Jole] e HBA B FAH B
Aadolgtole] g

1 HEg 5. 948 A3 Holg

2. 493 aA 6. 7H8Y B39 A A&
3. #41 7. 9EY

4. S| FAbo| &9 o H2

L #HZ

Euode AFHZ (feaure check-off)E F3 P AQsHAA o)
HAFAIER HT & Ao FEAIFe A Ao} SHcomputational linguistics)3 3
2& AxFg. B3 £ A1dae 718 AYH(subjunctive mood)o]A Helz}
(selecto)) FHe] FAleh HAedAl(selector)] FHHe FAE ZRHQ WA
(local relation)& Boju 914 HHBAAE ZASEE REe AFPHos 49
o WA WHFRAHY A YA HAYArt A A} o] @A (sister
relation)Z AT 7Y YL oY ZRHBAE A7A deth «F ()
£ BA.

(1) a. They suggest that John be/'is in N.Y.
b. They have decided that John "befis in N.Y.

d8 MM Bx, 3938 FAd wmeM dHEe AL HEY ¥H

o o} & A 26 £(2000.6.30), §Zojdts.
* e dER 2t
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(subjunctive form)2 & AHQIA, & 4% ¥el(indicative form)E & U A7} 4
e Ad9a] 493 FAeE gddA] sHAE FA Aloldle A= HBA
(selectional relation)7} U&= B33, |59 AT F2H FAE oF2 A
A gt old 9AE] A9F TAe HdAd JMYr 3823 FAE o)F
oo} gtte A%E UFAFA RFEEZ, ofd tfd o] Ko] Wit
BaoME ojAd o8 BRYg st ol T ol REAFNA AdEHE
AA3 7o) 718 (subjunctive mood)olj A 7IA[H o2 FHAN Bl& YA L A
F de ALFHA Fdo AHE € 5 UARF Pk

2. A H3A

Aezte} gzt 42 Yhead)dt v Folnt. F HhAQ] o] HHgal
Ao 7E Y@ o] FPHA FE 2 AL o] TP He FAL
(projection)©] 7] W&o o] 2 A(feature) FFIch wetr o] ujE A9
gopgre 2 Ao o] zte AFE AU Fon AdY A ol o
Ao 8 Aty 2% = A3, AgadE §L 43 g9 d9aA
gt &g duigtn EF Ak ol RS FAY AuT HHAM = vel
gt &, AL ZE Aul7E d9EAe et 9 £°] FAF wondere what
7 Ado] dAEE FYH (empty head)d BEATL H CPE e 3, thato] &
Q) CPE Hestx= gt} ¥hHo] thinke thato] 8¢l CPE A 3}7181 whaty}
Y X|(agreement) & Zte FY (empty head)o] HHFAIQ CPE Avj7E A3}
Zeth 059 dEEL 1 BA

(2) a. John wondered what Peter read.
b. “John wondered that Peter read the book.
c. John thought that Peter read the book.
d. “John thought what Peter read.

oA BXo] FAl wonders} thinke CPE AYE 4 Wie & ZE CPE
Adste Zlo] ofe}l AeYss Auj7e o we Ao o477 AYEY. F,
A Mz FAE HAY Hg degste Aok ol d FALY AwjFe] @
Meto] g AFe BEAS finite INFLF} nonfinite INFLS] Helol X% vepdc).
029 & BAD
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(3) a. John thought that Peter read the book.
b. "John thought that Peter to read the book.

