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1.ImtrodⅥttiom

Inoue(1974,1976)discussessentencesinvoIvingA飴ctee(herExperiencer),aSin(1),

andstatesthedescriptivegeneralizationin(2).l,2

■TbsworkisasequeltoThkehisa(1999).Partofthisworkwaspresentedattheamalmeetingof

theUnivers止yofTbkyoEnglishLinguisticsAssociation(July,2000)andatMcGillSyntaxPrqiects'
Meeting即ovember,2000).Iwouldliketothankthefo1lowingpeoplefortheirnativeintuitions:
Marie Claude Boivin,MichelParadis(French),Tberes GrBter,SusiⅥ厄mibrand(German),Elena

l血1en2nela,Pablo Ruiz(Spanish),Am辻Shaked(ModernHebrew).Ⅰamgreatlyindebted to

JonathanBobatiik,LisaTtavisandSusi帆rmbrandfordiscussionsandinvaluablecommentsonan
earlierversionofthispaper;tOAkiraWatanal)eforoccasional,buthelpfu1discussions;tOl血kiko
KoizumiandTbrueNakatoforhelp･IamSOlelyresponsibleforanyinadequaciesormisanalysesof

thedatacontainedherein.Thsworkissupportedinpartbygrants丘omtheSocialSciencesand

Human血esResearchCouncil(Canada)#410-99-0902andtheFondspourlaFormationdeChercheurs

etl'AidealaRecherche(Qu6bec)#00｣NC-2043(PrincipalInvestigator;JonathanBobatjik),Whichare
herebygreatlyackn0wiedged.

1A飴cteeisassumedtobeatheta-rOlefornon-agentive,POSSeSSOrargumentS,Which叩pearaS

SubjectsinJapaneSeandEnglish,and辻shouldbesharplydistinguished&omExpe9encer･See
Thkehisa(1999).Moreover,an0thernecessary condition onthe A飴cteeiderpretatlOnisthat

relation,tyPical1yarelationofpossession,muStholdbetweenthes両ectandtheobject,beitdirector
indirect.Ⅵねwillnotdiscussthisinthispaper.OnethingtobenotedhereisthatsomeQOnteXtis

㌢竃慧等豊富慧芸器蒜≡諾詣訝eds･
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(1)a.Tar00-gaude-00t-ta(<or-m-ta)

Tar00-Nomarm_AccJbreak_Cause_Past

`Tar00brokehisarm'(`Lit.Tar00brokearm')

b･Hanako-gaSOde-Oyabu-i-ta(<yabuk-かta)(Context:e.g.,WhereH.woreit)

Hanako朋omsleeve-Acc心ip-Cause-Past

`Hanakorippedhersleeve'匹it.Hanakorippedsleeve')

C･Ybsiko-gaePurOn-Okog-aSi-ta(<kog-aS-t4)(Context:e.g.,WhereYworeit)

Ybsiko-Nomapron-AccVbum-Cause-Past

`Ybsikoburntherapron'O･it.Ybsikoburnt叩rOn,)

(2)TheA丘bcteeinterpretationisavaihbleincaseswherethetranSitivealternantOfa

VerbenteringintothetranSitivityalternationisinvoIved.3

Thus,A飴cteecannOtaPpearwithverbsthatdonotalternateintranSitivity;aSin(3).

(3)Throo-gaude-Onagut-ta(<nagur-ta)

1払roo-Nomam-Accpunch-Past

`Throopunchedhisarm'

(*A飴ctee)

Ascanbeseenintheglossesin(1)and(3),(2)istrueOfEnglishaswe11.4

Basedon(2),Amano(1995)proposesthefollowingconditiononve止sthatallowthe

appearanCeOfA晩ctee.

(4)Ifatransitiveverbdenotesanactivityandchangeofstate,thenitcangiveriseto

theA飴cteeinterpretation.

However;referencetothetranSitivityalternationseemstobestillnecessarylnOrderto

accou出払rexamplessucbas(5).

3Iniact,(2)doesnotfu11ycq)turethedistributionoftheA飴cteeinterpretation,andnon-akernating

Vetbssuchasnakus-'lose'andut-'hit'doallowthesubiecttohavetheA飴cteeinterpretation.No
accounthasbeenprovidedforsuchvetbssofar;tOthebestofmyknowledge,anditmayturnOutthat

theyglVerisetoaseriousproblemagalnSttheapproachesdiscussedinthetext･However,thepolnt

thatIwillmakeinthefo1lowmglSnOtunderminedbytheseexcept10nS･Onewaytotreatthemmight

betostipulatedlattheydonotnecessarilyselectAgent.If血sisthecase,WeCanaCCOuntforthem

intermsofthesyntactic叩PrOaChinth6teXt,alongwithverbsshowingthetraN出vityaltemion･

4ButJapaneSeandEnglishdi飴rastotheobicctNPsthatcaJlaPPCarintheA飴cteeinterpretadon.

