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Lee, Jong Kun. 2000. Syntactic and Semantic Features of the Predicate
and Accusative Case. Journal of the Linguistic Association of Korea, 85(3),
183-202. The main purpose of this paper is to give a new account for what
kind of predicate can license accusative case in Korean. Previous approaches
to this issue claim that predicates can license accusative case to their
complement when they have some specific semantic feature such as
[-stative] or when they involve a certain pair of related semantic notions
(determinant and determinee). These previous approaches, however, pose
serious empirical problems since there is a set of state predicates which can
license accusative case even though they do not have these required
semantic features. In this paper, a new analysis will be given for this
problem, based not on a single semantic feature, but on a syntactic feature
and lexical case licensing. In addition, to account for which argument of an
accusative-case licensing predicate gets to bear accusative case, the present
study will introduce a new way of argument selection in Korean, which is
based on a set of lexical rules. (Mokpo National University)

1. &

gEole Ao daide £HL 277 ANT B 47 A¥%= AN
T & F A JEHA €019 A4 ol (NellA B uwps} Fol 1 &
o7} velde EF9 Folt FZA(nominative case), FHoE U3

(accusative case)S W& Wt

(1) a. BF7F 2o
b. 987 A& Yok

ool =2 2000d 119 49 Aoty 71 SEeRAN BES WE
gy ot YEAFNA AFY =YL AFY F 2o =dAA BAsR
=29 =28 g5t o 2A T80 ® 23% = A7 Age) Arkxn
AT A=A

Jz o
e



184 o} & 2

479 WAE &9 oA B4 F £2% @A deue 9y ®
| 298¢ $32 UFS 4AL wAnA o med 4F @0
go] obd RAMH AT YA Uehts ‘8/8'Y EAE 23

t}

(2) a. 357 Mg A dE Edo
b. 97 F Wg HEHS

o] A AT BL BAL Polgd RE F9 st ojdeo]
(two-place predicate)e] 2jv} A A3 BHEA AP o'l FolEo] O B
#o}(complement)?] Wl A= (internal argument)d] WAL VHF + 3l
=718ts Zaloltt, B Mg dAFqM AHHYRC] olyeEojn HA
2% O BEojod gA S WY + e AL o

(3) a. A5 FE7/+E Fo
b. 4= Hol/+x& €rh

dim

B3 e EAE Hol: o F FFHE UF F ¢ dAEH
2

&3 2o

U 3

@) AEAPHE deiE &
o, 4o, U, 29, B4, FE, Ano
6) 248 dEE &0
woh, o, W, 22, g, 7Ased, 22

olo] tha] R E AP ATE dHo] &oj9 ouet #FEo] UHYx
74Qstm, €oje] oW 9ou o] HFolQl YALT WAL WIHY +
Aertdl dE g 7k gFd Aol slelgy. AF7A Ajtd ¢n
27 EE ARe2E Kang(1986)9 A ElA (stativity), Kim(1990)2] 34
A (agentivity), Hong(1991)2] 7 *AH(determinant)-¥ Z & Z}(determinee)
5ol qith

Eao e o]gd§ &0 ou] T4 BF A3 =& HE, FAHE A
Hatn g2o] WA= dEde HYsr] 948 M2 Atg 3stnA gk
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2. 94 Wa &oj9 uH SAHo oF 44 A7 1
243

2.1 el A (stativity)

Kang(1986)& 9 (3] dlEel ot A& Fostn Fait olse
WYYl BrASHGD Ba 2T £ol9 vH 54 [+stativel2 2%
o o Z% Kang(1989)e % 744 7H4& 82 ok $4 -1 9o @
Fol 219y Fejrets Agolw, F AA ARE [Sstativeld Eojue)
~3 e sEwtE sAgelth ola@ HAstld  Kang(1986)€
[+stativel?] &0l Ad & 7H2 gol& dhAE Redsha 2ot [-stative]
Fol7k Aol AT AL ¥4¥ + Uhn FFUch Kang(1986:
7ol Atd AEA 4He e By,

(6) a. AL [-stative] AL Aol AT o Fojgot
b. #4L& EE AFEAHA ¥ YA FodT.

olgigt FFL I HY Be A7AEY YA LolEAA e BAT F
7bA EA Rl AHHAJY Kim(1990)S ths AF (MDA FAHHE L&
FAFTIE FARsE Zm@ A g n ¥

