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F—7— F: Impersonal It 3 - A generalized conceptualizer - to &7 «
X8 - $2RIY There B53C

g5

AR T FBAEOPHE B (Langacker (2011))i220 %, Impersonal it M RBRZHE. “a
generalized conceptualizer” #BETESZ &%, It ZEFIH ONEX EIMTNDHEBOX (AHT
t3 Impersonal It X EMER) ICBWTRAT B ZEEHNET S, Z DHREEE Impersonal It XD 2 DD
RNV 5B D, B ORI, FERZE BREICE D SBEETHEDNS “decide, hope, intend”
FOBIFT, NS OBFEEIIEAUTIIR T Impersonal It XOHFRETH S (e.g.*To short-list three
of the candidates was decided.”, “It was decided to short-list three of the candidates.”)e & DA 5.

Impersonal It U/ IBYE 3 24K 7= BT DI X F (actor defocusing) DH7E 53, BHE—LL TIRZT
NOHZLEERALNDINTH DI L&D, ZOFEMDO—M{LIZR(a generalized statement)?» 5
Impersonal It XX TIIMESALELE 5 & —RREMERLH (a generalized conceptualizer) & L TET Z &N T
ETHEEZALND, TUTIDRAORLMEEE_OERNEH. H3EXTIERA T Impersonal It
XD HAERERIREIS “seem™ F DF)ZT(c.g. “*That everything is fine seems”, “It seems that everything is
fine NI DNTOFERICK VIRT . Z OEIRTIIILTRAY There M & DIBHISELE 20 HiT5,

L XL

FRDEINL “IEEFEE LX) CAEAR T mpersonal It XX EIEXR) ASET = &
M TES “ageneralized conceptualizer” (—f{LSN/-HESLE) ZHRIATEIETH5S.

(1) Impersonal It 3 Quirk et al. (1985:1392)
(@) TypeSVC: It is a pleasure fo teach her.
(b) Type SVA: It was on the news that income tax is to be lowered.
() TypeSV: It doesn’t matter what you do.
(d) TypeSVO: It surprised me to hear him say that.

(&) Type SVOC: It makes her happy to see others enjoying themselves.
() Type SVpu 1t is said that she slipped arsenic into his tea.
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(2) Type SV C: It was considered impossible for anyone to escape.

FEROOXE, ERETIE TitFhE] (it-extraposition) & FFIIN S BIEER TER T NS &
FHINTER, TOBIFROEETHOIRBLFAHNREI N, TORDY EFEOIE
2HD UH REFE) ORBENERZLTNSZ &1L S, HlZIE (1d)iE “To hear him say that
+ surprised me.” S A DFENE T & 0 (Quirk et al. (1985:1391-1392)), T4 [HAE] EWSREC
&1 “It+ surprised me + to hear him say that.” & WD FBIEANEE D> TS, LT, EFEMEIC
HD “WITEBROEN “a dummy subject” &% 2 53TV S(Huddleston & Pullum (2002:1403)).

UITIIERPEN EWD B RICK LT, Langacker |3, “IPIZIIEWRDND DIBRHTH S L0
5 Bolinger DEE (R 2Ty —(1981:% 4 FH)) 2—BLTHH' LTS, Langacker
(2007:180) T3 “It"ICBIT % Bolinger DR % U EKET T BL BT/ 20 il R7z b
T, BEORRERERTHDRAFATH 2 “TWHREDL D IZLU THRARICARFERN R EREZR
BEZ250ME NS BERREEZ LT, ZOMEEZERIT TFEEMNE) & TR 255
ETAHHRBLERLTWS, ZLUTIOREERDEA TWSFHA Langacker (2011) TH D,
Z ZTHORMER L EDkks:, OOREFIEEDhE. Z L T® “The control cycle” &1
EARMETINO 3HMNE O/ EERSDET “WOBREHIIL TS,

Z @ Langacker 2011)DEFRDH T, FawdWEH L7z W OIT T 5 A THERT OIE AT T
“a generalized conceptualizer”, —MREIMERMEEEZRITHMVH D ENI RTH 5.

1 thus propose, as a general characterization, the impersonal it profiles the relevant field, ie. the
conceptualizer’s scope of awareness for the issue at hand. The conceptualizer may be identified as the
speaker or some other specific individual, but — not surprisingly for impersonal constructions — it tends to
be a generalized conceptualizer. What constitutes the relevant field varies with purpose and level of
experience (e.g. physical, perceptual, social, epistemic), and while it evokes the field as an undifferentiated
whole, certain facets of it may stand out as being especially relevant or most centrally and directly
involved in the relationship profiled by the clause. Such entities offer themselves as specific
interpretations for the referent of ir. I suspect, however, the most schematic value predominates, such that
it is maximally vague in reference. Imposing no delimitation on the field, in effect its referent is
coextensive with it, or at least non-distinct. Langacker (2011:207) TRRIIEHIZL S

1 Langacker (1991(11):365) : Bolinger IZ& % “it”(DFBA-“ambience” E /21 “all-encompassing environment™-1d 5 &
IZIELWAMZERLTBY,  “the ‘ambient’ sense of it designates an abstract setting.” “ fHITIMA 5 DHTH 5 &b
NTWhwb,

Langacker (2000:42) : “I would argue, for instance, that the so-called ‘dummy’ or ‘expletive’ if represents an abstract,
maximally schematic setting.” & XT3,

Langacker (2008:390) : “It’s raining.”/ * It seems that he lied to us.”DFISITHEN T, FERMEBRABICFELTN
TWEWSTTHD, “WIIFORBICESEENTDONR—Z L/2D “scope of awareness” (BN X 1—7) %
KL TWBERBAL TS,

2 Langacker (2011): QIZBI L TIXESORZEHRHRERY LT TW3, FIZIX SHEXOME S - FEERICEAL T
13REEN X & Z BN R MBI & BEEA. 25 FEOER - FFEMACBEL T BMEFE L (e.g. “The garden is
swarming with bees.” )% 5N TN B, QIZDNTIE. AFREFT we, you, they DVEEDE AN 5 REE
DANRERRTEDRER > TSI &, IETRFADIROBRESERL TS, @IIDWTIE 2.2 HiTHM
T 5,
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“Impersonal It3L” @ a generalized conceptualizer

A5 TV Impersonal It XIPSRBI T2 Z &MV TE B —BIUEALE % Langacker Q01 TIIEmw Y k
5 TWARNWSFESER—Impersonal It X DERAVEEIN SR TS,

Impersonal It SUIEFEA LR DOHEITIINBIIARA (e.g “His silence worries me.” S
worries me his silence.”) TH Y., FEHEITFEIELR/20, DOBRNEEE WS S TEETH
Do LOLZDS, BTITBRZ LS ICH2HEDBFBOERE D A TIHEADEIE L1
DXUUBRARTIE THEAL] ERR)ITHANT HEE) THD, FRTiZ OB M5
BSRZERD £F5 Z 12X 0 Impersonal It X THEINT N BHAMLEDL 7T,

Impersonal It 3CIZ D A vl BE/2 B « BhEABY 1 5« + 4 & L T Huddleston & Pullum
(2002:1406-1407)d. 2 FZZET TV 2. ZOE—~DOBFABIIA T & BWEIC & D SBRETHED
1% “decide, hope, intend”ZDENF TH S, #HlzIF. “decide” BEEAXQTIEIZEETET
Impersonal It X3)N#HHENTH 2.

(2) *To short-list three of the candidates was decided. Huddleston & Pullum (2002:1406)
(3) 1t was decided to short-list three of the candidates. Huddleston & Pullum (2002:1406)

B_DBEEEE LT, “seem, appear, be, chance, come about, fall out, happen, strike, transpire, turn
out” ( “strike” D AMBENF THUIE B 2T 5N TS, AT, “seem™I@)DEAITR
FI"C Impersonal It X(S)ICDAIZFTHETH B, {BL.  “appear, seem, strike”V3. SRHI MBS &
SEBITIINEE ZEFE LT S Z LA ( “That Kim is ill seems obvious / strikes me as obvious.”)
TH5. ’

(4) *That everything is fine seems. Quirk et al. (1985:1392)
(5) It seems that everything is fine. Quirk et al. (1985:1392)
AHOWBIILLFOED TH 5.

