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1. [FC®IZ

Inoue (2004) IZRBWT, BHRFRIIZHEBEOZGERENRH Y, TNE
NHERRICRIT 2% S Fr—L (PROw) LREEA=Z Y b u—)L

(PROaw) [CHYTDHDLDRELITRoT, Tl 21X, (1la) D3I,
(Ib) D £ 5 2B & L TFRKoRshd .

(1) a. Mary sighed.

b. Event
P e
CAUSE Thing Event
/NTT——
GO Thing Path
[MARYl. SIGH m

FROM Thing TO Thing

a [0

(IIZBNWT, aBZEBHaL ha— I, ¢ IMEEH L he—LT,
ENENRHIET LD TH D, 2B, ZOBEEKHEEICIWT, CAUSE,
GO. FROM, TOFR#TH %, #L T, 7ok 21E. CAUSEB#IT—=-
OHEEWRY, TORHPOEILS v aNITA > TWDEIHE (variable)

[MARY] TH» Y. b9 —20HIIGOBE#K 267 5Event TH D, F iz,
GOBI¥t DR W DIE T dH 5 SIGHIZEH (constant) TH 5. «id [MARY]
VWO ETRAZ S DDICK L, ¢ IIFFFED S DEIET.
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AT, EHEHWa Y b — R T5Z0aiBL T, T X9
AR S TT< Z 8ITT 5
(2) 1. avyhn—=5—LR2BERERITZLOLD REEDL DP?
i, av b=V EINZBEHRFTENDLIR DT, av bhuo—
T—LEDXORBARICH DL DT
iii., —20arvre—5=08arha—L§TIEERT—DDHD,
BHDWIEROBERPHFEINDI DD
v, MFERTICEITDPROMmIL. BWRERICEBIT D a ST 50
b7
AREOBRITKDO LB TH D, £7, F2HTIX, I TOREKRERRN
EOLHBAHRICOWTHR NS, HIH T, ChHHoarbe—F—
OREEERY EiF 5, H4ETIE (2i, i) oar be— & EER
MbsMExrmatd s, H5HTIE. 2iv) OfEEOFZEBEHPROL o &
ORREERTD, IHIT, arybe—LoO#ERTLEY EFbN5,
to-REF % & 2 Biiilforce & promise DFRE % | GIHiE TOERFRICKIT D
arvhe—VORYFNEEEITERNRLEET D,

2. BRRTO=-HOERIZEEA & ATIR
AR TEASNTWDS, FEEMOHEE L FEEHEIE 25 O 2 BRI
AL, ATFO XS IR sid ¢
(3) LCS (Lexical Conceptual Structure)
| «linking rules
Argument Structures
|l <mapping rules
Syntactic Structures
EEMSHEE (LCS) 25 MEMEICEEMICEHR I D 1 HFEE
(argument structure) Z#EL TR INDDFFRORMOH DL AT
5., LrL7eRs, EFiIMarantz (1984). Pinker (1989). Levin &
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Rappaport Hovav (1995) 72 & OFEFALSHEE BRI OEFOEICD -
LY, BEONGE LD, fEo T, HEEICI=Z2>OEPEET 2 LIKE
95 1 (i)JE (external argument) ; (ii )E#ZHINIE (direct internal
argument) ; (iii) EI#EAUNIE (indirect internal argument). 7z, T4l
DD =D DOHEITMFERE TIX. TR ENRDOALEICEHR I D & DRIHRIT
SEo (1) AMEITAENR O T35 K& OIERERS B BiF o EFEIC 5 (i) BRI
HIIhBEIF O BRYiE, KO TIER#IEE (Unaccusative Hypothesis) | 1T
1o T, FExIHE B EE O FHFEOALEIC,

