye(1973)
9 B9 71549 (Recoverability Principle) = o] £ d¥ 75olx] #3lo]EL ol
e Aol Frofal ok Aelrh. Al #d F=4 el (Transparency Principle) 33 o] =]
55 skt 2ye] = F¥olEdd, 22¢& Kiparsky(1970) 9wz JleHd ¢
Ader ANAE Ao wR32 5 gx, dArdgAs Agdef At 2] e &
2 2E HFAE AL e Aoln. olEY 4T Axy shid THEHd ¥ 34

ra
Wopo] A oL A Felx BT o] £ ATEAE FAR s FHE o
B QFozm A5k drl4 AFHE FAA Wske HAE ol shbgel FAs
3L oL <
[+

Givon(1976) & FAbd 3l7t %}Hiédl Bobe Ao A w4 dejuts FAA skl
el A wrats Qo ofw oYzl vt

Hslol B3 Fiel8L et Ae vt 2ok, od wWsheo] od Heoz APH
A2 dslol Eo] wiste] il Z] 5l A Al efe] oy

b 2= 9lth, G FEAENA A EHZ ' FAA Hiled o

8}, =]zt 2k (perceptual strategy)o] w3l o] EEE AHE THsA XA v E= Aol
o, o]Eolxe HAATEE o]EY FFELE FolgdA X% 2

o]lAL Awddly] ¢dtel, o4 (word order)ol Al 8] H 9l 4] & (centerembedding) &

5
ol
o
X,
&
o
o,
ri
rlo
o,
=
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o

©
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Ttz g AAddzd #AF Kuno(1974)9] A7 o Aol 7lad 29 FAA 23
(F, T3] VSOz R SOVE wpdw o] F9 2 JAMY 1A ¢ HAAZ )& 458
712 shah ofmole ol e ARAAE At shte] Aol g st FFYY
A REv AL o4e o EelAe #FY Bolnh

Kunoe] =7 2ke thgst e}

(13) a. | SN (FAHNE, 53 Xd 5 > A TS ofs g,

b dlelE o] Z& AT oprlebs Bl W H g 45 Asg

2% Chomsky(1961) ¢ Yngve(1960)9] 1+% &% ol Wz vir} oheat 28 744 vy
At

(1) 2 F445L QA 2z E4 9,
b BT BT TUR YAE AN Aolv T AEHE FANEE 9% FA g}
¢ A% HWd FAGAY AL BAAFE AT Bl T FAREL AR
ek,

Kunos o] 72 744 dlel 4] A Ueig]e] HEArF gl SOV ol ‘a3 (‘disastrous situat-
ion)g zeigtvte A& ohgF 2ol dgAe g

(15) a. [that {that the world is-round) is-obvious) is-dubious.
b. John (that [that the world is-round] is-obvious) says
c. [that everyone [that the world is-round) knows)} is-obvious

d. John (that everyone [that the world is-round] knows] says

W] VSOdeolE 4 Seiele] A4Abt SledlE STex S Zold F4AEag
FEolul A 3.

d

(16) a. is-dubious that is-obvious [that is-round the world)
b. says John that is-obvious [that is-round the world)
c. is-obvious that knows everyone [that is-round the world)

d. says John that knows everyone [that is-round the world]

SVOtel & ‘Foist $4b) AFo] FAckE AolA SOVASish goml, Edofsl FA
28%0] Fdohe Mol VSOdelsh ek, 2= st SVOielst A deizle] A%
A% AgeE A FAY Ade] do] Fold fan Foio) Aeje] Mol Folx ¥
J8e & ol Kunoe] shAoluh,

(17) a. (that [that the world is-round] is-dubious
b. John says [that [that the world is-round) is-obvious]
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c. [that everyone knows [that the world is-round]] is-obvious

d. John says [that everyone knows [that the world is-round))
o714 AL 3)9ste WL 2 =4 E (Extraposition)-& &3t o]}

