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Hong, Sung-Ryong. 2003. A Constraint-based Analysis of Small
Clause Constructions. The Linguistic Association of Korea Journal, 11(4),
229-246. Stowell (1981) treats many of the complements as projections of
the major categories N, V, A, and P, crucially modifying the X-bar Theory
he assumes in order to allow NP’s, VP's, AP’s, and PP’s to take subjects.

However, there are compelling, independent reasons for rejecting the
treatment of verbs of considering in terms of Stowell Structures. First,
there is the matter of constituency. In addition, there is some doubt about
the status of the transformation of ‘Subject-to-Object Raising’(SOR), which
began in the early 1970’s.

The purpose of this study is to analyze complementations, so—called small
clauses, in English based on the lexically constrained approach within the
Head-driven Phrase Structure Grammar(HPSG) framework by Pollard &
Sag(1994). From the constituency of pseudo-cleft and it-cleft, small clauses
are to be analyzed as the constructions which two complements are
subcategorized by the lexical property of the main verb. Accordingly,
semantic selection must work hand in hand with syntactic subcategorization
to get the appropriate analysis on the Small Clause Constructions.

F Aol (Key words): small clause, HPSG, lexical approach, Stowell Structure,
complement, subcategorization
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Ast Utk F, S VY 3
COMPE Al9jstiie A3 A &3 COMPE S& Hof
d Aol RBrlo](marker)Z Akt Wb H 2 01?47]%%%4 Lexical

»rr

Functional Grammar; LFG)e] &A= CPe} IPY +xE Atz Atk
HPSGY LFGE o359 A o] &(lexicalist theory)%"]dr. o]3 T 7tA
olgt FAMY dAhvw doge LS XA, ey dE-us) ol #

dlME e E Eol, INFLol#he 7IeFE dojdl ol ZeAhe ofvel
ofmel A, F& I

deEl-vi7l o2 4 Fx A F FAU 017 (VP-Internal Subject
Hypothesis)2 =% 75 WFok 24d/0)9] W59 723 dde] A4 o]
7P EARS] ud Foirt 18] A Ao Al 714 A E = Ae] ofy
2k Vol A o] Atelol A E AT 18] A o] A= o5 gtk 7HE ol

FHA0 ¥ BAS vnw FA3 g CP(=S)7t 4 F drk:
Ade meel oAk gk mEAL A9 vdehg 97 9ol

(1) a.*That John has come home.
b. (I know) that John has come home.
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(2) a. I believe John to be sincere.
b. John seems to be intelligent.
c. I consider John dishonest.

AEA o R Fo]-H 2o FF(Subject-Object Raising; SOR) ® Fo-F
o] <% (Subject-Subject Raising) 7o 2 4 (2a)9F ChE 44 A
STXAA AE olFe Aox BAdh

E

AL Aol 98t believelt seem®t 22 FALZF 9m|H o2 Proposition
Aegihs Abdol BAMH O R o859 Hojrl dojzts AMEE WY H
of gtk 27| el HlE FHolA I} HES o] FA Hsirid= A
FZAME s A AR B Hojok i o

OIN' 2 rulo

(3) 1 believe [1p John; to be [AP t; sincere]
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(4) John; seems [p t; to be [ap ti intelligent]

(@] BM %= AFTFEAA seem®] Boj= PR Hd@EE dolr) o] 4
o] FolE seem? ®TWFO] A 7pA] o] F It}

HPSGY LFG o] &ol A= ovj2 ®AZE SRl 3 de] Fx=
FARE O oF Ak TP S WobEolA thmth olF olEolAe FAE
& WopgolA @t

A= the3 2ol EA4dET

(5) T consider [ap=sc) John dishonest]

7)o A APZE A A® AFRo] utE AH(small clause)d Egls A&
ojt}. o] AEol HEB EAHE ofE 42F AEel HWAE Yz

(o]
o
consider#b= EA7F HAE u|H o HdElsty] wZolth
Stowell2 prove, expect, consider 52 A7} 21 thgo 2= T+ W
(phrase category)E& A@lsioF st Alofo] Ql7] wjitol, at98 3¢
HEA QL A eko] o]gfgt FALel Hol H EAA gulEA AHLEA ge
AL F5&o 2 tetoe® Stowell StructureDztx E#E FZ2E AA 8
ATt
Bl A9} o] Ado]l EWo AF YehE Fo| uiFo] 7pAdz &
SFoelA AAsts o3 HFe A9 7l WFY HA e Agd
Aol & HojFaL 9t
2 AT E-L o]yt Fio U 7T W e d%4s A=
Stowell T+Z2 FAHE A& 3te] HPSG °o|& & <t o3]8 H+ o
WMo g2 7|Estaxl ok

