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Han, Jae-Hyeon. 1998. Structure of the Predicate Phrase. Linguistics,
6-1, 65-92. The purpose of this paper is to explore the syntactic and
semantic aspects of the small clause in the predicate structures. There are
two types of the small clauses in Korean. The one type is incomplete
complement structure such as the finite tense clause and nonfinite tense
clauses. For instance, the former type is John-ka Mary-eul buza-ta-ko
mitunta(John belives Mary to be rich) and the later type is John-ga bal-i
put—ke geuless-ta (John walked so that his feet were swollen).

In the analysis of the small clauses, we first review the problems of their
argument structures and advocate the PrP functional categories in Korean
small clause analysis. According to the PrP functional category we describe
the syntactic and semantic structures of the verbs and so-called secondly
predicates in Korean. Especially the small clause structures, whether they
have tense or not, can be classified as the ordinary, exceptional, and small
clauses under the PrP functional analysis. (Sungsil University)
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2. Bojd9 FTH

€ olAY H(clause)2 TAHE T2& BHEFolgln Y. o A
o AFRE A 7Fol W FHHEEC] HrE 33, FHFSEC H
e @} ol ¥ BYETL FATZE W3I7d A GEY WAFZE
g3l Aol MAXAole ¥rh o] T2 F BAY o) WY 8o ue}
# BRolgdx 3 12§ ME B 4AY + Ut AT ERAME B
Ag 39 £HFY 4 ¥AAA(Finite Feature)3 Al A A A (Tense Feature)
& SAHA 2 & EF W} Huddleston (1984: 208-23).

B9 715 ¢ 3t A FHE ofdl HEANY a-c A FHolx
d3AL d ¥ FHolh

(1) a. [She assumed] that he was right. Declarative
b. [She asked] who I was. Interrogative
c. [She remembered] what a struggle it had been. Exclamative
d. [She demanded] he be told. Passive

adz: (1de HERPE dA F FY¥oz AEdd o 2% @b
.

(2) a. He tried to sell it.
b. She advised me to do it.

$ F R T2 Aold WY B =t olFAUAY, oje] A¥
PAAH 49 Fgdo] AANE R ofn. T B A T2 3o
& vzdd Cbe FAA gl AT EA Rt F (bl I
A7 mest e WA (a)de ol ¥ FATI EAA e

ol ¥ o] ok o] HFAAL RA7FE e vl FTHY AA
£ SAMT(VP)Z ofefish o] dAl AR E 5 o
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(3) a. Ed intended Liz to repair it. base kind,+ to
b. Ed let Liz repair it. base kind,- to
c. Ed remembered repairing it. -ing kind
d. Ed had it repaired by Liz. ~en kind

(3ol A FAHAL gl e YATE Lize uiy EAALe] Fo 715 3§
718t E2FAHY £330 7)%& & Aoz sHAEV|E ¥ Huddleston
(1984:216). @etA (3a)¢] BAFTFRIE ()9 2o}

(4) Clause

Subject: Predicate:
NP EVP

Predicator Complement Complement

VP NP Clause
Predicate
EVP
Ed intended Liz to repair it

T8 FFAAT AAALE SARY RojEE ERE W 2 FHA A
o] "t}

1. g3 28 $UEE 489 #M(ternary branching)2® Huddlestoned 4}
FA2Mg Adsta 9t
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(5) a. [I hope] that they are moved. Finite; tensed
b. [I insist] that they be moved. Finite; non-tensed
c. (I wouldn’t let them] be moved. Non-finite; non-tensed

Gl FAt) 212 & 9 G (5o)e AAZE gvke FEA AT
a2y ¥3AAZ § 9 (Ga)% Gb)e TYE AWE& #a 3o

U7k @33R 98 E£FE g AEdE 2¥E, 493, R &3
o AZEA F23 f¥e HBoZ ERIL 2 72 [4L O 2
=2

(6) a. I knew [that you'd turn up] (declarative)
b. The judge ordered [that the sentence be carried out]
(imperative)
c. He asked me [whether I was leaving] (interrogative)

d. I noticed [what a pretty dress she was wearing)(exclamative)

