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HAGE I T 3 .0HEEEORERICOWT

Wil x

1. BB

AR TR, BEAZOLEBFAXC ST ABERCOWTEERT I, & & Tl
DEBFEE ., —BHUCEBEIR TV X5, BiEW - DEWEX2EAYSE
BI285FTHH. RBEFLATHN VDD S [BRE] oBHREBEPEFELL D
EBEIND, 2D X 5 InLEBYFIC DV T, Belletti and Rizzi (1988) < Pesetsky
(1995) e DG BB DOD, TDEIT, AR TEET 321 7OLEHH
(EBSE) Titie<. [BBRE] ORKGEINEREBWELFAICMHEIRE 2 (7
(BO &) wHEREHTT\5Y, Katada (1994) 13EMT 5 Lo, HABRSE
Wik, EO MO LEEFY “BAUAHER (closed system)” XL Tk h, ESHE
LDEEBFEOAN, X VEE (unmarked) ?—ﬂ?ﬁ@f;@)?ﬁ'@% 5LEZ2DhB, K
RO BRI, 20X 57% ES BELEEFE RS h 5 BIERIC oW TR 7238
YE2BZETHB,

EROAFTE, KELUTOL KB,

I BRERIhZEFAGOBRRELFTEL, §FTHLORTELERRE
D7 AREE TR ERRT, WETHIL, BRAZOLDCHEL
HCBRBEARES N TEL T L RISHL, OEBFRSE T 5 ERAE
N o

O ITHLIARINGET &R, FEREA#EE (exical conceptual structure)
DEENLBERDY ¥ ) — a VEDOWTHNT 5, &2 T, &
BEaEEo v~V CLEBFRCERARMNER IS LREL. BRED
RA LSRR & R OBIEDERD X — v R B L EHITT
B, Fr, COBFCEREOBEBEAE L > TV L ETET 5,



2 HAEr & 5 LEBROBERCOWT D

M AFETOHMK I IE, BB (exicon) B 5HFEHR (syntax) D
FrEoOZUMABILIhE S 2 L, ¥, BEEIR (c-selection) BUHEE
XN 5B Z k., % Theoretical implication & L C&RRT %,

2. DHEBFEORER

AAZEDESHLEBFEIL. 2 ORERO BRI LA X { Eo1fh b 5 (Bando
(1996)).

(1) a KEBRBREOEFIC HELAKL

b KEBIBESD DRBL/ HEAL

(2) a XKEBIBEOEF*IT Lol

© b KERIXBEOMEE xR ANR
(3) a XKEREEOERR/ *kbIihic
b KEBIXBEDOREERI, * HE- 2

Thbik, FRER /1K BREROTHELEETHLO (=Q) ) HBE
ROZHETHLD (=Q) ) TEREROAZHFATHED (=0B)) ) LR
%, Bando (1996:166) ¥, ES HOLEEFE D L 5 LR OBRLD 4
DX SHFEHLI,

(4) a X EBREROBMIFEZHETHED:

TEs) T TE8LE) %5 Tedb 5] i) InE
b HAREROLIHFRTHLOD :

(%35 (8> EHTAITECLSE] 156t [Bbhite] &
¢ EBREROZFETHELO:

< IO < 05 IRBIT 51T B2 5 ITE LIRS R E

@) ofBEeEL TR, FEMTodhd Abh 35, A TIL I O Bando
(1996) DHEERFARTH L,

D HBERIEL T, B (1) or —22oWnT, E& LTHE - 584G
S O ERAE OME L\ S BA DA I T &% (Endo and Zushi (1993)),
E DX 5 i, ¥EEO ES BOEENF - EO ALLEBIFRK B “TRERRES h
T %= [THEME] &\~ 5 B A% [Target/Subject Matter (of Emotion) ] & [Cause]
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CEZELE LI Pesetsky (1995) & RF LAt THYH, WBERIII-LH
AL [Target of Emotion] ([RIFOME]) &\ 5 BHRKREY, SRERIWLE
Az [Cause] (UFHED DEHBELFOLHHTL TS (B (1982 ©d
FERNFERDOIERS $H %), 7. Endoand Zushi i, SHRERIW-LFRGD
56, COLEBRFHIIENEEFRTHE S L EEL, SRERDOES ENBERD
LR L TR HMEBERELYRELT5 (B)),
(5) a. NP-NOM (Experiencer) NP-DAT (Cause) Pred
!
b. NP-NOM (Experiencer) NP-ACC (Target) Pred
(Endo and Zushi (1993:29))
CDXOIBEERRETH T LI, Baker (1988) D UTAH (Uniformity of Theta
Assignment Hypothesis) = Pesetsky (1995) ¢ Thematic Hierarchy & &% 3% DT
BHBHH, BEROV AT 2 BEEHROCHET 5 b O Tidin?,
ARTIE, 2T ) OBEKEPOLREBERED, 205HE 2) 3) 247
CHBEHAL TN, EWSFEEES,

