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l.Introduction

Pylkkanen(1999,2001)arguesfortheseparationofCAUSE倉omVbice(thefunctional

headresponsiblefortheassignmentofaneXtemalO-rOle,OEXT;Kratzer1996)bypresenting

CauSative盲entences that do not contain an externalargument.Assumlng that Universal

GrammarmakesCAUSEandOEXT,aSin(1)below;aVailableforselection(inthesenseof

Chomsky2000),Pylkkanenfurtherarguesthatlanguagevariationarises丘･Omthewaythat

these pieces are packagedinto alexicalitem:Ⅵ)ice-bundlingin Pylkkanen(2001)(Cf

Bobatjikand Thrainsson1998for a similar proposalin theⅣdomain,i,e.a SplitInn

parameter).1speci丘cally,languageslikeEnglishhaveCAUSEandOEXTbundledintoone
functionalhead,aSin(2a),Whichentersasaunitintothesyntacticcomputation,aSdepicted

in(3a)･Incontrast,1もice-bundlingisinoperativeinlanguageslikeJapanese,aSin(2b),and

CAUSEandOEXTenterintothesyntacticcomputationseparatelyandfunctionintheirown

right,aSin(3b-i),2AsPylkkanenargues,theassumptionthatEnglishhasabundledVbice,

[CAUSE,OEXT],eXPlainsthefactthatthelanguagedoesnothavecausativeswithoutexternal

arguments,Sinceitfo1lowsfromthisassumptlOnthatanexternalargumentmustappearif

CAUSEispresent･3
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COmmentSOnanearlierversionofthispaper;tOLotusGoldbergforsty1isticsuggestions,Theusual
disclaimers apply･This work was supportedin part by grants丘omthe SocialSciencesand

Huma坤esResearchCouncil(Canada)#410-99-0902(PI,JonathanBobabik)andtheFondspourla
FormatlOndeChercheursetl'JhdealaRecherche(Quibec)#00｣NC-2043(PI,JonathanBobaUik),

皿datwo-yearJ･WMcComelMcGi11M毎orFe1lowship;allaregreatlyacknowledged.
1FollowingPylkkanen(2001),IrefbrtothefunctionalcategorywhichselectsaneXternalargument
asヽbiceoreE灯.VbicenEXTandCAUSEbothbelongtotheclassoffunctlOnalcategorieswhich

"もerbalize"acategory鴫eutralroot,i.e.vinMarantz(1997,2001).
2

Fimishbelongstothelattertypeoflanguage･Seefootnote7.
3

AsPylkkanen(-1999,2001)argues,theavaihbilityoflexicalcaAISativesbasedonunergativesalso
hingesuponthisdi飴rence.IwillnotdiscusssuchlexicalcaAISativesinthispaper,butitisobvious

thatsentenceslike肋n)bu7Pedthebabyneedsomeexplanation.SeeKiparsky(1997:492)foran
hsigh血1com∬闇丑
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(1)Universalmeanings(tobeselectedbyalanguageandrealizedinfunctionalheads)4

a.oEXT: 鮎㌔=A血e【oE訂(e,Ⅹ)】

b.CAUSE:CAロSE*=脹s,t,入e【(]e,)qe,)&CAUSE(e,e,)]

げylkkanen1999:(3)withminorchanges)

(2)Ⅵ)ice-bundling

a./ English:CAUSE,OEXT→【CAUSE,OEXT] (abundledVbice)

b.N/AJapanese:CAUSE,OEXT (a'split'＼わice)

(3)a.Englisb

Ⅵ)iceP

/〈＼

DP Vbice一

/ ＼

[cAUSE,鮎訂]L VP

b.Japanese

i.CAUSEwithanexternalargument ii.CAUSEwithoutanexternalargument

Vbicep

〈

DP Vbice.

/ ＼

OEXT CAUSEP

/ ＼

CAUSE Vp

CAUSEP

/ ＼

CAUSE VP

Itshouldbenotedthat,thoughabundledⅥ)icefunctionsasaunit'insyritax,theyare

independent semanticallhandthus,(3a)and(3b-i)are equivalentihtermsofsemahtics･

Speci丘cally,ifyouassumethatOEXT,CAUSE,VPandDPin(3)havethedenotationsin(4),

thenlanguageswith abundledⅦice,[CAUSE,OEXr],andlanguageswith a split Vbice,

CAUSE and OEXT,muSt undergo the same processesin the same orderin the semantic

COmPutation,aSgivenin(5):FunctionalApplicationofCAUSE*toVP*in(5-1)andEvent
Identification between OEXT*and(CAUSE VP)*in(5-2).5 Thoughthese composition

4Ⅰfo1lowbatzer,s(1996)notationhere:foranyStringq,α*isthedenotationofα.N6tethatん,,
isafunctionthatmapseventstot血血values,Withtypes,Sandt,beingevents.andtruthvalues,

respectively;itis not afunction舟ompossible worlds totruthvalues,aSinIntensionalLogic･

Moreover,theeventargument,e,Shouldnotbeconfusedwithe,individuals,intypetheory･S6e

ぬ0也10te5.
5

EventIdentificationinKratzer(1996)isacor如nctionoperationthatappliestotwo魚InCtionsto
f9rmanOtherfunction;SPeCi丘cal1y,itappliestof,afunctionthatmqpsindividualstofunctions&om
eventstotruthvalues,如dg,afunction抒omeventstotruthvalues,therebyyieldi咤h,afunction

mapsindividualstofundions舟om eve鵬StOtruthvalues,aSi11ustratedin(i)bymeans ofan
extensionaltypelogicwiththreebasictypes:individuals(typee),eVentS(t汀eS)andtruthvalues
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prlnCiples canapply丘eelywhenevertheycan,thereversed orderofapplicationofthese

COmPOSitionprinciplesisimpossibleinthiscase,aSin(5.),duetoatypemismatch:Event
Identi丘cationapplyingtoeEXr*andVP*yieldsanunsaturatedevent,Whichisafunctionof

type<e,<s,t>>,aSin(5l-1一);CAUSE*takesasaturatedevent,Whichisafunctionoftype

<s,t>･CombiningCAUSE*andeEXr*isnotapossibilityeither,Sincetheybotharerequired

tocombinewithafunction&omeventstotruthvaluesandneitherofthemisofthattype.