Gost Ghe H49) Fole Gaye sH91HA finite INFLO| ALEEUL, (36)2)
S} 8o nonfinite INFLO] AH& Aot Welx (3b)e] W]EWAL nonfinite
INFLo| 71918922 ¢ 4 itk $A} thinke o] had) CPE Hedsh}, nER
that-& finite INFLo} #<l IPRHE Meldle= AHold. &, B9} INFL#e] A3
Aoko] HEHE otk THEolM FAbe] HER forsh thato] B VS BE
2 a3

(4) a. The police want [for the FBI to monitor terrorists]
b. “The police want [that the FBI monitors terrorists]

(4a)s} (4b) ol FAL wanty} 3H1H CPE MAFEANT BER thato] ¥
A @b HEoE A9HY FAF wantt CPE AR ¢3& RoFErT) W
B2 for7} $Q CP7} BAF wantd] Az Meld da)s AFLE2 FA} wantv}
93 CPo 8¢ Hess 44 Ao

Aol N EtRo| FAH R e A7 deol] glof 1 Avj7e] el A
el Melg &4 He Aolt ol F dA9Ae HAYAY Hdd dAe €A
2 Ade #AiEtE FAH) @A b d& EE§ A

(5) a. We are hoping for John to come up with some new idea.
b. I hope that she likes the flowers.

(5a)8} (5b) oA FA} hoper BEA fordt thatg A & &8 HoFd
o] 4 FA} hope7t ¥4 A€E& 34 nonfinite INFLZ finite INFLE MHeid
F et Aotk (5a) oA FAF hopert REA forE AEstn FAl
nonfinite INFL-& Ae3t Holeln BA. &, (SadiA BEA forr} ZAHOZ
nonfinite) to® AEF o] olg FA} hopert ¥A WL FHE 7HeAol
o vhRbAZ (b)) hopert HEA thatg MHFH FAlel, A Ae
finite INF& Ad3lgcn &2 23 hoper FAHOE RHEA that? for F
ol Holgtr Melo] s5aThe Aol: finitet} nonfinite 5 oj= Zolztx X

1) o1 % finite INFLY} nonfinite INFLS Qo1 ALg- %o,
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o] 75t Aot a2y ol d 9T dddde YA dvth IS
d8 B7Z2 A}

(6) a. "We are hoping that John to come up with some new idea.
b. ‘T hope for she likes the flowers.

(6a)9lA] FA} hope7t nonfinite INFLE 3 Me¥ 7154 & R & 3al (5a)
s} (6a)9] kol (6a)oll M= HEAL forth Al thato] AHE-E Zo|t}. (Sa)2t (Sb)ollA
Bgt%, A hope7t B &2} ford)l thatg AEE 4 Aoe F& 1Y o, (6a)y
HFYAL hopert that& AHEHH7] HEL oty B} YA Y&
nonfinite INFLQ) to-infinite 7} hopeol] €J3jA] Meg £ QI7] wjFo v Folztd
(5a) 7} AEol St olfE AYUE F gtk Ga)sk (6a)9 Aole ©A (6a)ollA
forth 4l thato] #¢) AHolt}k uwe}r (6a) 7} vEo] HE A2 that¥} nonfinte INFL
e} @Aelct. Z nonfinite INFLO] thato] ]3] Helo] & 4= g17] W& Ho|ct
B E 32} thate nonfinite INFLE A e18}x] 2513 finite INFLT JeE 4= e Al
ofo] HE} thate] RaEo] Qe Zolth RAME do] (6h)el= HE E F A
o} o) AYA Al AF )¢ ©)NM Exol dABAI oty FAF
3 A Holot

e EHES a93d AYAYe Ao7E Hddte Jhae HA92 2
77t Z2HQ] BAE AL dde FH A dgaA e A9 o
o Az 7o e du@Algte Folth ol RUAHQ I FH A4
BAE Hojues TEO U3, o8 HAd wE 23 @A gGise 84
o] Aok olAF FAH MABAE Holue EAFEN sl offeAM TR
2 3o

3. EAIH

oM RBotol Meizis} gz HHAAE FAHA @Atk 2y
ol g ZAAH FAE Houe TEEC] Ut e 48 RIIE A

(7) a. We proposed that Peter go/ 'went to school.
b. We thought that Peter 'go/went to school.



