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ABSTRACT

P T A TAE=G=DEBEOT — 5 OLFEM (H5VIEHFEE) ZHMT A8, B/ ~1 Y Fo
HCRA RBERPEG T A2 L 3ESHIHGETE D, AT, FFICERYE (superiority) & BB
(anti-superiority) OIREIRT T — § OLFEEOHIWIZ R T RITTENIZOWTERT L, LEO A
Y MA—=Ta YTHEFBEIND LT X WIESUEN 7 WHEERSCAS, 1 v A=Y a2 TRLAD,
HLVIrYT XA 25252 ETHFLR T 258 W) BENFT LI LITBE SN TS, A H
B, 20 &) BLFEROHMOBMBRY, 72 ZNEL bV REMLRZ ETIERL, &
BRI D A 71 = X DARRIC—EDOFIRDINZ SN/ & EICORRIBZLFEHRTHLE ) T L%
RTZETH5b,

It is easy to imagine that the native speaker’s grammatical judgments involve many different kinds of
factors in the human brain/mind. This paper discusses some factors that influence grammatical judgments on
the data concerning superiority and anti-superiority effects. Some WH-questions are unacceptable, and
hence ungrammatical, when uttered in a normal intonation, but they become more acceptable when uttered
with a special emphatic intonation and/or when a specific context is given. The purpose of this paper is to
show that amelioration of superiority and anti-superiority violations can occur only when the multiple wh-

question is interpreted in narrowly restricted ways.
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1. 4vbvO%5ov3y

INE THEOWH % & 1% BEEERN SC (Multiple
WH-Question) ([Z2W T A A T4 TAE =7 —
OFEHEHRTICHES A S, FIUl K> THMT
NEDPEL SR 5T D LW ) KU TE
oo 2O L) HIRILTIE, SiEDO T — & DA
ERLTVRDLOPER—IICIHZ DT ENTE
T, BHEEN RO 2 RA L Z DLV, AT
&, CEEOHMOA—H 2GR L TWwbHE
FIZOWTFHLLERTLI LI2LoT, FHEEW
LM EMREIZT AR EIRE L2, FEIZ, &
i 1% (Superiority) & BCEEAZ% (Anti-Superiority)
OBHFUICEAZ B TEH, I CHEROBIED
LIELERNTH S & SN TELLEERMLOLHE
PEDFIM SRR SN D 7 — AFKRE L ZODHERK
LD LV ZEPERHENTVE, —D2ld A ~
FA—Yarhro7uy s —08ERKN, b —
DIXHFE R (D-linking) %= &EDI Y FF A D
TRTH DL, KFOHMIE, ZOZOOERNZ
NZNMEARTIE %, ZEEMCOBET L%
Z ORI T A2 S H— R G 52 5
CENTELEWV) ZEEWHEIZT LI ETDH
bho WiE L HAFBEOT— ¥ R L, 1V b A —
YarETRLEYVIVTFFAMNEHEEICLLD
T 5 EAERHEM & HE) L, WHEERISLO
T RE 2 SRS ACR AL BR S L7z R 2 0 A0
HWF ORISR SND Z & %R T,

2. RBIRER : B{iIMRSR (Superiority Effect)

W UOICEMERRE,HEZ TR E I Hikm
DIFFETE— AT O Z 2 DS IZ % S
FEHOa L FIAMPBRETELLEEINTE T,
FBIZ, HEOWHEER LD A~ P A — a2 T
B LA, BEACDEFEORA T4 T A
E—7—ix (la) ®FH (1b) L0 b HKICHC
ZHIETTHh D,

(1) a.  Who broke what?
b. * What did who break?
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Chomsky (1973) 1&Z DR ZHAEHR L L TR
A, UTD X9 EMEDFEEZBE L7z

(2) Superiority Condition:
No rule can involve X, Y in the structure ... X ... [ ...
Z ... WYZ ...], where the rule applies ambiguously
to Z and Y and Z is superior to Y.

