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Introduction

Theaimofthisdissertationistoof托ralexico－Semanticaccountofemotionpredicates

inJapanese・Inordertoachievethispurposeitwillbenecessarytoreconsidersomeof

thetacitassumptlOnSandovertsemanticcharacterizationsconcemlngthesepredicates・

EmotionpredicatesareasubclassofpsychologlCalpredicates・PsychologlCal

predicates，Oaenrefbrred tointhelingulSticliterature aspsych－Predicates，lnClude

predicatesreftrrlngtOCOgnition，PerCePtlOn，SenSations suchaspalnOritchingand

emotion．

PsychpredicateshavereceivedconsiderableattentioninthelingulSticliterature

Ofthepast30yearsbecauseofthelinkingproblemstheypose・Thetwothematicroles

associatedwiththesepredicates，theexperiencerandthestimulusl），arenOtunifbrmly

linkedtosyntacticpositions．BesidestheExperiencerSu切ectpredicates（ES），Which

asslgn the experiencer role to the su句ect position，there are Experiencer O切ect

predicates（EO），Whichmaptheexperiencerargumentontoo切ectposition・Thisfact

posesaseriousproblemfbrtheoriesattemptlngtOOffbruniversallinkingrulesderivlng

SyntaCticstruCtureSOnthebasisofsemanticinfbrmation．

This dissertationis devoted to emotion predicates rather than to psych

Predicatesingeneralbecause emotionpredicates exhibitthe peculiarities ofpsych

Predicatesmorefbrcefullythantheothersubclasses・Emotionpredicatesdisplaythe

entirerange ofsyntacticpattems attributedtopsychpredicates，unlike cognltlVe Or

PerCePtlOnVerbs，Whichbehaveinamorepredictablefashion・

Japanesehasalargevarietyofemotionpredicates，lnCluding：adjectiveslike

ureshiiandsuki，Verbslikeyorokobu（rqioice），Okoru（anger），nikumu（hate），nOminal

aqjectiveslikeshiTPaisuru（worry），kandbosuru（beimpressed），OnOmatOPOeicfbrmS

likeirairasuru（beirritated），dokidokisuru（beexcited）andphrasalpredicateslike

atamanikuru（getangry）．Thediscussioninthispaperwillberestrictedonlytothenrst

two types of emotion predicate：aqectives and vetbs・This decision was partly

determinedbythedesiretoofftranin－depthsemanticstudyandpartlybythewishto

avoidthepossibleinterfbrenceofirrelevantfactors，SuChasthepresenceofthelight

verborothersupportelements・AnotableexceptlOnfromthisdecisionwillbetheverb

aisuru（love）whichinspiteofthemorphologicalcomposition，Chineseradicaland

ー1－



lightvetb，CannOtlackfromadiscussionofemotionpredicatesduetoitscentralrolein

theemotionallexicon．Thesameistruefbrthenominaladjectivessukida（1ike）and

kiraida（dislike）．

Evenreduclngthescopeoftheinvestlgationinthismanner，thenumberof

construCtionsleftisimpressive・Alistofthetypesofemotionpredicatesdiscussedin

thispaperispresentedbelow．

（1）TypesofJapaneseemotionpredicatesdiscussedinthepresentpaper

ADJECTIVES

（a）　Experiencer－GA丑JI Stimulus－GA（＋casealtemation）

ureshii（glad），kanashii（Sad），tanOShii（pleasant），Sabishii（lonely），etC

（b）　Experiencer－GA Stimulus－GA（－CaSealtemation）

sukida（like），kiraidd（dislike），nikui（hatefu1），etC

VER月S

ExperiencerSubject（ES）

（C）　Experiencer－GA Stimulus－0（accusativevefbs）

kanashimu（sadden），Sabishなaru（looklonely），konomubreftr），etC

（d）　Experiencer－GA Stimulus－NI（dativevefbs）

odoroku（SurPrise），komaru（annoy），akiru（be／getfbdupwith），etC

ExperiencerObject（EO）

（e）　Stimulus－GA Experiencer－0（experiencercausativeconstruCtions

kanashimaseru（sadden），Odbrokaseru（sulPrise），komaraseru（annoy），etC

Oneoftheaimsofthispaperisto suggestasourceforthemismatchbetweenthe

apparentsemanticuniformltyandthegreatsyntacticriChnesscharacterizlngthedomain

ofemotionpredicates・Toachievethisaimwewilladdressanumberofpracticalissues

concernlngthefivetypesofconstruCtionsabove・Someofthequestionsaddressedare

listedbelow．

（i）Whatisthesemanticroleofthecasealtemationfoundwithsomeemotionaqjectives

andhowtodelimittheclassofaltematlngaqectivesfromthatofthenon－altematlng

aqjectives？

（ii）Whatisthesemanticdiffbrencebetweenaccusativeanddativeemotionvetbs？

（iii）Whatisthesemanticrelationbetweenmorphologicallyrelateda句ectivesandvetbs？

－2－



（iv）WhatisthesemanticfunctionofthecausativemorphemeinexperiencercausatlVe

COnStruCtions

Theanswersproposedtothesequestionsleadtothemainclaimofthispaper，

whichcanbesummedupasfbllows・Thedifncultiesinaccountlngfbrthemismatch

betweenthesemanticcontentandthesyntacticpropertiesofemotionpredicatesaredue

to alarge extentto the semantic assumpt10nSheldby mostresearchers・LingulStS

investlgatlngthevocabularyofemotionshowsurprlSlnglylittleunderstandingforthe

complexlty Ofthe phenomena reftrred to by theselexicalitems・The prevailing

assumptionsofthelingulSticcommunltyarenicelyillustratedbythede丘nitionofpsych

predicatessuggestedinLandau（1999）andthediscussionaccompanyingit・

Landau proposes the dennitionin（2）fbr psychological predicates，

accompaniedbythefollowing comment：“meddinition merebJ乎ells outintuitive

∫emd乃Jke〃ねgJme乃出門．

（2）　letPbeann－Placepredicate．PispsychologlCalifft

P（＜xl，…‥，Xi，…‥，Xn＞）－1＝＞ExiEs（xiisins）ls＝SOmementalstate］

Whatthefbrmulaismeanttocaptureismainlytheintuitionthatapredicatecanbe

describedaspsychologlCalonlyifoneofitsargumentsisanexperience71Thede丘nition

presupposestheexistenceofmentalstatesthatcanberefbrredtobymeansofemotion

words・The mentalstatesprovidetherefbrentialcontentofemotionpredicates，1・e・

sadnessandjqyaredistinguishedbythe factthattheformerisassociatedwiththe

emotionalstate slandthelatterwiththe states2・Emotionalpredicates are diadic

becauseemotionalstateshaveanobiect．ThenotionsofexperienceY；emOtionalstate

andobiectQremOtionareregardedasprimitives．Moreover，theyaresubjecttothe

SPeakers，intuitions・㍑Itakeitthatnative甲eakefThavedirecちPretheoreticalaccessto

／〃血血那げ／砧∫。J・／巾〟叩／主JHぐ．YH∫／“J車・（川JT好一lJ㍍毎′イカ叩′・ビ‘批・‘′ナビ“川わぐ的′ピ可’

α乃　〟乃CO乃∫Cわ〟∫pem叫．乃en的re，Wカe伽r or乃OJαpαr如〟Jαr pred血Je　ね

アサCカ0わかCdJcα乃ゐee∫Jα抽∫毎dわ7d甲e乃de乃砂げα町grα椚椚α如αJprOCe∫川あわあわ

allegedtobesensitivetothisdistinction”（Landau1999：334）・

Itwillbearguedinthecourseofthispaperthatpretheoreticalnotionssuchas

experienceY；ObiectQfemotionandemotionalstateneedtobereconsidered・Thesource

ofinsplration fbr the analysIS advocated hereis provided by psychologlCaland

一3－



Philosophicalaccountsofemotions．

Emotion words have not been an o句ect ofanalysis onlyforlingulStics．

Researchers　from other disciplines，SuCh as psychology and philosophy，have

investlgatedthistopic・UnlikelingulStS，PSyChologistsandphilosophersdonotassume

thatemotionsrefertointemalstates・Theprevailingviewinrecentstudiesisthat

emotionsshouldbeconceivedasepISOdescomprlSlngSeVeralcomponents・Theintemal

StateSareJuStOneamOngthesecomponents．Emotionwordsrefertotheentireepisode．

EmotionalepisodesasdescribedinpsychologlCalworksarefairlycomplex・

The1992APAconfbrence，fbrinstance，PrOPOSedthatemotionalepisodesconfbrmtO

thesequencerepresentedinthefollowingdiagram（White1994）．

（3）　EVENT－－EVENTCODING－－APPRAISAL－－＞ACTIONTENDENCY，

SOMATICEXPERIENCE”MANAGEMENT

Itisimportanttonotethatnotallthecomponentsoftheemotionalepisodearelinearly

Ordered・The appraisalcomponentissimultaneouswiththeactiontendencyandthe

SOmaticexperience・Thatis，inthecourseofanemotionalexperience，PhysiologlCal

SymPtOmSandphysICalmaniftstationsdonotfbllowthejudgementofthetrlggerlng

Situation，butaccompanylt・

ItappearSthatthefblkpsychologymodelofemotionsistoalargeextend

Paralleltothescientincmodel・TheunderstandingofemotionsinvoIves ascrlPtin

Which there are slots fbr the eliciting situation；the su句ective state；and the

accompanylng PhysiologlCal，behavioral，and expressive symptoms ofthe emotion

（FrOda1993；Harris1993）．EmotiontermSarehbelsforsuchscripts．

Itisunlikelythatallthecomponentsdeemedtohavepsychologicalrelevance

Willbedirectlyassociatedwithlinguisticexpression・AnaccountOfemotionwordswill

havetoclarifyhowmuchofthescientincandfolkconceptionaboutemotionalepisodes

isrepresentedlingulSticallyandinwhatfbrm・Oneoftheaimsofthispaperistoreveal

thesemanticfbaturesbehindthefbrmaldistinctionsobservedwithemotionpredicates・

Byfbrmaldistinctionsweunderstandnotonlythechoiceofcasepattern，butalsothe

PreSenCe Or absence ofcase altemations，PrOPerties related to aspect（Aktionsart），

Selectionalproperties，etC・Wewi11notdealwithsemanticfeaturessuchasthequalityof

theemotion（positiveornegative），theintensityoftheemotion（StrOngOrWeak），Orthe
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degreeofsubjectiveinvoIvementofthe experiencerinthesituation，althoughsuch

notionsappearfrequentlyinthedictionaryde鎖nitionsofemotionpredicates・Desplte

theirrelevancefbrtheorganizationofthelexiconthesepropertiesdonothaveaformal

reflex，lnthesensementionedabove．

Themainideasborrowedfromthedomainofpsychologyarethedistinction

betweenemotionaloccurrencesandemotionaldispositionsandtheanalysISOfemotion

WOrdsaslabelsforemotionalepisodes・Itwillbe arguedthatthreeaspects ofthe

emotionalepisodearereflectedbythepropertiesofJapaneseemotionpredicates：the

COgnltlVeaSPeCt，thesensorialaspectandthebehavioralaspect．

Thedissertationisorganizedasfo1lows．

Chapter＿l discusSeS the case marking altemation manifbsted byJapanese

emotionadjectives・Oneoftheconclusionsofthechapteristhatabetteraccountofthe

CaSemarkingvariationcanbeachievedbyassumlngthat emotionpredicatesdonot

reftrtoprlmitivestates・Instead，WeWillsuggestthatemotionalstatescanbefurther

analyzedintoaSENSATIONcomponentandanEVALUATIONcomponent・

Itisacommonplaceinphilosophytodescribeemotionsasintentionalstates，

StateSdirectedtowardsano切ect．Theobject，eVenmOrethantheexperiencer，hasa

determiningroleindefiningtheemotion・Chapter2Willshowthatanumberofthe

SyntaCticandsemanticpropertiesofemotionaqectives：thee脆ctofargumentdeletion，

theinterpretationofnominalarguments，COntrOIproperties，etC・，areCOrelatedwiththe

Selectionalpropertiesofthestimulusargument・Theobservationsmadeinthischapter

WillproveusefulinthefbllowlngChapters・Itseemsthattheselectionalpropertiesofthe

Stimulusargumentarenotrelevantonlyfbremotiona句ectives．Theyareamqorfactor

indeterminlngtheaspectualstatusofemotionpredicatesingeneral・

Chapter3＿Willofftr a criticalreview ofthe some ofthe mostinnuential

accountsofemotionpredicatesinWesternliterature・The chapterwi11focusonthe

CausativeHypothesis，aCCOrdingtowhichthemainsemanticfactorbehindthefbrmal

Variation exhibited byemotionpredicatesis causativlty・It willbe shownthat the

argumentsforthisapproachareeitherflawedorinsufncient．

InCもap垣Awewillproposeamqjorclassincationofemotionpredicatesinto

PredicatesrefbrrlngtOemOtionalDISPOSITIONSandpredicatesrefbrrlngtOemOtiona1

0ccURRENCES・Disposition predicates and occurrence predicates represent two

altemative ways of conceptualizing emotions・The distinction，Which cuts across

ー5＿



emotionpredicates，has aspectualproperties asitslingulStic correlate，butdoesnot

associateinaone－t0－0ne fashionwithfbrmalproperties，SuChas case marking・Its

functionis，nOnethelessverylmPOrtantfbrdelimitingtheclassofpredicatestowhich

further distinctions apply・We shallargue that predicates refbmng to emotional

dispositionsarenotsensitivetotheintemalstruCtureOfemotionalevents．Predicates

reftrrlngtOemOtionaloccurrences，Ontheotherhand，describeemotionalepisodesas

actualeventsandcanbesubclassineddependingonthecomponentoftheemotional

episodetheychoosetofocuson．

ChapterS5apd6willdiscussthesyntacticandsemanticpropertiesofESand

EOpalrSOfpredicates・Althoughthisdissertationisdevotedtoemotionpredicatesin

Japanese，these two chapterwillpresent acontrastive accountofES－EO palrSin

JapaneseandRomamian．Theaimofthecontrastiveaccountistomakethedifnculties

invoIvedintheanalysISOfthisclassofpredicatesclearerandtomakeourproposals

easiertounderstand．

Chapter5discussesthelexicalaspectualpropertiesofRomanianEOvetbsand

the difnculties anslng Whenwe attemptto associate these vetbs witha causative

Chapter卓is devoted to ananalysis ofJapanese experiencer causative

COnStruCtions・ItwillbeshownthattheseconstruCtionsexhibitsyntacticandsemantic

PrOPertiesdistinguishingthemfromstandardcausativeconstruCtions．

We willproposeananalysIS Ofthese predicates that does notrely onthe

CauSativehypothesis・Instead，itwillbearguedthatthesourceofthereverselinking

exhibitedbyESandEOpalrSShouldbeattributedtothecomplexnatureofemotional

interaction・TheideasinChapterlwillbedevelopedandwewillarguethateachofthe

twoparticipantsintheemotionalepisodeplaysadoublerole・Asaconsequence，the

emotionalinteractioncanbeviewedfromtwodistinctperspectives，eaChfocuslngOna

difftrent aspect of the experiencer－Stimulus relation・The choice ofperspective

determinesthelinkingofargumentstosyntacticpositions・Byadoptlngthisapproach，

SOmeStrikingsimilaritiescanbediscernedbehindtheapparentlyverydi恥rentdata

舟omJapaneSeandRomanian．

Chapterl willintroduce afurthersubdivisionamOngJ叩aneSePredicates

reftmngtoemotionaloccurrences・Thedistinctionisassociatedwithtwocomponents

Of the emotional episode：theINTERNAL STATE　and the EXTERNAL

－6－



MANIFESTATIONSaccompanyingit・ItwillbearguedthatmorphologlCallyrelated

vefbadjectivepalrSinJapaneseillustratethisdistinction・Thepersonrestrictionwillbe

seenasareflexofthissemanticdistinction．

Chapter8willpresentsomeproposalsregardingthecasemarkingofdifftrent

classesofemotionpredicates・Themostimportantclaimofthischapteristhatthecase

markingpropertiesofdispositionpredicatesandthoseofoccurrencepredicatesarenot

theresultoftheapplicationofunifbrmmaPPlngrules，linkingsemanticstruCtureStO

syntactic struCtureS・Whilethecasemarkingpropertiesofoccurrencepredicatesare

directlydeterminedbytheirsemanticstruCture，thecasemarkingpattemSaSSOCiated

withdispositionpredicatesarenotalwaysastraightforwardreflectionoftheirsemantic

properties・Thisisaconsequenceofthekindofconceptualizationassociatedwitheach

type ofpredicate・As mentioned befbre，OCCurrenCe Predicates reflecttheintemal

struCtureOfemotionalepisodes・ThechoiceofcasepattemWithanoccurrencepredicate

reflects the choice ofperspective on the emotionalepisode associated with the

respectivepredicate・Dispositionpredicatesarenotsensitivetotheintemalstructureof

emotions；theycanbedescribedasreftrrlngtOaSymmetricbinaryrelations・

＿7－



Chapterl

CasePatternswithSubjectiveAdjectives

1．Introduction

Japanese a句ectives are usually dividedinto two classes：OqeCtive a句ectives，

expressingproperties，like：akai（red），hiroi（large），utSukushii（beautifu1），etC，and

subjectiveadjectives，refbrringtoemotionslike：ureShii（glad），Sabishii（lonely），etC・，Or

sensations，like：atSui（hot），amai（SWeet），nemui（Sleepy）（seeNishio1972）・Subiective

adjectivesshareanumberofproperties，SuChasthepersonrestriction，Whichfbrbids

theiruseinthepresenttensewithnonnrstpersonsuqects，andthepossibilityof

formlngderivedverbsthrougha爪Ⅹationofthesufnx－garu・Mostsu句ectivea句ectives

cantaketwoargumentNPsbearingthesemanticrolesofExperiencerandStimulus（the

triggeroftheexperience）．Asregardscasematking，therearetwocasepattemSl），2）

associatedwithsu句ectivea句ectives．

i．　　Experiencer－gaStimulus－ga

ii．　　Experiencer－niStimulus－ga

Most speakers regard the two case pattemS aS Semantically equlValent・

Syntactic studies，Onthe other hand，attribute difftrent struCtureS tO the two case

markingpattems（Saito1982；Takezawa1987）．Thereareveryftwattemptstoassociate

thediffbrenceinsyntacticstruCtureWithasemanticdistinction，OrtOeXPlainthelackof

diffbrentiationonthesemanticlevel，COnSideringthefbrmaldistinctionbetweenthetwo

casepattemS3）・

As mentioned befbre，the two case pattemS are tO be fbund with most

subjectiveaqectivesnotonlywithadjectivesreftrrlngtOemOtions・Inwhatfbllows，lt

willbe shown that with some classes ofsubjective叫iectives，namely aqiectives

reftrrlng tO SenSations，the two case pattemS are Clearly associated with distinct

semanticinterpretationswhereasinthecaseofemotionpredicatesthereisnosensible

Semanticdifftrence．

TheaimofthischapteristogalnabetterunderstandingofthecasepattemSin
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（i）and（ii）andtoexplorethepossiblesignincance ofthesetwocasepattemsfbr

emotiona句ectives．

Inthesyntacticliteraturedealingwiththisproblem，ltisimplicitlyassumed

thatallthepredicatesallowlngthe－ga√nicasemarkingaltemationoftheExperiencer

argumentarestruCturallyequlValent・Itiscommontodiscussthenominative－dative

altemation with stative vefbs・This chapter will show that there areimportant

di脆rencesamonglexicalitemsthatdisplayapparentlyidenticalargumentstruCtureand

casemarkingpropertiesandthattalkingabouttheclassof‘stativepredicates’asa

whole canbemisleading・Itwillbe arguedthatthe distinctionbetween sensation

aqjectivesandemotionaqjectiveswithrespecttotheinterpretationofthetwocase

pattemSCanbetracedbacktoam叫Ordiffbrencebetweenemotionsandotherintemal

states．ThebehaviorofJapaneseexperiencera句ectivesofftrsanimportantinsightinto

thesemanticstruCtureOfemotiontermS・Thelinguisticfactsdiscussedinthischapter

canbeseenasprovidingevidenceinfavorofacertainaccountofemotions・Inthis

sense，theproblemsdiscussedmaybearguedtohavebothlingulSticandpsychologlCal

Slgnincance．

2．TheDoubleNominativePatternwithSensationAdjectives

The double nominative pattem With sensation aqiectives can be observedin

COnStruCtionssuchas（1）．

（1）　a．Watashi－Wahiyake shite ka0－ga atSui

I－TOP sunbumdo face－NOMhot

Myfaceftelshot丘omthesunbum

b．Watashi－Wa kuchi－nO naka－ga amai－nOde

I－TOP mouth－GEN inside－NOM sweetCONJ

karaimon0－ga tabetai

SPICything－NOM eat－DES

IwanttoeatsomethingspICybecauseIfeelasweettasteinmymouth

C．Watashi－Wa Senaka－ga Samul

I－TOP back－NOM cold

Mybackfbelscold
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It can be easily noticed that thereis apart－Whole relation between the two NP

arguments，namely，thesecondNPrefbrstoabodypart・Insuchcasesitisnotpossible

tomarkNPIwiththeparticle－ni．

（2）　a．＊Watashi－ni－Wa

I－DAT－TOP

b．＊Watashi－ni－Wa

I－DAT－TOP

c．＊Watashi－ni－Wa

I－DAT－TOP

hiyakeshite

sunbumdo

kuchi，nO

mouth－GEN

Senaka－ga

back－NOM

ka0－ga atSul

face－NOM hot

naka－ga amai－nOde‥‥‥

inside－NOM sweet‥‥‥

Samul

cold

Despltethepart－WholerelationbetweenthetwoNPs，theseconstruCtionsarenottobe

confuSedwiththedoublenominativepattemfoundwiththegreatbulkofadjectivesin

Japanese．

（3）　a．Kare－Wa kao一ga

he－TOP face－NOM

Hehasaredface

b．Taro－Wa Se－ga

Taro－TOP back－NOM

Taroistall

C・Konobyooki－Wa konobiiruSu－ga ayaShii

Thisdisease－TOP thisviruS－NOM doubtful

ThisviruSmightbethecauseofthisdisease

d．Kare－Wa kenka－ga

he－TOP nght－NOM

Heisgoodat瓜ghting

e．Zoo－Wa hana－ga

elephant－TOP nose－NOM

Theelephanthasalongnose

IntheseconstruCtionstheaqectiveasslgnSaSlnglethematicrole，Theme・Thesecond

nominativeislicensedthroughasemanticrelationwiththenrstargument：Part－Whole
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orLocation－Locatedobiect．AsobservedinTakezawa（1987），thenrstNPneednothave

’adirectthematicrelationwiththepredicate，・Indeed，inconstruCtionssuchasthosein

（3），thea句ectiveisnotpredicateddirectlyoftheleftmostNP・Thisisillustratedbythe

factthatthesentencesin（3，）whereNP2hasbeendeleted，areeitherdeviant，Or，eVen

whenacceptableontheirown，havemeanlngSdiffbringfromthemeanlngeXPreSSedin

the corresponding（3）construCtions．（The symbol＃is used toindicate difftrent

interpretation．）

（3’）　a．＃Kare－Wa akai

he－TOP red

Heisred

b．＊Taro－Wa takai

Tar0－TOP tall

C．＃Konobyooki－Wa ayaShii

thisdisease－TOP suspIClOuS

ThisdiseaseissuspICious

d．＃Kare－Wa tSuyOl

he－TOP strong

Heisstrong

e．＃Zoo－Wa nagal

elephant－TOP long

ThissuggeststhatthenrstNPintheexamplesin（3）isnotadirectargumentofthe

a句ective．InsteaditcouldbesaidthatthenrstNPtakestheentirephrase，lnCludingthe

a句ective andNP2，aSitspredicate．NPlreceivesitsthetarolefromthiscomplex

predicate．Kuroda（1978）hassuggestedasyntacticanalysisofsuchdoublenominative

construCtions，Whichreflectstheirsemanticcomposition・Hearguesthatthedouble

nominativeconstruCtionin（3）isobtainedthroughthea句unctionofNPl，aSin（4）・

（4）　［［zoowa］NPlllhanaga］NP2nagai］Sl］S2

KurodadoesnotdiscusstheissueofthematicroleasslgnmentinthisstruCture，butit

couldbearguedthatonlyNP2isasslgnedathematicrolebythepredicateadjective，
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whileNPlreceivesitsrole丘omthecomplexpredicatelNP2＋A句】・Thethematicrole

ofNPl，thoughasslgnedcompositionallybythea句ectiveandNP2，isidenticaltothe

role ofNP2，namelyaTheme，the objecttowhichthepropertyexpressedbythe

Predicateisattributed．

Althoughtheexamplesin（1）seemsupernciallysimilartothosein（3），atleast

as regards the part－Whole relation between the two NPs，there are some mqor

difftrencesbetweentheseconstruCtions，Summedupbelow・

i．　　　NPlandNP2havedistinctsemanticroles

Inexamplessuchas（1）NPlandNP2Clearlyhavedistinctthematicroles・ThenrstNP

istheentltyeXPerienclngthesensation，Whilethesecondexpressesthelocusofthe

sensation・NPIcannotbeinterpretedastheThemeofacomplexpredicateformedform

NP2andthea句ective．Thisisshownbythefactthataspeakercantruthfullyutter（1）

eventhoughhisfaceprovescoolontouch，theinsideofhismouthisnotactuallysweet

andhisbackisnotcold・Whatisimportantisthathefbelshot，COld，etC・

Acomparisonwithsentencessuchas（5）isrevealing・

（5）　Konomise－Wa raamen－ga takai／yasui／umai

thisshop－TOP ramen－NOM expensive／cheap／good

TherameninthisshopISeXPenSive／cheap／good

ItcouldbearguedthatinthistypeofconstruCtiontoo，thetwonominalshavedistinct

thematic roles，namely Location and Located O句ect（Theme）・But the Location

interpretationofNPlinthiscaseisaresultofthePart－Wholerelationbetweenthetwo

nominals，PlusthelocativefbaturesofNPl・WhattheconstruCtionassertsisthatthe

raamen ofthat shopIS eXPanSive／cheap／good，etC，and not that any raamen are

expansive／cheap／goodattherespectivelocation．（5）canbeparaphrasedas（6），Without

Slgnincantchangeofmeanlng．

（6）　Konomise－nO raamen－Wa takai／yasui／umai

thisshop－GEN ramen－TOP expensive／cheap／good

TherameninthisshopISeXPenSive／cheap／good
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Thisisnotthecasewiththeconstructionsin（1）．TheExperiencerroleofNPlisnot

merelyaresultofthePart－Wholerelationbetweenthetwonominalscombinedwiththe

animacy／sentiencyfeatureofNPl，aSShownbythefactthatthedesiredreadingdoes

notobtainautomaticallyinthepresenceofNPshavingthefbature［＋animate］［＋sentient］・

TheseconstruCtions（thoughnot（lc））areambiguousbetweenapropertyreadingand

thesensationreading．

（7）　a．Taroo－Wa kao一ga atSui

Taro－TOP face－NOM hot

Taro’sfaceishot

b・Taroo－Wa ka0－ga atSuisoodesu

Taro－TOP face－NOM hot－AUX

Taroofbelshisfacehot

Example（7a）CanbeutteredbysomeoneupontouchingTaroo’Sforeheadand血dingit

hot，Whileexample（b）istrueifTaroofbelshotandsaysso，eVenthoughtheheatisnot

accessibletoanoutsideobserver．

TheconstruCtionsin（1），unlikethosein（5），CannOtbeparaphrasedbymeans

OfgenitivalconstruCtions．

（8）　a．Watashi－nO ka0－ga atSui

I－GEN face－NOM hot

Myfaceishot

b．？Watashi－nO kuchi－nO naka－ga amai－nOde

I＿GEN mouth－GEN inside－NOM sweetCONJ

karaimono一ga tabetai

SPICything－NOM eat－DES

？IwanttoeatsomethingspICybecausetheinsideofmymouthissweet

Thesentencesin（8）simplyexpressphysicalproperties・Theadjectivedoesnolonger

refbrtosensationsoftemperatureortaste．Thisobservationleadsustopoint（ii）・

ii．　theaqjectivalpredicateundergoesasemanticchange
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A句ectives expresslngPhysicalproperties such astemperature andtasteundergo a

semanticchangewhentheirargumentstruCtureisexpandedthroughtheadditionofan

appropriateargument．ThetwoargumentconstruCtioncanbeparaphrasedas（9）・

（9）　Experiencer（NPl）ftelssensation（Ⅹ）localizedinbodypart（NP2）

Attributingproperties suchastemperatureortastetoo切ects，andhavingsensations

causallyrelatedtotemperatureandtastepropertiesaretwocompletelydifftrentmatters・

iii．　NPlhasadirectsemanticrelationtothepredicate

UnlikeNPlinthedoublenominativeconstruCtionwithdescrlPtlVeaqjectives，NPlin

construCtions such as（1）is directly related to the predicate a句ective・Thisis

demonstratedbythefactthatthea句ectiveacqulreSthe’sensation’interpretationonlyin

the presence ofanappropriateNPl．A句ectives expresslngtemPerature SenSations，

thoughnota句ectivesexpresslngSenSationsoftaste，Canalsobeusedintransitively，

takingonlytheExperiencerargument．Wehaveshownin（3’）thatdeletionofNP2in

double nominative construCtions with descrlPtlVe a句ectivesleads to a di恥rent

interpretationwhenitdoesnotyieldsemanticallydeviantconstruCtions・Aqiectives

expresslngSenSationsoftemperatureallowdeletionofNP2，Withoutslgnincantchange

Ofmeaning，aSaCOmParisonofexamples（la，C）and（10）indicates・

（10）　a．Watashi－Wa hiyake shite atsui

I－TOP sunbumdo hot

Iftelhotfromthesunbum

b．Watashi－Wa Samui

I－TOP cold

I，mcold

ThepredicateaqectiveiscorrectlyattributedtotheargumentNP・ConstruCtionslike（1）

onlyindicatethattheefftctofthesensationexpressedbythepredicateisrestrictedtoa

Particularbodypart．
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iv・　TheitemsallowedtoappearinthepositionNP2areseverelylimited

comparedto theitems that can occurinthe simple one argument

construCtion．

ThechoiceofNP2indoublenominativeconstruCtionswithtemperatureand

tasteadjectivesisseverelyrestricted．Thenominalswhichcanappearinthisposition

mustnotmerelydesignatebodyparts，butthebodypartstypicallyassociatedwiththe

particulartype ofsensationexpressedbythepredicate orelsethe expressions are

Semanticallydeviant．

（11）　a．＊Watashi－Wa kami－nO ke－ga Samui

I－TOP hair－NOM cold

Myhairftelscold

b．＊Watashi－Wa te－ga amal

I－TOP hand－NOM sweet

Myhandftelssweet

ThiscontrastswiththebehaviorofdescrlPtlVeaqjectives・ItseemsthatinconstruCtions

like（1）itisNPIcombinedwiththepredicatewhichprovidesthebasisfbrselecting

NP2，WhileindoublenominativeconstruCtionswithdescrlPtlVeadjectives、itisNP2and

thepredicatewhichselectNPl．

Finally，itshouldbenotedthatthepropertiesdescribedabovearedisplayedby

asemanticallylimitedclassoflexicalitems，namelybyaqjectivesrefbrringtoproperties

suchandtemperatureandtaste・Thequestionastowhy，amOngthelargerclassof

a句ectivesexpresslngPrOPertiesconnectedtotheRvesenses，Onlytheseparticulartwo

classesofadjectivesbehaveinthewaydescribedaboveisbeyondthescopeofthis

paper．Itis，however，Obviousthatthe semantic shiR丘omdescriptlVe aqectiveto

subjectiveadjectiveislimitedtocertainlexicalclasses・This，lntum，SuggeStSthata

PurelysyntacticsolutionofthephenomenonisnotsufRcient・

Ifthe arguments offtred so far fbr distlnguishing the double nominative

construCtionwithdescrlPtiveadjectivesfromthesameconstruCtionwithtemperature

andtasteaqectivesarecorrect，itmeansthatthelatterconstruCtionshouldbeglVena

distinctsyntacticanalysis，diffbrentfromtheaqunctionstruCturePrOPOSedbyKuroda
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（4）．Indeed，aStruCtureSuChas（4）CannotexplainthesemanticroleassignmenttoNPl・

Wehaveseenabove，thattheroleassignedbythecomplexpredicatelNP2＋A4j］is

ThemefbralldescrlPtivea句ectives．DependingonthesemanticrelationbetweenNPl

andNP2，NPlhastheadditionalroleofPossessor，OrLocation．Inthecaseofsubjective

a句ectives，the relationNP1－NP2is Part－Whole，WhichmakesNPlanInalienable

Possessor．However，thereisnoprincipledwayofexplainingwhythepredicatelNP2＋

Aqj】ShouldassigntheroleofExperiencer，insteadofThemeinthiscase・

ConsideringthesemanticshiftundergonebyaqjectivesexpresslngtemPerature

andtaste，itcouldbearguedthatthelexiconofJapanesecontainstwohomophonous

entries．OnewouldbethepropertylnterPretation，lnWhichthea句ectivepredicates

physicalpropertiesofo句ects．Theadjectiveselectsaslngleargumentwiththefbature

l＋Concrete］．The secondentrywouldcontainthe su句ective reading，OnWhichthe

a句ectiveselectsfortwoarguments，anExperiencerandaTheme，Withtheftatures

l＋Human］，［＋BodyPart］，reSPeCtively．

ThoughdescrlPtlVelyaccuratesuchanapproachisnotveryrevealing・Forone

thing，itdoesnotexplaintherelationbetweenthetwointerpretations；namelythatthe

sensationdesignatedbythesecondentrylSPrOducedbytheperceptlOnOfproperties

expressedby aqiectivesinthe fkst entry．The twointerpretations also display an

asymmetrywithregard to the possibilityofnominalization・Whilethe descriptlVe

readingcanfomthebasefor－Saaffixation，thisisnotpossibleforthesensationreading

oftheaqjectives．The slgnincanceofderivationalprocessesfortheanalysISOfthe

doublenominativepattemwillbediscussedbelow．

3．TheDativeExperiencerPattern

The－niLgapattemaPPearSinsentencessuchas（12）below：

（12）　a．Watashi－ni－Wakonosuupu－ga atSui

I－DAT－TOP thissoup－NOM hot

Thissoupftelshot

a’．？Watashi－Wa konosuupu一ga atSui

I－TOP thissoup－NOM hot
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b．Watashi－ni－Wa konoshiokara－nO　　　毎i－ga amal

Ⅰ－DAT－TOP thisshiokara－GEN taste－NOM sweet

Thisshiokaratastessweettome

b’．？Watashi－Wa konoshiokara－nO　　　毎i－ga amal

I－TOPthis shiokara－GEN taste－NOM sweet

C．Watashi－ni－Wakonoumeboshi－ga SuPPal

ITDAT－TOP thispickledplum－NOM sour

Thispickledplumtastessour（tome）

C’．？Watashi－Wakonoumeboshi－ga SuPPal

I－TOP thispickledplum－NOM sour

d・Watashi－ni－Wa Puuru－nO mizu－ga tSumetakatta

I－DAT－TOP pool－GEN water－NOM cold－PAST

Thewaterinthepoolfbltcold（tome）

d，・？Watashi－Wa Puuru－nO mizu一ga tSumetakatta

I－TOP pool－GEN water－NOM cold－PAST

ItseemsthatwhenNP2issemantica11yunrelatedtotheexperiencertheseadjectives

requlre－nicasemarkingfbrNPl・InthiscasenominativemarkingfortheExperienceris

notapproprlateaSShownbytheprlmeeXamPles・

Theinterpretationoftheaqectiveseemstodiffbrfromtheoneithasinthe

doublenominativepattem・ThesentencesdonotreftrtoasensationoftheExperiencer，

localizedinanobject，buttoapropertyoftheo切ectfeltbytheExperiencer・Itseemsas

thoughtheinterpretationoftheaqectiveinthe－niFgapattemisclosertotheproperty

readingthentothesuqectivereadinglnSPlteOfthepresenceoftwoarguments，OneOf

WhichisanExperiencer．

Thesemanticdistinctionbetweenthedoublenominativeandthe－niFgapattem

is even more dramatic with a句ectives expresslngPhysiologlCalreactions，likeitai

（pain且11）．

Asinthecaseofa句ectivesreferrlngtOtemPeratureandtastesensationsthe

twoNPsinthedoublenominativepattemeXPreSStheExperiencerandtheLocusofthe

Sensation，reSPeCtively．
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（13）　Watashi－Wa atama一ga itai

I－TOP head－NOM painful

Myheadaches

InconstruCtionslikethosein（13）theExperiencercannotbemarkedwiththeparticle一

扉．

（14）　＊Watashi－ni－Wa atama－ga itai

I－DAT－TOP head－NOM painful

Interestingly，the rⅣP－ni）NP－gaPattern，Whenpossible，doesnot serveto expressa

physicalsensation，butapsychologlCalstate．Thea句ectiveseemstoallowthiscase

PattemOnlywhenusedmetaphorically，1naPSyChologicalsense

（15）　Watashi－ni－Wa SenShuten－Oagerarenakatta－n0－ga itai

I－DAT－TOP lnrstpointmark－POT－NEG］－COMP－NOMpainful

ItupsetmethatIcouldnotgetthenrstpoint（inthegame）

As withother a句ectives referrlngtO SenSations，We See a Cleardiffbrenceinthe

semanticconditionsunderlyingthedoublenominativepattemandthosebehindthe－niF

g（Jpattem・

4．TheStructureoftheDoubleNominativePattern

Althoughwe have used thelabelExperiencer to designate the argumentinboth

construCtions，theroleoftheExperiencerisnotidenticalinthesituationsrefbrredtoby

thetwocasepattems・InthedoublenominativepattemtheExperiencerisratherpassive，

simplyrecordingthesensationand，atmOSt，localizingitinsomepartofhisbody・On

theotherhand，theExperiencerinthe－nirgapattemisnotmerelyapassivereceptorof

sensations．Thee脆ctofthesensationisevaluatedaspositiveornegative・Thediffbrent

role ofthe experiencerargumentisillustratedbythefollowlng eXamPles，andthe

interpretationtheyareglVenintheIPALdictionary・
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（16）　a．Watashi－ni－WaPuuru－nO mizu－ga tSumetakatta

I，DAT－TOP pool－GEN water－NOM cold－PAST

Thewaterinthepoolfbltcold（tome）

Deft（watashiwa）chokusetsukarada nifurerumOnO nO Ondo ga hiku－

SUGIRUtoka亘iru

IftelthatthetemperatureofsomethingcomlnglntOdirectcontactwith

mybodyisTOOlow．

b．Watashi－Wa te－ga

I－TOP hand－NOM

tsumetal

cold

Myhandfbelscold

De嚢（watashiwa）karadanoichibunoondogahikuitokadiru

Iftelthatthetemperatureofsomepartofmybodyislow

Thepresenceoftheverb’ftel，inbothinterpretationsshouldnotmisleadone・Inthe

nrst example，Where the Experienceris marked with the case particle－ni，the

ExperiencerdoesnotJuStreCOrdthetemperature，buthasavalencedreactiontowardsit，

asshownbythepresenceoftheverb－Sugiru（too…）intheparaphrase・Thesentence

doesnotmeanonly’Ⅰ鎖ndthewaterinthepooIcold，but’Ⅰ蔦ndthewaterinthepool

toocoldfbrme．，TheExperiencerevaluatesthepropertyoftheobjectfromhispointof

view．The propertylS Stillattributedto the obiectitselR butthe standardforthe

evaluationisprovidedbytheExperiencer，ss叫ectivescale．Sentenceswith－nimarked

experiencerscontainaconcealedcomparison・Thetemperatureofthewaterinthepool

iscomparedtotheExperiencer，ssubjectivestandardanddeclaredlowerthanthenom・

Consideringthesemanticdistinctionpointedoutabove，Iwilltentativelyname

thetwopattems：

thesensationpattern（－ga／－ga），and

theevaluationpattern（－mi／－ga）

InwhatfollowsIshallarguethatadjectivesexpresslngSenSationsarenotambiguous，

nordotheyhavemultiplelexicalentries．Thesea句ectiveshaveonlyonemeanlng，that

ofexpresslngPrOPertiesofobjects．The‘sensationreading’andthe’evaluationreading’

Obtaincompositionally．
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4．1．Nominalization

Asurveyofnominalsderivedthrough－Saa用．xationfromsu切ectivea句ectivesshows

thattheyfallintotwomaingroups‥

a・　　nOminalsrefbrringtoo句ectproperties：atSuSa（heat），SamuSa（COld），

amasa（SWeetneSS），OmOShirosa（interest），meZuraShisa（curiosity）

b・　　nOminals reftrring to su句ective reactions：ureShisa（gladness），

kanashLsa（Sadness），itasa（pain），kurushisa（Sufftring）

Although a句ectives refbrring to temperature and taste have a su旬ective

reading，inwhichtheydenotesubjectivereactionstotemperatureandtastestimuli（the

COnStruCtionsin（1）），thisusedoesnotadmitnominalization．Thereisnonominalatsusa

meaning’the sensation ofheat’．But，aS the existence ofthe group（b）nominals

indicates，thisgapISnOtduetosomepropertyofthesufnx－Sa，blockingthe’sensation，

interpretation．

Ifa句ectives refbming to temperature and taste properties hadindeed two

entries，aPrOPertyreadingandasubjectivereading，WeWOuldexpectthesufnx－SatO

attachtobothatsusalandatsusa2，yieldingtwonominalizations，OnebelonglngtO

group（a）aboveandtheothertogroup（b）．Thelackofnominalizationsbasedonthe

Su句ectivereadingisdifnculttoexplainunderthemultipleentryhypothesis．Iflonthe

Otherhand，thesea句ectiveshaveaslngleinterpretation，aSSuggeStedabove，thelackof

asensationreadingfbrthederivednominalsrepresentsnoproblem・Whatis，inthiscase，

thestatusofthesubjectivereading？

Onepossibilitywouldbetoarguethatthesubjectivereadingresults丘omthe

afnxationofazer0－mOrPhemetothepropertyexpressinga句ective．Pesetsky（1995）

PrOPOSedananalysisfbrEnglishO旬ect－Experiencerverbsintermsofzer0－mOrPheme

a用・Xation・Thenotionofazeromorphemeisnotnew・Ithasalreadybeenusedto

accountfortherelationshipbetweenphoneticallyidenticalitemsbelonglngtOdistinct

lexicalcategories，SuChaspaint（V朋），POOr（Adj／N），etC．Thenoveltyisthatthezero

morphemehassemanticcontent．

Pesetsky argues that the aqjectivein（a）belowis derived　from the

COrreSPOnding aqjectivein（b）through afnxation of a zero morpheme with the

interpretation’SUGGEST，．
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（17）　a．Jolm’smannerwasproudlSUG］

b．Johnisproudofhisson．

Asithasnophoneticfbrm，thepresenceofzeromorphemescanbeascertainedonly

indirectly，byanalyzingthesemanticandsyntacticbehavioroftheelementstowhichit

attaches．Themostobviousefftctofzeroafnxationissemanticchange・Althoughithas

nophoneticshape，Pesetskyarguesthatazero－mOrPhemehasasemanticcontent，like

many other derivationalmorphemes・Besides，this morpheme has the property of

blockingfurtherafnxationprocesses4）・

Thetwo diagnosticpropertiesforzero－afnxationprovidedbyPesetskyare

presentinthecaseofthe‘sensation，readingwithtemperatureandtasteaqjectives・

i．　semanticchange：thedescrlPtlVereadingshiRstoasubjectivereading

ii．　　derivationalprocessesareblocked

ThesefactspermitthepostulationofazeromorphemeinJapanese，Whichattachesto

one－argumentdescrlPtlVeaqectivesreftrrlngtOtemPeratureandtasteproperties，and

formsderivedtwo－argumentaqjectivesmeanlng’ftelx’，Where’x’isthesensation

CauSedbythepropertyexpressedbythebasea句ective・

Ifthishypothesisis correctwe shouldexpectotherderivationalprocesses，

besides－Saafnxationtobeimpossiblewiththe’sensation，readingofthisclassof

aqjectives．IwillarguebelowthatthisexpectationlS，indeed，fulnlled・

4．2．－GARUAfnxation

Alookat－garuafnxationseemstoindicatethatitisbasedontheevaluativepattemand

notonthesensationpattem．Thevefbalizingsu用．x－garuattaChestoaqjectivesthattake

anExperiencerargumentandyieldsverbsrefbrrlngtOtheoutwardexpressionofthe

experiencedsensation，emOtion．Severala句ectivesreferrlngtOtemPeratureSenSations

admit－garu afnxation：atSui－atSugaru（show signs offeelinghot），Samui－Samugaru

（showsignsoffbelingcold），tSumetai－tSumetagaru（Showsignsthatanoqectfbels

cold）．Itisinterestingtonotethatthederivedverbsobtainedpresentthesemantic

particularitynoticedforthe－ni，gapattem・Thevefbsdonotmeansimplythatthe

experiencershowsslgnSOffbelinghotorcold・Theverbsarenotusedinsituations
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wheresomeoneexperiencesheatorcoldbutispleased，Orindiffbrenttoit・Theuseof

theseverbsimpliesthattheExperiencerfindsthetemperatureTOOhotorTOOcold・

Thatis，theexperiencedsensationisevaluatedagalnStaSuqeCtivescale，SuggeStlngthat

theExperiencerargumentintheseconstruCtionsisnotthepassiveExperiencerinthe

Sensationpattem．

Strongerevidencethat－garuattaChestothe’evaluative，interpretationandnot

tothe’sensation，readingcomesfromsentencescontainlngtWOargumentS・Itappears

that－garuCanbeattachedtothe－niFgapattembutnottotherga′gapattem・Thisfact

isdemonstratedbythesemanticfbaturesoftheStimulusnominal・

In（18a）NP2reftrstoabodypartandin（18b）itisanextemalstimulus・While

（18b），WhichrepresentsthevetbalcounterpartoftherniFgapattemisacceptable，（18a），

Whichcorrespondstothedoublenominativepattem，lSnOtWellformed・

（18）　a．＊Taroo－Wa Senaka－O Samugatteiru

Taro－TOP back－ACC cold－SUFF

b・Taroo－Wa Yooroppa－nO　fuyu－O Samugatteiru

Taro－TOP theEurope－GENwinter－ACC cold－SUFF

TaroshowsslgnSthatthewinterinEuropeistoocoldforhim

This，tOO，Canbeexplainedas aconsequence ofthepresence ofazero－mOrPheme

attachedtotheadjectiveinthe－gaJLgaconstruCtion，blockingthepossibilityof－garu

afnxation．

Theroleofthezero－mOrPhemewouldbetwo－fbld・Itwouldcontributethe

semantic ftature’fbel，whichis combined withthe basic sense ofthe predicate x

yieldingthereading’havethesensationx，・Alongwiththesemanticchangesufftredby

the predicate，there would be amodincationinthe argument struCture・The zero

morpheme’FEEL，isusedtorefbrtosituationswhereasu句ectexperiencesaphysical

sensation．In this，itis similarto a句ectiveslikeitai，kqyul，etC，butunlike these

adjectives，theconcretedescrlPtlOnOfthebodilysensationisnotspecined・Inviewof

thesemanticsimilaritybetween‘FEEL，anda句ectivesexpresslngPhysicalsensations，

wemayassumethat’FEEL，hasthesameargumentstruCtureaStheseaqjectives・This

meansthat’FEEL，hastwoarguments，anExperiencerandabodypartrepresentlngthe

Locusofthesensation．Byamxationofthezeromorpheme’FEEL’toanadjective
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expresslngtemPeratureOrtaSte，thederivedaqjectiveinheritstheargumentStruCtureOf

thezeromorpheme5）．ThestruCtureOftheaqjectivederivedthroughzero－afnxationcan

berepresentedasbelow：

Exp－NOM Locus－NOMllfAqj】＋FEEL］INFLECTION

Postulatingtheexistenceofanelementwhichlacksphoneticshapeisacostlyoperation，

and an analysIS Which can account fbrthe same facts without recourse to such

mechanismswouldbeonthewholepreftrable．

AnaltemativewouldbeaconstruCtionapproach（Goldberg1995）which

treatsthetwocaseframesastwodistinctconstruCtions，eaChassociatedwithitsown

semanticdescrlPt10n・ThemeanlngOfasentenceobtainscompositionallythroughthe

COmbinationofthelexicalinfbrmationassociatedwiththepredicatewiththemeanlng

oftheconstruCtion．Onthisaccount，thelackof’sensationnominalizations，basedon

temperatureandtasteaqjectivesisaconsequenceofthefactthatnominalizationapplies

tothebasicfbrmOfthepredicate，thepropertyreadinglnOurCaSe，andnottothe

construCtion・Inthecaseoflraruafnxationthesituationisdifftrent・Attaclmentofthe

sufnxrrarurequlreSthepresenceofanexperiencerintheargumentstructureofthe

basepredicate．Thisindicatesthat－garudoesnottaketheo切ectivea句ectiveasitsbase，

butthetwo－argumenteXPeriencerfbrm．Sugioka（1986）treats一雫aruafnxationasacase

OfmorphologlCalprocess with a phrasalbase・Consequently，the explanation we

SuggeStedfbrthegapobservedwithnominalizations，CannOtbeextendedtoiaru・We

canofftrnoprlnCipledaccountforthesemanticparallelismbetweentheevaluation

readingandtheoutputof－garuafnxationatthemoment・Itmaybepossible，however，

to丘nd a semantic element triggerlng Similarimplicaturesin both cases・The

COnstruCtionapproachhastheadvantageofsimplicityoverthezero－mOrPhemeaccount・

Moreover，ltiseasiertoapplytotheentirerangeofpredicatesinvolvingthetwocase

PattemSinquestion．

Thezer0－mOrPhemeaccountseemstoofftrabetterexplanationofthesemantic

relationsamongdifftrentsyntacticfbrms，Particularlybetweentheevaluationpattern

andsentencesinvoIving－garuderivedverbs・TheanalysISSuggeStedinthissectionis

applicabletoa句ectivesexpresslngSenSationsoftemperatureortaste・Itisnotmeant

to be extended to emotion aqectives or to aqjectives expresslng PhysiologlCal
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Sensations，SuChasitai（Painful），darui（weary），kqyui（itchy），etC・Thesea句ectives

containintheirsemanticdescrlPtlOntheelement’feel，・TheExperiencerargumentlS，1n

thiscase，basegenerated．

Indeed，a句ectivesrefbrrlngtOemOtionsandphysiologlCalsensationsdonot

displaythepropertiesthathavesuggestedazer0－mOrPhemeanalysisfbrtemperature

andtasteaqjectives．Thenominalizationsoftheseadjectivesrefbrtosensationsofthe

Experiencer（thebtypenominalization），andnottopropertiesofobiects：ureShisa

（gladness），Sabishisa（loneliness），kurushisa（Suffbring），itasa（Pain），etC・，afacteasyto

explainifthe Experiencerargumentisbase generated・－garu afnxationis always

possible and theinterpretation ofthe derived verb does not carry the additional

implicationof’TOOx，・ThisisalsopredictableonthebasisofthesemanticstruCtureOf

theseaqjectives，tObediscussedinSection6．Azer0－mOrPhemeaccountcan，thus，

accountfbrboththesimilaritiesandthedifferencesbetweensensationa句ectivesand

emotionadjectivesinthedoublenominativeconstruCtions・Themostseriousproblem

forazer0－mOrPhemeaccountisthatitassociatesthedoublenominativecasearraywith

averyspecincsemanticdescnptlOn・Thismakesitdifnculttoaccountfbrtheuseofthis

patternwithpredicatesfromothersemanticdomains・WhileaconstruCtionapproach

presupposestheexistenceofmetaphoricalrelationsamongconstruCtions，anaPPrOaCh

workingwithdiscretepredicateswillhavetoaccountfortheuseofthe samecase

pattemindistinctsemanticdomainseitherbypositingaveryabstractlevel，COmmOntO

allthesedomains，Orbyhavingrecoursetohomophony・

Itisclearthateitherapproachhasitsadvantagesanddisadvantages・Sincethe

choiceoftheoreticalframeworkisnotverylmPOrtantfbrthispaper，WeShallleavethis

decisiontofuturestudy．

5．TheStructureoftheNP1－niNP2－gaPattern

Itwasnotedbefbrethatthehumanargumentinpattern（ii）isbetterregardedasan

EvaluatorthanapassiveExperiencer・ThisconstruCtioncloselyparallelsconstruCtions

SuChas（19）withscalara句ectives．

（19）　a．Watashi－ni－Wakonofuku－ga OOkii

I－DAT－TOP thiscoat－NOMlarge

Thiscoatislargeforme
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b．Watashi－ni－Wa konokuruma－ga takai

I－DAT－TOP thiscar－NOM expensive

Thiscarisexpensivefbrme

The，niNPintheseconstructionsisanadjunctphrase，Whichcanbereplacedbya－

nitottephrasewithoutchangeofmeanlng6）・－nitotteisacompoundparticletypICally

accompanylnga句unctsthatcouldberenderedinEnglishas‘asfarasxisconcemed’，

‘asregardsx，・Itisneverusedtomarkanargument・ThesemanticroleoftheNPisto

PrOvide the standard agalnSt Whichthe scalarproperty expressedbythe predicate

aqiectiveisevaluated．

ThisanalysISCanbecarriedoverassuchtoaqjectivesexpresslngtemPerature

andtaste・TheseconstruCtionsalsoadmitreplacementoftheparticle－niby－nitotte・

（20）　a．Watashi－mi－Wakonosuupu－ga atSui

I－DAT－TOP thissoup－NOM hot

a，・Watashi－nitotte konosuupu－ga atSui

I－PRT thissoup－NOM hot

Thissoupis（too）hotforme

b．Watashi－ni－Wa konoshiokara－nO　　　毎i－ga amal

I－DAT－TOP thisshiokara－GEN taste－NOM sweet

b’．Watashi－nitottekonoshiokara－nO　　　再i－ga amal

I－PRT thisshiokara－GEN taste－NOM sweet

Thisshiokaratastessweettome

C．Watashi－ni－Wakonoumeboshi－ga SuPPal

I－DAT－TOP thispickledplum－NOM sour

C’．Watashi－nitotte konoumeboshi一ga SuPPal

I－PRT thispickledplum－NOM sour

Thispickledplumtastes（too）sourtome

d・Watashi－ni－Wa Puuru－nO mizu－ga tSumetakatta

I－DAT－TOP pool－GEN water－NOM cold－PAST

d’．Watashi－nitottepuuruーnO mizu－ga tSumetakatta

I－PRT pool－GEN water－NOM cold－PAST

Thewaterinthepoolftlt（too）coldtome
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Depending onthesemantic contentofthepredicateaqective，the construCtions can

havediffbrentinterpretations．Inthecaseofdimensiona句ectivestheaqjunctNPis

interpreted as akind ofGoal，Whilein sentences with sensation aqjectivesitis

interpretedasanExperiencer．

Aqjectives such asitai（painful）or kqyui（itchy）areinherently sensation

a句ectivesandthebasiccasepattemisthedoublenominative・Sucha句ectivescantake

a－nimarkeda句unct，yieldingthustheEvaluationpattem，Onlyatthecostoflooslngthe

initialsensationinterpretation，afactillustratedbyexample（15）・

6．TheStructureoftheTwoCasePatternswithEmotionAdjectives

Wehaveseenthatcasepatterns（i）and（ii）arenotonlysyntacticallydistinct，butthat，

WiththemqorltyOfsubjectiveaqjectivestheyareassociatedwithdistinctsemantic

values・Thequestionarisesastowhyasimilarsemanticdistinctionisnotpresentwith

aqectivesexpresslngemOtions．ApossiblereasoncouldbethesemanticstruCtureOf

PSyChologlCalaqjectives．

Asurveyoftheliteratureonemotionscomlngfrompsychologyshowsthat

treatlngemOtionsasunanalysableintemalstatesisquiteobsoleteinthisneld・Emotions

arenotde茄nedas s両ective states ofthe Experiencer，butare ratherregardedas

episodesmakingreferencetoanxedscenario．Itwasnoticedthat“whensubiectsare

d∫んedわrecα〃α乃わび加Ceげαggve乃em0血〃，才力印加dわr甲Org血刀∫αC如那α乃d伽

∫e〟e乃Ce∫娩錯eわⅣOVe．乃e∫eq〟e乃Ce∫ゐαVeα乃血er乃αJぶれCJ〟reα乃d〟∫〟α砂α乃

α励ゐd血rα如乃，γef班町αre CO乃∫たわred妙才力e∫物ecねα∫加肋7Ce∫げ“an

emotion”…．Wbcallthesecon甲Iexandor娩ctivephenomenaemotion qpisodes”

（Frijda1993）．Thelayman，sunderstanding ofemotionsis notdi脆rentfromthe

conclusion reached by scienti鮎research‥HStudiesin numerouslanguages show

em0血那わあe血〟gかげα∫叩em0乃αJre甲0乃∫eJ如才椚ed血e∫血中加dgc∫Ce乃e∫α乃d

eve旭げeveγ勾γJ拘血ere∫血gれ娩ねproce∫∫〟αJぶれC加eq〃わ肱椚0あわげe椚0如乃

re∫em抽∫Cわ∫e恒カeカrmげmOre′物）－ゐW乃〃∫Cね乃榔C伽orge∫血才力αVepr叩0∫ed

r甲re∫e乃血g em0如那　α∫　αprOCe∫∫　CO〃乃eC血g　α乃Jece滋乃g eVe乃れ　∫均ecかe

perc甲如郡，廓eJ乃即α乃d∫〃鮎e〟e乃re甲0乃∫e∫…乃eco郡e聯乃Ceげ伽∫e垂和行わ那

げe椚0如刀，∫ee乃β0〝7あ0射ろe玩）地肌一軍pe′軍eCかeげor劫はγJα乃g〟喝eα乃d伽坤一

ゐW乃　peJWeCかe　げアサC加わg如才　伽oJy　∫噂e∫出　血J f旭　ね　α　rO古畑

－26－



co乃C甲如才加如乃，rOOJedf乃Wたわか∫カαred∫加C加e∫げJα乃卯喝eα乃d以perね乃Ce・”

（White1994）．Evaluation（appraisal）andsensation（psycho－SOmatic experience）are

essentialcomponentsofemotions：“emOtionisapWChosomaticstate，abodibJState

cα〃∫ed卸α乃α血〟ゐ如あわCαぶed乃eVα加かeα〝血血動力rズわあef乃α〃e椚0如乃αJ

∫J〟招，JJH附Jf肛／l／〟＝川ビⅢ／JJ〟J／（川J力‘JJHJ削ぐHJかJのJ・J〃（JJ〆J・∫わ／og／川／ぐ力‘川gビ∫・鮎／力

伽evαJ〟α血乃α乃d血p砂∫わわg血Jcゐα乃ge∫αre乃eCe∫∫dWCO乃助0那カrg占めgα乃

emotionalstate，butneitherissquarateb，SLOcient．Jbintb）thq）are・”（Lyons1980）・

Onthisviewofemotions，emOtionwordsdonotrefbronlytoftelings，tOthe

psycho－SOmaticreactioncomponentofthe emotionalepisode，buttofullepisodes：

“gm0血刀WOrあぶゐ0〟Jd伽γ的re乃OJゐe肋dねd那加JαJedα乃舶αreCO乃C申出・’才力甲αre

assumedtobestructuredlikeemotionscr桓ts．”（Fisher1991）・

Theideathatemotionwordsshouldbeanalyzedintermsofemotionscriptsis

notacceptedonlybypsychologlStSbutisbeglnnlngtOgalnSuPPOrt丘omlinguists，tOO・

Lakoff＆K6vecses（1987）andWierzbicka（1992）makeexplicituseofthenotionof

emotionscript．Wierzbicka（1999）0fftrsaverydeepgoinganalysisofthelanguageof

emotion，basedonthede頁nitionofemotionsasHthought－based”ftelings・

・・T77emui′叫酔7・Cn。ebc什圧，e71－110l・ELy／ikegtliltl・an‘／a什aidonTheoIZehu”dutt‘l

wordilikehungり′OrSleepyontheotherhastodo，rOughb）軍eaking，Withthe

“cog乃肋e”C力αrαCJerげ伽♪r椚erd乃d伽“乃0乃一COg血ル〆’C如rαCJerげ血

／‘JJJ打．J川‘JJJ仙川相関′∫血JJ／力叩J・仙叩血／∫ぐ川〟′イ0∫ビ雨′即′∫〟′可をJ■川rP

卵油カrJゐ叩カrd∫e‘笹e川鮎渥∫”作．g．加‘7廓JJ眈e渥∫つね♪r∽〃JαJeか乃才力e

caseQlwordslikeguiltyorafraidintermsQlsomebo4y’sthoughts（’bometimesa

peTTOnthinks∴．．，），WhereasinthecaseQlwordslikehungry，Sleepyortiredthere

isnor垂rencetothoughis．”Wierzbicka；1999，15・

Asthequotedparagraphmakesitclear，Wierzbickaconsidersthatemotionwordshave

a more complex struCture than words refbrrlng tO SenSations・The explications

（dennitions）ofemotionwordssheprovidesthroughoutthebookmakeuseoftwo

Semanticprlmitives，THINKandFEEL，aSShownbe10W・

（a）IftltsomethingbecauseIthoughtsomething

（b）whenIftltthissomethingswerehappeninginsidemybody

（C）Icouldftelthesethingshappening
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Itisimportanttonotethatthedifftrentcomponentsoftheemotionalexperiencedonot

occurinasequence，butsimultaneously．AsWierzbickaputsit“Since the bodib）

廓eJ加がわ7CO〝甲0乃即日りC0－0cc〟rW助血血〟g如－reJαJedo乃eぶ，伽仙O Cα〃ゐe

perCeルed卸伽のperね乃Cerα∫αgわあdJ…”id・16・

ThefactthatemotionadjectivesinJapaneseallowcasemarkingalternation

withnosensiblesemanticefftctcanberegardedasaconsequenceofthecomplexityof

emotionalstates，OfthefactthatemotionsinvoIveaTHINKcomponentalongwiththe

FEEL component・It has been arguedin this chapter that the two case pattems

associated with suqective aqjectives can be described semantically as the

EVALUATIONandtheSENSATIONreading・EvaluationisacognltlVePrOCeSSthat

can be dennedin termS Ofthe semantic prlmitive THINK，Whereas sensationis

associated with the semantic primitive FEEL．（The primitive FEELis not to be

identinedwiththehypotheticalzeromorphemejbelfromSection4・2・）・Whileother

subjective a句ectives are basically associated with only one ofthese prlmitives，

aqectivesrefbmngtoemotionscontainintheirsemanticdescriptlOnbothelements・

Anadjectivelikeitai（hurt）CanbedescribedintemSOfthepredicateFEEL・

Consequently，the aqjectivewillbe associatedwiththe doublenominativepattem・

WhenitisinsertedintotheDAT－NOMpattem，thisaddstheTHINKcomponenttoits

semantic struCture andthe overallreadingwillbe HpsychologlCalM・Inthe case of

adjectiveslikeatsui（hot）oramai（sweet），thebasicmeaningcontainsnoneofthetwo

prlmitives・Associationwithoneortheotherofthetwopatternswillresultinapure

evaluationorsensationreading．Withemotionadjectivesthe choiceofcasepattem

mightfbcusontheEVALUATIONorontheSENSATIONcomponent，butsincethe

meanlng Ofthe aqjectivesimplies both components，altemation does notlead to

distinguishablesemanticeffbcts・Thesemanticdistinctionsareneutralized・

Unlike sensationa句ectives，Whichwerearguedtobeone－Placepredicates

havingthepropertyreadingastheirbasic sense，emOtiona4jectivesaretwo－Place

predicates．Theexperiencerargumentisnotanaqjunctbutagenuineargumentofthe

predicate・ThisaccountSforthefactthatnominalizationsyield’emotion，nominals，

implyingtheexistenceofanexperiencer・TheinterpretationofconstruCtionswith－garu

derivedvetbsisalsopredictable・Aconditionfor－garuSu用・Xationisthepresenceofan

Experiencer argument．In the case of sensation a句ectives the presence ofthe
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Experiencer triggers a semantic change also discemiblein the resultant rgaru

COnStruCtion，SeeSection4・2．Inthecaseofemotionaqjectivesnosuchinterpretationis

associatedwiththepresenceoftheExperiencer，andconsequentlyitlacksfromthe－

garuconstruCtion．

Itisinteresting to note that most psychologlCal aqjectives can appear

embeddedinconstruCtionssuchas（21）below，havingashigherpredicateeitheromou

（think）Orkaniiru（鱒el）．Althoughtheseverbscannotbetakenaslexicalizationsofthe

SENSATIONandEVALUATIONpattemS，thefactthatmanypsychologlCala句ectives

Canbeembeddedundereitherverb，Whilemanyothera句ectivescancombineonlywith

kanJlruisslgnincant・Wecouldconsiderthisfactasanindirectargumentinfavorofan

analysISattributingamorecomplexsemanticstruCturetOPSyChologlCalaqiectives．

（21）　a．Sore－ga ataShi－ni sukoshisabishiku

that－NOM I－DAT alittle melancholy

kanjirareta

托lt

Thatleftmewithaslightlymelancholyimpression

b・Konyahitoban－nO koto一ga kyuu－ni sanbishiku

tonight－GEN thing－NOM suddenly melancholy

OmOWarete－kita

think

Isuddenlyfもltmelancholyabouttonight，shappenlngS

C・Kare－Wa tSuma－nO kokor0－0　　　ureShikuomoi－nagara・・・・

he－TOP wifb－GEN heart－ACC glad think・・…・

Feelinggladabouthiswifb，sdispositionhe・・．・・

d・Yo－Wa SOnOtOki－ni kokoro－kara ureshiku ka頑ta

I－TOP thattime－DAT heart－PRT glad ftlt

Iftltthengladwithallmyheart

Thispossibilityisnotavailablefbra句ectivesrefbrrlngtOSenSations．Suchadjectives

Canbeembeddedundertheverbkafylru，buttheyrqecttheverbomou・

（22）　a・Kuuki－O hada－ni tsumetakukartiiru

air－ACCskin－LOCcold fbel

Feeltheaircoldonone，sskin

ー29－



b．＊Kuuki－O hada－ni tsumetakuomou

air－ACCskin－LOCcold think

Ihavediscussedsofara句ectivesreftrrlngtOemOtionsasiftheyconstitutedaunifbrm

class．Thisisnotthecase．BesidesadjectivestypicallyrefbrrlngtOemOtions，thereare

aqectiveslikeomoshiroi（interesting），Okashii（amusing），uruSai（loud），etC・，Which

expresss叫ectiveevaluationsratherthangenuineemotionalstates・Itisworthwhile

notingthatwiththeseaqectivesthedistinctionbetweenpatterns（i）and（ii）isagain

obvious・InconstruCtionswheretheExperiencerismarkedwiththenominative，the

adjectivecanbeusedtoexpresstheinternalstateoftheExperiencertrlggeredbythe

propertiesofarelevantobiect．WhentheExperiencerismarkedwiththecaseparticle－

ni，theconstruCtionexpressesasu句ectiveevaluationofthepropertiesoftheStimulus

O句ect．

（23）　a．Watashi－ni－Wakonokont0－ga tOtemO Okashikatta

I－DAT－TOP thisstory－NOM very　funny

Iconsideredthisstoryveryamuslng

b．Watashi－Wa Okashikutteokashikutte wara1－ga tOmaranai

I－TOPfunny　furmy laughter－NOM stop－NEG

IwassoamusedthatIcouldn’tstoplaughing

C・Watashi－ni－Wakono JOOdan－ga OmOShirokatta

I－DAT－TOP that joke－NOM interestlng

Ⅰfoundthatjokeinterestlng

d．Watashi－Wa jibun－dakeokorareru－nO一ga

omoshirokunai

Ⅰ－TOP lself－PRTbescolded］COMP－NOM interesting－NEG

Itupsetmetobetheonlyonescolded

Example（23a）saysthatthespeakerevaluatedthestoryinaparticularway，aSamuSing・

Sentence（23b），Ontheotherhanddescribesthesomaticreactionofthespeaker，his

irresistibleimpulsetolaugh．Thesamechangeofmeaningispresentinthepair（23C，d）・

Intheexample（23C）thespeakerevaluatesthejokeasinteresting，While（23d）expresses

thespeaker，sdispleasureatbeingtheonlyonescolded・

It could be argued that construCtions such as（23b，d）areidiosyncratic・
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However，thecasemarkingofthe Experiencerargumentsuggeststhattheydonot

constitute merely a case ofchance variation・The diffbrentinterpretations ofthe

aqjectivesarepredictableonthebasisofthesemanticinterpretationassociatedwiththe

twocaseframes・ThatlS，anOminativeExperiencerislinkedtothe’sensationpattem’

whereasadativeExperiencerbelongstothe’evaluationpattem’・Ana句ectivelike

okashiicontainsthepredicateTHINK・Actually，theTHINKcomponentislatentinthe

semanticstruCtureOfokashi7）．ThecasepattemmOStCOnSOnantWiththisaqectiveis

theevaluationpattem．Ifthea句ectiveisinsertedintothedoublenominativepattemWe

obtainanemotion－likereading，aSWaSthecasewiththea句ectiveitaiusedwiththe

DAT－NOMpattem・ThisistheeffbctofsuperimposlngthesensationpattemOnthe

semanticcontentofthebasepredicate・Aswathecasewithitai，thelesscommoncase

patternleadstoanHemotion”reading，thatisasemanticallycomplexreading・Thatis

becausebothokashiianditaicontainoneoftheprlmitivesTHINKorFEELandthe

casealtemationsuppliestheadditionalcomponent，thusyieldinganemotionreading・

TheconcretedescrlPtlOnOftherespectiveemotionisnotspecinedbytheconstruCtion，

butisconstruedonthebasisoftheinfbrmationcontainedinthelexicalentry．

7．Discussion

Theaimofthischapterwastoofftraninsightintothesemanticmake－uPOfthetwo

casepattemSaSSOCiatedwithsuqectiveaqectives．Ithasbeenarguedthatthetwocase

PattemSCanbeassociatedwithtwodistinctsemanticinterpretations・

（i）　　SENSATIONREADING：NP1－gaNP2－gα

（ii）　EVALUATIONREADING：NP1－niNP2－ga

Withsomeclassesofadjectivethetwopattemsareveryeasytodistinguish，Sincethe

selectionalrestrictionsimposedonthetwoNPsdifftrbetweenpattern（i）andpattern

（ii）．Withotherclassesofa句ectives，thedistinctionbecomesblurred・

Previous studies treat the two pattemS discussed hereintemS Ofa case

altemationontheExperiencerNP・Itwasarguedinthischapterthatthediffbrencein

casematkingentailsadiffbrenceinthesemanticroleoftheExperiencerNP・Moreover，

astheroleoftheExperiencerchanges，SOdoesthesemanticroleofthesecondargument，

althoughnomodincationinits case mafkingistnggered・The semantic variation
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associatedwiththechangeofcasemarkingaffbctstheentireclause・Consequently，lt

seemsprefbrabletoanalyzethetwocasepatternsastwodistinctconstruCtions，rather

thanaslngleconstruCtioninvoIvinganaltemationinthecasemarkingofoneargument・

Asamatteroffact，theuseofthetwopattemSWithsensationaqjectivescouldbe

regardedasevidencefortheimportantroleofconstruCtionsingrammar・

TheneutralizationofthesemanticdistinctionbetweenthetwoconstruCtionsin

thecaseofaqectivesexpresslngemOtionswasaccountedforbyattributingamore

complexsemanticstruCturetOthisclassofpredicates．Itmightbeobjectedthatthe

semanticanalysISOfexperiencera句ectivesintemSOfthefbaturesEVALUATIONand

SENSATIONrepresentsanunwarrantedapplicationofpsychologlCalconceptstothe

lingulStic domain・The aim ofthis paperis to offer ahypothesis concemlng the

psychologlCaldistinctionsrelevantinthedomainoftheemotionallexicon・Weshall

argueinthefbllowlngSeCtionsthatthesemanticmodelusedbylingulStStOaCCOuntfbr

theformaldistinctionsobservableinthisneldcannotdojusticetothedata・Theneedfbr

notionsgolngbeyondthegeneralcategoriesofcausation，Stativity，etC・，lSObvious・

Semanticdistinctionswhichcouldbeattributed，ifnottothescienceofphysics，atleast

tothefblkmodelofthephysicalworldaremoreandmorefrequentlyusedtoaccount

for syntactic diffbrences・It appears as though the modelofthe physicalworld

presupposedbylingulSticdescrlPtlOnisfarmoresophisticatedthanthepsychologlCal

model．Asmentionedbefore，theresultsofresearchinpsychologytendtoverifythe

modelpresupposedbyfolkpsychology．

乃eper∫0乃加才力eぶれefねα乃α椚α励rp叩Cカ0わが∫J．Pe頑eゐαVeα乃f頑）r椚αJ

仇か両班班′′乃α血伽0ワ′′げe〝70血乃，Wゐfc力才力町〃∫eWゐe乃才力印α乃如桓α叱

fde乃幼′，COm椚〃乃加Jeαみ0〟ちα乃dり′わ巧伽e乃CeJ如e椚0血刀αhJαJe∫げoJお門・
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language communio）thatverbalcommunication about emotionis possible・

鱒〟∫∫eJJJタβ夕．・叫

Itis qulte reaSOnable to assume that thelayman，s understanding ofemotion，aS

representedbythefblkpsychologymodel，ispresentaspartoftheencyclopedicentry

fortheconcept（SeeSpetber＆Wilson1986）．Theaimofthispaperistodeterminewhat
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elementsfromtheencyclopedicentryofemotionconceptsarereflectedintheirlexical

entry・The analysIS PreSentedin this chapter suggests that the SENSATIONand

EVALUATIONcomponentsoftheemotionepisodehaveasyntacticreflexinthechoice

ofcase pattem aSSOCiated with experiencer a句ectivesinJapanese・The fbllowlng

chapterswilldiscussothercategoriesfromthefblkandscientincpsychologicalmodel

OfemotionthatcouldhavelingulSticrelevance．

Aproblemthathasnotbeenaddressedinthischapteristherelationbetween

the semantic descrlPt10nfor the NOM－NOM pattem and the DAT－NOM pattem

advocatedhereandotherusesofthetwopattemS．AccordingtoShibatani（1999），the

twocasepatterns（separatelyoralternating）arefbundinalargenumberofsemantic

areaS：

（a）Possession／Existence

（b）Psychologicalstates

（C）Physiologicalstates

（d）Visual／auditoryperceptions

（e）Modalstatesofnecessity

（f）Modalstatesofpotentiality

（g）Desiderativestates

ItisclearthatthesemanticroleofthetwoconstruCtionsinsomeoftheseareascannot

be associatedwiththe notions ofSENSATIONorEVALUATION．Shibatani（1999）

suggeststhatthereisnocommonsemanticrelationdiscemiblethroughouttheseuses・

HeoffbrsanaccountofthetwocasepatternsdiscussedinthischapterintemSOfthe

notionsofLARGESUBJECTandSMALLSUBJECT．ConstruCtionsexhibitingthese

twopattems，Whichhecalls－non－CanOnicalsentencepattems一，havethestruCturebelow・

［LARGESUBJECTlSMALLSUBJECT－Predicate］］

TheanalysISaSSumeSthattheseconstruCtionsinvoIvedoublepredicationratherthana

predicateandtwoarguments・Semantically，thede且ningftatureofnon－CanOnicalcase

pattemSisthenotionofdependency，1・e・the dependencyofapredicationuponan

individual，thelargesubject．”hthereanythingcommonbetweenhavlngChildrenand
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ev）reSSionsisthenotionQrdq，endenq）▼▼Shibatani，1999，24・

Regardingthesemanticdiffbrencebetweenthetwopattems，Shibataniargues

thattheNOM－NOMpattemandtheDAT－NOMpattemdifftrwithrespecttothedegree

ofstrengthofthedependencyrelationbetweenthesmallsuqectphraseandthelarge

subject．TheDAT－NOMpatteminvoIvesacertaindegreeofindependence，Whereasthe

NOM－NOMpatternisassociatedwithahighdegreeofdependenceoftheembedded

Predicationonthelargesu切ect．

Difftrencesinnominalizationpattem，likethosediscussedinSection4・1・Of

thischapter，raisequestionregardingthevalidityofthesyntacticanalysISPrOPOSedby

Shibatani・ThesuggestedsemanticdiffbrencebetweenthetwopattemS，however，Canbe

appliedtothedistinctionbetweenSENSATIONandEVALUATION・Intheprocessof

evaluation，thecognlZerisconfrontedwithanindependentlyexistlngStateOfaffairs，

whichfbrmstheobjectofhiscognltlVeaCtivlty．Inthecaseofsensationitismore

difnculttodistinguishanobjectexistlngindependentlyofthe sensitiveexperience

itse廿

WhetherShibataniiscorrectinassumlngthatthereisnocommonsemantic

core，besidethenotionofdependence，linkingthesemanticareaswherethetwonon－

CanonicalsentencepattemSareuSedisaquestiongolngbeyondthescopeofthispaper・

DistlnguishingtheSENSATIONpattemfromtheEVALUATIONpattemmightmake

senseonlyintheverylocallexicaldomainofpsychologlCalandphysiologlCalstates・Its

usefulnessinthislimitedarea，however，lSnOtnegligiblebecauseltPrOVidesuswithan

insightintothestruCtureOfemotionpredicates・Whatmattersis，nOtSOmuChtheexact

labelsused，aSthefactthatemotionpredicatesseemtobesemanticallymorecomplex

than apparently related predicates・This complexlty Willprove to be the key to

understandingotherpeculiaritiesofthisclassofpredicates・Forinstance，inChapters5

and6itwillbearguedthatthediffbrenceinlinkingbetweenExperiencersuqectand

ExperiencerO切ectvetbscanbeexplainedasashiftinperspectivefromtheevaluation

COmPOnenttOthesensationcomponent．
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Chqpter2

ClassincationofPsychologlCalAqectivesinJqpanese
●

1．1ntroduction

Psychologicala句ectivessuchasureshii（glad），tanOShii（pleased），kowai（SCared），nikui

（hatefu1）appearat nrstsighttoforma COherent semantic class・They allexpress

emotions；theyallinvoIveanexperiencerandastimulus，anelementelicitingthe

emotion・Syntactically，tOO，theyhaveverysimilarproperties：argumentStruCture，CaSe

marking，thepersonrestriction，theimpossibilitytomodifytheexperiencerargumentin

adnominalconstruCtions＊ureshii－hitowiththeintendedmeaningcheediLIpefTOn・A

closerscrutlny，however，reVealsanumberofdiffbrencesamongtheseaqjectives・There

aredifftrencesregardingthecasemarkingproperties：Whilemosta句ectivesadmittwo

casemarkingpattemS（－niFga or－gaFga），SOmeadjectives allow onlythe－ga√ga

pattem．Someaqectivesallowan’intransitive，use，Wheretheexperiencerargumentis

nolongerimpliedandthea句ectivesimplydenotesaproperty，SOmeOthera句ectives

haveareadingwhereonlytheexperiencerispresentandtheadjectiveexpressesan

emotionalstate．Thesefactsraisethequestions：

a． Arethephenomenamentionedabovedistributedatrandom，Oristhere

apattem？

Arethesediffbrencesmerelyidiosyncratic ordotheyhaveadeeper

Slgnincance？

Thischapterwillattempttoprovideananswertothesequestions・

1．1．PreviousClassifications

JapaneselingulSticliteratureprovidesawiderangeofproposalsfbrtheclassincationof

experienceradjectives．ExistlngClassincationsofthesea句ectivescanbegroupedinto

twomaincategories‥lexicalclassincationsandformalclassincations・Thenrstcategory

isrepresentedbydictionaryde丘nitions・Althoughdictionaryentriesfrequentlycontain

syntacticinformation，SuChasspecincationofthelexicalcategoryofthecomplement，
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theclassincationisusuallybasedonextralingulSticfactorssuchasthepropertiesofthe

emotionassociatedwiththerespectiveiteml）・

The fbrmal approaches can be subdividedinto three main types2），

classincationsintemSOP

l・　　argumentStruCture

ii．　　　selectionalrestrictions

iii．　personrestriction

Classincations ofpsych aqectivesintemS Ofargument struCtureinvoIve

grouplnga句ectivesaccordingtothenumberandtypeofobligatoryargumentstheytake・

ThenrstapproachofthistypewasproposedbyTokieda（1950）whodividedaqjectives

expresslngemOtionsintotwoclasses’subjectiveadjectives’and‘subjective－0旬ective

a句ectives，．Subiectivea句ectivesimplytheexistenceofanexperiencerevenwhenthis

argumentlacksfromthesurfacerepresentation．Forinstance，ininterpreting（1a）We

infbrtheexistenceofanexperiencerwhichisthes両ectofthesentenceandunderstand

the nominalmizu as refbrrlng tO the object．Aqiectivesin the second class are

characterizedbythefactthatincertaincasestheycanbeinterpretedwithoutimplying

theexistenceofanexperiencer，aSinexamples（lb，C），Inthiscasetheybehavelikethe

bulkofdescriptiveaqjectives．

（l）　a．mizuga hoshii

Water－NOM want

Iwantsomewater

b．yamaga mlem

mountain－NOM visible

Themountainisvisible

C．inuga kowai

dog－NOM fiightenlng

Dogsarefrightenlng

Teramura（1973；1982）3）andOoe（1975）4）haveproposedclassincationsalongthesame

lines．
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Theproblemwiththeseclassincationsisthattheyarebasedmainlyonthe

authors，intuitions，With the result that the sameitemis described diffbrently by

difftrentauthors．Forinstance，kowai（SCared）andnikurashii（hateful）areinthesame

classfbrTokieda（bothsubjectiveando切ective）butindiffbrentclassesfbrTeramura

whoclassineskowaiasanemotionadjectiveandnikurashiiasanemotionalevaluation

aqective．Tokiedaplacesnozomashii（desirable）inthesu句ectiveclass，Whichmeans

thattheexperiencerargument，thesu切ectinTokieda，sterms，CannOtbedeleted，While

Teramuradescribesthesamea亘iectiveasexpresslnganemOtionalevaluation，thatis，an

adjectiveofthetypewhichhasanoptlOnalExperiencerargument・Examplesofsuch

disagreementscouldbemultiplied．

The second type of classincationisin terms of selectionalrestrictions：

aqectivesaregroupedaccordingtothe semanticfeaturesofthe Stimulusargument・

SuchclassincationsarefoundinNishio（1972）andHosokawa（1989）・Nishiodoesnot

explicitly make a subclassincation ofemotion a句ectivesin termS Of selectional

restriction．Heofftrsapackageofpropertiesthatcandistlnguishbetweens両ective

andoqective a句ectives．Theseinclude－garuafnxation，reStrictionsonthe subiect，

PossibilityofembeddinglnaClausehaving－tetamaranaifbrpredicate・Besidesthese

properties，heincludesanumberofcriteriaregardingtheselectionalrestrictionsofthe

stimulusargument・Hedistlnguishesfburrepresentativesemantictypesofcomplement

whichhelabels：‘koto，（abstract），’mono，（COnCrete），’hito’（human），‘karadarno－bubun’

（bodypart）．Hecommentsthattypicalpsychologicala句ectivesdonottakeastimulus

argumentsrefbrrlngtObodyparts，thoughborderlinecaseslikeitaiandkurushiido・

TypICalemotiona句ectives，althoughallowlngnOminalsrefbrrlngtOCOnCreteObjectsin

stimulusargumentposition，favorl＋human］orl＋abstract］nominalsinthisposition・

ThispropertyserveStOdistinguishwithinthesubjectiveclasstwosubclasses，a句ectives

expresslngemOtionsandaqectivesexpresslngSenSations・

Unfbrtunately，thesemanticcontentoftheselabelsisnotalwaysclear・Thisis

especiallyobviousinthecaseof’koto，・Theauthorusesthislabeltocovereverything

fromclausalcomplementstoabstractnouns・Thisisratherconfusinganditblursamore

oqectivecriterion：thedivisionbetweenadjectiveswhichallowclausalcomplements

headedbythecomplementizer’koto，andthosewhichtakeonlynominalcomplements・

ThesameobservationappliestoHosokawawhousessimilarcriteria・

AmorerecentapproachisproposedbyAzuma（1993）・Shestartsbymakinga
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divisionbetweenaqjectivesexpresslngPrOPertiesanda句ectivesexpresslngfbelingsand

noticesthatwhiletheformerimplyadistinctionbetweentheevaluatorofthestateof

affairsandtheindividualdescribed asbeinglntherespective state，fbrthelatter，

evaluatorandexperienceroftheftelingoverlap・Thepersonrestrictionisseenasthe

trademarkofthisoverlapandhencethemostimportantmarkerofsuqectivlty・She

analysesthestrengthofthepersonrestriction，nOtOnlyinmainclauses，butalsoin

varioustypesofsubordinateclausesandendsupwithaclassincationinto5subclasses

ofa句ectives distinguishedsemanticallybythe strengthofthe emotionexpressed・

Azuma，s proposalisinterestlnglnthatit offbrsnew criteriaforanalyzlngPSyCh

a句ectives．However，thecriteriashesuggestsdonotalwaysservetheintendedpurpose・

Forinstance，inherdiscussionof－tOkiclausessheargues，Onthebasisoftheexamples

below，thatcertaina句ectivesdonotallowaStimulusargumentwhenembeddedinthis

typeofclause．

（2）　a．？？lgookaku－gaureShii－tOki］anohito－Wa issho－ni

passlngeXam－NOM glad－COMPthatperson－TOP together

yorokonde－kureru

rqoice

WheneverI，mhappyaboutpasslngtheexam，thatpersonishappywithme

b．？？lgeemu－ga tanOShii－tOki］Taroo－Wa jama－OSuru

game－NOMeruoy－COMPTaro0－TOPbother

WheneverI，menJOylngthegameTaroobothersme

c．lureshii－tOki］anohito－Wa issho－nlyOrOkonde－kureru

glad－COMPthatperson－TOP togetherrqoICe

WheneverI，mhappythatpersonishappywithme

d．ltanoshii－tOki］Taroo－Wa Jama－OSuru

enJOy－COMP Taro0－TOP bother

WheneverI，meqOylngmySelfTaroobothersme

Thereasonfortheunnaturalringofsentences（2a，b）abovedoesnotseemtobedueto

thedegreeofsuqectivltyOfthepredicatebutrather，theresultofaspectualconstraints・

ThepresenceoftheStimulusargumentimposesareadingwheretheembeddedclause

referstoaparticularevent・Thematrix，however，reCeivesahabitualreading，hencethe
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lowacceptability ofthe entire construCtion・Ifthe Stimulus argumentis deleteda

habitualreadingfortheembeddedclausebecomespossible・Thisseemstobethecause

ofthehigheracceptabilityofexamples（2C，d）andnotthelowerdegreeofsuqectivity

associatedwiththepredicate．

As this briefdiscussionhas suggests，althoughprevious classincations of

Japaneseexperienceradjectivescapturecertainsubtledifftrencesamongthemembers

oftheclass，thecriteriausedrelytooheavilyupontheauthor，sintuition・Noneofthe

existlngClassificationsiscapabletoaccountinaprlnCipledmannerfbrtherangeof

phenomenamentionedinSectionl．Moreover，aSthesea句ectivesareusedtoexpress

emotionsmostauthorsseemtoassumethatthedegreeofsu旬ectivltyOftheemotion

willplayaroleinthegrammarofthea句ective．This，however，doesnotappeartobe

the case．The notion of subjectivlty SeemS tO hinder rather than　further our

understandingofemotiona句ectives．

1．2．Proposal

Inthis chapterwewillarguethatamore oqective classincationcanbe achieved

Startlngfromsubcategorizationframes5）・Sincethefbaturesoftheexperiencerargument

areidenticalforallaqectives，itisthesyntacticftaturesoftheStimulusargumentthat

willprovidethecriterionforclassincation・Thiscriterionyieldsthreesyntacticframes‥

i．　　NPonly

ii．　　NPandcontroIS

iii．　　NPandnon－COntrOIS

Itwi11bearguedthatthe subcategorizationpropertiesofJapanesepsycha句ectives

reflecttheontologlCalstatusoftheStimuluselicitingtheemotion・Thatis，Japanese

psychadjectivescanbesubclassinedintoa句ectivesreftrrlngtOemOtionselicitedby

individualsorevents・Thelattercategoryisfurthersubdividedintoemotionstrlggered

byindependenteventsandemotionalreactionsofanExperiencertohisnlerOWnaCtions・

The selectionalpropertiesofthe Stimulusdeterminenotonlythesubcategorization

framebutalsootheraspectsofthesyntacticandsemanticbehavioroftheadjective，

suchastheexistenceofapropertyreadingortheinterpretationofnominalsinStimulus

argumentposition．Itwillbearguedthattheclassesofaqjectivesthusobtainedhavea
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far－reaChingslgnincance・Theclassincationproposedinthischapterseemstolieatthe

baseofanothermaJOrdistinctionwithintheclassofemotionpredicates，thatbetween

dispositionalpredicatesandoccurrencepredicates・ThiswillbethetopICOfChapter4・

2．SubcategorizationFrames

Althoughpreviousstudiesofsuqective（PSyCh）a句ectivesinJapanese discussthe

featuresofthenon－eXPeriencerargumentintemSOfcategoriessuchaskoto・mOnO，hito，

etc・，thereisnoexplicitanalysISOfthesubcategorizationframesofthesepredicates・The

generalassumptlOnisthata句ectivesinthisclassallowbothclausalandnominal

arguments・ThefollowlngSeCtionwillshowthatthisisnotthecase，and，mOreOVer，that

diffbrencesregarding subcategorizationproperties are（i）relatedto other syntactic

PrOPertiesand（ii）semanticallysignincant．

2．1．NominalandClausalArguments

ThereisatendencyintheliteratureonadjectivesexpresslngemOtionstolumptogether

discussionofsubcategorizationkamesandselectionalrestrictions・Thiscanbeobserved

inNishio（1973），Hosokawa（1989），aSWellasintheIPALDictionary・

TheIPALdictionaryglVeSthenumberofargumentsallowedbyapredicate，

butusestheuniformlabelN，Withoutdistinguishingbetweennominalandclausal

arguments．

As mentionedbefore，Nishio classines aqjectives withrespect tothefour

semanticftatures：koto，mOnO，hito，karadd－nO－bubun・Whilemono，hito，andkarada－

no－bubuncanbeidentinedwiththesemanticftatures［＋concrete］，［＋human］，［＋body

part］respectively，koto has a double signincance．Semantica11yit corresponds to

l＋abstract］，Whilesyntacticallyitusuallyindicatesthepresenceofaclausalargument・

HosokawaandNishioseemmoreconcemedwiththesemanticcontentoftheelementin

Stimuluspositionthanwithitssyntacticrealization・

BothNishio6）andHosokawaincludeureshii，kanashii，tanOShii（H），nikuiin

thesameclasswithrespecttotheavailabilityofakotoargument・

HidaandAsada（1991）ismoreaccurateindescribingtheobject（Stimulus）of

nikuiaspreeminentlyhuman．

Asmentionedbefore，al＋human］argumentisnormallyrealizedasanominal・

Indeed，SPeakersrqectconstruCtionswherenikuiisaccompaniedbyaclausalargument
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althoughthesameconstruCtionisfbundacceptablewithothera句ectives・