A

WA FA 7L 34 A8 sk sk Ve T 9 oH T4
]l HPSGSF LFG ©l& & 47 FA9 #dd 58 WEvs 8okstd
aATEe] g 2 71 9AS wulstat .

olEEel ZIEAR Wl Oig olslE vIFOR Stowell TEAM T
¥ CP/IP, 7Iswael o w49 s HPSGe SAH4 o194 £49

1) Stowell(1981)> X-bar ©|&& FA43t] ZAH 9 RHAES F HF N, V, A
o] BEAlZ A trE 3 9tk = (6)9A1 A E considers S7F ofd 3kt APS HFE
FHsle Aoz B3



Aol ofs) oulAere WFA A8 Aokl SR ofH FEo| e
g dEde Agey) flal BAA SeuFash 45 Aol ¢ W
e welng Bk & BA BAS molol WEA &40 FAA An

Tr# o] A& Fof gt Aot
o] €9 Stowell +%9 ¥
AL vz 2FE Bojo FAAR 3 FAlolth 19709 ZH-E
g SORS| A&l #e oy =9
£ ZAZ Stowell TZo 3 FAHS A¥uazt I £I HPSG
o]Ze & <rollA EEE dE B9 oHH EAd o5 1¥ dAEES
7] skaLAl ket
uiAwro 2 JFEY FE
|

o
o2 Stowell #43 Aol HS ¥3 HPSG = ‘ioﬂ"
7

2A3te] GB ol EAEC] Fdm 9t FALY il
o314 2 PHe Fo BU FEEY LvhE BAS AN B

b4 9l Bl Stowell(1981)0] 98 A=tk Stowelle 9
o e HES N, V, A P9 F& WF FAZ thFa k. o]
NP, VP, AP, PP7} Fol2 H3== 317 s 17t AA4= om 9=
X-Bar o2& FA438to] ALt ot 19 BALS &y g},

(6) VP
A% AP
| N
consider NP A’
| |
Kim A
|
happy
Stowell®] H WS HFH HHIF F A RHo= s
S} AT W7 WEel we TAES sdwd 1y 2o ¥
o] as-phrase A ¥ A FS S
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o}
3} consider?] % as HA
7b o EHAo] HE
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o] &h= "HZ:XJEE oA H HIHE Fet = ol& F HPSG
e SE VO HdFAeke 43S Adt COMPRE S& Hol=
£ o] ofd UF9 R7loj(marker)E EAFT} Wb FHZ LFG ©]
A= CPe IPe] +x25 At Jth(Bresnan 1988). Z1# Y LFGOlA
+ INFL¥ Vo + X7} 4 ]3} e d& AT INFLo| HALZ T
AEo] ke e A ¢ . old Ao g LFGE 7ITHFE <
AeAXE o3 Fo FHE S Trﬂﬂ‘:}
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(7) a. John seems to like linguistics.
b. Mary believes John to like linguistics.

LFGoﬂAﬂb 5L I BHES JSEAR Agdh 5 FANTE
EHAAE FATOlIL 2] ok gelEel Folrt A 3
i oMA S =4 7% Fxel wARTh olEol 919 FAlsh e

2) %7] GBol&elAl Johne| A(HZ)e] A9 BAkol ola) “of 9% 2@ o
oal slF etk AZsteth AT ol ZoAHE Johnol HIE FAT 9ol FAE
%5 wFel Agel AR ol5F F ARAL Arhn BA @,



234 &4 %

AL (DA AA &4 Fo7F =3 FxeF o ZAIfT= Aot o
v LFGYA H9uq Folg xASE WA= (7Ta)Y Yv7F ‘John
likes linguistics’ 2= A AAZF AAlsk= W&ol sk A <&o]=] Johno]
2= Al g Aol ofYel= Aotk HiFo] WEtHE seemS =E&
st FAsthe =7 HEAAL wHe] F4E wolEole Aolth believe®
oje} Zo] njouy Fol & JHAH F Ao 99 persuadeet o] FAHAMG
o] Fojv Aeide HA o7 Hrh