@14 BE ANY Aol FME, BJE, I8, EE FEE] H7
X @t} (Radford(1988: 353-61)). oIt #eo] FHEFASY FH =2t Hof
7% & e REAY TR OESE B F U

3. A& 79 B4 R guTz

AN E MeT2E oFE RojEY AUFHA EFE IWRYUT
olgidt 44 7tedl B A =93zt st ¥ S4& W7 4
HHE FAY =90A AZE # A EAPE AXjnA @o $4
2o g F= EN QM E A2 AHE st A

YWy o2 GBoME AgrP(=IP)9] 7 & t&3 Fo] B9Fa gt
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(7 AgrP
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Agr’
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Reason Adv
Tl
T VP
Manner Adv

I
s
I\

(D9 FY=AM A Do Qe FAY BFode AYA EFAE €9 A
Ag TEHA Y 2dold. 284 WA Marantz(1995:364)= CP9
AETF2E o AYSA 933 Fo] 4P
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NEGP’
/\
NEG AGITOP
AGRo’
AGRo VP
/ \
Subject \'A
v Ol}ect

@)X E AGRP& AGRsP &t AGRoP €2 M¥3l2 NEGPE M&A A
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A% AL Addne (N} @)9 718 T2E $4sit £ £39 Fo
s ZFoj7t 71A X VP ol dAHE /& w23 QU ol B
FHolel #iAlel & + At JE & NPR olJz} B3, 493, £= 23
TE 2 7 Ut o4 #e 279 FATRE F4Y W 2 FA
T AAx 223 4 o

31 IPEY

BE 289 FATZRY @ N9 970 BEUE oeH ge oA
AR el Aol S5t ¥ 4 gin

(9) S ¥F: Chomsky(1981), Rothstein(1983)
S'¥F: Kitagawa(1985)
o7 Stowell(1981,1983)
BI17Z: Chomsky(1986)
INFL’: Hornstein & Lightfoot(1987)

olg{g TIE ERoE EFTFHD PG (1992W)A0M: mE 23
(complement small clauses)® #7}4 7 (adjunct small clauses)2 M E3}1
ATk oY EAHE £FTER IPE 71AY Aol o] =337 94
FAAA ERAR Co 18] 3G He3 @o] WU

(10Ya. C ---> [aWH, aFINITE]
b. that/e = [-WH, +FINITE] for/e = [-WH, -FINITE]
whether = [+WH, +/-FINITE] if = [+WH, +FINITE]
(11)a. I ---> [aTENSE, aAGR]
b. [+TENSE] ---> [aPAST]
{+AGR] ---> [a NUMBER, p PERSON]
c. 'Y FAl/e = [+TENSE, +AGR] to/e = [-TENSE, -AGR]

(10)7 (11)e] we} 249 FAFZE [NP XPl2 {wsisia, [XPle ¥
FE& PP, AP, NP, £ VP&i oA gt & o] RojiAHe EAIR
Z[NP XPJE& IP2 7tAYo2N FF2E t§3 Zo] vodFa gl




72 ¢A44

(12) a. I consider [p John [ [; e ] [ap honest]]]
b. You'll soon find [ John [r 1 e ] [ a genius at physics]]]
c. They expect [p John {1 [ e ] [pe out of the team]]]

A} & FEE ZE 23] Py o] P9 A I+ [-TNS, -AGR]Y
AdE& 71 FEFEe Aot £ 279 €9 7FE e TR PR
o] VP, AP, NP, ¥& PPa&l& A& (12)9A4 ojv] RoF 3 it § SCe
F&E (12a)°] 48 [P F3d 2AE Aot

32. AEA ¥4

239 FZEF =¥FZ(argument structure)st FAFTFR(syntactic
structure) 7+e] #A} XM E T 2 T2 AA tsAE AXNY ¢
91t} (Carrier-Randall, 1992:174-177).