（3）　a．（watashi－Wa）us0－O

I－TOP lie－ACC

Ihatepeoplewhotelllies

b．＊（watashi－Wa）us0－O

I－TOP lie－ACC

iu hit0－ga nikui

tell person－NOM hateful

iukot0－ga nikui

tell－COMP－NOM hatefu1

Intendedmeanlng：Ihatetellinglies

C・boku－O uragltta kanq）0－ga nikui

I－ACC betray she－NOM hateful

Ihatethewomanwhobetrayedme

d・＊kanq10－gaboku－Ouragltta－nO一ga nikui

She－NOMI－ACCbetray－COMP－NOM hateful

Intendedmeanlng：Ihatethefactthatshebetrayedme

（4）　a．（watashi－Wa）us0－O iu hit0－ga kirai

I－TOP lie－ACCtell person－NOM dislike

Idislikepeoplewhote111ies

b．（watashi－Wa）us0－O iukoto一ga kirai

I－TOP lie－ACCtellCOMP－NOM dislike

Idisliketellinglies

C・gaikoku－ni iku kare－WaurayamaShii

abroad－DAT go he－TOPenvy

Ienvythemanwhogoesabroad

d・kare－ga gaikoku－ni iku－nO－Wa urayamaShii

he－NOM abroad－DAT go－COMP－TOP envy

Ienvyhimfbrgolngabroad

e．（WataShipwa）us0－O iu hito－ga kowai

I－TOP lie－ACCtell person－NOM　frightenlng

I’mafraidofpeoplewhotelllies

fl（watashi－Wa）us0－O iukot0－ga kowai

I－TOP lie－ACCtellCOMP－NOM　　　frightenlng

Iamafraidtotelllies

＿41－



Itisimportanttounderlinethefactthatthisisalinguisticdistinctionnota

descrlPt10nOfreallifeemotionalsituations・Inrealliftsituationstheemotionexpressed

bynikuimaybe，andusuallyis，trlggeredbyactionsofagents，thatis，Wehateaperson

fbrwhatheorshedoes，yet，1ingulStically，thepredicatenikuicanhaveonlyanominal

argument・Theclausedescribingtherespectiveactioncannotbeadirectargumentofthe

adjectiveasillustratedbytheungrammaticalityof（3b，d）・Theonlyoptionistousea

relativeclause7），aSin（3a，C）above．Theagentisthedirectargument，andtheclause

describinghisactionappearsasamodiner・

This behavior contrasts with that of aqjectiveslike kirai，kowai，and

urqyamashii，Whichallowthe Stimulusargumenttobeexpressedeitherthrougha

nominalorthroughaclause．

TheattempttostatethedistinctionsamongpsychologlCala句ectivesintermsof

shades offbeling can have the unwelcome e脆ct ofblurrlng Obvious syntactic

generalizations．Thus，HidaandAsadaoffbrexample（5）accompaniedbythecomment

thatunlikeわ′a，nikuicannotbeusedtoexpressa壷0血entarydislike，andtheemotionit

expressesis continuous・AIso，the degreeofdispleasure expressedis considerably

StrOngerinthecaseofnikuiincomparisonwithkiraiandわ′a・

（5）　a．＊annayatsu－nO ka0－O mlruーnO一mO nikui

SuChguy－GEN face－ACC

b．annayatsu－nO ka0－O

SuChguy－GEN face－ACC

Ihateevenlookingatthatguy’sface

lookat－COMP－PRT hateful

mlru－nO－mO iyada

lookat－COMP－PRT dislike

Theexampleofferedasillustrationlendsitselftoacompletelydiffbrentanalysis・The

most obvious account　for the unacceptability of（5a）is the violation of

subcategorizationrestrictions．Thecomplementof（5a）isclausal，and，aSarguedbefbre，

nikuirequlreSanOminalcomplement・Wecansaftlysaythatitisnotthestrengthofthe

displeasure，Oritscontinuity，Whichareresponsiblefbrtheunnaturalringof（5a）・The

factorsrenderingthesentenceunaCCePtablearesyntactic・

Thenumberofadjectivesinthisclassislimited，nikuianditoshiibeingthe

clearestexamples．Thederivedadjectivenikurashii，andalsokawaiiononeofitsuses

SeemtObelongtothesameclass．
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2．2．ControI

InthefbllowlngSeCtionswewillarguethatemotionadjectiveswhichacceptclausal

complementscanbedividedintotwosyntacticclasses・Therelevantcriterionisafbrm

Ofcontrol・Generally，thetermCOntrOlisunderstoodasrefbrrlngmainlytoargument

control，Whichimpliesthatthesubjectofacomplementclauseisreftrentiallydependent

onanelementinthematrixclause．TherefbrentialdependencylSaSSOCiatedwiththe

nullfbrmofthecontrolledelementandtheuseofanon一缶nitefbrmoftheverbinthe

controlledclause・A11thesethreepropertiesarefound，tOVariousdegrees，Withanumber

ofemotionadjectives．Itwillbeshown，however，thatthemostslgnincantpropertylS

relatedtotheformOfthepredicateinthecontrolledclause・

2．2．1．TenseControl

Itwasmentionedintheopenlnglinesofthischapterthatmostclassincationsofpsych

aqectivesfbcusonsemanticproperties，SuChasdegreeofsu句ectivlty，lntenSlty，etC・

WehavequotedtheanalysissuggestedfbrnikuiinHidaandAsada（1991）・Thesame

tendencycanbefbundinotherstudies，tOO．

Inapaperwhichattemptstodelimitthesemanticscopeofemotiona句ectives

onthebasisofthesemanticpropertiesofthestimuluselicitingtheemotion，Asaharaet

al．（1989）discussthe acceptabilityofanumberofconstruCtionsinthe complement

position ofemotion a句ectives．They basetheir analysIS On9semantically related

a句ectivesincombinationwith17testsentences．Inthesectiondevotedtoureshiiand

tanoshii，forinstance，the authors conclude that speakers丘ndmost acceptable the

examplesinwhichthestimulusargumentofureshiiimpliesdirectinvoIvementofthe

Experiencer・TheinvoIvementis not necessarily physical，but can resultfrom an

emotionalprocess ofidentincation・On the other hand，tanOShiiisfound equally

acceptableinexamplespresupposlngdirectinvoIvementaswellasinexampleswhere

the Experiencer merely evaluates the stimulus・According to their degree of

acceptability，eXamPlesaregroupedinthreeclasses：

1．　bothureshiiandtanoshiiare acceptable・This type ofexamplesis

supposedtoillustratethecommonsemanticcoreofthetwoa句ectives・
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（6）　a．odekakesuru－nO－Wa ureShii／tanoshii

goout－COMP－TOP ADJ

I’mgladtogoout

b．tegami－O mOrau－nO－Wa

letter－ACC receiveCOMP－TOP

I’mglad／pleasedtoreceiveletters

ureshii／tanoshii

ADJ

ii・　ureShiiisconsiderablymoreacceptablethantanoshii

（7）　a．Soren－ga Afugan－kara tettaisuru－nO－Wa ureShii／tanoshii

Soviet－NOM Afghanistan－PRT withdraw－COMP－TOP ADJ

I，mhappytheSovietUnioniswithdrawlngfromAfghanistan

b．hito－ni jibun－0　rikaishite一mOrau－nO－Wa ureShii／tanoshii

people－DAT self・ACC understand－AUX－COMP－TOP ADJ

I’mhappywhenpeopleunderstandme

iii・　tanOShiiisconsiderablymoreacceptablethanureshii

（8）　a．kono shoosetsu－nO tenkai－Wa ureShii／tanOShii

this novel－GEN plot－TOP ADJ

IenJOytheplotofthisnovel

b．matsuri－nO　　funiki－Wa ureShii／tanoshii

ftstival－GEN atmosphere－TOPADJ

Ieqoytheatmosphereofthefbstival

The diffbrencein acceptabilitylS attributed，aS mentioned above，tO the

difftrenceinthesubjectiveinvoIvementoftheExperiencer・Thesituationthatmakes

theuseofureshiimaximallyacceptablepresupposes，aCCOrdingtotheauthors，direct

subjectiveinvoIvementofapassiveExperiencer．Ontheotherhand，tanOShiiismost

ftlicitouslyusedinsituationswheretheExperiencerisactivelyparticipatlnglnthe

event，butdoesnotdisplayaveryhighdegreeofsu句ectiveinvoIvement・

Ifthis approach were correct，namely，ifthe determinlng factorfor the

approprlateuSeOfoneortheotherofthetwoa句ectiveswerethedegreeofsubjective
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invoIvementonthepartoftheExperiencer，WeWOuldexpectthesamejudgmentsto

obtain whatever the tense ofthe embedded clause．This，however，lS nOt the case・

Modifyingthetenseoftheembeddedclause（Stimulusargument）frompresenttopast

hasvisibleefftctsontheacceptabilityoftheexamples・

（9）　a．omoi－doori－nikot0－ga hakonda－nO－Wa tanOShii14（26）

asplarmed things－NOM go－PAST－COMP－TOP pleased

Ieruoythefactthatthingscameoutasplanned

b．omoi－doori－nikot0－ga hakonda－nO－Wa ureShii25（27）

asplanned things－NOM go－PAST－COMP－TOP glad

I’mgladthingscameoutasIplanned

c．tegami－O mOratta－nO－Wa tanOShiill（23）

letter－ACC receive－PAST－COMP－TOP pleased

IeqOyedrecelVlngtheletter

d．tegami－O mOratta－nO－Wa ureShii20（25）

letter－ACC receive－PAST－COMP－TOP glad

I’mgladIhavereceivedtheletter

The負guresattachedtotheexamplesaretheresultsofmyownquestionlngOf30

infbrmants・Theresultsregardingthe acceptabilityofthe examplesinAsaharaare

basicallyidenticaltothosepresentedinthatstudy・Thetwonguresaretobeinterpreted

asfbllows：thenrst重gureindicatesthenumberofinfbrmantSWhofoundthesentence

acceptablewitha－tafbrmintheembeddedclauseandthesecondngurethenumberof

infbmantSWhoacceptedthesentencewitha－ruformintheembeddedclause・

Theexamplesin（9）belongtotype（i），namely，theydescribesituationswhere

bothadjectivescanbeapproprlatelyused．Changlngthetenseoftheembeddedclause

ffompresenttopasthasthe effbctofdecreaslngCOnSiderablythe acceptabilityof

tanoshii，althoughitinfluencesonlyslightlytheacceptabilityofureshii・

（10）　a．doyoobi－nO yOru　minna－tOOSake－O nOnda－nO－Wa

Saturday－GENnight all－PRTsake－ACCdrink－PAST－COMP－TOP

tanoshii9（23）

Pleased
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b．doyoobi－nO yOru　minna－tOOSake－O nOnda－nO－Wa

Saturday－GENnight a11－PRT sake－ACCdrink－PAST－COMP－TOP

ureshii19（14）

glad

I’mgladIdranksakewitha11（Ofyou）onSaturdaynight

C．ryuuko0－0　　Sakidorishita－nO－Wa tanOShii16（27）

fashion－ACC outrun－PAST－COMP－TOP pleased

d．ryuuko0－O Sakidorishita－nO－Wa ureShii21（18）

fashion－ACC outrun－PAST－COMP－TOP glad

I’mgladIwasaheadofeverybodyinfashion

Theexamplesin（10）illustratecase（iii），Situationswheretanoshiiisprefbrredtoureshii・

Thecounterpartsentencesfbr（10a，C）（Withthepredicateoftheembeddedclauseinthe

PreSenttenSe）whereperftctlyacceptable，aSCanbeseenfromthe重guresinparenthesis・

TheuseofthepasttenserenderedtheconstruCtionsunacceptablefbrmostspeakers・

Thepresenttensevariantofsentences（10b，d）withureshiiaspredicate，hadafairlylow

degreeofacceptability・Changlngthetenseoftheembeddedpredicatetopastdidnot

rendertheconstruCtionscompletelyacceptable・Yetthespeakersquestioned，fbundthe

COnStruCtionswithpastfbrmSmOreaCCePtablethanthepresentfbrmCOunterPartS・The

Changeinspeakerjudgmentsisespeciallysharpfbrthepair（10a－b）・Whileinthecase

Of（10a）mostspeakersjudgedthesentenceunacceptable，incontrasttotheperfectly

naturalpresent counterpart，the same speakersjudged（10b）as slightly unnatural，

althoughthepresentcounterparthadbeenjudgedunacceptable・

Theseresultssuggestthatwhatmakestheuseofoneortheotherofthetwo

aqectives acceptablein a certain contextis not merely the degree ofsu切ective

PartlCIPationoftheExperiencer．

The same distinction canbe observedwith otheraqectives as well・Thus，

hazukashii，urqyamaShii，and maybe sabishiiand kanashiibehavelike ureshiiin

allowlngatenSedembeddedclause・Ontheotherhand，kowai，OSOrOShiiseemtobehave

inthesamewayastanoshii．
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（11）　a．watashi－Wa lnu－nl OSOWareru－koto一ga kowai

I－TOP dog－DAT beattacked－PRES－COMP－NOM afraid

I’mafraidofbeingattackedbythedog（S）

b．＊watashi－Wainu－ni osowareta－koto一ga kowai

I－TOP dog－DAT beattacked－PAST－COMP－NOM afraid

C．（watashi－Wa）jooshi－gaanOhit0－0　　hyookashiteiruーn0－ga

I－TOP boss－NOMthatman－ACCappreciate－PRES－COMP－PRT

urayamashii

I’menviousbecausethebossappreciatesthatman

d．（watashi－Wa）anohit0－ga takaiboonasu－O mOratta－n0－ga

I－TOP thatman－NOM highbonus－ACCget－PAST－COMP－NOM

urayamashii

I’menviousbecausethatmangotahighbonus

Sofar，Wehavediscussedexampleswherethepredicateoftheembeddedclauseis

markedwiththe－tafbrm（past）whilethematrixpredicateisinthepresent（－rufbrm）・

Suchexamplesareimpossiblewithaqectivesinthetanoshiiclass：tanOShii，kowai，

osoroshii・However，therestrictioncannotbeexplainedsimplybybannlngthe－tafbrm

丘omtheembeddedclause．

（12）　a．＊doyoobi－nOyOruminna－tOOSake－OnOnda－nO－Wa tanOShii

drink－PAST ADJ－PRES

b・％doyoobi－nOyOruminna－tOOSake－OnOnda－nO－WatanOShikatta

drink－PAST ADJ－PAST

C・doyoobi－nOyOruminna－tOOSake－OnOmu－nO－Wa tanOShii

drink－PRES ADJ－PRES

d・doyoobi－nOyOruminna－tOOSake－OnOmu－nO－Wa tanOShikatta7

drink－PRES ADJ－PAST

Theparadigmaboveindicatesthatifthematrixpredicateisinthepastform，the

embeddedpredicatecantakethepastfbm，tOO・Ofallthepossiblecombinations，Only
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thematrixpresentcombinedwithapastfbmintheembeddedclauseisunacceptable8）・

TherestrictioncouldbeformulatedinstrictlysyntactictemS，aSareStriction

regardingtensefbatures．Wecouldarguethataqjectivesinthetanoshiiclassrequlrethat

thematrixpredicateandtheembeddedpredicatesharethetensefbatures，Whileureshii

typeaqjectivesallowthetensefbaturesofthetwopredicatestobedigolnt・

IfweassumethatthepresenttensemarkerinJapaneseiszero9）andthepast

markeris－ta，theparadigmabovecanbeeasilyexplained・Examples（C）and（d）are

unproblematic・Thereisnotensemarkerintheembeddedclauseandthematrixtense

takesscopeovertheentireconstruCtion．In（12a）thepasttensemarkerintheembedded

Clause clearlybears distinct fbaturesfromthe zer0－markerofthe matrix・The two

clauseshavingdistincttenseftaturesandthe construCtionisunacceptable・In（12b），

althoughthe embeddedclause contains the pasttense markerthisisinterpretedas

coindexedwiththetenseelementinthematrixclause，thatis，aSbearlngidenticaltense

fbatureswiththe matrixpredicate．The restrictionagalnSt di再Ointtense fbaturesis

Satisnedandthesentenceisacceptable．

SofarwehavediscussedthedistinctioninsyntactictermS，aSareStrictionon

distincttensefeaturesbetweenmatrixandembeddedclausepredicate．Therestriction

Canbealtemativelyexplainedfromasemanticpointofview・

Therestrictionregardingthetenseoftheembeddedclausewitha句ectiveslike

tanoshiiisreminiscentofwhatFarcas（1992）callsSu－dependency・Farcasarguesthat

SentenCeS，aSWellasin負nitivalcomplements，Canbeusedtodenotesituations，l・e・，

individuals having properties and standingin various relations at various spatio－

temporallocations・Inthecaseofcomplexsentences，OneOftheargumentSOfthematrix

predicate denotes a situation．The situation denoted by the complement（sc）is a

COnStituent ofthe situation denotedbythe matrix（sm）．The matrixpredicate may

imposevariousrestrictionsonscaspartofitslexicalmeanlngSincescisoneofits

arguments・TheserestrictionsmaylnVOIvetheimmediateconstituentpartsofsc，l・e・，the

particIPantSinsc，aSWellasitsspatio－temPOrallocation・Sudependencyrefersmainly

totherequlrementthattheexternalargumentofthescbereftrentiallydependenton

some argumentofsm・ArgumentdependencylS uSually accompaniedbytemporal

dependencyofthesconthesm，buttherearepredicatessuchaspromiseandjbresee

WhoseSurefbrenceisfreewhilethetemporalrefbrenceisdependent・

Ifwelookattheinterpretationofthesentencesabove，itbecomesclearthatthe
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excludedexampleisthe onlyoneinwhichthetimeofthe Stimulus event（SC）is

independentfromthetimeoftheemotionalsituation（sm）．Ⅰnalltheothercases，both

matrix and embedded clause predicate can be construed as reftrrlng tO a unlque

Situation（butseenote7）．Inthenextsectionweshalloffbrargumentssuggestingthat

aqectivesinthetanoshiiclassalsorequlreatyPeOfargumentdependency，although

thisisnotnecessarilylimitedtotheextemalargumentofthecomplementclause・

2．2．2．PersonControI

Controlofthetenseintheembeddedclauseisnottheonlypropertydistinguishingthese

aqectives．Inthecase oftanoshii，the suqectofthe embeddedclauseisnormally

unexpressed，butconstruedasidenticalwiththeExperiencer．ureshiiisnotsubjectto

thisrequlrement．

（13）　a．＊watashi－Wa

I－TOP

b．？？watashi－Wa

I－TOP

C．WataShi－Wa

I－TOP

（14）　a．watashi－Wa

I－TOP

anohito一ga utau－nO－Wa tanOShii

thatperson－NOMsing－COMP－TOP pleased

anohit0－ga utatte－kureru－nO－Wa tanOShii

thatperson－NOMsing－AUX－COMP－TOP pleased

anohito＿ni utatte－mOrau－nO－Wa tanOShii

thatperson－DATsing－AUX－COMP－TOP pleased

anohit0－ga utau－nO－Wa ureShii

thatperson－NOMsing－COMP－TOP glad

I’mgladwhenthatpersonslngS

b・WataShi－Wa anOhit0－ga utatte－kureru－nO－Wa ureShii

I－TOP thatperson－NOMsing－AUX－COMP－TOP glad

I’mgladwhenthatpersonslngSfbrme

c．watashi－Wa anOhito＿ni utatte－mOrau－nO－Wa ureShii

I－TOP thatperson－DATsing－AUX－COMP－TOP glad

I’mgladwhenthatpersonslngSforme

Eachofthethreeexamplesin（13－14）describesbasicallythe samesituation・What

distlnguishesthem，SemanticallyisthepolntOfview丘omwhichthesituationisrelated

andsyntactically，thepresenceorabsenceintheembeddedclauseofanargumentco－

indexedwiththeExperiencerandthesyntacticpositionofthisargument・Theexamples
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clearly show that thereis no restriction regarding the embedded suqect of the

complementclauseincaseofureshii．Ontheotherhand，fbrtanoshii，thesubjectofthe

embeddedclausecannotbedistinctfromtheExperiencerargument・Asthecontrast

betweensentences（13b）and（13C）shows，itisnotenoughthattheExperiencerbe

coindexedwithsomeargumentoftheembeddedclause；thatargumentmuStbethe

su旬ect（theexternalargument）fbrthesentencetobeentirelyacceptable・Whilethe

auxiliary－te－mOrautakesthe speaker as su句ect，the auxiliary－terkureru casts the

speakerinbeneficiarypositionandmarksitwiththedative・TheonlyconstruCtionthat

isentirelyacceptablewithtanoshiiis（13C），Wheretheauxiliary－te－mOrauintroducesan

argumentcoindexedwiththeExperiencer（speaker）intheembeddedclause・

ThecaseoftheadjectivekowaiisqulteinstruCtive・Unliketanoshiifbrwhich

theStimulustendstobeasituationinwhichtheExperienceristhemainpartlCIPant，the

Stimulus ofkowaiis，mOre Often thannot，an eVent（situation）invoIving an agent

distinctfromtheExperiencer．Wearegenerallyafiaidofwhatsomebody（Agent）could

dotous（Patient）．TheExperiencerisratheranUndergoer．Inspiteofthis，linguistically，

thereisatendencytohavecoreftrentialsu切ectsinmatrixandembeddedclause・The

resultisthatspeakersnndthepassivevariantin（15b）moreacceptablethantheactive

COunterPartin（15a）．

（15）　a．？watashi－Wa kuma－ga OSOtte－kuru－kot0－ga kowai

I－TOP bear＿NOM attack－AUX－COMP－NOM afraid

I，mafraidthebearwillattackme

b．watashi－Wa kuma－ni osowareru－kot0－ga kowai

I＿TOP bear＿DAT beattacked－COMP－NOMafraid

I’mafraidI’11beattackedbythebear

2．2．3．ControIPropertiesorSuDependency

We have arguedintheprevioustwo sections thattanoshiitype a句ectives display

restrictionsregardingthetenseofthepredicateandthereftrenceofthesuqectinthe

embeddedpredicate・These cOnStraints are f血iniscentofthe typICalproperties of

ObligatorycontroIstruCtureS：

1．　thesu句ectoftheembeddedclauseisobligatorilycoindexedwithan
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argumentofthematrixclause

ll・　thepredicateoftheembeddedclauseappearsinanon一缶nitefbrm

iii．　thesu句ectoftheembeddedclauseisexpressedbyanullelement

Thepropertiesdisplayedbyaqjectivesliketanoshiidonotmatchexactlythedennition，

yetareclose enoughtothethreerequlrementS abovetojustifythelabel’control’－

a句ectives，eVenifthetermissomewhattoostrong．Property（i）asfbmulatedaboveis

too strong，Since caseslike（13b），discussedin the previous section，Where the

controlled argumentis not the su切ect ofthe embedded clause are not entirely

unacceptable．

Property（iii）isnotinviolableeither．Anovertreflexiveisnotexcludedfrom

thisposition，aSindicatedbyexamples（16a，b）．However，thetendencytouseanull

elementexists，aSdemonstratedbythehigheracceptabilityofexamples（16C，d）・The

typeofpredicatedoesnotseemtoplayaverylmPOrtantrOlehere，however，SOthe

examplescouldberatheranillustrationoftheAvoidPronounstrategymorethanan

argumentinfavoroftreatlngtanOShiiasacontroIpredicate

（16）　a．？？watashi－Wa jibun一ga tegami－O

Ii－TOP selも－NOM letter－ACC

b．？？watashi－Wajibun－ga tegami－O

Ii－TOP selも－NOM letter－ACC

C．WataShi－Wa PRO tegami－O

Ii－TOP PROi letter－ACC

d．watashi－Wa PRO tegami－0

Ii－TOP PROi letter－ACC

morau－nO－Wa tanOShii

receive－COMP pleased

morau－nO－Wa ureShii

receive－COMP glad

morau－nO－Wa tanOShii

receive－COMP pleased

morau－nO－Wa ureShii

receive－COMP glad

Asregardsproperty（ii），therequirement，althoughhavingfomalconsequences，Canbe

betterfbrmulatedasasemanticrequlrementthanasarequlrementOnthefbrmofthe

embeddedpredicate・As discussedin Section2・2・2・，thepredicate ofthe embedded

clausecanappearinthe－tafbrm，aSlongasitreftrstothesametemporallocationas

the matrix predicate・ThatlS，the requlrementis not that the complement clause

predicatebeexpressedbyanon－finiteverbalfbrm，butratherthatthepredicateofthe

COmPlementclausebedependentonthematrixpredicatefbrtemporalrefbrence・
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This suggests that these predicates areless a typicalexample ofcontroI

predicatesandmoreanillustrationofthephenomenoncalledSudependency・Intheir

semanticimplications，however，COntrOl and Su dependency are closely related

phenomena．If we adopt Dowty，S（1985）analysis of controI which treats the

complementclauseinacontroIstruCtureaSaVPratherthanasaclause（IP），thebanon

independenttemporalrefbrenceiseasilyexplained・Suchanapproachreceivessupport

fbrmtheinterpretationofnominalsinStimulusargumentpositionwiththeseaqjectives・

AswillbediscussedindetailinSection3，thesenominalsareinterpretedrelativetoan

activityattributedtotheExperiencer．

Semantically，COntrOlledcomplementsdonotrepresenttemporallyanchored

situations，but properties（in Dowty，s termS）；the semantic correlate ofVPs・Su

dependencylnCludescasesofcontrol，althoughitisnotlimitedtostrictcontrol・For

convenience sake，however，We Shalluse the term’controla句ectives’to refer to

adjectivesliketanoshii，insteadoftheratherstrangesoundingterm’Sudependency

aqjectives’．

A句ectivessuchastanoshiitendtorequirebothtenseand（toalesserextend，

maybe）argumentidentitybetweenmatrixandembeddedclause・Inthecaseofureshii

typea句ectives，neithertenseidentltynOrPerSOnidentltylSneCeSSary・Thisdif托rence

Permitsustoseewhatwaswrongwithexamplessuchas（17）丘omAsahara・

（17）　a．Soren－ga Afugan－kara tettaisuru－nO－Wa ureShii／tanoshii

Soviet－NOM A短hanistan－PRTwithdraw－COMP－TOP ADJ

I’mhappytheSovietUnioniswithdrawlngfromAfghanistan

b．hito－ni jibun－O rikaishite－mOrau－nO－Wa ureShii／tanOShii

PeOPle－DAT self－ACC understand－AUX－COMP－TOP ADJ

I’mhappywhenpeopleunderstandme

C・yOihyooka－O ukeru－nO－Wa ureShii／tanoshii

goodappreciation－ACCget－COMP－TOPADJ

Ieruoybeingappreciated

Inalltheseexamplesspeakersfbundtheuseofureshiimoreacceptablethanthatof

tanoshii．Theuseoftanoshiiisfbundleastacceptablewith（17a）・Thiscomesasno

surpriseconsideringthat（17a）containsnoargumentintheembeddedclausecoindexed
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withthe Experiencer・ExamPles（17b）and（17C）are judged considerably more

acceptablethan（17a），andthisisduetothepresenceofanargumentintheembedded

Clause，COindexedwiththeExperiencerlO）・

We have argued so far，that psychologlCalaqjectivesinJapanese can be

dividedintothreesyntacticclasses，aCCOrdingtothetypeofcomplementtheyallowin

Stimulusargumentposition・

A．

B．

A句ectives that allow only nominalcomplements：nikui，itooshii，

jbw（嫉扇血Jrα∫崩

A句ectiveswhichallowbothnominalandclausalcomplements

B・1・　Controla句ectives

B・2・　Non－COntrOlaqectives

ItwasdemonstratedinthissectionthatcertainrestrictionsontheuseofpsychologlCal

a句ectives，SOfarconsideredtobeduetotheirsemanticpeculiarities，are，aSamatterOf

fact，SyntaCticinnature・Theapproachhasthemeritthatitallowstodoawaywithsome

ad hoc semantic distinctions such as‘degree of subjectiveinvoIvement of the

experiencer，or’strengthoftheemotion，replacingthembybetterdocumentedcriteria・

In the fbllowlng SeCtion we shall discuss some other properties of

PSyChologlCalaqjectives and the way theyrelate to the three syntactic subclasses

uncoveredsofar．

3・NominalArguments

At鮎st sightit seems di用・Cultto establish any connectionbetween the syntactic

distinctionregardingtensecontrolandthesemanticcontentoftheseaqjectivesll）．Both

COntrOlandnon－COntrOla句ectivescomprlSePOSitiveandnegativeevaluationmembers．

IfweconsideronlythelexicalmeanlngOfthea句ectives，tanOShiiappearstobemore

Closelyrelatedtoureshiithantokowaiandosoroshii．

WhatlS，then，the semantic factorthatleads to the controIvs．non－COntrOl

distinction？TheinterpretationofnominalargumentsinStimuluspositionoffbrsan

insightintothenatureofthesemanticdistinctionbehindthis．

ItshouldbenoticedthatalltheaqjectivesexpresslngemOtionsadmitanominal

COmPlement・ThenominalcomplementsarenotalwaysinterpretedasreftrrlngtOthe
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individuals theynormallydenote・The same nominalusedto expressthe stimulus

argumentwithdifftrenta句ectiveswillbeassociatedwithdifftrentinterpretations・The

interpretations are not randomly distributed，however・It willbe shown that the

interpretativemechanismscanbegroupedintothreeclasses，eaChassociatedwithone

ofthethree classesofaqectiveswedeterminedonthebasis ofsubcategorization

PrOPerties．

3．1．SelectionalRestrictions

It should be noticed that allthe a句ectives expresslng emOtions admit nominal

complements，though，Ofcourse，theselectionalrestrictionsonthenominalareusually

diffbrent．Thus，aS mentioned befbre，nikui，nikurashii，and the‘derived，kawaii

basicallyselectfbrl＋human］complements．Optionallytheymaytakeal＋abstract］NP

refbrrlng tO human properties or activities，in which case the complement refbrs

metonymicallytothepossessorofthepropertyortotheagent・AsHidaandAsada

（1991）notes，ana可ectivesuchasnikuicanbeusedwithl－human］nominalsonlyif

theseareinterpretedinametaphoricalsense．

（18）　a．Boku－Wa Tokyoo－nO yatSura－ga nikui（Hosokawa）

I－TOP Tokyo－GEN guys－NOM hateful

Ihatetheguys丘omTokyo

b…・kare－yakare－nO Chichi－ga nikurashikutenaranakatta

he＿PRThe－GEN father－NOM hatefu1－AUX

（x）hatedhimandhisfather（Hosokawa）

C．？Musuk0－O yuuZai－nishitahooritsu－ga nikui（Hida＆Asada）

son－ACC guiltydolaw－NOM hatefu1

（I）hatethelawthatfoundmysonguilty

d．Kazoku－O ubatta anohikookijikoo一ga nikui（IPAL）

family－ACC takeaway thatplaneaccident－NOMhateful

（I）hatetheailPlanecrashthattookawaymyfamily

ThelasttwoexamplesinvoIvingl－human］nominalsareclearlypersonincationsand

donotconstituteacounterexampletothegeneralizationthatnikuiselectsal＋human］

argument・
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Othera句ectives，SuChasureshii，kanashii，Sabishii，arenOtVeryCOmfbrtable

withl＋human］nominalcomplements．Alargenumberofaqectivesincludingtanoshii，

kowai osoroshii，hazukashii，urqyamaShii seem to have practically no semantic

restrictionsonthecomplementnominal．

Itisdifnculttomakegeneralizationsortobuildclassincationsonthebasisof

these selectionalrestrictions．More oftenthannot，the restrictions displayedby the

aqectivesseemquitearbitrary：thustanoshiiwillnotadmital＋concrete］nominalsuch

as”melonHasitscomplement，thoughureshiiwill・

（19）　a．？？meron－ga tanOShii

melon－NOM pleased

b．meron－ga ureShii

melon－NOM glad

I’mgladofthemelon

However，anOminalrefbrrlngtOaCOnCreteObjectsuchasHbook”willbeacceptable

Withbothaqjectives．

（20）　a．konohon－ga tanOShii

thisbook－NOM pleased

Thisbookisfun

b．konohon－ga ureShii

thisbook－NOM glad

I’mgladofthisbook

Inwhatfollowswe shallattempttouncovertheregularitiesbehindthese apparent

PeCuliarities．

3．2．ImplicatureS

Inthissectionweshallarguethatthedistinctionwithrespecttosubcategorization

propertieshasconsequencesontheinterpretationofanominalargumentincomplement

position・Asthe examplesbelowillustrate，Whenthe samenominalappearsinthe

complementpositionofdiffbrent叫iectives，theinterpretationdiffbrs・
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（21）　a．watashi－Wa SenSe1－ga nikui

I－TOP teacher－NOM hateful

Ihatetheteacher

b．watashi－Wa SenSe1－ga urayamaShii

I－TOP teacher－NOM env10uS

Ienvytheteacher

（22）　a．watashi－Wa kodomo一ga kawaii

I－TOP child－NOM dear

Icherishmychild

b．watashi－Wa kodom0－ga hazukashii

I－TOP child－NOM shameful

I’mashamedofmychild

（23）　a．konohanashi－ga ureShii

thistalk－NOM glad

I’mgladtohearthat

b．konohanashi－ga urayamaShii

thistalk－NOM envlOuS

Thisstorymakesmeenvious

C．konohanashi－ga hazukashii

thistalk－NOM shameful

I，mashamedtohearthis

d．konohanashi－ga tanOShii

thistalk－NOM pleased

Ieruoythistalk

Someofthesentencesabovedonotonlyexpresstheexperiencer，sfbelingstowardsthe

Stimulus entlty but also glVerise to particularimplicatures・This phenomenonis

restrictedtotheexamplescontainlngaqeCtivesthatallowclausalcomplements・When

thepredicateisana句ectivethattakesindividualsinStimulusargumentpositionthere

arenoimplicatures，thesentenceonlyexpressestheemotionalrelationsbetweenthetwo

individuals，ExperiencerandStimulus，aSillustratedbytheexamples（a）in（21）and

（22）．
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Bycontrast，theexamples（b）in（21）and（22）aswellasthesentencesin（23）

provide supplementaryinfbrmation．Thus，（21b）implies that the teacherisin an

advantageouspositionandthatthe experiencerhasno shareinit・Sentence（22b）

impliesthatthechildisinadisadvantagedpositionandthattheexperiencerhasashare

init，fbrinstanceheistheparentofthechild・Similarimplicationsareassociatedwith

theuseoftheseaqectivesinsentences（23b，C）．In（2才）thetalkisevaluatedaspositive

andtheexperiencerisexcludedfromthebenent，Whilein（23C）wehavetheopposite

situation，anegativelyevaluatedtalkinwhichtheexperiencerissomehowinvoIved・

（23a）allowsustodeducethattheexperiencerisakindofBenenciary（orGoal）ina

situationinvoIvingthetalkand（23d）impliesthattheexperiencerwasaparticipantin

thetalk．

Toseeexactlyhowtheseimplicaturesariseweshouldlookatsomemore

examples．

（24）　a．anohon－ga

thatbook－NOM

Ieruoyedthatbook

b．anohon－ga

thatbook－NOM

Thatbookscaredme

C．anOhon－ga

thatbook－NOM

tanoshikatta

Pleased－PAST

kowakatta

a丘aid－PAST

ureshikatta

glad－PAST

Iwasgladaboutthatbook

d．anohon－ga

thatbook－NOM

Ienvythatbook

（25）　a．anoelga－Wa

thatmovie－TOP

IeqOyedthatmovie

b．anoelga－Wa

thatmovie－TOP

Thatmoviescareme

urayamashikatta

envious－PAST

tanoshikatta

Pleased－PAST

kowakatta

afraid－PAST
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C．？？anoelga－Wa ureShikatta

thatmovie－TOP glad－PAST

Iwasgladaboutthatmovie

（26）　a．konoomocha－ga

thistoy－NOM

IeIt］Oythistoy

b．konoomocha－ga

thistoy－NOM

Ienvy（you）thistoy

C．konoomocha－ga

thistoy－NOM

I’mgladaboutthistoy

tanoshii

Pleased－PRES

urayamashii

envious－PRES

ureshii

glad－PRES

Notalltheexamplesaboveareequallynatural，buttothedegreetowhichthey

areacceptable，theyclearlyglVerisetoconstantimplicatures・Inalltheexamplesabove，

theinterpretationofsentenceshavingureshiiaspredicateisconstant：theExperienceris

interpretedasaBenenciary．Thisiswhy，（25C）isnotentirelyacceptableItisrather

difnculttothinkofasituationwhereapersonisthebenenciaryofamovie・However，if

asituationisprovidedwhichcaststheexperiencerinthebenenciaryrole，thesentence

becomes acceptable・We canimaglne，forinstance，that the Experienceris an

acknowledgedecologlStandhegreetsthepresentationofamoviedealingwithhis

favoritetopICWiththisutterance・Inthesameway，theinterpretationofsentenceswith

urqyamashiileadstoconstantinftrencesregardingtherelationbetweentheExperiencer

andtherefbrentoftheStimulusargument：thebook，themovie，thetoyarepositively

evaluatedo切ectsandtheydonotbelongtotheexperiencer・

Inthe case oftanoshiiandkowai，the situationis diffbrent・Forthe same

nominalweobtainsimilarimplicatureswithbotha句ectives・

（27）　a．watashi－WaanOhon－gatanOShikatta→watashi－WaanOhon－OyOnda

Ieruoyedthatbook→Ireadthatbook

b・WataShi－WaanOhon－gakowakatta→watashi－WaanOhon－OyOnda

Thatbookfrightenedme→Ireadthatbook
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（28）　a．watashi－Wakonoelga－gatanOShii→watashi－Wakonoelga－Omiteiru

IeIt］Oyedthatmovie→Iamwatchingthismovie

b・WataShi－Wakonoelga－gakowai→watashi－Wakonoelga－Omiteiru

Thatmoviefrightenedme→Iamwatchingthismovie

ThenominalinStimulusargumentpositionserveSaSthebaseforretrievlngaPredicate・

ThepredicatedescribesanactivityprototypICallyassociatedwiththeoqectreftrredto

bythenominal：readingfbrabook，WatChingfbramovie，Playlngfbratoy，etC・The

experienceristhecentralpartlCIPantinthisactivltyandtheemotionistrlggeredbythe

activlty，ratherthanbytheoqectperse．Theaqjectivedescribesthesuqectivereaction

OfthecentralpartlCIPantintheactlVlty．

We have，SO far，distinguished two types ofinterpretlng PrOCeSS・One，

associatedwitha句ectivessuchasureshiiandurqyamashii，hastheeffbctofcastlngthe

Experiencerinaparticularroleintheeventassociatedwiththenominal・ThecastlnglS

notinfluencedbythe semantic content ofthe nominal・Itremains constant across

nominals．Eacha句ectivehasaspecincinterpretationassociatedwithit，aParticularrole

fortheExperiencer．Inthesecondcase，fora句ectivesliketanoshiiandkowai，the

interpretation ofthe sentence depends not on the叫iective，but on the nominal・

Implicaturesvarywiththenominal，butareconstantacrosspredicates・

ItisclearbynowthatthechoiceofinterpretlngPrOCeSSisnotrandom‥the

a句ectiveswhichimposetypelinterpretationarethosewhichsubcategorizefbrfull

clauses，thenon－COntrOla句ectives，andthosewhichimposetype2interpretationsare

thecontroladjectives，WhichsubcategorizefbrVPs・Seeninthislight，thechoiceof

interpretationprocessis signincant．A句ectivesthat subcategorizeforVPs（controI

struCtureS）imposeinterpretationsinwhichapredicate（semanticallyaproperty）is

retrievedonthebasisofthenominalargument・Thesamemechanism，PrOVidinga

predicateonthebasisoftheinfbrmationcontainedinanominal，aPPliestoallthe

a句ectivesinthissubclass，Withtheeffbctthattheuseofthesamenominalwillgiverise

toidenticalimplicatures．Inthecaseofnon－COntrOlaqiectivesthenominalmustbe

integratedinasituationinvoIvingtheexperiencer・Thesituationispredeterminedfbr

eachaqjectiveandtheacceptabilityofaconstruCtiondependsonhowlikelyitisforthe

nominal（morepreciselythereftrentofthenominal）tobeinvoIvedinthattypeof

situation．Forureshiianominalinstimulusargumentpositionmustbeapotential
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ThemefbrtheconstruCtiontobeacceptable・Nounshavlnghumanreftrents，COSmicor

geographicalelements，etC・arenOtnaturalunlessacontextisprovided・

（29）　a．？？tonari－nO qJlSan－ga ureShii

nextdoor－GEN oldman－NOM glad

？？I’mgladoftheoldmannextdoor

b．？？sora－ga ureShii

Sky－NOM glad

？？I’mgladofthesky

Theuseofurqyamashiiimpliesthatthestimulusisdesirableandthattheexperienceris

excludedfromit．NominalsrefbrrlngtOundesirableobjectssuchasdiseasesorpestsare

notnaturalcandidatesforthecomplementpositionofthisa句ective・

（30）　？？kaze－ga urayamaShii

COld－NOM env10uS

？？Ienvythatcold

InfbrmationregardingtheprototypICalstimuluseventisincludedinthelexicalentryfor

eachaqjective，aSindicatedbythefactthatimplicaturesarenotcancehble・

（31）　a．？？tegamlga ureShikattakedo，　　　tegamio

letter－NOMglad－PASTCONJ letter－ACC

IwasgladabouttheletterbutIhavereceivednoletter

b・？？anohiroiheyaga urayamashiikedo，

thatlargeroom－NOM enviousCONJ

WataShino heyadesu

I－GEN roomCOP

Ienvythatlargeapartment，butit’smyapartment

morattenai

receive－NEG

Theuseofureshiiin（31a）aboveconventionallyimpliesthattheexperiencerreceived

thelatter，andurqyamashiiin（31b）excludesthepossibilitythattheroombelongedto

theexperiencer．

Theimplicaturesthatarisewithnominalcomplementssuggestthatcontroland

－60－



non－COntrOIpredicates，unlikenikuitypea句ectives，donotexpressemotionselicitedby

individualsoroqects・Theyreftrtoemotionstrlggeredbyevents．

Non－COntrOlaqiectivesdonotmerelyexpressemotionstriggeredbyeventsbut

thelexicalentry fbran a句ectiveinthis class contains more specincinformation

regardingthetypeofstimuluseventandthewaylnWhichtheexperiencerisrelatedtoit・

Eacha句ectiveisassociatedwithadifftrentprototypICalsituation：ureShiipresupposes

atransfbr ofproperty（materialor abstract）event，hazukashiiis more complex．It

PreSuPPOSeSaSituationinvoIvingtheexperiencerorsomepossessionofhis（materialor

not）・ThisintumfbrmSthesu句ectofanegativeevaluationbysomebodyotherthanthe

Experiencer・Theemotionalreactionistriggeredbythisnegativeevaluation・

Anon－COntrOlaqectivecanbearguedtohavetwofunctions．TheRrstisto

asserttheoccurrenceofaparticulartypeofsituationandthesecondtoqualifythisevent

fromtheexperiencer’sstandpoint12）．Theuseofanon－COntrOlaqjectivemakesreftrence

to two distinct events‥the trlggerlng eVent and the emotionalreaction toit・The

implicatures of nominal complements provide theinfomation necessary　for

reconstruCtingthe（PrOtOtyPical）stimulusevent，Whenthisisnotovertlymentioned．

Inthecaseofcontroladjectivesthereisnosingleprototypicalproperty（event

type）associatedwiththeemotionexpressed．Thesemanticsofthea句ectiverequires

thattheexperiencerbeinvoIvedinsomeactivlty，butleavesthecontentoftheactivlty

unspeci鮎d・This factis renectedin theinterpretation ofnominals．The a句ective

determinesonlythemechanismfbrbuildingtheimplicatures，buttheconcretedetails

areprovidedbythenominal13）．Themoredifncultitistoassociatethenominalwith

SOmeaCtivity，tOnndaneventtypematchingthenominal，themoredifficultwillitbeto

interprettheconstruCtioninvolvingthatnominalincomplementposition・Anominal

Whichcannotprovidethesupportfbrthepropertyattributingfunctionofthea句ectiveis

nota m complement・Giventhelanguage user，s desireto丘ndamean1nglnany

utterancesuchnominalsarenoteasytocomeby，but（32）canbeusedtoillustratethis

POint．

（32）？？hiza／mado／happa－ga tanOShii

knee／window／leaf－NOM pleased

Unlikecontrolaqiectives，nOn－COntrOla句ectivesdonotimplytheexistenceoftwo
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distinctevents・ThetrlggerlngeVentandtheemotionalreactionitproducesarenot

separable．The subiective reactionoftheparticIPantiskept alivebytheunfolding

activity．If（33a）presentsaneventfromtheoqectivepointofview，（33b）canbeusedto

PreSentthesameeventfromthesubjectivepointofviewofthecentralpartlCIPant・

（33）　a．Taroo－WatanOShis00－nihon－OyOndeiru

Taroo－TOPpleased－MODbook－ACCread－PRES－PROGR

Tarooisreadingthebooklookingpleased

b．Watashi－Wakonohon－ga tanOShii

I－TOP this book－ACCpleased

IeIt）Oyreadingthisbook

ThefollowlngSeCtionswilldiscusssomelinguisticphenomenathatseemtobesensitive

tothesemanticdistinctionsproposedsofar．

4．ControlandtheSemanticsofPsychAdjectives

The classincation proposedin the previous sections seems to correspond to a

classincationofemotionsincognltlVePSyChology・Intheirstudyofemotions，Ortony，

Clore，andCollins（1988）proposeaclassincationofemotionsintermsofeliciting

factors・ThisleadsthemtosetupthreemaJOrtyPeSOfemotions，emOtionselicitedby

events，byagentsandbyo切ects．
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Thetypeofstimulusoqectdetermines，aCCOrdingtoOrtonyetal，thebasic
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contentoftheemotionitelicits・Namely，emOtionselicitedbyeventshavethestruCture

ofdesirabilityjudgementscomputedwithrefbrencetogoals；reaCtionstoagentsare

praiseworthiness judgments based on standards，While reactions to objects are

appealingnessjudgmentsbasedonattitudes．

TypICalemotionselicitedbyeventsareofthetypepleased／displeasedandthe

mostrepresentativeexamplesare：JOy，distress，disappointment，relief；gloatlng，and

resentment・Attributionemotions，reaCtionstoagentsintheirterms，haveastheirbasic

content approvlng and disapprovlng With pride，Shame，admiration，rePrOaCh as

representativemembers．Thereactionstowardsobjectsareofthetypeliking／disliking

andthebestknownexamplesareloveandhate．

Theclassincationisveryappealingtothelinguist，eSPeCiallyasthethreetypes

ofelicitingentitiesdiscussedcorrespondtolongestablishedlingulSticnotionssuchas

’agent，，‘event，，‘object，．Itis，thus，temPtingtotrytoidentifythethree syntactic

subclasses ofpsychologicalaqjectives with the three types ofvalenced reaction

distinguished by Ortony et al・It should be remembered though，that Ortony，s

classincationrefbrstothecognitivestruCtureOfemotionsandnottolinguisticstruCtureS・

Theirschemaincludes some emotionswhichdonotevenhave alingulSticlabelin

English（orinJapanese），SuChas旅arsco頑rmed’，OremOtionsthatmustbeexpressed

throughaphrase，SuChas’hqppyjbrx，．Theschemaisarguedtobeauniversalof

humancognition，WhichmightnotnecessarilybereflectedassuchbylingulSticfacts・

Nonetheless，iftheiranalysISisvalid，WeeXPeCttOSeeatleastsomelingulSticreflexof

theclassincation，eVenifitisnotaonetoonemapplng・

Itis apparent that the class ofaqjectives that subcategorizefor nominal

complements，thenikumtoshiityperesemblescloselytheclassdefinedbyOrtonyas

reactionstoobjects．Thesea句ectivesexpressemotionsofthetypelikingMislikingand

couldbeaptlyde茄nedas‘appealingnessjudgmentsbasedonattitudes’・Thea句ectives

inthisclasswerearguedtotakepreftrentiallyl＋human］complements，butitisclear

thatthehumanstimulusoftheemotionisnotviewedasanagentbutratherasano旬ect・

Toavoidconfusion，We Shallde丘nethisclass ofa句ectivesasexpresslngemOtions

elicitedbyindividuaLy・Byindividualweunderstandaconcreteorabstractentity，SuCh

asthosedenotedbythenounsbり1Cat，Chair，idea，etC・

HeretheparallelismbetweenOrtonyschemaandourclassincationseemsto

end・Ortony etaldistinguishbetweenreactionsto events andreactionsto agents，
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whereaswedistlnguishbetweena句ectivesencodingreactionstoindependentevents

anda句ectives encodingreactionstoone，sownactions・Itseemsthatthereisno

lingulSticreflexofthedistinctionbetweenreactionstoeventsandreactionstoagents・Ⅰt

shouldbenoticed，however，thatemotionsdescribedasreactionstoagentsbyOrtonyet

alare，aS amatterOffact，reaCtionstoevents evaluatedwithrespecttotheagent・

Ortony，Sschemaandourclassincationare，then，SimilarinmakingamaJOrdistinction

betweenreactionstoindividualsandreactionstoevents．

Focuslng On the agent and the ensulng distinction between desirability

emotionsandpraiseworthinessemotionsdoesnotseemtobearelevantfactorinthe

classincationofJapanesepsychadjectives．Thedistinctionmightbemarkedinthe

lexicon，butitis not associatedwith anyformalproperties・Aqiectives expresslng

pleasure ordispleasure，SuChas ureshiiandkanashii，Which encode，aCCOrding to

Ortonyetal，reaCtionstoevents，havethesamesyntacticpropertiesashazukashii，

Whichencodesatypicalexampleofemotionalreactiontoagents・

WhatisrelevantfbrlingulSticpurposesisthestatusoftheemotionalreaction

inrelationtothetrlggenngeVent・ArethetnggerlngSituationandtheemotionalreaction

conceivedastwodistincteventsoraretheyseenastwoaspectsofaslnglesituation？

Themoststrikingdiffbrencebetweena句ectiveslikehazukashii，kanashii，etCOntheone

hand and a句ectives such as tanoshii，kowaionthe other handregards the tense

restrictions observed with aqectivesin the second class・Although hazukashii

presupposestheinvoIvementoftheexperiencerinthestimulusevent，itdoesnotrequlre

thatthestimuluseventbetemporallydependentontheemotionalevent・Thismeansthat

person controland tense controlareindependent and that tense controlis the

detemlnlngelementinJapanese・TheOrtonyschemadoesnotofftranexplicitvariable

permittingtocapturethislingulSticaspect14）・

Ithasbeenarguedbyseveralauthors（Dowty1985；Jocobson1990；etC・）that

in controI struCtureS We do not dealwith a clausal complement but with a VP

complement．Whilethesemanticobjectdenotedbyasentenceisatruth－Value，COntrOI

predicatessubcategorizeforVPcomplementsthatcorrespondsemanticallytoproperties・

Onthisapproach，COntrOIpredicatesentailabouttheirs叫ectthatithastheproperty

denotedbythecomplementinthepossibleworlddefinedbythematrixpredicate・A

sentencesuchas’Marytriedtowin，isinterpretedasentailingthatintheworldwhere

Mary’tries，shehasthepropertyofwinnlng・Thisaccountsfbrthelackofindependent
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temporalanchoringofthe stimuluseventwithcontrolaqjectivesinJapanese・The

complementoftheseaqjectiveswouldbetreatedasaVPratherthanaclause，l・e・IP15）・

Assuch，it cannot refbr to actualevents．Theinterpretation ofthe matriX Clause

determinesthetruth－Valueoftheembeddedclause．Inthiscasewearedealingwitha

slngletemporallyanchoredevent・ttseemsthatthiseventcannotbeidentinedwith

eithertheemotionalreactionorthetriggerlngaCtivltybutconsistsofthecombinationof

thetwo・Weshallcointheterm’incompleteevents，toreftrtothissituation・Inthecase

ofnon－COntrOladjectivestheinterpretationoftheembeddedclauseisindependentfrom

thatofthematrix．

Wehaveopenedthischapterwiththecriticismofapurelysemanticanalysisof

emotiona4jectives，SuChastheoneproposedbyAsaharaetal，andhaveuncovereda

syntacticcriterionofclassification・Themostobviousdifftrencebetweenureshiiand

tanoshiiistheobligativltyOfcontrolintheembeddedclausefbrthelatter・Thesame

criterionservestodistlnguishbetweencontroladjectiveslikekowai，OSOrOShiionthe

onehandandnon－COntrOladjectiveslike：hazukashii，kanashii，andurqyamashii，Onthe

other・Inthepreviousparagraphwehavesuggestedasemanticinterpretationfbrthis

syntacticdistinction．Accordingly，emOtionadjectivesinJapanesecanbesubdivided

into：

a．Reactionstoindividuals

b．Reactionstoindependentevents

C．Reactionstoincompleteevent

ThisclassincationhasimportantconsequencesfbrthesemanticdescrlPtl0nOfemotion

adjectives．Previousstudiesconsiderthatthemainfunctionofemotiona句ectivesisto

expressinternalstates・Thefactthattheycanbeclassifiedintermsofthesemantic

propertiesoftheir‘obiects，indicatesthatthisunderstandinglSnOtSatisfactory・Touse

Kenny，saptphrase：“Utheemotionswereinternalinpressionsorbehaviorpatterns

J力erewo〟Jdあe乃0わg血Jre∫Jrわ如乃0乃血碑eげ0りecJwあわ力eαCカem0如乃CO〃Jd

／汀nV．〟－1－（川／‘／わピ‘＝〃ビrP′〃〟／／ピ′・（？／函JJ力〟7匹）〆川ビ丹…フナ〟岬ビ′・ピ‘／叶玩イ′～gわ叩仰ぐ‘／・

′丁。′・坤・山‘7可’－1ゾ～‘′日毎〟／′・川小山刷t、Ju／肌ビ／岬〝錯ビ‘才．・力′∫J‘′∫fJJH′椚ピ′・‥〃‘′J／ビ′●〆
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beingco71Plimentedorweepontherece桓tQrgOOdne昭…‥”（Kenny1963：191）．

Theunderstandingofthesemanticrole oftheemotiona句ectives andother

emotionpredicatesintermSOfrefbrencetointemalstateshaseffectsontheirsyntactic

andsemantic descnptlOn・MostoftheJapaneselingulSticliteratureonthis suqect

COnCentrateSOnthesubjective／0切ectivedistinctionanditssyntacticconsequences，On

thepersonrestrictionanditsinterpretation・Theclassificationproposedherestressesthe

roleofthestimulusargument・InwhatfbllowswewillshowhowtheanalysISPrOPOSed

herecanaccountforotherthephenomenamentionedintheintroductorysection・

5・OtherProperties

Thischapterstartedbynoticingtheexistenceofanumberofirregularitieswithinthe

apparentlyunifbrmClassofexperiencera句ectives．Theseirregularitiesconcemedthe

availabilityof’intransitive，uses and thelackofcasealtemation・Inthefo1lowlng

SeCtionswewilladdressthequestionofhowtheseirregularitiesrelatetothethree

Classesofaqjectivesdistinguishedsofar．

5・1・ObjectiveReading

AtthebeglnnlngOfthischapterwementionedthatpreviousstudiesonpsychologlCal

a句ectivesmakeadistinctionbetweenaqjectiveswhichallowanobjectivereadingand

thosewhichdonot・Theadjectivesmostffequentlyusedtoillustratethispropertyare

tanoshii，kowaiandosoroshii．AlltheseadjectivesbelongtothecontroIclass．Isthe

POlysemybetweenasu旬ectiveandanoqectivereadingaconsequenceofthecontroI

StruCtureOristhissimplyacoincidence？

Previousstudieshaveobservedthefactthattheobjectivereadingofpsych

aqectivesisrelatedtotheabsenceoftheexperiencer．Theexperiencerargumentinsuch

COnteXtSisnotonlyabsentfromthesurfacestruCture，itisnotevenimplied・Compare

thefbllowlngtWOSentenCeS．

（34）　a・yama－O noboru－kot0－ga tanOShikatta

mountain－ACC climb－COMP－NOM pleased

Ieruoyedclimbingthemountain
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b．yamanobori－Wa tanOShii

mountainclimbing－TOP pleased

Mountainclimbingisfun

Insentence（a）althoughtheexperiencerargumentisabsentfromthesurfacestruCtureit

isimplied．Thissentenceisaboutthespeaker．In（34b），Ontheotherhand，nOaCtual

experiencerisimplied，nOtanymOrethaninasentencelike（35）

（35）　mikan－Wa amal

tangerine－TOP sweet

Tangerinesaresweet

Wehavearguedthatthestimulusfbra句ectivesinthisclassisanincomplete

event，an aCtivlty having the experiencer as centralpartlCIPant・This activltyis

associatedwithaparticulartypeofsubjectivereaction．Thisreadingisdependentonthe

presenceoftheExperiencerargument・WhentheExperiencerisabsentnoactivltyCan

beattributedtohim．ThesuqectivereactionthatusedtoaccompanytheperfbrmlngOf

theactivitylSnOlongerattributedtotheabsentExperiencer・Theadjectiveexpressesa

genericevaluation，thatisaproperty・WhentheExperiencerargumentispresentthese

a句ectives refbr to emotional episodes，tO aCtually occumng events・When the

Experienceris deletedthe a句ectives cease to refbrto events・They behavelike

PrOtOtyPICalstates，aSillustratedbythecontrastbelow・

（36）　a．kinoo（watashi－Wa）eiga－Omitetanoshikatta

yesterdayI－TOPmovie－ACCseepleased

YesterdayIert］Oyedmyselfwatchingthemovie

b．％kinooelga－WatanOShikatta

yesterdaymovie－TOPpleased

Ieruoyedthemovieyesterday

C．kinoo－nOelga－WatanOShikatta

yesterday－GENmovie－TOPpleased

Yesterday’smoviewasfun
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Onthepropertyreadingtheaqectivecannolongerbemodinedbyatimeadvetb・That

iswhy（36b）cannothavethepropertyreading．Thesentenceiswellfbrmed，however，

onthe experiencerreading．Example（36C）illustratesthepropertyreading・Herethe

timeadverbisnolongeramodineroftheaqectivebutoftheThemenominal・Therole

oftheadverbisnottoprovideatemporallocationfbrtheproperty，buttorestrictthe

SCOPeOftheThemenominal．

ItisinterestlngtOnOtethattheimplicaturesbasedonnominals，discussedin

thepreviousparagraphsstillexist，butnolongerasconventionalimplicatures・Their

status as conversationalimplicaturesis demonstratedbythe fact thatthey can be

cancelled・ComparethefbllowlngutteranCeSandthepossiblereactionstowardsthem・

（37）　a．jetto－koosutaa－Wa tanOShiiyo．　watashi－Wa mada

Jet－COaSter－TOP pleasedPRT I－TOP ADV

notta－koto一ga nai kedo

ride－COMP－NOM NEG CONJ

Jet－COaSterSarefun，butIhaveneverriddenone

b・WataShi－Wa JettOkoosutaa－gatanOShikatta・　nOranakatta kedo

I－TOP Jet－COaSter－NOMpleased－PAST ride－NEG－PASTCONJ

Ieruoyedthejet－COaSteralthoughIdidn’trideonit

（38）　a．JettO－koosutaa－Wa tanOShii－SOOda．watashi－Wa mada

Jet－COaSter－TOP pleased－MOD I－TOP ADV

notta－kot0－ga nai kedo

ride－COMP－NOM NEG CONJ

IhearJet－COaSterSarefun，butIhaveneverriddenone

b．＊watashi－Wa jettokoosutaa－gatanOShi－SOOdatta・

I－TOP Jet－COaSter－NOMpleased－MOD－PAST

noranakatta kedo

ride－NEG－PAST CONJ

Sentence（37a）illustratesthe objective readingwhile sentence（37b）representsthe

experiencerreadingoftheaqjective．Utterlngthetwosentenceswouldproducedi飴rent

reactions．（37a）isinappropriatebecauseitviolatestheprinciplesofconversation・A

speakerisexpectedtohaveabasiswhenattributingaqualitytoanobject・Ifamodalis
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addedasin（37a）thesentencebecomesunobjectionable，aSillustratedbyexample（38a）・

Thefunctionofthemodalistoofftrabasisfbrtheassertion．With（37b），denyingthe

implicaturesrendersthesentencenonsensical・Addingamodal，insteadofimprovlng

acceptabilityhastheefftctofloweringit，See（38b）．Theimplicaturesof（37b），namely

thattheridingeventtookplacecannotbecancelled，aStheycanin（37a）・Thisindicates

thatwearedealingwithconventionalimplicaturesinthecaseof（37b），implicatures

whichdonotariseconversationally，butrepresentpartofthesemanticinfbrmationof

thelexicalitem．On the objectiveinterpretation，illustratedin example（37a），the

aqjectivedoesnotcontainanylongerthissemanticinformation・

Thisistobeexpectedifthe’suqective，readingoftheseadjectivesreftrsto

emotionalsituationswhereanindividualisaffbctedbyhisevaluationofanactivityln

whichheisinvoIved・Otherwiseexpressed，thepresenceofanExperiencerimpliesthe

presenceofanactivltytObeevaluated・IntheabsenceoftheExperiencertheexistence

ofsuchanactivltylSnOlongerimplied，butasaconsequence，thereisnoStimulusto

trlggeranemOtionalreaction．Theaqectivesceasetorefbrtoemotionalexperiencesand

theymerelyrefbrtogenericevaluations，thatlS，PrOPertiesofo句ects・

Thesemanticanalysisproposedallowsustoseewhythepropertyreadingdoes

notarisewithnon－COntrOla句ectivessuchasureshii，urqyamaShii・Wehavearguedthat

theseadjectivesspecifyintheirsemanticdennitionthetypeofprototypICalsituation

trlggerlng the emotion and the nature ofthe emotionalreaction・Unlike control

aqectives，WhichmerelylmPly that the Experienceris perfbrmlng SOme aCtivlty，

withoutidentifyingtheactivltylnqueStion，thesea句ectivescontainspecincinformation

ontheprototypICalstimuluseventaspartoftheirlexicalspecincation・Therelation

betweentheExperiencerandtheStimuluseventisalsospecinedinthelexicalentry・

Thisinfbrmation cannotbe detachedfromthe semantic descrlPtlOn・Thatis，ifwe

removetheinformationrefbrrlngtOtheelicitingsituationfromthelexicalentryofthe

adjective，thedifferencebetweenhazukashiiandurqyamashiiwillbelostsinceboth

a句ectivesinvoIveanegativeattitudetowardstheelicitingsituation・Wearguedthatthe

situationcontainsspecincinfbmationregardingtheexperiencer・Forureshii（glad）the

ExperiencerplaystheroleofBeneficiaryintheStimulusevent，urqyamaShii（envy）

implies the existence ofa situationfromwhichthe Experienceris excluded・The

experiencerargumentcannotbeefftctivelydeletedfromthesemanticdescrlPt10nOf

non－COntrOlaqjectives．Evenwhentheexperiencerisnotexpressed，the‘situation’
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COmPOnentOfthemeanlngguaranteeSthattheexperiencerisnonethelessimplied・The

PrOPerty reading，Whichis dependent onthelack ofan experiencer argument，1S，

COnSequently，blocked16）・

（39）　a．tanoshiihon

eItlOyablebook

b・ureShiitegami

Cheenngletter

C・urayamaShiihanashi

enviablestory

While（39a）simplyattributesapropertytothemodinedobiect，（39b，C）giverisetoall

theabove－mentionedconventionalimplicatures：theletterisonethee叩eriencerisglad

to RECEIVE and the storyis onein（from）which somebody，Whois NOT the

experiencerbenems．

Thepropertyreadingdoesnotarisewitha句ectiveswhichsubcategorizefbr

nominalcomplementseither．Sentenceslike（40）belowalwaysimplytheexistenceof

anexperiencerandcannotbeusedtomerelyascribeapropertytoanindividual17）．

（40）　a・anOhit0－ga

thatperson－NOM

Ihatethatperson

b・anOhit0－ga

thatperson－NOM

Ilovethatperson

nikui

hate丘11

itooshii

beloved

EvenwhentheexperiencerisabsentfromsurfacestruCture，andthisisthenormrather

thanthe exceptlOnWithpsychologlCalaqjectives，these a句ectives have arelational

ratherthanapropertyreading・

Casemarkingoffbrsacluetowhythisshouldbeso．A4jectiveswhichtake

Clausalcomplements allowtwo case markingpattemS‥Exp－niStim一ga andExp－ga

StimTga・Witha句ectivestakingonlynominalcomplementsonlythesecondpattemis

available・ItwasarguedinChapterlthatthetwocasepattemSarenOrmallyassociated
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withdifftrentinterpretations：theNI／GApattemisusedtomakeevaluativejudgments

while the double nominative pattem expresses direct sensations・In the case of

psychologlCala句ectives the two pattemS are uSed with no discemible semantic

difftrence because the semantic struCture Of these a亘iectivesis more complex，

COntainlngbothanevaluationandasensationcomponent・

The factthatthe nikuiclass a句ectives admitonlythedouble nominative

patterncouldbeseenasaconsequenceofthefactthattheyhaveasimplersemantic

struCture．A句ectivesinthis class seemtohave aunlquefunction，tOeXPreSS the

emotionalreactionoftheexperiencertowardsthestimulus・

Ifoneofthe argumentsisabsentinterpretationproceeds accordingtothe

generalrulesappliedinsuchacasetotwoplacepredicates，itdoesnotleadtoanew

functionofthepredicate．Comparetheexamples（41－44）

（41）　a．？watashi－Wa nikui

I－TOP hatenll

Ihate…．

b．aitsu一ga（Wa）　　　　nikui

he－NOM（TOP）　　　hatefu1

（Ⅰ）hatehim

（42）　a．watashi－Wa nagutta

I－TOP hit

Ihitsomeone

b．aitsu－O nagutta

he－ACC hit

（Ⅰ）hithim

（43）　a．watashi－Wa ureShii

I－TOP glad

I’mglad

b．tegami－ga（wa）　　　ureshii

letter－NOM（TOP）　glad

（I’m）gladabouttheletter

（44）　a．watashi－Wa tanOShii

I－TOP pleased

I’mhavingfun
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b．omatsuri－Wa tanOShii

ftstival－TOP pleased

Festivalsarefun

Theeffbctofdeletingoneoftheargumentsofnikuiissemanticallyparalleltotheefftct

ofdeletioninanormaltransitivesentence．Ifthesu句ect（experiencer，agent）isabsent，

itisinterpretedascoreftrentialwiththespeaker，unlessthecontextprovidesanother

candidate（41b）．Iftheoqect（Stimulus，Patient）isabsent，thesentencesoundsoddifthe

referentofthemissingelementisnotspecinedbythecontext（41a）・

Itseemsthattheobjectivereadingofcontroladjectivesisnotmerelytheresult

ofdeletinganargument・Inthiscasewearedealingwithalexicalprocessderivlnga

one－Place aqectivefrom a two－Place aqective．The semantic complexlty Ofthe

aqectivepermitstheapplicationofthereduclnglexicalprocessinaproductiveway・

Theoperationcanbede丘nedfbrtheentireclassofcontroladjectivesandneednotbe

SPeCinedfbreachlexicalitemasalexicalpeculiarity・

5．2．iIntransitiveIUse

Thereis another similarlexicalrule that applies to both controland non－COntrOl

a句ectives，but not to the aqjectives selectlng nOminalcomplements・Thisruleis

complementarytotherulederivlngtheoqectivereadingandresultsinthedeletionof

the stimulus argument．The resultis anintransitive叫iective that predicates a

psychologlCalstateoftheexperiencerwithoutimplyingtheexistenceofaspecinc

Stimulus．

（45）　a．（watashi－Wa）ureshii

I－TOP glad

I’mglad

b．（watashi－Wa）tanoshii

I－TOP pleased

I’mhavingfun

C．＊（watashi－Wa）nikui

LTOP hate且11
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Unlikeureshiiandtanoshii，nikuicannotexpressastateoftheexperiencerwithout

implyingtheexistenceofastimulus・Thereisnospecialstateofmindthatcanbe

denned as‘feeling nikui，that can be detached丘om the reaction towards some

individual．（45C）Canonlybeinterpretedaselliptic．

Thisrule，tOO，COuldbeseenasaconsequenceofthesemanticcomplexltyOf

controlandnon－COntrOla句ectives．Aswasthe casewiththeprocess derivlngthe

oqectivereadingtheprocesscanbedescribedashavingthefollowlngthreeproperties：

C．

reducesthenumberofarguments

reducesthesemanticcomplexityoftheaqective，Withvisibleeffbcts

Ontheconventionalimplicatures

doesnotimplyanarbitrarysemanticshift

Point（a）isself－eVident．Thisuseoftheaqjectiveisafunctionoftheabsenceofthe

stimulusargument．Ifweconsidertheinterpretationofutterances（45a，b）itbecomes

Clearthattheimplicaturesarguedtoexistwhenbothargumentsarepresentceaseto

exist．（45a）doesnotimplythatthespeaker－eXPerienceristhebenenciaryinanykindof

event，and（45b）isnaturalevenintheabsenceofanyactivityinwhichtheexperiencer

isimplied．Iftheseimplicaturesarearesultofasemanticfunctionoftheaqective，the

lackofimplicaturesslgninesthattherespectivefunctionisnolongerpresent・

We could speculatefurtheronthe contentofthis qualifyingfunction・As

arguedin Chapterl，emOtions have a sensation side andanevaluation side・The

experiencer estimates a stimulus as positive or negative and this evaluationis

accompaniedbycertainfbelings．Theevaluationcomponentisoqectoriented，inthe

sense thatitislargely determinedbythe properties ofthe object・The sensation

componentisexperienceroriented・We couldarguethatintheintransitivereading

discussedabove，theevaluativecomponentoftheemotiondisappearsandweareleft

withonlythesensationcomponent・Thefactthattheexperiencercanbeonlymarked

withthenominativecasecouldbeseenasanargumentinfavorofthisproposal・Itwas

arguedin Chapterl that the evaluative readinglS aSSOCiated with a－nimarked

experiencer．Inthe oqectivereadingofcontrolaqjectives，Onthe otherhand，the

sensationcomponentcouldbearguedtolack．Ifwewishtospecifytheexperiencerin

theoqectivereadingwehavetoresorttothepostposition－nitotte，Whichhasthetypical
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functionofmarkingtheevaluatorofsomeproperty・

TheanalysISPrOPOSedhereassociatesclassesofaqjectiveswithlexicalrules，it

purportstoexplainwhyaparticularsubclassofpsychologlCaladjectivesundergoesa

rulewhilesomeotherclassdoesnot．Sincewe are dealingwithlexicalru1es，ltis

reasonabletoexpectthatthelexicalcontentofcertainitemsmightblocktheapplication

ofarule．Theanalysispredictswhichclassesofaqjectivescanbetheinputofarule，but

itdoesnotstatethatallthemembersofthatclasswillactuallyundergotheprocess・The

experiencer－basedintranSitiveuseofemotionaqjectiveswasarguedto arise fkom

deletingthestimulusargumentandallotherinfbrmationregardingtheconditionsof

elicitationoftheevent．Itwillbenoticedthatsomenon－COntrOlaqjectivescannotbe

intransitivizedatall・Itisthecaseofurqyamashiiandhazukashii・Ifwelookcloselyat

the semantic content ofthese a句ectives two things are obvious・First，the event

specifyingfunctionismoreimportantinthiscasethanthequalifyingfunction・Thatis，

theroleofspecifyingthecircumstanceswhentheemotionaleventislikelytooccuris

moreimportantthantheroleofdescribingaparticularshadeoffeeling・Thesecondis

thefactthattheftelingsassociatedwiththeseaqjectivesarefairlyneutralifweevaluate

themonthepleasure／displeasurescale，rememberthatbothadjectivesweredescribed

asneutral（Oimage）inHidaandAsada（1991）．Intheserespectsthesea句ectives

contrastwiththe a句ectives whichintransivize．Forureshii，kanashii，tanOShiithe

balancebetweenthetwofunctionsismoreevenandtheassociatedftelinglSeaSytO

evaluate．

In conclusion，We COuld say thatifthe experiencerintransitive reading

expressessensations，aPSyChologlCaladjectiveismorelikelytoyieldthisreadingif

thereisaneasilyrecognlZableftelingassociatedwiththerespectiveemotionandless

likelytodosoiftheevaluativecomponentismoreimportanttothedefinitionofthat

emotionthantheaffbctivepart・Thiscouldbethereasonwhywehavetheintendeduse

withureshii，tanOShii，kowai，butnotwithurqyamashiiandhazukashii・A句ectivesthat

allowonlynominalstimulusargumentswillalsofailtoyieldthisreadingbecausethey

lackthecomplexsemanticstruCturethatpemitsapplicationofthelexicalrule・

5．3．AspectualProperties

Wehavedistlnguishedtwointransitiveusesofcontroladjectives：the’mood’reading，

discussedintheprevioussection，invoIvingtheexperiencerargumentaloneandthe
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oqectivereadingresulting丘omtheeliminationoftheexperiencerargument・Thetwo

readingsdiffbrnotonlyintermSOfargumentstruCturebutalsowithrespecttoaspectual

properties．Onthemoodreading，thea4jectivedoesnotexpressaproperty，buta

temporarystateoftheargument．Theoqectivereadingandthemoodreadingdifftr

aspectually．Usedinthe叫ectivereadingsenseemotiona句ectivesare，aSPeCtually，

typICalstatepredicates，likemosta句ectives．Theirfunctionistoattributeapropertyto

anindividual，andthisattributionisassumedtoholdoveralongerperiod・Thelimiting

polntSOftheinterval，thebeglnnlngandtheend，donotfbrmapartofthepicture・The

stateisnotmappedonatemporalaxisbutistreatedassomehowtimeindependent・This

iswhyanobiectivereadinglSmOredifnculttoobtainwhentheadjectiveisinthepast

fbm．

Themoodreading，Ontheotherhand，istemporallyanchored：StateSOfjoy，

sadness，etC．，happenatspecincmomentsintime．Onthisreadingcontroladjectives

couldnotbedescribedasprototypICalstates．Onthesyntacticlevel，aqectivesusedin

thissensediffbrfromprototypicaladjectivesinthattheycannotbeusedasadnominal

mod沌ers（＊〟re∫旭肋0）．

This aspectualpeculiaritylS nOtlimited to the mood reading ofcontrol

a句ectives，itisfoundwithbothcontrolandnon－COntrOladjectivesintheirbasic，tWO

argument，SenSeandinthemoodsense．Nominalstimulusa句ectivesareaspectually

similartothepropertyreadingofcontrolaqectives：theyaretypICalstatesassociatedto

inde鮎ite，butpresumablylong，intervalsoftimeandcannotbesaidtooccuratspecinc

momentsintime，SeeChapter4fbrmoredetails．Evenwhentheadjectiveisinthepast

fbrm，thefunctionofthepasttensemorphemeisrathertoindicatethattheattributionis

nolongervalidratherthanassociatethestatewithatimemoment・

（46）　a．himitsukeisatsu－ga nikukatta・

SeCretPOlice－NOM hatefu1－PAST

Ihatedthesecretpolice

Ee，　　　imademo nikuija－nai－ka？

INTERJ nowPRT hatefulCOP－NEG－QUEST

Youdon’thatethemanymore？

b．anohon－ga tanOShikatta

thatbook－NOM pleased－PAST
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Ieruoyedthatbook

Ee，　　　　imademo

INTERJ nowPRT

tanoshiija－nai－ka？

PleasedCOP－NEG－QUEST

Don’tyoustillenJOyit？

C・anOtegam1－ga ureShikatta

thatletter－NOM glad－PAST

Thatletterpleasedme

Ee，　　　　imademo

INTERJ nowPRT

Doesn，titpleaseyouanymore？

ureshiija－nai－ka？

gladCOP－NEG－QUEST

Theuseofthepasttensein（46a）functionssomehowlikeanegative．ItserveSmOStlyto

indicatethattheattributionofthestatetotheindividualdoesnolongerapply・Inthe

CaSeOfeventaqiectivesthepasttensehastheroleofassociatlngtheoccurrenceofthe

StateWithapastmomentonthetemporalaxis18）．

6．Discussion

WehavearguedinthischapterforaclassificationofJapanesepsychologicalaqjective

in terms of their subcategorization fbatures・We have distinguished three

Subcategorization classesand argued thatthe subcategorization fbatures reflect the

PrOPertiesofthestimuluselicitingtheemotionexpressedbythea句ective．

a・nOminalstimulusa句ectives：reaCtionstoindividuals

b・COntrOlaqjectives：reaCtionstoincompleteevents

C・nOn－COntrOlaqectives：reaCtionstoevents

Classifying emotion a句ectivesin these termS has allowed us to capture certain

regularities withinthe class，Whichhavebeen so farregardedasidiosyncrasies of

Particularlexicalitems・Wehavearguedthattheo句ectivereadingarisesonlywith

COntrOla句ectives・ThepossibilityofexpresslngmOOds，emOtionswithno apparent

Stimulus，WaSlimitedto a句ectivesrefbmingtoreactionsto events．A句ectiveswith

nominal stimulus could not undergo either of theseintransitivizing processes・

A句ectiveswithnominalstimulusalsodifftrfromtheothertwotypesofa句ectivewith

respect to aspectualproperties，they are prototypICalstates while controland non－
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controlaqectivesrefbrtooccurrlngeVentS．InChapter4we shal1arguethatthis

aspectualdistinctioncanbedescribedasthedifftrencebetweenemotionaldispositions

andemotionaloccurrences．ItwillbeobservedthatpredicatesreftrrlngtOemOtional

occurrencestendtobeassociatedwithemotionselicitedbyeventsevenwithother

classesofemotionpredicates・ThisistruenOtOnlyinJapanesebutinotherlanguagesas

well．On the other hand，there seems to be an association between emotional

dispositionsandreactionstoindividuals，thoughitisnotasrobustastheassociation

betweenoccurrencesandreactionstoevents・Dispositionpredicatesseemtoimposeftw

selectionalrestrictionsonthe stimulusargument・Theyare notlimitedtonominal

complements・Theydo，however，eXCludeeventswithindependenttimeanchoring丘om

thisposition．

ThefollowlngChapterswilloffbrsomeargumentsagainstthemostwidely

acceptedaccountofemotionpredicates，theCausativeHypothesis・Accordingtothis

account，themqorsourceofsyntacticvariationwithemotionpredicatesispresenceor

absenceofcausativefbatures．ItwillbearguedinChapter6thatnon－COntrOlaqjectives

canreceiveacausativeinterpretationincertaincontexts・Despltethisfact，theycannot

berangedamongcausativepredicates・Thecausativereadingwillbearguedtoariseasa

consequenceofthenatureoftheirStimulusargument・Thepresenceofaneventin

Stimulusargumentpositionfacilitatesacausativereading・

Wehavedemonstratedinthischapterthattheapparentlyunrelatedphenomena

mentionedintheintroductorysectionarenotrandomlydistributed，thattheyfbrma

pattem・Thebriefdiscussioninthissectionsuggeststhattheclassincationproposedis

notrelevantonlyforJapaneseemotiona亘iectives・
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Chapter3

