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SemanticPropertiesofEnglishComparatives＊ 

ＨｉｄｅｙｕｋｉＨＩＲＡＮｏ 

1．Ｉｎｔｒｏｄｕｃｔｉｏｎ 

Klein(1980,1982)ａｎｄＡｔｌａｓ(1984)pl-esentinterestingsemanticanaｌｙｓｅｓｏｆｃｏｍ‐ 

parativeconstructionslikethoseexemplifiedin（１）below： 
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 ThisboardislongerthanJudeistaｌｌ 

ＣｈｒｉｓｉｓｔａｌｌｅｒｔｈａｎＡｌｅｘｉＳ 

ＭａｘｉｓclevererthanBill・

MaryishappierthanMonica・

JohnisastallasBrian． ｅ， 

Ｔｈｅｐｕｒｐｏｓｅｏｆｔｈｉｓｐａｐｅｒｉｓｔｏｎｏｔｅｃertainquestionswhichariseunderthese 

ana1ysesregardingtheapplicationofthec()nceptsinvolving“ExtensionGap，，and 

thetreatmentofnon-linearadjectivalcomparativesandsomeotherproposals・

ThoughourdiscussionwillsuggestthatKlein'stheoryseemstoaffordthemost 

promisingmethodofinterpretingsimpleadjectivalcomparatives,itisarguedthat 

thesequestionsshouldbeansweredthroughanexpansionofhisdefinitionsofthe 

basicideastreatingcomparatives・Weshallbeprimarilyconcernedwiththe

descriptionofsemanticpropertiespresentedbycomparativeconstructionsand 

discusshowsomeinterestingsemanticalaspectsoftheconstructionscanbeaccount-

edfor・Weshallnotattempttotranslatethetargetsentencesintoexpressionsof

alogicalcalculus・・・usuallysomeversionoffirstorderｌｏｇｉｃａｎｄｗｅｓｈａｌｌｎｏｔｕｓｅ

ｌｏｇica］toolsinthisessay・Ｉｎｓｅｃｔｉｏｎ２，Ishallconsidercomparedcomparativesin

contrasttoso-calleddegreetheoryofcomparatives,followingK1ein，sanalysis、Ｉ、
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section3,itwillbearguedthatKlein，smodelmustfacesomedifficultiesinanalyzing 

comparativeconstructionsandweshallproposenewideaｓｉｎｏｒｄｅｒ上oovercomethe

difficulties・Ｉｎｓｅｃｔｉｏｎ４ｉｉｔｗｉｌｌｂｅａｒｇｕｅｄｔｈａtcomparativeswith`as,requireusto

introduceanothernewｎｏｔｉｏｎｏｆ`Vaguepartition'inordertoexplaintheirsemantic 

properties、Ｉｎｓｅｃｔｉｏｎ５，someprobIematicconstructionswil］bediscussedandwe

willgivereasonableexplanationsforthemwithinourframework、Section6willbe

Riventoconcludi､質remarks

2．KIein'ssemanticsforcomparativesisproposedinordertoovercometheshort‐ 

comingsinthedegreetheorydevelopedbyCresswell，sstudy(1976)forcomparative 

constructions・InCresswelFsanalysisofcomparatives,heclaimsthatasentence

like 

(2)ＭａｘｉｓｔａｌｌｅｒｔｈａｎＢｅｎｉｓ 

ｍａｋｅｓｓｅｎｓｅｉｆｔｈｅｄｅｇｒｅｅｔｏｗｈｉｃｈＭaxistallexceedsthedegreetowhichBenis 

tallontherelevantscaleofheights・TheideainthedefinjtionofadegreeisLhat

thedegreetowhichMaxistallissimplyallequivalenceclassconsistingofallthings 

whichareneitherlesstallnortallerthanBen・Thisidealeadsustousethe

comparativerelation‘-ｅｒｔｈａｌ]，asanunanalyzedprimitive，Thismeansthatthis 

systempresupposesanunderstandingofcomparativesentencesinordertoaccount 

fol-thenotionof`degree・

Scholarsclaimthatextentscouldbｅｔｒｅａｔｅｄａｓｐｒｉｍｉｔｉｖｅａｎｄｉｔｉｓｐｏｓｓibleto 

identify`theextentstowhichMaxistall，ｗｉｔｈsomepointontheappropriatescale、

Ｔｈｅｎｏｔｉｏｎｏｆ`scale'hasbeenattractiveandprevaleminthesemanticanalvsisof 

comparativesAccordingtoKlein（1982),werarelyspelloutwhatwouldbemeant 

bysayingthatthereissomeextenttowhichMayismiserableorgenerousinthe 

sentenceMaxismoremiserable(orgenerous)thanJane，、Hedeniesthatsemantics

incorporatesextentsasprimitive,ｔｈｏｕｇｈｈｅａｄｍｉｔｓｔｈａｔｉｔｉｓｐｏｓｓｉｂｌｅtotalkabout 

someextentbeingapointonthespeaker'ssubjunctivescaleformiseryorgenero-

sity 

Klein（1982）claimsthatthesemantictheorymustaccountf(〕ranimportant

semanticdifferencebetween(2)ａｎｄ(3)： 
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(3)FelixismoremodestLhanMoe． 

； 

Onlyonecriterionisnecessarytodeterminethetruthof(2)ａｎｄthatistheheightof 

thetwopeople・Ｉｎｔｈｅｃａｓｅｏｆ(3),wemusttakeintoaccountmanypossiblecriteria

whichcouldbeusedtodecidewhatmodestmeans・Underanygivensituations，

thesecriteriamayfai］tooccurcoincidentally・Ｆｏｒexample，Felixmaybemore

reasonableorsensibleinhisdemandsthanMoe，ｗｈｉｌｅＭｏｅｈａｓａｈｕｍｂｌｅｅｓｔｉｍａｔｅ 

ｏｆｈｅrownability．Insuchcircumstances,wemustdeterminetherelevantcriteria 

forapplyingtheword1modest'togiveadefinitetruthvaluetothesentencein(3)． 

Consequentlvthesemanticsforcomparativesisrequiredtohaveamethodfor 

determining`modesty，dependingoncontexua］factors・Ｉｎｅｘａｃｔ]ｙｔｈｅｓａｍｅｗａｙ，

Klein（1980)developsthediscussionopposedtothedegreetheoryofcomparatives， 

analysingtheword‘clever，、Wemustnotethattwodeferentordersofdimension

shouldnotbeconfusedandthiswillbediscussedlater・

Toavoidtheshortcomingsmentionedabove，Kleinproposesamodeltheoretic 

semanticsforcomparativesHisideaisthatcomparativeconstructionsinvolve 

whatisessentiallyaqual1ti[icationoverdegreemodifiers、Ｔｈａｔｉｓ，ｈｅｓａｙｓｔｈａｔ

ｔｈｅｒｅｉｓｓｏｍｅｖａｌｕｅｏｆ`that'ｓｕｃｈｔｈａｔ`Maxisthattall'ｉｓtrue,while`Benisthattall’ 

isfalsallistheoryhasbeenestablishedthroughacriticalinvestigationofpositive 

adjectivesHearguesagainsttheaLtempttoexplainthepositiveadjectivesin 

termsofthecorrespondingcomparativesandinsiststhatwemustaccountforthe 

factthatacrossawidevarietyoflanguagesthepositiveisformallyunmarkedin 

relationtothecomparative 

HedividesdegreeadjectivesintoLinearadjecLivesandNon-Iinearonesonthe 

basisofthefollowingdefinitionofLinearadjectivesI． 

(4)WheneverCisacontextofuse，ａｎｄＮＰ１、NP2denoteindividualwithinthe

soｒｔａｌｒａｎｇｅｏｆＡ・ｔｈｅｎｔｈｅｓｅｎｔｅｎｃｅＮＰ１ｉｓＡ－ｅｒｔｈａｎＮＰ２ｈａｓａｄｅｆｉｎｉｔｅｔｒｕｔｈ

ｖｎｌｕｅｉｎＣ． 

Heobserves,asdiscussedbyMcConnel-Ginet（1973)ａｎｄＫｃｍｐ(1975),thatNonlin‐ 

caradjectivesareassociatedwithanumberofcriteria，andthatthesefailto 

constituteanecessarvandsuflicientsetofconditionsforthem、Fromthegrouping

ofadjectives,ｈｅｓｕ只只eststhatLinearandNon-Iinearadjectionsexhibittwodif‐
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ferentandparticularkindsofVagueness,GradualityandIndeterminacy,respective‐ 

