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1. LB

BETLRELHZ B, “EHNFEEX (double
object construction)& 53¢ (dative construc-
tion) L BHHEICHEBIWETH 2 LiFE T 5,
LaLahs, MEOHIBAIIFIITIRLIIES
T, BRI 2 E X ZATREA SN WEBINEE S
b, 3 LERiconT, ZRMLEHERLS
2k, b, ZoFHMEALT BXOBHIC
HLEEDBIMETIZHRTHI LA, ABOHK
’CZ‘:F)ZD

. —EBMBEBXD, L ERBXADEEHR

ﬁﬁﬁ%fu LRLE-EHEWNEHE SIS S
BELAOHFXBMZBELIY BT 2. 20
i, @Bl to 5L % L A8 % give B, for
EBX2 L 28 buy B DHE L, Hki
EERTIHA L give B, ZRHUZEETLH
FllEbuy B2 5 LA C, BYHE~DEFLIT
A, LdL, COHRZFOMBEE, BIZIXT#H
RTHITAHIE W) HAEAFEICH ETS5NT, slow
learners ¥ teach % YO BEF & b, SRU 2 &5F
THOEHFERALLTLEISAI»HLEVHIZET
HbH. €9 Lizslow learners DX %3813 2 7-
HIZh, give WEFNIIZHEFA, 2 v, WFEIO)
OFEEL LTIETAMT A R VBFATH Y, buy
BFEHBEICO L0 228, 2%, —AT
bEDITHEAT) WML BFATHL 82
HFMENTHBEEZOND, F!

3. WEREEK

KUY Vv —oFINC XL, SHEEBZ, BR
PRERLIWITHROELR L, o T, “EBAMER T
LEMIEE, M, XHENLRERERICT LS
T, BREZBWTCHMOIrOHEL AT 513
TTHLH, UFBSHCHIWZMELIY LT 51
ARSI bR L THLY,
aiﬁﬂg FERSC L GRS L OMEE, FICERS
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EHEAMOZOOBEPLERLLVERY, Kk
BIXZ B E N,
(1) a. ??1 sent Hanako a letter, but she
hasn’t received it yet.
b. I sent a letter to Hanako, but she
hasn’t received it yet.

MaWEi Uk % 58, Lakoff and
Johnson (1980 : 128) 029 B IIHEBOME | &
WCHBEYH 5. —EAMEBXICBW TR, 10
has DO OBBRAIE Y LoD L, S
B & 10 BBE L Twihvizo, BiFEO 10 23
THHENTHL, £o7T, 10 DO #ZFH o /-
LV FEEN L SNV DTH B,

AG(=agent: I)
tr(strajector: a letter)

Im(=landmark: Hanako)

I sent a letter to Hanako

CHNRL-mEa bz L TAHB L
LR L5, aTRImPtr 2L E NS 2
T 74 V(profile) SNBHDIZH L, b Tl
tr DRER TR T v AV ENRS,

T72, 2)a O"EHMWIEH L, HACHEBERHK
BREoEVIBRERODIIHL, 2)b 05
W3, BEHEBE L CHBMICTRE X 728w
IBEREHOZLLH B,

Ll o FRIAE A P U, RO(3)a DIELH
LERBPTEETH L bPbLTHA.

(3) a.”I sent Tokyo a letter.

b. I sent a letter to Tokyo.
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2F D, BEHEECBWC, “EHHMENXOB
A, 10 2% 4% (recipient) ##30T, 10 has
DO OB Lh, fEoT, Blad k)il
XRER IR, chicl, SHEXo%4A,
10 %335 55 (goal) A RTETH 5 to L HiEgd 5
720, DOPFIO~BHTHBEN T 7 74 V&
9(1 IO DO o#ET AT E LTEBENG

, B DI LELIFRINLDOTH S,

. BRIBEESh A—EBNEBX O

Huﬁ“fl_f\ti:ok, AP, —EHNERCE
WTIO B2EEE2ERL, -7, 10 has DO®
BRV/K Y LoD THBH, 102D 2% -
LT LDIEELRVARERRAOH I S 5.

(4) Hanako baked Taro a cake, but she

failed to get it.