SemanticStruCtureOfEmotionPredicates：TheCausative

Myth

1．Introduction

Chaptersl and2have dealt with emotion a句ectives．The repertory ofemotion

predicatesinJapaneseincludesnotonlya句ectivesbutalsoverbs・Veryfrequentlyverb

andadjectivepalrSreferrlngtOaParticularemotionaremorphologlCallyrelated・The

fbllowlngChapterswillproposeasemanticmodelfbrtheorganizationofthelexical

neldofemotionpredicatesinJapanese・ThisimpliesglVlnganaCCOuntforthesemantic

relation between morphologically relatedformS SuCh as tanoshii（aqj・），tanOShimu

（Verb），tanOShimaseru（CauSativeverb）andexplainingthesemanticsourcefbrthecase

markingvariationassociatedwithdiffbrentverbclasseskanashimu（nom－aCC），Odoroku

（nom－dat）．

Studies on emotion（psychological）predicatesin Westemliterature have

demonstratedthatpurelysyntacticsolutionsfordifftrencesinlinkingbetweensemantic

roles andsyntactic positions，SuCh asthoseproposedbyLakoff（1965），Perlmutter

（1984），Bellettiand Rizzi（1988），are nOt Viable．As a consequence，Subsequent

approaches，Grimshaw（1991），Pesetsky（1995），rePreSentattemPtS tO elucidatethe

semantic dimension trlggerlng theformalvariation・Studies belonglng tO diffbrent

theoreticalframeworks seemtoagree ontheideathatthemain source offormal

variationamongemotionpredicatesisduetothesemanticdistinctionbetweenstative

andcausativepredicates．

Inthischapterwewilldiscussinsomedetailsomeofthemostinfluential

Westemstudiesofemotion（PSyChological）predicatesfbcusingmainlyonthescarcity

ofevidencefbrtheHcausativehypothesisn・Chapter5willshow，Onthebasisofdata

fromRomanian，howthecausativeanalysISmakesthewrongpredictionsregardingthe

aspectualpropertiesofEOemotionverbs．

Inordertoillustratehowthemodelfunctionsitwillbenecessarytoreferto

morethanonelanguage・Wewillusefbrillustrativepurposesdata丘omRomanian，the
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author，snativelanguage・AlthoughRomanianandJqpanesearetwounrelatedlanguages

theybothraiseproblemsfbrcurrentaccountsofemotionpredicatesininterestlngWayS・

RomanianisapparentlyqulteSimilartoEuropeanlanguageslikeFrenchandEnglishin

havingES andEOverbs・RomanianEOverbs，however，SeemtOlackmostofthe

PeCuliaritiesnotedfbrEOvefbsinotherlanguages・Theyappeartohavevefbalpassives

andsuqectswhichcanbindananaphorinobjectposition．Intum，ESverbsoffbr

unexpectedsurprlSeS：theseverbshavepassivefbrms，aSeXPeCted，butthefbrmsare

Similar to the passives of agentive transitives rather than those of non－agentive

transitives，theyhaveactivenominalizationsratherthanthepassivenominalizationfbm

COmmOnWiththetransitiveverbs．

JapaneselacksunderivedEOpredicates・ThisraisesthemapplngPrOblemina

diffbrent gulSe・Some predicates seem to have a causative－likeinterpretation：the

StimulusisinterpretedasaCauserofsorts，yetitfailstoappearinsubjectposition．This

isthecasefbrdativevefbslikeodorokuandkomaru，butalsofbra句ectiveslikeureshii

Or kanashii，See discussionin Chapter2・The EO pattemis associated with

morphologlCally causativefomS related to some of the ES verbs，OdorokaseYu，

komaraseru，kanashimaseru．Therelationbetweencausativeandnon－CausativefbrmS，

the syntactic struCture Ofthe fbrmer，the argunent StruCture OfES verbs andthe

Slgnificance ofcase pattems，are allquestions that create difncultiesfor standard

approachestoemotionpredicates・WhatJapaneseandRomanianhaveincommonisthe

SyntaCticvariationinthislexicalneldi）・Wefindthateachlanguagehasnolessthan

fourpossibleconstruCtionsassociatedwithemotionpredicates・

Japamese

l・Nominative－Accusative：（a）aisuru，OSOreru，（b）kanashimu，kowagwu

2．Nominative－Dative：Odbroku，komaru

3・Dative（Nominative）－Nominative（A句1）：ureUhiLkanashii

4・Nominative－Nominative（Aqi2）：Suktkirai

Romanian

l・Nominative－Accusative（ExperiencerSubject）：adjnira（admire），iubi（love），

2・Dative－Nominative：Place（like），di47lace（dislike）

3・Nominative－Accusative（ExperiencerO句ect）：amuZa（amuse），

enerva（irritate）

4・Reflexive：¢q）amuza（be／getamused）；両）enerva（be／getirritated）
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SinceinbothlanguagesitispredicatesexpresslngemOtionsthatdisplaytheentirerange

ofsyntacticvariation，thefollowlngdiscussionwillconcentrateonthissemanticclass，

reftrencetootherclassesofpsychologlCalpredicates，SuChaspredicatesreftrrlngtO

sensation，COgnlt10n Or ability willbe made only where necessary・The class of

predicatesanalyzedwillbehencefbrthrefbrredtoas’emotionpredicates，，thoughthe

terms’experiencerpredicates，，’psychpredicates，oreven’mentalpredicates，Willbe

used，Whenthereisnodangerofconfusion，lnOrdertoavoidrepetition，OrtOPreServe

theterminologyofsomeworkunderdiscussion・

Emotionpredicates，frequentlyrefbrredtoaspsych－Predicates，havebeenthe

oqectofassiduousinvestlgationinWestemlinguisticliteratureduringthepast30years

onaccountoftheproblemtheyposetoauniformaCCOuntOfthelinkingbetween

semanticrolesandsyntacticpositions・MoststudiesareconcemedwithpalrSSuChas

（la，b）below．

（l）　a．MaryfbarsJolm

b．JohnfiightensMary

PreviousWOrkhaspolntedoutthatinthesesentences，tWOaPParentlyidenticalsemantic

roles，ExperiencerandTheme，areaSSOCiatedwithsyntacticfunctionsintwoopposite

ways：in（la）theExperiencerismappedontosubjectpositionandtheStimulusonto

oqectposition，Whereasin（lb）wenndthereversemapping，theStimulusappearingas

su句ectandtheExperiencerasobject．WewillhencefbrthreftrtothesestruCtureSaS

ExperiencerSu句ect（ES）andExperiencerObject（EO）construCtions，reSPeCtively・

Itiscommontoregard（la）astheunproblematiccase・Theassignmentof

syntacticfunctionsreflectsthegenerallyacceptedsemanticrolehierarchy：

Agent＞Experiencer…．＞Theme．

Example（1b）seemstogoagainsttheuniversalmappingruleswhichrequirethata

semanticallymoreprominentargumentbemappedontothemoreprominentsyntactic

position．IntheseconstructionstheExperiencerargumentappearsinobjectposition，

thusviolatingtheunifbrmltyOfasslgnmentrules・
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One of the earliest works dealing with morphologlCally related psych

predicatesisLakoff（1970）whichproposedtheFlipRuleinordertoaccountfbrthe

reverse mapplngbetweenEO verbs andthe related a句ectives・Theru1e was soon

criticizedforitslack of motivation and theincapaclty tO eXPlain the semantic

diffbrences between the two construCtionsit related，See McCawley（1976b）・

SubsequentaccountsofEOverbsweremostlyconductedinthesplrltOfgenerative

semanticsandtheylnVOIvedthepostulationofanunderlyingabstractpredicateinthe

semanticmakeupoftheverbs，Chomsky（1970），Kuroda（1965），McCawley（1976a），

（1976b），etC．

ThemapplngPattemdisplayedbyEOverbsisnottheirunlque・Theseverbs

areknowntobehaveinanirregularmannerwithrespecttoseveralmorpho－SyntaCtic

processes・AmongthemostquotedpropertiessettlngEOpredicatesasidefromstandard

transitiveverbsare：theexistenceofaqjectivalpassives（2a），PaSSivenominalizationsas

in（2b）ratherthan’activenominalizations，suchas（2b’），backwardbinding（2C）・

（2）　a．Jolmwasfrightenedofthebear

b．thebear’SfrightenlngJohn

b’．＊John’SfrightenlngOfthebear

C．Picturesofeachotherannoyedthepoliticians

Generativesemanticaccountshadsolutionsfbrthedeviantbehavioroftheseverbs，but

it was at the cost ofadmittlng abstract semantic predicates such as CAUSE or

PERCEIVEaswellasvarioustransformationssuchasobjectdeletion（Chomsky1970；

Kuroda1965），OrCausa10句ectFormation（McCawley1976a）・Asgenerativesemantics

wentoutoffashion，thereoccurredashiftinfocusffomasemanticallyorientedaccount

toasyntacticallybasedone・ItwasclaimedthatseveralpropertiesofEOverbscouldbe

accountedfbrbetterbyassumlngthatthesuqectandtheo句ectoftheseverbsarenot

generatedin their surface positions・This viewis most clearly expressedin the

movementanalysisofBellettiandRizzi（1988）（hencefbrthB＆R）whicharguesthatthe

surface conngurationofEOpredicatesisderived丘omanunaCCuSativeunderlying

struCture Where the Experiencer commands the Theme argunent，aS the Thematic

Hierarchywouldleadustoexpect2）．MovementoftheThemetosu旬ectpositionis

motivatedbyCaserequlrementS：SincethevefbdoesnotasslgnaCCuSativecasethe
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Theme argumentisforced to move to subject position whereit can receive the

nominativecase・TheaccusativecaseoftheexperiencerargumentisnotstruCturally

asslgned；itisaninherentcase．

Some ofthe mostinfluentialanalyses ofEO vefbsinrecentliterature are

Grimshaw（1991），Pesetsky（1995），Croft（1991）Pustdovsky（1995）andVanValinand

LaPolla（1997）．Alltheseauthorsattempttoderivethedifftrenceinmappingbetween

ESandEOvefbsfiomasemanticdif托rencebetweenthetwoclassesofpredicate・

Majorworkonemotion（PSyChological）predicateshasbeenconductedwith

SOme ultimate purpose reaching beyondits direct o句ect ofinvestlgation・Neither

Grimshaw，nOrPesetsky，tOmentiononlythemostfrequentlyquotedauthors，makethe

Study of emotion（psychological）predicates an endinitselfl The aim of their

investlgationistocontributeananswertogenerallinguisticquestions，SuChasthestatus

OfargumentstruCtureinsyntax，the shapeofsyntactic trees，etC・AlthoughthisIS，

undoubtedly，therightwaytoconductlinguisticresearch，theconsequencesforthe

studyofemotionpredicateshavenotbeenentirelybene丘C・ThesemanticdescriptlOnOf

emotionpredicatesisextremelysketchy・Them叫OrSemanticdistinctionadmittedinthe

literatureisthatbetweencausativeandstativeverbs，andthiscanhardlybecalleda

peculiarltyOftheemotionaldomain・Thedistinction，initiallydrawninordertoexplain

thesyntacticpropertiesofES－EOpairs，SuChasjをar－Pなhten，isnowextendedtothe

analysIS Of predicates displaylng the surface syntactic conngurationin question，

irrespectiveoftheirsemanticinterpretationandofwhetherarelatedfomeXiststo

completethepair・Asaconsequence，VerbssuchaspreoccLWandpleaseareclassined

ascausativesalongwithPなhtenandsuTPrise．Verbssuchasloveorlikearetreatedas

prototypICalESvefbs，insplteOfthefactthatnorelatedEOformeXists・Thesesemantic

ftaturesareregardedasprlmitivesandtherearenoattempts，tOmyknowledge，tOrenne

theminanyway3）・

AslingulSticscienceadvances，Withtheresultthatmorelanguagesandmore

phenomenacomeunderthescopeofitsinvestlgation，ithasbecomecommonpractice

toincludeamorenne－grainedsemanticdescriptlOninordertoaccountforthesyntactic

phenomena．AnumberofverbclassaltemationsdescribedbyLevin（1993）arede負ned

infairlyconcretetermS．Whetherthesu切ectisalocationoracontainer，Whetherthe

verbisofthecleartypeorofthewpetype，hassyntacticefftcts・Inthesamespiritthe

diffbrencein acceptability between（3a）and（3b）below can be explained by
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distinguishingbetweenmotionverbsthatincludereftrencetomannerofmotionand

verbsthatdonot：

（3）　a．Kyotomade／niitta

b．Kyotomade／＊niaruita

Reference to subtle semantic properties oflexicalitems，aS a SOurCefor syntactic

properties，isbecomlngtheruleinthelinguisticliterature・Itiscurioushowlittlethis

strategyhasbeenappliedtothestudyofemotionverbs，althoughthesyntacticvariation

displayedbythesepredicatewasnoticedlongagoandextensively discussed・The

fbllowlng Chapters willattempt to reinterpret some ofthe syntactic and semantic

peculiaritiesofemotionpredicatesinthelightofnotionsparticulartothepsychologlCal

domain．

Previousapproachesareattemptstonndasourcefbrtheformalvariation

observedwithemotionpredicateswithinaslngledimension，thatis，tOfindaunlque

criterionapplyingtoallthepredicates，andaccountlngfbrtheentirerangeofcase

markingvariation．Weshallarguethataunidimensionalapproachcannotdojusticeto

thecomplexltyOfthisdomainandshallproposeamorecomplexmodelwhichmakes

useofnotionssuchasdisposition－OCCurrenCe，Stimulus－effbct，intemalstate－eXtemal

manifbstation．ThedetailsofthismodelwillbepresentedinthefollowlngChapters・

Beforepresentlngthedetailsofourproposalweshallreview，intherestofthis

chapter，SOmeOfthemostimportantworksonemotionpredicatesanddiscusssomeof

theirweaknesses．Theliterature on this subjectis soimpressivethatitwouldbe

practicallyimpossibletocoverthebibliographyexhaustively・Weshallconsequently

concentrateonthestudieswhichpresentasemanticmodelalongwiththesyntactic

analysis．Thisincludes Grimshaw（1991），Pesetsky（1995），Pustdovsky（1995）and

Croft（1991），VanValinandLaPolla（1997）andexcludesBellettiandRizzi（1988）and

Perlmutter（1984）．AlltheabovementionedauthorsadoptonefbrmOrtheotherofthe

HcausativehypothesisM・Asexpected，the detailsofthe analysis di脆rsubstantia11y

amongauthors．

AlthoughtheseworksdonotreftrtoJapaneseorRomanianotherwisethanin

marglnalnotes，theaccountstheyproposearenotrestrictedtothedataofaspecific

languagebutattempttooffbrauniversallyvalidsemanticandsyntacticmodel・Weshall
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Callattentiontosomegeneralproblemsfacedbytheseanalysesandtosomespecinc

difncultiesparticulartothelanguagesdiscussedinthispaper・Themainpurposeofthis

Chapteristoraiseadoubtregardingthevalidityofthecausativehypothesis・

2．Grimshaw（1991）

Grimshaw criticizes the syntactic account ofpsych predicates proposed by B＆R

notlClngthattheirsolutionisbasedonalexicalstlPulation，namely，thattheexperiencer

argumentofEOverbsbearsinherentaccusativecase・Thiscarmotaccountforthe

semanticdiffbrencesbetweenEOandESverbs4）．Grimshawherselfgivesarguments

fbrthesemanticprominenceoftheexperiencerargumentinEOvefbconstruCtions

based on their behavior with respect to compounding・She notes thefo1lowlng

diffbrence：

（4）　　a．ManfbarsGod

a’．aGod－fbarlngman

b．Godfrightenstheman

b’．＊aman－fhghtenlngGod

WhileESverbsyieldcompoundsinwhichtheoqectisincorporatedintothecompound，

EO verbs do not・She argues that the thematicallyless prominent argumentis

incorporatedincompoundsandthattheexperiencerofEOverbsdoesnotanswerthis

requlrement・SheadoptstheunaccusativesolutioninB＆R，butarguesthatthereason

fbrthemapplngPattemisfbundamongthesemanticpropertiesofEOverbs・Thesource

ofthediffbrentmapplnglSaSSOCiatedwiththeaspectualtier・WhileESverbsarestative，

EOvetbshaveacausalinterpretationandareaspectuallynon－Stative（accomplishments）・

Thethemeargumentisassociatedwiththenrstelementinthecausaldimensionandis

asslgnedsu句ectrolebecausesubiectchoiceisdeterminedbytheprominencerelations

ontheaspectualtier・Theverbsarenonethelessunaccusativebecausetheprominence

relationsonthethematictierandthoseontheaspectualtierdonotcoincide・Thelackof

verbalpassivesandeventnominalizationsisduetotheirunaccusativlty・Thebinding

PrOPertiesreflecttheprominencerelationsofthethematictier・

Grimshaw，sanalysISisqultereVealingfbrthemannerinwhichtheHcausative

hypothesis”hasbeenputfbrthanddeftnded・InsplteOfthefactthatsheexplicitly
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designatesaspectasthesourcefbrtheunlqueSyntaCticpropertiesofEOverbs，and

discussestheconnectionbetweenaspectualproperties，eVentStruCture andargument

StruCture，Shedoesnotprovideaslngleaspectualtest・

‘Ⅵ少pr呼0∫αJねJ如才伽dわ‡e那加ねα甲eC血αJ加CゐαrαCJ印加ce fJね。

pr少ec血乃げ伽eve乃JぶれCねげeげpre成CαJ孤Jα∫∫〟∽eJ力dg eαC力verああα∫

（J∫∫（Jぐ／〟ぐfhlゾJ力fH川什ビ〃J∫J・〃ぐ〃〃・ピ，11両ぐ／川，カビ〃rr〃〃仙肌7両7万ビ／ビ〃把扉∫血／カピ

CJα以∫e，prOVg血ゞα乃eVe乃J∫加地γeJbrα乃e乃かe∫e乃J錯Ce．乃e eve乃JぶれCJ〟re

J叩J●ビ∫ビJ山J毎‘叩ピぐ仙′／（川〟恒／∫可’7万ピぐ／（川．化，〟J7rJdピJⅣJ扉JJぐ．†∫肝カナ力加がtJ∫

－1両ぐ／川‘小〃～ぐ／∫“′・ビ‘〟／椚心／肋，l血JJ油ぐ．Vr叩ピけどピ川川畑〃ビ〟／J肌）〟11ゾ〃わ＝川と／

∫0JbrJゐ「陀乃dJer〃夕拘，加Wりノ〃夕7凱βαC力〃タβ動ア〟∫吋OV∫砂〃タ∂凱乃乃町

〃夕と略ノタβ夕α，J夕∂夕可．

乃eeve乃g∫れC加eあreα血dow乃eVe軸血0α岬eC加J∫〟卸αrね．凡rαα〝pJe，

α柁乃㌦er一伽Wり了‘αCCO〝頑わあme乃J”de乃Oe∫αCO〝甲αeVe乃砂嵐k co那納材

（川（JぐJ雨中‘川‘J〟相川／／叱．ゞ／〟JぐrYビビ由りフ（JJ・Jf川／（JJ・P！J∫J的l・坤リノ州（町かrJ

ゐC〟∫裏0可．

eVe乃J

／〈＼
αCか砂　　　　∫JαJe

肋WαCα〟∫eα曙〟椚e乃′カα∫α∫加ゐr（7r甲re∫e油Jわ刀かZ∫〃Cカα乃α乃α桓ね．・〟γ〟〃

‘′／－1町・、・わと〝∫∫0ぐ／亡′／ピ（hl而／力ピルゞ／1・JJわー什州いl・力付カムvr〝肌J町J・ピ／（地目の／カピ

∫eCO〃d∫〟あーeVe乃J了

（Grimshaw1991：26）

VanVoorst（1992）challengesGrimshaw’saspectualdescriptionofEOverbs．

Grimshawassumesthattheseverbsareaccomplishments，andVanVoorstdemonstrates

thatEOverbsdonotbehavelikeaccomplishmentswithrespecttoaspectualtests5）・

Unfbrtunately，VanVoorstdoesnotdiscusstheslgnincanceoftheaspectualproperties

OfEOvetbsfbrthesemanticanalysISOfthesepredicates・

TheunaccusativeanalysISOfEOvefbshasnotremainedunchallengedeither・

Pesetsky（1995）Showsthatmanyofthesevefbsdohaveverbalpassivesandthatmost

OftheargumentsinGrimshawandinB＆RcanbeexplainedinsemantictermS，Without
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theneedtoposeanunaccusativestruCture．

Toconclude，WemaySaythatalthoughGrimshawamplydemonstratesthe

existenceofsemanticandsyntacticdifftrencesbetweenEOverbslikePightenandES

verbslikejをar，theevidencesheprovidesinfavoroftheproposedanalysis（i・e・thatEO

verbs are unaccusative causatives and ES verbs are accusative statives）is not

COnVinclng．

3．Pesetsky（1995）

Oneofthemostextensive studiesofemotion（psychological）predicatesisPesetsky

（1995）．Hismostimportantclaimsarethat：

thediffbrenceinmapplngbetweenESandEOvetbsisduetoadiffbrencein

thィ0le．

EOverbsaremorphologicallycomplex：

TheseclaimsaresetintothecausativeframeworkWhilethenon－eXPeriencerargument

ofESverbsisaTargetorSu切ectMatter，thenon－eXPeriencerargumentofEOverbsis

aCauser．Themapplngreflectsthethematichierarchybelow

Causer＞Experiencer＞Target

The Causerargumentis not asslgnedbythevefbalrootitselflbutby acausative

morphemeattachedtoit・TheseverbsaremorphologlCallycomplex，theyresult免・Omthe

afnxationofazerocausativemorphemetoanESboundroot・Manyofthepeculiarities

ofEOverbs，SuChastheavailabilityofa句ectivalpassivesorthepassive－likederived

nominals，are the consequence of this struCture，rather than evidencefor their

unaccusativlty．

These claims are supported with dataillustratlng the semantic distinction

betweentheThemeargumentofESandEOvetbs，eVidencefbrtheexistenceofother

ZerO mOrPhemesbehavingmuchlikethehypotheticalCAUS morpheme，argumentS

JuStifyingthepostulationofaboundroottowhichthemorphemeCAUSattaches，etC・

ThedivisionofthethematicroleThemeintotwodistinctroles，CauserandTargetraises

aprobleminexistentinpreviousapproaches・Pesetskynotesthatthetworolesdonot
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seemtoc0－OCCur，althoughthisshouldbepossibleiftheywereindeedtwodistinctth－

roles．

（5）　a．ThearticleintheTimesangeredBill＜Cause，Experiencer＞

b．BillwasangryatthegoverIlment＜Experiencer，Target＞

C・＊ThearticleangeredBillatthegovernment＜Cause，Experiencer，Target＞

Thelargestpartofthemonographisdevotedtothequestfbrasolutiontothisproblem，

theT／SMrestriction，aSPesetskycallsit・ThequestleadsPesetskytoadoptanorlglnal

typeofsyntacticstruCturehecallscascadestruCtureS・TheCauserargumentisgenerated

totherightofthesubcategorizedargumentsand，duetoitsafnxalstatusisfbrcedto

movetosubjectpositiontocheckitsfbatures．Thepresenceofaprepositionalargument

markedwiththeftature［－afnx］blocksthismovementengenderingungrammaticality・

Thisisthesourcefortheunacceptabilityof（5）．

LeavlngaSidethedetailsofhisverycomplexargumentation，WeCanSumuP

Pesetsky’S且nalproposalforthestruCtureOfEOverbsasfollows・

a．

C．

Theseverbsarefbrmedbyafnxationofazero－CauSativemorphemeCAUS（a）

totheboundroot・The afnxationtakesplaceinthelexiconandittnggers

SuPPreSSionoftheextemalargumentofthebasevetb（theA－Causer）・

Anonth－SelectedprepositionalargumentheadedbyaprepositionCAUS（p）

appearstotherightofth－Selectedarguments，SeeFigl

CAUS bears certain fbatures which must be discharged．CAUS（a）and

CAUS（p）dischargeeachother，sfbatures．Featurecheckingisblockedbythe

presenceofanon－afrixalelementbetweenthetwoinstancesofCAUS・Thisis

thesourceoftheT／SMrestriction

The afnx CAUS selects the Causer asits extemal argument and the

preposition CAUS selects the same Causer asitsintemalargument・The

Causermovesfromoqectpositionoftheprepositiontosuqectpositionofthe

Verb＋CAUScomplex・MovementoftheCauserfromthelowerpositionto

subjectpositionexplainsthebindingpropertiesofEOverbs・Thefactthatthe

Causeristh－Selectedbythecausala托ⅩeXPlainswhythesu切ectofEOverbs

doesnotbehavelikeanathematicsu旬ect，1．e．EOvetbscanpassivize・
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Figl

VP

／へ
Causer V－

／／／／へ＼＼＼

PP

／　＼
＾annoy＋CAUSaff DP

Exper

／＼＼＼＼＼

DP

CAUSp Causer

AppralSlngthissyntacticmodelisbeyondthescopeofthispaper・Insteadweshall

discusssomelesser，mOreCOnCreteaSPeCtSOfPesetsky，sproposal・

3．1．Aspect

AlthoughPesetskydoesnotdiscusstheefftctofthehypotheticalzeromorphemeonthe

aspectualpropertiesofthepredicate，thereisnothinginhisanalysisthatwouldleadus

toexpecttheactualbehaviorofEOverbswithrespecttoaspectualtests・Ifthenull

morphemeis distlnguished ffom other causative afnxes onlyin thatitlacks

phonologlCalrepresentation，theEOverbsshouldhavetheaspectualpropertiesofother

morphologlCalcausatives，i・e・theyshouldbeaccomplishments・Asmentionedinthe

previoussection，thisisnotthecase・ItisdifnculttoseehowPesetsky，Sframework

COuldaccommodatethisfact．

3．2．TheTS／MRestriction

AnotherproblemwiththisanalysISisPesetsky，ssolutionfbrtheT／SMrestriction・As

wehavealreadyseen，Pesetskyoffers asyntacticexplanationfbrtherestriction‥the

presenceofaprepositionblocksfbaturecheckingoftheCAUSmorphemeandresultsin

ungrammaticality・Assuch，therestrictionshouldbeabsolute・Thereare，however，CaSeS

wheretherestrictiondoesnotseemtofunction．
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（6）　a．Theraindiscouragedusfromourtasks

b．Sue，sremafksarousedustoaction

c．Theseresultsinclinedustowardsamoredi用．cultcourse

Pesetsky，S account fbr these casesis not very satisfactory・He argues that these

sentencesshouldbeanalyzedinamannersimilartotheanalysisfbrinchoativesand

Vetbsofaccompaniedmovementsuchas（7）below・

（7）　a．JohnbrokethecookieintolittlepleCeS

b．Suegrewtheseedsintobeautifulplants

C・Jolmwalkedthedogtohisgrandmother，shouseandback

d・Suegallopedthehorsethroughthewoods・

IftheGoalargumentintheseexampleswereath－Selectedargument，itshouldblockthe

fbature checkingfor the a用・X CAUSE，Whichit does not・These verbs，unlike

experiencervetbs，aregenuineunaccusativesandCAUSa用・Xationdoesnotsuppressan

extemalargument・CAUSinthiscasedoesnotbearstrongfeatures，Whichrequlre

checking，andthepresenceofanintervenlngPrePOSitionalargumentisunproblematic・

Theexcept10nStOtheT／SMrestrictionwithEOverbsaretreatedinaparallelmanner・

PesetskyarguesthatthesevefbsmightnotrequlreanA－Causer・Theattachmentofthe

a托xCAUS wouldnot，inthis case，requlre ftaturecheckingandtheprepositional

argumentisfreetosurface・PesetskyhimselfadmitsthattheexplanationintermSOf

lexicalpeculiaritiesoftheboundroots（absenceoftheA－Causerargument）isadhoc，

butaddsHNonetheless，itisstrikingthatthesecounterexan軍Ies，likethephenomenon

血e折∫ee〝　わC〟∫erαrO〃乃d∫e椚α乃庇Cが∫e∫げver鮎・乃ね加納e打∫〟gge∫ねα刀

のpJα乃αffo乃才力αJねrooJedg乃7㍍kd∫emd乃〟C∫‥．”p217・

The ad hoc nature ofhis solution to the counterexamples raises doubts

concernlngPesetsky，sentirediscussionoftheT／SMrestriction・Ifweassumethathis

premise，thedistinctionbetweenESandEOverbsintermSOfth－rOleisnotcorrect，the

T／SMrestrictionproblemvanishes．Sentenceslike（5）areunacceptablebecausethey

violatetheth－Criterion・Thetaskfacinguswouldbe，inthiscase，Onlytoexplainthe

acceptabilityof（6）．
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ThebeglnnlngOfanexplanationcomesfromthefollowlngSemanticproperty

oftheEOverbsthatadmitprepositionalobjects．Thesevefbsdescribesituationswhere

astimulusproducesanemotionalreactionoftheexperiencertowardssomeoqect・Ⅰf

welookmoreclosely，WenOticethatthestimulusandtheoqectofthepreposition

belongtodifferentsituations，theoqectisnotapartlCIPantinthestimulussituation・

Thisbecomesapparentifwereplacethenominalargumentswithclausalarguments・

（8）　a．Pierderea intreg11　　　aVerl l－a dezgustat／scitbit

loss whole－GEN fbrtune CL－auX disgust／nauseate

Pe Marin de JOCuridenoroc

P－ACC Marin P gambling

ThelossofhisentirefortunedisgustedMarinwithgambling

a，・Faptul ca si－a Pierdut avereal－a

fact COMP CL－DAT－auX loose　fortune CL－auX

dezgustat／scifbitpe Marin dea malJuCaJOCuridenoroc

disgust／nauseateP－ACC Marin PCOMP adv gamble

ThefactthathelosthisentirefortunedisgustedMarin録omgambling

b・Insuccesu11－a ambitionat／instlgat Pe Ionlalupta

failure CL－auXincense／instlgate P－ACCIonP鋭ght

ThefailureincensedIontonght

b，・Faptul ca nu a avut SuCCeSl－a

fact COMPNEGCOMP have success CL－auX

ambitionat／instlgat Pe Marinsa lupte

incense／instlgate P－ACC MarinCOMP　fight

ThefactthathedidnotsucceedincensedMarintonght

Whiletheclauseinsuqectpositiondescribesapastevent，theoqectclauserefbrstoa

future，Orhypotheticalevent．Theseverbstakesubjunctiveclausescontrolledbythe

experiencer argumentin oqect position．The property ofoqect controland the

licenslngOfaprepositionalargumentseemtogohandinhand・Wecouldarguethat，

whereasthemqOrityofEOvefbsdescribeachangeofthe emotionalstateofthe

experiencer，thesevefbsdescribeacausalrelationbetweentwoevents，aCCOmPaniedby

anemotionalreaction．Sentences（8a），（8b）couldbeparaphrasedas：
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（9）

leventl（Marinlosthisfortune）］CAUSEevent2［（Marinstopgambling）＆Marinfbels

SOmething］

leventl（Marin had an unsuccess）］CAUSElevent2（Marin nght）＆Marin fbels

SOmething］

ThestruCtureSeemSlessappropriatefbrtheverbsin（8a）wheretheftelingisclearly

directedtowardstheoqectdenotedbytheprepositionalphrase・Theideathatthemain

functionofsentencessuchas（8a），（8a，）istoexpressthecausalreactionbetweenan

event andits consequences，is，however，SuPPOrtedby a comparisonbetween the

interpretation of these sentences and that of sentences where the verbs are not

accompaniedbyaprepositionalobject．Whentheprepositionaloqectisabsentthe

fbcusisshifted丘omtheefftctofthestimuluseventontheexperiencer，sactionstothe

effbctonhispsychologlCalstate．

（10）　a．Jocuriledenoroc il

gambling CL

GamblingdisgustsIon

b．？Pierderea averll

dezgusta／scitbesc pe Ion

disgust／nauseate P－ACCIon

1－adezgustat／scitbit pe Ion

loss　　　　fortune－GEN CLdisgust／nauseate P－ACCIon

ThelossofhisfortunedisgustsIon

C．Melciiil dezgusta／scitbescpe Ion

SnailsCL disgust／nauseateP－ACCIon

SnailsdisgustIon

Comparedwith（10）above，theemotionexpressedbytheverbsin（8a）and（8a’），When

theprepositionaloqectispresentisverydiluted．Notice，alsothatthe selectional

restrictionsoftheverbdifftrslightly．Whereasthesubjectof（8）mustrefbrtoanevent，

thesubjectof（10）canbeaconcretenoun．Theverbsin（8）are，inasense，doubly

causative，theycanbeseenasthecausativecounterpartoftheverbsin（10）・Thiscould

accountforthepresenceoftwostimulusarguments・

Althoughthismightnotbethebestexplanationforthephenomenon，ltis
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certainthat struCtureS SuChas（8a）and（8b）andthe peculiarityofthese verbs of

reftrrlngtOtWOdistinctsituationsarerelated・The examplesquotedbyPesetskyas

exceptionstotheT／SMrestriction，rePeatedhereas（11），displaythesameproperty・

（11）　a．Theraindiscouragedusfromourtasks

b．Sue’sremarksarousedustoaction

c．Theseresultsinclinedustowardsamoredifncultcourse

Therainfallisapasteventwhichprecededandpreventedtheoccurrenceoftheeventof

doingthetasks；Sue，sremarksprecededandtriggeredtheactions；theresultspreceded

anddeterminedthechangeofcourse・NoticealsothattheEnglishverbsquotedby

PesetskyareobjectcontroIvetbs

（12）　a．TheraindiscouragedusfromgolngOut

b．Sue’sremarksarousedusintotakingaction

c・TheseresultsinclinedustowardschooslngamOredifBcultcourse

WiththeT／SMrestrictionviolationsaccountedfbr，itseemsmoreeconomicaltordect

thedistinctionbetweenthetwothematicrolesCauserandTarget・InChapter5itwillbe

arguedthatthe TargetandSuqectMatterroles arenotbasicbutcompositionally

derived・Thethematicroleasslgnedbytheverbalpredicateisthesamefbrboththe

（morphologically related）ES and the EO verb．The apparent semantic difftrence

betweenthetwoistheeffbctoftheprepositionaccompanylngtheESfbrm・

3．3．DirectionofDerivation

OneofthebasicassumptlOnSinPesetsky，sanalysISisthatEOverbsarederivedby

attaclmentofazero－mOrPhemetoboundESroots・Hemakesitveryclearthatthe

directionofderivationgoesfromtheES fbrmtotheEOform・Insupportofthis

assumpt10nhequotesthefactthatthereareESverbswithnocausativecounterpart・

Thisargumentisquestionable，COnSideringthatthenumberofreflexiveverbswithno

EOcounterpartisfarexceededbythenumberofEOverbsthatdonothavearelated

reflexivefbrm・Pesetskynotesthisfact，butdismissesitasalexicalpropertyofthose

Verbs，Whichfbrcesthemtoundergocausativization・
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The moveisnotconvinclngWhenwe considerthe data・InRomanian，for

instance，thereareonlytwocasesofreflexiveswithoutacausativecounterpart＝Seteme

（ftar）andseindyagosti（fallinlove），althoughabouthalfofthe EO vetbslacka

reflexivecounterPart・ThereusedtobeanEOfbrmtemeinthelanguage，Whichwaslost，

VerylikelybecauseboththeEOandtheEsfbrmSareStative・Thevetbseindragostiis

aninchoative，butithasovertcausativemorphology，thepre且xin－・Itdoesnotseem

VeryreaSOnabletosaythat，insplteOfthecausativemorphologytheverbisactually

fbrmedby attachingthe cliticto aboundnon－CauSativeroot andthat somelexical

PrOPertyblocksattachmentofthezerocausativemorpheme・Ontheotherhand，ifwe

assumetheoppositedirectionofderivation，itisnotdifncultto鎖ndsemanticreasons

fbrthelackofreflexivefbrmswiththeseverbs．BelowisalistofthemainEOverbs

Whichdonothavearenexivecounterpart・

ademeni（1ure），qfbcta（afftct），buimaci（befuddle），bulversa（Smite），CqPtiva

（captivate），dec甲tiona（disappoint），demoraliza（demoralize），dbrima

（depress），deruta（confuse），descunpani（bewilder），dbzna勾ノdui（despair），

dezorienta（disorient），di4フera（despair），emlta（exalt），jbscina（fascinate），

jbmeca（charm），座a（Strike），incila（incite），Lpiti（tempt），Stingheri
（discomfbrt），St坤eni（embarrass），Stirni（excite），StLq？dia（StuPefy），tenta

（tempt），timora（cow），ului（astound）

Semantically，therenexiveformS areinchoatives，andtheypresentthe emotionas

OCCurrlngSPOntaneOuSly・TheEOverbswhichdonothaverenexivecounterpartsseem

tobethosewhichdescribeemotionsinwhichtheroleofthestimulusisessential．Itis

difnculttoimaglne a Situationwhere someone gets spontaneously tempted，lured，

fascinated，Stunned，Charmed，disappolnted，embarrassed，etC．

This explanation receives support when we compare various predicates

expressing surprise・The verb hq）mira，Whichis semantically close to the English

WOnder，hasareflexiveform，WhilesufPrindb（SurPrise），ului（astound），uimi（astonish），

Whichreftrtoreactionsprovokedbyunexpectedstimulidonothaverelatedreflexives・

Ofcourse，thissemanticfactabouttheverbsabovecouldberegardedas thefactor

WhichfbrcesCAUSamxation，buttheconsequencessuchamovewouldhavefbrthe

theoryofthelexicondonotseemdesirable・Argulngthatalargenumberofverbsare
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fbrced，byvirtueoftheirsemanticcontent，tOundergocausativizationbeforetheyreach

surfacestruCtureamOuntStOSaylngeitherthatthelexicongeneratesdeftctiveitems

withtheprescienceofthefactthatalatercomponentwillsavethem，Orthatthelexicon

generateslexicalitemsrandomlyandthesemanticallyunacceptableformsgetdiscarded

unlessalatercomponentrescuesthem・Thisisadaringhypothesisaboutthelexicon

whichIprefbrnottoembrace，abidinglnSteadbybymoretraditionalview・Ifthe

causativefbrmofEOverbsisbasicandthereflexivefbrmderived，theargumentsin

favorofthezer0－mOrPhemeseemlesscompelling・Thecausativeinterpretationofthese

verbs，tOtheextendtowhichitreallyexists，COuldbeasemanticfbature，unCOnneCtedto

themorphologyoftheverbs．

3．4．TheSemanticInterpretationofNominalizations

The main argument offtred by Pesetskyln favor ofzero－afnxation comes丘om

nominalizations．．HeobservesthatEOverbsdonothaverelatednominalfbrmswith

causativeinterpretation6）・TheexistlngnOminalizationsoftheverbsarestative・This

wasseenasindirectprooffbrthepresenceofazeromorpheme・ThephonologlCallynull

morphemeCAUSwouldblockafnxationofthenominalizingmorphology・Thefactthat

therearenominalizationsrelatedtotheseverbswasseenasevidencefbrtheexistence

OftheboundroottowhichthemorphemeCAUSattaches・

（13）　a．WeannoyedMary

b．Mary’sannoyancewithus

ThenominalannqyancedoesnotreftrtosomethingcauslngannOyanCe，buttothestate

ofbeingannoyed．IfweassumedthatthestruCtureforthevefbin（13a）andthenominal

in（13b）aboveistheonebelow，thisfactreceivesanexplanation・Theunacceptabilityof

anominalwithcausativeinterpretationisduetothepropertiesofthemorphemeCAUS，

Whichdisallowsfurtherafnxation，aSrePreSentedin（14C）・

（14）　a．ll＊armoy］0－CAUS］

b．［［＊annoy］－nOminalizer］

C．＊［［［＊armoy］0－CAUS］－nOminalizer］

Thesemanticpropertiesofthenominalsofftrakeytothesemanticpropertiesofthe
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boundroot，l・e・Sincethenominalexpressesastateweareallowedtoinfbrthattheroot

isequallystative．

ForPesetskythelackofprocessnominalsbasedonthecausativefbrmisa

consequenceofthepresenceofCAUS・Theboundroothepostulates，isanESverband

hasanexternalargument・aSSuCh，itshouldundergoprocessnominalization・Pesetsky

arguesthat，indeeditdoes，aSdemonstratedbythec0－0ccumngmOdiners，SeeeXamPle

（15）andtheresistancetopluralizationillustratedbyexamples（16）and（17）・

（15）　a．Bill’scontinualagltationabouttheexamwassilly

b．Mary’sconstantannoyanceabout／with／atusgotonournerveS

（16）　a．Agitationaboutexamsissilly

b・Annoyanceatone，steachershouldbesuppressed

（17）　a．＊Theagltationsaboutexamsaresilly

b・＊Annoyancesatone，steachershouldbesuppressed

TherearetwoproblemswithPesetsky，saccount・ThenrstconcemSthestative

interpretation ofsuchnominalizationsinlanguages thathave reflexiveforms・The

SeCOndregardstheinterpretationofthesenominalizationsincertaincontexts・

Pesetsky，sdiscussionofnominalizationconcentratesonEnglishdata，although

his鎖nalproposalfbrthestruCtureOfEOverbsreliesheavilyondatafromFrenchand

Russian，languageswhichhavecausative－reflexivepalrSOfEOvetbs・Pesetskyargues

thatinsuchlanguagestheavailabilityofareflexivecliticallowstheboundexperiencer

roottosurfaceinitsverbalfbrm・ThisisimpossibleinEnglish，Whichlacksrenexive

clitics7）．

The boundrootmay surface withoutthe reflexive cliticifitundergoes a

morphologicalprocesswhichresultsinsuppressionofthe extemalargument・This

happensinnominalizedformSandina句ectivalpassiveforms・

ThereflexiveformSrelatedtoEOvetbs，inlanguagesthathavereflexiveclitics，

aregenerallydescribedasinchoativeratherthanstative・Pesetskydoesnotdealwiththis

problem explicitly，but notes that reflexives are not causative and describes the

nominalizedfbrmSaSequallynon－CauSative・Thisdescript10ninvitestheconclusionthat

thereflexivefomandthenominalizationaretoreceivethesameinterpretation・Infact，

heexplicitlyarguesfbrsuchaparallelisminthecaseoftheEnglishboundrootsandof
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thenominalfbrmS・InEnglishthenominalsarestativeandtheboundrootsareassumed

to share this aspectualproperty・Reflexiva tantum，however，are nOt Stative，but

inchoative．

（18）　a．1’etonnementdeMarie

DEF－amaZementP－GENMarie

Marie，samazement

b．suparareaMariei

angerMaria－GEN

Maria’sanger

Thenominalfbrmsin（18）above，Ontheotherhand，reftrtostates，justastheydoin

English・Nominalization，aSWeknow，maySuPPreSSaneXternalargument，butisnot

supposed to change the aspectualclass ofthe base predicate・Nominalizations of

causative verbs that have homophonousinchoatives such as grow・dyQP，Shrinki

diminish，etC．，quOtedbyPesetsky（1995：79）areinchoativeandnotstative・Pesetsky

doesnotexplainwhytheinchoativeinterpretationissuppressedinthecaseofemotion

verbs．IfreflexiveformS and nominalizations do not share the semantic content，lt

becomesmoredifnculttojustifythepostulationofaboundverbalrootbecausethereis

noclearclueastoitssemanticproperties．

Toaccountfbrthesefactsitseemsmorenaturaltoassumethatbothrenexive

andnominalformS are based onthe transitiveform．Theinchoative reading ofthe

reflexiveformCanbeassociatedwiththepresenceofthereflexiveclitic・Thefactthat

thenominalizationsarestativeisaconsequenceofthestativepropertiesoftheEOroot

itseは

Nominalizations of emotion vefbs are not alwaysinterpreted as stative，

however・ThisleadsustothesecondprobleminPesetsky’saccount・

Ⅰtisinterestlng tO Observe theinterpretation ofthe nominalization with

diffbrenttypesofstimulusarguments．Asi11ustratedbyexample（19），thenominalized

formallowsaclausalstimulusargument・Companngtheinterpretationofthenominalin

（19b）withthatofthesamenominalin（20b），Whereittakesanominalargument，a

certaindifftrenceofmeanlngCanbedetected8）・
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（19）　a．Faptulca l－ai criticatl－a SuParat Pe Marin

fact COMP CLaux criticizeCL－auX anger P－ACC Marin

ThefactthatyoucriticizedhimupsetMarin

b・SuPararea luiMarin ca l－ai criticat

anger GEN－Marin COMP himauxcriticize

（20）　a．Marins－aSuParatPeIon

M－NOMcl－reflangerPIon

MaringotangrywithIon

b．supararealuiMarinpeIon

angerGEN－Marin P－Ion

Marin’sangerwithIon

While（20b）is stative although（20a）isinchoative，（19b）invites a causative or

inchoativeinterpretation・ThisfactcannotbeexplainedifweadoptPesetsky，sproposal・

Thereisnothinginhistheorytoallowfbrsuchasemanticvariationdeterminedbythe

CategOrialstatusoftheargument．

Itwillbearguedinthefo1lowlngChaptersthatEOvetbsarenotcausative

predicates・Thecausativeinterpretationarisescompositionally，fromtheinterpretation

ofthe stimulusargumentasrefbrrlngtOaSituationandthefactthatthepredicates

denoteaparticularsubclassofstates，StateSWithamarkedonset・Theonsetrepresents

theinitialpolntOfthestate・InthepresenceofanargumentrefbrrlngtOaSituationthe

construCtionisidentined with a causative situation，the situation expressed by the

s叫ectoftheEO verbisidentinedwiththe causlng eVent，the onsetofthe state

predicateisinterpretedasthemomentofthechangefromj，tOP，andthestatedenoted

bythepredicateisinterpretedasthecausedevent・Whenthestimulusargumentis

expressedthroughanominal，theurgetoglVeaCauSativeinterpretationtothestruCture

islesser，SincethereisnoovertmentionofthecauslngeVent・Thisproposalaccountsfbr

thedif托rencebetween（19b）and（20b）．

4．Pustejovsky（1995）

AnotherinfluentialanalysisofEOverbsthatattributesthemacausativestructureis

Pustqjovsky（1995）．Pust亘iovskyarguesthatEOverbsexpressexperiencedcausation

andanalysesexperiencedcausationintermSOfhisDefaultCausativeParadigm（DCP）・
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AccordingtotheDCP，aCauSativeeventcontainstwosubevents，aPrOCeSSandthestate

Whichresultsasanefftctoftheprocess・

“乃e〃乃あゆ吻∫珊α乃如∫q／セ叩C加わgねdpred血Je∫ねαCα〟∫αかeぶれC加e

WカereJ鮎∫〟ゆce∫物ecJね如才卸CαJ咄ecJげα〃e甲erね〝C掬eve〝乙伽班ね

γ絶叫血bkαJr甲re∫e乃地軸乃♪r血verゐ加ger′カが∫0〝7ef肋gJ抜e血

♪〃ow玩g♪r朋，W力ere且甲佐カねα∫Or細物re∫fr由edreJα如乃好色甲erね乃Cわ7g

作・gリ　eαr乃＆∫ee乃＆WαC動物＆e奴ノ，α乃dくねα∫Jrわgpαr血JorderげJe〝卯rαJ

preCeくね〃Ce：

（63）　ロ∀x∀y∀elanger（e，y，Ⅹ）］→

ヨel∃e2∃ExplExp（el，X，y）＾rangry（el，Ⅹ）∧angry（e2，X）∧re2＜el

乃わざα錯班ααVerあぶ〃C d∫b〃g〝′加0ルe∫∫0〝7eO乃eWカ0成recゆ叩erね乃Ce∫

∫0椚e班乃＆α乃如∫α都乙′J拍eco〝錯α乃gWMp210・

TheexperiencerargumentofthevetbcontroIsthesu句ectofthe（OVertOrreCOnStruCted）

experienclngPredicateinsubjectposition．TheexperienclngeVentPrOVidestheprocess

COmPOnentOfthecausativeevent，andthechangedstateoftheexperiencerprovidesthe

StateCOmPOnent・ThecompleteanalysisforapredicatesuchasangerisglVenbelow・

（21） anger

EVENTSTR＝

ARGSTR＝

QUALIA＝

El＝el：PrOCeSS

E2＝e2：State

RESTR＝＜。α

HEAD＝el

（1才［i2），＜el，倉＞］

animate＿ind

FORMAL＝Physobj

experiencerJcp

FORMAL＝angry（e2，‡2％）

AGENTIVE＝eXp＿aCt（el，‡2））
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ThemainargumentadducedbyPustqovskyinfavoroftheproposedanalysISisthe

phenomenonhecallscoercion．LikePesetsky，henoticesthatthenominalins叫ect

positionofanEOverbdoesnotrefbrtoanindividual・Pustqovskyismorespecincthan

Pesetsky with respect to the proposed semantic descrlPtlOn and claims that the

interpretationofanominalinthispositionisHinvoIvingmetonymicreconstruCtionof

thesu句ecttoanevent，andinparticular，tOaneXPerienclngeVentbetweenthesurface

objectandthesurfacesu句ect”．Hearguesthatsentence（22a）belowisinterpretedas

implying（22b）．

（22）　a．Booksboreme

b．Myreadingbooksboresme

NominalsreftrrlngtOartifactssuchasbookormoviecontainintheirlexical

descrlPtioninfomationregardingthepurposeoftheoqecttowhichtheyrefbr・Thisis

whatPustqovskycallsthetelicqualeofthenominal・Whenthenominaloccursina

coercive context such as（22a）above，interpretation proceeds on the basis of

infbrmationprovidedbythenominalqualiastruCture・Thetelicqualeofanounsuchas

bookisspecinedinthelexiconasread．“Forwordssuchasjilmorbook，theTELIC

qualerolevalueofwatchandreadrespectivelyarenotoptionalinanysense，butare

partofthesemanticsofthewords・WhenaNPentersintoacoerciveenvironment，SuCh

asherewithexperiencervefbs，the qualiavalues actonlytodeterminethe default

asslgnmentforhowthetypeenvironmentisreconstruCted・Thus，ltSeemSthatlingulStic

evidencesupportsanunderlyingsemantictypeofaneventasthesuqect，Whichwould

directlyexplainwhattheconnectionbetweenthesu旬ectando句ectoftheexperienclng

relationisM209．

4．1．Aspect

Althoughthemodelisqulte attraCtive，thereareseveralreasonstobelieveitisnot

correct・Pustqovsky，sanalysISOfexperiencedcausationasasubtypeoftheDCP，in

termSOfaprocesssubeventfbllowedbyachangeofstate，PredictsthatEOvetbsshould

be accomplislments，aS Claimed by Grimshaw・However，EO verbs behave qulte

diffbrentlyfromaccomplishmentverbs・AccomplishmentvetbshaveaneventstruCture
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confbrmlngtOtheDCP‥theyconsistofaprocessresultinglnaChangeofstate・The

eventstruCtureOfthevefbincludestheprocesssub－eVentandthechangeitculminates

with・AspectualtestsrevealthiseventstruCture・Toreftrtotheresultantstateweneeda

diffbrentfbrmofthepredicate，uSuallytheparticiple・

（23）　a．Johnbrokethewindowin2minutes

b．Jolmbrokethewindowat30，clock

c．Johnalmostbrokethewindow

d．Johnisbreakingthewindow

e．Thewindowisbroken

In（23a）theadverbialphraseinxminutesmeasuresthedurationoftheprocesssub－

event．Theadverbialphrasein（23b）pinpointsthemomentwhenthechangeofstate

occurred．Example（23C）isambiguousbetweenareadingwheretheadverbalmost

marksthebeglnnlngOftheprocesssub－eVentandareadingwhereitmarkstheendof

thesamesub－eVent．Example（23d）presentstheprocesssub－eVentaSunfblding，andthe

useofthisfbrmimpliesthatthechangeofstatehasnotyetoccurred・Example（23e）

refbrstotheresultingstate，thecausedevent・Thetransitiveverbcannotbeusedtorefbr

tothisevent．

Emotionverbsdisplayqulteadi舵rentbehaviorwithrespecttoaspectualtests

suchasthoseabove．

（24）　a．？ThesituationfrightenedJohnin2minutes

b．ThesituationfrightenedJohnthismomlng

C．ThesituationalmostfrightenedJohn

d．Thesituationfrightens／isfrightenlngJohn

e．Johnisfrightened

TheuseofadverbialmodinersdelimltlngthedurationofthecauslngeVent，SuChas

（24a），reSultsinsemanticoddity．Themomentofchangeappearstobeincludedinthe

semanticinfbrmationofthepredicate，although，fbrsemanticreasonshavingtodowith

thenatureofemotionalchanges，ltCannOtbeRxedwiththesameprecisionasinthe

caseofphysicalchange，SeeeXamPle（23b）．Example（24C）isnotambiguous，indicating
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that the event struCture Ofthe verb does notprovide a process sub－eVent With a

beginningandanend．Whatexactlyistheinterpretationof（24C）isnotclear・VanVoorst

（1988）arguesthatinthiscasetheconstruCtionwithalmostcanbeparaphrasedas‘begin

tov，．Asindicatedby example（24d），the simplepresentandtheprogressiveare

（SOmetimes）interchangeable．Moreover，unlike progressive construCtions with

accomplishmentverbs，theprogressivein（24d），likethesimplepresentform，indicate

thatthechangeofstatehasoccurred・Thisimpliesthatthetransitiveformoftheverb

refbrstotheresultingstate，justlikethea句ectivalfbrmin（24e）・

Suchresults areunexpectedifthe event struCture OfEO vefbsis the one

positedbyPustqovsky・Pustqovskyisveryexplicitinhisclaimthattheprocesssub－

eventistheheadoftheeventstruCture，unlikeunaccusativeverbswherethestatesub－

eventheadstheargumentstruCture（cflPustq30VSky1995：160and211）・Notethatfbr

PustqOVSkyeventstruCtureisHnecessaryforeventdescnptlOnSinordertocapturesome

ofthephenomenaassociatedwithaspectandAktionsarten”（CfPustqiovsky1995：68）

andisdennedfbrverbsratherthatclauses．Thenotionofeventheadednessismeantto

capturetherelativeprominenceofsubevents・Itisverycuriousthan，thataprominent

subeventshouldfailtoleaveitsmarkontheaspectualfbaturesoftheverb9）・

Chapter5willdiscussin detailthe aspectualproperties ofEO verbsin

RomanianandproposeamodelthattakesintoaccounttheeventstruCtureOftheseverbs

（andoftherelatedreflexivefbrmS），aSreVealedbyaspectualtests・

4．2．ArgumentInterpretation

AnotherproblemwithPustqovsky，sanalysISisthefactthatthepostulatedcoercion

processdoesnotalwaysfunctionasexpected・TheaccountrunSintotroubleifwe

replacethenominalsinexample（25）bynominalswithhumanorabstractreftrents，aS

in（26）．

（25）　a．Booksboreme

b．Themoviefrightenedme

（26）　a．Tomboreme

b．Theincidentfrightenedme

Althoughwecanargueonthebasisof（25a）and（25b）thatthesemanticsofthenominal
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insu旬ectpositioncontributesinfbrmationpermittlngtOretrievetheexperiencingevent，

thisisdifncultinthecaseof（26a）and（26b）．Althoughthenominalin（26a）issu句ected

toakindofcoercion，thisyieldsavagueactivltyPredicateandnotanexperienclng

predicate．Thenominalin（26a）isinterpreted，tOuSePustdovsky’steminology，Onthe

basisofitsAGENTIVEQUALE．ThesentencesaysthatsomethingTomdidboredme・

ItisqultetruethatunlessIexperiencedsomehowthethingshedid，Icannotgetbored，

butthisisratheraconversationalimplicatureandnotpartofthelexicalentryfbrthe

verbbore・Itseemsquitefhrfetchedtosaythatsuchasentenceisinterpretedas’my

experienclngSOmethingthatTomdidboredme，・Suchaninterpretationwouldrequlre

’doublecoercion，，OnCetOretrievetheexperienclngeVent，andoncetoreconstruCtthe

eventfbaturing7bm・Ifrepeatedappllicationofcoercionwerealloweditisdifncultto

seehowtheoperationcanbeconstrained．In（26b）also，Wedonotneedtopositan

experienclngeVentinordertointerpretthesentence・Ifwecontributeanythingtothe

interpretationofthesentenceitistheideathattheincidentoccurredratherthanthatZ

叩ergeJ7CedJ力e加Cf（ね址

IfweattempttoapplyPustqovsky，smodeltotheanalysISOfEOverbsin

Romanianwediscoverfurtherproblems・Besidetheinterpretationofnominalsreftrrlng

tohumansoreventsitappearsthatevenwithnominalsreftrrlngtOartifacts，SuChas

bookormovle，thereconstruCtionofaneventonthebasisofthequaliainformationfails

to occur with allthe EO verbsin the predicted marmer・As mentioned befbre，

PustqovskytreatscoercionofthistypeaslinguisticevidenceinfavorofhisanalysISOf

EOverbs．

Thesuqectnominalcarte（book）inthefbllowingexamplesisnotcoercedto

anexperienclngeVentinterpretation10）・WithverbsexpresslngSurPrlSe－likeemotions

thereisametonymicreconstruCtiontoaneventbutitis qulteVague・Itcanbethe

co乃如才げ伽ろ00虎；∫0〝7e〃乃明フeCJedpr甲eアサげ加わ00打力eカcJJ如才加古00たWα∫

issued，etC．In（27b）theinterpretation proceedsin termS Ofan event where the

experienceristhegoalandthebookisthetheme，l・e・reCeivingthebookmadeIon

叫冊l・．

（27）　a．Cartea l－a alarmat／mirat／surprlnS Pe Ion

book CL－auX alarm／puzzle／SurprlSe P－ACCIon

Thebookalarmed／puzzled／surprisedIon

ー102－



b．Cartea l－a bucurat pe Ion

book CL－auX Cheer P－ACCIon

ThebookcheeredIonup

Wementionedaboveexampleswherethenominalinsu句ectpositionisl＋human］or

l＋event］．The experiencing－aS－CauSetheoryrunSinto troubleincontextswherethe

stimulusargumentisexpressedbyaclauseembeddedunderthenominalj卸t（申Ct），tOO・

（28）　a．Faptulca nu aivenit l－a enervat Pe Ion

fact COMP NEG aux－COme CL－auXirritate P－ACCIon

ThefactthatyoudidnotcomeirritatedIon

b・Faptulca pamintuleste rotundil amuzape Ion

fact COMP earth is round CL amuseP－ACC Ion

ThefactthattheEarthisroundamusesIon

Itis difnculttoseehowPustqovsky，sanalysIS Canbe appliedtoexamplessuchas

（28a，b）above．Thesesentencesdonotimplyanyexperiencingrelationbetweenthefact

denoted by the clausalargument and the experiencer・Besides，We WOuld need a

mechanismfbrretrievlngaPredicatedenotlngSOmedirectexperienceonthebasisof

theabstractnominalj如tandthisisnotaneasytaskll）．ThissuggeststhatanalyzingEO

verbsasincludingahiddenexperienclngeVentintheirsemanticstruCtureisnotisnot

therightsolution．

5．Cro魚（1991）

Cro氏arguesthat“verbsrdlectsegmentsQlcausalstructure，nOta7V｝OtherkindQf

structuren・The asslgnment Of grammaticalfunctions to arguments renects the

directionality ofthe causalchain：Su句ect and oqect are asslgnedtoinitiator and

endpointelementsrespectively・Otherargumentsarecasemarkedinawaythatreflects

thepositioninthecausalchain・Causalrelationsareoffourtypes：Physical，VOlitional，

affbctiveandindicative，dependingonthenatureoftheinitiatorandendpolnt，Physical

ormental・TheunmafkedcausationtypeisvolitionalcausationwhichinvoIvesamental

initiatorandaphysICalendpoint・ThismatchesperfbctlythedemandsoftheAnimacy

Hierarchy，WhichrequlreSthattheelementhigherontheanimacyscalebeasslgnedto
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Su切ectposition．Afftctivecausationisthemostmarkedtypeofcausationbecauseit

invoIvesaphysicalinitiatorandamentalendpoint・Thisaccountsforthefactthatvefbs

expresslngVOlitionalcausationbehaveinaunifbrmwaywhilementalverbsshowa

highdegreeofvariationbothcross－lingulSticallyandlanguageintemally・

Croftdistinguishesfourclassesofmentalvefbs：（1）causativeverbs，（2）stative

verbs，（3）mentalactivityverbsand（4）inchoativeverbs．Classes（1），（3）and（4）are

fairlystablewithrespecttotheasslgnmentOfgrammaticalfunctionstothepartlCIPantS：

verbsin（1）areexperiencerobject，thosein（3）and（4）areexperiencers両ect・Class（2）

predicatesshowthehighestdegreeofvariation，afactexplainedasaconsequenceof

theirsemanticcontent・Thesepredicatesexpressmentalstates，Whichhavenoinherent

causality・This allows fbrfreedomin asslgnment Ofgrarrmaticalrelations，Stative

mentalverbscanbeexperiencersuqect，eXPeriencerobject，Ortheycanbeneutral，

markingbothargumentswiththesamecasemarkerorchooslnganeutralmarker・

As mentioned before，Croft considers the non－PrOtOtyPicality ofaffbctive

causationthemain source ofsyntactic variation withinthe class ofmentalverbs・

Affbctive causation presupposes a physicalinitiator and a mental enqpolnt・The

structureofcausativementalverbscanberepresentedasinFig2below・Thengure

Of托rstherepresentationforthevetbplease：

Fig2

Stimulus

＋

Experiencer

＞0

SBJ Cause

＃＃＃ please

（Exp）

Become OBJ Like

＃＃＃

Theinitiatoroftheaf托ctivecausaleventistheStimulusanditisselectedassu句ect，

whiletheExperiencer，theendpolnt，isasslgnedobjectrole・Itshouldbenoticedthata

verbalsegmentiscomposedofseveralsubevents，Calledarcs，lnWhichtheparticIPantS

mayappearindiffbrentroles・ThenrstarcofthesegmentaboveinvoIvestransmission

offbrceandthisdeterminesthemapplngOfStimulusandExperiencerontosubjectand

oqectposition，reSPeCtively．Thepresenceofthenrstarcisrevealedbythepossibility

ofmeansclausesasin（29），SeeCroft（1991：Sections4．4．4and5・5・1fordetails・）
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（29）Jolmpleasedhisbossbycomlngearly

Another class of mental verbs distinguished by Croftisinchoatives，With the

representationinFig3・TheinchoativevetbsincludeintheirsemanticstruCturethe

BecomeandStatearcsoftheaffbctivecausalschema．SincetheBecomearchasthe

ExperiencerasinitiatorandtheStimulusasendpointthesevefbsareESvetbs・

Fig3

Stimulus Experiencer　　（Exp）　（St）

＞0

Cause Become State

SBJ OBJ

＃＃＃getangry　　　　　＃＃＃

Some mental verbs are stative．In the case of mental states thereis noinherent

directionality・Thisisdue tothe specialnature ofthe relationexperiencerStimulus，

WhichinvoIves two processes‥On the one hand，the Experiencer must direct his

attentionto the Stimulus，Onthe otherhandthe Stimulus causes the Experiencer’s

mentalstate．

Fig4

Experiencer

directattentionto

Stimulus

CauSementalstate

Inencodingamentalstatealanguageisfreetochoseoneperspectiveortheother，Or

evenboth・ThisengendersthemapplngVariationfoundwithmentalverbs，bothacross

languagesandwithinaslnglelanguage・CroRdiscussesthefollowlngPOSSibilities・

ESverbs‥　　　theExperiencerischosenasinitiator，theStimulusmaybe

expressedasanaccusativeorasanoblique
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EOvetbs：　　the Stimulusisinitiator．This classincludes dative－Su句ect

Verbs

Nodirectionality：thetwoargumentsareidenticallycasemarked，aSinJapanese

double nominative construCtions or one ofthe arguments

receivesaneutralmarking

Croftincludesinhistaxonomyofmentalverbstheclassofmentalprocesses，SuChas

think巾bouO，WOnder桓bouO，COnSider，buttheseareoutsidethescopeofthepresent

WOrk．

ItshouldbenoticedthatCroft，sanalysismakesthesamepredictionsaboutthe

aspectualproperties ofEO vetbs as the other works discussed．Since an EO verb

COntainsaCbusesegmentfbllowedbyaBecomesegment，theverbshouldbehavelike

anaccomplishment・Asamatteroffact，CroftcharacterizesEOverbsasHprocessesM

“占ecα〃∫e血“Cα〟∫e”α乃d伽“あeco∽e”αrC∫椚α鮎血VerゐαJ∫曙me乃J叩rOCe∫∫”（C【

Croft1991：217）・CroftexplicitlyexcludesthennalStatesegmentfromthestruCtureOf

EOverbs，althoughheincludesitinthestruCtureOfinchoativeformS．Heisforcedtodo

thisinordertocapturethemapplngOfexperiencerargumentontoo旬ectposition．Ifhe

hadincludedthe entireverbalsegmentintothe semantic struCture Ofthe vefbthe

Stimulusargumentshouldhavebeenbothinitiatorandendpolntandwewouldexpecta

fbrmwiththisargumentinbothsu旬ectandoqectposition．SuchastruCtureWOuldbe

associatedwithareflexivestimulussu句ectverb．SuchformSdonotseemtoexist．We

mentionedbefbrethatEOverbsarenotaccomplishmentsandthattheylnCludeastate

COmPOnentintheireventstruCture・Judging丘omtheaspectualproperties，theseverbs

SeemtOhaveratherthestruCtureattributedbyCrofttoinchoatives・Actuallytheevent

StruCture OfEO verbs andoftheirrenexivepalrS difftrsconsiderably舟om Croft，s

Predictions・Chapter5willdiscussthisproblemindetail・

Thissuggeststhepossibilitythat，aSfaraslanguageisconcerned，afftctive

CauSation does not exist・EO vetbs are resultatives，a Subspecies ofstatives which

SPeCifytheinitialpolntOftheintervalexpressedbythevetb．Thisaspectualclassseems

tobeassociatedwithemotionpredicatesnotonlywhentheyappearintheEOpattem・

Croft，s modelis clearly superior to the other models discussedin what

COnCemSthecoverageofthedata・AlthoughwehavepolntedoutabovethathisanalysIS

OfESverbsintermSOfafftctivecausationisnotunproblematic，heoffbrsacomplete
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model，abletoaccommodatealargevarietyofcasemarkingpattemSandsemantic

classes・ThesystemweproposeinthefbllowlngChapterswillbeindebtedtoCroft，s

model．

6．VanValinandLaPolla（1997）

TheRoleandRefbrenceGrammarapproachadvocatedinVanValinandLaPolla（1997）

isthemostexplicitworkdefbndingthecausativehypothesis・Unlikeotherworksthey

offbr aspectual tests and discuss the relation between causativity and aspectual

PrOPerties．

Thebasicaspectualclassesareassociatedwithlexicalrepresentations，aSinFig

5・Theselexicalrepresentations denne argumentpositionsinloglCalstruCture and

eventuallythesyntacticpositionofargumentsinsyntax・

Fig5

Verbclass

State

Activlty

Achievement

Accomplishment

LoglCalstruCture

Predicate，（x）or（x，y）

do，（x，［predicate，（Ⅹ）or（x，y）］）

INGRpredicate，（X）or（x，y）

BECOMEpredicate，（x）or（X，y）

FromVanValinandLaPolla（1997：102）

InsplteOftheapparentidentltybetweentheaspectualclassesinFig5andthebetter

knownclassificationofVendler（1967）andDowty（1979），VanValinandLaPolla’s

systemcontainsanumberofinnovations・Thenrst，Whichcanbeobservedfromthe

table above，is the de負nition of accomplishments・Whereasin Vendler，s system

accomplishmentsaredeRnedashavlngtWOSub－eVentS，andactivltyandachangeof

state，intheRRGsystemaccomplishmentsaredistlnguishedfromachievementsonly

with respect to the duration ofthe change・Achievements are punctualchanges，

representedinloglCalstruCturebytheoperatorINGR・Accomplishmentsaredurational

andtheirlogicalstruCtureCOntainstheoperatorBECOME・Bothclassesaretelic・

AnotherinnovationconcemSthestatusofcausativlty・Inthesystemproposed

byVanValinandLaPollathepresenceorabsenceoftheelementCAUSEinloglCal
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struCture has noimpact on the aspectualproperties of the vetb・Consequently，

CausativltyCaPtureSOnlythedistinctionbetweenspontaneousandinducedevents・Each

oftheAktionsarttypeshasacorrespondingcausativetype（cf・VanValinandLaPolla；

1997：97）．Therearenosyntactictestswhichcanrevealtheinherentcausativityofa

verb；thepossibilityofparaphraseistheonlycriteriumfordistinguishingbetween

causatives and non－CauSatives・In splte Ofthis fact，the presence of CAUSEis

determinlngfbrthemapplngOfargumentsontosyntacticpositions・

EOvefbsaredescribedinVanValinandLaPollaascausativestates．Nakamura

（2000），WhichgivesanRRGaccountofpsychologicalpredicates，distinguishesbetween

causativestatesandcausativeachievements．

（30）　a．SolitudefrightensJohn

lDO’（x，0）］CAUSElpred，（y，X）］

b・MaryfrightenedJohnwhenshesmashedthewindow

［DO’（x，Z）］CAUSElINGRpred，（y，X）］

The presence ofthe stimulus argumentin a DO clause，Subject ofthe operator－

connectiveCAUSEensuresthelinkingofthisargumenttosu切ectposition・

Thisisan orlglnalpolnt Ofviewon causative vefbs andifadmitted，the

absenceofaccomplishmentpropertiesfromEOverbsceasestorepresentaproblem・

Whetherthisviewisentirelyadvantageousisdebatable・

The most obviousproblemforthis approachis the treatment ofCAUSE・

WhereasinDowty（1979）CAUSE，alongwithBECOMEandpossiblyDOistreatedas

anoperatorinloglCalstruCture，havingapredictableefftctontheAktionsarttypeofthe

verb，inVanValin（1993）itisreferredtoasan“operator－COnneCtive”and，aSmentioned

above，is excludedfrom the aspectualcalculus・The exclusion ofCAUSEfrom

aspectual calculusis achieved at the cost ofintroducing the operatorINGR，

distlnguishedfromBECOMEonlyinthelackofdurationalproperties・BECOME，thus

receivesanon－StandardintelPretation，lnWhichitcoversonlyextendedchanges・

TheasymmetrylnthetreatmentofCAUSEandBECOMEdoesnotseemtobe

anentirelywelcomefbatureofthe approach・Besides，itlooksdubiouslyasifthe

modincationofthetraditionalaspectualcalculusproposedbyDowtyhadbeenmadein

ordertoensurethecorrectlinkingofproblematiccasesliketheEOpredicatesdiscussed
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here，PredicateswhichwhileallowlngaCauSativeparaphrasefailtopasstheaspectual

testsfbraccomplishmentpredicates，thetraditionalclassforcausatives．

Another，mOre theoryintemal problem，COnCemS the possibility of

ParaPhraslngCOnStruCtionswithEOpredicatesbycausativeconstruCtions・Acondition

fbrthewell－fbrmednessofaparaphrase，StatedinVanValinandLaPolla（1997：97）is

thatthe paraphrase have the same number ofNPs as the onglnalsentence being

ParaPhrased・ThisrulesoutcausativeparaphrasesofEOverbsthatcontainatransitive

PredicateasthesecondargumentofCAUSE．AlogicalstruCtureSuChas（31），PrOPOSed

inNakamura（2000），ShouldberuledoutsinceitinvoIvestheparaphraseofapredicate

takingtwoargumentsbymeansofastruCtureCOntainlngthreearguments12）

（31）　Thedogsfrightenedhim

lDO’（dogs，0）CAUSEl（INGR）ftar，（he，dogs）］

WhileEnglishhasconvenienta4jectivalpassivestobeusedinsuchparaphrases，thisis

not always the casein otherlanguages・Takeforinstance the fbllowlng CaSeSin

Romanian．

（32）　a．L－aisuparatpeIon

CL－ACCangerP－ACCIon

YourangeredJohn

b・Ionestesuparatpetine

Ion－NOMbeangryP－yOu

Ionisangrywithyou

C・Ionestesuparat

Ion－NOMbeangry

Ionisupset

Astheglossfbr（32C）indicates，theintransitiveuseofthepastparticiplefbrtheEO

VerbsLPara（anger）hasaslightlydif托rentmeaningthanthetransitiveuseofthesame

fbrm，aSitappearsin（32b）．While（32b）referstoaprovokedemotionalstate，（32C）

describesamood，Whichmayhavenodiscemablecause・Intuitively，ltisthemeanlngln

（32b）andnottheonein（32C）thatallowsfbracorrectparqphraseof（32a）．Thatis，the

COrreCtParaPhraseof（32a）is（33a）ratherthan（33b）．However，（33a）isnotapossible

－109－



ParaPhrasefor（32a），bythecriteriasetforthinV＆L・

（33）　a．（tu）1－aifacutpeIonsanesuparatpetine

lDO’（you，0）CAUSEl（INGR）anger，（Ion，yOu）］

b．（tu）1－afacutpeIonsanesuparat

lDO’（you，0）CAUSEl（INGR）upset，（Ion，）］

A similar situation arisesinJapanese where verbs displaylng OVert CauSative

morphologydonotallowawe11－fbrmedparaphrase．Theverbakiru（becomefbdup），

unlikemostoftheotheremotionvetbsinJapanesedoesnothaveanintransitiveuse・

（34）　a．nagaihanashigaseitotachioakisaseta

lDO’（X，0）CAUSEl（INGR）akiru，（x，y）］

SincetheonlyargumentfbrthepresenceofCAUSEfbrtheEOvetbsisthepossibility

of paraphrase，the difBculty of providing wellformed paraphrases becomes an

importantdrawback，andraisesdoubtsforthecorrectnessoftheanalysISincaseswhere

aparaphraseisavailable．

7．Discussion

Thediscussionofmqjorworkonemotion（psycho10gical）predicatespresentedinthis

chapterhasrevealedthattheargumentsfbracausativeanalysisofEOverbsarenotso

compelling・ThemainevidenceagalnStSuChananalysishascomefromtheaspectual

PrOPertiesoftheseverbs・Whyareaspectualpropertiessoimportant？

The declared aimofmost ofthe worksdiscussed so faris notso much to

provide an adequate semantic descnptlOn fbr emotion predicates as to derive the

unexpectedlinking ofthematic arguments displayedby EO verbs onthebasis of

universalprlnCiples・IftheproposedanalysessoIvethelinkingprobleminasatisfactory

mannerbutfailtoobeyuniversalprlnCiplesinothercomponentsofthegrammarthe

SOlutionsmustbequestioned．

Wehaveseenthatinfluentialworksonemotion（psychological）predicatesgive

ampleevidencefbrthesyntacticandsemanticdistinctionbetweenESandEOverbs・

Thesedifftrences，however，donotnecessarilyimplythecausativltyOfEOverbs・The

causativltylS a hypotheticalproperty which needsindependentprooflin order to
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providesuchindependentevidence，authorssuchasGrimshaw（1991）andPustdovsky

（1995）explicitly associate EO vetbs with the class ofaccomplislments without，

however，makingtheeffbrttocheckthecorrectnessoftheclaimstheyputfbrth・Even

an authorwhose mainwork concems the associationbetween aspect and argument

linking，Tenny（1994），SPeedilydeclaresthatEOverbsareaccomplishmentsonthe

basisofdubiousexampleslike（35）below，Withoutapplyingotherobvioustests・

（35）　ThetruthfrightenedJolmin5minutes

Other authors，SuCh as Pesetsky and Croft，do not make any explicit statements

regardingtheaspectualpropertiesofthe’causative，emotionverbs，althoughnothingln

thoseworksleadsustoexpectthattheirauthorsembraceanythingbutthestandardview

Ofcausativlty．

ThestandardviewofcausativityistheoneadvocatedinDowty（1979），One

whichassociatescausativeverbswiththeaspectualclassofaccomplishments，rather

thattheorlglnalapproachdeftndedbyV＆L・Ifcausative，EOpredicatesshouldhave

thesametypeofeventstruCtureaStherestoftheverbsanalyzedascausatives・Thatis，

theverbitselfshouldcoverthecauslngeVentandthecausedevent・ThiseventstruCture

shouldberevealedbytheaspectualpropertiesoftheverbs・Incasetheyfailtodoso，the

factisworthyofattention．ItisinterestingtorememberthatDowty（1979），themost

innuentialworkonaspectualcalculustoday，doesnottreatEOvefbsascausatives，Or

accomplishments・There，EOvefbsareclassinedaccordingtotheiractualaspectual

properties，aS StateS and also achievements・Despite VanVoorst，s wam1ng that a

causativetreatmentmakesthewrongpredictions，thebehaviorofEOverbswithrespect

toaspectualtestshasdonenothingtoshakethebeliefinthecausativehypothesis・

AsDowtyobserveS，naturallanguageassociateswithcausativltyarangeOf

phenomenathatwouldnotberegardedasinvoIvingcausationbyscientincresearch・

Suchcasesareinneedofanexplanation・WehaveseenthattheeventstruCtureOfEO

verbs，aS reflectedbytheirbehaviorwithrespectto aspectualtests，is notthat of

standardcausativevefbs．WeshalldiscussinthefbllowlngChapterssomedi爪culties

whicharisewhenonetriestoidentifythecauslngeVentandthecausedevent・Thatthese

dimcultiesarlSlngfromthetreatmentofEOverbsascausativeshavenotshakenthe

almostgeneralbeliefinthecausativehypothesisispuzZling・Wecanconcludethatthe
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causativeinterpretationofEOverbsisaphenomenoninneedofanexplanationrather

thanasolidlingulSticrealitywhichcanbeusedtoexplainthelinkingpropertiesofthese

verbs・Aglanceattheargumentsofferedinfavorofthecausativehypothesissuggests

morethepersistenceofamythandlesstheo旬ectivelinguisticanalysIS・

InChapter5WeshallsuggestananalysISOfEOpredicateswhichdoesnot

assumethecausativltyOfthesevefbs・Weshalloffbratentativeexplanationfbrhowthe

causativeinterpretation，Which makes causative paraphrase available，arises・The

explanationwilltakeintoaccounttheaspectualpropertiesofEOvetbs・
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Chapter4

0ccurrencesandDispositions

1．Introduction

Thedistinctionbetweenstativeandcausativeexperiencerverbsappearsinmanystudies・

Wehavealreadydiscussedhowthisdistinctionisconnectedtothesyntacticproperties

ofexperiencervefbsintheworkofauthorslikeGrimshaw（1991），Pesetsky（1995），Croft

（1991），etC．Theseauthorsadducevariousargumentsinfavorofthecausativeanalysis：

morphologlCalprocesseslike nominalization，interpretation ofarguments，tyPeS Of

a句uncts，etC．ThenotionsinvoIvedarenotparticulartothedomainofemotions，butcan

befoundthroughoutpredicates・Wehave arguedinthe precedingchapterthatthe

aspectualpropertiesofemotionpredicates donotfullyjustifytheuse ofthelabel

’causative，．

Another problemis the creation of’false palrS，，based on the semantic

closenessandthecaseframeofthepredicatesinvoIved・Thus，We鎖ndintheliterature

besidesmorphologicallyrelatedpairssuchasangerandbeangYyat，OrPiihtenand

jbarl），Pairssuchaspleasevs．like，CrPesetsky（1995；18and57）・Therelationisnot

comparable，however．WhilePなhtenmaybearguablyparaphrasedintermSOfCAUSE

andFEAR，PleasecannotbedecomposedintoCAUSEandLIKE・ThatlS，Pleaseisnot

thecausativecounterpartoflike・ThisshowsthatbesidestheEO－ESpalrSthereareES

verbsthathavenoEOcorrespondent・Thisclassincludesbesideslike，Predicatessuch

aslove，hate，admire，adore・SincetheprocessesrelatingESandEOverbsarelexical，

theexistenceofgapsmightnotseemaveryseriousproblem・Ifweconsiderthestatus

OfESverbsinthetheoriesdiscussed，theproblembecomesmoreslgni丘cant・

Noneoftheauthorsmentionedaboveexplicitlydiscussesthispoint，butit

seemsthattheyassumenoRxedrelationbetweenaspecincemotionandtheproperties

ofthelinguisticexpressionrefbrrlngtOit・Thatis，thereisnothingtorelateftar－related

emotionstoEOfbrmsandjoy－relatedemotionstoESfbrms・Intheencodingofany

emotionthetwoperspectivesareavailable：thelanguagecanfbcusonthecausative

aspectoronthe statecomponent・ThisideaisobviousinthewayCroftrepresents

emotionpredicates：CauSativefbrmscomprlSethenrsttwoarcsoftheverbalsegment

ー113－



Whilestatesconsistinthelastarcofthesamesegment・

Figl

Stimulus E叩eriencer　　（Exp）　（St）

＞0

SBJ Cause Become OBJ fbar

＃＃＃　　　丘ighten　　　　　＃＃＃

ThereisnorulerequlrlngthatallemotionpredicatesshouldcomeinmorphologlCally

relatedpairsofthetypejbar／PなhtenorangeTlbeangfy．ItisquitepossibletohaveES

Predicateswithnocorrespondingcausativeform・However，anESpredicate，Whetherit

has amorphologlCallyrelatedEOverb ornot，is describable asthelastarcinthe

SChemaabove．

Therearetwofactscastlngdoubtsonsuchanaccount・First，thereisatendency

forESpredicatesthathavenomorphologicallyrelatedcausativefbrmStOClusteraround

a particular semantic area・The favorite domainis represented by emotion words

reftrrlngtOlove，likingandtheirnegativecounterpartsreferrlngtOhateanddislike・

Secondly，eVeniftherearecausativepredicatesassociatedwiththeseemotionstheyare

morphologlCallyunrelatedtotheES fbrmS・RomanianandJapaneseillustratethese

POlntSqulteeloquently・Totake，fbrinstance，thevocabularyrelatedtotheemotionof

’love，・TheverbsexpresslngthisemotionareaisuruinJapaneseandiubiinRomanian・

AlthoughtheRomanianverbbelongstothe ESclassithasno relatedEO fbrm・In

Japanese，Wherenon－derivedEOverbsdonotexist，itispossibletoproducepredicates

illustratlng the‘inverse，argumentlinkingpossibility onthe basis ofES verbs by

CauSativemorphemeaffixation・Theverbaisurudoesnotundergothisprocess・Both

languages do，however，have non－Stativepredicates associatedwiththeemotion of

’love’・ThesearehofWuinJapaneseandhq）indragostiinRomanian；bothverbsare

inchoativeshavlngrOughlythemeanlng‘fallinlovewith，・Ascanbeplainlyseen，

neitheroftheinchoativefbrmshasanymorphologlCalrelationtotheES fbrm・The

Situationissimilarinthe caseofthepredicatesexpresslngliking，hate，anddislike・

JapaneseandRomanianare notunlqueinthisrespect・The same Situation canbe

ObservedinEnglish，French，etC．

Wewishtoarguethatthisstateofaffairsisnotduetochance・Thischapter

Claimsthatanumberofemotionpredicates，likethoserefbmingtoloveorhatein
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Japanese and Romanian carmot be representedinterms ofthe schemain Figl・

Althoughthesepredicatesarestative，ltmakesnosensetodescribetherespectivestate

asthennalarcinasegmentcomprlSlngaCAUSEandaBECOMEarc・Thissetsthem

apartfromstativepredicateslikebeangryatorbesufPrねed whicharecorrectly

representedaselicitedstates，reSultatives・InthefbllowlngSeCtionswewi11examinethe

behaviorofemotionpredicateswithrespecttoc0－0ccurrenCeWithtemporalmodiners

andshowthattwomaJOrClassescanbedistlnguishedfromthepolntOfviewoflexical

aspect・

2．Aspect

Not allemotionpredicates behavein the same mannerwithrespect to temporal

anchoring・Someemotionpredicatesareprlmarilyusedtoreftrtoactualhere－and－nOW

emotionalevents，Whereasotherpredicates areusedtodenoteemotionaltendencies

ratherthanactualepisodes・Thisdistinctionisreflectedinthec0－0ccurrenCereStrictions

betweenemotionpredicatesandtimeadverbials・Wewillusedata魚・OmJapaneseand

Romaniantoillustratethedifftrence・AlthoughJapaneseandRomanianaregenetically

andgeographicallyveryremote，theexistenceofthetwoclassesofemotionpredicateis

equallyclearinbothlanguages．

Thenrsttesttobediscussedisthepossibilityofc0－0ccurrenCeWithspecinc

timemodi蔦ers．

（1）　a．？？Kinoo Tarooo－Wa Maria－O aishita／nikunda

yesterday Tar00－TOP Maria－ACC hate／love

YesterdayTarooadmired／loved／hatedMaria

b．？？Kinoo Taroo－Wa Maria－ga Suk此iraidatta

yesterday Taroo－TOP Maria－NOM like／dislikeCOP

YesterdayTarooliked／dislikedMaria

（2）　a．？？Ieri luiTaroo i－a Placut／displacut Maria

yesterday DATTaroo CL－auXlike／dislike Maria－NOM

b．？？Ieri Taroo a iubit－0／urit－O Pe Maria

yesterday Taroo－NOM auxa love－CL／hate－CLP－ACC Maria
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（3）　a．Kinoo Taroo－Wa tegami－O

yesterday Taroo－TOP letter－ACC

tegami－ni odoroita／okotta／ureshikatta

yorokonda／

glad／

letter－DAT surprised／angry／glad

YesterdayTaroowassurprised／angry／gladbecauseoftheletter

b．Kinoo shusho－nO tegam1－ga Taro0－0

yesterdayprlmeminister－GENletter－NOMTaroo－TOP

Odorokaseta／okoraseta／yorokobaseta

SurPrise／anger／cheer

Yesterday theletterfrom the prlme minister surprised／angered／cheered

Taroo

（4）　a．Ieri purtarea luiIon

yesterday behavior GEN－Ion

asuparathucurat／speriat／plictisit－O Pe Ana

angered／cheered／scared化ored－CL P－ACC Ana

YesterdayIon，sbehaviorangered／cheered／scared佃oredAna

b・Ieri Anas－a SuParat／bucura〟plictisit

yesterday AnaCL－REFL－auX angered／cheered化ored

YesterdayAnagotangry／glad／bored

Asexample（1）indicatessomeJapaneseverbslikeaisuru（love）andnikumu（hate），aS

wellassome aqjectivesincludingsukida（like）andkiraida（dislike）donotsound

naturalwhenusedwithadvefbialmodinersreftrrlngtOSPeCincmomentsintime・The

SamebehaviorisexhibitedbythecognatepredicatesinRomanian，aSCanbeseen丘om

example（2）．Otheremotionpredicatesarenotsubiecttothisrestrictionasillustratedby

example（3）forJapanese and（4）forRomanian．Predicates admitting specinctime

modinersareverbslikeodbroku（besurprised），Okoru（beangry）andtheircausative

fbrmsodorokaseru（surprise）andokoraseru（anger）anda句ectiveslikeureshii（glad）in

Japanese・ForRomanianemotionpredicatesinthisclassincludeEOverbsandtheir

reflexivecounterparts，SuChas hq）S岬ara（anger），桓q）bucura（Cheer）and hqblictisi

（bore）．

Thebehaviorofthesepredicateswithrespecttoc0－0ccurrenCeWithadvetbsof
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durationisagaindifftrent．

（5）　a．Taroo－Wa Juu－nen－kan Maria－O

Taroo－TOP lOyears－Period Maria－ACC

Tarooloved／hatedMariaforatenyears

b．Taroo－Wa nagaiaida Maria一ga

aishita／nikunda

hate／love

suki／kiraidatta

Taroo－TOP longperiod Maria－NOM like／dislikeCOP

Tarooliked／dislikedMariaforalongtlme

（6）　a．Taroo aiubit－0／urit－O PeMaria zeceanl

Taroo－NOMauxlovnlate－CLP－ACCMarialOyears

Tarooloved／hatedMariafortenyears

b・LuiTarooi－a Placut／displacutMaria multavreme

DATTarooCL－auXlike／dislike Maria－NOMlong time

Tarooliked／dislikedMariaforalongtlme

（7）　a．Taroo－Wa nagalaida tegami－O

Taroo－TOP longtime letter－ACC

yorokonda山reshikatta

glad／

？？tegami－ni odoroita／？？okotta

？？letter－DAT surprised／angry

Taroowasglad／Surprised／angryfbralongtlmebecauseoftheletter

（8）　a．Purtarea luiIon asuparat／bucurat／speriat／plictisit－O

behavior GEN－Ion angered／cheered／scared佃ored－CL

Pe Ana multavreme

P－ACC　　　　Ana muchtime

Ion，sbehaviorangered／cheered／scared佃oredAnaforalongtlme

b．Anas－a　　　　　　？？suparat／bucurat／plictisitmultavreme

AnaCL－REFL－auX　？？angered／cheered／boredlongtlme

Anawas／gotangry／happy／scared／boredforalongtlme

Astheexamplesaboveillustrate，thepredicateswhichrqiectedmodiRcationbyspecinc

time advetbs allow advetbs ofduration，See eXamPle（5）forJapanese and（6）for

Romanian・Thepredicateswhichadmitmodincationbyadvetbsofspecinctimetendto

rqect modincation by duration advefbialsin bothlanguages・The tendencylS nOt

general，however，SincebothlanguageshavepredicatesinthisclasswhichC0－0ccur

Withdurationaladverbs．Thisisthecaseoftheadjectiveureshii（glad）andtherelated
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verbyorokobu（beglad）inJapaneseandbytheEOverbsbucura（Cheer）andplictisi

（bore）inRomanian．Theaspectualbehaviorofthesepredicateswillbediscussedin

detailinthefollowlngChapters．

C0－0ccurrenCeWithtemporalmodinersindicatesthatpredicateslikeaisuru

（love），Sukida（like）inJapaneseandthecorrespondingiubi（love）andplace（like）in

RomanianareprototypICalstates・Thesepredicatesdonotreftrtoeventsoccurrlngat

specinctemporallocations・Theystretchoverlongperiodsoftime，aSindicatedbythe

ftlicity of construCtionsin which they are accompanied by durational advetbs・

Predicateslikeokoru（beangry），ureShii（glad）andodorokaseru（surprise）inJapanese，

orhq）bucura（Cheer），¢e）S呼ara（anger）and匝加Iictisi（bore）inRomanianarenot

prototypICalstatesevenwhentheyexhibitstrongstativeproperties・Thesepredicates

refbrtoeventsoccumngatspecincmoments．

Thisdistinctionregardingaktionsarttypecallstomindadistinctionmadeby

PSyChologlStSbetweenemotionaldispositionsandemotionaloccurrences・

3．Proposal

The need fbr adistinctionbetween dispositions andoccurrencesinthe domain of

emotionshasbeenrecognlZedinphilosophyandpsychology2）・Occurrencesofemotions

areactualemotionalepisodes，Whereasdispositionsrepresentthetendencytogetina

particularemotionalstate・Unlikeoccurrences，dispositionsdonot’happen，atparticular

moments・TouseRyle，swords，tOSaythatapersonhasacertaindispositionHisnotto

∫御伽J加わが叩α摘C〟Jαγ椚0me乃摘伽proce∫∫げdo加go川乃滋曙0加gα町血刀＆

加′′力〟川ピfH′抽′0‘／の。ビ′・′〟山上〟血gいl溝川′カビ〃ピビ‘／‘げ血…′・′力‘∫川ビ′叩′て川ビ／0‘わ

（JJ吋／とど／ぐビr〟山裾〃即血．、・血J（J血〃．V可■ぐピ〃〟血．…′・ね■■・

Weproposetointroducethedistinctionbetweendispositionsandoccurrences

intotheanalysISOfemotionvocabularyandweclaimthattherearetwomqorclassesof

emotion predicates．The nrst，Which we willhenceforth refbr to as d唾，OSitional

predicatesreftrtoemotionaldispositions・Theclassincludespredicateslikeaisuru，

sukida，iubi，Place，etC・These arethepredicatesarguedtoexhibitthebehaviorof

prototypICalstates・Thesecondclassofpredicates，hencefbrthreftrredtoasoccurrence

predicates，refer to actualemotion episodes・In this class we鎖nd ureshii・Okoru・

yOrOb毎γOrOわあα∫em，¢り∫岬α和，匝匂わ〟C〟rα，etC・

RylepolntSOutthathavingadispositiondoesnotnecessarilyresultinanyform
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ofpalpablebehavior・Adispositionismerelyalatenttendencytoactorfbelina

particularway・Thisexplainswhytheuseofadvetbialsofspecinctimeisexcludedwith

dispositional predicates・Dispositional predicates are not meant to convey that

somethinghappenedatsomeparticularmomentoranother・Adverbsofduration，Onthe

otherhand，areaCCePtablebecausetheymeasurethelengthoftheintervalduringwhich

theindividual（experiencer）hadthatdisposition．

Whiledispositionalpredicatescanbeallasslgnedtoaslngleaspectualclass，

states，thisisnotpossibleinthecaseofoccurrencepredicates・Predicatesexpresslng

occurrencesbelongtovarious aspectualclasses，eXCludingprototypicalstates・The

aspectualpropertiesofoccurrencepredicateswillbediscussedinmoredetaillater・

However，Whatallthesepredicatesseemtohaveincommonisthefactthattheycan

reftrto actualemotionalsituations・The aspectualproperties ofeachpredicate are

determinedbythetemporalconstitutionofthetypeofoccurrenceitexpresses・

Thedistinctionproposedhereissemantic，andisnotclaimedtoprovidea

criterionfbrmapplngbetweenthesemanticlevelandthesyntacticlevel，inthesense

thataspectandth－rOleswerearguedtodoinpreviousaccounts・Itcutsacrossfbrmal

classes‥thereisnoone－t0－0nemaPPlngbetweenaparticularfbrmandthedispositional

or occurrentinterpretation・Dispositions are expressed by predicates belonglng tO

difftrentlexicalcategoriesdisplaylngdifferentcasepatternsandthesamewillbethe

casefbroccurrences・AsillustratedinFig・1，We頁ndpredicatesdisplaylngthesamecase

markingproperties thatbelongto difftrentclasseswithrespecttothe disposition－

occurrence distinction．Forinstance，thelinking pattem Nominative Experiencer－

AccusativeStimulusisusedinJapanesetoencodebothemotionaldispositionsaisuru

（love），nikumu（hate）andemotionaloccurrencesyorokobu（r亘ioice），kanashimu（moum，

besad）．Inspiteoftheformalsimilarity，itwillbearguedinChapter8thattwodifftrent

CaSemarkingmechanismsareatwork．

Fig．2

JAPANESE

DispositionalPredicates

Casepattem LexicalCategory examples

Exp－NOM Stim－ACC verb，aqjective aisuru，konomu，nikumu，kirau，

∫〟お
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Exp－NOM Stim－NOM aqjective

