ZALNAERE GRE D F4 5%

Wers A ED
P RREE - F B KT KRR

1 EL®HIC

AR, HARZEOBEBREH O 5 5 Z(bNERFRET (Change Relatives; CR) & IFFIEN 2 BMRE 2, & IXHEML T»
5 D357 5 BfRET & X B FEINAERFRET (Head-Internal Relative Clause; HIRC) & 4 Llb B 4d3 s, #iEME L B
LR % 204 L CRAICD W THERINICHAT 5 Z L 2 HIE 9,

2 SR EMEESR
21 FEINEERE & Change Relatives

Tonosaki (1998) 2B W Tk, BIfREIERICERT S TD] 1 pronominal TH 5 & L, HHAAFHDOIED &M
(property) PSRRI R 2 L E T D L WS KD D D L T B,

Bz (1) 1%, BEREANOENGE 2T ICEOWNED 27004 —&—] 2 [5G 1284 L, THOBEDIH
ELUTIRAEESDIXZD 1] ThoH, BEHIEZRD (D) 1, ZOMRSN/IHEZ 517 % nominal TH Y, 1D
72 ¥ D light noun L EEHZ 5 Z L AFEETH 5,

(1) CR:

a ATV—E[IRTNTA—K— % B LTENE] D] % A, (cf. Tonosaki (1998, 152:(30a)))
b ATV—=X[IXTNVTA—X— % WP LTEN]$D] % A, (cf. Tonosaki (1998, 152:(30b)))

—7%, (2) CIXBEFRENOEGE TH5 ] X, ZOBFHDETHZ I XTIV Y 4 —X—] ITEEWNRE(E G X TE
B5F, FHOHFADOHLE UTHMINE I35V 4 —K—] OFETHYO, BERHERZD (D] 13 %D2] 2D
light noun & EEHZ 5 Z LITFTE RV,

(2) HIRC:

a ATV—E[IATNTA—R— % EoTBWE] D] % RAE.
bAAT U= [IHTNT A=K — & HoTHWE] $D ] & RAE.

22 MBS

() & Q) EDHELTHRLA CR & HIRC DERTESLDHA2 255, 1 2XBEREHEZD [0 OHBTH Y,
51 DIXBERHNOEO LA & TBFRE+0] 2ZdosbI iR dEFfTH S, 2FH, CR & HIRCIZIX (3) D
EOBRERND B,

(3) a. BIRREINOIHD G OEERDMA S P DFIRCEL S L, BIRHIERD D] 13 nominal,
b. BREINOIHO G ORERA TBREI+ D) LU THIUE, TD] 134HCE

(3) TRUZZER»SEU DM, BREIEZD (D) LHINOEKRE P REHEIZERT 200 VWS HTH
%, ZOFRMMEDHESMZLTVL S AT, BEMREINOBFPEHFGORKIZOVWTIDFLIEEL TV,

2T, AMFETIEEREINICS S5hi B EIF ORIk % FERflaiE (LCS)(Jackendoff, 1990) 12 & 2 A 72 %
MRTHI-A, FIZ CR TIiZ BECOME BN EAET 2HF Ao D Z & &R, 7z, 4 REEREEKRO PR A
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(Pustejovsky, 1995; 52111, 2005; Hidaka, 2011) & VP shell 25 (Larson, 1988) IZ Thetic and Categorical Judgment (cf.
Kuroda (1992a), Ladusaw (1994)) O ¥ % U D ANFEE X &7z Basilico (1998) D& 2 2 FIH L T, EKk#HEHL S CR
& HIRC & OFfGERRENE FHIT L L2 HIEL T2,

7B, TO] THELTRZOHIBNSEREZ L SONER LRI ERTIIH D, EHEILZL VWO RIZEHL, 22
TIIBREI O H 509 ERIZ & 0 Z OBEEEA I SCEE & nominal & DR TEHT 2L EZ 5,

3 Tk
3.1 Thetic and Categorical Alternations

Basilico (1998) 23H{ » A 17z Thetic/ Categorical judgments & &, 5% Brentano |2 X 5% X T®» Y, Kuroda
(1992b) iZ & > TEREZIZHD ANSN T3, thetic judgment & IZMEEKDEFIED B WVWIXFFEROEH 2H 5L T
B, categorical judgment & IXMEEK L Z DHEDEMEIZDVWTIRRE L WS EEDEANTH 57 (Ladusaw, 1994,
223), Ladusaw (1994) iX, 2 D® judgment iZDWTRD & S IZEHT 3,

