Action Nominal ki 2T

A Note on English action Nominals.
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Z D/NFCTLE, BEEED action nominal DOEM:A L ONEIES B,

SRR O ISR O W I C B FHL D B I R TR L 2012, Leds
Th b, OB L cHix DFZEH %D —2C, action nominal & gerundive nominal o
gzgljzﬁﬁ%ﬁ%iméo ZN=->? nominal 5% gerundive nominal & Rosenbauma,
Kajita, Kiparsky %2 X - CRICHIR SN L OIREDHS bIRAC L B & 2 12—BK L 1= B
EEINTWB,

e L, action nominal 12X, = DX 5 REIRINT %, Fraser 6&1’,
action nominal & FERHICEHIC X o TEAIND L LCWBA, Zhizw L, Chomsky7&:;‘:,
action nominal (XM A FF D& L b b EEHRFNCB W CEAT S Z L A2TELT
Do 2@ X 57 Chomsky DEFFENERICA L, EWAMIATH L & H541C, Newmeyer
LMz bis,

>

Z 2T, —J& action nominal (3 IZ & - CTEITF B &0 5 IS B, action nominal

L7 VB LBIE DR, HFE L OINEFIR, BARE L EEF L OBREEE L ThIL,
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(1) ,)[‘E_&._%Eﬂé_‘_ action nominal

Lees »E 5 action nominal & Fraser »E 5 action nominal (%, X LD & TiL,
FBU TR LWZ 2Tk, Lees U Fraser »F 9 action nominal & JR&A#E & D
BHEL Do FTROBILHBEET %o

(1) The studies at the University of California’s Lawlence Radiation
Laboratory have furthur broadened man’s understanding of nuclear

9

and particle physics.

MDOFLC RN THRFEDOM A DEZFANN ED L DICIRESN I L ETEZ D, —RTDH L
Ziix, [[man understand nuclear and particle physicssjl;lP LN REEDBYRET S &
£ 5 BN DML LIV, man’s Db D icEiEiE the 2 & %52 &, BWYEE nuclear and:
particle physics Dl of D& B Z &A5 (1) » nominal |3 gerundive nominal TiL7x
WE SIS TH B, X, EHRMIICIE, man’s understanding of... % man’s knowledge:
of... LLTLERNEDLDIWL I CEBHICIIRLAN D, ZOBEEEST AL L
T%Z%ﬂé@m,@ﬁuMmﬁmd@ﬁO$%@%éoLmdf@%ﬁk%&éiﬁmﬁﬁ
understand (%, REEBEEFTH 555, Lees OIS X 51C, action nominal (21378
Bis\e X o THIZC (1) © man’s understanding [JREHFATH D EEX BN Do IREHAF
Th b LHET DI LARESLE DEWRIIAR S, IREARFE Chomsky OEIRY % & J ICEIEK
W CEATLHAEFT D0, BWmLB TEMEAEAT L X 5 iRl za—E3 5000
TELDOFNS, 22T, JREFHE L action nominal IR BIENRITIE B RWE T 51T
LEDD,

(1) DFIZIC BN TlE, BifanEi>FEMic & » T action nominal & JRAFF LKA L 7o),
EDEHIBEILED THD D b

(2) The regular Lebanese opposition was “a stronger showing than in
11
any of our operations up until now.”

(2) DIz IS\ T, showing D& & D LF 2 B4 E)E show (X, B understand &3
H DRBERIFE ClI /e L L, #1546 DE 4% action nominal &3 % % DIXER Lo
show & showing DEERAZE 2 2 EHTLAHL OB 2B, ZDOXITEHIT % showing (&

9 Chemical and Engineering News, February 8, 1971.
10 George Lakoff, “Stative Adjectives and Verbs”, NSF-17 (1966) 1-16.
11 The Japan Times, September 18, 1972.
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[EE] L\WHERTH - T, BF show [R5 | LOEBEOKUOEIEEZLNAR V. &
-, a stronger showing %4 HiEL< L9 2% LIMBEHRBEFHERE T D05 1H0K
Bk L bhldmbind b, Mif7ar show & showing &%, RIAD®ED U203,
%53 strong (X, &IF strong 2HHELI-E WD XD ZE showing 24 L T\ AHEH
ThDHEFZZIHNPIELTE S,

2) DA action nominal [XENFE EERINC EEGEIEDOH S DR, #AFAlLXh
BHEEBOEREROCEDL LD, Tobx b & OBEN BMEFFATLS ) & IREFRFHE I
mERNRTFIE B XV BbND, BT BT X 518, IREBFE TS 2T,
Chomsky DIEELR L BENEGIIEE BELBER LTS BN 22 TIE QDX 5 mlkdEH
Z% action nominal ¥ UOER TEL & LIZEHTII/RW &) T EE2RIBT HICE
¥z action nominal OWEIZ DWW TEaE T 705,

DIk, JR&£EE  action nominal Z X34 BBROBIEROMWEICDWTIRT2AY, RIT
action nominal DOEFTDONWTELL ThIc\, BIWEEIFEOMK L, £ DEFEL, —Ricdtk
WMTHDHI LMD, ELRIEDO ETEYLEETHZ LITIMENRS D X HicEbn b,

(3) Opposition parties, however, feared that such a broadening of the

scope of conduct of the U.S. Forces would certainly lead to an
12
expanded interpretation of treaty.