OccurrencePredicates

Casepattem LexicalCategory

Exp－NOMDAT Stim－NOM aqjective

Exp－NOMStim－ACC

Exp－NomStim－DAT

Exp－ACCStim－NOM

ROMANIAN

DispositionalPredicates

Casepattem

verb

Ⅵ／最．砧・山∴JJJ砧JJ

examples

〃re∫肋，血‡乃α∫ゐ玖

肌りⅥ肌相加，∫‘′心砧

γOrO由れ加乃α∫柚Ⅲも

．…われ力短くJJ・〃

0たor〃，0（70rO肋，jb椚dm

0brα∫em，yOrOわあがer〟

LexicalCategory examples

Exp－NOM Stim－ACC vefb，

Exp－DAT Stim－NOM vetb

Exp－DAT Stim－PP

OccurrencePredicates

Casepattem

Exp－ACCStim－NOM

Exp－NOM Stim－PP

Verb

LexicalCategory

verb

reflexiveverb

われ〃ri，〆αCe

〆αCe，d軍dCe

〆（Jぐビ

examples

占IJぐ川・仇．叩）（JJ一〃

ge　〃Clrαバe∫呼drα

Saylngthatthedistinctionbetweendispositionsandoccurrenceswithemotion

PredicatesdoesnotserveaSaCriterionfbrargumentlinkinglSnOtthesameassaylng

thatitisirrelevanttolinking・ItisqultereaSOnabletothinkthat，COmbinedwithother

semantic factors，this distinctioninfhences the mapplng between arguments and

syntacticfunctionsandthechoiceofcasepattem・Thispossibilitywillbepursuedin

Chapter8．

Thedistinctionproposedhasconsequencesfbrthewayofde鎖ningtherelation

between stative andnon－Stative emotionpredicates・Previous accounts treat stative

predicatesaslesscomplexthancausativepredicates・ThisassumptlOnismadeexplicit

inPesetsky，sstudy：HeclaimsthatapredicatelikePなかenhasasemanticstruCture

Whichincludesthe semantic struCture Ofa predicatelikejbar and contains some

additionalelements，Viz・thephonologlCallynullcausativemorpheme・”Iwillsuggest
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J加∫〃Cカタre成Cα如CO〃∫如げ叩如乃OJ頑Cα妙zerocのJ∫αかe〝707pゐe〝ほα乃加わ0〃〃d

root…‥thatisactualb）aShbfExppredicate”（Pesetsky1995：64）．Wehaveseenthat

fbrCroftcausativeandstativementalverbsareassociatedwithdif托rentarcsofthe

SameVetbalsegment・ThecausativesincludethestatesegmentintheirstruCture・

The classincation of emotion predicatesinto predicates reftming to

dispositionsandpredicatesreftrrlngtOOCCurrenCeSdoesnotmakeanysimilarclaims

regardingthe possibleinclusionrelationbetween thetwo classes・Dispositions and

OCCurrenCeSaretWOParallelwaysofconceptualizingemotions・ItisdifRculttosaythat

OCCurrenCeSareloglCallyprlOrtOdispositionsorviceversa．Allemotionsseemtohave

bothsides・However，nOtallemotionwordshavebothadispositionalandanoccurrent

use，afactobservedbyLyons（1980）．

一一…・血regαrdわe〝柑血刀，Wか／e，α∫WeカαVe∫ee乃，′如才er∽‘α〝ger′∫ee椚∫わ

力‘′一・ぐhJ／川′70ぐ川”・川J‘川‘J（J‘／坤肌仙肌山裾．（川（J．…rbど∫世〟J∴デカピJピ川J

bve’∫ee用ばね　eαfermW鋸c oゆがα成軍0∫鉦わ乃α〟∫e．押切e乃We∫町　牙

／。l，ビ∫ユ、‥－t，ぐ‘けど′・丞／・J血g／。〟四川川ビ．†∫可’〟J。血ぐピ／・／‘J血仙力即‘川かビ‘Jr／／JJ

CerJα加W叩yfoye甲eCね拘りゐeカrmer．ゲweαrer所rrf乃gわe椚0如乃αすわve，

11で－1ゾ〃Jげの加′坤わ叩叶／力fJ／，冊汀研gJ力〃．Y州町∫血け力／ぐカガ恒〃・〃〃ビJOJ・ピ〟ぐ／．

伽redree〝70血乃αはαfeぶ，∂〟Hrゐ乃Of蹴乃た血gwewo〟Jdo∫細雨Vゆ／α∂e／

∫〟Cゐe〝相加乃dJgfαね∫Wわ・ゐ血ferm‘bve，，血喝あわね乃0fcJeαrW如才ねr椚0乃e

WO〟Jd〟∫e…‥句ノCO乃Jrα∫J加わr椚ケαg〆カα∫0刀かα乃OCC〟〝e乃′〟∫e，わあe肋g

αC加Jocc〟rre乃fe椚摘0乃αJ∫加e∫げα乃gerげαVeワぶれ乃gα乃dfe〝pe∫加〟∫

∫0㌦（Lyons1980：54－5）

Itisworthwhilenotlngthatoccurrencepredicatesnormallyhaveadispositional

use・In generic orhabitualsentences these predicates can refbr to dispositions，aS

illustratedbytheexamplesbelow・

（9） a．Taroo－WaChiisa－naOtO－ni－mO Odoroku

Taroo－TOPsmall sound－DAT－PRTsuIPrised

Tarooisstartledevenbysmallsounds

b・Musekinin－na SeOika－ga minshuu－O komaraseru

irresponsible politician－NOMpeople－ACC叩Set－CAUS

Irresponsiblepoliticiansupsetthepeople
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Sentence（9a）hasahabitualreadingandsentence（9b）isageneric statement・Both

representinstancesofadispositionaluseofanoccurrencepredicate

Dispositionalpredicates carmot be made to refbr to occurrences・Neither

COnteXtnOrderivationalmorphologycanfbrmanOCCurrenCePredicateonthebasisofa

dispositionalpredicate・Thiscontradictsagainthestandardviewontherelationbetween

Stativeandnon－Stativeemotionpredicates，WhichclaimsthatESpredicatesarethebasis

fromwhichEOpredicatesarederived．

Ontheviewadvocatedinthischapter，therelationbetweenstativeandnon－

Stative emotion predicates，betweenjをar andPなhten，is diffbrent・In spite ofthe

SuPernCialsemanticrelatednessthesepredicatesdonotreftrtodifftrentarcsofaslngle

Segment，tOuSeCroft’sterminology：Theverbjaarseemstobeadispositionpredicate，

WhereasPなhtenisanoccurrencepredicate．Thepairjをar矛ighteninEnglish，Wherethe

twofomS are historically related，is alingulStic accident・In the standard case，

dispositional predicates and occurrence predicates do not overlap・Dispositional

Predicatesclusteraroundaspecincarea；thatofemotionalattitudeslikelovlngand

liking．

A stative emotion predicate expresslng a disposition covers the entire

emotionalchainandnotJuStitslastsegment・WewillclaiminChapter8thatthese

Predicatesarestativenotsomuchbecausetheyrefertothestateorfbelingcomponent

Ofthe emotionalepisode butratherbecause they are not sensitive to theintemal

StruCtureOftheemotionalepisode・Theysimplyviewtheemotionasanasymmetric

binaryrelation．

InSection4Wewillarguethattherearereasonstobelievethatoccurrence

PredicatesaresensitivetotheintemalstruCtureOfemotionalepisodes・Variousclasses

Ofoccurrence emotionpredicates represent di脆rentperspectives on the emotional

epISOde・Theiraspectualandcasemarkingproperties，themorphologlCalstruCture，are

notrandombutdeterminedbythechoiceofperspective・Thisproblemwillfbrmthe

topICOfthesecondpartofthisdissertation・Thisimpliesthat，regardingthe‘coverage’

Ofthe emotionalepisode，Predicates expresslng dispositions are，ifanything，mOre

COmPrehensive than occurrence predicates・While thelatter fbcus on some

Subcomponentoftheepisode，thefbrmerembracetheemotionalepISOdeinitsentirety

andnotJuStthe茄nalsegmentinasequence．

Thedistinctionbetweendispositionsandoccurrencesseemstobecommonin

－122－



morethanonelanguage・Lyonsillustratedthenecessityofthisdistinctiononthebasis

OfEnglishexamples・WeshallarguefbritsexistenceinJapaneseandRomanian，tWO

geographicallyremoteandgeneticallyunrelatedlanguages・Ameka（1990）arguesfbr

therelevanceofthedistinctionbetweendispositionalandoccurrentinterpretationfor

themapplngOfargumentswithexperiencerpredicatesinEwe・HepolntSOutthat，in

Ewe，PredicatesthatrefertodispositionsareassociatedwiththeExperiencerSu切ect

linking，WhilepredicatesreftrrlngtOOCCurrenCeSareaSSOCiatedwiththeExperiencer

Objectlinking．Aspectual matkers also serve tO mark this distinction・Thus，

dispositional predicates are associated with the habitual or the aorist，Whereas

occurrencereadingsareassociatedwiththeprogressive・Mostpredicatesallowboth

readings，but there are a number of predicates associated exclusively with the

dispositionalreading・Thesepredicatesgenerallycomeffomthesamesemanticareaas

the dispositionalpredicatesinJapanese andRomanian，love，like，hate，butalsobe

anxious，beafraid，etC．

Wearguedthatthedistinctionbetweendispositionalandoccurrencepredicates

islexicalandisnotdirectlylinkedtosyntacticproperties・ThequestionlS，arethereany

lingulStic difftrencesbetweenpredicatesbelonglngtOthetwoclassesbesidesthose

relatedtolexicalaspect？InthefollowlngSeCtionswewillillustrateanumberoffurther

diffbrencesbetweendispositionpredicatesandoccurrencepredicates・

4．Morphology

The two classes of emotion predicates are also distinguishedin terms oftheir

morphologlCalstruCture・Predicatesexpresslng dispositionsandpredicatesexpresslng

occurrencesdifftrwithrespecttotheir’morpho－SyntaCticproductivity，・Therootofan

occurrencepredicateserveSaSthebasisfbrseveralmorpho－SyntaCticoperationsspecinc

tothis class，yieldingawordfamilywherethemembers arerelatedinsemantically

predictable ways・This does nothappeninthe case ofdispositionpredicates・This

difftrenceisillustratedbelow．

（10）a．Taroo－（ni）wa shippa1－ga kanashikatta

Taroo－DAT－TOP failure－NOM A亘i

b．Taroo－Wa Shippa1－0　　　kanashindeiru

Taroo－TOP failure－ACC V
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C．Taroo－Wa Shippa1－0　　　kanashigatteiru

Taroo－TOP failure－ACC Aq卜garu

d・Sonoshippa1－ga Taro0－0　　　kanashimaseta

thatfailure－NOM Taroo－ACC V→CAUS

Taroowassaddenedbythefailure

e・＊Jiroo－Wa Taroo－ni shippa1－0　　　kanashimaseta

Jiroo－TOP Taroo＿DAT failure－ACC V－CAUS

Sentences（10a）ontheonehand，and（10b，C）ontheotherhand，aredistinguishednot

onlyintermsofsyntacticcategoryofthepredicate，adjectivefbr（10a）andverbfbr

（10b，C）butalsointermsofinterpretation．Whatismore，thesamesemanticrelation

existsbetweenothermorphologlCallyrelatedA4jective，VerbpalrS，SuChastanoshii－

tanoshimu（edoy），kowai－kowagaru（fbar），etC．The semantic relation between

sentences（10a）and（10b）isconstantfbralltheseA功一Vpairs．Itwillbearguedlater

thatthesemanticdistinctionbetweenthetwofbrmSisbestdescribedasthedifftrence

betweentheexpressionofintemalstatesandthedescriptlOnOfextemalmaniftstations

accompanylngthosestates．

AsillustratedbytheunaCCePtabilityof（10e），OCCurrenCePredicates donot

undergocausativization，1nthesenseofavalanceincreaslngOPeration・Insteadtheyare

thebasisfbrlexicalcausativizationwhichhastheconsequenceofreverslngthelinking

ofargumentsasin（10d）．Thisistrueforalltheemotionaloccurrencevetbs，irrespective

Oftheircasemarkingproperties．

Emotionpredicates expresslng OCCurrenCeSinJapaneseformanetWOrkof

morphologlCallyrelatedfbrms．Thedomainincludesverbsanda句ectivesrelatedby

productiveandnon－PrOductivemorphologlCalprocesses・Thecommonrootensuresthat

theyallrefertothe sametypeofemotion‥anger，JOy，OrSurPrlSe・Themorphology

determineswhichaspectoftheemotionalsituationisfbcusedon・Belowisachartof

emotionoccurrencepredicatesinJapanese．

Fig．3

a．Ved）（Exp－gaStim－ni）M－”Vetb－SASE（Stim－gaExp－0）

b．Aq（Exp－niStim－ga）”Verb－GARU（Exp－gaStim－0）”Vetb－SASE（Stim－gaExp－0）

C．A句（Exp－niStim－ga）”Vefb－SUFF（Stim－gaExp－0）－－Vefb－SASE（Stim－gaExp－0）

Ved）－SUFF（Exp－gaStim－0／－ni）
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TherearetwoproductivemorphologlCalprocessesatwork，OneattaChingthecausative

sufnxSASEtoemotionvefbsandtheotherderivlngVerbsfroma句ectivesbyafnxation

ofthesu爪xGARU．Thecausativesufnxcanattachtoanyoftheverbsinthisdomain，

basicorderived・Theresultisalwaysthesame，aformWheretheexperiencerappearsin

objectpositionandtheStimulusargumentisthesu切ect・ThesufnxGARUderives

transitivevetbsfromemotiona句ectives．Asalreadymentioned，thissufnxattachesonly

toaqjectivesexpressingoccurrences，SuChaskanashii（Sad），Sabishii（lonely），ureShii

（glad），etC．，andnottoaqjectivesexpressingemotionaldispositions，SuChassuki（like），

kirai（dislike），nikui（hateful），etC．

Wealso負ndmorphologicallyrelatedpairssuchastanoshii／tanoshimu（eqioy），

kanashii／kanashimu（sad），illustrating the same semantic relation as that obtained

through－GARUderivation，andkurushimu／kurushimeru，kanashimu／kanashimeruetc・，

representlngthecounterpartofcausativevetbsandtheirnon－CauSativepalrS・

ItseemsthatdiffbrentformSderivedfromaslngle stemfocus ondifftrent

aspects of the emotion associated with the stem・Thatis kanashii；kanashimu；

kanashimaseru are all associated with the emotion of SADNESS，but eachform

expressesadif托rentfacetoftheemotion．EmotionpredicatesexpresslngOCCurrenCeS，

unlikepredicatesexpresslngemOtionaltendencies，areSenSitivetotheintemalstruCture

ofthe emotionalepisode・Therole ofmorphologyistobringlntOfocus acertain

componentoftheemotionalepisode・Thisiswhystudyingtherole ofmorphology

representsakeytouncoverlngthesemanticdistinctionsunderlyingtheorganizationof

theemotion丘eldinalanguage．

The situationis quitedifftrentinthe case ofdispositionalpredicates・The

existence of similar morphologlCally relateditemsis not very common among

disposition predicates・ExceptlOnS are nikui－　nikumu and konomu－　konomashii・

Comparedwithpredicatesfromtheoccurrenceclass，eVentheseitemshavelimited

PrOductivity．Thetwopairsquotedcannotyieldfurtherderivedelements（lla，b）・

（11）　a．nikui－niknmu－＊nikugaru－nikurashii－＊nikurashigaru

b．konomu－konomashii－＊konomashigaru

We　鎖nd the same state of affairsin Romanian：Predicates expresslng
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occurrenceshavemorpho－SyntaCticallyrelateditemswhichreftrtothesametypeof

emotionfromaslightlydif托rentperspective．

（12）　a．Marin l－aSuParat Pe Ion

Marin－NOM V

MarinangeredIon

b．Ion s－a

Ion－NOM CL－REFL

P－ACCIon

SuParat（pe Marin）

V　　（P Marin）

IongotangryatMarin

C．Ion este suparat pe Marin

Ion－NOM is PRT P Marin

IonisangryatMarin

（13）　a．Vestea l－abucurat pe Ion

News－NOM V

ThenewspleasedIon

b．Ion s－a

Ion－NOM CL－REFL

Ionpleasedatthenews

P－ACCIon

bucurat de veste

V P news

C．Ion este bucurosde veste

Ion－NOM is Aqj P news

Ionisgladaboutthenews

Sentences（12－13）are examples of morphologically related　formS Of

occurrence predicates・Many ofthe occurrencepredicatesin Romanianhave three

relatedformS：EO verbs，reneXives and（aqiectival）participles・Eachofthe three

fbmSOfthepredicatepresentstheemotionaloccurrencefromadifferentperspective・

Infbrmally，theroleplayedbyeachfbrmcouldbedescribedasfbllows：theEOfbrm

focusesontheafftctedstatusoftheexperiencer，thereflexiveformPreSentStheemotion

highlightingtheactiveroleoftheExperiencerandthea句ectivalparticipledescribesthe

experiencer，s state，the resulting state・Althoughnotallthe EOverbs haverelated

reflexives，WhenareflexivefbrmeXists，itsmeanlnglSPredictableonthebasisofthe

meanlngOftheEOvefb・Whatshouldbestressedhereisthefactthat，unlikedisposition

Predicates，Whichviewthe emotionalsituation as anunanalysableunlt，OCCurrenCe

ー126－



predicates probeinto theintemalstruCture Ofthe emotionalepisode and select a

particularsegmenttofbcusupon・ThisistruefbrbothJapaneseandRomanian・The

morphologlCalproductlVlty Ofoccurrence predicates as distinct丘om dispositional

emotionpredicatesseemstorenectadistinctionbetweenoccurrencesanddispositions，

noted by philosophers，the fact that occurrences represent emotionsin a more

’complete’waythandispositions：

一一…．伽occ〟rre乃Je椚OJわ乃αhJαJeα乃d乃0g伽d桓70∫f如乃ね伽βJJpαrαdな椚

Cα∫e．附αfeverカC加〟ねWあわ力re椚αおゐr椚α乃Jg乃伽pe和0乃∫JfJJdg軍0∫ed

わあeα喝りα∂0〟′∫0′乃ef肋＆W～JJαね0ゐepre∫e乃川カe乃打ね甲erαかe・肋wgg

お肌0∫β砂甲erαかeα∫em0如乃　We乃ff cα〟∫e∫乃0　椚erゆ∽0加地d

∂e如Vわγ，占〟J娩Cね∫0〝7eO〃eem0血刀α坤，f力α抽p砂∫わわgわα砂，∫か血g岬

廓eJ加が，α乃dge乃erα血gwα痛Orde∫加∫わあcerJα～乃′肋が・”Lyons（1980：

56）

5．RoleofCaseAlternations

Withdispositionpredicateswewitnessapeculiarphenomenon・Forsomeoftheitems

inthisclassthereexistaltemativesyntacticcon茄gurationswhicharenotassociated

with semantic di脆rences，although they are associated with diffbrent selectional

restrictions．

（14）　a．Taroo－Wa

Taroo－TOP

b．Taroo－Wa

Taroo－Top

C．Taroo－Wa

Taroo－TOP

Hanak0－ga kirai

Hanako－NOM A句

Hanak0－O kirau（kiratteiru）

Hanako－ACC V

Hanak0－0　　　　kirai

Hanako－ACC A句

TaroodislikesHanako

d．Saboten－Wa mizu－O kirau

CaCtuS－TOP water－ACC V

Cactusplantsdonotneedwater

Althoughthepredicates kirai，kirau（dislike）in sentences（14a，b）abovebelong to
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difftrentsyntactic categoriesthereisno sensiblesemantic difftrence・Themeanlng

remainsunchangedin（14C），althoughthissentencedifftrsfrom（14a）withrespectto

casemarkingandfrom（14b）Withrespecttothesyntacticcategoryofthepredicate・The

freevariationamongthethreesentencepattemsisrestrictedtocaseswherethestimulus

argumentis expressed by al＋Human］NP．Sentence（14d），On the other hand，

introduces a change of meanlng・The semantic changeis not reflectedin the

morphologicalshapeofthepredicateorthecasemarkingproperties，（14d）isfbrmally

undistinguishablefrom（14b），althoughitisaccompaniedbyachangeintheselectional

restrictions，duetoachangeintheth－rOle，Ofthelstnominal，thefbrmereXPeriencer

argument・Thischange，althoughexplainableintermsofthesemanticcontentofthe

Predicate，is not predictable and cannot be accountedfor as the efftct of some

productivemorpho－SyntaCticprocess・Asimilarsemanticshiftcanbeobservedinthe

caseofkonomu（prefbr）butnotofsuki（like），aisuru（love），nikumu（hate），etC・This

seemstoindicatethattherearenoproductivemorpho－SyntaCticprocessesspecincto

thisparticularclassofpredicates・Thereareofcourse，generallexicaloperationslike

causativization and passivization，but these are notlimited to disposition emotion

Predicates．

Agaln，thebehaviorofdispositionalpredicatesinRomaniancloselyparallels

thatofJapanese・ThepredicatescorrespondingsemanticallytotheJapanesepredicates

discussedabovecanbeassociatedwitharangeofcasepattemSWithnovisiblesemantic

efftct・The choice ofcase pattemis determined by the semantic fbatures ofthe

arguments，mOStlybytheiranimacy・Suchcasealternationsarerestrictedtospecific

itemsanddonotoccurwithallthepredicatesinacertainformalclass・Theverbplace

（like），Whichcanappearwithnolessthanfburcaseffames，isquiterevealinginthis

SenSe．

（15）　a．LuiIon／porculuiiiplaceAna／camea

DatIon／pig CL－DATlikeAna／meat－NOM

Ion／thepiglikesAna／meat

b．Ion／＊porculoplacepeAna／＊camea

Ion／pig－NOMCL－ACClikeP－ACCAna／meat

Ion／＊thepiglikesAna／＊meat
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C．LuiIon／＊porculuiiiplacedeAna／＊Came

DatIon／pig CL－DATlikePAna／meat－NOM

Ion／＊thepiglikesAna／＊meat

d．Laporc／＊Ioniiplacecamea／＊Ana

Ppig／IonCl－DATlikemeat／Ana－NOM

Thepig／＊Ionlikesmeat／＊Ana

The DAT爪■OMframein（15a）imposes no selectional restrictions on the two

Participants．Pattems（15b）and（15C）require human participants・In spite ofthe

identicalselectionalrestrictions the twopattems could notbe more diffbrent・The

SentenCein（15b）isastandardNOM－ACCstruCture，Whereasin（15C）theExperiencer

isDativeandtheStimulusaprepositionalphrase．Thelastpattern，illustratedin（15d）

requiresaトHuman］animateExperiencerandal－Animate］Stimulus・TheExperiencer

isprepositional，butdoubledbyaDativecliticpronounandtheStimulusisNominative・

ThereisnosensibledifftrenceintheinterpretationofthesefburconstruCtions・（Itmight

bearguedthattheexamplesin（15b）and（15C）meansomethingcloserto‘love’thanthe

rest，butthisisverylikelyduetotheparticipantfeatures・Thelackofanysemantic

difftrencebetween（15b）and（15C）makesthispossibilityverylikely・）

Thisisnottosaythatsemanticshiftcannotoccurwithdispositionpredicates・

Examples（16）and（17）belowillustratecasesofsemanticshift．Justasinthecaseof

Japanese，the semantic shi氏is notaccompaniedbymorpho－SyntaCtic changesItis

neitherregularandnorpredictable．

（16）　a．Ana admira pICtura

Ana－NOM V palntlng－ACC

Anaappreciatespalntlng

b・Ana aadmirat pICturile din expozitie unceas

Ana－NOM V palntlngS－ACCP exhibition onehour

AnaadmiredthepalntlngSintheexhibitionforonehour

（17）　a．Ion oadora pe Ana

Ion－NOM V P－ACC　Ana

IonadoresAna

b．Aztecii adorau soarele

Aztecs－NOM V sun－ACC

TheAztecsworshippedtheSun
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Sentences（16a）and（17a）abovedescribeemotionaldispositionswhiletheirpairs（16b）

and（17b）refbr to social and physical activities．The activities are normally

accompaniedbyemotionalstatesofthetypeexpressedbythepredicateinitsbasic

interpretation．Thevetbin（16b）meanslookingatthepictureswithadmirationandthe

verb（17b）meansperfbmingcertainreligiousceremonieswithftelingsofadoration・

Whenusedtoexpressemotionstheverbsaregenuinestates・Thederiveduse，Onthe

otherhand，isaspectuallyanactivlty・Thesemanticshiftisnotpredictableandislimited

to a reduced number ofitems．Thereis no similar shift associatedwithpredicates

expressingnegativeemotionssuchasdetesta（detest）oruri（hate）・Theexistenceofan

activityreadingfbraverbmustbespecinedinthelexiconasanidiosyncrasyofthe

iteminquestion．

The distinction between dispositional and occurrence predicates can be

Summedupasfollows：dispositionalpredicatestendtobeassociatedwithaunlque

perspective，Whereasoccurrencepredicatescanpresenttheepisodetheyrelatefrom

SeVeraldistinctperspectives．

6．StructureoftheLexicalField

Ifweconsiderthesemanticrelationsbetweenitemswithinthetwoclasseswenotice

thattheclassofemotionaldispositionisorganizedaccordingtothetypICaladjectival

model：the most commonrelationwithinthe classis antonymy・We have palrS Of

oppositeswithmostofthemembers：aisuru（love）－nikumu（hate）；Suki（like）－kirai

（dislike）；kawaii（dear）－nikui（hateful）inJapaneseandiubi（love）－uri（hate）；re甲eCta

（respect）－di甲retui（scom）；Place（like）－di軍Iace（dislike）inRomanian・

Dispositionpredicatestypicallyexpresstheattitudeofanexperiencertowards

astimulus・The antonymicalpalrSrefbrtopositive andnegative attitudes・Another

a句ective－likeftaturedisplayedbythesepredicates，eVenWhentheyarevetbs，isthatof

beingmarkedfbrdegree：there areseveralitemsexpresslngthesame attitudewith

difftrentdegreesofintensity：konomu（prefbr）－Suki（like）－aisuru（love）inJapaneseor

re甲eCta（respect）－Stima（honor）－Venera（venerate）－diviniza（WOrShip）inRomanian

AntonymylSnOtaCOmmOnrelationamongthemembers oftheoccurrence

predicates．Althoughtherearepairslikeyorokobu（beglad）－kanashimu（besad）and

ureshii（beglad）－kanashii（besad），theyaretheexceptionratherthantherule・Mostof

thepredicatesinthisclassdonothaveantonyms：Odoroku（SurPrise），komaru（trouble），
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okoru（anger），nqyamu（sufftr），akiru（befbdupwith），etC・Evenaqectivesexpressing

emotionaloccurrenceslackantonyms：urの′amaShii（envious），hazukashii（ashamed），

sabishii（lonely），arigatai（grateful），kowai（SCared）．Thisisnotexpectedifwetreat

thesepredicatesasreftrrlngtOintemalstatesthatcanbedescribedintermSOfdegreeof

Pleasantness，butbecomesqultenaturalifweassumethattheyrefbrtoevents・

Fig．4DispositionalPredicates

Dispositions

Positive

Konomu

Sukida

Aisum

Negative

kiraida

nikumu

Occurence predicates do not merely refbr to events・They refbr to events

de鎖nablein termS Ofother events．That makesit difncultto describe the semantic

relationsamongoccurrencepredicatesintemSOfstandardnotionssuchasantonymy，

gradation，andhyponymy．Occurrenceemotionpredicatescouldbe（arguably）described

ashyponymsofkaWiru（fbel）．Thedistinguishingfactoramongthesubordinatetermsis

thetypeoftriggerlngSituationfbreachparticularemotion・Furtherrelationsamong

predicates obtainwhenthe sametypeoftrlggerlng SituationglVeSrisetoopposite

evaluations．Thiscouldbethecasewithoccurrencepredicatesrefbrringtojoy（ureshii，

yorokobu，yOrOkobasenb and sadness（kanashii，kanashimu，kanashimaseru）・

MorphologlCallyorsemanticallyrelatedpredicatesglVerise toentailmentrelations・

Thatis，aSSertlngaSentenCehavlngOneOftheformSforpredicate，generallyentailsthe

truthofsentencesinvoIvingmorphologlCallyrelatedformS

Fig．50ccurrencePredicates

Kaqlm

Situationl

Kanashii ureshii

Kanashimu yorokobu

Kanashimaseru　yOrOkobaseru

Situation2 Situation3

urayamashii　　‥………・・

urayamashigaru　　　　Okoru

urayamashigaraseru　　Okoraseru
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The problem withthis analysISis the factthatthe superordinatelevelof

（kanashii，kanashimu，kanashimaseru）isnotitselflexicalized・Providingthecorrect

descnptlOnfbrthelexicalnetworkofoccurrencepredicateswillhavetowaituntil

futurestudy・Itseems，however，thatoccurrencepredicatesareorganizedinawaycloser

toverbalnetworks・Kenny，quOtlngthescholasticphrase’obiectumspecincatactum’

argued that vetbs completed by object expressions describe species ofthe genus

described bythe verb alone・Occurrence predicates describe species ofthe genus

’emotion，classinedintermSOftheo句ect（triggeringsituation）fbrtheemotion・

The struCtureOfthelexicalneldcanberegardedas aconsequence ofthe

semantic diffbrence between the two types of emotion predicates・Dispositional

predicatesreftrtotendencies，thatispropertiesofindividuals・Thesemanticnetworkof

dispositionalpredicatesissimilartothatofthelexicalcategorystandardlyassociated

withpropertylnterPretation，thea4iective．Occurrencepredicatesrefbrtoevents・The

mostfrequentsemanticrelationsamongoccurrencepredicatesarethosefbundinthe

verbaldomain；hyponymy and entailment（see Miller and Fellbaum（1991）for a

discussion on the difftrences among the semantic networks fbr diffbrentlexical

CategOries）．

7．SelectionalRestrictions

Anotheraspectdistinguishingdispositionalpredicatesfromoccurrencepredicatesisthe

spanoftheirselectionalrestrictions・Dispositionalpredicatesplacefbwrestrictionson

theargumentexpresslngtheStimulus oftheemotion・Thisisrenectedintheloose

Selectionalrestrictionsontherespectiveargument・

（18）　a．Taroo－Wa Maria／ongaku／yama／wain－O aishiteiru／nikundeiru

Taroo－TOP Maria／music／mountain／wine－ACClove／hate

b・Tarooo iubeste／uraste pe Maria／muzica／muntele／vinul

TarooCL love／hate P－ACC Maria／music／mountain／wine

Tarooloves／hatesMaria／music／themountain／wine／vinul

（19）　a．Taroo－Wa Maria／ongaku／wain／yama／wain－ga Suki／kirai

Taroo＿TOP Maria／music／themountain／wine－NOM like／dislike

b・LuiIon ii place／displace Maria／muzica／muntelel

DAT＿Ion CLlike／dislike Maria／music／mountain／wine

Taroolikes／dislikesMaria／music／themountain／wine
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Predicates such as aisuru（love），nikumu（hate），konomu（like），kirau（dislike）in

Japaneseandiubi（love），uri（hate），admira（admire），dbtesta（detest），inRomanian

admit practically any nominalin Stimulus position・The sameis true about the

aqjectivessukidd（like），kiraida（dislike）inJapaneseandthecorrespondingDative－

Nominativeverbsplace（like）anddisplace（dislike）inRomanian・

Dispositionalpredicates，althoughmostfrequentlyaccompaniedbynominal

complements，arenOtlimitedtonominalarguments・Aclausalargumentcanappearin

theStimulusargumentpositionwithsomepredicatesinthisclass・Thes両ectofthe

argument clause must be controlled by the experiencer argument・Clauses with

independenttemporalreferencearenotallowedinthisposition，aSillustratedbythe

examplesbelow．

（20）　a．Watashi－Wahon－OyOmu－n0－gaSuki／kiraida

I＿TOP book＿ACCread－COMP－NOMlike／dislike

Ilike／disliketoreadbooks

b・＊Watashi－Wakodom0－gahon－OyOmu－n0－gaSuki／kiraida

I－TOPchild－NOMbook－ACCread－COMP－NOMlike／dislike

The behaviorofpredicateslikesukida andkiraidd di舵rsfrom that ofcontrol

a句ectivessuchastanoshii（enjoy）andkowai（beafraid）．ItwasarguedinChapter2that

thelatter exhibit restricted selectionalproperties，in splte Of the fact that they

subcategorizebothnominalandclausalcomplements・Thisconclusionwaspromptedby

theinterpretationofconstruCtionswithnominalarguments・Wearguedthatanominalin

thispositionisnotinterpretedasrefbrrlngtOanObjectbuttoanactivltylnVOlvingthe

respectiveoqect．Thisisnotthecasefbrdispositionalpredicatesevenwhentheyallow

controIstruCtureSinstimulusargumentposition・Thecontrastisillustratedbythepalr

below．

（21）　a．Watashi－WaanOhon－gatanOShikatta

I－TOP thatbook－NOMeIMOy

Iert］Oyedthatbook

b．Watashi－WaanOhon－gaSukidatta

I－TOP thatbook－NOMlike

Ilikedthatbook
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Whereasthetruthof（21a）impliesthatIreadthebook，thisisnotthecasefbr（21b）・

Sentence（21b）canbeappropriatelyusedevenifIdidnotreadthebookandwasonly

attractedbythecoverdesign．Thisisnotpossiblewhenweuse（21a）・

Occurrence emotionpredicates are stricterin the choice ofStimulus・For

example，aVetbsuchasyorokobu（begladof）andthesemanticallyrelatedbucurawill

notadmitnominalssuchasMdriaormountaininStimulusposition・

（22）　a．Taroo－Wa Maria／ongaku／？wain／＊yama－ni odoroita

Taroo－TOP Maria／music／？wine／＊mountain－DAT scare

b．Maria／muzica／＊vinul／？？muntele1－a SPeriat pe Taroo

Maria／music／wine／mountain CLACC－AUX scare P－ACC Taroo

Maria／themusic／thewine／themountainscaredTaroo

C・Taroo－Wa＊Maria／＊ongaku／＊yama／wain／tegami－OyOrOkonda

d．？Maria／？muzica／＊muntele／vinul／scrisoareal－abucuratpeTaroo

TaroowashappyaboutMaria／themusic／themountain／thewine／theletter

AsmentionedinChapter2，itisdifnculttocapturetheselectionalrestrictionsofthese

predicatesin temS Ofthe semantic ftatures ofthe nominalin stimulus argument

position，SuCh aslanimate］，linanimate］，lconcrete］，labstract］，etC・The selectional

restrictionsfor these predicates mustbe statedintermS Ofsituations・Apossible

StimulusfbrthepredicateyorokobumustbeabletofulfillthefunctionofThemeina

situation where the Experienceris the Benenciary・Notice that the prototypical

triggerlngSituationfbryorokobuisthe sameasfbrthea亘iectiveureshii・Generally，

morphologlCallyrelatedoccurrencepredicateshavethesameselectionalrestrictions，

Sincetheyrepresentdifftrentperspectivesonthesameemotion・Thereare，however，

some diffbrences determinedbythe semantic content ofeachpredicate・Thus，the

aqjectivetanoshiiandtherelatedverbtanoshimuexhibitslightdifftrencesduetothe

factthatthefbrmerrefbrstotheintemalreactionsoftheexperiencerwhereasthelatter

refbrstotheactivitysideofeqoyment．

（23）　a．？Watashi－Wakoohii－gatanOShii

I－TOP coffte－NOMeIt）Oy
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b．Taroo－Wakoohii－OtanOShindeiru

Taroo－TOPcoffbe－ACCenJOy

Tarooiseruoylnghiscoffte

Unlike dispositional predicates，OCCurrenCe Predicates admit clausal

complementswithindependenttemporalrefbrenceandanindependent（notcontrolled）

su切ect．Whatismore，eVenWhentheytakeanominalcomplement，thisisinterpreted

notasrefemngtoano句ect，butasaparticIPantinanevent，aSarguedinChapter2・

This difftrencebetween dispositionalpredicates and occurrence predicates

couldbeassociatedwiththediffbrentsemanticroleofthetwopredicates・Dispositional

predicatesrefbrtotheattitudesofanindividualtowardsastimulus・Theattitudesstretch

OVerlonglnterValsoftime，anditisexpectedthattheo句ectoftheattitudehassome

temporalcontinulty，tOO，becauseitmakesnosensetohaveanattitudeiftheobjectof

the attitude doesnotexist・Individuals andpropertieshavethe qualityofenduring

throughtime・Specinceventsareassociatedwithspecincmomentsonthetemporalaxis

anddonothavethiskindoflastlngeXistence．Assuch，theydonotformaPrOPerOqeCt

fbrdispositions・Occurrencepredicatesreftrtospecincevents，andtheycanberelated

tootherspecincevents．

8．SemanticContent

Another difftrence between dispositional predicates and occurrence predicates

supportlngtheideathatthelatter，butnotthefbrmer，refbrtoactualsituationscanbe

fbrmulatedintermSOfthepredictionstheuseofapredicatemakesabouttheroleofthe

Experiencerinthestateofaffairsitrefersto．

Occurrencepredicatesrefbrtoorentailveryspecincbehavioronthepartofthe

Experiencer・ThechoiceofStimulusdoesnotinfluencethisbehavior・Allowlngfbrthe

difftrenceofdegree，anExperiencerwilldisplaythesametypeofbehaviorwhenheis

gladb）OrOkobu，bucura）whatevertheStimulusofhisgladness：thenewsthathissick

sonhasrecovered，therecelPtOfanicepresentortheprospectofasunnyday・The

functionofrefbrrlngtOSPeCincbehaviorassociatedwithemotionislexicalizedinthe

case ofoccurrencepredicatesinJapanese・Accusative emotionverbslikeyorokobu

（manifbstjoy）orkanashimu（manifbstsadness）andallthe一雫aruderivedvetbsrefbrto

emotionepisodesfbcusslngOntheexternalmaniftstationcomponent・Theuseofother
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typesofoccurrencepredicates，a句ectivesandcausativefbrmS，entailsthepresenceof

theapproprlatemanifbstations，eVenthoughthepredicatesdonotrefbrtothemdirectly・

Inthe case ofdispositionalpredicates，the semanticinformation associated

Withthepredicatedoesnotseemtoincludeadescript10nOfthemanifbstationsofthe

Experiencer・Thisisnotmerelythereflexofthefactthatdispositionalpredicatesrefbr

totendenciestoactratherthantoactualacts・Theoretically，thepredicatescouldrefbrto

atendencytobehaveorfbelinaspecincmanner．Thisisnotthecase．Theentailments

regardingthebehavioroftheExperiencermadeinuslngadispositionalpredicatevary

dependingonthechoiceofStimulus・Theuseofthesepredicatesisapproprlateina

largerangeofsituations，COVerlngaVarietyofmanifestations・Beinglnlovewitha

PerSOn，fbrexample，isnormallyaccompaniedbymanifbstationssuchasincreasedpulse，

blushing，tremblinghands，etC・，maniftstationsnotlikelytobefbundinsomeonewho

loves chocolate or climbing the mountains・This kind ofknowledge comesform

PragmaticsourcesandhasnothingtodowiththelexicaldescrlPt10nOfthepredicate

love，Oraisuru・WhatlovlngMary，lovlngChocolateorlovlngthemountainshavein

COmmOnis notthe reaction ofthe Experiencerbut ratherhis attitude towards the

Stimulus・ThepredicateloveinEnglishanditscognatesinotherlanguagesarecover

temSforavarietyofmorespecincemotions．

Lovlng，hating，admiringpresupposeavalencedreactiontowardsaStimulus，a

POSitiveornegativeappraisal，afactnoticedbyPesetsky（1995：56）．WhatPesetsky

doesnotmentionisthefactthatthespecincreactionsaccompanylngtheappraisal，

Whetherextemalorintemal，arenOtPartOfthesemanticdescriptionofthepredicate・If

Werelatelikeandpleasethroughtheruleofcausativization，aSSuggeStedbyPesetsky，

thepresenceofentailmentsregardingtheextemalmamifbstationsoftheemotioninthe

derivedformanditsabsenceinthebasefbrmCannOtbeexplained・

The vagueness ofdispositionalpredicateswithrespecttothenature ofthe

experiencer，sfbelingoffersanargumentagalnStaCCOuntSClaimlngthattheyrefbrto

intemalstates・Thefbelingsoftheexperiencerexample（24a）arenotcomparablewith

theftelingsassociatedwiththedispositionreftrredtobyexample（24b）．

（24）　a．Taroo－WaHanak0－Oaishiteiru

Taroo－TOPHanako－ACClove

TaroolovesHanako
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b．Taroo－WaOngaku－Oaishiteiru

Taroo－TOPmusic－ACClove

Taroolovesmusic

Thedifftrencebetweentheftelingsimpliedbytheuseof（24a）andthoseimpliedby

theuseof（24b）isnotjustamatterofdegree．

Asthereisnospecincbehaviorthatwouldapproprlatelydescribeallthecases

refbrredtouslngthepredicateaisuru，SOthereisnoslngleintemalstatethatcouldbe

associatedwithallsuchcases．ThiscastsaseriousdoubtonthedescriptlOnOfthese

predicatesasrefbrrlngtOintemalstates・Thisisnotthecasefbroccurrencepredicates・

Theuseofwordssuchasureshii，yOrOkobu，Odbroku，kanashimu，kowagaru，Okoru，etC・，

impliestheexistenceofaparticular，reCOgnizableintemalstatethroughoutthesituation

refbrredtobythepredicate．

Itcanbearguedthatdispositionalpredicatesandoccurrencepredicatesare

associatedwithdif托rentwaysofconceptualizingemotions・Occurrencepredicatesare

labelsfor specinc emotions and thelinguistic properties ofthese predicates are

determinedbytheintemalstruCtureOfemotionalepISOdes・Dispositionalpredicates，On

theotherhand，donotseemtobeassociatedwithparticularemotions，nOteVenWith

tendenciestowards specincemotions・Dispositionalpredicatesreflecttherelational

characterofemotions．Emotionsareintentionalstates，StateSdirectedtowardsano旬ect・

Dispositionalpredicates representthe conceptualizationofemotions as asymmetric

binaryrelations・TheirlingulSticpropertiesarenotdeteminedbytheintemalstruCture

ofemotionalepisodes，the fact that emotionalepisodesinvoIveintemalftelings

accompanied by extemalmanifbstations・The syntactic behavior of dispositional

predicatesseemstobemoresensitivetothepropertiesofthepartlCIPantS・Weshowed

inSection5howtheanimacyoftheparticIPantSinfluencesthechoiceofcaseframe

Withsomedispositionalpredicates．

9．AdnominalModi瓜Cation

Itis apeculiantyofJapanese emotiona句ectivesthat，unlike semanticallyrelated

a句ectivesin otherlanguages，they cannotbeusedas adnominalmodiners ofthe

experiencerargument．

＿137－



（25）　a．Ioneste unbaiatvesel／trist

Ionis boy cheerfu1／sad

Ionisacheerful／sadboy

b．？？Taroo－Wa ureShii／tanoshii／kanashii hito da

Taroo－TOP cheerfu1月OyOuS／sad person COP

ThisrestrictionisunexpectedconsideringtheargumentstruCtureOftheseaqjectivesand

thegenerallyacceptedmechanismsfbradnominalmodincation・Emotionaqectivesin

Japanesearebasicallytwo－Placepredicates，butmostofthea句ectivesalsohavean

intransitiveuse，Wherethestimulusargumentisnolongerimpliedandthea句ectiveis

predicatedoftheexperiencer（26）．Wewouldexpectthisusetoyieldcorresponding

adnominal struCtureS・This expectationis not　fulmled，aSillustrated by the

unacceptabilityof（25b）．

（26）　watashi－Wa ureShii／kanashii／tanoshii

I－TOP cheerfu1づOyOuS／sad

Iftelcheerfu1月OyOuS／sad

Theadnominalfbrmcouldberuledoutbyinvokingtheexistenceofanunsaturated

intemalargument．Although this account seems the right onefor aqjectiveslike

urqyamashii（envious）orhazukashii（ashamed）whichalwaysimplytheexistenceofa

stimulusargument，theexplanationisnotveryconvinclngintuitivelywhenweconsider

themeanlngOfpredicativestruCtureSWithureshii，kanashii・tanOShii・SeeChapter2fbr

discussionregardingthesemanticefftctofdeletionwithvariousclassesofemotion

PredicatesinJapanese．

Another solution would be to blame theimpossibility of adnominal

construCtions onthepersonrestriction・Since thepresentnon－mOdalform ofthese

aqjectivesisacceptableonlywithlstpersonexperiencersanominalheadreftrrlngtOan

individualotherthanthe speakeris semanticallylnaPPrOPrlate・The factthatthese

aqectivesareacceptablewith3rdpersonexperiencersinembeddedclausesmakesthis

argumentratherunconvinclng・Whatevermakesembeddedclausesacceptableshould

makeadnominalconstruCtionsacceptable，tOO．

－138－



（27）　a．musume－ga ureShii toki soba－niitene

daughter－NOM cheerfulCOMP near BEPRT

Bewithyourdaughterwhensheischeerful

b．＊ureshii musume

Cheerful daughter

The disposition vs・OCCurrenCe distinction can help clearthis puzZle・The

Japaneseemotionadjectivesdiscussedarealloccurrencepredicates・Thefunctionof

adnominalconstruCtionsistomakeattributions：tOattributethepropertyexpressedby

theadjectivetotheo旬ectdenotedbythenominal．Theoccurrencereadingdoesnot

seemwellmtofulRllthisfunction．Tobeusedattributively，anaqiectiveneedstohave

adispositionalreading．The difftrencebetweenemotionaqectivesinJapanese and

Romanian or other Europeanlanguages consistsin the fact that while emotion

a句ectivesin Europeanlanguages are ambiguous between a dispositionaland an

occurrencereading，Japaneseemotionadjectivescanexpressonlyoccurrences・Inthe

predicativefunctiontheycanbeassociatedwithagenericorhabitualreadingyieldinga

dispositionaluse・InadnominalstruCtureS，however，SuChreadingsareblocked・Onlythe

basicreadingofthea句ectiveisavailable，andthisistheoccurrenceinterpretation・

ItisinterestlngtOnOtethatJapaneseoccurrenceaqjectivesbehavelikethepast

participlesofEOvetbsinRomanian・Thesepastparticiplesdenoteoccurrencesand，like

the occurrenceaqiectivesinJapanese arenoteasilyfbundinadnominalmodifying

construCtions．The participleis acceptablein predicative position（28b），but the

adnominalusein（28C）isunacceptable．

（28）　a．Marin se supara／mira／amuza／plictiseste

Marin－NOM CL－REFL anger／surprise／amuse／bore

Marinisgettlngangry／Surprised／amused／bored

b・Marin este suparat／mirat／amuzat／plictisit

Marin－NOMis angry／surprised／amused／bored

Marinisangry／surprised／amused／bored

c・＊Marin este un om suparat／mirat／amuzat／plictisit

Marin－NOMis DET man angry／Surprised／amused／bored

Marinisa（n）angry／surprised／amused／boredman
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TheintuitionsoflingulStSandpsychologiststreatlngemOtiona句ectivesclearly

reflectthelinguisticstatusofthedistinctionbetweendispositionsandoccurrencesin

their nativelanguage・AlthoughJapaneselingulStS may dif托rin theirintuitions

regardingtheargumentstruCture Ofcertainaqjectives，See Chapter2，theywillnot

includeontheirlistsofs叫ectivea句ectivesa句ectivesdenotlnghumantraitssuchas

yasahii（kind），kibishii（SeVere），Okubyo（coward），etC・

IfwelookatthelistsofemotionaqectivesofferedbyWestemlinguistsand

psychologlStSWeShallimmediatelynoticethatnodif托renceismadebetweena亘iectives

expressingtraitsofcharacter（dispositions）andpsychologicalstates（occurrences）・For

example，thelistofemotionwordsgiveninScherer（1988），Partiallyquotedin（29），

includes a句ectives suchas courageous，COWar動Policsomewhichclearly donot

expressemotionalstatesoftheexperiencerbuttraitsofcharacter・Scherermakesno

difftrencebetweensuchwordsandaqjectiveslikeqかaiiworriedwhichcarmotexpress

dispositions．ThisisbecausethebulkofaqjectivesinEnglisharelikecheediLLenvious，

sad，they can be used to express emotionalstates，but canjust as wellreftr to

dispositionsrelatedtothosestates．

（29）　afraid，angry，aShamed，Cheerfu1，COurageOuS，COWardly，enVious，＆ightened，

fr01icsome，humble，jealous，PrOud，Sad，Shy，Weak，WOrried

Dixon，S（1982）classiBcation of a句ectives contains the class called HUMAN

PROPENSITYwhichincludesbothaqectivesexpresslngemOtionaloccurrencesand

a句ectivesrefbrrlngtOtyPICalhumantraits：hqpzv），Sa沈cruel，kindclever，generOuS・

rude，etC．Allthe aqjectivesinthisclasshave certainsemantic andmorphologlCal

propertiessettlngthemapartfromadjectivesinotherclasses‥theydonothaveexact

antonyms，theydonothaveinchoative andcausative derivatives，theyhaverelated

advetbs，they are not usedin secondary predication struCtureS（topicqmanner

construCtionsinDixon，stermS）．Dixondoesnotfteltheneedtodistinguishamongthe

membersofthisclass，WhichisnotsurprlSlngCOnSideringtheiridenticalbehaviorinthe

contextsheprovides．Thefactthatsomea句ectiveslikecrueL rudb，bravedescribe

humanpropensitiesasseenbyanextemalwitness，Whilesad h卿gladreferto

intemalreactions，doesnotrepresentanissue．
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10．Discussion

In this chapter we haveintroduced the distinction between dispositionalemotion

predicatesandoccurrenceemotionpredicates・Thedistinctionisapplicabletotheentire

range ofemotionpredicates althoughitisnot associatedwithaparticularlexical

categoryoraspecincsyntacticstruCtureinJapaneseandRomanian・Asmentionedin

Section3，inotherlanguagessuchasEwe，thelinkingofargumentsisinfluencedbythe

distinctionbetweenthedispositionalandtheoccurrentuse・

TherearereasonstobelievethatintroduclngthisdistinctionisadescriptlVely

adequatemove・AppliedtoJapanese，itpermitstopredictcorrectlythebehaviorof

emotionpredicateswithrespecttovariousmorphologlCalprocesses・Predicateswhich

behavelikeprototypICalstates，thatis dispositionalpredicates，Willnotexhibitthe

personrestrictionobservedwithJapaneseexperiencera句ectives・Itwillbearguedin

Chapter7that the restrictionislimited to occurrence predicates・Dispositional

aqiectiveswillnotundergo－GARUafnxation．Vetbsinthedispositionalclasswill

undergostandardcausativization，ifcausativizationlSPOSSibleatall，butwillnotappear

intheexperiencerCausativeconstruCtion，SeeChapter6・

Wehave arguedthatdispositionalpredicates andoccurrencepredicates are

associatedwithtwodistinctwaysofconceptualizingemotions・Occurrencepredicates

refertoactualemotionepisodesandtheirmorpho－SyntaCticandsemanticpropertiesare

determinedbythestruCtureOfthoseemotionalepisodes・Dispositionalpredicatesdonot

refertoemotionsquaemotions，butpresentthemasbinaryrelations・Asaconsequence，

thesyntacticstruCtureOfdispositionalpredicatesismoresensitivetothepropertiesof

theparticipantsthantotheroletheyplayintheemotionalepISOde・InChapter8We

arguethatthetwotypesofpredicatesinvoIvedifftrentcasemafkingmechanisms・

Dividingemotionpredicatesintodispositionalandoccurrencepredicateshas

consequencesfor the wayin which the relation between ES and EO palrSis

characterized・PreviousstudiesgenerallypresentESandEOpredicatesasoverlapplng

semantically，WithEOvetbsexhibitingamorecomplexstruCture・Wehavearguedthat

thedomainsofemotionalpredicatesanddispositionalpredicatesdonotoverlap，With

theexceptionofthedispositionaluseofoccurrencepredicates・Wepointedoutsome

dimcultiesthatarisewhenweattempttoderiveoccurrencepredicatesonthebasisof

dispositionalpredicates・Asmentionedintheintroductorysection，itmakesnosenseto

contrastindividual dispositionalpredicates withindividual occurrence predicates・
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Dispositionalpredicatesenterintoasemanticrelationwiththewholeparadigmofan

occurrencepredicate．Onthisaccount，jbarhasnodirectrelationtoPighten・Ithasa

relationtotheparadigmPなhten－beji・ightened．

TalkingaboutESandEOpalrSloosesmuchofitsappealoncethepalrSare

reducedtotheEOverbandthemorphologlCallyrelatedESpredicates・Itisverylikely

thatmuchoftheliteraturedevotedtothelinkingofargumentswithemotionpredicates

mightnothavebeenwrittenhadnotthejaar－jlightenpairexisted・Aquestionthat

remainsis why occurrence predicates exhibit difftrentlinking pattems cross－

lingulStically．ThisproblemwillbeaddressedinChapter6・
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Chapter5

EmotionPredicatesinRomanian

1．Introduction

ItwasarguedinChapter3thattheevidencefbrthecausativltyOfEOverbsisnotas

compellingasitseems・ThemostseriousproblemforthecausativeanalysISisposedby

theaspectualpropertiesoftheseverbs・Standardlexicalcausativesareaccomplishments，

the onlyaspectualclasswhichrepresents aneventconnguration丘ttoencodethe

CauSativerelation，SeeDowty（1979）．

2．Aspect

InwhatfbllowswewilldescribethebehaviorofRomanianEOverbswithrespectto

variousaspectualtestsanddiscusstheemerglngPictureoftheeventstruCtureOfthese

predicates・It willbe shown that these verbs do not exhibit the properties of

accomplishments・Whatismore，EOverbsdonotseemto丘tneatlylnanyOfthe

recognizedlexicalaspectualclassesJtwillbearguedthattrylngtOmatChthecausative

situationwiththiseventconngurationleadstodi侃cultiesregardingthelinkingof

argumentsaswellastherelationbetweenEOverbsandthecorrespondingreflexive

fbms．

2．1．AspectualPropertiesofRomanianEOVerbs

LexicalcausativeverbsrefbrrlngtOPhysicalactivitiesareaccomplishmentverbs・The

eventstruCtureOfthesepredicatesconsistsofaprocessculminatlngWithachangeof

state・Asmentionedbefbre，theprocessisassociatedwiththecauslngeVentandthe

changeofstateisassociatedwiththecausedevent・Thiscon貴gurationisrevealedby

aspectualtestsinvoIvingadverbialmodincation．

（1）　a．Iona spart geamulin　　3minute

Ionaux break windowP　　　　3minutes

Ionbrokethewindowin3minutes
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b．Iona spart geamulla ora3

10naux break windowat hour3

Ionbrokethewindowat30’clock

C．＊Iona spart geamu13minute

Ionaux break window3minutes

Ionbrokethewindow　＊for3minutes

The advetbialphrasein3minutein（la）applies unambiguously to the process

componentoftheverb・Sincetheprocesssubeventassociatedwithanaccomplishment

verbistelic，Onlyadverbsoflimiteddurationareacceptableinthiscontext・Duration

advetbs，Which do not reftr to a boundedinterval，do not c0－0ccur With

accomplishments．（Durationadverbssuchasthatin（lc）areacceptablewhenamass

nominalappearsino旬ectposition．The sentenceinthatcase doesnotreftrtoan

accomplishment，buttoanactivity，SeeDowty（1979），Tenny（1987）fbrtheaspectual

consequencesofthechoiceofnominalargument．）Accomplishmentsalsoc0－0ccurWith

punctualtimeadvetbs，aSin（1b）．Inthiscase，theadvefbindicatesthetimeofthe

Changeofstate．

Anadverbialphrasedenotingaleft－boundedtimeinterval，anintervalwithan

initialpolnt，isnotacceptablewithaccomplishmentverbsinthepastfbrm，thefbrm

whichimpliesthatthe change ofstate has occurred（2a）・This suggests thatthe

resultingstate，anintervalmatchingtherequlrementSOftheadverb，isnotpartofthe

eventstruCtureeXPreSSedbytheactiveformoftheverb・WithapresentformOfthevefb，

suchanadvetbialisnotveryacceptable，buttotheextenttowhichitcanbeuseditwill

modifytheprocesscomponent，aSin（2C）．Thesentenceimpliesthatthechangeofstate

hasnotyetoccurred・Torefbrtotheresultingstate，thestatefollowlngfromthechange

inducedbytheprocess，Wehavetouse adifftrentlexicalitem，aParticipleoran

a句ectiveasin（2b）．

（2）　　a．＊Iona spart geamul de　　3minute

Ionaux break windowP　　　　3minutes

＊Ionbrokethewindowsince3minutesago
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b・Geamul este spart de　　3minute

window be break－PRT P　　　3minutes

Thewindowhasbeenbrokensince3minutesago

C．？Ion sparge geamul de　　3minute

Ion break windowP　　　　3minutes

Ionhasbeenbreakingthewindowsince3minutesago

ApplyingthesameteststoEOverbsweobtaincompletelydifferentresults・Although，

glVentheparticularitiesofemotionalsituations，therearecertainrestrictionsontheuse

ofadverbialphrases，theresultsaresufncienttodrawthepictureoftheeventstruCture

forEOverbs．

（3）　PurtarealuiIon　トa enervat／bucurat／speriat／surptlnS

behaviorGEN－IonCL－auX imitate／cheered／frightened／surpnse

Pe Marinin　　＊10minute／2secunde

P－ACC Marin P　　　＊10minutes／2Seconds

Ion，sbehaviorirritatedMarinin＊10minutes／2seconds

Adverbialmodinersdenotlngatelicinterval，arenOtaCCePtablewiththeseverbs，aS

illustratedby（3）above．Theapparentlyacceptableexampleshaveadiffbrentsemantic

function・ItwillbenoticedthatonlyadverbialmodinersrefbrrlngtOShortintervalsare

acceptable・Thissuggeststhattheroleoftheadverbialisnottomeasuretheintervalof

change，aSarguedinTenny（1994），butrathertomeasurethespeedofthechange・The

speedofchange，intum，meaSureStheintensltyOftheemotion・Thisclaimissupported

bythefactthatsentencescontainlnganadverbialofthetypewearediscusslngdonot

admitmodifiCationbymeans ofdegree advetbialsindicating amoderatelevelof

emotion．

（4）　a．＊PurtarealuiIonl－aenervatPutinpeMarinin2Secunde

Ion，sbehaviorirritatedMarinalittlein2seconds

b・＊PurtarealuiIonl－aCamSPeriatpeMarincitaiclipidinochi

Ion，sbehaviorratherfrightenedMarininablink
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Ifwe removethe degreemodinersputin and cam，the sentencesin（4）above are

acceptable，like（3）．Noticethattheunacceptabilityof（4）isnotduetothedegree

adverbialsputin（alittle）andcam（rathef）whichcanaccompanyEOvefbsontheirown，

asin（5）．

（5）　a．PurtarealuiIonl－aenervat PutinpeMarin

Ion’sbehaviorirritatedMarinalittle

b．PurtarealuiIonl－aCamSPeriatpeMarin

Ion’sbehaviorratherfrightenedMarin

Ifthefunction ofthe time advetbial were the same asin construCtions with verbs

reftrrlngtOPhysicalactivities，thebanonadvetbialsrefbrrlngtOlongerintervalsoftime，

aswellasthec0－0ccurrenCereStrictionbetweentimeanddegreemodinerswouldbe

unexpected．

（6）　a．Iona deschisputinusa intreiminute／30re／3zile

Ionauxopen littledoor P3min／3hours／3days

Ionopenedthedooralittleinthreeminutes／hours／days

b．Iona cammurdarithaina intreiminute／treizile

Ionauxrathersoil coat P3minutes／days

Ionrathersoiledhiscoatinthreeminutes／days

We sawin（lb）thataccomplishmentvefbs c0－OCCurfreelywithpunctualadvetbs・

PunctualadverbsdonotsoundverynaturalinsentenceswithEOverbs，buttemporal

Clausesreferringtoapunctualtimeintervalareperftctlyacceptable（7）・Aswasthecase

withaccomplishmentverbsrefbrrlngtOPhysicalactivities，PunCtualadverbialsdenote

the momentwhenthe change ofstate occurred・The experiencer，s emotionalstate

Changedfromnotirritatedtoimitatedat30，clock，OrWhenIonburstintolaughter・

（7）　Ionl－a enervat Pe Marincind aizbucnitinris／？laora3

IonCL－auXirritate P－ACCMarinwhenheburstintolaughter／？at3

IonirritatedMarinwhenhelaughed／？at30，clock
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Durationadvetbialsfreelyc0－0ccurWithEOvefbs．

（8）　Purtarealui Ionl－a enervat Pe Marin30re

behaviorGEN－）IonCL－auX imitate P－ACC Marin3hours

IonirritatedMarinfbr3hours

Aswesawabove，SuChadverbialsareacceptableinsentenceswithverbsreftrrlngtO

PhysICalactivitiesonlywhentheo切ectisamassnoun．InthiscasetheconstruCtion

doesnothaveanaccomplishmentreadingbutanactivltyreading・Thedurationadverb

measurestheprocessinwhichtheactorisinvoIvedandtheconstruCtionimpliesthatthe

Changeofstatehasnotoccurred．WithEOverbs，thedurationadverbialmeasuresthe

resulting state，followlngthe emotionalchange・AspectualtestsinvoIving advetbial

modincationtellusthefollowlngabouttheeventstruCtureOfaccomplishmentsandof

EOved）S．

●　BothaccomplishmentsandEOverbsseemtohaveaneventstruCtureCOnSistlngOf

two subevents・One subeventis punctual and the other has duration・The

interpretationofsentenceswithadverbsofpunctualtimesuggeststhatthepunctual

Subevent canbeidentinedwiththe change ofstateincurredby theundergoer

PartlCIPant．

●　Thetwotypesofpredicatediffbrwithrespecttothenatureandpositionofthe

durationalsubeventrelativetothechange・Accomplishmentscontainatelicinterval，

anintervaldelimitedbythemomentofthechangeofstate・Adverbialtests，See

example（8），indicatethatEOverbscontainanintervalintheireventstruCturebut

theintervalisnotatelicinterval，aSinthecaseofaccomplislments・

Theimplicationrelationsbetweensentenceswithperfbctandprogressiveforms can

help make clearer the difftrences between EO predicates and standard

accomplishments．

AsentencewiththeprogressiveformOfanaccomplishmentimpliesthefalsity

OfthecorrespondingsentencewiththeperfbctformOftheverb（9b）l）．Thisimplication

relationisdeterminedbytheeventstruCtureOftheverb・TheprogressivefbrmSelectsa

（homogeneous）interval・Inthiscaseithighlightstheactivityoftheactor．Theuseofthe
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perftctform2）assertstheoccurrenceofthechangeofstate・Thefactthatassertlngthe

processsubeventimpliesthefalsityoftheconstructionassertlngthechangeofstate

suggeststhatthechangecomponentintheeventstruCtureOfthevefbisorderedafterthe

PrOCeSSCOmPOnent．

（9）　a．Iondarimacasa－－＞＊Ionadarimatcasa

IonispullingdownthehouseM＞＊Ionhaspulleddownthehouse

b．Iondarimacasa一一一＞＊Iondarimasecasa

Ionwaspu11ingdownthehouse”－＞＊Ionhadpulleddownthehouse

InthecaseofEOverbsasentencewiththeprogressivefbrmoftheverbimpliesthe

truthofthecorrespondingsentencewiththeperftctformOfthevetb（10）・

（10）　a．CarteailamuzapeIon－－＞Carteal－aamuzatPeIon

ThebookamusesIon－…＞ThebookhasamusedIon

b．CarteailamuzapeIon”＞CarteailamuzasepeIon

ThebookwasamuslngIonM＞ThebookhadamusedIon

Assumlngthattheprogressivefbrmselectsanintervalandtheperfbctformisassociated

with apoint on the temporalaxis（the change ofstate），theimplicationrelations

illustratedbythe sentencesabove suggestthat，inthecase ofEOverbs，theorder

betweenthepolntandtheintervalselectedbytheprogressiveisthereverseoftheorder

observedwithstandardaccomplishments・Indeed，theinterpretationofthesesentences

clearlyindicatesthattheintervalrefbrredtobytheprogressiveformisnotastateora

processleadingtothechangeofstate，butthestateresultingfromthechange・

The same conclusion can be drawn丘om evidenceinvoIving coruolned

sentences・Withaccomplishmentverbs，thecort）unCtionofasentenceintheperfbctwith

asentenceintheprogressiveresultsinacontradiction・SuchcoIt］Olnedsentenceswith

EOverbsarewe11－formed．

（11）　a．＊Ionadarimatcasasiodarimasiacum

Ionhaspulleddownthehouseandisstillpullingitdown

b．Carteal－aamuzatPeIonsiilamuzasiacum

ThebookamusedIonanditisstillamuslnghim
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Example（lla）iscontradictorybecauseitassertsthatboththeresult（thechangeof

state）andthecause（theprocessleadingtothatchange）holdatthesametime・Example

（11b）merelyassertsthatachangeofstatehasoccurredandthattheresultingstatestill

Obtains．Hence（llb）iswellformed．

TheresultsoftheaspectualtestsperfbrmedsofararesummedupinFig・l・

Evenacursoryglanceshowsthatthetwotypesofverbsbelongtoverydi舵rent

aktionsarttyPeS．

A ccom plislm ents Em otion V etbs

ln X m ln： Ok nO

atx ： Ok ？ok

fo rx m in： nO ok

PrOgreSSive－－＞perfbct： nO yeS
Perftct＆progressive： nO yeS

TheinterpretationofsentenceswithderivedformsofaccomplishmentsandEO

verbsalsorevealscertaindiffbrencesbetweenthesepredicates・Thesediffbrencesbear

ontheeventstruCtureOfthetwotypesofpredicate・TheactivefbrmOfaccomplishment

vetbscannotbeusedtoreftrtothestateresultingfromthechange・Theparticiple，Oran

a句ectivemustbeusedtothisefftct．EOvefbs，Ontheotherhand，Canbeusedintheir

verbalformtoreftrtotheresultingstate・Advetbialmodinersrevealthisdistinction・

（12）　a．Ion darima casa de3zile

Ion－NOMpulldown－PROGhouse－ACCP3days

Ionhasbeenpullingdownthehousefbr3days

b・Cartea il plictiseste peIon de3zile

book－NOMCL－ACCbore－PROGP－ACCIonP3days

Ionhasbeenboredwiththebookfor3days

Theadverbialmodinerde3zilemeasuresanintervalfromitsinitialpolntOn・Inthis
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Senseitisthemirrorimageofinxtime・Usedwithaccomplishmentsitmarkstheinitial

momentoftheprocessleadingtothechangeofstate．Sentence（12a）abovecannotbe

usedtorefbrtotheintervalfbllowingthechangeofstate・Thatis，（12a）istrueifthe

houseisstillstanding．Sentence（12b），Ontheotherhand，reftrstothestatefbllowing

thechangeofstate・Theexperiencermusthaveundergonethechangefromnotboredto

boredfor（12b）tobetrue．

ForEOverbs，SentenCeSlike（12b）aboveandsentenceswitha句ectivalfbrms

refbrrlngtOtheemotionalstatefbllowlngthechangearepracticallysynonimous・Both

reftrtothesameintervaloftime，namely，theintervalfbllowlngthechangeofstate・

Withaccomplishmentverbs，PartlCIPialconstruCtionsrefbrringtotheresulting state

carryadif托rentmeanlngfiomconstruCtionsinvoIvingtheactiveformoftheverb・

Whilethefbrmerreftrtotheresultingstate，thelatterrefbrtotheprocessleadingtothe

Changeofstate．

（13）　a．CarteailplictisestepeIon　　＜＝＞Ionesteplictisit decarte

bookbore－PROG P－ACCIon Ionbebore－PARTPbook］

ThebookisboringIon Ionisboredwiththebook

b．Iondarima casa　＊＜＝＞Casaestedarimata

Ionpulldown－PROGhouse housebepulldown－PART

Assumlng that both accomplishments and EO vetbs are associated with complex

situationsinvoIvingaprocess fbllowedbyachangebringlngaboutanewstate，the

difftrences regarding the event struCture Ofthe two types ofpredicates can be

representedasfbllows：

Fig2

Accomplishments

brocess］＞＞＞［change］＞＞＞lstate］

EOverbs

brocess］＞＞＞［change］＞＞＞lstate］

TheunderlinedpartrepresentsthesubeventsactuallyincludedintheeventstruCtureOf

thepredicate・Thepartthatisnotunderlinedrepresents subeventswhich，although
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impliedby the use ofthe predicate，arenOtincludedinits event struCture・Such

subeventscannotbeexpresseduslngtheactivefbmOftheverb・EOverbsseemtobe

themirrorimageofaccomplislmentverbs・ThefbrmercontainintheireventstruCturea

changeofstateandtheresultingstate，thelatterincludeaprocessandtheresulting

Changeofstate．

2．2．MapplngProblems

Theaspectualclassofstandardlexicalcausativesisaccomplishment・Dowty（1979）

arguesthatthisistobeexpected．

‖卯乃eαα∽加∫加わ瑠e招erαJ〟reO乃′′Cα〟∫αかe∫′リ乃G∫■ゐecJα∫∫げver鮎伽re

r密rred　わ　α∫　Cα〃∫αかe∫　∫eem∫　わ　あe co一α励∫加　W打力　伽　cJα∫∫　げ

dCCO〝画∫ゐ椚e姉血〃gゐα軍eCねはJW乃加如Je∫ねJg鹿血∫ef乃2・2・j・ゐdVe乃0g

あee乃〟∫edわ垂伽e血cJα∫∫．乃ねco乃Ve曙e乃Ceね乃OJ∫〃甲rわれgw力e乃0乃ereCα偵

′力α′助乃町CO那gderedαCCO〝画わあme乃ねわあede∫Cr加あわα∫〝r摘g乃gわd O〟g

thatp”jbrsomeprqpositionp．H（Dowty1979：91）

Infact，Dowtyarguesthatallaccomplishmentsshouldbeanalysedascausatives・With

thenotableexceptionoftheRRGtreatmentadvocatedbyVanValin（VanValinand

LaPolla1997），theassociationbetweencausativevetbsandaccomplishmentsseemsto

begenerallyaccepted．

We have seenthataccomplislments consistoftwo subevents：anaCtivlty，

fbllowedbyachangeofstate・ItiseasytomaptheprototypICalcausativesituationonto

thiseventstruCture・TheactivltySubeventoftheaccomplishmentcanbeassociatedwith

thecauslngeVentinthecausativesituationandthechangeofstatesubeventwiththe

causedevent・Thetwosubeventsaretemporallyordered，Withthe activitysubevent

precedingthechangeofstatesubevent・ThistemporalorderinglSCOmPatiblewiththe

temporalorderingofeventsinacausativesituation；thecauslngeVentPreCedesthe

CauSedevent．

Thelinkingofparticipantsinthetwosubeventstosyntacticpositionscanbe

corrrectly derivedfrom this con丘guration・The activity subeventinvoIves two

particIPantS，anaCtOrandanundergoer・Thesecondsubevent，thechangeofstate，refbrs

onlytotheaffbctedparticIPant，theundergoer・ThepartlCIPantaSSOCiatedexclusively
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withthefirstsubevent，i．e．theactor，ismappedontosubjectpositionandtheunlque

participantassociatedwiththesecondsubeventismappedontoobjectposition（see

Grimshaw1991）．ThemappingbetweentheeventstruCtureOfaccomplishmentsandthe

causativesituation，aSWellasthelinkingofpartlCIPantS，lSSChematicallypresented

below．

Fig．3CausativeanalysISOfaccomplislments

EventstruCture PrOCeSS

／へ
Arguments actor，undergoer

t

Syntacticfunctions su切ect

l

PartlCIPantS CauSer，CauSee

ca。Sativesibati。nS Ca嘉霊ent

Changeofstate

uLderg。er

OPeCt
CauSee

】

causedevent

Thecompatibilitybetweenaccomplishmentsandcausativesisguaranteedbytheevent

struCture・Inbothcaseswehavetwotemporallyorderedsubevents・Thecompatibility

extendstotheparticIPantStruCtureOfthetwosubevents・ThefirstsubeventinvoIves

bothparticipantswhilethesecondsubeventinvoIvesJuStOneOftheparticIPantS・This

ensuresthesmoothlinkingofparticIPantStOSyntaCticpositions・TheparticIPantWhich

appears onlylnthe鮎Stsubevent，namelytheagent，lS aSSOCiatedwiththesu旬ect

positionwhiletheparticipantwhichappearsinthesecondsubeventislinkedtothe

O旬ectposition．

Inwhatfollowswe shallexaminethepossibilityofmapplngthecausative

situationontotheeventstruCtureOfEOverbs，aSitemergedfromtheaspectualtests

Performedabove．

C0－0ccurrenCe With advefbial modiners and the semantic relation between

progressiveandperftctformShavesuggestedthattheeventstruCtureOfEOvetbscould

bedecomposedintotwosub－eVentS，aChangeofstatesubeventanda（resulting）state

subevent・IfweconsidertheeventstruCtureOftheprototypicalcausativesituationitis

clear that such an event struCtureis not readily compatible with the causative

interpretation・Thisis because boththe change ofstate and the resulting state are
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normallyinterpretedascorrespondingtothecausedevent・EOverbs，then，COntainno

SubeventintheireventstruCturethatcouldberelatedtothecauslngeVent・

Fig．4．

＞＞＞＞＞changeofstate＞＞＞＞＞resultingstate

CauSlngeVent＞＞＞＞＞causedevent

Thesu句ectofEOvetbshasbeenanalyzedastheCauser，SeePesetsky（1995）・ACauser，

however，lSthemainparticIPantinthe causlngeVent・Wehaveseenthattheevent

struCtureOfEOvetbscannotaccommodatethecauslngeVent・Thisleavesuswithtwo

questions・Thenrstis：WheredoesthecausativeinterpretationofEOvefbscomefrom？

Giventheaspectualproperties，WiththeimplicationstheyhavefortheeventstruCtureOf

theverb，EOverbsshouldbeinterpretedatmostasinchoatives・TheintuitionthatEO

verbsarecausativesissostrongthatithaspromptedresearcherssuchasGrimshaw，

Tenny and Pustqovsky，reSearChers wholay specialimportance on the efftct of

aktionsartonsemanticandsyntacticproperties，tOtreatEOverbsasaccomplishments，

insplteOfclearevidencetothecontrary．

ThesecondquestionconcemSthemapplngOfthestimulusargumenttosu旬ect

position・The event struCture Of EO verbs suggested above seems to select the

experiencerratherthanthestimulusfbrsubjectposition．Thisisbecausethechangeof

stateregardstheexperiencer・Consequently，theexperiencerparticIPantmuStbelinked

tothenrstsubevent・ItispossibletointroducethestimulusparticIPantintheresulting

state，butthen，glVenthegenerallyacceptedlinkingrules，thisparticIPantShouldget

mappedonto objectposition．Fig．5belowrepresents schematicallythe difnculties

arlSlngWhenwetrytomap the eventstruCture OfEOverbs ontotheprototypICal

CauSativesituation．
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Fig．5

EventstruCture

Arguments

Syntacticfunctions

0
　
　
　
　
－

Panicipants cau竿アe
Causativesituations causlngeVent

慧芸ate‡器iml。S
AL／　B

CauSee

l

causedevent

ThecauslngeVent，aSitisgenerallyunderstood，rePreSentStheeventinwhichthecauser

andthe causeeinteract．The causedeventthat fbllowspresentsthe changeresulting

fromthisinteraction・Thechangeafftctsonlythecauseeandnotthecauser・Theevent

struCtureOfEOverbsseemstoconsistofthechangeofstatesub－eVentfbllowedbya

StateSub－eVent・TheExperienceristheonlypartlCIPantinthenrstsub－eVent・Thestate

sub－eVentCanbearguedtoinvoIveboththeExperiencerandtheStimulusparticIPant

becausetheresultingstateoftheExperiencerisanintentionalstate，aStatedirected

towardsano句ect．

ApplyingthestandardlinkingrulestothiseventstructurewillyieldtheES

linking・The Experiencer，Whichis the onlypartlCIPantinthe nrst sub－eVent，getS

mappedontosu切ectposition，ifananalysissuchasGrimshaw（1990）isadopted・”me

g川ピタ・（J／血J／釧J∫血JJ…川JgM肝JJ川力′ぐ恒）fJJ・7両，（JJP・V血J／町伽山血相脚両肌川川畑

∫励Cg〟reg∫mOreprO〝血e乃JJカα〃α乃α曙〟me〃Jwあわカタαr庇如Je∫わ7血∫eCO刀か〟か

event”（CrGrimshaw1990：26）．FunctionAinthengureaboveshould，then，besubject・

Consequently，theStimulusargument，Whichappearsonlyinthesecondsub－eVent，Will

appearinoqectposition（functionBabove）．Thesyntacticfunctionsactuallyassigned

toparticipantsare，however，thereverse．AisinrealitytheobjectandBisthesubject・

Grimshawinvokedtheaspectualtier，Whichreflectsthecausaldimensionof

predicates，inordertoavoidthelinkingproblemposedbyEOvetbs，glVentheThematic

Hierarchy・Buttheaspectualpropertiesrevealedbytheseverbsclearlyshowthatthe

solutionisnotviable・ApplyingGrimshaw，s generalizationabove totherealevent

StruCtureOfEOverbs，lnSteadofassumlngatheoreticallyconvenienteventstruCture，

yieldsagalnthewronglinkingpattem，JuStaStheThematicHierarchydid・Inwhat
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fbllowsweshallattemptto坑ndasolutionforthelinkingproblemandsuggestasource

fortheintuitiveappealofthecausativehypothesis・

2．3．TheChangeofStateComponent

TheeventstruCtureOfEOverbs，aSreVealedbyaspectualtests，doesnotcorrespondto

anyofthestandardaspectualclasses，Itwasdemonstratedthattheseverbscannotbe

identinedwithaccomplishments・Accomplishmentsconsistinaprocessculminatlngln

achangeofstate・EOverbsseemtodescribeachangeofstateandtheresultingstate

thatfbllowsfromit・Norisitpossibletocharacterizethesevetbsasachievements・

AchievementsarepunctualwhileEOverbshaveadurationalcomponent・

PreviouslingulSticliteratureisnotveryclearontheexactstatusofthesevetbs・

Dowty（1976）describes emotion predicatesin this class，Which he ca11S‘psych－

movementverbs，，aSStativepredicateshavinganachievementuse・VanVoorst（1992）

attacksthecausativeanalysisofEOverbsonthebasisoftheiraspectualproperties・He

arguesthatwithrespecttovariousaspectualtestspsychologlCalpredicatesrangewith

achievements and states and diffbrfromactivities and accomplishments・VanVoorst

claims that all psychologlCal predicates have the properties of‘non，PunCtual

achievements，because，unlikegenuinestates，they’takeplace，・Hedoesnotattemptto

explainwhy predicates withthese aspectualproperties have been characterized as

CauSatives．

TheRomaniandatapresentedintheprevioussectionsupportstheconclusion

thatEOverbs shareproperties withachievements and states・Onepossibilityis to

attributetothemtheeventstructureassumedintheprevioussection，aCOmPlexevent

StruCture COmPrlSlng aChange ofstate sub－eVentand a state sub－eVent・This event

struCtureWOuldbea重fthaspectualclass，fbundonlywithpsychologlCalpredicates・The

disadvantageofthisanalysISisthatthelinkingpattemltyieldsisthewrongone，aS

demonstratedabove．

Wecould，alternatively，adoptVanVoorst，sanalysISandarguethatEOverbs

arenon－PunCtualachievements・TheeventstruCtureWOuldthenconsistofaslngleevent・

ThiswouldleaveuswiththemapplngPrOblematthepointwherewestarted・Besides，

describing EO verbs as achievements，albeit’non－PunCtual，is notintuitively very

appealing・Theargumentso脆redbyVanVoorstforhisaccountarenotverystrong・The

onlytestswherepsychologlCalpredicatesbehavelikeachievementsratherthatstatesare
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passivizationandc0－0ccurrenCeWithadvefbsofintenslty・VanVoorstclaimsthatstative

verbsingeneraldonothavepassivefbmS，Whichisincorrect・Dispositionalemotion

predicatesalsohavepassiveformS，althoughitwasarguedinChapter4thattheybehave

likeprototypICalstates．

（14）　a．Prieteniiil admira／iubesc／urascpeIon

friends CL－ACCadmire／love／hate P－ACCIon

Friendsadmire／love／hateIon

b．Ionesteadmirat／iubit／uritdeprleteni

Ionisadmire／love／hate－PARTPfriends

Ionisadmired／loved／hatedbyhisfriends

TheremainlngeVidencerefbrstoc0－0ccurrenCeWithadverbsofintenslty・VanVoorst

presentsthefbllowlngeXamPlestosupporthisclaimthatpsychologicalvefbshave

achievementproperties．

（15）　a．＊Hewaspainfullymisslngthreeteeth

b．Hecouldhearmewithouteffbrt

（16）　a．ThesewarsspontaneouslystruCkmeasveryfutile

b．Heamusedmewithoutanytrouble

C・Johnwaseasilyfrightenedbythesesalespeople，sappearences

d．Idislikethesemealsintensely

Example（15a）illustratesthebehaviorofstateswhile（15b）illustratesthebehaviorof

achievements．Sentences（16a－d）presentvariousclassesofpsychologicalvetbs・Allthe

examplesare，aCCOrdingtoVanVoorst，aCCePtable，indicatlngthatpsychologlCalvefbs

palrWithachievementsratherthanwithstates・VanVoorstfurtherarguesthatthewayln

whichtheadvefbcombineswiththevetbinthecaseofpsychologicalvetbsdiffbrs丘om

thewaylnWhichitcombineswithstateverbs，inthecaseswhereanadverbofintenslty

appearstomodifyastativevefb．

（17）　Thesedogsstinktemibly
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AccordingtoVanVoorst，theadvetbin（17）abovespecinesthedegreeofthestate，i・e・

theintensltyOfthesmell，andnottheongolngSOfthestinkingevent・Theadverbsin

（16a－d）arearguedtobehavediffbrently．

Theacceptabilityofthesesentencesisnotbeyonddispute・Itisalsoworth

notlClngthatheofftrsnoexampleofanEOverbintheactivefbrm・Exampleslike

（16b）invoIve the agentive reading ofan EO verb，Which has distinct aspectual

PrOPerties．

InRomanian，SentenCeSWithactivefbrmsofEOverbsmodinedbyadvetbsof

intensltyarenOtnatural．

（18）　a．＊Articolull－aSurPrins／amuzat／plictisit usor／greu peIon

article－NOMsurprize／amuse／bore withease／difncultyP－ACCIon

Thearticlesurprized／amused／boredIonwithease／withdifBculty

b・＊Vizitelepolitistuluil－au SPeriat／suparatspontan peIon

call－NOMpoliceman－GENscare／anger spontaneouslyP－ACCIon

Thepoliceman，scallsscared／angeredIonspontaneously

Degreeadverbsareacceptableonlywhentheyspecifytheintensityoftheemotional

State．

（19）　Viziteleo飢eruluidepolitiel－auSPeriat／suparat／plictisitintens／putinpeIon

Thepoliceman，scallsscared／angered／boredIonintensely／alittle

Thissuggeststhat，inRomanianatleast，EOverbspalrWithstatesratherthanwith

achievementsinthisrespect・TheonlyremainlngeVidencefortheachievement－like

behavior ofEO vetbsis the c0－0ccurrenCe Withpunctualadvetbs orwith clauses

specifyingapunctualinterval．Asmentionedabovetherearepragmaticlimitationson

theapplicabilityofthistest・However，theevidenceseemstoindicatethatEOverbs，

unlikestativeemotionpredicates，CanberelatedtoapolntOnthetimeaxis，thatthey

’takeplace’atspecinctimes，aSVanVoorstsuggested・

（20）　a．Ionl－aSuParat／speriatpeMariniericinds－auimpartltPremiile

Ionangered／scaredMarinyesterday，Whentheawardsweredistributed
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b・＊Marinl－aiubit／respectatpeIoniericinds－auimpartltPremiile

Marinloved／respectedIonyesterday，Whentheawardsweredistributed

Theevidenceisnotsufncient，however，tOaSSlgntheverbstotheachievementclass・

Unlikesimilarsentenceswithgenuineachievements，thesentencesabovedonotsay

anythingabouttheconclusionoftheevent・Onlytheinitialpointoftheemotionalevent

ismappedontothetimeaxis・Itcouldbethecasethattheexperiencerisstillinthe

emotionalstate thatwasinitiatedatthe time specinedbythe advetbialphrase・A

sentencesuchas（21）belowimpliesthattheeventhasreacheditsculminationatthe

timeindicatedbytheadvefbialclause・Suchaninterpretationisnotavailablewith

standard achievement predicates・It cannot be the case that the visualexperience

continuesafterthemomentoftimespecinedbytheadverb・（Itisworthnoticingthat

perceptionverbssuchas’see，areamongVanVoorst’S’non－PunCtualachievements’）・

（21）Ionl－aVaZutPeMariniericinds－auimpartltPremiile

IonsawMarinyesterday，Whentheawardsweredistributed

AnotherimportantdifferencebetweenEOverbsandachievementsisthepossibilityof

uslngthepresentfomtOreftrtoanongolngeVent・Achievementscannotbeusedinthis

way・Withachievementsthepresentformhasagenericorhabitualreadingoritrefbrsto

afutureevent．PerceptlOnVerbsare su句ecttoakindofpersonrestriction；theyare

acceptableinthisfbrmonlywhentheexperiencerisinthelstpersonslngular・EO

verbs，Ontheotherhand，Canbeusedinthepresentfbrmwithaprogressivereading

irrespectiveofthefbaturesoftheexperiencer．

（22）　a．Ion叫ungeaCaSa

Ionarrive－PREShome

Ionarriveshome

b．？Ionvedecasa

Ionsee－PREShouse

Ionseesthehouse
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C．Euvadcasa

Isee－PREShouse

Iseethehouse

d．CadoulilbucurapeIon

PreSentCheer－PRESIon

ThepresentcheersIon

e．PurtareatailsuparapeIon

behavioryouranger－PRESIon

YourbehaviorangersIon

Sentences（22a）and（22b）invoIveachievementverbs．Example（22a）hasafuture

readingandexample（22b）isacceptableonlyinanarrativecontext・Example（22C），

however，isperftctlyacceptable．Sentences（22d，e），WithEOvetbs，aremOStnaturally

interpretedasreftrringtoanongoingsituation，although（22e）mayalsohaveahabitual

reading．

ThedatapresentedaboveallowsustoconcludethatEOverbsdifftrfrOm

genuineachievementsinimportantrespects・ThebehaviorofaverbbelonglngtOan

aktionsarttype shouldbeconsistentwiththepropertiesofthatclassthroughoutits

fbrms・Ifaverbisanachievementitisexpectedtobehaveinapredictablewayinthe

pastbutalsointhepresentfrom・Avetbcannotbeanachievementonlyinthepasttense・

Whatthedata aboveindicatesisthe factthat，althoughEOverbs appeartocontain

specincationofapolntOnthetemporalaxis，thereislittleevidencethatthispolnt

shouldbeinterpretedasadistinctsub－eVent・Otherwiseexpressed，thereisnosufncient

prooffbrthepresenceofaBECOMEoperatorinthesemanticstruCtureOfEOverbs・

TheinterpretationofsentencescontainlngthepresentfbrmOftheverbisparticularly

importantinthissense・Evenifpercept10nVerbsinthepresentfbrmcanrefbrtoa

presentmomentiftheExperienceristhespeaker，thisdoesnotmeanthattheyrefbrto

aninterval．Thosesentencesarejusttrueatthemomentofspeech・Bycontrast，Similar

sentencesinvoIvinganEOverb，SuChasexamples（22d，e）above，Clearlyreftrtoan

intervaloftimethatincludesthemomentofspeech・Asarguedbefbre，thisintervalof

timerefbrstotheresultingstate，thestateobtainlngafterthechange・

IfEOverbsarenotachievements，Whataspectualclassdotheybelongto？The
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remainlngPOSSibilityistotreatthem as states・Whatdistinguishes EO verbsfrom

typICalstatesisthepossibilityofc0－0ccurrlngWithadverbialsmodinersdeterminlng

SPeCinctimes，thefactthattheyseemtohappenatspecinctimes・Thisisnot，however，

aninsurmOntableproblem・Thereisagenerallyacceptedclassofstativepredicates

whichc0－0ccurWithspecinctimeadverbialmodiners，namelystage－levelpredicates・

2．4．EOVerbsandStage－LevelPredicates

Thedistinctionbetweenstage－levelandindividua1－1evelpredicateshasreceivedalotof

attentioninrecentyears，SeeCarlson（1977），Diesing（1992），Kratzer（1989）・Stage－

levelpredicatesreftrtotransitorystates，Whereasindividua1－1evelpredicatesreftrto

PermanentStateS・Unlikeindividua1－1evelpredicates，Stage－levelpredicatescanc0－0ccur

withspecinctimemodiners．Thea句ectivesvizibil（visible）anddiH”nibil（available）

in（23，24）belowarestage－levelpredicates．Theirbehaviorwhenmodinedbyspecinc

timeadverbialscontrastswiththatofindividua1－1evelpredicatessuchasinalt（tall，high）

Or甲atios（roomy）．

（23）　a．IerilatreiMunteleEveresteravizibil

YesterdayatthreeMountEverestwasvisible

b．＊IerilatreiMunteleEveresterainalt

YesterdayatthreeMountEverestwashigh

（24）　a．Ierilatreisaladesedinteeradisponibila

Yesterdayatthreetheconftrencehallwasavailable

b．＊Ierilatreisaladesedinteeraspatioasa

Yesterdayatthreetheconftrencehallwasroomy

Kratzer（1989）argues that the distinction between stage－levelandindividua1－1evel

predicatescanbeattributedtothepresenceofaspatio－temPOraleventargumentinthe

argumentstructureofthefbrmer・Shesupportsherclaimbyshowlngthatonlystage－

levelpredicatesadmitlocativemodinersofthepredicate・

Thepairsbelowillustratethiscontrast．Although（25b）isnotungrammatical，

like（26b），thelocativephrasedoesnotmodifythepredicate，aSitdoesinthecaseofthe

Stage－levelpredicatein（25a），butthenoun．Example（26b）isacceptableonthereading

thattheNorthernpartofMountEverestishighandnotwiththemeanlngthatMount
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EverestishighatsomelocationNorthofthespeaker，sposition・

（25）　a．MunteleEverestestevizibillaNord

MountEverestisvisibleattheNorth

b．MunteleEverestesteinaltlaNord

MountEverestishighintheNorth

（26）　a．Pompleriisuntdisponibiliincurte

Firemenareavailableintheyard

b．＊Pompleriisuntinteligentiincurte

Firemenareintelligentintheyard

TheclaimthatEOpredicatesarestage－levelpredicatesisatfirstsightappealing・Such

ananalysishasalreadybeenputforthfbrasubclassofFirmishEOpredicates3）

（Pylkkanen2000）．

Suchananalysiswouldbringanadditionalbonus・TheESpredicatesdescribed

inChapter4asdispositionpredicateshavebeenarguedtobeindividuallevel－Predicates

（Diesing1991）．IfEOvetbscouldbeidentinedwithstage－levelpredicatesthecontrast

betweendispositionalpredicatesandoccurrencepredicatesproposedinChapter4Could

betranslatedintolingulStictermsasthecontrastbetweenstage－levelandindividua1－

1evelpredicates4）・Stage－levelpredicatesandEOverbshaveincommonthefactthat

theyrefbrtotransitorystates・However，thereareanumberofaspectsdistinguishingEO

Verbsfiomstage－levelpredicates．

First，EO vetbs do notacceptlocativemodiBers as readilyas stage－1evel

predicates・Asthesentencesbelowindicate，alocativemodifieraccompanylnganEO

verbbecomes acceptable onlywhenitispairedwithatemporalmodi鮎r・Sucha

restrictiondoesnotholdforstage－levelpredicates，aStheacceptabilityofexamples

（25a）and（26a）illustrateS．

（27）　a．？？VorbeleluiIonl－auSuParatPeMarinpestrada・

Ion’swordsangeredMarininthestreet

b・VotbeleluiIonl－auSuParatPeMarinierl，PeStrada・

Ion’swordsangeredMarinyesterday，inthestreet

C・？？Unzgomotputemicl－aSPeriatpeIoninpat

AloudnoisefrightenedMaiminbed
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d・Unzgomotputemicl－aSPeriatpeIonieri，inpat