(7) a. Froj7t/ellAl Eo] AR
b. EvtEZ}/Cl He7t §e] 74
c. #AF )/ =50 7 4
d. o] o]/ Eo] ¢ 2m &} (Kang (1986:153)°14 <U8)

Kim(1990)& ©] FAlEo] [-stative]ld ¢v] AAE 713 FAIEYAE &
T35 AL RoER EEE 2 Kang(1986)2 A XA YFo] & £ H
Aok FFHPr2

2. Kang(1986)& 18] 4ot o]d SARE 742 WLt JAT7 SA%
AojeAlol 97 b WAL WA FEThm Fsta girk HAT Kang(1986)2)
e FAE AFY & gt YYFAsh BAY ¥l glow, olg ThE Aol
A A8 A,
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2.2 3394 (agentivity)

«0j9] ou] AAR WA BV ZAE AZsHn e £ HE AER
A, Kim(1990)2 9dAd AHG ZAYE HFsr] Al A/
(agentivity) 712 & %8t} [+agentive] £oletE AL Jackendoff(1972,
1983)2] o] % 7hd & (Lexical Conceptual Structure)2 €& BHEE 4
£o7b DOY CAUSE AL 713 499 Az 9o o 9%
[+agentive]ol 3, wteF of® o7} oJF/Nd+FZ(Lexical Conceptual
Structure)? 7} A+¢lel DOY CAUSE d€ Zx YA ¥od 1 £
= [-agentive]gtE ZAolth. ulFojA e & solrt 2ee AHd B
od3te 2olu|3 #7}AH(semantic participant)E FAA 7HE A9 20
A7k A7t doertt causerdl €ojgte] Aujel HALTe] AL FAY F 3l
o Fgoith B ) FAY AHAdTRE 8RR

(8) a. LCS of put: [CAUSE (x, [GO (y, [TO (z)D])]
b. LCS of be: [BE (x, [AT (y)]]

2ol FolA AFHMIFZAM purs 713 Asidol CAUSE A& 7HAR
ooz e LCSE 7HAT e &F9 €0 ‘F'E dAL FHY &
)= [+agentive] £olo|X, ber 4913 CAUSEY DO #Ho| gle=z
Ze LCSE 7HAZ e FFo &0 ‘Udke dFdE F4% F fE
[-agentive] €17} 5 Holth

Kim(1990)2 [+agentive] €021 oldA & #Hse 7|E22 o3 A
712 HA2EE AA g,

9) a. HHE} H{FHez 2Y £ Yerp?
b. #49 o7} Ao AT FY oY W F5HY &0
2 2d F U7
c. 49 gol7t ‘=gt JRYFY £old W FEHHEY g2

#®Y % Qe

€919 [agentivity]dl A8 Kim(1990)& th&3 22 FAEA 43¢
A gt
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(10) a. [+agentive]?! €l 719 Atujd BAF o) dlF§ Foqdch
b. #4& RE AEA HA &< WAl Hodd,

&) %t [+agentive] BATro] tujol BAbFo] AL B 5 Ug=
Kim(1990)4 FEAE 3709 o2 7hA AgE 4HEYE FEHoz A
Ag e F Ude AL & F Ut oS dES 2A

(11) a. AFE o173 o] AJAL REaY,
b. oJAMEEL HEFTYE 1A v
c. +8E AF9 Hilg 9@

e ver ‘mad, uigd, 43 Fo FASELS AFAHY
[-agentive] $A}Eelth, O E E3stm Aufel HAlFo dHe] HH
doh 93 9 dFd JeE FAMECl AYHQA [+stative] FAMEtE A
A FEF Part g1tk ol [agentive] AAE 7122 &&= Kim(1990)
o AgA YT EA7t HE Aol ofye [stative] AAE 7Ix=2 3
£ Kang(1986)9] A EA Y= A7 g AL 2vjgd.
Kang(1986)2 ¢3d M NAE AMY & 71A 714, & -1 Y'ol &=
of APH HFeltetes 7MAT [-stative]d Foitto] -1 gI'E FHEToe
AL 7x2 19 FAL ¥ ey ovE(temporal semantics)ell Al
=5 e HHE5AY 5AS ¥ o 19 HHE E o B34l 49
5101 21Tt Herweg(1991)& AeHl&old 5oz %34 (homogeneity) S
o] $AAL WA (distributivity)® 34 (cumulatvity)2.2 TF4€
C}ﬂ ot Herwege $34% o3 2o €3t Ut

