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Seo, Ha-seok. 2004, A Predicate Analysis of Small Clause Constructions.
The linguistic Association of Korea Journal, 12(2), 97-113. This paper’s
aim is to suggest that SCs do form constituents, and that an understanding
of SCs peculiarities can only come from an understanding of the topic
structure of SCs. By considering what forms a topic in SCs, we can
understand why verbal SC complements do not allow raising, and adjectival
SC complements to raising verbs do not allow lowering. In doing so, I will
show that the matrix verb and SC predicate in some instances must form a
complex predicate at LF, and that there is functional structure-specifically,
topic phrase-within the SC. Pointing to differences between ECM/raising
and SC constructions does not necessarily argue against the SC hypothesis.
This paper focuses on the following two observations '@ the lack of passive
for verbs that take bare infinitival complements, and the lack of a narrow
scope interpretation for subjects raised from adjectival SCs. It shows that
with bare infinitival complements, the subject of the SC is not the topic;
this contrasts with adjectival SCs, where the subject must be a topic. The
differences between verbal and adjectival SCs then follow. Though the
differing restrictions found in verbal and adjectival SCs may appear to be
the result of independent properties, this paper shows that these restrictions
are tied to the same basic phenomenon-that of topic placement.

F A o](Key words): small clause, topic, infinitives, raising verbs.

1. HE&

A (small clauses)& olo]UHSAE 2 ¥ F(category)E AU
Williams(1975)7} &+ (1)9] o} o] FAle ojule] —ing® Ervie 4
(clause)& AHolghe FAE Fodld Lupdtgct o oHR 23 B
AL AN e =go] 3 gtk ady 2EE =4Heln Frz
< g HARZA HE B2 HREL ofUAY FAEY AP B4y
Algro 2 Hzhgle] gl
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(1) The lady riding the horse has blonde hair.

A2-e wEo HABAQY F%(subject-predicate) FAE FASAT AlA
9 YAV P AS wilE RoE I FEHE dwnyoz [NP XP]
24 NP7} ‘7r"‘°1% o] B3 XP7t €904 & (Z2a), (2b), (2c), (2d)9] NP,
AP, PP £ VP9 F&& ¥t

(2) a. I consider John silly. (NP AP)
b. I saw John run. (NP VP)
¢. I found John in the garden. (NP PP)
d. I consider John my best friend. (NP NP)

o]8) & ZHAdoA AL £oj(predicate) 2 VPR A HE A ofy
i NPs, APs 28] PPs £8 ot A& 93l v 23 AT
(small clause category) 7Fd& duH ozt YA HAH AdE o
2Zo] g o9 (3a), (3b), (3c)9 findel BolFENA (3o T+EFH &n
7} &8-& FHc

(3) a. I find [¢ c[that s this chair is undomfortable]].
b. I find [ this chair to be uncomfortable].
c. I find [« this chair uncomfortable].

(3a), (3b), (30)8) BREL 2 Yul7}t A9 H(arbitrary) 9vl7} oz}
A8 & (complementary) V2A (3a)= A7 A AHE UElE
ARo| A oju oxrt Bty ¢ wof 241, 3b)E A
7} Z23A s A 27 ZAAle] airt EHETE 28E BUS
o] AFESoIAY, 2H L o|FE Bo)E FAV AH AYdA 2] A4
o] =7 & olokr ¥ o 2AAE EFelth

A M T Z(small clause constructions)’t EALH o2 F-&@AE o]Fo]
Wrle] WMEE o3 E oW WFEJ g F glevtdl diMe A
= Aolo] 9)zo] ThE ). Jespersen(1924) £ HE “simple nexus"2 o
$74 71&s891, Stowell(1981, 1983, 1991)% Chomsky(1986)& o+
Bilpz2 7pdslg e, Radford(1988)e AdA7F =9} golT2E T3
91, Hornstein & Lightfoot(1987)% INFL® ®52 7Hdstdth o $7]
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Pollock(1989)9] 274 ¥¥7H4d (split INFL hypothesis)® Chomsky(1993)
o} HAolZoA uEHojR AMWF AgrP, 1231 Bowers(1993)7F A A|
& PrPd 59 Haegeman(1994)2] AgrPHFo] Wjdt =3 So] A™ 2o
e TEH JMHE B £ sld. B dFdAE ojge AHoira
(specifier hypothesis)® 7]% % %7} (functional category hypothesis)d} =
g8 2895 AV He A A(constituent) 7HAo) thate WA =
8t Bl BEOZE 28T sMMol 2RHoZE 1 Al P E(topic
structure) ] o] & el A vBlEFEGE PN A Fze EAH EAE
¥ & A2 (adjectival SCs)3} FAb2H(verbal SCs)& Aoz BEAsn
A o B oopyet 2MT e g4 e welgel A4(LF raising)
% AT Z3Hrestructuring)oll ™ FFHAME AFZEE =7 8o A
Gy, HATFEAMNY prox =N dUHA & AgE A
AM AFFE FAY WFE =i nr|z s}