3. LBBEFDORERH

ECiihe X b, BARZEDOLEBFNCE VT, BEERI WL [
BoRg], SHRERE R URE] L5 BREBEIN TSI NS L&
2 b TE A, Bando (1996, 1997) 18T % X 5 e, SRERI hickFAa
Ty [FHE] 23tk [RFONER] OBRBEL LEOBERES,

(6) a KEBEFDOBFILE 2

b. KERAROBEHCEAL

Bando %, (6ab) DX 5 mLEBFAXKERE VT, SRERIhcgRAan K
H] [REOXNER] &\ 5 Zo0BHRBER ‘R Ho TV BBRMAEETS
EERT D, ZOMROTERIIHENCHFET LD EEL LIRS, ThIE, X
TRRLUICHER, SBREFATCHLTEDL S KFHARELONB EVD 2 LT
BoTC, BEOLEBHLOb O _EOBRBE LS TrENIDE L
HERT DD DTHRIR, EEXAMTEIE LD, 2% H, (6ab) BIL T Bando 2§



4 ' AAFEC BT 5 LEBFAOBERCOWC QWD

BT amR (SramEan [BRR] (REORR] Zo0BKREErFARED)
CHEWNT, DEBFREECHET ABREHANIELLI—HTHH T LIRS,
(7) a KEHIPB OB
b. KERBEARRL DRI
c. KEPEDTIWEDOHFIUF-< DL
d KERP-LK D LikbDTIWEDE
(7a,b) k. FhFh (6ab) BFRLEE LB THH, HFAD [L0OE
CEE TRoOED] 3. [RiEOxE]) oBRLrERER: (6ab) KEWTEHKA
RS bhi —EORKREEIO > b, [FHE] oRKREEIIRes) . R
H]xE e AREERFEILEH I v o Lix, HE (1976) TRRCERBI A TV 5,
(8) a* YavidhohhlLic=a—2R
b Yavhoma—ARRohh Lk
Gk E (1976:170))
(9) a* VaVvhFRott=a—2X
b Tavima—ARFEo7
- (kLR (1976:170))
X 51z, Bando A [ER] oMW LTS (Tc) BT H5BAFMD
BGEL T [REORE] OMRL1 L d, Tk, ZORRIIS T
L@ ERD ((7d), 20X > hEER, LEBFACL- T, [BRiFOREK] &
FTsgaAnosA, [RR] 2R T5 LRI 3 LV DARERTHAC
EERLTW 5B,
(10) a FEFEOBMLVWERCBEFORBSHKELAL
b WOBLIARBEFEORLVERLE ot
T%5%5]=[RFOKESEFLL])
e * FOBRXIARBTORES YR LI Isot
((#55=THEZEDHE L WEBRIZELLD

,aw)u[ﬁﬁjabfwiﬁzﬁ@&[@%@ﬁ%l&bf@%%%ﬁ@ﬁ
BYHRBCER LATh a5, (10be) RHIS X5, ‘[RiFOXER]
+EE X (#5775 CEBRTSZLNEETHE, —H.  URR] +85F"
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OF CIHBRIITAETH 5, ORI, [RiFoE] 2R TEREFIHO
EEFEOH (argument) Thy, [KH] #FRTERLFADNE TR SR
(adjunct) THBHZ EHEBHRL T3,

(1) a KERRZDEDVOSRLI/IED LI

b KERIIBELEY ORFe (BbT) SirCreFRrE I

(1D wRoh3 X, [FR] 2R TS89, LEBFSICR S,
HEHEHcHRLE S,

BlEdb, AT, CEBFACERIN S SRLFDE B [RE
ORE] THY, chET JEE] &\ 5 BRBERES & Sh, BR-ShT
ERERABFATGIMAINATES LHWT 5, 3bHA, 6) KEFBE5—0D
R (SRgRas KE] OROZEED) Tk, SRAFQIE TR L.
fTmFAChBEEL SRS,