ARRPRET 2B FAOFEEE MG 2RO TLOOET VL, BESHE
EERICCroft (1991) @ MERD#E | OMSEZEAL TWD., HITZD
M&EZRDOELSICEFEL TWD : “aseries of causally related events
such that the endpoint or affected entity or the causally preceding
atomic event is the initiator of the next atomic causal event” (p.169),
7= & 213, ‘I broke the boulder with Greg for Mary by hitting it sharply
with a hammer’ WO LFLLTFO L O IZERINTNS

(4) Greg 1 hammer  boulder Mary

(+)
Vol Hit Break Aff
OBL SBJ OBL OBJ OBL

UTRARTDET NV EEEREELZ S > T 5 4A1%, #EPOER - F
Bt - BHEDOAETH D, 77005, BifEF L v 5 FEEENL. “the initiator
of an act of volitional causation” & E# S 41, #E#F 1T “the endpoint
of an act of physical causation” & EZEIINL TS, —J7. BE - FE -
BREE & o Te BIRACENL, TRER D gH ) o h THXHIMEZ D5 b D L
EEINTND, FEPLUTIORTETAVTRALTNLDL, Z0 X5
A FTHD,

P> T, RETATIRHING OHMBIALE Z LN D &L 5 ICCAUSERI$K
HEENDHIETERTD
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(5) Event
CAUSE Thing Event
CAUSE { Thing } Event
X Event /N
GO Thing {Path }
Place
y

Z

BG)ZRWTIL, xIFEMERICHET2HTH Y, vITER - FE - FRRBIC
MG 2HETH Y, z i ZFEICHETLHTH D, Croft (1991) DET IV
TR D LFBRIC, &R OESH | (TEBTEANTITERICIEL 5 5 &2 6
N30T, FFEAOKMEICE > THEARETVIZEBW TS — 2L EDF R
CAUSEE¥ZET S Z LIFEHRORN L TH 5,

ZLTEHIT, (BIZRIT Dy OALEDOHF TOEE. - FE - FREB DO FHXTHY
MEILTOLS THL LEET S -

(6) Event

D N

CAUSE Thing Event

D N

CAUSE State Event

P

CAUSE { Thing } Event

P

CAUSE  Thing Event

SN

GO Thing {Path}
Place

yi Event

(MANNER)

y2

(MEANS) y8
(INSTRUMENT)

Z
728, LCSH L IEMHE~OFRE U HANCE L T, 272 < e b ITFD
(M= ()D=2>0KAIPEDL>TVWD EEZ D,
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(7) Outermost Cause Linking Rule
The first variable argument of the outermost CAUSE-function is
linked to the external argument of the verb.
(8) Directed Change Linking Rule
The first variable argument in a GO-function structure is linked
to the direct internal argument of the verb.
(9) Path/Place Expression Linking Rule
The variable argument of a Path/Place-function is linked to the
indirect internal argument of the verb.
£le, ThODOHROBEMIEFEIUTOLS THD :
(10) Outermost Cause Linking Rule > Directed Change Linking
Rule > Path/Place Expression Linking Rule
2%, (4)—(10) 23B89 2 Rt ORI & 72 255 1%, MBEOBKRLH Y Z
CTREET S,

3. AV PO—F—FEDLSBEFRN?

ST, AHITREDLIBRERERL I b r—F =T 5 2D,
BoTT< Z LIzt 5, EEICRNT, HERD 9 2 BEWRERITKD
SRETH D (D)EHE; (i) EHE s (i) 42#ikg. ZHEE T FEOENK
BRICBEIND Z LD\, ik LIXFEE b 245 E L TEHIND
LYOEWVW), TTICRZL ST, (Ib)oiEED [MARY] BENICHTZ D,
EE L1, (Ib)ICR T 2SIGHD & 9 ICHEEMICIEESNLELZSE 5,
(i) DZEFEIE & 13, AFROBH T2 LS, o, B... & ¢ O FEMEN
HY . WIFIFETFHEZ D OOICK L, HBEXL RN DTH D,

T, ZAOH=Z=FEOB®RERZRDNOI L, HHEHNa v he—Lroar hr—
T—=lZRD 550X ENTHA52, £7. (1b)D [MARY] DL,
BENE—OBEMICZETOND Z Eid, FEWRNTHAH, FOIME
EMXa L hve—T7—Toh5H|#Inoue (2001) PHFHEH EXRDEI72H D
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WEFOND, UFO(la, bIZRT28FmE AW, Zhzh
(12a, D)DK S ITFRSND -
(11) a. He hit the fence with a bullet.
b. A bullet hit the fence.