(13) The gardener watered the tulips flat. (Transitive resultatives)
(14) The joggers ran their Nikes threadbare. (Intransitive resultatives)

BEALY A EFEgE BAfe] 239 FRE olBA ABEA(The
Binary SC Analysis), £4 423 ¥4(The Hybrid SC Analysis), ¥ 4%
A AMEM(The Ternary SC Analysis)e] M #3828 /% 4 Ut}

(15) a. The Binary SC Analysis
VP

TN

Vv /\
NP /\
water the tulips

run their Nikes threadbare
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b. The Hybrid SC Analysis

(1) Transitive resultatives

VP
v NP sC
water the tulips NP AP

PRO flat

(2) Intransitive resultatives

VP
/ \
v SC
, /\
run _ NP AP
AN
their Nikes threadbare

c. The Ternary Analysis

T

v " NP - AIP
water the tulips flat

run their Nikes threadbare
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Y 2PEAL A AU BHEAY F¥e AEA TR AFTAY
BA4e olfA FEEH JFdt a3y oA 23 Aoy ¥R
24 BAdM e 2RFA AFAAY §FAAAY a2 FAFRE 2o

949 A A BAE $419 =¥ FZ(Argument Structure)2 FE3H
AHEA Ao ElgF3lt= AL Carrier-Randall (1992:176-183)& xR A S
2 U AF €9 waterd)t L BEAE F Al =8 (argument), run
o 22 AFAE AFF(agent) =% ¥ AE a2 ¥ ol BAE
Z A FEANE U9 -grds)eE FHEH B2 ¥ e
F YR 2EEN g% AAHY v Felr],

(16) @ -Grids under the Binary SC Analysis

Basic verb Resultative verb
water agent [theme] agent [r-event]
run agent agent [r-event]

# 6)elM BXe] 5 MY FAZ J1RFAZ 29U ZFF ugge]
olg Bt 2 AL AFHY FAHresultative verb)oll A H o] zFAH
FzeqU ebEALe] FRAM Y oJujte] FEo] < €Y.

olghe Wi o2 FEA £Y qAdMe 2 Aolg & F U o] ¥
MelXe 234 £39 A= vZHY 39 471 22 e %37
Z2§ =% HYTg A BeEde FHoY & 72 ol B
oA &

(17) 8 -Grid under the Ternary Analysis

Basic verb Resultative verb
water agent [theme] agent [ theme r-state]
run agent agent [ r-state]

(16l X st g8 A7NME B5A water7t Adte ovigeo] 7|8 FAS
29 A4 Y FAR 24 F+Y FYdHE Aot 97AN F
A A& §A Hel £& NP7l 2 §4h9] =%0] € & jlde Aol
FEY AL “FAY £¥0 ¥ F Ad"e Y] ‘YdHeE FAY
eiolgte & Ui gede Aon. wmaM 2E BAd oA



oA ENEG HEA £4°] o ©IYE £ & Utk
33. PP #4

2 BAoEL BY&o| o|&(complex predicate theory)d} L Hol&
o2 FEHAG EfEo] o8 Chomsky(1955), Bach(1979), Dowty (1978,
1982), Bowers(1983), Jacobson (1983), 18] 22 Larson(1988) FollA +=2] &
Atk 28R 4Ho]&L  Chomsky(1981), Stowell(1981)F A =253
1= 3

(18) T consider John crazy/a fool.

& Azt F3o w2d (18) A Johnol ER}<&o consider crazy/a fool
o AP EAHogE RAolg, 2 FAY FHo w2A John crazy/ a
foold] D-72& A3 2L Fx=2 4AsE Aol

53] Bowers (1993:1)& (18)3} ZL 239 BHoA 75 Fo) X' o]
22 ¥7sod F43 SC Hed FRAAM T4E 723 A9 Fd¥
oguy FHAe] stttk Rojtt olgjd L AAsE Aol 7HEsE
d g AZA 2do| FFsojof ¥t} (a) WFo| 7Hd(internal subject
hypothesis)& ¥rddln; (b) FHI} SC AEd U FUdY 723 A8
31 (c) A8 498 F A9 X' olgg #A%Y.

A9 MR 2AL 2ENIE AU WEHS 42 JEHEFE MY
3 AHeolth o] A ¥HF XP9 X& Projgl Hsin o3 2L 7j&FH
£4E& 713 715 HFER A% (a) 9F9 =% (external arguments)$]
FHAA D-FZ AAE [Spec, Prlolsl; (b) P’ o= Aold o fHF
Y9 HAFAPEF YPE 7154 9(F-select)30]; (c) PrP ol 98 715
A=A Vel 3] Hol2 ¥ F3 2 4+ den; d) Pryg 9975
2 A< (predication)®]t}.