1Ｖ、Gradualitycanbeconceptualizedasagradualtransition,whileindeterminacy

isnottodetermineparticularcriteriatoassigllthetruthvaluetotheadjectives， 

ThemostimportanLpointliesinthｃｆａｃｔｔｈａtanindeterminatepredicatecanbe 

ｒｅｇａｒｄｅｄａｓｔｈｅｍｅａｎｉｎｇｓｏｆａｓｅｔｏｆｐredicateswhichareeithernotvagueatallor 

areonlygradualThismeansthattheunderstandingofNon-linearadjectiverelies 

ontheknowledgeaboutthemeaningsoftheinvolveddeterminatepredicates、

Klein(1982)introducesthenotion()fVaguemodelalongthelinesofthediscussion 

mentionedaboveInhismodel，theuniverseispartitionedintothreedisjoint 

subsets：positiveextention，negativeextensionandextensiongapExtensiongap 

isarangebetweenpositive［＋tallness］andnegativeextension［－talh]ess］Ｗｅ 

ｓhallShowthatthenotionofextensiｏｎｍｕｓｔｂｅｅｘｔｅｎｄｅｄｕｎｄｅｒａｎｅｗｌｉｇｈｔfor 

servingasatoolintheanalysisofcomparatives、

AnotherimportantnotionpresenteｄｂｙＫｌｅｉｎ（1980)isthatofComparisonClass 

Wecanunderstandthatitisasetofthesetstowhichthingstobecomparedbelong・

Klein(1980)definesthecompariso11classinthefollowingwayWecitehisdefini‐ 

tionforconvenience． 

"Ininterpretingasentencelike`Lanaisclever'atacontextCinwhichLanais 

presupｐｏｓｅｄｔｏｂｅａｃｈｉｍｐ，wewouldnaturallyunderstand‘clever’ｔ０ｍｅａｎ 

`cleverf()ｒａｃｈｉｍｐ'・WewouldbeconcernedwithLana'sclevernessrelativeto

thesetofchimps、ThelatterconstitutesLhecomparisonclass，'.(Ｋｌein(1980)；

13） 

Kleinmustintroducethenotionofcomparisonclass2toovercomethedifficultywhen 

hetriestoexplainthefollowingsentencescitedfromKlein(1980)： 

(5)ａ．‘an，ｉｓａｌｏｎｇｅｒｗｏｒｄｔｈａｎ`ａＸ 

ｂ．‘an，ｉｓａｌｏｎｇｗｏｒｄ 

ｃ．‘a，ｉｓａｌｏｎ質ｗｏｒｄ

lnthiscase,weeasilyrecognizethedifficu]tyinseeinghowtheoperationofmaking 

avaguepredicatemoreprecisecａｎｌｅａｄｔｏｓｕｃｈａｃｏｎｔｅｘｔｉｎｗｈｉｃｈ‘an'iscounted 

asalongwordHowever,wecanconstituteasetofwordformsconsistingofeither 
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Oneortwolettersbyconsideringthecomparisonclassfor‘long'、Ｓｉｎｃｅａｃｏｍ‐

parisonclassisasubsetoftheuniverseofdiscouTsewhichispickedoutrelativeto 

acontextofuse,ｉｔｗｏｕｌｄｂｅｐｏｓｓｉｂｌｅｔｏｄｅｖｅｌｏｐｉｔｗｉthinawiderpragmatictheory， 

asKleinclaims 

Ascanbeeasilyseenintheexplanationo[(5),thereisthepsychologicaldifficuｌｔｙ 

ｉｎｍｏｖｉｎｇｆｒｏｍａｓｅｔｔｏｔｈｅｍｏｒｅｒｅstrictiveone、Generallyspeaking,wemayfeel

suchuneasinesswhenacomparisonclassisnarr()ｗｅｄｄｏｗｎｒａｔｈｅｒｔｈａｎｗｈｅｎｉｔｉｓ 

ｅｘｐａｎded3・Itisclearthatthesentencein(5a)involvesanabsurdityinthepragmat-

icsense,thoughlogicallyposslbleandgrammaticaLUnfortunatelyKleinlimitshis 

attentiontotheanalysisofLinearadjectivesanddoesnotfullydevelopthetheorv 

soastocoverthewholerangeofcomparativesForthisreason,hismodelcannot 

clarifysomequiteinterestingpropertiesofcomparativesenoughtoextendhis 

notionstonon-linearadjectivalcomparedconstructions． 

3．Inthissection,weshalldescribethesemanLicpropertiesofcomparativesand 

accommodatethembyusingnewconceptsandmodifyingtheideascreatedbyKlei、

(1980)．AmongKlein'sconcepts,twoofthemareconsideredimportantinorderto 

accountforsomesemanticuniverseofcomparatives：ＥＸＴＥＮＳＩＯＮＧＡＰａｎｄ 

ＣＯＭＰＡＲＩＳＯＮＣＬＡＳＳＢｕｔｗｅｍｕｓｔｃｏｎｓｉｄｅｒｔｈｅｆｏｒｍｅｒａｔｆｉｒｓｔａｎｄｅｘｔｅｎｄｉｔｓｏ 

ａｓｔｏｂｅａｂｌｅｔｏｉnterpretcomparativeconstructionsthathaveparticularsemantic 

rangesdifferentfromthoseofpositiveadjectivesThenotionofExtensioｎｉｓ 

ｄｅｖｅｌｏｐｅｄｓｏａｓｔｏａｓｓｉｇｎｔｈｅｔruthvalueI0ravaguepredicates・Kleindescribes

adjectivalpredicatesasavaguepredicate、Thesemanticroleofapredicateformed

byanadjectiveistobetrueorfalsetoanobject・Butthereissomesetforwhich

thetruthdefinitionforthevaguepredicatewiUbepartiaLKleinclaimsthatsuch 

asetfallsintheextensiongap 

Comparativeconstructionsshowaslightlydifferentextensionfromthatof 

positiveadjectives、ConsiderLhefollowingexaml〕les．

(6)ａ・MaxisolderthanAIice,heiseighty・

MaxisolderthanAlice,ｈｅｉｓ［orty・

ＭａｘｉｓｏｌｄｅｒｔｈａｎＡｌｉｃｅ,ｈｅｉｓｆｉｖｅ、

bPeteristallerthanJude,ｈｅｉｓ６ｆｅｅｔ・

PeteristallerthanAIex，ｈｅｉｓ５５ｆｅｅｔ 
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PeteristallerthanMary,ｈｅｉｓ３ｆｅｅｔ 