Tit, (D KR6N3 X5 5K ER/EOT/H OERDOTHEM K OWTILED
LOHBEINBEDN ? DT TiL, ZoMEronWTEL S,

4. DEEFOERE SRS

XT, EABO X 51c, Endoand Zushi (1993) Tit, MEERE i LRAR
[(BREORNFR] &\ 5 BREEr, ERERIh LT ER] oSkgws
FoLo3hTwan, AR5 2 ¥ CORB T, #BE (FH] oF
BREE R FOGRARA) NETIIRVI L, FLT, HELTOERERIh
AT REONR] L BHREEIRES, W5 2 LRI M, Lo
T, HL ETH (argument) THAHBRD BT, WBERI LT « &
BERIACAEARADIAT RBEORF] L5 BRBEHYNEIRL L
Bo TITTIX, TORERDY 7 V) —va VHABERTF S TREIh S Z
LRWIET 5,

9, S dic - T, AR T, Rappaport and Levin (1988). Grimshaw (1990)
# Levin and Rappaport Hovav (1995) 7a & CIREI h, EIU (1993, 1996) 4K
(1994), == (1996) IsEDOHAREOHFC LB ARBRTWBHUTDX 57k
XL FAERAT S,
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(12) Lexical Conceptual Structure (LCS)
" .
Argument Structure — Syntax (D-structure —  S-structure)

SEEEAEE (LCS) i3, FEFAOERES % E%ES # (exical decomposition)
DFEETRRELELSDOTH Y, BEHRNLERSR (B LZH (variable) 7>
BEY Lo T B BHER, Wh HHEERTOEYFE T, LCS OREHRIL,
EEECEBRIh, 0¥, BEEYN L THEBE~LEOHTILN S, flx
. REE 2ET (h5] R REEN &FT [Eha) Rk (13) ©
L5 LCS BFOLEL DN S,

S (13) TRl TH51 %) TREZE ) (Eha) %)
STATE EVENT

BE X BECOME STATE

BE . _
(22 (1996:148))

BE ® BECOME 2\EHE TH b .x NEEFE T, ¥ 1o, EVENT *° STATE {1 EIHRR
LEN DRI T A Yo ORE L LB T A TH B, LCS DRLICH
LT, W OmD AR A MRS B (Jackendoff (1990) & Rappaport and Levin
(1988) & Tihinh BicoTWw3), & 2 Tkl (1996) *° Levin and Rappaport

Hovav (1995) 7 KW EEEOELELXH > TH <,
T 20X 5 RLCS AW TRIEOLERRIIE DL SKERINBDTH
AHS5H7? ‘

FBc. [ER] oRyEoskamaMmFEchdy . [REORS] &
BRINBERLADIETH S LEBLTCVBR, Thihife () 2RTA
%k, BiEOBROGE GELEL” “BS” 3—ERETHY ., BEOBRCE
W ZIHBRETH D LS LR D,

Katada (1994) 1%, BAED fear LI (AR T O ES BOEBED 13, weak
transitive TH 5 & L. BEPANT “intransitivization” &\~ 5 &R : (optional) F
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FFAIMEC & L k> T—ERBC b IHRABE bRV BBL LTV, Th
1, FOEREE (argument structure) 1D ZODTREEMNDS A Z L R EWRT A9,
14) a [V W) yl, x
b. [V], x <« Intransitivization
’ (Katada (1994:69))
- (14) BBF B Zo0RBEOHFELXRD S Z LT X » T, LEBFENEMTH
BLE%. 2 hEENRENE (5K - ARERIhHEF) cERkT5HC
ERLRTELRERNBERRE S Z LAFHH IR 59, KT, BEMIC Katada
(1994) DEX S RZTRHTHLILRB,
B (1996) 13, LEBFROBREBMSEEL LT (15) DX 5 RREX LT 5,
(15) x EXPERIENCE [x; BECOME [x, BE AT- [PSYCHOLOGICAL STATE
withz] 1]
(B (1996:125))
BlLoZ oB#EX, FIRHERELLTCOBETH B, —EREELLTD
WEEHIOWTOERITIR, b1, AR/THRE L X 57, LEBFAOHEKT
535 [Target of Emotion] ([EDRER]) L\ 5 BREEr ekt cx
RTAHEEIL, 3D [Target] £33 # T, RALHD “FREST Bk
BMErERRTELHPEZTLVOTIRARVIEELLbNS, AR TR, BAED
ES HOEBFL, b &b L—TRETHY ., £ BERAANEASh, ZER
By 7 T, EWIELZTERD, 0¥ )., LEBFOBSEEIEAN
i3 (22) DXSREBRRECRBLEELD,
2T, (22) OBEREBROVWTERLTHEL, =K (2000) i, ES #LE
B EREET (eventive) bD L%, (16) DX 5 7n\~$>¥ 5 Vendler (1967)
SED 5 HO [BHBF) TH5 LRBOCHL TS (17 12 (16) T
BHLCSHERTHB), (22) ORTEMLEPBH L5, XB/TH, AXRZBFOESH
LIRBIFAN eventive 72 b DTH B &5 HTIRER (20000 w@ET B, Fh
NEBEHFTHH LI IR LTy, L., LHEBFENEHEHFTH
B5ELTeh, FDOLCSERIL (A7) D X 5B N, £ 55 &, Tsujimura
(2001) THMHIRTWBEIE [T OBHMNHEH IRV, S OFEMIZ