(4) Judgment structure

a. Basis for a thetic judgment: a description

b. Basis for a categorical judgment: an object and a property

c. A thetic judgment is an affirmation or denial of the description in the basis (Existential commitment)

d. A categorical judgment is an affirmation or denial of the basis property to the object in the basis. (Predication)
(Ladusaw, 1994, 224: (13))

Basilico (1998) 1%, HIMWEEIXEIF & Z OFERIZ & 0 BIE X 15 NLERES (inner predication) DNEEFETH S L L,
HIKEE DAL E DE WA IR R DE W& —H, L, XL RV D Thetic & Categorical judgments & DEWN L AR TH 5
AT 5, HlAIX, Basilico (1998) OHIL%IEIZ L7z (5a) Tik VP OHNIH lastatue) 1k ) OFEZEZD SO
TR T H2DOTHINM VP NTHEEL, EALE MO VP & O &3 58 (Functional Phrase; FP) O E I~ L
thetic predication £ 725, —7/, (5b) ik laslab of marble] 2SS 5 H D W Tastatue)] TH D LRI 5DT, H
58 Taslab of marble] 1% FP OFEEMMIZIE LU TIHMEL, categorical judgment 722 3% LT3,

(5) a. The sculptor carved a statue from a slab of marble.

b. The sculptor carved a slab of marble into a statue.

DFD, kEALE FALD VP ORIZ FP (Basilico % Transitivity Phrase & L T\W3) WS EZ2 H7 R T, NED
VP DIEERDMEIZEE T 515413 thetic judgment (2 D, FP OFEEHDNMIEIZRIK T % HIUEE L categorical
judgment IZFEHHBDFELEZT NS,

(6) Thetic Alternant (7) Categorical Alternant
— _—
Subj \% Subj vV
/\ /\
\Y% FP v FP
— _
Obj; F’ Obj F
‘ — = \ —
astatue F VP a slab of marble F VP
/\ /\
t; \%A Vv’
/\ /\
\'% Comp \Y, Comp
_
from a slab of marble into a statue

T 5T 2 DDOREEDEW & B5 OMLSHEE 2 B WNAERE (FAL VP) O RO EWIZH G S 4, Thetic and
Categorical RN ZFHDOIT 2L L, ZOEWHPIHDOALE & DX ORHE L 72 % & Basilico (1998) iZikRTW3,
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WDEZHESHEEZIEAICT S L, (5a) DNFERIIE (8) DL 5 I1ZEKF L, [the statue] X BE OFEFHIIZH D
MERRELARSHBE L (FE)] WO FHRKE2HS5DOLTED, [statue] IZRTBEMLEZDSDUL TS DI TIE
mNET S, BiE lcarvel A5G THIETIDDHEREHODLL, HIREDMEARPFEET BIZNWHILTHDY
thetic presentation T& %, Basilico (1998) IXNIER D BE IZHR AR ZMERIZ L 5 & LT BEpyens £ 7RIV LT
w5,

(8) [[BECOME [[BE.yens[[the statue], [FRom [marble]]]]]]]

—74, (5b) DEEIFZ (9) DX SITKFLL Tstatuel (ZHMKEE Ithe marble] [ZW U@ ZHo5bIT@HEE2LTED, N
TEIRER L categorical DX AT 5, DF b [statuel 1& BE OffiE& & X, NIEEFED lthe marble] & #fEd 5%,
lthe marble] (% BE OfEFBOIMUICH 5 &5, Z D BE I property & il & %5 & U BE<popery> & 7 VLT
w3,

(9) [[BECOME [[the marble] [BE.,yopery[statue]]]]]

(8), (9) 75, Basilico (1998) % (5a) & Ht7E Ta statue) 1 FAz VP OREIIZAER L, (5b) ©HIKHE [(aslab of)
marble] & FP OfFEHIZRIET 5 L 0 UMEHRE L BEROEVWEZNIGIETVWS, ZOBEEEEIZ D W TIXFARR
D HARFEDH] %\, Basilico DH§E TIERRTETWRWERSD % Section4 TEEL kR 3B,