See¶血血isa(1999).
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(5)a･Throo-gatitioya-Okorosita(<koros-ta)

Taroo-Nomfather-Acckill_Past

`Tarookilledhis包ther,

(*A飴ctee)

TheverbkoTDS-'kill'doesnotalternateintranSitivity.(5)showsthat,thoughitdenotesan

activityandchangeOfstate,itdoesnotallowtheABbcteeinterpretationofthesubject.
GiventheobservationthatvefbsehteringintothetransitivityalternationtypICallyhave

thechange-Ofこstatesemantics(cfLevinandRappaportHovav1995),(4)canbeviewedas

a(partial)restatementof(2)insemanticterms.Notethatthisrestatementalsoru1esout

tranSitivevetbsthatdenoteonlyanaCtivity,aSin(3).

Inrelationtohisanalysisofthetransitivityalternation,Kageyama(1996)alsosuggests

ananalysisinthesameSPirit,aSin(6).

(6)a･Tar00-gaude-00t-ta(<or-かta)(=(1a))

b･[xEXPERJENCE[[x'sy]BECOMEBROKEN]]

C･【[Ⅹ'sy】BECOMEβ尺(適正Ⅳ】】

匪ageyama1996:287,withminorchangeS)

Inanutshell,Kageyamaclaimsthataverbthathastheinchoativetemplatein(6c)canhave

thetemplatein(6b)･Thus,(5)canberu1edoutinhisanalysis,Sinceko7VS-'kill,doeshot

haveanintransitivealternant.Notethathaving(6b)aspartofthelexicalru1eamountsto

refemingtothetranSitivityalternation.

Itisnotclearthattheycanbetakentobere鮎ementsofthegeneralizationin(2),butit

isclearthattheseanalysesarecommittedtothethesisthatthedatain(1)and(3)are

explainedinsemantictermS･TheaimofthispaperistoargueagalnStthelineofinqulry

PurSuedbyAmanoandKageyama･Instead,Ⅰwillargueforasyntactic叩PrOaChto(2).
Speci丘ca11y,despitethefactthat(4)or(6)apparentlyholdsinJapaneSeandEnglish,Iwi11

Showthatreferencetosuchasemanticnotionisnotonlyunnecessarybutalsountenablein

thatitleadstoincorrectpredictionsasweinvestigateavarietyoflanguages･Ⅰwi11argue

thataCase-theoreticapproachbestcapturesthedistributionofALfbcteeandalsoderivesthe

generalizationin(2).

Thispaperisorganizedasfo1lows‥inthenextsection,Wewi11identifydiffbrences

betweenthelexicalsemanticapproachandthesyntactic叩PrOaChingeneralandthe

Predictionstheymake･Insection3,WeWillshowthattheformerisempiricallyuntenable

bypresentlngdata&omRomanceandotherlanguages,WhereA飴cteecanappearaSa

SO-Cal1ednon-1exicaldative･Section4isasummary･
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2･Syntaxvs･Se血antics:CaseCompetitiQnOrChangeofState?

Itisfairlycommoninthe丘eldoflexicalsemanticstoinvokenotionssuchaschangeof

statetoglVeanaCCOuntOfacertainsetofdata･AsbrienypresentedinthelastsectlOn,the

existlngPreViousanalysesoftheA飴cteeinterpretationputthismethodintopractice,

cruCiallymakingrecoursetothechange-Oflstatesemanticsinherentintheverbsthatallow

A飴cteetoappear･Moreover;an0therseemlnglybenignpointisthat,incoqunctionwith

theothernecessaryconditionontherelationofpossessionbetweenthesuqectandthe

oqect,the change-Oflstate semantics can seem to explainthe Af托cteeinterpretation･

Speci丘ca11y,SuPpOSethatwehaveade丘nitionofaffbctednessandasetofvefbsthatsatisfy

thedefinition.Forthesakeofdiscussion,letusassumethatchangeofstatesomehow

contributestothenotionofaffbctedness.Giventhis,itisconceptuallynaturaltosaythat,

ifpartofXis"a蝕cted,"thenXis"a蝕cted."5 Thus,ifthesuqectargumentisin

possessionoftheobjectaTgumentinsentencesinvoIvingsuchave巾,itispossibleforthe

suqectto receivethe A飴cteeinterpretation.However,the claimwouldbevacuous

unlesswehavethede丘nitionofa飴ctedness,anditisnotatal1clearwhatkindoftheta-rOle

theA飴ctee qrgumentreceives.Thus,thoughwemightreachaconceptuallynatural

explanationfortheA飴cteeinterpretation,itisunclearinAmano's(1995)analysishowthe

subjectreceivessuchaninterpretation.Givenourkn0wiedgeofsyntax,theargumentwith
theA飴cteeinterpretationseemstoreceiveatheta-rOlediffbrentfromAgent･6 Kageyama