Z0H%Y, ZOBMEBRRIZOWT, £ O
R LD EVHEIOBDFHHEG 2 L) LK
e ERR OB SR D TETW D
B, BNERROFEETO L O HET LI E
b\ 5%,.72 8 21E, Bolinger (1978) 1 Chafe (1970:
332) OBIIZEEDE, DTFOLH%RarysFA
FCA Y b A—2araZzbe (1b) OBILD
WHEMIZ R A EFRLTWD,

(3) a. Speaker A: What did he break?
b. Speaker B: What did WHO break? ¥

& 52 Bolinger (1978) 1d#t) 72 a2~ 57 F A b 2%
G2 5 NIUSBMMEE e Ao a kb L
V) EIRD LT,

(4) a. I know what just about everybody was asked
to do, but what did who (actually) do?"

b. I know that among all the disasters in that

kitchen, Jane acorched [sic.] the beans and

Lydia put salt in the ice tea; but what did

WHAT did WHO BREAK? I know somebody

broke something, so stop evading my question.

DX %T—%% b &2, Bolinger (1978)
BEMEOBHRZFDL O EICHFLE LRV EE
EL7. L2L, AV A= aryeary7%F2
FOBIF M) 2T (1a) & (1b) OSCEE:
DAy bITAMIMKILAE L TRADT, Fuy
TA =LAV TFFXFANPED L HIZWHEE LD
IR 252 5OV TIE & ) EE
WCEETLNLENHDLEEZ D,

C DERMEBROBHNOWT, RO



DAL A T Pesetsky (1987) 1374758 (D-linking)
PECEEGLTWwE 2R Lz, i, HEFED
which % & T BER] SO BB RS R S e w
ERIEL TS, Lo T, UTo7F—414,
Bl A v b A= arOTRkEMALZLTY,
EHESLENTH D EHIBIE N TV 5B,

(5) a. Which student bought which book?
b. Which book did which student buy?

WH 2B SCAYFERE S LA RIS T CIZRRRE TRl
BICHR o2 BHRO) O ENDPH LT LON%E
M9 X 9 7 WH-phrase & #5568 S LT %5 WH
(D-linked WH) &IP3, @ HEREM STV
WHABENVEOHR TR E 2 VODIZDOWTIE
Bex 3 Minidy A%, 22 TlE, MEOHE L,
ECHBET LI ENTER Y I D IEHER 2 3L
BUToXH)cFEnons .

(6) a. BRI R % 55K % (Weak Crossover =
WCO) DBIR & FFEIH -
b. WCO % 3895 Z & 3 C & AL EN I
KW ENRL b,
. ZEEEMLIIBIT AR OEICEINL
WH-phrase |2 \XFEFHE B DSULIHTH %o

KEDPBRA L MZTEFHT L L, (6a) @
WCOBIGIE (7a) 12X > TREND LD TH B,
who 7% his mother & & Vi 2 TR BT % i &,
who & his (I — AW TH 5 Z EHBAWFETH 5
Z L %R L Twh, Chierchia (1993) TRE S
72 WH 2SI HY  (functional) (ZFERR S N A BRI
ODA VTV AELDEVHRIEMED &,
(7b) THwhatBRE LA 7Ty 27 A (j) 2b0
who # U BE 2 CTRE) L T\W5 D TWCOBIKR %
IRLTWAHERZEDITTH B,

(7) a. * Whoj does hisj mother love tj?
A

b. * What;j did whoi; ti break tj ?
A |

F72,(6b) 2L oT, Lk (5b) DX ) AT —
FAI 5P DOIETZ O WCO DI = AkEd 5 2
ENRTETCVLEEZLNDL, F72 (6c) I
WCO & IFHNC L EEER I 0 5K T 5 5%
(5a) & (5b) DOHFEITIEFEEE D which-phrase (344
FTHFHEENTVEOTHES W L%
o TDEHIEZLLEDLIX, AV A=Y ary
RIAYTFA M ETEMEBR OB LS N
501E (1) WCODlF # ml#TE, (i) b/
I/ WHDSHRER S SN D Z EMREIC 22 o
7RI OABEIND EFIT 5,

CHICE#E LT, HAFEOT—Y %2 R5E&, H

FEIZIE which 7 4 7O WHIZBR & A P E 5
DROENTZNZ EDbD b,

(8) a. s %
b % FEA

Hoz0?
Ho7z07?
(9) a. EOAD EORE

b. EOKR%E  EDOAD

Holon?
Holzn?