Aol A AR o] FARA] FHE S 2k AA, o] o]&L YFo
=% idn 23 L FEd dg Meddd dF FdE T2AYE AT
gt Aol o3l 9)Fo] =42 [Spec, Prioltt & Ao 2&|A [Spec,
Prle] =33 Pro] =3t qedA Yddd EAE, o] o8& X'ol&



7% ¥ A9

o AT& oA 2HE BRY (AY o PAH &k SCE ded

PrP & Prol HdIFA HFO2 AAZR, o] o]&L TYAH e F A%

(two-level) 29 X' o8& fAFHA et A=, ¢ Pro drjrl%

o = YH AFAA Aeolaty, e FA R Av@AAI AP At
ols} Z& Al PrPe D-F2& ofdfish o) B F gt

(19) PrP

N

primary subject NP Pr

/N

Pr VP

N

secondary subject NP \'A

N\

v XP complement

(19)h A Pre] Spec #1X9) e NP9 Vel Spec #1Xle} 3le NP € o
Fol2 EAM3ed A A Fojoln FAE oA Fojdn 4.
o] 4& Foi7l 18] Spec HAZ Fede] JFof =¥o] I § 72
A4 Vel ®olqd XP HF7t € 5 e AEF 3t £3 F Projth

2. A5A(1996)¢ 2B TZAN NE75E 3 84 Fo YRAY 7N5E F
2 3o 2AF2E =332 AUd o] YEAE A 2 Y44 Mgl Y 90
715 el GS3 2ol Moz SAEFHD U

(). John left the room angry.

(ii). John ate the meat raw.

(iii). John hammered the metal flat.

(i) APE 3] HAl A &ol(subject depictives, SD), (ii)8] AP 530 HAl Mg
ol(dbject depictive, OD), 223 (iii)®] APE =Hol FAM}Fel A gol(object
resultatives, DR)2 F¥3}l3 gt}
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3 FAY RO F 2YHE PP /IS FE BAY 4 Ao o
Pre] Ao FAl WF2 PrPe] T2 olelgl o] 2AsA BY 4 Atk

(20 PrP

(subject) NP Pr
N\
Pr XP (predicate)
g X=(V,A NP)

23¢ PrPE E4% 014 Pre) Spec AXe] A= 7o NPE ol
XP& #3Ew o XP A¥3F Xl #%HE ofao] V, A, N, E& Po|
. mebd PP 7H4 SelMe 23 FUAA Yo ofsh go uE
oA,

(21) a. {ip I'd like to have [pp you [p [pr e llpp with mellll
b. [r I won’t have [pp you [pr [ € Jlar moody all the time]ll]
c. [ We'll soon have [pr you [pr [rr € Jlwe a new manllj]
d. [ I won't have [pe you [pr [rr € Jlve know that I'm not that
kind of person]ll]

219 o5y V, A N, P& 42 PV, PA, PN, PP2 ¥4% a7 (22
olt. & (22)& 4249 ¢ol7l%d wa XC2 £4¥ Aot 28y 4
A AAY dFE PrPE 31, 23 U9 ¢ol& 2 73X w PP, AP,
NP, £ VP2 FEHt} o] @& vZY 9 (22)9] ¥4o] 2zt 2He F
AR XYL ¢ & Utk

Bowers(1993)¢] PrP ”H-’f—i:"?'ﬂ-ﬁ?‘; g3 gL FAE HEAY +
itk (22) 729 ©34 & 2N YA(reciprocal) £, N €4 R AP
JJFEH 5L HA9YY F Uk N TN BHO| his trousers= VS
APyl o] FE V'2RE @3z qudg w3, 7o Jone VI 44
§ Fol Pro} VP7} o| & Proez2iy 998 Roaust: Aol




8 @A 34

(22) a. John ironed his trousers smooth wet drunk.