ｃ、MikeisafoottallerthanJude・

dMikeistallerthansixfeet(taU)． 

From(6a)ａｎｄ(6b),wecanunderstandthataspeakeristalkingabouttheheightand 

ageofapａｉｒｏｆｐｅｒｓｏｎｓａｎｄｉｔｉｓｐｏｓｓｉｂｌｅｆｏｒｔｈｅｍｔｏｂｅｃｌａｓｓｉｆｉｅｄａｓｏｌｄｏｒｙｏｕｎｇ 

andtallorshorLHowever,ｔｈｅｒｅｍｕｓｔｂｅｓｏｍｅｄｉｓｔａｎｃｅｉｎａｇｅｏｒheightbetween 

them、ThusthepairofindividualsmustreｍａｉｎundefinedinheightorageInthis

sense,thegapinscaleofgradualitybetweenthemperformsthesamefunctionasthe 

ExtensionGapinavaguepredicateTheextensiongapisdefinedasaｒａｎｇｅｉｎ 

ｗｈｉｃｈａｍｅｍｂｅｒｏｆｔｈｅｃｏｍｐａｒisonclassdoesnotfalLInaddition，theextension 

gaphasnoboLlndarypartitioninthecaseoftheexpressionsin(6a)ａｎｄ(6b),likethat 

inapositiveadjective・Ｔｈｅexample(6c)suggeststhatadegreemodifier,`ａfoot，，

determinesthequantitativescaledefinitely,ｔｈａｔis,theeffectofthemeasurephrase 

istofixthepartitionsonbothsidesoftheextensiongap・Ｉ、(6.),onlyonepartition

ismadeatthepoiｎｔｏｆｓｉｘｆｅｅｔ、Theextensiongapcanmoveupwardsoｒｄｏｗｎ‐

wardsfreely、Inotherwords,theextensiongapforcomparativeshasfuzzybound‐

arieswithoutameasurephrasebutiｔｉｓｎｅｖｅｒｅｌｉｍｉｎａｔｅｄｌｉｋｅｔｈａｔｆｏｒｐositive 

adjectiveslnpositiveadjectives,amodifier`very，hastheeffectofshiftingup‐ 

wardsthepartitionimposedbyanadjectiveand`quite'movesthepartitiondown‐ 

ｗａｒｄｓｓｏａｓｔｏａｂｓｏｒｂｔｈｅｅｘｔｅｎｓｉｏｎｇapMoreover,themeasurephraselikeIsix 

feet，eliminateit、

NowconsidertheIollowingsentencesinwhichthevaguepredicatescontain 

deRreemodifiers，`very，ａｎｄ`quite'． 

(7)ａ．？BillisverymuchtallerthanAlex(is） 

ｂ・JohnisquitealottallerthanFelix(is）

Asshownbvthesesentences，thedegreemodifierswidertheextensiongapAsa 

result,theexpressionin(7a)hasawiderensensiongapthanthesentence(7b)does・

Theadverb`much'performsthesamefunctionas`very'・

Comparativeconstructionsinvolveapairofindividualsorthingsforcomparison 

andeachindividua］orthingpartitionstheuniverseinaquitedifferentmanner・

ThuswecanrecoHnizethatitispossｉｂｌｅｆｏｒｔｈｅｍｔｏｂｅｗｉｔｈｉｎｔｈｅｓａｍｅｅxtensioll 
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ｌｉｋｅ`tallness'oradifferentextensionlike`happiness'ｏｒ`sadness，、Ournotionofthe

extensiongapalwavsexistsin`A-erthan'comparaLiveconstructionsWeproceed 

toinvestigatehowthisextensionofcomparativesisconstructedConsiderthe 

followin輿examplesborrowedfromRusiecki（1985)．

(8)ａ・MaxistallerthanAlexQa'・AlexisshorterthanMax．

ｂ、ＭａｘｉｓｏｌｄｅｒｔｈａｎＡｌｅｘＤｂ,、ＡｌｅｘｉｓｙｏｕｎｇｅｒｔｈａｎＭａｘ．

ｃ・ThatHondaismoreeconomicalthanthisToyotaXc，、ThisToyotaismore

uneconomicalthanthatHonda・

ｄＭｖｔｏｗｅｌｉｓｗｅｔｔｅｒｔｈａｎｙｏｕｒｓ●ｄ'・Ｍｙｔｏｗｅｌｉｓｗｅｔ．

（where･means`entail，whileXmeans`notentail'.） 

Usingtheseexamples，wewanttoinvGstigatepositiveextensionandnegative 

extensionforcomparatives・Asthesentencesin(8a)ａｎｄ(8b)ｓｈｏｗ・linearadjec

tivessuchastall,oldnoisy,deep，etc.,havereversevaluesofextensiontotheir 

antonymiccounterpartsinthepositivealldnegativeexte､sion・Inotherwords,the

rangeo［positiveextensionfortallnesscorresp()ndstothatofnegativeextensi()nfor 

shorLnessThismeansthatthesekindsofadjectiveareconsideTedｔｏｈａｖｅａｄ()uble 

extensionincomparativesthaｔｒｅ[ersｔ()Lhcabsolutetopandtheabsolutebottomof 

thescaleforthesizeofthings、ＴｈｅＬｗ()extensi(〕nsareconnectedt()ｅａｃｈｏｔｈｅｒａｎｄ

ｆｏｒｍｔｗｏｐｌａｎｅｓｉｎｔｈｅsemanticspacelikeIhestructureofphonologicalfeatures 

proposeｄｂｙＣＩｅｍｅｎｔｓ(1987)．TheentailmGntbetweenthemcanbeaccountedfor 

bytheplanestructureoftheextensi()n．Thesentencein（8c)，aspointedoutby 

Rusiecki(1985),indicatesthatbothcarsmaybeeconomical,ｂｏｔｈｅｃｏｎｏｍｉｃａＬｏｒｏｎｅ 

ｍａｙｂｅｅｃｏｎｏｍicalandtheotheruneconomicaLHowever,Rusieckinotesthat`A 

ismoreuneconomicalthanB，canentail`BismoreeconomicalthanA,、Inthiscase，

thereisasemi-doubleextensioni、whichtheplaneisconnectedonlyinｔｈｅｎegative

extensionof`economv'・Wecancallthedoubleextensionareciprocalone,while

thesemi-doubleextensioncanbereferredassemi-reciprocalone，followingRusi‐ 

ecki，stermsfol-positiveadjectives・Thesentencein(8.)suggeststhatthereissome

restrictiononthecomparisonclass、Ｔｈｉｓｋｉｎｄ〔)[adjectivedoesnothaveanegative

extensioninpositive,butinthecomparativeconstructionitcanmakeahalf-double 

extensi()nwithitsantonymiccounterparLThusthecomparisonnucleusthatwe 

wｉｌｌｄｅｆｉｎｅｌａｔｅｒｃａｎｂｅｓｅｔｏｎｔｈｅｐｏｉntonthepositiveextensionofthecounterpart， 
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forexample,idryness'・