AloudnoisefrightenedMaimyeSterday，inbed

e．？？CartileトauplictlSltPeIonlabiblioteca

ThebooksboredIonatthelibrary

flCartilel－auPlictlSltPeIonieri，labiblioteca

ThebooksboredIonyesterday，atthelibrary

Thelocative modinersin the acceptable sentences（27b，d，りfunction morelike

specinersforthetemporalmodinerthanlikegenuinelocatives・Asmentionedbefore，

EOverbsarenotcomfbrtablewithveryspecinctemporalmodiners，SuChasat3：30

p・m・，Which does notmean that they rqect punctualtime modincationifthisis

expressedinaless’mathematical，form・ThelocativemodinersaboveservetOreStrict

thetimespancoveredbytheadverbieri（yesterday）inanindirectway・Thissuggests

thatifEOverbsdohaveaneventargument，thisshouldbecharacterizedasatemporal

event，ratherthanaspatio－temPOralevent．

Amore serious difftrence between EO vetbs and stage－levelpredicatesis

revealedbythewhen－Clausetest．ThistestisadaptedfromVlach（1993）・Vlachsuggests

a test fbr distinguishing stativesfrom event predicates・The test consistsin the

interpretationofthepredicatewhenitappearsinthematrixandisaccompaniedbya

when－ClausehavlnganaChievementverbaspredicate・Inthiscontextstatesprovidea

time－framefbrtheeventexpressedbythe when－Clause・Eventpredicatesreceive a

difftrentinterpretation・Theeventrefbrredtobythematrixandtheonereftrredtoby

thewhen－ClauseareconstruedasoccurrlnglnaSequenCe・InRomanianthetestglVeS

evenclearerresultsbecausethesemanticdifftrenceisassociatedwithmorphologlCal

restrictions・PerftctfbrmSOfstativepredicatesinthislanguagecannotbeusedinthe

contextofawhen－ClausecontainlngaPerfectachievement・TheimpreftctivefbrmmuSt

beusedinstead．

（28）　a．Cindl－amintilnit era tinar

WhenCLACCmeet－PERfbe－IMPERFyoung

b．＊Cindl－amintilnit afbst tinar

WhenCL－ACCmeet－PERF be－PERFyoung

WhenImethimhewasyoung
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C．Cindamtelefbnat pompleriierau disponibili

whencall－PERF　firemen be－IMPERF available

d．＊Cindamtelefonatpompleriiaufbst disponibili

whencall－PERF　　且remen be－PERFavailable

FiremenwereavailablewhenIcalled

e．Cindm－amuitat munteleera vizibil

whenlook－PERFmountainbe－IMPERFvisible

fl＊Cindm－amuitat muntele afost vizibil

whenlook－PERF mountainbe－PERFvisible

WhenIlookedthemountainwasvisible

Allthesentencesabovehavestativepredicatesinthematrixclause・Thepair（28a，b）

illustratesanindividua1－1evelpredicatewhilethepairs（28C，d）and（28e，りCOntainstage－

levelpredicates・Thereis no difftrence between the behavior of stage－leveland

individua1－1evelpredicates with respect to this test・The acceptable sentences can

receiveonlytheinterpretationonwhichthestateprovidesthetime－framefortheevent

refbrredtointhetemporalclause．

The sentencesbelowillustrate thebehaviorofeventpredicates・Withthese

predicatesboththeperfbctandtheimperfbctformcanbeused，Withthe expected

difftrenceinmeanlng・Theimperfbctformisstativeandtheeventofthematrixclause

inthiscaseisinterpretedasprovidingthetime－framefbrtheeventreferredtobythe

when－Clause・Whentheperftctfbrmisused，thetwoeventsarepresentedasoccurrlng

inasequence・Theaspectualpropertiesoftheeventpredicateareirrelevant・Although

thepair（29a，b）hasanaccomplishmentforpredicate，thepair（29C，d）anactivityandthe

pair（29e，f）anachievementpredicate，therearenosignincantdifferencesamongthe

SentenCeS．

（29）　a．Cind am叫unS lahotelIonamincat uncurcan

Whenarrive－PERfPhotelIon eat－PERF tufkey

WhenwereachedthehotelIonateaturkey

b．Cindam年IunS lahotelIonminca uncurcan

Whenarrive－PERFPhotelIoneat－IMPERFturkey

WhenwereachedthehotelIonwaseatlngaturkey
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C．Cindl－amintilnitIon aplins

Whenmeet－PERFIon cry－PERF

WhenImethimIoncried

d．Cind1－amintilnitIonplingea

Whenmeet－PERFIoncry－IMPERF

WhenImethimIonwascrylng

e．Cindamquns Ionaplecat

Whenarrive－PERFIonleave－PERF

WhenwearrivedIonleR

fCindam年IunS Ionpleca

Whenarrive－PERFIonleave－ⅠMPERF

Whenwearrived，Ionwasleavlng

EO verbs behavein the same way as eventpredicates・Both the perfbct and the

imperftctformareaVailableandthesemanticdistinctionbetweenthetwoisthesameas

inthecaseofothereventpredicates．

（30）　a．Cindi－am　intilnitpurtarea luiMarin l－aSuParatPeIon

WhenCL－ACCmeet－PERFbehaviorGEN－Marin anger－PERFIon

WhenImetthemMarin’sbehaviorangeredIon

b・Cindi－am intilnit purtarealuiMarin ilsuparape Ion

WhenCL－ACCmeet－PERFbehaviorGEN－Marinanger－IMPERFIon

WhenImetthemMarin’sbehaviorwasangerlngIon

C．CindamqunS unZgOmOt1－aSPeriat peIon

Whenarrive－PERFnoise　　frighten－PERFIon

WhenIarrivedanoisefiightenedIon

d．Cindamquns unzgomotilsperia peIon

Whenarrive－PERFnoise　　　frighten－IMPERFIon

WhenIarrivedanoisewasfrightenlngIon

Noticethattheexampleswherestage－levelpredicatesallowmodincationbypunctual

time adverbials use theimpreftct rather than the perfbctformOfthe copula，See

examples（23）and（24）．EOvetbs，Ontheotherhand，taketheperftctform，althoughthe
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imperftctisnotexcluded・This seemstoindicatethatstage－levelpredicates donot

actuallyoccuratspecincmomentsintimelikeeventpredicates・Asthenamedeftly

suggeststheyrefbrtochanglng StageSOfanindividualandthisallowsthemtobe

associatedwithpolntSOnthetemporalaxis・Butsuchstagesdonot‘occur，，theylmPly

nochangeofstateandtheyhavenointemalstruCturei・e・OnSetOrend－POint・

Wehaveseenthattheargumentsforincludingachangeofstatecomponent，aS

aseparatesubevent，intheeventstruCtureOfEOverbsarenotverystrong・Although

these predicates c0－0ccurWithadverbsofpunctualtime，theirinterpretationinthe

presenttensefbrmmakesthemclosertostatesthantoanyotheraktionsarttype・EO

vefbsbehavelikeachievementsonlylnthepresenceoftheperftctmarker・Iwouldlike

tosuggestthatEOverbscouldstillberegardedasasubclassofstativeverbs・Unlike

prototypicalstates，the states associatedwith EO verbs display a fbrmofintemal

StruCture．TheinitialpolntOftheintervalisspeciBed．

Thisisconsistentwiththeintuitionthatemotionslikeanger，SurPrlSe，ftarare

elicitedratherthanspontaneousstates・Theyariseinspecinccircumstances・Theinitial

momentismoreimportantfbrcharacterizlngtheseemotionsthanthe鮎almoment・An

emotionofthis kind comes specined fbr the circumstances whenit can arise but

COntainsnospecincationofthewaylnWhichitends．

Anger，ftar，SurPrlSe，PleasurewilloccurwhentheprototypICalstimulusismet

withandtheywilllastforalongerorshorterperiod・Advetbsofpunctualtimelocate

thisinitialpolnt・Wementionedbeforethedifftrenceininterpretationbetween

achievementsandEOverbsinthisrespect・Achievementsimplytotaloverlapbetween

theeventtheyexpressandthemomentrefbrredtobytheadvefb・EOvetbs，Ontheother

hand，arenOn－SPeCincwithregardtothedurationoftheevent・Itisonlytheinitialpolnt

thatislocatedatacertainmomentonthetemporalaxis・Thestateitinitiatescould

extendinde丘nitely．

Thisaccountalsoexplainswhythereisastrongtendencywiththisclassof

Predicatestoidentifytemporalmodinerswiththestimulus，Orthe’cause’ofthe

emotion・TheonlymomentinthetemporalconstituencyofEOvetbsthathasany

relevanceistheinitialpolntOfthestate，thatis，themomentwhentheelicitingevent

OCCurred・Ifatemporalclauseisusedwithavetbinthisclass，ltCanaPPlyonlytothis

moment・Asaconsequence，theeventrefbrredtobytheclauseisidenti鮎dwiththe

elicitingevent．
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2．5．InitialPointandChangeofState

IfthechangeofstateisnotpartoftheeventstruCtureOfthepredicate，howdoesthe

changeofstatereadingarise？itwillbearguedthatthechangeofstatereadinglSa

combinedresultofthetemporalstruCtureOfthepredicateplusthesemanticcontribution

oftheperfbctfbrm・Theuseoftheperftctintroducesapastmomentonthetemporal

axisirrespectiveoftheaspectualpropertiesoftheverb・InthecaseofEOverbsthe

Selectedpolntistheinitialmomentofthestate．

（31）　a．Cadoul l－a bucurat peIon

PreSent－NOMCL－ACCcheer－PERFP－ACCIon

ThepresentcheeredIon

b．Ion afbst putemic

Ion－NOMbe－PERFstrong

Ionwasstrong

Thestateofaffairsreferredtobysentence（31a）beganwhenIonreceivedthepresent

andlastedforanunspecinedintervaloftime・Theuseoftheperfectfbrmwillsingleout

theinitialmoment，alreadyspecinedbythestimulusargument，ratherthantheuncertain

timewhenthestatecomestoanend・Thepresenceofthestimulusargumentthuslends

aspecialweighttotheinitialmomentoftheemotionalstatebyspecifyingthesituation

markingthebeglnnlngOfthatstateofaffairs．

AsentencewithaprototypICalstativeverbinthepastfbrmimpliesthatthe

stateexpressedbytheverbnolongerholds．Thefunctionofsentence（31b）isnotto

refbrtoapaststateofaffairs．Thatisachievedbyusingtheprogressive・Sentence（31b）

hastheimplicationsofanegativesentence，aSillustratedby（32b）・Thisisnotthecase

Withsentence（31a）．

（32）　a．Cadoull－abucuratpeIon＊⇒CadoulnuilbucurapeIon

ThepresentcheeredIon ThepresentcheersIon

b．IonafostputemiC⇒Ionnuesteputemic

Ionwasstrong Ionisstrong
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ESvetbslike，iubi（love），admira（admire），uri（hate），etC．behavelikeprototypical

StateSinthisrespect．

Itmightbeobjectedthatthisisahair－SPlittingaccount・Whatisachangeof

state，afterall，ifnotthebeglnnlngOfanewstate？Thedistinction，minorasitmight

seem，hasimportantconsequencesfbrtheeventstruCtureOfthepredicates・Ifthechange

OfstateisincludedintheeventstruCtureOfthepredicateweobtainaneventstruCture

consistlngOftwosubevents，OneOfwhichcouldbeassociatedwiththepresenceofthe

BECOMEoperatorinloglCalstructure・OnceincludedintheloglCalstruCtureOfthe

Predicate，theoperatorshouldmakeitspresencefeltirrespectiveoftenseandaspect

specincations・Thismeansthattheverbsshoulddisplayachievementpropertiesinthe

presentfbrmtoo．Theunacceptability（despiteVanVoorst’sclaimtothecontrary）of

degreeadvefbialsmodifyingtheongolnSOfthechangeofstatesubevent，ratherthanthe

intensityofthestate，WOuldalsoremainunexplained．

IfweexcludethechangeofstatecomponentfromtheeventstruCtureOfthese

PredicatesweareleftwithasimpleeventstruCtureCOntainlngaSlnglesubevent，aState・

The peculiarlty Ofthis semantic class consistsin the nature ofthe state・Unlike

prototypICalstates，thestatesrefbrredtobyEOverbsarebounded，i・e・theycontain

specincationoftheinitialpolnt・ThisstruCtureCanaCCOuntfbrthecontrastbetweenthe

interpretation ofpast and presentforms・It can also explain the other aspectual

PrOPertiesofEOverbs．

InthissectionitwasarguedthatEOvetbsare，afterall，akindofstative

predicates・The states expressedbytheseverbs are distinguishedfromprototypICal

StateSin having arudimentarylntemalstruCture・Let，s callthese states occurrent

psychologicalstates・Occurrentpsychologicalstatesarestateswithamarkedonset・The

presenceoftheonsetdistlnguishesthemfromthetransitorystatesrefbrredtobystage－

levelpredicates・Itis not clear whether occurrent psychologlCalstates should be

analyzedasasub－tyPeOfstage－levelstatesorasanindependenttype・Whatseemsclear，

however，isthefactthatthedelimitationbetweenstatesandeventsisnotasclear－CutaS

previouslythoughtandthatthereareseveralintemediarycategories・EOverbscanbe

locatedsomewhereonthecontinuumseparatlngStateSffomevents，SOmehowcloserto

eventsthanstage－levelpredicates．
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3．TheCausativeInterpretation

InthefollowlngSeCtionswewillinvestlgatetheproblemofthecausativeinterpretation

ofEOverbs・AsmentionedinChapter3，ithasbecomealmoststandardtoattributea

causative struCture tO EO predicates・The analysISis based on a stronglntuition

regardingtheinterpretationoftheseverbs・Theintuitionissostrongastomakelinguists

blatantlyignorethelingulSticreality，SeethecrltlqueOfGrimshawandPustqovskyin

Chapter3・ThequestionlS，CantheaspectualstructureofEOverbsproposedinthis

SeCtionaccountfbrthisintuition？

3．1．TheSourceoftheCausativeInterpretation

InordertounderstandthepeculiarltyOfEOverbsitisusefultodrawadistinction

between a causative situation and a causative construCtion．A causative situation，aS

dennedinShibatani（1976），ischaracterizedbycertainproperties：itinvoIvestwoevents，

el and e2；the events areina particularrelation，itis assumed that without the

occurrenceofeltherewouldbenooccurrenceofe2；thetwoeventsaretemporally

orderedel＞e2・Acausativeformisafbrmspecializedinencodingsuchasituation・Itis

POSSibletoexpressacausativesituationwithoutusingacausativeform，aSin（33）・

（33）　Jolmpressedthebuttonandthelightswenton

Weinterpret（33）asreftrringtoacausativesituation．Thetwoevents，PreSSingthe

button and thelight golng On，are aSSumed to be temporally ordered andin a

dependencerelation，inthesensethatthelightswouldnotgoonifthebuttonwerenot

pressed．Thisdoesnotmake（33）acausativeconstruCtion．ThesameconstruCtioncan

OCCurindif托rentcontextswithoutacausativeinterpretation．

（34）　Johnpressedthebuttonandenteredtheroom

Theeventsin（34）mightbeintemporalsuccession，butthereisnoimplicationthatthe

SeCOndevent（enteringtheroom）wouldnotoccurintheabsenceofthenrstevent・

Acausativefbrm，Whethersyntacticorlexical，reftrstoacausativesituation・

Suchafbrmalwaysmakesreftrencetotwoevents‥thecauslngandthecausedevent・

Thechoiceoftenseandaspectmafkersdoesnotchangethisfact・
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The situations described by means of sentences with EO vefbs can be

characterizedascausativesituations．Thesituationsmakereferencetotwoevents，the

triggerlngeVentandtheresultingemotionalstate・ThetrlggerlngeVentisindependent

from，andprlOrtOtheemotionalevent・Itisassumedthattheemotionalstatewouldnot

occurintheabsenceofthetrlggerlngeVent・TheactiveformSOfEOverbs，however，do

notrefbrtoacausativesituation，aSdescribedabove．ComparethepalrSOfsentences

below．

（35）　a．Articolul l－a SuParat Pe Ion

article－NOMCL－ACCanger－PERFP－ACCIon

ThearticleangeredIon

b．Articolul i－a displacut lui Ion

article－NOMCL－DATdislike－PERFDATIon

Iondislikedthearticle

C．Ion adetestat articolul

Ion－NOMdetest－PERFarticle－ACC

Iondetestedthearticle

（36）　a．Articolul il supara pe Ion

article－NOMCL－ACCanger－PROGP－ACCIon

b．Articolul ii displace luiIon

article－NOMCL－DATdislike－PROGDATIon

Iondislikesthearticle

c．Ion detesta articolul

Ion－NOMdetest－PROGarticle－ACC

Iondeteststhearticle

Thesentencesin（35）exemplifythebehavioroftheperfbctandthosein（36）thatofthe

present（progressive）formsofanEOverb，OfaDativeSu句ectverbandofanESverb，

respectively・ThesemanticcontrastbetweenEOvefbsandtheotheremotionvefbsis

feltonlyinexample（35a），Wherethepastfbrmoftheverbisused・Whilesentences

（35b）and（35C）reftrtopastrelations，（35a）Canbedescribedasrefbrringtoacausative

situation．Thatis，thesentencesin（35）Couldbeinformallyrepresentedasbelow・
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（37）　a．past（lEVENT（article）］CAUSElEMOTION（Ion，article）］）

b．past（［EMOTION（Ion，article）］）

C．PaSt（lEMOTION（Ion，article）］）

In（36），Ontheotherhand，thesentencewithanEOverb（36a）isinterpretedinthesame

mannerastheothertwosentences・RatherthanexpresslngaCauSativesituation，the

SentenCe describes a relation between an experiencer and an o句ect・Allthe three

SentenCeSin（36）Canberepresentedas（38）below・

（38）lEMOTION（Ion，article）］

Theterm‘emotion，isusedhereinaverygeneralsense，tOrefbrbothtoanoccurrent

emotionalstateasin（35a）and（36a）Ortoanemotionaldispositionasin（35b，C）and

（36b－C）．The paraphrases suggestedin（37）and（38）do not claimto offtrformal

semanticrepresentationsfbrthesentencesin（35）and（36）．Theyaremeantasarough

descrlPtionofanativespeaker，sintuitionsaboutthesentencesinquestion・

Theobviousquestioniswhythecausativeinterpretationof（35a）fadesin（36a）・

WediscussedabovethesimilaritiesbetweentheprototypICalcausativesituationandthe

SituationexpressedbysentenceswithEOvefbs・Thesewerethepresenceoftwoevents，

temporallyorderedandinaparticulardependencerelation・Anticipatlngthediscussion

OnthestatusofthecauslngeVentWithEOverbs，itappearsthatinthecaseofEOvetbs

theeventinterpretedasthecauslngeVentisnotincludedintheeventstruCtureOfthe

Predicate・ItisnonethelessexpressedbytheconstruCtionconsistlngOftheverbandits

argumentsbecausethestimulusargumentnecessarilycontainsinfbmationidentinedas

thecauslngeVent・Asaconsequence，aSentenCehavinganEOvefbforpredicatealways

makesrefbrencetotwoevents，OneeXPreSSedbythesubjectandtheotherexpressedby

thepredicate・ThismeansthatthesituationencodedbyanEOverbwillalwayshave

SOmeelementincommonwiththeprototypICalcausativesituation・

Wearguedabovethattheeventexpressedbytheverbisaboundedstateand

thattheuseoftheperfbctfbrmimposesachangeofstateinterpretationonthepredicate・

Themomentofthechangeofstateisidentinedwiththeinitialmomentoftheinterval

expressedbythestate．Theeventrefbrredtobythesubjectisidenti丘edwiththecauslng

event・SummlnguP，WeCanSaythatthecausativereadingofsentenceshavingfbr
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predicate pastformS Of EO verbs arises compositionally，due to the selectional

restrictionsfbrthesuqectposition，andtotheadditionofperfbctmorphology・Inthe

case oflexical causative verbs the event struCture Of the verbis matched

Straightfbrwardlywiththecausativesituation．

Fig．6

（a）LexicalCausative

ca。Sin余sedevent
l l

subeventl subevent2

（Ag，Pat）　（Pat）

＼　／
VERB

（b）EOVerb

SITUATION

／　＼
CauSlngeVent

し
causedevent

event

（Stimulus，eXPeriencer）

t

VERB

Whathappenswhentheverbisinthepresentfbrm？Intheabsenceofthe

perftctmorphologytheverbisinterpretedasrefbrringtoastatewithnoimplicationofa

changeofstate．Althoughtheelementinsu旬ectpositionisstillinterpretedasreferrlng

toanevent，thisisnolongeridentinedwithacauslngeVentbecausethereisnochange

ofstatethatmustbelinkedtoacause．Instead，theconstructionexpressesarelation

betweenanindividualandanevent．

WecanconcludethatthecausativereadinglSnOtPermanentlyassociatedwith

thesepredicates・ItarisesonlylnSPeCialconditions，namely，Whenthepresenceof

Perfbctmorphologymakespossiblethechangeofstateinterpretationforthevetb・

3．2．TheStatusoftheStimulusArgumentwithEOVerbs

WearguedinChapter2thatJapaneseemotionaqjectiveswhichsubcategorizeboth

nominals andclauseS Semantically selecteventsinstimulusargumentposition・We

observedthattheinterpretationofthenominalsinstimulusargumentpositionissu句ect

to certainrules，COnStant aCrOSS Classes ofa句ectives．We distinguished two such

interpretativerulesapplyingtoaqjectivesinapredictablemanner，determinedbythe

natureoftheclausalargumentallowedbyeachaqjective・Weconcludedthata句ectives

which requlre COntrOlled clausalargumentsin stimulus position selectincomplete

events（thesemanticcorrelateofVPs），Whereasargumentswhichallownon－COntrOlled
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Clausalargumentsselectsituations（thesemanticcorrelateoftensedclauses）・Thesame

PhenomenacanbeobservedinthecaseofRomanianEOvefbs・

AlthoughRomanianEOverbsadmitbothnominals andclausesins叫ect

position，anOminalinthispositionisneverinterpretedasreftrrlngtOtheindividual

denotedbythenoun．McCawley（1976b），reftrstothisphenomenonas’thepartial

natureQrthesubiect，．ThesuqectofanEOverbcanbeapartialspecincationofthe

realsubject．Pesetsky（1995）alsonoticedthatanominalinthes両ectpositionofanEO

verbdoesnotrefbrtotheindividualdenotedbythenominal，butratherto‘something

about，thatindividual．TherearenoEOverbsthatallowonlynominalsu切ects・Allthe

vetbsadmitclausalsubiectsandsomeallow，butdonotrequlre，aCOntrOIstruCture・The

clausalargumentmayappearasadirectargumentoftheverb，Whentheexperiencer

argumentisinsentenceinitialpositionasin（39a）below，Oritcanbeembeddedunder

the nominalj＊t（fact）asin（39b）．The fbrmer COnStruCtionis characteristic of

COlloquialspeechandthelatterismostfrequentlyfbundintheliterarylanguage・

（39）　a．Pe Ionl－a SuParatCa nu alVenit

P－ACCIonCL－ACCangerCOMPNEGcome－2－Sg

ItangeredIonthatyoudidnotcome

b・Faptul ca nu aivenit l－a SuParatPe Ion

fact－NOMCOMPNEGcome－2－SgCL－ACCangerP－ACCIon

ThefhctthatyoudidnotcomeangeredIon

C．Absenta ta l－a SuParatPe Ion

absence－NOMyou－GENCLACCanger P－ACCIon

YourabsenceangeredIon

AsinJapanese，ifavefbtakesacontrolledclauseinstimuluspositionanominalinthe

samepositionisinterpretedintemSOfapredicateprototypICallyassociatedwiththat

nominal．

（40）　a．Pe Ionl－a amuZatSa PnVeaSCa　丘lmul

P－ACCIonCl－ACCamuseCOMPwatch－3－SgmOVie－ACC

ItamusedIontowatchthemovie
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b．Filmul l－amuzat Pe Ion

movie－NOMCl－ACCamuseP－ACCIon

ThemovieamusedIon

c．Pe Ionl＿a amuZatSa Citeasca romanul

P－ACCIonCl－ACCamuseCOMPread－3－SgnOVel

ItamusedIontoreadthenovel

d．Romanu11－a amuZatPe Ion

novel－NOMCl－ACCamuseP－ACCIon

ThenovelamusedIon

Insentences（40a）and（40C），theverbamuza（amuse）takesasubjunctiveclause・The

experiencerargument controIs the subjectofthe clausalargument・Ifthe stimulus

argumentisexpressedbyanominalinsteadofaclause，aSinexamples（40b）and（40d），

thenominalserveSaSthebasisforreconstruCtlnganaCtivltytyPICallyassociatedwith

theentitydenotedbythenominal・ThisisreadinglnCaSeOfabookandwatchinginthe

case ofamovie．The stimulus ofthe emotionistakentobe theexperience ofthis

activitybytheexperiencer．Theuseofsentences（40b）and（40d）impliesthetruthof

（40a）and（40C），reSPeCtively．

（41）　a．Pe Ionl－a bucuratcartea／vinul

P－ACCIonCL－ACCcheer book／wine

Thebook／winecheeredIon

b・Pe Ionl－a bucuratfaptul caa pnmit cartea／vinul

P－ACCIonCL－ACCcheer fact－NOMCOMPreceive－3－Sgbook／wine

Thefactthathereceivedthebook／winecheeredIon

Withnon－COntrOIverbs，SuChas bucura（Cheer，Please），S呼ara（anger），anOminal

argumentinstimuluspositionisinterpretedasaparticIPantinsomeprototypICalevent・

Dependingontheverb，theeventcanbemoreorlessspecified・Thus，theverbbucura

inexample（41）presupposesastimuluseventinwhichtheexperiencerisinvoIvedin

theroleofbenenciaryorrecIPlent・Thisinterpretationisconstantwhateverthenominal

instimulusposition，（41a）．Othervetbssuchas軍eria（frighten），mira（SurPrise）areless

specinc・Theysimplyimplytheexistenceofsomeeventinwhichtherefbrentofthe
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nominalinstimuluspositionisinvoIved・Thecontextnormallysuppliesthedetails・

Specincinterpretative mechanisms are used to produce the readingfor

sentenceswithnominalarguments・WehaveseeninChapter2thattheseinterpretative

mechanismsareassociatedwithpositionsexhibitingcertainselectionalproperties・We

canconclude丘omthe applicationoftheseinterpretativemechanismsinthe caseof

RomanianEOverbs，thatthesepredicatesexhibittheselectionalpropertiesinquestions・

Theselectionalpropertiesofthestimulusargumentcouldbeseenasonefactor

contributing to the causativeinterpretation ofthese vefbs・The stimulus eventis

identinedwiththecauseoftheemotionincertaincircumstances．Thisoccurswhenthe

presenceofperfectmorphologyfbrcesachangeofstatereadingonthepredicate・Inthe

absenceofthistrlggerlngfactorthestimuluseventisnotinterpretedas acause，aS

demonstratedbythelackofacausativeinterpretationinnonperfbctcontexts・

4．Proposal

IftheaccountofEOverbsproposedaboveiscorrect，thatis，iftheseverbsrefbrto

emotionalstatesinvoIvinganindividualandanevent，themapplngOftheexperiencer

argumentontoobjectpositionremainsunexplained，glVenthestandardprqjectionrules・

TheaspectualstruCtureOfthepredicatesdoesnotjustifyGrimshaw’sanalysIS，Sincethe

predicatesinvoIveaslngleevent・IfmapplngisdeteminedbytheThematicHierarchy，

the experiencer argument，Whichis generally considered as higher than the non－

experiencer，argumentShouldbeassociatedwiththesu句ectposition，insteadofthe

objectposition．InthefbllowlngSeCtionwewillproposeananalysISOfEOverbsand

therelatedESreflexiveformsthatmakescruCialuseoftheunlqueSemanticcomplexlty

Of emotionpredicates．

InChapterlwearguedthatthebehaviorofJapaneseemotion叫iectiveswith

respecttothechoiceofcasepattemCanbebetterunderstoodbyassumlngthatthese

aqjectiveshaveacomplexsemanticstruCture．RatherthantreatlngemOtionalstatesas

prlmitives，WeSuggeStedthatemotionalreactionsinvoIvetwoprocesses‥eValuationand

sensation．This analysisis very similartoWierzbicka（1999）who argues that all

emotionsinvoIveacognltlVeandaphysiologlCalside・Shesuggeststhatallemotion

wordscanbedescribedintermSOfthetwoprlmitivesTHINGandFEEL・Inthissection

WeWillapplyanaccountalongtheselinestoRomanianEOverbs・
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4．1．TheSemanticStructureofPredicates

RomanianEOverbsareoccurrenceemotionpredicates・Occurrenceemotionpredicates

reftrtoemotionalepisodes・Allemotionalepisodesconsistofcomplexesofcognitive

andphysiologlCalprocesses・IfweassumethatthelinguisticformSuSedtoencode

emotionalepisodes are sensitive to this complexlty，the relation betweenthe two

argumentsofanoccurrenceemotionpredicatecannotbedescribedthroughtheuseof

unequlVOCally ordered argument roles・Thisis because the emotional situation

presupposestwoaspects，eaChassociatedwithdifftrentrolesforthetwoparticIPantS・

EachofthetwoparticIPantShasadoublerole・Wewishtoarguethatthispeculiarityof

emotionalinteractionglVeSrisetothepossibilityofpresentlngthesituationfromtwo

distinctperspectives・AsmentionedinChapter4，0ccurrenCeemOtionpredicatestendto

appearin clusters ofmorphologlCally relatedforms・Romanian EO vetbs are no

exceptlOntOthisrule・FormostEOvefbstherearerelatedreflexivefbrmSeXhibitingthe

ESlinkingpattem・WewillsuggestthatthemapplngillustratedbyEOverbsandtheir

reflexivepalrSreSultsfromthechoiceofperspectiveontheemotionepisode・

Thisproposalis，atnrStSight，SimilartoCroft，Saccountofmentalpredicates

discussedin Chapter3・Croftargued that the mapplng Variationfound cross－

lingulSticallywithsomementalpredicatesisduetothespecialnatureoftherelation

between the Experiencer and the Stimulus・This was analyzed asincluding two

processes：Ontheonehand，theExperiencermustdirecthisattentiontotheStimulus，On

theotherhandtheStimuluscausestheExperiencer，smentalstate・Werepeatbelow

Cro打sschematicrepresentationofmentalverbs．

Fig7

Experiencer Stimulus

directattentionto

0

　

0

CauSementalstate

Croftarguedthatinencodingamentalstatealanguageisfreetochoseoneperspective

ortheother，OreVenboth・ThisengendersthemapplngVariationfbundwithmental
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Verbs，bothacrosslanguagesandwithinaslnglelanguage・

ItshouldbenotedthatCroftlimitedthisanalysistohisclassofstativemental

verbs・TheEOverbsdiscussedinthischapterweretreatedbyCroftascausatives・In

Chapter4We arguedthatthe sourceofsyntactic variationassociatedwithstative

emotionpredicates（dispositionpredicates）isnotthespecialnatureoftheemotional

relation・Casemarkingaltemationswiththisclassofpredicatesarenotaccompaniedby

semanticvariationasisthe casewith otherclasses ofemotionpredicates・This fact

suggeststhatnochangeofperspectiveisinvoIved・Croft，saccount，however，Canbe

applied to the analysis ofEO predicates and ofthe morphologlCally related ES

Predicates．

WewillassumethattherelationbetweentheExperiencerandtheStimuluscan

befurtheranalyzedasinvoIvingtwoprocesses・OneofthemcaststheExperiencer

particIPantin an active role・The experiencerdirects his attentionandperceives a

situation・HeappraisesthesituationandselectssomefbcalpartlCIPantOrPrOPerty・We

shallusetheterm’evaluate，tocoveralltheseperceptlVeandcomputationalactivitiesof

theExperiencer・Ontheotherhand，theExperiencerisaffbctedbytheStimulus・Hehas

some uncontrolledpsycho－SOmatic reactions・Thisis the second componentofthe

emotionalinteraction．Thiswillbereftrredtoasthe’afftct’Component．

AnemotionalrelationnecessarilylnCludesbothcomponents・Neitherofthe

twoprocessescountsasanemotionalrelationinitselflThatis，directlngOne，sattention

andappralSlngaStimulusisnotanemotionalexperience・Inthesameway，Simply

beingafftctedbyaStimulusdoesnotcountasan emotionalexperience，unlessthe

Stimulusisperceivedandevaluatedbytheafftctedindividual・Thetwoprocessesare

simultaneousandtheypresupposeeachother・An　emotionpredicaterefbrstoboth

aspectsoftheemotionalinteractionalthoughitfbcusesononeofthem・Thegeneral

struCturefor occurrence emotion predicates willbe represented by thefollowlng

modinedversionofCroR，sschema．

Fig8

Experiencer Stimulus

evaluate

a拝bct
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Wechosetheterm’affect，over’cause，becauseoftheundesiredimplicationsofthe

latterfbrtheaspectualpropertiesofthepredicates・Thetem’afftct，canbereconciled

Withastativeinterpretation，butthisseemsmoredifncultinthecaseof‘cause’・

WecanseethatinanemotionalinteractioneitherofthetwopartlCIPantShas

bothanactiveandapassiverole．TheExperiencerevaluatestheStimulus（activerole）

butitis also afftcted by the Stimulus（passive role）．The Stimulus affbcts the

Experiencer（activerole）andisevaluatedbytheExperiencer（passiverole）・AsCroft

polntedout，thereisnoinherentdirectionalityofcausationinanemotionalinteraction・

To thiswe canaddthatthereisnoinherentprominence relationbetweenthe two

ParticIPantS．

WewillfbllowCroftinattributingthevariationinsyntacticpatternstothe

speaker，Sfreedomtochooseoneperspectiveortheotherinrepresentlngtheemotional

experience・EmotionpredicatescanfbcusontheprocesslngCOmPOnentOrOntheaffbct

component・Wewishtostress，however，thatthechoiceofperspectivedoesnotentail

theexclusionoftheshadowedcomponent・Bothcomponentsarenecessarilyrepresented

in the semantic connguration of emotion predicates・However，the mapplng Of

argumentstosyntacticpositionsreflectsthestruCtureOfthefocusedcomponent・

Theproposedaccounthasanumberofadvantages・Itcanexplaintheexistence

OfmorphologlCallyrelatedEOandESpalrS・SuchpalrSrefbrtoemotionalexperience

fromdifftrentperspectives・ItcanexplainthesemanticdifferencesbetweentheEOand

theESverbs・Unlikedispositionpredicates，Wherecasealtemationhasnosemantic

efftct，aSillustratedinChapter4，EOandESpredicatesarenotentirelysynonymous・

Wewi11illustratetheproposedsolutionwiththeRomanianverbr叫sLPara（anger），in

itsEOandESuses．

AsentencewithanESfbrmoftheverb，SuChas（42）belowfbcusesonthe

cognltlVe aCtlVlty Ofthe Experiencer・Itwillbe arguedin Section5thatthe most

prominent cognltlVe aCtivlty Ofthe Experiencerin this particular case consistsin

selectlngaCentralparticIPantintheStimulussituation・Thisistheindividualdeemed

responsiblefbrtheangerlngeVent．

（42）Ions－aSuParatPeMarin

Ion－NOMCL－REFLPMarin

IongotangrywithMarin
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UsingtheschemainFig．8，therelationexpressedbysentence（42）canberepresentedas

inFig・9・Althoughthe’StimulusaffbctExperiencer，componentisnotfbcused・itisstill

presentinthesemanticstruCtureOfthesentence．Using（42）impliestheexistenceofan

afftctingsituation，havingMarinasoneofitspartlCIPantS・OthercognltlVePrOCeSSeSOn

thepartoftheExperiencerareimplied，besidesselectlngaTargetfbrhisemotion，but

thechoiceofprepositionhighlightsthisspeci丘cprocess・

Fig．9

directattentionto

af龍ct

Sentence（43）presentstheExperiencerasafftctedbytheStimulus

（43）　Marin l－aSuParat PeIon

Marin－NOM CL－ACCanger P－ACCIon

MarinangeredIon

Sentence（43）canberepresentedschematicallyasinFig．10・Theuseofsentence（43）

impliestheexistenceofsomecognitiveactivitiesonthepartoftheExperiencer（See

McCawley（1976）and Pustqjovsky（1995）for arguments）・The sentence does not

specifythenatureofthosecognitiveactivitieslikesentence（42）・Wecannotdescribe

thesituationin（43）intermsof’directingattentionto，．AsobservedbyPesetsky，the

nominalinsuqectpositionofanEOverbneednotbetheTargetoftheemotion・The

nominalisinterpretedrelative to some event・AngerisprototypICallytriggeredby

events・The experiencer can select somefocalparticIPant tO Whom he attributes

responsibility，but this attributionis a part ofthe evaluation process・When the

evaluationactivityisbackgrounded，aSin（43），Onlythedefaultevaluationisassumed

andtheStimulusargumentreftrstothe’unprocessed，elicitingsituation・
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Fig．10

EVENT（Marin）　　＞Ion

EVENT q卜Ion
evaluate

ThisaccountismoreconsonantwiththeaspectualpropertiesofEOverbsthanthe

causativehypothesissinceitdoesnotimplythatthesepredicateshaveotherthanstative

properties・ThedifftrentrolesplayedbyeachofthetwoparticIPantSCanbeusedto

accountforthelinkingofpartlCIPantStOSyntaCticpositions・

4．2．TheMapplngOfArguments

WearguedabovethattherelationbetweenthetwopartlCIPantSinanemotionalsituation

canbedecomposedintotwocomponents・Oneofthetwocomponentscanbedescribed

astheevaluationofthestimulusbytheexperiencer・Thesecondcomponentpresentsthe

experiencerasaffectedbythestimulus・ByfbcuslngOnOneOrtheotherofthetwo

componentsweobtaintwodistinctperspectivesontheemotionalsituation・Weshall

hencefbrthrefertotheperspectiveinwhichthe nrstcomponentisfocusedas the

’Experiencer oriented perspective，and to the perspectivein which the second

COmPOnentisfbcusedasthe’Stimulusorientedperspective’・

NeitherofthetwoparticIPantSinanemotionalsituationisinherentlymore

prominent・However，PrOminencerelationsdoobtainwithinthetwocomponents・We

will assume that by highlighting one of the components，the relation between

partlCIPantSaSSOCiatedwiththerespectivecomponentwilldeteminethemapplngOf

argumentstosyntacticpositions．

Wewilldemonstratebelowhowthelinkingforemotionpredicatesexpresslng

the’Experiencerorientedperspective，andthe’Stimulusorientedperspective，canbe

CalculatedusingDowtyproto－rOletheory（Dowty1991）・

DowtyarguesthatthereareanumberofcontributingpropertiesfbrtheAgent

proto－rOleandfbrthePatientproto－rOle・Theargumentsofatwo－Placepredicatewillbe

linkedtosu切ectorobjectpositiondependingonthenumberofAgentandPatientprot0－

rolecontributingpropertiesofeachpartlCIPant・TheparticIPantdisplaylngthelarger

numberofproto－agentPrOPertieswillbeasslgnedtosubjectpositionandtheargument
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withmoreproto－Patientpropertieswillbe asslgnedto objectposition・Thelist of

COntributingpropertiesisquotedbelow．

n・しノUllLl⊥UuLlll≡P⊥U土JL⊥LlLnlUI L⊥lL√15LIILllULU．⊥＼U⊥tJ

a．VolitionalinvoIvementintheevent

b．Sentience（and／orperception）

C・CauslnganeVentOrChangeofstateinanotherpartlCIPant

d．Movement（relativetothepositionofanOtherparticipant）

B．Contributin21］rOt）ertiesfbrthePatientProto－Role

a．UndergoeschangeOfstate

b．Incrementaltheme

C．CausallyafftctedbyanotherparticIPant

d・StationaryrelativetomovementofanOtherparticIPant

（DowW1991：572）

The’Experiencer oriented perspective，focuses on the evaluation activlty Ofthe

Experiencer・Theonlycontributingpropertyfromthelistabovethatcanbeassociated

withthisperspectiveis’sentience，・Thisisaproto－agentPrOPertyanditisassociated

withtheExperiencerargument・AsaconsequencetheExperiencerwillbelinkedto

Subjectposition．

The’stimulusorientedperspective，presentstheExperiencerastheaffbcted

participant．Thishastheefftctofaddingtheproto－Patientproperties（B・a・）’thdefgOeS

changeQfstate，andpossibly（B．C）‘CαuSalb）q酔ctedbyanotherparticipant’tothe

contributingpropertiesdisplayedbytheExperiencer・TheExperiencerstillhasaproto－

agentpropertybutinadditionithastwoproto－Patientproperties・TheStimuluswillbe

assignedtheproto－agentPrOPerty（A．C．）’CαuSingan eventorchangeQlstatein

anotherpartic亘）ant’．Asaresult，theExperiencerandtheStimulushaveoneproto－agent

property each・The Experiencer，however，has two proto－Patient properties・This

deteminesthelinkingoftheExperiencerargumenttooqectposition・The subject

POSitionlS，aSaCOnSequenCe，OCCuPiedbytheStimulusargument・

ItshouldbenoticedthatthemapplngSOlutionfbrthepredicatesrepresentlng

the’Stimulus orientedperspective，isduenotsomuchtothe Causerstatusofthe

Stimulusastothe affbctedstatusoftheExperiencerargument，thelargenumberof
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proto－Patientproperties・Thisisadesirableresult，reflectlngtheaspectualstruCtureOf

theseverbs・EOverbsarestativesandtheyreftrtoaresultingstate・Thismeansthat

althoughsomecausativerelationisimplied，itisnotdirectlyencodedbytheverb・

5．ESVerbsinRomanian

InthefbllowlngSeCtionswewillpresentsomedifftrencesbetweenEOandESfbmS

with respect to selectionalproperties，We Willdiscuss the semantic role ofthe

prepositionsgovemlngtheStimulusargumentofESverbsandwewillshowthatthe

propertiesofESverbscanberegardedasanargumentfortheaccountproposedin

Section4．

5．1．SyntacticStructure

RomanianEOvefbs，likethoseinFrenchandintheotherRomancelanguages，haveES

palrSformedthroughattachmentofareflexiveclitic・Reflexivevetbfbmationisnotan

entirelyproductiveprocess・AlmosthalfoftheEOpredicatesdonothavereflexive

counterparts・Ifareflexivecounterpartexists，itcanbeaccompaniedbyacomplement，

Oritcanbeusedintransitively，aSin（44b）．

（44）　a．Cadoull－a bucurat pe Ion

PreSentCL－auX Cheer P－ACCIon

ThepresentcheeredIon

b．Ions－a bucurat

IonCL－REFL－auX Cheer

Ioncheeredup

c．Ions－a bucurat de cadou

IonCL－REFL－auX Cheer P present

Ionwasgladaboutthepresent

d．Ions＿a bucuratca i－ai dat uncadou

IonCL－REFL－auX Cheer COMP CL－DAT－auXglVe aPreSent

Ionwasgladthatyougavehimapresent

Withmostoftheverbs，theintransitiveconstruCtionsareelliptlCal，dependingonthe

contextfbrtheirinterpretation・TherearesomeexceptlOnS，however，lnCludingverbs
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suchas bucura（cheer，Please），amuZa（amuse），distra（entertain），mira（wonder）or

plictisi（bore）．ThesevefbsarenotachievementsliketheotherreflexiveformS，but

statesoractivities．ConstruCtionswheretheseverbsareusedintransitivelyseemtorefbr

totheoutwardmanifbstationsoftheemotion，aSindicatedbytheuseofmanneradvetbs

intheexamplesbelow．

（45）　a．Ion se bucura zgomotos

Ion－NOMCL－REFLcheer－IMPERFnoisily

IonwasrqoIClngnOisily

b．Ion se mlra dind dincap

Ion－NOMCL－REFLwonder－IMPERFgive－GERPhead

Ionwasshakinghisheadinwonder

This mayindicate that the Experiencer oriented perspective does not cover only

cognltlVe aCtivities of the Experiencer，but also the physical manifbstatiops

accompanylngtheemotion・ThisisobviouslythecasefbraclassofJapaneseemotion

Predicates，tObediscussedinChapter7．

ThebehaviorofESreflexivepredicatesshowsthattheyasslgnath－rOletothe

Stimulus argument，but failto asslgn CaSe・Thatis，these verbs are syntactically

intransitivealthoughsemanticallytheytaketwoarguments・Thisisdemonstratedbythe

factthat，Whenthecomplementisexpressedbyaclause，nOPrePOSitionisrequired・

ThevefbsallowtheStimulusargumenttobeexpressedbyanominalorbya

clause．Inthelattercasetheyrequiretheuseofapreposition，aSin（44C）・Thiscanbe

explainedasaconsequenceofCaseTheory‥Anominalneedscasewhileaclausedoes

not・ThesyntacticroleoftheprepositionistoensurethattheStimulusargumentiscase

marked・Besidesthissyntacticrole，theprepositionalsohasasemanticfunction，tObe

discusSedindetaillaterinthissection・Prepositionsarelexicallyselectedbytheverb，a

factthatlendssupporttotheideathattheStimulusargumentreceivesath－rOlefromthe

verb・EOverbs，bycontrast，aSSlgnboththematicroleandcasetotheStimulus

argument・ThisexplainswhyclausalargumentsarenotentirelyacceptableinStimulus

argumentposition・Clausalargumentsdonotneedcaseandtheyavoidcase－marked

positions・Toavoidthisconngurationtheclausalargumentisembeddedunderthenoun

J如才（hct）．
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5．2．ThematicRoleoftheStimulusArgument

Pesetsky（1995）attributesthedifftrencesinmappingbetweenESandEOverbstothe

difftrentsemanticroleofthenon－eXPeriencerargument・HearguesthatESved，Stakea

TargetorSu切ectMatterargumentwhereasEOverbstakeaCauserargument・Several

semanticdiffbrencesbetweenESandEO verbsareassociatedbyPesetskywiththis

difftrenceinsemanticrole．Thefactthatanominalinthes叫ectpositionofanEOvefb

neednotreftrtotheindividualdenotedbythenominalisseenasanefftctoftheCauser

statusofthenominal・PesetskyalsoobserveSthattheuseofESvetbsimpliesthatthe

ExperiencerevaluatesthestimulusbutnosuchimplicationexistsfbrEOverbs・This

propertylSalsoregardedasaconsequenceofthedifferenceinsemanticrolebetween

thetwotypesofved，S，i・e・aTargetmustbeevaluatedwhereasaCauseneednot・

Ifweconsidertheroleoftheclausalcomplementin（42d）Werealizethatit

cannotbedescribedastheTargetorSu句ectMatteroftheemotion・Itseemsthat，inthe

absenceofthepreposition，theroleofthenon－eXPeriencerargumentoftherenexive

verbisessentiallythesameasthatofthesubjectoftheEOverbinsentence（42a）・The

SentenCeSarerePeatedbelowforconvenience．

（42）　a．Cadoull－a bucurat pe Ion

PreSentCLauX Cheer P－ACCIon

ThepresentcheeredIon

d．Ions＿a bucuratca i－ai dat uncadou

IonCLREFL－auX Cheer COMP CL－DAT－auXglVe aPreSent

Ionwasgladthatyougavehimapresent

Asa matteroffact，ltSeemSdifncultto supporttheTarget／Causerdichotomy，eVen

whentheESverbtakesaprepositionalargument．Sentence（44C），rePeatedbelow，has

thesametruthconditionsas（44a）and（44d）．Inallthesecaseshnisgladtohave

receivedthepresent・Ifsemanticvaluehasanyrelevanceindecidingthethematicrole，

theseconstruCtionsshouldbedescribedasinvoIvingtheCauserrole・

（44）　C．Ions－a bucurat de cadou

IonCL－REFL－auX Cheer P present

Ionwasgladaboutthepresent
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Thesituationisdiffbrent，however，intheexamplesbelow・

（46）　a．Marinl－a SuParat Pe Ion

MarinCL－auXanger P－ACCIon

MarinangeredIon

b・Ions－a S叩arat Pe Marin

IonCL－REFL－auX anger P Marin

IongotangrywithMarin

C．Articolull－a SuParat Pe Ion

article CL－auX anger P－ACCIon

ThearticleangeredIon

d．＊Ion s－a

Ion CL－REFL－auX

SuParat Pe articol

anger P article

We candisceminsentences（46a）and（46b）the semantic diffbrenceremarkedby

Pesetsky．Insentence（46a）theindividual肋rinmustbeconceivedastheparticipantin

asituationwhichcausedIon，sanger．In（46b）heissimplytheindividualtowhom

angerisrelated．Wecandescribetheroleoftheindividualin（46b）astheTargetofthe

emotion・ThesimilaritybetweenRomanianandEnglishstopshere・Thetargetofanger

inRomaniancanbeexpressedonlybyal＋Human］nominal・Theprepositionmarking

thenon－eXPeriencerargumentislexicallyselectedbytheverb・Theclassofvetbswhich

takeaTargetargument，inthesensedescribedabove，islimitedtoverbsexpresslng

anger－relatedemotions．

（47）　a．＊Ions－a

IonCL－REFL

b．＊Ions－a

SPeriat pe Marin

frightenP Marin

amuzat Pe Marin

IonCL－REFL amuse P Marin

C．Ions－a miniat／infuriat／？enervatPeMarin

IonCL－REFLirate／infuriate／irritate

Iongotirate／furious／irritatedwithMarin

Itseemsthat，dependingonthechoiceofpreposition，theprepositionalargumentofthe
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samereflexivevefbcanbedescribedintermSOfdiffbrentthematicroles．Thisindicates

theimportantsemanticfunctionplayedbythepreposition・Withaverblikes岬ara，

whichacceptsmorethanonetypeofprepositionalobject，WeCanteStthevalidityof

Pesetsky’sanalysIS．

（48）　a．Ion座ierderea actelor l－a SuParat Pe Marin

Ion／loss papers－GEN CLauxanger P－ACC Marin

Ion／thelossofhispapersangeredMarin

b．Marins－a SuParat壬追　　Ion

MarinCL－REFLaux anger P Ion

MaringotangryatIon

c．Marins－a SuParat血　　Pierderea actelor

MarinCL－REFLaux anger P loss papers－GEN

Maringotangrybecauseofthelossofhispapers

d．＊Marins－a SuParat匹　Ion　血pierderea actelor

MarinCL－REFL anger P Ion Ploss papers－GEN

e．Marins－a SuParat匹　Iondin＿CauZaPierderiiactelor

MarinCL－REFL anger P IonP loss papers－GEN

MaringotupsetwithIonbecauseofthelossofthepapers

Asmentionedabove，theroleoftheargumentintroducedbytheprepositionpeisqulte

similartoPesetsky，sTarget，WhilethenominalintroducedbydbisclosertohisCauser・

（RememberthathisinitialdistinctionbetweenCauserandTargetwassupportedby

diffbrencesininterpretationandselectionalrestrictions・Thesamedifftrencescanbe

Observedwiththenominalsabove．）

Thesyntacticaccountforthec0－0ccurrenCereStrictionbetweenaTargetanda

CauserargumentofferedbyPesetskycannotbeappliedtothiscase，becausethetwo

argumentsareprepositional・However，ifweassumethattheverbasslgnSaSlngleth－

role，Whichrepresentsthestimulusoftheemotionandthattheprepositionrestrictsits

semanticinterpretation，We Can understand why（48d）is ungrarrmatical・The

prepositionsinESverbconstructionsarenotth－rOleasslgnerSOntheirown，butonlyin

combinationwiththeverb・SincetheverbasslgnSaSlngleth－rOle，tWOPrePOSitional

phrases cannotbelicensedwithoutviolatingthe th－Criterion・Ifaprepositionthat
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asslgnSath－rOleonitsownisusedinstead，tWOPrePOSitionalargumentscanc0－0ccuraS

in（46e）．

Thiscouldbeseenasaratherstrongargumentinfavorofthehypothesisthat

thereisaunlqueth－rOle，identicalwiththeth－rOleoftheEOsuqect，Whichisasslgned

to the PP rather than to the nominal．The semantic content ofthe prepositionin

association with the semantic content of this role resultsin a more restricted

interpretationforthenominalargument．

AvetblikesLParaaSSlgnSthethematicroleStimulusirrespectiveofwhetherit

isassociatedwiththeEOorwiththeESlinking・Inthecaseofthe ESlinkingthe

thematic role Stimulusis asslgned to the prepositionalobject・The prepositionis

lexicallyselectedbytheverb・Thepreposition，lntum，SelectsaTargetwithinthe

stimulussituation．Thisisachievedbyscannlngthestimulussituationforanobject

bearing the semantic fbatures associated with the preposition，namelyl＋human］，

［＋specinc］．Thus，thethematicroleofthePPis Stimulus，Whereastheroleofthe

nominalinsidethePPisTarget．

ThechoiceofthematicroleforthenominalinsidethePPisaconsequenceof

thespecificpropertiesoftheemotionreftrredtobytheverb・Withverbsexpresslng

emotionssuchasanger，WhicharetypICallydirectedtowardsahumantarget，theverb

selectstheprepositionpe，WhichintumselectstheTarget・Otherverbs，eXPreSSlng

emotionsoftheeruoymenttype，Whichareprototypicallydirectedatobjects，Willselect

theprepositioncu，theinstrumentalmarker・Outoftherangeofpossiblestimuli，Only

those compatible with theinstrument rOle will be acceptable as oqect of the

PrePOSition．

（49）　a．InreglStrarea／situatia／calitatea muzicii l－a

recording／situation／quality music－GEN CL－auX

delectat pe Ion

delight P－ACCIon

Therecording／thesituation／thequalityofthemusicdelightedIon

b．Ions－a delectatcuinreglStrarea／＊situatia／＊calitatea

IonCL－REFL－auX delight Precording／＊situation／＊quality

muZICll

music－GEN

Ionwasdelightedwiththerecording／thesituation／thequalityofthemusic
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Bothabstractandconcretenominalscanoccurinsu切ectposition，in（47a）butonlythe

nouninregistrarea（recording）whichrefbrstoaconcreteoqectcanappearaSObjectof

theprepositioncu．

WhenanominaloccursinthesubjectpositionofanEOverbweareprompted

toreconstruCtaStimulussituationonthebasisofthesemanticinfbrmationprovidedby

thenoun・TheindividualdenotedbythenominalmightactuallybetheTarget，the

Su句ectMatter，OrtheInstrumentinthesituationwhichtriggeredtheemotion・Inthe

suqectposition ofanEO verbthereisnothingto delimittherole playedby an

individualintheelicitingevent・Anominalwillmetonymicallyreftrtothestimulus

situation．Theabsenceofaprepositioninsubjectpositionistheconditionfbrthis

SemanticreconstruCtion．

Whenthenominalistheobjectofthepreposition，theselectionalrestrictions

imposedbytheprepositionhavethe efftctofnarrowlngdownthe domainofthe

Stimulus・Withasemanticallytransparentprepositionsuchasdbtherangeofacceptable

oqectsseemsqulteunreStricted，aPPrOaChingtherangeofelementswhichmayoccurin

thesu旬ectpositionofthecorrespondingEOvetb・

6．Discussion

Thedatapresentedabovesuggeststhatwedonotneedtoincreasetherepertoryof

thematic rolesin orderto account fbrthe semantic dif托rences between EO and ES

verbs・ThemainsemanticargumentsquotedinfavoroftheCauser／Targetdistinction

aresummedupbelow：

EOvefbs ESvefbs

noevaluationofstimulus evaluationofstimulus

selectevents selecteventsorindividuals

ThesesemanticdifftrencesarecompatiblewiththesemanticstruCtureaSSOCiatedinthe

previoussectiontoES andEOverbs・ThatlS，thetwotypesofverbillustratetwo

diffbrentchoices ofperspective onthe emotionalsituation・ES verbsillustrate the

’Experiencerorientedperspective，・OnthisperspectivetheExperienceris castinan

activerole，directlnghisattentionattheStimulus，eValuatlngit・TheStimulusargument

canreftrtotheelicitingeventasawhole，butitcanalsorefbrtosomeprominent

partlCIPantin this event・We caninterpret this fact as a consequence of the
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Experiencer，s cognltlVe aCtlVlty‥　The Experiencer directs his attention to some

participantinthetriggerlngeVent，OrtOSOmePrOPertyOftheevent・Pesetsky，sclaim

thatESvefbspresupposeanevaluationoftheStimulusisconsistentwiththisanalysis・

EO verbs present the emotionalinteractionfrom the‘Stimulus oriented

perspective，andESverbspresentitfromthe’Experiencerorientedperspective，・What

characterizesthe’Stimulusorientedperspective，isthepassiveroleoftheExperiencer・

TheExperiencerhasnoactiveroleinevaluatlngOrinterpretlngtheelicitingevent・The

triggerlngeVentispresentedas suchandnotthroughthe Experiencer，s eyes・The

Experiencerispresented as afftcted・ThisglVeSrisetothetendencytoregardthe

Stimulusasthecause．

WehaveseeninthenrstsectionofthischapterthatathoroughscrutlnyOfthe

lexicalaspectualproperties ofRomanianEO verbsraises seriousproblemsforthe

CausativeHypothesis・Thesevefbsexhibitverypeculiaraspectualproperties・Theyhave

Stative properties，butatthe same time，they have anintemalstruCture・Occurrent

emotionalstates are bounded states and，like events，they seem to have temporal

anchoring．

Suchan eventstruCture doesnotleadtothe ExperiencerO句ectlinking・In

ordertoexplainthelinkingpatternwesuggestedasolutionthattakesintoaccountthe

intemalstruCtureOfemotionalepisodes・WearguedthatemotionalepisodesinvoIvetwo

simultaneousprocesses：eValuateandaffbct・ThesameparticIPantSareinvoIvedinboth

processesbuttheirrolesaredifftrent・Difftrencesinlinkingresult丘omfbcuslngOnOne

Ortheotherofthetwoprocesses．

Onthisaccount，emOtionpredicatesareclosertosymmetricpredicatessuchas

above andbeloworsucceedandprecedethantocausativeverbs・Withsymmetric

predicates，Changlng thefocus changes the m叩Plng OfpartlCIPantS tO SyntaCtic

positions・The difftrence between standard symmetric predicates and emotion

predicatesisthatwhereaswithsymmetricpredicateswehaveasimplerelation，With

emotionpredicatestherelationiscomplex．

Viewedinitsentirety，therelationbetweenexperiencerandstimuluslacks

inherentdirectionalitybutoncewedecomposeitintoitsconstituentelementsweobtain

twodistinctrelationsexhibitingoppositeprominencerelationsbetweentheparticipants・

Whatisfocused，inthe case ofemotionpredicatesis notoneorthe otherofthe

participants，but one or the other ofthe two relations constitutlng the complex
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interaction・Focuslng OnOne Ofthe relationsimposes theprominence relationsthat

Obtain within that particular component upon the entire complex predicate・The

mapplngOfargumentstosyntacticpositionsis，thus，SeenaSareflexofthechoiceof

fbcus．

This solution deviatesfrom the standard assumptlOnS regarding emotion

Predicates，butemotionpredicatesarepeculiarenoughtodeserveaPeCuliartreatment・
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Chapter6

ExperiencerCausativeConstructionsinJapanese

1．Introduction

UnlikemanyEuropeanlanguages，WherethecausatlVltyOfEOvefbsisanalleged

semanticpropertywithnofbrmalmarking，inJapanesethereareemotionpredicates

displaylngOVertCauSativemorphology・Henceforthwewillreftrtotheseformsas

EXPERIENCERCAUSATIVECONSTRUCTIONS Or EXPERIENCER CAUSATIVES．Experiencer

causativesseemtosharesomeofthesyntacticandsemanticpropertieswhichhave

JuStinedtheanalysisEOverbsascausatives：maPPlngOftheexperiencerargumentOntO

oqectposition，PeCuliarbehaviorwithrespecttobinding，Selectionalrestrictions・The

existenceofthecausativefbrmsinJapanesewasseenbyPesetskyasanargumentin

favorofhiszero－CauSativeanalysISOfEOvetbsinEuropeanlanguages・Asimilarclaim

ismadebyKatada（1997）．Thischapterwilldiscussthebehaviorofemotionverbs

derivedthroughSASEattachmentandconsidertheirsemanticfunction・Wewilloffbr

someconsiderationsconcemlngtheplaceofthesefomSWithinthegeneralmapof

occurrencepredicatesinthelanguageandcompareitwiththestatusofEOverbsin

Romanian．

PreviousliteratureoncausativeemotionvetbsinJapanesehasamplydiscussed

thefactthat，althoughthesefbmSarederivedthroughwhatappearstobeafnxationof

thecausativesufBx SASEtoemotionvefbs，theresultingfbrmSdonotbehavelike

regularcausativefbrmS．

Thenrstandmostimportantdifftrencebetweencausativizationwithemotion

verbsandcausativizationingeneralistheeffbctonargumentstruCture・Normally，

CausativizationisavalanceincreaslngOPeration：afBxationofSASEaddsaCauser

argument・Inthecaseofemotionverbs，CauSativizationoftwo－Placepredicatesyields

two－Placepredicatesinsteadoftheexpectedthree argumentconstruCtions・Thatis，

CauSativizationfailstoincreasevalence．

AsecondpeculiarltyOfthesefbrmsisthefactthattheCauserseemstobe

identicalwiththeobjectofthenon－CauSativefbm，insteadofbeingdistinctfromit，aS

isusual・Astheexamplesbelowillustrate，nOtOnlyisthestandardcausativestruCture
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blockedbuttheefftctofSASEafnxationonargumentstruCtureaPPearStObesimilarto

PaSSivization．

（1）　a．Obaasanwa magono kekkono yorokonda

grandmother－TOP grandson－GEN wedding－ACC V

Grandmotherwasgladaboutthegrandson，swedding

b．＊Nakoodowa obaasanni

g0－between－TOP grandmother－DAT

kekkono yorokobaseta

Wedding－ACC V－SASE

C．Magono kekkonga obaasano

magOnO

grandson－GEN

grandson－GENwedding→NOM grandmother－ACC

Thegrandson，Sweddingcheeredthegrandmother

d・Magono kekkonwa obaasanni

grandson－GENwedding－TOP grandmother－DAT

yorokobaseta

V－SASE

yorokobareta

V－RARE

Example（1b），WhichaddsanextemalCauser，isillformed・Theacceptablefbrmin（1C）

diffbrsfromthe passiveform（ld）onlywithrespecttothe case marking on the

experiencerargument：inthecausativefbrmtheexperiencerisaccusativewhileinthe

passivefbrmitismarkedwiththeparticlerni・TheargumentstruCtureisotherwise

similar．ThefbrmerSu切ecthasbeendemotedandtheformerobiectappearsinsubject

POSition．

2．PreviousAccounts

Althoughcausativeemotionverbsaredifftrentfromthecausativefbrmsoftransitive

verbs，theylookqulteSimilartocausativesbasedonintransitiveverbs：thenumberof

argumentsandthecasemarkingareconformlngtOeXPeCtations・

（2）　　a．Taroowa naita

Taroo－TOP V

Taroocried

b．Jiroowa Tarooo nakaseta

Jiroo－TOP Taroo－ACC V－SASE

JiroomadeTaroocry
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Acausativefbrmderivedonthebasisofanintransitiveverbhastwoargumentsandthe

Causeecanreceivetheaccusativecase，unliketheCauseeinfbrmSbasedontransitive

construCtions，Whichismarkedwith－ni・Noticlngthissimilarity，SeVeralauthorshave

suggestedthatcausativeemotionvetbsareactuallyderivedffomintransitivefbrmS・

The nrstaccountalongtheselinesis Kuroda（1965）・Kuroda argues that

JapaneseESemotionverbsareweaklytransitive．Thismeansthattheoqectcanbe

suppressed．Asentencesuchas（3C）belowisderivedthroughcausativizationfollowed

bytheru1eofRecurrlngO句ectDeletion．

（3）　a．Taroo一gaOngaku－OtanOShimu

Taroo－NOMmusic－ACCV

Tarooeruoysthemusic

b．Cの描離れ彪仇敷沼

Ongaku－gaTaro0－00ngaku－OtanOShimaseru

music－NOMTaroo－ACCmusic－ACCV－SASE

C．Rec〃r門乃g（フむecはkJeJわ乃

Ongaku－gaTaro0－0tanOShimaseru

music－NOMTaroo－ACCV－SASE

ThemusicamusedTaroo

Katada（1997）proposes a version of Kuroda’s analysisin which

intranzitivizationappliesbefbrecausativization・Theaccount，thoughmakinguseof

moremodernapparatus，loosesmanyofthestrongpolntSinKuroda，sanalysisl）・In

takinganintransitiveformaSthebasetowhichthe causativemorphemeattaches，

Katada，sanalysisissimilartoMcCawley（1976）

McCawleycriticizesKuroda，SruleofRecurrlngObjectDeletionandsuggests

anaccountinwhichboththecausativeandthenon－CauSativetransitivefomarederived

onthebasisofanintransitiveform・Observlngthesemanticsimilarityrelatingthethree

sentences below，McCawley argues that they are all derived丘om anidentical

underlyingstruCture．
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（4）　a．Hirosiwa hahaga byookidenakattakotoo yorokonda

Hiroshi－TOP mother－NOM sickCOPNEGCOMPACCV

Hiroshiwaspleasedthathismotherwasnotsick

b・hahaga byookidenakattakotoga Hiroshio yorokobaseta

mother＿NOM sickCOPNEGCOMPNOMHiroshiACC V－SASE

ThefactthathismotherwasnotsickpleasedHiroshi

c・hahaga byookidenakattanode Hirosiwa yorokonda

mother－NOM sickCOPNEGCOMPCONJHiroshi－TOP V

Hiroshiwaspleasedbecausehismotherwasnotsick

TheunderlyingstruCtureCOntainstheabstractpredicateCAUSErelatingtwoclausal

arguments，aSillustratedinFiglbelow，WhereS（1）describesthecausingeventand

S（2）theresultingemotionalstate．

Figl

S（0）

CAUSE

lhahagabyookidenakatta］　lHiroshigayorokobu］

TheroleoftheabstractpredicateCAUSEisdennedasfbllows：‖…theabstractverb

C孔岱gJ・ピ／〟／ぐ．＝－1、mJrJJピ∫√両揮Jh山川／ぐ力‘川町J力‘′／わど＝川∫ぐげJ／隼和才・J‘相可’

娩irsthesecondstateQl娩irsbecomestrue”（McCawley1976a：88）・S（2）isan

intransitiveclausehavlngfbrsu句ecttheexperiencerandfbrpredicatetheintransitive

fbrmoftheexperiencerverb・Iftheabstractpredicatesurfacesasacausativemorpheme

we obtain the causative struCturein（4b）．Ifthe BECAUSE FORMATIONRULE

applieswe obtainthe struCturein（4C）wheretheintransitive clausetakes areason

adjunctclause．The struCturein（4a）is derivedfromthe underlyingformthrough

CAUSALOBJECTFORMATION．Causalo句ectfbrmationistheresultofved）raislng

OftheexperiencervetbinS（2）totheVpositioninthematrixclause・

Theaccount2）hasthemeritsofexplainlngthesemanticrelationbetweenthe

threeconstruCtionsin（4），thecomplementarydistributionofnodbclausesandclausal
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oqects，theidentltybetweenthesuqectofthecausativeconstruCtionandtheoqectof

thenon－CauSativeformandthebackwardbindingpropertiesofthecausalforms・

3．Criticism

Aswehaveseenintheprevioussection，theexistenceofintransitiveusesfbrtheverbs

that undergo experiencer causativizationis cruCialfor the analyses proposed by

McCawleyandKatada・Mostoftheoccurrenceemotionverbsseemtohaveintransitive

uSeS．

（5）　a．Taroo－WaPureZent0－0yOrOkonda

Taroo－TOPpresent－ACCV

Taroowasgladaboutthepresent

b．Taroo－WayOrOkonda

Taroo－TOPV

Taroowasglad

（6）　　a．Taroo－WamuSuko－niokotteiru

Taroo－TOPson－DATV

Tarooisangrywithhisson

b．Taroo－WaOkotteiru

Taroo，TOPV

Tarooisangry

Thisisnotnecessarilythecase，however・There areverbsthatundergoexperiencer

causativizationalthoughtheydonothaveanintransitiveuse3）・Themostclearexample

isthevefbakiru（befbdupwith），Whichcannotbeusedintransitivelywithoutimplying

theexistenceofacontextuallyspeciBedo切ect．Itishard，ifnotimpossible，tOimaglne

thatsentence（7b）belowjustdepictstheexperiencer’sstateofmindwithoutimplicitly

reftrrlngtOtheobjectofthatstate．

（7）　a．Shichoosha－WaanOhaiyuu－niakiteiru

audience－TOPthatactor－DATV

Theaudienceisftdupwiththatactor
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b．？？Shichoosha－Waakiteiru

audience－TOPV

Theaudienceisfbdup

C．Anohaiyuu一gaShichoosha－Oakisaseta

thatactor－NOMaudience－ACCV－SASE

Thatactormadetheaudienceftelfedup

Ifthevetbakirudoesnothaveanintransitivecounterpart，itshouldbeimpossibleforit

toundergoexperiencercausativization，glVentheanalysesproposedbyMcCawleyand

Katada．Thecausativeform，however，eXistsasillustratedbyexample（7C）・

AnotherproblemfbrMcCawley，saccountisthesemanticrelationamongthe

causative，thetransitiveandthenode－ClauseconstruCtions・McCawleyarguesthatthe

three construCtions are semantically equlValent・She argues that this semantic

equlValenceis apeculiarltyOfemotionverbs thatdistinguishes themfromnormal

transitivevefbs・PostulatingacommonunderlyingstruCturefbrthethreeformSeXPlains

thesemanticproximlty・ThequestioniswhetherthesemanticequlValencesheassumes

isreal・IntheexamplesofftredbyMcCawleythisseemstobethecase，SeeeXamPles

（8）．

（8）　a．syoonenwa zibunga onnanokoni moterunOO

boy－TOP self－NOM girls－DATbe popularCOMP－ACC

yorokonda

V

Theboywaspleasedthathewaspopularwithgirls

b・Zibunga onnanokoni moterunOde syoonenwayorokonda

Self・NOM girls－DATbe popularCONJ boy－TOP V

Theboywaspleasedbecausehewaspopularwithgirls

C．Zibunga onnanokoni moterukotoga

Self－NOM girls－DATbe popularCOMP－NOM

SyOOnenO yOrOkobaseta

boy－ACC V－SASE

Thefactthathewaspopularwithgirlspleasedtheboy
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Buttheparaphraserelationdoesnotalwaysseemtoobtain，aStheexamples

belowillustrate．

（9）　a．Watashiwa ryuukooo sakidorisurukotoo tanoshindeiru

I－TOP fashion－ACC anticipateCOMP－ACC V

IeruoyanticIPatlngfashion

b・＊Watashiwa ryuukooo sakidorisurunOde

I－TOP fashion－ACC antlCIPateCONJ

C・Ryuukooo sakidorisurukotoga watashio

fashion－ACC anticIPateCOMP－NOMI－ACC

tanoshindeiru

V

tanoshimaseru

V－SASE

X’santicIPatlngfashionpleasesme

（10）a．Taroowa hikookini norukotoo kowagatteiru

Taroo－TOP plane－DAT　　rideCOMP－ACCV

Tarooisafraidtogeton／travelbyplane

b．＃Taroowa hikookini norunOde kowagatteiru

Taroo－TOP plane－DAT　　rideCONJ V

Tarooisafraid（ofsomething）becauseheisgettingon／travelingbyplane

C．？Hikookini norukotoga Tarooo

Plane－DAT rideCOMP－NOM Taroo－ACC

kowagaraseta

V－SASE

Thefactthat（SOmeOne）wasgettingontheplanefrightenedTaroo

It seems that the meanlng Ofthe emotion predicateis cruCial・Some verbs，like

tanoshimu（epjoy），donotallownodeclauses，Whichsuggeststhattheseverbsdonot

haveanintransitiveuseaftera11（9b）．Withkowagaru（華ar）thenodeconstruCtionis

acceptablebutitdoesnothavethesameinterpretationastheothertwoconstruCtions

（10b）．Thenon－CauSativefbrmSOfthesevefbsarenotinaparaphraserelationwiththe

causativeformseither．Foronething，SentenCeS（9a）and（10a）donothaveacausative

flavor・Moreimportant，theclausalargumentisinterpreteddifftrentlyinthesesentences

andintheircausativecounterparts・Thenon－CauSativeconstruCtionsrequlreCOntrOlof

thesuqectoftheclausalcomplementbytheexperiencer・Theunexpresseds両ectof

Tyuuko0－0Sakidorisuru and hikookininoruis the experiencer・In the causative
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construCtions，however，therefbrentoftheclausalsubjectisinterpretedasdi毎Ointfrom

theexperiencer．Thisindicatesthattheselectionalrestrictionsfortheoqectofthenon－

causativeformS are di脆rent録omthe selectionalrestrictionsforthe subject ofthe

causativefbrmS・ThisposesaseriousproblemfbrMcCawley，sandKuroda’Saccounts，

Whichpresupposeidentltybetweenthetwo．

TheparaphraserelationamongthethreeconstruCtionsshouldberegardedasan

accidentratherthantherule，Itisnotthecasethatwheneverwehaveoneofthethree

typesofconstruCtionwecanautomaticallyproducetheremainlngtWOCOnStruCtions

Startlngfromlt，aSthetransformationalaccountpredicts・

Aswehaveseen，allthepreviousstudiesseemtoagreeinonerespect：the

assumptlOnthatthecausativefbrmisderivedfromanon－CauSativefbrmatsomelevel・

Authorsdiffbrwithregardtothedetailsofthederivation・Kurodaassumesthatthe

transitivefbrmOftheverbisthebasetowhichSASEattaches．McCawleypostulatesan

intransitiveformWhich yields both causativeformS and transitiveformS・Katada

suggests that causativization applies afterintransitivization and assumes that both

OPerationsarelexical．

Themannerofconceivlngthederivationalprocesshasconsequencesfbrthe

wayofdescribingtherelationbetweentheobjectofthetransitiveformandthesu旬ect

ofthe causativeform．For Kuroda the two areidentical．Ifwe exclude agentive

causativeconstruCtions，Whicharederivedthroughadiffbrentmechanism，WeCOuld

describeMcCawley，SpositiononthistopICaSidenticalwithKuroda，S・Katada，Onthe

otherhand，regardsthetwoargumentsascompletelyunrelatedandstressestheideathat

apparentidentlty，Whenitarises，lSaCCidental．

We have seen that sentences with causative and non－CauSativefomS Of

emotionverbsarenotalwaysequlValent・Declaringtherelationaccidental，aSKatada

does，missesimportantgeneralizations．

WeproposeanaccountofexperiencercausativesmakingthefollowlngClaims・

ThecausativeformSarenOtderivedonthebasisofthetransitiveverbs．Thetwofbrms，

althoughsemanticallyclose，Canhavediffbrentselectionalrestrictions・Theparaphrase

relationbetweencausative andnon－CauSativeformSholdsonlywhenthetwoforms

haveidenticalselectionalproperties．
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4．0therPeculiaritiesofExperiencerCausatives

BefbregolnglntOthedetailsofthisaccountwewillexaminemorecloselythesyntactic

andsemanticpeculiaritiesofexperiencercausatives・

4．1．TheNumberofArguments

Wehaveseenthataccountsofexperiencercausativesareforcedtoassumetheexistence

ofanintransitivebasetowhichthecausativemorphemeattachesinordertoexplainthe

argument struCture OftheseformS・Emotion vetbs generally take two arguments，

althoughmostofthemalsohaveanintransitiveuse・Whycannotthetwo argument

construCtionundergocausativization？Noticethatsemanticallyrelatedpredicates，SuCh

ascognitivevefbsanddispositionalemotionverbsbehavelikestandardtransitiveswith

respecttocausativization．

（11）　a．WakaikeuinoJISatSuga keishisookanniinochinohakanasao

youngPOliceman，ssuicide－NOMDA－DATthe　frailityoflifb－ACC

ShimU1mini kangaesaseta

deeply think－SASE

Theyoungpoliceman，ssuicidemadetheDAthinkdeeplyaboutthe

frailityoflifb

b・Anatanoyasashisagawatashinianatoo aisaseta

yourgentleness－NOMI－DAT you－ACClove－SASE

Yourgentlenessmademeloveyou

Inthesentencesabove，thethematicroleofthesu句ectcanbedescribedasCauseand

thatoftheaccusativeobjectasTargetofthepsychologlCalstate4）・

ItisinterestlngtOnOtethatthesubjectofthecausativefbrmOfcognltlVeVerbs

isalwaysaCauseandneveraTarget・ThisistrueevenwhenthereisnoovertTarget・

Causativeandnon－CauSativesentencesarenotparaphrasesofeachotherevenifthe

sameelementisusedinthesuqectpositionofthecausativeformaSintheobject

POSitionofthenon－CauSativeform．
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（12）　a．Taroo－WaShippa1－0SatOtta

Taroo－TOPmistake－ACCrealize

Taroorealizedhismistake

b．Shippa1－gaTaro0－0SatOraSeta

mistake－NOMTaroo－ACCrealize－SASE

ThemistakeenlightenedTaroo

Astheglossindicates，Sh如aiisthetargetofTaroo，sthoughtsin（12a），butnotin（12b）・

The nounshWai（mistake）in（12b）was the triggerthat made Taroo understand

somethingqultedifftrentfromthemistake・InthiscaseittrlggeredaformOfreligious

epiphany・TheverbsatoruinitscausativeusePreSuPPOSeStheexistenceofaTarget，an

ObjectofthecognitiveactlVlty，distinctfromtheCause・

When selectionalrestrictions don，tinterfbre byblocking the possibility of

parallelforms，the paraphrase relation between causative and non－CauSative

COnStruCtionsholdswithemotionverbs，aSin（13）below・

（13）　a．Taroo－Wakeshiki－nOutSukushisa－niodoroita

Taroo－TOPbeautyofthelandscape－DATsurpnse

Taroowassurprisedatthebeautyofthelandscape

b・Keishiki－nOutSukushisa－ga Taro0－0　　0dorokaseta

beautyofthelandscape－NOMTaroo－ACCsurprlSe

ThebeautyofthelandscapesurprisedTaroo

In（13b）thereisnoimplicationthatthebeautyofthelandscapemadeTarooftel

surprlSeaboutanythingbutthebeautyofthelandscape・Theimpossibilityoffbrmlng

three argumentconstruCtionsaddedtothecausativeinterpretationofnon－CauSative

fbrmssuggeststhatthethematicroleofthenon－eXPeriencerargumentisthesamein

bothcases・ItalsosuggeststhatthisroleisCauseratherthanTarget・Whentheroleof

theargumentisftlttobelessthancause－like，aSinthecaseofverbsliketanoshimu

（e再Oy）andkowagaru（fbar）thisisduetotheselectionalrestrictionsoftheESfbrmS

andnottothepresenceofadifftrentthematicrole・

Thissituationisreminiscentoftherelationbetweenthethematicroleofthe

non－eXPeriencerargumentwithRomanianEOandESverbs・Therewearguedthatthe
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Semanticcontributionoftheprepositionrestrictsthefunctionofthenominalitgovems・

InJapanesethesameroleisfulmledbyselectionalrestrictions・Thestimulusargument

ofcausativeformSisalwaysinterpretedasaCauser・Thestimulusargumentofthe

correspondingnon－CauSativefbmisinterpretedasaCauseronlywhentheverbselects

eventarguments・Withvetbssuchastanoshimuandkowagaru，Whichselectincomplete

events，liketherelateda句ectives，theCauserreadingfbrthestimulusargumentdoesnot

ariseinESconstruCtions．

WecouldexplainthebanonconstruCtionwiththreeargumentsinthecaseof

emotionverbsasaconsequenceofthefhctthattheo切ectoftheplainformSisaCause・

Thiswouldexplaintheparaphraserelationbetweencausativeandnon－CauSativefbmS・

Thequestionthatarisesifweadoptthislineofthoughtisthefbllowlng：Whatroledoes

thecausativemorphemeplay？IftheroleoftheobjectinplainsentencesisCauseand

theconstruCtionscanbeparaphrasedbymeansofcausativeconstruCtions，Whatpurpose

Cantheadditionofcausativemorphologyserve？

GiventhesepeculiaritiesoftheexperiencercausativeconstruCtionthequestion

ofwhether SASEinthis construCtion canbeidentined with the standard causative

morphemeisloomlnghigh．

4．2．SelectionalRestrictions

ThecausativemorphemeSASEselectstwonominalarguments‥aCauserandaCausee・

TheCauserbearsthefbaturel＋human］andtheCauseeisprefbrablyl＋human］，though

thisisnotobligatory．Nominalswiththefbaturel－animate］arenotacceptableinthe

SubjectpositionofSASE．

（14）　a．hahawa kodomoni gohano tabesaseta

motherTOP childDAT mealACC eat－SASE

Themothermadethechildeatthemeal

b・＊kuufukuwa kodomoni gohano tabesaseta

hungerTOP childDAT mealACC eat－SASE

ExperiencerSASE，Ontheotherhand，requiresal＋human］nominalinoqectposition

buthaspracticallynorestrictionsonthe selectionalfbaturesofthe s両ect，aSthe

examplesin（15）indicate．（Weunderstandtheterm’selectionalrestriction’intheold
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fashionedsense．Inthesenseofs－Selection，（Grimshaw1979；Pesetsky1991），CauSative

fbrmss－Selectevents．）

（15）　a．Musuk0－gaTaro0－0　　0koraseta

SOn－NOM Taroo－ACCV－SASE

HissonangeredTaroo

b．Musuko－nOtegam1－ga Taro0－0　0koraseta

son－GEN letter－NOMTaroo－ACCV－SASE

Hisson’sletterangeredTaroo

C・Musuko一gayakusoku－O yabuttakot0－ga Taro0－0　0koraseta

son－NOM promise－ACCbreakCOMP－NOMTaroo－ACCV－SASE

ThefactthathissonbrokehispromiseangeredTaroo

Bothnominals，lrreSPeCtiveoftheirsemanticfbatures，andclausesareadmittedinthe

s叫ect position ofexperiencer causativeverbs．Itmustbe noticed，however，that

nominalsrefbrrlngtOindividualsreceivea’partialinterpretation，・Anounbearlngthe

fbaturel＋human］，aSin（15a）above，does notrefbr to anindividualbutto some

situationinvoIvingtheindividual．Whenthenominalinsu句ectpositionrefbrstoan

individual，theconstruCtionceasestobeanExperiencerCausativeConstruCtionandis

interpretedasagentive，aSin（16）below．

（16）　Musuk0－gaWaZa－tO Taro0－0　　0koraseta

SOn－NOMintentionally Taroo－ACCV－SASE

HissonangeredTaroointentionally

Agentive construCtions with emotion verbs show all the syntactic and semantic

propertiesofstandardcausatives，SeeMcCawley（1976）fbrarguments・Thismeansthat

the selectionalrestrictiononthe suqectoftheExperiencerCausativearenotonly

di脆rentbutin complementary distribution with those ofsubiectin the standard

CauSativeconstruCtion．

4．3．LexicalAspect

InChapter5WeusedthelexicalaspectualpropertiesofRomanianEOvetbsasan
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argumentagalnSttheclaimthattheseverbs arecausatives・Inthissectionwewill

examinethebehaviorofExperiencerCausativeswithrespecttosomeaspectualtests

andconsidertheimplications・IfExperiencerCausativesbehavelikestandardcausatives

withrespecttoaspectualtests，WeWOuldhavereasontotreattheminaparallelfashion

withothercausativeconstruCtions，insplteOfthepeculiaritiesobservedsofar・The

problemisthatthelexicalaspectualpropertiesofstandardcausativeshavenotrevived

serious attentionso far・To mlthis gapwewillbrieflyexamine theproperties of

productive causative construCtionsinJqpanese・Anin－depth study ofthistopICis

beyond the scope ofthis paper．The examination willbe necessarily brief；and

interestlngPrOblems，SuChastheinfluenceofCauseecasemarking，Willbeignored・A

鎖nalconclusionwillhavetowaitfbramorethoroughinvestlgation・Sometendencies，

however，SeemtObequlteClear．

4．3．1．StandardCausatives

WewillexaminethebehaviorofstandardcausativeconstruCtionswithrespecttoRve

aspectualtests．Theseare：（a）theinterpretationofthepresentprogressivefbrm（－teiru）；

（b）theinterpretationofthepresentnon－PrOgreSSivefbrm（－ru）；（C）C0－0ccurrenCeWith

punctual advefbial modiners；（d）C0－0ccurrenCe With duration advetbs；（e）C0－

0ccurrencewithadvetbsrefemingtoboundedintervals¢－kande，inxtimq）・

Thebehaviorofpredicatesfromthefouraspectualclasseswithrespecttothese

testsissummedupbelow．

State A ctivity A chievem ent Accom plishm ent

（a） n．a． PrOgreSSive Perfbct PrOgreSSive，Perfbct

（b） PreSen notpresent notpresent notpresent

（C） nO ？ yeS yeS
（d） yeS yeS nO ？

（e） nO nO begin end

The－ruformCanreCeiveseveralinterpretations：PreSent，generlC，habitual，historic
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presentorfuture・Wewillignorethedetailsandfbcusonlyontheabilitytorefertothe

momentofspeech．Onlystateshavethisproperty・

ActivltyVerbs are not very comfortable with punctualtime modiners・If

acceptable，theconstruCtionsreftrtothestartoftheactivity・Statesdonotc0－0ccurWith

PunCtualtimemodiners．

Advetbs refbming to boundintervals are entirely appropnate with

accomplishmentverbs・Theyalsoseemtobeacceptablewithachievements・Inthecase

ofaccomplishmentstheimplicationisthattheeventdenotedbytheverboccurred

duringtheintervalandendedattheendoftheinterval・Forachievementstheevent

denotedbytheverbdidnotoccurduringtheintervalbutbeganattheendoftheinterval・

The’begin，and’end，inFig・2aremeanttocapturethisdistinctionStatesandactivities

rqjectthistypeofmodincation．

Advetbs ofduration can c0－0ccur With activities and states but not with

achievements・Theyalsoc0－0ccurWithaccomplishmentsinJapanesebutthismaybe

mainlytheeffectofthelackofnumberandspecificity，dennitenessmarkingonthe

nouns．InEnglishaccomplishmentcannotbemodinedbydurationadverbsiftheoqect

hasthe ftaturesl＋count］，［＋sg］．Wewillusethistestonlytodistinguishbetween

achievementsandtheotherclassesofactivepredicates・

Statesdonotnormallyundergocausativization，SOWeWillconcentrateonthe

remainlngthreeaspectualclasses・Wewi11Comparethebehaviorofcausativeandnon－

causativeformSOfthesameverb．

（17）　dcか砂・肋乃一Cα〟∫αかeJbr椚

a．Taroo－Wa hashiru（notpresent）

Taroomns

b．Taroo－Wa hashitteiru（PrOgreSSive）

Tarooisrunnlng

C．？Taroo－Wa SanJl－ni

Tarooranatthree

d．Taroo－Wa Sanjikan

Tarooranfbr3hours

e．＊Taroo－Wa San－Pun－de

Tarooranin3minutes

hashitta

hashitta

hashitta
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（18）　dcかゆ・Cb〟∫αかe

a．Hanako－Wa Taro0－O hashiraseru

HanakomakesTaroorun

b．Hanako－Wa Taro0－0　　hashiraseteiru（PrOgreSSive）

HanakoismakingTaroorun

C．Hanako－Wa San11－ni Taro0－0　hashiraseta

HanakomadeTaroorunat30，clock

d．Hanako－WaTaro0－0　　Sanjikanhashiraseta

HanakomadeTaroorunfor3hours

e・Hanako－WaTaro0－O San－Pun－dehashiraseta

HanakomadeTaroorunin3minutes

（19）　dcあわveme址肋乃－Cα〟∫αかe

a．Taroo－WaShuppatsusuru

Tarooleaves

b．Taroo－WaShuppatsushiteiru（perftct）

Taroohasleft

C．Taroo－WaSan11－nishuppatsushita

Tarooleftat30，clock

d．＊Taroo－WaSanjikanshuppatsushita

Tarooleftfor3hours

e．Taroo－WaSan－Pundeshuppatsushita（begin）

TarooleRin3minutes

（20）　dcあおve〝7e眈Cα〃∫αかe

a．Hanako－WaTaro0－0Shuppatsusase－ru（notpresent）

HanakomakesTarooleave

b．Hanako－WaTaro0－0Shuppatsusase－teiru（perftct）

HanakohasmadeTarooleave

C．Hanako－WaSanll－niTaro0－0Shuppatsusaseta

HanakomadeTarooleaveat30，clock

d．＊Hanako－WaSanjikanTaro0－0Shuppatsusaseta

TaroomadeTarooleavefor3hours

e．Hanako－WaSan－Pun－deTaro0－0Shuppatsusaseta（endofcausingevent）

HanakomadeTarooleavein3minutes
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（21）　dcco〝画ね加e眈Ab乃－Cα〟∫αかe

a．Taroo－Wategami－Okaku（notpresent）

Taroowritesaletter

b．Taroo－Wategami－Okai－teiru（progressive，Perftct）

Tarooiswriting，haswrittenaletter

C．Taroo－WaSanll－nitegami－Okaita

Taroowrotealetterat30’clock

d．Taroo－WaSanjikantegami－Okaita

Taroowrotealetterfbr3hours

e．Taroo－WaSan－Pun－detegami－Okaita（end）

Taroowrotealetterin3minutes

（22）　dcco〝pJわあme乃才．・Cα〃∫αかe

a．Haha－WaTaroo－nitegami－Okakaseru（notpresent）

MothermakesTaroowriteletters

b．Haha－WaTaroo－nitegami－Okakase－teiru（progressive，Perfect）

Motherismaking，hasmadeTaroowritealetter

C．Haha－WaSan11－niTaroo－nitegami－Okakaseta

MothermadeTaroowritealetteratthree

d．Haha－WaTaroo－nisanjikantegami－Okakaseta

MothermadeTaroowritelettersfor3hours

e．Haha－WaSan－Pun－deTaroo－nitegami－Okakaseta（end）

MothermadeTaroowritealetterin3minutes

Thereareanumberoffactorsinfluenclngtheinterpretationofcausativesentenceswith

adverbialmodiners：Whetherthecauslngandthecausedeventareassumedtotakeplace

atthesamespati0－temPOrallocationornot，thepositionoftheadvetbinthesentence，

etc・Allthesewillbeignored・Itisstillpossibletomakesomeroughgeneralizations・

Thesearesummeduplnthetablebelow．
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Fig．3