(12) {Hom (S)]
For all state predicates S:
a. (distributivity:)
Vut: (St A St = S(t)
b. (cumulativity:)
Vuts (S(t)AS(t) = S(u®t), in case tBty exists
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vl &4 (distributivity) € 44 & 717 59 FRASE dHE 2 710 9%
717t = 28 A7t fFAHE JFolx, 34 (cumulativity) & 13
A% ool 2 F 7|1l A 24 AYsEE At 2 F 717HE # 3 (sum)
N AYPSEP 53L& Zede Ao add A HI e
gh3to] go 'RaEW §& o F A 84& AT 2R, o] &
ol W3 Fejsold &g afex EFEn, ‘RE Fo Eole
S e HEEn o HEold WAL WAL ol AMEZNEH
S8 gIFojolA ‘-3 Qe 3P (progressive aspect)d HHERTF ¢
W ddS @3ds guaidge AL & F Uvk -n o] B A S
of 2ol o] AyE ek be -ing7t A3 griE Y F Ao
= A Aot s Ahn (1991)e] F33 v Ql%o] -3 9I'e I
Aot FetElo]l glA gm o HWe Ul FHE& dEsa Uk
Ahn(19DE ‘-3 'S AYPYF HA(marker)”t ¢} ‘general imperfective
marker'gt A3 @xole APA HX & -1 Ae FolAe HE A5
g A s . 1222 Kang(1986)9 ¥ 7HA 714, & -1 g
o] o] WY Fejia: 7HAF [-stative]d Fojrto] -1 & &
£8gE 4L 2 B834E A4 He Reld 183 [-stative]d €0}
glo] AL WY & gUchE Kang(1986)2) A& o] o4 {Ad #
Re Aolth

a2 xn golE HEY 9 g iR dojeME ‘mad T3 #E A
YFAIES dAE A Pde FE FEIHoF 3ok 9 (119 «FENA B
= AEsAy dA HE 5o gIoott FHE FolF o] oy
g Reld. HelsAls 333 O f 9o, 30|, B dES BA

(13) a. John does not know him.
b. We want him.
(14) a. KEEE .
U A%E 48t
b. BAMEHNMERESD

3. FFolo A$ 2ol P& ZH(morphological case)d YEIERA &R
gt =atEo] 2A4AQ A(abstract Case)& Badds B o F3o] Fxoje 3%
ZAAel AL W wEgdu 2 £ gtk A471M F2% AL 4Fo HdEA &
Hoj7} oA V)54 2L & oW FEA glo] YehdotE Yol
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‘be 2 EA4E 2!
(15) a. Je ne le connais pas.
‘I don't know him.’
b. Nous le voulons.
‘We want him.

$ dEENA FAY £ Ae AAY AA o8 dojEo) FTojs gL
F59 HeEA A $ol [-stative]d [+agentive]2] 9u|zatd & ztm g}
A GoHME BAE WY F Uvke AE ¢ F Aok

23 2R -9 AR

&< Hong(1991, 1994)0] M =2e| A|¢tst 2 2} (determinant)- 3 2 A
ZH(determinee)@ 7ol tisiAN UA#MBEZE & Hong(1991, 1994)0] A
3 AAHdeterminant)@ @2 “FAle] o# iR Apde] dojd
2 ot dojgAE FAAE 8% (one who determines whether the event
denoted by a predicate is brought about or not)"2 %%ttt Hong(1991)&
FALE AAAE M FAS A ¥E FAIR FEE

Hong(1991)& FAH7t 2 A AHdeterminant) & A ¥Ysls FAFIA] o}bd x|
2 H2E37] 98 44 Kim(1990)°] B #([+agentivel) FAIE 1227] 9
) =dPE NFE (16a-c)ol (16d-NE F7IAA ol 2L HAE uy
& AL

(16) a. WHYolt FA¥oZ 29 & Qdert?