FoxticsC, broadening 1%, FEREEA R AE DL, JkEHKTE, action nominal o &
HhELEZBNDN, Bk L, broaden X\ I BMEBIFE LB B DOWTWD T ED
action nominal &L/ LIchHNREYTHL L SICE 2%, LAL, ZH% action nominal
LE 2B LAFLINLEIOMEOROE)EE broaden DOTFEMATH D0 \MEL S, (3)
D ﬁﬂ:é;}’bﬁ.%%%é L ODETEEMMNE 2 B, —Oik the U.S. Forces 7% agent—
post—posing ‘G by the U.S. Forces &7t o TH LACEN I, £0D% by 23 of Tk
BN EEZDELTTHY, 55—k, FENGFALOBERETHEEINICLEELZDLRE
Thbh, EBLHLOFEEZZTHTH, Fibild, LTFLLEMN TR TERWI LB
Thbho Plzld, BEOZBZILL s TERINIEBNRDOLIARGDIELEZDZ LHTE
Bo

(3") [the Japanese Government broaden. the scope of conduct of the
U.S. Forces s

12 The Japan Times, September 18, 1972.
13 agent-post-posing ¥ Chomsky (1970) iITEE I /-HR|TH b, cf.p.203.
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HL (B) DXDAREBEENELWET 5L action nominal &7; V{8283 & 38 & 0k
wHRE LT, £, ﬁm@ﬁ’a&ﬁsﬁ%@*éﬁﬁﬂi%éﬁi, P L SEHTR < Th RN
LEZBND, *%X(Eb’i’oﬁ?fp Agent &72 D 9D LDMEETHD L HE LTh, XD
Agent |, Fillmore KJZ BHEEYTHRINERD N EINTHDDTREEITIZR D 0,

G IER\ T, EFEIE TRV, BEEFE DL O LHE Lchs, action nominal
LRV EBIBFENTANCEEIFATLY, ZOFBRESTEF > LWI Z i nwizk
AERDBIDD BB,

(4) Even a bottoming out in employment is obviously far better than a
16
continued decline.

DBz T bottom out 3% & DI SEEEFF - T 7a\vs LAL, bottoming out

% shortage ¥ %\ & scarcity DX 5 eFE Tl D32 % Z &AVAIAEIS & 7z 81X (4) Pl

IREAFHAL B ENED S L/, LA bottom out OFFOBEIEZ L BT L)k

EH a bottoming out 2 \WAHAEBIT L B D EFE 2T ZiL action nominal VG?}Z?O
BICEENEEEH T TEBENDO S DD ZHIT %,

18
(5) the rolling of the stone

() the roaring of thunder

() OBITIE, the stone WEELEIANL, &HT LRSS, HIROEAICL T 5M
%G action nominal * UCHEEL & E2BND, X, 6) DHFITL, thunder (ZELY)
T, BEOLFLARWA, BARAEGL L ChichbER arnar LEENNTDHD LI RDT
action nominal & UCHEETH B

PLE, k4% & action nominal & %@k 1, action nominal OFZEDOWE A ELL
oAt RETTILZ @ action nominal DB & & DRSS E2IER LI,

14 Lakoff @ [+stativel [—statiwe) OXADfhIZ (+volitive) [—volitive]l DXEIAWAE
T 23S OREICB LT, BT TERAMRR L T 2o (RATIEBEEEARFELHRIO

15 Charles J. Fillmore, “The Case for Case”, eds. Back and Harms, Universals in
Linguistic Theory (New Yok, 1968), pp.1-88.