2 i, QIRLEREREHWEEICE 2BFOSTEEHTL Impersonal It 30
construal (FFIR) &FEX TW<, 2.1 B TIIZHROBMEFEFAOHEE BTS2 &2k D
HAXTAREFNZHBEEIT 20 I WEHERIT 2. FEADAF—< (FL o)Lk -
B¥)—. Ik “grounding”) EREFEMBEBEFIRI MR EANEEIET & “figure/ground”
EIEFME) 20 EiF %, 22 HiCIIREASE® LOEE LT3 Impersonal It ZESLD A f
SALEBRTDHIEILD. ZOXAEEED actor ZED DD ATz 5T ML L7 EHOES
7 (a generalized statement) %38 % Z & &R~ 5,

IEITIE, —RAELZFHORZ S LB DB 23T 2. 3.1 B CIeFMETHS
Langacker QOINDOBEER NS, ZOEREHE LT 3.2 BTl Impersonal It TDE—DiEdk

SHEBNRE TR £ & 283 & L THfall”, “remain” b3IF SN T 2 AR TIIER EiFo TN,
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BT H 2B seem™ S 2 D EITTHESMLZEDLRZBEKT 5, £T. @4-5)TaR LI seem™ D}
AU < 3 AR ST Cd D127 There HESL6)IZERET D DA/2 57, Impersonal It X E1REY
There B SCIIC B HBAZHE O TNB I EN S DO DLENAERTH D Z LERT.
There H§3Z13. Langacker (2011:213)7% Further prospects (DT “First, 1 have not considered
‘existential’ there and how it relates to impersonal it.” & 5B OHFEEO—DE L THEITTNLE
KTHDY,

(6) There seems little doubt that the fire was started deliberately.  Huddleston & Pullum (2002:1402)

AHTIE. —DOOBIOBBBEOEN S,  “discourse-new” & V) S 1F K & £ DR RHY
There K630 MEEDOREEICBIT DM EFITHT H0EEHE & L TOMRMEE) 2R, —H,
IR % 7572720 Impersonal It 3043 T—fRAVEER(LE ] (a generalized conceptualizer)& LT D
LEREBIEEFHAT S,

BB 4 SIIAHRO/WEERE £ &0, Impersonal it BERIZERZRS, TOBRKD—D
& LT “ageneralized conceptualizer’ & & & T 5 Z EMTED LV I HFMERT .

2. Impersonal |t 3Z®M construal

Impersonal It XD #E3EMIFEBIT DWW T Quirk et al. (1985:1391)1d. S & 134 LR &
(subordinate nominal clauses)IZIEIFHFHMNCB IV, TOFTHABORDERLY 1 TILEH
FREEREC Lo THOLDINBHEFTH S ERNTND, EEBHDO—DTHLHA
SENIEA T OSBRI TH D T &5 5 (Quirk et al. (1985:1392-1393)), Impersonal It SCIRE
SEEE RO that S BBV E WD T 8IS, FEFARIERE & that BiERITMNA & HE
5 - BHENEABIE AR v](7b-8b) D= D EERI X DA 121 Impersonal It XASFEEHI(Tc-8c) &72 D,
ZDEIZBNWTAREFL ERE & that HiFaEIIFACIRSBNET D,

(7) AEFHEEE Huddleston & Pullum (2002:1406)
(a) To pay now would be better.
(b) *Would to pay now be better?

4Langacker (2022:214)i3. 7 > A% “Il existe des pneus qu'on a pas besoin de gonfler.”D2&&ER “There
exist tires that don’t need inflating.”(p.208)Z = L “At present I can offer only the vague suggestion that ¢
tends to be more abstract and more inclusive than there” EWRXTW3, 75 AFETIE ‘WA FEED
“there” & “it’OWAICANSND,

5%, 5 —DORFFERE & L T Langacker (2011:213-214)2325F TV S DI, 53R3C “It’s in April that we go to Japan.”
“T&H D, “Here suspect that it is more specific than just the relevant scope of awareness. I speculate that iz designates an
abstract “path of selection”, whereby one option is chosen from a range of conceivable alteratives.” EBRTND, B
BHEOAI—TEIETTHENILD, KOEEHRBEEZRL TOAOTIEZLD, “ICTHRHDRROE
KEEL. FIUIL - TURDBREOHN S —DERENZOTRRWNENIFRATH D,
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“Impersonal It3(” @ a generalized conceptualizer

(c) . Would it be better to pay now?
(8) That HiF3E Huddleston & Pullum (2005:247)
(a) That he was acquitted disturbs her.

(b) *Does that he was acquitted disturb her?
(c) Does it disturb her that he was acquitted?

LU, REDACEWTIIAREFS & that HilCiENWAH S, That S0 EACSBEEDIE

U THlRETH HHAR13% 4 & DD (e.g. “That the President had arrived was reported by NHK.”), R

TE R A ZEREDOFEE U TARER DI that B R THED TRON 7 — 2 TH 5,
TORSNZT—AD—DH, TiEE5IHAD ia “Not to go would be considered rude.” TdH 3,

Huddleston & Pullum (2002:1435)I3 R E 5 ZENEE E /- 13N B EEED FE LD 2 5 DI,

TOREFEEE DR LT ENTWBEETH D, MO 1 T T g

HEFAICR S N DA BZERBROBETH S ERRTNS,

Infinitival clauses can occur as subject or extraposed subject in passive clauses in which
they are related to a predicative complement; in other types of clause, infinitivals are
restricted to just a few catenative verbs (e.g. decide, desire, hope, prefen), and then only in

extraposed position:
i a. Nottogo would be considered rude. b. It would be considered rude not to go.
1 a. *Ibaccept the offer was decided. b. It was decided to accept the offer:

iti a. *Ib receive more help was expected.  b. *It was expected to receive more help.
Huddleston & Pullum (2002:1435)

ZLTZDOHDO 7 —XI3. Dixon(2005:368)%% “Full form”&FEZR “for’ASiNb o> TWAERT
» % . Dixon(2005:368) I R EF & (9D 3EIC/HEL. 9)D “Full form” 1z D W T
“DECIDING, WANTING, LIKING”% 1 7O\ DADEE TSN TH D EL T
(10D EZET TN D,

(9) Dixon (2005:368)IZ & 5 A EFAD 3 &
i I chose for Mary to go. Full form Dixon (2005:368)

6 {EL. that BiIEAFNREOESE & L THICHRETIIZZV, That SiBETHAD “grounding” DIREE, 2
BEDRE, TU TABROMEBIEEOREIC L > TAREIRRL5X 5 TH5, Langacker (2008:432)1%
“Her mother expects [(that) she will graduate in June]”D & S EHH#HEE L THEDOZIZONT
“passivization is generally very awkward, though not precluded altogether” &5, FEROHIX EHIF TS,
(1)  7*[That she will graduate in June] is expected by her mother. Langacker (2008:432)
(2) [That he would lose the election] was predicted by all the commentators. Langacker (2008:430)
ODOFBEREIC DN TROI IITHERTND, ZIUIQASER LT ENSDNBLSIT. BRI
BLENETOERERL THENSFEE &S DTN, LS “predict” & 135 BBIIZ “expect”t3é
B S > R —2 245 (nominal) & 13 S & 0 BRH (relational) & L THERL TR Z EI2X 55D TH 5.
ZDBEDT Y RI—=JEAF -SRI IT L RENETOERATHY . BREINTUENDOEEBRS
T D. #3972 H 3 (nominal object) & I3 BRI S8R X M TV 3 T W i(an elaborating finite clause)
RS TH D, ZEXOEE &L ot Tz 0,
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il I chose Mary to go. Reduced form Dixon (2005:368)
1ii. I chose to go. Further reduced form Dixon (2005:368)
(10) For John to receive the house and Mary the money was finally decided on.
' ‘ Dixon (2005:368)

(9i)lE “Mary was chosen to go.”& BHFEETH S “Mary’ & FeBIC L2 ZEBIIVEETH 5.
Qi) IZB L TIEET 5 T B H13X(11-12)1342 T Impersonal It X TH D, wIRER BN
“DECIDING, WANTING" TH % &R RT3,

(11) It was decided to eliminate wastage. Dixon (2005:368)
(12) It is hoped / planned / intended to complete these tasks today. Dixon (2005:368)

% LT Dixon (2005:368)l% “They [ (%) & (9iii)%+EJ] may be in principle, but
seldom are in practice.” &R TWVW 2D, REFNIERICIIEANZFHROFEHREL L TIFEAL
HW5NTY, Impersonal It XA—REYEND 2 &iT/25.

Z DX HIZ Impersonal It L THAREFANEZEOEKR LOEHRE L THD I LA nRE/ B
IR SN TIEWAA, EATIZIZR S e WAREFAERE O 28 Impersonal It XD
KELRBHMO—DOTH . ZOHRK{EMT S Z &1 Impersonal It XD construal Z B 5 MZF
L5—DDHETIIRWNEEZ S,

PLEOBREIZLD, 2 B TIIZEEE - R ETDBEFRN S Impersonal It 3X®D construal %%
295, 21 HiCISHREOEMEAEADEEZET 2 I ERIVFEAVZEEARLT
TZHEOFBELRODRZS VONEHRAT S, 22 HITEIAERAEERLOFEFELLTHD
Impersonal It 28D A} = X 55 Impersonal It X ® construal &£ 7 5,

2.1 ZHEOHHEAERDOER

A TIIAETANEACZHROTE LR VI WEHEERT 5, ZHEE 3 DOMHEN
SR LAEHOUHE L KT 5, BI3ZHROEFLLRNDIEROBRMMEE, HE%2
BEROWMEE. TL TEZEIZHBIERLT 278 TH D,

E—mEOZEHROEEOHEIZDWTIE Bolinger (1974). A¥F(1983). Cureton (1979).
% 51.(1995). Pinker (1989)F 232 Z LK DT OEE DT 2E X 5.