(18) a. (that it is-obvious (that the world is round]] is dubious
b. it is doubious [that it is obvious [that the world is round]]

st 9ANY S B LA Atold, bk Fd AL Aol webd S o

% F, 2 gelele] AEAIL Fol: SOVl & o) FF 4]

i} 23] e AAgel: A4 BlE} 2o5s. SVO

£ o A9y elehe A 24 (therapeutic device) 7 ThahA

2k Sl ELA AL SOVSHE ol 3 FHol AL SVOs Rl © %] EL o] A
]

HETel Tole Ae =4 gug e d&she

(19) a. *ich denke dass dass die Erde rund ist, deutlich ist.
b. ich denke dass es deutlich ist, dass die Erde rund ist.
c. *ich denke dass Maria dass die Erde rund ist, glaubt
d. ich denke dass Maria glaubt dass die Erde rund ist

2822 Kunot SOVelele]Al AAAEH R-5olqh Abgol & A4 geke] 2o A
o AR & ATz Yok doo 2 HANAE SOVe o] LAY A Fof] S =
gl FoiAo]l F4 s1x o) e (extraposed position) o] EFevhE AL 5% o
=3 AAR 234 Folx: vk Kunos 246 wtzwl, <ojs} SVO= wad= wEH
(sentential complements)e] wt=4 9] H] 9] Azje] Fofol Hrkz AzdA=kdq &

Aste, Gl E $ev BEA] =maa Folo Asdx #H ol YeguE §
ZAsHAl "eb zelste g qlelrt VSOel 4 SOVE wpEw# = iy 9wy 3
WepA Hwl, SOVol|A SVOZ wulbiE wle Fold 47 Aol £49] =

ol7l & etx Folof Aglql A9 UAF Fo] Folrlx drh 2 E

rui
Flo
w\L
o
<
w0
@)
!
w
@]
<
L
r%
l‘l
fo
i,
N
-
i
L,
3
ot
rie
2
=N
2
Jou
g

ANFTAMEE YA Ha UM obrlElE AAA Zekd A 93 Aoz 9
AME L A A7k o7 dA A5 FHF} Hste] dE A s s U ele
A-&%-AHE (autonomous syntax 3= autonomy hypothesis) ¢} 9l A= o F 3kl SOV of
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Aol e AFHAAE A FHF v Kunos] Azbaake] o 95z et ol &
Aol A B, 31t WgolE F, VSO-SOV #sle & AWy Fale] Fugdes A
ol & o], #%d FAH AAEY FEF vl F& wEA FAUNE ol F A8
E 9tk o)F A AAES g FHAE WA ol &, oFFANEL #HuA
7 dotE A AR FE sty A A Fste) AZ ALl A v EEHT JJ\D]'. 23n®
EAH AL EC] A FeE ol E oA AAE, T & A& WY AE + A W
E 9 Ale dEtelEer $AANHE AEE 93

Wl e Fgol ol ety BAAQ A Gde] oFE A o]y i W] EL @
b Ao Lightfoot (1979)9] #|qtelrt. Fuigdelel 2L AgHed EHlEL I&
A Wl dAG AGE ks Aoz =i doE ¥gde AL AHE
ol Eol et Al Feel vhe AGE dAFF 4+ glrth. Al (generation) vy A E
AL-FE g ulx gorn ¢thrt & Ay SAEL dFT F dE ALHAHA Ao
Age] JAsA FYE urEldrh 2 ohg AdE T w2 e u
Zeivt w5kl AYAH geiARst vda g AT ol F A
2, 2 Byl AXE ¥ Fys dAd FAe stHek & olfe g AFS ¥
(output) ol 2= TR A 47w Aad Hole FHY Aold 21AdE FE Yz =
G#)d 5 gith(cf. Fasold (1976); Hale (1974)). Henning Andersen(1973)9] =% &
ol A And Fx Ut

