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“a body of written text or transcribed speech which can serve as a basis for linguistic analysis and
description” (Kennedy 1998: 1)
“large and principled collection of natural texts” (Biber 1998: 12)
ELT 1994: 119)
ELT

ELT

(McEnery 2002: 291):
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The parameters of scalar transitivity (Hopper and Thompson 1980)

High Low
A. Participants 2 1
B. Kinesis action non-action
C. Aspect telic atelic
D. Punctuality punctual non-punctual
E. Volitionality volitional non-volitional
F. Affirmation affirmative negative
G.Mode realis irrealis
H. Agency A high in potency A low in potency
I. Affectedness of 0 0 highly affected 0 not affected

J. Individuation of 0 0 highly individuated 0 not individuated

Thompson&Hopper 2001
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I don’t know: [NP[Aux[V]]] > [[NP]JAUX]V]: Aux+V
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string frequency
transitional probability devoir étre
vs. pouvoir étre

I, 'm

How [are] linguists led to impute structure to any sequence of forms if not on the
grounds of their prominence in usage and memory, that is, their usefulness in discourse
reflected in their frequency. In other words, what are the alternatives to frequency as an
explanation for structure and regularity in language? (Bybee 2001a: 19)
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	話し言葉は三つのコーパス（計約160万語）が含まれる
	原則として、オンライン利用のみ可能である

	日本語のコーパスは？
	（奈良先端科学技術大学院大学（松本裕治））

	２　コーパスに基づいた言語の研究とはどういうものか
	言語研究の二つの流れ�・　言語能力の研究内省によるデータを重視�例：チョムキー、形式文法論、実�
	・　言語を人間の社会的行動、コミュニケーションの中に位置付ける研究　ー　機能言語学、談話・会話分析、�
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	しかし、実際の話し言葉で見る限り、項構造には多くの問題がある
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	文法関係への疑問� Fujii/Ono 2000, Ono/Thompson/Suzuki 200�
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	抽象論的な認知言語学への疑問�Hallan 2001
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	副詞的な、典型的な空間的意味を持たない用法が最初に習得される
	pmごとにその文法を持っている
	実際の言語使用に根拠を持たない観念論的な認知言語学に問題を提起

	構成素構造への疑問（１）�Bybee/Scheibman 1999: don’tの弱化
	低い異なり語数＋高い延べ語数が構成素の強い結びつきを生む
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	How [are] linguists led to impute structure to any sequence of forms if not on the grounds of their prominence in usage and memory, that is, their usefulness in discourse reflected in their frequency. In other words, what are the alternatives to frequenc
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	４日本語話し言葉プロジェクト
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