1. Kobe Shoin Women’s University Repository

I | KARASHI-DANE

Juboogtdubootgd

00 OO0 O00d

ood Theoretical and applied linguistics at Kobe
Shoin : 0OO0O

O 21

Oo0oo 171-180

O0oo 2018-03-05

URL http://doi.org/10.14946/00002027




ZALWNTEBAFRET D E 5

Wity A ED
WEINEL T RRAY AFREBENEER

kaeru.mko7[at]gmail.com

The Change Relative Revisited

SHIBUTANI Midori

Kobe Shoin Women’s University Graduate Program in Linguistic Sciences

Abstract

Wb W 2 FEIRNFERIRENIC BT, JiKD To ) 130CE: & X4, TRIRE +
Dy DERZBEGRHNOHEOLFHAOEKEF L TH B, 7/, —HEDM
T3, ZLNERIRE & X iIZnaffiicB vz, fiko To, 1k (1R) 4
&3, TBRET+ 0 OFEKIZBIREINOHEO A f OB Z L 72D D
Thb, ZOHHOBRETERD "o, Ok & BIRETN DI D451 D &
BRDZALD 2 I T 22OV TIEHE DL STV, A
7203, BIREINICH & b 3 B o =k 2 R e Jackendoff (1990)
Wk BIEANBERTEZ, FHICZLNTERRETCld BECOME B3 FAAE
THEEANEONG 2 EE2RT, T, EHGEEEEWR O A Pustejovsky
(1995); 4111 (2005); Hidaka (2011) & Basilico (1998) ® VP #5i& D% z % F]H
L, BEWHEED 6 2 DOBMREIOMGEN 2B 2 TPHT 2 L2 HEL T 5,

The post-relative no in the so-called head-internal relative clause (HIRC) in Japanese
is considered to be a nominalizing complementizer. The meaning of HIRC with
the post-relative no will carry the same meaning as the noun phrase, an internal
argument within the clause. On the other hand, the post-relative no in the so-called
the change relative (CR), which have a similar structure as HIRC, is considered to
be a pronominal. The meaning of CR with the post-relative no will undergo a se-
mantic change of the noun phrase as an internal argument within the clause. Why

ARSI AT AR 155 MIke (RVZAEARY) THIRR L ZWEICES»Tws, Z2ofL, =
BRVESE, SUKBOEA, EAR L, 20D 400 TR £ L, £, AR EL0ICH
7o b, WSEIERAAIC I E AR TS L REERD £ L, 7, VEEHARANEA, HERREAELD, k4
BTHEMEMD E L, ®HT, TIIEHEHL RTET, AR, ARICKT 2 AMERHRD TR THEEOE
fEImTHDTY,
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these two factors, the category of the post-relative no and the semantic change
of the noun phrase in the relative clause can co-occur? The relationship between
these two factors has not been discussed greatly. In this paper, I will show that the
verbs with BECOME operator, especially in the CR will appear by giving formal
semantic representations based on lexical conceptual structure Jackendoff (1990).
Furthermore, I aim to predict the syntactic differences between these two relative
clauses from their semantic structures, by applying conceptual frameworks of the
Generative lexicon (Pustejovsky, 1995; Kageyama, 2005; Hidaka, 2011) as well
as the ideas of VP structures based on Basilico (1998).

F—7—R: ZLNTEBIGRET, TUEIRNTERIMRET, FEAEMLENE, VP MG, Thetic and
Categorical Judgment

Key Words: change relatives, head-internal relative clauses, Generative Lexicon, VP struc-
tures, Thetic and Categorical judgment

1. FITHREEER
1.1. TEZAZEEARETE Change Relatives

Tonosaki (1998) IZ & W T %, BIREIERZICARKT S T, IX pronominal TH 5% & L,
HOIARFNDOIHDJEN: (property) 23RN 22 T 5 &L W) R H 5 LT T 5,

B 20 (1) 1%, BIREINOBET] "9 X DNED TS 27074 —%— 1 B 15
2L, FHiOBFEEOEHE LR2HES DIz 20 ) Th 5, BREIERZD T (13,
Z DRI 72 H% 9 17 % nominal TH Y, "2, & ED light noun & EEHZ 25 Z &
DHHETH 5,

(1) CR:

a A7V [EFTINVTA4A—F— Z HrLTEVE] D] % fRAE, (f
Tonosaki (1998, 152:(30a)))

b X7V—F[SF TNV T4 —F— Z HPLTEVL] YD ] % AR, (cf.
Tonosaki (1998, 152:(30b)))