Bolinger (1974:67)i3 “affectedness” (#24E) L WO R ZHERL. “- - -the hypothesis
I propose is this: the subject in a passive construction is conceived to be a true patient, i.e.,
to be genuinely affected by the action of the verb.” &R TWN5, ZEIXOEEIL. EOHE)
HTHY., BFEOXRTITHIL > THIIEEEZRITTVWS EEZ NS, b LIEBX OB
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“Impersonal It3L” @ a generalized conceptualizer

MWEOHEEH EEZ SNRNRS, %@ﬁéﬁia:iﬁ%“&@]mi%@%améo ZEOL. B
AR TEMEOEENOREERL, B 280 BEROLNIE TOEEL NS &
FAL TV,

FIZE. (13)E(193F CBhE “approach”MEDN TV AN THEDREEIIRE V. 20
FIEDS TR B EW S EMSHHHIN TV S,

(13) I was approached by the stranger. Bolinger (1974:68)

(13)Ti3EhE “approach”iC k> TEIN TV AEHEDHBIFIIFEZOTTH D . BHERITH %
B & LTS > T 2O THEE S HBE OmERICIMBIED 5 5. TFL) 13205k
DEVAFEORASWNTEDNN S Z L2k > TOBMICEEE ST, BEERIIINS.
HHMERAD TR ITEDNTL 2ENI 7513 TR 2EEERELTBD. T8 2 LT
MNEENRIEEIND LN SRR RO T OB TH 5.

(14) *I was approached by the train. Bolinger (1974:68)

—75, BED TR [WEDWTL 2 &0 OREE)HENICT S BETH DELE BEISES
WTLSZDTIFRN. [Fh) 13T OBEOEREMRTIAAV. (14)TIIBF & Hi9E S ORIz
BE0TRR0 5N T X SICAWE DT B OLE ORISR & L33 22 (spatiality) 13 3 7213
THs. ARIEE TH 3#HEE T1372< . Bii(ocation) &R 31T SR EA S\ - =
DI TIA N,

 Bolinger @ TH#EM LDWBONIEEERTLTVDS DINAEF(1983) TH 5, ABF
(1983:202)id. IEX LR HIERERHLAGIKDNWT [FEEDOHFICHTL TEZ 2 2 & ITAEET
O BRREDS, BRAOR TEE 2 BTN, NS 2 ETH S, FlZ L. quit, enter, leave,
graduate from 2R TEER, TOBELEBICEES AT RN, FEOHRBRNZIIETS
%.) LTS, '

(15) John entered the University of Hawaii in 1960. ABF(1983:201)
(16) *The University of Hawaii was entered by John in 1960. AB7(1983:201)

TUTAY - Bi5(2002:212). BRA1995:71) T T > 4L (involve - BI5) &S
BERRLTOD, FEEOLILAES /2501, BB BNT, ZOMBENETF%
PRBICHIEELS > T2V TLTWRHE, ELSANT. MEFETHBIC L > THE
BICPITEENE NS ZEASRENTVBEETE S, EBRTND, 12T+ E 0
SHRL BIC [5—5 v b ERSBEELTHRAINTSD., AF - BEQ2005:2 2)T
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13 TR Y —5y MERR AMRRENTWS, T 2TV T - 155y b i [ZE)
D A EZ X 50, Bolinger O MHEHEN] TEBATERNANZRATE S,

(17) Mary is loved by John.

ATY =T 3 BENTVNDIER LD TAT Y —DEEEZITRENEI ML, BT
Lo I, TS TRFFATERL. LhL, EEATV -3 a Y OEEDS
—y R THO., AT IR L TRNDNRENT NS LERT 5 ZENFRETH D,

) © (T4 - 154y b TEEFANEL WA)YD X DZATEICK
BEHMIZEIRE & BT 2 2 EAYTE 2D Cureton (1979) DMHERL TS “Quality” (Brtk)
THD. BN ZIUTTHET 228 EF DO THEEX O BELFIIDOWT, fAINE
EHiEEHRTE 5%’3“:5&6J ELT  “implied quality prediction hypothesis” (Rt%
HRORI) 2FELTVND, ZORBIIER (1995) &5 “characterization” (R V7))
LECEZSATHS.

(18) *John was traveled with by Mary. = 5.(1995:55)
(19) John can be traveled with by anybody, since he is so likable. = 5.(1995:55) -

A8)DAT U =MV a3 v E—HIRITLIZEVWSIFHEIT, P a ORHPHEEZTRT5H0
TIRAVOTRER L TH D, —H. 19DY a VIHIITHHEMNDDOT, BITHOKTH
Fizb2DIBENITRIT. T a L OFMCHEERL TVSDOTEKE L THD.

UL, M5t Tl “John was given a chair.”®“Mary is loved by John."I3Z#HHATE
. RERSIE. BICRTFNGASNZNE ENo T, TRV arE& M%) &
BN, ATY—TY 3 L EVNI—FEACEIN TSNS ENS TEND TR 12
3R5RWNETH S,

ZIN5ER1995:71)TIE.  “Hierarchy” (BB W KDBIANTRENT NS, ZORE
TI1 “involvement” AT /25 TV %, SVO WX T, EEBEREEL. @l BEE0XRITEME
DREOEEMSTH O, BHIEANEIE L TN 2SN EMREINPT V. /o T M
5] BSEXOEATH S, [B5) 28T, FLER UGS VERUTT] ORRAMERE
THENDIEXSTHS. ’

IS DRATFHIZEN 5. SEIXOMBNT TR, BEIURTITADEREOMREI/IIFR
THHFRRRHREEZ SN, TIN5 ZELOERTE VAR LRBEEIC L > TR OT
SENTWEEEDNS, ZOEBSRMEZL THEES WS F#II. Pinker (1993:91)IC& 5%
E#H]— “Xis in the circumstance characterized by ¥Ys acting on it (more generally, the
circumstance for which Yis responsible)—& HFET D HDTIIRNWEEZ S,
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“Impersonal It3C” ® a generalized conceptualizer

RICAEFMDEE %R TW<, Langacker (2008:433)i3# X H D #H DD TFROHIX
(20-23) 2T TN 5,

(20) The organizers fully expected those problems. Langacker (2008:430)

(21) The organizers fully expected [tb encounter those problems]. Langacker (2008:430)

‘ (22) Those problems were fully expected by the organizers. Langacker (2008:430)
(23) *[To encounter those problems] was fully expected by the organizers.

Langacker (2008:430)

TULT, EXTHBE)EHITFT ... passivization is usually not just marginal but
unacceptable as in (33)(d).[AFwD(23) %59 (p.433). ZEULITEE AR TH D ERRT NS,
T DOARA DO H(Langakeer (2008:433)) & RD LD ICHERTEZ 2735,

9 REFHBIC L DS E B4 (conceptual reification)? ATEEHE I (That &ilz R T)
KOD7rn, 7e RS IEARE TR EORE L TAWS Z ENTE 3 I LI ho
HTRARL Tk, #IZ1E “The painters expect [to finish on time].”(p.432)® “to finish
on time”ld “grounding” EBIRMIZEBENRAL THY., TOBREMD MO ELD LS
RFEDHREZRL TORN, EHEOREICL > TV BERRNEZTNS LB TWNS,
#>T. @2)DAERIH “To encounter those problems” b “grounding” XN TH 5T, BLRAY
REFHBRMLUTED, FRHEEDA R FERLTVBIRTERNEND T &2 5, —F.
ERDE DI, ZEXOEFEIITHANETITHICE 2T 2 D ERDE VBT D
HRIZIZNBIET DENERYE - FEEOBHEA TR SN2 TH D, 23)DRE
ARIZIZTT DB DV Lix s Bt - ED 9 TR\ NS ZOBEET SEEE NS
T Tl expect” E VNV D HIET DR LI/ 572N EIT/R 572557,

#oT. “grounding” TN TWRWREFAISTK T A T2 BR1E - HEMSZH COEE
BOIKWE—DEREEZ 5N5,

1T, Shibatani (1985)& Langacker (1991 D)4~ TV 2 ZEEEOHAEE - FEi s HE
BICESHFEOBEFRERTNL,

Shibatani(1985)i3. REEDEHEIZDONT, BHEEOZREED DI HEDTH D, EE£L @;i‘z
BEIIRHE by AZSELLAVE.83) RTINS, REFCOVTIE. Tz BE
DEENCET HHE, £ U TEEE - BBREFEOBIIHS NI TIEB bﬁ‘*%tﬁﬁj\ﬁl
Zl, 272, ZOPTH, HEFOBEMSIDNZELIICEDNS, FIZIE. QDT EFLR
T OEREQOERNERERE “John” &M —HERAE Z &M SERXETIE “decide” 0 (25)
OFEd [EET > bO—VEE) SMENTWS, FE - #10(2001:75)3 [Zh s OEED

T 2 HIFETHIT 7 Dixon(2005:368)1Z & % “Full form?D(10) “For John to receive the house and Mary the money was
finally decided on.”td.  “For John"iZ &k o T BEHELINTNB T &0 S ZEYEMTERIZIZ 5 T2 & 1 S SEA
AIEEMN D LR,
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FEEAEE, WXNBDOEFICEAL T, EHEOEE (volition)PER (intention)Z& L T H
DTHB.] EBNTND,

(24) John decided to resign from his position. T - f3111(2001:75)
(25) £3E 1 > b0 —)VEhE : agree, attempt, begin, bother, cease, choose, condescend,
continue, decide, demand, decline, design, endeavor, fail, forget i

TR - #311(2001:75-76)

T2 ® Dixson(2005:368) D EiEIT. BRDOFFEDEHECEROEM WD BFROHEMZ B E X
TOZEEBDLNS, AEAZRAFFDL S NIEEOBEEPLER RN T 2B AEHERT
HBIENS, F3EE defocus T DZENREDHEEE & — AT LN ENWD RATH 58,

A Modal (FOR) TO complement describes the complement clause subject getting involved in an
activity, but also carries a sense that the subject of the main clause wanted it to happen; in view
of this, the transitive subject is seldom open to demotion in passive.