golel JYA @A A FAH F47 Aoy HE 277

(7))} HEHAME 7HEY A7 g€ wd, (ThdMe 4ol HAdHA
o oA & nig} o] BEA thato] £ INFLE JH3te HE& 12id 9 (7a)
ol A that = 7} (subjunctive)d A3, (Th)ol|A ] that 2 (indicative)-S
At & Aotk o] AR thato] 7MY FAAYE 2F AT + 3
e 28€ 22809 (TadA AAYR wentrt HEHEHA v @ (Th)olA
goZh d9o] Hxl gv A4S ABE 71 Aok F, thato] F£H ] M (mood)
& AAse Aol ofel 299 advt AEE AR Bopain, A = 3
AEo Aol MY AAYY 9L FH FA 93 AYEH F F
HEA os) &5 Mol Mddse €A AduAr AT o)L o]
AR HolA L7t & deaie giddxizie] A3 @A 2 Yoy
. 71E9] ZAF BAE KA} HEAME oleE €A BAA G o9
Beto] Eriusich whet Mezie} Mexizte] A HQ VAE KAHLA 34
72)9] that#} (7b)] thato] ZZ HAYH ALY E FAFHLE YT E Fojo}
gtk & o¥FoE eyl 2L that o] AMEY TE FAY thaog FAH
ATE 7HAE dtejop gt F, thatl e 7Y AHE HEE thake FAY A
He ddgitn Aol & Rojoh ol 7t thatld} tha?z & 242 A
21 NP FHAA BAE FAA He Aotk ol Compe 99 A&
for7} nonfinite INFL-E& XMejdts AL 715, zizte] thate] subjunctives}
indicative® HNel¥ &+ Sle AFE /MEHe2 2T de Mot a2yt that
& FY et Ay YR E VR VlF e Be AL WS 53
A FAHHe) gl

FAH dd@AY e HelM £ SMAYUTE ok AN YEd
th &9 EES BAL

(8) a. They united the methods/ the method.

b. They combined the recommendations/ the recommendation.

(8)91 4] A} unite®} combine® [+plural] A9l HALE FHIch ol FAVE &
FolQl AT E AY¥ & A& ov|8ka, Abney (1987)9] DP-714d o] 9] o] &
AA FAZE BHolet AuEAE BATE AvIFT. F, B2} @b YA

2) 9 =¥zt AHEAR] forrk AAARE AHREH7E Bt HEHA ERE V% &
o o] £712] 7|50 FAIHo 2 FHeo] o|Fo} A ke Ac] Atdelrt. a2y o]
F O FAAEAY des £ FHE NEHLE ofFojHoiie FAR o £

239 thate] BHEAE thate] 2] Y3 HF F A& TPl =94
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unite®} combine2 ztz} Tl A}Q) methodse} recommendations7} <) NP$] =}uf
A€ B4 373 JAE WAk DP-7Hde] &L NP 9fol DPE 473
Fo2H DP7h FASE E3oiQl NPAolo| AAH I, FAMSE 20 o3 dEHe
Z2 o] NPo}e] A E ¥AE HAHBAZ TET o] DP-7Hdstel= (8a)9} (8b)
oA FAl unite?} combineztzto] 1] zpwjQl DPY] & the§ Mgt Ho] o}
Uz}, DPY 3$jo) e, 3, YA Y& methodss} recommendations S 41¥)3}7)

Folt}. (8a)9h (8b)ofl 4 FAFT2] ¥ methods9} recommandations2 DP2] #Q)
g Ate] o8 HeEe o] opyele AL g9 d&FEA A}

(9) a. They opposed the methods/ the method.
b. They hated the recommendations/the recommendation.

(%a) S} Ob)ollA ther WLt Bfo B/I AGE Z2A) gect F, (92)9 (Ob)
oM Bt do) Hde BAE E4E FHde FAb unites} combine o 7103}
€ Aol

olgig YA HYFA AL /&Y MY Meze] HABAE ¢4}
e 2U3td YA BAE FHLsEVL €A VAR Hole HYAH HAE