(1996)is explicit onthis point.He assumesthatthereis afunctionresponsiblefor

asslgnlngSuChaninterpretationinthelexicalrepresentationofaverb,therebyensurlngthe

A飴cteeinterpretation･Y由,thereareatleasttworemalnlngqueStions･Oneiswhysuch

afunctionisrestrictedtoappearOnlyinthecontextdescribedabove,namelythetranSitive

alternantOfanalternatlngVerb･Obviously,StatlngSuChalexicalru1ethatreferstoboth

thetemplatesasin(6b)and(6c)isnotclosetoanexplanationbyanymeans･7Theother

5Tbbeprecise,thisisdi飴rentfromAman0'soriginalproposal･Shearguesthatthesubjectis
interpretedasapossessorinthesensethatitdoesnotinstlgate,butratherhasaneXPerienceofthe

eve血inwhichitisinvoIved.Sincesheevehtuallyhastorefbrtotherelationofpossessionbetween

thesubjectandtheobject,Idiscussamorenaturalaltemativeinstead･Notethatanindependent

conditiononpossessiondoesnotexplainthetheta-rOlethesuqectreceives,andalsothat,Sinceshe
wotkswithinthetraditionalJapaneSegraJrmar,thefo1lowlngdiscussiononthetheta-rOleinthetextis

myproblem,nOthers.
6AgentandA飴cteearesyntacticallydi飽rent:theformerCanberealizedasa4y-Phraseinpassives,

whilethelattercannOt.Observethefollowmg:

(i)監器ご慧霊諾㌫器慧¢_paSS_Past
(OE毎餌止;*A飽dee)

`Jolm'sarmWaSbrokenbyhim'

7(6b)isempirical1yflawedaswell:theobjectNPdoesnotnecessarilycontainthepossessorargument

coreferentialwiththesubject.Ths,JbhncanbeinterpretedasA飴cteeinsentenceslikeLhhnbnke
Billきarm,ifJolmhasBill'sarmtranSPlantedintohim(AlanBalep.c.).ThesameholdsinJapaneSe･
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questioniswhetherthefunctionresponsibleforA飴cteeisencodedaspartofthelexical

representationofaverborisaheaddistinct&omaverb･Iwi11arguethatitisahead

PreSentinsyntaxbelow.

Conceivably,anOthermodeofexplanationisalsopossible･Speci丘cally,glVenthat

theverbsthatcanglVerisetotheA蝕cteeinterpretationarethosethatenterintothe

tranSitivityalternation,ltispossibletoaccountforthedistributionofA蝕cteeintermsof

Casetheory･Assume,aSinthestandardvievuhattranSitiveverbsthatalternateandthose

thatdonotaredi飴rentwithrespecttotheirargumentstruCtureSpeCi丘cations:theformer

donotnecessarilyselectAgent,aStheintranSitivealternantsshow,Whereastheselectionof

Agentisobligatoryinthelatter･8Assumefurtherthateven-aCauSativemorphemedoesnot

selectAgent伊ylkkanen1999),andAgentisassignedbyanindependenthead(Chomsky

1995,Eratzer1996).Thisassumptionissupportedbythefo1lowingexamPles･

(7)a.*Tar00-gaHanako-niyotteude-00t-ta(<or-かta) AdversityCausative

Taroo-NomHanako-byarm-AccJbreak-Cause-Past

`Tar00brokehisarmbyHanako'

b.Tar00-gaHanako-nlyOtteude-00r-かare-ta

Taroo-NomHanako-byarm-AccJbreak-Cause-Pass-Past

`TaroohadhisarmbrokenbyHanako'

(8)a.Context:Tar00'sfatherdiedofnaturalcauses
#Taroo-gatlt10ya-OSin-aSe-ta

TarooJNomfather-Accdie-Cause-Past

`Throowasa飴ctedbyhisfather'sdying'

b.Context:Tar00,sfatherdiedofnaturalcauses

Taroo-gatitioya-misin-are-ta

TarooJNomfather-Datdie-Pass-Past

`Taroowasa飴ctedbyhisfather'sdying'

Passive

AdversityCausative

AdversityPassive

げyl址如en1999)

(7)and(8)invoIveadversitycausativesandpassives.Itisreasonabletoassumethatthe

Subiectsofadverslty CauSatives bearA飴cteeinthatthe subjectargumentisin
some

relationtothe objectargument andthattheverbsinthis construCtionarerestrictedto

unaccusativeverbswithcausativemorphemes(Harley1995).In(7),theAgentargument

CannOtberealizedasaby-PhraseinadversltyCauSatives,aSinpassives.IfAgentwas

$Iekcludestativepredicates録omthediscussion･Seealsofootnote3･Moreover,itisobviousthat

血isasstmptlOnPertainstotheissueofwhatexplainsthetranSitivityakemationandmoregenerally

theargumentstruCtureSPeCificationsofvetbs,anditisessentialtosyntactictheory7tOSettlethisissue･

However;Sincewhatfo1lowsisindependentofthisissue,IsimplyassumetheargumentstruCtureOf

thetypeproposedbyWlliams(1981)forthesakeofdiscussion.
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PreSentaSanimplicitargument,WeWOuldexpect(7a)tobegrammaticalonaparwith(7b).