(8 a. seem V (1TPRED) = 'seem <(1XCOMP)>(1 SUBJ)’
(1 XCOMP SUBJ) = (1 SUB))
b. believe V (T PRED) = ’believe <(1XCOMP)(1OBJ)>(1SUBJ)’
(1 XCOMP SUB]J) = (10B))

8™ o]lE F FAFSY} try, persuade 5, Chomsky?] ™ol wzw &
Al, WA olF, &4 A £A Al 7HA F3 Y FAME e R
e AL oW ouE A= olEY T wAF FHA(ocal
dependency) 2.2 ol&2 A FAAIL I ESARY vrZ Y Tl EAsH
715 a73ta, o AolA FAE &4 (ong-distance dependency) U
H]EE}

% LFGE $% A7 FA4U} 3AANNE F5TE 1Y 8
@ vRlEon At %oz od B2e ous BAE wogow
A, FARORE wF TxS WF T2k FUNF Bne F9 9E
wobgolA R oRA T Aol

3. HF A A (Category Selection)d A&

3.1 Stowell Clause

GBI the (99 dlEe] E AL & shibe] mojuhe S EFT
iy,

(9) a. Kim said [that Sandy left].
b. Dana believed [Dominique to have made a mistake].
c. Tracy proved [the theorem false]
d. Gerry expects [those children off the ship].
e. Bo considered [Lou a friend].



oleld HolEel BAY BAe GBe Aol ols shle] U
TAHLOR (HFEF Z BAL believer AHEA F A FAH A4
el
=

822 HAEY = &Y NP(Fo)S b2 4 susS FHeoh

v (9l 2718 FARAE MR A W (90)-(9e)S] Ko
5o 3 e e =go] o 7]H ). Stowell(1983)0] o3 F&5F u}
o Zo] olg g HojEo] AHEA tFojHel sttt =g HEH A F
Al A Aol ou oS FWety] Wil dA A o]fe] oy vhE
T2 A4S B3r)ds A "ok Stowell> 9Tl Aok ojRo®
CPE Agtatth. 28y 54 28 €09 ®53 A9 xol7t gloiA
=

(10) a.x I consider [John off my shipl.
b.x I proved [the weapon in his possession].
c.x I expect [that man stupid].

wojo] W
s PR [
= dse Stowell«] dAY 2 BFE EHFol =Ho(d. I con51der to
[John off my ship)).

3.2 Kitagawa 2" A<t

Kitagawa(1985)% 9161 £A9 wol & WFE Aokel £A47} ohx
G5 ou Aok FuE ddo FHHHA Stowellol T ANY 24
BA2 FAN7 LA Sk

(11) a.* The doctor considers that patient dead tomorrow.

b. Unfortunately, our pilot considers that island off the route.

(12) a.x I expect that island off the route.
b. I expect that man dead by tomorrow.

ol 3l o &2 H-E Kitagawat: ‘consider = ‘A E(state of affairs)’ES
Bl Hol& Aleksle= AlolA FEe] W3l (change of state)' & YE &
B & A oFsh= A o] olyeta F3strh, WA expect™ ©] <t w9 A
oFg AAsith. uwhebA] 1ol BAA ofuwdt WHFAH A X considerst
expect®] Hole} F#sto] FHtE A ket olHfg AELS ST =



Tt oleld FRel Aol wold td BAe wad ojuAe 1
oAe ATFEE T & Atk 919 dEd oA t0F ANA HA o B
WAl 5 AL g dushel s BAEE A At

(13) T expect that island to be off the route.

el S expeeth 2ol welel WA G40 AANTAE 5
Aekel arol glrka s, o) Bheel (4a)s (14b)e] ol7k A =
=X B 5 g B

(14) a. I expect that island to be a good vacation spot.
b.x I expect that island a good vacation spot.
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St

(15) a. I consider that island to be off the route.
b. I consider that island to be a good vacation spot.
c. I consider that island a good vacation spot.

olg]3 JES B3 7t & F JE AL Stowelld tiHow AA,
expect®} consider= AP, PP, BAAIFE F&3tt. =4, expect2}
consider= AP H& PP Holg st¢d T3 sttie Zojth Al wa] &
A 9 TALEY 9uF &AL Hojg9 gu)d EAi F5 #ESrhe
o]t}

33 9" A A%H A BT

AF7A 31-32 A4 AT E wish o] BAHQ Aol weE BAY
Jgu A A9 e & Aek ey oY@ AER s WE Aol
ojul A g el ol of Frhe A ovse AL ohn

H
HPSGoll A om] & A <k
3 WFEA Ao oM B
Avstr] 93 9S8 a8 s
| oAl TthA] olEd #Ao=Z AHel BHAL AWuHY|E S}
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(16) a. Kim grew political.
b. Kim grew a success.
c.xKim grew sent more and more leaflets.
d.*Kim grew doing all the work.
e. Kim grew to like anchovies.