A2 o3 HITE F3td FAHA BAE FAstHor & o7t Aok

4. G FAlol 8o % H

DP-7Hd ol 7N BHole dAE HY@AE Grimshaw (191 M o §
F9 2ol 7I5HFAA e AE-g =Ystd A HEBAN ZX
Q #AEeIAM TaETkn Adg o EW FAR! B3 INFLE 9§ A
A9 [N, +V]E F/31 don gy o9 Aole FAE FO, INFLE F19 &
42 Ze tdx Btk 971 Foe 71580l oidete 9ulojx, FIL 7|58 &
ougct. o AslA Z1ETFA IPE oFHY Ve Huj® FAL (Extended
Projection)e}il ¥ &t} EF CP: FAHS] HujFAto]n FAlte Ao]= CPY &
A Ce R2 7)1sdolgte Holth o] d Grimshaw (1991)9] o] &L A&z 9} o
Adelate] g7 #AE AFFVAME Aezie} gzt #AE Jga Yy
HHggs el FEArete] uj@Az TR FAH FAS FAH
Grimshaw(1991) & BdiFAZ} 7AW FEAM] AABAE AFA HAF3eA
g (DS A BAL

k|
e

)
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(11) a. We suggested that Jane stay/'stayed at home.
b. We thought that Jane 'stay/stayed at home.

(Ha)ol X B, 49189 $Ad) 28 928 7h8% FA (subjunctive verb)7}
A} Grimshawe] (1991)0]EolA 3191 - 9] INFLL o] INFLZ & HoiFA}
£ 45T Y& (Ho] thagl) CPE INFLY| AEE AH¥(percolate)A| 71T}
Grimshaw (1991)o]H Y@ HhFAhRoIME 2do] 4Esle] 2e 24 )
W olgd AW AFE st oA FUFAS AAAEE A (Layol
N BYE AR suggesti= CPE AFE 31918 INFLS) Aa AujuAE 2
g otk U APo2 (b4 FA thought® 34917 INFLe) H44 =
do) 4TH CPst 224 BAE 24 He ol

£9% 4%o] DPIME 753k SA] o8 M5 NP} 89 N & DP
Zte BUEAE 23 No| 2o DPE st EAlsh DP) AujuAe 2
Hoz FAlsh No| 5" Ado] 2AH BAE 24 HE Aol

2et AEA FEAM Ulgo] Holgle ABAS WEold BH HHA
shtel on] BoE ¥ASE He Ad(ear)d AT RIdE BT
gge AEA 7EE Auui.

(12) The new chairman made an appearance at the conference.

Z, (1214 FASE E3 o7} FAA shue] EOE rjaddE FAse HE
T 38 739 SAT Aol AFHe gAodriRge §3oql BAY
AR odnise FF Zgolete FHANM Grimshaw (19DAAIG FoiF4
ERtE =Y LPAAMY guddEd 2 A UG FHAAN o EAE
AZste ol v XA EYPH F2olg stk ofddME on|F LA
8ol o]F ZHelM FAHZATYES FolEnA 3o

5. 94 e HolF

Aol =od 7HAYAM Y dAHe HdHFAE Roberts (1997; 1998), Chomsky
(1992)2} Potsdam (1996)ol A =2l® o] F(Head Movement)o] 2&j3 H 28 3tz
gt} 53] =@M dolFg T3 xd FA (feawre-checking) H>& ol 2}
Ag FAPo2H, YA Afo] AEE £=&3 o] AEe FE0] BlE
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& E2¥e HoFEo

olH® HIL Chomsky (1992)8] AAE HAT FAHY HHL ddojrth
2 23dMe HddAe Aol deiate] HAZL Holglvtn B3, HMezrt
Rl Fgated dezidl ojsta] o] HHE Al AFo] HEI EEo
glew AEo] Hx, o] 53 Egol HYE HIE He AR JHYEY
ADE 2 B8 AA FAAATH H2o] FHeES g F Al 5F
Ade Bid dMe 1, EZAEH HdAded e 08 Fo3toy) EFAAL
ERE F Ho] Pud FROoE FEHD, AVE AFE HAT F o] ghyd
HESZ EEHEE g0 gdA AH8E v e d&& OAl B2 3iah

(13) a. They suggest that John be/'is in N.Y.
b. They have decided that John 'befis in N.Y.