Nextconsiderthesentencesasfolｌｏｗｓ： 

AliceishappierthanMaryissad・

MaryismoreamiablethanJaneisquarrelsome、

Maxismoresociablethanpositive． 

?？Maxismoresociablethal1Janeisquarrelsome． 

＊Themeetingislongerthanthetable． 

＊Johnistallerthanthecarpetisred 

■
０
■
⑪
●
■
 

ａ
・
ｂ
ｃ
ぐ
．
ｅ
（
４
１

＄
ｕ
■
■
〃
ロ

ハ咄】”〉
グ
ロ
ー
ー
、

Eachsentencecitedin(9)containsso-caUedNon-Linearadjectiveswhichfallina 

differentsemanticcategoryrespectively、Ｔｈｅｄａｔａｉｎ(9)indicatethattwodifferent

adjectivesmusthaveacommondimensiollwhichmaybespecifiedasheight， 

emotion，personalty，etc.、Ｉｎｃａｓｅｔｈｅｒｅｉｓｎｏｃｏｍｍｏｎｄｉmensionbetweentwo

adjectives,thesentencecontainingLhemdoesllotfailtobemarkedassemantically 

deviantoneThedimensionconnectsLheextension()feachadjectivetogetherand 

makesadoubleextensionwhichconstitutesanewsemanticspace・AsKlein(1980）

andotherwritersdiscuss，ｔｈｅｄｉｍｅｎｓｉｏｎａｓｗｅｎｏｗｄｅｆｉｎｅｉｔｍａｙｄｅｐｅｎdon 

contexualfactors・Ｔｈｅａｓｓａｙｏｆ［allnessmayl)edifferenLbetweenJapanandthe

UIＡａｎｄｔｈｅｓｉｚｅｏｆａｈｏｕｓｅｖａｒｉｅｓｆｒｏｍｓocietytosocietyI、Thedimensionis

determinedbytakingaccountintothevarietyofcontexualIactors・Eachdimen‐

sionhasahierarchicalstructurethatisarrangedfromahighｅｒｏｒｄｅｒｔｏｌｏｗｅｒｏｎｅ・

Ｆｏｒexample,concerningwithclevernesschimpsａｎｄｈｕｍａｎｂｅｉｎｇｓａｒｅｉｎｔｈｅｓａｍｅ 

ｈｉｇｈerorderofthehierarchicalstructureofthedimension，while1mathematical 

skill,ｉｓｉｎａｌｏｗｅｒｏｒｄｅｒｏｆｔｈｅｈｉｅｒａｒｃｈｙｔｈａｎａｃｈｉｍｐａｎｄｓｏｏｎ 

Ａｓａｌｌｔｈｅｃｏｍｐａｒativeconstructionscitedhereshow,anotherinterestingfeature 

ofcomｐａｒａｔｉｖｅｓｌｉｅｓｉｎｔｈｅｆａｃｔｔｈａＬｉｎＸｉｓＡ－ｅｒｔｈａｎＹ，Yfunctionsasanucleus 

forcompal-isonLetusintroduccLhisn()ti()ｎｉｌ]ｔｏｏｕｒａｎａｌｙｓｉｓａｎｄｃａｌｌｉｔｔｈｃ 

ＣＯＭＰＡＲＩＳＯＮＮＵＣＬＥＵＳＴｈｅｉｎｔｅｒｐｒｅｔａｔｉｏｎｏｆｃomparativeconstructions 

mainlydependsonthemeaning（)fcomparisonnucleusConsiderthefollowing 

examples． 

－２０－ 
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(10)ａ、Myelephantisbiggerthanthatflea

hThatmountainistallerthanJohn． 

Thesentencescitedin（10）willbeinterpretedasfigurative,sincethecomparis()n 

classconsistsofadisjunctivesetineachsentence、Itincludestwoadjectives

belongiｎｇＬ()adifferentorderofdimensiontoeachother・Thesentencein（10a）

mayhavethemeaningthatthatfleａｉｓｓｏｂｉｇｔｈａｔｉｔｃａｎｂｅｃｏｍｐａｒｅｄｗｉｔhan 

elephantormvelephantisunbelievablysmaILThesameintelpletationprocess 

mayworkill(10b)．Thecomparisonnucleuscandeterminethedistancebetweenthe 

mountainandJohnwithrespecttotaUnessandaccountforthesemanticabsurdiLy 

ofthesentence,associatedwiththedifferenceofthedimension 

However，therearesomecomparativeconstructionswhoseungl-ammaticalityis 

explainedbythesemanticrestricti()nsthatadjectivesthcmselveshave・Ｔｈｅｅｘ‐

amplesarecitedin（11） 

ThisbottleisemptierthanLhat． 

＊Myhouseismorevacantthanyours． 

＊Thispageisblankerthanthat． 

??Ｔｈｅｌ２ｍｄｉｓｍｏｒｅｌｅｖｅ］thantheriver'ssurface． 

(１１）ａ 

ｂ 

Ｃ 

ｄ 

Theadjectivesinthesentences(1lb,I1c,lld)cannotsubcategorizedintoadegree 

adjective、Thesecanbesaidtoconstituteadefinitepredicateandfallinadifferellt

groupformthatof`empty,，thoughtheyaresynonymous、Weshalldefinethemas

absoluteadjectivesWithinourframework,weshallsaythatthesetofcomparison 

classformedbyabsoluteadjectivesalwaysisempty・Ａｓｓｈｏｗｎｂｙｏｕｒｄｉｓｃｕｓｓｉ()､，

thedefectofKlein'ssemanticsforcomparativesisthaｔｓｏｍｅｖａｌｕｅｏｆｌｔｈａｔ'ｉｎ,'いＡ

ｉｓｔａｌｌｅｒｔｈａｎＢ'ｓｕｃｈｔｈａｔ`Aisthattall，ｉｓtrue,while`BisthattalTisfalse，，､can､()ｔ 

ｅｘｉｓｔｉｎｓｏｍｅｌinearadjectiveslikc`economica1,、Moreover,ｉｔｉｓｃｌｅａｒｔｈａｔｈｉｓ

ｍｏｄｅｌｆａｉｌｔｏｅｘｐlaintherelationbetween`tau，ａｎｄ`short”thatispresentedhere、

Klein(1982)insiststhathismodelcanaccountforthesentencescitedin（12)ina 

reasonablynaturalway． 

－２１－ 
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(12)aChirisismuchtallerthanAlexis． 

ｂ、ChrisisonefoottallerthanAlexis.（BorrowedfromKlein(1982)）

Hearguesthattherearetwoimportantsemanticpropertieswhichmustbecaptured 

Thefirstisthat‘much，behaveslikeavaguepredicate，andthesecondisthatit 

behaveslikeaquantifier・Ｉｎｔｕｒｎ,ｈｅｎｏｔｅｓｔｈａｔｂｎｅｆｏｏｔ'willdenoteadegreeof

length，actingasapredicatemodifier・Furthermore，ｈｅｏｂservesthatitdenotes

equivalenceclassofobjectwhichisexact]yaslongassomeprototypicalobject`f，、

Ｉｔｓｅｅｍｓｔｏｍｅｔｈａｔｈｅｔｕｒｎｓｔｏａｎｄｒｅｌiesontheconceptofdegreeinorder上oaccount

fortheexample（12)．Ｉｆｈｅｉｓｒｉｇｈｔ,wecouldacceptthefollowingsentencesas 

RrammaticaL 

(13)ａ．＊Ｃｈｒｉｓｉｓｍｕｃｈ 

ｂ．＊Chrisissixfoot5・

ｃＣｈｒｉｓｉｓｓｉｘｆｏｏｔｔａ]1 

Ｎｏｗwecouldsaythatthedatacitedin(12)areproblematicforKlein'sanalysisand 

thedegreetheoryaswellOnthecontrary,ourprinciplescanl]ieaUyexplainthe 

datawithoutrecoursetoanynewtreatmentofmeasurephrase・

Nextweshalldiscusssomeothersentencesexemplifiedasfollows： 

＊Heistallerthannobodyhere． 

＊BilIranfasterthanlcouldn't・

＊Johnisheavierthanfat・

Thedooriswiderthanisnecessary． 

＊Ｔｈｅｄｏｏｒｉｓｗｉｄｅｒｔｈａｎｉｔｉｓnecessary． 

(14）ａ 

ｂ． 

(15)ａ 

ｈ 

Ｃ， 

Thesentencesin（14)indicatethatcomparisonnucleusmusthaveareferencepoint 

forcomparison・Thesentencesin（15a，ｃ）cannotbeacceptedasthereareno

commondimensionsbetweenthevaguepredicateandthecomparis()nnucleus、It

shouldbeemphasizedthatthecomparisonclass,comparisonnucleusandextension 

includingextensiongapareal］well-establishedandessentialnotionsforinterpret、

inRcomparativeconstructions． 

－２２－ 
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4．Inthissection，ourdiscussionwillbefocusedonthecomparativeconstruction 