3.2 CR & HIRC OfFEBE L BHRKRTY AT A

HIRC DOEAREIADRERIZ DWW TIE, Hoshi (1995), Shimoyama (1999) O X % /& X 7z Nishigauchi (2004) ®

ROFERD S B, BREINOERKETEIZ DWW THER L 72 (10b) Z2HAIIEZTWL,
(10) a. The semantic content of the HIRC induces E-type pronouns.
b. The semantic content of an HIRC constitutes a thetic judgment, as against the categorical judgment.

HIRC DFAEEE &\ D BRI & Basilico (1998) »FIH U 7z Thetic and Categorical Judgments O X % EX D
A%, Nishigauchi (2004) i3 HAGFED HIRC DfER & #iFEHEE 13 thetic judgments DFEFENERTH 5 & EiRT 5,
thetic judgment T, BFADIH & 7222 AFMIZ & D FIEDOHIBLZ WiE T 5, HIRC TRRETHZH 5 HTRIVER
TN VDI, Z D thetic judgment AL EZ ML EEZ LHND,

(1) a [FYh 5% ETE O] IR RUFE Bote,
bA[T VM REETTVWS DT YR RUFEE ST,

% Z 7T, CRIZHIRC 23 H4 2R\ % T 5 fHD 5 thetic judgment Tid 72 < categorical judgment 23EH % & K
E L, MMIBERGEIZ DWW T Basilico (1998) D& 2 2B D AN TEHEMED & D& idA 5,

F 7z, AWFFETH S BiE O EHRREE I DWW TR E LEE SRR D Pl & (Pustejovsky, 1995; #2111, 2005; Hidaka,
2011) ZFRH UL 2RD &S BHRFREZH WS, FEME (QUALIA) % BB S MH IR H T (Truth-conditional
Section=TS) & FEEIZAM:ME 7= (Non-truth-conditional Section=NTS) & 1243 1) % /i3 % Hidaka (2011) iZ%¢ 5,

(12) [ARG =[#taHiEc 51 515

_[FORMAL: ZOBFADA RV FaT )T+«
| CONST: ZE#eflE A% (LCS
QUALIA = AR :%i“( ) .
_|TELIC: Z OBiaHike 5 13 5 #i AR &
" |AGENTIVE: % Q83573 3 72 8 O Sk 5
4 i

4.1 Existential Commitment

BREIAICH S LN (13) DL IXFEEDHODLTEFHAP Q) D HoTWL] X (14) D [F-T< 3] D
K5I E %2 H ST EIE TIX HIRC & UTOMRIZAR D 722A CR & UTIIEIRTE 2\,
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(13) KEBE [V Y TR MO L2 do7 { D)2 (=%2) )] &L >TANT,
(14) roPB[V I FEoTkEZ{D/?D (=%2) }]Z2 WHHELTAR,

JIZ thetic judgment DL ZEFTH 2 [EL ] » [Hbhd] 2fioTHld 5L, (15a) Tk IFaX] OFE
ZWiETE 5, (15b) Tl thetic judgment IZBIH 2 DX [GR3C] TH 2D EHI OB & DEfRA S HIRC T ORI
BREN TS, (16a) Tk, HIRC OHiNOEFH O ERAMEIZHFAALRD DA, BFd [BHbohd] IZX0 [FEF
BL7z) 2\ thetic judgment 1272 0 EFIOEFADEL LTH 55 E 5, [E] Tk MEENIVEZITHIET S
EWVWSHIENTERVWDTHIRC & UTOERDVPRD FH 5,

(15) HIRC
a [FEB VUV RYy I AR E ENWEZ{ D) *D (=%D) J] 95 H&EMN 5 L7z, (Nishigauchi, 2004,
119: (29a))
b2 [FHEN VU Ry T AD X E BNV D6 A—)L%E H 557z, (Nishigauchi, 2004, 119: (29b))
(16) HIRC
a. [ZEN R—=FT 1 =2 BHbhiz D] 55 A—)% $ 5 -7, (Nishigauchi, 2004, 120:(30a))
b2ZAED TV =T M D] S A—LE b5 o7, (Nishigauchi, 2004, 120:(30b))