& (13)elA BXol, 493 FAe stAdA 7MW FAHE A9t 49
A 9] suggestt [+subjunctive]®] A2-L 7 A1 Y1, 3+AL 7148 INFLL CP9
o CE AX 4HE FAY [+subjunctive]} Ao o8] HHE weoh olyE &
e Aee AFHE Aol e U UA ¢§od ALE 4 Aok (13a) 9
A [+subjunctive]= thato] CP9] <] thatg A Zt} o] that& subjunctived] tha] o
A7} 5ol UA ¥7] @&l [+ subjunctive] ZAF Y AdF& =A e i,
(13a)9) A 3939 [-subjunctiv]e] Y-S JH FAlsuggest?} [+subjunctive]o] 2
2 Aol AFHol =g FoA Ao FEI}A viFo] gl

ko] (13b)oll X decider [-subjunctive]®] AL 7tx1n Jen, YA
[+subjunctive]®] At that& A A decide & QUAH O] decide] [-subjunctive}e] =}
A AR g3 AolARdo] HAPHAAM vlEo2 =2 wElA subjunctive
AR bex (14b)oll A HlEo| Er} W] AW FARI ise FES WEA H
o olgl# H2L 9AR Hd3 BAE Holgg T3 HAYE ¥ ofs AL
dodx d8e FA ®rh Z [+subjunctive]®} [-subjuctive]®] AL HAre] T2
oy AHg3td (Fe HdHBAE 3t 7MY (subjunctive) TS FE T o]
g NAFE gdd Fe AP E 7beA HEGD

Yol AAYA FT& DPAAME HRED b9 dEE HEE 3aL

(14) a. They united those methods/the method.

3) Robin Clark9} Ian Roberts(1993)0]] 4] A} A4y o] doj&So AL
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b. They combined the recommendations/ the recommendation.

(142)o) X DP9} ¥l §AHA} thosew [+plural] AW 7FX T QlojA  [+plural]
A4 7tAT Y€ methods®] 2 A4 LA ¥ Uch AE Feo] 4
§ A 4 [+plural] AL AAHH FAIE 7 [+plural] 1 FALS HHE
1 ARl E&ETY (14 M€ [+plural]}A 9] HA} recommendations7} WA DP
o] ¥ D2 Q1/3€rh DE [plural] AFo] FAIHA gobA [+plural] AF ] F5
2 WEEA geth Qe BEHE 22 ke [plural] AL A& FAESY
AR 445t [+plural] FAHQ] combined] HFE& wn FFol ot ol Y
o] AdolFol A% dAY MY HEe FHAH HdFH A €A HHF
BAE YolFolgte YT RAEHY 8402 HEE 5 Ude FHE A
I Ut

6. 7HEHERZS A&

AFHA =8 YA A dde FAE WA HEPH 53
[subjunctive] 242§ 2 &3t AF HPE T TUAR vEPAY vee WY
oM VAHeR BdE ¥ & UATE Frb. 714 Y (subjunctive mood)oll M YA
3 HEHAEE 7IAHCE gAY A Wy 22 3WQ swi-proplogE AHE-3}
Ak EEo Ao EUE tEH 2 nleZ YT

s(s/[NP,VP]) --> np(NP,Numper), vp(VP,Numper, _).
s(s/[NP,VP],Subj,B) --> np(NP,Numper), vp(VP,Numper, _,Subj,B).
np(np/[PN],Numper) --> pn(PN,Numper).

np(np/[ProN],Numper) --> pron(ProN,Numper).

