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5 H B EE$))E0 promise D BIRTHTIC
B9 5/

tH B I W

1 LIS

"EHHNEBXSETERIEI-RTLELE—HRTIIRC, 2RO ZBEDH
RTCIREENDBR I ZZAPNTCHIETERLEBRZHMALEII ELTE
72. (cf. Green 1974, Oehrle 1976, Gropen et al. 1989, Goldberg 1995 7 ')
ZN—HT, BRZ ZADMICIIED &) BRI H b0 L) HE LR
Lo T&7%, (cf. Goldberg 1995, Kay 2000, Koenig & Davis 2001) 7/
FTI3, promise &\ ) BEEADORKRSME2E L C_HEHNEBXOEKEL &£
DEIELZBREDPEEETHILEZERET S, 2T, FRDBH5H
DYERLALERMRTII 2, FEOBMMRICERT LI LICL->TE

HRFEBXDBBOBRT 7 ADMOBEEN L 62 52 LRSS &
EARRTLILNDTLH S,

2 KITHR

2.1 70 P74 TOEREBE € DEBH

HamOMAERELT, ZEBWNEEXO7T 0 b4 T othn L, 7o
F AT DORRFBICOWTHEZEDHFERTHELINT WS a2 Y X %28
AYbE, BBURKRDL ) ICEERT A LHTE B,

* AMFEI3The Second International Conference on Construction Grammar (20024
OHT7TH, I~V rFKF) THRKLL “A Usagebased Analysis of the English
Ditransitive Constuction” ONBEN—EEHMATL TE LD LDTH 5,
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(1) @ Agent (LI'F, Ag) 7% Recipient (LI'F, Rec) -~ Patient (L
T, Pt) 2ET,
@ ZD#HE, Rec (3 Pt 2ZI11E 5,
Q@ CORFITHIVTEITENS,

@)DFITIZ RN 7 " EHENFETH 5 give AWVWLNT WS, 22Tl
Rec T# %/ ﬁmaw:5&?@#&#ottw51mm@mﬁinf
WEA, ZHNDODIZKT 27D ABRLEXITL D,

(2) a. #I gave him the package but it didn’t move.
b. #I gave him the package but he didn’t get it. (Kay 2000 : 6)

7 b A TP LRBT AFITIZN-QF LT LLEE LA W, 2 2 TiIAE
FaCTHLAJIZHLY EIF 5 promise & Wy EliEA2FlichIF TR 22 XiIcL &
Jo

(3) Joan promised Bill $10.

£ DRATHIZ TO4HF (cf. Goldberg (1995), Koenig & Davis (2001) 7% &)
I2HE9 &, 3N [Bill 2¥Joan 2 510 RV 2 RIFHEHL S L v 2 k13, Joan &°
HRZBEITTARNICBWTERTELDTHS] LW ) BRE2ZIT5H, &
R, AT SN IFAUTRR, Bill 1210 v 2 FI2T 22 83 wo
Thb, INEABTO_EHBWEEXDO 7 0 b 54 7HRIERQIICEB S LT
SVERE, GRELTLIV-@2ERTEILITTIIRwE L) Z 8Lk D,
FL2L7a A4 7HERBICL S EHNEEXOBKRSTOMRERIZ
(MWD &) LHEITIZH Y, COFBEOTICES DL WBHIVFEET L7720
2,70 2 A TR LEDWIRE I THBTILEIELLEILND,
ARETHITHWIZWDIE, BESETH 1) EBROBH5EMONEREES
LEWRAMZT D L) HaEsr 23 20 IELWDIES ) i, Q)DBIEES Z
THERD ) BICTHEINTELERGTOUAZELETINOT, @QTHW
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&N T Vv 5 8NE move R get (3P 5 I LM BERRIECICH 50 %
RZIETELOTHL LHRT L2 LHTE B, P ICTE BRI D
F1213 throw % take ) & 5 ICHBEM L AEBRKRICE ALt id, £OFE
BERIENTRTEELZ DI LN TELWLDLHEH, “HHAMNGE
AR EEE T 5 SN L ERRY, BN E AP LRLENET
HbEEZDL, COFRRBFIND HLOWEOEABRRICE > TAHEMATNER
THoD, ELH72) ZD/NMETIT promise & v BjGd % HLIEL) BT,
MBI MEBRRICERTDIILPHEINERELSI X Lz LT
<o