8 AAFF BT 5 LEBFEOHER>WT (WD

Tsujimura (2001) ZZBEEhic\25, Tsujimura i3, (18) (19) HX U (200 2D
o (M) #EE»D, BIFE ML Th) ot (BE] B 2 ITBFRORED
—2% LT, ZOBRID LCS I STATE BN FE L RFIERLINC L aE
FTws, SORBAELVETE LEBFRYHE (5] [K5] RELFA
BOBBHROY 7 T —CEDHOIMBETHA 5, LLEHb, £3%d
Tsujimura % ES BL.OEBIF % eventive 7o b O Tid o { CIRERF T 1 D (stative) T
BBHLEELTNBDT, AFBD X 5k ES BLEEFY eventive T 5547 &
BHECEABRR, ¥, OEBEO LCS % [y BE <state>/AT <place>] O
IPEHHTHEND Lk, UFOLEBERIPNEDOLLL A —HEFHTH
B LERERT BN, ARTIE, ES BLEBRNANBREREYHE TS LB
( TNEEETAEFHEOLNBEMAFETES] &5 Burzio D—#{t (Burzio
(1986) ) X 3) ., (22) © LCS HROBME I THEE LTO x REKRE
EXPERIENCE OEHE LCEALTHBO, 20 L5ic, AFDO (22) k. FH
# (eventive) THB L5 &, # LT STATE ZHir &\ RKBWT, ZR
(2000) & Tsujimura (2001) DS EFEE I ELITENBETHSHLE X 5.
(16) a [IREEBHFA] (state)
b. [FEEhESR] (activity)
[2)Z BT (achievement)
[#ENRR ] (accomplishment)
FIREESHE ) : [y BE <state>/AT <place>]
MEBE)E] : [x ACT (ONy)]
[#Z&%)57 ) : [BECOME Ly BE <state>/AT <place>] ]
(%R BE] : [x ACT (ONy) ]CAUSE [BECOME [y BE <state>/AT
<place>]]]
(18)* KEBIZEThE-T
19)* KEBIZE THE-
(20) KEBIZE THEAL
1) KEBIZETHHELAL

an

-

e o




HAEE - BAXL %305 (2004) 9

/E\,ENTN

EXPERIENCE X EVENT

(22)

BECOME X STATE

AT  PSYCH-STATE

Bando (1997) X, LAF® (23ab) DX 5 hfle S, [EL] o< b T3]
i o LEBFROBR I, M wLEREYELIRS [FE] 883 h
T EERL, BMEEECHE T CAUSE W5 BRIRZEALTWBER, K
fco RR] wfmiEchdy. BThvwil b, BROMEECRRTHLE
AV, LTI TIRELTEL,

(23) a* KEFIIBRLCU <DLk

b.* KEBIZO & h TREAL

(22) OBEBEX, x LW —H ((BBRE]D LrEThTebT, Z0oBE
PEBENERIND &, YR, —HRFL L TCOEBE M ELN D, Tk, =
BEREE & L TCOMEER A W REET B, W5 RIBETH 558, AR TR, (24)
DERBAUNIESEECHERIN S LRET 5,