PrpP
/\
NP, Pr'
/\
Pr’ APy
/\
Pr VP
/\
NP2 A
N\
\'A AP;
e
vV AP
|

John his trousers ironed smooth wet drunk

34. CP &4

FAA(1994) <3A PP FF9 BuAo] o= HLo] sM5HEE
RAF3 o, ot goje] SCHH AA(tense) R £FE 7|5 € 3&
Aol ol FoldME oWy WEEE AAZ e Aoz HAYje A
o] e}t Rolth el A& F3o WEES H&Eost NP B
& 43 RA3
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o 27H@) AAZgn P4
= rA7HE) AAta 4G
£ oasH@) AANcgn 4.
=

wA7HE) AARG 2 AGP.
CP

PrP

Pr
1% p WA HA al

% g Bzt e

3. V'~->V Comp & A& &AWL 4AHAM FA Bz FAE @
dae Aold| Compe ¥4z fo,0hA, Fo| 4¥ddn AT o8 &4
& "9A7 V'-->V Comp £ ¥4E 4 A& AAY otk
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b. Cp

PrP

NP Pr

NP Pr

NE g TR A ¢ & 9 AHH
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(23a)¢t (23b)8) D-FZRE (Ma)0]3, (23c)% (23d)e] D-F=2E (24b)e}
¥ 4 QAo o] £ T2 Aol WEE acl: AlM(tense) YEIA7} §1,
bel = AlAZL Ioke Foldh 22y (2Ba)sh (23b)olM WEE9 AAE
Yej2rt AT FAES A% FLP Hoz YA o9 Bo] A
A9 fFFote BARel Jol9) [him a genious]t B0l AA7} g 8
9 28 Fojo] 2BFRAMN £ ¥ F Aon ol A 4FAN =9
Li=3

adu 71%598F 19 Hel§ VP7l ofd PrPE BA3E Aol £47=
4ol of W@ A 2. 4822 [ne NP AP]S] 728 712 UZEE
AEY 1z

(25) a.
b.
c.
d

ulA7HE) rdn Pz
vl A7H@) dmckn 3.
uA7HE) 48Tz gz
P ZA7HE) MY AR

= - -
fobfok fob o
fe ole e orie

()= 24)¢ AL 722 WX EY AAZL £F5A A9 e Aoz
HHES & 5 Sk @714 o BoY AL (23)H (D)olA RER 9
Fold ALt FHolY BEAY § o B & JdE Aot & (WA}
duciuj} (vA1g decin] F o= Aol EFFo] Holx $& £3
ojt}, 1¥d go| I believe Fim to be honestSt I believe that he is
honesto) X} WX g2 Fo5} 1 F2o| wWe} him £& he2 UEldYg, F
427 himo] Folo]d v@AH VP AU £33 hesl Folojd A
VPl A3 43S ¢ F g

4 BTl NET 54

279 wol® FAN L& BAY B4¢ P2 179 A, 2
2A $Y52 BAY 4 & AS, BPE EAY £ e 3¢, 292
CPZ BM¥ % It 29% &9 279 Fed4 vasds 24y &
e NeTe Yvae AN RoE 23 Aol e B4 o
NeT 3E39 BAZ Hepsiolo} ¢ Aelch olA® YHolA & o o
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T3 e 4R AP AFGE FIHe Ao MeFol dE FAH dYe
F4E F AE Aol ¥ Aotk )

(26)a. Fo-€° A7} F2HWNW
b. 23 & FAAQA FALAN?
c £39 UF/HIYL FAWN?

ol WE ©3t7] A VP-U Fo](VP-Internal Subject) 7} 8o £jn|
Aol 9@ =297t 7Y F Ud Fol-g BAE A9 =¥l vy
BEANE B g £ FAFZ wEl ov]Y(thematic role)] A}ol&
AY F= Utk & 2HE o} MW(ie, VP, AP, PP, ¥ DP)9| Hu FA}
HEela 2480 oAl 23d 239 Fo AXdE HAL € & 3
o}v] 9 (thematic) NPte] & & lths F3AE 49 o4& B89 &
At

(27) a. *I consider there a problem.

b. *I could see there glow two eyes in the shadows.
(28) a. *I saw there be too many people sick.

b. *I made there be too many people sick.