Dixon (2005:368) TRIIEHICLD

—7. FEAEBEERONE & SERROBEEDRIfRIC DWW T Langacker (1991 (1):234)id5!7x
AENSDHFAZEZTNW5, Ticld physical motion / action verbs & DX & U TANRS
nTns,

In contrast, verbs of perception and mental or emotional attitude provide less basis for an
intrinsic figure / ground asymmetry (for example, does a viewer’s gaze move towards a perceived
object, or does a visual signal travel from the object to the viewer?); the choice of subject is
consequently more flexible and depends on the image selected to structure the scene. Opposing
pairs such as like vs. please, think about vs. preoccupy, see vs. be visible to, etc. are quite
common in these domains, but comparable lexical oppositions for verbs of asymmetrical physical
activity are unusual. Moreover, since a primary function of the passive construction is to permit a
marked choice of subject (for discourse purposes), we can expect this construction to be most
deeply entrenched with prototypical action verbs where natural figure/ground alignment has the
strongest effect in dictating a particular selection. This certainly appears to be case.

Langacker (1991 (I):234)

ME - BHEEEFEOBS. NEMIC figure & ground OIEMFHENSHARTEBIEBRAIOZN K
DV, FIZIE. AROBE. TRDON BHEMERL DM (see). TNED Y] A
2 ANDBEIZASTL 5D (e visible to) &V D BIFADBR DR SN TN D, —F., SEHN
IEEEE OB/ figure & ground DIERFREDIRV 28, T DX D 7HERIT—MRAYTII/R W,

SV TH 5(23)% AFEXITT D& “The organizers fully expected to encounter those problems.” &72 0,
Dixson (2005:368) DERBAICHKESD &, THOMHEL TS “The organizers’ NEERZEFTTH O IO %
demotion 5 Z &IEYITIZENWENDS T &IZ78 5,

(23) *[To encounter those problems] was fully expected by the organizers. Langacker (2008:430)
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TUTRBROE BEIIFEOEEORRICH 5. WHIL ground EMRENDE 1252
TEBELUTRIE 25X 20N RBREOE—HIETH S, f5T, figure & ground DIEN
%ﬁﬂﬁWEWﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁl@%ﬁ%@%ﬁb*ﬁb%ﬁébTWéo:@ﬁ%ﬁB\#ﬁ%
HEOTNAE - BAEBERTIIZE OB <hRN I S A% 3,

N5 DL, ZEBOBEE L RERZ RS BFEOEESHONS - VERIC 52 - & %
RUTBO, ZORM, FEFANZBXOEELRZVICWE—OERTH S EEZ 5N,

BZELT, ZEENEDLTNAFEEETNL, Langacker (1982) TidZBifEh sed e
MEDIRETIIRZNT & XEMBEREEDNS “be”. “by’. 7L TRESTHERITITE
%ﬂ%él&.%Uf%f@ﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬁ%f@ﬁ%%fﬁb\%ﬁi@iﬁ@%%ﬁéh
TbDTIH NI EEFRLTNS, ZOLT. [PERF]&EWD 2 2RI TREN TV B he
participial predicate” (735) ZME S B AN S 3D variants [PERF1~3)IZ/EL TH
0. RBEDHSDIITRIVREN TS, Langacker (2002:3.1 i) “The perfect participle”
THRUFHHAZ L THD, Ficld Langacker (2002:129-135) 5 OFITTH 5.,

[PERF1](26-28)id 7O A2k ZN—Z L L TIENE A, TOERA TR - -4 ke - 5
HRBEXRT. [PERFIIE. BiFATId2<. BAFAO B TH 2 RENEIHRE £,

[PERF1]

(26) My wrist is all swollen. Langacker (2002:129)
(27) Janice is gone. Langacker (2002:129)
(28) The side walk is cracked. Langacker (2002:129)

[PERF2](29-349)IZ[PERF1] & F U L S IzikEe /- BEROR S EZWETS, Ll
[PERF2lIZ=D DB EHEMO IO AEZN—ZELTHDZEIZLD. [PERF1] & D 208
ﬁKEOTM%O:D@%@%@W@*TﬁFﬁylﬁﬁ—fﬁb‘%5“9®§5?T55
7 RR—I LB ER T HETHET 5, [PERFIIZ OZILOBKEROBEEL .
RILERDBEHEERN STy —E L TRIRT S, [PERF2iZ[PERF1I1 LRI U L DIz, BA
FMDO—ETH S0, [PERF1EITRTDENH S, THIX[PERF2]DHAX. R—ZizBiT3
7Y RR—=UMPERFBNTCR NSV ¥ — L 57— TH 5, FIZIE. 29)DEA.
N=2ZBNTDT > RY =7 TH 2 EME “that watch you bought™?)t SBT3 EE -
STy H—EiB,

[PERF2]

(29) That watch you bought is probably stolen. ~ Langacker (2002:130)
(30) The cathedral is totally destroyed. Langacker (2002:130)
(31) This slipper is all chewed up. Langacker (2002:130)
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(32) My arm was (so) burned (I could hardly move it). Langacker (2002:131)
(33) The town was (already) destroyed (when we got there). Langacker (2002:131)
(34) The infield was covered with a tarp (all morning). Langacker (2002:132)

[PERF3](35-37))\ 88 Tdh 5. [PERF2] & [PERF3[iIN—AICH L TMZE TP 27 5 —,
5 RT—2ITEMEND ATIEI—HKL TS, £7255I3[PERF3). DX D ZERRIIRK
REOATIIEL TOEANR L TR TOBRERL TSI LK HS. TIUIPERF2)DH
Y DIE & [PERF2) DIEMOEENRIZ > TWB I ETRINTNS, [PERFI|DEIMNHNER
IZ[PERF3MN 7O AL TERL TWH I EERL TS, AL, [PERF3|IIN—ALIZHR
0 “atemporal”TH V. > T “nonprocessual” TH 5.

[PERF3]

(35) My arm was burned (as soon as I reached into the fire). Langacker (2002:131)
(36) The town was destroyed (house by house). ' Langacker (2002:131)
(37) The infield was covered with a tarp (in five minutes). Langacker (2002:132)

ZOBBENS, BEOSIHRIEBFANERT N—XTOEADERKEBICERZHTOOHETO
FTABENERTETHD. HOZFNSDOETOBRBIIEREKIC 707 7 1 ENTHD.
FOEKRTIHE IO LA TH 5.

—F4. REFNDWT Langacker (2002:78)13 “atemporal relations” GERFHIEIBIR) &&
FTHFTY—THBEFEELTVWEDHAIEST . “The corresponding atemporal relation
employs summary scanning for the same series of state.”(p.80) & WRTWB, DEDAREH
2H 5O TIEEMNBIMR ST —HEOREEZ B LU TRAS I L2BKRT D, AEFAENR—A
ELTHFENET TOERAZEH > TWEN, ZTOTOAEEREAF+ T ELTRAS T
CaRELEE, —D0F Y aZI kT —&LTTRI 7 I LTS,

Langacker C LB ZHBEAEADERELENDHD T LROF—HBAATL %,
Langacker DEDOZHETH S &L TNEITHOBEEHEDE S[PERFIDHS. HIRAIE
B6)TIREBTHS M) NS —HEMNS ERLVBEINTNBEL] LLTERTZ
EMTED, LML, Fyadibh - ) — 2RI A ERTERE—HE L TLHIRDT
EMTET, [PERF3|&IE—H LAV, ZOTHNHRENRBLOTELIBZDIZSNE=0D
BEREEZ 5D

9 T OR—HEBE AT, 2 BiEE TR L7 Huddleston & Pullum (2002:1435)23%1F T 2 R EsA XaE A BE
B RENQ &L TRIGRDICONTIL. RAEOEEA TIIUTOI I ICHATE LD LIV,

(1) Not to go would be considered rude. Huddleston & Pullum (2002:1435) FAHIEFICK S
s “Not to go”lIBNEFAD HIEE TH V. “rude”lIAMBHETH D, QOEAEENIL THDHE “X would
consider not to go rude” 725, ZDHRIIH XL, “We consider Shakespeare a great poet.” &R U TH 5.
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FETIIZHERAOR L2 3DOER (EEOBKIEE, SEROME, T L TSH
BOERIET 217%) ERNEAOHELHE L, TOHE. “grounding TN TVWENWRE
ADOERENE  ABRERMEE S S a Vb - U RSB XOFEE L THODNL ., =
UTAE R % HRYERIZHR 2 BhRdA VR §— D DIIA—FHiEB1ZRZ L T figure/ground O{EIE
MPE—IREROBREE — K LIT< W L &R,

2.2 Impersonal It XXM construal: “actor defocusing” - “a generalized statement”

AHi Tl Impersonal It XA ED & D ICZBHE E REFADH VI WVEBE 2B ANTNDS
NER TN ZEIZED, ZOXD construal ZEET 3,

