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(1) a. The knife cuts well.
b. Walls paint easily.
(2) a. o
b. .
(3) 5123
(3) a. The knife cuts meat quickly.
b. o
c. o
d. Dat Potlood trekt duidelijke lijnen. ( Dutch)
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That pencil draws clear lines.
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( Projection Principle)

18 111476

( Probe) ( Target)

9 22 102,

(4):
(4) Mary arrived at New York yesterday.
?  (5a)
o (5b)

(5) a. The soldiers marched to the square yesterday.

b. The soldiers marched the horse to the square yesterday.
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(6) ( four types of thetafeatured light verbs)
a. uA uC Heatured v ( agentive & causative predicates)
b. uA -Heatured v ( agentive predicates)
c. uC Heatured v ( causative predicates)
d. nulltheta Heatured v ( predicates without agent or cause)
(6) a-b.c v
o d v
v o
()
. 218 Zwart 1310
Tao " ( ) cause specvP
v uC NP
cause o v uA agent o
agent o (7)
(7) sus VP
DP (cause)/\v ‘
the car iy
(the pencil) v VP
VP/\adverbial
drives quickly
(draws lines) (smoothly)
DP specvP ;  DP
VP V+DP i The pencil draws lines smoothly specwP
uC v cause - (7)
VP
. > .
(8)  Massam * ' ( recipe constructions) :

(8) a. Put in a hot oven for five minutes.

b. Cook well without burning.

uC
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( uA uC Heatured ) uC uA ( uA / uC Heatured v)
( null4heta Heatured v) o v
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1 ( Transitivity Tripartite)
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(93) 32 57 (9b) 32 63.
(9) a. Cette voiture se gare facilement. ( French middle)
This car parks easily.
b. La Tour Eiffel se voit de loin.  ( French passive)
The Eiffel Tower can be seen from afar.
?
o v ( default form) ;
( 10) 33 80
(10) a. The dress washes itself.
b. Das Buch liest sich leicht. ( German)
The book reads sich easily. ( The book reads easily. )
()
? ?
1 ( Transitivity & Voice Neo-Typology)
( bipartite) ( tripartite)
( Type I) ( Type II) ( Type 11I)
1
v
o uC
o uA a—

gent; uC cause specvP
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A Minimalist Syntactic Account of Middle
Constructions’ Transitivity

WANG Heyu

( School of Foreign Languages Guangdong University of Technology Guangzhou 510006 China)

Abstract: Minimalism reconstructs theta roles as theta features on predicate verbs. As a syntactic prop—

erty of predicates transitivity is defined by theta features on the light verb. To establish its syntactic role in

licensing the external argument of agent and/or cause we reconstruct the light verb into binary uA( geni)
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and/or uC( ause) theta features. According to this hypothesis a uA uC featured v licenses an agent—
plus—cause external argument and determines high-transitivity of the relevant predicate; a uA / uC Hea-
tured v licenses merely the external argument of agent/cause and determines low transitivity of a predicate; a
null-thetaHeatured v licenses no external argument thus intransitivity of a predicate. The uC -featured v in
middle predicates defines its low transitivity. Sensitivity to ( in) transitivity or high/low transitivity varies with
languages and different morphological markers are employed to indicate transitivity thus the crossdinguistic
variations of middle predicates.
Key words: middle constructions; transitivity; theta features
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( 39 )

A Minimalist Analysis of Raising Adjectives and
Control Adjectives in English

MA Zhigang

( Center for Linguistics and Applied Linguistics Guangdong University of Foreign Studies Guangzhou 510420 China)

Abstract: Predicative adjectives fall into two categories: raising and control; their usages and generative
mechanisms differ from each other and from other adjectives with similar semantics. These differences lie
mainly in tense variation in the infinitival clauses passivisation ( non-) use of expletives licensing of for-to
infinitival clauses etc. Considering that Government and Binding Theory fails to propose a unified case-assig—
ning analysis for the NPs in the two types of adjectives the present article finds it necessary to attempt to for—
mulate a unified mechanism under the latest minimalist guidance. This article first summarizes usages of the
two types of adjectives and then proposes a Probe-goal based analysis which is in full accordance with the
feature inheritance mechanism.

Key words: Minimalist Program; raising and control; Probe-goal Relationship; Agreement Relationship;

case-assigning; feature inheritance