2.2 Koenig & Davis (2001)

BN &) %R ED L5 Icik) PHMBREEDOROMB L U TEHFDEIT
WMETHL SN T E T, AFTIZEFIC Koenig & Davis (2001) % H.h2,
i £ DL EIRRRET 2 i 2 Tvs % Goldberg (1995) IS8 Kk LZehs
b, ZEAMEEX P ED L) KBLATW IR Z/HEM L2V,

Koenig & Davis (3 Head-driven Phrase Structure Grammar (LL'F,
HPSG) DA TR & B a O eBROREZ /W, 209 T&E
HRFEBEXIZO2WTLLINTWE, oD ERIE, BEHOBKARTIC
situational core & sublexical modality @ 2 D2 DRI % &iF, FiZi3S
HERENCET 2R e i, RBEZFHREED (REOBKTD) €57
TAREALLERZERI L LTS, L) THBESSETZ LTk
SHEIL, —RY2LERMOBEKRERLTWE L IIZAZBY, FUHE
BEICHERNLI LD TELERFRHEL ) FC/I LN TERLIAZHL N
7o Z U Goldberg (1995) AS2MIEL 72 [HEX D £ 120» Tk & #94E
i L 72BIE R D 1 DDRERIK L 7 5, Goldberg T3 % HBYEERESCIZIE D T
CERLBREBX VNV TOLERLZEDHLZLITLY), $HHEZRATY
%, Goldberg Tid, Y DDRZIZEHRT 5ERDAT 6 DNDEIKRY T W3R
EINTVD, BEDOFRRBICEAD L7 5 2DAEEY EIF2 L, Goldberg i3
7’1 b g A THER (PORERK) 2 4A), 255 polysemy link 1= & -
THUDITLNDIBRIFAN1D, CZ52% (4C) DL ICEHELTW
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(4) A : Central Sense: Agent successfully causes recipient to receive

patient.

C © Agent causes recipient not to receive patient (e.g., 7efuse, deny)

Koenig & Davis (32D 2 DDOFRDBVIZOWT, a &) BkE LD
Ema L) BREFREOFED 2 D& [2F] L V) BTHUDIT S 2 LIcHE
75 EHEHMLTWv 5,

Koenig & Davis %7~ L 7z situational core & sublexical modality & 2
PEEGIET LI 125, Goldberg DC 7 5 RICEITNDEHEEDELIT
sublexical modality THRbINBFHRE V) &z b, T5%, R DEK
NZE, 2FYH [Agid Rec H*Pt #%ZI1FTH5 k5 12T 3 (Ag causes Rec to
receive Pt) | % situational core T T AEHME LTL o2 kick b, #
RELT, HIRT L EEDNIBREFFD 2 ODFENP LR LHE7 LV — 4
NG LD TELDP L W) TEDFESZICHHENS L5 2%, Gold-
berg D & ) KEHBICKT I TIZRIDFL T ILEF XS LENDTH B,

Z 512 Goldberg DA Tl promise Zc € D#EE] L FE DO L E NS B
7 7 2D EE (Conditions of Satisfaction imply that agent causes recipient
to receive patient) &, C7 7 RDEAH LRI, [HMRIBEBITINLLH
3] 2w S I B4 H8 sublexical modality (2 Tikb b2 L%
2728, bODERIIHMb I ethn s SR kB yoHmeE LT
Situational core IZT#KbiL b,

Dk 912 LT situational core DL ~JULTRI—DIE#HZ L D728, EB
WEBPRL DRI 7 ADFR LHE XS — 2R T I EARBITHAIN
%,