Thus,thecontrastbetweenabundledⅥ)iceandasplitlわicepresentsacaseofdisparlty

betweensyntaxandsemantics.

(4)a.鮎㌔=A血e【oE訂(e,Ⅹ)】

b.CAUSE*=hf<s,.,入e【(]e,)鱒e,)&CAUSE(e,e,)]

c.w*=入e【causedEvent(e)】
d.DP*=a

(5)1.(CAUSEVP)*=Ae【(]e,)CausedEvent(e,)&CAUSE(e,e,)]

From(4b)&(4c)byFunctionalApplication.

2.(OEXT(CAUSEVP))*=Axle【oEXT(e,X)&(]e,)CausedEvent(e,)&CAUSE(e,e,)】

Froml&(4a)byEventIdentification.

3.((eEXT(CAUSEVP))a)*=入e【oB沼(e,a)&(ヨe,)CausedEvent(e,)&CAUSE(e,e,)]

From2&(4d)byFunctionalApplication.

(5.)1l.(OEXT(VP))★=入x^e【oEXT(e,X)&CausedEvent(e)]

From(4a)&(4c)byEventIdentification.

2l.(CAUSE(OE3rr(VP)))*:tyPemismatch

Theaimofthispaperistoarguethat,thoughPylkkanen(1999,2001)isquiterightin

Showlng that causatives do not necessarily select externalarguments,Vbice-bundlinglS

unnecessary fbrthefo1lowlng threeTeaSOnS.First,the existence ofCAUSE,Whichis

prerequlSltetOⅥ)ice-bundling,ishardlyattestedincausativeswithoutexternalargumentsin

Japanese.Second,itisemplrlCallyfalsetoclaimthatⅥ)ice-bundlinglSOPerativeinEnglish,

theonlylanguagewhichPylkkanen(1999,2001)identinesashavingabundled■Ⅶice;thus,
We have no evidence whichforces us to assume Vbice-bundling.Third,itisloglCally

POSSiblethatalanguagedoesnothavecausativeswithoutextemalargumentsevenifitdoes

nothaveabundledVbice[CAUSE,OE訂】.

Thepaperiso,rganizedasfo1lows･In?eCtion2,WereViewPylkkanen's(1999,,革001)

argumentSfor causatives without externalarguments byfocuslng OnJapanese adverslty

(帥et).

(i) ､f g
→

<ら<s,P> <s,t>

通ゎ【8Ⅸr(らⅩ)】kp(e)
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CauSatives,andshowthatnoneofherargumentsconvinclnglyshowsthatCAUSEispresent

inadversltyCauSatives･Giventhis,IsuggestthatthecausativemorphemesinvoIvedare

transitivizersratherthanCauSativizers.Section3presentscounterexamplestotheclaimthat

Vbice-bundlinglSOPerativeintheEnglishlexicon,i.e.causativeswithoutexternalarguments

inEnglish,anditfurtherarguesthatlわice-bundlinglSunneCeSSaryeVeninlanguagesthatdo

nothavecausativeswithoutノeXternalargumentsevenunderPylkkanen,sownassumptlOnS･

Section4isasummary.

Inthispaper,WeWillconsiderJapaneseandEnglish,andwewillnotexaminePylkkanen's

(1999,2001)claims aboutFinnish.Thus,any StatementthatconcernSPylkkanen(1999,

2001)shouldbeunderstoodwiththisprovisoinmind.Note,however,thatthemainclaim

Ofthispaperholdsnonetheless.

2･SeparationofCAtJSEfromVbiceinJapaneseAdversityCausatives

AdversltyCauSativesinJapaneseareasubsetofcausativeswithacausativemorpheme

-h)ase-,andthenominativesubjectsinvoIvedareconstruednotasacauser,butratheras
PartlClpantadverselya飴ctedbythecausedevent.Anadversativecausativeinterpretationis

Clamedto arisewhen-h)ase-takes aVP whose headis anunaccusative(Harley1995).

Sentenceswiththisinterpretationalsoa1lowtheregularCauSativeinterpretation,1.e.Withthe

Su句ectinterpreted
as a causer(but notvice versa).Thisgives riseto

an ambiguity,aS

illustratedin(6).6

(6)Tar00-ga muSuko-O korob-aSe-ta

Tar0-Nom son-Acc fall.down-Cause-Past

a.'TarOCauSedhissontofa11down.,

b.'Tarowasadverselya飴ctedbyhissonfa11ingdown.'