2. 2ATx9 FAYF

289 A WFE WA oz FAEA 2R E#Eo(complex
predicate) ol st &4 283 7]% F Z(functional structure)®] & x|
o Fo g EAZ sokd 4 Qo

ado] TAA4E olFdu FAEE ALEL oW Hye 7% Ba}
(functional projections)7} EA%cn Wi 13 dA2A EA8gn B
E Aot &Ho i Stowells] ZE 7FHL A2HL o3 W Rz
AF3td . 28y Raposo & Uriagereka(1990), Cardinaletti & Guasti
(1995) & &dEd dgd 7153 A48 7489t Stowell(1981,
1983)¢] 247Hd e thf ()9 Zol &3 Boj(small clause complements)
¢t FAAbd Hof(infinitival clause complements)7t 8] & $ A& ZA 7z
 ohiA R fAS gD F3stg .

(4) John considers [Mary to be intelligent].

@AM BA ¥ NPY Marys WZE $AAE Fojolth, fAlsiA=
e G)NM Y FAb Fo| NPE WEE A48 Fojolrt.
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(5) a. We consider the thief intelligent.
b. We saw the thief leave.

el 5 Foler EEFAIZEYH HAEAE @] WE 5)Y 2EEA
HEE (49 o913 EA)(exceptional case-marking:ECM)9] EA}A ¥
¢ fATH R B RAeld. niAsAE uE (6a)Y ¥H¥EA RAE 7bA
AeFAY BAFEE (6b)e] ¥AHA BolE 7M1 AEFAY BAEFES
frabstoh. (6a)et (6b) ¥ AS o EFFo7t ixd A7 23 =
T BAA FRAAA vEHY BEYH o] Y2 Heddvn 2.

(6) a. The thief seems [t intelligent].
b. The thief seems [ti to be intelligent].

o]} ol dejA FANA/FTAT 2 Alelde &AI {FAAOl UL
U 2§ Aolddls FRHA FE S0 U F 493 EAHY Fole
EEFAZE g (Ta)sh 2ol F53tH0jd mos E7dE Fo A2
% F 3oy FA 4" Fojs (Th)s} #ol A5 F o ol F&
Ab 29 Foizt thE (To)Y dols &3 et}

(7) a. The thief is considered to be intelligent/to have left.
b. *The thief was seen leave.
¢. The thief is considered intelligent.

AB FEHE 24e TS SALE WF YA 42 ¥R
Aol e AN, Fol FA KUZYHY 459 A FEHAE
go] Ao} AHe FA £AE BASA W)

(8) a. The thief seems/appears to be intelligent/to leave everyday at
noon.
b. The thief seems/appears intelligent.
c. *The thief seems/appears leave everyday at noon.

o} o] AFEAI VEAILAE HAE F LA ¥ Williams(1984) &=
23H0E ZE AEFEAY BHA BAAE e ASEA Alolds iy
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e} o7t EAsy) Wgel wBcn FAsHth RHARoitE A
SFoi7t T BAbs gustel oW, €A 99 EE HY 5 3
Ak 8 wolst B GHute] shsache glolth

(9) a. People seem to be sick.
b. People seem sick.

Williams(1984)€ ol & AMdE o83t Ade Fojgt Fojr od
T2 FAM FAELE olEdE Hd WFHAT. Y May(1977,
1985) F-AAL HolE ZE FeFAY Folt =dyHdA 393}t
a Foj7h d Y d=2 HEoRgd AFo] 2HRHE wEHEGE
7Hd #E (90)9 FoI7t o FYsA ¥erirt BERHAIG g F3
gk oldl tidtd WilliamsE (9b)8] Fol7b EF XA W EHUS
Za F3sA.

