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Intwopreviouspapers，Yamazaki（1993）ａｎｄ（1994），themodebywhich 

spoakersofEnglishconductthocognitiveexpressionwasdiscussed・Theformor

paperdoaltwiththefactthatsuchcognitivevorbsas〃２Ｊ，ｈｅα７，ノb7zouﾉ，JeQ/72,

7ead，sczjﾉ，Speα/e，ＬａＺｂ，ｔｅｌｌ，Jbi）zbandLu7iZeexpressdifferentimplicationswhen 

theystandbefｏｒｅｑ/ora6oLLLThesemanticdifferenceｓｓｈｏｗｎｂｙｔｈｅｔｗｏｐｒｅｐｏ‐ 

siLionsarisefromwhichaspectoftheinformationthespeakerregardsasmore 

important．Ｉproposed，thereforo，ｔｈｅｆｕｎｄａｍｅｎｔａｌｃｏｎｃｅｐＬｓｔｏｅｘｐｌａinthediffer‐ 

ences‘wholeness,ａｎｄ‘totality'．‘WholenossIisdefinedasthequalitｙｏｆｂｅｉｎｇ 

ｃｏｍｐｌｏｔｅｏｒａｓｉｎｇｌｅｕｎｉＬａndnotbrokenordividedintoparts，andthoreforeQ／ 

isusedwhenthespeakerisintGresLedintheprincipalbutqualitativelylimited 

featureofthoinformatiｏｎ、Ｏｎｔｈｅｏｔｈｅｒｈａｎｄ，‘totality，ｉｓｄｅｆｉｎｅｄａｓｔｈｅｑｕａｌｉｔｙ

ｏｆｂｅｉｎｇａｄdedtogotherorcountedtothesurn，ａｎｄｔｈｕｓｃＬｂｏｕ６ｉｓｕｓｅｄｗｈｅｎｔｈｅ 

ｓｐｅａkerisconcernedwithmoredetailedandcomprehensiveinformation、In

short，ｔｈｅ‘wholeness，ｉｓｔｈｏｕｇｈｔｔｏｂｅａｕｎｉｔ，whileｔｈｅ‘totality，ｉｓｔｈｏｕｇｈｔｔｏｂｅ 

ａｓｕｍ；thechoiceofprepositiondependsonwhotherthespeakerrecognisesthe 

informationconstitutiontobeaｕｎｉＬｏｒｔｏｂｅｔｈｅｓｕｍｍａｔｉｏｎｏｆｐａｒｔｓ、

Inthelatterpaper，IappliedthedistinctionbetweentheLwoconceptstothatof 

thGgenericusageoftheEnglisharticle・Iassumedthatthogenericindefiniｔｅａｒ‐

ticleworkstogenealisethroughaninductivemethod、Totality，ｉ､ｅ・thetotalview

throughgeneralisation，ｉｓｔｈｏｕｇｈｔｔｏｃｏｍｅｆｒｏｍｔｈｅｔｏｔａｌｉｎｖestigationofeach 

elementwithinasetinaninductiveprocess，ａｎｄａｔｔｈｅｓａｍｅｔｉｍｅｓｕｇｇｅｓｔｉｎｇ 

ｔｈｅｅxistenceofpluralentitiesJbelieｖｅｔｈａｔｉｔｉｓｐｏｓｓｉｂｌｅｔｏｓａｙｔｈａｔｔｈｅessen-

tialfuncLionofthegenericindefiniLeartｉｃｌｅｉｓｂａｓｅｄｏｎｔｏｔａｌｃｏｇｎｉｔｉｏｎｏｆＬhein-

formationconstitution・Contrastingwiththis，Iassumedthatthegenericdefi-

nitearticleworkstogeneralisethroughadeductivemethodWholeness，ｉ､ｅ、ｔｈｅ

wholeviewthroughgeneralisation，isthoughttoderivefromthewholeinvestiga-

tionofasetinadeductiveprocess；ｉｔｄｏｅｓｎｏｔｓｕｇｇｏｓｔｔｈｅｅｘｉｓｔｅｎｃｅｏｆpluralen-
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tities,unlikethecz（几)‐form、Ibelievethatitispossibletosaythattheessential