16 Chemical and Engineering News, Octcber 2, 1972, p.10.

17 action nominal ORI, 4 DX 57BICd 52 a0 5h, TO X 5 MEEEFE>DT
HARAREE CBLARWERE LCH e bR, SCHHERASRITLE VRAVHRT, BRI
LDELHAVBNREDH LA,

18 Z OPIIEBEBE A OH _ EFTFEZOEIETC X S,
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2 action nominal D45 & BIREA

#-4°, action nominal x7:2 0 5 ZBFEOEMEEMRET T 5, Lees OFEE LI X 51T, action
nominal &7z DE2BENIETH L AV ELIBFHETRTNERL RV, X, FIEITBIZELC
X 951z action nominal X7 BBENIRD L 5 AEREE LY - T\ 5,

@) BIEEHPHT,

b) BEExHHDbT,

() BRRDY), HBEEHBHHT,
FiZ (@), (), ) OFREEEFOLDICZOEFBCHTLEREBE S Hb®Th D, FHEL
LTk, ROL Db DONRFRETEH Do

@) BMEERITHZLDTED LD, —RENTIZED,

(b)) BEEREERTH Z LoD, XIXEHRSE,

(¢) BRONZLX » TEEEITI LD,
BEAOEMEDE L LT @), b), © ZAlXCHFEET EDLBARBNRDNRNE ENST &
IR DEDD b I 5B

() From his cell, Tankerley talked to Time’s Chris Anderson about the

19
making and unmaking of a violent revolution.

(MNTF\NT, ZEZEL, &YXEIFHTH D, make K1 unmake (1EHE L L EEL LR
j/LZ)c ﬁ%fiikliﬁ@ﬁﬂc%h\iéo

(8) The levelling off of reserch support, and now the tightening up of

the employment situation for chemists has produced widespread con-
20
cern...

FFEHEEY TEEEED 2L OOPULHIE 6), 6) ihbiFi,

T X - T action nominal & /270D, BIFEOZEEROEIRGIBIZ WL Eo k&
DITEEN IR I NI, KV EREEO T ~ 2 — 2R 5 2 &nnInE, FEEsHS IS
AREMELE 2 BB L, XD —RAAREEERA R I NS0 LI,

iz action nominal DORENZ-2L BEFEEICO>WTCHE 2 b, Lees, Katz & Posta?i 05,

19 Time, February, 22, 1971.

20 Chemical and Engineering News, February 15, 1971.

21 Jerrold J Katz and Paul M. Postal, An Integrated Theory of Linguistic Descrip-
tion. (Cambridge, Mass, 1964).
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FTNHIE, BRELZL DL TEIFEASHEKT S LER LTSS, action nominal X, gerun-
dive nominal X v, XD &FANCR > TWBDT, GElLINICERIT, BHdHA, NeEdils
ML T ENB AT, XY EEMA prenominl modifier OFEIRNAETHLH L ) TH Do Bl
ZIERD XD InBlni BT b,

1) Howard Morgan states that more testing of NTA has done...

A0 DX D Ik L B L OIRIRERT & S MBI AL kBh, Bl BshE
B HHENbDIETNTREAFALFEZL D Z LB E VWML IICBbIHDOT, 0D
£ A7 m action nominal &4 s IUE ARG OBICKEEDEIZH S B3k L AT
PADLDbBHMEEL LTCEd ot aTR L ATEALR WX ) TBbild,

%7z, action nominal % & H\WIHHRDLDICEETHENAL KX AMETHL D, BIHITDH
& D HiFic agent-post-posing DIThbiicd D, X, ROFID X H i BRIEENENCSKch O
H & X HCIRET DA RE Ll hudia b,

(1) Mr. Nader’s whistle blowing seems to fit nicely into our traditional
23
system of checks and balances.

{1) ©» whistle blowing % fif] & % 2 BER %S [[Mr. Nader blow Whistle;]NP@ot 57
D& ZDHBHFERDTFTICIRERTAEL T2 & SATEE S LIRS, b L bmiEs
HRALESNICRBORDOBEEAE 2 ICANHIH LT WS ORLEHDLHERTEL S, Bz,
RD XD BB BTF BN D,

(12 Another of Mr. Nixon’s six great goals —revenue sharing— faces a

24
long uphill battle in Congress.

(13 In remarks prepared for ACS Northeastern Section Meeting at MIT,

she faults the lack of federal manpower plcmm'ng:z5

action nominal DOfEE, JREDLEAEFTART DB 1), 1@, B3 DX 5 &L aiehid
SBOMHFYETLIHRETHL D,
action nominal DEBOBFEOHEME:, FINEIE, BEEEAZ S5 H3EIFE L prenominal

22 Tim, February 22, 1971.

23 Chemical and Engineering News, February 8, 1971.

24 Chemical and Engineering News, February 1, 1971, p.6.
25 Chemical and Engineering News, February 15, 1971, p.12.
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modifier & OBIfRIL, action nominal OEEDOITRITITLESA, X D93 ATCIRERTF
L OBSEIC I NT L ) —EACER LR D, action nominal DORHEICH 7\ DI,

PREZF L LTLE S L TXHELAE L LTELWREN RSN LT T 2 /R action
mnominal (%, ZOHREAEE L, REAFAE LV TELET LI LNSBROBETHDH LD
Wb D,

2 F X B
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