(2DAMN B0 289 FoJ7} HA thered FT-+ &Y. £8 (28)9
4249 olHY FzJl VPUH (28)F #L HEo] FEHE A+E UG
ol 239 Fole FAe Npulo] & & v+ FA7 €4

¥ olyzt AdAME NP-ol¥ol UL AJEAME NP-olF9] 3l
e dAx o] 5 B4 Aol E F AUt

(29) John saw [vp them leave ]
(30) John believed [ Bill [ to [ve t have seen Mary]

(29914 289 Fo them® F5ol5E& Red QAN A94Fe F
o] Bille J& ¥7] A1 VP 7£ & AL @7l 1 729 Spec 4
A2 4e€ A% 28U 239 Fo7t 494 ojFE e A& 30
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oA BeFa glct (30)14 N Specoll 1 Fof Billo] 49FAI2 #
g 3¢ 7] e DY Spec HAE o] F o ¥l

a2y I FEFE 7HEE 239 €olF5A AAst 44 o3 4
H32 gEtdE g 438 £ Ut £ d$ Gla)dAd BXEe] &3 I
Wzo] ztao] [-TNS, -AGRIQJ o2 239 Fo|7} & ¥ £
t}. 3lb)e} £FE VP FZ AAZ ez I Foit FHE ¢¥E 5
At

(31) a. I consider [ him/*he sleeping]
b. I consider [ him/*he honest]

aPelE BojaAe) JEo] B3 2L Foj-go] BAE YAz 8l
g 798 FAE ANE & Atk 2 AA FAZ 23 Fof AL 3
AL itE dAHE FL& £ €4

(32) a. I consider [ it time to leave ]
b. I find [ it inconceivable that he should have gone ]
¢c. I want [ it snowing on my birthday

249 ofH NP7t Folde & v FA: K52 AAA
(floated emphatic reflexive)7} 3l E£3NA A9go] 753l

(33) I consider [ the president entirely responsible himself ]

Tg MEgrlz Ha e Aol gl
AF Q) the presidents= A8 Fo

of #5%Z AAAE EYRY F
wekA (33)ellA I APA} He
ol Ed”ol 8t

240 CP 727} 8 F & FAE £39 Fol7l IP {59 to-F74
A FolAY NP-oj¥€ 4 o

o)
K

(34) He was considered [ t honest ]
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o2 =AE B IP HFY WRATFRE U35 Fo] Az

3%)a GIP-->XPTI
i)' -->1XP
b. IP

o]FX golol SloA AWTFZE (35)% o] EHYLZA o9 23
FZ 94 (35)8 2 FRo| gzt ENE 4 gl

41. Foj-go BA

$4 Fol-go] BAE FE 239 A FYY FTAY FxdE AR
UFA= 732 2 o4vy FP& e dold.

(36) a. John made the dog furious.
b. John saw Hary upset.
c. John ate the meat raw.
d. John hammered the can flat.

(36)1 M B ANY o€ ELEL Fo+FAHEH+YBAIRZ o] FolA
A FALG Tl 2= NP Atole] vy @Al dids] dojdin. o
Ad (3R ZE EXojs Y{ATY Fojgdz ¥ + Y. F [the
dog is furious]s} #& #AZ MY & Ao a2 olg FUW 7= &
AR e Foi9 Afel YoME FIE 5T #HED. 53] Fod
AN E <doig} vlAstNZ #3E FXE Fd= A$ PP 7xE
ZE A42 239 F4E FEY F dgE Holg.



Ae? F= 8

37 a AFE (9871 dmn Y.
b, F8& [47 vire]n Qe
(38) a A7t A4 At
b. 987 FA Az
c. otel7} qmi o}
d A7 AUA gdq.
e. A7t 23A 3t

& (3N 2L oj8ul B HETRE 4FY 2WYE YoM B
ay ojE REE o= (B)F Z& 2EE Y & (B)E F
o A F A Hgost dehude ol&ut B Mgojoln. g
A Z1Zte] Agole =¥E JHAok ¥t JAd (3Ba)e B¢ Foks A
4o =¥e o3 Zo] RN 4 sld

Q9 [wAYE7t [ AUe7 #4] ¥d]