QOXLRIBERMETH L. WAL, EFHIREED
RIZHHPIBPTr—F52&F L L, AELICLE
BEMBETONL, ZoOHEHIZELT, Goldberg
(1995 : 10) 13, TEBEOBE] &\ ) LR ER
5 [EEE (intended transfer) |~ & EWRILIE
ENZDDOEPLTHLERETVS,

( 5 ) Diransitive Construction
Sem CAUSE-RECEIVE

< agt rec pat >

[

PRED

Syn v SUB] OBJ OBJ.
I+ intended causation
Benefactive-Ditransitive
Construction
Sem INTEND CAUSE-RECEIVE < agt rec - pat >
|prec0ndilion ] ! I
PRfD <
Syn. v SUBJ] 0B] OBJ»

(Goldberg 1995 : 77)
ZOREHF OBROREIE, THIZEREHT
Fov., BABREEREL2VAREBFIE, BXo
I % RO ERE T2 ZEHWER R0
ey, [BROBNIZEETHI IR
5TH5.
5. [BHRBEDEL
THHEWEERCE S ORI, BEEE

(information structure) ®EWIZH B2 bh 5.

ROFELEBRENIn,
{6) *Taro gave Hanako it.
(6)DSCAEAAT RETd A P, 5T (discourse)
2B 5 EHEE, lﬁlﬁiﬁ(old information)

6 FEHM (new information) ~DEF| & % 2D
PEHAZLLTH L. Lo, BICHERENA
BRTH S it I LKICBIT RO THS, HIEIC
3, XRECHBEROEEEH TS, LRENOKHE
(principle of end-focus) @< .
(7) a. Taro gave Hanako a book.
b. Taro gave a book to Hanako.

(Malk, XKIZa book BEIPNLTHWLI b,
[z [ICERMPYCToN, BB What did Taro
give Hanako? X3 53X TH Y, (Mbik, X
#KiZ Hanako SEANTWAB I b, [HICICE
N4 ToHhTEh, BHSCWho did Taro give
a book to? IS TAXTHAHZ Litbhsb, *°
6. IFHRBELVIBSORNHNER

TERAERE L v ) S TR TE 2 VWHE D A
75,

8) John gave a book to the boy.

(Kuno 1979 : 281)

XEEROFERICRZE, BEHRTHLETEHE
w743 the boy & LEIE W Z@NE B EARW
BL BB TTHDH, GUEIBRTRLELTH 5.
COEMAIZE LT, Kuno (1979 : 282) iZikD & 9
WZHEBIY S, ZEEWEHICE, B LPNEEMIC
THEREEICE O TRELAXTHH0IHL, 5
WAL, TR AT THEP® I, FLTEN
BRIMICIEIEEIERE L 20Tl it;?(, PRI
[HERD SR ICE PN REOT, B)OELIZE
Harpp L 25, %

LaL, LEOHEHOATEIFRTHTHS.

(9) Taro gave Hanako that.

N6  FBk, —EHMEH X THY, [HERT
H HREFPLRICEPNL TN DD, ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁ‘éc‘:&

5. ZOHERTIICHIIT 0012, MEEL
BT H B EFEALHA (cliticization rule) 0)%;@
FRLEI A S, B, BEiEbe, v2Eerb
ZEL ZEDTERWEAH (it ® them 7% &) 7%,
AR E 2 A 5§ 2 B i E# 2 &L — 1L L,
FO—HDO I RTINS, HFELO®RMEEET
LA L, this ® that %2 &, M2 R TARBFI
B7 72 MBI ZEWWRRTH A0, HEEEL
DEER 1T ) LBEERLZ VO TH 5.

7. X327 7—BERE

TEAWEBLOBRILETH DAY 7 7 — WK



BT, SHEEIAOEIBFRAPER S L.

(10) a. Taro gave Hanako a kiss.
*b. Taro gave a kiss to Hanako.

GRS, to BHBECTIE, QTR LM
HEOX S, BERE (path) 70774 0v&N0
LSDOTHLY, WHHBHZER LW AY 77—
MRBD, BEREE 70774 0T 52 L IIRH
RIZPSTHL. UL, e BERPELRIUDK
DX ANBERBIFEL D 5.

) Bill gave Mary a kiss and she was so
happy that she gave one to everyone she
ran into that day.  (Goldberg 1995 : 97)

COXFICHLNRE&Fone iE, a kiss LT
WAHIZh b 5T, WOSKEIIFRTETH
b, EKFELOFEH (principle of end-weight) &
MAREROFEHEMHE, SRBECIER S D 58
LoD 72N, fhBhE kiss & BRS04

il a kiss M F one IS B EILE 5T,

FOWERDTHHEALS I, TORE, BRTERTI
Thol-OThH5b.
8. “EXMBEIFELE L Thask

Bilask i3, ThEFClRRCE-TEHHEHWER
VD LX) BESEETIE AL, ZENEEF (verbs
with the double accusative) T#H % &) E TR
5.

(12 a. May I ask you a favor?

b. May I ask a favor of you?

slow learners i2 & o C, 724 ask i35 %4
WY B8, BiER of 2 ERT 5 00 h R L kv
I CHb FOHMELT, OAERTHAL[H
RICBEGE LT VTRl 0l dkic]ic
WIST HED, LR ol iChbDOPIWETETH
ZWPHTHAY).