10 AR K17 5 LEBFOBERCOWT UID

24) STATE
BE. «x LOC

AT PSYCH-STATE

l

STATE
ORIENT x’s-EMOTION LoC

TOWARD vy
(24) OFEEFANL, HH (1998:63) % John is angry. D angry H—TEREEE L
THWONRAEE L THRE L LTAVLRAEEN D HEEYHAT HLDIC
BRELLRMLBE LD THS, AHORETHHAL (25) X oiihk-
THEY, “HBxAHy OFAEAVTWS” W5 X5 mREEESEL T3,
(25) [BE [x PSYCHOLOGICAL STATE]] — [ORIENT [x TOWARD-y] ]
(GRHE (1998:63))
Ui Liedd b, Jokn is angry at trifles. ©REWNTh, T 1) ©X53%BES,
Hy (trifles, [HEOEH] [BELSD ODKF]) OFEEENTW5S DL John T
3 [KBEB] T 7a\~, [Target of Emotion] ([RFOXR]) OHMEFNTWBD
3 “THx ORI ROTHE, AT, < ORYERCAR, Q1) O X5 K
R ORAMEREL T3, binAkc, ORIENT &\ 5 BHRHK L Jackendoff
(1990) THWSR T 5% DT, The sign points toward New York. &\~ 5 LR b
hB X5 “e s OFESF (orientation of objects)” &\~ 5 AT HET 5, (24
Tik, (BRE] o r—Eo/ L LT, 20FASHFERRL TV 5H
FTh b, '
DL 5 hERSRL, ERESEE VL TCOHATHD, 22) KBEAZH

FE, ZHEHAREE L COEMEENRE XN, BRAIRRTE —EBREEL LT
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DEBEAREI RS, Chik, ~FHRBOMSBECHANZLLZEL TS
A CKatada (1994) L3RR - TWAS, KB (14) OREYEEHEOEE
VRATHRIBELLELDTH D, 20X 5K, Katada DNEEE LV <V CREEL =
CEREBREAEBELATHIZ LR, AETHH LI ADBERDY 7 )
T—2a VEDWIEZL DL Hlo THELRS,

5. FEIRERMICORER

T TR, DEEBROERMAES L EREMAEE YV THEBIh D ERS
BlZd o, BEROMBECLEDOL I BRIANELLR DL EE LS,

., ) X M - EBREROWNHFYHBRTHDD) ©HOVWTELT
BB, ZOBET, BREAEANELLOBRTERINTH EREOXRHR] 2FTH,
AARRCE T, SRk 2BREEL (RE (1993). BAKRERYEE
BoRELTHhIE, GBI [RiBOXER] v BRBREYERERRT AR
%%(%Eﬁk@&f%bb#%bh&b)T%ék%xbhéo_Qﬁf z
DER (=8) 1k, FEWR (~EXNLT] ORBELEEZ 52 LAk, —
7. ﬁm(w%)m 515k‘ﬁ%#§?@miﬁm%%(i&%%)hwf
By, Wrio, HBIEE (1996) BRE>LZAHD “BROCEERER BTHD
LEZDID,

AR TR, =2 (1996) fE, (1) TO X 5 RABERIC X - C [BiFoxt
%] L) BERFERRINBHETIL, FROBRBEOBRL VS b DI1xY
BEAOBRICERIAERTNEHDEL, £O “WHRAR" IEEMAEEC
B LEBRFZEOWALI - TRIBIDEELD, () TD [#ELLr] [BS] &
WOBNEIOMAHEEN (22) DFE, 0% b (24) OEEBAIER I TCIHE
B~ LRENED L, —HEREOEBRENMELh, Lok [REOXE] &
WO BERFEIIREI R, FORBERELFGNRRLLLELTH, Th
i3 JRE] OHIIRTED, XoT, i - SBEH TR S Rk EET
0. (24) ORAB DT (26) OBEEEEE TRINIERD LW,
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(26) EVENT
EXPERIENCE x  EVENT
BECOME  x - STATE
ORIENT  x’s-EMOTION  LOC

