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On the Internal Structure of the English Small Clause

Hiromichi IWAMOTO

Abstract

This paper is an attempt to investigate the phrase-internal structure of so-called "small clauses" in
English, which appear smaller in size than full clauses, in the sense that though they can express
predication relation with the subject and the predicate within themselves as a clause normally does,
they lack the complementizer, the inflectional node, especially Tense element, and sometimes
even a verb. It has often been claimed that they should be analyzed as a maximal projection of
the predicator, which can be any lexical category; a noun, an adjective, a preposition, or a verb.
But there are some pieces of evidence suggesting that they also have a functional layer over the
lexical projection, as the full clause does. It is demonstrated that the functional projection in
question is an AgrP, not an IP, however. Therefore, "small clauses" are not so small as have been
thought, but still are "smaller" than the full clause.

Keywords: Agreement Phrase(—%(f]), Functional categories (#&RE#iR%), Internal Subject
Hypothesis (P B8 EZE{X7%), Predication (), Small clause (/NEf)
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1. MEEDOEH

WEICIE, RKOXORTHME (HK) +ofE
% | Accusative with fo-infinitivet 3 (1) &, B B &
(%t # ) + B W) ¥ #f 5 ) Accusative with Object
Complement # 3 (& % Vi3 £ &) 3 &i verbless clauses)
QEFETNIEXRHD. ZNOLOHEITIT, BH#
XHEICBO TGO LS IZSVOCHE X &L TH
AN TE-.

(1) a. John considers Bill to be famous.
b. We believe Garp to be a genius.
(2) a. John considers Bill famous.
b. We believe Garp a genius.
(3) a. John considers Bill  to be famous.

We believe Garp to be a genius.
S \Y (0] C
b. John considers Bill ~ famous.
We believe Garp a genius.
S \% (0) C

INEAEEICETREE, BB KOEIITR
Ho o FRNENA G AINPHS HAGEOIZ, to-VP(to ™

EE ), AP BRI BHEECIIRIS T 2.

(4) a. /\IIP\
\% NP VP

AT~

to be famous

| |

consider  Bill

\% NP AP

| | |

consider  Bill  famous

LM LANRS, Z0O20o0D0ETITEKRMIZIZKRD
thatBi A Lo LI ELL, TEME+HEZIO
Il EE+ K& OBFR THY, thatfi o R
FEEELALLIICEH THLIENZD.

(5) a. John considers (that) Bill is famous.
b. We believe (that) Garp is a genius.

L, WD R T LIS SR O that <0 for, R E
FEE O, SHITITBEEEObeE) F A K TER
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WEV) AT, that i O X9 7 5E 4 7¢ 8 full clause X ¥
LANEWE TH D EVH EBRIZE VT Eismall
clause | EME (X TV B .Y

(6) a. *We consider that John famous.
b. *We consider for John famous.

(7)  *We consider John fo famous.

(8) *We consider John be famous.

IOLEAGERHXOBRHICEFMOEIRER
A APR & F AINPL L Wb iF Tld <,
fth (= & Al & 58 &) PP(9)° B 3 /) VP(10) D 35 & 23 &
L. 0FVEEBELOMTH LY,

(9) i & & & PPk &% /> & 4 X
a. He expected off the boat by tomorrow.
b. I want the dog out of the house.
c. Could you let the cat into the house?

(10) 8 7 &) VP ik &6 /) & 4 S
a. | like to see you dance.
b. They made John leave early.
c. Why not let everyone go home?

NEIOE N TERGEIEITHEINORDOD
THERITEH+ B I »oDETHHE NI D
L, TOHAOVPE—DOEBRFELHRLTWVEI L
EEWRTD. T bbb, OIISVOCHE X THD LW
2&VL, DLALEDOGERUISVOE XL THDZ &
z725."

(11) a. John considers [Bill to be famous].
We  believe  [Garp to be a genius].
S \% 0
b. John considers [Bill famous].
We  believe  [Garp a genius].
S A% 0

ST, ZONEHOBERIEHEIZOVWTTHSN,
B OBOME TIE, MEIX, FOEETIIHR
FZnEI LB gnbRv. F, —RICHERET
BT T TAMEELTHWEND B & & 42
HoOT AN, WRICART I/ E@ICITER
e,

(12) A# &) (58 1{t)
a.*[sc John very intelligent], we consider
b. [cp That John is very intelligent ], they never believe.
c. [np This book ], you have to finish reading.

(13) AB® (T8 ) "
a. *[sc The taxi driver entirely innocent] was
believed by everyone.
b. [ce That the taxi driver was entirely innocent] was
believed by everyone. (Haegeman 1994: 172)
R EFH L, BROLIIZHIPEZRL TV HE
DI ENLNBE TE R,

(14) a. Everyone believed [ip the taxi driver to be entirely
innocent].
b.*[1p The taxi driver to be entirely innocent] was
believed by everyone.

L2L, ZHIE/DE O EF/ELEEMHESI 0N
BEWOIROBHBHIZCEIZ(XKEH#HE -PRICBITA
B SOBBEESFHEOER) D TH- T, £FL
LA RN EFAM A ERELRL TN
ZEERLTWVWAHIEHL T 5720,

LA, UTIRTEIIC, NEIEZKERTIED
+HE N E R ETHDIEERT T — AN
HH., FTIEIIEMERENAIETCHD. — I
H-#REEOLLIAEMERTERVLVO T, /I
HibHE - HRELEHRLTVEEEZD.”

