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[1] “On the Status of an Implicit Argument
in Middles,” JL 35. [2] “The Middle
Construction as a Prototype Category,” JCLA 6.
[3] “The Categorical and the Thetic
Judgment,” FL 9.
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BN D, T~LAMT/~ZFRNT) &0
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[1] Hopper, Paul J. and Elizabeth C.
Traugott (2003) Grammaticalization, 2nd ed.,
CUP.
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LB LR D ST D ARE I8 W E
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Speakers’ Acquisition of English Relative

and Chinese
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[11 “Beyond Explanatory Adequacy,”
Structures and Beyond, ed. by A. Belletti, OUP.
[2] “Three Factors in Language Design,” LI
36.

“Presentational There and Locative
Inversion Constructions as Remnant
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WEEFRDSN, T @ EPP FEMEOEGE Ziwil=d &
Z 2 BNDRHLAER STV D,

AFERTIL, ZNOWHEIZBNT, T
DFFO EPP FMEDOEGHIL, T & AGREE L
T 720 Topical XP ONIHIPFEIZ L > Tl
TeansEFRL, ENNEZ HFERIER
BAaA G L7 BT, T 23R EPP %1
DOEFE R =T HEICE LT, #Hio/e—ik
fbZtEnd %, £7o. RBEERODIT 2 KT
LC. &DFD Predication LT 5728
WCBEINEZ D0 ZEEREL, £0
%YM % PR B (cf. Rizzi (2006[2])),

[1] “Onthe EPP.” [2] “On the Form of
Chain: Criterial Positions and ECP Effects.”

[EERE(L & STl o Split RYESHT)
BINE— (B RFRFPE)

FEREAL D SEATHIFSE Tl GEREEE S 23 Topic
FEEZRD C Ok A BETHLE V)
SN HAVSENTEY . %12 Radford
(2004[1]) 1%, Z OFMEZ MR T REFRME & 2
mLTW5S, Fio, SGETaEIE OGN
FERHEIE LU L R E R RO &
IHEELZBETNE, ST S Topic HE
ZF;D Spec-TP Z##H LT A’ BE75 &
WO GHINTE D, AFEETIE, T
DA IIHERFT 5 H DD, Chomsky (2000
[2]) DOREICHD &, FEEEER & A0
IR ATREZR Topic FMEICIN A, FRIRAATRE
73 (Op H#EME) bEFO LWV H R Split
TG ERET D, ZOoHnE, HIZH
FHIA T = AN DEEMEAZBRT Db
DT AT R 7 E 72 LIC
IR 2 DR o AT ANMEE o AR
My sEELMHAT L ETCHITHD L
5, £z, FEERLHITMNERT
25 5OBEOEZHERNICHAT S
ETHZOIBERTHD T L bRT,



[1] Minimalist Cambridge. [2]
“Minimalist Inquiries: The Framework,” Step
by Step, ed. by Rodger Martin et al. MIT Press.

Syntax,

[There ZH)3C & FExt#& There ZB)3C
(22T
PRI (Rl KRE)

BEREIZIE, (DIZ/RT There =B SCAMFAE
T 5,

(1) There were [yp several large packages]

placed on the table.

(DIZFF D NP 1%, be BIFal thifie 3 DNOLE .
L <UISCRICAR LTz 60,
Chomsky (1999)i%. #&EEIZIE V-DO HHil§I A3
fAAEL. Z O 2 BT 2 72912 PF I
P T THEX #EAEH &4, RO NP
13 be BRI ZH&Re I DALE, b L <IESCRD
MEZEDD VI I EREL TN D,

T DOFFTIL, PR IR DHETIE A<,
Syntax (23T 25 BHE) (TP OFREEED
NE~DOHE)) & Focus fRfR % 8 < HHEH
HII2%8 H &40 C There B U IRAE S LD
ZEEWLNCT D, £, FEXE There
ZE OV THHETEET 5,

WFzesse) H== (11 H 15 H’F#)

e A GEMZERERE)

HEERHICRBIT AERFADTER e O
Relz oW T |

FRIFERAT (B K)
e O JEITRERITBE T2
KLTWD, L7l 53k & B oz
BOWTIHE, 72 & X REEEZRIITIE, e 1
B & 99254k« HMEOE O L 72> T
TmEaInbd, Lonl, 2o X5 —bix,
f#l % ORI T D -e DPLTE & AR
TEHREREZRZ DT+ RO LITE
220, — 5, -e DL & AHINEE FHH -
REEENY - FERENY e E ORI L o TH Xk
ZENTH, ZOBERERLIGEIZ LUK
O—ACITEDITHEREL TV D LIEE 2
2, ERIOTEIZBIT A ZNETD ¢
DoHT & BT+ TR o T ATRENE

WD, €I TAREELTIEL, 1400 FEHD
Mandeville’s Travels % 77HT x5 & LT,
18 % DT OGER -« DA, LU
KNG H0E L FERE OBRE, A
B IR OBLE DO D, Rk E LT,
Z DOIERDOTEA G LFE R DORFHE B 3 FiEA
Ky Esns 2 L, £, BAORNE -
BiE &V ) KBNS b AR S LT
AR 7 N B
[1] Denison, David (1993) English
Historical Syntax. [2] Minkova, Donka
(1991) The History of Final Vowels in English.

[3] Seymour, M.C. (1967) Mandeville'’s
Travels.
RERIEZFEHICISIT B be about to D

FiE L EL
—OED DB|HX%Ea—/AELT—]
NN (CRBRCR K FPE)

HARIFEIZIB T be about to IFITHEAR K
R v—A—L L THWLNAD (filx
I Peters (2004: 7[1)&ZZ/,) . & DO HEN
ST L7 BEHIC WX RIS 2 OB R
(253 i d, O& -D1d Mustanoja (1960: 354
RDICREFSNDHEFEND & 538 T
HY. b 0OEDIL OED (about, A10-11)iZ
RESNDERIEFENS LT DN TH
%, LinL, EL00RMELY T —4
IZHA L B DO TIEAR W,

AFELR T 16 W LARED OED D5 X
a—/sNA L LTHW, be about to DL
DOEAET =2 NLH LT D, BREL
THF DALTZ A 2 (D)BREE ;5 (2) A 8 w8 43
DBV OFEY ; G)ZBEBOEH ; (4)EAY
FREOBHD 4 SOIEMENLIHT L. be
about to MPTHEARO~— 71— & LTHR
JiE L IXER CHE LML LT 0iE, D7
< &b MIEDHOELETH 5 Z & &R
7

[1] The Cambridge Guide to English Usage.
[2] A Middle English Syntax.