20 |Grammar 1 I ______________ Grammar 2

—X

Output | ===~ - = = e e o = o l Output 2 l

12 Y 18, ¥ 2w 29 2F A4S B 2v wAde £ 19 &9 1A

Lz
o
e
il
i)
bt
I
I‘—?L‘
R
kA
L
P
o

18

etk @ FAY 9o 2 T FYE 9% Zelch 2 FA £l
ZHHE FAY Byl ohE £E vk A4 EHel@ e 441 FFESR 2 £4E
1.

o) g Aol F&7) < (Structural Description) & F 3 23tE 2 olvr}l. Anderseng o]
SMERIE (‘aductive change) et 23 9le}, ofg FHAEL AE HgAaraFol
Aeoleleok Frh. zeivt (204 Bxol FAL ¥z FAY £ Apelow 4
ek, AL WA RS 2¥He 47 FAAAFE Aol obFAE 8
t}. Andersen® o]@l A & H{LIEHGR (‘pseudo-connections’) 2} A A st glvh. A
ZEo]l TAsE FHL dodsHe AfERE 5 wdstx v 283 =
< P E Ax7 He £9 1o ¥4 258 FeEdvle A =le 9 29 &
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FE A ol yoz FaANAdA Gl G2b fASAY
CEMEL Nusz e WRE Fodd AT FaA dlnd
ofuch. Andersen(1973:p.790)¢] =g Ql&stw, sk 2 Al
i

< FdgAolzte e AREL S8 oA X A F

N
g,
2
ALl
b
i
s
£
M
o
o
L
ko

o, 2QEAel AAE Aole AAA AstRAD U 5 @A MEA T delsh AY

aL

v A% A (pseudo-connections) & 4% g ohzh o AEHe) A48 Qo)

dm GEAE s Ansler bz dach a9 wg WHW 2 FaFe BAEL

SeAAY SHA WP Eo Ark ASHE Aoz g WA 1ES B RE
Q

= HEE (7] A Azeld a4 s g

h=
24449l A #H 35 (innovations) &

.
[
o]

[0}
2
(e}
=
e}
I

VN
o
QO
~3
-~

R
r1r

£ goll A AN FHE Aole] Q& F AT Al EE

AN B3, 24 ES A ¥A 5 (re-segmentation), A -F 4 3} (re-formulation) 5}

zey EHES A obg Aol el AEe] whEAve A, Wi SEHola
23 E Qo e AAY Al Zel A iAok gt A& Adgted FHoENE F
gy WY %43 ®AA (diachronic universal) & #H 3o ES 275 AHANAE o=
Holch
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{Abstract)

A Diachroniec Study of OE Modals and a Theory of Grammar
In-Sook Kim

The aim of this study is to examine the development of OE pre-modals (sculan, willan,
magan, cunnan, motan) and to find whether there is a theory of change beyond a theory
of grammar.

When we view the history of the English modals we can find five early changes,
-affecting different aspects of the grammar at different times, and making the pre-modals
exceptional verbs with the special properties. This was followed by a re-analysis best
described as the introduction of a new Modal category, a reformulation of two transform-
ations and the appearence of new lexical items have to, be able to, and be going to.

Reasons for these five early changes cannot be provided, but they must be regarded
provisionally as a function of chance, caused by extra-linguistic factors of some kind.
However, the net result of these changes was a situation where categorial membership of
must, may, will, etc., was opaque and the degree of opacity approached the limits described
by the theory of grammar. Therefore, a therapeutic re-analysis was required, imposed by
the theory of grammar. With the introduction of a category modal, further changes were
required—as a matter of necessty, imposed this time by the theory of change. If there
were no further changes, the existing rules of Neg-Placement and Subject-Verb Inversion
would yield quite different surface patterns, of a kind to strain communicability across
generations to breaking-point. We have shown that grammars are created anew by each
successive generation and that changes may be radical and are to be interpreted in terms
of the system which gives rise te them, and that we should not expect to find a ‘diachr-

onic universal’ or the theory of change independent of a theory of grammar.