Y. “grounding’ SN TWARWRERIIZHEOTEE LI IT TODENESRY: - &
EESRITITODN, TORMER S TNBOH T TII/Rh &£ 2 5, Langacker I3 “It”
DOFFOEE & DEND ZRFTTEREL TS, Langacker (1991(11):365) Tl “an abstract
setting”.  Langacker (2000a:42) Tl “an abstract, maximally schematic setting” . Langacker
(2011:205) Tl “the global, all-encompassing surroundings” & FHEAE N T D, X 512, BfkR7nE
HREDHZ5Y,  “I" 1d “scope of awareness” /= “field” (Langacker (2011:206)) &IEi3
LR AZ BIRT, {5 T ‘RS SECREROEROMAERTEEE 1.
T DR DBREN R EFNCRUML TS “grounding”ic b D REEBHEDIEHEEEZ TS
EEZ 5N,

ZO “WHFEESEH EES BAo TNB I &3 BHECBITHEFRRATAL L TOIC DM
MEBRY I ENTED., HIMMEZEHRL T35 Gundel et al. (1993:279-280) 3“1l “In
focus"Z2# 9 & L. “Infocus” EVXEHFEDO A2 5T, BIED attention DFOIZH B H D%
BRELTWRHEEHAL TS, TLTEAMEENTVD DI RICKIT T oREDTE
BePi EbFh, TNEARCER T 2RFEOFEETHVEITZDOEZALTND LR~
T, iz, FEEMOHRIEENS “Tt"% BTV 5 Kamio & Thomas (1998:291)i, “It”
13 “prior knowledge to the speaker” C#% 3 &k XTV %, “Prior knowledge” & {3 BUEIfIC
#ELUFRFECABENCT TR Y 7 L AEADHERZE L. ELFOMBZOPRIZADAALT
WS HULEYRE#R B D WIZNIEE SR @already learned)D & & TH 5.

COLIIT, HFERMGFEELTO “WIISERORFEOBEEERLTED. ZofEH
Impersonal It U2 & Mk DEHEE B2 5 L TNWB EE X 515, Impersonal It XEHANS =
LIED., HFEEORULOEN 53N, FOZ LK O REFNH 5O TEHDES A -

ZOBE. “Shakespeare” 2N —DDEEFD &L LTHRA 5. T4 “a great poet’ & I—IL T3 &
BRSNTHY, “Shakespeare”lI¥ > a vl b - B — EELUOBMEERL TS, LT EMQ)D “Not
to gl DNTHNZB/Z5 5, TIN5 Langacker(1982/2002)7%%% L Tl 3 [PERF) &0 5 B2 &
[PERF2IICHL T 5. fTRHBRERINTEST. R—AXBWTOT > K~/ THBEME “Not to go”
MhI2 20 5—EigoTn3, 2T, OIBEDOZEEPERF TIIENE NS Z &I/ 5,
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BErE< ks EELENB10,

RIZ, ZHEROBIETH 5EEE2 KD 2MHE EAEHE & SFHFIRT actor TRRDF—
%S Impersonal It ZECTHEMEINS ZEMNS, Impersonal It SUIEHEED LR Z KD/
%7 “actor defocusing” E BHEICBIE L TWDEEZEXA I DA RWESD, TUTFRICET
% Langacker (2011)% L T Dixson (2005)IZ X 24T b EREEEZED TRA D Z &
M TE5HEIZ Impersonal It XA ATH ETH D EERLTWS, ‘

F9°. Langacker (2011:198-203)I2& % “The control cycle” & Y5 —RIIBHMET NS D
HAEBS, ZOEF(p.198)i3 Baselind > [Potentiall > [Action > [Result | CHSR
INTBY actor BY—7w FEEDIIICEBLANTENERLTNEDHDTH S, #iH
I34REET & % [Baseline| TH. actor [3Z DREIRELAHNHERT S “an array of entities™% 1> b
O—) LT3, F-7x—XTH5 [Potential [ TIF. $%F—4 v kAT “scope of potential
interaction” (actor 12X HIF{ERFEEAER OFIBH) ThH S actor’s filed i AD, Z DIREBIIER
EEUE®S. a5 actor iZZDY—5 Y b EBRASHOFETREL 2T 5750
M5 TH D, HZT 2 —XD [Action [iZ BV B PRI S KT, ZDF—4 v M actor O
a2 PO=IRIRWNR I ETHD, TOT I a OFERELT, BREOEMO 7 z—X
Result [ TI3F & 0 BRI/ BEICR 5.

Epistemic level GEa%HIL ~))) 2BV 3 ZORAET ) LB OB T SRR S
ZANE RS &, actor I3ERMLE. ¥—5 Y MA@, 2 U TERIIBESEE OBRERITDON
TOHRR GRERER) ZE%RT 5(0.199).

ZLT %= 7 x— 2 [Potential [j3X 512 3 DD XF—3 [Formulation] - [Assessment -
[Inclination |t~ %1 $17CV) 2 (pp.200-201). [Formulation i3 B I R LE D Fk 7 4 — )V

RIZAD. TRUIHEETERVWHDTH D, RALHOUEZ LIz TIRS72VERE. BRY

7z [Assessment] &2 T, ZOMBEZIAND, TLIBET S LD 72A 5P OFRIBIRZR
TR TH S [Inclination i 3ET 5. FELOZKIL Langacker (2011:1200)ICETE, ZORHMET
NWEZIIHIET 2REEZE EDHDTH S, HL, ZOXRTHEEFIZTEETRLTY
5,

10 Tz X BBHHAMZIE D D —DDRENHBDTIHRBWES I, FEFHEINS “decide, hope, intend”F D
EENEEENEANE T O F £ T3 figure/ground OIEMFFEDUENA,  “ICITK > TI—r7 INBH T LTk DIEN
NS ELOTIIARWES 3, ZHUIHEIZ Uh T ETRIVSSLETH D08 It 2 EORTERIE
BEBERIILTVWAOTIEARWNEEZTHEY, SHROMFERELLLEVWRTH S,
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# 1 Langacker (2011: 200)i2375< “The control cycle’ZBHI1E 7)) & kit ishas

Baselind >

Potentia] >

[Action] >

[Formulation| [Assessment] [Inclination]
possible wonder suspect learn know
conceivable | consider believe discover believe
plausible ask suppose decide think
. feasible be unsure think conclude | realize
imaginable be undecided | figure realize accept
be unclear reckon determine | is sure
find out is certain
figure out is‘ convinced

T L T Langacker(2011:201-202)3. [Assessment|D—i17% & [Action I\ FHEBR L.
[Formulation 29 7k#k13#1Z Impersonal It STASHI A 511, ATEBIAL 5HZNE S 128
HONDdEBRRTNS,

Langacker (2011:200/202) TR EN TV 2 BB 2R §5REE % A\ B350 - Tt SXOR|cm
L7zDA FREDOFIS(38-42) FK 2 TH 5.

(38)

(a8) *We are {possible / conceivable / plausible / feasible / imaginable} that they could be of some
Langacker (2011:202)

use to us.

(b) Itis {possible/ conceivable / plausible / feasible / imaginable} that they could be of some use
Langacker (2011:200)

to us.

(39)

(@) Albert {wondered / considered / asked} whether aliens had stolen his shoes.
Langacker (2011:202)

(b) *It {wondered / considered / asked} whether aliens had stolen Albert’s shoes.

(¢} Itis {unclear} whether mosquitos have souls.

Langacker (2011:202)

Langacker (2011:202) & {&1E !

11 (39¢), (40b),(42b) DRI FERRICRRBO LBV, TN 51T to WO DV TER L T B EFTTOFIL,
(39¢),(40b),(42b)I3IE L & 72 DIREE R U to T EHIFRL T3,
(39¢) It is {unclear / *arguable / *uncertain / *unsure / *undecided } to me whether mosquitoes have souls.
(40D) It {seems / appears / *is doubtful / *is likely/ *is dubious} to me that she has enough money to buy

Microsoft.

(42b) It is {apparent / evident / obvious / *certain / *definite / *true / *undeniable } to me that Croatia is
destined to be the world’s next superpower.
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(40)
(a) 1 {suspect/believe / suppose / think / figure / reckon} they will never agree to my offer.
Langacker (2011:200)
(b) It {seems / appears} that she has enough money to buy Microsoft.
Langacker (2011:202) 2 {£1E
(1)
(a) Albert {leamed / decided / discovered} that aliens had stolen his shoes. Langacker (2011:202)
(b) *It {leamed / decided / discovered} that aliens had stolen Albert’s shoes.
Langacker (2011:202)

“2)
(@) He {knows / believes / thinks / realizes / accepts / is sure / is certain / is convinced} that Bush
is a pacifist. Langacker (2011:200)

(b) Itis {apparent/ evident / obvious} that Croatia is destined to be the world’s next superpower.
Langacker (2011:202) Z{£1F

#2 Langacker (2011:200/202)iZ 37 < “The control cycle” & AIRE/Z X 1 7

HEBC > Acti Result
7O« AAIX | [Formulatior] | [Assessment] | [Inclination] >
@ AEHE X O o) O O
(b) Impersonal Tt O xXO O X O

=A% LT 5 actor 1 [Base line|) 5 [Result|d 2 T OB THTHFEL TNRDAYN
Z OERIZOBMEHOETRE S OREIC L > TAFEFEE 213 Impersonal It ARSI N T
BT EERLTVWS, EEHYENIERICIE Impersonal It . BWESITIIAEELEND B
BXzOTAbINRESNS, L TRKENODIE [nclination |& Result [TIZ=D0OXF 1
FAERERETH D, ZOHEFIIAL—DOEHI DT actor IZL DREHEHEEEAD
#1213 Impersonal It X, E<EA DB AITNIAEEBEXERA NS ZENTE, Impersonal It
T OZHRIT actor O “defocusing” & D FEH DR (construa) 2R L TS EE X 5D,