A

NEF iz (RAERE)




[step & pass DRERFEKH ]
HIKZEIL (FRF 2B K52)

step [ X—HE W BRFHEEHZE L,
Alex stepped {*to/into} the room. (Zwarts
2005[1])PD & 9 72 to, into (Zxf9 % HiEL AT HE
PEOEWA RN D, £ 25, into 2344
IR LR D 72 2 BRI RO B O RE I A R
T O LT, to IXHRIEY &2 & Tkt
BEBORKEZRT LWV OR— KRS
RITL o TND, BRIV Z L2, @il
ZF 7 pass b.to & LI L 72U (*The train
passed to the station.), —J C. pass 7° into
% B o 72 32 5] (The train passed into the
Harlem tunnel.)3 L. 5415,

ARFF DO HBIL, Levin & Rappaport
Hovav 23 2ME L T & 7o s 2 — 5
UL L, TFER L 5228 LTV 521k
DREEEVIBE LI Ao,
Rappaport Hovav and Levin (2001[2]) C{eE/~
SNEHEROFE —RBEL VI LML E
manner verb T 5 step DA/ 5T result
verb T D pass ICbiEH L, ETHRZED
RIRBEOLBELZHAT L2 L T D,

[1] “Prepositional Aspect and the Algebra of
Paths,” L&P 28. [2] “An Event Structure
Account of English Resultatives,” Lg 77.

SRR DB BT ORI L £ DR ITRE
22V T

T (KT
PEETIL, HEBEEZEAETIELZ &0
TERVEEhD (1D, BEELFASCHE
TEA TN LT G5 L FEAEM L TED
N0 L, (Wbwwd) EadhiE] (6 :
to joyride) 1%, ®ST 5G4 (Bl :a
Joyride) MOIREIZE > TIEBND, A%
KT, ZOEBERAIGHEIT &V D Eh
bXffansZ tzml b, £7. HEH
SRS TEMEZHOER] HHoT
HZHEDIRNE W) FIEER L, HFEOHE
BEE S —FRICEATIEOND E WO
FoWE (2]) #KGEET 5, KRIZ, BEH)
SO JEPTRIE (1 : to joyride IXFRANE )
M. FOIRETE (B : to joyride ITHREL T
IRAE) CAHEET 2 2 & & FEOWNERAEIE.,

FRICEEBORENER LTRT, fifmm &
LT, ®FEOEBEFITIH —ONT Y —
TIE7ZR < WA, iR WA
DL &b ZFENG D, IREWR T
TAV—=ThdLFRT D,

[1] Marchand, H. (1969) The Categories
and Types of Present-Day English Word
Formation, C. H. Beck. [2] Ackema, P. and A.
Neeleman (2004) Beyond Morphology, OUP.

[ EREBEFRIZEE S < KGR D547
EARE 2 (W FPERT)

5 RAE ST D% I (2001[1])
BT D 7 m R EWAE OBlLENG
BRA D, MROREE <TE> & /BT
AT E—FEOFAZRET S LI
X, EmA AR 20022) TRIEE ST
% *Because of the earthquake, the old vase
trembled into pieces DIELiEME: & | Sir Oliver
flashed a glance upon it, and every tongue
trembled into silence D CIEMED T S 105,
F 72, Mr. Wrenn trembled into the door of the
Nickelorion D X 9 72, & D DBE) 2 KT
I, MRS L I SN D Z &L D,
ZOXHNE, bOOBEE T OREAEE
TIREEEL . b ODREBE AR TRFEORH
FRIZOWT, % ZHIE O LRI 2 %D
Lk CiIe <. FEBEAROEIZ Lo TA
ClebDEfET D22 LIck YAl L e
%, 2F Y. Hoekstra and Mulder (1990[3])
ENFRT D KD REEEA IR, FERHEE
7l & BEAR BN S (B2 11 (1996[4]) D Iz >\ T
HRKONLDZ L2725,

[1] [REOE & BukEHI] 5 &, W5t
th. [2] THE#EGEO A&y SC ), AFZett.
[3] “Unergatives as Copular Verbs,” LR 7.
[4] FEFE%am], <ALk,

(WF7e3es%) Fu= (11 H 15 BF%)

A BRI R GHERT)

“Split Lexical Insertion Hypothesis: A Case
Study of Secondary Predicates”

AN A CRBOR R Be)



This presentation aims to argue against the
movement approach to multiple theta-role
assignments and supports the Split Lexical
Insertion (SLI) Hypothesis, which states that
formal features and a categorial feature of DP
can be inserted separately into two distinct
theta-positions in English by investigating why
resultative constructions based on unergative
verbs require a fake reflexive object. 1 will
propose that VP is a strong phase which blocks
the SLI into vP and AP due to the lexical
integrity, resulting in an insertion of a fake
reflexive as a last resort. This proposal
supports the argument that the ECM subject
obligatorily undergoes the Object Shift (OS). If
the OS did not occur,
assignment from v would violate the Phase

accusative Case

Impenetrability Condition. Furthermore, 1 will
show that the SLI Hypothesis provide an
analysis of depictives without recourse to
sideward movement.

[1] Agbayani, B. and M. Ochi (2007) “Split
Lexical Insertion in  Parasitic  Gap
Constructions,” LSA 2007. [2] Saito, M.
(2001) “Movement and ®-Roles: A Case Study
with Resultatives,” TCP 2.

[ZERO-that fC & that fiCIZ & B EKRD
FHE — FELENFR wish & hope |Z
EREHTTY

TR (BEE R R R TP
Bolinger (1972[1])% 1% U O SCHEF# that
DAL BEFOFER & o BE M A I
L72WRZED e SN TE 72y, REZICEFEN
WA TE 2T A H I N T2, K
F 3 TIX. Hooper (1975[2DIZ R 5425 Wi
E - FEWTE OB RS Z S, 75O
CWrE &I T%ﬂf%ﬂiT&ﬂ(%ﬂ%
%zéﬂ)zmm(mW%%z&wﬂ)@
] FORM # Bt % = & A3 A[HEC, FEWTE I HE)
ﬂfimmoﬂ%%zé_&ﬁfﬁﬁw:
& % wish & hope % BV BT LEHRFE %,
F72KIT (1988[3]) & DIATHIZE Z 1 £ %\
BEFANZNENDO FORM % & 5 BICH)
FOBEWITEWAAE LD Z & & mirig s

RER EZAE N LM C D, fMme LT,
THAT & ZERO @ FORM D&M X V) wish
THITEB (B WE s T8 (58]
HY) WrE DEWDS, £ 72 hope TIIEXMER T
LB DLNIRFEDERTH D fﬂ;ﬁﬁcﬁ“éj &

FAFE L) BH) L oFHROME

L5 ZLERRTD,

[1] Thats That. [2] “On Assertive
Predicates,”  Syntax and Semantics, ed. by

Kimball. [3] [FEBISEAIFASE 23K T wish D
& & OFefgiE that O P |, [HRFEFEHR O
FAJ.

Al MIRIEY RIS

“Phoneme and Mora Awareness by
Japanese Five-Year-Old Children”
PARTET (R

The aim of this presentation is to investigate
whether phoneme and mora awareness by
Japanese-speaking children is affected by kana
literacy. In the previous studies, it has been
concerned  with  whether
awareness is developed by literacy or not. If

phoneme and mora awareness by Japanese

phonological

speakers is developed by kana literacy,
Japanese children preliterate in the kana
character are not aware of phonemes and
morae, which is contradictory to the hypothesis
of spoken word recognition suggested so far.
To investigate phoneme and mora awareness
children, two
experiments have been conducted using the
substitution task. The of the
experiments show that phoneme and mora

by Japanese-speaking
results

awareness by Japanese children develops
without kana literacy, but that it can be
facilitated by kana literacy. The results also
show that Japanese children are aware of
morae more easily than phonemes.