with`as，､ｔｈａｔis,so-caUedequivalentcomparatives、Wewanttoconcludewhether

theexteｎｓｉｏｎｇａｐｃａｎｐｌａｙａｎｙｐａｒｔｉｎｔｈｉｓｃｏnstructionandwhattheextensiongap 

couldaccommodate,ifitexistsThecomparativeswitｈ`as，areordinarilyanalyses 

as`Comparativeconstructionsofequality，、Thisdefinitionsprovedtobemisleading

(Klein(1980),Atlas(1984),Rusiecki(1985))．Kleinarguesthatthesentencein(15a） 

isequivalentto`Jimisatleastastal1asRobin'inmeaning． 

(15）ａ、ＪｉｍｉｓａｓｔａｌｌａｓＲｏｂｉｎ．

ｂ・ＪｉｍｉｓａｓｔａｌｌａｓＲｏｂｉｎｉｓ；indeedheisconsiderablytaller‘

Hepointsoutthatanyapproachwhichtakes(15a)ｔｏｍｅａｎ`Jimisexactlyastallas 

Robin'ｗｉＵｂｅｕｎａｂｌｅｔｏｅｘｐｌａｉｎｗｈｙ（15b）isnoLalogica］contradiction・Kleil］

(1982)successfullyshowthatthereisavariantofthecomparativeswith`as'which 

expresscertaininequality、

However,thereisevidencethatthesentenceｉｎ(15a)maynotbeequivalentto`Ｊｉｍ 

ｉｓａｔｌｅａｓｔａｓｔａｌｌａｓＲｏｂｉｎ'・ConsidertheIollowingsentences．

ＭａｒｙｉｓａｓｔａｌｌａｓＲｏｂｉｎ，ｉｆ、()ttaller．

＊ＭａｒｙｉｓａｓｔａｌｌａｓＲｏｂｉｎｌｎｆａｃｔ，sheisshorterthanhim． 

?ＭａｒｙｉｓａｔｌｅａｓｔａｓｔａｌＩａｓＲｏｂｉｎ，ifnottaller． 

＊Ｔｈｉｓｐｌａｙｉｓｈａｌｆａｓｌｏｎｇａｓｔｈａｔｏｎｅ，ifnotlonger・

ＭａｒｙｉｓａｓｔａｌｌａｓＲｏｂｉｎ・Ｉｎｆａｃｔ，theyareidenticalinheiRht．

(１６派L

ｂ 

Ｃ 

ｄ 

巳

AsAtlas(1984)correctlynotes,ｉｆ`astallas'means`atleastastallas，,then`Johnis 

astallas,ｏｒａｔｌｅａｓｔａｓｔａｌｌａｓＢｒｉａｎ，wouldberedundant,butitisn'LHisargument 

issupportedbythedataexemplifiedin(16)．MoreOver,thesentencesin(16a,１６e） 

suggestthat`ａｓＡａｓ'ｃonstructionmaybeinterpretedasa`greaterthanorequalto， 

relation（Rusiecki（1985))．Ｔｈｉｓｌｅａｄｓｕｓｔ(）thecontl-adictorysituationinwhich 

thereissomeextensiongapornoｅｘｔｅｎｓｉｏｎｇａｐａｔｔｈｅｓａｍｅｔｉｍｅ・Isitnecessary

tolo()kforallalternativeanalysisthisｔｉｍｅｉｎｏｒｄｅｒｔ()cIarifythesemanticstructure 

ofcomparativeswith‘as'、Fortunatelysomeexamplessuggestｔｈａｔｔｈｉｓｉｓｎｏｔｔｈｅ

ｃａｓｅ・

Considertheexamplesasfollows： 

－２３－ 
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(17)ａＪｉｍ２ｉｓａｓｔａｌｌａｓＪｉｍ２.(Jimisusedco-referentially） 

ｂＡｍｅｒｃｈａｎｔｉｓｇｏｏｄａｓｈｉｓｗｏｒｄ(Atlas(1984)） 

ｃ、ＢｏｂｉｓａｓＳｈｏｒｔａｓＪｅｆｆＸｄＪｅｆｆｉｓａｓｓｈｏｒｔａｓＢｏｂ．

Ｉｆ`ａｓＡａｓ，comparativeexpresses‘agreaterthanorequaTrelation，lhesentences 

in(17a,１７b)wouldhavethemeaningsthatJim2isidenticalinheighttohimselfor 

tallerthanJim2andamerchant，sgoodnessisthesameorgreaterthaｎｈｉｓｗｏｒｄ， 

respectively.（Atlas（1984))．Ａｔｌａｓｐ()intsoutthatthesentence（17c）presupposes 

`Jeffisshort'ｂｕｔ`AtlasisasLallasBrian'doesnotpresupposes`BrianistalI'、As

wediscussedearlierinsection2,thedifferenceofthepresuppositioncanbeexplain‐ 

edbyassertingthatthereisarestriclj()nconcerningcomparisonnucIeusforadjec‐ 

tiveslike`short'、Ｔｈerestrictionisdefmedsuchthatinavaguepredicatewitha

negativevalue，thereferencepointofthecomparis()ｎｎｕｃ]eusmustbewithinthe 

positiveextensionincomparativeswith･as'、ＩＬｃａｎｂｅｅａｓｉｌｙｊｕｓｔｉｆｉｅｄｂｙｔｈｅ

ｅｘｉｓｔｅｎｃｅｏｆｍａｎｙｅｘａｍｐｌｅｓａｎｄｂｙｔｈｅｃａｓｅ(〕ｆ`wet，ｉｎｔｈｅ`Ａ－ｅｒｔｈａｎ'construction

WhattherestrictionmeansisthaｔｉｌｌＸｉｓａｓｔａｌｌａｓＹ，thereferencepointofthe 

comparisonnucleus`Ｙ'ｃｏｕｌｄｂｅｓｅｔｉｎｂｏｔｈｔｈｅｎｅｇａｔｉｖｅａｎdpositiveextensionsof 

tallness，ｂｕｔｉｎＸｉｓａｓｓｈｏｒｔａｓＹ，Yisexciusivelyinthepositiveextensionof 

shortness 

Thecloseexaminationoftheexamplescitedin(16)1eadsustoconcludethatthere 

isavaguepartitionregioninsteadoIanextensiongaphere・Byincorporatingthe

notionofavaguepartitionintoouranalysis，theparticularsemanticimplication 

presentedincomparativeswith`as,wiilbeabletobeexplainedconsistently・The

differencebetweenapartitiongeneratedbyameasurephraseandavagueoneis 

thatinthevaguepartitionregion,ｔｈｅcomparisonnucleusisgiventhepoiitiononthe 

sideofthenegativeextｅｎｓｉｏｎｃｏｍｐａｒｅｄｗｉｔｈＸｉｎＸｉｓａｓＡａｓＹ、Inotherwords，

thevaguepartitionseemstobehaveasakindofdegreemodifier，ｂｕｔｉｔｄｏｅｓｎｏｔ 

createanextensiongap・Wecanrecognizethesemanticfocusexpressedbythe

vaguepartitionclearlywhencomparativeconstructionswith`as'arejoinedwith 

additionalstructureslike`ifnotA-er'０rthesentencesseenin(16)．Fundamentally 

vaguepartitiononlyperformscovertsemanticfunctions、

Nextweshallproceedtotheinvestigationofsomeothersemanticalaspｅｃｔｓｏｆ･ａｓ 

Ａａｓ，comparatives、Ｏｎｅｏ（themistoexpIainthequality（)「semi-redundancyoI

thesentencei、（18),asdiscussedbvAtlas（1984)＿Weshallfollowhisdiscussion

briefly， 
－２４－ 
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(18)JohnisastallasBrian,ａｎｄＢｒｉａｎｉｓａｓｔａｌｌａｓＪｏｈｎ 