b FAe Zol7t Bt AssFe £old W F4Y &
o 2Y F Y7

c. #Mel gol7h ‘wFsT, ARPFY sold W F&P ol
2 29 & Qe

d 'gRe, ARHOE'FY BAsh o] 2Y § &I

e ~HIL'FY FAAG o] 29 & YT

fARRFE FALS Qo| 2Y £ Qe

Hong(1991)2 WA & «&37] fdde 23] Ags g4 @24z
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(determinee)?] 7i'de] ¥Wasittn FA3d], Hong(1991: 111)& HAA
A& “one who delimits the event, i.e., an affected entity of the event.” &
Ao ole ‘¥ BAZL adE UL AHozZ AFAE dgws
(affected) 84 FAA 2 24le] AR RE AAZ A"(Hong 1994:
297)o|th. 471N ‘G gt =(affected) 84T WEHOZ FAlZ a2 A
oA HE HAE 8481 HoHo gt

FEgLE 44, F AAAHAE AUstEs FAE JtelUe HaEE oy
an= 2o

(17 a. (@ AWWel'st BE FATs o] 29 & e
b V-£d (& A1) FAFAY 29 5 A
c. '@HIA'R FAst ol 2Y + e}

Hong(1994)& Z3A-AAAARD e F AdS Agslg dgn 2
< A8 943& ALEd.

(18) a. @AA €] A& W HFAHAA hZ o] Fojdr)
b. #AL EE HEAHA 4L FAT Fodn

324 Hong(1991)e] MA@ HAA-AZHAY sldoze ¢ oF
(Do Yo e i e A3 A2 ded. 3YHY FHBA ‘2ad'g
7PN 2 HEESG HPYA H2EE ALHRA 2R vFog
Ehdn RA B2 2EE HEH B

(19) a. *d 57} & Ao} o] A E3ir)
b. xH 47} o] AMAE REE d § Aol AFL
c. *HF7t o] AL &AH3 ERY. (H97]14 gHEE ‘at all'd
olu| 7} ol 3 ‘completely’s] &jm Y we))

'med, sted, 48Y §9 HIFA 4% L@ ALY S ol
A AR dAe WHY & YLUE EFST L5 wEoz dehd
o,
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(20) a. +o] AAE B2
b #3847 Bl o AHME m2ebn ASHo
c. 857} o] NS EEam w=gch
d +857 o) AU gEHoT B3
e« o) ANE BT B AE WYt
f x84 o AHNE PR B3

ol A et 43E AANY o9 AT v A /FFE 7|22
WAE dgsteln ste AER o 712 FA2Wde] UNAT 2F £4
Hol ke RS & +

o8 AN e A9 9o 2Ad & A e 49 guiide
2 W3 d3g 4d9sieln ste AeWdrdE o9 FARAN £F
g u|dy YHFF BAE #E oM A(exical case)§ 3= HIWE
& Adstuz ke oAy FARHo|ZI e AL FAS F&AE
T EYFER Uyt o AHEEHE SAAE, & [+V, -N] & 2@ 3
|AHE [-N]9 BARAEAE 23 QlA 947 wEe] dAS HIE 5+ Qo
+ 2 & Chomsky(1981) o] F Wolgo A= 7|E 7H4 ot

3. 91333 £ol9 FA9] A2
3.1 o] 3 A (lexical case)

Be AF7AE(eg. Freidin & Babby (1984), Baker (1988)2 o7
(dative)olut A AZA(locative)d #2 o{HAHAL T ol oHH 54
2 o3 Rl vig AAH FAECZ ARt Baker(1983)c ¥ 3
3 ojo]He] one-to-onelE &Y Wl o] F ‘9fv]F(semantic case)'°]z}t
F23 o#Fel 2 713 9uv)Hi} one-to-manyZ W-FE o o]E ‘Wi

4. B =FoA ‘£ol(predicate) Bt £ol& Lakoff 5] ‘predicatorztx ¥27)
T & 2oz dololA FAI PEAIE B oot o] AFEYPAAE
EA1st Y8AIE ME U8 EUYFE FEIHEH ‘gol’s o8 2E A 9
3 Algdo)
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A (inherent case)'c]2}x R &t}

BadME Fxo] &ole =¥ & o7 -dA/MA/BH'E HrF
‘~o’= Baker(1988)7} @3l  ‘inherent case’'® B 7}A  ou] g3
one-to-many #Alol Ut ML FAGOD GF A o4 o A/A/S
H't goal, benefactor, location 52 9ulgs hgHTh HAA(XNA) -
o's FAE location, goal 59 ujygs gt & S Bz}

21) a Hs7t d8AA #& FA) (goal)

. otwhr} ob gl A A ALFEUTh (benefactor)
Zd Atgol Al Eol @t (location)

A4t AN 8o AE 9ok (location)

. EvlEd HH 7l 2 7o (location)

BEH7t A&l Zch® (goal

. Mo Abge] #t}. (location)

(22)

oo TP Do

@ol 4A% A2AL o ARAA uigD YU v Yoke A
¢+ do ole 53 A€ bl 4 Qe FATFE dFou Ax
Aoz yug 4 948e 9ulgnh?