(12) a. Event
A
CAUSE Thing Event
T
[JO‘HN] CAUSE  Thing Event
NT—
[BUL£ET]Q GO Thing Place
(‘x Ol\ﬂ‘hing
[FEI\‘ICE]
b. Event
A
CAUSE Thing Event
/NT—
[BULLET]Q GO Thing Place
(L ON/\Thing
[FENCEI

F 7. B O AP INGintentionally & F-Be O FHING %2 & 10 (13a) D 3L1X(13b) D
fokRrIhD
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(13) a. John intentionally broke the vase by hitting it.

b. Event
CAUSE Thing Event
CAUSE State Event
[JOHNI. /NTTT—
CAUSE Event Event
a HIT VASE
VASE GO BROKEN
a BE INTENTIONAL

LrLZeRs, BHOZBIY hr—5—8L721) 5 53R TIE RN, &
Z 2, (La)Dhitiz kLT, (14a) Dhit® FEIZFORCE & W 5 BHEAZ A
LTHEY, (Ub)oHIZRbNnD EoicpZEarybe—LLTND

(14) a. He hit the fence.

b. Event
v
CAUSE Thing Event
T
[H]‘E]a CAUSE  Thing Event
/NTT—
a'S F(‘)RCEE GO Thing Place

| /N

B ON Thing

[FENCE]

(11a) T [BULLET] 287 = vV R L BB 2> THAM AT 5 0ITxt L,
(l4a) TEHY 2 v OEPBL 5 THO > THEMTLZ LD, 16> T,
Boavbr—F—FaZBLEHEWD Z LIRS,

F 72, BiFspray Dwith % £ 5 #ECiE, Inoue (2001:689) TIXLL T D X
SIRARINTND ¢
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(15) a. John sprayed the wall with paint.

b. Event
A e
CAUSE Thing Event
T
[JoéNLl CAUSE Thing Event

2

ThingAThing GO Thing Place
DROP‘LETS [PAH‘\IT][} [‘3 ON/Eing
m&m

IZTEBOay e —J—3BHELEHDM ) % &T ‘DROPLETS
(of) [PAINT] TH 5.2

PeoT, EHEMa L bu—F—Lkh 5 2HHFIX, —DCFEETHD
D, FOED, BHEZESLEH, £0%, floarhre—7—fEsh
T3 ZEHBZZLERDL, DV O5DLEALD.

4, AVFO—LENBBERFEDESLEDOM?

AETE, 2 b=V SRHERICEHL T, ROZFZR S THIZW,
=, avbe—ATRERLa bV SNDERIE L0XOR
RERBIRICH DD b H—Dik, —2Davir—F—narhbo—
NTHDF—DDEEDHD, BROEFRZL A br—T 5T LiEA]
BRrEI R EWVWOMETHS.,

EF, AIEOMBEORMPOITR O M, ZORNICkKER TOI Y he—
T—lavhber—LENLERLEOMRERLTRI S, THICEHLTOL
<H BT W %Al Rosenbaum (1970) @ “Minimal Distance
Principle” TH 5 :

(16) Minimal Distance Principle (MDP)

An infinitive complement of a predicate P selects as its



BREFREEBHIZ bu—L 9

controller the minimal c-commanding noun phrase in the
functional complex of P.