lH 

HearguesLhatonlyhisanalysiscanexplainsuchsemi-redundancyandtheother 

twotheoriesfailtoaccountforit・ＨｅｄｅｖｅｌｏｐｓｈｉｓａｒＲｕｍｅｎｔａｂｏｕｔｉｔａｓfollows：

(19)“Asserting`ＪｏｈｎｉｓａｓｔａｌｌａｓＢｒｉａｎ，implicates`John'ｓｈｅｉｇｈｔｉｓｔｈｅｓａｍｅａｓ 

Ｂｒｉａｎ，s・Thatimplicationfollowedby`…andBrianisastallasJohn'isredun‐

ｄant,sincetheimplication`John,ｓｈｅｉｇｈｔｉｓｔｈｅｓａｍｅａｓＢｒｉａｎ's'means`Brian’ 

sheightisthesameasJohn，s，､whichentailsBrianisastallａｓJohn，、Thusthe

secondclausepartiallyreinforcestheimplicationofthefirstclause"．（Atlas 

U984)：368） 

Ａｓｐ()intedbyAtlas,ｉｔｉｓｃｌｅａｒｔｈａｔｔｈｅｒｅｌｓｓｏｍｅｒｅｄｕｎｄancyasassertinj2i`J()hnis 

astallasBrian,implies`John'sheightisthesameasBrian,s'、Theredundancyol

thesentencein(18)couldbeaccountedforandhisargumentmayberight、Butthe

sentencein（18）imposesothermoreseriousproblemｏｎｔｈｅａｎａｌｙｓｉｓｏｆ`ａｓＡａｓ， 

comparatives・ThequestionisWhythesentencein（18）isjudgedascompletely

accepLableifthesentence`JohnisastallasBrian，means`Johnisidenticaltoor 

greaterthanBrianinheight，ｏｒ`JohnisatleastastallasBrian'・Ｉｆｔｈｅｅｘａｍｐｌｅｉｎ

(18)containssemi-redundancyasillustratedby`John，sheightisthesameasBrian， 

s',whatisthemeaningofthenon-redundantpartofthesentences？Isthisquestion 

toonaive？Contradictionorinsufficiencymaybeseentobeinvolvedinaccounting 

forthemeaningoftheexample(18)`John'sheightisequaltoorgreatertha、Brian's，

andBrian,sheightisequalorgreaterthanJoh､'s'、Ifso,thesentencei、(18)would

beexcludedasanunacceptab]ｅｏｎｅＢｕｔｔｈｉｓｄｏｅｓｎｏｔｈａｐｐｅｎ・Wecanassume

thatthemeaningexpressedby`JohnisatleastastallasBrian'ｏｒ`Johnisgreater 

thanBrianinheight，makesnocovertcontributiontothemeaningof`Johnisastall 

asBriall，,thoughitissurelyinvolved・Ourargume､tissupportedbytheexamples

citedｉｎ（20） 

(20)ａ．＊JohnisastallasBrian,ｂｕｔＢｒｉａｎｉｓａｓｔａｌｌａｓＪ()ｈｎ 

ｂ．？』(ｊｌｍｉｓａｓｔａｌｌａｓＢｒｉａｎ,ｏｒＢｒｉａｎｉｓａｓｔａＵａｓＪｏｈｎ．

Theimplicationof`John'sheightisgreaterthanBrian,s'maystemfromthechoice 

－２５－ 
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ofthereferencepointofthecomparisonnucleus、Thustherewouldbenowayto

explicitlyexpresstheimplicitsemanticcontentbyusingourordinarylanguage 

Thismeansthatitisimpossibletoparaphrasethesentencem（18）intoother 

expressionsexactly、Thusthisanalysissuggeststhattheexistenceofsemi-redun‐

dancyin(18)isdubious、Theargumentthatthesentencein(18)isalmosttautology

orrepetitioniｓｔｈｏｕｇｈｔｔｏｂｅｃＩｏｓｅｒｔｏｔｈｅｔｒｕｔｈ 

Ｔheadditionofadverbsanddegreemodifierstocomparativesandtheadjunctof 

otherconstructionsallmakethesamecontributiontotheformationoftheextension 

gapintheinterpretationofcomparatives・Ｗｈａｔｗｅｗａｎｔｔｏｓｈｏｗｉｓｔｈａｔ`Johnis

astallerasBrian，clearlyhasadifferentmeaningfro、`Johnisatleastastallas

Brian,,`JohnisexactlyastallasBrian'ｏｒ`JohnisidenticaltoorgreaterthanBrian，、

Atfirstglance,thelastsentencecorrectlyexpressesthemeaningofthesentencei、

question・However，‘greaterthan’ofcoursepresupposestheextensiongapinthe

semanticfield,while`ａｓｔａｌｌａｓ'cannotincludeitandthememberofthecomparison 

classａｒｅobligatorilyinthevaguepartition．Ouranalysisiscompatiblewitha 

linguisticfactpresentedbvcomparativeconstructions・Thefollowingexamples

provethatadverbsordegreemodifiersfunctionasgeneratorsoftheextensiongap 

andindicatetheirownparticularsｉｚｅｏｆｇａｐ． 

Ｊｏｈｎｉｓｍｏｒｅｏｒ]ｅｓｓａｓｏｌｄａｓＫｉｔｔｙ・

Ｔｈｉｓｗｉｎｄｏｗｉｓｔｗｉｃｅａｓｌｏｎｇａｓｔｈｅｔａｂｌｅｉｓｌｏｎｇ 

ＢｕｔｆｏｒｔｗｏｉｎｃｈｅｓＢｉｌｌｉｓａｓｔａｌｌａｓＡｌｉｃｅ 

Ｔｈａｔｐｉｃｔｕｒｅｂｏｏｋｉｓｈａｌｆａｓｗｉｄｅａｓｉｔｉｓｌｏｎｇ． 

(21）ａ 

ｂ 

Ｃ 

ｄ 

Ｗｅｃａｎｅａｓｉｌｙｓｅｅｔｈａｔ‘ａｔleast，（)ｒ`exactly，ｃｏｕｌｄｗｏｒｋｉｎｔｈｅｓａｍｅｗａｖ、

LastlywewanttodiscussthepropositionproposedbyAtlas(1984)．Hisproposi‐ 

tioniscitedhereforconveniencetodiscussion． 

(22)Forunmarked,gradableQ,XisasQasYmeansWhatever(measureｏｆ)Ｑ－ｎｅｓｓ 

Ｙｈａｓ(exhibits),Ｘｈａｓ(exhibits)also.， 

Concerningthenotionofunmarked，ｈｅｓａｙｓｔｈａ上‘tau，isLheunmarked，more

frequentlyoccurringitem・ItmustbenotedthatthefrequentocculTenceistoo

obscureandimprecisetobeacriterionTheterm`measure，willsurelygiveriseto 

－２６－ 
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thesevereobjectionsbecauseitmayascribehistheorytoLhedegreetheory・To