(15) a. I consider [this man idiot] and [that man a
genius]. (Aarts 1992: 37)
b. I can't imagine [John content with his lot] and
[Mary complaining of hers]. (K JEE 1998:255)
c. I won't let [my son put of the house] or [my
daughter go to the discol..  (ibid)

w2, NEIZHBEESIXOEFBERDLILEN
TZ5., TBFEFHIC1IOLhAERBTERLVLOD T,
THMGE+ MBIV E Bl FELR STV D LR
RCcxd.

(16) a. [Workers angry about the pay] is just the sort of
situation that he ad campaign was designed to avoid.
b. [Workers angry about the pay] des indeed seems
to be just the sort of situation that he ad campaign
was designed to avoid. (Safir 1983)
c. [Loise in hospital] is what we should avoid.
(Guéron & Haegeman 1999: 109)

SO/ EITEM TELTHAERTES., KED
HTHMNLEZEAMELTAERTAEDIZITE K
BHTOHIE—ERETRTRE RS VWEE
AHDT, IMEHLZEOIIBE—HEERL T
HZlizhb.

(17) A: I think Bronsky is such a clever author.
B: What! Bronsky clever?! Ha!
(Radford 1988: 330)

LEoZemn, NEMHX(ScTRLTHD) 1T 8
R FEAEKL TEY, B ROU8)D L)%
EELTWDEE R D.

(18) VP
/ \
% SC
/ \
NPsubj XP

predicate

LU e, SCAETE EOLFIIcT XS, ¥E
HEELILIS AV, SCOMBMEMFRIZMMNELD
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MENAELD.

Fo,XAA—HRICHELAE, IBERILTEE
HmEHE-2TRLERLRY, TRDLDLNLHEE
THRIFNIERLRVWEENRDS D, LOBEIZIETE
NOELELOEHFEELR W, L2 »-T,SCHO EE
i MMmEVWOIMERELD.” ZLTEIFZZOD
2oD0MEIIR —D0BETHB.

2. HOWMEELERK

INEOFEEE LT ONEEE O ST IC A DTS,
B OEELIREICOVWTR TEL.

21, REOEBEL T DS

TOHRLITRFTCHD., BEELRDEEIEHR
X, FRUBRXLELTHRELTIODILLEDCEHETH
%IEargumentD &, TNEFNOEIZEZLND
FHEAE O -ole(BEREE)OEELZZT T TWND.
ZoEEEMEPAEEEZ RN TOIXAN—ERIC
T, MEHEHTH. TEBXIE, (199DXN—
KB, ETENRNFOBEFMELL TE
Ry e zZPL P BHF L2 2XE B H T
. MBMZPOKTIFTEBOFEMRMEIZII-TO
(B#AOBEE), 1>2(MmBHFADFE) HDIT2
S (put, give REDIEMBFDOEE) L2D. K
ICXTHE EWMYPL L IO R KE S L2 DX E K4
+%5., N—LRALFID2FETT, ZOKKEH
X'RPERDAXPIZHIET H. QOIZIFARLTWVAR
WA EMERIT, —RICXHDIVIEXIZME
nc, A—LvRXLrofEfaiikys. ETEKRE
3, FhEFETHITEBORREHFNTHE
EnhERzblen.

(19) XX — 3 # (X-bar Schema)
a. X"— YP, X'
b. X' — X, ZP*

(20) X" (= XP)
N

YP X'
7
X ZP*

g os s, iz T solved X722 L B EE L ER
BEEEL TEME () LEE(BER) 24
STHEY, AN EOXANA—FERICH-> T K&
HELT, ROE @i aVPE &R T 5.

(21) a. solve: V <Agent, Theme>
b. V" (=VP)
N

NPsubj A
N
\|/ NPobj

the student solve
Agent Theme

the problem

ZOEHTLIPO EENIFI LD NS IPH E M IZE

RENBZDOTIEARLT, LJE CTIZ8 A VPO
EWMICERENDIETEIEEZIVPRAH EFZ DR
3 | & BE 5. Cf. Kuroda (1988), Fukui (1986/95)

TORBIZESICEBBEENT, [ XTOE
WE(BFYV, LFN EEFAA AMEFP)IZED
BESICEBZL2HE CH/F-hERbo20V]IEND
[(XP) WEREE DR & 7D, (Stowell 1981, 1983,
1989, Huang 1993)"

=7, AL#ATH, wRiZa 1 0 BT &FE )
Q)R TIEMHEEFA | ()RETIE, TOFED
Mo T, EEME)ELBELLRY. L
Loty EEBICBWTIIRB IR, I8k E
ErEr-niE b v (E K # & R 2 Extended
Projection Principle: EPP) & WS JR B (ZfE - T, E&&
DEBNBEBEHRZD, TOHBEICITETONM
BIZLEKORWERAMNARERTHDIEF O
there S L DT &2 5.