0§ Mt dd B8 A YRS A dE 2UEF vaA
SARES 87,

5. -o A9 ‘-ol'7}t B E A (case marker)7t oy F ] ANpostposition) &= F 3
(e.g. Urushibara (1991), O'grady(1991)E Yoyt B9 =2 AP dgL
F2 oo o] A ¥ =& 3 g2 $t

6. & =347t AR AXY vl FAE RS RE FAY A 49 o/
&’ A il H(case alternation) @44E& HQUo}.

a. 937t A& 2

b. 487 H&& 4.

o] Aol Smith(1992) Fol FH3e AMY HHF L W F WA =30
AHAN H2AE FdH o2 (optionally) B Aoz BAY £ Q). o WYL
O2d 9 £ @odAT ‘A€o dHAE B, (b)AHE ‘MLl oA L x|
¥ dAdg Ay gedu ¥ & 9.

7. Kim(1990)2 oi#ZQ o435 HA2F3L of4de we .47 FAEUN} &
g7t we ZAPdAT e waam Qo)
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BooMe &Fo EYeg w9 EHEFT 2F ¥y o
g A9 HEAE 27 gE BYyFE bR dd ot Kang(1986),
Kim(1990) $9 d3aEo] dFojoA FApe} FEAE sfue] EYHEF
(BAIH )2 253519 ‘predicate’} ‘verb’2 R 2E AdE o2 T
M EALS HEALE AAFEH L -/, BAEHAN -0, FASHE
Bl -A Bo] ojzHstem)o] BE 4 glo] ME fFAMEel #rE A
g dEAA B F Aol -3 gy - § Adaspect)E EA
E deiart FAdE SE4HY g4AelE HEHA Fotd M2 OE F
"y rz s ged 2A7 Ao

(23) a AF7t FRIhPE @ (F84D
b. &7 #& g (FAD
c. 98 Ho] go/x¥ Ut (FEAD
d 357 A& g1 Ak (F4D

go] LAl FAlel FREIE AT A ofzre] {AM(SI0A
IAS RE)0] A7) W AYHA gojo FEAGE FAolPo] Uk
Aoun(1981), van Riemsdijk(1983), Miyagawa(1987) 5& Y% <2dojolA ¥

82 BAIS FEHAT BAsh fAMel e e Ageta o) o
olgel WEAHE [+V, «NJo| okt [+V]9) BAAIE /AR doke F
e Aol o5 FRe BIAE Y.

olg 7lzz B19 F3L €07t WAL VY + Y& A4E w0l
o 5A@ shel ofp AAzE WYY & dov) €019 @ Yo 54
@ guidg AU 3o 4Acl Had 59 oNAD AvAe F9t

oltdl, ol &gl “FAVY F4 dHE BHE F JUde FoIH &
o3z g WA ot =¥l FHUd WE FHo dem, oHAL ¥
gt =gl 8 A$e FAUE 94 W3 THE Fevh EadAs
Chomsky(1981)8] #%& wolga AU A7 FAH+V, -NJHE [-N]9f
BFAAAE AR A o dFE HEY 5 Uoz B3, FEAE A
sbe 28 [-N]19 B4 AL Zn A @7 dEd g3 s By F
gotm 2ok 2dA (49 G)elA A E ‘Foh, 4o, 8o, HF 5 &
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olE2 o|g&ololrl AT FEAlelr] WE dFE HVIHEL F o
0} 8

d71M FRE AL o|g& FTAY HF =7t o} F Y [+stative]
duzd g 21 JHAE (WA= FFoldA o7, H4H 9 oF
73 o W(association) €& F Y& YuigE A & ¥ I WAE
e 7L W wegE Aoy o AS oldEod ddrddx F =
3 F ol o] =0 oHAL WoH I gole AuBAd e =
go) AL BHF 4 gt A& o](three-place predicate)d] 7ol
oFAL wE wao] ) U £oig Auj@Ad WA= AL °
Hyrerh 430l A$dE ojHAL P =8 9 (Clab)st (222)9
GEANHYE EAF Jujgz A Yt