UL, TEEET) EWS5EETIE (172) D2 BH CR & UTHIRATRETH %, Tonosaki (1998) & TEHEET %
o723 (17b) # CR Dl & ULTHRRLTWS, £z, [~TWa] WS K5 LT E2H 50 TRITI (17¢)
DESITCRTRAARTE S, HFAOFKFO>EKIZL D, FaxXzFE W] W EIHEA R D 2D categorical judgment
BEbYD, [~TW5| AL OWEEZIRVEEZSNS, —75, HIRC ® (18) T [# AFET 5 &\ 5 Wi

FTIZIXZES 3 HIRC DRIZTE 20,
(17) CR
a [[EEB VUV Ry 7 ADHmYE BEBELEZ{D/®D ] 25 HEEMNFIHLE, (CR)
b. [John ¥ fiX % FEE L] D A LLIZ D o7z, (Tonosaki, 1998, 154: (33a))
c. [[FEW Y VRY 7 ADHHN%E HEELTWA]{D/ D} 256 LENFIHLZ,
(18) HIRC
KEEEN VR I ADHIXE BVTWD D] 25 LM 5H L=, (HIRC)
ROFITEH [~TWVWB] LWVWSREUZDWTHBRO A TE, HIRC TREZINLWVWiEITHEH S HTRIHD
CR TIIARFRETH 5,
(19) CR
al[Zu Uy HEEZ ETHOVELZ] D] S —d 557z,
b.A[X TR HEEZ ETHOVELTWA] D] o —igdH 5 o7z,
(20) HIRC
a. [Zuvniiz BB Mio7z D196 —dw £ 557z, (Nishigauchi, 2004, 124: (42))
b.*[ XE UM fEE WEIZ fi>TWd D] —id 5 o7z,
c.*[ruUPNHEE LT Hio/z O] S —ifw H S o7z, (Nishigauchi, 2004, 124: (43))

4.1.1 Creation/ Transformation
RIZQ)D D1 L\WSEEATIE, MAMR] O &S 23454 % NEIC L UL HIRC & U CTRIEATRETH 598 CR

LTI T E 2w, — 4, BERHENOBFHONIEEZ K] 12952 2D DEDIZCRELUTHMIRTE S,

(21) CR: 7 VIX[[K%E Ho7z]{ D/ D )] % BFIHEL /2,
(22) HIRC: 7 VI [ % o7z { D) *D (= HD) })] 2 BFICHFEL 72,
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(D) @ T3] SEKD SV ATRETH 5, ZDHHE S BIRETINOFFE DWNIEA [7K] D& 1 categorical judgment
L7z 5 & CR OffIR & 725703, NIEHE [ 225 T5] 1I2h 2 1 thetic judgment &£ 72 D HIRC & U TR TE 3,

(23) CR: AT V=l [[K%E #HLLEZ]D (=%2) ] % BHAITENTE,
(24) HIRC: A7V =3 [BH% #HH»r Lz {D/70 (=vD) | % AHITFEWS,

FIRRICBERET N OBIFR O NIHD L FA DX 1 712 & b CR, HIRC OfERDENNTEEEZOHNDHDITRD &
SHEDOND B,

(25) a CR: 7 ViF[[1Z& f>72] D] DI RfH%E ANTz,
b. HIRC: 7 VX [R%E -7 { D/ *D (= £ D) }] AU A%z ANz,
(26) a. CR: 71 2 [[BHR%E WAL D] % BAT r—AIZANT,
b. HIRC: 74 23 [t —X—% AZ{ D) *D (= £ D) }] %2 BAT r—AZ AN,
(27) a. CR: 74 2 [[EHi% fE-72]1 D] % k& LTz
b. HIRC: 71 2L [F¥Rk%E -7 { D/ *D (=t D) }] %2 A& L7
4.2 ¥

9, BIREINOBEIEFDONIHDE T CR 5 HIRC 2R A N5 (21), 22) »oi/thid s, TD2D2DXT
b TS 5] OERNLRFEREEIZLTD L 512 TS IZ ACT-ON iz b 2B#FHTH 5, (D1 X Tkl @
kO hAFmETIZE NS D, T1IKE (D) /1 RHET] 2\WvWo ZEIFRIE ORETIXERER S PN S,