4 =97t o 498 F oy & 2a98E FH FAF E55AT o] g XA
YAHAG L B}k FHY =327} AHAGE o] & BA
(i) They studied the methods
(i) They studied the method
#9 F dEo] gdln B AndME o] ofrt Bautg Hesle FAE AdHa
£ BARl 854 B4 zde] BA] HolA gsttn g} F, FA 'swdy'vt @y
B4d dig Ado] FAEA gtong dfgind E5usrt & 4 doa g
5) AT 213 Prorogt WA ClocksinW.F & Mellish. C.5(1987), Fisher, JR.(1995),
Sterling, L & Shapiro, E.(1996)& 2 &%t}
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vp(vp/[V,CP],Numper,Tense) --> v(V,Numper,Tense),cp(CP).
vp(vp/[V,PP),Numper,Tense) --> v(V,Numper,Tense),pp(PP).
cp(cp/[C.S]) --> ¢(C)s(S).

pp(pp/[PREP,NP)) --> prep(PREP), np(NP, ).

[rule 1]

A9t 2L niledl ofsiM BEY EFL 4 GATFY FATY 94 93, 1
21 AAE Zzt Numper$} Tensedl+ feature2 YXJA171A] Boh 7FAY FA}o)
4% 44937l #ste] FAbAl [+subjunctive]®} [-subjunctive]§ TESA 8
featureE F3a} FYok. 22y Q71N 7MY A} ole FFE B YEEY
BALE s Y8 Y feaureE Th2A A HOkHE FAH kgt o)d o
2t 713% FALE Al feature2 F1 [+subjunctive]®] zAE e FAlE
suggestor2 1 £19] FAlE nonsuggestor2 H A AT E3 A FAMY A4S
we WEE FAle Bl featureE HAISE o] feawredE Zv FAlE
suggestee, 71 9]9] FAl: nonsuggestee® HAISFHTE 283l ruled ¥ suggestee
FAE FAHY €8S Zede A& BAFA

3, EF9 /MY FAE UEEY A 4BE 7 dde 39 3
&A} tharg F3 2 FR7L AL ojof g, cpAo subjele 7HAY AFE ¥
o3 FAch webM ZEANM 7MY AFE ZE AV oW, O EEH YR
& ddste ALAE 7Y AFe] 2dE2 Rose Aotk o] o that
71 4gS FT A S B FAE JA%e 98-S . geA
7H4¥ FAbE subjot A £& BE 3o AAE FRAL, FHAE subje] AT
F1, A4 BY A WgoE Hste, ¥R WEEY FAF 9%E F3
we #AE 4AsRT

223 Sentence® TAIE sTHE /MY FAE e At 2137 ¥ A
+ F7IAE EF A FUG o]H nled © Rl ol olf e REY FAb
A Agte featureE WEFo] HE3dr] Hsfirold. 9ol Aed vie} 2o| nle
& AZASA HY ue 2o

S(s/[NP,VP}) --> np(NP,Numper), vp(VP,Numper, _, _, ). - linel
s(s/[NP,VP],Subj,B) --> np(NP,Numper), vp(VP,Numper, _,Subj,B). ----- line2
np(np/[PN],Numper) --> pn(PN,Numper). ---— line3

np(np/[ProN],Numper) --> pron(ProN,Numper). ----- line4
vp(vp/[V,CP],Numper,Tense,Subj,A) -->
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v(V,Numper, Tense,Subj,A),cp(CP,Subj, ). ----- line5
vp(vp/[V,PP],Numper,Tense,Subj,B) --> v(V,Numper,Tense,Subj,B), pp(PP).

cp(cp/[C,S1,Subj,B) > ¢(C),s(S,Subj,B). -~ line7
pp(pp/[PREP,NP]) --> prep(PREP), np(NP, _). - line8
[rule 2]

e 7FHd w2 Y BAE vel cprt AFE VP rule(lineS)o M suggestor
gt feature® 7} A7} FHE&AMOAl 7MY ARl e FAWE Fasive FW
£ Zoh ojo] we} line7e] FH&AL A NA WEF] sl suggestee2t feature
£ 7173 Bete AL EEE Aoldle 27& F9, M2 TE line28] Y 7
o] o] w&§t}. 1gla FALTE linetdd Uv TEHL w2 He Aot o

H

pn(pn/PN,Numper) --> [PN], {lex(pn,PN,Numper)}.

pron(pron/ProN, Numper) --> [ProN], {lex(pron, ProN, Numper)}.
v(v/Verb,Numper,Tense,Subj,A) > [Verb],{lex(verb,Verb,Numper,Tense,Subj,A)}.
v(v/Verb,Numper,Tense,Subj,B) --> [Verb],{lex(verb,Verb,Numper,Tense,Subj,B)}.
v(v/Vinf,_,_,Subj,B) --> [Vinf], {lex(vinf,Vinf,_,_,Subj,B)}.