functionofthegenericdofinitoarticleisbasedonwholecognitionoftheinfor‐ 

mationconstituion 

lnthispaper，Ishallconsidorthetwocontrastinｇｍｏｄｅｓｏ「cognitioninsvn-

tacticphenomeｎｏｎ． 

Ｔｈｅｆｏｌｌｏｗｉｎｇｔｗｏｓｅｎｔｅｎｃｅｓｈａｖｅｄｉf｢erentimplications 

Thehuntershottheelephant．／Thehuntershotattheelephant， 

Ｔｈｅsyntacticdifferenceisobvious；theformercontainsatransitiveveｒｂ，while 

thelatterincludesanintransitiveverhThesemanticdistinctiｏｎｉｓｔｈａｔｔｈｅｆｏｒ‐ 

mersentencomeanstheactionplannedhadbeenachieved，wherGasthelaLterex‐ 

pressestheactionmtendedhasbeenstarted，ｂｕｔｉｔｄｏｅｓnotrefertotheresult・Ｉｔ

ｉｓ，therefore，possibletoaddaphraseexpressingfailureoftheattemptafterthe 

secondsentence，‘butmissedit'，foroxample・ＡｓＱｕｉｒｋｅｔａＬ（1985:697）ｅｘ‐

plains，ｔｈｅｒｅａｒｅｓｕｃｈｓｉｍｉｌａｒｖｅｒｂｓａｓﾉbicjb，ｃｈａ堰e’６tに，cailch，ｃｈｅＬｕａｎｄａｉｍ、

Theseverbscarrythemesaningthatsomemovementcausedbythespeakerwill 

exertaphysicalinfluenceonLheobjocLl〕

Thesemanticdifferencesarsthoughttocorrespondtothedistinctionbetween 

`wholeness,ａｎｄ`totality'、Inthetransitivesentence,theverbrequirestheobject

andtheseconceptsaremorecloselyrelated・Ｏｎｔｈｅｏｔｈｅｒｈａｎｄ，intheintransi-

tivesentence,theobjectisnotnecessaryandthesemanticobject,thatｉｓ`theele‐ 

phant，istheheadoftheprepositionalphrase，andthereforeitsrelationtothe 

verbisindirect・Becauseofthis，bothsentencesimplyacommonactionbutthe

implicationaboutaccomplishmentisnotthｅｓａｍｅ・Theverbalphrase，‘shotLhe

elephant'，isnotonlysyntacticallybutsemanticallyoneunit；ｉｍｐｌｉｃｉｔｉｎｔｈｅａｃ‐ 

ｔｉｏｎｉｓｔｈｅｒＧｓｕｌｔｏｒａＬｌｅａｓｔ，theresultintendedbytheagent・Tousethegunnec-

essarilymeansｔｏｋｉｌｌｔｈｅｏｂｊect，‘theelephant'、Ｔｈｅｖｅｒｂ＋theprepositional

phrase，‘shotattheelephant，，servestoconveytwomessages；first，ｔｈｅｈｕｎｔｅｒ 

ｕｓｅｄｔｈｅｇｕｎ，ａｎｄｓｅｃｏｎｄｌｙｉｔｗａｓｕｓｅｄｉｎｔｈｅｄｉｒｅｃtionoftheelephanLSee 

Nakau（1994:329)．ThespeakerisnotconsciousofLheresult・Itisobviousthat

theformersharesｔｈｅｑｕａｌｉｔｙｏｆ`wholenss’ａｎｄｔｈｅｌａｔｔｅｒｓｈａｒｅｓｔｈａｔｏｆ‘totality'． 

‘Wholeness，inatransitiveusageimpliesthepresuppositionthatthoactionin-
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tendedbytheagentislinkedwiththeeffectontheobject,thatis，theunityof 