Thus,thecontrastin(7)showsthatAgentisnotpresentincaseswhereA飴cteeappearS.

Moreover;Pylkkanen(1999)arguesthat CAUSEis presentin adversity causatives by

Showingthecontrastin(8)asevidence.Speci鮎ally;(8a),butnot(8b),isinfe1icitousin

contextswherethereisnoexternalcause･9Giventhatacausativemorphemedoesnotselect

Agent,Sheassumes,fo1lowingEratzer(1996),thatAgentisselectedbyanindependent

head,V,andtheru1eofEventIdenti鮎ationin(10d)belowcoI再oipsAgentandtheevent

describedbythecomplementofv.SeePylkkanen(1999)andKratzer(1996)forfurther
det由1s.

Giventheseassumptions,WeCanStraightforwardlyexplainthedistributionofALrbctee

intermSOfCase･Speci丘cally;tranSitiveverbsobligatori1yselectingAgentcannOtSelect

A飴cteeforoneofthefo1lowlngtWOreaSOnS･Supposethataverbisrequiredtotake

AgentandThemeasitsarguments.Iftheven)takesA飴cteeinsteadofAgent,thenthe

SentenCereSultsinuqgrammaticalityduetotheabsenceofAgent,Whichisobligatoryinthis

CaSe.Alternatively,iftheverbtakesbothAgentandAffbcteeinadditiontoTheme,then

OneOfthemcannotbelicensedbyCase,therd)yyieldingthesentencetobeungrammatical.

Eitherway,A飴cteecannOtaPPearwiththesevetbs,andAgentandThememustbeselected.

Ontheotherhand,incaseswherealternatingtransitivevetbsareinvoIved,eitherAgentor

A飴cteecanaPPear;glVentheassumptlOnthatacausativemorphemedoesnotselectAgent,

butbothAgentandA飴cteecannotappearinthesameclauseduetotheCasereason,aSis

the case with vefbs obligatorily selectlng Agent.Therefore,Case theory o飴rs us a

Straightforwardexplanationofthedescriptivegeneralizationin(2).
ItshouldbemadeclearthataCase-theoreticsolutionisthenullhypothesis･Wbsaw

)uStabovethatCasetheorycaneXPlainthedistributionofA飴cteeinJapaneseandEnglish･

RecallthatwehaveananCillaryassumptionontheselectionalpropertyofacausative

morpheme:aCauSativemorphemedoesnotselectAgent･Thisassumpt10nisanadditional

COSt･However;theassumptionofthiskindisnecessaryinthelexicalsemanticapproach

aswell,and,aSillustratedin(9),aSimilaraSSumPtionismadeinKageyama'sanalysis,

thoughit seemsthatthecausativemorphemeis acaseofhomophony,denotlngeither

CAUSEorEXPERRNCE(HAPPENinMarantZ1985andHar1ey1995).Compare(9a)

狐d(10a).

9However,itisnotcleartomeatpresentwhethertheinfblicityof(8a)can0nlybeattributedtothe

presenceofCAUSE,thoughIadopttheclaimfbrpurposesofthepaper.kshouldbenotedthatthe
argumenttobepresentedbelowdoesnothingeuponthisclaim,andthat血iscruCialinthispaperis
the魚ctthatAgenti$mOtPreSeZrtintheco血Ctionunderconsiderationandthe.assumptlOnthata

CaAISativemorphemeplaysaneSSentialroleincheckingaccusativeCase,nOmatterWhatitmaytum

OuttOdenote.
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(9)LexicalSemanticApproach:Kageyama(1996)

a.一砂∬g一:
i.【xCAUSE[...]】;X=Agent

ii.[xEX門別uENCE[...]];k=A飴ctee(hisExperi占ncer)

(10)SyntacticApi)rOaCh

a･一砂蛮e-:はこs,P.貼.【(∃e')鱒e')&CAUSE(e,e-)]

b.γ(oice):貼.k.【Age血(e,Ⅹ)】

C･APPL(ICÅrIVE):Le.k.【A飴ctee(e,X)]げylkkanen1999,withminorchangeS)
d･EventIdenti鮎ation:<e,<s,t>> <s,t> → <e,<s,t>>(Eratzer1996)