33 =% AdE3 iy B3

a8 o)gsolu AgtEoldA =¥E F oj" =] FAL B ¥
1 oW =%o] AL WILEs e AL @itk o A
Hong(1991)9] AFEH F 8% & REoUed & ‘=¥ MY
(argument selection)’ E¥ ‘Fo] Agolgtm ek 7N =% A9 E
Ag FE ojfe oFd&old A due =yvo dFHE B ¥
F el =85 F od =¥o| AL W3 & F Uevt e
7t =3 AgE @de] g7 Wil

Hong(1991)& o] &4l 94 &ole d3 A ¥ AR 2AHA-

Hﬂ nx
24 o o

8 stTole] AL dojo) A g wgez MY #IFolr siFA(HIA
o, configurational language)@= AA 7L glojof &te, oy AA st WA:E
Mol AYPE + Uck ze BaoXe FaAE golg FH3A ojd FHY
£ol7l dF Wy FAL A F el e EAY o9 =¥%E F oW =%
o] AL WH W 5 Y e FTAE widY BA glo] PN BA
e Balo]r] g §olo) wdo]l RgE AYHY BHe] Ak E =&Y
2He ZARAA AAZ JRA AT FH gy Fo] WP, ¥4, A
A, =x ARA A st BAE OF e d UA %ok AR A FHo] o
27 B e} e BAE 5y 2y ot g2kd 5 Uk

9. o] AAArt AHF W2 clFggole AE =FHdge] FRHo] Y7 A
37t AU ¢ gAY A feth AT Hong(199D)e] 71Asn de AAY
N7 98 587 =35 3 oW =3o] AL B YUt & TAE A &
Fete 2dolA Mz #Bo] At
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HZdAgze shdez AMAYsiain A=t Hong(1991, 1994)& “ZAAH Al =
ol 1€ W HAYANA o] FHgt 2 FAs 2 U 2 ¢
e ol AEs} olv ‘Ray, 93d, vt FY A5 Ae &
A7E & Boith EnE @30 =¥4AYe gojo =M G2 A
tgF3n & Hong(1991)8 FAEGE o8 714 99 AdH /AdE o
dHoz2 Hgdo =y MY EAE HAdslen & Dowty(1991),
Wechsler(1991), Lee(1996) %9 Aol o ©®ZAdel gicdtn &t
Dowty(191)= o83 2L =3 AY & Atsta Ao

(24) Argument Selection Principle (Dowty 1991:576)
In predicates with grammatical subject and object, the argument
for which the predicate entails the greatest number of Proto-
Agent properties will be lexicalized as the subject of the
predicate; the argument having the greatest number of Proto-
Patient entailments will be lexicalized as the direct object.

3 Dowtye =% A9 HedA dFH Proto-Agent A F Proto-
Patient FAAESE A84E g3 2o,

(25) Contributing properties for the Agent Proto-Role
a. volitional involvement in the event or state
b. sentience (and/or perception)
c. causing an event or change of state in another participant
d. movement (relative to the position of another participant)
(e. exists independently of the event named by the verb)
(26) Contributing properties of the Patient Proto-Role
a. undergoes change of state
b. incremental theme
c. causally affected by another participant
d. stationary relative to movement of another participant
(e. does not exist independently of the event, or not at all)

9 =3 MY daoM FoF RE oE e v Aol sl
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gEo2 k3 Mdgg s o] oYz Aoz VHE B F'e
Agent Proto-Role ZHAEE #93te €0 =30 Fol2 ol H1 7}
A @& 4’9 Patient Proto-Role AAEE Fste o} =80l 1 &9
9] BHojz2 o33} dokn s Aotk

Dowty (1991)ste Y& wgez =% AHg EAE HPsiele
Wechsler(191) % $At8] F&o maty 3749 27 & 9v AdE A
g3te] A 7tx R FHoz o] BFAE AP A% WA FAH
AFe} % AHmental state verbs), $14] $AH(perception verbs), 9AA A%
% AH(volitional action verbs)® L2} Notion RuleZ A%t} o T3 &
20} =33 Fo] =3 Alojo] Ayt ¥AE WEH o2 CONCEIVES
= @A, ge 22 gdstd 0’ (notion)€ R e BACE AYHE
a8 oFYEL A sE oFHE FHolth, Wechsler(19DE old =3
Ae FEHL RN HgBdn Wi JUcho g L BAL

(27) a. John wants the cat.
— John has a notion of the cat.
»» The cat has a notion of John.