Z @ Impersonal It XA 3 “actor defocusing” %X Fid 2EFEHERE L T, Dixon
(2005:368)73251F 51 5. Dixon(2005:368)13(43-45) DHIX & 2T, f74%1TD actor (‘order”
DR ETDEET “the firing squad)WE ENTWBEEMAHITIT. It HAEEHEZHRERIIAR
A& 12D RTINS, Actor MEFELEIN TS END T &IT “actor focusing”ZR L TS,
Z37%8 Impersonal It SCE—BLBRNEWVND Z&IF. TOXLEEAD “actor defocusing” &35
“construal’ZEHL TWBHEEZHND,
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(43) It has been ordered that all prisoners should be shot at dawn. Dixon (2005:368)

(44) The firing squad has been ordered that all prisoners should be shot at dawn.
Dixon (2005:368)

(45) *It has been ordered the firing squad that all prisoners should be shot at dawn.
Dixon (2005:368) T#&IIFEHICLSD

Z @ Impersonal It 3X® “actor defocusing” &3> construal MAREHF%E & BEEHHED
actor (BHEL/REHE) ROBMICEAES L TVWEEEZSNS, LHLEMS, actor Z{ED
7z construal Z{RZ 5 &S BMDDET2 5155 2 TREH LS BIRETOBRZANT
REHTH LN TE D, BEMEHREFFD Z D Impersonal It ZHITIE “actor defocusing”
BEOBENRDHZDITTHD. TLTENMN 2.1 HiTENAEHADHE THEIEMES >
FNb - BIU—ELTRT ZEREDEHME - —RILER(@ generalized event / a
generalized statement)/2 D Tid/z v EE X 5,

CORRDNTHI—=DDRER CTHIBAFADRLBENIBE LS, Quirk et al.
(1985:1392-1393)13. HiEFRZFFDINI—MENAES D8 FiISLELT “ing” HiIZZD
FEOBATHEDOLEDIMBELZ HDZONHATH O, “ing” HONBIZ RO TSNS
BNTWS, 2T FEBEVORUEEZHE L TWABAFAEEEASE N - AEas
Bk EOFEEEIZH D Impersonal It ZEILOE XTI BT HENEZZ 5N 5,

T U TEAAERRZEEIC DT Huddleston & Pullum (2002:1435)i3. Z ORI —280
TR D720 OROELFZHN & T 2EEBFAITNOZEL 2 Lk~ T
ARERHAITDOVTROLDIHBEL TS,

Passives with gerund-participial subjects are uncommon; a fair number of catenative verbs that
take complements of this form do not allow passivisation. Compare:
[29] i.Taking out a mortgage wasn’t considered / recommended / suggested.
ii *Painting the house was begun / kept / hated / intended / remembered by Sam.

Note that there is a difference in the interpretation of the corresponding actives. In Sam
remembered painting the house the understood subject of paint is recovered from the matrix
clause: it was Sam who painted the house. In Sam recommended taking out a mortgage, however,
the subject of zake is not specified syntactically but has to be contextually recovered. It is this
type of gerund-participial construction that most readily allows passivisation.

Huddleston & Pullum (2002:1435)

“Sam remembered painting the house.” ® “painting the house” IZEEDY ADITETH
B EBRSN. COXEZELT D EIHENL/LD, —F. “Sam recommended taking out a
mortgage.” DHFAIIL,  “taking out a mortgage” DITHFIIHBEBNICIIEEENT, a>5F
A NS ORI 5. TLTIOF 1 T OB ST SR SN2 BANS L E
BRTND, 0T FELORHXMEGNIZDOXDHMN 51T TRESDIZIN #2175 BfE L %
ETERNENINEND Z LTS, —RELINz TBEDFINENS HDIL] ENSE
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B AET
EAYEIEETH D, TOEE. (@6)IT “a generalized statement” EFRREIND Z &i2/n5,
(46) Paying taxes can’t be avoided. Huddleston & Pullum (2002:1434)

ZFL T ZOEAFIZDWT Langacker (1991(0D:26)1X FRie D & DR, FEFAEFM UL Y
aZ)h BT —HEEEF O TWAEHHAL TWA2, HEED“these nouns”td “Derived

nouns like walking, complaining, sleeping, etc.”Z$5 L T\ 5,

The fact that these nouns are derived by —ing, which also appears in the progressive

construction, provides a clue to their semantic analysis. I have argued elsewhere (1987b)

that the progressive —ing does three things to a perfective verb stem:

(1) it construes the event holistically (by suspending a sequential scanning);

(2) it confines the profile to an immediate scope of predication consisting of an internal

series of component states; and

(3) it construes these states at a level of abstraction that neutralizes their differences.

Langacker (1991(I):26)

REDMEEDLEEZEDENES > ad)V b - Y —ELTRRTDENDI LR, 2D
BRSO TOERAZELED, TOAMNESINEEODDE Rixans Z ik DERHE
RV, TOEMIRHEZRT LIRS, FEMIDONTD Langacker (2008:433)id.,
“The painters expect [to finish on time].” (p.432)D “to finish on time” 2D\ TARE 4
OB TIEHEEOHEKEEZRL TWENEARX TR/ LT, & LT “However, the clause
can be reified as another sort of abstract entity - namely, an event type figuring in general
statements (e.g. To finish on time is always desirable).” EREFDRHMAR ML TV
2,

LT, BAFERBRIIT D 2FII b - U -2 RITAETALZER LOEEITHFD
Impersonal It FEUICHERE —RILL TRTEVIFHENH D EEZ 5N 5,

A TIEIARE 2 Ek EOEFEITEFD Impersonal It 2B XD construal ZER L7z, RERNZ
RITTWARFEEFFEDEEE S “grounding”BEIT “I"OFRFD “field” THHOINLTND I &,
Z O, BrEDOEEY 2 {ED (actor defocusing). FHiE —fZ{L L 7= construal (a generalized
event / a generalized statement)Z& L TW5 Z & &Nz, 1 HITRRAEX DI, HAZE
XTHEAREFIEEEIZERNT, Impersonal It ZEIXN—RUTHD., TOERIT
Impersonal It LR TS, Z I 5 ZDHRIT Impersonal It XKH A —RILER]
EVWOHBENDD, TOUBEEIET S LKD), REFFEEBEOZENIREIZ/Z> TW5

12 Walking ZOIREZERT “ing’ITETHRIZDHHBENDHDOTHY. 2O “ing’ BEKRMTOBRTH S, “ing”
13 perfective verb DFEEIZ I DDHEEH5ZA S VERAF v /2B I VB EICXDA R bO2K
RIEIRZRT. QW —EOHRERIREZFDZ E TRV > T AREOEEFERIC a7 71 IV 24
B9 5. QNIBIZHD - BEOERERREIZTNSOBRVEESETI2HREL IV ELTEREINS,
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ZEZRBL TS EEZSNBZDTIIRNES S,
3. Impersonal It3Z® “a generalized conceptualizer”

AT CIIRER 2B LOESEE U THD Impersonal It ZEIC 204 LR, Z 0301
BEDHEEZEDEME —MRIL L/~ construal (a generalized event / a generalized
statement) /R 9 Z & ZR R/, Z D construal id Impersonal It ZEEED &7z 5§
Impersonal It JXHELFFOWHE EIPIEL TWADOTIIRWNEEZ D, 2L TEME ML
VTHERL TS END ZEF, ERERA TVWAEAMEEHFICONTS THHOHRZ 5T
BORUSTS5®RATNAI £ “a generalized conceptualizer” U TH& %5 L TWAED
TR7ZNWES S, FHITIX 3.1 #iT Langacker (20112 K 2007 &E L7218, 3.2 BT
Impersonal It XDAIZFREIZE B OBFTH S “seem™ %M 0 EVF. 270 There 7 E D
TG D LLE S Impersonal It XOBERLE DR 5 EERT 5,

3.1 Langacker (2011) ICLB94R

AETIIRE TORIEDN—A LI2DAMDIEATHIETH S Langacker (2011) 20T 3.
Langacker (2011:203)I35% L F % 335 & 3 % 30(47) & Impersonal It X(48)% HARTRD & 5 12k
T35,

(47) 1am certain that formalists will someday discover the meaningfulness of grammar.

Langacker (2011:203)
(48) It is certain that formalists will someday discover the meaningfulness of grammar.