¢(¢/Cnct) --> [Cnct], {lex(cnct,Cnct)}.

prep(prep/Prep) --> [Prep),{lex(prep,Prep)}.

—3m?

E, old Agse oFEx thEH o] Y 4 U cnctE connectorE,
thpl& 393 B4E, thsgd 393 €48, pste 84 AAE Yedd. EF o
Z2agd e A7t ERIAY & oFAteld e RILS WA dom
2, 229 NYS Johng AEXAE FAISHT, § e ojHZ B have decided
o] quotation markE ZolFUtt.

lex(cnct,that).
lex(prep,in).
lex(pron,they,thpl).
lex(pn,ny, thsg).
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lex(pn,john,thsg).

lex(vinf,be,_,_,subj,b).
lex(verb,suggest,thpl,prst,subj,a).
lex(verb,’have decided’thpl,_,nonsubj,_).
lex(verb,is,thsg,prst.nonsubj,_).

ol 2 ago] /1YY BYAH HEHAE AR Bas=A AlEE] A3
‘They suggest that John be in NY’9} ‘They have decided that John is in NY.'&}+= &
W29l FAut ‘They suggest that John is in NY.', ‘They have decided that John be
in NY'z} 22 8@ 3Q E3¢ EF FAd Rt

tl :- parse([they,suggest,that,john,be,in,ny]).
t2 :- parse([they,'have decided’ thatjohn,is,in,ny]).
t3 :- parse([they,suggest,that,john,is,in,ny]).
t4 :- parse([they,'have decided’ that,john,be,in,ny]).

o] 2% tl2dlXe yestte Wgel, BudME nogte thgo] et 7P
R4 sEgdel HE3 B4

7. 982

£ 23ndMe gAgate dgae TAH JHBAE = Fore] A §
o5& B3 #HAstn, DP-7HEY Edoz MeHx FAe HAga BFatee
FAH A gAe 3¢ 7P (subjunctive) TR FAE FAY A
FAY] 9AE AHBAE =R (LD AAe] #o]F (head movement)E F
3 A FREAZ HIFch £, Y FEANA 39 [subjuctive] 23 9
HolF L BT Ao FH-AA o] AF HPL T AP TFEY FAH @
A d3g 4y o} & B gAse Y FENA [subjunctive] 2}
AL AR A FHAAM o] &3l 7AW (subjunctive) TEFE VIAFHOE
PED vES AAY 5 UAES Z2adDE o FAF 248 A HEs)
Q.
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<Abstract>

Syntactic and Computational Approach to

the selectional relation in English

Cho, Dong-in

This paper has discussed the selectional relation between a selector and
selectee, especially the long-distance relation. The classical analysis about the
selectional relation claims that a selector and its selectee are in a local relation.
Subjunctive constructions challenge the notion of the local relation between these
two items in that the selector, the verb in the matrix clause, selects the one in
the embedded clauses. The appearance of DP-hypothesis motivates another
challenge to the local selectional relation. In the DP-hypothesis, DP intervenes
between the selector and selectee, blocking the local relation between them.

In our analysis, head-movement of feature at LF, as well as feature check-off,
replaces the local relation between the selector and selectee. Specifically, the
[+subjunctive] feature of the embedded clause moves to the matrix verb
containing [+subjunctive] and is checked off for the sentence to be grammatical.
If [-subjunctive] feature moves to the [+subjunctive] verb, the sentence crashes,
yielding an ungrammatical sentence. This [+/-subjunctive] feature is employed in
computer programming to judge the grammaticality of the subjunctive

constructions.