“Exceptions or a Category: A Numerical
Investigation of Classhood in English”
=gt (A ERE R

In any -categorization, there are always



exceptions. If they are too numerous, however,
is a possibility that they actually
comprise a distinct subgroup in the lexicon.

there

Thus, it is always a big question where to draw
the line between simple exceptions and
category-defining words.

It is proposed in Zamma (2005) that there
are four major classes in the English lexicon as
determined by two general properties of
classhood: root attachability and the stress
preservation effect. In this presentation, I will
provide the results of an investigation of these
properties for each suffix, which utilizes a
dictionary with a considerable number of
entries. The results provide guidance as to
draw the boundary between
words and category-defining

where to
exceptional
words. This is descriptively important, as there
has been no quantitative research of this kind
to date.

[1] Zamma, H. (2005) “Four Classes in
English Lexicon,” paper presented at 13th

Manchester Phonology Meeting.

%y a izl 5 HuRRR &
BIRBEEL I DT |

INYEE N O N )
A TIX, JEFE DRI TR & | 2
ERITTERO—> L LT, @mEBHAILE
Foarofic TEERER] &v ) s
DITET DA REME 2 fRHE9 5, £7 Pater
(2000[1]) DORIERZFEHE L7212, 7ERDEE
i & AR D T EZ RIS T 5, K’
W2 FONHEE X Z DA I A D—
O THIRERIN) &0 S SUEBRENGAET
LA R T, AEETIE, F—FFFx
ﬁ%&w%ﬁﬁ%%%k&é EDOWN, FE
#ils 4 (55 —#) . Rz iz 155
:%ﬁméj EHET D, BIZIX, segment D
e, B #ilE 3445 segment [1-0], &5
HIRE i@]ﬂ segment [0-1]& 725, LZ’))L,‘
importation DAL, 45 import[l 0] @l
# import [0-11H ILICHE &L L TL*F
/:/Lﬁﬁénfwé&%xBﬂét
B, FEEHICE L HERC THRIRRRIR 2

IRENDMENDH D, T OHRME EOAFD
MEBGHAEICEELE X R L LT,
importation [2-3-1-0]1& 9 1E LU FREAR A
TRAES N D,

[1] “Non-uniformity in English Secondary
Stress: The Role of Ranked and Lexically
Specific Constraints,” Phonology 17, 237-274.

Wrgesede) = (11 7 16 AFHD)

Ale SRSt (BRI

[BEEEEBAM : HEFEMENS R
SN
B (B RERT)

FHIDOFFHEIKRTT HEH - AR AR~ 2
ZEET (Sweetser (1990[1]), Declerck and
Reed (2001[2])) Tlid, HAGEOSG S 15 9 |
BREDIRETHERTREZMDRT N
FINTR DI L CTIEL RN b,
SHRFERTY, THLRVWRLEWVWET
WL AHFEERTY, ). REEOLEIIMER
T H(If you don’t know, we are now at
Tokyo Station. / If you don’ t know, I tell
you we are now at Tokyo Station.), AFEF
T, ZOEVNZB L, BElE (1997[3]) Th
Cohie TRBREL - ARERBL] OXFNZ
EoE, BEEHARESUIANRIO~—
N—=ToHdEWVWI oz LIz BT, RO 2

ma ERT D, 1) AARFEOFEGEH S5

M§ﬁ%%%TLﬁihi&6&w@
!:L H A DS ASR B HARIER 22 RS &
ORI, FHEICR SN DREFEPRHIRBLT
HDHZLERTIEDTH D, 2) RiEDFTE
P SR SR AT 2 2 R 5 B0
IRONDIE, FEEEDACRINARIZER 22 &
ﬁ% O A N =3 —|Z KD EWROILENE

ZELTHTHD,

[1] From Etymology to Pragmatics, CUP.

[2] Conditionals, Mouton. [3] [ A&Z&9
L ERR), A ) TR RS L
oEL, Wt



PHRESEICR T D HFE L HAFED
T 7 A MEEDHE
% % REGL (BEEMRRT)
B oE OIS & AT L72FgE L LT
1% Bell (1991[1], 1998[2]) 73%1F B 5748,
Bell /% Labov & Waletzky (1967) <° Labov
(1972) T U HN TV A HEZED HHEIC X
LEEY MR FEOMIE A T L, &
FEOFH L F O IER R Z B 52N L
TWD, AT 4 7 Bl TITEBIY 72920
BEINTNDLEEZLNDELETH DN,
FFERZ T ALY 72 AL & 15 s B
RIS, mEINTWDTID, £ 50k
BT L2HMELHEL NI T 7 A FDOHRT
MREEE INLON, FLEDLIRE
A TFBRICE > TERIASNH TN DL D02
EDORTERNBREIND, RIFFERKT
(T Bell (1991, 1998) TH#T S 4L TV % %5E
DOFHEFLHFE L AARFEOFHETLFEOHEZ
LEERFT L, B EREDOT 7 A MEEOFHH
ZHH BN LTV,
[1] The Language of News Media, Blackwell.
[2] “The Discourse Structure of News Stories,”
Approaches to Media Discourse, Blackwell.

Al R (RN RS)

[FEEEARREE 3 DR AR L
that #iDHR 2\
NS ST AC N FNEINEST)

shout > whisper 72 & DIEEHERAEBN AT,
FEEEBNE say & [FIERIC that HiZEx 2 Z &
NWTED, L LEEOSE, £ 0 that i
VA SRR that D MG LN EEHR DR &
HLZFFS W E | say OBEE &3
M 72 9% 2 B % L 2 S Bl am B AfF 25
B W T S LT & 7z (Francis
whispered *(that) we should turn down the
stereo./*What did John whisper that he lost?
S AR (2001[1]),  L2» LEFAINCLER
LCHhDE, 29 LTRDBODERIN
TWHHEFINE OGN D,

AFELXTIE, ZOMRT 2 oD% %
EBEL ., that BIOIRDT|EVA, BE]DORS

561 & TEERE OREBRMIFFMEICHES<

Tl aRERT D, KT, BiEARTEREN
SR EBEFTH 72 L FEMRRAIERIC X
o T [FFENIERDPB S & that HiOkk %
RBIBORBEICREN R SFHEIERHT
Do Flo. EEGHEEA L O D .| that
Hii & S W] Re 2 B O RE IR oW
TbHim LD
(1] [HlschsE .