(22) #v L 8 F raising verbs
a. seem: V, <Proposition>
b. [ve _ seems [cep that John will win the race].
It seems [that John will win the race]
cf. John seems to have succeeded.
< _seem [ip John to have succeeded]

(23) 3E Xt ¥ &) 3 unaccusative verbs
a. occur; V, <Theme>
b. [ve _ occurred NP]
There occurred an accident last night.

22 BHE-ERES

T, dEHAFBAAEREHFLEZEZTTE
TIZEELRY., BEAAVPIIHREONETERT
FdThoT, EREEIFmEFELRTXEL
TOEOGEERIEDICIETHFHETSLELR
. FnEHEIONBFAOERETHD, H
EHICIZHRAVPERE L T 58 T E 1(af) D
MBThHd. BT, COBFREETEILIZIE
XEMRE - ANFR-ERED —BIZEDLD o F
HrEosTWndEEND (€K DAGR).

ZLTCVPHEEMICEEARINT-EHBLFAN
X, BIEIG ICEENLIEHET b ERK
Nominative Case # ff 5 &N 57 ® (2, IPfE E & ~&
BaEh4 5.

(24) IP
N
NPsubj I
-

1 V"' (=VP)
Past N
3.sg NPsubj \A
as. N
\Y NPobj
| A

the student t solve-ed

Nom

the problem

TEBEBICHONTER, Lol Tl — kA
BVPEESOMBICR TS, AL ITBEHN
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W EINT B3 @ TR WD, BEE & oL B
1%, fth (= can/could, will/would72 & @ i Bh &h 27 A3 4 #&
TO2HALHH0Q5). LT, ZOHPAICEESO
BENESLTHOLBEERDZIER 0D, (261
RT LI EFBERBHLAVWEEELOEL W
IR R A TE R

(25) a.[ip The boy [1can] [ve _ solve the problem]]
b.[1p The boy[icould] [ve _ solve the problem]]
(26) *[ip can/could [ve the boy [v solve the problem]]

7, EFEOIEB) ) F Modal auxiliary (Mod) (213
BRERZN(Hl 2R ER/MEL TIHAERL A
V)R, ZHhABEBFES BB FAELITR Y,
ARBIIKHFELBRAELTVWENLTHLEE
Lbhbd.

(27) a. 1want to can sing better.
b. I want to be able to sing better.
c. IP
2 S
NPsubj I
-
I V" (=VP)
| ZE TS
Mod NPsubj V'
RN

\I/ NPobj

the boyi can ti  solve
Nom

the problem

EHIZ, S)DthatFi O LHRUERBRE OB AL, £
THEM XY TIE, TPO FICH CEHCry T &
HETDCPHRERENS.

(5) We consider [cp that [ir John is famous]]

(28) CP
A

C 1P
N
NPsub;j I'
2N
1 V" (=VP)
Pres ™
3.sg NPsubj V'
mus. N
i i

that Johni ti is famous
Nom

BRI XTIE, BHIEOMBIZHLEENH CE
WMCONME~FTELBE T 5. X5 (1Cwhie i L
D AEIZITIwhA N CPIE EE I BB+ 5,

(29) a. Can [you solve this problem?
< You can solve this problem.
b.  Which book will you read _ ?

(30) CP
T e,
NPwh C'
N
(8 IP
which book/ AN
didi  NPsubj I
Nom N
I V" (=VP)
™
NPsubj \'A
N
\% NP

| |

youj ti tj read twh

B R SC AN HE JB BN IZ 7 B L A U KE E A thatH  if
F7- I whetheriZzZE b5, Er-whiBE L T
FMUTHhHsD, EEBTOLOARETELBENIT AL
2.

(31) a. I wonder if you can solve this problem.

b. I wonder whether you can solve this problem.
(32) a. 1 don't know which book you will read.

b. *I don't know which book will you read.

23, TEFAEH-FERES

BRI EEARRI OB ELH -2 VWESICIE, RFE
IR OONBITEFEIO FTICALS. (DO FRE
AT, FIAMEETRECMMg CLIEIE R, £
BEEIEBE THHICL bbb T T E#HZCON
RWIPTHELEEND,

(1) a. John [ve considers [ Bill to [ve be famous]]]

(33) V'
2T
\Y 1P
7
NPsubj I
~
consider | V" (=VP)
NPsubj \%
~
P
Billi to i be famous
Acc

(DDA EFEXOEFIL, BHEOL 2
B TIX72< B B9 K Accusative Case % £ D728, ~#
VLT 4h B9 #8 £% 7R | Exceptional Case Marking (ECM)
Lo TEEHOBFANSHH EEINS. #1258 4
BTN DDE, —BROKERTIE, h#
(Rl & 30 ) (L0 % Z Ol bk BI1R 125 5 4 3 4
(MBI TO)EMBEMN ST 28, QT
B 56 O KL R E G SCIPR K THY, bk T
FR O CIPO EEICEMB AT 5T 300 T
L. ZOBRE, BFEITIPEV IR KB A B2
THXIPOBEROMBEL T2 ECExL LT
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5.