(Pylkkanen1999:(6))

Pylkkanen(1999,2001)arguesthatJapaneseadversitycausativesprovideevidenceforthe

separationofCAUSE&omⅥ)iceorwhatcanbecalledⅥ)ice-SPlittingforbrevlty,ssake･7

6

Manynativespeakersreportthatsentenceslike(6)arenotacceptablewiththesubiectinterpreted
asbeingadverselya肋ed,thoughtheyacceptthemascaAISation.Iwi11fornowacceptthedata

CitedinPylkkanen(1999,2001)forthesakeofdiscussion,butwilladdressaquestionregardingthe

reportedjudgmentsinsection2.2.However,ifweassumethatthedistributionoftheadversative
interpretationisformulatedin(i)infootnote16,then we can accommodatethe varial)ilityin

苧C認識嵩;;£霊‰dFimishdeside,ativ｡CmSdives,aSin(i),arPCa｡Sdiv9SW地｡｡t
externalargurpents･AccordingtoPylkkanen(1999,2001),thedesiderativelnterPretatlOna中es
WhenanagentlVeunergativevetbiscausativized,andthisconstruCtionshowsexactlythesamepolntS,

i.e.(7a)and(7b),aSJapaneSeadversitycausativesdo.
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Specifically,Shearguesforthefo1lowlng:

(7)a･Thesu句ectargumentsinJapaneseadversitycausativesarenOteXternalarguments.
b･JapaneseadversltyCauSativesarecausativeinthesensethatCAUSEispresent･

Ifthe claimsin(7)are true,thenitfo1lows that there are causatives without external

argumentsinJapanese.Inthissection,Iexamineherargumentsfor(7)indetail.

2･ノ肋放ね用αJd′騨桝g乃ね加』d′β和砂(b〟∬かβ∫

Pylkkanen(2001)arguesthatthereis no externalargumentinadversity causatives by

Showlng that theylack passive counterparts.Asshe argues,PaSSivization renders the

adversativeinterpretationunavailable,aSgivenin(8)･Thus,theunavailabilityofpassivized
adversltyCauSativescanbestraightforwardlyexplainedifweassumethatthereisnoexternal

argumenttosuppressinadversltyCauSatives.

(8)Musuko-gaSin-aS(e-r)are-ta

son-Nom die-Cause-Pass-Past

a.`Thesonwascausedtodie.'

b.*`Somebody'ssondiedonhim.'(withanimplicita飴ctedargument)

げylkkanen2001:(11)withminorchanges)

ForthosewhodonotacceptadversltyCauSatives,thesamepolntCanbeillustratedbythe

fo1lowingexamples,Whichcontainalexicalcausativemorpheme(@inthiscase)insteadof

theproductivecausativemorpheme-h)ase-.8In(9a),thesuqectinthenrstcorjunctbearsa
di飴rentinterpretation打om that ofAgent;in Pylkkanen's view,thisis the adversative

interpretation.Incontrast,thesubjectinthesecondcoqunctbearsanAgent,aSforcedby

thepresenceoftheemphaticreflexive･Ifwepa甲ivizethenrstcortiunctin(9a),thenthe

Wholesentencebecomesunacceptable,aSin(9b).Theunacceptabilityof(9b)isexplained

asfo1lows.Theby-phraseinthe鮎stcorgunctcanonlybeinterpretedasanAgent;thus,the
nrstcoruunctiscontradictorytowhatthesecondcoruunctdescribes,1.e.Tarodidnotinstlgate

(i)Ma毎a-a laula-¢棚a-a.

Ma毎a-pa正 Sln㌢Des-Cause-3sg
`Ma毎a免els址esねgmg.'

SIassuniethatthefirsicoI再unCtin(9a)isessential1yequivalenttoanadversitycausative,the
di銑rencebeing onlyinthe morphologicalrealization ofCAUSE.Assuming-h)ase-tO

bethe

defaultrealizationofCAUSE(drofthetransitivemorpheme),aSinMiyagawa(1998),allowsusto

entertainthistreatment.WewillexamineEnglishsentencescorrespondingto(9)indetailinsection
3.1.
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the breaking ofhis arm.Thisindicates thatthe丘rst
coitiunctin(9a)does not

have a

COrreSpOndingpassiveform,andthereforethatitdoesnotcontainanexternalargument.

(9)a.Taroo-ga ude-0 0t-ta(or-0-ta)
kedo

Taroo_Nom arm_Acc Jbreak_Cause_Pastbut

Zibun-de-Wa Or-0-anak-at-ta(<or-0-anak-ar-ta)

self･by-Top Jbreak,Cause-Neg-Cop-Past

`Tar00brokehisarm,buthedidn'tbreakithimself'

b.*Taroo-nO ude-ga kare-nlyOtte Or-0-are-ta kedo

Taroo-Gen arm-Nom he-by 寸break-Cause-Pass-Pastbut

kare-Zisin-Wa
Or-0-anak-at-ta(<or-¢-anak-ar-ta)

he-Self･Top Jbreak-Cause-Neg-Cop-Past

`Taroo'sarmwasbrokenbyhim,buthedidn'tbreakithimself'(*inEnglish)

2.ム摘血煽少α肌血涙削椚(力〟∬如g

Pylkkanen(1999)argues that adversity causatives are causative.Her丘rst argument

invoIves a contrast between adverslty CauSatives and passives.AsPylkkanen argues,

adversltyPaSSives,butnotadversltyCauSatives,arefelicitouswithcontextswherethereisno

CauSe,aSin(10)･Thus,Shearguesthatthecontrastinr(10)ca?beexplainedifthecausative

morpheme一砂ase-aSSertStheexistenceofacausingevent.

(10)a.Context:Taro'sfatherdiesofnaturalcauses. AdversltyPaSSive

Taroo-ga tltlOya-nisin-are-ta

Taro-Nom father-Dat die-Pass-Past

`Tarowasa飴ctedbyhisfatherdying.'

b.Context:Tar0'sfatherdiespofnaturalcauses. AdversltyCauSative､

#Taroo-･ga tlt10ya-O Sin-aSe-ta

Taro-Nom father-Acc die｣Cause-Past

`Tarowasa飴ctedbyhisfather'sdying.'