Intrinsic
(13) Relationship

tr

Im

Of Schema
(Langacker 1992 : 298)

Langacker (1992 : 296) iz X %2 &, Bi{E#H of ®
HOMEERIE, BORICRENTWSE X)L, 29
DI (entity) TH B tr & Im & OREW BB T
HBHLLTWE, ZORF—7 (schema) RSN
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Ztr & Im ORI HESND L, tr S lm 25
[BEI BT &k b,

FlFLopcit, favor (FE) i, you DHNEMY
LIS HLBEHRENLIDTHLEDT, FES
of VERENLZDTH S, PEFAOEW LD TE
WCHIEH of NER S BEAE, BEFAPRESH
DERLOFFEOWM L L ERTLBETHLD
HIDDOTHA.

O Fss X fee

slow learners i3 LCl&, XHEAYL3KZ L7

ET, W kSRR EEMS T, WEWICIRRT

LOLHMOFEFIIRAD. F, L¥May 1

ask your name of you? ® X %2, name 7% &l

BRSO AREY Db bir b THA D, *°

9. BHYIZ
AT, “EHNEBCE 5B E oME

%, WXVRUPLEHELTCE RETEHLR

Polel, BETHEXEHZHHE, HBXBEKC

EEELT, BRIBEANLEREIELIEDTHT

HbH. WiiE, denyid, FEIRTRIFET S,

BISCRITIE 52 W] 2EKRL, —~R¥45 LM%

OMICIIMTORMEEL ZnwE it bhs, Ly

L, ZHAWNEHXOAREERE LT, S

D deny iE, IO DO 2ZTWAZ LI LB L

BR]EWI L RORBLE AN, EBROEBI

bOLMRHTHA). CHFEHRBIIBVCD, Bl

BWIBWTH, BEZDOL) ZHADIE Y LoD,

HBHVIE, RELDL) RERICELONE, KT

PHMTHI LWL T, FHZOBRMEZFEDL S

LW TELDTELHNA D P,

(]

1 write ldsend DERLEFEL TWAH 0,
CITRIEXEDL | LHRT 5.

2 HIEF to i, MU HkERT for & oxf
WizBowT, r 8 mHE LA L 28ET
BF, TITREOFREF L WHEEIE LT,
WHNBH ORI 7T 74V ENTWD Iz
0, ROFHO LS ICFHERFTOBBLEL
FAIFET (mental scanning) L TwW5 & #
ZONENLTH D,



Andrea Tyler and Vyvyan Evans(2003 : 149)
X, BB to DEARERIIBRAETLVELT
WA, ZOHSFICIEWLOPDOEEYH L.

(i) She looked to the left. (Ibid.)

B2, HEH o REREEELLWIEE L
THEYSNHL) S, KORGITRT L)1, #
ﬁ@%@mmmyﬁﬁéﬂfbb,%ukiﬁ%
OIFEPVERNTRIE,PLTH 5.

(i) tr Im
O O
NN A A

!
N
/
Y%
3

@ (&L 2000 : 58)

M, 9 L7-RBUS, B uBERREZRL.

TWLPD LI CBbh s, BrORMBRELE

RLTALE, Im (= her) ¥ tr (= left) #(LiED

FA2HOBREE LTHELTEY, BaEk

(viewer) DB R BB T 5.

BT, WEH to PRBIOMMEE ETEH (e.g.
depart, leave) L 3t#2 Lawvdid, BE to I2&
FNCHBLOERMIZER T 505
—J5, go  EAHIER to L iR TE LD, FO
BRELrEBETEINPLTHA.

(i) *a. They departed to Tokyo.

CHBEHFE THEL)
b. They went to Tokyo.
BEHIERETITo 7))

3 WKEHOFRBIINAT, AEFA oD
TER LS LT, #I32(7)b @ Hanako #& pifk
INTV5,

M4 TEHWNEES L SR OIREI
Bk RERA R EN TV, ZOWMHBFOBEB
BoWFIz oW TIX, Pinker (1989) 2.

5 & (2008 : 74) <, Ask him his name.
% Ask his name of him. Z&E2 %2 L3 T
ERVELTVERE, ROXIRLLIEFICE
NTID BVHIET 5.

“Remember, do not ask his name of him,”

(Will Henry, I, Tom Horn)

At & 7w,

DWTH,

BiEH of DIEARFERTH L[ 08l DERD S
DI ioh”%askbifﬁﬁ%ﬂjﬁj&b\’)ﬂﬁba&

ZEEME (2008) [FeaEo XA MdaHE, HHL.
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