BN BE ANY Aol FUe) Folk BEolL MTe) Fo i
AYRALE & + AT B (@O BE AFA FRANE HYME]
9 Folt BEAS Fois YNQT

Y ZE A5 A7 Feist BAZL AAHE AL ol

L AFE Fo] A A9

- AFE o] ®A AT

. AFE W7} obZA £31

(40)8 FA & A4, Aq, £ & AYHA AFAECIT aYE
BT783 olE AFA} 2ol FERAME BFAS Meoe B3 Fo
g A A2 otun. o|9¥ (1998)°] 2| E (402)0 A A 2 A gol4
Roe Fols &£Ud AHAH EFA A Fole AFold. £ (40c)

4. o] FU1998)el = 289 Ngoist REAE TEd7] Aty 289 Mg
€ A 2 Hgoiet e Ao
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8 Aol ANHE Al 2 Mg} ofXge Foje WU WHA £
Fole PS5tk WX BFEAY AFASta AZPE EFAHY Folg
A 2 Ago9 Foi7t B4 LA} Fe AL ohyrh

ol ¥ YL FojolA Brto] ojyd FojdNE &3 & & Ao

(41) a. John promised Mary to go.
b. John persuade Mary to go.

(4l1a)04 B AME [go)d Fol& JohnUdl WA (45b)NME [gol9
Foe FFHoldd Maryelth. QoldX= A 2 H&olg Fojd &FAle
FAPEEA 3] ARG ZA3H. § (DA promises EEolR
persuade HAl E}EAIYAE B3R A 2 Agolg Foi7l Aoldr] |
ol

42. Heo FAA WF

ggoezE 49 FAY HFE MA YoM olg€ e FHaA
2 3% £ Axvke] #4171 of71 Atk Bach(1979)e] 21394 (413 @&
Tz@§ 894 F48A(discontinuous constituent)®2 FEzn QU &
(41a)¢) promised to go# 3hte] FAHLAC)AT BFASE A 2 A&
Atelel NP7} AlEe A42 TF3n ot o8 @ F ¢ FATESE &
Aol A 2o promised] RoE [to goldta HFE 4 IAT W [to
gol& HolZ2 UF Y Aol AYUSE AT WE ojEY ZEHAA
E 34949 4398 48R g AV o184 ARHA

promise to go 7} AEHAPAN R ¥E 3= dilg
E£AZ 3= promise to go# BHute] FAHLAZ AF e de E 9
o7t 1€ & stk 28y [to gol$t Ao Mary Alele] A& #4448
A2 FI= oY FYAHQ FAYRFZ AF=voln.

(42) a. John tried to do it
b. John wanted to go there.



Mgt F= 87

FALEAHY 4 A UFe M2 oy & AAY, FAEA
9 AZoME FA tried7t REHE Hsie Roz AF¢d wHA 9n
BoME ol&d 3t FAR AFEHT Ut oYY == e 2
€ %9 oujy Holg FEY & gtk o slAdch

(43) a John takes a rest_for an hour.
b. John rests for an hour.

(432)9] takes a reste VP73 & 4 fled wflA restse VolAY
ol V'Fze ¥ + AT HolxE VPFERE ol O E o] F
W Yol B3t 9n|7t FAdTE HelA ol ¥F HAPe &
A & 4 A w2y (42)9] tried to do & BL FRE BEon
promised to gost ¥& AMgole U9 FAHRArE=R NFHAC ueky
239 Xgolt NPe tBo 3l FHLALE o&0

43. 249 WF %Y

Bowers(1993:602)o &]3td A3 4o QoA 7|5 F= PrPE& H33l
£ o) 2 E FFH AU ol H4o] Fo] LW EA eI
AEg HAEY 2712 g9 XP 7l%& 3t WF9 X HF=He H5L
V., AN, 2 PY& Mg 23y #3009 A4t Qo9 33 ®
YA A @AY, v FEE & 5 UD. +4 [pe NP PP} 72 &
747 WEHE BA.

—

(44)a. 9

e ol A ZY.
b. N&e

Hj7} o xA £

B)e (499 F £39 2273 & vehd £8xoY. ol Bl B
ET7xd g8 He RERE 83 F2E V1R 4 e B34 4€5)
9 &FFxE HEAE TR Fede Holu mAM FAY YPF:E
goldtttn steigtx dol9 [him a genious]®t Z& F¥e 2HE o
dME FdA d9E & Ao .