(8a) (ZIFELH LEEIHCWHLHETL 5D T,
COIEMEICHEIZ W EIEAEFETIE RV,
—75 (8b) O WH DFENAILBEFE TIIEM M S %
RTHDOTHBA, HARGETIIEMEHRAES
NHEWZ LIl b, Ld HAFED (8b) 13451
LY A= arRearyTEFAMNOLRPLET
Ve ) JIFRFELE R > Tnd, EZ0
L) BBV TL LD TH A ) H Bolinger
(1978) OFET L L H 12, WELFEOBIEL S
BB SGENICHE L B\ e E 2 72
WWDTH DI Do

ZOMWIZER 72012, Jiihkd HARFETMIZ
bR EZ DL, BB
B 5 HARGEEWEOEV, AARFEICEDH- T
WREIZIE B WA Y 5 7)) v 7 (scrambling) 7%
HCEboTVDLEEZOND, ROT—F %%
ZATHEI,

TEDHI2D ?
"Dz 0 ?

(10)a. DS Zwvo0RH%
b. ¥ ZWo, ORE FEiE
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c. #EEmi TWLWOOREHN EDH-D?
SR ECHOENTVWBLHETH DS, HARGE
Tb (10b) 1ZREND X912, B (Logical
Form) IZBWCIIEMEHE PR LNL, La
L (10c) DEHAICWHEAZ S5 TY 7 LT
THIZL > TL A EWCODHEMENTLEID
Thbo, ARFEIZBNTDH (6¢) DIk EICED
N2 WHIZARTER SN TV B LENH S L)
HIFIDHTIEE DD, ZOFIFIIE, STtk
W a3 5720 D% AV M A—2arky
DO LFANFFE e\ AT 5 9O T WCO %[
ENTWBEDOT, (8a) & (8b) X FEMEDE W
HRONGBWEEZDLNETHDL Y, UloEg
o, BEMMERSIESOENICETES 2 252 v a (bl
WS DD E S G AIIE COBRS R SN
A D EREROTHRETH D, Thbh, il
DB SRR A RANT L0 TH-C, WL
HATHEE SN TV AR WWHZ A ST 5
WHTH D ERTDIEENRA Y b= a
MPEDNDLGEENHLEEZLDTH D,

3. BfErm2 | RENIY (Anti-Superiority
Effect)

WIZZDOHD 7 — A & L TREMEIZDOWTE
2E9. HAFETIE 4] 250 LERMLE
Wil v M A — gy TEETLE, DTk
IS %] AR b EDOMEIE 215 FI3CE T
MR 2 % &\ ) BIEDHENTH 5,

(INa. Yarviy Mz Z¥ Hoo?
b.* Varvixz ¥ ME Hoo?

(12) a.  #HeAs
bo* A FEAS

e koo
Klz?

COLE) BB OXE®EDT Y T AN
Saito (1994) %> Watanabe (1992) 7 &'I2 & - TZ2
il B E (Empty Category Principle) 7* & O i
PIRESNTWSEDS, HH (2014) (ZFERHERIH
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5O E AT, TIIxS L Kitagawa (2006)
DA Y b R—var @Iy FERAL
WEZ2 5 NAUS BNV EO SCEE B S5 &
FiEL T3, Kitagawa (2006: 113) DL %
RTHEI

(13) a. Speaker A: FEH & RE 25— O % DWW
Tl2rzHEdH) &L Tnwi
KGBD A8 %4l § 2729
AT AW
b. Speaker B: Z\2 078 Zed % &KD 9
ELTwier BTt
»EA

(14) REIZ (Wo7zwv) Zd #H2S o
BICEPAGLEN D o720 En) 2
LT,

Kitagawa D £ER$ 20, Bl 70V 74 —
THEFT L2 ET MM (13) & (14) 12 (11)
& (12) LiEEo CEWMHRATREICRZD, Zh
o TR LT 5 2L IEFETH DL, Z
D RN B THIEN T A 723 5E O BRI G D5
EHLE )R EDRIoTWnhLEEZ NS,
Kitagawa (2006) 132 ® X 9 HEHEICEIXHE
L HIISCEMEOHIMNCE L T4 R HE
LRTER SR WEREL TWb, KETI,
COL)BIVFIL EOE, EMTEOEHIHS
SEREERE ERCED L 2 E EREICT A5, 7
DOHNCHAGE L FFEEZ KL TAH LI,

(15) a. * What did you buy why?
b.  Why did you buy what?