(17) a. Kim got political.
b.#Kim got a success.

(18) a. Kim turned out political.
b. Kim turned out a success.
c.*Kim turned out sent more and more leaflets.

(19) a. Kim ended up political.
b. Kim ended up a success.
c.*Kim ended up sent more and more leaflets.

(20) a.Kim waxed political.
b.xKim waxed a success.
c.*Kim waxed sent more and more leaflets.

il
i
%0
Nﬂ

= FAA that 4, A}

3) Sag and Pollard(1987)°1 A (16)-(20)oll A x5 <ujx o= -?}?,Fd FH79 A
& ‘verbs of becoming’ ©.2 A 3tr}, ol#l o E9 FAFY 9|
olFdE on AuA e MAYstE AL Bt
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AP, FEE Bole] 4 wEA Ak o3 s MFatt Hojof dh A
o] x| CP/IP #4 o] #&5% ¢hi=r}
4. Constituency®l 93 AHF 4]
4.1 Stowell TZ9| o33 &4

Stowell Structure®] 9&] EA}E EAsl= W] e 23k mjo =
L3 wAdE wE el #d EAolth. Wk consider 7 SAF t

o}
S o]o]xl= NP-XP <47} Stowell +%9
o] doA Al B (pseudo—cleft) T FAF #
s of 3},

TAAREIEH, s (21)
o ¥ (it—cleft) ?L—ro] 7}

(21) a.*What we considered was [Leslie in complete control of the
situation]
b.xIt was [Leslie in complete control of the situation] that we

considered.

fo

gy o8] dESe I vy E B AAHoer nEEAoln)
(22) a. What we feared most was [Leslie in complete control of the
situation].
b. It was [Leslie in complete control of the situation] that we
feared most.

GBol A Case filtere} 22 gl 28] (21a)9t (21b)e] XfolH& A4
g ey E=3 QDY (22)9 AelE FEE 7 A Hoh

olgl st oo st 7 WEe A2 HPSG ol Zol A4 % consider
9o TAE T MY R(F] o9 o)E FHethE ottt & HAo] NP9}
wo] Hojolth metA (2DAA &Y AolE Edw A& F /e T
(gap)= "M+ Aoz Aydd 4 A "ot o] AL consider 79 RoAE
o sy FAAREoR AWsleE 42" B3 Stowell e HEajo] ut

des 715 o5 Stk

»

OHJR

4.2 Fo]-532 o] A% (Subject-to-Object Raising; SOR) 7%

Rol5e] FAAMRY FAS B3 w & FAE 197000 2HE A



Chomsky 2 Stowelle] FAL Qo] o5 28 B4 o] A7 A&
EEEE R

(23) a. Pat believes Chris (to be) a spy.
b. Kim expects Sandy (to be) on time.
c. Terry proved Dana (to be) wrong about the regulations.

d. Lee prevented Dominique from being a scapegoat.

olef gt o Ee thal Chomsky(1973)4el] oz A|t®l F2=&= GBU A

=
=
AED e 24 FEd wEdez @ Aels neld §1 2

(24) VP
\Y% S(or IP)
| A
believes Chris to be a spy
olglgt x4 NP Chrisve B8 A E&0] o|Fojx&= &< Yxd9

Fo] 2 ol

T#; Postal(1974)9] & F5 F2A Y3 ol7F SOR HH 9
A4S B (259 Fxd FF E} olz]g o] fri= HAo] AR Fof
1ol Fasty] wjite]r),

(25) VP
\Y% NP VP(or S)
| | P
believes  Chris to be a spy

a8 oAl Stowell Txol dE EAHES HHET] Y (2609 EIF
PAL o] & (Complex NP Shift) &8 AHH7|Z g},

4) Chomsky(1973)% (24)°1 4 believe?] sistert= SZA 3}1}2] Propositions ©]
T3 don Chrise WEH Fol& 7HF3sta rt
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(26) a. Kim bought a book from Rene.
b. Kim bought from Rene - a book which taught him organic
knitting.

Postal(1974)& T+ (219 o5& 2A= (28)¢ Awral 12 At
o},

(27) a.* Are happy— all of the men who recovered from
mononucleosis?
b.x I regret the fact that were destroyed - so many of our
priceless relics.