8 ¥ AY

(45) CP
/P-rp\—
- P
VP Pr
Cp v
IP C
NP I
PrP 1
NP Pr’
NP Pr
J ]
Ay o o L'l > ) [-A) B9 o
AF g © w7} ol ¢ [-A] 29 ¢

a5y 7153 18] Rej# VP7} ohd PrP2 B4e 2] §3 72
B o ®Wa@ A 2k diolE [me NP AP]S] FX& 717 WEHR
FEH B4
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p

ojA7H &) Amrtn Az
o ZA7HE) Amctn 4zt
pA7HE) Aok Yz
o) R}7HE) ARz g
(47 a. Aoy s} o717t $-4-& 9A Ak
b. iojyz} o}7|& /& HA 35t
c. ooiyzt oprlofA +%& A 3}

fo

(2]
(@ (2 g 2
r H‘ 0
dr e e o

fot

46)& ANAE 7HA Aed N @DAAE AAE FA ¥ 2WE
WEsan e Feld o¥X 239 AA FF9e @AM PP ¥F
o oyl U 2EW A7 Y& € BAE 5 U FYGA(1994).

46)% (@79 AolYox T NIAY AP Fojd EXUTE
AL g & FAH o 993 ¢ F U

(50) a. AFE d2° FA A3
b. *¥F= Fo] A
(51 a. dFE FA4 HUG
b. *¥FE HA

2 H@AH 2Ho] Fold EAHA ¥EdD (50a)¢] FAG T A
2 Mgolg AFY F+ Gob)st Fe wEYH B3] FET. cIHE A
de ogd ge 72§ d3de AW €4

(52) a. [« BFE [2 €] ¥ H3t]
b. * [« AFE [ Q& AATL]

(52)7F 29A FRredd HAM (652b)7 HEY FRI)eclEe AL
Aze] AL S @ UEdHe of @AM Fx2 Hfd AdME St
old NPE uUlE3tz g7l WEolr. welr Syolle $H=Al A 2 Hgold
WX glojok 30 ol AL ul2 Fol9 wj@Y L& A
$-o)},
T§ 243 A9A Apo)9] u)A @A UAdME 93 L §9




90 @ A9

@A 4Ydde Adeiy 23FE slede ¢AY 2de AAY
F e 2A% AT

wo) RA AU = go] #A.

(53) a. BFE
FE "7t obZA XU = w7} ok

b. 3

] FU(199)AM £ (53)9] AR LEF PAY BAE AZH BARZ A
o3tn gk Aol HAE AF 9] HA} LEF FA Atelo] AL
AR A o ko] FAE 92 3 o€ Aole] BAY AAA
dE8cte AMAE iz BEE 9% YAde vAAE F uEdy &
2¢ ¥ Qe 42 AFAY. mA L) H5EFYE (459 ¥
AoA -2 ANY PrP 715HF #3& Zeda ¥ 5 39

5. 48

doje EEolR Folg MeF Jteve A 2¥8 X33 e
A%7F et olg g HAA EY Jlede HoFE F2E I AHs &
A F3xE Fe AR FEEY. B3] 2FTFR % A 90 F 54
of ¥ F#9 =9d R A = ST AAR L3S FA
Fz Bl glold IPEA, 482 ¥4, PP ¥4 283 CP #49 &
ARE AHHD oY A ALY PP BAo| gol= B0l 209
AAF2E EAREY YL =8

olalgt =g Tt dol9) 2AF HAE TR AlAY HEL
o2y WA Fole 2L HAAH F2E ZedE AL Byt
3] o9 43 71ed A7, Hg9 & ey A s RN E
d5Hoeg A4AE YR e F$T AFEY. 2da FAY BAY
FHoZ FIEA WA £ JHed 242 3 F de 24
§ BE5A FES Y 28 #e #AA o FAc.

a8y 23] ¥ FAH AFIL o] Foix7) AfAE Lde onjy
240 HeF2d 9% AU o A 2 HEje A% RANE w3
e B2 g
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