(28) a.?7K%E 1 RfEI TR - 7=,
b. A% 1K#E (D) o7z,

[KER5] ®© T3] 1% transformation TH Y [H5E | 95, HERREBEMENT S X5 RBEREFEIZEON
EIZDOWTIXRET, NTS IZHRREZ2HobTHERMERZ LD EZ OND,

29) [#3,
ARG =|ARGI: x, ARG2: y, D-ARGI: £
TS =[CONST: ACT-ON (x, y)|
NTS =|TELIC: BECOME (y, [BE (2)])

—H, QD IZHB LD MR DX 521 TOHFAMNEZHIZL 2561 TR 0L 51 TOHFEHIZ
LG5 L EIRER R D, KiEd SO THIGFAERETE 28) L2720, (30) TIHAREN KRS, £/, (31)
D & 572 right-node raising X225, ZD 220 2] MPHOHFHTHEI L2 RLTVWE, £-T, Z0 [#3]
I creation TH Y 2 .1 L (3D BV ORWBEDKEL %5, TS OMFIRE (oMb DDHFHE) 2 &
COVRETH 5,

QUALIA =

(30) a. 1WETIMEER 72,
b. 71 K] (D) MEZEF - 7=,

GOMrYiRAE[ 1, &7 VIRMEER - 7=,

(32) (5.
ARG =[ARGI: x, ARG2: z, D-ARGI: y|
QUALIA =TS =[CONST: CAUSE ([ACT-ON (x, )]), BECOME (3, [BE (2)])

(8) 1% (32), (9) I (29) Iz L TH v, Basilico (1998) DE z 2 MEAME TIXHIRIIZ BB X N T VAW A& IR
ftLTtwa,

CR YR TES Q1) D [REW 721 1F, (29) &b, (33) D& 5 AEWMEL 25, WIHD 1K) 1& BE DEH
CRASTHFACEBERNEL 20, ZBOEE () BAEDEETHS, DF0, HIWED [K] 2\ [EEI G
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L ARVIZRRINDZ LT TR OFENHIHRINGD, fifge s TR IZOWTORRIFFERL NIV T NTS D
HATERINDEZITTHY, categorical judgment & 725,

(33) [KER2S,
ARG =|ARGI: x, D-ARGI: z|
TS =[CONST: ACT-ON (x, [ A])]
NTS =[TELIC = BECOME ([ ], [BE (2)])

—J5, HIRC LfRIRTE3 22) ® MMMEEF 57-) 1%, (32) £V, (34) O X > LiEkME 25, WEHD L]
B2t (BE DI OEROME () ICAB, ZOLFMIE AR LWL HEEHSDLTVEN, KM &
Wo 2k S AASHOEEED 5D LTWEbIF TR, HEMEIE (6) #RAIZEZTVWAAMESDLH ) 5%
DFETH 5,

(34) [IGERS .
ARG =[ARGI: x, D-ARGI: y|
QUALIA =|TS =[CONST: CAUSE ([ACT-ON (x, »)], [BECOME (y, [BE ([{A&])])])

QUALIA =

5 &by

AWF%Ei%, CR % HIRC & XfLb X HTHEZL L, HIRC & BHEICIXBITTRED & 5 H % B4 OfE % $ & 12 Thetic
and Categorical Judgement % J£1Z U 7z ¥R 3BHEE D& 2 & A pGEG KGR O Vil Az i > TO M &2l A7z, CR &
HIRC & D&\ % BREE A 5 4047 U Basilico (1998) D& 2 5 LCS & D IZHAMERR RV AT L2 REL -, BET
BRERE R AT LD 5, thetic judgment 23 %5 HIRC &, categorical judgment 234 % CR & TIXEREINDE)
S DI & 732 2 A D AR T ZHUEANE S Z LB S 2T o 7z,

HIRC & CRIZBEWTWIE, Hi N O BF 4 O EIRME S O W DSREERIE A~ D72 D723 D, Basilico (1998) OF
A BIMAEENEEAR L 70D L EZEZ 5N DD, AHTHE TOMERNE K SBROBETDH 5,

S 3R
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