thecauseandtheeffect・Asmentionedintheproviouspaper，ｉｔｉｓｋｎｏｗｎｔｈａｔｔｈｅ

ｕｓｅｏｆｔｈｅｇｅｎｅｒicdefinitearticleincludesthespeaker'spresuppositionthatthe 

hearersharessomepreliminarvinformationｏｒｋｎｏｗｌｅｄｇｅinordertounder-

standanattributeoftheobject，andthorefore，itissuitableinscienLificor 

philosophicalstatements、Ｉｆｔｈｅｈｏａｒｅｒｉｓａｐｅｒｓｏｎｗｈｏｄｏｅｓｎｏｔhaveenoughin-

formationorknowledgetoidentifytheobject,suchasaninfant,ｔｈｅα(几)‐form

ismorepreferredthanthethe-form､2）ＩｎｃonLrast，Itotality，inanintransitive 

usageisneutralabouttheresultltheeffectontheobjectisnotnecessarily 

known・Ｉｔｉｓｔｈｅｃｏｎｔｅｘｔ，usuallygivenintheinformationthatfollows，thattells

thereaderabouMJheresu1t、Ｔｈｅｒｅａｒｅｍｏｒｅｔｈａｎｌｗｏｐｏｓｓｉｂｌｅｏｕｔcomeslinother

words，anintransitiveverbsuggestspotentialplurality、Arepresentativeusage

ofα(､）alsoimpliestheexistenceofothermembersthatareinaparadigmatic 

relationshipThereisthephenomenoｎｔｈａｔｔｈｅｉｎｄｅ【initearticleisneededwhen

theuniqueexistence，ｅ､９．ｔ/Ｚｅｍｏｏ"ｊｔｈｅｓ/ｚｙ，meansoneparticularmode：α几eLu

moo7z』ｑ６ｍｅｓﾉＩ１ｙ、Thespeakerreferstoasingloparticularmodefromthepoten-

tiallyｐｌｕｒａｌｎｕｍｂｅｒｏｆｍｏｄｅｓｏｆｔｈｅｕｎｉｑｕｅexistenco、

Thereisadifferenceinmeaningbetweentheusageoftransitiveverbsandthat 

ofintransitiveverbsWheｎｓｏｍｅｖｅｒｂｓ，whichcanoftenbeusedasintransitives， 

takeobjectives，theymeancompletioninthecourseofaction、SeeKakau(1994：

338)．Comparethesentencesbelow． 

ＴｈｅｓｗｉｍｍｅｒｓｗａｍｔｈｅＣｈａｎｎｅＬ／ＴｈｅｓｗｉｍｍｅｒｓｗａｍｉｎｔｈｅＣｈａｎｎｅＬ 

QuirketaL（1985:685）givesexamplesofthiskind：「oａｎｚ（a6oLLt/α7oz、｡),ｐｏ"

de7､（on),ｐａｓｓ(6)')，tu7几（７Cu〃d),J/Zeeけo、)，αIftQi7z（しo)，ｃｱOSS（oUe7)，cZj77z6

(Up),ｍｍｐ/Zeqp（ouer）ａｎｄｐｉｅ７ｃｅ（t/j7ougﾉｶ)．Transitivesshareanimplication 

oftheunitybetweenthecauseandtheeffect,whlieintransitivesdonot・Quirket

al.（1985:685)explains,“Theconstructionwithprepositiondrawsattentiontotho 

process,whereasthedirectobjectconstructionhasperfectivemeaning,indicat‐ 

ingthattheobjectiveisachieved"・Ibelievethatthisismoreevidencethat

Englishspeakersconductcognitiveexpressionwiththotwodifferentmodes： 

`wholeness，ａｎｄ‘totalityL 

SimilardifferencecanbosoeninsyntaxhavinRadoubleobjeｃｔａｎｄｉｔｓｐａｒａ‐ 
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phrase・SeeNakau（1994:334)．