F#R12 Koenig & Davis D2 R TA X 9, Koenig & Davis (3 Gold-
berg DM E ZITHE, KO L) LERRKEEZ 5L T,



— #E HEE#Epromise) R AT IC
Y 5/ 5

(5) | promise-sem A cause-possess-sem

[ cause-possess-rel i
ACTOR
UNDERGOER
[ have-sem ]
SIT-CORE have-rel
SOA SIT-CORE ACTOR
UNDERGOER [4]

MODAL-BASE < deontic-mb N condit-satis-mb >
SOA

HIEDHERE T I DERRDFHMIC 3B 7 v H, MODAL-BASE operator @
condit-satis-mb ¥ Goldberg (1995) T7~ & #172 “Conditions of Satisfaction
imply that” DEWRIEEICHLUT S, L2 >T, THOFRRITERD LD I2FH
I ENTE B, ACTOR I HIR L7 NAE % £ & ¥ iE, UNDER-
GOER [2]//ACTOR [2]iZ UNDERGOER [4#2 Fi2T 3,

I Z—EBAMEEXOER

3.1 ot dM4 7RIS EBTE

BEHTRELLARORE-——_EHNEBRIXDBERZ DL ICE L2 5
NEP-IZRY Mo, “HEHNEEXD7 0 b 54 728 LT, 20
BEREEZR L 5 2 L niho 72\, #EH (2001, 2002) 3 X UF Ueda (2002)
DFTHLYITIRMLTWB L), ZEBWEEXD 7 v } 2 4 7HSEHIT
BEDERZEBRT 2DICAIBEERICB T IMERBROTILICERT A LE
b,

—_HE BHRJFEEIE give D EIRIZ, Goldberg (1995) 12689 &k & 5 12tk
=Y (I

(6) Agent causes Recipient to receive Patient



(6)T receive XAV LN TWEY, 2L £ D I Dreceive X XD L) % EIK
THWTCWLDREH) LEPH S, Q)TRIZLH I, BEOWENOHITIZ
Rec & Pt DMOWBAI LM ERMRZ L LITHEL L & LTwiaZ Lo
BINLLD0D 5, QO/NALIZEEM LD T, @ ISP LA E R
FTA BMRDOHLE ICERE o &E 2 B2 329, give DINERNER & L THREBE)
PHREINTVWLEIEIFEZIZC W, XKOBIEEZEZLTALD,

(7) a . John gave Harry his bicycle for the day: but the bicycle just sat
there the whole day. I guess Harry didn’t need it.
(Oehrle 1976 : 24)

b. “.. I gave my ex-wife the house, too,” says Lance, ...
(COBUILD)
¢ . Bill gave his house to the Moonies. (Goldberg 1995 : 89)

WINOFEIT L Pt I BEIZ > TWwabITTh W, FIZIE, (Ta)
TIIHEHEZHHAT AP —BRY &) K> E T Harry REES 1L
TWAD, I b v THERZD LD Harry D 3 L 8wz biT T
Zev, (Th-c) THRBRICKZD L DI EMERL T DL LR3FEZ LT,
DL B L give (IMAEDOBENDAZMB LT HEFATH 5 LA
WA ENTE B,

7a kg AT EEZ LT LERADORITIIN L2 ITYEABEINE R Z
STV LDOVDH B, F1I23 throw R hand 255548 T 205, 2o LRI AFE
EMICB I AFAEOB N EbLY LI ErLHEE L L2 0T E, 7o
FIATERLEN T LEFIHOIBIEL E L2 B EHFTEL L D,
AR COALE BT BB BRI T 5, WG & A
WEXMNLUTERY BEMPD L, FEmDirMIi3mA (2001, 2002) B LU Ueda