NotethatALfbcteeisnotanargumentofavetbanditistreatedinthesamewayasAgentin

thesyntacticapproach,WhileitisanargumentOf一砂ase一匹XPERⅡ訓CE)inthelexical

Semanticapproach･ThoughthereareCruCialdifrbrences,itturnedoutthattheanCillary

assumptlOninthe Case-theoretic叩PrOaChis a necessary costinthelexicalsemantic

approach･Ontheotherhand,aSWeSaWabove,KageyamaandAmanomakerecourseto

the change-Of･State Semantics.Reference to
change ofstateis a realcost,Since the

Case-theoreticsolutiondoesnotneedtoinvokesuchasemanticnotionatal1.Therefore,

Otherthingsbeingequal,theCase-theoreticanalysisispreferredoverthelexicalsemantic

approachbecausetheformerismoreeconomicalandmoreexplanatorylnthesensethatit

doesnotmakeasmanyassumptions･aSthelatter.

Thissaid,Wehaveasituationinwhichtwocompetlnganalysesbasedontwodi飴rent

approachesare(almost)equivalentintheirempiricalcoverage,aS far asEnglish and

JapaneseareCOnCerned,andconsiderationsofsimplicity/economytellusthatoneapproach

isprefbrredovertheother･Howeveち1tistruethatthefactthatoneanalysisispreferred

OVertheotherbecauseitisthenu11hypothesisdoesnotmeanthatthelatterisuntenable.

Therefore,Iwouldliketoshowthatthelexicalsemanticapproachisempirica11yincorrect

andcannOtbemaintainedinordertoexplainthedistributionofA飴ctee.

Whatwedointherestofthepaperistotestpredictionsthateachofthetwoanalyses

makes･Insodoing,Wewi11broadenthescopeofthediscussionsomewhat,intoincluding

anOthertypeofdichotomy,WhichhasbeenimplicitintheprecedingdiscusslOn,i.e.,a

CauSation-basedapproachvs･aCase-theoretic叩PrOaCh(underwhichatransitivity-based

approachissubsumed)･AcruCialdiffbrencebetweenthesetwoapproachesisthatthe

PreSenCeOfCAUSEorEXPERJENCE(oちWhateverensurestheA蝕cteeinterpretation)is

CruCialinderivingthedistributionofAgentorthatofA飴ctee,reSPeCtively,1nanalyses

basedoncausation,WhereastheavailabilityofCase,beitstruCturalorinherent,iscruCialin

determlnlngtheappearanCeOfA飴cteeinanalysesbasedohCase,incorgunctionwiththe

argumentstructurespeci丘cationofaverb･Introducingthisdichotomy,Webasicallyhave

twomoreloglCalpossibilities:alexicalsemantlC,Case-basedapproachandasyntactic,
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causation-basedapproach.However,IdornotkndwofanyStudiesthatar拍amedinterms

oflexicalsemanticsandarebasedonCase,anditisimpossibleinprlnCiple､toproposesuch

ananalysis,glVenthatCaseisasymtaCticproperty･､Ontheotherhand,-sinceitispossible

toassumecAUSEandEXPERⅢNcEassyntacticheadsandproposalsalongthislinehave

beenmadeinthepreviousliteraturebyMarantz(1985)andHar1ey(1995),Ⅰwillconsider

this approachin thefollowlng discussion･Notethatthis approachalso derives the

descriptive
generalizationin(2),Sinceit

assumes that a
c甲Sative morphemeis

homophonousbetweenCAUSEand~HAPPEN･10 AcruCialdi飴rencebetweenthelexical

semanticapproachandthesyntacticapproachismerelythelocusofcomposition,andthus,

somethinglike(9)isassumedinthesyntacticapproachaswe11･(11)summarizesthe
discussionsofar.

(11)a.lexicalsemantic,CauSation-based:Aman0(1995),Kageyama(1996)

b.lexicalsemantic,Case-based:None(impossible)

C.SyntaCtic,CauSation-based:Marantz(1985),Har1ey(1995)
d,SyntaCtic,Case-based:thepresentanalysis

NoⅦ;1etusseepredictionsthatthethreeanalysesmake･First,ifoneassumesa

causativemorphemetodenoteCAUSE¢hatselectsAgent)orEXPERmCE丑IAPPEN,

i.e.,homophonyofacausativemorpheme,aSin(9),itispredictedthatAgentandA飴ctee

neverco-OCCur.Ontheotherhand,ifacausativemorphemeisaphonologicalrealization

ofCAUSEanditdoesnotselectAgent,aSin(10),A蝕cteecanappearinacausative

context,aSWeSaWinsection2,andmoreover,theco-OCCurrenCeOfAgentandA蝕cteeis

alsopossible,ifbothofthemarelicensedbyCase.