▲(Pylkkanen1999:(9))

Itseems,however,thatoneparticularreadingisoverlookedinthejudgmentgivenin(10b):

thereadinginwhichTarocouldnotdoanythinginanywaytosavehis申therandeventually
failedtopreventhim倉omdying･Thisisoneofthereadingsassociatedvvithpermissive

causation(Shibatani･1976:254),andunderthisreadingofthe畠uqectin(10b),thes占ntenceis
fblicitouswiththecontextspeci鮎d,andTaro'snotdoinganythingtosavehi岳fathercountsas
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acausI喝eVeⅡt･9

Infact,thispolntStOanimportantissuethathasnotbeenresoIved･inthediscussionsof

adversltyCauSatives･ThoughitisawidelyacceptedclaimintheliteraturethatJapanesehas

adversltyCauSatives,mOStdiscussions,ifnotall,Simplyassertthattherearesomecasesin

Which the subject of
a causativeis construed as being adversely a飴cted,Without

demonstratlng that･the adversativeinterpretation existsindependently of any other

interpretationofthecauserargumentidenti丘edintheliterature.Ifthecauserinacausative

receives a di飴rentinterpretation,depending on a class ofcausative,1.e.an adverslty

CauSativeorapermissivecaAISative,itshouldbepossibletoelucidateoneofthetworeadings

truth-COnditionally.However,nO SuCh argument has been advanced,tO the best ofmy

knowledge.10Inthissense,theargumentbasedonthecontrastin(10)isincompleteunlessit
is shownthat the adversativeinterpretationis distinct丘･Om allthe otherinterpretations

associatedwiththecauserargument･
However,SentenCeSlike the丘rst

coI如nctin(9a),WhichIassume
to be parallelto

adversltyCauSatives,donotallowthepermissiveinterpretation,SincetheylnVOIvelexical

CauSativemorphemesandtypicallyhavethemanlPulativecausativeinterpretation.Aswe

haveseenabove,thesubjectinthe丘rstcorgunctbearSadi蝕rentinterpretation丘omthatof

Agent,andmoreover,thesu切ectargument､isratheraparticipantofthecausedevent.(9a)is

repeatedbelow:

(9)a.Tar00-ga ude-0 0t-ta(Or-0-ta)
kedo

Tar00_Nom arm_Acc Jbreak_Cause_Pastbut

Zibun-de-Wa Or-0-anak-at-ta(<or-0-anak-ar-ta)

selflby-Top Jbreak-Cause-Neg-Cop-Past

`Taroobrokehisarm,buthedidn'tbreakithimself'

As蝕●aStheworldisconcerned,SOmeCauSemuStbepresentforthebreakingofTaro'sarmto

takeplace:SOmephysicalcircumstancesbroughtaboutthebreakingofTaro'sarm.However,

Whenitcomesto alinguistic event,itisunclearthatthenrst corjunctin(9a)invoIves

9ItmightsoundabitoddtosaythatTaro,sdoingnothingcountsasacauslngeVent,butnTVShould
beacausernonetheless;forinstanCe,LhhnisanAgentinsentenceslikeLhhndi(加trun.

】ONotethatIdonotargueagainsttheexisten9eOfadversitycausatives･Imerelypointoutthatitis

StillanopenquestionwhetheradversltyCauSatlVeSeXistinJapaneSe,thoughIseenoreasontoassume
atpresentthattheyexistindependentlyofpermissivecausatives･Tbus,ifonearguesthatadverslty

CauSativesfallunderaclassofpermissivecaAISatives,thenoneshouldshowthattheyarenotdi蝕rent.
Ideally,aCOI叩nCtionofasentenceanditsnegationcanbeatooltoinvestlgateWhetherthereisan

ambiguityornot:ifthereisanambiguity,thenthereareatleasttwointerpretationsa軍SOCiatedwiththe

SentenCe;ifnot,thenthesentenceisconcludedtohaveonlyoneinterpretation･However,itseems
that this coruunction test does not work without construCtlng SentenCeS tOO COmPlicated to be

understood,glVenthatthe causer argument has variousinterpretationsalready,e.g.COerCive vs.

pemissive,directvs.indirect,etC.
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CAUSE,Sinceitisfe1icitous with the context where Taro has naturalcauses such as

OSteOPOrOSisthatbreakhislimbs.Thus,Iconcludethatitis notthe casethat adverslty

CauSativesareinfblicitouswithcontextswherethereisnocause,andthecontrastin(10)does

notargueforthepresenceofCAUSEinadversltyCauSatives.

Second,Pylkkanencitesthefo1lowlngeXamPlesinvoIvingtheadverbialkatteni'by･Self/on

One's own'.The unaccusativein(11a)and
the adversity passivein(11b)are

both

COmPatiblewiththeadverbial,Whiletheadversitycausativein(11c)isnot.Shearguesthat,

if(11c)isdi飴rent&om(11a)and(11b)inthatanadversitycausativeisacausativeand

assertstheexistenceofacauslngeVent,thecontrastbetweenthetwocanbepredicted.

(11)a.Tar00-ga kattenl koron-da(<korob-ta) Unaccusative

Taro-Nom by.self fa11.down-Past

`Tarofe11downbyhimself'

b.Taroo-ga muSuko-nikattemi korob-are-ta AdversltyPaSSive

Taro-Nom son-Dat by.self:臨1l.down-Pass-Past

`Tarowasa飴ctedbyhissonfa11ingdownallbyhimself'

C.??Taroo-ga muSuko-O kattemi korob-aSe-ta AdversltyCauSative

Taro-Nom son-Acc by.self fa11.down-Cause-Past

`Tarowasa飴ctedbyhissonfallingdownal1byhimself'

､
(Pylkkanen1999:(10))