“Epistemic Modality and Present Perfect”
M R (BRI RSE)

AFE S TILFFICFE A (epistemic) E & Y
7 4 ORIFZE L EH D, WOFIFH DL
IZE XU T 1 OFIG surely % & 4, $hEIL
FNEZATVRNICT, WXE AR
BERBUET TOEXDO L TH S, Surely it
has rained./It has rained.—J5, RO (H
MM ER O b EOZ o0 L FFKIC,
surely OF MR b > TWA S, BIEIEE
R LTTb 0N ITHY | $%BE
IR RBAIEETH D& T 5, #Surely it
rained./It rained. Z 4L 558 T B/ HMIE £
DO BRI 2 FHEIEL. Dowy (1979
[1]), Landman (1992[2]) CT&E &k ST 5 it
1T O 24 B Wi 10 72 K5 0 (possible
events/actual events) (ZESHE L T3 &&E %
o

[1] Word Meaning and Montague Grammar,
Reidel. [2] “The Progressive,” Natural
Language Semantics.

lif B 7. 542 epistemic will|
FAEFfER ORBRFERE 201~ K52

if #1121 epistemic will 13E 2 72\ &S
A, ZHuLif & will &9 250 M1k
FENERET D70 THDH, 2FEV ., if &
A TEE LT uncertainty &V 9 BEE & 3R
L TBE M5, —J57TC epistemic will %
MNTEELFO TR ZE~D DTS )
WA JETHDTHD, W2, will & if fiT
il 5 72I2iE, will IZFELFETIHZR<SEEL
FLANDND TR E WD Fisrzw 52, fd
D—ERE LT i b0, AR TIL,
ZOMBE% G Leech (2004[1]: 64)D If
you’ll be alone at the New Year, just let us



know about it. — If you can predict now that

you will be alone at the New Year, let us know
about it now (or at least before the New Year).
LWV S FEZMZ O LEICERL TED L
DOFERLCO TR & S B B iR
H4 2,

[1] Meaning and the English Verb (3rd ed.).

WH7Es4%) #/8= (11 7 16 HF-Ai)

EIES [ EIRISERNED)

“Anaphora Interpretation in
Comparatives”

FRILIEZS (B RT)
Z OFRFIL, HEEO HEHIFRIE ST DO
T, BB XP WICHHRRA G H 50
B ORAFAN AR T D6 %2 s
£, bR XP AL EIN C[Spec, C]
~BEIL, TO®RTHIRIND Z & & (FF)
BT D, LV BRRICIT, LRI ZEER XP
PIZAE T 2 IR TINCE LT, At
ZE D sloppy it AN AIRETH H 2 & ME

O T AL 7R O BRI HIBR (2R A 72 AT
PERIKI DN ER R OEND Z L2 LT, L
HEEIN CERi G XP O SCEFl D OHIBRAS
Thivd Z LaRd, EERENTOR

64 XP D[Spec, C]~DBENZIEH L.
P = EEE XP NIRRT 5 R4 T O

sloppy FtANARA[RETH D HFEEHIT 5,

PLEDSHT L, LREGHIBRIC SCFE » OEIBR
NS L0, BEOHIBRNIER RN
RITIE CTOHIBRTRWE & 28D TR
—ﬁ_‘o

“Two Types of Dative Subject
Constructions in Japanese and MULTIPLE
AGREE”

AV CRBRRZERFBE)
In this presentation I claim that dative
subject constructions (DSC) in Japanese can be
classified into two types in terms of Case
pattern: (i) stative sentences with a potential
suffix or a psych predicate, for instance, on the

one hand, (ii) possessive sentences and

transitive spontaneous sentences on the other.
To demonstrate the two types of DSC, I adopt
the C-T-v-V amalgamate under MULTIPLE
AGREE ([1], [2]), and propose that dative
Case in DSC is assigned derivationally, as
opposed to previous analyses including [3]
wherein a dative subject is assigned inherent
Case. My analysis provides an account of how
the different behavior of the two types of DSC
with regard to Case
accommodated under the mechanism adopted.
It is also shown that my analysis has important
consequences for Transitivity Restriction and

pattern can be

ergative case system.

[1] Hiraiwa, Ken (2000) “On Nominative-
Genitive Conversion,” MITWPL 39. [2]
Hiraiwa, Ken (2001) “Multiple Agree and the
Defective Intervention Constraint in Japanese,”
MITWPL 40. [3] Ura, Hiroyuki (2000)
Checking Theory and Grammatical Functions
in Universal Grammar, OUP.

e IEEIR GREKRYE)

[T = A ZEEICBIT D BEXDIRE
22T
HH A JUNRFRFPE)

Extraposition from NP(ExNP)## SCIZBH L
T, EROHFGEERA S B E) /74T (Baltin 1984
[1]) & 13472 D . Chomsky (2004[2], 2005[3])
IX PF HIBR T 2 3R L TV D,

(1) a. [Areview _ ] appeared of

Chomsky s book.
b. We saw [a painting _ ] yesterday
of John.
AFELRTIE, T DO5HTIE ExXNP HLOEHE

fiﬁ(/ﬁﬁ’]%@%uﬁﬁﬁﬂfg NI EEHS
MIZ L, ZFRDBFREIREIZ L > TR S
52 EaEBERT D, BAARRYIZIT Chomsky
(2005[3]))D 7 = A REEFHICIES X | etk
(edge feature: EF)7§§7C0)(}[‘E§£78761”%E§§7\
WERET D, ZOnHrORER. ExNP
LOIEREDR > < BHEIND Z L
BT eI, 7oA XAEEHO BF Lk
RIS & OBEMEICOWTE LT 5,



[1] “Extraposition Rules and Discontinuous
Constituents,” L/ 15. [2] “Beyond Explanatory
Adequacy,” ms., MIT. [3] “On Phases,” ms.,
MIT.

“Derivational Syntax and the Adjunct
Condition”

KA R
This presentation reconsiders the Adjunct
Condition in the Minimalist Program and
claims that Bare Phrase Structure (Merge) and
feature checking via Agree can give a
derivational solution to this condition. It is
proposed that an adjunct, an independent

computational domain, is separately

Transferred upon its Merger iff it is
computationally complete through feature
checking, as a result of which it is rendered
invisible for further computation and the
extraction out of it is precluded for the failure
of Agree. It is shown that the proposed analysis,
along with lexical parameters, not only
explains cross-linguistic variations with the
Adjunct Condition; it also extends naturally to
the Subject Condition, with CED effects being
given a unified derivational account without
government. It is argued that the proposed
analysis endorses the Minimalist view of
language and is better than other derivational
explanations ([1], [2]).

[1] Nunes & Uriagereka (2000) “Cyclicity
and Extraction Domains,” Syntax 3. [2]
Stepanov (2007) “The End of CED?” Syntax

10.

“The EPP, Feature Inheritance, and
Anti-Agreement”
—hAiGTE OBNERRS)
Chomsky (2005[1]) “On Phases”|Z 3317 Z)
PR RBH O BRI, B U7z R R
JAHERERIEOR A L fccé@ﬁ:7:4’ z
FEHLTHY, 7oA AFEHPNEAIN
DIREDAT v TNEFEFEADONELE
25 LETROEELWVWIEZEZFTHDH, K
FROBMIZ., ZOBXFICESETEAIN

7= Inheritance & N 9 #l &5 5 Anti-
Agreement B15¢ (cf. Ouhalla (1993[2])) %%y
*ﬁ L. %O)fi i) K ORBRAY Rt 2 PR 5 2

WZH D, BAERIZIX, Anti-Agreement F
%ic#%Tm@%ﬁﬁﬁwﬁbMﬁ#o
e a OIRAEZ BBLL T\ 2 et & fi7
9 5, ZOEMIE LTIV, EPP X T
WZE A DFEMETIL/AR < Edge FEMEDO—FET
% &V H Chomsky (2005: 23) D RMR IR
BRI R 2 522005 THA D,

[1] “On Phases,” ms., MIT. [2] “Subject-
Extraction, Negation and the Antiagreement
Effect,” NLLT 11.