3. 2 @Y F9 &ojFo]

2EYFY oA FA) LAY HUHPYE HA FALE LS 2g
A  #ol(thetic predication)oli, VLAl A8 L WFEAH & oi(categorical
predication) 24 1 FAe] Aol Muniy v B& HolA zo]lE el
t} ¥EFA folx Folzl Alz(event) 2 zHelA] MLEo] &ojst Fo
o zAAE ALA A7 A Fol7t de FHA(topic)E ol Fch HH
219 F ol Folz AREA @ A Ade § HoARAM vk Ho
Ak, weA 293 gole AldE 23 202 s AR A(event
reporting)?l EFo 2 BdAd 4 v oridA Fole A HA £8
I a8y A& AP HgAZ FHo] RE A H(new information)
& et o9 Fo] #o|4 YHEA FALEDN FEALA ML oo
9AH &o)(stage-level predicates)?} AHe]l& fois} gEdgmn, MEH &
ol(individual-level predicates)’t HF#% «olg} BHEETR T Calson(1977)
& F#s 4} o] BACA FALE Holy g& (1008 o] A, @
A 2olthg #4383 knowst & JEH gol= FHEEA gk

(10) a. The policeman saw the thief escape.
b. *The policeman saw the thief know French.
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FH FEA &Ad Hole o (113 2ol considerst & FAMF AW
2 &0 Y/AE FHEAY 878

(11) a. The policeman considers the thief intelligent.
b. The policeman judged the work acceptable.

ojglgt & Aol o (12)dA &} o] FAL Fo| HALT NP &4
of 93ld FRIHAXE Fh d¥E4$ HFH  Fol(Bare plural
categorical subjects)E F33 HME w3, YPE4 oy Fo|(Bare
plural thetic subjects)® &A% s & & 4 At Ladusaw(1994)+=
AF 3k

(12) a. The policeman saw the thief leave.
b. The policeman considers the thief intelligent.

olelg Aol £5TE Aol % &ole) Aols} AZVALT &5
e WEado]l WE £018 A3 ek AT A9 2ojg s
Hole 7bseA Rt ok WA NPE folz e 2WAME @3
o AR AT, PAH ok ¥ NEAH &0 BASA ¥y WRA
£018 2T WA og UM Lol £EHE WA g7} He
Hoiie,

(13) a. The mayor is considered [ t; a fool].
b. John; was madels ti a linguist](by all hard work).

o]¥ seems$t £ ASFANE HLHo g oz E NP €0 H AL
seems Thgol] @A A7 Williams(1983)E ml=2 )7} old g gojq
X¥E 'He seems a good man'®} & &0 3gdvzn dFsgxn
Stowell(1995) =% 'Ron seems a smart guy'7} €3¢ EAolzgta 3
At ERQAEL gduty oz o (14)0A4 9 Zo] A5FAte]l didt NP
Bol® 2Wa L7ITh o] WY VP Boldl At 0% o BURA =
=

(14) a. 7 He seems a good leader.
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b. * He seems left the building.
4. 23 WF9 FolAA Fo|

QoA EME AH9 goj¥He Aol AH Folo] tiF BALY ¢
29} Aelotx AT BAZF ol Kratzer(1995)F Fol& VP & £E 9
5o o BE YA F o] ol €olRYNE AsuyAHGn F3
FAT S GAH EoFolE VPURAA veuda i3 solFole
VP R deidttn AF3c @4 €07t Ae)H Bde xds
€ B34 Jdevdn AEY ol WFEH gdg ¥¥sE B3 by
7] W&o olgld 28 Fole HME & YA PG ox A=
R EEY ojFH BHIHA HIPHE ez g (158 o] gAFA}
(opinion verbs)& #H3dte A F9 NPEHES o|F& ¢tex, A¥3e
Fo] XA 9 TF(phrase)ZHE]Q] o] X Y@HA HELHA ¥7] wWE
o o] FA F NPE Fogxiodl EA¥ttn  Kayne(1984)3
Stowell(1991) F# g},

(15) a. ??Which subject; do you consider [a book about ] too boring
for your class?
b. 7?Who; did you find [a photograph of t;] rather unattractive?
c. 7?Who; did you judge [a rumor about t;] false?

s AZ4FAY A FALE Hste FAF ¥9) NPRREHY 0% o
& (16)% #o] B0} §& F&o] gv}

(16) a. Which planet; did you see [a picture of t;] appear on your
computer screen?
b. Who; did you let [a rumor about t] spread around the entire
department?
c. Which president; did you watch [a picture of ] burn in the
wastebasket?