(2002) =ZMI NIz,

QLI THHNER O EEICED 5HIK £ LT, Goldberg (1995) X Kay
(2000) DHTHHRLE LN T VB B, EHERIEIBERNEEETS 5LENF D
%, THEONBREMEIZVHW S for-dative D E LT EIF 65 Z &7
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:EB%%@ﬂmmmwmgﬁgﬁ% .
Zuw, CNIITEHWERHEESKICHLBEINLG LD TH 5, Ueda(2002)
T[EBEOBERE]IZOWTHLLRLDT, 20w % MEITHEINT 5,
for-dative 2HICR % &, FEHFLOBKIIEFASrETEMELZRE I THIICT
TIERIN T LITE % 673, F20BRIEEPTEDL->TIL 6%
Vi, BFEIICGOFIICAIL TR TA LD, I 2 TIITEHERRIAIEIN
WCEHEZLNZXRD Y E TR TW S,

(8) [Yesterday Jim baked a cake. He then decided to give it to Mary.]
# Jim baked Mary a cake.

EFED Jim A" Mary I —X 2 HIF L) E Wy BRIZER LD, ¥—F
ZEATZHEITL ST WEED, FERLRBEE L >TWb, Agl3 Pt 29
5)E0) BRIZEICO2BEVH ), ZORBRRNEERT I OICENEL
1) BBY D 5,

F2ROFITIE, Max iy —F 2 51T 2 L) YHMoBER»HL2 5 you
KEDL-STWALOICAAERLTBE L D,

(9) #1 baked Max a cake, but now you're here, you may as well take
it.

DEY, HWMCHERINLBERIEBZNEERT 5720127 b N 8E)5HE
LR RA3N5ETREALTELLLVWDTH B,
DETRTELRFEZNDRRMEICEL 5EMG:L, 70 b s A 7HEFICH K
TIREHILEZRICABZLIZLE S . KDOFHIZ Goldberg (1995 : 10) 55
SIAL7:3DTH 325 (10a) TREMOBRPBZICEL>Z2FICL-TH
D, (10b) TRHIF LI L) BRFLUME L -7 L 2RTHTH 3,

(10 a. # Joe threw the right fielder the ball he had intended the first
baseman to catch.

b . # Hal brought his mother a cake since he didn’t eat it on the
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way home.

WFNOEH B e X EHWT S b,

CCETRTERILZ2FEDDE, “EHWERIO 70 247122
DOFRFEIRD SFFE VT SNV ENSH B, 1 DIIFTEERICE T 20H
MOBHTH), ) 1 23EBERRICBIT2L02HM5) X3 5EXICH
HDAIFEOTTH S, MARBORBICOWTHMEMIIMZ %L, FratkE
DB 2 BT D LD e 3%, BENTH B, Lizd->TE
OBV L2 E Z S, ROBEICIILTHFOLIANE STV
YDOTHD, COFBIZPD-QREZITHIEBLTETINS] v ) Bk
BVORRZLDTH L, 9 1 D2OBXMRTIE, 652 LOb0OE2A
EVIBRPEEINTWELEYNHY), THEER»ERINLE T T—E
LTWARENDH L,

CHZ DI ERNALL 7200 TH %,

() | Ag INTENDS [Ag CAUSES P(Rec, Pt)] Intentional
Domain
(@) (¢) (b) Possessional
* Domain
; time
t

a: prior to t;, P(Ag, Pt)
b: after t,, P(Rec, Pt)
c: at t,, Ag causes the transition from (a) to (b) instantaneously.