Hesenthissweetheartthepackage，／nesenMhepackagetohissweetheart． 

IthasboenexplainedthatthGformersuggestsLheattainmontofthespeaker,s 

intention，whilethelattershowsnoimplicationabouttheeffecLSvntactically 

bothverbsaroLransitives，butarelationshipo[twoobjGctstoaverbisnotthe 

same，Again，itispossibletoexplainthedifferencethroughreferringtothetwo 

modes・Intheformer,thedirGctobjectislinkodtotheverbwiththoindirectob‐

jGctbetweGn;incontrast,inthelattertheindirectobjectfollowstheVPthrough 

apreposition､ThGdirectobjecLismorestronglyrelatedtoLheverbthanthein-

directobject,becauselheformersharesaprimaryimportanceinthesemantic 

interpretation・Theverbalphrase，‘senthissweetheartthepackage，isaunitin

whichtheindirectobjectisinsertedbeLweentheverbandthedirectobject,and 

theverbalphraseasaunitcarriesthemeaningofaccomplishmenLWhonthein-

directobjectisputａｔｔｈｅｅｎｄｏｆｔｈｅｓｅｎｔｅｎｃｅｗｉｔｈｔｈｅｐｒeposition，theverbal 

phrase，‘sentLhopackage，ｉｓａｕｎｉｔ，towhichtheadverbialphraseisaddedThis 

isanadditionalpart，ａｎｄｄｏｅｓｎｏｔｒｅｆｅｒｔｏｔｈｅｅｆｆｅｃｔ・Theseconstructionsare

basedonthesamesemanLicstructureaswehaveseeninthecomparisonofthe 

transitiveusageandtheintransitiveone、

AccordingtoWood（1970:512)，Lhedifferencebetweenthj7zﾉｂｑ/andLhi7zﾉbabout 

isexplainedthroughcomparingthefollowingtwosentences： 

Hethinkstoomuchofhimself（＝hehastoohighanopinionofhimself） 

Hethinkstoomuchabouthimself（＝heworriesoverhishealth,orhisaches 

andpains,toomuch)． 

Whenthespeakersays‘thinkstoomuchofhimself，，heisconcernedwithmore 

general，tosornedegreeabstractmaLters，ｆｏｒexample，thoseconcerninghis 

wholepersonality、Incontrast，whenthespeakersays‘thinkstoomuchabout

himsel['，heisconcernedwithmoreconcretematters，whichconstitutethetotal 

imageofhispersonalitｙ，ＩｔｈｉｎｋｔｈａＬｉｔｉｓｐｏｓｓｉｂｌｅｔｏｃａｌｌｔｈｅｆｏｒｍｅｒｍｏｄｅ‘syn‐ 

thetic'，ａｎｄｔｈｅｌａｔｔｅｒｍｏｄｅ‘analytic'，Iexplainodinthepreviouspaperthat 

thesetwomodesareexpressedas‘deductive，andIinductive’ｉｎｔｈｅｇｅｎｅｒｉｃｕｓ‐ 
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ageofthearticles；theformermeaningunity1whileLhelattermoaningpotential 
plurality・