avoidtheobjection,themeasureisconsideredasthemeasureMofQ-NessthatX 

exhibits、Ｉｎｈｉｓｖｉｅｗ，ifanindividualexhibitsmeasuremoftallness，heexhibits

measureofm，ｉｆ、'＜ｍＴｈｅｐｏｉｎｔｏｆｔｈｉｓｄｅｆｍｉｔｉｏｎｉｓｔｈａｔ,Ｘｅｘｈibitssome

measuremof`tallness，doesnotentail‘Ｘｉｓｔａｌｌ'・Ｉｎｏｕｒｖｉｅｗ，Ｘｃｏｕｌｄｂｅｉｎａｎｙ

ｐｏｓｉｔｉｏｎｉｎｔｈｅｆｕＵｒａｎｇｅｏｆｔｈｅｅｘｔｅｎｓｉｏｎｉｆｉｔｃａｎｆｉｘａｃomparisonnucleus 

successfullv・Theextensionisthoughttocorrespondtohisnotionofmeasureina

roughsense・ＩＩｅｍａｙｒｅｌｙｏｎｔｈｅｐｒｅｆｅｒｅｎｃｅｏｆ`up'ｔｏ`doｗ､'foundinthelanguage

user'ｓｃｏｍｍｏｎｋｎｏｗｌｅｄｇｅｉｎｏｌ－ｄｅｒｔｏｅｘｐｌaintheimplicationof`greaterthan，ｉｎ`ａｓ 

Ｑａｓ'・Eventhoughhecouldadoptthecognitivebiasestogetherwithhisproposition

astoolsofaccomm()dation，hisanalysiswoLlldlackexplicitnesslnaddition，he 

saysnothingaboutthebehaviorofmarkedadjectivesandnaturallyhismodelcannot 

explaintheiml〕IicationthatBil］ｉｓｓｅｔｏｎｔｈｅｍｏｒｅｐｏｓｉｔｉｖｅｓｉｄｅｏｆｔｈeextensionin

comparisonwithJohnｉｎ`ＢｉｌｌｉｓａｓｓｈｏｒｔａｓＪｏｈｎ，、Thismeansthatthereisthe

prefereｎｃｅｏｆ`down，ｔｏ`up，ｉｎｔｈｉｓｃａｓｅ． 

5．llerewewanttodiscusspolarityitemsandotherinterestingitemsfoL1ndin 

comparatives・Inhisanalysisofcomparatives,Seuren(1973)discussesthepolarity

itemsinordertojustifyhisunderlyingstructureofcomparativeconstructiolls・He

notesthatnegativepolarityiteｍｓｓｕｃｈａｓ`callpossibly，ａｎｄ`careｔｏ，canoccurina 

comparisonnucleusclause． 

(23）ａ．＊Icouldpossiblycatchupwithhim． 

ｂ、ＩＣouldnotpossiblycatchupwithhim

c、Ｊｅａｎｗａｓａｓｌ()werlearnerthanlcouldpossiblycatchupwitll

(24)ａ．＊ＭｖｃａｔｗｏｕｌｄｃａｒｅｔｏｂｅｄｉＴｔｙ． 

ｂ、Ｍｙｃａｔｗｏｕｌｄｎｏｔｃａｒｅｔｏｂｅｄｉｒｔｙ・

ｃＨｉｓｄｏｇｗａｓｄｉｒｔｉｅｒｔｈａｎｍｙｃａｔｗｏｕｌｄｃａｒｅｔｏｂｅ． 

Conversely、affirmativepolarityitemslike`pretty，donotoccurinthan-clause

(25)ａ．＊Iwouldn'tprettymuchliketostudyhard 

b・ＩＷＣｕｌｄｐｒｅｔｔｙｍｕｃｈｌｉｋｅｔｏｓｔｕｄｙｈａｒｄ

ｃ．＊Alexstudiesharderthanlwouldpretｔｙｍｕｃｈｌｉｋｅｔｏ 
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Seuren(1973)arguesthatthereisanegationelementintheunderlyingstructureof 

comparatives，thoughnoovertnegationispresentinthesurfacerepresentation、

Thismeansthatnegationappearsinthesemanticrepresentationofthecomparison 

nucleus・IfSeurenisright，ｔｈｉｓｗ()uｌｄｎｏｔｉｍｐｏｓｅanvdifficultyonourproposaL

Theassumptionthatthecomparisonnucleusilwolvesanegativeelementenableus 

tojudgethesentencesin(14)assemanticallydeviant,astheyviolatebothconditions 

thatdoublenegationbynegativeelementofacomparativenuc1eusisllotpermitted 

andthatacomparisollnucleusmusthaveadefinitereferencepoint・

ThefoUowingexamplesthatMcCawleｙ(1981）ａｎｄＫｌｅｉｎ（1982)citeasevidence 

aRainstSeuren'sproposalstTengthenourpToposal． 

(26)ａ・Ｈｉｓｄｏｇｗａｓａｓｄｉｒｔｙａｓｍｙｃａｔｗ()ｕｌｄｅｖｅｒｃａｒｅｔｏｂｅ

ｂ．＊AlexstudiesashaTdaslwouldpretｔｙｍｕｃｈｌｉｋｅｔｏ． 

lshallllotattemptanexplanationａｓｔ()whynegativepolarityitemscanoccurinif 

-clauseandquestions・InthiscontexLSeuren'sdiscussionshouldbesaidtobe

shaky、K1einadmits上ｈａｔｔｈｉｓｉｓａｌｌｅｘａｍｐｌｅｏｆａｃｌａｓｓｏｆｌinguisticcontextswhich

cannotbereducedLoasinglelogicalconfiguration 

Citingthe［ollowingexamples,Seuren(1973)observesthatthereisaninteresting 

distinctionbetweenthegrammaljcalandtheungrammaticaLH()ｗever，Seurel1 

doesnotmakeanyefforttoclarifythereasonfortheungrammaticality,ａｓｆａｒａｓ 

ｌｋｎｏｗ． 

JohnboughtmanyoldercarsLhanthaｔＦｏｒｄ(is） 

＊JohnboughtmanyoldercarsthanBiU(did)． 

JohnneverboughtanyoldercarsthanthatFord(is)． 

＊Johnneverboughtany()ldercarsthanBill(did） 

＊WhaLJohnboughtwasmanyoldercarsthanwhatBillbought 

Johnboughtan()ＩｄｅｒｃａｒｔｈａｎＢｉＵ(did)． 

JohnboughtoldercarsthanBill（did） 

(27）ａ 

ｂ 

Ｃ 

ｄ 

ｅ 

ｆ 

９ 

Seurensaysthattheindefinitearticlein(27f)ｄｏｅｓnotrepresentgenuinequantifica‐ 

tion,whichcanbeunderstoodbythedistinctionbetweengrammaticalandungram‐ 

maticalasholdsbeLween（27a，２７c）ａｎｄ（27b，。,ｅ)．However,suchadistinction
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explainsnothingaboutthereasonfortheirungrarnmaticalitiesandwｈｙｗｅｃａｎｓａｙ 