C ausactivitv C aus achievem ent Causaccom Dlislm ent

Te im PrOgreSSive Perfbct PrOgreSSive，Perfbct
Ru notpresent notpresent notpresent
Pct yeS yeS yeS
D ur yeS nO yeS
Telic yeS yeS yeS

Standard causative construCtions seem to be aspectually complex・The

causativeformSCannOtbeasslgnedtoaparticularaspectualclasslikelexicalcausatives・

Thecausativemorphemeitselfexhibitsaccomplishmentproperties・Thisissuggestedby

thefactthatallthecausativefbrmsc0－0ccurWiththeadverbialphrasesanj，un－de（in3

minutes）withtheinterpretationthatthecausingeventendedattheendoftheperiod・

Amongthebaseverbs，Onlyaccomplishmentsallowedthisreading・Weconclude，then，

thatthisisapropertyaddedbythecausativemorpheme・

The causative　formS，however，CannOt beidentined with well－behaved

accomplishments・The behaviorthey exhibit whenmodinedby durationaladverbs

provesit・Causativesformedonthebasisofactivityverbs c0－0ccurWithduration

adverbswhilecausativefbmSOfachievementvefbsdonot．Thissuggeststhatthebase

Vetbis’alive’insidethecausativepacking．

Wewillleavethedetailsofhowexactlytheaspectualpropertiesofthebase

predicateandthoseofthecausativemorphemecombinetoglVetheaspectualproperties

ofthecausativeconstruCtiontofurtherinvestigation・Wewillconcentratefbrnowon

thethreepropertiesnoticedabove．

thecausativeconstruCtionhascompositeaspectualproperties

thecausativemorphemecontributesaccomplishmentproperties

thepropertiesofthebaseved）arenOtentirelysuppressed

InthenextsectionwewillexaminethepropertiesofExperiencerCausativesandsee

howtheycomparewiththoseofstandardcausatives・
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4．3．2．ExperiencerCausatives

TheaspectualpropertiesofemotionvefbsinJapanesewillbediscussedinmoredetail

in Chapter8・These predicates seem to fallinto two main classes：aCtivities and

achievements・NoneoftheverbsareprototypICalmembersoftherespectivelexical

aspectualclasses，butthebehaviortheyexhibitwithrespecttovariousaspectualtests

JuStines sufBciently this classincation・The occurrence emotion verbs that take an

accusative objectareactivities．The verbsthattake adativeobiectcanberoughly

describedasachievements，thoughthereisalotofvariationinthisclass・Someverbs

areclosertostatesthantoachievements．

Inwhatfollowswe willexamine theinfluencethatattachingthe causative

morphemehasontheaspectualpropertiesofemotionvetbs・

（23）　dcかゆ入肋乃－Cα〟∫αかe

a．Taroo－Wa Hanshin－nO Shoori－O yOrOkobu（notpresent）

Taroo－TOP Hanshin－GEN victory－ACC V－ru

TarooisgladoftheHanshinvictory

b．Taroo－Wa Hanshin－nO Shoori－O yOrOkon－deiru（PrOgreSSive）

Taroo－TOP Hanshin－GENvictory－ACC V－teiru

TarooischeenngfbrtheHanshinvictory

C．？Taroo－Wa SakkiHanshin－nO Shoori－O yOrOkonda

Taroo－TOP AdvHanshin－GEN victory－ACC V－ta

TaroowasgladoftheHanshinvictoryafbwmomentsbefore

c，．Taroo－Wa kinooHanshin－nO Shoori－O yOrOkonda

Taroo－TOP AdvHanshin－GEN victory－ACC V－ta

YesterdayTaroowasgladoftheHanshinvictory

d．Taroo－Wa mikka－kanHanshin－nO Shoori－O

Taroo－TOP Adv Hanshin－GENvictory－ACC

TaroowasgladoftheHanshinvictoryforthreedays

e．＊Taroo－WaSan－Pun－de Hanshin－nO Shoori－O

Taroo－TOPAdv Hanshin－GEN victory－ACC

yorokonda

V－ta

yorokonda

V－ta

（24）　dcかゆJCb〟∫αかe

a．Hanshin－nO Shoor1－ga Taro0－0　yOrOkobaseru（notpresent）

Hanshin－GENvictory－NOM Taroo－ACCV－SASE－ru

TheHanshinvictorycheersTaroo
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b．Otoshiyori－nO ega0－ga kodomotachi－OyOrOkobaseteiru（state？）

01dpeople－GENsmilingface－NOMchildren－ACC V－SASE－teiru

Theoldpeople，ssmilingfacesmakethechildemhappythechildren

c・＊SakkiHanshin－nO Shoor1－ga Taro0－0　　yOrOkobaseta

AdvHanshin－GENvictory－NOMTaroo－ACC V－SASE－ta

c，・KinooHanshin－nO Shoor1－ga Taro0－0　　yOrOkobaseta

Adv Hanshin－GENvictory－NOMTaroo－ACC V－SASE－ta

YesterdaytheHanshinvictorycheeredTaroo

d・Hanshin－nO Shoon－ga mikka－kanTaro0－0　yOrOkobaseta

Hanshin－GENvictory－NOM Adv Taroo－ACCV－SASE－ta

TheHanshinvictorycheeredTarooforthreedays

e・＊Hanshin－nO Shoor1－ga San－Pun－deTaro0－0　　　yOrOkobaseta

Hanshin－GENvictory－NOMAdv Taroo－ACC V－SASE－ta

（25）　dcあわve椚e如．・肋乃－C（‡〟∫αかe

a．Taroo－Wa OOki－naOtO－ni odoroku（notpresent）

Taroo－TOPbig sound－DATV－ru

Tarooisstartledbyloudnoises

b．Taroo－Wa SOnOOOki－naOtO－niodoroi－teiru（perfect）

Taroo－TOPthatbigsound－DAT V－teiru

Tarooisstartledbythatloudnoise

c・Asanogo11－niTaroo－Wa OOki－naOtO－ni odoroita

Adv Taroo－TOPbigsound－DAT V－ta

Taroowasstartledbyaloudnoiseat丘veinthemomlng

d・＊Taroo－Wa San－Pun－kansonoooki－naOtO－ni odoroita

Taroo－TOPAdv thatbigsound－DAT V－ta

e・＊Taroo－Wa San－Pun－deooki－naOtO－ni odoroita

Taroo－TOP Adv bigsound－DAT V－ta

（26）　dc鋸eve〝e乃LCb〟∫αかe

a．00ki－naOtO一ga Taro0－0　　0dorokaseru（notpresent）

bigsound－NOMTaroo－ACC V－SASE

LoudnoisesstartleTaroo
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b．sonokoudo－nagt］utSu一ga hitobit0－0

thatadvancedtechnology－NOMpeople－ACC

ThatadvancedtechnologysurprlSeSPeOPle

C．Asa－nOgO11－niooki－naOt0－ga Taro0－0

Adv bigsound－NOMTaroo－ACC

AloudnoisestartledTarooat丘veinthemomlng

d．＊Sonoooki－naOtO一ga San－Pun－kan Taro0－0

thatbigsound－NOM Adv

e．＊Sonoooki－naOt0－ga San－Pun－de

thatbigsound－NOM Adv

（27）　gJαかピーαCゐevv椚椚e乃　入肋乃一Cα〟∫αJルe

a．Taroo－Wa itazuradenwa－ni

Taroo－TOP naughtycal1－DAT

Tarooisannoyedbynaughtycalls

b．Taroo－Wa itazuradenwa－ni

Taroo－TOP naughtyca11－DAT

odorokase－teiru（State？）

V－SASE－teiru

odorokaseta

V－SASE－ta

Taroo－ACC

Taro0－O

Taroo－ACC

odorokaseta

V－SASE－ta

Odorokaseta

V－SASE－ta

komaru（notpresent）

Ⅴ一m

komat－teiru（perftct，State）

Ⅴ－teim

Tarooisannoyedbynaughtyca11s

C・？？Taroo－Wa aSa－nOSan11－niitazuradenwa－nikomatta

Taroo－TOP Advnaughty　call－DAT V－ta

d．Taroo－Wa mikka－kan itazuradenwa－ni

Taroo－TOP Adv naughtycall－DAT

Taroowasannoyedbynaughtycallsforthreedays

e，＊Taroo－Wamikka－de itazuradenwa－ni komatta

Taroo－TOPAdv naughtycall－DAT V－ta

komatta

V－ta

（28）　gJαかe一αC鋸eve〝ee址仇〟∫αかe

a．Musekinin－na Seijika－ga minshuu－O komaraseru（notpresent）

irresponsible politician－NOM population－ACCV－SASE－ru

Irresponsiblepoliticiansannoythepopulation

b．Mizu－busoku一ga Juumin－O komarase－teiru（State）

draught－NOM inhabitants－ACCV－SASE－ru

Theinhabitantsareannoyedbythedraught
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C・＊Asa－nOSan」1－ni itazuradenwa－ga Taro0－0　　komaraseta

Adv naughtycalls－NOMTaroo－ACC V－SASE－ta

d・Itazuradenwa－ga hitoban」uu Taro0－0　　　komaraseta

naughtycalls－NOM Adv Taroo－ACC V－SASE－ta

NaughtycallsarmoyedTarooallnightlong

e・＊Itazuradenwa一ga San－Pun－de Taro0－0　　　komaraseta

naughtycalls→NOM Adv Taroo－ACC V－SASE－ta

Theaspectualpropertiesoftheexperiencercausativefbrmsexaminedaresummedupln

thetablebelow．

activlty achievem ent state－aChievement

Teim State？ State？ state？
Ru notpresent notpresent notpresent
Pct ？ yeS nO
Dur yeS nO yeS
Telic nO nO nO

Thebehaviorofthesefbrmsmakesitdifnculttoidentifythemwithanyofthefbur

recognizedlexicalaspectualclasses・Whatisclear，however，isthefactthatexperiencer

causatives do not have accomplislment properties，like standard causative fbrmS・

Comparlngtheresultsobtainedfbrthethreeverbsexamined，anOtherfactemerges・The

aspectualdifftrencesamongthebasicforms are，tOSOme eXtend，PreServedinthe

causativefbrms．Ifwelookatthec0－0ccurrenCeWithdurationadvetbstest，WenOtice

thatthecausativefbrmodbrokaseruinexample（26d），liketheplainfbrmodorokuin

example（25d），rqjectsmodincationbyadverbsinthisclass・Thecausativefbrmedfrom

aninchoativeistheonlyonethatallowsmodincationbypunctualadvetbs（26C）・

Thefactthatnoneofthethreecausativeshasapresentreadinginthe－rufbrm

suggeststhatthesepredicatesarenotstates，yetthereadingofthe－teirufbrmseemsto

slgnalthepresenceofstativeproperties・The－teirufbrmofodorokaseYudoesnothave
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a’perftct，reading．Example（26b），unlikeexample（25b），doesnotimplytheexistence

ofachangethatmarkedthebeglnnlngOfthestate・The－teirufbrmofyorokobaseru，

example（24b）lackstheprogressivenuanceofthe－teirufbrmofyorokobu（23b）・A

PeCuliarltyOfthe－teirufbrmsofexperiencercausativesisthattheyseemtorequlre

pluralnominalsinexperiencerargumentposition・Thisistruefbralltheverbsand

distinguishesthecausative丘omthenon－CauSativeforms・

Itappearsthatwhatevertheaspectualpropertiesexhibitedbythebasevetb，the

causativefom Willhave similar but more state－like properties・If any aspectual

properties can be associated with the morpheme SASEin experiencer causative

construCtionsthesecanbedescribedasstative．Wenotedthatinthecaseofthestandard

causativeSASE，theaspectualclassofthecausativeconstruCtioncouldbedescribedin

termsoftheaspectualclassofthebasicverbtowhichanaccomplishmentwasadded・

ItdoesnotseempossibletoapplythesametypeofdescriptlOntOeXPeriencercausatives・

TheexperiencercausativeconstruCtiondoesnotconsistofthebasicvetbplusastate・It

ismoreliketheaspectualclassofthebasicverbdilutedinastate・Thecausativefbrm

odorokaserudoesnotfunctionasanachievementplusastate，butasanon－PrOtOtyPical

achievementwithstrongstativefbatures．

ThedifferencebetweentheaspectualcontributionofstandardSASEandthat

ofexperiencerSASEcanbeconciselyexpressedasfbllows・ThestandardSASEadds

aneventtothestruCtureOfthebasicpredicatewithoutaltenngtheaspectualclassofthe

predicatewhereasexperiencerSASEalterstheaspectualclassofthebasicpredicate

WithoutseemlngtOaddaneventtothebasicstruCture・

Standard causative construCtions are a conventional mode of encoding

causativesituations・Takingasentencethatreferstoaneventasitsbase，thecausative

morphemebuildsfromitaconstruCtionreferrlngtOthetwo eventsinacausative

situation・Thebasicsentenceprovidesinfbrmationrelativetothecausedeventandthe

morpheme SASE contributedinfomation regarding the causlng eVent・Aspectual

propertiesofthecausativeconstruCtionaredeterminedbythisfunction・

Itis difncult tolink the aspectual properties of experiencer causative

construCtionstocausativesituationsinthestraightfbrwardwaythisisdoneinthecase

ofstandardcausativeconstruCtions．Wehaveshownthat，inthisconstruCtion，ltisnot

possibletosetupthesemanticcontributionofthecausativemorphemeasaseparate

eventaddedtotheeventstructureofthebasicfbrm．Howarethetwoeventsinthe
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CausativesituationmappedontotheeventstruCtureOfthevetbinthiscase？

4．4．LexicalCausatives

Katada（1997）Claimedthatexperiencerverbslikekurushimeru（distress），kanashimeru

（Sadden）arelexicalcausatives．Hearguedthatthelexicalprocessderivingcausatives

fromnon－CauSativeemotionvefbsinvoIvestwostages・Firstintransitivizationappliesto

thetransitivefbrm．Second，CauSativizationappliestotheresultingintransitivefbrm・

Katadasuggeststhatexperiencerlexicalcausativesaretobetreatedonaparwithother

lexicalcausativesinJapanese，SuCh as susumeru（advance），miseru（Show），kiseru

（dress），etC．

Katada，s proposal accounts　for the argument struCture PrOPerties of

experiencercausatives・KatadaclaimsthathisanalysisdoesnotapplytotheSASE

experiencer causatives because these，unlike theforms he discusses undergo the

standardprocessofcausativization・AccordingtoKatada，emOtionverbsfteelyallow

argumentincreaslngCauSativization・Wehaveseenthatfactsdonotsupportthisclaim・

IfargumentstruCtureisaguidetothetypeofcausativizationinvoIved，theexperiencer

causativeconstruCtionsdiscussedintheprevioussectionsareclosertoKatada，Slexical

CauSativesthantotheregular‘syntactic’Causatives・

The status of experiencer causativesis very puzzling・The selectional

restrictions ofthemorpheme SASE，the efftctonargumentstruCture，the relation

betweentheCauserandtheoqectofthebaseverb，aSPeCtualpropertiesallpolnttOa

distinctprocess・ThemorphologlCalpropertiesofthecausativeformS，thesemantic

relation betweenbase and derivedform，the domain ofapplication ofexperiencer

causativization，however，donotsupporttheideathatalexicalprocessisinvoIved・

Lexicalcausatives are notmorphologicallyregular，theprocess afftctsthe

morphologicalshapeofthestem．Thus，besidessusumu－SuSumeru（advance），yaSumu－

yasumeru（rest），therearepairslikemiru（See）－miseru（show），SaSaru－SaSu（stick），etC・

ExperiencercausativesdonotinvoIveanychangeinthestem・

Thesemanticrelationbetweenlexicalcausativesandtherelatednon－Causative

fbrmsisnotentirelypredictableastheexistenceofpairssuchaskiru（dressoneself）－

kiseru（dresssomebody），miru（see）－miseru（show）orderu（goout，leave）－ddsu（take

out）indicates．The relation between causative experiencer and the baseformsis

predictable・The relation carmot beidentined，however，With the relation between
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standardcausativeandnon－CauSativeformS．Asmentionedbefbre，aStandardcausative

construCtionreftrstoacausativesituationandtheroleofthecausativemorphemeisto

provideinfbrmationrelativetothecauslngeVentWherethebasepredicateprovides

infomationreftrrlngtOthecausedevent．

AlthoughitispossibletoparaphraseexperiencercausativeconstruCtionsby

makingrefbrencetoacauslngandacausedevent，SuChparaphrasesidentifythecauslng

eventwiththeeventreftrredtobythestimulusargumentandthecausedevenwithan

intemalstate，aSSOCiatedwiththebasevefb．Theavailabilityoftheparaphrasehingeson

thepossibilitytousethebaseverbintransitively・AsobservedinSection3notallthe

emotionvetbsthathaveexperiencercausativeformSallowanintransitiveuse・Although

itiseasytoparaphrase（29a）belowasintermSOf（29C），byreplacingXwiththesuqect

of（29a），Ywiththeo旬ectandEwiththebasefbrmyorokobu，this doesnotwork

equallywellinthecaseof（29b）．Thisisbecausethebaseverbforakisaseru（makefbd

upwith）isakiru（befbdupwith）．Asmentionedbefbretheverbakiruisnotnormally

usedintransitivelyanditisqultedifnculttoimaglnethekindofstateEthatcouldbe

associatedwiththisverbintheabsenceofanobject．

（29）　a．tegam1－ga Obaachan－O yOrOkobaseta

letter－NOM grandmother－ACC V－SASE

Thelettercheeredgrandmother

b．nagaihanashi－ga kodomotachi－O akisaseta

longtalk－NOM children－ACC V－SASE

Thelongspeechboredthechildren

C．XCauseYFeelE

WecouldsaythattherelationbetweenexperiencercausativefbrmSandtherelatednon－

causativefbrmsISPredictable，butnotpredictableonthebaseofconstruCtionsinvoIving

thenon－CauSativepredicate．

Afurther difftrencebetween experiencer causatives andlexicalcausatives

concemsthe domaintheapplication・Alexicalprocessneednotapplylnaregular

fashion．AsKatadaobservedtherearelexicalcausativeformsofexperiencerverbs，SuCh

askurushimeru（distress），kanashimeru（sadden），butnosuchfbrmsas＊tanoshimeru

fomtanOShimu（eItjoy）or570rOkoberufromyorokobu（be gladabout）・Experiencer

CauSativizationappliesinaverygeneralfashiontoa11theoccurrenceemotionverbs・As
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mentionedaboveitdoesnotapplytodispositionalpredicates・

Thesedifftrencessuggestthatassimilatingexperiencercausativestolexical

causativesisnotaftlicitoussolution・Experiencercausativesdonotbehaveeitherlike

standardcausativesorlikelexicalcausatives．Whatisthenthestatusoftheseforms？

InChapter5WediscussedthefactthatmanyoftheRomanianEOvetbshave

reflexiveforms．ThesamephenomenonoccursinFrench・Grimshaw（1982）arguesthat

reflexivevetbformationisalexicalprocess・VetbswhichmeetthesemanticdescriptlOn

fbrtheapplicationofthelexicalruleofinchoativizationares叫ectedtoamorpho－

syntacticprocessofreflexivecliticattachment・WearguedthatinthecaseofRomanian

EO verbs the semantic ef托ct associated with reflexive clitic attachmentis to shift

perspectivefromaStimulusorientedperspectivetoanExperiencerorientedperspective・

DescribingthereflexivefbmSOfEOverbsasinchoativesisnotaccuratesincepartof

thereflexivesarestative．

5．Proposal

WewillarguethattheefftctofSASEattachmenttoJapaneseemotionverbscanbe

describedinthesametermsasreflexivizationofEOverbsinRomanian．Althoughthe

directionofderivationisfromtheEOtotheESfbrminRomanianandfromtheESto

theEOfominJapanesethesimilaritiesbetweenthetwoprocessesarestriking・

Ifwe comparetherole ofcausativemorphologyintheJapanese sentences

below with the role ofthe reflexive cliticin the Romanian sentences，a COmmOn

peculiaritybecomes obvious：eaCh ofthetwo fbrmativesis usedinawaywhich

deviatesfromits basicfunction．The causative morphemeinJapanese promotes an

internalargumenttosu句ectpositionasillustratedin（30C，d）insteadofaddinganew

argumenttotheconstituentstruCture aSin（30a，b）．ThereflexivecliticinRomanian

absorbstheextemalargumentoftheEOvetb，thuspromotlngtheintemalargumentto

subject positionin（31C，d）whereasits basicfunctionis to stand fbr theintemal

argumentofthevefbleavingargumentstruCtureunaffbctedasinthepair（3la，b）・

（30）　a・JirooiWa hono yonda

Jir00－TOP book－ACC V

Jirooreadabook
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b．TarookWa Jirooini

Tar00－TOP Jiroo－DAT

ho巧O yOmaSeta

book－ACC V－SASE

TaroomadeJirooreadabook

C・TarooiWa PureZentqO yOrOkonda

Taroo－TOP present－ACC V

Taroowaspleasedwiththepresent

d・Purezent？jga TarooiO

PreSent－NOM Taroo－ACC

ThepresentpleasedTaroo

（31）　a．Mariai l－aSPalat

Marin－NOM CL－V

MariawashedPooh

b．Mariai Si－aSPalat

Mariai CL－REFLiV

Mariawashedherself

C．Mariai l－aSuParat

Maria CL－V

MariaangeredPooh

d・PoohjSj－aSuParat

Pooh CL－REFLV

PoohgotangW

yorokobaseta

V－SASE

pe Poobj

P－ACC Pooh

pe Poohj

P－ACC Pooh

AlthoughthecausativemorphemeSASEandthereflexivecliticSEareusedin

amannerthatdeviatesfromtheirorlglnalfunction，theroletheyplaylnCOnStruCtions

withemotionverbsisnotentirelydisconnectedfromthebasicuse・Wecouldsaythat

experiencercausativesinJapaneseandreflexiveESverbsinRomanianillustratenon－

prototypICalusesofthecausativemorphemeandofthecliticreflexive，reSPeCtively・

RomanianreflexiveESverbshaveaspontaneousnuancecomparedtotheEO

fbmS・IntheEOfbrmSreSPOnSibilityfbrtrlggerlngtheemotionismainlyattributedto

theStimulusargumentandtheExperiencerispresentedasafftcted・Inthereflexive

fbrmstheresponsibilityfbrtheemotionalstateisattributedtotheExperiencer・This

changecanberelatedtothepresenceofthereflexiveclitic・Thebasicfunctionofthe

cliticistoslgnalco－refbrentialitybetweentheactorandtheundergoerinthesituation
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expressedbythesentence・ItcouldbearguedthatinconstruCtionswithemotionverbs

cliticattachmenthastheeffbctofconfbmngstimuluspropertiesontheexperiencer・The

experiencer ceases to be merely the afftcted partlCIPantand takes over stimulus

properties・ThisisinkeeplngWiththerole ofthe experienceras evaluatorofthe

Situation．

Whatarethesimilaritiesandthedifferencesbetweenthestandarduseofthe

causativemorphemeSASEinJapaneseandtheuseitfulnllsinexperiencercausative

construCtions？ThestandardfunctionofSASEistocreatecausativeconstruCtions，that

is，COnStruCtionsusedtoencodecausativesituations，fromnon－CauSativeconstruCtions・

SASEattachmenttoaverbheadinganon－CauSativeconstruCtionhasthefollowlngmain

syntactic and semantic efftcts・It adds an argument，the Causer，tO the argument

struCtureOfthebaseconstruCtion．Itafftctsthecasemarkingpropertiesofthesuqectin

thebaseconstruCtion．Itmodinesthesemanticroleofthefbrmersu旬ect，SuPerimposlng

theCauseeroleontheinitialrole．Wecouldaltemativelydescribethisefftctbysaylng

thatSASEattachmentaddsthefbaturel＋affected］tothemainparticipantinthebase

situation．Causativization also afftcts event struCture by adding totheinitialevent

conBguration an accomplishment・As mentioned before，the accomplishment

COmPOnentCOntributesinformationrelativetothecauslngeVent・

InexperiencercausativeconstruCtionsSASEsignalsacausativesituation，but

itisdoubtfulthatithasthefunctionofcreatlngaCauSativeconstruction・Asargued

above，theESformsthemselvescanbeassociatedwithcausativesituations，thesame

causativesituationsrefbrredtobythecausativeformS・ExperiencerSASEdoesnot

increasevalencebyaddingaCauserargument・Itdoes，however，influencethecase

marking properties of thefomer Subject．SASE attaclment asslgnS the fbature

［＋afftcted］to the Experiencer．The aspectualproperties ofexperiencer causatives

suggestthatSASEdoesnotcontributeinformationrelativetothecauslngeVent・In

experiencercausativeconstruCtionsinfbrmationregardingthecauslngeVentlSPrOVided

bythe suqect，thestimulusargument．The similaritiesandthedi脆rencesbetween

StandardSASEandexperiencerSASEaresummedupinthetablebelow・
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Fig．5

Standard C ausative ExperiencerC ausative

Causative situation yeS yeS
A dd C auser yeS nO
A dd causlng eVent yeS nO
D em ote subject yeS yeS
A dd ［＋aff bct］ yeS yeS

AswenotedaboveexperiencercausativeconstruCtionsareassociatedwithcausative

Situations，butthisisnotdueonlytothepresenceofthecausativemorpheme・Themost

importantroleofthe causativemorphemeintheexperiencercausativeconstruCtion

seemstobeitsefftctonthe subiectofthe ESform．Theattachment ofcausative

morphologyhasthe syntactic efftctofdemotlngthe Experiencerformthe suqect

positionandthesemanticeffbctofassigningtotheexperiencerthefbaturel＋afftcted］・

TheefftctofSASEattachmenttoemotionverbsisconsistentwiththefunction

we suggestedfbrthisprocess，thatofshiftingfocusfromtheExperienceroriented

perspectivetotheStimulusorientedperspective・Causativizationisnotaccompaniedby

aradicalchangeintheargumentstruCtureandtheeventstruCtureOfthebaseform・The

rolesofthetwopartlCIPantSarereVerSedsyntacticallyandtheirrelativeimportancein

the situationis altered accordingly・The role ofcentralpartlCIPantgOeS ffom the

ExperiencertotheStimulus・TheExperiencerisnolongerpresentedasactivebutas

a丹bcted．

Thelinkingofargumentstosyntacticpositionsisconsistentwiththissemantic

descrlPtlOn・InChapter5・4・2WeillustratedthemannerinwhichDowty，sproto－rOle

theorycanpredictthesyntacticfunctionsofthetwoargumentinRomanianEOand

reflexiveES construCtions．The samemechanism叩PliestoJapanese・ESverbsand

a句ectivesareassociatedwiththeExperiencerorientedperspective・Thisperspective

fbcusesontheperceptualandcognltlVeaCtivitiesoftheexperiencer・Theonlyproperty

inDowty，slistthatappliestothissituationis’sentience，・Itisaproto－agentPrOPerty

and sinceit refbrs to the experiencer，this roleislinked to the s両ectposition・

ExperiencercausativeformSillustratetheStimulusorientedperspective・IntheStimulus
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orientedperspective，theexperiencerappearsafftctedbyatrlggerlngeVent・Thishasthe

efftctofaddingtheproto－Patientproperties‘thldbfgOeSChangeQfstate’and‘Causalb｝

娩cted by anotherparticわant，to the contributing properties displayed by the

Experiencer・TheStimulusisasslgnedtheproto－agentPrOPerty‘Causinganeventor

ChangeQrStateinanotherpartic桓ant’．ThisresultsintheEOlinking・

TheeffbctofSASEattachmentcanberepresentedgraphicallyasinFigure6・

SASEattachmentderivesapredicatewiththesemanticpropertiesinFig・6bonthe

basisofthepredicatewiththesemanticdescriptlOninFig・6a・

Fig．6

（a）

evaluate

Experiencer　　＞　Stimulus

ExperiencerJト一一u一一Stimulus

affbct

SASE

F

（b）

evaluate

Experiencer→Stimulus
Experiencer←Stimulus

af‡bct

Certain semantic dif托rences between the causativeformS and the basic ES

fbrmSPrOVidelingulSticevidencefbrthisanalysis・ItwillbearguedinChapter7that

occurrenceemotionverbsexhibitingtheNOM－ACCcasemarkingpatternareactivlty

vefbs・Theyhave the semanticfunctionoffocuslngOnthe extemalmanifbstations

associatedwiththeemotion・Noticethatthedisplayofemotioncanbedescribedasone

oftheactivefunctionsoftheexperiencerintheemotionalepisode，alongwiththe

cognltlVe and the perceptlVe aCtivities・When these vetbs undergo experiencer

CauSativizationtheactlVltyinterpretationislost．

Theverbokoru（anger）meansscoldwhenitisusedintheNOM－ACCpattem・

ScoldinglSPrObablythetypeofbehaviormostfrequentlyassociatedwithanger・This

readinglSnOtPOSSiblewiththecausativefbrm．

（32）　a．Chichi－Wa kitaku－nO OSOi musuk0－00kotta

father－TOP retum－GENlate son－ACCV

Thefatherscoldedthesonwhoretumedlate
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b．Kitaku－nO OSOimusuk0－gaChichi－0　0koraseta

retum－GENlate son－NOMfather－ACCV－SASE

Thesonwhoretumedlateangeredfather

Whilesentence（32a）focusesonthefather，smaniftstationofhisanger，SentenCe（32b）

makesnoclaimthatthefather，sangerwasaccompaniedbyscolding・Sentence（32b）

merelypresentstheExperiencerasaffbctedbytheson’sbehavior・

Theverbtanoshimu（ertjoy）hasacquiredinanumberofcontextsthemeaning

pedbrmactivityxwithefdqyment．Thismeaningisillustratedin（33a）・Examplessuch

as（33a）cannotserveaSthebasefbrexperiencercausativeconstruCtions・

（33）　a．Taroo－Wa koohii－O tanOShinda

Taroo－TOPcof托e－ACCV

Tarooiseqoylnghiscoffte

b．＊Koohii－ga Taro0－0　tanOShimaseta

COf托e－NOMTaroo－ACCV－SASE

Ifwecomparetheselectionalrestrictionsofthea句ectivetanoshii，theverbtanoshimu

and the causative fbrmtanOShimaseru we notice that the causativeis closer to the

adjectivethantotheverb，insplteOfthefactthatitismorphologlCallyrelatedtothe

verb・ThisisnotexpectediftheroleofSASEwithemotionvetbsistocreateacausative

formOnthebasisofanon－CauSativeform．

（34）　＊watashi－Wakoohii－gatanOShii

I－TOPco脆e－NOMA句

ThissuggeststhatalthoughthemorphologlCalrelationbetweenthecausativeandthe

non－CauSativefbrmsisthatinFig・7a，thesemanticrelationbetweentheexperiencer

causativeandthebaseverbisclosertotherepresentationinFig・7b・Thecausativefbrm

isnotdirectlydependentfbritssemanticrepresentationonthevetb・Boththeverband

itscausative（andthea句ectivewhenitexists）areassociatedwithasemanticcontent

thateachfbmenCOdesinitsspecincway．
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Fig．7

a．

SASE

tanoshimu・－＞tanoshimaseru

b．

［＝］

／＼、
tanoshimu tanoshimaseru

The reason why the aqective tanoshiiseems semantically closer to the

causativeformthantheverbtanoshimucouldbeexplainedasfbllows・Boththeverb

andtheadjectiveareassociatedwiththeExperiencerorientedperspective・Theverb

tanoshimuis derivedfrom the a句ective tanoshii．The diffbrencesin selectional

restrictionsbetweenthevetbandtheaqjectivereflecttheadditionalsemanticroleofthe

verb，thatoffocuslngOnthe emotionaldisplay・Inthe causative construCtionsthe

semanticcontentassociatedwiththeverbisshadowedandtheselectionalrestrictions

aresensitivetothisfact・Consequently，thecausativefbrmisftlttobesemantically

Closertotheaqjectivethantotheverb．

This solutionaccountsforthe argumentStruCture Ofexperiencercausative

construCtions，butalsofortheiraspectualpropertiesandforthelackofsemanticgaps・

We have discussedthe aspectualproperties ofexperiencer causatives and

observedthattheyhavestrongerstativeftaturesthanthebaseverbs・Thepropertiesof

experiencercausativeformSarenOtVerydifftrentfromthe aspectualpropertiesof

RomanianEOverbs・IftheexperiencercausativeconstruCtions，likeEOverbs，havethe

roleofbringlnglntOPerSPeCtivethesTIMULUSAFFECTEXPERIENCERCOmPOnentOfthe

emotionalepisode，theseaspectualpropertiesaretobeexpected・Experiencercausative

construCtionsreftrtoresultingemotionalstates・Thisaccountsforthestativefbatures・

Theevaluationcomponentisnotentirelysuppressed，justbackgrounded・Thataccounts

fbrthefactthattheaspectualpropertiesofthebasepredicatearestillreflectedbythe

aspectualstruCtureOfthecausativeconstruCtion．

Wearguedthatexperiencercausativefbrmationisalexicalprocess・Lexical

processestendtoglVerisetoaccidentalgaps・Experiencercausativefbrmationseemsto

beentirelyregular・Thisisaconsequenceofthefactthattheprocessapplieswheneverit

meets the required semantic descrlPtlOn，namely a predicateimplying a cognltlVe

process doubledbyaphysiologlCalprocess・Alltheoccurrence emotionpredicates
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answer this descript10n・The mismatch regarding selectionalrestrictions and the

semanticrelationbetweenthevetbanditscausativeformSuPPOrttheideathatalexical，

ratherthanasyntacticprocessisinvoIved．

Wewillconcludethatcausativemorphologyattachedtoemotionvefbshasthe

effbctofshiftingfocusfromanexperiencerorientedperspectivetoastimulusoriented

perspective on the emotionalepisode by highlighting the afftcted status ofthe

experiencerpartlCIPant．

The analysIS SuggeStedhere couldbe seenas arevivalofthe Flip Rule，

criticizedinMcCawley（1976）：theroleofSASEasagenuinecausativemorphemeis

deniedandthemorphologlCalprocessresultsinaninterchangeofthetwoarguments・

McCawleyarguedthatSASEinexperiencercausativeconstruCtionsisnotsemantically

empty，thattheseconstruCtionsareindeedcausative・Wedonotdisagreewiththisclaim・

However，WequeStionthefactthatthesemanticcausativityoftheseconstructionsis

attributable only to the semantic contribution of SASE・As mentioned before

experiencercausativesareassociatedwithcausative situations，butsoarethenon－

CauSativeformS．

InstandardcausativeconstruCtions，theadditionofcausativemorphologyhas

theeffectoftumlnganOn－CauSativeepisodeintoacausativeone・TheeventstruCtureOf

theresultingcausativeepisodeincludestheepISOdereferredtobythebasepredicateas

asubevent．Thecausativeandthenon＿CauSativefbrmsdonotreftrtothesamesituation．

InexperiencercausativeconstruCtionsthingsarediffbrent・Attachmentofthemorpheme

SASE merelybringsintofocus theinherent（latent）Causativenature ofthebasic

situation・This account explains the close paraphraserelation oftenfoundbetween

emotionvetbsandtheircausativeformS．Plainandcausativeformsofthesevetbscanbe

saidtorefertothesamebasicsituation．Thesemanticdif托rencesbetweencausativeand

non－CauSativesentencesareduetothedifftrentperspectivestheyrepresent・

ThefactthatsuchareasslgnmentOfth－rOlestosyntacticpositionsispossible

should be attributed to the peculiar semantic struCture Ofemotion predicates・As

discussedin Chapter5，unlike predicates refとrrlng tO Physicalinteractions，these

predicates have noinherent directionality・None ofthe two perspectives on the

emotionalepisodecanbeconsideredaprlOriasbasic・

AnotherargumentoffbredbyMcCawleyagainsttheFlipRulerefbrredtothe

difftrent selectional restrictions of ES and EO vetbs9）．If experiencer causative
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construCtionsweretheresultofaninterchangebetweentheargumentsofthebasevefb，

theyshoulddisplaythesameselectionalrestrictionsasthebaseverb・Wehaveseenthat

thisisnotalwaysthecase．

The efftctofSASE attachment couldbe described more accurately as the

reverslngOfthelinkingpatternofthebasepredicatethanastheinterchanglngOfthe

argumentsoflexicalizedfbrmS・Ifthebasepredicatedoesnotcorrespondsemantically

eithertotheES verbortothecausativecounterpart，buttoan（abstract）predicate

reftrrlngtOtheemotionalinteractionwithoutfbcuslngOnanyOfthetwoconstituent

processes，the difftrencein selectionalrestrictions ceases to be a problem・The

diffbrenceswithrespecttoselectionalrestrictionsareaconsequenceofthedifftrent

choiceofperspective・ThesimilaritiesareduetothecommOnSemanticbase・

6．BasicandDerivedPerspective

AquestionthatarisesiswhytherearenoplainEOpredicatesinJapanese・Wehave

arguedthattheemotionalepISOdeallowstwoequallyplausibleperspectives・Wewill

assumethatalanguagecanchooseoneofthetwoperspectivesasbasicandobtainthe

otherperspectivethroughderivationalmeans・Asimilarproposalhasbeensuggestedby

Nakamura（2000）5）．On this account underived predicates describing emotional

occurrences encode the basic perspective on the emotionalepisode chosen by a

particularlanguage・Thefactthattheplainfbrmofoccurrenceemotionpredicatesin

Japaneseis associatedwiththe Experienceroriented perspectiveindicates thatin

Japanesethisrepresentsthebasicconceptualizationofemotionalepisodes・Romanian

hasnon－derivedEOpredicates，WhichserveaSthebasefbrderivlngESpredicates・This

canbe seenas anindicationthatthe Stimulus orientedperspectiveisbasicinthis

language．

Thelackofnon－derivedEOpredicatesinJapanesesuggeststhatthestimulus－

orientedperspectiveisnotbasicinthislanguage・Wehavearguedthatthisperspective

canbeobtainedthroughashiftoffocusandthattheroleofthecausativemorphemein

experiencercausativeconstruCtionsistomarksuchachangeofperspective・

InRomaniantheStimulusorientedperspectiveisbasicbuttheExperiencer

orientedperspectiveisderived・Thediffbrencebetweenthetwolanguagesarepresented

inFig．8below．
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Fig．8

Stim－Oriented Exp－Oriented

Japanese derivedMSASE－－”””－”basic

Romanian basic”－－”SE－－－－－”州一一－－derived

The strategyusedbythe twolanguagesforachievlng the shiftofperspectiveis

strikinglysimilar・BothJapaneseandRomanianmakeuseofamorpheme，nOrmally

associatedwithaproductivemorpho－SyntaCticprocess，tOSlgnalalexicalprocess・The

roleoftherespectivemorphemeinthestruCturethusobtaineddifftrssubstantiallyfrom

itsbasicuse・AttachmentofthecausativemorphemetoemotionvetbsinJapanesedoes

not connectto anincreaseinvalance and thereflexive cliticin Romaniandoes not

slgnalthattheextemalargumentbindstheintemalargument・Oneoftheefftctsthatthe

application ofthe morpho－SyntaCtic process seems to havein bothJapanese and

Romanianisthe’demotion’oftheextemalargument（su旬ect）・

AlthoughtheroleplayedbythesemorphemesinexperiencerconstruCtions

diffbrsfromthestandardone，itisnotentirelyunconnectedtoit・Someaspectofthe

basicfunctioncanbediscernedinthenewfunctionofthemorpheme・Inacausative

construCtion，thesubjectoftheconstituentclauseisrepresentedasafftcted・Thiscould

bethekeytotheuseofSASEwithexperiencervetbs・Wearguedabovethattheuseof

thereflexivecliticinRomanianenhancestheresponsibilityattributedtotheexperiencer

byestablishinganidentitybetweenexperiencerandstimulus・

7．Discussion

TheemotionallexiconofJapaneseandRomanianseemedat鮎stsighttocontainfew

similarities・JapaneseoccurrencepredicatesarerepresentedbyESvetbsassociatedwith

twodifferentcasepattemS・ThesevefbsserveaSabaseforcausativeconstruCtions・The

repertoryofemotionaloccurrencesinRomanianincludesEOverbsrelatedtoreflexive

construCtions・Wehavearguedthatthemaindifftrencebetweenthetwolanguageslies

inthe choiceofthebasicperspectiveonthe emotionalepisode・Japaneseadoptsan

Experiencer－Oriented perspective while Romanian selects the Stimulus－Oriented

perspective・Bothlanguageshavethepossibilitytoencodetheemotionalepisodefroma

difftrentperspective・Wehavearguedthattheshifttakesplaceinthelexiconand
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invoIvesthenon－Standarduseofmorpho－SyntaCticprocesses・InJapanesetheshifted

perspectiveisslgnaledbythepresenceofthecausativemorphemeandinRomanianby

thatofthereflexiveclitic．

Thesolutionwehavearguedforopensthepossibilityofacrosslinguistic

accountofemotionpredicateswhichdoesnotcoercetherealityofalanguageintoan

importedsemantic schema・The accountcapturesthe factthattherelationbetween

causativeandnon－CauSativefbrmsinJapaneseisparalleltotherelationbetweenEO

verbsandthe relatedreflexivefbrmsinRomancelanguages・Thisparallelismisnot

takenasmaterialbutasfunctional・Morepreciselywehaverqectedtheapproaches

proposedbyMcCawleyorPesetsky，WhicharguethatEO－ESpalrSinJapaneseand

EuropeanlanguagescanbeanalyzedintemSOfthecausativeversusnon－CauSative

opposition・Weassumethatwhatlanguageshaveincommonistheemotionschema・

Languages are parameterized with respect to the choice ofperspective・We have

discussedJapaneseasillustratlngtheExperiencerorientedperspectiveandRomanian，

asanillustrationoftheStimulusorientedperspective・Weassumethatthecausative

morphemeinJapaneseandthereflexivecliticinRomanianhavethesamefunction・

Thisfunctionistoshiftfbcusfromastimulus－Orientedperspectiveontheemotional

episodetoanexperiencerorientedperspectiveorviceversa・

Appendix

AgentiveExperiencerCausativesandBackwardBinding

PrototypICalcausativeconstruCtionsinJapanesehaveahumanCauser・Withrespectto

the Causee thereis roomforvariation：the Causee canbe human ornot，1t Canbe

directlyaffbctedbytheeventormaybealinkinacausativechain・

（Al）　a．Taroowa Jirooo nakaseta

Taroo－TOP Jiroo－ACC V－SASE

TaroomadeJiroocry

b．Taroowa Jirooni eo kakaseta

Taroo－TOP Jiroo－DAT pICture－ACC V－SASE

TaroomadeJiroodrawapICture

c．Taroowa hono ochisaseta

Taroo－TOP book－ACC V－SASE

Tarooletthebookfall
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ThecausativeformSOfemotionpredicatesdeviatefromthisnormbytakinganeventas

CauserandahumanasCausee．Thereis，however，aneXCePtlOntOthisschema，namely

theagentiveuseofexperiencercausatives．InthiscasetheCauserisahumanagent・

（A2）　a．musumeno koolga hahaoyao komaraseta

daughter－GENbehavior－NOM mother－ACC V－SASE

Thedaughter’sbehaviorannoyedthemother

b．musumewa wazato hahaoyao komaraseta

daughter－TOPADV Mother－ACC V－SASE

Thedaughterannoyedthemotheronpurpose

Therelationbetweenagentiveandnon－agentivefbrmsofexperiencercausativeshas

receiveddifferentexplanationsintheliterature．McCawley（1976）considersthatthe

twointerpretationshavedifftrentunderlyingstruCtureS・Whilethenon－agentiveformis

derivedfromastruCtureinwhichtheabstractpredicateCAUSEconnectstwoclausal

arguments，the agentive struCtureinvoIves the productive causativization process

applyingtoanintransitivefbrmOftheemotionvetb．

Theadvantageofthisrepresentationisthatitcanaccountfbrthedifftrences

betweenagentiveandnon－agentivefomSWithrespecttoreflexivization・McCawley

notes that the non－agentive use of the experiencer causatives allows backward

reflexivizationwhiletheagentiveformdoesnot．

（A3）　a．jibuniga byookikamoshirenaikotoga

SelflNOM illMODCOMP－NOM

HiroshiiO

Hiroshi－ACC

nayamaseta

V－SASE

ThefactthathemightbeillafnictedHiroshi

b．＊jibuniO nikundeiruyakuzaga WaZatO

Self・ACC hateyakuza－NOM ADV

Tanaka－SliO Okoraseta

MrTanakai－ACC V－SASE

TheyakuzawhohateshimangeredMrTanakaonpurpose
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Essentialto this treatmentis the status ofthe‘transitive，use ofemotionverbs．As

discussedinChapter6・2・McCawleyarguesthatthe’transitive，fbrmisderivedthrough

Causa10bjectFormationfromtheunderlyingstruCtureOfthenon－agentivecausative

fbrm・Wehavedemonstratedthatthispositionisdifnculttosustain・Ifthe’transitive’

fomSarebasicandnotderived，however，hertreatmentofagentivefbrmSbecomesless

appealing，becauseitcannolongerexplainwhytheproductivetransitivecausativization

PrOCeSSShouldberestrictedtointransitivefbrmS．

Katada（1997）denies the existence of any struCturaldifftrence between

agentiveandnon－agentivereadingsofexperiencercausatives・BothfbrmSareObtained

throughlexicalcausativization applied to anintranzitivizedfom Ofthe emotion

predicate・ThistreatmentexplainsthelackofparallelismbetweenconstruCtionswith

causativeandnon－CauSativeformS，theunacceptabilityofsentenceswheretheobjectof

the non－CauSativefomis human，butfails to accountforthe syntactic dif托rences

betweenagentiveandnon－agentivefomS．

Wearethusfacedwithadimcultchoice：ifweassumethatthetworeadings，

agentive and non－agentive，are the result ofa struCturaldifftrence，theidentical

argumentstruCtureCauser－Causee（exp）ispuzzling．If；ontheotherhand，WeaSSume

thatthetworeadingssharetheunderlyingstruCture，WeCannOlongeraccountfbrthe

differencesintheirbehavior・Consideringthecross－lingulSticubiqultyOftheagentive

readingwithemotionverbsoftheEOform，thelatterpositionseemspreftrable・The

agentive reading must be made somehow parasitic on the non－agentive reading・

Emotionverbsarepredicateswhichdonotundergonormalcausativizationfbrsemantic

reasons：theemotionalstateoftheexperiencerisnotcontrollablebyanextemalagent・

Emotionsare，however，reaCtionstoeventsandthispeculiarltySeemStOlieatthebase

Ofexperiencercausativeforms．

WehavecommentedonthefactthatanominalinsubjectpositionofanEO

verbisnotinterpretedasreferrlngtOanindividualbuttoaneVent・Assumlngthatthisis

whathappenswhenanominalrefbrrlngtOahumanreferentisthe su切ect，We Can

suggestthefbllowlngSOurCefbragentivecausatives・ThemetonymicalreconstruCtion

ofaneventfromanominalproceedsbytakingintoaccountthemostplausibleroleof

thereferentofthatnominalinanevent．WithnominalsrefbrrlngtOartifactsthiswillbe

patientinsomeactlVltytyPICallyassociatedwiththeobject，readingfbrbooks，WatChing

formovies，eatlngforfood，etC・ThisisthephenomenondescribedbyPustqovsky
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（1995）ascoerciontoeventreadingonthebasisofthetelicquale・

Whenthenominalreferstoahuman，interpretationwilltakeintoaccountthe

mostunmarkedroleforhumanpartlCIPantS，namelythatofagent・Evidenceforthe

interpretationintermsofadefaultrolecomes丘omexampleswherethedefaultagentive

readingfbral＋human］nominalisoverriddenbyastrongerinterpretation，OrWherea

l－human］nominalreceivesanagentiveintelPretationduetopragmaticreasons・

（A4）　a．Renburantowa nagaku hitoo tanoshimaseta

Rembrandt－TOP ADV people－ACC V－SASE

Rembrandthaslongdelightedpeople

b・Tarooga nagaku hitoo tanoshimaseta

Taroo－NOM ADV people－ACC V－SASE

Tarooamusedthepeopleforalongtlme

C．Kitsunega murabitoo komaraseta

foⅩ－NOM villagers－ACC V－SASE

Thefbxannoyedthevillagers

d・Gokiburiga murabitoo komaraseta

COCkroaches－NOM villagers－ACC V－SASE

Thevillagerswereannoyedbycockroaches

Withanomina11ikeRenburantotheagentiveinterpretationdoesnoteasilyariSebecause

thedefaultreadingfbrthenominalistheoneonwhichitrefbrstotheartisticproducts

ratherthantotheauthorasanagent・Ifwereplacethenominalbyacommonplace

propernamelike7broo，theagentivereadingemerges．Inexample（A4C）thenominal

kitsune（foⅩ），reftrstoananimalgenerallythoughtofassmartanddeceitfu1，aPOtential

agent．Thedefaultreadingfbr（A4C）istheagentiveinterpretation・Thisisnotthecaseif

we replace kitsune by gokiburi・As cockroaches are not thought of as actlng

intentionally，theonlyacceptablereadingisthenon－agentiveone・

SincethereisnoparticularactivltyaSSOCiatedwithagentsinthewaythereare

typICalactivities associated with artifacts，the content ofthe activltyWillbeleft

unspecinedandthecontextwillprovideaplausiblecandidate・UsingPustqovsky，S

terminologywecansaythatthereisno defaultreadingfbrtheAgentivequaleofa

nominalwithahumanreferentinthewaythereisfbrtheTelicqualeofanominal
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referringtoaphysicalobiect．Thepresenceofal＋human］nominalinCauserposition，

togetherwithcontextualcluessuggestlngthattheactionsofthehumanwerevolitional，

WillyieldtheagentivereadingofexperiencercausativeconstruCtions・Becausethemost

immediateactivltyinwhichtheagentcouldbeinvoIvedisthatofcauslngtheemotional

reactionoftheexperiencer，theunspecinedactionsoftheagentwillbeinterpretedas

beinglntentionallyperformedinordertoaf托cttheexperienceremotionally・Asentence

suchas（A5）below，Willyieldthefollowingimplicaturesregardingtheinterpretationof

itssuqect（i）thenominalMichikodoesnotmerelyrefbrtotheindividualknownbythat

namebutserveSaSthebasisfbrretrievlnganeVentinwhichtheindividualMichikoand

（ii）thatthe event consistsin activities performed with the purpose oftriggering

Hiroshi’sanger．

（A5）　Michikowa wazato Hiroshio okoraseta

MichikoTOP intentionally HiroshiACC anger－SASE

MichikoangeredHiroshiintentionally

ThisanalysISOfagentiveexperiencercausativefbrmsimpliesthattheyhave

the same syntacticstruCtureaSthenon－agentiveforms，thedi脆renceswhichexist

betweenthetwofbrmsbeingsemanticinnature・Itwaspointedoutabovethatwith

respecttobinding，thetwoformSdisplaydiffbrentproperties・IfthesyntacticstruCtureis

notdifftrent，Whatcanbethesourceofthisdistinction？Weshallsuggestthatapossible

answeristheeventstruCtureOfexperiencercausatives，mOrePreCiselytheparticIPant

StruCtureOfthecauslngeVentandofthecausedevent・

ApeculiarltyOfexperiencercausativesisthefactthatthecauslngeVentneed

notincludethe experienceras adirectparticIPant，aS eVidencedbythefollowlng

SentenCeS．

（A6）　Sorenga Afugankara tettaishitakotoga

Soviet－NOM AfganistanPRT withdrawCOMPNOM

Sekaijuuno hitotachio yorokobaseta

WOrld－GEN people－ACC please－SASE

ThefactthatSoviettroopsle氏Afghanistanpleasedpeopleallovertheworld
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ThepartlCIPantinthecauslngeVentistheRedArmyWhilethepartlCIPantinthecaused

eventlSPeqPleallovertheworld・TheSovietArmydoesnotappearinthecausedevent，

andtheexperiencerisinnowaylnVOIvedinthecauslngeVent・Astheuseofthepast

fbrmintheembeddedclauseindicates，thestimuluseventistemporallyindependent

fromtheresultingemotionalstate．

Thispropertydistlnguishesemotionalcausationfromphysicalcausation・We

have discussedinChapters5and6the factthatEOfomS donotconformtOthe

aspectual schema of standard causatives，1exical or syntactic・Standard causative

construCtionscanbedescribedintermSOftwoevents：thecauslngeVentandthecaused

event・ThecauslngeVentinvoIvestheCauserandtheCauseeasdirectparticIPantS；it

describestheinteractionbetweenCauserandCausee．Thecausedeventispredicatedof

theCausee・Thepresenceofthe Causeeinbothsubeventsisadefiningpropertyof

causativepredicates．Pustqjovsky（1995）fbrmulatesthispropertyastheconditionon

argumentcoherence，andde負nesitasfollows．

ARGUMENTCOHERENCE

TherelationexpressedbythecauslngeVentandthatexpressedbytheresulting

event must make reftrence to atleast one parameterin common・This

refbrencecanbedirectorindirect．p186

The’parameterincommon，istheparticIPantaPPearlnginbothsubevents，namelythe

Causee・ThisparticIPantneednotbeovertlymentioned・Itissufncientthatitappearat

somelevelinthe semantic struCtureOfthepredicate，SeePustqovsky，s analysISOf

emotionalcausationinChapter3．

ExperiencercausativesinJapanese，1ikeEOverbsinRomanian，COVerthe

secondpartofthecausativechain‥thecausedevent・DespitePustqovsky，sclaimstothe

contrary，SeeChapter3，aCauSlngPrOCeSS，lnVOIvinganinteractionbetweenCauser

（actuallyCause）andCausee，doesnotformaPartOftheeventstruCturethesepredicates・

ThecauslngeVentisnotincludedintheeventstruCtureOfthepredicatebutappearsas

anargument，thesu旬ect．Theeventcanbeovertlyrefbrredto，andoccurasasubject

clause，Oritcanbeimplied・Non－agentiveexperiencercausativesdonotanswerthe

ArgumentCoherencerequlrement‥theCausee，rePreSentedbytheexperiencerargument
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inthiscase，lSnOtnOrmallyaparticIPantinthecauslngeVent・

Agentive causativeformS，however，Seem tO COnformtO the Argument

CoherenceCondition，althoughindirectly・The analysISWehaveproposedforthese

predicatesattributestothemaneventstruCtureParalleltotheoneofstandardcausatives・

Agentive experiencer causatives reftr to both causlng and caused event・The

infbrmationregardingthecauslngeVentistheresultoftheinferentialprocessdescribed

aboveandnotthecontributionofSASE．ThecauslngeVentinvoIvestwoparticIPantS‥

the Causer，rePreSentedbytherefbrentofthenominalinsu句ectposition，andthe

Causee，rePreSentedbytheexperiencer・Thecausedeventpresentsthechangeofstate

undergonebytheexperiencerasaresultoftheCauser，Sactivity・Theexperienceris，

thus，theparameterincommonbetweencauslngeVentandcausedevent・Itshouldalso

be noticed that the prominence relation between the two particIPantSis clearly

Causer＞＞Experiencer・ThisisalsoapolntWhereagentiveandnon－agentivefbrmSdiffer・

Itisalsoverylikelythatthedistinctbindingpropertiesofagentiveandnon－agentive

experiencercausativeshavethispolntfortheirsource．

Wehavearguedthatagentiveandnon－agentiveexperiencercausativeshave

thesamesyntacticstruCture・SincetheanalysISOfEOpredicateswehaveproposeddoes

notattributetothemanypeculiarsyntacticstruCture，distinguishingthemfromstandard

transitiveconstruCtions，thismeansthatstruCturally，anOminalinthesu旬ectpositionof

thesepredicatesshouldbeabletobindananaphorinobjectposition・Thisis，indeed，the

casebothforagentiveandnon－agentivefbmS・Theproposedanalysisalsopredictsthat

theinversebindingrelationshouldnotbeavailablesyntactically・StruCturally，theobject

nominalisnotinapositionwhichwouldallowittobindananaphorinsu句ectposition・

ThisbindingpossibilitydoesnotarisewithagentiveformS・Non－agentiveformS，Onthe

Otherhand，PermitviolationofthestruCturalconditionsonbinding・

（A7）　a．Hakarazumo，TarooiWa jibuninO OyaO

ADV Taroo－TOP self－GEN parents－ACC

kanashimaseteshimatta

V－SASE

Taroomadehisparentssad，unintentiona11y
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b．Hanzaini kakawatta seineniga jibuninO

Crime－DAT invoIve youth－NOM self－GEN

OyaO kuruShimaserunOWa yOkuaru　　　kotoda

ParentS－ACC V－SASECOMP－TOP ADVBE thingCOP

ItiscommonfbryoungpeopleinvoIvedincrimetodistresstheirparents

（A8）　a．Michikowa wazato Hiroshio okoraseta

MichikoTOPintentionally HiroshiACC anger－SASE

MichikoangeredHiroshiintentionally

b．＊jibuno nikundeiru　　yakuzaga wazato

SelfACC hate gangsterNOMintentionally

Tanaka－Sio okoraseta

MrTanakaACC anger－SASE

ThegangsterwhohatedhimangeredMr・Tanakaintentionally

Astheexamplesaboveillustrate，nOn－agentivefbrmSallowbothbackwardandfbrward

binding，WhileagentiveformSPermitonlyforwardbinding・

We wouldlike to argue that the violation ofthe struCturalconditions on

binding，inthis case，has a semantic basis・Theidea ofaccountlngfor Backward

BindinglnSemantictermsisnotnew・Accountsintermsofthematicprominenceare

qultenumerOuS・OurproposalattributesacruCialroletothepeculiarltyOftheevent

StruCtureOfnon－agentiveexperiencerpredicatesandmorepreciselytothefactthatthey

ViolatetheArgumentCoherenceCondition．

ConstruCtions with non－agentive experiencer predicates，Where backward

bindingoccurs，PreSentaVeryPeCuliartypeofinteractionbetweenthereferentofthe

anaphorandthatofthe antecedent．Namely，thereis no（sub）eventwherethe two

Participantsareinteractlngdirectly．Anindividualassociatedwiththe subjectofan

experiencercausativeisnotthestimulusoftheemotion，but，aSrePeatedlyargued，a

Participantinthestimulusevent．

Experiencercausativespresenttheinteractionbetweentheexperiencerandthe

stimulusevent，andnottheinteractionbetweentheexperiencerandthepartlCIPantSin

thestimulusevent・Inthecaseofnon－agentivefbrmsitdoesnotreallymakesenseto

accountforbindingrelationsonthebasisofthethematichierarchyExperiencer＞Theme

becausethereisnolevelwherethehierarchycanbeestablished‥eXPeriencerandtheme
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areparticipantsindistinctevents．

Moreover，thereis no basis fbr establishing aprominence relation，aCrOSS

events，SO tO Say，aSin the case ofES verbs and other predicates taking clausal

COmPlements・ⅠnthecaseofESverbs，butalsointhecaseofvetbsofsaylng，COgnltlVe

Verbs andverbsofperceptlOn，the eventdenotedbythecomplementclauseisnot

PreSentedasoccumngindependentlyoftheindividualinsu句ectposition．TheeventlS，

fbrthesepredicates，PreSentedastheproductofsomeactivltyOfthisindividual：Verbal，

COgnitive，SenSOrial，etC・Theroleoftheindividualinthistypeofinteractionismore

PrOminentthantheroleoftheevent・Giventhe’authorship，oftheindividualinrelation

totheevent，WeCanaSSumethattheprominencerelationistransitive，thatitappliesnot

Onlytotheeventasawhole，buttoitssubpartsaswell・Thespeakerwillbeseenas

moreprominentthantheutteranceandalltheelementsoftheutterance，thebeliever

Willbemoreprominentthanthebeliefandtheoqectofthisbelief

Thesituationfbrexperiencercausativesisdifftrent．Thestimuluseventisnot

interpretedbytheexperiencer，butpresentedasoccurrlngindependently，aSaneVent・

AlthoughtheschemawehaveproposedfbrthesemanticanalysISOfthesepredicates

attributesahigherdegreeofprominencetothestimuluseventthantotheexperiencerin

thisconstruCtion，thereisnoreasontoassumethatthisrelationistransitive・Although

thestimuluseventasawholeplaysamoreprominentrolethantheexperiencerasa

Participantintheemotionalepisode，thereisnoreasontobelievethattheparticIPantSin

thestimuluseventareequallyprominentintheirrelationtotheexperiencer・Wecould

arguethattherelativeprominencebetweentheexperiencerandtheparticipantsinthe

Stimuluseventisirresolute．

ExamplesofbackwardbindingwhichdonotinvoIvepsychverbs，SeemtO

SharetheunusualeventstruCtureOftheformer，aSillustratedbythefollowlngeXamPle

duetoMcCawley（1976a）．

（A9）　sinraisikitteitatumagajibuniOuragittakotoga

Tanaka－Slininlngenfusinnonenoidakaseta

ThefactthathistruStedwifbbetrayedhimmadeMr・Tanaka

distruStPeOPle．

Here too，We have a non－agentive causative construCtion，Where the causeis an
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independentlyoccurrlngeVent．ThecauslngeVentaPPearSinsu旬ectpositionandthe

situationcontainsno subeventwhere the referentofthe anaphorinteractswiththe

refbrent ofthe antecedent・The situationimplies noinherent prominence relation

betweenthesetwoparticIPantS・ThesefactssuggestthatanaccountofbindingintermS

ofthematicprominencealonemightnotbesufncient・Theth－rOleoftheanaphorand

thatofitsantecedentandtheirorderontheuniversalthematicscalearenotsufncient

fbrdeterminlngthedirectionofbinding・UnlessthetwoparticIPantSinvoIvedcanbe

conceivedasinteractlngdirectly，thethematichierarchyisnotrelevant・Ifweassume

thattheexistenceofanxedprominencerelationbetweenthereftrentoftheantecedent

andthatoftheanaphorisasupplementaryconditionfbrestablishingthedirectionality

ofbinding，aCCOmPanylngthestruCturalconditions，WeCanSeeWhythereisnonxed

directionofbindingassociatedwithJapanesenon－agentiveexperiencercausatives・Ⅰn

the case ofagentiveformS，the prominence relationis establishedin the causlng

subevent，andbindinglSallowedonlylnthedirectionconsonantwiththesemantic

PrOminence．

ThepeculiarltyOfourproposalisthatitdoes notattemptto accountfor

backwardbinding，lnSyntaCticorsemantictermS，butratherfbrthelackofa nxed

directionofbinding・SolutionswhichexplainbackwardbindinglnStruCturaltermSOr

attributeittothethematicprominencerelationhavedifficultiesinaccountlngfbrthe

acceptabilityofforwardbindinglninverseexperiencerconstruCtions・Asmentioned

above，Japanese dataindicatesthatnon－agentive experiencercausatives allowboth

bindingdirections・AnyuniformaCCOuntOfthesepredicates，Whetherthecriteriaituses

besyntacticorsemantlC，Willhavetoexplainthisvariability・

Anotherproblemwiththesepredicatesisthefactthatthe acceptabilityof

bindingconstruCtions，inbothdirections，isnotconstant・AcceptabilitylSinfluencedby

anumberoffactors，SuChasthemeanlngOfthepredicate，thedegreeofembeddingof

theanaphor，thetypeofnominalinwhichitisembedded，etC・

（AlO）a．？？JibuninO muSukoga

Self－GEN son－NOM

Hissonsaddenedhim

b．JibuninO muSukoga

self－GEN son－NOM

Hissontroubledhim

kareiO kanashimaseta

he－ACC V－SASE

kareiO nayamaSeta

he－ACC V－SASE
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（All）a．Mukashi tsukuttajibuninO Sakuhinga kareiO

ADV made self－GEN work－NOM he－ACC

tanoshimaseta

V－SASE

Theworkhehadcreatedlongagodelightedhim

b・JibuninO Sakuhinga kareiO tanOShimaseta

self－GEN work－NOM he－ACC V－SASE

HisownfailuretroubledTaroo

（A12）a．？TarooiWa jibuniO kanashimaseta／nayamaseta

Taroo－TOP selfLACC V－SASE

Taroosaddenend／troubledhimself

b・＊Jibuniga TarooiO kanashimaseta／nayamaseta

self－NOM Taroo－ACC V－SASE

（A13）a．JibuninO Shippalga TarooiO nayamaSeta

self＿GEN failure＿NOM Taroo－ACC V－SASE

HisownfailuretroubledTaroo

b・JibuninO Shippalga TarooiO kanashimaseta

self－GEN failure－NOM Taroo－ACC V－SASE

HisownfailuresaddenedTaroo

Itseemsthataconditionfbrbindingwithexperiencercausativesisthattheanaphorbe

embedded（A12b）．The deeperis the anaphor embedded，the more acceptable the

construCtion（Alla，b）．BackwardbindingismoreacceptableiftheNPcontainingthe

anaphorrefbrs to an abstractreftrent・Ifthe reftrentis human，thereis a strong

tendencytointerpretthestructureasagentive，Withtheresultthatbackwardbinding

becomesunacceptable，aSillustratedbythecontrastbetween（AlOa）and（A13b）・

Thechoiceofexperiencerverbplaysanimportantroleindeterminlngthe

（un）acceptabilityofsuchsentences．Verbsthatdonotfavoranagentiveinterpretation

are morepemissiveinwhatregardsthe fbaturesofthenominalcontainerofthe

anaphor（AlO）．Alltheseapparentidiosyncrasiescanbeaccountedforifweassumethat

bindingmustbeconsonantwiththeprominencerelationbetweentheparticIPantSand

that，fbrtheseverbs，theprominencerelationisnotinherenttothepredicateclassbut

establishedcontextually・ThemeanlngOfthevetb，thesemanticfbaturesofthenominals
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invoIvedandthoseoftheconstituentscontainlngthemcanallinfluencetherelative

prominenceoftheindividualsreftrredtobytheanaphoranditsantecedent・

AquestionarlSlnglnregardwiththis accountistherelationbetweenthe

semanticconditionproposedandthebetterknownstruCturalconditionsonbinding・

Wehavearguedabovethatthecontextuallyestablishedprominencerelationdetermines

thedirectionofbinding・InconstruCtionsinvoIvingbackwardbindingthestruCtural

conditionsappeartobeviolated・Thismeansthatthesemanticconditionoutranksthe

struCturalconditionsinJapanese，atleastfbrthisclassofpredicates・Suchastrong

conclusionisnotwarrantedonthebasisofsuchlimiteddata．BindinglSaVeryCOmPlex

topIC，WhichinsplteOftheattentionithasreceivedduringthelast30yearsappearsto

bafneallattemptstoreachafinalsettlement・TheeventstruCtureOfemotionpredicates，

i・e・thefactthattheyappeartoviolatetheArgumentCoherencerequlrement，lSPeCuliar

enough，however，tO deserve attention・The binding peculiarities of experiencer

causativesandthefactthattheydisappearinthecaseofagentivefbrms，Whichhavea

diffbrenteventstruCture，SuggeStSthatthereisacorrelationbetweeneventstruCtureand

bindingproperties・Consideringthecomplexityofthetopic，however，WeWOuldliketo

leavethe航nalsolutiontothisproblemtofurtherstudy・
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Chapter7

JapaneseOccurrencePredicates

WehavealreadymentionedinChapter4，thattherearetwoproductivemorphologlCal

processesassociatedwithemotionpredicatesinJapanese・Thenrst，CauSativizationhas

fbrmedthetopICOfthepreviouschapter・Inthepresentchapterwewilldiscussthe

Semanticfunction of the secondimportant morphologlCal process，namely－garu

amxation．AswasthecasewithcausativizationtheproductivemorphologlCalprocess

hasasemanticcorrelateinanon－PrOductivelexicalprocess・Thus，WefindpalrSlike

sabishii－Sabisなaru，WhichinvoIvetheproductiveafnxationprocessandpalrSOfthe

fom tanOShii－　tanOShimu，reSultingfrom morphologlCal processes that are not

productiveinthemodemlanguage・Wehavearguedthattheroleofthe causative

morphemeattaclmenttoemotionverbsistoachieve ashiftofperspective onthe

emotionalepisode・Inthischapterwewillinvestigatethefunctionplayedby－garu

a糀xationin amodelwhich assumes thatmorphologicalprocesses associatedwith

predicatesrefbrrlngtOemOtionaloccurrenceshavethe semanticroleofhighlighting

Certainaspect（S）oftheemotionalepisode．

1．－GARUAffiXation

OneofthemostdiscussedpolntSinconnectionwithJapaneseexperiencera句ectivesis

thepersonrestriction：inthepresentnon－mOdalfbrm，thesea句ectivesshowastrong

preftrencefbranrstpersonexperiencer・Studiestreatingthisproblempointoutthat

a用．xationofthesufnx一garuOVerridestherestriction，SeeTeramura（1982），00e（1975），

etc．

（1）　a．Boku－Wa Pochi－ni shinarete，tOtemOkanashii

I－TOP Pochi－DAT die－PASS，Very A句

IamverysadbecausePochidied

b．＊Yamada－San－Wa Pochi－ni shinarete，tOtemOkanashii

Mr．Yamada－TOP Pochi－DAT die－PASS，Very A句

Mr．YamadaisverysadbecausePochidied
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C・Saikin，　　YamadaLSanWa Pochini shinarete，

Adv，　　　Mr－Yamada－TOPPochi－DAT die－PASS，

totemo kanashigatteiru

Very Aqj－GARU

Lately，Mr・YamadahasshowedsignsofsadnessbecausePochidied

Thefunction of the sufnx Tgaruis describedin Sugioka（1986）as fbllows：

”肋甲加わg加勒′如∫励一併用Cカα喝e∫α乃α夢ecかe血0dVer占．九如∫e椚α乃庇

、舟〃（I〟刷一即日川′′■侶刷●油川Mりとど／硬’p′・ぐ‘／／HJ／ビ／Jけ0釧肌加叩・ノブ／・ビ血・‘J／川棚血

椚ed乃わ7g与力owか2g血廓eJ加g方，．一一

Sugiokafurthernotesthatthesufnx一garuissensitivetotheargumentstruCture

Oftheaqjective，namelytothepresenceofanExperiencerargument：日．．．whatweshould

JJOJビhJ／可i′ぐJJ力‘′Jぜ‘′′・〃〟／－1叩∫〟滋．YJカピ旬，ぐ血〃ぐビJ・（J／gM〃ビ扉q／、（川‘坤“・かぐ〟∫J／相

．川吋打／．‥一一

Sugioka，sde凸nitionof－garuisessentiallycorrectwithaslightproviso・Notall

the experiencer predicates seem to accept－garu attaChment・Although emotion

adjectivesinvariablyallow－garuSufnxation，Otherexperienceraqjectivessuchasthe

aqjectivesrefbmingtotastesorsomeoftheaqjectivesexpresslngtemPeratureSenSations

donotyield－garuderivedvefbs．

（2）　amai－＊amagaru（SWeet）

nigai－＊nigagaru（bitter）

SuPPai－＊suppagaru（sour）

（3）　atsui－atSugaru（hot）

Samui－Samugaru（cold）

tsumetai－tSumetagaru（chilly）

atatakai－＊atatakagaru（warm）

numi－＊nurugaru（lukewarm）

（4）　itai－itagaru（painfu1）

kayui－kayugaru（itchy）

darui－＊darugaru（weary）

Thegeneralization（duetoOoe1976）Seemstobethatonlytheaqjectiveswhichexpress
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SenSationsconventionallyassociatedwithcertainextemalmaniftstationsaccept－garu

amxation・Thatis，a－garuderivedverbdoesnotmerelymean‘showtheftelingx’，

butreftrs tothe standardbehaviorassociatedwiththe‘ftelingx，，Wheneversucha

behavior exists．The reason why certain su切ective a句ectives do not allow－garu

sumxationisthefactthatpeopledonotfrequentlydisplaytheassociatedmanifeStations

inaneasilyrecognizableway・Thus，itmightbearguedthatfbrtastesensationsthereis

noreadilyrecognizablephysicalorphysiologlCalreaction，Visibletotheobserver，a

conventionalizedreactionparalleltoshiverlngfromcold，SWeatlngfromheat，Crylng

fromsadnessorsmilingfromhapplneSS・ThiscanalsoexplainthelackoffbrmSSuChas

＊atatakagaru，＊suzushigaru，＊nurugaru．Thea句ectivesatatakai（warm），SuZuShii（cool）

and nurui（lukewarm）express mild sensations which are not associated with any

conventionalizedphysicalmanifbstation・Likewise，there are conventionalreactions

accompanying sensations ofpain（itai）anditchiness（kqyui），butnot ofweariness

（（ねr〃～）．

ThissuggeststhatthecognltlVeSChemaforvarioustypesofsensationsdoesnot

necessarilyincludeaconventionalizedbehaviorcomponentasitappearstodointhe

caseofemotions・Suchbehaviormayexistincertainparticularcases，butitsassociation

withtherespectivesensationisaccidentalratherthannecessary・Thefactthatemotion

aqectives admit－garu afnxation without except10nl）indicates that the extemal

manifbstationcomponentisaconstituentpartofourunderstandingoftheemotional

episode．

We can conclude that the sufnx一garuis thelinguistic expression ofan

importantdistinction2）associatedwithemotionpredicatesinJapanese，thedistinction

between theintemalexperience and the extemalmanifbstation accompanylngit・

Extemalmanifbstations，thephysicalsymptomsofemotions，areaneSSentialpartofthe

emotionalexperience・Inmostlanguagesemotionpredicatesrefertotheentirecomplex

ofpsychosomaticmanifestations，Withoutmaking adistinctionbetweenthe strictly

internalaspectsandtheextemalones．Dativeo旬ectemotionverbsinJapanesedonot

seemmarkedforthisdistinctioneither．

2．InternalStatesandExternalSymptoms

Thepresenceofthesumx一garuisnotessentialtotheexpressionofthedistinction

betweenintemalemotionalstatesandtheirextemalsymptoms．Vefb－aqectivepalrS
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suchaskanashii－kanashimu（sad）；ureShii－yOrOkobu（glad）seemtofulfillthesame

function．AswasthecasewiththeshiftofperspectivefromanExperienceroriented

perspectivetoaStimulusorientedperspective，thelingulSticmeansofachievlngthe

semanticendarenotrestrictedtoaslnglemechanism・Thefactthatthesamesemantic

processisactivein－garuafnxationandinlexicalpalrSlikethosementionedabovecan

be demonstrated by takinglntO aCCOunt the behavior with respect to the person

restriction．

Theseverbsare，like－garuderivedverbs，incomplementarydistributionwith

thecorrespondingaqjectiveswhenusedinthenon－mOdalpresentform・

（5）　a．？Taroowa purezentoga ureshii

Taroo－TOP present－NOM A句

TarooISPleasedaboutthepresent

b．Watashiwa purezentoga ureshii

I－TOP present－NOM A句

Iampleasedaboutthepresent

C．Taroowa purezentoo yorokondeiru

Taroo－TOP present－ACC V

Taroolookspleasedaboutthepresent

d．？Watashiwa purezentoo yorokondeiru

I－TOP present－ACC V

Ilookpleasedaboutthepresent

PreviousapproachesTeramura（1982），Sugioka（1992）assumethataccusativeemotion

verbsinJapanesefbrmacoherentclass・WearguedinChapter4fbrtheopportunltyOf

distlnguishing between the emotion predicates expresslng dispositions and those

expresslngOCCurrenCeS・Accordingtothisproposal，theaccusativeemotionverbscanbe

furthersubdividedintoverbs whichexpressdispositions，SuChas aisuru，nikumu・

konomuandvetbswhichexpressoccurrences，SuChasyorokobu，kanashimu，tanOShimu・

Thelatterdonotmerelydenoteemotionaloccurrences，theyhaveamorespecinc

meanlng，namely thatofrefbrrlng tOthe extemalmanifestation component ofthe

emotionalepisode，likethe一garuderivedverbs・

The factthat verbs such asyorokobu，kanashimu，tanOShimu refbr to the
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behaviorcomponentassociatedwiththeemotionisdemonstratedbyexamplessuchas

（6－7）below，Wheretheverbisaccompaniedbyadvetbsandaqiunctclausesclearly

indicatlng the presence of extemal manifbstations・Accusative vetbs expresslng

emotionaldispositionsarenotacceptableinthistypeofcontext・

（6）　a．HKore－Wa iikoto datta一一　to yorokonda

this－TOP goodthing COP COMP V

’Thiswasgood’hesaidgladly

b．Inuwa watashiga kaettekitanoo

dog－TOP I－NOM retumCOMP－ACC

Shippoo　　futte yorokonda

tail－ACC wag V

ThedogshowedpleasureatmyretumbywagglngltStail

C．Kanqowa naite kanashinda

She－TOP cry V

Shecriedforsadness

d．＊一一Kore－Wa ii waindaH to kononda

this－TOP good wineCOP COMP V

HeshowedhispreftrencebysaylngHThiswineisgood”

e・＊HSuteki－na JOyuu daH to aishita

wonderful actress COP COMP V

Heshowedlovebysaylng一一She，sawonderfulactress－f

（7）　a．＊Hade－nikonomu／osoreru／kirau／aisuru

makeashowofliking／ftarlng／disliking／lovlng

b．Hade－nlyOrOkobu／kowagaru／kanashimu

makeashowofbeingglad／＆ightened／sad

In（6a）yorokobuisusedlikeaverbofsaying．Theverbalmaniftstationrepresentedby

thequotedutteranceisconceivedaspartofthemeaningoftheverb・In（6b，C）the

manner clause describes the concrete physicalmanifbstations accompanylng the

emotion．In（7b）the advefb hade－nimodines the maniftstation componentinthe

Semanticcompositionofthevefb．

Thedistinctionbetweendispositions（konomu）andoccurrencesb′OrOkobLbis
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not associated with a difftrencein their case marking properties・Itis，however，

reflectedbytheiraspectualcharacteristics・AsarguedinChapter4dispositionpredicates

areprototypICalstativepredicates・0ccurrencepredicates，Ontheotherhand，CannOtbe

asslgnedtoaslngleaspectualclass：theaqjectiveshavestativefbatures，buttheverbsdo

not・Thebehavioroftransitiveoccurrencepredicates，hencefbrthtransitiveoccurrences，

suggeststhattheseverbsareactivities・Thisaspectualcharacterizationisinkeeplng

with the semantic descnpt10n SuggeSted，namely that these vetbs refbr to the

maniftstations accompanylng emOtionalstates，Whatthe experienceris DOING as

OPPOSedtowhatheisFEELING．

AnenvironmentwheretransitiveoccurrencesbehavelikeactivltyVerbsis－

nagara clauses・Itisknown that－nagara ClausesinJapanese receive diffbrent

interpretationsdependingontheaspectualpropertiesofthepredicate・Withactivltyand

accomplishment verbs the　－nagara Clause describes an event taking place

simultaneouslywiththeeventdescribedbythematrixclause・Withstativepredicates，

however，the simultaneous readingis unavailable・Instead－nagarais glVen an

adversativeinterpretation・Whiledispositionpredicatesbehavelikestativeswithrespect

tothe－nagarateSt，tranSitiveoccurrencesbehavelikenon－Stativeverbs・Thefactthat

theverbscannotc0－0ccurWithadverbialmodinersmarkingadelimitedtimeinterval，in

x time，indicatesthatthey are notaccomplishments・We may，then，COnCludethat

transitiveoccurrencepredicatesareactivityverbs・

（8）　a．？？Taroo－Wa Kurosawa－nO elga－O konomi－nagara

Taroo－TOP Kurosawa－GEN movie－ACC V－nagara

biiru－O nOnda

beer－ACC drink

Tarodrankbeeralthough／＊whileheeIt］OyedaKurosawamovie

b・Koohii－O tanOShimi－nagara terebi－O mlru

coffte－ACC V－nagara television－ACC watch

WatchTVwhileeIt］Oylngthecoffte

．？？Taroo－Wa Obake－0　　　0SOre－nagara biiru－O nOnda

Taro0－TOP ghosts－ACC V－nagara beer－ACC drink

Tarodrankbeeralthough／whilehefbaredghosts
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d・Taro－Wa Obake－O kowagari－nagarahoraaelga－O mita

Taro0－TOP ghosts－ACC V－nagara horrormovie－ACCwatch

Tarowatchedahorrormovie（while）beingfrightenedbyghosts

Theinterpretation of－teiru fbrmS also reveals the activityCharacter oftransitive

occurrences・The－teirufbrmmayreCeiveaprogressiveinterpretationwithactivity

verbs but not with statives．Notice that transitive occurrences can be usedin the

progressivefbrmtOanSWerqueStionslikenanioshiteiru（Whatisxdoing）・Again，

dispositionpredicatesbehavelikegenuinestatesindisallowlngthisuse・

（9）　　a．Taroo－Wa，1ma，nani－OShiteirunO？

WhatisTaroodoing？

b．Purezent0－0yOrOkondeiru

Heisgladaboutthepresent

c．Musuk0－00kotteiru

Heisscoldinghisson

d．＊Hanak0－Onikundeiru

HehatesHanako

e．＊Wain－Okonondeiru

Helikeswine

We may conclude，then，thattransitive occurrencepredicates relatedto occurrence

aqjectiveshavethefunctionofreftrrlngtOtheextemalsignsaccompanylngemOtions3）・

Theseseemtobeconceivedasactivitiesratherthanstates．Whatisthefunctionofthe

COrreSPOndingaqjectives？

The fact that the aqjectives represent emotional occurrences rather than

dispositionssuggeststhattheycanbeanalyzableintermsoftheintemalstruCtureOfthe

emotionalexperience．Theiraspectualproperties（Stativecharacter），themorphological

relationtotransitiveoccurrencesandthecomplementarydistributionbetweena句ectives

andvetbsinpresentnon－mOdalcontextssuggestthattheroleofaqectiveslikeureshii，

sabishii，kanashii，WithintheemotionalepISOdeistoreftronlytotheoccurrenceof

intemalftelings．Theseadjectivescannotreftrtotheentireemotionalepisode，nOr
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cantheybeusedtodescribetheexternalmaniftstationsassociatedwiththeinternal

reaction．

Previousstudiesseemtotakeitfbrgranted，Onanintuitivebasis，thattherole

ofthesea句ectivesistoglVedirectexpressiontotheexperiencer’ssu旬ectivereactions，

seesawada（1993），Kinsui（1989），Maeda（1993），Kudo（1995），Azuma（1993），etC・We

shallpolntOutbelowsomeofthedisadvantagesofsuchaview・Weconsiderthatan

oqectivedescrlPtlOnfbrthemeanlngOfthemembersinthevetb－a句ectivepalrCanbe

obtainedwithmoreeaseifwestartwiththeverb．TheexactsemanticrolefulmIedby

thea句ectivecanbededucedonthebasisofthevetb，smeanlng・Thisdoesnotmean，Of

course，thatwe denythe factthatvetbs are generally derivedfromthe叫iectives・

Neitherofthetwopredicates，Vefbora句ective，lSSemanticallymorebasic・Theyrefbr

todifftrentaspectsoftheemotionalreaction・Establishingthesemanticcontentfor

eitherofthembecomespossibleforthe鮎Sttimeinthecontextofthe opposition

aqective－Vefb，andnotonthebasisofextralingulSticnotionssuchastheprivatenature

Ofemotions．

ManyJapanesestudiesseemtoconsiderqultenaturaltheexistenceofaclass

Ofwordsspecializedinexpresslngthespeaker，sprlVateeXPeriences・ThereasonlnglS

thatemotionsareintemalexperiencesdirectlyaccessibleonlytothes叫ect・Lexical

itemsreftrrlngtOemOtionsiconica11yreflecttheprlVaCyOfemotionalstatesthroughthe

personrestriction．Sawada（1993），fbrinstancearguesthataspeakercanrefbrtohis

emotionsandsensationsfbrmanintemalorfromanextemalpointofview・Hewrites：

日．右〃（川gJ‘甲JJ7ピ、相可ピぐJf化VJ／ほJ・＝けどJH叩1Ⅷイ血カメ…J・′肘坤．“′′川OJ叩′で∫＝′′申／血g

excqptthe乎eaker，sp乎Chologicalstate・kanashii，nikui，itai，natSukashii，hoshii，etC・all

h血JJgJo／砧ぐkT．ヾ．乃Jf．ヾ揖〃‘Jq再17）血町／MJJ托川抑圧）JJ刑∫加旧‘′770′7∫〟′・川′ぐ／＝九〟／力り、

Cα乃ゐee呼re∫∫edoゆ♪0〝7血∫～deげ血∫均ecfe軍er励C飯g血mdirec卸加才力町

ク0∫∫e∫∫α乃加力ere乃妙廃0－Ce乃如C’ヴ〃dJ勧JαJ肋gα占0〃J‘∫0椚eゐ0卸eねe’叩血7’Cα乃∂e

nothingmorethantheconsequenceQflaju砲ment”cfSawada（1993；246－7）・Although

itistruethatHtalkingabout’somebodyelse，spain，Canbenothingmorethanthe

consequenceofajudgmentH，thisdoes，bynomeans，lmPlythatlexicalitemswhichcan

beusedtotalkaboutone，sownpalnShouldbeunabletoexpressanythingexceptthe

SPeaker’spsychologicalstate．

The type ofreasonlngillustratedbythe quotationfrom Sawadais clearly

influencedbythemorphologlCalcompositionoftheitemsinquestion・Sincea句ectives
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arebasicandthevetbsarederived，itisassumedthatthefunctionofexpresslngdirectly

pnvateexperiencesisalsobasic，WhilethefunctionofdescribingthevisibleslgnSOfthe

emotionisanexpedientadoptedinordertoavoidagaplneXPreSSion・

Theidea that emotions and sensations are the exclusive priVilege ofthe

experiencerisnotaloglCalnecesslty・”Inwhatsensearenv）SenSationsprivate？一一

搾与党0乃恒Cα乃肋oww力e血rJαmre叫再叩dJ乃ノα乃0伽叩e和0乃Cα乃0乃恒〃r椚ね拍一一

九0乃eWのりねねwro乃＆α乃dわα乃0頭ぼr乃0那e乃∫e．ゲweαre〃∫加g伽word〝ゎ肋ow〝

‘J．日日∫〃0日〃‘J坤はヾぐ‘／「‘川‘川州ビ／．VHけどけぐ／州∫ぐfJ：リ，／力州OJ毎叩いり）／‥叩’（押J7

石…1、－1、力川′‘川～〟り）‘血・一二一、ビ・V，わ〟‘′／いろ㌣ヾ‘川Jビ′汀）川油′石目・ピ〃血町－1ゾ〟川力Jr力／山…日、

fJ〝γ∫e折一一〟Cα乃’沌e∫dfdげmeααJ桓C甲per呼ぶα∫可0両日加　肋ow dmわ7

pain．matisits仰OSedtomean－－eXCqPtPerhqpsthatIaminpain”（Wittgenstein

1976：246）．

Assumlng the existence ofa class ofwords specializedin glVlng direct

expressiontosuchprlVateeXPeriences，tOtheHIaminpaln”asopposedto一一IknowIam

inpaln”posesanumberofdimculties，thefirstofwhichwouldbethedifficultyof

acquisition．一一WhatwoulditbelikeげhumanbeingsshewedhidnooutwardsignsQl

画乃伸加OJgroα乃，grf椚dCe，e奴ノア乃e乃ffwo〃J銅e加卯∫∫fゐJeわJedCゐdC鋸仇力e〟∫e

q打力eword‘加JカーαC毎’．一一搾七玖Jef’∫α∫∫〟me伽CカブJか∫αge乃血α乃d如e（召乃Ve乃′∫d

乃dme♪r伽∫e那α血乃／－一助J血乃，げco〟r∫e，ゐeco〟J血’J∽αたeあわはe拘乃der∫加d

whenheusedtheword・・id257．Itisevenlesslikelythatawordclasswithnoother

function besides expresslng PrlVate eXPeriences should exist4）・Moreover，these

aqjectives，haveanargumentstruCtureinvoIvingtwoparticIPantSandareassociated

withspecinedcasemarkingpatterns・Althoughtheinteqection－likeuseofanemotion

adjectiveinasituationwherethespeakerexclaims：ureShiiuponreceivlnggOOdnews，

couldbedescribedintermsofdirectexpressionofasu旬ectiveexperience，thesame

descrlPt10nSeemSlessntforfullsentencesinvoIvingthesamea句ective・Weconsider

thatapproachesreduclngthefunctionofemotionadjectivestotheexpressiveroleare

notsufncientlyjustined．

Whatwewishtostressisthefactthat，althoughtherelationbetweenspeech

particIPantSandoneofthepartlCIPantS，sensationsoremotionsmightbedifftrentfrom

therelationofthesameindividualstothephysicalobiectssurroundingthem，thisisnot

areasonforconsideringthe’expressive，functionofemotionaqjectivesasbasic・Froma

lingulSticpolntOfview，theirsemantic contentis determined onthebasis ofthe
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oppositionwithmorphologlCallyrelatedverbs・AsWittgensteinphrasedit，thenormal

languagegamepresupposesthathumanbehavioristheexpressionofasensation，its

criterion．VisibleemotionalbehaviorlSJuStaSimportantashiddensu切ectivereactions

inde餌ningtheconceptofemotion・Thepersonrestrictionisapragmaticefftctofthe

peculiarstatusofemotionsasnon一materialentities・Likepragmaticeffbctsingeneralit

isbetterdescribedintermSOfthebasicmeanlngOfthea句ectives・

Emotionadjectivesarepredicatesspecializedinexpresslngtheintemalstate

componentoftheemotionalepisode・ThemorphologlCallyrelatedactivityverbsfbcus

on the corresponding extemalmanifbstations，Without excluding theintemalstate

component・Thereisadifftrencebetween一garuderivedverbsandlexicalfomSinthis

respect・In certain contexts，the use of a－garu derived vetb can glVe rise to

interpretationsinwhichthepresenceofaninternalemotionalstateis denied・These

verbscanbeusedtoexpressfakedemotions・Thisinterpretationdoesnotarisewhenthe

lexicalverbisused．

（10）　a．Taroowa kanashikunainoni kanashigatteiru

Taroo－TOP A句－NEGCONJ V－GARU

TaroodisplaysslgnSOfsadnessalthoughheisnotsad

b．？？Taroowa kanashikunainoni kanashindeiru

Taroo－TOP A句－NEGCONJ V

Thiscouldbeaconsequenceofthepresenceofanovertmorpheme，aSSOCiatedwiththe

semanticfeaturel＋manifbstation］inthenrstcase．Wecouldassumethatwith－garu

derivedverbs the manifestation componentofthe emotionis detachblefrom the

internalstateitsignals，thatitcanbereferredtoasanindependentevent・Thisiswhy

theseverbscanbeusedtorefbrtoinsincereemotionalbehavior．Inthisrespectthey

contrastwithlexicallyderivedverbswhichfbcusontheextemalmaniftstationsofthe

emotionbut，atthesametime，PreSuPPOSetheexistenceofanaccompanylnginternal

state．Intemal state and extemal maniftstation are the two facets of the same

phenomenonandthefactthatalexicalitembringsoneofthetwosidesintofbcusdoes

notmeanthattheexistenceoftheothersideisdenied．

Thedistinctionbetweenemotionpredicateswhosemqorfunctionistorefbrto

intemalstatesandpredicatesspecializedindescribingthemaniftstationsaccompanylng
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thosestatesisnotfbundinEnglish，French，RomanianorinotherEuropeanlanguages・