(28) Complex NP Shift does not operate on NP's that are subjects at
the point of application.

@) FHe Foldele Sxel B olBAGS FrsHE Aotk W
GA olf e Avtahi ol e Qi BAFE B FAT o5
o 5 Qe 24 9Fsta A

o F BAE B W FAY thgol o WATE AFEA BHYALT
JES T F YAW Folt o5 £ e

2 wol#th wehd ozl
A

= = S (29) 94 AAE SOR F+Z°]#] Stowell
of olaf ANE Tetolt £F BAo] ol e AFsHE E e FAT B
F& Aol
(29) VP
A% NP XP
| |
consider Kim an acceptable candidate

quite acceptable

among the acceptable candidates

olel g HAlel tlsl GBelA BIWALT o5 nf AuyE oAl 3

5) Complex NP Shift leaves a trace that must be properly governed.
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(30) a. It was [him doing that] that I resented _
b. What I resented _ was [him doing that].

towell, 7223l HF°] GBol&& 7k 4
olfr= (BDelAM WA GBol T}

o

)

o

©

0o o

2 o

02

x g

z, 3

=

i o
o A

(e}

(31) If a subcategorizes the position B, a then 6-marks B.

1
5

£

i)

£ 9
kY
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% @De tg (329 «¥2 9% SOR 29
kst (3214 SAL Ak oule e @gux

Y M

ol
-
N

TRy

]

(32) a. We believe it to be obvious that Sandy will win.
b. We believed there to be no alternative.

AF7A AHE o5 B4& $3] SOR F+xv= 283S 4o
Z+4 Postal® and Pullum(1988)e] 33 RAAH TA FLES

Al A7 & (3D FAE Y d¥ 7 £7] Hof s RS UE
=

T AREA FAE
4 5 AHoutweigh) 7F2-

6) Postal(1974)2] SOR T-%<9] A EH@
B 9 Ao &) =k Aok (a)dllAl FARE

F AN (bl A F-AE F5AHprove) & -’F*—l E&DP.

-‘~—|~

m o it
o,

(1) a. I can prove that Bob easily outweighed Martha's goat.
b. I can prove Bob easily to have outweighed Martha's goat.

ol gt AMA S At v (e 2
(ii) A ‘sentential’ adverb cannot be inserted in a complement clause.

olglgt deg= F prove + NP + VPIINFI®| SOR &4 Wz 4 ()9 zkeld
= d4A EFE = A gk
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5. 22 & o3& & I %F(passive) TE
51 £2"dEA9 JFTE

believe the-o vlZ 2= NP= A2Eo|AY Stowell T7+F9 FHolgt=

wE GB AAlstel, MEHE T (33)9 AL g7 ga 0B
e kg

(33) a. Sandy was believed to be a spy(by almost everyone).
b. Terry was expected to win the prize( by almost everyone).
c. Bo was considered a great athlete(by all her coaches).
d. Dana was regarded as among the leading candidates (by
everyone).
e. Gerry was counted among the leading contenders(by the entire

committee).

oo dlEe theel GOAAAY FAF Tl NP7 W EHE o Fd
S ogle ASe ws gEolh

(34) a.*The doctor was resented examining Kim(by our whole family).
b. *Dana was resented having been chosen (by almost everyone).

g Fefel A olefg (33)3 (34)9] ApolE ojuf gt

& Aol 7hedrh? WA

GBolA 1 F2 FJSH(NP o]59 o) AL TIdeA K3l NP AW
&S m A= Aot} (33)oA T EEH ZAIHEHE ¢ bsorbed case’E zt
gl " 2gAM BE NPe

Tzl ol gl HHEA ol%ﬂﬁ
FAke] INFLol| o1& Ze] &
%gi ]EQ 2= ]jr'—y A—l

Case Filtero| 23] Z<& 3tgwlolof 35}~
of gtk ek (340 M FAF H o] NP
gEo] Wtk A GB AEFAe e
g gt

Hol o te NPl A weE 4
]

5.2 HPSGY| ¢33 5 +&

19943 Pollard & Sag?l ©o]23} 19991 Sag & Wasow?] Syntactic
TheoryDoll A 3] & TS A5t WHol Zol7F X £ AFoAE=

7) Ivan A. Sag and Thomas Wasow(1999)2¢] Syntactic Theoryol A 3] & & ©]3]



el BE olFH A7 243

H Ao

§-of =t EJ%EWP g2 g dus

AANzAS a2 3. 7

2EE wX3s
SOR F-Z<tell A (357 considerst E‘re AR TE T

SUBCAT #2~Ex (36)¢ SUBCAT ¥ 2~E=E HAHmapped) € th.