TOVTARD y
(26) DBt EE T . [RIFORG] L v 5 BREE 2 EER T 5 D1 TOWARD
ThHHEELDBRD, 2D TOWARD Nz DOMBIEE - Twiud, TEEK] &
THEOINEFRIBOERK L LTER TS, LT~ X i, IREROH
AL, O TOWARD HMlOFRENEAT 5 LERD B, Baker (1988) TO
BAl X o BE)O—RTHY. T, =% (199) O 5 X5k, BEES
BETORAL o BE)TOFWHES L3575, TOWARD OB AL
{3 ORIENT DEBE TH % &\~ 5 T Lt %, BECOME % EXPERIENCE A3
% &, Chomsky (1986) T® HMC (Head Movement Constraint) % Rizzi (1990)
O Relativized Minimality &R 3% Z L&/t d 05 TH B (& & TD BECOME ®°
EXPERIENCE. ORIENT 7 X% EVENT % STATE DX EH (head) TH3)?,
BT, B o EREROZYHETLIO| CBALTELTARS, (1) &
BIL T » 1o i & R, SEREAmE L~ Tik (22) OFfEME (26) ©
RSB D, MBEIRTER N EWS T L, (26) OBECRTHRAZES
S LTRWERWEWS S EE LIRS, ThEEDOISRBEATRIZI VA
AR TILBREOMIPEITRA L WO BIFCEEY 52 B \W5 2 L RFERT S,
AT, BIL (1996:58-59) TEbhT\W5b X5k “BRABEOEILDL
(saliency)” ZHEBREDOHIE L LTEZ 59,
@27 a H&EZENEETIELE
b.* HAEEALIESLEE L
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(28) a ZE#F ¥ 5% : BECOME [y BE AT-Z]
b. . BECOME [y BE AT-z]
1 1
—BET *LiES <
X, Q7ab) OMEOEHE (28) © X 5 G TOBMOTEICR
b, DED, (27b) Tk, FEHFE BECOME MET - T\ 5 DT, BECOME 72
BRI B A, EEXZ TS, ARTIE, 20X TERZEOBILR ‘B
BREDWX” &L Rind,
(29) a KEBIZULIEHLFELAL
b. 7?7 KEBIBEBTELAR
KEBIZLIES K BAK
7? REBIBEH CEAR
KERE LIEH CELAR
KEBZER TR LAK
?REBZUIES S BV
KERIHH TR
TREBILIEL ST D LI
KEBREH TR < b Lz
KEBELIEH SEHELAR
KEBRIEB THELALE
KERXLIES <l -7z
. Y RERIEB CH - o
29) OREEND, (1) %4 7 OLEBFOBAHE COR BRI BE Th
BERET B, LT, TORVERRIVBALEL LTOBERCID EEZ 5,
(26) B\ Tix, ORIENT 8 (22) © BE &3+ 5% D¢, TOWARD 222 D
ORIENT ~“RATIE, Wi & UCRBCTRBL T2 L 5 R EBENREI B,
WALRGIE, S5#E LCRB b5 X 5 inElscins, (30) Tik, —R.
HFEROMABECETERROBHELYRET 5 DB X 5 cBbh b,
& R, (30) DRERESD, () £ 1 7 OLEBFOBAMECI Tk,

a o

oo
*

(30)

IS 4

a0

@ oo
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BECOME DMEWEHRETH 5 £ 55, () % 1 7cBi T % 35 & AERiIC.BECOME
BBMALL LTCOBER RS, MAZEC I rhiE, SRERITR D P,
BECOME B AT 5 &, F&R & L T HMC (Head Movement Constraint) % Rel-
ativized Minimality Wi 5%, X o T, HEEROTREMHEILR kD, LHL,
(3) 24 7OBFAOBERCE L TEE L OFEENPRERLS X5 THb,
(B1) a KEFVBROREBELE\ -
b. KERREROKEEE - < D LT
c. M BDATMBEEZREELI-LAT, BRI
d KEBIEAOKREEEFELAR
e. KERIXBROEH#HEZH> T 5
@D 3 B 247 GREROLZFETHID) THHH, £THIHHR
BREW, 20ZEnb, DTk ENErsL3Bbns, B) &4
FOEFACEL Tk, BREOHBIZRET 5 0/EETH 5P 2L, BERKT
DNTHPRBRLNE, 2% h, 3) £24 7OEFHOMEEE COMGEIRR
% BE((26) T® ORIENT) TH % & ¥IWi 3" % 5EF I BER % H 7% L.BECOME
RHEROERETHS LHUMTAEEC L - TREBRERLIFI BRI LR
By ZZT, (3) 2AFOEEFDS B, [Hihs] RBLTHT L TE,rhiE
BV, (1) R 3) 24 70BN, s LTosgaiae (URED o
AN LT T BERERAB LR HORR LT, [HZhb XD
T\, _
(32) a* KEBixZzoOBEChvhi: (EHR] oFftik)
b * KERIZZ OB b = hi (URA] OF4) :
chix, hovshs] P—EHREL L TOBRERDERVNEWSI T LTH
b, LvL, (26) OABEIH ITHRUBROBRTHY, [HTrh5]
Bblb L (26 OBBEEEF > TVHLIREBELRC V. ARTR, [Hrh
%] Bl TR, [BR] o545 () 20 CZe SRR ReTgEk
2) 24 7OBREARCRI RETHD EE 2D, (2) 24 7 OBFIL, n
FELTOEREFGOINERL T AL PRI, FLHBEROAL
RHBETH LD, REOMEFETHY . HAEED 1) ® Q) 217
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Birote (33) DX 5 hBERREINbH- TW5 EEET 5,
(33) EVENT