A9 A& (15)hM HEA AH9 FojE FolZA(subject condition)d
k3l 7] wEe] Fole olFol Bl W (16)A 8 FAL LWe 3
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£ Fol zhg #WaA @tk od@ AN FARPY Folw
& (N3 Bol 15 L 3 gahe BHoIs} FALSL

(17) a. *Who did [a picture of t] anger you?
b. Who did you see [a picture of t]?

7)o A FAF 289 Folr EFHojg Rt AL ~EY Folm
Zolg} fAMETHE AE € & Utk olE thg (18)dA sk o] FHEA &
A BAF 2do] HEIH 2 Folrt ] dEA X YT ¢ F
At

(18) a. [rp NPilar t; All
b. [relve NP; V]I

FoA 2N FojE 2-o oujd g R ol JHorNH
2247 Bd" 71%5 HFAHfunctional projection'FP)Z ©] %31, AL &
Ao Zoj7l A9 oujdg Rojsx ojo Jgo2RE ojFIA o
sttt 7oA $AF 2EY FojE gujdg K3t #Hojo FHe=y
Bl o]%&x ¥qthE HolA EZojgh fFAbsith e HEA 29
Zole 7|5HFR o]FdYte MM Folgt fAMEIY 9 (18)2 F
o}z tha FFelA 2 AolE A Fr FrA BHE AAES
Zoh O s oW Foly ojFdYa tE FoE olFIA ¥Idt=
Holi, EAE o'l Folt 2udgg Rdse #oje do A ot

2 ol 1 99 o © oA EAEA FEvhe HdA Fol7t b=
t},

ojW oujojA MEHE FZ3y] % oW AolE e RS x¥H
apo]l olw HAIH zto]E onstE ReZ B 4 dth Takahashi(1994)
= HAZ0 o] E(minimalist program)olA ¥ £ ¥ o & (199 I 4@
A (chain uniformity)8 ¢t (20)¢] HAY o] F(shortest move)?] F €
g olgste] T HAEE st

(19) 94 da4e A
Chain must be uniform.
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(20) HEA o) F

Make the shortest move.

190l d4) dade] delx=dL 2L 97t obd A9 Ul o
dte] Rotata] REEE e Ao F (q,..a)d AH7E FoiHE 9
dHe d¥AE olFA R "WEe] ofF 845 A a8 He
& 4 gtk oAl Tk A9 doje JdME 82 F HAY ade 4
de MY 248 7HAA Rge AE Lo Q09 HEAY xHe
olEH M 849 AXY 2 8 Wi MY iE B YEF
o] ¢jxlojojof gt ootk Takahashit o] F £7 #Ydo o5 8
FOl2RE Y olF A4 dBAY Uy ATAYY olF HHd
el 7] g ] AU d S e Foju BE FEREHY olFS
7bestttn FRsAT. 2 SAZ ©E QDAA FoAFI FAF VPER
B 299 7153 FAR olFdA

(21) [p NPilve t; V1]

Fof ¢tol gl WH-79] o5 Fo| DPIl AHstefof &t} o]
A% QAF AXE 71 A dEFoEE A-fAolt 2y Foizt
FAFT VPEREH o] F3A7] Wi Fof DPES H7he dfd@dd
g giuiEo] vjEY Aok WY WH-F7F DPel UHaA 2 o F
gotd AdAY ojFe] fd fulso] vEHHo G a2y Foit of
E3A %3 FAFT VP el lew WH-7& | d#4de] ¥ 4
W52 gan Fof DPAl AFE ¢ At ol EHe g4 2EF &
Ab 2] FolRFE olFe Aol HPdHA o FA 2- Foit
4] fx dn FEA 2 Fos} ol FFTA F LA 2 Fo
€ olE3A7] WE 2 Udoll EESHR WH-F= a3 4849 94
U HaAR olFe dHE WA ¢ne olFHo A £ girh 2y
FAILE L Fole FAMT VP ol S17] W&o WH-77F Fojol 33}
o Qlow A4 A deol fuEA ¥ ol F ¥