BFzezezs) -t (11 A 16 B4R
A MERE BEARESTKZ)
['Way # DR L L3R

FEREA 7 (AR R TP
AFERO B, FFED Way 130 ik
B BRIIERE NS 6 DD X A I P4 HH
L. TOEBEHRELHELOIRE LR E W
YBENOHATHZETHDH, Way 5L

AT D Lo RAIE, I (1997
[2]) <° Omuro (2003[1])iZ %&%hé 2l
TlX, Way XX ZEEEMROBLAND 3

ZA TIN5 %ﬂ%ﬂ@ﬁ% IS 2 R
LTW5, F7, Omuro (%, BHCIEEE
(Kajita 1977, 1997)ZHEV D, @Jéﬂmfm“é
FHE O FEFE OB D> & Way #ESLA 3 D1
L. Way #3X034 L@‘O(JFEEEL“CUK
Brze LT %, AFEFK T Omuro D HAN)
EBZHILIRESE, BENRAT 4
O, BEIO A PEEEAKRO R
HeAyB . make # A 7, push %A 7, kick
ZA 7, inch ZA 7, jump ZA 7, belch
BATD6IA TS L, £ LTHR
SCEHGERICHED & b SURIRY 7R make
A T b bIRERIZR belch A 7'~ &k
LTV EMEZRT,

[1] “A Dynamic Approach to the One’s
Way-Construction in English,” Kaitakusha.

(2] [REERK LB, & 3 &, WRgEfk



BIAEEE L faRit)

Eﬂ'ﬁfz (5 /Eij(%jt%ﬁm)
ATE AN EFEIC 2 256, ZORIER
AMED XS R %wA%%LTmé#
IZE- T, XOFBYEICENELDLZ N
%ﬁﬁénm\é(ﬁﬁ (1987[1])), AZELT
ZOBERITK LT, fERtEE WV O R
_%o<ﬁ%Mﬂ%%ﬁmﬁéoﬁm\%
BRI ERE L. Wb DEIFIN4FIA]E O

B A ATV, BRRE & R T RIE ) & 58
THXICE LTI, BRICFRINLI DT
TRV ETIFEENND—F, BRREE %
T4 F D EIFI R ICHEEE L TV D B2
BB FET D ExERTH, £ L
BG4 5 0] O A L 5 % R TE L
TLT DA (19962 Dt E 2 T, £
ZNOBGR AT T 5 R K OV E
LV 2 oDEENENENRL DL DT
D EERD, BZIC, ZOMEERIME
ORRERAIFRE & LT, Bigt & L CRiE i)
DEFEIZ/->TND D%, EORIERA)
TEEEEMRILE L C oA E A

WCRBITE A L EmRT,
[1] TATEFA)TEFEIC OV T, [2] [
FEDEIFARA F AN DOV T .

Al WEHEE] (BERS RS- R5)

(EERMY LFHRLICET 5
RS HFFLNEE)

o OH (B LEEEEMPR)
Langacker (2004[1], 2008[2])(Z L #uiE, A
Blgu, EHiuFE2Y Epistemic Control Cycle
28T % inclination stage % Feib 3 2 iRk FE T
HOGEICORRONDBIGTHDL, Flx
I£. 1don’t think (that) p |21% [FEMBE (—
p) OB ER] 2RI HE (—p ~D
inclination) & p lZxf7 % [ GHR
?i’ %%ibﬁ‘ﬁﬁ 1% (p IZ%}3 % disinclination) 73

. HIEDORIEDOSEIZ, NR ERONE
ﬁﬂiﬁ“é FEED M EIE, ‘I'm not certain
(that) p* ‘T don’t know that p’%@i@fﬁil B
ELTEY ., #iEOMIEDOSLEIZ, NR
RBTEMEAL T 5, ARFEERTIX, KRBIGN,
(MFZFRBLO FEHIE /7723 inclination stage &

FLIR L. BERERUEESORES. EHiO—#b
L < 134%625 modal {t/epistemic adverb {3~
L2 LTk, ZoOENRE S, S
f§iE B, B3CE LT construe A=A
ELDBIR) ThHZ LZxim LD,

[1] “Aspects of the Grammar of Finite
Clauses,” Language, Culture, and Mind, CSLI.
[2] Cognitive Grammar: A Basic Introduction,
OUP.

Mizd & DHBRIZEIT S to DIIE(L
— BB b REFD~— A —~—
LT (EZEFEKRT)

BGEIZRT D to 13, ZERIN BB OEIE

(BAE) Rz m i@ & LT Tl
REFMO~—H—& LTbMbisnn,
SR RFFETIZZ D DD to 1272230 8
boHrLINTnD, ZOELIZONT,
Haspelmath (19891 [3Cikfb) o—fil &
LCim U, SiEficBd+ 2858 ThHod &
ﬁ&fwéo

—J. BAGEICRT S NZ) &, ZEH
RBEORGE R 2RI L LTI T
72< . BEIO B Z R T EE ST TRED
N5 EnHDH B AAFEEZRD IS]T
o7) B BEOL 7 T2 OFNITH
WCTIHBED &L ZABE D Z< O 72
SNTELT, RS —EL TV,

ARERTIE, to & TZ) ORITITILE S
LEWESITIZESWE T M- BRI &)
EWAE L TR (12) EF+A—RT (1)
ERHEIG ] &V D SUER R B & 5 LR

L, BASREFNRT 7o —FIckvE
BhRED TN,

[1] “From Purposive to Infinitive: A
Universal Path of Grammaticization,” Folia
Linguistica Historica 10.

rﬁﬁ@ HEEJ &aﬁﬁ’\uu ZDOWNWT
“dead” ZHLLNT]
ArzmE CGRPERY)
PREFEICB L TZ < OBEWRILIEDOHIZED
1T T& TWW5 (Traugott 2006[1]), 7+ iE
AOMIAE 2 FFORIFAIAREFE L 72 5 Z & 12D
VT, Jing-Schmidt (2007[2]) 7¢ EIZFEEA



TS, ARFERIT, BRI N T,
il alive TIE72 < dead 23 [42< | FERIT]
L9 completeness X° totality Z #K4>75R
BRI 950D Bl 27 L X
9 LD, As sometimes in a dead man’s
face.../ “That’s right,” said Charlie, “you’re
dead right” O X O RFEVWEZHRO LN 5,
dead 1% A423E &\ D TIERINLHY 2200 5 BALR
Dt H contradictory opposition (ZF L 4D
Kb, T7ebbEOXDOMBRICH 54
moFERg TH]) THY | FEFHEEICK
L CHEE marked &\ FEENH D728,
daed D & O 258N 5823 #ROTHE
LD D HOTIHIRVNE NS B X E R
NS R

[1] “The Semantic Development of Scalar
Focus Modifiers.” [2] “Negativity Bias in
Language: A Cognitive-Affective Model of
Emotive Intensifiers.”

