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On Argument Structure of -able Adjectives
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DL

AFE S B HEEE —able Z{HINT % T L CHERE NEERG (-able TEAF)
DIEMEICDWTERT 5. Fic. HEENBERIRERFICBOTERENS
HiEAMN R % HEHE (Johnson and Postal (1980). #11(1996) 7% &), NIF
MEROREICEAES % &5 Tenny (1989, 1994) DRE, BXU. #H
R RICERE DN DM (Rizz (1986)) ICEDE, AT -able EAFAL N
HEFDOCERERT S, 50, -able ERFADNEEFFDC L&, Baker
(1988) D IEERET ST —HMER OBALLBHEE LW LZERT 5,

F—TU—F ! -able EEF, RERFF, FRORNEL, BEEIP, FERE
51— AEH

1. 3LBDBIC
AL (D) KR T 3 X5, BEEcEREE: —able 203 % C & TR
TNBEEGH (LT TE.[-able FERE ] EMER) OIEMEEIC DWW TRETT %,

(1) (un)believable, breakable, readable, reducible, washable

Williams (1981) X, -able FEAFDIREICIIIEEEGIC BT 5 NWEHDOYIEL
(Externalize Theme ; E (Th) & BEEE) AEELTWVWB & EERL, #ilz I,
readable DIREE (2) WRTX5EHEDTHH . EAHE read DIEHEEIC E
(Th) H%EFT % T & T readable DIEREENERE NS LT3,
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(2) read : (Ag, Th) = E (Th) Dj#M — readable : (Ag, Th)

(2) (&, FEH (Theme) AEMABFTIENEE LT, £/, -able BAH
TRZNAVIEE UCHEEEICEM (map) SNBTLERLTVWBR, &
R Tl —able TUARIISENK & 72 2 Bhgh 5 NIEZS | 22, ZhAWIHL LT
MarE I A SN, EREMEICHERNICBEIT 2 LW I D Z2RRY %5, &
D BARRICIE. VE L NIEIRIREAFIC BOTER S N3 ATBFANEAS LU
5 H5% (Johnson and Postal (1980). il (1996) &), IEHORE(L]
(measuring out of an event) IZBIH 3774 (Tenny (1989, 1994)). LK.
I AKX (chain formation) I3 5N 25 (Rizzi (1986)) lcHD &,
—able ERFADRBEIFBRINETHSI L E2HITH U S, £z, -able AR
FIDKRBEFRIINETSH S L5 I3, Baker (1988) O HEEZET 5
—M&3H) (Uniformity of Theta Assignment Hypothesis ; UTAH) O# &5
LEF LN 7 2 THRT %5, RBIC3HITE LDEITI,

2. -able JBARINC I 5 AAMBH)

AHITIX, -able ERFAGHNEEZFL. TNOAHEESFTRE L TEEEICK
B EVIIHZERT 5,

~able TEAFICHEDFET 2 1 DDOBHLE LTiE, HiakicBb 3 EER
HEFHENS, B<HIBNTWS &SI, BiFEdRIRE ST B ASE O
FICHY T BHIE by Ty X/e, EEARICHE T SHIE of TERAENS
(Johnson and Postal (1980). il (1996) % &), D ki (3) iKfilx
ENTWV3B,

(3) the destruction of the ancient city by the Vandals
i (1996) ; £ 2 YU v ZIFFEHICEK D)
cf. The Vandals destroyed the ancient city.

(4) & (5) (& -able EBFFAZHFALLIHITHHH,. ThSDHICHBNTE,
~able TEAFDEBEEF L L THNANEIED of TERENTWVAZ LICHER
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NIz,

(4) a. They were presented in random order, and the respondents were
asked to judge the acceptability of the sentences.

b. The court said that it would not regard the separability of the
information in question as being conclusive, but the fact that the
alleged “confidential” information is part of a package and that the
remainder of the package is not confidential is likely to throw light
on whether the information in question is really a business secret.

¢ . The readability of the review itself is the paramount editorial

consideration.
(British National Corpus (BNC) 25 ; 4 &2V v ZI3EHIT L D)

(5) For, once we have made the first approach to the Landshut Virgin and
acquired a first set of impressions, the changeableness of the figure
begins to work on us further, now less in the dimension of greater or
lesser distance and more in the angle of view. (BNC ; 1 2V v 7 3FEH
iZ&3)

(3) DERZBEEFZD L. (1) & (B OHlFVITNEG, -able BEFDKE
TEE LTHABEEINETHS C EERL TS,

2 DHORINE. TEROREIL] (measuring out of an event) ICED S &
DTH%, Tenny (1989, 1994) &, NWHIEZEHRZRELTEZZDICH LT,
NIFETERVWEEFELTWS, HlZE, (6a) i for an hour &L TX %
T H5Dh B KD ICIEREFRNAESR (non-delimited event) 22K L TV 5D
WX LT, (6b) (dR#EANIE (indirect internal argument) @ PP WNEET %
z L HOMERIAER (delimited event) 2L T3, |