olgh Zol FA 2 FEHAL 2 FolfA9 olE %A HEF
=t §AR AL Folsk HBA AW Fol Atelg] o]F 9] Xolg MW
aqFE el

olgt st AAYF FAQ Aol A YEA W HFH ¢
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ololm FA £AHLE AH & YUEE Aol A Folg YA
glAl e zpolrt EAZL HFH o) Fo|7t goldA €A A
2 o] Fol A9 A7t "o FH 2 YH gojoAMe Folr €lox
B o] otuy] ujFo] Ao FHAZ} HA F#rh Fo] YR olyF
ol Folzt 239 A E F st 43 BFAE Hed HFH
=ol& UehllE H84 LFHAAM Fole &0l Azt €} o] A S
Fol AVt H7 98 &2de olF o2 RE FeHo] HFEA 2
Fol7l A2 Y4XNE AR FA 2-AME Folrt FAE FA
2o FAL A Fole FAlY AXNE FeHA Foh

Raposo & Uriagereka(1995)= 9 A7 e 2= 71538 FHA7L
EAZctn sHEEAY. ol g st AM LA &AE Fole 7% H FY
x o] R Ao EAE 7]'5FH FA7F & A F(topic phraseTop P)7F HE
Rog B}l LA £HY Fozt FATY 2AH] &) fewH 1 F
oy FEAL FAL el A3t FAH ZNE HAWHIY FE Hez B
ot BAF 2" 293 &olg TsL = I Folrt A X A
REe BAAHE 1 Fol7} BANF VPUY 7] wFEo] Folpz A4E}
2 B3} ol sk Ho] AATE FAF -] tisiA e dWHOE 29
e A v Aoz FEHoAL 2y dgge SxEL oA
E 3AE etn 2339

Raposo&Uriagereka(1995)E #e]3 <ololX @AF Fojx FEFo] ¥
Aol #AF Aol =7 wWid A FHAst Fotn AFdATh ol d &3
M= ZFA7E A FE Al (topic markers)E2A 7|5 8tte Aotk {A}sE
FAo2 Jager(199H9)E Z UM &F9 zle]H(thetic clauses)S F3}H-Apol
3 AFAZA sty 1 Y3 quantification)= " (temporal)E eI

t REe ws Fre Aol

(22) a. If snow is falling, it is usually winter.
b. usually, [snow fall’(t)][winter’(t)]

Chierchia(1992)E oj81d A9 A= F3F-Alo] gk AFAHd LS HA%
o AFsde ¢d¥es MeHe Aode] AGRZA FHY & A
ohA okt RAlel tid AP S BAdld T HY A ojHR LI A
olof st FRFo g ALHL FHAZAM PFAsE 71F5FH 249 AlA
(tense) & Ztedn FESAC.
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5. 23 459 AT+

Stowell(1989)& A Mol WE F2E thE (23)& ZAHE 8o 2do] F
Ate] Bolz vehd wele 2R &2 Yel(logical form) E@ e HAel
A A FZ3Hrestructuring) § HEdn FYsAT

23

V'
/\\
\Y AP
/\
NP A
consider Jolhn foollish

ATz 8L e (24024 A3 ozt Xulsls ZEFA
JAHH AUt

(24)
/Y'\
/\I\ /AP\
\ T N}P A
consider foolish John [e];