Thisfactcouldbeattributedtothebasicperspectiveonemotionalepisodesadoptedby

theselanguages・Because the Stimulus－Oriented perspectiveis basicin Romanian，

predicate roots whichfocus on aspects ofthe emotional experiencer having the

experiencerascentralpartlCIPantarenOtaVailableinthislanguage・InJapanese，Onthe

other hand，the Experiencer－Oriented perspectiveis basic・Consequently，the main

functionofemotionpredicatesistorelateaspectsoftheemotionalinteractioncastlng

suchfacetsoftheemotionalexperience．Emotionaqjectivesandtransitiveoccurrences

inJapaneseexpressthesetwoessentialaspectsoftheemotionalreaction・

3．ThePersonRestriction

Thepersonrestrictionasevincedbyemotionadjectiveshasnguredprominentlyinthe

JapaneseliteratureonpsychologlCalpredicates，SOmuChthatitisnotanoverstatement

tosaythatpsychologlCalpredicatesowemuchoftheirpresenceinlingulSticarticlesto

thisproperty．Thequestionmostfrequentlyaskediswhythesea句ectivesfavorthenrst

personexperiencer・Thepersonrestrictionassociatedwiththecorrespondingverbshas

notreceivedthesameamountofattention5）althoughtheexistenceofemotionverbs

whichcannotbeusedwithafirstpersonexperiencerinthepresentfbrmisatleastas

oddastheexistenceofemotionaqectiveswhichallowonlyanrstpersonexperiencer

inthesamecircumstances．Forsomereason，thegeneraltendencyistounderstandthe

term’personrestriction，asrefbmingbasicallytotherestrictionmanifbstedbyaqjectives，

andtreatthe constraintonthesuqectoftherelatedverbsasasideefftctofthis

restriction，Seealsothediscussionintheprevioussection・Arathergeneral1yaccepted

ideaisthatthepersonrestrictionoccurswiththeadjectivesandthat－garuamXation，

liketheuseofevidentials，hasthefunctionofoverridingit・Giventhisfunction，the

respectivefbrmSareeXCludedfromcontextswherethepersonrestrictiondoesnotarise，

i．e．withanrstpersonexperiencer．Afrequentlyseenparadigmlookslike（11）below・

（11）　a．？Tar00Wa ureShii

Taroo－TOP Aq

Tarooissad

b・Taroowa ureshigatteiru／ureshisooda／ureshiiyooda／ureshiirashii‥…

Taroo－TOP A句－GARU／A句－SOOda／A句－yOOda／A句－raShii…‥

TarooshowsslgnSOfsadness／looks／seems／maybesad‥
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C・？watashiwa ureshigatteiru／ureshisooda／ureshiiyooda／ureshiirashii・・・・・

I－TOP Aq－GARU／Aq－SOOda／A功一yOOda／Aq－raShii・…・

IshowslgnSOfsadness／look／seem／maybesad・・・

Althoughthe sufnx一garu andthe evidentials displaythe samerestrictionsinthis

contextthisisnotsumcientforreducingtheroleof－garuWithexperiencerpredicatesto

thefunctionofanevidential．Thefunctionofthesufnx－garuistoshiftperspective

fromaninternalstatetoitsexternalconsequences，andsuchashiftofperspectiveis

slgnincantonlylnthe case ofemotionpredicates・The factthatJapanese exploits

lingulSticallythisaspectofthesemantic struCtureOfemotionpredicateswhileother

languagesdonot，maybeconnectedwiththeexistenceofawelldevelopedsystemof

evidentialsinthelanguage．Evidentials，however，belongnottotheoqectreftrredto，

buttothemannerinwhichinformationaboutithasbeencollected，Whereas－garuis

associatedwithalexicaldistinctionpresentinthelingulStico切ect・

Thisshortdiscussionhasmadeitclearthatthepersonrestrictionmanifbstedby

transitive occurrencesis not generallyregardedas being onaparwiththeperson

restrictionassociatedwithaqjectives．Thisisbecause，aSWementionedbefbre，PreVious

literature（Hosokawa1989；Iwasaki1993；Sawada1993；Kudo1995，etC）Seemstobe

based onamodelwhichregards the’privileged access，ofthe experiencertohis

emotionalstateasageneraldenningfeatureofemotions・Thishashadtheconsequence

thatthepersonrestrictionhasachievedacentralstatusinthecharacterizationofthe

emotiona11exiconofJapanese．

一一伽eαreα加Wあわ力J如α乃e∫eα乃dg曙Jわあd炉rf∫加伽pre∫e乃出血〃げ

叫br∽α血乃regdrd加g伽血er〃αJ廓e肋がOrアサC加わg血hgαJeげ叩em0乃・

〃功ered∫助gJわあ加地∫〟Cゐ坤brmα如乃α∫dCCe∫∫路kfoo血相，々α乃e∫e

加納fJα∫dCCe∫∫f地0〃かわ伽pe柑0乃CO乃Cemed・血0伽r wordy昌乃

ノ卸α乃e∫e伽甲eαおrcα乃乃OJr甲OrJわ川ゐ・eCg♪r椚伽アサC加わg如才∫ねJeげ

aTV）Onebuthimsey：”（Shibatani1990：P383）

Thistypeofaccountcannotexplaintheabsenceofapersonrestrictionwithalarge

numberofemotionpredicatesexceptbyresortlngtOadhocexplanationsintermsof

degreeofsu切ectivity．
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（12）　a．Taroo－Wa Hanak0－0　　　aishiteiru／nikundeiru／suki／kirai

Taroo－TOP Hanako－ACC V／Aqj

Tarooloves／hates／likes／dislikesHanako

b．Watashi－Wa Hanako＿O aishiteiru／nikundeiru／suki／kirai

I－TOP Hanako－ACC V／Aqj

Ilove／hate／like／dislikeHanako

（13）　a．（WataShiwa）itazuradenwani komatteiru

I－TOP mischievouscalls－DAT V

Iamannoyedatmischievousphonecalls

b．Taroowa itazuradenwani komatteiru

Taroo－TOP mischievouscalls－DAT V

Tarooisannoyedatmischievousphonecalls

Onouraccountthe factthattherestrictionis fbundwithonlyalimitednumberof

emotion predicates丘nds a natural explanation・Predicates expresslng emOtional

dispositionsarenotsensitivetotheintemalconstitutionoftheemotionalepisodeand，

hence，nOtSubjecttotherestriction，SeeChapter4．The dativeemotionvefbsrelate

emotionaloccurrencesfromanExperiencer－Orientedperspective，butdonotzoomin

ontothespecincdetailsoftheemotionalreaction・Theyareopaquetotheintemalstate

versus extemalmanifbstationdistinctionandconsequentlydonotevincetheperson

restriction．Onlythepredicateslexicallymarkedfbrspecifyingthedistinctionbetween

theintemaland the extemal symptoms of the emotion willbe su句ect to such

restrictions．
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Figl EmotionPredicates

EmotionalOccurrences

EffヒctOriented

／
Neutral Specinc

（0血相，bmαr〟．‥）

EmotionalDispositions

（α血相，加乃0椚〟，∫〟放‥）

StimulusOriented

（V＋SASE、kLtt・llShimcl・Ll…）

Intemal

（〃re∫砧，∫αみね妬）

Extemal

（Ⅴ＋GARU，yOrOん0毎払乃α∫ゐ加払‥）

Moreover，thecomplementarydistributionbetweenthesu句ectofvetbsandthatofthe

relatedaqjectivesincertaincontextsispredictedonthebasisoftheirmeanlng・

（14）　a．Haha－Wa muSuko－nO Seiko0－0　　　yOrOkondeiru

mother－TOP son－GEN success－ACC V

Motherisgladfbrherson’ssuccess

b．？Watashi－Wa muSuko－nO Seiko0－0　　　yOrOkondeiru

I－TOP son－GEN success－ACC V

Iamgladofmyson’ssuccess

C・Watashi－Wa muSuko－nO Seiko0－ga ureShii

I－TOP son－GEN success－ACC A句

Iamgladofmyson’ssuccess

d・？Haha－Wa muSuko－nO Seiko0－ga ureShii

mother－TOP son－GEN success－ACC Adj

Motherisgladforherson’ssuccess

Thepersonrestrictionisapragmaticconsequenceofthelexicalcompositionofthese

Predicates：itismorelikelythatapersonwillchooseafbrmspecializedinexpresslng
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intemalstates，ratherthanextemalmanifbstations，tOrefbrto anemotionalepISOde

occurrlngatthetimeofspeechandinwhichheistheexperiencer；Ontheotherhand，if

the experienceris a third pady the fbrmSPeCializedinrefbming to the extemal

manifbstationswillbepreftrredtothefbmeXPreSSlnglntemalstates・Thisisbecause

wearemorelikelytobeawareofourownemotionsthroughtheexperiencedinternal

statesthanthroughthephysicalevidence，althoughwearemorelikelytodetectits

presenceinothers throughthe outer slgnS・The selectiveuse ofcertainpredicates

detemined by the role ofthe speaker（experiencer or simple spectator）is not a

peculiarltyOfJapanese，duetoitsspecialwayofpresentlngPSyChologicalinfbmation

butariSeswheneverthechoiceofapredicateispragmaticallymoreapproprlate，andthe

languageofftrsachoice・EveninEnglish，Whenachoiceexists，aSitdoesinthecaseof

perceptlOnVerbs：See－WatCh；hear－listento，ltSeemSmOrenOrmaltoreportone，Svisual

experienceuslngtheverbseebuttodescribethemangazlngatthecloudsbymeansof

thevefbwatch．

ThismeansthatthepersonrestrictionisnotageneralpropertyoftheJapanese

lexiconofemotion・Norisitapropertyofemotionsthattheyshouldbeinaccessibleto

anyoneexceptthepersonexperienclngthem・Itismerelyapropertyofthepredicates

lexicallymarkedfortheintemalexperience－eXtemalmaniftstationdistinctionthatthey

have pragmatically detemined preferences　for certain types of su旬ects・The

PrefbrencesarenotabsoluteandcanbeoverriddenglVentheappropriatecontext・

4．Discussion

In thelastfour chapters we have proposed a modelfor the analysIS Ofemotion

PredicateswhichmakescruCialuseofdistinctionssuchasdipositionsandoccurrences，

cognitiveandp匂LSiologicalprocessesconstitutingtheemotionalstate，internalstateand

externalman昨station．Allthese notions are among the basic tooIsfor analyzing

emotionsproposedbypsychologlStS・Itcouldbearguedthattheirproperdomainis

psychologyandthatimportlngthemintotheneldoflingulSticanalysISreSultsinan

urmecessaryburdenlngOfthisdomain・Someofthedistinctionsproposedinthese

chaptersmightproveuponfurtheranalysIStObereducibletomoregenerallingulStic

notions．Asitis，themodelwehaveintroducedaccountsinafairlysatisfactorymanner

for atleast two problems which were eitherleftunexplained or glVen ad hoc

explanationsinpreviousstudies．
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1・　　Delimltlngthedomainofapplicationfbrexperiencercausativization

ii・　Delimltlngthedomainofthepersonrestriction

Thequestionastowhichverbsareassociatedwithexperiencercausativefbrmshasnot

yetreceived，tOOurknowledge，aSatisfactoryanswer・Wehavearguedthatoccurrence

predicatesallowashiftinperspectiveandthattheroleofexperiencercausativizationis

toachievethisshift・Thispredictsthatonlyoccurrencepredicateswillhaveassociated

experiencercausativefbrm・CasepattemandtheavailabilityofintransitivefbrmSare

notrelevant．

Withrespecttothedomainofthepersonrestrictionwehavearguedabove，that

itisareflexofthelexicaldistinctionbetweenpredicatesexpresslnglntemalemotional

states andpredicatesreftrrlngtOthe conventionallyassociatedmanifbstations・This

limitsthedomainoftherestrictionstothelexicalitemsassociatedwiththerespective

distinction andit predicts that the restriction should appear with both classes of

Predicatesinadiffbrentbutcomplementaryshape・

AnotheradvantageofthismodelisthatitseemstoofftrapromislngStartlng

polntforacross－1ingulSticanalysIS・Wehaveshownthattwocompletelyunrelated

languagessuchasJapaneseandRomaniancanbeglVenauniformanduhbiasedaccount・

Although a strict parallelism betweenformal classes was not possible，the two

languages displaylng m年IOr di脆rences withrespect to the syntactic properties of

emotionpredicates，theuseoftheproposedmodelpermittedustorevealthefunctional

parallelismbetweenapparentlyunrelatedforms・Thus，ltWaSdemonstratedthattherole

ofthecausativemorphemeinJapanesecanbedescribedinthesametermSaSthatofthe

reflexive cliticin Romanian and that selectional restrictionsinJapanese and

prepositionsinRomanianaretheassociatedwiththesametypeofsemanticstruCture

andplaythesamepartinit・Naturally，thecross－linguisticvalueofthemodelcannotbe

determinedonthebasisoftwolanguages・Futureresearchwillhavetoconnrmits

SuitabilityforthestudyofotherlingulSticsystems・
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Ch叩ter8

CaseMarkingwithEmotionPredicates

1．TheProblem

WehavearguedthatthetwoparticIPantSinanemotionaleventaretheExperiencerand

theStimulus・ThisargumentstruCtureisconstantacrossemotionpredicatesandthe

mapplngfromsemanticrolestosyntacticpositionsisdeterminedbytheperspectiveon

theemotionalepisodeadopted・Inthe Stimulus－0rientedperspectivethe Stimulusis

asslgnedtosu切ectpositionandtheExperiencertoo句ectposition・IftheExperiencer－

orientedperspectiveisselectedthereversemapplngOCCurS：SubjectExperiencerand

O句ectStimulus．

InlanguageslikeRomanian，English，French，etC・，theapparentdiffbrences

with respect to the semantic role ofthe Stimulus argumentin EO and ES vetb

COnStruCtionscanbetracedbacktothepresenceofaprepositioninthelattercase・We

havearguedinChapter5thattheroleoftheStimulusinESsentenceslike（1）below，

results compositiona11yfromthe combinationofthe semanticrole asslgnedbythe

Predicateandthesemanticcontentcontributedbythepreposition・

（1）　a．Marin s－a SuParat Pe Ion

Marin－NOM CL－REFL V P Ion

MaringotangrywithIon

b．Marin s－a distrat cu noulcomputer

Marin－NOM CL－REFL V P newcomputer

Marinhadfunwiththenewcomputer

C．Marin s－a Plictisit de joaca

Marin－NOM CL－REFL V P playlng

Maringotfedupwithplaylng

ThisaccountmakescruCialuseofthesemanticcontributionoftheprepositionsusedin

ES construCtions・How are we to explain the di脆rences among various ES

construCtionsinJapanese，COnSideringthe meagercontributionofcase particles to
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Semanticinterpretation？

As thefollowlng eXamPlesillustratethereare three ES pattemS aVailable・

Ignorlngforthemomentthepossibilityofdative casemarkingfbrtheExperiencer

argumentin（2a），thismeansthattheStimulusargumentcanbecasemarkedwiththe

nominative，aSinexample（2a），Withtheaccusativeasin（2b）orwiththedative，aSin

（2C）．

（2）　a．watashi（ni）wasenseino shinsetsuga ureshii

I－（DAT）－TOP teacher－GEN kindness－NOM Aq

Iamgladabouttheteacher’Skindness

b．Taroowa senselnO Shinsetsuo yorokonda

Taro0－TOP teacher－GEN kindness－ACC V

Iamgladabouttheteacher’Skindness

c．Taroowa senselnO Shinsetsuni odoroita

Taro0－TOP teacher－GEN kindness－DAT V

Iwassurprisedattheteacher’skindness

Itisdifnculttoseehowthestrategyweusedtoaccountfbrthesemanticinterpretation

oftheconstruCtionsin（1）couldbeappliedtoJapanese．Althoughwecouldde丘nethe

particle－niasalocativemarker，thereisnosimilarsemanticdescrlPt10naVailablefbr

theparticles－gaand－0・TheseparticlesareusedassurfacemarkersofstruCturalcase

anditiswidelyagreedthattheirsemanticcontributionispracticallynull・

ThegenerallyacceptedaccountforthestruCtureSin（2a）and（2b）isachieved

in syntactic termS：（2b）invoIves a transitive predicate which struCturally assigns

nominativetoitssubjectandaccusativetoitso句ect，While（2a）isanunaCCuSative

StruCture，SeeKuroda（1978），Takezawa（1987），Saito（1982）・

Whyarethepredicatesin（2a）unaccusativeandthosein（2b）transitive？Since

wehavearguedagalnStananSWerintermSOfdistinctth－rOleswehavetopositanother

levelas theinterface between semantic and syntactic struCture・A semantic fact，

discussedinthesyntacticapproachesquoted，istheaspectualdifftrencebetween（2a）

and（2b）．Thepredicatesassociatedwiththesyntacticstructurein（2a）aregenerally

Stative．

Althoughtransitivepredicatesarenotassociatedwithaslngleaspectualclass，
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ithasbeenarguedinHopper＆Thompson（1980）thatkinesisisoneofthedefining

propertiesofthetransitiveprototype・WediscussedinChapter4thattransitiveemotion

verbscanbedividedintotwosubclassesdependingontheiraspectualproperties・The

verbs morphologically associated with emotion a句ectives，yOrOkobu，kanashimu，

tanoshimu，Werearguedtodescribetheextemalactivitiesassociatedwithemotional

states・InChapter7Wedemonstratedthataspectually，theseverbsareactivities・In

Chapter6we suggested that Dowty，s proto－rOle theory can predict the syntactic

functions ofthetwo argumentsinJapanese construCtionswithoccurrenceemotion

predicates．We polnted out that ES verbs and a句ectives are associated with the

Experiencer orientedperspective・The experiencer exhibits the prot0－agentPrOPerty

‘sentience，andthisdeterminestheESlinking・Theaccusativeexperiencerverbshave

an additionalproto－agentPrOPerty，namely’movementケelative to theposition Qr

anotherparticipanO’，Notonlytheexperiencerisassociatedwithstrongerproto－agent

properties thanin otherES construCtions buttheproperty addedis‘kinesis，・The

transitivecasemarkingwouldbeaconsequenceofthisfact・

Wecouldrepresentthecasepattemdistinctionillustratedbysentences（2a）and

（2b）intermSOfaspectualproperties，aSfollows：

AspectualClass SyntacticStruCture CasePattem

State unaCCuSative ni／ga一一ga

activlty”　　tranSitive ga一一0

Ifthedifftrenceincasemarkingbetween（2a）and（2b）isattributedinprevious

literaturetoastruCturaldistinction，thedifftrencebetween（2b）and（2C），isgenerally

accountedfbrintermsofargumentstruCture・Asmentionedbefbre，thestimulusofthe

transitiveemotionverbs，（2b），hasbeenidentifiedwiththeO句ect（orTheme）ofthe

emotionwhiletheStimulusoftheverbsin（C）withtheSource（Teramura1982），Or

Cause（Sugioka1992）．

Claimlngthatthedativeargumentofverbssuchasodoroku，akiru，komaru，

etc・，isaCauseisequlValenttosaylngthatthisargumentbearsthesameroleasthe

subjectinexperiencercausativeconstruCtions，butis difftrentfromtherole ofthe

accusative argument with verbs such as kanashimu，tanOShimu・Since there are

experiencer causatives associated with both nominative accusative verbs and
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nominative－dativevetbs，anaCCOuntWhichidentinestheroleofthesubjectincausative

construCtions with the role of the dative argumentin nominative－dative verb

construCtions would have to explain why causativization resultsin a change of

argumentstruCtureWithaccusativeverbs（A）butnotwithdativeverbs（B）・

Baseform Derivedfom

A．［Exp－NOM Th－ACC V］⇒［Cause－NOM Exp－ACC V］＋SASE

B，［Exp－NOM Cause－DATV］⇒【Cause－NOM Exp－ACC V］＋SASE

Moreover，if the role of the non－eXPeriencer argumentin nominative－　dative

COnStruCtionsis a Cause，it should be asslgned to the su句ect position，aSSumlng

Pesetsky’sthematichierarchyCause＞Experiencer＞Theme・

Wecouldaltemativelyclaimthatthedativeo句ectofodbrokuisnotaCause，

but a Source ofemotion，aS argued by Teramura・This claim wouldlead to an

undesirablemultiplicationofthethematicrolesassociatedwithemotionverbs：Theme，

Cause，Source．

Weconcludethatanaccountofthecasemarkingpropertiesofemotionverbs

inJapaneseintermsofargumentstruCtureisnotdesirable・Insteadwewouldliketo

SuggeStanaCCOuntWhichtakesaspectualpropertiesasrelevantforcasemarking・

1．1．TheAspectualPropertiesofDative－ObjectVerbs

Wehavearguedsofarfortheroleofaspectualdistinctionindeterminlngthecase

marking properties of emotion aqiectives and of the morphologlCally associated

transitiveverbs・InthefbllowlngSeCtionwewillconsidertheaspectualpropertiesof

dativeverbs．

Testlngtheaspectualpropertiesofemotionverbsisnotalwaysveryeasy・Most

aspectualtestsinvoIvec0－0ccurrenCereStrictionswithtemporaladverbials・Giventhe

natureofemotionpredicates，thepresenceoftemporalmodinersisnotalwaysfblicitous・

TheexampleswhichfbllowarenoexceptlOn・Totheextenttowhichtheseexamples

canbeinterpreted，however，theypolnttOaSemanticdistinctionbetweendative－0句ect

Verbsandothertypesofemotionpredicates．

1．1．1．AdverbialModification

A丘equentlyusedaspectualtestistheacceptabilityofsentencescontainlngadverbsof
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duration・This test distinguishes between achievements and the other classes of

predicates・Achievementscannotc0－0ccurWithadverbialmodi且ersindicatlngduration・

（3）　a．mikka－kan musuk0－0　　　0kotta

Adv son－ACC V

SCOldthesonfor3days

b．＊mikka－kan anokiji－ni okotta

Adv thatarticle－DAT V

beangryatthearticlefbr3days

c．＊Hanshin＿nO Shoori＿ni mikka－kan odoroita

hanshin－GEN victory－DAT Adv V

besurprisedattheHanshinvictoryfor3days

d・＊mikka－kan anohaiyuuno englni akita

Adv thatactor－GEN movies－DAT V

getftdupwiththatactor，smoviesforthreedays

e・＊senselWa mikka－kan gakuseitachino taidono

teacher－TOP Adv students－GEN attitude－GEN

waruSanl akireta

badness－DAT V

Theteacherwassurprisedwiththestudent，sbadattitudeforthreedays

f＊sarutaChiwa sanjikanorini haittekitanekoni

monkeys－TOP Adv cage－DAT enter cat－DAT

awateta

V

Themonkeysgotflurriedatthecatthatenteredtheircagefbrthreehours

Dative－OqeCt Verbs seem to behavelike achievements with respect to this test・

Unfortunately，thisis not always the case．Some dative　－0切ect verbs accept

modincationbyadverbsofduration，aSillustratedbythefollowlngeXamPles・
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（4）　a．ichinen－kan musukono seisekiga

Adv son－GEN scores－NOM

agaranaikotoni komatta

improve－NEGCOMP－DAT V

betroubledforayearbythefactthattheson，sscoresdon，timprove

b．karewa mikka－kan itazuradenwani nayanda

he＿TOP Adv mischievouscalls－DAT V

Hewasdistressedforthreedaysbymischievouscalls

Verbslikekomaru，nqyamubehavelikestatesandactivitieswithrespecttothistest・

Ifweconsidermorecloselytheinterpretationofsentencesinwhichtheverbis

modined by a duration adverb，however，We Can discem a difftrence between

accusativeanddativeverbs．

（5）　a．mikka－kan konopurezent0－0　　　yOrOkonda

Adv thispresent－ACC V

begladaboutthepresentfor3days

b．mikka－kan purezent0－0　　yOrOkonda

Adv present－ACC V

c．？mikka＿kan kono itazuradenwani komatta

Adv this mischievousCall－DAT V

betroubledbythismischievouscallfor3days

d．mikka－kan itazuradenwani komatta

Adv mischievouscalls－DAT V

betroubledbymischievouscallsfor3days

Sentences with accusative verbs are more natural when the stimulus argumentis

expressedbymeansofaslngularNP・Theprefbrredinterpretationfbrtheexamples

invoIvingaccusativeverbsisoneinwhichaunlqueStimulustrlggerSareaCtionwhich

continuesoverthedesignatedinterval・Ifadativevefbsisused，however，theprefbrred

interpretationisoneinvoIvingseveraltrlggerlngOCCaSions・Thisisillustratedbythefact

thataslngularinterpretationfbrtheNPislessacceptableinstimulusargumentposition
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thanapluralinterpretation・TheinterpretationintermSOfseveraltriggerlngOCCaSionsis

notveryplausibleforactivityvefbs．

Dowty（1979）pointedout，thatthepresenceofapluralinde丘niteorofamass

nouninasentencehavinganachievementverbfbrpredicateturnsthatverbintoan

activlty・Thisobservationcouldbeusedtoexplaintheactivlty－likebehaviorofdative

emotionverbsin（5）．Wecouldassumethattheseverbsareachievementsandthatthe

presence of aninde鎖nite plural obiect converts theminto activities・Thelower

acceptabilityofconstruCtionsinwhichadurationadvefbialmodinesavetbwhichtakes

astimulusinterpretedasslngularcouldbeseenasanargumentinfavorofthisanalysIS・

Althoughthisisnotverystrongevidence，thetestindicatesthatthereisatleastone

interpretationofkomaru，Whichimpliesanachievement－1ikereading・

Among the　four aspectual classes：StateS，aCtivities，aChievements and

accomplishments，Onlythelastadmitmodincationbyadverbswhichdenote atelic

interval，inxtime．

（6）　a．＊mikka－de purezent0－0　　yOrOkonda

Adv present－ACC V

begladofthepresentin3days

b．＊mikka－de shippa1－0　　　kanashinda

Adv failure－ACC V

grleVethefailurein3days

c．＊mikka＿de Hanshin＿nO Shoori－ni odoroita

Adv Hanshin－GEN victory－DAT V

besurprisedattheHanshinvictoryin3days

d．＊mikka－de itazuradenwa－ni komatta

Adv mischievouscalls－DAT V

bearmoyedbycallsin3days

e．mikka－de okane－ni komatta

Adv money－DAT V

runOutOfmoneyin3days

fmikkade anoomochani akita

Adv thattoy－DAT V
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Asthe examplesaboveindicate dative oqectvetbs donotbehaveuniformlywith

respecttothistesteither・Thenumberofverbswhichallowatelicadverbialmodineris

limitedtoakiru（growtiredof）andoneofthetworeadingsofkomanL（runOutOf）・

Theinterpretationofsuchsentencessuggests，however，thattheyarenottobe

identined with accomplislments・With accomplishment vetbs，a telic adverb will

delimittheprocessleadingtothechangeofstate．Sentence（7a）impliesthatduringthe

intervalofthreedays（7b）istrueandonthefburthday（7b）ceasestoholdand（7C）

becomestrue．

（7）　a．Taroowa mikkade ronbuno kaita

Taroo－TOP Adv paper－ACC V

Taroowrotethepaperinthreedays

b．Taroowa ronbuno kaiteiru

Taroo－TOP paper－ACC V－PrOgreSSive

Tarooiswrltlngthepaper

c．Taroowa ronbuno kaiteinai

Taroo－TOP paper－ACC V－PreS－NEG

Theimplicationsarequitedifftrentfbremotionverbs．Byuttering（6e）or（6f）above，

Wedonotimplythatduringtheintervaltheexperiencerissu切ecttotheemotionand

thisstateofaffairsceaseswhentheintervalisover．Onthecontrary，What（6e）and（6f）

implyisthatduringtheinterval，theexperiencerisnotyetafftctedbytheemotionbut

aftertheintervalhasbeenconsumed，hebeginstofullyexperienceit・Theinterval

delimitsthe changeofstate・Vetbslikeakiruandkomaru，uSedinthesenseof’be

troubledbylackoL．’，then，describegradualchangesofstate・

Itseemsthatasfarastheiraspectualpropertiesareconcemed，dativevetbsare

closesttoachievements・Thechangeofemotionalstatetheydescribecanbemoreor

less sudden．Pesetsky（1995）suggests thatthe nature ofthe onset ofthe emotion

refbrred to by the vetb couldinfluence the aspectualproperties・Verbs expresslng

emotionswhichcomeonsuddenlybehavemorelikenon－Statives，Whiletheverbs

associatedwithemotionsthatgrowimperceptiblybehavemorelikestateswithrespect

toaspectualtests・ThisdistinctioncouldberelevantinthecaseofJapanesedativevetbs，

too．
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（8）　a．totsuzenokotta，Odoroita，？awateta

Suddenlygetangry／sulPrised／flurried

b・tOtSuZen？komatta，＊nayanda，＊akita

Suddenlygettroubled／afnicted／tiredof．

Inthecaseofawaterutheadverbtotsuzen（Suddenly）islessthanacceptablebecauseit

SOundsredundant・In（8b），Ontheotherhand，thechangeexpressedbytheverbsisnot

Onethatoccurssuddenly・

1．1．2．PersonRestriction

Treatingdativeverbsasachievementspemitstoexplaintheirselectivebehaviorwith

respecttothechoiceofs叫ectincertaincontexts．Ithasbeenobservedthatalthough

emotionverbs allowaspectualmarkers，therearesome restrictionsonthechoice of

Su切ectwithsomevetbalformS．

Takingthepresenceofaspectualdistinctionsasthestartingpoint，Kudo（1995）

groupsJapanese verbsinto three classes：dynamic verbs，Which display aspectual

OPPOSitions，Stativeverbswhichdonot，andmentalverbs・Thepeculiarityofthelast

CategOryOfverbsisthefactthatalthoughtheyhrmallydisplayaspectualoppositions，

thesearenotusedtomarktemporaldistinctionsbuthaveamodalfunction・Kudoargues

that verbs referring toinner states arelike dynamic vetbsin manifbstlng the

SURU／SHITEIRUdistinction．

The aspectualdistinctionis meanlngfu1becausethese vetbs，like verbs of

movementinvoIve atemporaldevelopment・However，glVen the private nature of

mental and sensorial experiences，mOdal and person ftaturesinterftre，and the

SURU／SHITEIRUfbrmsarenolongerassociatedwiththebasicaspectualdistinction

betweenperfbctandprogressive・Kudoclaimsthatathirdpersons両ectcanoccuronly

Withthe－teirufbmOftheseverbs，Whiletheoccurrenceofafirstpersonsubjectisnot

limitedinthismanner・Shecommentsthat”theSHITEIRUformexpressescontinulty，

JuStaSit doesinthecaseofverbsofexternalmovement，andbothSHITEIRUand

SHITEITAgiverisetodescriptive－Veri鮎ativesentences丘eed丘ompersonlimitationsH

（Kudo，1995；89）．
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（9）　　a．omaenobakanimoakireru，ne

YourstupiditysurprlSeSme，yOuknow！

b．odoroku，Wa！hontoni！

I’msurprised，really

C．anOtOkiwaJISSalyOWarimashita

Iwasreallyintroublethen

（10）　a．maa，akireta！yokusonnakattenakotogaieruWane！

Well，I，msurprised！Howcanyousayanythingsoselnsh！

b・iya，Odoroitana・Choodouwasaoshiteitatokoronandesuyo！

Well，Ⅰ’msurprised！WewereJuSttalkingaboutyou！

AccordingtoKudo，Whentheexperienceristhespeakerthe－ruformandthe

－tafbrmOfthevetbcanbeusedtorefbrtotheoccurrlngemOtionalstate・Theroleofthe

twofbrmSCanbedescribedasexpressivebehavior・Sincetheyarenolongerassociated

withtense－aSPeCtdistinctionsthetwofbmSCOmPete・Thedif托rencebetweenthem

COnSistsinthefactthatthepresentfbrmisinterpretedasmore’active，thanthepast

fbm．

（11）　a．sonnakotooiwaretemokomarimasu

WhatyouaresaylnglSCauSlngmetrOuble

b．iya，komarimashitanee

Well，I’mintrouble

C．arede，SenSeinandakaraakireruWane

I’mshocked，andhecallshimselfateacher！

C．maa，akireta

Well，I’msurprised．

Thecategoryofmentalverbsincludes，besidesverbsrefbrrlngtOemOtions，COgnitive

VerbsandvetbsrefbrrlngtOSenSations・ThroughoutthebookKudotreatsmentalverbs

asiftheyrepresentedacoherentaspectualclass・Wehavearguedinthischapterthat

emotion verbs can be classinedinto three（lexical）aspectualclasses・The modal

functionofcertainfomSdiscussedbyKudoisfoundonlywithoneofthesethree
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Classes，namelywithdativeo旬ectverbs．Noothertypeofmentalverbexhibitsthese

PrOPerties．

（12）　a．＊konnakotoo iwarerutO

SuChthing－ACC tel1－PASSCOMP

yorokobu，kanashimu，tanOShimu，nikumu

V－PROG（accusativeobject）

I，mglad，Sad，Pleased，Ihatetohearsuchathing

b．konnakotoo iwarerutO

SuChthing－ACC tell－PASSCOMP

Odoroku，komaru，nayamu，？awateru，＊okoru，

V－PROG（dativeo句ect）

Ⅰ，msurprised，trOubled，afnicted，？flurried，＊angrytohearsuchathing

（13）　a．maa，akireta，Odoroita，akita，komatta，＊okotta，＊nayanda！

INTERJ，V－PERF（dativeo句ect）

Well，Ⅰ，msurprised，ftdup，trOubled，＊angry，＊afflicted

b・＊maa，yOrOkonda，kanashinda，tanOShinda，nikunda，aishita！

INTERJ，V－PERF（accusativeo句ect）

Well，Ⅰ’mglad，Sad，Pleased，Ihate，love

Weshallarguethatthemodalfunctionassociatedwiththesevefbsarisesasaresultof

theirlexicalaspectualproperties・InsplteOfitsapparentcredibilityKudo，saccountis

notJuStinedeitherintermSOfloglCOrOfdatacoverage・

Themechanismthroughwhichthebasicfunctionoftenseandaspectmarkers

glVeSrise，OrratherglVeSPlace，tOthepostulatedexpressivefunctionisnotsufnciently

clear・The connection between continuous aspect andthe descriptlVefunction，for

instance，lStakenasself－eVidentalthoughitisnotanecessaryone・Norisitclearwhy

thepresentfbrmshouldbefeltas moreactivethanthepastinmodaluses・Kudo’s

discussionoftheinfluenceoftensemarkersontheillocutionaryfbrceofperfbrmative

verbssuchasqyamanL（apologize），yakusokusuru（PrOmise），etC・，SuggeStSthatshe

mightenvisageaparalleltreatmentforthemodal－eXPreSSivefunctionofemotionverbs，

buttheparallelismisnotexplicitlydrawn・Asaconsequencetheconnectionbetween

theexperiencer，Sprivilegedaccesstohisintemalstatesandtheexpressivefunctionof
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aspectualmarkerswithmentalvefbsremainsobscure・

Theclaimthatthebasicfunctionofaspectualmarkersisreplacedinthecase

emotionverbsbyamodal－eXPreSSivefunctiondoesnotseemtobecorrect・Inreality，

tense andaspectmarkersretaintheirbasicfunction・Inaddition，Certain fbrmS are

associatedwitha’modal，function．Thisfunctionisavailableonlywhentheexperiencer

isthespeaker．

（14）　a．karewa itazuradenwani komatteiru／＊komaru

he－TOP mischievouscalls－DAT V－teiru／＊ru

Heisannoyedbymischievouscalls

b．karewaanoshinbunkijini okotteiru／？？okoru

he－TOPthannewspaperarticle－DAT V－teiru／＊ru

Heisangryatthatnewspaperarticle

C・Shinninnosenselga gakuseitachinomuchini

newteacher－NOM student’SlgnOranCe－DAT

Odoroiteiru／？？odoroku

V－teiru／＊m

Thenewteacherissurprisedatthestudents’ignorance

The sentences above describe occurrlng emOtionalevents・The fact that only the

progressiveformisacceptablecanbeaccountedfbrintermsoftheaspectualproperties

oftheseverbs．Sincetheseverbsarenotstates，itispredictablethatthenon－PrOgreSSive

form cannot be used to describe anunfo1ding event・Thisis true eVenWhen the

experienceristhespeaker．

（15）　a．watashiwa itazuradenwani komatteiru／＊komaru

I－TOP mischievouscalls－DAT V－teiru／＊ru

Iamannoyedbymischievouscalls

b．watashiwa anoshinbunkijini okotteiru／？？okoru

I－TOP thatnewspaperarticle－DAT V－teiru／＊ru

Iamangryatthatnewspaperarticle

c・WataShiwa gakuseitachinomuchiniodoroiteiru／？？odoroku

I－TOP student，SlgnOranCe－DATV－teiru／＊ru

Iamsurprisedatthestudents’ignorance
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Thepresentfbrmofnon－Stativeverbsisusedtorefertoafutureevent・Thisisnot

POSSibleforaprogressivefbrm．

（16）　a．sonohanashio

thatstory－ACC

Okoru／odoroku（daroo）

kiitara senseiwa kitto

hear－if teacher－TOP Adv

Ⅴ一m（MOD）

Theteacherissuretobeangry／surprisedifhehearsthatstory

b．＊Sonohanashio kiitara senseiwa kitto

thatstory－ACC hear－if teacher－TOP Adv

Okotteiru／odoroiteiru

Ⅴ－teim

c．Sonnakoto saretara kare datte komaru／nayamudaroo

SuChthing do－PASS he Adv V－ru（MOD）

Hewillsuretobetroubled／afnictedifanythinglikethathappenstohim

d．＊Sonnakoto saretara kare datte komatteiru／nayandeiru

SuChthing do－PASS he Adv V－teiru

Intheexamplesabovethe－rufbmrefbrstohypotheticalfutureevents・Unlikephysical

activities，emOtionscannotbeplannedinadvanceanditmakesnosensetotalkabout

emotionalschedulesinthe waywetalkabouttrainsleavlng aCCOrdingtothepre－

establishedtimetable・Thisexplainsthequasi－Obligatorypresenceofthemodalauxiliary，

andnotthelossofthetenseraspectdistinctionsbythenon－PrOgreSSiveverbalform・

Progressiveandnon－PrOgreSSivefbrmSretaintheirfunctioninthepast，tOO・

（17）　a．takebayashide okaneo mitsuketatoki

bamboogroove－LOC money－ACC　　鎖nd－COMP

Taroowa komatta

Taroo－TOP V－ta

Taroowastroubledtonndthatmoneyinthebamboogroove

b・takebayashide okaneo mitsuketatoki

bamboogroove－LOC money－ACC　　航nd－COMP

Tarowa komatteita

Taroo－TOP V－teita

Taroowasintroublewhenhefbundthatmoneyinthebamboogroove
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C．anOJOSeini deattatoki

thatwoman－DAT meet－COMP

Taroowa kekkonshiyookadookanayanda

Taroo－TOP marryornotV－ta

WhenhemetthatwomanTaroocouldn，tdecidewhethertomarryherornot

d．anoJOSeini deattatoki

thatwoman－DAT meet－COMP

Tarowa kekkonshiyookadookanayandeita

Taroo－TOP marryornotV－teita

WhenhemetthatwomanTaroowasconsideringwhethertomarryornot

e・kinpatsuno musukoomitatoki Taroowa okotta

bleachedhair－GEN son－ACCsee－COMP Taro0－TOP V－ta

Taroogotangrywhenhesawhisson，sbleachedhair

fkinpatsuno musukoomitatoki Tarowa okotteita

bleachedhair＿GEN son＿ACCsee－COMP Taro0－TOP V－teita

Taroowasinastateofangerwhenhesawhisson，sbleachedhair

Thepastnon－PrOgreSSivefbmimplies，Withalltheverbsabove，thattheexperiencer

wasnotintherespectiveemotionalstatepr10rtOthetimeoftheeventdescribedbythe

tokiclause，andthattheeventdescribedbythatclausewasresponsiblefortheemotional

change・TheuseoftheprogressiveformglVeSrisetotheimplicationthattheemotional

stateoftheexperiencerhadbeencontinulngfbrsometimepr10rtOtheeventreftrredto

bythetokiclause．

Ⅰtis clear that the basicfunction of tense and aspect markersisintact

irrespectiveofthepersonfbaturesoftheexperiencer・Kudoseemstoimplythatthe

modal－eXPreSSivefunctionofaspectualmarkersisbasicinthecaseofemotionverbs

andthattheuseoftheprogressiveformcanreleasetheverbs丘omthepersonrestriction

theyarenormallysubjectto，C【（Kudo，1995；89－93．Theoppositeappearstobethecase・

Kudo，Streatmentisreminiscentoftheaccountsforthepersonrestrictionwithemotion

aqjectives．WehavearguedinChapter7thatdeclaringtheexpressiveusetheunlque

semanticfunctionoftheseaqjectivesisbasedonafallaciousidentincationbetweenuse

andmeanlng．ThesameistrueforKudo’sproposal・

Dativeemotionverbsareaspectuallynon－Stativeverbs・Wehavearguedthat
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theycanbedescribedasachievements・Themodal－eXPreSSivefunctionisnotbasic，but

derived・Theprivilegedaccessoftheexperiencertohisintemalstateisnotrelevantfbr

thebasic，nOn－mOdaluseoftheseverbs，itdoesnotinterfbrewiththetemporalfunction

Of tense－aSPeCt markers・The speaker－eXPeriencer，S privileged access becomes

important，however，1naCCOuntlngfbr’modal，uses・Theseusesdonotresultfroma

neutralizationoftheaspectualdistinctions・Thefactthatmodalusesariseonlywith

emotionverbsbelonglngtOaParticularlexicalaspectualclass，aChievements，indicates

thattheseusesexploittheverb，saspectualproperties・Inotherwords，theaspectual

propertiesofdativevefbsarenotreplacedbyanewfunctionbutglVerisetoit・Weshall

trytoclarifytheconcretemannerinwhichlexical－aSPeCtualpropertiesarecormectedto

themodalfunction．

Assumingthatwearerightinclassifyingthesevefbsasachievements，the

presentcontinuousformWillreftrtothe stateresulting丘omthechange・Thenon－

COntinuousfbrmswillassociatethechangewithamomentintime，futureforthepresent

fbrmandpastfbrthepastfbrm，JuStaSithappenswithachievementverbsdenotlng

Physicalchanges・Eveninthemodaluse，theassociationbetweenpastfbmandpast

Changeandpresentfbrmandfuturechangecanbediscemed・Intheexamples（11）from

Kudo，rePeatedhereas（18），thisfactisobvious．

（18）　a．Sonnakotooiwaretemokomarimasu

WhatyouaresaylnglSCauSlngmetrOuble

b．iya，komarimashitanee

Well，Ⅰ’mintrouble

C．arede，SenSeinandakaraakireruWane

I’mshocked，andhecallshimselfateacher！

C．maa，akireta

Well，I’msurprised．

PastandpresentfbmSareaSSOCiatedwithdifftrenttypesofcontext・ThefbrmSarenOt

freelyinterchangeableaswewouldexpectiftheonlydifftrencewerethemoreorless

activecharacteroftheemotion．

（19）　a．＊sonnakotooiwaretemokomatta／akireta
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b．＊arede，SenSeinandakaraakiretawanee

C．？？iya，Odorokuna．Choodouwasaoshiteitatokoronandesuyo！

d．＊anotokiwaJISSalyOWarimasu

The examples where the presentformis prefbrred are compatible with afuture

interpretationoftheverb．Unliketheexamplesin（16），amOdalcannotbeused・We

havearguedthatemotionalstatesarenotpredictableandcannotbevoluntarilyplanned・

However，theuseofemotionvefbsin（18a）and（18C）isreminiscentofutteranceslike

（20）below，inwhichthespeakermakespredictionsorannounceshisintentions・

（20）　a．isoganaitookureru

Ifyoudon’thurrywe’11belate

b．watashiwamookaerimasu

I’mleavlng！

Theexperiencernotonlyhasprivilegedaccesstohiscurrentemotionalstate，hecan

alsopredictandcontrolhisemotionstoacertaindegree．Utteranceslike（18a）and（18C）

Canbeunderstoodasannounclnglmmediateemotionalchanges・Intheabsence of

modalstheoccurrenceoftheemotionispresentedasacertainty，thusexpresslngthe

SPeaker，scommitment・ThiscouldbethereasonwhypresentformSareftltasinvoIving

moreactiveemotions・Theuseofthenon－PrOgreSSivepresentfbrmtoreftrinavivid

mannertoone，semotionalstatesisreminiscentoftheuseof’promise，inEnglishto

lendauthoritytoanutterance．

（21）Ⅰ’vehadabustlingaftemoon，Ipromiseyou

ThepastfbrmscanbeinterpretedasrefbrrlngtOaChangeofstatewhichhas

JuStOCCurred・Asarguedbefbre，thechangeitselfisnotlikelytobeaccessibletoan

externalobserver，althoughsomeofitsconsequencesmightbe・Inchooslngthepast

formOfthe verbinstead ofthe progressive fbrm when talking about his current

emotionalstate，aSPeakerrefbrstothisotherwiseimperceptibleinnerchangeandthus

contributesinformationwhichthehearercannotobtainbyhimselflThisiswhyinsuch

utterancestheexpressivefunctionisfbltasmoreimportantthanthedescriptlVefunction・

ー267－



ItisinterestlngtOnOte，inthis sense，the factthatthemodaluseofthepastfbrm

genera11yrequlreSaminimalcontext・Whenvariousargumentsandmodifiersareadded，

themodal－eXPreSSivenuancefades，givingwaytothedescriptiveuse・（22）belowcanno

longerbeinterpretedasamodaトexpressiveutterance．

（22）　kinoo，WataShiwaanokOioyondeodoroita

YesterdaywhenIreadthatarticleIwassurprised

Theexpressivefunctionofthepastfbrmcruciallyreliesontwofactors・Thefirstis

aspect：thesevetbsexpresschanges・Assertlngtheoccurrenceofthechangecountsasa

declarationofthe emotion・Thesecondistheexperiencer，sprivilegedaccesstothe

Change（butnottoallitseffbcts）．Regardingthenrstpoint，itmustbenotedthatthepast

tenseofaccusativeverbs，Whichwerearguedtobeactivities，CannOtbeusedinthis

manner・Theverbnqyamu，Whichbehavesmorelikeastativewithrespecttoaspectual

testsdoesnotseemtobeusedinthismannereither，becausethechangecomponent

doesnotrepresentanimportantpartinthecognltlVe SChemaofthispredicate・The

utterancesin（23b）canbeinterpretedasreftrringtopastevents，butnotasexpressing

unfoldingemotionalstates．

（23）　a．odoroita／akireta／komattawaa／naa

b．＊yorokonda／kanashinda／tanoshinda／nayandawaa／naa

Thefactthatthevetbokoru（getangry）inthepastnon－PrOgreSSivefbrmdoesnotgive

risetomodalinterpretationsarguesfbrtheimportanceoftheprivilegedaccess・The

verbokoruexpressesanemotionintimatelyassociatedwithextemalmanifbstations・The

use ofthe transitivefomOfthe verb torefbrto the activlty OfscoldinglS amPle

evidence fbr this fact．The occurrence ofthis emotionis，then，Visible to extemal

witnesses・Consequently，WeCanaSSumethatannounclngtheoccurrenceofthechange

ofstatedoesnothavethesameinformativevalueasithaswithothervefbs．Themodal－

expressiveuseoftheverbwillbelimitedtothepresentform・

（24）　hayakuyamenaito，OkoruZO！

Ifyoudon’tstoplmmediately，I’llbeangry

－268－



Wehaveseenthatthemodalusesofdativeemotionverbs，farfromdemonstratlngthe

lossofaspectualdistinctions，OfftrsupportlngeVidencefbrtheanalysISOftheseverbs

asachievements．

1．3．AspectandCaseMarkingwithOccurrencePredicates

ThethreeaspectualclasseswehavedistlnguishedareassociatedwithcasepattemSin

themannerillustratedbelow．

ACTIVITYH－－”一日一一”EXPERIENCER－GA STIMULUS－O

ACHIEVEMENT”－”EXPERIENCER－GA STIMULUS－NI

STATEMMM＿＿＿＿＿＿…EXPERIENCER－GA丑JI STIMULUS－GA

AlthoughtheaspectualdescrlPt10nSeemStObegenerallycorrect，SOmeOftheverbsare

better examples ofachievements than others．Thus odoroku（surprize）is a better

exampleofachievementthankomanL（distress）．Inthesameway，yOrOkobu（rq30ice）is

moreactivity－likethankanashimu（sadden）．Thiscouldbeattributedtoprototypeefftcts・

Assumlng that case markinglS aSSOCiatedwithverbs onthe basis ofa semantic

prototypewhichspecinestheiraspectualproperties，SOmeVerbswillbeincludedina

classnotbecausetheyareidenticalwiththeprototype，butbecauseitntstheirsemantic

descrlPtlOnbetterthanotherprototypes・Thequestionofnon－PrOtOtyPICalcasesistoo

complextoreceivea坑nalsolutioninthispaper・Wesha111eavetheproblemtofurther

research．

Amoreseriousproblemfbrthisapproachisposedbytransitivestativeverbs

suchasaisuru（love），nikumu（hate），kirau（dislike），etC．AsarguedinChapter4these

verbs are prototypical states・Moreover，they present a number of peculiarities

distinguishingthemfromactivltyemOtionverbs：theyaregenerallynotsuqecttothe

personrestriction，theyarenotassociatedwithexperiencercausativeformS・When

a句ective－VetbpalrSSharingacommonmorphologicalbaseexist，therelationcannotbe

describedintermSOftheintemalstate－eXtemalmaniftstationdistinction．Inspiteofall

thesefacts，theseverbssharethecasemarkingpropertieswithvetbssuchasyorokobu・

kanashimu，tanOShimu．Does the existenceoftheseverbs discon負rmourhypothesis

abouttheroleoflexicalaspectualftaturesindeteminlngthecasepatternfbremotion

verbsinJapanese？Inthenextsectionsweshallarguethatthetransitivecasepattemis
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associatedwiththesevetbs’bydefault’．

2・CasePatternswithEmotionPredicatesExpresslngDispositions

WehavearguedinChapter4thatam叫Ordistinctionamongemotionpredicatesisthat

between predicates reftrrlng tO dispositions and those reftrrlng tO OCCurrenCeS Of

emotions・WehaveJuStinedthisdistinctiononthebasisofdifftrenceswithrespectto

aspectualproperties，Selectionalrestrictions，mOrPhologlCalphenomena，etC・Wehave

concluded thatinJapanese predicates refbrrlng tO emOtionaldispositions can be

transitiveverbslikeaisuru（love），nikumu（hate），konomu（preftr），kirau（dislike），Or

aqectiveslikesukida（like），kiraidd（dislike），kawaii（bedearto），etC・

2．1．TheCaseMarkingofNon－TransitivePredicates

TheadjectivesreftrrlngtOdispositionsoccuronlyinthedoublenominativepattern，

unlikethea句ectiveswhichwerearguedtoreftrtoemotionaloccurrences，Whichadmit

thedative－nOminativecasemarking，tOO．

（25）　a．watashiwa

I－TOP

IlikeHanako

b．＊watashiniwa

I－DAT－TOP

C．WataShiwa

I－TOP

d．watashiniwa

I－DAT－TOP

Hanakoga suki

Hanako－Nom A句

Hanakoga suki

Hanako－Nom Aqj

konopaatllga tanOShii

thisparty－NOM A句

konopaatiiga tanoshii

thisparty－NOM A句

Iameqoylngthisparty

Wecouldarguethatthedifftrencewithrespecttocasemarkingreflectsadifferencein

thetemporalstruCtureOfthesepredicates・Theemotionsreftrredtobyureshiiand

similar aqjectives are transitory states occurrlng at SPeCific momentsin time・

Dispositionsaresupposedtoholdoveranundeterminedintervalandcannotbesaidto

take place at a specinc moment・Compared to occurrences，dispositions can be

characterizedasprototypICalstates・0ccurrencesdivergefromthe stativeprototype・
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TheirmostimportantfbatureseemstobethefactthattheylnCludereftrencetotheonset

ofthestate・Whatoccursatspecincmomentsintimeisthechangeofstatemarkingthe

initialpolntOfthestate・Thisaspectualdistinctioncanberelatedtothedistinctcase

markingpropertiesbyassumlngthatprototypICalstatesareassociatedwiththedouble

nominativepattemwhereastransitorystatesarecharacterizedbythenominative／dative

altemation．

ThedistributionofthetwocasepattemSWithotherclassesofpredicatesseems

tosupportsuchaconclusion・Thedative－nOminativealtemationisfoundwiththeverbs

wakaru，dekiru and with potentialforms・These predicates can be described as

occurrences，although they have a property reading too・These verbs can denote

OCCurrenCeSOfeventsinvoIvingtherespectiveproperty・

（26）　a．Taroo（ni）wa elgOga Wakaru

Taroo（DAT）－TOP English－NOM V

TaroocanspeakEnglish

b．Taroo（ni）wa kotaega wakatta

Taroo（DAT）－TOP answer－NOM V

Tarooknewtheanswer／TaroocouldsoIvethisproblem

C．Taro（ni）wa muzukashiika両iga kakeru

Taroo－（DAT）－TOP difncultcharacter V－POT

Taroocanwritedifncultcharacters

d．Taro（ni）wa konomuzukushiikarulgakaketa

Taroo－（DAT）－TOP thisdifRcultcharacter V－POT

Taroocan／couldwritethisdifncultcharacter

Sentences（26a）and（26C）illustrate the propeれy reading ofthe predicates，the

dispositionreading．Sentences（26b）and（26d）refbrtoanoccurrence，aninstantiationof

therespectiveproperty．Theroleofthepasttensemorphemein（26b）and（26d）isto

markthe onsetofthestateexpressedbythepredicate・The fbaturesofthe object

nominal，itsspecincity，andthetenseofthepredicatecantrlggeranOCCurrentreading

fbrtheseverbs．

ThedoublenominativepattemisveryspreadwithadjectivesinconstruCtions

expressinginherentproperties（27a）．ItisalsofbundindesiderativeconstruCtions，aS
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illustratedby（27b）and（27C）．Althoughthelattercanbedescribedastransitorystates，

theyarenotoccurrencepredicates・Desiderativepredicatescannotrefbrtotheonsetof

therespectivestate，WhateverthepropertiesoftheobiectnominalandthetenseformOf

thepredicate．

（27）　a．zoowa hanaga nagai

elephant－TOP nose－NOM A句

Theelephant’strunkislong

b．watashiwa ichigoga tabetai

I＿TOP strawberries－NOM V－TAI

Iwanttoeatstrawberries

C・WataShiwa sonoichigoga tabetakatta

I－TOP thatstrawberries－NOM V－TAI－PAST

AsthepairbelowillustratesthevetbwakaruinitspastfbrmCanrefbrtoachangeof

state，giventhe appropriatetriggeringcontext．The－tOkiclausein（28a）marksthe

momentwhen乃roofbund theanswer．Thedesiderativefbrm，inthe samecontext，

behaveslikeatypicalstate・Inthesentencewiththepastfomthedesiderativepredicate

isinterpretedasthebackgroundagalnStWhichtheeventofseelngthepalnlngOCCurred・

Thesentencecannotreceiveaninterpretationparallelto（28a），namelyoneinwhichthe

seelngeVentandthedesireoccurintemporalsuccession・Inordertoobtainsucha

readingtheinchoativefbrmmuStbeusedasin（28C）．

（28）　a．Sonozuo mitatoki

thatfigureACC seeCOMP

Taroowa kotaega wakatta

TarooTOP answer know－PAST

Taroodiscoveredtheanswerwhenhesawthat鎖gure

b．Sonoeo mitatoki

thatpaintlngACC see

WataShiwa ichigoga tabetakatta

ITOP strawberriesNOM eat－TAl－PAST

IhadacravlngforstrawberrieswhenIsawthatpICture
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C．SOnO e O mitatoki

thatpalntlngACC seeCOMP

WataShiwa ichigoga tabetakunatta

ITOP strawberriesNOM eat－TAHNCH－PAST

Seeingthatpicturegavemeacravlngfbrstrawberries

OneofthediffbrencesbetweenemotionpredicatesreferrlngtOdispositionsandemotion

PredicatesrefbrrlngtOOCCurrenCeSWaSarguedtobethemannerinwhichthepredicate

relatestothespecincconstituencyoftheemotionalevent・WearguedinChapter4that

theintemalstruCtureOftheemotionaleventisnotreflectedinthesemanticcontentof

dispositionpredicates・Dispositionpredicatesarenotstatesbecausetheyrefertothe

intemalreactions ofthe experiencer butbecause theylgnOre the constituency of

emotionalepisodesandpresentthem，instead，aSrelationsbetweentwoparticipants・

Caseframesseemtobeassociatedwithstativepredicatesasbelow‥

PROTOTYPICALSTATE一一M”－”－－EXPERIENCER－GA STIMULUS＿GA

OCCURRENTSTATEM－－”－－－－－…EXPERIENCER－GA丑JI STIMULUS＿GA

2・2・TheCaseMarkingofTransitivePredicates

TheuseofthetransitivecasepattemwithverbsexpresslngemOtionaldispositionsisnot

Predictableonthebasisofthesemanticpropertiesoftheseverbsquaemotionpredicates・

Wewillarguethatadomainshifthasoccurredinthiscase，drivennosomuchbythe

Similarltybetweenthepropertiesofemotionaldispositionsandthoseofthetransitive

Semanticprototype，aSbythelackofsignincantdistinctionsbetweenthetwodomains・

Wewillarguethatthetransitivecasepattemfunctionsasadefaultcasemarkingpattem，

Which applies to a two argument construCtion which does not present semantic

PrOPertiessufncientlydivergentfromthetransitiveprototypetoblockitsapplication・

Wewillnrstillustratethisanalysiswithdatan・OmRomanianbecauseinthislanguage

We員ndstrongerevidencefbrsuchanapproach・Inthesecondpartofthissectionwe

ShallpresentsomeargumentsinfavorofadoptlngthesametreatmentfbrJapanese・

2．3．TransitiveESVerbsinRomanian

As discussedin Caluianu（2000）difftrent theoreticalframeworks make difftrent
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Predictions about the degree oftransitivltyOfES andEO verbs・Inthe generative

grammarframeworkESverbsareregardedassyntacticallyunproblematicwhileEO

verbsareconsideredexcept10nal・ESverbsaretreatedasbonafidetransitiveverbs，

whileEOverbshavebeenarguedtobeonlyapparentlytransitive・Theirunderlying

StruCtureisthatofunaccusativeverbs．

AnalyzedfromtheperspectiveoftheprototypetheoryofHopper＆Thompson

（1980），neitherESnorEOverbsareprototypicaltransitives・Computingthedegreeof

closenesstothetransitiveprototype，aCCOrdingtotheevaluationscalesuggestedby

H＆Twereach，however，theconclusionthatEOverbsaresemanticallyclosertothe

transitiveprototype．

AmongthesemanticfbaturesmakingupthescalearenumberofparticIPantS，

aspectualftatures（kinesis，telicity，PunCtuality），Participantfbatures：VOlitionalityand

potencyoftheAanda脆ctednessandindividuationoftheO，mOde（realisvs・irrealis），

etc・EOverbsareclosertoprototypICaltransitivesintermsofaspect，Oftatures，and

mode・ForinstancewhileESverbsaregenuinestates，EOverbsarenot：theyhavea

possiblepunctualreading・Thismeansthat，aS farasaspectis concemed，EOverb

clauseshaveahigherdegreeoftransitivlty・WithregardtothepartlCIPantfeatures，the

ExperiencerofEOverbsisahighlyindividuated，affectedO・Thiscontrastswiththe

o句ect ofES vetbs，Whichis neither afftcted，nOrindividuated・With respect to

prototypICalAfbatures，bothESandEOvefbsgetlowscores：thesu旬ectforbothtypes

ofverbisnon－VOlitionalandhaslowpotency・EOverbscanreftrtorealevents，While

ESvefbscannot．ThismeansthatEOvefbsareclosertoprototypICaltransitivesthanES

VetbsintermSOfmode（prototypicaltransitivesarerealis）・

Slightasthedifftrencemightbe，Semantically，ESverbs seemtobemore

remotefromthetransitiveprototypethanEOverbs・AninterestlngCharacteristicof

RomanianisthefactthatEOvetbsdonotpresentthesyntacticpeculiaritieswhichhave

promptedtheunaccusativeanalysisl）・ThedeviationsofEOverbsfromthestandard

behavioroftransitiveverbscanbeaccountedforinsemanticterms．ESverbs，Onthe

Other hand，although behavinglnmOSt CaSeSlike typicaltransitives display some

slgnincantdeviationsfromtheexpectedbehavior・InthefollowlngSeCtionweshall

brieflypresentthepropertiesofEOandESverbsinRomanian・Foramoredetailed

discusSionseeCaluianu（2000）．
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2．4．SyntacticPropertiesofEOandESVerbsinRomanian

AmongthemostimportantargumentsfortheunderlyingunaccusativltyOfEOvetbsare

their binding properties，the existence of a句ectival passives and the’passive’

nominalizations．ItisclaimedthatEOverbsdif托rfromESvefbsandfromthemqonty

oftransitiveverbsinallowlngbackwardbinding，bindingofananaphorinsu句ect

positionbyanantecedentinoqectpositionandbydisfavorlngforwardbinding，thatis

bindingofananaphorinoqectpositionbythe subject・Thesevetbs donothave

correspondingverbalpassiveconstruCtionsbutfbrminsteadaqjectivalpassives・The

nominalizationsbasedonEOvefbsdonothaveastruCtureParalleltotheactiveclause，

asis usualwith nominals derived丘omtransitive verbs but are parallelto passive

COnStruCtions．

RomanianEOverbsdonotdisplaytheseproperties・Thefactcanbepartly

attributedtomoIPho－SyntaCticpeculiaritiesofthislanguagenotconnectedwithEO

verbs，buttheefftct，Whateveritscause，isthatthereislittleornobasisfbrsettlngEO

Verbsapartfromtherestofthetransitivevefbs．

2．4．1．Binding

The nature of anaphoric elementsin Romanian does not permit a number of

conngurations・Romanianhasnonominativeorgenitiveanaphor・Theaccusativeand

dativeanaphorsareclitics，afactwhichdramaticallylimitstheirdistribution・Reflexive

formS，forinstance，CannOt aPPear aS the obiect ofprepositions・Due to the poor

repertoryofanaphoricpronouns，thepersonalpronounsarelessconstrainedwithregard

totheirdistributionthantheirEnglishcounterparts．In（29a）thepersonalpronounel

appearsinacontextwhereEnglishrulesoutapronouncoindexedwiththesu句ectNP・

（29）　a・Ioni aSCris ocarte despre elij

Ion wrote abook about PRON

’JolmiWrOteabookabouthim／himself’

b・Ioni aSCris ocarte despre sinei，り

Ion wrote abook about REFL

’JolmiWrOteabookabouthimself’

2．4．1．1．BackwardBinding

Theonlycandidatetothestatusoflongdistanceanaphorisananaphoricnoun，Sine，
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Whosedistributionisconsiderablylimitedbysemanticandstylisticfactors・

（30）　a・O carte despre sinei，当li－a lovit

INDEF book about self CL－PRON－ACC hit

Pe Ioni la cap

P－ACC Ion P head

’AbookabouthimselfhitIononthehead．’

b・O carte despre elij li－a
lovit

INDEF book about PRON CL－PRON－ACC hit

Pe Ioni la cap

P－ACC IonP head

’AbookabouthinJhimselfhitIononthehead．’

Astheexamplesaboveillustrate，’backwardbinding，，Orrather’backwardcoreftrence’

isnotrestrictedtopsychologicalpredicates．Thefactthat（31）belowisacceptable

CannOtberegardedasevidencefbrthepeculiarltyOfEOvefbs・

（31）　Zvonurile despre sinei l－au SuParat Pe Ioni

rumOrS about self CL－PRON－ACCanger P－ACCIon

TherumOrSabouthimselfangeredIon

2．4．1．2．ForwardBinding

IthasbeenarguedthatinRomancelanguagessuchasFrenchorItalianareflexiveclitic

CannOtbeboundbythes叫ectofEOverbs．ThispropertyofEOverbsisconsidered

evidenceforthe derived nature oftheir su切ect Ha reliable testjbrdiscriminating

ゐe仙ee乃de甲α乃dder加d∫乙郎ecJ∫f〝加∽α乃Ceね血αゐf物わあわZdα乃α乃呼カorわC〃庇’－

（BellettiandRizzi，1988；295）．

ThepropertiesofreflexivecliticsinRomanianseemtoparallelveryclosely

thoseoftheircounterpartsinotherRomancelanguages，fbrmallyandfunctionally・Like

the reflexive cliticsin French，forinstance，the reflexive cliticsin Romanian can

functionasanaphor，inchoativemarker，middlemarker，andgenericpronoun・However，

theRomaniandataseemtopolnttOaqultedifftrentconclusion・Outofover80EO

verbs，mOrethan20readilyadmitareflexiveinterpretationofthecliticandabout30，

一276－



thoughnotclearlyallowlngthereflexiveinterpretationdonotclearlyexcludeiteither・

Onlyabout30vetbs，lessthanahalfofthetotal，ntB＆R，sobservation・

（32）　a．＊Ion se deznad再duieste

Ion CL－REFL－ACC despalr

’＊Iondespairshimself’

b．（＊）Ion se bucura

Ion CL－REFL－ACC gladden

‘＊Iongladdenshimself二’

‘Ionrqoices．’

C．Ion se uimeste

Ion CL－REFL－ACC amaze

’Ionamazeshimselfこ，

d．Ion se plictiseste

Ion CL－REFL－ACC bore

’Ionisboringhimselfl’

’Ionisgettlngbored．’

Examples（32a－b）donotadmitareflexiveinterpretation．Sentence（32b）isacceptable

ontheinchoativereading．Both（32C）and（32d）acceptareflexiveinterpretation，With

thedifftrencethat（32d）canbeinterpretedasaninchoativewhile（32C）cannot・

Thefairlylargenumberofverbswhichadmitareflexiveinterpretationofthe

cliticsuggeststhatthebanonreflexivizationwithEOverbs，ifitexists，hassemantico－

Pragmaticratherthansyntacticroots．

2．4．1．3．PassiveBinding

Sofar，ltSeemSaSifRomanianEOverbswerecompletelywe11－behavedwithrespectto

binding・Thisconclusionisnotentirelycorrect・EOverbs，unlikeotherverbs，admit

anaphoric binding oftheprepositionalargumentinpassive construCtions・Compare

example（33C），WhichhasanEOvefbforpredicatewith（33a），anOn－PSyChconstruCtion

With（33b），WherethepredicateisanESverb．
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（33）　a．？？IonjeSteSPalat／pictat／imbracatde（Catre）sinei

’Jolmiswashed／painted／dressedbyhimselfl，

b．？？IonieSteiubit／urit／admiratde（catre）sinei

’Johnisloved／hated／admiredbyhimselfこ’

C．IonieSteamuZat／plictisit／enervatdesinei

’Jolmisamused／bored／irritatedbyhimself’

ThestatusofpassiveconstruCtionswithEOverbswillbediscussedinthenext

section．Whether a句ectival or verbal，the passives above demonstrate that the

Experiencer argument can bind the Stimulus argument・The active construCtions

discussedabovehaveillustratedthereversepossibility：anExperiencerboundbythe

Stimulus・ThepeculiarltyOfEOverbsinRomanianwithrespecttobindingcanbe

Summedupasfbllows：

BindinEWithEOVerbsinRomanian

GiventheappropriatestruCturalconditionseitheroftheargumentscanbind

theother．

Thissituationposesaproblemfbranaccountofbindingbasedonthematichierarchies・

Inallowlngeitherargumenttobindthe otheraswellas allowlngbindingofthe

‘demoted，argumentinpassive construCtions，RomanianEO verbs canbe saidto

possesspeculiarpropertieswithregardtobinding・This，however，doesnotseemto

constituteevidencefbrapeculiarsyntacticstruCture．Pollard＆Sag（1992）suggestthat

bindinglnPaSSive construCtionsis notungrarr皿aticalbutthatitisruledoutfor

pragmatic reasons・The semantic properties of EO verbs render both binding

perspectivespragmaticallyacceptable・Wehavearguedthatemotionalepisodesallow

twoperspectives・ThisamountstosaylngthatneitherofthetwopartlCIPantSisapr10ri

moreprominentthantheother・TheEOverbsselecttheStimulus－Orientedperspective

and，aSaCOnSequenCe，thestimulusargumentacqulreSamOrePrOminentstatus・Inthe

passiveconstruCtion，however，thesyntacticstatus，andwithittherelativeprominence

ofthearguments，Changes2）・
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2．4．2．Passivization

AqiectivalpassivesinEnglishhave certainpropertieswhichdistlnguishthem丘■Om

verbalpassives．Thesu切ectofthecorrespondingactivesentenceneednotappearina

by－Phrase．The choiceofprepositionislexicallydetemined・Theyallowa句ectival

intensinerssuchasveYy・TheyyieldnegativefbrmSderivedthroughun－PrenXation・

Theycanappearinthecomplementofverbswhichselecta句ectivalcomplementssuch

as consider，remain，Seem，SOunilook；they occurin pre－nOminalposition，etC・，

（Bresnan1982；Levin＆Rappaport1986）．ThepassivesofEOverbsinEnglishdisplay

alltheseproperties．

TheexistenceofadjectivalpassiveconstruCtionsinRomanianisnotsoclear，

ortobemoreprecise，theexistenceofadjectivalpassivesassociatedwithEOverbsis

not．Example（36）illustrates a typicaltransitive clause andthe associatedpassive

construCtion．In（34）thepredicateisanESvetbandin（35）anEOverb・BothESand

EOverbsseemtoundergopassivizationwiththesameeaseinRomanian・

（34）　a．Ion oi iubeste pe Anai

Ion CL－PRON－ACClove P－ACC Ana

’IonlovesAna．，

b．Ana este iubita de Ion

Ana is loved P Ion

’AnaislovedbyIon．’

（35）　a．Stireali－a SurPnnSPe Ioni

news CL－PRON－ACC surprlSeP－ACCIon

ThenewssurprisedIon．’

b．Ion afbst surpnns

Ion was surprised

de stire

P news

‘Ionwassurprisedbythenews．’

（36）　a．Ion amincatmarul

Ion ate apple

‘Ionatetheapple．’

b．Marulafbst mincat de Ion

Applewas eaten P Ion

’TheapplewaseatenbyIon．’
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Thetestsusedtodistinguisha句ectivalpassives丘omvetbalpassivesinEnglisharenot

helpfulwhenappliedtoRomanian・WhileinEnglishapplicationoftheseteststoEO

andESverbsyieldsdiffbrentresults，inRomanian，PaSSiveconstruCtionsbasedonEO

verbsbehaveverymuchlikethemajorityoftransitiveverbs，SeeCaluianu（2000）fbra

detaileddiscussion．

Thepassive construCtions relatedto ES verbs，however，display acurious

property．The’demotedsubject，inapassiveconstruCtionistheobjectofthepreposition

deinRomanian・Whenthesemanticroleoftheargumentisagent，itcanbemarkedwith

the complex preposition de catre・The experiencer argument ofES verbs can be

optlOnallymarkedwithdecatreinsplteOfthefactthatthereisnosemantlCjustincation

brthis．　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　′

WithEOverbstheuseofdbcatreislimitedtotheagentiveinterpretation・Ifa

verblackstheagentiveinterpretationtheuseofdecatrebecomesunacceptable，aS

illustratedbythecontrastbetweenexamples（37g，i）whichhaveanagentivereading

and（37k）whichdoesnot．

（37）　a．Ionesteadmiratdecatresubaltemiilui

b．Ionesteadmiratdesubaltemiilui

’Ionisadmiredbyhisemployees．’

C．Ionafostiubitdecatreeleviilui

d．Ionafbstiubitdeeleviilui

’Ionwaslovedbyhisstudents’

e．Ionesterespectatdecatreprleteni

fIonesterespectatdeprleteni

’Ionisrespectedbyhis丘iends．’

g．（＊）IonafbstenervatdecatreMarin

h．IonafostenervatdeMarin

’IonwasimitatedbyMarin．’

i．（＊）IonafbstsuparatdecatreMarin

j．IonafbstsuparatdeMarin

’IonwasangeredbyMarin．’

k．＊Ionafostpreocupatdecatreeleviilui
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1．Ionafostpreocupatdeeleviilui

’Ionwaspreoccupiedbyhisstudents．’

ThesemanticpropertiesofESverbsdonotsupportanidentincationoftheExperiencer

withtheAgent・Theseverbsaregenerallystative，andtheroleoftheExperiencerisnot

particularlydynamic・Theuseofdecatrehasnosemanticefftct：itdoesnotimplythat

therole oftheExperiencerismoreactive，itdoesnotintroduceanyAgentfeatures

whatsoever・TheslgnincanceofthispropertyofESverbswi11bediscussedinSection

2．5．

2．4．3．Nominalization

Romaniannominalizationsbasedontwoargumentverbsarealwayspassive：theobject

oftheverbisgenitive－markedandthesubjectappearsastheo旬ectofthepreposition

usedtomarkthedemotedsubjectinpassiveconstruCtions・

（38）　a．Germania ainvadat

Germany－NOM V

Franta

France－ACC

GermanylnVadedFrance

b．invadarea Frantei de（catre）　　Germania

N France－GEN P

theGermaninvasionofFrance

c．＊invadarea Gemanei de

N Gemany－GEN P

（39）　a．Furtuna asmuls copacii

StOrm－NOM V trees－ACC

Thestomhasuprootedthetrees

b．smulgerea copacilor de

N trees－GEN P

thestorm’suprootlngOfthetrees

Franta

France

furtuna

StOm

Gemany

NominalizationsofEOverbsarenotalwayspossible，butwhentheyexist，theyare

unexceptlOnal・Theexperiencerargumentisgenitivemarkedandthestimulusargument

appearsastheobjectofapreposition．Asexpecteddecatreisnotacceptableasa
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markerofthestimulusargumentinnominalizationsofnon－agentiveEOvetbs・Instead，

Wenndtheprepositionslexicallyselectedbytheverbs．TheverbsLPara（anger）is

accompaniedbytheprepositionpe（40b），theverbuimi（SurPrise）bytheprepositionla

（40d）．

（40）　a．Marin l－a SuParat Pe Ion

Marin－NOM CL－auX V P－ACCIon

MarinangeredIon

b．supararea luiIon pe Marin

N Ion－GEN P Marin

Ion’sangeratMarin

C．Aflarea stirii l－a uimit pe Ion

hearlng－NOMnews－GEN CLaux V P－ACCIon

HearlngthatnewssurprisedIon

d．uimirea luiIon la anarea stirii

N GEN－Ion P hearlng neWS－GEN

Ion’ssurprlSeuPOnhearlngthenews

ThebehaviorofESverbswithrespecttonominalizationispeculiar・Unlikestandard

transitives，theseverbsdonotfreelyadmitnominalization・WhennominalizedfbrmS

existtheydonotdisplaytheexpectedargumentstruCtureandtheexpectedchoiceof

PrePOSition．

（41）　a．Ion oiubeste／admira／respecta／uraste pe Maria

Ion－NOM V P－ACC Maria

Ionloves／admires／respects／hatesMaria

b・iubirea／admiratia／respectul／uraluiIon pentru　Maria

N GEN－Ion P Maria

Ion’slove／admiration／respect／hateforMaria

C・＊iubirea／admiratia／respectul／uraMariei decatre Ion

N Maria－GEN P（decatre）　Ion

Asdemonstratedbytheunacceptabilityof（41C）theobjectofthevefbcannotbemarked
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Withthegenitiveandthesubjectcannotbetheobjectofdbcatre・Instead，thesubjectof

thevetbappearsasagenitivalandtheobjectasaprepositionalphrase・Thepreposition

selectedbyESverbstomarkthestimulusargumentinnominalizationsispentru，the

markerofaqiunctsbeanngthebenenciaryrole．

ThebehaviorofESverbswithrespecttonominalizationistotallyunexpected

whenweconsiderthepropertiesofES－relatedpassiveconstruCtions・Wehaveseenin

theprevious sectionthat，aS faraspassivizationis concemed，ESverbsbehavelike

agentiveverbs・Theirnominalizationpattemdistinguishesthemfromtransitivesand

rangesthemalongwithunaccusativeverbs：thesu旬ectsisasslgnedthegenitivecase

andtheotherargument，ifthereisone，ismarkedwithalexical1yselectedpreposition・

Unlike unaccusative vetbs，Which can be accompanied by thelexically selected

prepositioninbothvefbalandnominalconstruCtions，Seethepairs（42C，d）and（42e，f）

below，ESverbsallowtheprepositionalelementtosurfaceonlyinthenominalized

formS．In the verbal construCtion，the element marked with a prepositionin the

nominalizationappearsindirecto句ectposition，markedwiththeaccusativecase・

（42）　a．A sosit Ion

aux V Ion－NOM

Ionhasarrived

b．sosirea luiIon

N GEN－Ion

Ion，sa汀ival

c．Domnul S－a inaltat la cer

OurLord－NOM CL－REFL V P sky

OurLordhasrisentoHeaven

d．inaltarea Domnului la cer

N OurLord－GEN P sky

OurLord，sascensiontoHeavens

e．Ion aramasln Strainatate

Ion－NOM V P abroad

Ionhasremainedabroad
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flraminerea luiIon in strainatate

N GEN－Ion P abroad

Ion’sremainlngabroad

The contrastin the behavior of ES verbs with respect to passivization and

nominalizationsuggeststhattheaccusativecasemarkingofthestimulusargumentof

thesepredicatesshouldnotberegardedasaninstanceofstruCturalaccusative case

asslgnment．Neitherthesemanticproperties，nOrthesyntacticbehaviorJuStifysucha

treatment．The diffbrent behavior of ES verbs with respect to passivization and

nominalizationiscertainlyaconsequenceofthemorpho－SyntaCtic statusofthetwo

PrOCeSSeS，a tOPIC We Sha11not pursuein this paper・What this discussion has

demonstrated，Wehope，lSthefactthatinRomanianESverbsdisplaymoremarked

propertiesthanEOvefbs・WhileEOverbsbehaveinamannerwhichispredictableon

thebasisoftheirsemanticdescrlPtlOn，ESverbsexhibitmismatchesbetweentheir

SyntaCticandtheirsemanticbehavior・Whatisparticularlyinterestlng aboutthese

verbsis their apparently random behaviorin di飴rent syntactic struCtureS・Before

PreSentingahypothesisregardingthisparadoxicalbehaviorwewouldliketoexamine

thepropertiesofDativeexperiencervetbs．

2．5．DativeExperiencerVerbs

SomeemotionverbsinRomanianhaveDativeExperiencerandNominativeStimulus・

TheNominativecontroIsvefbalagreement，ltisselectedastheantecedentforanaphoric

binding，lnShortitbehaveslikeasu句ect．Apassive－likeconstruCtionwhichchanges

WOrd order，thus shifting fbcusfrom Experiencer to Stimulus，and affbcts verb

morphologylikethepassiveispossiblewiththeseverbs，butitsoundsstiltedandis

limitedtoasubsetofthe active construCtions，namelytothosewherethe Stimulus

argumentisexpressedthroughanabstractnominal（43b）・

（43）　a．LuiMarini lli Place cartea／Ana／lingusirea

DAT－Marin CL－PRON－DATlike book／Ana／flattery

’Marinlikesthebook／Ana／flattery．’
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b・？Cartea／？？Ana／lingusirea lli eSte Placuta

？book／？？Ana／flattery CL－PRON－DATis liked

luiMarini

DAT－Marin

‘Thebook／Ana／flatterylSagreeabletoIon・’

The same predicates can occurwithan altemative case connguration：Nominative

Experiencer and Accusative Stimulus．The construCtionis used only when both

ExperiencerandStimulusargumentsarel＋human］andl＋de丘nite］・

（44）　a．Toti auplacut－Oi Pe Anai

Everybody likedCLPRON－ACC P－ACC Ana

’EverybodylikedAna．’

b．＊Toti auplacut cartea／lingusirea

everybody liked book／flattery

C．＊Ciinele tau aplacut－Oi Pe Anai

dog your likedCL－PRON－ACC P－ACC Ana

’YourdoglikedAna．’

TheNominative－AccusativepattemPermitspassivization・Whatisinterestlngisthefact

thatin passive construCtions，the semantic restriction on the Stimulus argument

disappears．Thiscontrastswiththepassive－likeconstruCtionin（43b）wherethesemantic

COnStraintswerestricterthaninthecorrespondingactiveform・Whileitcouldbeargued

thatthealtemationbetweentheDative－Nominativepattemandthetransitivepattemin

activeconstruCtionsislimitedtosituationsclosertothetransitivesemanticprototype，

thepassiveformissu旬ecttonosemanticconstraints（45）・

（45）　Ana／cartea／？lingusirea afbst placuta de toti

Ana／book／flattery was liked P everybody

’Ana／thebook／theflatterywaslikedbyeverybody・’

AshiRfromtheDative－NominativepattemtotheNominative－Accusativepattemseems

tobetakingplace・Inactivesentencesthepresenceofcertainpropertiesrenderingthe
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construCtionclosertothetransitiveprototypearerequiredfbrtheshifttooccur・The

passivefbrmhasmorefreedomofoccurrence・Thiscouldbeattributedtothefactthat

the passive ofthe transitiveform has the same argunent StruCture aS the dative

experiencerform，namelystimulussu句ectbutalsotothefactthatthepassive－likeform

ofDative experiencervefbsis so unwieldy・The case shiftOccurrlng With Dative

experiencerverbscouldbeseenasanillustrationofthemotive（OneOfthemotives？）

behindtheSPreadofthetransitivepattemtOnOn－agentivevefbs・Thetransitivepattem，

nomallyusedtoencodeagentiveepISOdes，lSrePlaclngOthercasepattemsbyvirtueof

its versatility，its capaclty tO PreSent an ePisodefrom a number of altemative

PerSPeCtives．

WehavearguedintheprecedingsectionthatthesemanticsofESverbsdoes

not support anidentincation ofthe experiencerwith an agent・Theimport ofthe

agentiveschemainthepassiveconstruCtioncanbebetterexplainedinanegativerather

thaninapositiveway．Namely，althoughthethematicroleofthesubjectofESvefbsis

notagent，thesemanticpropertiesofthisnominal，inrelationtotheotherparticIPantin

theepISOdedescribedbythepredicateisnotincompatiblewiththeagentiveprototype・

Thatis，althoughthesubjectandobjectnominalsofESverbshavenoactiveagentor

patientcharacteristics，theydisplaynonon－agentOrnOn－Patientftatureseither・Mostof

theverbsinthisclassinvoIverelationsbetweentwohumanparticIPantS・Thispermitted

thespreadofthetransitive（agentive）sentencepattern・IncontrastwithESverbs，EO

verbsdescribesituationswhichclearlydeviatefromtheagent－Patientinteraction：the

subjectisトanimate］，theobjectisl＋human］andcanbearguedtohaveresponsibility

forthe outcomeoftheepisode（unless theExperiencerdirectshisattentiontothe

Stimulusthereisnoemotionalepisode）．Consequentlyassimilationwiththeagentive

COnStruCtionisblocked．

The position advocated hereis that，atleast as far as emotion verbsin

Romanian are concemed，a SyntaCtic pattemnOrmally associatedwith aparticular

semanticprototypeisextendedtofairlynon－PrOtOtyPICalconstruCtionsasaresultofits

’userfriendliness，・Itcouldbearguedthatthetransitiveprototypeisstillpresentina

verydilutedfbrmthroughthedifftrenceinprominencebetweenthetwoparticIPantS・

TheExperiencerargumentbeingmoreprominentisassimilatedtotheProto－Agentrole

（Dowty1991）．Evenifwe adopt suchananalysisin orderto explainthelinking

betweenthematicrolesandgrammaticalfunctions，this does notexplainthe agent
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markingontheexperiencerargumentinpassiveconstruCtionswithESverbs・