9] ERoA Johne 27t fstE 1ol U Mdel T ook AW
mol7} F0iQ) Johnol W ldel ¥ UL WaE glos Aol
Wechslers 2] Notion Ruleg tH&3 Zo] 323

(28) The Notion Rule
*RELN R
ROLES <.. r .. r" ..>, where
s |s ELKR, r" x, ry, t>] =
{xy} (s |s F K CONCEIVE, x, y, t> ]

10. Chomsky(1981, 1995)2) &% %3} Dowty(1991), Wechsler(1991)9) #3 =
e M2 §437] oL Y olgg uEIHn Yoy oJHFAM o7t =
Ny gd @8 A pdsd oW Y2 o # Zexicalization) =7t &
2R ole B¥ nHME Fd & Ax EAlolth AMZ Kang(1986)%
Kim(1990)2 A A £(GB)2Y ol&9 E(framework) Stolld ol A E b1 9l
2 Hong(1991)& 9% Ex8 GBst obd & ¥4 ol &2 E(framework) <ol
A gFa ok
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Wechsler(1991)8] & #¥# F3L causal event® BAISIE FAIE A9
3= FaEeld 2E o] F3& Nuclear Role Ruleo]gln R &t} o] 3
& Fo] =glo| ofghuki=(affected) 84 (Wechsler?] &2+ [+nuclear]<]
82)ola BHo] =#o] ‘causer([-nuclear])?] o1FHAELE FA3E 2§
2 FFolg gg d4F& BAh

(29) The acid dissolved the metal.
o7|M Z&Ho| Aol L+ ‘the metal'o]l AMA 3 o gt =(affected)
8 xolojokz] Fojrl JEguE gidME ¢ HoE T3 otk
Wechsler®] #Astd w3 d&3 o
(30) The Nuclear Role Rule
*RELN R

ROLES < .. r .. r" .. >, where
r is [+nuclear] and r’ is [-nuclear]

FU

Wechsler(1991)9] Al W& 73& 17} Part Ruleclgtn #2& RS
28] ‘container verbs'#2 BE HHFAE ABY F JUt o] FHL
ol AENAH B & AE AAY Fo =¥o] EFHo] =¥ ¥ (part)d
gL FAE AHE FHoIt o] FH EUHE ‘B (part)—4
MNEde oju@s EALZolA part-wholed] /HF2oz o]v /\}%51 =
N ek,

('

(31) a. This toothpaste contains sugar.
b. This book includes an appendix.

o dEolA BxHol Y WL Fol £¢ A% TN} g P
(part)o] Hojokx] 1 weh7t HelMe ¢ drke FHoloh
Wechslers] §43t8 #4& g3 2o,
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(32) The Part Rule
*RELN R
ROLES <.. r .. r" ..>, where
[s |[sELR, 'y, rx, t>] =
{xy} [s |s E €PART, x, y, t> ]

add $ioiA gAE Wechslerdl =8 A9 F3E3 Dowty(1991)2]
=3 A" e Jdoje EEoln FIo €ol9 =3 HHdx AHEd
4 ot ‘g3t Ioln, XsT T ¥IFo] FASE ol g2
Wog ¥y Meo] gt A& UF ATdA A + Aot

(33) a. &o] RYolE UFTH
b. Aol 2 B&£& =HH®.

c. o] XL dE E¥sta Uth

‘mEa'Fe AUFAEY =3 A9y FAHAH, Wechsler(19D 9 =
3 My FHo2x 19 Notion Rule2 old FAEL MA¥E + Stk
Dowty(1991)8] oo 2y ‘Ratfie 42EAEY WA=3o] Patient
Proto-Role®] 54%¢] 82 ‘sentience (and/or) perception'®] £4& %
2 gleng =% MY A7 HEE F AT

AZRA =% Wechsler(1991)8] =8 M9 FA= 3hte] ofr|apA o]
ole EALe FF/d wad M2 d& A A9 guisid e =43y
=3 MY EAE Hdsizin AERD 47N Fa# AHHS Wechsler
(1991)8} 333 Dowty(1991)9] F o] A& t27 sz =3 Hddg 24
g #HAste d Y guiade) ofd oy 7R oujxA £ AEE
=stn ke Holth ol FFojolA FAAAS HAAAS JiHde=

E gole =% A" ZAE AP A=F Hong(1991)8] 3=
aA gxdd.