—77, 2) CIXEIRETINOEE T8I, 1, ZOBFEAOETHE 2274 =5 —
ICERN 22 52 TdE ST, FHOBEOHLE LTOMBIIE TS 27 vy 4 —%—)
DEETHY, BIREIERZRD "D, 1d T2 % ED lightnoun £ EEHZ 5 2 LIFTE
2\,

(2) HIRC:

a ATV—=R@[IxT7NVT4—F— %2 HoTEWVk] D]z KA,
bAATY =R [[ERTNVTA—F— & HoTELA]|PD ] 2 KA,

1.2. FEER

(1) & (2) LDMHTR LA CR & HIRC DR TEEZORD 205 5, 1 2 IFBIRHET
HED 'Oy OfiEETH Y, 7 1 2BHRENOHOAE & TRIREI+D) b 5b
TR L DBRTH S, DE D, CR & HIRCITIE B) D& ) BAERDND 2,
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3) a PBAREINOEDLFTOERIA & 2 OER AL IUL, BIREIESZD To
¥ nominal,
b. BREINDHD LD EED TRREI + 0, LEU ThiuE, "o, 134
e,

(3) TR L 7 ZEN 54U 258EM1%, BIREIEERD T, LHEHINOERKE R REMHAIC
BRI 200 0IHIFTHL, ZORMEREZHESICL TV ) AT, BREINDOE
FREF A DERICOWT I DFEL S EZE LT,

Z 2T, AMFETIRBIREINIC S & b 2 Bh5i o Kk %2 GEAE SRS (LCS)Jackendoff
(1990) I2 k 3£ R TH 7 A, FZ CR Tl BECOME BSOS EAE § 2 Bhid o3
fibn s 2R d, 7, LRGEEEWKRRDO MM A Pustejovsky (1995); %11 (2005);
Hidaka (2011) & VP shell ¥ Larson (1988) IZ Thetic and Categorical Judgment (cf. Kuroda
(1992a); Ladusaw (1994)) DG % I D Ad1FlE S & 72 Basilico (1998) D& 2 ZF|H L ¢,
HWMEED S CR & HIRC & DOfENZECEZ THIT2 2 L2 HELE T 5,

78, To L T3 2 0RIBENLHERE L EbiEim s k2 BETIEH 505, e
FEWV)RICEHL, 22 TREMREDH S b TERIC L D Z DHERED M SCEE & nominal
EDMTEHT L LEEZ D,

2. T3
2.1. Thetic and Categorical Alternations

Basilico (1998) 230X D A#17: Thetic/ Categorical judgments & (%, #%%3 Brentano IZ &
5% 2 TH Y, Kuroda (1992b) IZ & > THEHAICIY ANLS LTV 5, thetic judgment &
IEEDFAED B WITHEROERZH 65D L TED, categorical judgment & XK E 2D
AFEDBIICOWTERS EWHEEDIEATH 557 (Ladusaw, 1994, 223), Ladusaw
(1994) I%, 2 DD judgment IZDWVWTRD &L I IZHEHFT 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 (Exis-
tential 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) &, HINGEIZEIET & Z DAIRIC & D HIRE S 415 NLERT (inner predication)
DNTEFFETH 5 L L, HIEEDIIEDE O SIIEA D &£ —FL, XL VD Thetic
& Categorical judgments & DE & [FAERTH % L3073 %, Hl 21X, Basilico (1998) D
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WIS FEIZ L7z (5a) Tld VP ODNIE Tastatue; 1 TR OFEZERED o O T LIRS
DT VP NTHIEL, EAzE FZo VP LD E T 5 (Functional Phrase; FP) O
B~ 48 L thetic predication & 7% %, —J, (5b) i% Taslab of marble; 2B T % b
DN Tastatue; TH 5 EFRERT 5D, HIWEE Taslab of marble; (& FP DIFE I FEE
LCHFEL, categorical judgment & 72 % 3H7% LT\ %

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

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

2% 0, EfE THLD VP DIHIC FP (Basilico & Tran51t1v1ty Phrase & LT\ %) &9
J&% &7- 2T, THLD VP DIFEGBOALEICIENE T % 8541 thetic judgment 1B b, FP
DIEBDOIIEICHIE T %5 HIVEE X categorical judgment (B 2 D72 EEZ T3

(6) Thetic Alternant

VP
/\
Subj \'A
/\
\" FP
/\
Obj; F
\ —
a statue F VP
/\
t; Vv’
/\
v Comp

from a slab of marble

(7) Categorical Alternant

VP
/\
Subj Vv’
/\

A% FP

/\
Obj F
| T
a slab of marble F VP

v Comp
_
into a statue

S 51 2 D DREE D E > 2 B OB RG22 v NEIR TR
I E 4, Thetic and Categorical KR EZFEOT 5 &L, T
A DFERE & 7 2 L Basilico (1998) 1ZiBXTW 35,