WFzesse) &/ = (11 A 16 A 4w

EEN i ACHON B SN

[HIFREEFRET & L COWREFF &
A H BEARHE

PR — GRAERZFREERE)
ARETHE, (NIRRT INETHEVH
bivd Z & Db - BRETE 5T 5,

(1) There’s a collar and a what they call a
(BNC)

(2) 1had myself independently discovered

<unclear>... .

most of what it contained.
(Kono (1984: 77))
(3) *There is what you bought on the table.

(ibid. 76)
(4) There is a chapter which discusses the
letters from Germans ... . (BNC)

Z OBMREIZ . QIR B HBIFREI(FR) &
DI EOREREN S, THRERfF & B H
BIREN ] EIESZ Lo 2, RERMNSEA
HEARENX, () TEMDIREZ RSN L
MO LR L DI, B)IIRT FR Ttz
<\ @R THIBREIFREI(RR) D FFE A £5 -
TWb, ZOFRELEE X2, WEFMNEH

MR EIX., RR &R CIRAEIC LV ARk S
N5 LR L RERf X B HBIRET 2 RR
L EORMELXET L Z L ERT,

g M4 5 - BIFRARA T who D#EZE b~
DEEEEFRAT 71 —F |
Yl 2 (@K

SEMR 4G - BAtRI44 5 who/whom i
WATIZB L TIE, 3 DO RS SUADE
7£4 % (Lasnik and Sobin 2000[1]), %5 1 @
RTIE, ERFE HRREWT L OSE S who
BHAWSND, F2OXXETIE, FiEOH
Al who WG D3, HilE S 47 PP
WD BFEDEE1E whom DNHAWSNLD,
%3 ORTIEL, EHI RSN DGA TIE
whom 2AHWHILD, BLERERWVLDIL, “We
feed children whom we think are hungry.” ™ J
212, WRHIEEOSE S whom VWS
nNoZEThHD,

AFRTIX, LRI EAHIK ORS
JE AR IR T2 & v D Bt M B R D R
TENZFEDWNT, 3 DO SRR OFHE % 3
T2, ZOHPT, FHEmICBVWTREIN
T E R B SEME (positional faithfulness) &
WO BT DERERERICB O TH 4
ThdIZ EafEMT 5,

[1] “The Who/Whom Puzzle: On the Preser-
vation of an Archaic Feature,” NLLT 18.

Al ARATEA CERFEBE KT R

“Two Types of Coordinate Structures”
JEH R — CRAERZFER TR

ARERTIE, FEOFEELRET
5, T LT, ZNHOEERIE LWV HIR
R BIEDIFFE E L CHEAET D & FRET
Do —ODHFNEIL, ZHODMI LIE
RO HEHIGE A 55T 5 External Merge
(Chomsky (1995)IZ X W IRAES D, ZHIC
L0 IBAMEE RS, SALHEEIC R E
BN AEL D, b9 — DDA ET, R
725 PG ERENE — O EFR A2 A LTH
FEME G 2 ST 5 Parallel Merge (Citko
QOOSHIZ K VIRESND, DA, X
HIEEZRD, RN EIC 2 D,



COBRBROIFHREL LT, BEICSALT
PREDNE ] S S HEEE - LF S Cik,
HOENIEEN R DR BNEIRT O
WZxt LC, BRI EIEIERFIZ SV G A
s PF HFCIE, REOZNEEN
Fl—DRLEENZ T L TFHIND, 2O
THZE, REH L, R, —E0BLEN
MRAET 5,

“Indirect Quantification”
H RS (H AR / University of
Connecticut KP¢)
B DS WERE L e EICAR L TV D
[ a IR ED LT EANTE AL
TARTYHATL ] WD UL, DRt ATEARD
g, () —MORIZONTT TIZHATLS
WO ZERMNREIOIRNH 2, (i)
Dt T HFTeH Incremental Theme D
BLDO T AT HZOWTIE, Accomplish-
ment verb & FEHEE L EIEZ " ACT.
i Rtk fig % 79 BECOME (24315 % 5301 43
RSN TV 5 (Rothstein 2004), —J7. H
AFED WM R A ST DV TIE, ()FFiE
Bl & WEEE D 2 2 — L IXIRAEBIRIZ 2V (i)
WEBE U7 B 713 R N E T
LEFAITHD, LW OB REI LT
% (Nakanishi 2004), A& ClX 2416 DT
MR EMAG oY, ERREFICLD
Incremental Theme D &fkIL, (i) ACT A~
k735 BECOME A X2 h ~D S, (ii)A
A M D AR A~ OERE . LD
2 BMEORR AR DM R B kit k- T
Thind, LIRET D,

[1] Nakanishi, Kimiko (2004) Domains of
Measurement, Ph.D. Diss., UPenn. [2]
Rothstein, Susan (2004) Structuring Events,
Blackwell.

[FERENE B BYFE DB FR RIS DWW T
B (FRKREE)
ARaIE, HEEOIERERE B BhE oo B E H
HEE), EABREHULHRTH |
NIHEMHHZ D Z LiIcko Tk EN S Z
L TRT D,
(i) John walked Mary home.

OAMERSMED (A7) I & - T
B EALD & D TSR D F i (Levin &
Rappaport Hovav (1995), Brousseau & Ritter
(1991)%. O Z OFEO MBI L BBk
BEGEICROND Z & @IEXHE B B o
B E L 23 3R 97 0k & FEREdS B BhEi o
BN G HEORTBERNERD Z L2 T
L2, LWHRIENH D, WEFEIC
(X, FEXERS B EhE & FRRERE B BRI 23R U
RESRIT L » THZHOT I, Al 135 E,
BHEITEHEBOE®RAZFF >, ARiIL. O
INLOBRLFARRICIEZDZENTE
5 EaTEET DL, BARRICIE, )2 H
RE LR BEWRBMRICH D TREFEE
(Shibatani & Pardeshi (2002))% % L. [kf
) 2RI HEREREIC L > THEZEA
ToZ . £ THfE) OBKRIZIRLL
5 Z LT X o T o FERERS B B 5 25 il B
FIREE R W2 EEBT 5,

[1] Levin & Rappaport Hovav (1995)
Unaccusativity. [2] Shibatani & Pardeshi
(2002) “The Causative Continuum.”