— %, BROZEBFENEVEEICIE, REFA
BoOEEOMBEIZIEZR XA\ 4 APRON A
+ 528, TPROFIMEELIN TiTRBL W) (PROD
E # PRO Theorem) Z &M 56, Z D& O E § i
FZIPTIEZRLCPERY, CRIZZEDERNAD. £
DFHCPEIPAEBOBFALLO R EFHEFD
MEEHIETAZIEICRD.

(34)  John tried [cp C [ip PRO to persuade Mary]]

ECMA& E & #i SLIZPROBAE LR WX, IPE T T

BTEGTOoBHALLOREFELEMBAETETRVNLT
b5,

to R ERE TH XEHRNVELDH AT, that T
T ARLfaNELDE. ZOR At R EFAE O E
EAE, CRLIPEBZTHABICHEEL, £hiZ
BB EMNST5.

(35) a. It is necessary [cp for [1p you to work harder]].
b. CP
_—
C IP
NPsubj I

for youi to ti work harder
Acc

3. INEOXPHWETORMBR

3.1. INET D XPH
ET, FIT/AERMXOBELEY, ETREZED
WCNEIIC T SN E R TER L. EHIZPRO
LAEBRBLEWY., ZTOZEIF/NERMICACPTIE RN
TrEFRLTWA, EETOEELAERLAR Y. {E
STIPTHLARW. SR EFEABHFATRVEE I,
EREHOBEEEE-> T, beBf@AbELR . ZDZ
CiE, VPAXRTTWAHRIEERLTWD., T5&,
NEI IR R A, TRabbL/NEREO K
k%}%t‘ Tfiﬁaéku\b:(‘:c:tﬁé. LT, #iX
EIXMEH A ESIIHDHENIERD. 7:
LT, :@?ETE“E‘I’:@M%i - (NN I RN
nsoT, J:’Cﬁ.f'ECMTﬂiﬂ?ﬁjC@%/\J‘l—l
CESICEMBEMN SRS LITRD.

(36) a. We found [John/him fond of music].

b.They expected [the sailor off the ship by tomorrow].

c. We consider [Garp a genius].
d. I saw [the girl cross the street].

(37) a. AP
/\
NPsubj A'
/\

A PP

Pl

John fond of music

him
b. PP

NPsubj P'
N
Il’ NP
the sailor off the ship

c. NP
P
NPsubj N'

N
Garp a genius

VP
T
NPsubj Vv
PN
\ NP

the girl cross the street

TOr S EFRBL - OIX Stowell (1981, 1983)
T Y, Chomskyb Z N IZTE -7,

3.2. SVCHEX&/IE
INEIHE LA B DWW ASVOCHE STIZHEELL 7214
TIRDESRSVCHE IR HB.

(38) a. John seems very happy.
b. Mary seems fond of music.
c. Bill seems in trouble.
d. Garp seems a real genius.

NIZTEICAL BV ETFE TGO /NEIRED
Z5.

mm (i

(39) a. It seems that John solved the problem.
b. John seems to have solved the problem.

EELLM XD EEBENEDERH EFONM & lel~
L& ANPBEIL TS

(40) a. [e] seems [ip John [r to have solved the problem]
Johni seems [1p ti [1 to have solved the problem]

=

(41) a. [e] seems [ap John [a' very happy]]

b. Johni seems [ap ti [a very happy]]
5T Hlbe@h il 2 MAHHEXLELEDIZ oM
T&5kH5127b

(42)  John is very happy.
(43) a. [e] is [ap John [very happyl] — NP &}
b. [~p John] is [ar ti [very happy]]
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IOXDIZEZBE, A IZESSVOCH X
DFBEERUL, SVCHE XL WILOL EAMNITIE
LB W EIIh 5,

33. INEIDOXPHHFTOMER

AKE T, ZOXPH T IZITWS 20 DOMENHY
NEIWXoON g ETL-LEHARAL O THD L
BEbnsitazrmdBHEARFTL T,

3.3.1. REPBE
£, ok R /hEORE R BE SN A2 R
THED.

(44) a. How intelligent do you consider John?
< We consider John very intelligent.

b. How good a teacher do you consider Mary?

< We consider Mary a very good teacher?

BE#HIT MR KEH THAXP EEHXIZL
MEATET, PHEH THEIX OB BT E L
S T U5 (Chomsky 1986)." L 2> L 72 235, Stowell
HOXPo Hr TiXwhis &) X 7= 8 4 12 XPHs & &
DEFZRNEXOHSIZEEZ20T, BEHOD
—FEAICERTA IR THETHS.

(45) a. We consider [ap John [a' very intelligent]
[a How intelligent] do you consider [ap John ]?
b.  We consider [np Mary [~ a very good teacher]]
[~ How good a teacher] do you consider [np
Mary _ ] ?