(6) a. push the cart (*in an hour / for an hour)
b. push the cart to New York (in an hour / ?for an hour)

(Tenny (1989))
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DED, (6) TREENHEOFENERDORFEZALGL TS,

ARk, EEEBNENARELFANE S DL EROMAMICHEZ RIFT,
(7Ta) IFEEBRENELFTHSC LHLRANEEREZRT DI LT,
(7o) BENHAARLFATHS T LD LIFMANTHIRERL TS,

(7) a. Charles drank a mug of beer (??for an hour / in an hour). (delimited)
b. Charles drank beer (for an hour / *in an hour). (non-delimited)
(Tenny (1989))

CDXI I, NERIBERORFEICHEZ KIZTH,. NENAELFATHS
N E S I EBEZRORME L ORICIZBFMN TN, TOTEiF B) & (9 &
BIRENTVS, |

(8) a. The heater melted the candle. (delimited)
b. Heat melted the candle. (delimited)

(9) a. Snow surrounds the house. (non-delimited)

b. Seven trees surround the house. (non-delimited)
((8) & (9) : Tenny (1989))

BLE o Tenny (1989, 1994) D#zHZHE A T, (10) Z#HET 3 ((10)
KBTI BA By VIFEFCEDEDTHB),

(10) a. A Poster presentation should : have visual impact; have a clear
layout; be readable in 3-4 minutes; be legible from 2 metres
away.

(http : //helios.bto.ed.ac.uk/bto/skills/files/communication.htm)
b. the user interface should be learnable in a very short time, for

example /n 20 minutes by a new wearer.

(http : //www.iis.ee.ic.ac.uk/~frank/surp99/report/skcc97/
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design.html; “DESIGNING A WEARABLE COMPUTER” &9 EiE
D—ER)

c. A well-structured and laid out book, with a comprehensive range
of recipes that should be cookable in 30 minutes or Iess.
(http : //www.cookery-books-online.co.uk/acatalog/Online_Cata
logue_General_42.html; 1 % V) 7RO RDEFLCH)

TOBITHRICEE R Z Lid, -able XA (readable, learnable, cookable)
ICHEFORTHEERT In ~DPEBRELTVE T ETH S, FIORAGEITNIZ,
(10) OFXBIEEET -able BEAFAOEBKMNRTERZRENLL TR L NS T
ETHB, NEDEZFORELICEELRRIZRZT LS5 Tenny (1989,
1994) DOFRICETIFE. (10) ORBEEFBRIEERE CIIEBNEOMNSE
iCH Y. -able EAFADEAKDORITERZRELLTWVSLEEZ %,

CCETOBMEFE DD L, —able ERFAIIAEZFEL, TAHNRE T

RAEICEC TS I LS, HFEBREICK D TN EEMEBIIBE L TV
Vo lithsd, cockid (1D KKRENTWS @Plkv *P LH
RRICHiFE (phase) TH % ERET %),

(11) a. This book is readable.
b. [ [ris] L[, readable] [y this book]] GEEME)
c. [ [ppthis book] [;is] [p[, readable] rpp] (AT MEOREE)
A | %@

(12) 1TRT &9 7%, -able FEREAIT self- 75*11‘751[1’(%7311\ EWVWIFEREE, T
NFETCOFEGBEZFRT %,

(12) *John is self-shavable. (Newmeyer (1980))

K0 BRI, (12) OIESCEMIE,. #HEEF AL (chain formation) DERIC
lEE 5N 5, Rizzi (1986) . BEILIER L ZOHEBOMIC. ZOER%
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RS Z2EZENMET AIHESIITEBEEALHIEE NS EFEL T3S (Rizzi

(1990) L BBOC L), O LRRAMICET L (13) DX3iciks (-
7ZU. (13) TR Y DEMEHRBETIEETHS), '

A

B |

(13) *XP;...Y,... ¢,
A | BE

Bz, (14a) OBEIHIEXENTH S DIE. (14b) IRT XS5 ICBEIL
7= 353R Gianni & ZDEBIOMIC, TNEFRFIT S855 (clitic) D si BNFET
BT EICERT S,

(14) a. *Gianni si - stato affidato.
Gianni to-himself was entrusted
Lit. ‘Gianni was trusted by himself.’
b. *Giannii [psi; & statoaffidato # ¢] .

_______________________________

(Rizzi (1986) #{&IF)

(14a) EFEIFRIC. (1_2) MIESCGERNTH S DI, BELZEE John & ZDIE
ORI, FNb L E—BERE STz self- PNETB-DTHSHEEZHN
%, TDT LI (15) IERENTNSB,?