(oRv o AAE) (11 A 16 BF )

CALL IZ K 2 FEFEEF FEH ~DORA
—FYA Yy - HEh - EEREFBELT—
& AT (TR FERERE)

WEFEREOT VA 2B WT,
CALL #MITE R NERNE D L7 5T
WAHR, EbT B L, UL - BiE - BER
Bt R7e & gy [0 09 v &2 —
Ty OB LIRS, EFEL VD 2
Ra2=b—val AT 4T ORBETHD
BEOFEIL, RECHEBARAANHKEDH DWW
T —HOBHMFLEELWVIHERELS
WORBRTH A 9,

R VARTY T AT, BEFOME - FEH
DFE D CALL # TORB % | B AE
B, R, EnTE SR, PEHFIRE & VD 2
BB CTE b2, TOEHR, LMD
ZEITEY., S TIEHIEEATHRSICBT
% CALL EFRHEMFIHO—Bh &7 | £z
b 9 — T TIXEBE R O SN - FERS

BOBIREAT D, JGEHH - Fitlim - 55



FEHELZNGHEO IS, KOZNIZ LD
FieEm R SN D Z & 2R 5,

[EEEFEERREE T A 75
AT ILEET- (ATR / 5 KZ)
BREmEIAMOaIa=r—va v
R 2 HEERERE D, BAGEREES
FHhERB L Ll — O RER 7R ER
R0 BRI WAMEREOFRITIE -
FEPHAETH LN, (HEICER LI
AT Z L2, RATHH LWEER
HTAY =R TEDHIE, QFEEAE
FONZIZE#E 2 N H 0 | SIS Az
BT 52 &L Q)EMIISIARD A IZHEH - 72
FERIEFBARFEEWETLILAD D
5L (DB EROIRF D HEEO B OIRF
ZHIEFR LTS Z L, 5)FHRAT DORE
HNEFHEEOBMLE DR LR v 7
Lo TND I EREBHALNIRST,
INLORRITE _SHEOFHIZBITS
EROBEIEMEEZREL TWND ENZ LD,
IO DR OFHBI ~DISHR, HE
BN EZ v owWwni-%E 7 ns 3
LETEEZRZ TR L, kxR AT 4T
EFA LR R PEREOT A
IZDOWNWTEET D,

[ATR CALL ZF|H L7z /B% - MBD
MRIMOBREER
AR SAVE— (P RERERT)
—WIZ. BARANT /1 O K OBEH
F I PGEREE O K OBE A, SEEE
DHTHLZ EICEFTHLESOITHY
%o HLIZHKIE, BEMSFHEOEREFZD
HEWTH D Z EIITEGR O LM,
T, KV VRV T LTI, EHENMT
o7=, RFAEICxT 5, ATR CALL #Hbf

(ATR ARE#GRENFIEATR1]) 2 R Lz,

pretest, #lfH, posttest, KFAEMRFTT 5 2
LRy T o ZHE o TN 8 7 X
DIEZEIZNEETH D DN ERTTT 5,
ZORER, I, FRCEEE LV O
W EFEWEIZRBWT, IR TR IS
CfERRABNTDICR LT, r/ 1,
BEEE LIV OARNE I D I, IR 72T

DL, ZOFEREE, FFERROHE
fbEDOBEDLY G, FBELTW, (RIF
ZEIIAR OB (PR & ORI
ThD,)

[T ¥RV A= v 7 R0 L
% BERR] GER

AEFEEFIY ALAOBE]Y L%

AT HSE— (BBORT)
SREICIZEDOFFEMEEO U X LER H
LEEDLNTWD, DY X L% EMEIZH
S LVEHT S LT FSMERETOA
—IN At a=bs—va CEIBICATO
TeOIZid, [HxOBEFROME LY - PEH L
FRICEETH D, BEOHTENG ., #EY)
PR RE A AT 20X, REE RSN EREO
HERIZ O E BV AR N TS [A)
EFaZ EnmREn[l], EELIZZOL
ORI FIEZSMNERES O Y X LD
B LD REMRIET D7D D3
BRAIT TR 21T > C& Jo, AFERTIR, 35
U ALDHELE SNDEH (T 70) O
& B0 TR A Y T (1) A ASRERE & 13 0%
FEOE A EOREEMIZHEE > T
D7, QAT & 0 B E EY 23 & OFRREEm)
ET 50 Q)EHIOEMREEIY 2%
T HERIMD, Lo MEEZ Y BT
SAEREFEICED L ) TRz 52 %5 7
B D,

[1] Lively, et al. (1994) “Training Japanese
Listeners to Identify English /r/ and /I/. 111
Long-term Retention of New Phonetic
Categories,” J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 96.

[RFEBERTIREY 7 S OBRF - BF%E - Ei )
AR PEE Rk (HEERT)
PEFEORETIY 7 b =T IXT TI
BRI, AL TWLHEKE D
2\, SER LB EZ T 508 Ln
N, BHEATZ TR LT oY R I AH
YA RXTEDLY 7 NOFET S, BHEN
EWOTHEITHFRICHEATX 5L, ik
TS LM Y 7 hatkEL TV Z
EHTE D,
K VRTTALATIHI DWVoTz VNE7R



Y7 b BERLEZRGEOT v YT 4 OF
OB L | Z USRS 2 FER DR R &3
4%, ERITIMONRZE D720 D
pretest (ZEH L7 E T AHEDFEE~D
IO WTE BT & EBLEHM 2 AV
THRTZ LD TH D, ik & LT pretest T
1, 2 [BE 7V & B2 O EEE O5EE
KEFX T YT I L TIET RS
W O<ERmR R ONTER, BE - FHEIC
S E R RN Do T,

FREHAFTFEIE 2004 AFEICKF O
AT THBE LY =y 7 A b [5EEES
BEAM] b L, HHERE T2,

[1] MBI AM)
http://kcen.konan-u.ac.jp/ilc/english/

(R AB=) (11 A 16 HF1%)
LxvaroBEfbizd<oT:

BERGHHRAND
EESENUEG RGNS

20 HHACDOETHD HHFITHNT T, KA,

77 AEHRLIZ L TERKY (semantic
field) &\ 9 &2 FICHESWGERICE T
HRFGENRE A TH -T2, ZHUE—RIZH O
B EMEEND L O T, ZTOEANRE 2
X, FEOEMITFESHEREMICEE -
TR SN GOHRTHESNLD LV )
LD ThoTz, BWSEOZ X HITEDH%KY
BAEEZ TZTHBI, 4 HOFHEFEOF
RSB Z &z o T,

AR URY T AE, LRV oL
BT B EIZ W T, A R BRSO
PENOEBZTHELI VI HLDTH D,
EHGEHERT I D RIW
(paradigmatic) 72 B {% & #E A U (syntag-
matic) 7eBAfRICHEZ Y TRV DL, KM,
FFOBEWR /T T L — FDOEK, L
Fooar bk, BEREWRND A
BRGEOMBEIZOVWTHRITLIZWES
A TCWD, HMERET., ENUEEH LI
BLoH D HICE>THLHEERY VRY
LTI D T EEFES TS,

[REBEHEE  FBOXNL &SR
RN AR B (PR

EREHERE 0% OBl EWmE L.
76 B91% (sense relation) & 3E & FE DR &
LT A2, ZThis LREERmIZR W
TiE, BEEFREHEOHIUC T 28I&
MOBROEFEAIRM TH D LB Z D (L
Fillmore & Atkins (1992[1])), AFEHE TiL,
COZEERFMEEONCE XD, KEMHL
I, FEENRTHRICEBIT D, Fratkoxsr
. HE/BEDINIOEL L (HDH W
I ) 1S bDOTHD, TOXRIH
FEDERICHMEICKBEL TWHIEAIT, &F
LR EBTHDLERRINDEDTH
Do Flo, TO XD I KFEMEE LS T
SHIRISLOBLEIN D, KEREE 3 DI
THIENTED, HFMMEORINLIZHES
< & D(north/south 72 &), 2)HE « & E DX}
NEAZHED < B D(true/false 7 ), 3)E DOl S
IZHS< b D(goodbad 72 EYTHDH, D
FIE, BE « BEDRSDOH Y FIZHS
WTEHRD TNAENTE D,

[1] “Toward a Frame-based Lexicon,”
Frames, Fields, and Contrasts, ed. by A.
Lehrer and E. Kittay, Erlbaum.