INGOE L, X EIZREALY, RO X512/
BOBRENZEZNTET TRRKBHXPLEA> TS
ZEERLTWAERRTZENTES,

(46) a. We consider [sc John [ap very intelligent]?
[ar How intelligent] do you consider [sc John _ ]?
b. We consider [sc Mary [ne a very good teacher]]?
[~p How good a teacher] do you consider Mary?

oA, NEEKOREHEL, JNEEEO
John WEZICERINDNMBEER S,
IITCITAHEBBORMIZHELLIIET 5L,
EEE D JohniT HE TITAPIE EE ICE R SN A2,
REd BT OJRE TR EFBHY EF o koo, %Iz
ZOAPO R KREFH A ~BH T L E 260
L. FONMEIX, MIOEBREENSEZ T, £
HMOBMBOMEBETITIAWVWEEZLNSE., 57
HENHINICITEEMNREFOR KBHO LI
HIZM b O/RFERHLEICRE,. 20 FEE
HEEINZRVOT, BEOKFNIIHEGED
BHTHAHY., ZZTHRIZEFAEZFPEL THL.
EOTHENEHOBE T ROLIICKRD

(47) a. We consider [rp F [ap John [a very intelligent].
b. We consider [rp Johni F [ap ti [a' very intelligent].

(48) FP
/\
NP F'

N
AP
N
NP A'
| N

Johni ¢ ti  very intelligent

F

how

IOEERLE, NEHoOEHOwWhE ENIX, FE
DEBEZEAEBHOR KBRHAPR BB SN -
Lok, THHEEIBH TEXAR VLV B
ORI —%T 5"

(49)  [apti [a' How intelligent] do you consider [p John
F tar ]?

332, NHHXDEMESR
FICAHEM IO — R FEL2R T a2 R T
MELT, #HXEILDOEMBEREATRETHS D
xR, XPoMrio kX & STtk o
BRRBEHRTHEOT, RBEBORBHELE — O
HBEIFTIVN, BERh-FHEORELE > /E
MXOSEMNEHREIBMELLD.

Bl 21X, WMOEIRICITXENTH B2, XPAH
il TR Rr2MEBEBGREOS I FERLIoT
LES.

(50) a. We consider [[ap John very intelligent] and
[~p Bill a genius]]
b. John considers [[ap Pat a bit insane] but [pp Bill
of sound mind]].

RIS, WL EE AR #EICR T AR EL
JLOMIZL Y LAZVWOREA THS., (A
—UANALFBEFRERND T, XPIEIFTRIXESL,
XBFEOFEMERLATETHD)

(51) a. X — X Conj X Conj = and, or, but
Bar-level irrelevant
b. XP

T

XP and XP

E->T, ZNnboFIZ, XPotr LT B0, INHEH

L EROREHBEIIRTOKBHE LIRS

LOTHLIEEREBLTNS. Y
SHIZETR-be® FHE L THL, 0K &/

BamMLTW2 LI R TIE, REOMBE®NE

L% . cf. Sagetal (1985: 117-118, 143)  cf. alsofiii
(1988a,b), #& H (2000)

(52) a. Pat is either [ap stupid] or [~e a liar].

. Patis [~p a Republican] and [ap proud of it].

. Patis [ap healthy] and [pr of sound mind].

. That was [xp a rude remark] and [pp in very bad
taste ] (Sag et al. 1985)

o o o ®
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ToBRAeb, ETREIIIC/HEIIIBEDO KK
BHO FICBERBORFEZ/F - TWVDIELERE
T, FOBEGBAFPLYILOFMER L
SrlichY, BEROR —#HEEORHFEDE
R ElFmb72u.

(53) a. We consider [rp [rp Johni F [ap ti crazy]]] and
[re Billj F [ne tj a genius]]]

b FP
T
FP and FP
/N /N
NP F P F
2% "
F AP F NP
7N 7N\
NP A NP N
| AN | N

Johni ¢ t crazy Billj ¢ t a genius

3.33. MNERBESLOFMER

ETXPH AN EORBEERFORK LT DO

DIERBOHBERNRL-EHEAEONEEILD

EMEREPRATERVIEERZDN, ROLD

ANEEENEET, REOLBEMLERSN

HEABICHLRACLEIIAMBERAELS.

(54) p crazy] and [npe a fool]
(Bowers 2000: )

b. I consider that [np a rude remark] and [pp in a

very bad taste].  (Sag et al. 1985)

a.

TOBRAELNE N ERAEORHXPO LITH
ERETESFORNEEDL, /EEE D XPHE
TEHMNOFPOEEM~LBB T HEE 21T,
HEMERIT, BBERRY, N—L XLVITEER
CEEPFTIERNMLNTWVWDED T, ZEOKEE
HETEHFAEATFFPOSMBERKLL TLET
5.

(55) a. 1 consider [rp Fredi [r [r F [ap ti crazy] and
[r F [nptia fooll]]]]

b FP
/\
NP F'
e
F' and F'
7 /N
F AP F NP
/N 7\
NP A’ NP N
VAN VAN
Johni ¢t crazy ¢ ti a fool

TITHIBENHELTEROELDRELDLHD.
FRlE, BMELMEOMICasRNELLBTHD.

(56) a. We regard John as crazy.
b. They regarded Bill as a fool.

TOHXTbLVWbWYWDH—FEOSVOCHE X THY, H
WiElasOMERXIHERHLOBRKICHD. LI
MoT, ZOastEXN/NEHILTHDLEEZDD
TERTHD., ZOHMIB/IEI#HXEREEIIC
R ELZBRLTWVWLIEIE, RKOFEMERIND
Db,

(57) We regard [professors as strange] and [politicians as
creepy].

