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B EATHLIR T OREEBEMFRGELTA TR AL, AL EFWE
BB R PEHREEFE—RE S T A EMEM, L. REELEHNFPHAREL R R
RECHRIEAT M AT TR R Akt 8 RiE, B, REBLEMRALF O E5EL Lo

RV, R TIES RS R—iERIFE T ES
K MRIBLEM B M ok

F LAY IE,

e
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— . [E) B IR

WEETE 25 #4 (the double-object construction ) J&
A R e R Z — o AT MOR TR A B O
)2 D G AT R, S T A DG, H 2
SAARIR L B . WU R A5 MBI ST i £
AR B BT 2501 23 shial M 3l i 55k
USRS L BERTER I A4, i TR 5 Hie
AIZEBEIE I o [R]IRE, JX R0 BUEE T 25 A4 R
ARTRE IR 785 A B i S92 B - 8000y~ LA flk S A
TR MR SL L, HA R TR A5 TE S 45
ARG, ATTHE N 1 22 2 BT 5~ A 4L
I, TR XU TR B B AS A TR AE BB F5E Al
TS SR A R

(1) My father bought me a new watch
yesterday.

TN (1) AR BS540 L o A E B RUEE 1
L54E, AP a new watch BUFRAE IR EETR (HE) ,
me PERRAE ML TETE (M 2E) o B B, BRR E
2 b A e R B iR B O I A B AT % B

«  [KAS B #1]2012-04-24

BATE TR AR 3 1 T A Rk R A D Bl
TR M AR R B, R e AT i 2 iR T T A
(accusative case) T} AE B A 18 W 7> &H#% (oblique
case) ; 4 2fj ] 3= H 4544 (argument structure ) fIT TR
TE B ZE IS , BBl 7 BCEUG A €4 (theta role) .
IRz, SEBrils 5 AR I L 5 ) S 2 1 LAY A
X g M7 AR SOl LA b ) U1 ] 25 S ke A
WEMEER BRI E A

Z AR EEEHHEEEENEIE
FEHNA AN

JA 44 KB SC, RUSE T 45 F) 3t J— 4>l i) Ay 4
IR . i TR R Bl i 5 i 2 (0]
1 2 2Ll By DL 58 B0 E T8 PG A [ AR
THEEERL R AT B R X

TERELIEMELL N, TEHE 1 Bl ] FAR R T
H— A% & (case assigner) HREMZ— 4%, BT
PAXUEETE A K (8 3l D] A ] BE[R] s 26 W 4> 44 1) A

[(FEH M IRALE(I98]—), F , W ETA;TRRBRFINEEFEFRML, TENFETF ETYFHMR.
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R A TR EE S AR B

TEIEEAS . UE, Chomsky 7 Hi X 73 1~ T2 4% Y
WA A BEAE I — A5 FI S (structural case ) Fl
— > TER (inherent case ) ; 75 LR TR 45 14 X
P AR IR 25 — A TE 1, AR BUE TR 25 A h e AT
B BIR T B A s AR, X — X
HAG B, Bowers it B 7R A B 3CHF X I 4
P15 N FEAR R ) o T L, A TR R B A 2
A Z B IR 2 TR SO FR , I AN TR )k il
SYINFREFR UL RN Ouhalla™ ™ 7 5, Y76
Mok T 32 H a5 H (8] T RIRIZ 254 ) , T4
MIRE TR T RZE5H  JEA—E = 5 EH Y
FAHER 220 FE AN, 1 3l im) W3- T A PN TR A% 119 3l 3]
TEETER S ) b A B T EAR AR AR 218 AT
W, AR 1 R S 1 RS P 2 45 A
o, 5 NAERSTE G ; [B] B2 7E 3 H 4504 h 3R-A% 19
TEARTEAS BRI B AL 3R J2 4540 v AE7E Pl i &85
Fagtk

