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Corpus Linguistics and English Language Teaching

2 /A5 (M2

During the last decade or so, the word corpus has become the buzzword in many areas of linguistics and
language education. A great number of articles published in academic journals are corpus-based, and
many grammars and ESL/EFL textbooks rely on corpora for authentic examples. After a brief discussion of
the nature of corpus linguistics, i.e. whether it is a mere methodology or a separate paradigm, as well as
the field's development over the last 40 years, this presentation will focus on how corpora can inform
language pedagogy by examining in detail one area that poses the greatest challenge to both teachers and
learners of English: the definite article the.

Of all the areas of grammar, perhaps no other area has been more elusive of exact formulation than the
definite article: scholars do not agree on what constitutes definiteness, and teachers do not agree on what
should be taught, if the is to be taught at all. With the recent development of corpus linguistics, native
speakers' intuitions on how language works have often been proven wrong, calling into question whether
what we teach in the classroom reflects what people actually do in the real world. To ascertain whether
what students learn is informed by what scholars say in the literature and supported by what corpus
findings actually show, the presentation will provide a comparison of the literature on the English definite
article, popular ESL/EFL grammars, and corpus findings on definite article usage.

<FISA &>

Probabilistic Syntax: Fundamentals, Issues and the State-of-the-Art
Z ol ¥ (01304 CH)

Whether language is discrete and qualitative or continuous and quantitative is an issue of controversy.
While Sapir (1921) noted early on that “everyone knows that language is variable,” the idea that linguistics
should keep to a categorical base has a long tradition, even preceding modern generative grammar. The
development of cognitive science, however, reveals that language, as part of human cognition, has a
probabilistic nature involving probabilistic reasoning, ambiguity, underspecification, etc. (Manning 2003).
Linguistic knowledge seems to be much richer than all-or-non, deterministic rules of grammar can capture
(Johnson 2008). Recently, new development of computing and modeling technology enables us to collect
and analyze massive-scale language data and propose a more fine-grained and powerful model of
grammar that predicts how likely a structure is rather than simply judging whether it is possible or not. In
this presentation, I'll overview the short history of probabilistic syntax, and present, as an example, a
generalized linear model (a logistic regression model with mixed effects), which is the most recent and
sophisticated model available, for an analysis of dative ordering alternation in Korean.
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The Issue on the Negativity of Negative Sensitive Items
g =8 (Eo2ih)

Along the idea that not all Negative Sensitive Items (NSIs) - a group of expressions which is sensitive to
the presence or absence of negation - cannot be uniformly classified as traditional Negative Polarity ltems
(NPIs)(Labov 1972, Ladusaw 1992, Laka 1990, Giannakidou 2000, 2006, Haegeman and Zanuttini 1996,
Quer 1993, Progovac 1998, Vallduvi 1994), Kim (2000, 2006) and Watanabe (2004) propose that NSls in
Korean are better viewed as Negative Concord Items (NCIs). This line of reasoning is based on the fact
that Korean NSIs successfully pass several diagnostic tests designed to draw syntactic and semantic
distinctions between NPIs and NCIs employed in the previous literature. Among several diagnostics, the
ability of NClIs to appear as a fragment answer triggers the issue of the negativity of Korean NCls.
Contrary to Kim (2000, 2006) and Watanabe (2004), arguing in favor of the analysis of Korean NCls as
inherently negative just like negative quantifiers, | claim that NClIs in Korean should not be construed as
inherently negative, and they need contentful negation to be licensed. Accordingly the ability of an NCI to
appear as an ellided form without the presence of a negative licenser should be considered as a matter of
ellipsis. in support of Giannakidou (2000, 2006). The main argument will be strengthened by the fact that
Korean NCIs do not express negative meaning themselves, and that double negation readings are not
allowed no matter how many NCIs occur simultaneously.
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