! |

Jquig oz 99 (23)& 23 B¥EFH D-7Z FHE JEd Helm
24 249 RHF =g Ed S Jvebd Folth Stowelld (23)22
BE (24)8 ATFZEe] AMEE(mapping) S dFEAT ol Move-ad
BZZA(subcase) &2 53] (24)7} Mol Hojz o] RIlo o3ty (23)22
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HE] 229 4 gl ARelrh ol Baker(1983)e] ¢ < (incorporation)
BAgoz Ay % ot (2409 FR FEHoZE Chomsky(1975)°l
o % &I Wsld Rosold D-T29 fAET F FAE 9A
ger1&oj9 A NPHAEHE Hole E@solg 4¥0s A
oltt, 1 Yo 1 LA ol WNPFHA ofdte FHo 2EFH2
2 o)EEolAct ol 7ML EE&ojst D-FEAAA Mue =dFH
oA BAHADE RE LI Foh Rizzi(1986) 2dEe ATEIE
D-FxoA S-FZE9 Aoz Agdr 2kt &2E9 FEARo o
xet= Holrt thg olelgele] d(25)el et go] AwiEtE EEFAR
2ojglA] ¥& % e AE 2@

(25) ? 1 nostri amici gli; hanno reso [[Mafia piu
Qur friends to-him have rendered Maria more
affezionataleli].
affectionate
'Our friends have rendered Maria more affectionate to him.’

Rizzie FHol&Ho| AujA&ol29 AZXZAM waf tfgof(anaphor)z}
T ohE, (25)8] HEYAL Aol FEALe Hojo tiE AwpEFs
Ade] 71 gE e AARG. (B)E Holrk 1 (B & &Adr] A
o Mool EAE Aulstolol gtk Bowers(1984)9 o] 3(cliticization)
9 o]&d aME uEHHoz MYt BowersE Folo FHo9 &
He AAE P AoE sHdsted Fojt Baker(1988)7 Ate HIH
= ajoje] @A TN o|EFd wEum FADL Holx FHo] At
o] Zol® 1A EHE AulatA Ry fEo] $e) (257} HEelFE
Aolth, HEATF APE BAF Vol &5t o] EA HojA 7] WEd Hef
o o3& Aujo] wiated Aol epyriE Zelth. z2vt Chomsky(1986a)
o] X ujo) i #HAZA(minimality condition)& EFe] A'te] Apolel
7 "o} Aol oate] Moz AwEH7] WE] Hejzt 2 EXHE A
&2 ®aA o= Aolth Rizzi(1990)E olmth o A AAHEE
2 (relativized minimality condition)& A|¢rate] o] Fg-ol Atele] 7 #of
= g2 #dold og AuE walsts HolA HulFAbe o @ HAPFA =
by =gac 28y FAHLZAAAE Helrt BHD X0 9
oz EEW (25)eM ool 9F AujE FAJch 2FAL Hojze
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oldl S|R®A Fojrl PYRAIY BEEA Ale]d] 71X oW FhEdthe A
o] k& (26)A FHErh Rizziv (26)A EEFEAZ HAEHE Xy
g F UEE e V-A AENTEHY HLE st EFHL O Ay
F2Aq FHE /A1 fled, 1 gl EXRE HExWU Ad g3td
olo] o3 AuixelAtm FAF Rizzit AFRIEAo] dfdydzd
(string adjacency)ol HE=o] (26)2 FHFHolu (25)= HEHHlLR
Fghut,

(26) Gianni; gli; & [t affezionato ejl.
Gianni to~him is affecitonate
‘Gianni is affectionate to him.’

o] 28 Rizzi¢l 7HdolA Stowelle] Ao e =yde] A7FA A
o7t &), $tEolA Aot 29 FA ] dig Stowelle] MEH A4
t 99 23)8 D-Fx9 (249 = ¥uE BRud stdE o 4Ee
AT Y D-FREFE =H¥UE AGEE odrie HEHE
Aoz FAE 24y 249 A7z BML D-FRY S-FF Ale]
o HLHE AUA F£E S-729 =¥ Alold HLHE=ANE FHE
o Fx| E3)

g FHAHAY #Hstd 2FYFe AFZIE R, A fA A
AMAA proe FETEC o FEHolx] EHE MYl FAgk ApAH
prot =& Z(case)d 7] M =ddHedM REoZY A Fol9
o] & wiA Pl Foir EEFFAZEE AL Wt o Fojzt 1 3
AAgE FAY 4 A dxyez HAAHALE & UEE Agr, A=
2Edz Asdol fvte AL i@t LA £-e A EAG
5z gor} A EAHperception verbs)et WA E provt £ Folg
A5e dadte AR 5 Stowell(1951)2 gojolN LA 24
o W2y o7t =8 FedA fof olF & FHol BE B W
2 3k o] Aol ol de = HeldM AFEHE Fedes A
olt}, Stowell®] ©ol8l§ 714 & F843d FAZAA Hd HLHA o
2N Zo] = HeolA WA FA FATY Yo7 o]Fdd 1 F
o AT oyt RILE FASY clEo] BE V° 9 A ojFige
Holct,
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(27) [velsaw-[Top Washilil[Teer Dro [rop tj [vp Mary tx the dishes]]]