Closelyrelatedtotheaforementioneddi銑rence,aSeCOnddi飴renceisexpectedto

emergeinthe distributionofA飴cteeinrelationtothatofAgent･Duetothe other

necessary condition on the relation between the subjectand the object,the
Affbctee

interpretationisnotalwaysavailable,unliketheAgentinterpretation･Iftheco-OCCurrenCe

ofAgentandAffbcteei占impossible,aS(11a)and(11c)predict,thedistributionofA飴ctee
is expected to be a subset ofthe distribution ofAgent･On the other hand,ifthe

distributionofA飴cteeisdeterminedintermsofCase((11d)),WeeXPeCtthatA飴cteecan

appearinanenvironmentwhereAgerrtcannotappearbut･Caseisavailable･

Thirdly,aSa･Simplecorollaryof(11d),itispredictedthatAffbcteecannOtaPPearif

Caseisnotavailable.(11a)and(11c)donotpredictahythinginthisrespect･

Afourth andlast ditrbrenceis whether verbs that contribute to the distribution of

A飴cteecanbecharaCteri2:edintermsofthechange-OflstatesemanticsLornot((11a)vs･

10Thsstatementholdsonlyforso-Cal1edlexicalcausatives･
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(11d))･ThisisinfactacruCialdifrbrenc叫etweenthelexicalsemantic叩prOaChandthe

.syntacticapproach.Theanalysesin(11c)donotmakeaneXPlicitclaiminthisrespect
unlesstheyassumethatthetranSitivityalternation(or;thecausativealternation)andthe

Change-Oflstatesemanticsaretightlyrelatedintheiranalyses･

Withthesepredictionsinmind,letustumtoRomanceandotherlanguagesinthenext

SeCtion.

3.BeyondJapaneseandEnglish:PossessorDativesinRomanceandOtberLanguages

Wt have seenthatthe distribution ofAifbcteeis restrictedto sentencesthatinvoIve

tranSitiveverbsentenngintothetranSitivityalternationinJapaneseandEnglish,andthatwe

haveatleastthreepossibilitiestoexplainthisrestriction.Inthissection,Wewi11seethata

SyntaCtic,Case-basedappr?aChcorrectlycapturesthedistributionofA飴ctee･Evidencein

favorofthisapproachcomes倉ompossessordativesinRomanceandotherlanguages･

PossessordativesareA飴cteeinthesensethattheyarerequiredtobeassociatedwithan

argumentinternaltoVPintermsofthenptionofpossession,aSinJapaneseandE喝1ish,

andtheycanco-OCCurwithAgent,aSWewi11seeinthenextsubsection･11Anindependent

di飴rencebetweenJapaneseandEnglishontheonehand,andFrench,German,Modem

Hd)reWandSpanishontheother;iswhetherdativeCaseisavailable倉eelyornot･More

SPeCi丘cally,dativeCaseisso倉eelyavailableinthelattergroupoflanguagesthatitcanbe

asslgned eveninnonq3-Placepredicatesgenerally;lnadditionto3-Placepredicatesand

2-Placepredicatesthatlexicallyassign/checkdative.Ontheotherhand,SuChan"extra"

CasefbatureisnotavailabletoJapaneseandEnglish,tOtheexclusionofasetof2-Place

PredicatesinEnglish(i.e.,doubleo句ectconstruCtions).
Assumlng this di飴rence to be cruCialin the cases at hand,We CaneXPlain the

distributionofA飴cteeinaprlnCipledway;aSSuggeStedinsection2･Inthe払1lowlng

Subsections,Wewi1lseethreesetsofdata倉omFrench,German,HebrewandSpanishin

termSOfthepredictionsdiscussedinthelast sectionandshowthatthecausation-based

approach,beitsyntacticorlexicalsemantic,areemPirica11ydisquali鎖edfromapossible

modeofexplanationforthedistributionofA飴ctee.

jtJ乃gCゎーOCC〝〝℃〝Cβげd騨〃J戚勝仁ねg

Theco-OCCurrenCeOfAgentandA飴cteeispossible,aSClear1yshownbythefo1lowlng

exampleswithvefbsselectingAgent.Thus,(11a)and(11c)makethewrongprediction.

11seeBranChade11(1992)foranoverviewoflexicalandnon-1exicaldatives(includingpossessor

血iⅦS)hRomce.
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NotealsothatacausativevetbisnotnecessarilyinvoIved.12

(12)a.?J'aicassilebrasaJe

I-havebrokenthearmDatJean

`IbrokeJean,sm,

b.Sonbib61uiapleur6*(danSlesbras)toutelanuit

hisbaby3sg･Dathascriedinthearmsallthenlght

L址sbabycriedinhisamsallnight'

(13)'a.Le$revisilosinformeSalosestudianteS

3pl.DatI-revisedthereportsDatthestudents

`Irevisedthestudents'reports'

b.Juanlenad6enlaplSCinaaRicardo

Juan3sg.DatswaminthepooIDatRicardo

`JuanSWaninRicardo'spool'

(14)a･IchhabedemPetergesternseinBildmi

匹rench】

(M.-C.Boivin,M.Paradisp.c.)