Z IR L7z (15a-b) O CEMHIEro 2 >~ b
A MIMEHEPLZLDOTHY, %< OEENZ
NZHIRICHIT 2 AT E2EHH (2014) TDH,
INHPIELWEBIRTH L Z L 2Rt L Cakaii
ML EREL T b, FHOGHOFER
FA VI 2F 0TI A,



(16)a. EDFFET b IEFH D why IZK ST % WH

W —Mag I ARG ER L2 < <, RkREE
%%%%K%*?%ﬁﬁt@ﬁf<%:
ENTEL

h%%wgﬁ Wifiﬁ BB L 2WnT
W5 WH (in-situ-WH) (ZFX5G#E S 1T
w&ﬂﬁlf&%&u\

c. Why IZFEFEH B L 12 < v @D Tin-situ-WH
z i&ﬂ?‘, LHICRBT LI L8
TIEHEMIZ R A Z eI N TV S,

F7-, BEMoT—F LEMRIZ, SRR A
fifé 7z which-phrase % fifi 9 & SUBERLE O R AHEF]
ENTLEHIEwH e d, whyB T L EL
3L B\ CRREEEBI M) 5 2 DT D - T
LI ENGhET,

(17) a. Which book did you buy for which reason?
b. For which reason did you buy which book?

bHHAHARFETL FROBISEITRRTH %,

(18)a. LOHIPT ME BHo720?
b. % ECOHHET Ho7zD?

L 7L, Hornstein (1995) X (15b) @ X5 74l
L OSCFENZ B 2 3217 217 T\ %, Hornstein I
ST 23 FLB Y BHAE 7 B0 54 & 7225 TE SRR
LDOT =¥ LA RO T\ 5205, why 2D
AFENLESEMLOBROEDOWHIZRN RV
L Cwd, BTOBISZE SN K9 12 why
IS A A LD CP D SPEC DAV & (2 FE B L T\
DEEMSCIIETHELENTH L 05 (15b)
OBILH EFILFEH L 2 2 0ohrd Lhwven
IDTH b,

(19) a. * I wonder why who came.
b. * I wonder why Bill left when.

c. * I wonder why Bill lives where.

& 512, Hornstein (XL TFOBFILD & 5 IZFEEHD

CP @ SPEC D i |2 why % B8 & C & LD
BNbonH 5 EbIEML, T X9 23R
Wiz LUk, (15b) OHWARZZLTIELWH D
HOMPEN) BRI T ADTH 5,

(20) a. 22 Why did John threw who the ball?
b. ?7? Why did John give what to Bill?

F72, FHM (2014) F (15b) O EBREBER AT
B2 72 4 12 (X in-situ ® what 2%, Kuno (1982) @
WYY =T 4 ¥ 7 - F— (sorting key) DIEHEI%E
Wb hweEELL, V—F1
7o R—OFELIE, FNELEIZLTEZDY
AN EELHZEDOZ LT, TOEHEHES Z LD
TEAWHIEIHFEH SN TWEHDDORTH
D, (15b) @ what!Zin-situ-WH T % 7> & ikFHE
MAPFBEICER SN D AEICEIPNTNSE L

Wb —T4 7 - F—O&E T R-52
k#f%% b LA N/ L EEER Lo CP
D SPEC DALEIZE DL NIZWHE LT Y —T 4 ~
VRIS Rl o %tc TV W ERET S &,
(19a-c) D7 — %1%, HKFFEBEHFHN 7 (012
why SN2 L1127 Y, ZNDNE R TIEE
7RIl oTnB EEZ LML, ZOHWDIE
LU, (20ab) OCEEIMEL o TLEH D
X, why A WH2MI & OB TY — 7 1~
T —0FEE R LIS oTEY, KD
N owhy BT EB Sy — T 1 » 7 -
F—LLTHELRATITNEZL R h>oTWnE E
EZ N WED )

FEBIIE, ZEEMIBW TR LIZEPN
TWHRY =T 4 7 - F—=OFE xR -8 hn
7~xﬁ~oﬁi%% FhEy v - R o

B RERT HLEEEM L TH %, Dayal (1996,
2002, 2006) T ST 5 REFSERI L (REF-
Question) A2 MUIZH 725, Dayalld, Pope (1976)

DHMICL EDTVT, bbb T a—El
(Echo-Question) & REF-SEM % XB) ¥ 5, %
DT I—BEMIELEE DDA Vv M A= a3
LT, IKBZZRBhoehbEo2t %D
)MV BT EEERTLLDOTH LA,
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F ZE S0

/h$~ya/f

WEOWHERSCER UL FA5A
Haéﬂ%o

(21) a. Speaker A: He cooked something.
b. Speaker B: Who cooked what? v

Speaker B, EFEL HIFEICAZ SO ZN
FN—DOFOHMET LI ERFIRE LT, Tl
PO ) THhbEbIFThb, TOLH%
R TIE, Speaker A D% Z1E “John cooked a whole
chicken.” DX %I v 7 - RT7DEZ (single-
pair answer) (27 %o, REFSEM]SCIZMIC S LT
L9 boNEZLNL,

(22) a. Who killed Robert Kennedy when?
b. OK, who hit who first?