UL, INEOXPH TIL, ZDasHAER T DL
BREELRY. —F, NEDXHEGEANTHD
LT AN TIE, ZDasiT ETREZZEOMEGRE
FERPNEBRLLAELDOEZ XD LN TED (L
Aarts 1992, Bowers 1993, K [ 1998) S

(58) FP
-

NP F
/ \

AP
/ \
NP A'
N

Johni as ti crazy

ZLTCHEBENILID, ZOEXT/HEOREE T
HEORR-TELDOEILESEMERLEBEIC
(5D Lo ICasx B AL FOEMERITFIN
A0, (0D icthMoBEREGERFAZTOE
MESEITHFEINRWEWIZ ETH S (Bowers 1993:
his 25).

(59) They regard John [as crazy] and [as a fool].
(60) *They regard John as [ap crazy] and [~p a fool].

TOBEL, BEOSEMBERIIEIIEELED
PRBEHFEILOSEMBERE THY(61), D
EERABRFOSMERIIA —@KBEOL TR
RWEOHEREN D LA TE 5H(62).

(61) They regard (e Johni [ [F [F as] [ar ti crazy]
and [r [ras] [~etia foollllll

(62) *They regard [¢r Johni [r [ras] [[ap ti crazy] and
[~e ti a fool]]]]]

ZOLEfNE, HNEOBREE ST 2IELWNIL
EMTRB T 0L Bbis. "

3.34. IDEIOEM: XEBEIFRLEHOLERE
XLIZEAEHORNEBIZI - KICTIERGEOR
HoWNSioZeERELAVWERDN2ERMN AR
TERILERT T IR HD.
FF, WICRZLIIC, NEIOEFBELLTER
% FF 72 70 T B expletives O it X0 there 28 A 2 5 T
— DD,

(63) a. John considers it likely that Mary will win the game.
b. Let there be light !
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EXEEgr-d, HTRARAVED 0 BH»SLITE
BT E oL RN ICITRTINZVE I,
MK 5t EEPP I 2T 72O XD EFED L
BThHrIPlEMICKKFERLLTHEAINDD
DEFTHL BEOABIIPEEDSFET HR
WIZ, OWTIPOFHEDORIICARS.

Elo, THOLEEMNBERERHXPOEE IS
TALAR WX, ROEI 4L AL F 2
573 7% (Cf. Kitagawa 1985, Miyagawa 1990).

(64) a. [t [I'is hot (today)]]
b. *[np its [~ hotness (today)]] (Miyagawa 1990)
Cf. Today's hotness (is unendurable)

(65) a. [ It [ris likely that Mary will win].
b. *[ne its [~ likelihood that Mary will win]l] (ibid.)
cf. the likelihood that Mary will win (is scarce).

EH5T 5L, NEPBEEMDBBFORF THLET
LHXPHtrEiZIF BT AL 5.

EHIZ, ROEOZR/WERNIZREIFENER TE
HILERTT —HY, IENHE D EER N XP
MBI DD TIERL, 2N, FE2L2ETHHIP
RUMBEEFESTWVWAEIEEZRLTWALERT
=% . (J& 37 1988: 253, T. Suzuki 1988: 61)

(66) a. Ideemed [John probably afraid of snakes].
b. 1 consider [Mary evidently proud of her family].
c. 1 consider [John possibly a genius].

XEFATEELBEORN THHXPRE IZIT 4
B TERW, Lo T, /AINE 2 EE &S XPE T
MBEDETDDFIZIE VN,
SHILKRDOBFNRRTEIIC, PMEICBOTHE
BOXHNICEWWTHEMBENRD %8 X R
passivization ] X [ & 3B # ¥ £ I} subject-raising | 72 & O
ERBAUNERTE5H.

(67) a. 1 want [sc iti [vp finished ti at once].
b. John considers [sc Maryi likely [ t to win the
prize]]. (/& 32 1988: 258)

I5LET —=%mb, NERNEFEOREFEO
B, WLENFEL*ETEWLLLEZIPTHLIZ LR
THLOLTHELVAN, RKEE TR LD, /i
ODHBELILTLLIPTHALE TR L., LarlLk
N, MEIZLMODOBERE NS EINLH &
FELWEE DD,

4. NMNEROHETERE TR

TN ET OB LD/ E R D Stowell 5 O E R
THEOIRE R REXOR REHXPTIH AL,
ZZi2lE, BEEZZL TV 2R WA, oo B &
(EFE )RR EFE O L2662 0 He &
Blro ]l DEELTWVWDIEN S o, AT
X, FORERBFO EANRMTHLINEY =T &
INHEBEREERL TL.