HoweveりheexistenceofacauslngeVentisirrelevantinthecasesathand,andcasesexistin

whichacausativeiscompatiblewithkatteni,aSin(12).(12)isapermissivecausativewith

adative-markedcausee,andithasbeennotedthatpermissivecausativesareaSSOCiatedwith

theletreadingwherethecauserdoesnotnecessarilyforcethecauseetoperformthecaused

eventandthecauseeisconstruedasbeingvolitionaltoacertaindegree.Thus,thecontrast

in(11)cannOtbetakentobeanargumentfortheexistenceofacausingeventin(11c),anda

dilhrentexplanationmustbesoughtfortheunacceptabilityof(11c)･

(12)Taroo-ga muSuko-nikattemi korob-aSe-ta

Taro-Nom son-Dat by.self =払11.down-Cause-Past

`Tarolethissonfalldownallbyhimself'

ThethirdandlastargumentfortheexistenceofacauslngeVentinadversltyCauSativesis

thatadversitycausative草Canhavea妙-Phrasenamingacausingevent,aSin(13a),While

adversitypassivescamot,aSin(13b).
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(13)a.Taroo-ga ame-hiyotte yasai-0 knsarーaSe-ta

Taro-Nom
rain-by vegetable-Accrot-Cause-Past

`Thevegetablewas▲CauSedtorotonThrobytherain.'

b.*Tar00-ga taifuu-nlyOttefune-mi sizum-0-are-ta

Taro-Nomtyphoon-by ship-Dat 寸sink-Inch-Pass-Past

`TheshipsankonTarobythetyphoon.'

AdversltyCauSative

AdversltyPaSSive

(Pylkkanen1999:(11))

However,(13b)ishardtoconstrueaSanadversitypassive-eVenWithoutab}-Phrasenaming

acausingevent,aSin(14).Thisispresumablyduetothetendencyforthedative-marked

argument(theni-Phrasehere)inthiscontexttobeanamimatebeing.

(14)*Taroo-gafune-mi sizum-0-are-ta

Taro-Nomship-Dat 一寸sink-Inch-Pass-Past

`TheshipsankonTaro.'

AmoreadequatepaircanbeconstruCted.Theexamplesin(15)containmusuko'son'asthe

dative-marked argument,and,OnCe the animacy restriction
on the dative argumentin

adversltyPaSSivesisproperlyaccommodated,thereisnocontrastinacceptal)ilitybetween

adversltyCauSativesandpassives.Thiscastsdoubtuponthevalidityofaby-Phrasenamlng

aneventasadiagnostictoshowthepresenceofCAUSE.

(15)a･Taroo-ga furyo-nO Ziko-nlyOtte muSuko-O Sin-aSe-ta

Taro-Nom
unexpectedness-Gen accident-by son-Acc die-Cause-Past

`Taro'ssonwascausedtodieonhimbytheunexpectedaccident.'

b.Taroo-ga furyo-nO Ziko-nlyOtte muSuko-misin-are-ta

Taro-Nom
unexpectedness-Gen accident-by son-Dat die-Pass-Past

`Taro'ssondiedonhimbytheunexpectedaccident.'

Tosumup,nOneOftheargumentsthatPylkkanenpresentsconvinclnglyshowthatCAUSE

ispresentinadversltyCauSatives.SinceitisnotshowneitherthatCAUSEcannotbepresent

inadversltyCauSatives,WeCannOtCOnClude丘■OmthedatapresentedsofarwhetherCAUSEis

PreSentOrnOtinadversltyCauSatives.

WhatPylkkanen(1999,2001)hasshown,then,isthatthereisnocorrelationbetweenthe

distributionofcausativesmorphemesandthedistributionofexternalarguments.However,

glVentheabovediscussion,itdoesnotthenfo1lowthatthepresenceofacausativemorpheme

renects the presence of CAUSE.Moreover,1tis clear that the productive causative

morpheme-h)ase-tranSitivizes unaccusative
basesin adversity causatives andlexical
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CauSativeswithoutexternalarguments(asin(9)al)OVe).Thiscanbeseen丘omthefactthat
theargumentofanunaccusativebaseismarkedaccusativeinadversltyCauSatives.Thus,

Whatiscertain丘omthedatadiscussedisthatacausativemorphemeinadversltyCauSatives

transitivi2:eS an unaCCuSative base脚ishiyama1998).Therefore,Iassume as a null

hypothesisthatacausativemorphemeinadversltyCauSativesisatransitivizerratherthana

causatlVIZer.1l

3.Vbice-bundlinginEnglish

Inthelastsection,WereaChedthenullhypothesisthatacausativemorphemeinadverslty

CauSativesis atransitivizerratherthanaCauSativizer;anditremains as an open question

Whether CAUSEis presentin adverslty CauSatives.A negative answerto this question

WOuldremovethebasisforlわice-bundlingandVbice-SPlittlng,Sinceitcrucia11yinvoIvesthe

existenceofCAUSE.Inthissection,Ikeeptotheassumpt10nSthatCAUSEispresentin

adversltyCauSativesforthesakeofdiscussion,andIpresentcounterexamplestoPylkkanen's

(1999,2001)claimthatJabaneSeandEnglishdiffbrinthattheformer,nOtthelatter;has

CauSativeswithoutextemalarguments.1argueaswellthatヽbice-bundlinglSnOtneCeSSary

undertheassumptlOnSthatPylkkanenholds,eVenifEnglishdidnothavecausatives･Without

externalarguments,anddiscusswhatneedstobeshowntoinvokethisoperation･Fina11y,I

SuggeStWhatisminima11yassumedtoaccountforcausativeswithoutexternalargumentson

thebasisofthediscussioninsection2.2.