MBEAOBWKRIIED L ) IC BRI S
NED 2B EEET T L— b
& - T

AT AHEEE (KRR

FfFAlZ & - C syntagmatic 72 BIfR & 13, B
FlEZTOMBIL—2OMK, OF Y
linking ® Z &1Z72 %, Linking Z @45
72812 Pinker (1989[ 11T E M EI T/ < X
actson’Y D K 9 7RRILE A 7% T gk
EERELED, ZOBIDOE 2 HIX
Goldberg <> Levin OEFHIZSZ T LTV
Do FIZOLX D7 BOEICKMI D E
) A LW oEGEEMORERZ 28
paradigmatic 72RfRCTH 5 Z L1272 5 (cf.
Levin (1993[2])).

Z D X 912 Goldberg O LI 43 AT &
Levin OFEHET 7 L — MyWridE Uik
DIER FITAE ST D Z ERHR DD, M
FIITRODENBIFET D, AFEKTIL,



FRlZ()BERE O SR LS/ T T L— D
EROBEE, QEWOERE, @2 [T
WCHTHE RS+ U H EE O FINFIE 4
LTENEN DGO %4 P& BEE L T
ARG

[11 Learnability
Acquisition of Argument Structure. [2]

and  Cognition:  The
English Verb Classes and Alternations.

[KEEREERIC X 2B T ER)
AT AR~ A I (KRB KRT)
[ B 5 I 7% (anti-lexicalism) & 1, EhFA 72
EOFE S ERHIMEHEOH I TH D &
Erbrzlickorxrary o ry
A% — et DM - AR (2005[1])
72 £)YT & 5 (cf. Harley (1995[2])), AFEHEK T
13 RGEREER DN b B AR D 5y
FrcHB W TREINTE =) VP AER
IS T D ENEFIE & RIKTHOREER - &
BRAGHR 2 ZEVMIZ DWW T, FIRIESCC RIS
EREO BTN En S Sz LT
<o FT=. BT F(lexicalism) (cf. FEHZim
# (lexicalist)) DL DEWE | GG
HIZ¥F 5 Rappaport Hovav and Levin
(2008[3]) IZ X D72 &L L7273 &
BEtT 5, BT, 7TART MR - #5E
LAULZ BT DRFRIE & o ToEBR O
ARG LY & B2 DA R D,
[1] [FEFREERQ) BhE) , przett. [2]
Subjects, Events and Licensing. [3] “The
English Dative Alternation: The Case for Verb
Sensitivity,” JL 44.

[E) L RRRZE L)

SR CKRIL = (R
Goldberg & Jackendoff (2004[1])) 134
DEZFITHESNTRERESCE 58T LT
WD, EOHRTIIBENERBL R SCIC
EERDLZBLOLE LD TS, 20X
DI HT O FITIE, ZEHRB LKL L
RO @M% [ D Jackendoff (1990
272 & OB EE R IZ 31T 2 7803 Btk
LTWa EEbhs,
AFEEKTIE, HWEICBWTHEIE &
FESTED XS RBRICH LD E N

O REIZ OV T, BEEERRICEB T 5Bk
GDEZ T ) ZERDORFT 252
L2 5, 72 & X ITRNER] into (XIBENER
Bl & A5 RARSC O J T 5 25 Helen
Keller D EW7=ADHIZ1E into DfEHIC
B L CHUBRIRWR M A BT 52 LT
X5, fEREICOVTIR IR E TIZ b
% DFATIIRRN B H 75, RRERTITEN
LIE—REI TR TENIT LB X
W5,

[1] “The English Resultative as a Family of
Constructions,” Lg 80. [2]
Structures, MIT Press.

Semantic

(URY T AC=) (11 A 16 BF14)

REE L HRBEDA v —T = R
mE EREE (MEANERT)

KU VRT T LTI, HGE & RGHDA
B—T 2 A%, 3 OORRDBEENGE
BT D,

1 DHIE, IIF 3 —1 v 2 fUCETT
oo R B 7R RS GE A IS O Hl X (the
cartography of syntactic structures) % {Eld
70T b OWRK T, ikGHIE®RN
PR ARREAE S O T E D K D 1Tk
SNDMWEELET D,

2 DHIE, BHOI=~ VA NS T
L OB T, TALE TOMBETLOR
FEATZED BITIK T % B TW oI
DIEEBLGR DY, CP HIIC B W TERILS LD
AT = ANERRT D,

3 DHIE, BARIZET 5 AARGEOEE
PO D OFLR T, HARGEFEGE Y
DRIV TH BT RGE & HaEIZ B
DRI TERR E RN D REEFD
WIREDFOD DR EHD,

MFEEERIER 7Y =7 MT
BT D ARFETFRI
R EEREAE (PR HSNEE R
1990 4 %% ¥ 12 Guglielmo Cinque &
Luigi Rizzi |2 & > CTIL[FEI TR S, BIE
d—ny RNERLIEITRFO T e Y 2
bC o B 72 B EE S O Hi X (the



cartography of syntactic structures) % {El"
H7uaY =V Nind D (cf. Cinque 1999;
Rizzi 1997, 2004), Z UL, @A 72 iEAE
WA R DR M CREMICHIC &)
BEDOLDTHD, AFFTIE. BAEHIZ
RRRWE, ZO7ayxy NOWELZ R
715 T, BARGEND ED L D ' B2 I6E
ThHoHNE, FRIZhEy 7R 7+ — AR L
o7 CP BHIICIE 2 & S D ikEsIC B
PLBGE S LI D (cf. Endo 2007),
[1] Cinque, G. (1999) Adverbs and
Functional Head, OUP. [2] Endo, Y. (2007)
Locality and Information Structure, John
Benjamins. [3] Rizzi, L. (1997) “The Fine
Structure of the Left-Periphery,” Elements of
Grammar, ed. by L. Haegeman, Kluwer.

[CPBENOAT-EFE L —BHE
uﬁaﬂi Eﬁ“”m% (*E'EEE]M‘E j(%)
EAJ)I (2007[1]) T, CP #EEDOBLEND
SHERERDLE, INETIP (M) 4
ETIHIE 2 oo T — R LD T EE 72
TEEFUN, AEETITENETRES
&1%Eu%up&8fh%éhrméa
@F%mAﬁE - SURIERE)
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