MBS & BRE L, RERITITRIEO S D TH D 0T, BiiZFL
JRRIABNT WS ERET S LI TERY., LALRAEL, KIT,
infinitive complement & /3 A7 D BIFUEE S OIA A TV D B DA,
noun phraselZFH4 42 % 72 [Thing] argument & {REL T, & X TH
52 LICT D, TOXOIEXDE, oL 2E, (122)DHIET, ad=
v hur—5—i%, a%ccommandl TWAEED [Thing] argument T
% [BULLET] T®-> T [JOHN] TRWIZ LIFHL2TH D, (12b)ic
BILTH, RiFY adar br—7—iF [BULLET] Td % LIEL < Tl
T5, TiX, (DOEED aldE 5 THA 50, MDPICF Y T 5 JRAIICH
ACHES 72 BIF, a2 b e —F—IFSIGHTH > T [MARY] TiZZ2Wix
TThH5., (12a) L (D LOEWVITZEKRL TNLIDTHH I, BEH
<. Zhix(12a) ®Z3E [BULLET] & (1) OEHBESIGHOMEN G % &
Bbid, (122)Tldada v br—7 =& [JOHN] TH572®IC
FRC KAHETH S [BULLET] D3FEEE L 72> TV D D TRV, Zi
WAL, EHESIGHIZEE 2 b 7239, MEERT D L~V TiL#EhFisigh (TR
AENTLE>TVSHDOT, aPZH [MARY] Lo Tarbr—&
WD DITREEEL T bR VD TIERWAEBbivd,

FE7z, (14b)R(15b) D &L 5 72, ZEHiRE+EH, EHAEHE W2l A
B 7o 2 R TEOEA L. (12a) L [FEE. & EALO [Thing] argument
MBDavyre—=7—LRR5bDREEELR>TNLEEZLND,

(12a)ICABND X572, HILIEEPHOEEDa Y hue—F—L72%
TeHDFREL 722 LW O RBLIE, MEER TOFEGH I b — b R
NERMTH L, L<HMBNTWDS X 9IZ. to- REF % & Bpersuades®
force &£ > TZEIFRIL ‘object control TH B L EFbid, THUTEWHEX
Wi, RSO FEFEONPRREFDOPROND I hu—F—27%20 55D
Z, BHREONPOHIEREE L 2o TNWH EWVWH 2 ETHD, avbr—
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OFFUCEAL T, WHITHRBEDFRBEHNTND Z L 2RRL TND
b s
Tiﬁm\éo@:ybn~§—ﬂ@ﬁ@:y%m~wéh5%$%$
THRESP LVORMBEORFNIEA S, ZOFEDRIIT. HEEFIPROD
LAITEY TH A S D5? To-ARE 3 OPRO Z subject control 3™ Sy,
promise’s £ OBNFAD HHi DG AR ENTHIH L EZXDTHA9 ¢
(17) a. John tried to stop coughing in order not to disturb the

7=
X

\_5v

others.
b. John promised her to give a Christmas present in order to
please her.
HWA 2 b= OBE S, EFERMOMMGEAIESL T 5551, &2
D92 EEDbND, (13a) DT, FREEDAING & FB DO AHANGR 2 SZ L
TWDH, ZHUZ(13b)ICHIT D L5 ITHEED o & & DMERTRITRD.

5. BERF ROV bO—LEMERTOOIY FO—IL

AT MBI, EHRERCBIT /BN b a—id, #E
FRIZBIT BDPROmIZHKHIET B DD, &5 \WIEHE ILFE—D b DD,
EWOHRIETH D, ZHICHL T, HFLLREL ThRNENS Z &
BTED, ¥R s, PROmDAERT 2 DRIREFCEATR E L ETIE
EFREICRESIND DL TH S, (128, ITBIT D X9 7% a. (14b), (15b)
WZRBIT5 B, (13b)IZBIT D R iE, FEEREEOLCSO—EHEZKL T
DT, PROWITIIHRHGEL TWARWZ X, LM TH D,

LLBRn, 20, 77005, PROGIIERFRICBIT 2E#EH 2
YhE—THD EWIRREEIEEINTWD L5 IcBbhd, LIFiIC
MEEmToOa L b — L OFER T X G L 72 Dforce & promise D —D> D
FEEZAWT, MEMa Y b r— L L BRIy b e — L OBREES
A&, (18) (19 DHICREND X 5T, T 208 T RE
BRIRDBN T
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(18) a. John forced Mary to leave.
b. *John forced to leave.
c. *John forced Mary an action.

d. *John forced to leave to Mary.

e. Mary was forced to leave.