j.ノ(力〝∬如e∫W助0〟J血書βmα才力節J椚ピ〝ね加坤成

Asintroducedbrienyin sectionLl,Pylkkanen(1999,2001)arguesthatEnglish
has a

bundledVbice[CAUSE,OEXT]asaresultofⅥ)ice-bundlinginthelexicon,WhileJapanesehas

asplitlわice,CAUSEandOEXT･Thisclear1ypredictsthatifCAUSEisintroducedintothe

syntacticcomputation,thenanexternalargumentisalsointroduced･12

However,therearecasesinwhichlexicalcausativesinvoIvesubjectsthatarenotexternal

arguments,aSillustratedinthefo1lowlng･13,14

11Ths,Iclaimthatin1exicalcausatives,thepresenceofCAUSEcorrelateswiththedistributionof

externalarguments.Thisalsoarguesagainstlもice-SPlitting(intoCAUSEandOE3Cr)･芦eesection
3.2fordiscussion.Moreover,nOtethattranSitivizersofthekindassumedheredonotfallunder

Burzio's琴eneraliz血on(Burzio1986),Sinceaccusat!veCaseisassignedincaseswhere-ane丈ternal

慌急…S…慧…㌫｡:慧冨諾聖霊:豊1V芯芳晋£e認諾㌔かf皿｡血al
atgumentisintroduced,thenCAUSEisゝalsointroduced,Sincetherearenon-CauSativevetbs頑血ich

Selcctextemalarguments,i.e.k7Ck,ru17,etC･
1j
Forthepurposeofthisp叩er,Iadoptthediscretethematicrolehypothesis,Whichassumesthat

thematicr6lesaredistinctentitiesinthegramnar(cfDowけ1991)･
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(16)a.Jolmbrokehisarm.

b.Marynppedhersleeve.

Therearetworeadingsassociatedwiththesu句ectsin(16),aSide丘omtheambiguitiesarising

倉omthediffbrentinterpretationsofthepronounsinvoIved.Inonereading,thesubjectsare

COnStruedasinstigatingtheeventsdescribed(Agent).Theotherreadingariseswhenthe

Subjectandtheo句ectareina'close'relation,tyPicallyarelationofpossession(Inoue1976,

Amano1995,Kageyama1996,amOngOthers).15ForinstanCe,Whenthearmisunderstoodas

Jolm'sin(16a),andMaryisunderstood aswearingthe sleevein(16b),the subiectsare

COnStruedasnottohaveinstlgatedtheeventsdescribed,butrathermerelytohaveundergone

them(A蝕ctee,forwantofabetterterm).Vbrbsarealsorestrictedintermsofwhetheror

nottheA蝕cteeinterpretationofthesubjectisallowed,andithasbeenshownthatverbs

Whichdisplaythecausative/inchoativealternationtypICallyallowtheAffbcteeinterpretation

(Inoue1976,Kageyama1996,C【Amano1995).16Thus,theverbsin(16)haveinchoative

alternantS,aSin(17).

(17)a.Jolm'sarmbroke.

b.Mary'ssleevenpped.

Incontrastto(16),thesubjectin(18)cannotbeinterpretedasanA飴ctee･

(18)Jolmpunchedhisarm.

Thediffbrencebetween(16)and(18)mightseematnrsttobesomewhatimpressionistic,but

itcaninfactbedemonstratedinalinguistica11yrelevantwaythatthesentencesin(16)are

tru1yambiguous,･While(18)isnot.Speci丘ca11y,thesentencesin(16)areacceptable,While

14LiinaPylkkanen(personalcommuTication,November2001)pointedoutthatsentenceslike(16)

arenotparal1eltotheadversltyCauSatlVeinthattheydonotseemtocontainCAUSE.'Aswehave

Seeninsection2.2,thisseemsto.betrueOfadversitycausativesaswell.
15Languagesvaryastowhatcountsasa"closenrelation･Speci丘cal1y,1nalienableposs9SSionseems

tocountasa"close"relationineverylanguage,butlanguagesvaryinterms ofwhetheralienable

POSSeSSion counts as such a relation.Moreover,the argumentsin a"close"relation must be

紆~怒誤認識漂霊黒雲温1｡nC｡nCemingv｡rbswhchall｡WStheABbctee
interpretationshouldbecharacterizednotintermsofcansation(Kageyama1996)orchangeOfstate

(Aman01995),butintermsofthenon-ObligatorypresenceofanAgent.Thisisformulatedin(i)･

(i)Ifthesu句ectisinterpretedasanA飴ctee,thentherodofthevetbinvoIveddoesnot
necessari1yrequirethepresenceofaneXtemalargument,血ereaneXtemalargumentisa

Proto-Agent(inthesenseofDow吋1991)-e.g.anAgent,anExperiencer,andthelike･

(1hkehisa2002:(6))

However,thedi飽fenceinthisrespectdoesnotmatterhere.
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thatin(18)isunacceptable,Whentheyareco一再Oinedwiththeirnegativecounterparts,aS

shownin(19).Thepresenceofanemphaticreflexivefacilit㌫esthejudgment.Assuming
thatcorgolnlngaVPwithitsnegatedcounterpartalwaysleadstoacontradiction,andhence

thatwhatisnegatedin(19)isthesubject,WeCanCOnCludethatthesu句ectsin(16)receive

SuChdi飴rentinterpretationsthatnocontradictionsarise,aSin(19a-d),andthat(19e)and
(19f)areunacceptablebecausethe suqectscanonlyLbeinterpretedinoneway,i.e.as

an

Agent.

(19)a二Jolmbrokehisarm,buthedidn,tbreakit.(himself).

b.Johndidn'tbreakhisarm(himself),buthebrokeit.

C.Maryrippedhersleeve,butshedidn'tripit.(herselり.
d.Marydidn'triphersleeve(herselり,butsherippedit.

e･*Johnpunchedhis年rm,buthedidn'tpunchit･(himself)･
f *Jolmdidn'tpunchhisarm(himself),buthepunchedit.