41, INEIICHETHS5EH—BEM O — &
D AEBONBIZBOTIZ R A AEZF O
A, EBEOMHLEEICADE T, FOXEHD
EEAFAOBHBBRICLE -BIZLI2FEEL kLM
Bihd., 22T, 20RKELTTZ T REDH
RLHMN, MUZERFARAXAUEE, AFVTEICYH
YT ED. (mas. =B, fem. = &M, sg.= B ¥,
pl.= 8 %)

(68) a. Je considere [ Jean  trés intelligent ]
[mus. sg.]  [mus. sg.]
'l consider John very intelligent'
b. Je considere [ Marie  trés intelligente ]
[fem. sg.] [fem. sg.]
'l consider Mary very intelligent'
c. Je considere [ les enfants trés intelligents ]
[mus. pl.]  [mus. pl.]
'l consider the children very intelligent'
d. Je considere [ les femmes trés intelligentes |
[fem.pl.]  [fem. pl.]
'l consider the women very intelligent'
(Guéron & Haegeman 1999: 110)

HHRIZIXEHORNFIROALZRVWDO T, EE
HAERBICHFESONETIE - HRICEEAREAEFAD
FREELLITZRONL WD, HEONEH T, 4 3
B/NETOHBEICFNEDO EFTLRBOMICHK D
— BB RERLNDHZEE, F<HmbN TS,

(69) a. I consider [John and Mary good students]

% B
b. *I consider [John and Mary a good student]
8% H ¥

(K EE 1998:272)

IOLETH#H - M- ABIOEMHITELD T o £
4 phi-features & FE X N D72, ZHIZZH5L =B E O
—HIZBWTHETIE T TR, iz, %
DEFREHICB T HbeBFADOBRERD ANHLE %
EZTHNE 0D EHIIC, @BFEOFE — @)
FllO—HIZLE 5T 5.

FOHRE, FRLEBFAIEE -—KEZBA TS
DOTERL, MITHL B EEID)NZF ZI2IE N 1E
T5H5. ZL T, TOEOIZEIEI(afl) N E 1213
HERTOMICZOD ¢ FHEHF O — HEHAgH
HHEREEN TS,

LT, EFBMTCOEF-BFAO —FI1T, &
OBEELE, ZOI)BNETIZEICLIBEX
N5, £, BFAEVEILFCREFTEEITBH L TE
HEOBEEITH.

(70) [ NPsubj [r 1(nfl) [vets [v V...]]]]
o} o] ¢
f5 E & - E LFEZE B &

Z Z T IX Chomsky (1995) D&/ F % 7 0/ J 4
Minimalist Program @ (& E (2 Wy, [T & (211 8 @)
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ALELL, ErBEGEORFATLIARE X
ML WERETD.

Tk ExBE, LTREABONTITE
ETO2HEaBETERIRBITHICTHILIICEX
EhbLnRn, £5T5E, MEL, WXE#RE

B WA, BEOEBHIPELRLLOTHLHENIT
iz, T/ TIEARWnWZ EiZhsd. LrLIh

TiE, BEOH L TOMNEAER ThDEH
R beEARENNBMICBVTIEELRVDO NN
B TERY,

FITUTTI, 25L- o ZEHEO—H%xHHA
T35, BIFHAPFHUNSONTE DO ORSY
HEERTD.

42, PEBHBOERE—BADAPHHN

[ 4> B J& #7 & o {K 3% Split Infl Hypothesis: SIHJ & (%,
BATEEI A B BT — B FEMEAgric T BEL, Th
FNHEEGAEETENEL TTPEAgPE VI K KR
B oL T 5IREHE T, Pollock (1989), Belletti
(1990), Chomsky (1989/91) HiZk - THRESNLIZ.

¥+ PollocklZ 75V AEOREFHICHITIE
HABBHOEENS, BIRALBENFORMICLI —2
FEHOMBRILETHDHEL, TRrx@H TS
Hic, SETHEE—BOBmIFEEALTLE
BATEI(af) N B BETE — B R Agré o292
ODHEGETIEZCHL»NDIELE. ThIZEN
i, 75CAEOREFAE TIHBEFIZE T O A
HAICEERENTED. TOHA, BIIXTPER
DEFBITPEEEHL~EBH THILICRD. Z
nicxtL, BelettildA# VT OB FAETZ EE
HBEICLVRE T 57202, Pollock&iX£722Y,
T AKIZAgPTHY, Fh 2k Hl &4 TPE XA
Té&u\ﬁiﬁw#%L%:‘zaéLt. FoZLiZkoT
BFADOBITEROIBERNIER-FFH B IFTEFE-A
Fr— 38 )%Jfﬁaékb\o_&biﬁﬁiiéléﬁiﬁén
bzl olz.

Chomsky iZ, “OmMEOSIEIEL, Bt EH
%W&Tf% —FEH K )TH—BOICHATD
7z, —HAAgPICIIFEHBETEM S L TER
%EE\ check?éEE‘E‘éfl’?AgrSP& H A& OB
ED-HICBHFAVERA T 2B 8 E— D AgOP
D2oEkEoOLL, 20— KA EH & ATPE
HATWAIKRDEYREEZRELLL., 2TIT
AgrSE AgrOIE Rl — D Agrd L BIZ LD B FRICT &
W, F, ZoO#ETIE, EXRORBITEMIPIT
(71D L5732 AgrSPEBF MR I L5 2 &2 7 5 (Cf.
Chomsky 1989/91, 1992).""

(72) A Lk

¥ XOMBETCIIEROBFANLBNKE
HhanniFLnwo T, BHEICBVWTERSL
525X " HEREAgGSHLAETHD. - T,
INERIC T E o AR EIZ BT D AgOIZ KIS T D —
HEZAgGNLIOETONIERVWIEICRD. £
THE, NEO—BRHBEETRDT2DO L) RE
O HEFEAgEETEH LT HAaPTH DI LI
7¢% (Cf. Y. Suzuki 1991, Nakajima 1991).""