WD 7 D ekhER FHARICT B &, (5a) DNTEDERIZ (8) D X 9 12FKF L, the statue
¥ BE DFEHIIKICH ) TRBKEL P SMBIL 72 (FE) ) LwI)FRZ2HoDLTE

(A% VP) DFEEBRDE > 1T
DEDEHDNE EEDIX
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D, Tstatue; IIRHT2EMEZHODL TV TIEEWET S, B Tcarve; &FfbH
T2ILETIOORRZHODL, HIRNEDMWEPHFIET 2120752 ETH D thetic
presentation "Cd %, Basilico (1998) (ZNERH D BE G FRAKEZAITICE 2L LT
BE pyens &£ 7V L T35,

(8) [[BECOME [[BE.. ens[[the statue], [FrRom [marble]]]]]]]

—Ji, (5b) DEEIE (9) D& HICEFL L Tstatuey 1 HIWEE Mthe marble) (2K LJEME%
HobTEEELTED, NAEBHIZ categorical DXL ETE T 5, DF D Tstatue) 13 BE
DO EE 2, WIEFEFED Tthe marble & %59 %23, Tthe marble; (& BE OfEHIE D4
s 5 9%, D BE & property ZfififiC & % & L BE propery> & 7 NV LT %,

(9) [[BECOME [[the marble] [BE<pperrys[statue]]]]]

(8), (9) 75, Basilico (1998) IZ (5a) D HINEE Ta statuey (& FHL VP DIREHIZERK L,
(5b) D HIWEE T(aslab of) marble, 1% FP O EFICIEIK T 2 & 0 LHKEERNSE & B oD
EOENEZE TS, OGO W TZFAMD HAZEDH % {fivy, Basilico D
WTIRERTETCWARWLES% Section 4 TFEL {3,

2.2. CR & HIRC DifEBE L BERKRTY AT A

HIRC D BIfREINDEBRICD\\TlE, Hoshi (1995); Shimoyama (1999) D% Z % ¥ g X
+ 7z Nishigauchi (2004) DX D F5RD 9 B, BIRETN O ERIVRHEIC D W -Thgim L 72 (10b)
ZERITEZ TN,

(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 DFFEEE &\ 9 BIRIVERE & Basilico (1998) 23 L 7z Thetic and Categorical
Judgments D% Z ZHL ) A1, Nishigauchi (2004) & HASEED HIRC DRI & #EEHHE 13
thetic judgments DFEFENEBLTH % & FiRT 5, thetic judgment T, BEFADHE % 5
FEf X D FEEDOHBIZWIET %, HIRC TRETH 2 H 6 b TRIPIFR S 11l
VDI, IO thetic judgment 23 EH 05 EFEZ 65,

(1) a [TV FEZ2BETEDIII IR RUFE BT,
b.AT VB HREHETTVRE DI YRR FEES T,

% 2, CRIZHIRC & 1357 245E\ % § % 5> & thetic judgment Tl 7% < categorical
judgment 23Bb % EARE L, #aBEIZ D\ TiE Basilico (1998) D#& 2 Z L h ANTE
WAL & DM 25l A B,

72, ABFZECH 2 B O EWREG I2 oW TR A REEREWR R Ol A4 Pustejovsky
(1995); 5111 (2005); Hidaka (2011) ZFIH L 72X D X 9 R EWERRZ v 2, FrEHEG
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(QUALIA) % EBLZIFIE R (Truth-conditional Section=TS) & JEE LA R
(Non-truth-conditional Section=NTS) & 12431} % /72013 Hidaka (2011) I2HE9

(12) [ARG =[#ahhiE1c 17 2 5]
g —|FORMAL: X DEFD A N> F 279 7 «
| CONST: Zh#eh &t (LCS)

QUALIA = b -

_|TELIC: % O BhE»% 613 2 KGR IRAE

| AGENTIVE: Z OBJFEDALT % 72 0 DAL
3. Zam

3.1. Existential Commitment

BIRETINICH 5 bN2EED (13) DL ) ICHEEEZ D SO THER 2) D THoTWw (|
P4 D K> TL 5 D XH I REE % H &b THE Tld HIRC & L TORR
37D 7% OMCR & L TIIERTE o\,