WINSEFNETNOWHDEZIZ D H DN —
DTHDHI LD o TWTREEINDLHDTH
Do TDEIZ, DTN RTDEZFBERT
% REFSEMI LTI, ®HLICEDPNIZWHD Y —
TA YT X —OEEER-TIEERVL, %
FRER L TR NIE RS hwnwE w2 L %
W9 b B REFEM LTIV —T 17 - ¥ —
LEFEHE ARG LS o TnhEEZ LN,
JeIZ JL 7z Kitagawa (2006) OIS (13a-b) & (14)
13 F SIZREFEERIICR > TWEDTH D, TD
HEDPL, AV M A—2aryRearyTXAM,S
REFEERICTH 5 &) Z EMAMEIC UL, X
BEHOBMBEEHPEONL L) 2 &2 THlT
o IZIZHIZA Y M A= aryRaryTF A,
T2HIEIL o THRMMICH I 2L b L
W) ZETIERL, FOXH)BTRkEeTHI LI
Lo TERMIRMOBEHNZE DL EV) T LT
H 5o FIEIOBEN MBS OREA OBy 6 1 E G5 E
SN WHD IR O EDMEIZHEAND I & AR
ENTW2A, B EHR OGO 6 L 7kEE
MR & BILRD 2V WH A R b ZE DAL E 2B L 5
ZEDNERENDLIDIITH D,

Lk RT3 R SRS B T — 8 DSHNCARAE S
%o den Dikken & Giannakidou (2002) 2 & % &,
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WEETIE “the hell’ #2135 ET VTN - RTD
DIRDFEZI B E VS,

(23) a.
b. (?) Who the hell is in love with who?

Who is in love with who?

(232) DEXELTIE, (242) DX BT -
) A ND% Z (pair-list answer), (24b) D X9 7
YT RTDEZ (single-pair answer), (24c)
D X9 BB 2 (functional answer) 254 T
WHETH H2%, (23b) OEZ L L CHEYI LD
(24b) DA TH %o

(24) a. John is in love with Mary, Sue is in love with
Bill, and Tom is in love with Jane.
b. John is in love with Mary.

c. Everybody is in love with his classmate.

D& RFEENS, —EIC “the hell” % &
tr % B LR S iREF%EFLﬁ)’C IhbLEZLND,
CNEwhy k&G —ACHTIEDLE, RiED
N F 9 5 o Hornstein (1995) TR/ &1L
7z (20a-b) £ D b “the hell” %D 7z/N— 3

NELER R BRI TH B LIRS NG S,

(25) a. Why the hell did John threw who the ball?
b. Why the hell did John give what to Bill?

F/2, HoAFNLEERLIZBNTD, M2
IV LEFEREOLENNR S5 N 5D, den
m&m&GMWM®MNM>ﬁ%%LTwéi5
12, CO%REEFHETEXTHLEND 5,
o (26a-c) %, Hornstein (1995) Tl L7z
(19a-c) &0 S EEOHABEED LHBDLDTH S,

(26) a. ? John doesn’t know why the hell who came.
b. ? John doesn’t know why Bill left when.

c. 7 John doesn’t know why Bill lives where.

T E 5
EEEET

EHIZ, ZoB% iEIZ!K?’i %)z%
(272) 12 LTix (28ac) @



H LN, [Woizw] 8DOw7z (27b) 121E (28b)
DY VTN RTDEZDIRDRE T 5o

Q7 a. #HDS fE DEHoTWED?
b. oo FHEAY FEE DOEXHoTnD
D ?