(35) a. SUBCAT <NP, NP, XP[+PRD]> (consider, rate)
b. SUBCAT <NP, NP, PP[as]> (regard, rate, count)
c. SUBCAT <NP, NP, PP[+PRD]> (count)
d. SUBCAT <NP, NP, VP[INF]> (believe, expect)

(36) a. SUBCAT <NP, XP[+PRDI], PP[byl> (considered, rated)
b. SUBCAT <NP, PPlas], PP[by]l> (regarded, rated, counted)
c. SUBCAT <NP, PP[+PRD], PP[by]> (counted)
d. SUBCAT <NP, VPIINF], PP[by]> (believed, expected)

SEe ol ATFHAD o3 oleld o FH BFo] ANt 2ol W

el FAlel =g FEE AT
(37) VP[PAS]
\Y% NP[+PRD] PP[by]
| | T~
considered a fool by everyone

T2 transitive-lexeme 32 FAE YHo 2 il I 5 &‘EHJ 3} A o] (word
FE)E FHo= Ast=E G FH o ]%— Aol s AT FAlC 4
8 A =3 Fxd WEtE Tiete] AR FEEH AN =3 FRE deTh
= 9g€9 ARG STRY ¥ZE # F HAx ﬁi NP7} §lej#]ar 1 tj4l 2 NP t}

29 947 AA 247 ") agla 1 FHol AEE 247 PPl & 4 =y
o] AAAE] EA o7} §jye] Fole} FAxF Hrh

8) It licenses phrases with a lexical head daughter and zero or more
complement daughters, which have satisfied all their subcategorization requirements
except the least oblique one (the subject)
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A71elM F5E AL rolM AWE o= Qs GBe FAMIEE =
ZIgel e & ahal HPSG ol 2o FAA, ojw A Fxe 23 7hx 1’
o ARl 24 S 7}00}71] gk},

HPSGOl A& shslwFel 99, axa4e, oue 9e Sol A= 4%
goel 79 o7 Aolsl AHezIH T FAH, v &yoz
FARE ofHH EA FASAL oldd WWe GBS R
g wAle] obd olfH AfomA A YL HHHE Aol AsFe

X
AT,

ot
ol

o)
=

P

6. 2 &

GBol &3 the A4 FAF o E(HPSG, LFG)9 A 72 A dE o
el 7kA Aol glov 53] tixs o] $hd okt Xq<c1ause>oﬂ 73

WAlS Bolal 9t o] RS Stowelle] AR EA e ofE &4
o] WAE YEhHi considergti= FAE HAE ‘ouHom M
| wjEolt}. Stowell& prove, expect, consider 59 %A}7}

=)
1 FoME Stowell® Ad(Small Clause)S 4y Ho] dE3E &
e
_\f]_

2= T Y (phrase category)E A€ok 3t A 2Fo] Q7] wl
o, skl Fste] AnkHQl Aefo] o] st FALS] Hol H EAAE
AegHA Fee FHslo] 1 teto & Stowell Structuredt B3 = +X

+ Chomsky(1973)¢}  Stowell(1981)¢]  F73}=
CP/AP, 7% %oﬂ g Ao BA} obdm, oA Aoke 5ud o9
4 el vehle oEdg Auasl N WA @Akl Fad
MRS 45 ggalol & mel FAL F BAl BA9 moje]

ol
o

T2 &4 st Tt o HEd 51101‘* @‘jr% Aol

B odAFo|A SORel #3+ Postal(1974) 04 F4%8 %22 AR Stowell

zol digt FAHEES AHATE. = considere 0} veo] sk 4R
wo g FAstux = Stowell FE Y Fxol AAE EAV UeE B
At

o] o] gk FAA o s HPSG ©] &2 & <lolA o33 EA{
93] &HtE FAE 4T F dS5E & F UYL dE 5] consider
ALY A9 TS At Fo] o]9e] F U] HolE FHsh=d
Shue F E-o] NP9 tf& sl &o] Hojolt) ol# o33 AHHo
7IHES o] Stowell T-Z2oA SHIE B4 S 1A Eoldd £4E +
TS SntEA 24T ¢ AT
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