BIRGEAAR 5 INTERS 1 X A0 AN G 3L, (H X —
XA EIR T RS TE BEG FhA% OC 2R 11 B4 5L 1
WZ—, Larson FEIRE X — X3, 42 H T VP-
R (VP-shell ) ™ P Bl fif e XUTE T 25 440 1) 4% 1)
f . Chomsky PAHTE ] —/IVA) HRAS T ¢ 39 4
SARZhIR V, BSEH BE VSN DI RETE 2R A
VIR o A L R,V SSAE VP A E R R
THNTER, BB R v 5 v — o 4] 55 A%
(‘exceptional case marking) ) 77 = 45 [B] 52 WK T~ &5
Ptk o AMER e a2 3lin] v I O i TR XU
AR LB . o8 T e R — B 5
BT AR Z G & R X — B 5 TR 2R — V)i
B RIS, AT DRI, A R AR R
LT FEAHTAG AL, H e B %) 9 58 42 T RE FE BT
WIHERLDMEM R, B4, R S0k A A2 1) 1
IR S M T 2 ER IR 5 MR S
W5

A F% 8 J7 22 ( minimalist program ) [ B 5,
T BRIR AR ) X BRPE RN GE — P, — B R AE AN
S5 % i AR AT 25K AE AR & 8- 0 1 (Spec-
head) ” 1) ¢ R H G BA B, 78 EiE RGN E
e, AT 2 B O TR R O R AR I — 3K
PERLY Agr RIS o 4 i, Radford fi

vP

1
IR T X I Ak AU AR LRy i O
AgrlOP
10 Agl0’
:}|ie AgrlO AgrDOP
bought DO AgrDO’
amewwatch  AgDO VR
L b )

&2

WE 7R, VP 5 AgrDO & 3f, ghinl V % 2
AgrDO, 5 DO J 2 spec-AgrDOP, F %2 1) T
TE“briif-rPD iR R AP LA (check) o R
J5 ,AgtDOP 5 AgrlO & 3F, i T AgrDO 1) 3y in] #
B2 AgdO, 152 10 T} % spec-AgrlOP , [i] 5 4
URST i3 R (TRER ¢ 7 < el AN TS PSS A S DN 3
A RT3 BT AN REAS AR D XURE TR 254
AR )30« [B] B2 RN A SRR E , X 5 RS T
BEAL 58 SCHH BRI TE AR FRAEAHAT 5 AgrlO Jy XU E
A, A B 2810 5 P R i 3
PEE M

bt & A N vE s E A B AT B R ( minimalist
inquiry ) BB, Agr 1 g — TP i EHOBRH , =AY
Rt AR v 1) phi FRAE. B, HES3)
V&I, f SRS IFER VP VP 5 v & 7F,
VEBEvIFSZHRE SR, )5, v 1Y phi F#1E
B (A0 4% 25 1 M8 47 IR 5 N 1 B e AR ) O 4R BT
(probe) , SR A 5 Z AH DT BCRFAE /Y 15 5 5 1)
T, AT I E R AN TERS (6035 75 HL2E 19 phi FRE
Hh ) ] 2E R A5 AR A% (£ 35 TEIA) 22 19 phi 43AE )
XA AR BRI . B T i 1) 7 38 I S 1Y
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%30 &

Bl X — B BU R A AU R b A A e 1
Pt I ( checking domain ) PN AT, M I Uk /b f fi]
ESTEIESNIVEE AR M e (B USEZS) 08
SR, E AR I RERESE v (145 BRI, % ke AT
PNTERMS )80, o 35 REfifp DR 10 5 [ T8 LAAT A
(2 RS 1) T

AT I3 A A DL « BB 4 X o — A £ 3
T S PN TR I RRIR G R, s I T SRR
T B) F iR g Heh — A HE UG A A
W 5 ELUR: , — HR FX R 5 12, i i LR TR 45
PN BE-FF A ELIE A XURTE S5 1, IR D X A1
DU FHAE P A~ 47 1) 2 1 A0 e R — A 2 3l 1] 1) 5
o TEZ, IXUEIE S MG o ke
TEXS AR BER A A PR

ENEEBEEHBPHWERSE G
X EHNER

TR RLAEWRK S AE) . BT
BT R A RN e 8 = R Ak Ay B P —
R BTIECHEEZ) P ITYFHY A ICHA:" M5
AR R BARTE” A T AR S50 S AR T
“H7Z A AR B, 5 LT R B AR
ARG 5 R 8 iz 5 1) 4 ( Heraclitus ) A 0y f —
USRS SSY0 VA 3N U E i aVANY |/ -3 E ke
PR F RN A JE 2% (Leibniz) % B T — k], A
UG BT A A B e T ity .
LPARNESE =R i bR R 2 — 15T
BLAY & W5 0, Heas A T S 3kl X ik o]
T 3A JE % R TEAR 1