Ｔｈｅｖｉｅｗｓｏｆａｒｉｓａｒｒａｎｇｅｄｉｎｔｈｅｔａｂlebelow： 

ＭＯＤＥ 

ＷＨＯＬＥＮＥＳＳ 

ＴＯＴＡＬＩＴＹ 

FeatureTransitivityGenericArticles VerbalPhrases 

synthetic／transitive／thedefinitearticle／verbs＋of 

analytic／intransitive／theindefinitearticle／verbs＋about 

Ｉｎｔｈｅｆｏｕｒｔｈｃｏｌｕｍｎ，bothVPsobviouslycontainintransitiveverbs、This，

however，ｄｏｅｓnotcontradictthesecondcolumnbecausetransitivesandintransi‐ 

tivesaredistinctregardingtransitivity,whereasq/-phraseanda6om-phraseare 

discreteconcerningtheusageofintransitiveverbs 

Theoriginof“phrasewithcognitiveverbsisthoughtistobe`partitivegeni‐ 

tive'，whichwasoftenusedwithsuchverbｓａｓｄ７ｍＪ１ｅＪｅａｔ，ｓｍｅＺＺａｎｄＺａｓｔｅ、These

verbsarenotconcernedwithcognitiveactivitiesbutwithactivitiesinwhichsen‐ 

soryorgansoperate・Ｉｔｉｓｐｏｓｓｉｂｌｅｔｏｆｉｎｄｃｅｒｔａｉｎｃｏｍｍｏnfeaturesbetweenthe

activitiesalthoughthelatteraremorephysiological，ratherthanintellectual， 

thantheformer、Ithinkthatthroughaprocessinwhichtheprepositioniscon‐

nectedwithcognitiveverbsaswellasverbsofsensoryreception，thereoccursa 

changeinthespeaker，ｓｐｏｉｎｔｏｆｖｉｅｗｆｒｏｍaquantitativetoaqualitativeone、In

otherwords，thischangesharestheaspectofabstractionatahigherlevelofhu‐ 

manactivitywiththeresultthatthereoccursacognitiveimplicationoftheqf 

phrasewhichisoppositetothatofthecL6ou#-phrase・Ｏｎｔｈｅｏｔｈｅｒｈａｎｄ，ｔｈｅｒｅｉｓ

ａｃｈａｎｇｅｗｈｅｒｅｓｕｃｈｖｅrbsasd7Z7zb，ｅＱｔｊｓｍｅＺＺａｎｄ６ａｓｔｅａｒｅｇｅｎｅｒａｌlyusedas 

transitivesinthemodernｕｓａｇＱＴｈｅｒｅｃａｎｂｅｓｅｅｎａｔｅｎｄｅｎｃｙｉｎwhichboth 

changesareaccordantwiththemodeofwholeness，ａｓｓｅｅｎｉｎｔｈｅｔａｂｌｅ． 

Iwouldliketoconcludethatthemodesｏｆｔｈｉｓｋｉｎｄａｒｅｕｎｉｖｅｒｓａｌｔｏｓｏｍｅｅｘ‐ 

tent，becauseIsynthetic，ａｎｄ‘analytic，arebynatureoppositeconcepts；ｓｏｉｔｉｓ 

ｗｉｔｈＬｈｅｔｗｏａｒＬｉｃｌｅｓ：definiteorindefinte、Ｔｈｉｓｆａｃｔｓｈｏｗｓｔｈａｔｈｕｍａｎｔｈｏｕｇｈｔ

ｃａｎｂｅｃａｒｒｉｅｄｏｕｔｆｒｏｍｔｈｅｔｗｏｏｐｐｏｓｉteviewpoints：recognitionofunityand 

recognitionofplurality・Ｉｔｉｓｕｓｅｆｕｌｔｏｓｔｕｄｙｎｏｔｏｎｌｙｔｈｅｌｏｇicalschemeofcog‐

ｎｉｔｉｏｎｉｎＥｎｇｌｉｓｈｂｕｔｔｈａｔｉｎｏｔｈｅｒｌangua日es．
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NOTE 

Pハ

ロ

1）Nakau（1994:327-331）Gxplainsthatthesyntacticdistancecorrespondstothe 

semanticone、

2）Ｉｔｉｓｓａｉｄｔｈａｔ’Anelephantisananimarispreferreｄｔｏ‘TheelephanLisan 

animal，ｗｈｅｎｓａｙｉｎｇｔｏａｎｉｎｆａｎＬＴｈｉｓｉｓｂｅｃａusethelatterexpressionpre‐ 

supposesthatLhehearersharesacerｔａｉｎａｍｏｕｎＬｏｆｋｎｏｗｌｅｄＲｅｏｆａｎelephant． 

ＲＥＦＥＲＥＮＣＥＳ 
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