(27f,ｇ)． 

Withinourframework，acomparisonnucleusmayaccountforthedifference 

whichoccursintheirgrammaticalities・Thecomparisonnucleusmusthavea

definitGreferencepoint,aspointedouteaTlier・Thismeansthatthereferencepoint

mustbespecifiedincomparativeconstructions、Fromthispointofview,ｉｎ(27a,ｃ，

f)eachcomparisonnucleusisthoughttohaveaspecificpointofreferencelike`that 

carcalledFord'ａｎｄ`Bill，ｓｃａｒ，、Inspiteoftheoccurrenceofthepluralnoun`Cars，，

thesentencein（279）isgrammatical，asthecomparisonnucleus‘Bill，scars，is 

recognizedasaset，ｔｈａｔｉｓ，ｅａｃｈｃａｒｉｓｎｏｔｒｅｆｅｒｒｅｄｔｏ、Inthesesentences，the

indefinitemeaningsofthewordｓｌｉｋｅ‘an，couldhavenoinfluencewiththein‐ 

terpretationofthecomparisonnuclei-

Ontheotherhand,thesentencesin（27b,ｅ）areregardedasasynonymousand 

couｌｄｂｅｔｒｅａｔｅｄｉｎｔｈｅｓａｍｅｗａｙ・Thesetwosentencesmightforceustospecify

`manycarsofBilrs'asthecomparisonnucleus、Suchacomparisonnucleuscanbe

seennottohaveaspecificpointofreferencebecause`many'ａｎｄ`any'ｉｎ(27.)never 

refertoeachspecificcar・Inotherwords,ithasmanypointsofrefe1-enceandwe

cannotspecifytheobjecttobecomparedto・NextourdiscussionwilIturntothe

caseinwhichacomparisonclasscannotbeformedThesentencesin（28）are 

borrowedfromSeuren（1973)． 

(28)ａ 

ｂ 

ｃ． 

． 

＊SixfeetisastallasJohn． 

＊SixfeetissmallerthanJohn． 

??ＳｉｘｆｅｅｔｉｓａｓｍｕｃｈａｓＪｏｈｎｉｓｔａｌｌ． 

??SixfeetismorethanJohnistalL 

?Ｓｉｘｆｅｅｔｉｓａｓｍｕｃｈｈｅｉ貝ｈｔａｓＪｏｈｎｈａｓ．巳

lｔｉｓｃｌｅａｒｔｈａｔｔｈｅｅｘａｍｐｌｅｓｃｉｔｅｄｍ（28a，ｂ）can､otbeconstitutedwithinthe 

commor】comparisonclassbetween`sixfeet'ａｎｄ`John，,becausethereisnoreason

whythecomparisonnucleus‘John，shouldspecifyitsreferencepointwithinthe 

dimensionof`length'、Inthecaseoftheotherexamplesin(28),wefoundasome

difficultyinfindinｇｔｈｅｃｏｍｍｏｎｄｉｍｅｎｓｉｏｎｆｏｒｔｈｅｃｏｍｐａrisonandinnotpartition‐ 

ingtheuniversesothatthecomparisonclasscolnesintoexistenceTheｅｘａｍｐｌｅｓ 

(28c,ｄ)arejudgedascompletlyacceptablebySeuren,butourinformantsinsistthat 
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thesesentencesareunacceptableTheoddnessofthesesentencesincluding（28e） 

tellsusthatthisisthecaseandtheacceptabilityofthesesentencescouldswingform 

persontoperson、Thoughinthesentence（28e)thereferencepointofthecom‐

parisonnucleusiseasilyidentified,thephrase`sixfeet，mayforceustoincurthe 

dimensionｏｆ`length'・Ｔｈｉｓｃｏｕｌｄｂｅｔｈｅｃａｕｓｅｏｆｔｈｅｏｄｄｎｅｓsofthesentence-

Larson(1988)notesthatthefoUowingsentencein(29a)isambiguousaccordingto 

therelatiｖｅｓｃｏｐｅｏｆthecomparisonnucleusand`someone'・Accordinghisanalysis，

thesentencecanmeanthatthereissomepersonXwhoissmarterthaneveryother 

personY(narrowscopefor`everyone')andcanmeanthatforeverypersonXthere 

issomepersonYwhoissmarterthantheyare(widescopefor`everyone，)． 

(29)ａ、Someoneissmarterthaneveryone

b、Someoneissmarterthaneveryoneis

Ｈｅｓａｙｓｔｈａｔ（12b）onlyhasnarrowscopereadingfor‘everyone，、Ouranalysis

suggeststhatthisambｉｇｕｉｔｙｃａｎｂｅｒｅｄｕｃｅｄｔｏｔｈｅｗａｙｔｈｅｃomparisonclassis 

constitutesfor(12a)．Itisnaturalthattheinterpretatiｏｎｏｆ(12a)shouldinvolvethe 

meaningof（12b）because‘is，ｃａｎｂｅｄｅｌｅｔｅｄｆｒｏｍ（12b)．Aswehavealready 

discussedin(27),`everyone，wouldinvolve`someone'whenthecomparisonnucleus 

`everyone，isinterpretedasaset、Ｏｎｔｈｅｏｔｈｅｒｈａｎｄ,thewidescopereadingcould

occurwhenthecomparisonnucleusreferstoeachmemberofeveryone．（12a）is 

acceptablebecausewecanspecifysomeperson． 

ａＣＯＮＣＬＵＳＩＯＮ 

Ｗｅｈａｖｅａｒｇｕｅｄｔｈａｔｉｔｉsnecessarytointroducenewideasinordertogivethe 

appropriatesemanticalexplanationtocomparativeconstructionsThemodified 

extensiongapplaysanimportantpartininterpretingdegreemodifiersincompara‐ 

ｔｉｖｅｓａｎｄｔｈｅｐｌａｎｅｓｔｒｕｃｔｕｒｅｏｆｅｘtensioncanaccountfortherelalionofentailment-

Thevaguepartitionshoulｄｂｅｅｑｕｉｐｐｅｄｆｏｒｔｈｅａｎａｌｖｓｉｓｏｆｔｈｅimplicationcreated 

bycomparativｅｓｗｉｔｈ`as，、Theextensiongapandthevaguepartitionsharesome

characteristicsincommorLOurexplanationdependonotherimportantconcepts： 

comparisonclass,comparisonnucleus,dimension、Ｗｅｃａｎｓｅｅｔｈａｔｓｅｍａｎｔｉｃｓｐａｃｅ

ｉｓｐａｒtitionedbyacomparisonclassfromuniverse・TheComparisonnucleusand

dimensionmakeacontributiontothejudgme､tofthegmmmaticalityoracceptabi‐ 
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lity〔)fcomparatives、Ourconcept（)fdimensionc()uldapplytothepragmatic

interpretationofcomparativeconstructions,asitisdefinedashavingahierarchical 
structure 

Wedidnotdiscussthecomparativeswith‘less，ａｎｄ‘ｎｏｔａｓＡａｓ'here,butthese 

constructionswillimposenodifficultyontheframeworkdevelopedhere、Ｏｕｒ

ｄiscussionshowsthatthenotionoflogicalequivalencemaybemisleading,asthere 

aretwostructuresthaLarelogical1yequivalentbutnotsynonymousThissuggests 

thatanyanalysisofcomparativecollstrucLionsexclusivelydependingonlogical 

calculusmayresuItinseriousprob１ｃｍｓｌｔｍｉｇｈｔｂｅpossibletoincorporateour 

devicesintoaformaltheoryofsemantics． 

ＮＯＴＥＳ 

1 Foradetaileddiscussionofgroupingsofadjectives，seeRusiecki（1985） 

Rusiecki'scategorizati()nofthemisveryinterstingandusefuLRusiecki 

definesLinearasnumericalandNon-linearasnon-numericaL 

Rusiecki（1985)proposesthec()ncepto［`referenceset'ｓｉｍｉｌａｒｔ()KIein，ｓｃｏｍ、

parisonclass、InRusiecki，stheory，areferencesetsubcategorizesdimensions

sL1chas`height,age,etc.，、

Fordetails,ｓｅｅＬｅｗｉｓ（1979)． 

Thesemanticproperties(〕fadjectivesals()differfroms()cietvt()society、Ｆｏｒ

example,thefollowingJapanesesentenceisunacceptable,thoughwecanhave 

theEnglishsentencecorrespondingtoit． 

(a)＊Konobin-waanobinyorikarada.(thisbottleisemptierthanthat)． 

Thissentenceisc()mpletelyaccel)ｔａｂｌｅｉｎｔｈｅｃ()nversationalcontext． 

Ａ：ＨｏｗｔａＵｉｓＪｏｈｎ？ 

ｂ：Ｏｈ,ｈｅｉｓｓｉｘｆｏｏｔ、

ＴｈｉｓwassuggestedbvWeedon-Newsteadwhoisaforeigninstructorofour 

c()lle負巳

２ 

０
■
 

（
Ｔ
ご
起
四
）
’
０
如
刎
」
△

５ 

＊ＴｈｅａｕｔｈｏｒｗｏｕｌｄｌｉｋｅｔｏｔｈａｎｋｔｏＭｒＭarcWeedon-Newsteadwhokindlyreadoverhis 

firstdraftandcorrecLedhisEnRlishphrasing,511〕ｄｆｏｒｖａｌｕａｂｌｅｃ()mments・Ａｎｙremain‐

inRnawsandoversiRhtsare，（)ｆcourse､ｍｙｏｗｎ． 
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