N4 A BEVE T8 5 G50 5 5 A58 [ AL A
WL ARE S Rk, A B R S )
g SO 1 1 R O S P N = A E 3 7 D N =R
Py H Tl AR A3, DR R 3 755 B R 1l )
JRFH( Occam’ s Razor) XoF T [A] — B0 4 1) 5 o
ARV , FAT I 122 R R L A 1) B 8 R — b ——
BB SRR E 5T b B T Ak 0

i, LLRE B8 Y A B 78 70 P (explanatory
adequacy ) 2 HARHY A 8 2R T Z 0 19 X-bar
B AT 5 4t o TR, ande] F st — 73 J81 =X
TR TR A5 7 8l B iR At b, i
ME—RYEiE AL VP 15 i 2T B e H R K

140

i)

5 MAERUEE TR 45 4 v, 2l i) )5 4 5 48 ] Ak
VP i Z NI T =00 450, A 1 5 45 )
(1 ok LAEE

VP

v 10 DO
3

N T IR —F G AE4 5 W5
B3t . Kayne SRR XSUEE RS54 b i) B 5
5 0] BT Sl ial A AR5 5 (sister node ) , T Ay
EATH R T/ A) (small clause ) 1 gl i) H o0 i
(head) fJ£ME (complement) , TE Kayne T 117 /)N
A ) TR, HEZIE T, M= 5 HREZNE
HHEWA 7% & (possession relation ) [f) 2 H
TR # (possessor) , T2 45 W] T2 73 e AT £
o, ISl R R

VP

10 \DO
4
BRI R RS E I, ZHEE ]
(T« B 4 ) () = ) 205 40 o T X DR A 1% 4%
TG ShIRI T2 45k 1 Ak R T B R 6 4R
S SIRIIRAE 1B R4 Barss & Lasnik 7 & BLA( ]
2 5 L Z [ AR (asymmetry ) 7 )52 c-
Gl (c-command) F ARG HEA T2
L 5 4 ) AT 43 TIC R TE A I S R, PR T B2
AL ) B A BC R TE A 65 Tl T R A5 ) B A
I RITAE H 54 P B3, 1) 52 A 5 ) BT A
a5 2 AE % 3R AL

VP

V/ \DO

5
HEPORUEER LS — 0 PR o5 — i T RE 7 52 )
W s Frs shia e S HE ARVl VS
[HE=SE P01 A RV SRR WP INE 2 g D &
TEERIPTFE (AN 1 7R Y Chomsky 2527 5 Y
WF5E) A BRI A, SR T HAN 13 B 2 Ak S 171 2 DL -
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R A TR EE S AR B

[f) 524 F41E G (external argument) { ¥, 75 F2)
VB R ) T4 T 8 0 B 9 2
e

AL RS 4 i — B 5 A S
KR TCH AR RIS AT S SR 5B P g
3 BRI A 2 L L
PR T A B A 7 2 =TT,
e NS B 0 54 I LA
BkbE. AR E ORISR A, R A
AL

. BT & W
IEHE

(—) kB WL AR

MR Jaeggli, B 3l 1k W 45 i 55 /1 4 (agent
role) 554 , SR SETE N T RAHAK 1182 2 iR AL
B SR IRGX R S s Sk Ay B (1) v
A5 S R R FIH A AR (2a) 5(2b) .

(2) a. I was bought a new watch by my father

ft

SRS A EENIER

A

yesterday.

b. A new watch was bought me by my father
yesterday.

c. A new watch was bought for me by my father
yesterday.

FH L, (22) AFEPS A, T (2b) A3
EABGEE IR . XU USRS gl ik
ANEEFIBCBI I ) — MO AR R R . 27 240 (2b)
R AR B A, DU A 18] 2 i S B A 4 1) X
A1) (AL ) for) TT A (2¢) o SRTIT, AR 4fE Bk
AL AT : (2¢) FFARRUR IR (1) £ 938h
AT A= T HOE R S5 A 254 (3 ) Bl A

(3) My father bought a new watch for me
yesterday.