CONTROL X EVENT
MOVE x’s-EMOTION LOC

TOWARD y

(33) DEEER, W5 ehid “BiFOBE 2FRTH IO LBETHD. (2
FA7OEFEZ 1) ® Q) CELTEEENLEVDO T, CONTROL &\ 5 &K
RERELTHD, 2) 24 7 TCRMEEROZIFZINBH, (33) WB T
TOWARD O MOVE ~“DFAR X » THIEERMREI hiB %, ik, 2 TR
ADREBHCREC bIuIibiiwv, ¥, Q) 21470 [bZiAh5] 3 (33)
DB ELFOLDLEEL LN BN, ZOBEIRIBANEE - Tixidinnz
Lici B, Zh D OBAORABRIECET 5 H#MR E SRR T 5 b 0RO s,
TR BEY 525 LR TE R, (33) OEERRETHICLEEDT
#<,

6. Bbylc ERHFE)

AT, BEMAEBE Y <LV TORABRENEERERID D LD 2 &R
U 7cN, FREIFICOMBERIFIZEE (1996) PRI (1993) THREI T
B, L bIEREDOEY 2 -~ AHERIC L - T, BEREFICKT HBHROF
FERELSBDLNTE L EBbh b, KR TOSHIL, £DOHHMAEIFIE LT HIL,
P LEEFFIOA—F ot —v a VORYUELBILEZ IO LBbI S,

¥, AT, BRESEELVSLVCRBWTRBERDY » ) T —v a VIR
EIhB5Z ERRIE LS, ShI3BFEOMEN AN (B OHE PP D
NP 7200 PMESBECREINAEVWSI T ETHD, MEBEETREZ L
T, ERSCRIRI N5, MENSERCB L Tix, BHER (s-selection)
TADNEL I HLHBNCTRE - REI NS &5 [HENEE B (canonical
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HABR BT 2 O0BBFEOBERCOWT WD

structural realization) | D% x F v —EYTH 5 & Bbh 55, AGHc Ihid, v
b 5 IEEE T ORMBEEIN (c-selection) IMETHSD L ILins, ARBIZE
T LCSH LI~ LIRE I R B BHIR, ¥ S EI B % 5%k (PP <TOWARD>
orNP) THHNLLTHS,

RHBE, AMTERLALZEERELDTEL,

I

43T ES BOBBAOEL LThbh Tk [RR] &5 BkEEs
B3 5RAFADIMMFATH > T, HTiZEV, LoT, 205 (2R
MEEE LTO) LEBFRCHET 2EREEN. [(BBE] 5L 0 [RED
MNE] ThHREVHIZ RS,

AR Tix. ES BOEBFIL LCS VA TI—EHRE L LTEHI LT
5 ESHI N, £ ERBAN NI B Z LT, ES HOEBFEN—ERE
KH ZEBBC LRV BB LV T ENMRIEIND, Th, [RIFORR]
LV D ERBEIRE T 2 RRADONK - ERERCOVTIL. BREOR
AL - THHEIND, ZL T, ZOEKRIOMA LS BIFIL, BB
ROBFEIBI > T\ 5,

BEEEFT (lexicon) B} HHRFEMR (syntax) DHFFEDOZ LK LI h
B2, ¥, BRER (s-selection) 751 T7n<, HEHEIR (c-selection) b
DETHAHZ LREIND,

3

1) =K (2000) 1. BHAFEO ES BL.OEERY LEHCHIT L hvEo—>

TH%,

2) FlziE, Bando (1996) X% (4a) DHE»DTHE, KD (a) XEBITHEE

ERLHFBINZ LT Ch B, Katada (1994:68) i h A REHKEHZS, -
@TEFHERY,/ * RELAK

3) UTAH (Uniformity of Theta Assignment Hypothesis) &3V FD X 5 %Ki Th 5,

(b) UTAH:Identical thematic relationships between items are represented by identical

structural relationships between those items at the level of D-Structure.
(Baker (1988:46))
Thematic Hierarchy & 1%, HTFD X 5 7t BREE] (thematicrole) DIEED Z L TH




4)
5)

6)

7

8)