【Sp弧i血】

(Kempchinsky1992)

伊RuiちE.Ⅶenzuelap.c.)

[Geman】
I-Nomhavethe-DatPeteryesterdayhis-AccpICture-Accruined

`IruinedPeter'spictureyesterday' (Krause1999)

b･HanShatdemPetergesternimHausgeraucht･

HanShasthe-DatPeteryesterdayin･thehousesmoked.

`HanssmokedinPeter-shouseyesterday' (T.G祀teちS.帆血brandp.c.)

(15)a･ha-yeladimzarkule-Gil'etha-kadurle-tOXha一gina [ModernHebrew]

the-boysthrewDat-althebal1intothegarden

`TheboysthrewGil'sbal1intothegarden'

`Theboysthrewthebal1intoGil'sgarden'

`TheboysthrewGぴsbal1intohis(αl's)garden'(A.Shakedp.c.)

b.Gilya蓋avle-Rinaba-mitbax

GilsatDat-Rinain_the.kitchen

`GilsatinRina,skitchen, q.andau1999)

j･2乃eβねか伽〟研げ勝c如由仰Jα助∂∬fげ血βね如ぬガ∽卯辟〝J

Possessordativescan叩PearincaseswhereAgentcannOtbeselected.(7a)and(7c)

donotcapturethedistributionofA飴cteepropedy;Sincetheypredictthatthedistribution

OfA飴cteeisasubsetofthatofAgent.Exampleswithnon-alternatingunaccusativeverbs

arePrOvidedbelow.

12Ths,theCause〟A飴cteeambiguity(Thkehisa1999)shouldberemmedtheAgc血/A飴ctee

anlbigurty;SincetheformerimpliesthatA飽cteeappeamonlyinthecausativecontext,Whichisnot

也ecase.
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(16)a.SaferrmeluiestmortedanSlesbras

Hiswi食3sg.DatisdiedinthearmS

`Hiswifediedinhisarms,

b.DesplerreSluitombaientsurlatete

Stones3sg.Datfe1loverthehead

`Stonesfe1lonhishead,

(17)a.El山元oselemuridaLola

ThechildSE3sg.DatdiedDatLola

`ThechilddiedonLola/Lola,schilddied,

b.Noslloviるenlacasa

lpl.Datrainedinthehouse

`Itrainedinourhouse,

(18)a.MirbeschlagtdieBri11e

lsg･PrOn-Datmistsuptheglasses

`Myglassesaremistedup'

b.EsregneteunsgesterninsHaus

Itrainedlpl.pron-Datyesterdayinthehouse

`Itrainedinourhousc,

(19)a.ha-kelevne'elam1e-Rina

the,dogdisappearedDat-Rina

tRina'sdogdisappeared'

b.ha-mitriyanaflale-Nina

the-umbrellafe11Dat-Nina

`Nina,sumbre11afe11down,

j.j4酔cおeα∽〝0′Occ〝rげ伽gね乃OJdⅦ肋独

『rencb】

(M.-C.Boivin,M.Paradisp.c.)

【Spa血叫

伊Ruiz,E.1血1enzuelap.c.)

【Ge皿皿】

(T.GrBter;,S.Wurmbrandp.c.)

[ModernHebrew]

匹弧dau1999)

(Arad1998)

ThefactthatA飴cteecannOtOCCurifCaseisnotavailablehasbeenshownbythedata

倉omJapaneseandEnglishinsection2.Thispointisreinforcedinlangu?geSthatallow

Agentand A飴ctee to co-OCCuちglVen thatthereis a certain restriction on Case.

Speci丘cal1y;SuPpOSethattwodativephrasescannOt叩PearinalanguagewhereA飴ctee

appearswith dative Case,itis expectedthatverbs thatlexical1y select dative-marked

arguments(e.g.,`talk'or`give')donotallowA飴cteetoappear.Thefo1lowingexamples

Showthatthisisindeedthecase.

(20)a･*Onadonnibeaucoupd'argentasanacompagmieaJean[French]

TheyhaveglVenmuChoflmoneyDathis^hecompanyDatJean

`TheygavemuchmoneytoJean'scompany'
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b.*Jeanlapad6asa/1afemmeaY)es

JeanhastalkedDathishhewifeDatY寸es

`JeantalkedtoYレes,swife, .(M.-C.Boivih,M.Paradisp･C･)

(21)a.*Marialediounproyectograndealao丘cinaaJuan'[Spanish]

Maria3sg.DatgaveabigcaseDattheo瓜ceDatJuan

`M如iagaveabigcasetoJuan'so缶ce'

b.*HabloalamtgeraRicardo

I_talkDatthewifeDatRicardo

`ItalktoRicardo,swife, 伊Ruiz,E.1血1enzu81ap.c.)