ThebehavioroftheDativeexperiencerverbplacesuggeststhattheavailability

ofthepassiveconstruCtioncouldbeseenasthemotorfbrtheextensionofthetransitive

pattern・Ifweregardthetransitivesentencepatternasasurfaceconfigurationwidely

associatedwithtwo－Placepredicates，makingavaihbletheuseofapassiveconstruCtion

pemittlng the encoding ofthe same episode丘om an altemative perspective，the

behaviorofRomanianESverbsceasestobeacurioslty・Thesurfacetransitivepattern

andthe associatedpassiveconstruCtion，1nitsmostprototypICalform，theagentive

construCtion，havebeenborrowedtoencodeanasymmetricalbinaryrelation・Theuseof

thetransitivesentencepattemisnotassociatedwithanysensiblesemanticeffbct・Other

syntacticpropertiesassociatedwiththe syntactic conngurationnormallyunderlying

construCtions of this fbrm are not present‥these verbslack standard transitive

nominalizations．

2．6．TransitiveEmotionVerbsinJapanese

WewouldliketosuggestthattheuseofthetransitivepattemWithemotionverbs

expresslngdispositionsinJapanesecanbeattributedtothefactorsatworkinRomanian

ESvetbconstruCtions．

Aspreadofthenominative－aCCuSativecasepattemtonon－tranSitivepredicates，

reminiscentinitsdetailstotheextensionofthetransitivepattemtOdativeexperiencer

vetbsinRomanian，isoccurringinJapanese．Theaqjectivessuki（like），kirai（dislike），

whichnormallyrequlrethedoublenominativecasepattern，allowtheaccusativecase

markingofthestimulusargumentwhenthisisexpressedbyal＋human］nominal・

（46）　a．Taroowa biiruga／＊o suki／brai

Taroo－TOP beer－NOM／＊ACC Aqj

Taroolikesbeer

b・Taroowa Hanakoga／o sukikirai

Taroo－TOP Hanako－NOM／ACC Aqj

TaroolikesHanako

Accountlngforthe presence ofthe accusativein syntactic termSis noteasy・The

interpretationofthesesentencesdoesnotseemtojustifyanaccountinsemantictermS
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either．Theaqjectives donotacqulre adiffbrent，mOre’active’sense，andthe two

participants do notgaln any agent－like orpatient－like properties・The nominative－

accusativecasemarkingseemstobe，rather，aCOnSequenCeOftheexpansionofthe

transitivesentencepattern・TheexpansionproceedsfromthemoreprototypICalcases，

herefiomconstruCtionsinvoIvingtwohumanparticIPantS・

Itisinterestlng that the a句ectives sukUkiraiinJapanese have verbal

COunterPartS．Unlike the aqective－Verb palrS Ofpredicates expresslng OCCurrenCeS

kanashii－kanashimu，tanOShii－tanOShimu，thesevetb－a句ectivepalrSarenOtaSSOCiated

witharegular，PerCePtiblesemanticdistinction・Thediffbrencecanbecharacterizedin

SyntaCtictermS：thevetbs，unliketheaqjectives，allowpassiveconstruCtions・

The behavior ofthe vetb suku（like）is very signincant・The verbis not

frequentlyusedinthespokenlanguage・Examplesoftheactivefbrmoftheverbare

fbundmostlyinsonglyricsandliterarytexts．

（47）　a．doomo，SuisalyayuSai－Waboku－Oamarisuite－Wakurenairashikute

Water－COlorandoilpalntlngSeemnOttOagreeWithme，SOmehow

home2．highway．nejp／nori－P／Draw／Drawlng・htm

b．dokushoka－nOKozasa－kun－WanaZe－kahei－hei－bon－bon－na

WataShi－OSui－tekure，Shiba－Shibaasobi－nikuru…

Forsomereason，thebooklovlngKozasa－kuntookalikingtomeand

CametOVisitfrequently…

間取盟薫盈遠地疫醜蔓墨＿豊yA恕n皇

Theactiveformisfrequentlyusedcombinedwithotherformsinidiomaticcoordinate

phrases，SuChassuitesukarete（likeandbeliked），Suitesukanu（likeandnotlike），Suite－

mohorenu（likewithoutfallinginlove），etC．Theuseoftheverbsukuratherthanthe

aqjectivesukiinsuchcontextsisclearlyjustinedbystylisticreasons・

Anadvantageoftheverbsukuoveritsaqectivalcounterpartistheavailability

ofapassiveconstruCtion・UnliketheactivefbmSuku，thepassivefbrmsukareruis

frequentlyfoundineverydayspeechandlackstheliterarynuanceoftheformer・

（48）　a．fudoosanyasan－nisukarerukyaku

CuStOmerSlikedbyrealestateagents
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b．josei－tOkodomo－nisukareruyOOdoryokusuru

makeeffbrtsinordertobelikedbywomenandchildren

C，tanin－karasukareruyOO－nifurumau

behavesoastobelikedbypeople

ThesituationisquitesimilartothecaseofRomanianverbplace（like）discussedinthe

previoussection・Wehave，Ontheonehand，aCOnStruCtioninwhichsyntaxreflects

semanticpropertiesofapredicate（theaqective）andontheotherhand，aCOnStruCtion

Whichcanberegardedasaconsequenceofthespreadofthetransitiveprototypetoa

non－PrOtOtyPICaldomain．The semanticallyjustinedconstruCtionissyntacticallyless

versatile than the syntactic transitive construCtion，and this fact has semantic and

pragmaticconsequences．Aqjectives，andvetbsinnon－CanOnicalconstruCtions，lackthe

altemativeperspectiveonthesituationprovidedbypassiveconstruCtions・

InRomanian，nOticlngthemismatchesbetweenthesemanticandthesyntactic

properties ofES verbs we have suggested that the transitive sentence pattemis

associatedwiththeseverbsnotinvirtueoftheirsemanticproperties，butbydefault・In

theabsenceofblockingproperties，thetransitivesentencepattemisappliedtomental

predicatesasadefaultpattemforencodingasymmetricalbinaryrelations3）・

AlthoughJapanesetransitiveverbsrefbrrlngtOemOtionaldispositions，aisuru・

nikumu，konomu，etC，donotmanifbstanyslgnincantsyntacticpeculiarities，WePrOPOSe

toanalyzethetransitivecasemarkinglnStativeverbconstruCtionsinasimilarway・We

arguedinSectionlthattherelevantinterfacebetweensemanticlevelandsyntactic

level（caseassignment）WithoccurrenceemotionpredicatesinJapaneseisaspect・We

alsoarguedthatverbsexhibitingtheNOM－ACCpatternareactivitiesandsuggesteda

COnneCtionbetweenthehigherkinesisofthesepredicatesandtheaccusativecaseframe・

TransitivevetbsrefbrrlngtOemOtionaldispositionsareprototypICalstates・Ifwetake

aspectastheinterfacefiomsemantictosyntacticstruCturethecaseffameexpected

wouldbethedoublenominativepattem・Thetypeofrelationsdescribedbytheseverbs，

asreflectedbyaspectualproperties，arenOtSufncientlyclosetothesemantictransitive

prototypetoJuStifytheclaimthattheNominative－Accusative case markinglS nOt

activelytrlggeredbythesemanticcontentofthevetbalroot・

As Shibatani（1999）Pointsout，thecanonicaltransitivepatteminJapanese

－■γがec出血甲eα斤erk co乃C甲加J加如乃〆伽叩erfe乃CeαぶれⅣ0ル加g月夜カer
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transitivity日．Itisdifnculttoargueonthebasisoftheirsemanticproperties，thatverbs

SuCh as aisuru，kirau orkonomu and aqjectives suchassukidd are conceived as

invoIvingahigherdegreeoftransitivltythanverbssuchasokoruorodbroku・What

thesepredicateshaveincommonwiththetransitiveprototypeisthetypeofparticIPantS

invoIved・These verbs generally reftrto relations betweenindividuals・Occurrence

Predicatestendtoexpressrelationsbetweenanindividualandanevent・Inthisrespect

dispositionalverbsareclosertothetransitiveprototypethanoccurrenceverbssuchas

okoruorodbroku・ThenatureoftheparticIPantSinvoIveddoesnotseemsufncientto

activelytrlggertheaccusativecasemarking・InspiteofthetransitivecasepattemuSed，

theexperiencerargumentofana句ectivelikesukidaexhibitsnoagentiveproperties・

Noristheexperiencerargumentoftheverbsaisuru，kirauorkonomupossessedofmore

agentivefeaturesthattheexperiencerofdativevefbs・Theuseofthetransitivesentence

pattemcanbesaidtoreflectnottheabsolutesemanticpropertiesoftheparticIPantSin

theeventreferredtobythepredicates，butrathertherelativeprominenceofthetwo

ParticIPantS．

Intheprevioussectionswearguedfbrarelationbetweenthecasemarking

PrOPertiesexhibitedbyseveraltypesofJapaneseemotionpredicatesandtheirlexical

aspectualproperties・Thelexicalaspectualpropertiesofapredicatearedeteminedby

the properties ofthe eventrefbrredtobymeans ofthe predicate・We argued that

occurrenceemotionpredicatesfbcusondifftrentprocessescomposlngtheemotional

experience・Thelexicalaspectualpropertiesofapredicatevarydependingonthetypeof

processitisassociatedwith・Thecasemarkingpropertiesaresensitivetothissemantic

distinction・Dispositionalpredicatesseemtodeviatefromthisgeneralization・Verbslike

aisuru（love），konomu（prefbr），nikumu（hate）are associatedwiththeNOM－ACC

althoughtheyarenotactivltyVerbs，butprototypICalstates・Thissuggeststhatthecase

markingmechanismresponsiblefbrtheNOM－ACCcasearraywiththeseverbsisnot

thesameasthecasemarkingmechanismatworkinthecaseofoccurrencepredicates・

Asmentionedbefore，thecasemarkingpropertiesofthesepredicatesaredeterminedby

theftaturesoftheparticipantsratherthanbythetypeofeventassociatedwiththe

Predicate．

The dispositional predicates describe emotions as asymmetrical binary

relations・TherelativeprominenceofthetwoparticIPantSdeterminesthemapplngOf

argumentstosyntacticpositions・Wehaveseenthatinthecaseofsomedispositional
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a句ectivesthereisacompetitionbetweenthedoublenominativecasepatternandthe

transitive（NOM－ACC）Casepattem．The transitive sentencepattemtendstowinin

COnteXtSthatareclosertothetransitiveprototype．Verbslikeaisuru（love），konomu

（prefbr），nikumu（hate）exhibitselectionalpropertiessimilartothoseofsukidaused

transitively，1・e・theygenera11yrequlretWOhumanpartlCIPantS・Theuseofthetransitive

sentencepattemWiththeseverbscouldbeattributedtotheirselectionalproperties・This

usecanbedescribedasanon－PrOtOtyPICaluseofthetransitivesentencepattem・

In Chapter4We suggested that dispositional predicates and occurrence

Predicatesareassociatedwithtwodistinctconceptualizationsofemotions・Thefactthat

anumberofdispositionalpredicates requlre adistinctcase asslgnmentmeChanism

SuPPOrtSthisidea．

3．Discussion

Thepresentchapterhasproposedanumberofmechanismsaccountlngfbrthecase

markingpropertiesofemotionverbs・Thesolutionwesuggestsurpassesincomplexlty

allpreviousproposals．M可OrWOrkonthistopICischaracterizedbytheattempttoalign

thefbrmalvariationassociatedwiththisclassofpredicateswithuniversalprlnCiples，

SuChasUTAH．Belletti＆Rizzi（1988），Grimshaw（1991）orPesetsky（1995）areeffbrts

to鎖ndaunlqueSemanticorsyntacticprlnCipleabletoexplainthebehavioroffbrmally

difftrentclasses ofemotionvefbs・Inthischapterwehave suggestedthatformally

identicalclassesofemotionverbs，SuChasthetwotypesoftransitiveemotionverbsin

Japanese，have distinct semantic struCtureS，COrreSPOnding to diffbrent

COnCePtualizations ofemotions，and are associatedwith the surface syntacticform

throughdistinctmechanisms・Thecasemarkingmechanismsatworkintheemotional

lexicon are farfrom uniformCrOSS－linguistically・We have also proposedthat the

interfacelevelbetweensemanticsandsyntaxmightdiffbrinJapaneseandRomanian・

WhileaspectcouldprovidetheinterfacebetweensemanticstruCtureSandsyntacticfbrm

inJapanese，thiscomponentplaysnom年IOrrOleinexplainlngthecasemarkingpattems

associatedwithRomanianemotionpredicates・SucharesultisinkeeplngWiththe

POSitionadvocatedthroughoutthispaper，namely，thatemotionpredicates aremore

COmPlexthanwaspreviouslyassumed．
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Conclusions

This dissertation hasinvestlgated the consequences ofapplying a difftrent set of

assumpt10nS regarding the semantic contentto the analysIS Ofemotionpredicates・

Whereasmostpreviousstudiesregardemotionpredicatesaslabelsfbrintemalstates，

thepositionadoptedinthispaperisthatemotionpredicatesrefertoemotionepisodes・

EmotionepisodescanberepresentedasscriptswithslotsthatspecifytheprototypICal

triggeringsituation，thecognitiveprocessesandtheintemalreactions（intemalstates）as

wellastheaccompanylngOutWardmanifbstationsthatcharacterizeaparticularemotion・

′官∽0如乃∫αre CO〝pJ玖0曙α乃加d∫JαJe∫¢乃α／曙0〃∫れ乃OJ伽∫αme，α∫

叩乃か0me可co那加玩gげcog乃才かeWrαわめαC血刀加卯ねe∫，α乃dpαJgeγ乃ed

∫0〝7α庇reαC如朋．励Cカ　em0如乃　卯α7秒　仲．gリ　α乃geれ　α乃血恥　のり　ね

dk血g〟ねed妙αd酔re乃卯Jer〃げco〝甲0乃e乃れWた　わWα〃瑠e∫摘e

α乃αわ紗わα叩乃か0me．肋reoVeれ血才力ree co〝卯乃e乃ねαre∫物ecかゆ

e甲erね乃Cedd∫αWカoJe，才力dfれα∫α∫f乃gJeタカe乃0me乃0乃α∫q押0∫加わ

岬drαJeα乃dゐ血cfre甲0乃∫eぶ．働e乃0〃eCO〃卯乃e乃Jg∫椚わめg♪0〝7伽

perC甲如乃，才力ee準er～e乃Ceね乃0g叩r叩ere椚0如乃αJJ如〟gカブ′椚町CO乃ねぎ乃

someQrtheqzprQPriateelements．〝LazaruS，KarmerandFolkman（1980）

Althoughthecomponentsoftheemotionalepisodeareperceivedasawhole，eaChcasts

theparticIPantSinadifftrentrole・Asaconsequence，ltisnotpossibletocharacterize

theparticipantsintheemotionalepisodeintermsofunambiguouslyorderedthematic

roles．

Intheintroductionwementionedthatnotionslike明フeriencer；Stimulusand

emotionalstatewillbereconsideredinthecourseofthedissertation．Indeed，thenotion

ofemotionalstateasaprlmitivehasbeenreplacedbyacomplexstruCtureinvoIving

cognitiveandphysiologicalprocesses・Althoughthelabelseqeriencerandstimulus

havebeenpreserved，thecontentoftheserolesisregardedinadifftrentlight・Thetwo

participantscouldbesaidtoformathematichierarchyoftheirown，distinctfromthe

thematic hierarchies associated with predicates refbrrlng tO Physicalrelations・We

arguedthatthereisnoinherentprominencerelationbetweentheexperiencerandthe
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stimulusargument・Individualemotionpredicatescanfocusononeoranotheraspectof

theemotionepisode・TherelationbetweenpartlCIPantSaSSOCiatedwiththefocused

componentdeterminesthemapplngtOSyntaCticpositionsfbrtherespectivepredicate・

Sincedifftrentaspectsimplydifftrentrelations，themapplngOPt10nSWillbemultiple・

OneofthedeclaredaimsofthispaperwastoRndanexplanationfbrthefact

thatanunusuallylargenumberofsentencepattemsisassociatedwithafairlyrestricted

semanticdomain・Werefbrredtothispropertyoftheemotionallexiconasthemismatch

betweensemanticunifbrmltyandsyntacticvariation・

TheanswerweproposedtothisproblemwasthatthesemanticunifbrmltylS

onlyillusory・Thereisnorealmismatchbetweensemanticsandsyntax・Predicatesthat

seematnrstsightinaparaphraserelationareactuallyrefbrrlngtOdistinctaspectsofthe

emotionalepisode・MapplngPrOPertiesreflectthesemanticcontentofeachindividual

Predicate．

（1）　a．Taroo－（ni）－Wa tOmOdachi－nOuragln－ga kanashikatta

Taroo－（DAT）－TOPfriend－GEN betrayal－NOMA句

Taroowassaddenedbyhisfriend’sbetrayal

b．Taroo－Wa tOmOdachi－nOuraglr1－0　　　kanashinda

Taroo－TOPfriend－GEN betrayal－ACCV

Taroognevedhisfriend’sbetrayal

C・tOmOdachi－nOuraglr1－ga Taro0－0　kanashimaseta

friend－GEN betrayal－NOMTaroo－ACCV－SASE

Hisfriend’sbetrayalsaddenedTaroo

Whatthethreepredicatesabovehaveincommonisthefactthattheyareallassociated

withthescrlPtfbrtheemotioncalledsadness・AccordingtotheanalysISSuggeStedin

thispaper，theemotionalepisodecanbeminimallyrepresentedasinFiglbelow・All

the threepredicatesin（1）are associatedwiththis schema，buteachfocuses on a

difftrentcomponent．Theaqectiveandthevetbhaveincommonthefactthatthey

fbcusontheactiveroleplayedbytheexperiencerintheemotionalepisode・Theydifftr

inthatthea句ectivein（1a）fbcusesontheintemalstateoftheexperiencerandtheverb

in（lb）Onthe outwardmaniftstations ofthe emotion．The causativefomin（lc）

highlightstheafftctedstatusoftheexperiencer・Asaconsequence，thecausativeformis
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associatedwiththeEOmapplng．TheadjectiveandtheverbexhibittheESmapplng

OptlOn・

Figl

Experiencer

evaluate

Stimulus

Japanesehasthepossibilityofhighlightingthreeaspectsoftheemotionalepisode・The

possibilitylSnOteXPloitedinthelexicalizationofalltheemotionpredicates・Anumber

ofpredicates make only a two－Way distinction，between an experiencer oriented

perspective and a stimulus orientedperspective・As a consequence，there are fbur

Semantictypesofemotionpredicates，aSSOCiatedwithfourdistinctsentencepattems・

Sem antictype Sentencepattem

Experiencer－0riented Experiencer－GA　　　　　 Stim ulus－NI

Experiencer－0riented（intem al） Experiencer－GA／－NI　　 Stim ulus－GA

Experiencer－0riented（extem al） Experiencer－GA　　　　　 Stim ulus－0

Stim ulus－Oriented Experiencer－O　　　　　　 Stim ulus－GA

Anotherclaimofthispaperisthatnotalltheitemscurrentlydescribedasemotion

predicates丘tthislabeltothesamedegree・MostofthepreviousworkonpsychologlCal

predicates，thatincludes emotionpredicates，lS mainly concemed withthelinking

problem．IfthesetofESpredicatesandthatofEOpredicatesweredi可Olnt，thelinking

problemwouldloosemuchofitsappeal．（Itwouldbemuchmoreplausibletoassignthe

twotypesofpredicatestodistinctsemanticclasses．）Itistheexistenceofsemantically

relatedpairssuchasjbarandPightenthathasstimulatedresearchinthisarea・Asa
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consequencethe scopeoftheinqulryhas extendedbeyondmorphologlCallyrelated

itemssuchasbeangTy（ES）andanger（EO）toES－EOpairssuchaslike（ES）and

please（EO）．Evenwheremorphologicalevidencelacks，linguistsanalyzethepairsas

evidencingthesametypeofsemanticrelation，Cf．Pesetsky（1995；57），Croft（1991；

216－218）．

InChapter40fthepaperwearguedthatitmakesnosensetocomparelikewith

pleaseorsukida（like）withtanoshimu（enioy）．Dif托renceswithrespecttoaspectual

PrOPerties，Selectional restrictions，mOrPhologlCal behavior suggest that two very

difftrenttypesofpredicatesareincludedunderthelabelofemotionpredicates・Itisnot

possible to derive one typeform the other，Semantically ormorphologically・The

COmParaisonbetweensukidaand tanoshimuisnotgolngtOleadtoveryinterestlng

COnClusions・Ifthereisapossibilityofcomparaisonitisbetweensukidaontheone

handandtheclustertanoshii＿tanOShimu＿tanOShimaseruontheotherhand．

Wearguedthatpredicateslikesukiddandpredicatesliketanoshiipresuppose

difftrentconceptualizationsofemotions・Weproposedthetermdispositionalpredicates

torefbrtothefbrmerandoccurrencepredicatestoreftrtothelatter・InChapter8We

suggested that dispositionalpredicates and occurrence predicatesinvoIve not only

distinctconceptualizationsofemotions，butalsodistinctcasemarkingmechanisms・We

have arguedthat，inasense，Onlyoccurrencepredicatesfully deserve thelabelof

’emotionpredicates，，SinceonlyoccurrencepredicatesreflectintheirsemanticstruCture

theintemalconstituencyofemotionalepisodesandgiveexpressiontothepeculiarities

whichsetemotionalepisodesapartfromothertypesofevents・Dispositionpredicates

assimilateemotionswithothertypesofbinaryrelationsandarenotsensitivetothe

intemalconstituencyofemotionalepisodes．

The source offormalvariation with emotion predicatesis their semantic

complexlty・This complexltyis　fully exploited by occurrence predicates・This

Observationhasleadustothehypothesisthatfhitfulcross－linguisticstudiesshouldbe

possibleespeciallyforthisclassofpredicates・InChapters5－7Weproposeanaccountof

OCCurrenCePredicatesinJapaneseandRomanian，basedonthefollowlngaSSumPtlOnS：

a・MorphologlCally related occurrencepredicates reflectdiffbrent choices of

PerSPeCtiveontheemotionalepisode

b・Languagesmaydifftrwithrespecttothechoiceofthebasicperspectiveon
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theemotionalepisode

c・ThenumberofaspectsoftheemotionalepISOdebroughtintoperspectiveis

Subjecttocross－linguisticvariation

d・Theshiftfromthebasicperspectiveontheemotionalepisodetoanon－basic

PerSPeCtivecanbeachievedthroughmorphologicalmeans

As aresult，it waspossible to discem SOme Striking similarities betweenthe two

languages beyond the apparentlylnCOmPatible data・Japanese has morphologlCally

causativeemotionverbsandRomanianhasreflexivevetbs．Therearenon－derivedEO

verbsinRomanianbutnotinJapanese・This difftrencewas arguedto reflectthe

di脆rence between the twolanguages with respect to their choice ofthe basic

perspectiveontheemotionalepisode・InJapanesetheExperiencerorientedperspective

isbasic，WhereasinRomaniantheStimulusorientedperspectiveisbasic・Thecausative

fbrmSinJapaneseandthereflexivefbrmsinRomanianwerearguedtofulnllthesame

function：thatofshiftingthefbcus fbrmthebasictoanon－basicperspective onthe

emotionalepisode・Seeninthislight，themechanismsusedbythetwolanguagesare

verysimilar・Bothlanguagesuseaproductivemorpho－SyntaCticruleinanon－Standard

mannerforlexicalpurposes．

AlthoughthedatafromJapaneseandRomanianprovedamenabletoauniform

treatmentthereisnoclaimregardingtheuniversalityofthisanalysis・Thispaperisnota

typologlCalwork・FurtherstudymightshowthatthesetofassumptlOnSuSedherecould

PrOVidethebasisforanextendedcross－lingulSticaccount，Orthattheassumpt10nSmuSt

bereconsidered．

Althoughfurtherinvestlgationmightshowthattheapproachadvocatedinthis

PaPerisoffthemark，itisbeyonddoubtthatthestandardassumpt10nSintheliterature

onpsychologlCalpredicatesseriouslyneedtobereconsidered・TheideathatEOverbs

are causativesis so deeplylngrainedthatresearchersassumeitwithout stopplngtO

examine the slgnincance ofthis descnptlOn・In Chapter3we showed how very

influentialworks，SuChasGrimshaw（1991）andPustq30VSky（1995），Putfbrthanalyses

ofEOvefbsthatmakecruCialuseofthelexicalaspectualpropertiesofthesepredicates，

WithoutperformlngeVenthemostperfunctoryaspectualtests・

InChapter5weofftredadetailedaccountofthelexicalaspectualpropertiesof

RomanianEOverbs・Theseverbsexhibitunexpectedaspectualproperties，almostthe
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mirror－imageoftheattributeddescrlPtlOn・Thesepropertiesareincompatiblewiththe

accountsproposedbyGrimshaw，andPustdovsky．Theyalsoraisedoubtswithrespect

tothecorrectnessoftheaccountsadvocatedinCroft（1991）andPesetsky（1995）．In

Chapter6WedemonstratedthatevenfbralanguagelikeJapanese，WhereEOpredicates

exhibitovertcausativemorphology，aStraightfbrwardcausativeaccountiswroughtwith

difnculties・Itmaybepossibleto鎖ndawayofintegratlngtheaspectualpropertiesof

EOvetbswithinthecausativeanalysisbutsuchataskcannotbeachievedbyignorlng

thelingulSticfacts．

Taking the causative hypothesisfor a proven fact has had the effbct of

Obviatinganumberofinterestlngtheoreticalproblemsrelatedtoemotionpredicates・

Althoughthepresentpaperhasdonelittlemorethanscratchthesurface，thefollowlng

theoreticalproblemshaveemerged・

OnesuchtopICisrelatedtothetheoryoflexicalaspect・ThepropertiesofEO

Predicatesdonotntsmoothlyinanyoftheknownaspectualclasses・Thequestionthat

arisesis：Should the number oflexicalaspectualclasses be multiplied or are the

boundaries between classesless tight than previously thought？In Chapter5We

SuggeSted that the distinction between states and events（activities，aChievements，

accomplishments）maynotbeabinarychoice．Non－PrOtOtyPicalstativepredicatessuch

as stage－levelpredicates and occurrence emotion predicates could be regarded as

intemediateclasses，nllingthegapbetweenstatesandtheotheraspectualclasses・

Anotherproblemistherelationbetweenaspectandselectionalproperties・Itis

knownthatthesemanticpropertiesoftheargumentsin月・uenCetheaspectualproperties

Oftheclause・Thereareformalaccountsofthisrelation（Dowty1979，Krifka1992）．We

noticedaconnectionbetweentheselectionalpropertiesofthesu句ectandtheaspectual

Classoftheemotionpredicate・Thereisatendencyfbrpredicatesthatselectindividuals

insu句ectpositiontobehavelikeprototypICalstates，Ourdispositionalpredicates．The

emotionpredicatesthatselecteventsinsubjectposition，theEOverbs，eXhibitafbrmOf

boundedness・TheinitialpolntOftheintervalcoveredbythevefbisspecined・The

mechanismthroughwhichtheselectionalpropertiesofthesubiectandtheaspectual

PrOPertiesoftheclausearerelatedneedsfurtherinvestlgation・

Acuriousphenomenonthatcouldbetermed－eventincorporation－occurswith

thisclassofpredicates・Ifthesubjectpositionofaverbthatnormallyselectsaneventis

OCCuPiedbyanagent，i・e・anindividualactinglntentionally，theverbbehaveslikean
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accomplishment・ThisphenomenonisillustratedbythepalrOfsentences，below・

（2）　a．＊PurtarealuiIon l－aSPeriatpeMarin intreiminute（non－VOlitional）

behavior GEN－Ionscare P－ACCMarinin3minutes

b．Ion l－aSPeriatpeMarin in3minute（Volitional）

Ion－NOMfrighten P－ACCMarinin3minutes

IonfrightenedMarinin3minutes

ThecauslngeVentandthecausedeventareencodedindistinctfashionsinthetwo

COnStruCtions．In the non－agentive fbm the causlng eVent aPPearS aS an argument

whereasintheagentiveconstruCtionitisincludedintheeventstruCtureOfthepredicate・

The phenomenonis qulte rObust cross－lingulStically・There are reasons to

believethattheagentivereadingisderivedonthebasisofthenon－agentivereading，See

theAppendixtoChapter6・Boththeagentiveandthenon－agentiveformsarereftrredto

intheliteratureascausatives・Itisclear，though，thatthetermCauSativehasdistinct

interpretations・ThelingulSticliteraturedoesnotcontainasufncientlycleardiscussion

ofthevarioussensesoftheterm－causative－andtherelationbetweenthisnotionand

OtherlingulSticpropertiesofpredicates．

CausatlVltylnPhysicsandphilosophyisdennedasarelationbetweentwo

events・CausativeformSinlanguagegenerallydescriberelationsbetweenanindividual

andanevent・InlingulStics，theconceptofCauserplaysamuchmoreimportantrole

thanitdoesinphysicsandinphilosophy・Muchoftheliteratureonemotionpredicates

CultivatesanambiguitybetweenCauseandCauser．

Thisbringsustothethirdproblem：therelationbetweencausativltyandaspect・

Dowty proposes a very appealing account thatlinks causativeinterpretation with

aspectualproperties・Grimshawpursuestheideaandofftrsamodelwherecausative

interpretation，lexicalaspectandmapplngareallinter－related・Theideathatthereisa

connectionbetweencausativltyandaspectseemstobepreponderent，thoughVanValin

（1997）deniestheexistenceofsuchalink．

ManyoftheaccountsofemotionpredicatesassumlngaCOnneCtionbetween

causativltyandaspecteitherwronglyattributeaccomplishmentpropertiestotheEO

verbs（Grimshaw，Pustdovsky）orsimplystatetherelationcausativity－aSPeCtWithout

discussingtheconcretemannerinwhichthetwoarerelated・Drjkoningen（2000），fbr
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instance，Places causative verbs on a par with activities and achievements as an

aktionsarttype・Toourknowledge，thereisnoworkseriouslyexaminlngtheaspectual

behaviorofemotionpredicatesexceptVanVoorst（1992）．Wehaveseenthatemotion

predicates，EOpredicatesinparticular，donotexhibittheaspectualpropertiesexpected

ofcausativeverbs・Moreover，thecausativeinterpretationisnotunifbmlyassociated

withthesepredicates・Itisstronglyftltintheperftctbuttendstofadeinnon－Perftct

formS・VanValin argues that ourintuitions about meanlng，mOre SPeCincallythe

possibilityofparaphrasebymeansofanovertcausativeconstruCtion，areSufncient

proofofthecausativltyOfapredicate・Emotionpredicatesshowthatourintuitionscan

falter．Doesthismeanthatthecausativeinterpretationiss叫ecttoprototypeefftcts？

Shouldcausativltyberegarded，likelexicalaspect，aSaPrOPertyOftheclauserather

thanapropertyofthepredicate？Docertainsemanticconngurationsassociatewitha

StrOngerCauSativeinterpretation？

Theapproachsuggestedinthispapermaynotbethecorrectone，butthefact

thatitraisesquestionslikethosementionedaboveisencouraglng・

Discusslng the reason why the collaboration betweenlinguists and

PSyChologlStSisnotmore丘uitfu1，Millerwrites：

fbrwαJ存ねwo〃九〝γOW乃VeWお頭α′加g〟ねねα乃dp叩C Oわgお出∫〃鮎cr加

わ嘩re乃J血orね∫げe不〆α乃α細孔上れg扇細物dわαcc甲J∫～〝甲J押α加乃∫α∫

e画α乃α如郡．凡rαα〝pJe，α㌢α椚椚αr加W如cd乃r甲JαCeJα喝〟喝e一甲eC挿c

rewr血gr〟Je∫W油差あαr伽αγα乃dJα如才なα如乃廓eお力e力α∫叫）Jα加d

∫0〝7eJあわg．・血wor方々r〝7eゆdo乃e卸dVα∫Jαrr町村甲eC拘，r〟Je∫Cd乃乃OW占e

わ乃eW首班α∫〝甲e∫C emα．（Miller1990：321）

If simplincationlS，indeed，the quality most valuedinlingulStic research，this

dissertationisnotgolngtOmeetWithmuchapprovalfromlinguists・TheshortcomlngS

ofpreviousstudieshavesuggestedthataricherapparatusmightbeneeded，inorderto

dojusticetotheintricaciesofpsychologlCalpredicates．Toremedythisdefbctanumber

Ofconceptswereborrowedfromthepsychologist，stoolbox・Furtherstudymightprove

thatmorewasborrowedthanwasnecessaryandthatmanyofthenotionsusedinthe

papercanbereducedtoindependentlymotivatedlingulStic categories・The schema

offtredinthisdissertationiscertainlynota’simpleschema，，butitaccountsfbrthe
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fbrmalpropertiesofemotionpredicatesonthebasisofsemanticdistinctionsmotivated

bythespeakers’understandingofemotionalexperience・
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Notes

Introduction

l Thereareseverallabelsassociatedwiththisrole：Theme，Target，Object，Cause，Stimulus・

Someofthelabels，likeThemeandO旬ect，reftrtothesamerole．Othersareassociatedwithsemantic

andsyntacticdistinctions．Chapter30fthedissertationwilldiscussPesetsky’S（1995）proposal，aCCOrding

towhichthesyntacticdiffbrencesbetweenclassesofpsychpredicatesareattributabletoadifftrencein

theirargumentstructure，mOrePreCisely，tOadiffbrenceintheroleofthenon－eXPeriencerargument・In

thispaperweshallarguethatdiffbrencesintheargumentstruCtureOfemotionpredicates，eVenWhen

semanticallyjustined，donotinfluencethesyntacticpropertiesandcannotprovideafbrmalbasisfbr

classifyingpsych（Oremotion）predicates．Consequently，WeWillreftrthroughoutthepapertothesecond

argumentofemotionpredicatesuslngaunlquelabelthatofSTIMULUSargument・Thestimulusofan

emotionistheelementresponsiblefbrtrlggerlngtheemotion・TheSTIMULUSargumentofanemotion

Predicateistheargumentrefbrringtothestimulusoftheemotion．

Chapterl

l Somea句ectiveslike’hoshii’and’suki’alsodisplaythecasepattern（iii），butthisisratherthe

exceptlOnthantherulewithaqjectives．

iii．Experiencer－gaStimulus－0

Itisgenerallyconsideredageneralizationoftheverbalcasemarkingpattem（Dubinsky1992）・

2　　　TheIPALelectronicdictionaryofaqiectiveslistsuponly：itai（Painfu1），uruSai（loud），Okashii

（funny），OmOShiroi（interesting），kitsui（hard），tamaranai（unbearable）and mezurashii（Curious）for

pattern（ii），Whiletherestofpsychologicaladjectives，includingureshii（glad），kanashii（Sad），Sabishii

（lonely），etCare markedonlyforthe（NP－ga）NP－gaPattem．This doesnotseemtobecorrect・As

Teramura（1984）Points out，mOSt PSyChological aqjectives，With the exception of’su紘鶴rai

（like／dislike），‘hoshii（want），canbefoundwitha－nimarkedexperiencer・Teramuraarguesthatcase

markingoftheexperiencerargumentisratherunstableandthereisalotofspeakervariation・Heexplains
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thefactasaconsequenceofthetendencytoleavetheExperiencerargumentunexpressed・（P143－4）

3　　　Shibatani（1999）isanexception．Theauthorproposesasemanticdistinctionassociatedwith

thetwocasepattemSthroughouttheiruses・Inanutshell，Shibatani，Stheoryisthatthedoublenominative

patternpresupposesahigherdegreeofdependencybetweenthenrstargumentandtheclauseformedby

thesecondargumentandthepredicate・Althoughtheaccountproposedinthischapterwillbedif托rent，it

isnotincompatiblewithShibatani’sconclusion．

4　　　Thisisasimplinedaccount・Thepresenceofazer0－mOrPhemedoesnotnecessarilyblockall

derivationalprocesses・Derivationalmorphemesdisplayselectionalrestrictions・Somemorphemescan

attachonlytoroots，Whileothersadmitattachmenttoderivedfbrms・Eveniftheyadmitamxationto

alreadyderivedfbrmS，therearec0－0ccurenCereStrictionsamongderivationalmorphemes・Thatis，nOtall

morphemes can attach to an elementwhichhas already undergone zer0－mOrPheme derivation・The

nominalizingsumx－SainJapaneseattachestothemaJOrltyOfadjectivesandnominaladjectives，but

thereareexceptlOnSeSPeCiallyamongthelatterclass・Mostimportantly，－Sadoesnotseemtoattachto

nominaladjectivesderivedthroughzero－amXation舟omnouns，eX：anShin，baka，etC・Itcouldbeargued

thatincompatibilitywithazer0－mOrphemeisapropenyof－Sa．

5　　　ThequestionnaturallyarlSlnglSWhathappenstotheThemeargumentofthebaseaqective・It

canbearguedthatthisargumentissuppressedfbrcasereasons．Aqectivesaregenerallyanalyzedas

unaccusatives，thatis，theytakeaslngleinternalargument．SinceadjectivesdonotasslgnCaSetOtheir

arguments，theseareasslgned－gabya句ectivalinflection．Afterattachmentofthemorpheme’FEEL’，the

Themeargumentofthebaseadjectivecannolongerbeasslgnedcasebyinflection，aSthederivational

zeromorphemenowinterveneSbetweentheaqectivalbaseandinflection・Asitcannotreceivecase，the

nominalisruledoutbyCaseFilter，aSyntaCticmechanismwhichblockstherealizationofnominals

Whicharenotcasemarked・AsmentionedatthebeginnlngOfthischapter，theThemeargumentrepresents

the stimulus ofthepsychologlCalstate・Inthese construCtionsthe stimulusOfthe sensation canbe

expressedasaclausalelement，aSin（1a）．Theclausalelementinthisstructurecanberegardedasthe

semanticcounterpartoftheThemeargumentinthe－niFgaconstruCtion・TheconstruCtionisacceptable

becauseclausesdonotrequlreCaSemarking・ThisindicatesthattheTheme／Stimulusargumentisstill

presentinthesemanticstruCtureOftheadjectiveasadefaultargument，inthesenseofPustqiovsky（1995）

whichdennesdefaultargumentsasparameterswhichpartlCIPateinthelogicalexpressionsinthequalia，

butwhicharenotnecessarilyexpressedsyntactically．
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6　　　The－nimarkeda句unctisnotapproprlateifthereisnoconnectionbetweenthereftrentofthe－

niNPandthatoftheThemeNP．Thereftrentofthe－nimarkedNPmustbeapotentialuseroftheo旬ect

reftrredtobythenominativeNP．Asentencesuchas（i），Wherethereisnoimplicationofanyrelation

betweenthereferentofthelstpersonpronounandthebuilding，lSnOtWellformed・

（i）　　　Konobiru－Wa WataShi－ni－Wa takai

thisbuilding－TOP I－ni－TOP tall

Thisbuildingis（too）tallforme

7　　　Adjectivesinthisclasshaveabasicintransitiveuseinwhichtheyrefertoproperties・The

propertiesinquestionarenotrelatedtosensations，aSWaSthecasewithtemperatureandtastea4iectives，

butpresupposeafbrmOfevaluation・Thismakestheuseofthe’evaluation，pattemParticularlycongenial

totheseitems・Itshouldbenotedthatneitherthepresenceofadativemarkedexperiencer，nOr－garu

afnxationbringachangeofmeanlngSimilartotheonenoticedwithsensationadjectives・Thismaybe

seenasaconsequenceofthepresenceofanevaluationcomponentinthelexicalentryforthea句ective・

Theseaqjectivesalsomakeobviousthedifncultiesofapplyingthezer0－mOrPhemeanalysisto

othersemanticclasses・WearguedthattheargumentstruCtureOfthezero－mOrPhemeFEELconsistsofan

Experiencer andaLocusofthe sensation．As example（22d）shows，the secondargumentofthese

adjectives，Ontheirsensationreading，doesnotrepresentaLocus，buttheThemeorrathertheStimulusof

thesensation・ifwearedealingwiththesamemorpheme，thedifftrenceinargumentstruCtureneedsan

explanation・Otherwisewearefbrcedtopostulatetheexistenceofseveralsemanticallyclosebutnot

identicalzer0－mOrPhemes，anOtVerydesirablesolution・AconstruCtionapproachwouldnotrunintothese

di仔iculties．

Chapter2

1　　Thus，forinstance，HidaandAsada（1991），besidesprovidingadescriptionoftheconditions

fbrapproprlateuseOfeacha4jective，Classinesthemintermsoftheir’image’，i・e・theemotionalefftct・

Thisismeasured onaseven－POintscalegoingfromnegative（minus）topositive・Accordingtothis

approach，tanOShiieamS＋3points，thesameasureshii；urqyamaShii（envious）isO，hazukashii（shamefu1）

hastwovariants，OneeValuatedasOandtheother－2；kanashii（Sad）is－31ikekowai，etC・

2　　　Thecriteriafbrclassifyingpsychadjectivesreflectmyunderstandingoftheworkscitedrather
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thanthedeclaredintentionsoftheauthors．Partoftheworksrefbrredtoaregeneralclassificationsof

aqectivesinJapanese，butsomeofthetestsproposedcanalsoservetOClassifypsychadjectives・For

example，Nishioofftrsabatteryoftestsfbrdelimltlngbetweensuqectiveandobiectivea4jectivesand

illustratesthemwithconcreteexamples．Notallthesubjectivea4jectivesdiscussedbehaveidentically

with respectto these tests・On closer scrutlny，it appears that theitems where di脆rences among

s叫ective aqjectives occur，refbr to selectional restrictions．Consequently，I describe Nishio’s

Classincationashavingselectionalrestrictionsforcriterion．

3　　　Thus，Teramura（1973）classinesaqjectivesintermSOfcasemarkingandtheobligativityofthe

Experiencerargument．Heobtainsthustwoclasses，emOtionaqjectives（ka頑00keb｝00Shi）whichcanmark

theexperiencerargumentwiththeparticles－nior一gaandemotionalevaluationa句ectives（kaYUoo－teki

handankebJ00Shi）whichallowonly－nimarkingfbrtheexperiencer．Inhislaterworkheweakensthis

distinctionandstatesthatbasicallyallexperienceradjectivesallow－gatO marktheexperiencer，Cf・

Teramura（1983：146）．Themaindistinctionbetweenthetwosubclassesistheavailabilityofareading

wheretheexperiencerargumentisbackgroundedandthethemeargumentbecomesthetopIC・

4　　　00e（1975）proposesamoreelaborateclassificationbydistinguishingbetweenobligatoryand

OPtlOnalstatusforbothExperiencerandStimulusarguments，Obtainlng，thus，5subclasses・

5　　1nrecentliterature，Grimshaw（1979）and（1981），Pesetsky（1991），thetermssubcategorization

andselectionalrestrictionshave beenreplacedbyc－Selectionands－Selection，reSPeCtively・Pesetsky

（1991）arguesthatthenotionofsubcategorizationisnotonlyredundant，butitactuallyleadstowrong

predictions・InhislatestworkPesetskyarguesthateventhemorelimitednotionofc－Selection，Selection

ofthesyntacticcategoryoftheargument，istoostrongandproposesafurtherlimitationembodiedbythe

notionofl－Selection，（1exical－Selection）whichhasforitsvocabularysubcategoriesofsyntacticcategories，

individualwordsorftaturesandislimitedonlytoterminalstrlngS・Inspiteofthis，WeShallcontinueto

usetheterm‘subcategorization，inthepresentpapertoreftrtothelistofsyntacticcategoriesthata

predicatecanth－mark，Cf．Pesetsky（1991）．Thisismainlybecausethepositionofsubcategorization

framesin the architecture ofthelingulStic theorylS nOt relevantforthe purposes ofthe present

investlgation，abottomupaccountofemotionpredicatesinJapanese・Giventheratherwellestablished

statusoftheterm’subcategorization，WeprefbrtoretainitfbrconveniencesakeandavoidtheorizlngOn

thistopic・Besides，theauthorsargulngagalnStthenotionofsubcategorizationattributeaverylmPOrtant

roletos－Selection・ThispresupposesalevelofanalysISWherethes－Selectionpropertiesoftheitemsunder
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discussionareknown．Thisisnotthecaseinthepresentpaper，thes－Selectionpropertiesofemotion

aqectivesaretobedetermined．Thesurfacesyntacticrealizationofthestimulusargument，bywhatever

termthisisrefbrredto，Willprovetobeausefultoolindiscoverlngthesemanticstatusoftheargument・

We donotattributeanyparticulartheoreticalslgnincanceto subcategorizationframes，above this

PraCticalrole．

Theconclusionreachedinthischapterisnotatoddswiththeideathats－Selectionproperties

arebasic・Itcanbearguedthatthesemanticpropertiesofthestimulusargument，itsontologlCalstatus，

determineitssyntacticrealization．Therelationbetweens－Selectionandc－Selection（Orrather1－Selection），

asadvocatedbyGrimshawandPesetsky，ismediatedthroughtheContextPrincipleinassociationwith

CanonicalStructuralRealization・0fftringanaccountofCSRinJapaneseisbeyondthescopeofthis

paper・Consequentlydiscussionoftherelationbetweens－Selectionandc－Selectionwillbelefttoanother

OCCaSlOn．

6　　InNishioureshii，kanashiiontheonehandandnikuiontheother，difftrwithrespecttothe

possibilityoftakingl＋human］nominalsinstimulusargumentposition；Whilenikuiacceptsl＋human］

nominalstheothertwoadjectivesdonot．Hosokawaincludesureshii，kanashii，tanOShii，nikuiinhisclass

A－3，a句ectivesthattakeakotoStimulusargument．Henotesthattheargumentmayberealizedeitherasa

sentenceorasanominal，andthatnikuifrequentlyappearswitha［＋human］complement・However，he

offtrsnoexampleofasentencewherenikuiallowsaclausalcomplement・Theonlyexampleofa

sententialcomplementinvoIves‘nikurashii・，butwithoutcontextitisnoteasytoappreciatewhetheritisa

genuineexampleofasententialcomplementoracaseofnominaldeletion・

（i）　　jochuu－tO Onql－ni yobu－n0－ga nikurashikute

maid＿PRT same＿DAT ca11－COMP－NOM hatefu1－COMP

tamaranal

unbearable

（She）founditunbearablyhatefultobecalledinthesamewayasthemaid

Itisnotarguedherethattheconstructiontakinganominalmodifiedbyarelativeclauseas

Complementissynonymouswiththeonetakingaclausalcomplement・Whatisimportantisthatwhile

certainadjectivesallowtheStimulustobeexpressedthroughbothconstructions，Otheradjectives，Of

whichnikuiistheclearestexample，admitonlynominalsinStimulusargumentposition・）
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8　　　Althoughexamples（12d）iswellfbrmed，itcannotreftrtoaspecificoccasion，buttoapast

habit．Inordertoreftrtoaspecincpastevent（12b）mustbeused．Thissigninesthatthemorpheme－taOn

thematrixpredicatecannotbeassociatedwithaspecincreadingin（12d）．Thesituationisreminiscentof

theaspectualdependenceofaccomplishmentverbsonthemass／countdistinctioninthedirectoqect・

Withal＋count］Oqecttheverbsareaccomplishmentswhereasal－COunt］oqectgivesrisetoanactivity

reading・Inthesameway，anOn－SPeCinctenseftatureontheStimulusargumentofthisclassofemotion

a4jectiveswillforceanon－SpeCinc（habitual）readingonthematrixpredicate，Whereasaspecincreading

willdetermineaspecincreadingfbrthematrixpredicate・Thispropertywillnotbefurtherinvestlgatedin

thispaper・Whatcountsforthecurrentdiscussion，however，isthefactthatmatrixandembeddedclause

aretemporallydependent．IthankProf．Sunagawaforpolntingthisaspecttome・

9　　　The－rufbrmisratheranaspectualmarkeranddoesnotbeartenseftatures・

10　　　Syntactically，（17b，C）are unoqectionable；the Experiencer can be coindexed with the

embeddedsubject（thesubiectof－temOrauinthecaseof（17b）andtheembeddedtenseisnotfree・The

fact thatthe useofureshiiis favoredinthis contextis due tothelexicalcontent ofthe aqjective．

Semantically，（17b，C）representtheidealcontextfortheuseofureshii・Aswillbearguedbelow，ureShii

requlreSthattheExperiencerbeinvoIvedintheStimuluseventintheroleofBenenciary，PreCiselythe

roleinwhichtheexperienceriscastin（17b，C）．

ll Theliterature on the semantics ofcontrolhas proposed factors such as the role ofthe

participantinthe matrixsituationinbringingabouttheparticipantevent（theeventdenotedbythe

embeddedclause），thedependencyrelationbetweenthematrixandtheparticipantsituation（Farcas1988）・

Thesefactorsarenotsufncienttodistinguishbetweencontrolandnon－COntrOla句ectivesinJapanese・As

arguedbefbre，emOtionadjectives，irrespectiveoftheircontroIpropertiesrefbrto‘emotionalepisodes’

episodesinwhichaStimulustrlggerSanemOtionalreactionofanExperiencer・Inthissenseallaqjectives

denotlngemOtionsdescribe situationinwhichtherefbrentoftheExperiencerargumentisnotina

positiontocontrol，inthesenseofbringlngabout，thesituationdenotedbytheembeddedclause・

Pesetsky（1995）arguedthattheStimulus argumentofapsychologicalpredicatecanhave

diffbrentroles：itrepresentstheCauseoftheemotionfbrverbssuchasPなhten，SuTPrise，amuSeandthe

TargetorSubiectMatterinthecaseofverbssuchasjをar，like，hate．Thedistinctionofthesemanticrole

oftheStimulusisreflectedbyadifftrentmapplngbetweensemanticrolesandsyntacticfunctions・While

verbsinthesameclasshavetheStimulusinsubiectposition，fbrverbsinthesecondclasstheStimulus

－306－



argumentappearsinobjectposition・ItishardtoarguefbrasimilardistinctioninthecaseofJapanese

PSyCh－adjectivessincenodifftrenceregardingthemapplngtOSyntaXdifftrentiatesamongthevarious

membersoftheclass；allpsychadjectivesdisplaythesamecasemarkingpossibilities．Weareforcedto

COnCludethatthesemanticroleoftheStimulusisthesameforbothcontrolandnon－COntrOlaqfectives．

12　　Itmightbearguedthattheterm’assert，istoostrong．However，theuseofa句ectivesinthis

Classnormallypresupposestheoccurrenceofanevent．Thea句ectivesarenotnormallyusedintransitively，

likepredicatesreftrringtophysiologlCalstates：nemui，tSukareteiru，etC．Therearesomedifftrencesof

degreeamonga句ectives・Somelikekanashii（Sad）appearmorecomfortableintheabsenceofaspec漬c

triggeringevent，Whileothers，1ikeurayamashii（envy）donotmakesenseonthemoodreading．Evenwith

aqjectiveslikekanashiitheintransitiveuseisthemarkedoptlOn．Expressionslike’nantonakukanashii，

（Iftelsadfornoreasoninparticular）donotshowthatthetriggeringeventcanbedispensedwith．The

urgetostressthefactthattheemotionisunelicitedmarksthiscaseastheexcept10n，ratherthantherulet

13　　　This processis similar to the phenomenon called COERCIONin Pustqjovsky（1995）．

Pustqovskynoticedthatininterpretlngthenominalinoqectpositionforverbssuchaseruoyweperform

ametonymicalreconstruCtionofaneventonthebasisoftheinfbrmationprovidedbythenominal・The

infbrmationiscontainedinthenominalユslexicalstructure，mOreSPeC班callyinthecomponentofthe

lexicalstruCture he calls qualia struCture・The qualia struCture COntainsinformationregarding the

COmPOSition，Origin，PurPOSeOftheobjectdenotedbythenominal．Thenominalbookinsentence（i）

belowwillbecoercedtoaneventinterpretation・ThedefaultreadingfortheeventlSPrOVidedbythetelic

qualeofthenominal，thequalecodinginformationabouttheuseoftheoqect，inthiscasereading．

（i）　　Ieruoyedthebook

Although coercion can account fbr theinterpretation ofnominalsin stimulus position ofcontroI

Predicatesitcannotexplainthebehaviorofnon－COntrOlaqectives．Pustqovskyarguesthatthelexicon

COntainsmoreinfbrmationthanithasbeenhithertothought・WehavementionedqualiastruCtureaSPart

Ofalexicalentry・Besides，apredicatewillbespecinedfbreventstructureandargumentstruCture・We

haveseenthatsentenceswithnominalsinstimuluspositionofnon－COntrOla嘩ectivesyieldqulteCOmPlex

and specificimplicatures・Althoughthisinformation must be somehow containedinthe semantic

descriptionoftheaqjectiveitdoesnotseempossible，Ordesirabletoincludeitinthelexicalentry，eVenif

We adoptPustdovsky’s view ofthelexicon．Theinterpretationofsentencesinwhichnon－COntrOl
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aqjectives take a nominalstimulus argument are better explained as the result of conventional

implicatures・Oncewe have optedforimplicatures ratherthancoercioninthe case ofnon－COntrOl

aqjectivesitseemsmorenaturaltoadoptthesametypeofaccountinthecaseofnon－COntrOla4jectives・

Ratherthanuslngthemechanismofcoercionwecouldsaythatcontrola句ectivesconventionallyimply

thattheexperiencerisinvoIvedinsomeactivlty，OrtOuSetheterminologylntrOducedabove，thata

propertylSattributedtotheexperiencer・ThespecincationoftheactivltylSaChievedonthebasisofa

nominalbyretrievingtheprototypicalactivityassociatedwiththatnominal・

14　　　TheOrtonyschemacontainsavariablethatcouldberelatedtothecontrolproperty，andthisis

thestrengthofunit，thedegreetowhichtheactualagentofthestimuluseventisinacognltlVeunitwith

theself．Wecouldarguethatcontrola4iectivesareaqjectivesexpresslngreaCtionstoevents，andwhich

havehighstrengthofunit‥theagentisidenticalwiththeexperiencer・Suchafbrmulationwouldbe，

however，tOOStrOng・Asarguedinsections2・2・2・and2・2・3・，theexperiencercanbecoreftrentialwith

someotherparticipantinthestimulusevent，eX14－16besidestheAgent・Inordertocapturethisfactwe

couldrefbrmulatethenotionofstrengthofunitinsuchawayastoincludenotonlytheagentbutalsoany

participantinthestimuluseVent．Controla句ectiveswouldbea4jectivesdisplaylnghighstrengthofunit，

inthissense・Introducingthenotionofstrengthofunitdoesnotenableustopredictcorrectlytheclassof

controIpredicates．Therearea4jectiveslikehazukashiiwhichimplyahighdegreeofinvoIvementofthe

experiencerinthestimuluseventwithoutbelonglng，forthis，tOtheclassofobligatorycontrola亘iectives・

15　　　ThemostobviousobiectiontothistreatmentisthatDowty’sproposalismeanttoaccountfor

struCtureSdisplayingallthethreecontroIproperties：（i）nonnnitefbrmoftheembeddedpredicate，（ii）the

presenceofanullargumentintheembeddedclauseand（iii）thecorefbrentialityrelationbetweenthisnull

elementandanelementinthematrixclause．Aspointedoutbefore，PrOPerties（ii）and（iii）maybeabsent

fromtheJapanesestructuresunderdiscussion．This seemstoJeOPardizeananalysISWithinDowty，S

framework：thepresence ofan overt subjectinthe embeddedclause would seemto argue agalnst

interpretlngthesephrasesasproperties．

Itshouldbenoted，however，thatevenwhentheembeddedsu切ectandtheExperiencerarenot

coindexed，theembeddedclausealwayscontainssomeelementwhichiscoindexedwiththeExperiencer・

Themostnaturalsentencesarethosewherethe’gap，occursinthesu叫ectpositionoftheembedded

clause・SentenceswheretheiteminterpretedascorefbrentialwiththeExperiencerisfoundinsomeother

positionareless acceptable，althoughtheyarebetterthanconstruCtionswheretheembeddedclause

COntainsnoelementwhichcouldbecoindexedwiththematrixsu旬ect．
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Anotherimportantpolntisthat，ifweaccepttheVPinternalsu切ecthypothesis，WeCanStill

arguethatthecomplementoftanoshiitypeaqjectivesisnotafullsentence，butaVP．Thistreatmentisin

keeplngWiththepropertiesoftheseadjectives．Asarguedbefbre，thecomplementofa句ectivesinthis

Classisalwayssubiecttotensecontrolbythematrixpredicate．Theembeddedclause，improperlycalled

SO，doesnotrefbrtoactualevents．Itdoesnothaveatruthvalue．Dowty，sanalysisofcontroIstruCtureSaS

PredicatestakingascomplementsVPswhichsemanticallyexpressproperties，isstillapplicable・Japanese

PSyCh aqjectives displaylng tenSe COntrOIcould be regarded as relations betweenindividuals and

PrOPerties．

16　　　TherearesomeconstruCtionsthatseemtocontradictthisobservation．

（i）　　a．hazukashii－hanashi

embarrasslngStOry

b．ureshii－yatSu

Sillyguy

InthesecaseswehaveanaqjectivebelonglngtOthenon－COntrOIclassinadnominalmodinerposition．

Unliketheexamplesin（39b，C）thephraseneednotbeinterpretedrelativetoaparticularexperiencer，but

Canbeseenasasimplyattributingaproperty．Itwillbenoticed，however，thatthereisadistinction

betweenthesecasesandtheoqectivereadingofcontroladjectives．ThemeanlngOftheaqectiveis，in

thiscase，Slightlydiffbrentfromthenormalinterpretation・Thus，hazukashii，besidesitsinitialsenseof

’embarrasslng，getstheadditionalsenseofindecent・Inthecaseofureshiithesemanticchangeiseven

moreconsiderable・In（ib）ureshiimeans’silly，，‘naive，．Thisleadsustoconcludethatwedonotdeal

Withthesameprocessasinthecaseofcontroladjectives．Iffbrcontroladjectiveswecouldposita

PrOductive derivationalrule derivlng One－Place，attributive a嘩ectivesfrom two－Place psychologlCal

adjectives，inthecaseofnon－COntrOla句ectivesthereseemstobeanon－PrOductivesemanticshift．

17　　　Thereisareadingofnikuiwhichcouldbedescribedasanobjectivereading，thatistheuseof

nikuiinthesenseof‘admirable’・Asinthecaseofobjectivereadingsbasedonnon－COntrOla句ectivesthe

Semanticshiftisconsiderable・ItisqultereaSOnabletoarguethatinthiscase，tOO，WearenOtdealingwith

aproductiverulebutwithacaseofhomophony・

18　　　This distinctionis reminiscent ofthe distinction betweenindividua1－1eveland stage－level
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predicates・Therelationbetweenstage－levelpredicates andemotionpredicates willbe discussedin

Chapter5．

Chapter3

1　　AlthoughJapanese and Romanianare similarinhaving alargenumberofconstruCtions

availablefbrencodingemotions，thesimilarity，naturally，StOPShere・TheNominative－Dativepattern，

fbundinJapanese，isnotassociatedwithemotionpredicatesinRomanian，andthedoubleNominative

Pattemis altogether unavailable・Japanese，Onthe other hand，has no re月．exive verbs．Even the

Nominative－AccusativeandtheDativeNominativepatterns，fbundinbothlanguages，Canbeshown，

uponcloserscrutlny，tOdisplayquitediffbrentproperties・TheDativeExperiencerinJapanesehasmore

Su切ectpropertiesthantheDativeExperiencerinRomanian．Itwillbe arguedthattheNominative－

AccusativeclassinJapanesecanbedividedintotwosubclasses，dependingontheaspectualpropertiesof

thepredicates・The’activity，subclassISPeCuliartoJapaneseandcannotbefoundinRomanian・

2　　　TheanalysISPrOPOSedbyBellettiandRizziisinspiredbytheaccountproposedbyPerlmutter

（1984）fbranotherclassofemotionverbs，Verbswhich，1ikepiacereinItalian，marktheexperiencer

argumentwiththedativeandthethemeargumentwiththenominativecase・Perlmutternotedthatthe

dativeargumentofsuchvefbsdisplaysbothsubjectandobjectproperties．Likesubjectsitcancontrolinto

acomplementclauseanditcanbetheantecedentofareflexive，unlikesu句ects，thedativedoesnot

COntrOlagreement，itdoesnotallowquanti鮎rfoatanditcannotbecontrolled・Thesolutionof托redby

Perlmutterisinversion：theexperiencerargumentisanunderlyingsu旬ectwhich鎖nishedasanindirect

OqeCtinsurfacestruCture・PerlmutterregardstheexistenceofstruCtureSinvoIvingthesamepredicatesin

Whichtheexperiencerappearsasanominativesubjectasanargumentfbrhisaccount．Hedoesnot

discusstherelationbetweenthetwoconstruCtionsanddoesnottrytooffbrasemanticmotivationfbrthe

inversion・ThelackofsemanticmotivationfbrtheproposedstructureiswhatB＆R，sanalysishasin

COmmOnwithPerlmutter’Saccountandwhatstimulatedthesearchforalternativesolutions．

3　　　PesetskyobserveSthattheclassofEOverbsisnotcompletelyuniformSemantically：thatsome

Verbshavestrongerstativeftaturesthanothersdo．Healsonotesthatthemannerofoutbreakofthe

emotionmayhavesyntacticconsequences：VerbswhichrefbrtoimperceptiblygrowlngemOtionssuchas

bore，PreOCCuPyhavestativecharacter・Boucharddiscussestheinfluenceoftheexpressivenessofthe

Stimulusontheavai1abilityofarenexivefbrmwithEOverbs・Neitheroftheauthorsattemptstointegrate
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theseobservationsintheirsystematicaccountofEOverbs．

4　　　BellettiandRizzi（1988）arguedthatintheunderlyingstruCtureOfEOverbstheexperiencer

argumentismoreprominentthantheThemeargument，butitdoesnotsurfaceinsu切ectpositionbecause

itis asslgnedinherentaccusative case・The nominative case remains unasslgned andthe theme

argumentmovestosu旬ectpositiontoreceiveit．Ontheiranalysis，EOverbsarenottransitivesbut

unaccusatives・ThisaccountissupportedbyargumentsregardingthebehaviorofEOverbswithrespectto

PaSSivization，reneXivization，ne－Cliticization，etC．EOverbsdonotpassivize，theyhavea句ectivalrather

thanverbalpassives・Anominalinsubjectpositioncannotbetheantecedentofananaphorinoqect

POSition，butthereverse；namelyanominalinoqectpositionantecedingananaphorinsuqectpositionis

acceptable．

5　　　VanVoorst argues thatallemotion vetbs have the same aspectualstatus，COmbining the

PrOPertiesofstatesandachievements・WeshallshowlaterthatVanVoorst，saspectualcharacterizationof

emotionpredicates，thoughtruewithrespecttoEOvetbs，isnotentirelyaccurateasfarasESverbsare

COnCemed．

6　　　ThebehaviorofEOverbswithrespecttonominalizationwasnoticedanddiscussedbefbrein

Amritavalli（1980），Rappaport（1983），Grimshaw（1991）．GrimshawarguedthatEOverbsdonothave

relatedprocessnominals，butonlyresultnominals・Thederivationofprocessnominalsisasyntactic

PrOCeSSaPPlyingtopredicateswhichhaveanexternalargumentandresultingintheabsorptlOnOfthis

argument・ThereasonEOverbs donothaverelatedprocessnominalsisthat theylack anextemal

argument・Resultnominals，OntheotherhandarederivedinthelexiconanddonotrequlreaneXternal

argument・Shesupportedherargumentbyparadigmssuchas（i）below．

（i）　　a・Jolm’spublicembarrassment／humiliationofMary

b．Mary’sembarrassmen〟humi1iation

C・Theembarrassment／humiliationofthebystandards

Thenominalin（ia）isanagentiveprocessnominalandtheonein（ib）isaresultnominal．In（ic）wehave

adoubleambigulty，betweentheinterpretationasaresultnominalandtheinterpretationasanagentive

PrOCeSSnOminal，andnotthethree－Wayambiguitywhichwouldariseifthenon－agentiveEOverbshadan

externalargument；thenon－agentiveprocessreadingisnotavai1ablein（ic）．
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7　　　ThecruCialroleplayedbythereflexivecliticisexplainedinthefbllowlngmanner・Assumlng

thattheexternalargumentoftheboundexperiencerrootsmustbecontrolledbyanintemalargument，the

renexivecliticconstruCtionistheonlystructureavailablefortheseveねS・Therenexivecliticisarguedto

OCCuPytheextemalargumentposition・Inordertobe abletocontrolit，theintemalargument，the

experiencer，muStmOVetOaPOSitionfromwhichitc－COmmandstheexternalargument・Giventheclitic

natureofthereflexive，itdoesnotoccupytheIPSpecoftheverb，1eavlngthispositionemptyfbrthe

experiencerargumenttomoveinto・Suchacon貴gurationisdependentontheavailabilityofreflexive

Clitics・Regardingthenatureofthecontrolledargument，Pesetskysuggeststhatitmightbesimilartothe

ambientitwhichoccurswithweatherverbs，aSinitrained，itsnowed，etC．Withemotionverbsthe

Semanticroleoftheargumentwouldbetoexpresstheintemalcauseoftheemotion，Whencethenameof

A－CauserOrAmbient－Causer．

8　　InRomaniannominalizationsoftransitiveverbsarealwayspassive・EOverbspatternwith

regulartransitivesinmarkingtheverbalobjectwiththegenitive．Theydifftr，however，inthemarkingof

thes呵ectargument・Innominalizationsofagentivetransitivesthes叫ectoftheverbismarkedwiththe

SameprepOSitionasthepassiveagent・ThestimulusargumentofanEOverbcannotreceivethismarking

Whenthe verbis nominalized，OrPaSSivized・Instead，the prepositionsusedto markthe stimulusin

renexiveoradjectivalpassiveconstruCtionsareused．ThisisnotsurprlSlng，lnViewofthefactthatthese

Verbsdonottakeanagentargumentand，COnSequently，CannOtC0－0ccurWiththepassiveagentmarker・

Besides，thefactthatthepassiveagentmarkerisusedinnominalizationsindicatesthat，inRomanian，

nominalscanth一markaslngleargumentandthatadistinctth一markerisnecessarylnOrdertoasslgna

thematicroletootherargumentSOfthebaseverb・Thechoiceofth－markerisobviouslydeterminedbythe

argumentstructureoftheverb・Asaconsequence，aVerbwhichdoesnotasslgnanagentrOlewillnot

haveanominalforminwhichthesut函ctargumentappearsaccompaniedbyagentivemarking．

（i）　　a．Barbarii au distruSRoma

barbarians aux destroyRome

ThebatbariansdestroyedRome

b．distrugereaRomei de＿Catr旦　barbari

destruCtionRome－GEN P batbarians

destruCtionRome－genPbatbarians

C．＊distrugerea barbarilor de Roma

destruCtion barbarians－GEN P Rome
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（ii）　　a・Studiul il plictiseste pe Marin

Studying CL bore P－ACC Marin

StudyingboresMarin

b．plictiseala luiMarin　　　　　血　　　studiu

boredom GEN－Marin P studying

Marin，sboredomwithstudying

C．＊plictiseala studiului de Marin

boredom study－GEN P Marin

Theverbin（i）isagentive．Inthenominalizationtheagentappearsinaprepositionalphrase，

accompaniedbytheagentmarkerdecatre．Unliketheagentiveverbin（i）thenominalizationofthe

emotionverbin（ii）markstheverbalsuqectwithde，theprepositionusedtomarknon－agentivesubjects

inpassiveconstruCtions・Dependingonthevetb，Otherchoicesofprepositionareavailable；i・e・the

PrePOSitionsidiomaticallyusedinreflexiveandpassiveconstruCtionscanoccurinnominalizations，tOO．

9　　InsplteOftheformalnotation，Pustqovsky，sanalysisatthispolntisfar舟omclear・Hepositsa

SyntaCticstruCturefbrEOverbs，WheretheexperiencerargumentcontroIsintothesubjectclause，the

ClauseexpresslngtheperceptlOneVentidentinedwiththecaus1ngeVent・Atthesametime，heincludesthe

VerySameeVentintheeventstructureoftheverbandmarksitashead・Theonlywaytoderivethe

aspectualpropertiesofEOverbswouldbebysomehowexcorporatlngthecauslngeVentfromtheevent

StruCtureOftheved，andplacingltinsubjectposition．UnlesssuchanoperationlSPerfbrmed，thefailure

OfEOverbstobehavelikeaccomplishmentsisnotpredictedbytheproposeddescrlPtlOn・Pustqovsky

doesnotproposeanysuchoperation・Insteadhemakessomerathervagueandunconvinclngremarkson

the，SupPOSed，influence ofreconstructed event押e ftom the suqect position on the aspectual

interpretationoftheexperiencerpredicate．（C£：Pustqjovsky，1995：213）

10　　1tseemsthatonlypartoftheEOverbsimposeonthenominalins叫ectpositionthetypeof

interpretationpredictedbyPustqiovsky．ThispropertyislinkedinRomaniantotheverb，sabilitytotakea

Su叫unctiveclausalcomplement・Inthiscase，the experiencercontroIsthesubjectofthesubjunctive

Clause・RomanianEOverbsallownominalarguments，Clausalargumentsintroducedbythenounj＊

（fact）and，SOmetimesexperiencercontrolledsuqunctiveclausesinsubjectposition．BasicallyallEO

Ved）S admit su句unctive clausalcomplements where the predicate ofthe complement clauseis a

PerCePtionverblikeauzi（hear）orvedea（See）．SomeEOverbsadmitawiderrangeofpredicatesinthe
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subjunctiveclause．Thesearetheverbsfbrwhichtheinterpretationofnominalsreferringtoartifacts

PrOCeedsinthemannerdescribedbyPustqovsky．

（i）　　a．？Pe Ionl－a

P－ACCIonCL－auX

chinuitsaauda

tortureCOMP hear

Cum Va Certatl

how you quarrel

ItdistressedIontohearhowyouwerequarreling

b．＊Pe Ionil chinuie sa vorbeasca

P－ACCIonCL torture COMP talk

c．Pe Ionl－a Chinuit cartea／丘lmul

P＿ACCIonCL－auX tOrture book／movie

Thebook／moviedistressedIon

（ii）　　a．Pe Ionl－a

P－ACCIonCL－auX

amuzat sa vada

amuse COMP see

Ca toti danseaza

COMPall dance

ItamusedIontoseethateveryonewasdanclng

b．Pe Ionil amuzaSa danseze

P－ACCIonCL amuseCOMP dance

ⅠtamusesIontodance

c．Pe Ionl－a

P－ACCIonCL－auX

Thebook／movieamusedIon

（iii）　　a．Pe Ionl－a

P－ACCIonCL－auX

amuzat cartea／丘lmul

amuse book／movie

mirat sa auda

SurPriseCOMP hear

Ca aiplecat

COMPyouleft

ItsurprisedIontohearthatyouleft

b．＊Pe Ionl＿a mlrat Sa Citeascaziarul

P－ACCIonCL－auX SurPriseCOMP read newspaper
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C．Pe Ionl－a mlrat Cartea／丘lmul

P－ACCIonCL－auX SurPrlSe book／movie

Thebook／moviesurprisedIon

Theinterpretationofthenominativenominalisdifftrentineachofthethreeexamplesabove・In（iic）We

have aninterpretationalongthelinesofPustq50VSky，sanalysis・Withthevefbmira（Surprise）fbr

predicate，thereisnouniquedefaultinterpretation．Intheabsenceofaclarifyingcontextwetendtothink

thatsomethingaboutthecontentofthebook／movieorsomethingrelatedtothereleaseofthebook／

moviecausedIon，ssurprise．Inordertointerpret（ic）weneedmoreimagination，aSthereisnoavailable

defaultreading．Theseexamplesshowthatthereisnoready一madeinterpretationfbrnominalsubjectsof

EOverbs．ThefactthatcontrolledclausesinvoIvingperceptlOnPredicatesarepossiblewithmostverbs，

albeitthevariationinacceptability，See（ia），givessupporttoPustq30VSky’Sclaimthattheemotioncanbe

elicitedbyanexperienclngeVent・Therestofthedata，however，SeemStOindicatethatexperienclng

eventsareJuStOneOfthepossiblecauseSOfemotions，nOttheonlyone・

Thereis a subclass ofEO verbs which display allthe three symptoms discussed by

Pustqovsky：OpenallusiontoanexperienclngeVentinthesubjectclause，COntrOlbytheexperiencer

argumentintothesubjectclause，metOnymicalinterpretationofanominalargument・Verbsinthis

categoryare：amuZa（amuse），Calma（Calm），distra（divert），delecta（delight），dezgusta（disgust），enerVa

（imitate），iTdiLria（infuriate），inveseli（Cheer），Plictisi（bore），SCirbi（nauseate）・Butevenfortheseverbs，it

isdifnculttodefendthepositionthatanexperienclngeVentisalwayslingulSticallyimplied・

ll Apossiblecandidatewouldbeknow，Orrathercometoknow・Sincetheseclausesarefactive，

wewouldneedafactiveverb．Thisrulesoutbelieveasapossiblecandidate・Itisnotclearthatmaking

knowanobligatorycomponentofthelingulSticstructureofemotionsisawelcomemove・Noticethat

deletingtheheadnominalj如tandtreatingtheconstituentasaneventatthesemanticleveldoesnotsoIve

theproblem・WewouldstillneedtosupplytheexperienclngPredicateonthebasisoftheevent・

12　　　VanValinandLaPolla aremorecarefulandofftrthefo1lowlngParaPhraseforthe same

SentenCe．

（i）　　Thedogcausedtheboytofbarrbeafraid

Whilethebe‘折aidvariantisanacceptableEnglishsentence，theparaphrasewithjをarisnot・
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Chapter4

1　　ThevetbsjbarandPMtenareetym010gicallyrelated．

2　　　The distinction between dispositions and occurrencesis more fYequently usedin the

Philosophicaldomain・Inpsychologyltismorecommontoreftrtothedistinctionbetweenstatesand

traltS．

〝草血・‘′／小〝（ノ川ノ7日ノ肝油JJハfJ／・（Jlゾ川・く・（／‘JH…肌㌧〃r／八、・．1ゾ仙イ挽く用Jリ〃〃Jl，川JlmJJ・fJ〟〟緑．mt一

nlYJ川／Jぐ（7柚‘JJ●（Ⅷ√〃∫仇〃7）恒／碑J・州山／ぐ‘川（でく川Yビ／ノ桓・。けJイ岬JJ川Jぐ‘〟〃g，mJ・J旧‘／抑）〟〃g

槻J。√た‘川‘／直仙g川中J（川J吋‘肌ノ／川7，。川J：11叩汀／イ州ぐぐJJ／J‘JJ‘けど〃J‘川世、・Jぐ‘／．ヾJ…・‘J‘／J。叫l・

‘川‘／JJ〃g∫′／‘叫、・／′相川ビ′・‘J／・ヾJ‘JJぐ・∫〃Jで／打払即‘川‘／J…刷八州Jh‘／恒YJ仙両州‘Jりり・ぐ川JJ・ハ．

・、－√叱血／一川－ゾ川′＝〃ぐ′汀‘′／川川／仙JJ．V．。J・拗け）〃J・叩リ中．再（血g／川／ぐ力〟JJg（・．V．n・‘Jれ血。（川〃宜ヾ／．‘〃ぐ

Viewedasstable，long－lastinglbehaviorsman昨stedinavarietyQfsituations”（MauriceLorr

1989：38）．

The temporalcontrastimpliedis the same，but as theuse Ofthe term‘attributes，in the

quotationaboveindicates，PSyChologlStShaveinmindmainlyproperties，OnePlacepredicates，ratherthan

twoplace predicates・Since we adopt the viewofemotion as‘intentionalstates，，StateS directedor

triggeredbyastimulusanddiscussmainlytwo argumentpredicates，We Shalladopttheterminology

favoredbyphilosophers・

Chapter5

1　　InRomanianthereisnodistinctmarkingfbrtheprogressiveinthepresent，althoughthereisin

thepast・ⅠnsplteOfthelackofformalmarking，therestrictionsregardingpossibleinterpretationsarethe

expectedones・Asentencesuchas（9a）WillreceiveaprogressiveintelPretationratherthanahabitualor

genericone，giventhepropertiesoftheintemalargument．Forthisreason（9a）wastreatedassemantically

expresslngtheprogressive・Thefactthattheimplicationrelationholdsinthepast，Wheretheprogressive

isproperlymarked，PrOVeSthepolnt・

2　　　RomanianhasthreepastfbmS：Pe痴ctulco〝puS（thecomplexperfect），Pe痴ctulsin甲Iu（the

Simpleperfect）andin甲e痴ctul（theimperfective）．Thelastisprogressiveandthenrsttwoarenon－
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progressive・Thesimpleperftctisnotusedmuchinthestandardlanguage・Thecomplexperfbctcoversa

semanticareacorrespondingroughlytothatexpressedbymeansofthepasttenseandthepresentperftct

inEnglish．

3　　　Thediscussionislimitedtostativecausativeemotionpredicates・Finnishhastwoaspectually

distinctclassesofEOpredicates，bothfbrmedbeattachingcausativemorphologytoESfbrms・TheEO

predicatesdiscussedinthischapteraresemanticallyclosertothenon－StativeEOpredicatesinFinnish・

4　　　ThispossibilitywassuggestedtomebyProrTakezawaKoichi（P・C・）・

Chapter6

1　　AnotheraccountofexperiencercausativeswhichmakescruCialuseoftheassumptlOnthat

theinputfbrcausativizationisanintransitivefbrmisKatada（1997）・Katadaborrowsheavilyfrom

Kuroda（1965）andintheprocessloosessightofsomemajorintuitionsintheoriginalanalysis・The

basictenetsofhisaccountare：

experiencer verbs are weakly transitive，i・e・they can undergo a process of

intransitivization

theinputofcausativizationistheintransitivefbrm

thereisnoidentitybetweenthesubiectofthecausativeformandtheobjectoftheplain

form．Whensuchanidentityobtainsitisaccidental

Katada，sanalysisfhilsonthefbllowlngCOuntS．InhiseagemeSStOSimplifythelexicalrule

of causativization he denies the diffbrence between agentive and non－agentive readings of

experiencer causatives．McCawley（1976）0fftrs convincing proofthat the two readings are

associatedwithdif托rentsyntacticproperties．

Hisaccountdoesnotexplainwhycausativizationmustfbllowintransitivizationinthecase

of experiencer verbs，Why standard causative construCtionsinvoIving experiencer vefbs are

unacceptable・HedoesnotexplainwhythecauseinexperiencercausativeconstruCtionisnever

markedwith－ni，nOteVenWhenthecauseris anagent．（Kurodablockedthepossibilityof－ni

markingbyassumingthatrecurrentoqectreductionappliesafter－OrePlacement）・Hisdiscardingthe

identitybetweentherefbrentofthesuqectofthecausativeformandtheoqectoftheplainformaSa
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mereaccidentisnotconvinclng：ifthiswereso，Whydoesthisaccidentfailtooccurwithother

weaklytransitiveverbs？Whatismore，theevidenceheofftrsfbrtheweaklytransitivenatureof

experiencerverbsisquestionable．WhileKurodaavoidedtheargumentffominterpretation（WeCan

understandthesentencewithoutreftrencetoanyoqect），Katadamakesheavyanddubioususeofit・

Heargues，fbrinstance，thatasentencelike“Hanakogatotemokanashinda”canbeinterpreted

Withoutimplyingtheexistenceofano句ect．

Themorepalpableevidenceforintranzitivizationisblatantlymistaken・Hedennesa

weaklytransitiveverbasonewhichembeddedinacausativestruCtureglVeSrisetoanambiguity‥the

causecanbeconceivedeitherassubiectorasoqectoftheconstituentpredicate・Heofftrs（iv）as

illustration，butalookattheverbswhichhedeclaresareweaklytransitive，eXamPle（V）Showsthat

theygiverisetono ambiguity：thecauseisalwaysidenti鮎dasthesuqect・Kuroda’sinitial

dennitionmadethecorrectprediction．

（iv）　Jikononyuusugalyukuefumeinomusuko］oshinpaisaseta

（Ⅴ）

ThenewsoftheaccidentworriedthemisslngSOn

ThenewsoftheaccidentmadesomeoneworryaboutthemisslngSOn

Jikononyuusugalyukuefumeinomusuko】okuruShimeta

ThenewsoftheaccidentpainedthemisslngSOn

ApointinKuroda，sinitialanalysISWhichwascriticizedbyMcCawleywastheruleofrecurrent

oqectdeletion．KurodaassumedthattheunderlyingstruCtureOfexperiencercausativesisofthe

fbrm（vi）andthesurfaceformisderivedbymeansofoqectdeletion・Hestressedthatthederivation

isavailableonlyforexperiencerverbs．

（vi）　ongakuga lJohno ongakuo tanoshim］－SaSeru

music－NOM lJohn－ACC music－ACCV］SASE

McCawleychallengedtheanalysisbypointingoutthatitcannotaccountforsentenceswherethe

causerhasthefbaturesl＋Human］．Suchnominalsarenotallowedinobjectpositionoftheplain

fbrmS．KatadasoIvestheproblemoftheoqectbyapplyingintransitivizationbeforecausativization・

AswehaveseenthesolutionlSPrOblematic．

Thedetailsoftheanalysisareactuallymorecomplex．McCawleyarguesthatS（1）contains
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anabstractpercept10nPredicatewhosesuqectisagaintheexperiencer・Itistheexperiencerinthis

positionwhichantecedesananaphorcontainedinS（2）．ThisanalysisisborrowedbyPustdovsky

and rephrasedin terms ofhis theory ofthe Generative Lexicon・The arguments o飴redby

McCawleytosupportthepostulationofaperceptionpredicateconsistintheavailabilityofsentences

SuChas（i）andtheunacceptabilityofsentencessuchas（ii）・

（i）　　Hiroshiwa，hahagagandenakattakotoo

（ii）

Shitte／satotte／kiite／hakkenshiteyorokonda

Knowing／realizing／hearing／discoverlngthatmotherdidnothavecancerpleasedHiroshi

＊Hiroshiwa，hahagagandenakattakotoosoozooshite／hiteishiteyorokonda

Imaglning／denylngthatmotherdidnothavecancerpleasedHiroshi

PustdovskyarguesfbrthepresenceofanexperienclngPredicateinthesuqectofExperiencer

ObjectverbsinEnglishonthebasisoftheinterpretationofnominalsinthisposition・Heobserves

the semantic similarity between sentences（iii）and（iv）below and suggests that metonymic

reconstructionofaneventonthebasisofthesubjectnominalin（iii）isfbrcedbythesemantic

StruCtureOftheexperiencerpredicate．

（iii）　　Booksboreme

（iv）　　Readingbooksboresme

BothauthorssinbyintroducingredundantinfbrmationinthesyntacticorlexicalstruCtureOfthese

verbs．Therearecontextswhere，althoughweinterpretthesu切ectofanEOverbasreftrringtoan

event，thisisnotanexperiencingevent．Takeforinstance（V）below・

（V）　　Sonopurezentogahahaoyorokobaseta

Thatpresentpleasedmother

Whatcausedmother，sJOySeemStObenotperceivlngthepresentbutreceivlngit・Thefactthatthe

experiencerisawareofthestimulusoftheemotionispartofthepreparatoryconditionsonthe

emotionalsituationandneednotbespecinedinthe syntaxorinthelexicaldescriptlOnOfthe

emotionpredicate・Asarguedinchapter2，however，thefactthatthesepredicateselecteventsin

Su旬ectpositionneedstobespeci且edinthelexicon・
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3　　　TheexistenceofagenuinelyintransitivefbrmOftheverbisdimculttodecideinJapanese

becausethelanguageallowsoqectdeletion．Itisdi用．culttoascertainwhetherasentencemisslng

theoqectisacaseofcontextualobjectdroporevidencefortheexistenceofanintransitivefbrm・

Thatis why Kuroda talked aboutintransitivization ofemotion verbs onlyln the context of

CauSativization．

4　　　PesetskyarguedthatCauserandTargetcannotc0－OCCur・Thisrestrictionwouldruleout

thethreeargumentconstruCtionwithodbroku，butitwouldequallyruleouttheconstructionswith

∫αわr〟，肋乃gαer〟andd∫〟r払

5　　　Nakamura（2000：215）addressesthequestionof“whetherornotthereisanypredictable

patteminthetypologlCaldistributionoftwo－Placepsychverbsn，andsuggeststhatlanguagescan

dif托rin their choice ofthe basic event schema．He notes that slgnincant diffbrences among

languages are observedin the case of causative－inchoative palrS Of psych verbs・Taking

morphologicalmarkednessasaguidetoconceptualmarkedness，Nakamuraconcludesthatsome

languages，SuChasJapanesehaveachange－Of・StatePartaStheirbasiceventschema，Whereasother

languages，SuChasFrench，Russian，Icelandic，etC・areCauSationoriented・

Although we have explicitly rqjected theinchoative－CauSative analysIS Ofemotion

predicates，Nakamura－sconclusionsareveryclosetotheapproachsuggestedhereinthreerespects：

（i）theassumptionthatlanguagesareparametrizedwithrespecttothechoiceofbasicperspectiveon

emotionalevents，（ii）theroleplayedbymorphologyinshiftingtheperspectiveand（iii）signaling

COnCePtualmarkedness．

NakamuraseemstoregardthetypologlCaldistinctioninthechoiceofbasiceventschema

fbrpsychologlCalverbsasthereflexofamoregeneralorientationofthelanguagesdiscussed・The

behaviorofpsychverbsisseenasanargumentinfavorofthehypothesisthatthatJapaneseisa

‘BECOME，language，WhileEnglishisa‘DO，1anguage（CfNakamuraop・Cit・：217）・

Asalreadymentioned，thepresentpaperisnotatypologicalwotk・Ourmainpurposeisto

offtranaccountofemotionpredicatesthatwillsuggestanexplanationfbrthefbrmalvariation

observedinthislexicaldomain・Wehavearguedthatthefbmalvariationfoundwithemotion

predicatescanbetracedbacktothecomplexltyOfemotionalepisodes・Ourapproachpredictsthat

slgnificantdiffbrencesamonglanguagesarenotlimitedtotwopattemS，butcaninvoIveanynumber

ofpattemS・Whetherthechoiceofoneoranotherperspectivebyaspecinclanguageissymptomatic

ofamoregeneraltendencyoftherespectivelanguage，lSamatterbeyondthescopeofthispaper・

ー320－



Chapter7

1　　Adjectiveslikesuki，kirai，konomashiidonotdisplaythepersonrestriction・Asmentioned

befbre，thisisnotaconsequenceoftheirreduceddegreeofsubjectivitybutthefactthattheyexpress

emotionaldispositions・The person restriction was argued to occur only with emotion predicates

eXPreSSlngOCCurrenCeS・

2　　　Psychologicaltestshavedemonstratedthatthereisalargeamountofcross－Culturalstabilityln

the（facial）expressionofemotionandintherecognitionofsuchexpression・Thisobservationliesatthe

baseofthe’ef托rencetheory，whichclaimsthatthereisanunderlyinglnnateemOtionprogramfbreachof

anumberofprimaryemotions（Izard1977；Eckman1972）．Theprogramincludesautomaticmessagesto

thefacialmusculature，Withtheefftctthat，unlessvoluntarilycontrolled，facialexpressionwillchange

accordingly・Itisverylikelythatthelaymen，sunderstandingofemotionsreflectstheimportantrole

playedbyouteremotionalmaniftstations・InJapanesethisinfbrmationhasbeenlingulSticallyencoded

andasasemanticftaturedenningaclassofpredicates．

3　　　Thisdescriptionisnotnew・ⅠtispresentinSugioka，sde血itionoftheefftctof－garuafnxation・

Nishio（1993）Stressestheactivitycharacteristicsoftheseverbs．Inhissemanticanalysisoftheverb

yorokobuhepolntSOutthefactthat，unlikethesemanticallyrelateda4jectiveureshii，theverbdoesnot

expresstheemotionalstateitselfibutthe’movements，oftheexperiencer・Headdsthattheactivitiesof

theexperiencerarepresentedinano切ectivefashion．Weconsidertheintroductionsofnotionssuchas

’oqective，and’su叫ective，unfortunate．Althoughsuchnotionsareusefulfbrapragmaticanalysisthey

donotseemtohaveanypalpablerenectioninthelexicalcompositionofemotionpredicatesinJapanese・

4　　　Theexpressivefunctionofemotionalstatements，SuChasIloveyou，hasbeendiscussedby

philosophers．Lyons（1980）arguesthatemotionalstatementscanbeusedto‥rePOrtemOtions，interpret

themandexpressthem・Theexpressiveuse，unliketheothers，ispresentonlyin丘rstpersonstatements，

butitsstatusisnotunanimouslyrecognized・Theexpressivefunctionofemotionalstatements，ifaccepted，

isonaparwithotheremotionalmanifbstations，liketoneofvoice，facialexpression，etC・Itisnottobe

confusedwiththemeanlngOfemotionpredicates．itseemsthatresearcherslikeSawadawhoidentify

declaretheexpressivefunctiontheunlquerOleofemotionaqjectivesinJapanesefallvictimstothisvery

connlSion．
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5　　　Maeda（1993），forinstance，COmmentSthatthepersonrestrictionisstrongwitha4jectives

althoughitisrarelyassociatedwithverbs．

Chapter8

1　　Thecorrectnessoftheunaccusative analysisfbrEOverbsinEnglishand otherEuropean

languageshasbeenchallengedonsyntacticgroundsbyPesetsky（1995）andonsemanticgroundsby

Bouchard（1995）・AsdiscussedinCaluianu（1999）thereisalotofdisagreementamongresearcherswith

respecttotheinterpretationofthedata．

2　　Inchapter5wesuggestedasapossiblesourceforthelackofafixeddirectionofbindingwith

JapaneseexperiencercausativestheeventstruCtureOfthesepredicates・Wearguedthat，unlikemost

Predicates，theseformsdonotcontainintheireventstruCtureaSubeventwherethereferentoftheanaphor

andthatofitsantecedentinteractdirectly．Ⅰntheabsenceofsucha（sub）eventtheprominencerelation

betweenthe two participants cannotbe established・We suggestedthatinJapanesethis semantic

COn凸gurationinhibitstheapplicationofthestruCturalconditionsonbinding．ThesameeventstruCtureCan

beattributedto RomanianEOverbs・UnlikeJapanese，however，the struCturalconditiononbinding

CannOtbeviolatedinthislanguage，OWlngPrObablytothemorpho－SyntaCticpeculiaritiesofanaphoric

elements・ThelackofaRXeddirectionalityofbinding，PreSentWithotherpredicates，isfoundinthis

languagetoo．

3　　　WecouldregardthisexpansionofthetransitivepatternasacaseofDOMAlNSHIFT・Croft

CharacteriZedDOMAINSHIFT astheprocessthroughwhich afbrmusedina particulardomainis

extendedtoapplytoaparalleldomain・Theparallelisminthiscaseisprovidedbythefbaturesofthe

PartlCIPantS・TheconstruCtionswhichallowtheuseofthetransitivepatternwitha句ectivesinvoIvetwo

humanpartlCIPantS，andareinthissense，COnformtOthetransitiveprototype・
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