Langacker (2011:203)

@GN “TEEHRIERT 2 LK, BENHMOBEEIELFICH D EENA S ML
TWD, —J5. (48)Id Impersonal it 25 Z 12k 0. FHLRIIZARY 51 F 28T, &E1
RESNTWRWRIIZS 7 hEN, ZZTREDERMEESRU MG EET2THS S &
SNTNS. FBLFIRBOFLEEZES THEDIIHENTHD,  “certain” ERART NS EED
ESHEEIC N R0 X OB ET D EHBTERNODBETH S, L LENS., #HLUFOD
AN “defocus” TN HEICZDEREEZ D THAIHICE > THINIT I RDOFEE NI L
TAIAT=PRBEOITVWDDTH S, TIH5@8)iE “a generalized conceptualizer & & & L
TWAZ &5,

COFROEINIMEEEZRN T > b O—)L T BRI BN TRE RS & —irir 2
%%@:D@%%kﬁﬂ%&%ﬁﬁ%%ltf%%,TE@MXWMQMmmmmmhIEm
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NSNBBEOFITIE “to AEMINT DI ERLVERMELRHET LI LEHTHOND
B5EVNSZEERLTND,

49) : It is {conceivable / plausible / *possible / *feasible / *imaginable} to me that we could

do it without getting caught. Langacker (2011:202)
(50) : It is {unclear / *arguable / *uncertain / *unsure / *undecided} to me whether
mosquitoes have souls. Langacker (2011:202)
(62))] : It {seems / appears / *is doubtful / *is likely / *is dubious} to me that she has enough
money to buy Microsoft. Langacker (2011:202)
(52) : It is {apparent / evident / obvious / *certain / *definite / *true / *undeniable} to me that
Croatia is destined to be the world’s next superpower. Langacker (2011:202)

BHISCEFRECTH L THS Formulation [%3 2.2 HiTHIT L7z “The control cycle” (epistemic
control) &R LTV 5, (49-52)DHISCIZIED &, Impersonal It XOFENL, WREIZ DWW T O
HIHIE O BT 2R E DBESMEEICADE B Z &R DRI THEND RIZH D, EBXTY
%, BERSIE. “o APOMIAAEERSESIEEIZOMMIT T aTHO, “to A7
DRIMISHEEE TIE/E, ZDZ &5, Impersonal It I3 “a generalized conceptualizer” % i
RBL, TOXNEELTVNEDIX. HEZAET MBI DARSZNTHE CaHA
(assessment) £ T 3755 5 EVND TETHB. “to AR MENZHEITIITIAEL TVBD
IEICELFETH O ZFOMEIT T 2EEBAOHMOELEZE D HITH S, L L. Impersonal
It XAVRT “a generalized conceptualizer” &2 DFE L FDIFIFET S D TR, GELF
% “generalized conceptualizers”"®— A & U TRENTWS EFHAL TN S(p.202),

ZOFEE S SICEMTBHE LTE)ETEN TS, D72 EBRITE). T2
121 ZLT [BOBHZ5THIED] DWTNBHHEI)ITHHETH S,

(53) It is apparent — {at least to me / if only to me / to me and doubtless to others} — that the president has
been lying to us about his motivations. Langacker (2011:202)

HEo T, “......these sentences [A3mD(53) % $597] both evoke a conceptualizer in generalized fashion
and also situate the speaker with respect to this general viewpoint.”(Langacker (2011:202)). Impersonal It
SO L EZBEL., RFFCGGELFD ZO—RIEAZR> TS I EZIRADXT
HDEBRNTND,
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3.2 Impersonal 1t X “a generalized conceptualizer” : 325RAY There #3C & DLEE:

AHEITI, Impersonal It SUIZHNT, BERLFIL H 5 % “generalized conceptualizers”D— A &
UORT ZENTEDET D Langacker DEREFZSHEERD SRAT 2 2 2R 85, I
D BT 2D “seem™E D, 7 LT Impersonal It XERU < IEAFMETTH S There BT T
H5.

Huddleston & Pullum (2002:1390)i., There # IO 2 BFOERIC L > T IO TE =D
WKHRL TV Be BEAAHAN SN S “the existential construction” & Be BIFFILAA D YEDHI 2 “the
presentational construction” T d % .. A7 CI., A1 & 7R There #5327 L TH4% % 32RAY There
BXENVEREED S,

“Seem”ld. Huddleston & Pullum (2002:1406-1407)7%" that &i% 335 & 3 2% O AT TIT R
T Impersonal It XIZDARREE L TET TWAE _OBFARICBT2HATH 5. Mzl
“appear, be, chance, come about, fall out, happen, strike, transpire, tumn out”3\F SN TS, ZL T,
Z D*“seem™ V32 /~AY There X (6)IZ B4R T 5,

(6) There seems little doubt that the fire was started deliberately.
Huddleston & Pullum (2002:1402)

TNDOA725F Impersonal It 3 &HZ7RAY There BSULKICHERD 2 DD AT HBEENET D
ZRETVWS,

B BT - BAENSEWRTH S, Impersonal It I DAFEERE - BEOBEAOHIZ
V(54-56)5R T L DI, FROHH - BACEZXTHFENESENTVS, FUL. $27EY There
BXZER T 2EFEDL< S “being in a position, coming into view” (Huddleston & Pullum (2002:
1402)). 3R - FBHADOEKRERL, ZDOOHICART 2BFHOZRITIE 2> TS,

(54) It transpired that the King was dead. TEFFEAFisefnpiei) TRdgEHIck 2
(55) It often happens that as you examine a problem, further problems come to the surface.

13 “Seem” I3 Kiparsky & Kiparsky (1971:345)/33E B 5 (non-factive) & L TY A M L TWBRED—DT
& 0. Kiparsky & Kiparsky (1971:346)i 34X E BN 5 factive) DB ITIINEIIA T a > TH B, KB
TIIEBH (obligatory) TdH 5 EikR, (1-4)DFIXERL TS,
(1) NS That there are porcupines in our basement makes sense to me.

Kiparsky & Kiparsky (1971:346) TF&i3EHIzL 3
(2) #XEEE It makes sense to me that there are porcupines in our basement.

Kiparsky & Kiparsky (1971:346) TF&idEEIzL 2
(3) FEREFEF*That here are porcupines in our basement seems to me.

Kiparsky & Kiparsky (1971:346) TF#i3ZEHIc k3
(49  FEMES)E It seems to me that there are porcupines in our basement.

Kiparsky & Kiparsky (1971:346) T#&liiZEEI17L3
T U THOIEREEFT & LT “appear, happen, chance, turn out” 23317 5N THED. AL THIFE E=-3
1F7= Impersonal It XD F R E ZHOBFAC S TN TS,
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PHRSEA PRI ARE ] PRSI kD
(56) It seems that he is sick.

ZLT. BN Impersonal It X® “It”& There #X D “There”Z3 3@ L THi> T
WABEREDHE TH 5, Impersonal It XOTt” DB EMAEIT DOV TIL 2.2 Hi TEEIZHER
Rf=EBOVTHS, There I DNTHER - ABF(2002:500i KD K D 1TBXTUW S, There
2 BRERETAEERELEZY, BFERTAETFRISE2 NS EEIT, TOHETI DD
BENERE TN S (scene-setting) ZEERLTNWHEND T EEEZENS, £LT, <D
HIeEDHER L TS L DIT. there X, HEMEKG LEREIN/HMICEATS R
R & LTET 5 2 EATTE B (Quirk et al. 1985:1408), |

Z DX 51T, Impersonal It 3 &$27RAY There BN LR PIRE/RBha, SFMOHH - FBAEH,
BHEREHRIEE WO BEERETERYZRETNWS, ZOELD NS Impersonal It 3L &2RE)
There X ZHBT B LIZEBEERETHDEEZ D, T U THET 5 Z &K > T Impersonal It
XOBERACE DL ERNT 2 I ENTEZOTIRRVNEEZX S, T T O EH#EE
WEHT 5.

IEREEZ T S AED—D & LT, Qdiscourse familiarity status vs. discourse new status—ak
LI BT A FR1EHR & @addressee familiarity status vs. addressee new status—#] & FOHIIC BT
HHIBEREZXNT D ENWSE X FHNH D, Huddleston & Pullum (2002:1368-1369)1 Z DX 5l Z
SHICAWVWT S,  “Discourse-old”E#HIT “addressee-oldfEHR THH SAY.  “addressee-oldF
WIIHT LD “discourse-old”tER Tld/x V. HIZIE, KEINCHITDFEEET “The President HE
OB E.  “discourse-new” TH > THKEMRIZ &> T “addressee-old”FHR & V1D Z &I
12%.

Be Bh&AAMED I D FELE There s XX OERFFEUL, FXEEIC “addressee-new” /2 EAFZHEAT D
ZERHD WO T B LOXETH2ELFANIEFAETH D, EHFIITEY TN,
REaad+ A OGEHIEEY Th 208, Edai+AiaaDG)IIEBENES .

(57) There is a more serious flaw, however, in your own argument. Huddleston & Pullum (2002:1396)

(58) #There is the more serious flaw, however, in your own argument.Huddleston & Pullum (2002:1396)

L2 L. Be LSS 5N D4R There XX DB, & THDEFITDOWTOBEYIE
SAEDTETEN) There KL E13R2 D, FOERWVWERLTVSDI(59)TH S, (59a-b)ld “stand”
ZEENCE DIZRAY There #3C & “be” 72 BHFAC & DFFFERY There #3X DT 5 3£A%F Uik %
BVERETVS, MAEDFED “a bodyguard”|I@Y)TH D, “discourse-old” TH HE D
“the senators” V@Y Tid/zv Y. BEVMNI(59c) TH S, “The Vice President”id “discourse-new” TdH
578, “addressee-old” TH B, TFERY There #UZIIARHY) TH 505, $27~# There BT VL
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THo. #t> T BATIEEKIZDNT, HIEH there #3T13“addressee-new” % . $EREY There
BXIZNLDBNRETH D “discourse-new” ERD D E NS BB EH S TN 2 & 2/ 5,

(59) President Clinton appeared at the podium accompanied by three senators and Margaret Thatcher,
ORRY FFERY

(2) Behind himthere stood / was abodyguard. E
(b) #Behind him there stood / were the senators. TE=discourse-old

(c) Behindhimthere stood / #was the Vice President. &=discourse-new/addressee-old
Huddleston & Pullum (2002:1402) F#¢ « {1a3Ri3&#H12 -3

20 “discourse-new” &\ SHEWHIHIZL,  “discourse” & NS AELASEL TS LS 12, &
EDHFEENIBRICBIT 2L F LM EFOMDBERINTH S, o T. $RE There B
XTI EDHKENTOFE L FLHMETFOFEBEIE LI NTWNE Z &1 5,

—75. Impersonal It U IEWHHI 25> TW/Ly, Huddleston & Pullum (2002:1404)1 %
WAFFNIHICEALOF IR 515 ERRT S, (60B1-63B2)D FEIME A OFEIZ L
STERICBERESNTRDEMTHY, FELFEBICED “amiliaEHTH 5, ZOEE. Bl O
Impersonal It 32 LT B2 OEAX ORI & HERETH 5.