olg} 7o) =7 He o]F Fole 3}AF2 pro7t Chomsky(1993)% &
A2 ZZ(notion of equidistance)l Y3t AU A # sUokE Aotk
ol AT oyt dvt FAlY dolE olFdtn, nElR FATY A
AHole} HAFF VPO A Aozl Mary2RE TAYZ €tk 2 olf+ 34
Fo] A9 FAF Y A Ao 7} AT Hojo|Fo 93t ofr|H o
Y3 F& F99 AHE ol F7] "Fojtt AT VPY AAHE 9n|
o 91X 7}t oby 7] wi&e] AR 7}t 7hEEth Marye EEFA VPR o] E3
o FFHeRE 2 48 HAS] Asd Agr.dl AAHAR AsE F+ U
thi Bl 7)o A Fol=de thE (28)9 Chomsky(1995)9] 7HA of Af ¢}
2ol A 7% AHupper light verb) XA ojolA AAHAAE ez B4,

(28) [tp Johns [agrr Maryilagrlve ts [vp ti [velsaw-[rop washi)illvopp pro;
[Top' tj[vp t, tx the dishes]1}111]]

q8H A4 wgdaR Ao Holk AFEse Holsh BANH M,
¥ A7zHE =AU HES7] WE HAT prort AUHH
& 3e AL = YAl
6. 48

SAAER LA 2FEAAM AojE JEME AgAde] £HAH AA
Azo)7le &} ol A G HAYX) BAHSY HE FERHOEZE
S Aoz Bolof F)

HEZ2oa 513§ uiel o] dEA - AARA AALE HIYH F
AbE L AP E o HEA 239 Foly Ao Wi FFFE
A REAHZ ol F @, £ BEAS FAld diFd #Fy Fd9&
oo FALE Folr AL oYt ol FALEY Foj7t 4 FF
FENAN BmFoR o|FH & YurtE Uity o FHHAA IE F
7 A7 B £ UAY £ ZEoR9 19 #o ojFo] 7MEdte FH
Aol A7 AVHAA F Q7] wEd FF3e 2L sHFEA o
A2Aoe] TAHAE ¥AOE S 2d FAFRE 2HTYUH FAH
od 4 glvh
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2 =RdME BE Eo] A& /Ige Ag e ey dug
YJeEtle dx A7 GE AL ohycdh SAle EHelgrines Ad
Aoz EAstY AA RAE vifo] FAHH RYLE vElDT o1y
AHAH BAle £ETEC 2RO v £F EE AIYFAIS ol
E 2AA Rt B4 Aol gl

ST ZEY FAE WF A P2 WA O FHLNAM &L BE
S2E I gATRe FAA ojgste eg 1 DAL YYRAAL B
ol #te FA dE FETEL dosh, a¥n FEA 2H2ZRE
deEHoAR Folod W@ HAH FHaHMe FoAd 2He FUAWt ole
YEFAA Boldte 249 Fo7} BAZ HA Ein F&4 2EHT
Fo17b BAZE He ez FA 28N P8AF £EY Aol BAFA
o.oobge & EEodMe ¥BA 2 HolE ZHE AEEAS RAA R
°ol& ZE 4STAE Hlus 1T FEY FAA A7t T F
17t ATt HeA ARE =i BEgrh R o AHFEY A
TEHAN A7t =FEdA EA87] dEd JEH Fe vy
Y A9 Aole ATZ%HY eolPd dAdGE RAE =AU A
Tt E RN BFA 2 2W T2 goEMY 4 FAYERE T8
¥ 5 e o8] v AR A dFHolor ¥ Ao Qg

AnEY

Bowers, John.(1993). The Syntax of Predication, Linguistic Inquiry 24.