N H D 147 B AE R R (Intentional domain) D EMREERL, £DTF
CATH RO BT E AT 5, P HREDER TATE R EET
22T [EHROBKT] LV ELEXEHLTHIML DO, ML
BHENHERZHETZTTIRL L, —HRICLDZ2ERATIHENLELED S
72DTH D, TEBRICBIT2FEEDREN 3 DDA 6B YIS, ()

I 23 Jackendoff (1992) #ZBHHZ L,
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T HEBMEE Eﬁlpromised)%ﬂ?gﬁt% o
HOEES L) DAIORETIZ Ag» Pt 2rA LTV ABKRICH YD, Ot &
D LD TII Rec Pt 2B L T W AEMRICL 5, £ L T tLDIER
IZBWT@D S5ONDOBLPRREICEZ 5 2 L i2% 5,
FBRIIZINTRD LD THOI LW TE B, Agli Rec Pt OATEHER D
DEIRTEILERENL, ERICHAEZBEIZREL, ZOARELTAE
U BMERA, Rec 3 Pt DFTEHEZLTR/LILICLDEN) I ETH S,

3.2 promise

3.1IHi T3, VbW 3 for-dative BB DB E B b Tw 3 EFENOEX M
IZBT B, 7O AT ORKRZ JATOHTIIE LI L 2N
T&72, CNIFEOHTHRS promise 2T HRICLEELREI 2 2
Ll 5,

#157 promise DERIZCOWT, HA (1994) FHEBREBEEL LT 5,
FHIZESY) F 4 LRENDNDOBERIC OV T L 2R TEITRED &L
BIFSOBRMNAEBRREHE LT L TW 32, ZOH T#IE promise A7H
D EFon, HMREIERZERT A 2wl o T 5, promise &
intend D#ERI S D T WICFTERH S L2 ZDOERGER E LTHIT
TwWwa,

(12 a . Ipromised your father that you skould never know he had been
in prison.
(=1 promised your father that I would never let you know he
had been in prison.)
b . We intend that the bill skal/ become law by the end of the year.
C . (=We intend that we will let the bill become law by the end of
the year.)

2o (1994) BES) T A OEKREZEFILL, REREICBILIFELFOLOMBE L E
FELTW3B, 20729 Koenig & Davis W TWAES ) 74 L I3 BRI R L2 L
CEEI NI,
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HA (1994 1 89) 12 & 5 &, promise DEEARM LT, OEEELM XD EE
F—EL, QW EFORN (BE) #£7 will »BIRENCTET 5 L »
7 2 ETH B )TIIHXA will Db ) i shall »EH S 1, 2722 DEE
LEBHEFEE —BL T e, shall BIEDE L F0MERZ2RT Y%
DT, PoIHADEIITEVIRIBI LD TH S LR XTWD,
CDiME R L LT, promise D _EBIEHREIZOWTEZL TAT W,

COBUILD*DEZFEIZ L 5 X, promise #*_EBHIEFHFI L LTH LN &
EWFRDE ) ZERIZL D L0,

(13 If you promise someone something, you tell them that you will

definitely give it to them or make sure that they have it. (FIF%$H)

3 5535 2 ki, “EHBFEMZED promise ZRFITHEEZTEFTH
N, SLRZZDRFEICLINVIFRLOZBETLIEN (B »Hb2 L2z
ZH55DThHhb, COXEBOBRIZW7 0 b 74 7HEF L IET 555
BTHY, BoNbIDOPEDRHFETHITMoN DL WH ALY L 2
DRHEAEE ZEBELDOTH b,

LlbE#33 25L&, promise DFEREBHREEIZAD L) ICEREIND & H
Zbib,

(14 Ag PROMISES [Ag CAUSES P(Rec, Pt)] (Intentional domain)
(PROMISE D INTEND)

give ¥ promise D ERIIBEE I EAL X X —~Z2 it L THEEDI T L5,

— 10 —



— & HiEENFpromised) ER AT IC
My sk 11

(15) Ag INTENDS [Ag CAUSES P(Rec, Pt)]

/\

Ag PROMISES [Ag| |AgINTENDS [Ag CAUSES P(Rec, Pt)] Intentional
CAUSES P(Rec, Pt)] Domain
(a) (c) (b) Possessional
— + ———~ | Domain
time
t