R R MU TR S5 (1) ] (2¢) /Y
ARSI NS A5 (3) B s A e o
WAL, DU A (1) S 5% 25 (3) i3
G, WRIESSH bR AE ARSI 454

(D) “EE"HIFEEE

Sy i) Al S 1 BRSO AR R, T R T
Z sl 1A A B 19 R 5 25 87 AE ( sub-categorization
features) o PRI, WURETE £ 44 Q1 R EL AT A, L)

TTETE AT T H A0 AN R TR AR, IR
SR BT RURE TR A5 F B S i) TR AR 25 A
=ifi,

(4) a. My father bought me.

b. My father bought a new watch.

FEUEIESE ) (1) h I B ] 13 (4a) ,
H HR AR 13 (4b) o AMER i, B HE
(da) AETETE, T HEA “ 453K Z SCAH R, it
DT (4b) ZATGER G, i HATV IR A - K8
TR Z X X ULH B W) R A5
P —FE S A ST 5 A NI PEAFAE s T 8] 22
) 5538538 T E R[], B A S WIS 4548 B TG 3l
Trl I 20T (0 B2 1, PRI AN 2 N 2R 18 5 45 1 i W1
PEMI L. RPN G, Hudson 89 G A . M &
TEANA] SR T TR AXT L, R E R S H
(= B NG R I v ] I K=Y R i AN E =)
DAGAE i B 1 AR A BRAE /N 3] ( particle) Z &, T
) EEANRE 5 2 AT IR B 8 IR R AT 44 1]
R, 1M ] S AN BE 5 B AT UG 8 S B IR 4 il
(control ) H A 1515 ( depictive predicate) , Ifij [A] A
. @it FIAXT 3T, Hudson 53 1 HIE A 2
HIFsEE" 45",

PR SR FRATT 20 A B A B 20N,
Ml Visser Ik, e il Seifi b, (0] 2 n B T HL
B, 117 L P 52 i AT HE I A to SRR A 2200

(5) a. The kynge comaundid that --- witchis
and enchauntors shulden to the kynge his sweudens
(Daniel 1, Wyclif, 2).

b. T besette to Sir Robert Carleton the stayned
bed (Lincoln Diocese Docum. 40, 10).

AL UL, ) 2 SR BE Y SRl 221G, e &
AR LR TETE I, X IR 1Y IS 1
LR S PR_ A If E EIE R RUEE TR S5 AL, TS 2
A 1) S TR ST A B TR A A o ] LU, X
A A V) T ) SRS B B AL R A3 G2 aek T e 3 R
Zoidv i) 1Y v 8 i s AR TS o ) I TR
55t

EiN S
EE IR R CIFE T Hsip BRI T 1)
XHEF R AR . AOTTE 0 BT R
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%30 &

ARFBEATIRER , A B RUsIR A5 I A HA LA 1k
KOG MBS R TR 45 A TE i i —
MR RIEA . X—OFR 4R e LA AT
MERBUAERTE R G BI04, B Bk &y fift
FERUEETE LG MBS Y TE S FAH SCHE R IR, A
A TARE IS WIS B RA E— 2D R . (e
FE R XU IR A FOA A F TR
PSR S SR A B R MERE , 4R i 2 A XTI )
BRI IERG 2. A, PR E R IR R G
ABERLIE 12, X T XU IR Y B A 5
o P A ld 2R R 2RI
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Querying the Validity of the Double Object Construction

ZHAO Chun-sheng
(School of Foreign Languages, Chongqing Jiaotong University, Chongging 400074, China)

Abstract; In order to reduce or avoid the redundancy in theoretical researches and the awkwardness in language teaching
brought about by the double-object construction (DOC) , this paper reexamines the case assignment and the argument structure in
the DOC, and finds out the following facts : the indirect object and the direct object can not be both assigned accusative case; the
DOC, in which one predicate verb takes two internal arguments as its objects, goes against the binary structure, the holographic
law of language and the universe. Based on those facts, an inference, verified by the real linguistic data, can be made that the

DOC is representational and makes no sense in terms of syntactic existence.

Key words: double-object construction, accusative case, binary structure, validity
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