(19) a. John promised Mary to leave.
b. John promised to leave.
c. John promised Mary a present.
d. ?John promised to leave to Mary.

e. *Mary was promised to leave.

f.  John promised Mary to be allowed to leave.

g. Mary was promised to be allowed to leave.
9 (18a) & (19a) D = v b v — LT RBIT D HRIE L. B DSobject control
ThDHOITXF L., %% IXsubject control TH D &5 Z LicH b, (18b) &
(19b) DXL, RiIE S BRFEONPZEI TERWVDITH L T, %EFILT
EHEVH T EE RLTWVD, (18¢) & (19¢) DA R L TWD DI,
force & v 5 BhFaiL, (18a) L AT 2 Z ML BFEL RV OITH L,
promise DG EIIFET D E NS HTH S, (18d) & (19d) dxtlbix, (18a)
x5 (I8ANEARFAART & 2 225, (19a) 12553 5 (19d) 1L 581X
THRLLODRETH D, (18e) & (19e) DXFLLRL TWDH DX, forceld
(18a) 1Tk itnd 5 % H 3L (18e) FTHETH B DITHKI L. promiseid (19a) 1Tt
ST 5% X (19e) X RE Tt e v, £z, (19f, g@)ARL TWD DI,
promise DREFH DOBRFEN(191) D X 5 ITZEREDEE, PROITAWGED
ATV —ZET LRI, ZLTEDOIIRGEDOHR, (19g)IcBITD
£ DT SLD.

TiE, INH ORI, BREBRICBITSa v he—nbn) lEasiE

ATDHILIZEST, EDOLOTHASNLIPRTNCZEIZLES. &
T (18a) D X 5 723, BRREBRTIH(Q20)D X9 iz b oL B2 F
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ERA
(20) Event
D N
CAUSE  Thing Event
T~
[JOHN]. CAUSE Thing Event
A
dSFgRCE GO Thing  Path
TOAPlace
[MARY] s Eant

(20) DREEDRERL TWBH DL, ¥ a3 VIZHEZOHEANT, AT Y =0
SEHEDLEVIHEEBIZELLDD LNHZETHD.Y (20) OfEEIZRW
T, B bR —=F=RBAT YV —=Tho TV a rTERVDIL, #H4E
T2 X 912, B Zccommandl TWARKEDEEIIAT ) —7Z0n5T
D, EVHEZE, [JOHN] BBy hua—F—C2b Z ENTER
Wik, 21 [MARY] DEEEL 2> TN 6TH S,

—%., (192) DF(2D) D X 5 oS HEZ b > L HET D ¢

(21) Event
CAUSE Thing Event
GO Thing Path
[JOHNI. PN T~
Thing Event Path Path
PROMISE FROM Thing TO Thing
a TO LEAVE

o [MARY]
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CLOWEIX. TP a VP bELILEWVWIKREAT Y —It5 272 L)
TeEFEDLLTVD, CHIZBWT, a®ay he—7—25 [JOHN] T
HDDIE, T OEAEEERERICBWT [JOHN] 28 a #c-commandL TV
DEREDEBICHDEHIENP L TH D,

TiE, (18b-e). (19b-g)ICFADL L2 HEITED L O THHSNDLLES D
22?7 E£3, (18b) & (19b) DxtbbiE, WD LS ITHATE 5. HHFELZAM
L 72(18b) DX HBHFA S NRVDIE, (20)DIEET, BHMICa Y Fr—
NEINTND BRETHERLS DL TH D, ZHcxtL, (19b) D BHRYEE
DEMMRFREZRDOIE, BHIYEED [MARY] 1FQ2H)oEETay he—F—
TERWPEHLTH D,