(28)a. Va vy AY =&, ZA—=ENEk F24
M= bDXHoTWD L,
b. VavdBA) —to0XHoTWVA L,
c. RALBGOMGAEEDEH > TWD L,

9 TlZKitagawa (2006) @ (14) OFILIZ 5
A& LN TVREH, Vo iz % & (29b)
L (30) LMREICY YU - RTDEZ ZERL
TWDLEMLTH S,

(29) a. Speaker A: FEH &R 2> & —Br DR 52 D
TM2rzHEbHIELTWwiE
KGBD A5 A &4 E 27229
72730

b. Speaker B: Z\x272% \Wio /oy i
x WL HEL T R
T T 5,

(30) FHEEIEZ worlw ¥ H#A o5
BICHDCRAEGLERSH >0 L vy 2
ETY,

DX NN, BGOSR SRR

S5 & XL, REFEMCE LTINSy v 7
oo RT DB ZDNFE SN D HERFERA T HET
LEEOMTH S, Kitagawa D ERT H L H 1214~
FA—YarearrFdA b LRt 5L
WENLEVIRAL » MIE LW, ZOFHEFEN
M HRRZD b OOFEREEEET S L DTIE
Vo SUEHIG E U CREBEMIEEAAAEL, FFBlZ%
LV A= arRearyTXFAMNOLRET L
LIS & o THRL 5 BRI T REN 2 % 2512 U
B RIFENENTVWEDTH b, LI2H T,
FD XD B TR 72 HASCEE 2 1A - & 0w

HDTIXRL, ZOL) R TRPWENTY AT
RTA TR ERBRE T REICLTWSE v 2
L DOTHDH,

4. fEE

Kfgclx, Fle7 a4 —tary7F A b
DTHR%T 5 L& o TEMHWA L 5
HRIZOWTHERE L7 d— W% A > b h—
TarCEMmENE EITEIECENTH D LY
WEhbT—H, HDLEEDA Y MA—a v
THEHINZY, BEOIVTFAMEE 26N
72035 LKA REIZ 22 5 L v ) FHEDD
LI EEME LI, FNEET AT, ZoER
MM OBAARIET v F LRI L2 ETlER
, ZokHnrTuavrs—tary7x* A oL
FA R BRI & BIEICBE L Cwab 2 k%
HEZ Lz BARIIZIZ, BERRIZOWT
WEER DR R CE B RS R ok
R L7z F72, REMMEILRIZOWTIE, why
R [ 7] HHERERE L BRE b 72T LS
Mool ZICOR, BHBEKAONLZ L
ZRL72.

SCEHEOHIRZ 3R 4 R BERAHREA TL 205,
HGsSHEF O EmE LT, f4 747 &
V' — % — OEJ% (native intuition) % IEMEICERES L,
FNEL LI~ A Y FICHAATN TV S L
152 S A& B P (Universal Grammar) & I-5
7% (I-language) DBGRHEEEZ A D T L A3 EAR
Eo TV UL, T—FOWNIEEIZRD T
ELZLEHvoThb,

=3

1 Pesetsky (1987) ¥, (4a) DT — %13 “but what
did WHO (actually) do” @ & 5 (Cwho ICi&%: & &
WA BRICECZADEBEL TV,

2 Ff, COZOOEMNEEmAELART - UX b
DEADTRETH D, ZDHRIFEZRICEMNDZ
&Y B,

3 Chierchia 1993, Comorovski 1996, Dayal 1996,
Hornstein 1995, Pesetsky 1987 % & # S BN &
&:o

4 Heider (1981) E I YBTHRLLDIICRT T
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>TY TN WCORKEHEMT 5 &ML TL
3L, EXT—BEBTHRKODBRENIRS5N 3,

5 Deguchi and Kitagawa (2002), S. Watanabe
(2000) BEBSRBDI &,

6 ZITR7AVTA—DFMILELVNDT
Kitagawa (2006) MOFREBAETIE A, BEEEIEL L
TTRTRADA > bR =23 ERTIEILT
60

7 (17a-b) & (18a-b) b~R7 -
HETH B,

8 Hornsteinld 5 — D *Why does John expect
who towin? EVWSBIZEHL TWLWEH, Zhid
“the hell” %% - T *Why the hell does John expect
whotowin? E UL THEMNREL EWVWES T
HB, BEZDLIZHEH>TVWBIDDIFRERET
ERD 5BV BEICAMICE 5L VDL, “the
hell’ ZIBHRAAXIELI e ZHZHH L LD
S5hH NGV,

R SDEAZDH
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