Cardinaletti, Anna, and Maria Teresa Guasti, eds.(1995). Syntax and
Smantics 28° Small Clauses. San Diego, Calif.: Academic Press.

Calson, Greg.(1977). References to kinds in English. Doctoral dissertation,
University Massachusetts at Amherst.

Chierchis, Gennaro.(1992). Anaphora and dynamic binding. Linguistics
and Philosophy 15, 111-184.

Chomsky, Noam.(1975). The Logical Structure of Linguistic Theory (Logical
Structure). Plenum Press.

Chomsky, Noam.(1986b). Barriers, Cambridge, Mass.: MIT Press.

Chomsky, Noam.(1993). A minimalist program for linguistic theory. In
The view of form Building 20 Essays in linguistics in honor of



112 M3y

Sylvain Bromberger, 1-52. Cambridge, Mass.: MIT Press.

Chomsky, Noam.(1995). Categories and transformations. In The Minimalist
program, 219-394. Cambridge, Mass.: MIT Press.

Haegeman, L.(1998). Introduction to Government & Binding Theory,
Basil Blackwell, INC., Cambridge, Mass.

Hornstein, N. & Lightfoot, D.(1987). Predication and PRO, Language, 63.

Jager, Gerhard.(1995). The stage/individual contrast revisited In
Proceedings of the 15th West Coast Conference on Formal
Linguistics, ed. by Brian Agbayani and Sze-Wing Tang, 224-240.
Stanford, Calif.: CSLI Publications.

Jespersen, Otto.(1924). The Philosophy of Grammar, Henry Holt & co,
New York, repr., 1968, w. w. Norton & Company Inc., New York.

Kayne, Richard.(1984). Connectedness and binary branching. Dordrecht:
Foris.

Kratzer, Angelika.(1995). Stage level and individual level predicates. In
The generic book, ed. by Gregory Carlson and Francis Jeffrey
Pelletier, 125-175. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Ladusaw, William.(1994). Thetic and categorical, stage and individual,
weak and strong. In Proceedings from Semantics and Linguistic
Theory IV, ed. by Mandy Harvey and Lynn Santelmann, 220-229.
Ithaca, N.Y.: Cornell University, CLC Publications.

May, Robert.(1977). The grammar of quantification. Doctoral dissertation,
MIT, Cambridge Mass.

May, Robert. (1985). Logical Form: Its structure and derivation. Cambridge,
Mass.: MITPress.

Radford, A.(1988). Transformational Grammar. Cambridge University Press.

Raposo, Eduardo, and Juan Uriagereka. (1995). Two types of small
clauses(Toward a syntax of theme/rheme relations). In Syntax
and semantics 28: Small clauses, ed. by Anna Cardinaletti and
Maria Teresa Guasti, 179-206. San Diego, Calif.: Academic Press.

Stowell, Tim.(1981). Origins of phrase structure. Doctoral dissertation,
MIT: Cambridge, Mass.

Stowell, Tim.(1983). Subjects across categories. The Linguistic Review
2, 285-312.



2ATEY o84 13

Stowell, Tim.(1989). Raising in Irish and Projection Principle, Natural
Language and Linguistic Theory 7.

Stowell, Tim.(1991). Small clause restructuring. In Principles and parameters
in comparative grammar, ed. by Robert Freidin, 182-218. Cambridge,
Mass.: MIT Press.

Stowell, Tim.(1995). Remarks on clause structure. In Syntax and semantics
28: Small clauses, ed. by Anna Cardinaletti and Maria Teresa
Guasti, 271-286. San Diego, Calif.. Academic Press.

Takahashi, Daiko.(1994). Minimality of movement. Doctoral dissertation,
University of Connecticut, Storrs.

Williams, Edwin.(1975). Small Clauses in English. In J.P.Kimball,(ed),
Syntax and Semantics 4, 249-273.Academic Press, Orlando.

Williams, Edwin.(1984). There-insertion. Linguistic Inquiry 15, 131-154.

k!

573-716 & FAHA] v EE A8 X
AR AFEHE GG E T
3} (063)469-4322

o] o ¥: haseok@kunsan.ac kr

Received: 10 May, 2004
Revised: 26 May, 2004
Accepted: 3 Jun, 2004