(22)a.*SiehabendemPetergesternSeinerFirmadenFallgeg曲en [German]

Theyhavethe-DatRyesterdayhis-Datcompany-Datthe-Acccase-AccglVen

`TheygavePeter'scompanythecase'

b.*IchhabederKaringesternihremKindgeholfen

Ihavethe-DKarinyesterdayher-Datchild-Dathelped

`IhelpedKarin'schild' (T.G畑terp･C･)

(23)a.?*Qlhid)icle-Rinala-yeled [ModemHebrew]

Gilbeat-uPDat-RinaDat-the-Child

`α1beatupRina'schild'

b.?*Gilnatanle-Rinala-misradkonamitsfarimgdola

αlgaveDat-RinaDat-the-0瓜cecasebooksbig

`GilgaveRina'so瓜ceabigbookcase' 匹andau1999)

まイ肋鹿沼d〃血フC玩mねrねαガ0〃ねPo∬i∂ゐ

TheexamplespresentedsofarhaveshownthatA飴cteecanaPPearWithalltheve沌

classes,Which resist recelVlng a COherent semantic charaCterization･ju best,the

eventive/stativedistinctionmightbemade,butitwouldnotbeparticular1yinterestlngln

accountlngforthedistributionofA蝕cteeinJapaneSeandEnglish･Therefore,itcanbe

concluded that no semantic charaCterizationis possiblefor vetbsin sentences where

A飴cteecanaPPearandthatthedistributionofA飴cteeisdeterminedsolelyintermSOfthe

availabilityofCaseinalanguage.

MoreoveちithasbeenobservedinthepreviousliteraturethattheGermaniclanguages

canformtelicpredicatessuchasresultativestoavarylngdegreebymeansofcombining

atelicverbsandtelicphrases,WhereastheRomancelanguagesgenerallycannot･JapaneSe

andHebrewbehavelikethelatterinthisrespect(Eageyama1996,Rapoport19S6,Levin

andRappaportHovav1995).Thoughitremainstobeexplainedwhyandhowtheydi蝕r
thewaytheyare,itisnodoubtthatthenotionoftelicity;Whichsubsumeschangeofstate,lS

slgni丘cantlyrelevantinaccountingfofthisaspectofvariation･Tbtheextentthatthis
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Observationis correct,WeWOuldendup-WithapuzZling､Picture.Speci丘cally,WeGan

Classifythelanguagesintotwogroupsintermsofthedistributionof_A甜試teC:Japaneseand
English,Ontheonehand,andFrench,German{H由rewandSpamih,Onthe,Other･The

POSSibilityofthecompositionoftelicpredicatestellsusadi蝕rentclassi丘cation:English

and German,On◆the one hand,and'the rest,Onthe other.It seems･impossiblethat
a

COherentlexicaトsemantictheorylSaChievedthatmakesitpossibletoac90untforboththe

distributionofA飴ctee･andthecompositionoftelicpredicatesintermsoftelicityorchange

Ofstatewithouthavinglnternalconflictsinthetheory.1

Furthermore,.Since weknow A飴ctee does not only appearWith so-Calledlexical

CauSativesbutalsowithotherpredicateswhenitcanreceiveCase,1tiswrongtosuppose

thattheheadresponsibleforA飴cteeisencodedinthelexicalrepresentationofa･Verb,aS

Kageyamadoes.WbcannOtaSSumeanindependentlexicalru1ethataugmentsavefb's

lexicalrepresentation by adding EXPERJENCE or HAPPEN eitheちbecause suchan

account cannOt PrOvide a uni鮎d accountfor the two groups oflanguages under

COnSideration.ThisleadsustotheconclusionthatA飴cteeisnotanargumentofaverb

andhencethatitisassignedbyanindependentsyntacticheadasin(10c),mOStprObablya

headakintotheoneassumedforAgentasin(10b)(Kratzer1996,Marantz2001,Pylkkanen

1999).

4.S叫叩maけ

InthispaperiWehaveconsideredtwocompetingapproachestothedistributionof

A飴cteeinJapanese and Engli$h.Althoughit seemedinitially plausible to seekan

explanationintermsofthelexicalsemanticapproachinthefaceofthedata倉omJapanese

andEnglish,ithasbeenshownthatthelexicalsemanticapproachmakeswrongpredictions

andtheCase-theoreticapproach血resmuchbetterwhenwelookatotherlanguagessuchas

French,German,HebrewandSpanish.

Asafurtherissue,thesyntacticapproachin(10)predictsthatA飴cteecanappear

Whenever CAUSEis present･However;SO-Called syntactic causatives never allow

A飴cteetoappearinsteadofAgent･Tbprovideacompleteaccountforthedistributionof

A飴ctee,itremainstobeexplainedwhyandhowsyntacticcausativesdi飴r丘omlexical

CauSativesinthisrespect.
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