Notethatthis corgunctiontest works only when the corgunct contalnlng an Agentis

negated,andfurtherthatnegatlngthecorgunctcontalnlnganA蝕cteesubiectresultsina

COntradiction,aSin(20).ThisisbecausethesentenceLk>hnbTVkehisarmentailsthatJolm's

armbroke,irrespectiveoftheinterpretationofthesu句ect,Withwhatweca11anA飴ctee

beingmerelyapossessoroftheobiect.17

(20)a.*Johndidn'tbreakhisarm,buthebrokehisarm(himself).

b.*Jolmbrokehisarm(himself),buthedidn'tbreakhisarm.

ThediscussiontlmsfarshowsclearlythattherearecausativeswhichlackanAgent･The

nexttaskistoshowthatthenon-agentive,A飴cteesubjectisnotanexternalargument･This

isillustratedin(21).Theexamplesin(21)indicatethattherearenopassivecounterpartsto

SentenCeSWithanA飴cteesubject.SpeciBcally,thesentencesarecontradictoryandhence

unacceptable,SuggeStingtheby-Pl甲SeSin(21)canOnlybeinterpretedasAgents･Thisfact
isstraightforwardlyexplainedifthereisnoexternalargumenttosuppressandanA蝕ctee

subjectisaninternalargument.18

17ThefollowlngeXamPleispragmaticallydeviantontheassumptlOnthatthede丘ningcharacteristic

ofanA飴cteeisbeingapossessor.ThsisbecausethefirstcoqunCt,CO地肌lnganAgent,entails

whatthesecondcoQjunctdescribes,andthusthesecondcoqiunctin(i)isasredundaraasthesecond
COrtiunctinthesentence.hhnTSaShLdbn(Q/b7ptcs.andheisastzLdbn(l
(i)#Jolmbrokehisarm(himselり,andhebrokehisarm.

1$MikinariMatsudkabersonalcommunication,November2001)pointedoutthatinsentenceswith

anA飴cteesubject,theobiectDPmayrecelVeinherentCaseandthusresistundergolngmOVement･
ItisunClearhowthisassロnptlOnisindependentlymotivated,andmoreimportantly,thisassumption
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(21)a･.*Taroo'sarmWaSbrokenbyhim,buthedidn'tbreakhisarm(himselり.

b･*Mary'ssleevewasrippedbyher,butshedidn'triphersleeve(herself).

Therefore,WeCanCOnCludethattherearecausativeswithoutexternalargumentsinEnglish,

andthatitisthusimpossibletoassumethatVbice-bundlinglSOPerativeintheEnglishlexicon.

SincetheEnglishistheonlylanguagewhichPylkkanenidenti丘esashavingabundledⅥ)ice,

theconclusionreachedherecastsdoubtupontheexistenceoflもice-bundlingltSelf

j.2ム抱ice-ろ〟〃戯曙肋ce∬αJγ7

Totheextentthatcausativeswithoutexternalargumentsdoexist,1tistruethatCAUSE

doesnotnecessarilyintroduceanexternalargument.Pylkkanen(1999,2001)implements

thiscorrelationforlanguageswhichhavecausativeswithoutexternalarguments,andforthose

(nowhypothetical)languageswhichlackcausativeswithoutexternalarguments,reSPeCtively,

asin(3a)and(3b),repeated
hereforconvenience.CAUSE andOEXT are aSSumedtobe

independent syntactic headsfortheむsttype oflanguage,aSin(22b);they arebundled

togetheras[CAUSE,OEXT],forthesecondtypeoflanguage,aSin(22a).

(22)a･Languageswhichlackcausativeswithoutexternalarguments

Ⅵ)iceP

/ ＼

DP Vbice.

/ ＼

[cAUSE,OEXT]VP

b･Languageswhichhavecausativeswithoutexternalarguments

i･CAUSEwithanexternalargument ii･CAUSEwithoutanexternalargument

VbiceP

/ ＼

DP Vbice-

/ ＼

OEXT CAUSEP

/ ＼

CAUSE VP

CAUSEP

/ ＼

CAUSE Vp

Assumlngthesetwodistinctcharacterizationsimmediatelyaccountsfortheavailabilityof

departs丘omthewidelyacceptedviewthatana唱umentreCeivesinl1erentCase丘omtheheadthat

assign苧itaparticulartheta-rOle(Chomsky1986)･SincethereisnodilbrenceintheO-rOleofthe

ObjectlnSentenCeSwithanAgentandthosewithan膿ctee,血spossibil卸isnotpursuedhere.
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CauSativeswithoutexternalarguments.However,thefo1lowlngCOnSiderations､SuggeStthat

Vbice-bundlinglSunneCeSSaryeVeninPylkkanen'sanalysis.

First,aSWehaveseeninthelastsection,thereisnoemplrlCalevidenceforⅥ)ice-bundling:

Englishdoeshavecausativeswithoutexternalarguments,COntrarytOPylkkanen'sclaim･As

mentionedabove,SinceEnglishistheonlylanguagewhichPylkkanenidentinesashavinga

bundledⅦice,nOthingforcesustoassumeⅥ)ice-bundling.Thus,itisstillanemplrlCal

questionwhethertherearelanguageswhichlackcausativeswithoutexternalarguments･19

Second,nOtallcausatives(basedonunaccusatives)allowanexternalargumentnottobe

Selectedevenwithinaslnglelanguage,aSillustratedinthefo1lowlngeXamPles舟omJapanese･

Here,thevetbshowsthecausative/inchoativealtemation,aSShownin(23a,b),andthusdoes

notnecessarilyselectanAgent,butthecausativealternantdoesnotallowanA鐙もcteesubject,

asin･(23c);therefore,the
data suggest that the distribution of Affbctees should be

characterized asin(24).20 Notethat(23)satis鮎sthe possessioncondition,Whichis

independentlyposedontheA飴cteeinterpretation･

(23)a.Taroo-nO aSi-ga L
dai-ni

no-t-ta(noイーta)
Taro-Genfoot-Nom stand-Dat守get.on-Inch-Past
`Taro'sfootgotonthestand.'

b.Taroo-ga aSi-O dai-ni no-Se-ta

Taro-Nomfoot-Acc stand-Dat寸get.on-Cause-Past
`Taroputhisfootonthestand.'

c.*Taroo-ga aSi-O dai-ni no-Se,ta kedo

Taro-Nomfoot-Acc stand-Dat寸get.on-Cause-Pastbut

zibun-de-Wa nO-Se-nak-at-ta(<no-Se-nak-ar-ta)

selflby-Top Jget.on-Cause-Neg-Cop-Past

`Taroputhisfootonthestand,buthedidn'tdoithimself'(*inEnglish)

(24)IfthesubiectisinterpretedasanA飴ctee,thenthevetbmustshowthe

causative/inchoativealternation.