________________

5 \j
(15) *John, is self-shavable ¢,
b |
BE)
~able XA OER B FEBIIEERE CRIEATFHOBERENETH S LWV H K
BoOEEIZ, (16) o737 [FEREN5E—MRH (Uniformity of Theta
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Assignment Hypothesis ; UTAH (Baker (1988)) OBEAMNLEEELNET
AN

(16) The Uniformity of Theta Assignment Hypothesis (UTAH) :
Identical thematic relationships between items are represented by
identical structural relationships between those items at the level of
D-structure. (Baker (1988: 46)) |

MEERBHSMCT BTHIC, (17b) IZ/RT translatable DEE#E L. ZF0D
EAB)E translate OERJERE (18b) Z[L#Eed %,

(17) a. While this is probably translatable into Japanese, I am not sure
that the proposition would be true. (Herbert Passin, 1977,
Japanese and the Japanese, Kinseido) (K (1990))
b. [ [ris] [pa® [xplp this] [, translatable] into Japanese]]]
A |

(18) a. We can translate this into Japanese.
b. [wplycanl[,»we v [yplp this] [ translate] [ into Japanese]1]].

A |

(17b) Tl EAKE)F translate BNIEE 2 DFD T &h 5 AP DIEEEIC FE
IHOD this A%.° £z, A OFHERIC PP BEEA K E 1. A D translatable (& 74H
THoaP DEEH 2 ICBEIT S, (18b) & (17b) &[EKKIC, VP DIFEH
&V OMERIC EEIHD this & PP ARZNFhEELEKI N, VO translate i&
HTH v *POEER v *ICBEIT S, (17b) & (18b) TEELZDII,
MBIV TEEOBERBRINZNEEN TS this hWEE L. RUAME (BB
SHEHIBOBHOIEER) IWELTVBEENS L ThD, CDT LIFENE
KRR ZNEENBRIIFMERHE L FEOMBICHRNENS L9 5 UTAH
DODHABICIE 2T DTH 5,
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X7z, -able EEFHADIRFEICB N TELFAABEDEE LTS L0 D BRED
WA E LI NIX, -able BEAFOIRE (19) BR&4FAABEINEELTWD L
WO MTIEXS BRI OFRERIE 20) LEHLULTEH, TOEKRICHBNT
—able EAFZ TIEHBIEAT] LHET LN TES,

- (19) a. While this is probably translatable into Japanese, I am not sure
that the proposition would be true. (Herbert Passin, 1977,
Japanese and the Japanese, Kinseido) (BiA (1990)) (= (17a))
b. [ Lris] [ a° [ [pthis] [, translatable] into Japanese]]]
' (R E#E)

[ip [ this] [pis] [,pa° [aptp [4 translatable] into Japanese]]]

A | BE

@]

(AT D FEF R T OREIE)

(20) a. The man came to the party.
b. [wplr-edl[,p v [y [ppthe man] come to the party]]]. (FEAEIE)
C. [TP [pp the man] [;-ed] [,p v [yptpr come to the partyl]].
A | BE
(AL T % PR TTOREE)

3. ¥

ARETIE. ZFLIC BT B RBRADOBEROE,., ERORNEL, BRI
B ONBEMICEDE, —able BAFEDORBELEIIEBENEOM B ICREKS:
CKENBERH U, F7-. UTAH OBED D -able EAFNC NEDFET
HTEEEFELNEVS R, T UT. BEEME CHFANNERNIE
DOHBICTEIE L. N -able BRFADFEBMBICHFEET ST & D, -able
FEARROIRE I IIIENRBIFDOIRE L AIc L AABSIES L TwaT LR
e L7, '
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(1]

*ORRBRENET SISO RABIGREE, hEFEEAE, FHRRESENSH RGO A
YRRWER W, TR LTE#MT S, E2FTEAERL., ARCBI B MEIZEE
IKIRESNBERNEEDTH S,

1 (2 BT, TEZMNENZHENEZ, 5 ThRVEHENEBEZERT,

2 ARETORWHRILT % 28I X self-shavable @ self- i& John ORI 7 R E 41
(c-command) T ARAENHLMN,. TOTLIEENOBRIIMERIECEHE LEZNWE

I 5 EENEEM (exical integrity) ICRTBEDTH B, L L. AT self- 3D
BREOHETH Y, HRERIFICBEETED LIET . |

3 (11b) TRFEOEREEIZIES BN V OMMOMBEIICH % LAKGE Lizh, Thik
EAAEE read N2 EHARFETH B LITERT 5, WEZ 2 DFFDEFHEOGEAICITIEE
IHiZ VP (721 AP) DISEMICEEER XN LIET S (Hale and Keyser (1993)
BB, (17b) TRIAX TRz & 3 I translate BARNIER 2 DFEFDMBFETH DD
T. FEIED this (& AP DIFEFICHEER NS,

[ BBk ]
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