Wiz, (18c) & (19c) Dx*tbbix, Bhipromised Larson (1991) 23MEHi§ 5
X okt EHREFHOEEZRL TWD DKL, Bhiilforce® FiL% 9 Tl
BNEWNWS HEYFES TV D, (18d) & (19d) DRFHIC b kD Z LM E %
el

T, (18e) & (19e) DARFILIZED X ST TE 2725 5527 (19e) 3
BHERAERDOIF, a2 br—F7—Th% [JOHN] Z2KNTNETd,
ak [JOHN] OMICEBH Y b r— VBRI LRNZ 21X 56D T
b5, Y =7, (18e) DHEICIE [MARY] & B OMICEZHa Y Fu—)L
DORARARSL L TW5D DT, [JOHN] 2K\ TV 5IEiE Th o ThHRA]
L2520 THS,

TiX, (19f) Tidobject control BRFEETH 5 LW 5 FEKIZED L 5 ICFH
HATE 5002 THERO X S 2R L Bbns., 7205, (191)
DHFA. (21)D [aTO LEAVE] & W 9 Eventt i& H @ o @ {7 & 3T
Havbwe—n1o4é Thod. T2 b, [PROMISE[ken ¢ TO BE
ALLOWED TO LEAVE]] © X 9 2#i&ETh 5., ® #L TX 51T, Larson

(1991) 23ERE9 5. SHENEN S Dentailment b (19f) DRI S L T
WaEEbNSE, T72bb, (22a) DX TIH(22b) DERENFHETH S

(22) a. John promised Mary a sport car.

N
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b. Mary gets a sport car.

FERIZ, (190) DFAIE. (23)D L 5 Zeentailment 23k Y ST TH S ¢

(23) Mary gets a promise to be allowed to leave.
(23)DXPMEZTWDHERIZ, (21 0fEE T, F SICGO-BEE D F£
LTWEEKRTHD, SHICZOLI RO EZFT2b0E LTI,
Farkas (1988) 2MEf42HENRD D, FL. Ehidpromise DT TDZ%
HHiER 25 H BY3Eobject control ZFF 01T TIERNWE WS Z L TH D ¢

(24) a. #John promised Mary to be kissed by Felix.

b. #Max promised Mary to be rumored to be leaving.

6. &V

Jorce & promise Dto-REFADZHEH = > b v — LT 5 Efio X 9
BN ZLE 2L DO TH D LFHUE, FHITMERR L BRE RO K
a— LOBRICED L O BRRIEE S DDA D, WhWLHE DIy
fer— & RRINDb0E, REFASLELF R E2ELIEEREH N (B
Bk EDOFEFE] BEDIHBAIBESNDIDOT, EROX S ROGTBERLD
FTRTCOFEEFHOHEBH2 L e — AV ICBHIND LT572 013, FHE
Fo#EBHa Y b r—VBHRIT, BERFRLEOEBH IV b e —LBHEO
—EERTICTERN, EWVWH T ETIIRWEAS S, LrLers, %
NEBRIRE TR TedIcid, REEREERHiOa s be— L85 %
RBICENEEFEL TTSZ L b, G Toa v b e — VRO
EBRERZ LIE, FO2ETHRW,

F

kATRSCE, PRRLITEER R B & U ZECRRESE 5 15520257) 1 X D5
D—HERT D TH D,

1) Ei(12a,b). (14b), (15b)iEInoue (2001) 45D HTH Y, (13b) I L T,
Inoue (2004) 225D HDTH D, ZNFNOFHM L 72 DL, AR TITHEYIRL
BT T2
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2) (122)(15b) D X 9 iz, FEDOCAUSERE P EH 2 E A D>ay bu— LI T
WL EREZEERVHDOEE ORERIT, & EMLOCAUSER A 2 < Th, hBhE L
CHIETHWETHDL L WORMPEH D, UTO@BEY THD :

(i) Abullet hit the fence.
(ii) Paint sprayed the wall.