(13) KERIZ [V v TR MD B2 H o7 { D)/72D (=) }] %2 &> TAENE,
(14) 7PV ra% FoTRE{D/MD (=22) } ]2 WY HLTERE,

KIZ thetic judgment 3P 2FEATH 2 THL ) » Hbns, 2> THthd 5L,
(152) TlE T3 DIFEZEWIE TE %, (15b) Tl thetic judgment IZBHH % DI TR
TdH HDEHOBE & DEIRD & HIRC TOMBFITERENT23%, (16a) TlE, HIRC
DN OEEA D ERALEI Hail 0 H 508, BiEd TBlbnsg ik MEERHEL %)
&9 thetic judgment 1272 ) FHEIOEFIDHE LTH 55 F 9, <) Tl ML
VEZICHFET S, EWIMIENRTER VO THIRC & L TOREBDLR) T3,

(15) HIRC
a. [FEN VI Y I ADFRLE FH0 (D) *D (=) 156 JEs §IH
L 7z, (Nishigauchi, 2004, 119: (29a))
B[RS LV Yy 7 AD FE ot D] b X—)L% bS5 f, (Nishi-
gauchi, 2004, 119: (29b))
(16) HIRC
a. [FAED =T 4 = BHbihi Dl 6 X—)% b 5 -7z, (Nishigauchi,
2004, 120:(30a))
b2 a v =T\ D] 56 X =% b 57z, (Nishigauchi, 2004,
120:(30b))

UL, TEXET) L wIHBEETIE (172 D EED CR & L CHIRAEETH %, Tonosaki
(1998) » TEEET,) 2o (170) Z CRDHIE LTIRAL T3, £/, '~T
W3 EWw) k) RETHEH 5L TEHRTIZ(170) DX HIZCR TREXRTE 5, B
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DFFOFRICE D, THXZE ) &) HiRDR D 32D categorical judgment H3BH 4
D, "T~Tw3s, BLOELEZITIRwEEZ NS, —J1, HIRC D (18) Tix MY,
WEET S &I WIEE TICIEES T HIRC DEFRIZTE 2\,

(17) CR
a. [[(PAEDR VI v I ADGwX % HEEELI{( D/ 2D} 26 FENFIHL
7z, (CR)
b. [John 28X % EEMHEL 7] D D LIIC Do7-, (Tonosaki, 1998, 154: (33a))
c. [["FEDB VI Y I ADHLE FEBELTOLI]{D/ D} ] 256 fdd il
HL7,

(18) HIRC
KPR S VY P ADTL R BT WS D5 KEN ML 7, (HIRC)

ROFITH T~Tw3 ) L) EHICOWLTHEHBED I TE, HIRC TIEERI N
WIEfTHREH 5 b THRES CR TREZFWRETH 5,

(19) CR
a (e iEZ ETHDIELZ] D] s —igd 5o,
b AR IR HEZ IETHIDEL TWE] D] 26 —ii b ook,

(20) HIRC
a. [Yuud itz HEIC fiok D] » 5 —d b 557, (Nishigauchi, 2004,
124: (42))
b.¥[ v fEx FEIC flioTWwa D126 —ig b oo,
c.¥[FuunEEE BT ffio7 D] 26— b 57, (Nishigauchi, 2004, 124:
(43))

3.1.1. Creation/ Transformation

RIZQ2)D T2, L) BETid, MR © X9 402 NIEIC & 4ud HIRC
ELTHRIIATEETH 23 CR & LTI TE v, —77, BIRETNOBE O NIEHZ
PRI ICT2EQQHDEIHICCR ELTHINTE S,

(21) CR: 7 VE [[K%E Wo71{ D/ bD Y] % BIFITEEL 72,

(22) HIRC: 77 V3 [IMGZ o2 (D) *D (= b D) )] 2 BIFICETEL 7=,

(1) @D TED9 1 SFEEROIHTDFRETH 5, 2 Dt b BIGRETAN D BEEd o WD TK
DE{31% categorical judgment 231372 & & CR DR & 22 273, WEHE TR, 6 T I
7 Z U3 thetic judgment & 7% ) HIRC & L TIEIRTE 5,

(23) CR: A7V =X [[KZ L1 (=%2) 1% A2HITHEWTE,
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(24) HIRC: A7V =3 [GZ W L7 (D770 (= bD) | % QAEICTHEVT,

FRR I BIRETN O BhE O NHD A3 D 8 4 712 & ) CR, HIRC DERDEVDIITS
EBEZONDHDICRDEIBRDDOVH 5,
(25 a CR: 7V [[1%Z o721 D] DHIC EL%E AN,

b. HIRC: 7 Y1 [R%& > 7 { D/ *D (= D) }] DI FHi&E Afiz,

CR: 74 2l [[BA% MA ] D] 2 BAT 7— AL AN,
b. HIRC: 74 23 [t —% —% WA { D) *D (= D) )| % BAT7r—AIC
ATz,
CR: 7 A 23 [z fg->72] D ] 2 A& L 7,
b. HIRC: 74 213 [FEIR%Z f&- 72 (D) *D (= b D) 12 A& L7,

(26)

&

27

&

3.2.