BARE - HEXL %305 (2004) 17

D BN LA OBRBEENIFERECE T EMBCERIND LHES L

T %,
(¢) Causer > Experiencer > Target/Subject Matter
(Pesetsky (1995:59))
(42) €132 [ ] ADy 3T R, xi3HEEHREL TV 5,
Katada (1994:68) %, () & () ZMIOLIEREAE-LdDELTRKHL T3,
DED, BRURESHIH (suppress) iz () BFBI R B DIZBORLGFHANER
(null-pronominal:pro) NEET BNLTH- T, [Hir] LW MBFHENSEERLE
LTHOLR TV EWS 2Tl B ETHNEOFERERIA TV
EZERXTOV D, THERNLT, (o) MRNBEWECERTHCLELE, BeheE
REEBLATVS, £3hb, Bvifizhid, (o) X0 MFELE) dEHFAELLT
AvwbhTwa tRndhs,
(DEFHLRBOBR D & B L AR
TEFH (&ThH) EBLAK
() TEF2° pro A2 »
Tsujimura 25, ES BLEBR Y WEHO XML i b —THRETH 5 & BT oL,
(22) DLCS TAEDO L2 LI h—THRETH 5 LFERIN S,
HMC (Head Movement Constraint) , Relativized Minimality (X LA T2 & 5 @#BE I b,
(g) HMC:Movement of a zero-level category # is restricted to the position of 2 head « that
governs the maximal projection y of 8, where a 8-governs or L-marks y if ¢ # C. ‘
(Chomsky (1986:71))
(h) Relativized Minimality: X a-governs Y only if there is no Z such that
(i) Z is a typical potential a-governor for Y,
(ii) Z c-commands Y and does not c-command X.

_ (Rizzi (1990:7))
=K (2000) X, BlTo () G ©kdeflckids [~ % [Bltsss (&
EOBIMGICE T 2H) | KBWTOLRITH LT 5, M, TRk 1 5T
Kode) £V LRI BNT, [1 4C) ik TBBES] LRy, L
L, Q) BT, [1 50h- T, DDl O 1 §hdoT, “GFd” &
WHRBK oo ] DORFERCBERCEAL bh b, AR Tk, 2305 0EEREO
pznz, (BAIAI=TRT) 2R T OLELTHL,

W #EIREY BT 1 5ok
MBI R 0B THBELE
(ZE (2000:67))



18 HAFZ R 37 5 LEBROBERCOWT (LD

Z5Ex 2 BT, 29d) © 17?2 KREFIZEH TELAL] & (B0b) © [KERIBY
T o] RHB e, TEBT) B THAFEA] ThHOE RTHEA] THS
52, COZYOBRIREEDENEICHH LA L DN S,
CCTRELLEREORBIZ, WhPB =<V X+ Fuas 7 s (Chomsky
(1995)) T strong/weak feature ZER I ® 3, &\ 5 HIEH L MALDOT 1 5HTH
Wi, e, COTEEBIELT, AR TO LCS KRB HABHREY T O E BT
(syntax) & LCAETEBWESEASLOTREVD, W) a2V RT3
FbEbhi, 0L ) LREECOWTIL, SHBORBLLTHELV,
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On Case Marking by Psych Verbs in Japanese

Futoshi YAMAKAWA

The aim of this paper is to investigate accusative/dative case marking by psych
verbs (subject-experiencer verbs: ES type) in Japanese.

It has been considered that the #-role [CAUSE] is intrinsic to the psych verbs,
that is to say the [CAUSE] NP has been viewed as an argument. In this paper I ar-
gue that the [CAUSE] NP is not an argument but an adjunct, and the role of an in-
ternal argument of ES type psych verbs is [Target of Emotion] whether the argu-
ment NP is marked with the accusative case or the dative case.

Furthermore, I give an optimal explanation to accusative/dative case marking
by the psych verbs in the lexical conceptual structure (LCS) of the verbs. It is
claimed that ES type psych verbs have an intransitive representation in the LCS,
and if the optional lexical rule applies the transitive representation will be de-
rived. In this point, transitive/intransitive status of the psych verbs can be main-
_ tained in the LCS.

Additionally, the operation, “Incorporation” in the LCS is assumed. When TO-
WARD which corresponds to the role [Target of Emotion] is incorporated into
other semantic primitive, such an argument structure as permits accusative case
marking will be projected from the LCS. If this incorporation is blocked, such an
argument structure as permits only dative case marking will be projected. I also
claim that strong/weak distinction of semantic primitives plays an important role
for the incorporation as a triggering factor. The analysis presented in this paper
leads to the claim that the so-called “c-selection” is necessary.