®illoadix, (i) Dspray & FIERIT, EETHISRBIF TH 52, % Owith Z ¥ 5 #3C
I REEICR N Tary b r— LSRN TWBREAELO T, (I)IKHET2X %D
7o
(iii) *Hay loaded the truck.

3) FERONEHEEICRA SN TLE > TV EEPRIGHIES b 7222 & 2R
BERZR3ELIE, B2 (1993 @ 11) AMERT 2 ROBEEEOERITKO LN THA 5,
Te & 203, HAFE [T < v < TRERRIT) R DB Adr) 1Tk, E3H [KINGYO]
X [KYOTO] X° [OYAKO] BEENTND EBX LN, TDOHD DI ERA4F
TEEXH|R DI LT TERN:

(ii) a. *ZHF <N
b. *%& ZIRIT
c. *hroITF AR

4) QCOICBIT B X1, forceDio-FREF R Path-FA TRDOED L EZ 2 5D1F, %<
Dforce’? A 7 DENFIDE Dto-REFD, where & o T2 ML DEZ L2 95, &
o ICHINE R Dto & REF Dto & DERIIF—ME 2R THERET LD ¢
(i) Where did that direct him?

It directed him to make a new discovery.
(i) Where did his sense of being guilty drive him?
It drove him to confess what he did.
(iii) Where did the fact lead him?
It led him to conclude that that linguistic theory is wrong.

5) 7z& %2, [JOHN] OIEMby-phrase TRO I N L L ThH, FREICED D IRV
LELND, ZHXOBEEELLLTO X 512, T 2 B O &S 2 GO
BORHIOHEIZS OWHETH L EBETD ¢

(i)  Event
GO Event Path
— —
CAUSE Thing Event FROM Thing
——
GO Thing Path
—_— —_—
I Thing Event Path Path [JOHN].
PROMISE A FROM Thing TO Thing
« TO LEAVE

a [MARY] s
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(728, Z Z Thy-phrase S FROMBI THRbLEINB LEZ DD, £ OFFHEICBW
T, ThARERZRDTIEFAANSE TRDOEND ZLICLD2bDTH S (e.g HARGE
7 5 MFEvon ; OF fram)) (1)IZB VT, [« TOLEAVE] @« %, c-commandl TV
LEEOEIE, CAUSEEEHF ORMOETH LD, ZhbviEvarbe— 1 IhT
WHEHTH-> T, ZHTIRRWALTH D,

6) TOZELEERLTVEDOIE, UTOXS RitEAVEZEXOGFEETHS ¢

(i) It was never promised to Mary [[to be allowed to leave]]
(Haegeman (1991 : 282))
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Some Notes on Semantic Representation and
Obligatory Control

Kazuko Inoue

It is proposed in Inoue (2001, 2004) that there are two kinds of
empty categories distinguished in conceptual structure. That is to say,
() «, B, v ... and (ii) ¢. The former is like PROcy in that it obligatorily
requires an antecedent. The latter, on the other hand, is like PROaw in
that it requires no specific reference. The purpose of this paper is to
explore the properties of obligatory control on semantic representation
for the former category and the relationship of the former to the
syntactic obligatory control PROob1.

The main questions to be addressed here for the theory of
obligatory control are the following:

(1) What is the semantic status of the controller?

(2) What is the semantic status of the controlled element and what
relationships hold between the controller and the controlled
element?

(3) Is it possible for one controller to allow more than one controlled
element?

(4) Does the semantic obligatory control correspond to the syntactic
counterpart, or vice versa?

Questions (1) to (3) are investigated on the basis of the analyses of
various kinds of English verbs made in Inoue (2001) as well as in Inoue
(2004). The last question is investigated in terms of the conceptual
structures for verbs force and promise with fo-infinitive complements.

It is suggested through these investigations that obligatory control
phenomena on syntactic representation constitute a subset of those

phenomena on semantic representation.