=3 A9 BAE ddsle de F 7HA oo T EIY T YojAT
239 FoA7 #4 ol® F7Y €97t 21 A=Y A BHY
4 glertste EA8 ¥4 dAL AHY + e 49 =5 FT A4
oH =3o] hZL W WiV s FAE UdFE Aoyl WEd g
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F ol FoA 219 X ¢ £¥SUME o 7t E Wechslerd
3 Moy 73S wf2x2 v} Wechsler(1991)9] =3 A¥ 7 &
¥ 90 7id, & perceive(notion), causer/affected, 18] 2 part/whole®]
PEE o] 83A o9 =¥E F oW =%Yo] dAL WH ¥ F 3l
A 4 F Ut & =3 arg-10] H& =% arg-28 perceivedt= #A 0]
Ak =3 arg-27t =% arg-1€ & perceivedti #AIZ} o}d o perceive
HE =8 arg-27} AL @8 B ‘want'st 2 Ael AL 2 o
2 oln AAHRR FFo] FA ‘Y3 Felx L AL ¥ b o
t}. causer-affected A AL+ Grimshaw(1990)9 Hong(1991)dl A &=
ool =27} ® ZAH causerd] &0 Fost Hx o g (affected)
847 (B3ol2 MEYHEA) QF & 9 geg. an spxgez o
AL $A ¥ €09 F =¥o] BE-HAM(part-whole)@ Aol oW
HE(part)?) =%o] AL W3 @E o oy doe AL & F
9l k.11

£ X oo

4. A&

g7 Sl oldzojst Aygaole ov AR BAHEE P o
W £o]E0] 2 BZ%o|(complement)?] WA=3Hinternal argument)el o
A2 A8 F gestsle ZAE =9Rh old dis giRpPE My I
T dFo] £019 9ujg Ao I 7ML, Fol9 oW 9u] =
Aol HFoql AT} dFE WY § ervted d$ o8 A g
¢ AE AEHQD AFARA AYD g0 A T AFo2E Kang
(1986)2] AelAd, Kim(1990)9] &9 A (agentivity), Hong(1991)9] ZA A}
(determinant)-3) 2 A AH(determinee) F°| AU}

& o8& [-stative]\} [+agentive]®} Z& 3ute] o ou] x3
F49 dA Wy Wgo] 4¥¥ 4 Y& d¥ FHEos) sidE HE

11 o8] 712 g FH9 08 HESYE =% Mo dd 498 A F
7H3 el dujsigel SYUHolobY JHEAE JAT oY HEAHL BudA F3
Be w=Ad Hdzdw A€ YosAe gedh e dgnridez RE ZAE
#dshe Wl oty goje FHA W X2 de gudgg =9ddte Wy
o]7] WEoltt. EE 3y ouixtdely @ 4o HE B¥H gupligdez =E
zole] =% 4 EAE A2% FF AdA HAH 9 sPe] @ Hojo}
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AXen @30 WA= dAL HAPsr A 422 Ade doh
o] =& fEE FFo &0l dF WEH T I =AM &
o7t A g AH3 Al Ee 4 FAAEAZ [+V, -N19 A3 g 74
°F €91 3= Chomsky(1981)2] 3¢ waw A, [+V, -N]9| 24& 7}
A gole BT g9 E 7HALR U] oA S ¥ FATE ALFn
< WA= d3dE Uy & e A Jy

aejxn vAgoz 3o =8 MAY FA: FAYA(determinant)-H F
A AHdeterminee)?} gz HFEY 4 Yk Hong(1991)e] FHae= &
2] @3ool gloJAM X Wechsler(1991)8] o] &2 wal 27} gojo =3 A
"ol diall AU AMY R 7HA vl AEE gz HLsor W
€ %8 9o
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