(60) A: Jeffrey didn’t turn in his term paper until a week after the deadline.

B1: It’s a miracle that he did it at all. Huddleston & Pullum (2002:1404)
B2: That he did it at all is a miracle.

LU, FHEEOHALE L TORBERL THRB6)EG)IILEVLS 5. BAS

“amazing” DR E ZRA HBREFRRBETTRD E VSN 5, BA-WERZBETICE

D “newZZHEWRTH B EEASND. ZOHE, Impersonal It XOEOLETH D78, HAI(62)
I3BRENTIS,

(61) It is amazing that the real problems surrounding NATO’s planned bombing raid on Serbia were

never addressed during the marathon peace talks now underway in France.

(62) #That the real problems surrounding NATO’s planned bombing raid on Serbia were never addressed

during the marathon peace talks now underway in France is amazing.

Huddleston & Pullum (2002:1404)

BEAXOE S, BB 2NEHTRIN TR IERIITEAMIRD 5208,
Impersonal It X DHEITIZZ D& S 7xAGEREID L,
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> T, #Z7RAY There #532(63) & Impersonal It (64133512, ERMEFOZNEHL TN TN
BNENIHTFREFON, ROBVWERELSAREENEZEZ 55,  “Discourse-new” &5
TEREIZ KD DR There BEXU(G)IFHFFITBITHMEFICNT D HI LI MHETOH
SFBOLEERL TS, —FH. TOX D /2ERHHID 720 Impersonal It X(64)E, TDXDH

3. AL EONBMBEZHLSMNILTWRN, MEFIIZTDEZE “a generalized
conceptualizer”’& U TIRA 2 HELHVHEDH LD T &I,

(63) 25~ There 3 : There seem to have been made a big mistake in the document.

(64) Impersonal It X : It seems that a big mistake has been made in the document.

Impersonal It 3CIZ DA AIEERBIFRHI A TH o /. 2 i TREEL oA EmZ BRIBICE 5
ENERBEDZE LD 513 “a generalized statement” & VY5 Impersonal It SLOEROYEZ S ZHiH L
7o TUTAHITIIESICEREZED. b —DOFFAMD—DTH D “seem™F 2D EIT,
$25R1 There H53C & OISR ELE N © Impersonal It A% “a generalized conceptualizer”Z7Rg Z
EMTESLZ L ERNZ,

B LFI R D EERREAND I EIZLD, EDOLDITHHD construal ZRINTLT
BALEEEE EDL D IUHTRTANDRERZH> T\5. A5 13 Impersonal It X HZ DEE
BRXD—DTH5EEZ, Langacker QOIDNMNERL TS Impersonal it DEKD—D “a
generalized conceptualizer” Z#RFEL . T D% % Impersonal It XD 2 FRADERIIKFHZEER
TBHIENSRT I EEENE U, AMERIIUTOEBD THS.

2 i T3 Impersonal It X DFERAEEMD—D TH B Z DT OH IR ER % HHIFE
LEEADOZELICEREY T,

2.1 HITRSHROBEMEFAEAOHE 2HE L : OZFROEFEZFHHEDITIHNER
PE - DT “grounding’ SNTWAWRERCIARL TN Z &, OBIEEDLEEDS
ZEEEOHEE & AE % HIUEIZ & SEEO— D ORI TH R HE T ARV —B,L T»
BN &, @TNSOBEIET figure/ground DIEHFHEN4 Tidls < HEEDZBIMEXH
ELUTEIREYNEN S D &, QEOZEESRIRTERTAREEZS > a8k - Y —
HEFEODAREFNIIET I ENTERNI EERLE. NSO UBWEEIZ K D EAFE
JESC TR E AN ZE L DFEEE 2 DIIS W EZFHB L.

2.2 HiTIZZN S OHWNIRWEED Impersonal It XTI EDL D ITHAAN LN TNDS

U EAF IR TEH B R OB UER R EBRAIEER I DR OEESZHFEEHD, LR DBHBL
LT3, AL, XERIETEFIRTLHDOTH .
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MR EITRD ZDOXD construal ZEZL /-,

Y. AEFAIRIFTTOIHE L RFOBH 2 ES “grounding”HEIZDONTIL.  “TE O
“field" THIONTND Z L &ilbNz, CZOWEIMERREGHFAD “WHhSOEIEEZZ SNo K
BTHo5,

DNT, ZEEOEETHLIEMELZRDZ2ME EREFAE & SBFIHED actor (BHEL/
KEBE) $EREROFR—B0 Impersonal It ZEX THEMENS ZEN S, Impersonal It X
I3 actor DEZEDHAZF “actor defocusing” FHEICEEL TNBEEZ 2% 20
Z&. LT, actor ZED/IRZ N TE HH AT Impersonal It ASAEEIZ /25 2 & &R L
2o TIMEZDOXEED “actor defocusing” &3> construal 2E T EEZ 5N 52 L&
N7z,

ZTUTRICAREFADAF—I TH BT ad)V bk - YU —OEEIciEA L. BE08iE
FEZEDENET 2V h - YU —ELTRTEVD 2 &, ZOBEMME OOt %
BRESE, TOANERLIND Z LK OERNEERN, ZOEHII—RE2 7T &
K%, TINHIDOXIZFEM%Z —Mt{t(a generalized event) L T;RT “a generalized
statement’ &3 construal 2R B2 EERNZ, TLUT, REAZER LOEHEE L TH
D Impersonal It ZBXiX Impersonal It XD KELRBEMTHD. ZOZEIHRT“a
generalized statement”t3 Impersonal It SCE {4 ® construal — “a generalized statement” & I
BLTNEZEREDBDEEZSNS Z EEBAR,

3 HiTIZZ D“a generalized statement”|Z DWW THERMLE DALE ST & WD b BT EFT
V. Impersonal It XIZBWTHRMEFIZTES S —ROESLED—A “a generalized
conceptualizer’ & UTIRIRT B LM TEBDZEZRRLI, 9. 3.1 i CEAHETHS
Langacker(2011)DE5E 2 H L 7=,

3.2 HiTid Impersonal It XDEREMEMO_DH TH 3 Z DI DA AR A/ B3
“seem, appear, be, chance, come about, fall out, happen, strike, transpire, turn out”2E( D _F\F3 Z &1
& ) Impersonal It X0 “a generalized conceptualizer” %73 Z & B AIz. DD “seem” VI
U <IEAFREICTH SR There HSUZ HAERTDHFETH 0. BESUTIZEE - ZAOE
BREL, BEREEVIEROVBRSNDZENS DB BT 2B H2 - &%
RUTze TOLET, WX OEHREHIZ LB L, “discourse-new” & V) D 1K % DR
There HIIRFEDKFEICBIT25ELFE L TOMMEEDOLZERL, —F. BHREKODIN
Impersonal It SCCIIBERMEEIIEH % “a general conceptualizer”d U TR % Z & MAIRETH
HEEZLND I EEBRN,

U EORHHERN S, ARG T, Impersonal it AHERIERER > TVWD T E, TOE%KD
—D& LT “ageneralized conceptualizer” %R 9 Z &N TES &2 FELI-,

15 TR o THHA I NS T &IT XV figure/ground DIEFREASE B AIEEME. Tt HEIC & DRI
B SHOEEEEZTHE2DOTIIENDISEOMEREERL .
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A Generalized Conceptualizer in
the Impersonal /t Construction
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Passive, Presentational T%ere Construction

Abstract
The purpose of the present paper is to argue that the impersonal it is referential and is able to imply a
generalized conceptualizer. I will explore a conceptualizer in the “Impersonal /¢ construction”, which is
often called “it-extraposition.” In order to prove that the construction shows a construal of
actor-defocused events and is a generalized statement, 1 will analyze the lexical feature that some verbs
only occur in the Impersonal /¢ passive construction with an infinitival in post-verbal position (e.g. “*To

short-list three of the candidates was decided.”, “It was decided to short-list three of the candidates.) Then

I will claim that the construction shows a generalized conceptualizer by investigating another lexical
feature of the construction that some verbs occur only in the Impersonal /t construction without an
equivalent version where the subordinate clause appears as subject (e.g. “*That everything is fine seems.”,
“It seems that everything is fine.”) For this purpose, I will attempt a comparison of the information
structure of the Impersonal / construction and the presentational There construction. These findings are
in accordance with basic principles of Cognitive Grammar, wherein the impersonal it is claimed to be
meaningful.
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