%9, BAREINOBE O NIHDE T CR 2» HIRC 2 IR0 5 (21), (22) H»
5T 5, 2O2O0OXTHELNTWS TS OHEARNLBERMBEIILLTOLH I
TS IZ ACT-ON Bi¥% b 0@ ch 2., "5, 1Z TR O k9 Rtz L s 23,
MR (of) /1 RETy & v ZEIERB L DILECIRARERN TN D,

(28) a. K% 1 fEICR - 72,
b. Rz 1R (D) -7,

'Rz, @ TS 1 transformation TH O TS .0 &35, FERIREZ HEHIT
3% &9 RERZFEREICDOMEIC D W TUIRET, NTS ISHEHIREZ H o b G HEE
ZbOLEZIONS,

29) |5,
ARG =|ARGI: x, ARG2: y, D-ARGI: ¢|
TS =[CONST: ACT-ON (x, y)|
NTS =[TELIC: BECOME (y, [BE (2)])

—77, @) ikHsr k)T UMM DX Ry A ToXFHEHICE 251 TR D
X9 %A TOLFEHICE 256 L EWEE? R 5, Rz d 6 b TRHIFIRIT
H(28) EEAD, 30) TRERENZR S, £, (31) D X9 % right-node raising
o, 20200 Tz BPHOEHFHTHS Z 2R LTWS, £oT, 20 T3,
¥ creation TH Y "B .0 LL B DLEEN) DEWREEDIRE & 75, TS OfEHIRGE
otz b DDOELE) 2ELDOVRUTH 5,

(30) a. 1FHETAEZE -,
b. ?1 K] (D) (AMERZ - 72,

QUALIA =
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BD?riERZE [ ), ZrTiMRER ST,

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

®) 1% (32), (9) 1 (29) IZAIHL TE D, Basilico (1998) DH Z % & CIXBHRM
RSN TORVLAEZIREL TWw3,

CR LFFIRTE2 2D TRZH 721 1%, 29) &0, B DI LEWMEL L5,
WIHD TA; 1& BE DEHRICIZAE S TEHHFOEZHNGEE 2D, ZLBOEE (2) 13K
EDFETHS, 2FD, HWED TR LI EEIGEL VVICERIND LT
TR DFFTEDHIRI NS, HifdE &2 TR 2OV TOBIRIFFER L LT NTS D
W TEREINSIIITHY, categorical judgment & 7% %,

33) [KzH2,
ARG =[ARG: x, D-ARGI: ¢
TS =[CONST: ACT-ON (x, [K])]

QUALIA =
NTS:hELK::BECOME(th[BE@H)

—7Ji, HIRC Lf#IRTE % 22) ® "MEEH -7 1%, 32) £, (34) DXH) LEH
Moz, WIHEHO AR, 1324 (BE OEHIR) OBEEDNE () ICAS, Z0%
FE MR LI FEER DD LTWAEY, TAM, twork k) ks hroEitz
HoHbLTWVEbIFTIEAR, HEMEEIZ 6) ZHAITEZTHIDMEN L H )5
DIETH 5,

(34) bz .
ARG =|ARG: x, D-ARGI: y|
QUALIA =[TS =[CONST: CAUSE (JACT-ON (x, y)1, [BECOME (y, [BE (I{Af&1)])])

4. BpbhIC

A58, CR Z HIRC &M S THEL L, HIRC & HMEICIXBIARED £ 9 22 F)
#f) OAEIE % b &1 Thetic and Categorical Judgement % 32 U 7 fiaBiiG D% 2 & K
SRR ERR O A Z o TOaW 2 A7, CR & HIRC & D#E % BWREEED & 47
BT L Basilico (1998) D& Z % LCS X D IZFMHMER TR AT L2 RE L7, LT 2 EK%
TRV AT L6, thetic judgment 73Bd % HIRC &, categorical judgment 3B 5 CR
& CIRBIREIN OB OIE & 72 2 4if OB T 2858 ) 2 EHS ko T,

HIRC & CRIZBWTIE, HiNOBIE) O RS O E O HSHEERGE ~ DT D 7%
230, Basilico (1998) D& Z % MGEMENFEAR L 22 2 L EZ 5258, HiHEREE CORME
MD% K SHBOBETH 5,
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