Theexamplesin(23)clearlyshowthattherearecasesinwhichcausativeswithoutexternal

argumentsareimpossibleeveninlanguageswhichhavethestruCtureSin(22b-ii)･Inother

19Iftherearedithre血kindsofphenome竺aCOrrelatedwiththestruCtureSin(22),WeWOuldnodoubt

needtoassumeVbice-bundling.Asment10nedinfootnote3,Pykkanen(1999,2001)arguesthatthe

availabilityofcaAISativizedunergatives.isan0therevidencethatpointstoVbicersplitting･Iwillleave
theexanlinationofcausativizedunergatlVeSforfutureresearch･,

20Thsformulationisinfactincorrect,glVenSentenCePalrSlikeJbhni7yuTdhisarm,buthedidhtdb

ithimseLPモわhnkarminfmd.Seefootnote16fortheformulationinTbkehisa(2002)･Seealso
Tbkehisa(2000,2001,2002)forargumentSforaCase血eoreticapproach,血ichderives(24),and

argumentSagainstチCauSation-basedapproach(Kageyama1996)oranapproachbasedsolelyon
semanticconsideratlOnS(Aman01995).
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WOrds,allowingthe structurein(22b-ii)isanecessary,but not su瓜cient,COnditionfor

CauSativeswithoutexternalarguments,andtheunavailabilityofcausativeswithoutexternal

argumentsinalanguagedoesnotimmediatelyleadtotheconclusionthatthatlanguagehas

thestruCturein(22a).Onemightassumethat[CAUSE,OEXT](andhence(22a))isinvoIved

in(23c);howeveちifweassumethatabundledVbice,【CAUSE,OEXT],aSWellasasplitlわice,

CAUSEandOEXT,areaVailableinJapanese,thenweimmediatelylosethepredictivepower

thatPylkkanen'sanalysishasentirely.Therefore,it shouldbe concludedthatcausatives

Withoutexternalargumentscan,butnotmust,aPpearinlanguageswith(22b),andhencethat

itislogicallypossiblethatthestruCtureSin(22b)areinvoIvedeveninlanguageswhichlack

CauSativeswithoutexternalarguments,iftheyexist.NotefurthermorethatinPylkkanen's

analysIS,OnCeⅥ)ice-bundlinglSunneCeSSary,Ⅵ)ice-Splittingbecomesunnecessaryaswell･

ThisisbecauseVbice-bundlingonlymakessensetogetherwithⅥ)ice-SPlittinginheranalysIS,

i.e.toaccountfortheavailabilityofcausativeswithoutexternalarguments･Thisconclusion

OPenSupagainthepossibilityofhavingseveralkindsofVbice(Harley1995,Nishiyama1998,

contrachomsky1995).21

Thediscussionthus払rhasassumedthatCAUSEandOEXTaredistinctpleCeSandthatthe

structuresin(22b)mustbeassumedinlanguageswhichhavecausativeswithoutexternal

arguments･Recallthatwereachedthefo1lowlnglnSeCtion2:OBXTisnotpresentinadverslty

causatives,andthatcausativemorphemesinadversltyCauSativesare transitivizersrather

thancausativizersinthe sensethatit merely markstheobject accusative･Giventhese,

(22b-ii)isexcludedasthestructureforadversitycausatives,andanotherkindof＼わicemust

beassumedinstead,aSin(25).Thisiswhatisminimallyassumedforacausativemorpheme

inadversltyCauSatives･SomethinglikethismustbeassumedunderPylkkanen,sanalysISOf

adversitycausatives,aSin(22b-ii),tOengureaCCuSativeCaselicensingincaseswhereno

externalargumentisasslgned.

(25) 1わiceP

/ ＼

Vbice VP

[+Acc]

However,Ⅵ)icein(25)necessitates replacingBurzio's generalizationin anyformulation

(Burzio1986),alongwithothercounterexamplespresentedbyMarantz(1991):SinceIdo

nothaveanypromlSlngalternativeatpresent,Ileavethisforfutureresearch･

21Atleasttwokindsarenecessary:tranSitiveandun亭CCuSative.SeeHarley(1995)andNishiyama

(1998)fortheevidence丘omJapaneSeCauSative/inchoatiセevetbs.
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4.Summaけ

In this paper,Ihave presented three arguments agalnSt Vbice-bundling ofthe kind

PrOPOSedbyPylkkanen(1999,2001):first,CAUSE,WhichisprerequisitetoVbice-bundling,
is hardly attestedinJapanese adverslty CauSatives;SeCOnd,English,the onlylanguage

Pylkkanenidenti丘esashavingabundledlbice,hascausativeswithoutexternalarguments,

WhichareparalleltoadversltyCauSatives;third,WeCannOtloglCallyconcludethatalanguage

hasabundledⅥ)iceJuStbecausethatlanguagelackcausativeswithoutexternalarguments-

Ⅵ)ice-bundlinglSnOttheonlyoptionevenunderPylkkanen'sownassumptlOnS･
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