Efric7 3 [Ag INTENDS [Ag CAUSES P(Rec, Pt)] 37w b 747 L
promise 7 S E N2 X X —< YT 5, PROMISE (3 INTEND & &
N BARRZBF & R 313, promise A¥future having’ 2 &3 L \» ) H#
3, 7ot 24 TDPA LR Y promise D ERBWHREE ICIIATAEBICE
TFEMBHEDEANEEIN TV LEWEHTELLI LS,

3.3 Koenig & Davis (2001) (= &1T 3 oiT0HFIRNIEET

Z ZTIARE TR L 72 Bk # Koenig & Davis D447 & ol L 72 B8
ICED L) LHBIBRAVWEDOPZHRL D WTRLIEEEWRESL (T,
— 35 L Koenig & Davis "R L TWAEREREE LRI Z L 2k~
TV EHIZBZ b LAWY, give L DBEICEWTHET 5 L AR
TRL7ZEBEIENCREL20D0THS, AR TRLLEREWREETIEE
X R OEHREEE (Koenig & Davis DA TH 2 TE 5 % 513 modal
base DIFH) ', MEFIOM TEMICEHDME S ), Thic & > THERFD
FUHEE NS — 2T olE b2 i) ELTwb, 72, give DEKA
BETH L [REGEPUTEAESND] L) BRAWV, give (B LUR
LERZ 7 ADFG) A OB EE LTH-> T3, —F, Koenig &
Davis T {3 situational core DIFMA M ENFFICX BT 2558 L LTHEET
5. give (3 modal base DELIFEEIN T Wi Wi, [RZHLTITbI 5]
L\ give BRI DBEWRIEEH M T { 355, promise Tl modal base D1
PIREIND I LITEY), ZOEEYIBHINLIZ LITh B, T2L»IC

— 11—
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Koenig & Davis T{3 unification #F|fH3 2% Z &2 &k V), WEEAHEKRE)IC
RLHIhPb6T, RUMERN Y- 2RTIEE2) FCHMALTWS
SOREbLNE, TNELAFFICR SN [FEOBXM] L) BEikiK
HLBEERECTRIESNDE I LI 00 L) BEIRS,

§ BbHYIZ

AR TR, ZEHBRYEEEE give & promise #H Y I, YEEBIC BT
LEEOBEHEMOMEMRZRL L TIIL L, BEXERICEET I LIRE-
T, CO2OWRKRNICEEN S DEFHTH LI L 2H/LTEL, ZOHMH
THIRZH LED TV - RHA, YORBREOEREVRBOTFETHMATE 2
DPIZE ST, THOPRONENFMINDEZ LI BETHS ).

BIRICEND L) L RBLYH 200 I TARBORED D E Lz,
Goldberg (1995) THbN T _EHHFEEXOEKR 7 XD £ CIFTHRL
72ty b—7nhiciAAZTRN, [Ag INTENDS [Ag P(Rec, Pt)]] o &
D BRI ZBREBEZ L DbDEHEZLND, 1HIE2%¥I1T5 L, bequeath &
WO BENL (X EEIFEC L BB Y 2BT ] v BkE o,
2084 [Ag P(RRec, PT)] 12id, [XEBHIFEC LA L &] L) PAEIL
TOERMEDPMINEZ LI LFHEZ LD,

% 72, Koenig & Davis |2 charge ¥ \» ) 8Jid % give X promise 7t ¥ & [6]
FlcihB ) £ LTw 575 charge (3 ask %o ¥ DRFEITEEZ R TEE] & BB
EugrEZon, BIZHLDORRBBRPLDAZDEREEEZ EHZDHD
LB b3,

LIED 2 RN RG LTI ) HONERE L L 5,

BEM
COBUILD?® (2001) Collins COBUILD English Dictionary for Advanced Learners.
Harper Collins, Glasgow.
Goldberg, Adele E. (1995) Constructions: A Construction Grammar Approach to Argu-
ment Structure. University of Chicago Press, Chicago.
Green, Georgia M. (1974) Semantics and Syntactic Regularity. Indiana University

Press, Bloomington.
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