(71) AgriZE S W/ Hitg &

AgrSP
P
NPsubj AgrS'
Nom ./ '\
AgrS TP
/N
T AgrOP
/N
NPobj AgrO'
GRC TN
! AgrO VP

NPsubj V'
. 77X
R V  NPobj

~ -
S ———- -

(72) AgrP (= S8C)
T
NP Agr'
A T
Agr AP
PN
NP A
|

Johni ¢ ti crazy

TOLHCTHBERTHEORBSH) I ZHMB T
e, ECRTEE/AE O EICH D FE &K 4] FP
OFEWMFIL, MEIIEHERIEVIADNLDLD,
B —HRERFEALBR&EIENOLVIET, T
LA—BEHFZFAxTHDIEELZOLND. £LT, Z
D—HBERAgBNIHILBT I FHEO—HZ
T EH —EEBEH — I cko’CBEL\Tét%i
EhB. FLT, FOrHIz/EdE O EELHIL
LF’C“B‘%?’EE"JGZAgr’\&UJ:bé\_kk_f&Z).”"

43. IP AT LD HE

b, NEOEEIEIEBECEADORHT T
3?)‘9,:@Agr@ﬁff‘:J:OT\E%K&‘EE*:‘K@FB?@4
ERBAEINDZIEERZ. ZI2TIE, 20 AgiPy
TR EICREIPONETRBR T AL T —4%2L
DEr T ENEBEICAR TV, ZLTH
B ICIPSHTIcE> TORMBELHRFL TV,
P, MEBXOBMELFANNELO ERE
OMREFESTWVWAZEORMELT, EHEOAE
HEAZEF LN, ZEAgrPH T IC KT AgrP
EEWMAIPEESERACLIC, FOMEIZRD
T AR E I RN

(73) John considers [it unlikely that Mary will win the
prize].
(74) Let [there be light].

WIWZ/HERNICBITDXREIFEOERTHD N,
AL LT LLIPHHT Ta<EY, AgrP oy i T AL EE
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THETHD. [ DREBFTFEORRIICESVH
HE TSRO TIPIZAgSPIZ 2 5 2 &% B H
LTbbWmy, ZoF A, XRIFIXTERE A
AgrSPI B il BE A TPICHRK TE T 52 LB TH A
DD, AgrP AT T AgrdO & HZ & THE T &
5. Lo T, XEIFAOERIIXPHHFICEST
DRFwEFMR>TH, AgPHHICE» TIZRELE
RHRu,

(75) 1 deemed [agp Johni [agr probably [agr Agr [ap ti
[a afraid of snakes]]]].

o, NERNICEBTA2XAEBETIERER
Alo@EHATREEICONTL, EFEoEEEFL
Eolz, AgPlEEH N FEOMBETHDLET NI,
TI~ONPEBE LA R ThoHEHFBHTES.

(76) a. I want [agp iti Agr [ve finished ti at once]]]].
b. John considers [AgP Maryi Agr [ap ti likely [agerp
ti to win the prize]].

REICEMERICEATAAZ R TAHALY. &
S (1988) 1L R @ L9 72 il & Z 0 F T, /NE 2N ECM AR
EFM L EEMNMBERE TEHLIEND, /INE O #EE
HLIPTHAHEFERL TS,

(77) ... he considers [ [sc Mary homosexual] and
[ircecm) Jane to be nymphomaniac] ] (/& 3Z
1988)

INEXPH T ESEL, P2 XEHET501ARY
aﬁu\uﬁmewzmxgtnm\. LML nG
(D BEBATFEORB IO T TidtoR E# &L
AgrSPE M T &, AgrPE [ U #i g & 72 5 D T, AgrP
SHICE s TIEEE R0

—Fh, PO ERLIEICLE-TORMBELRD L
Bbnaold, B4 7I L8 EGREIOSE
DEBEMTHS. BIWEEIaIL, Lk oD k>
HERTE, EHOFEIZEEL, 4K %
O HERAZOFELLI-THERKKDLDIZ
DEINDD, TNEEOIALATIIHIESE LD
LT oL, EHLTHLHBELERARZVWL DA H TL
L. REZAENVPRBHUMBETHIIZLTH, 20
APBETRETORMDODIAT 2 BT DL I3 8
BrbsrThsr).

(78) Bio s A7

i) B AR
i) 3F B Al
a) ANE G fn b)  ®) 4 &6 Hi
i) /N fn
iv) RE & &
v) f e X
(79) a. Infl [+T, +Agr] = i ) &
b. Infl [+T, -Agr] = & & 3?2/ toA~ & &l £ 2?
c. Infl [-T, +Agr] = (R EEE 22/ /) E
d. Infl [-T, -Agr] = /[N 8/ to A 7E 5l f

SHIZE, HHETL HEFAgb~A T 20
EEFOBTENMOGFELVIOLEMLARL
DTHD.

5. #U

UE, KBTI NEO#EEN, ERESN T
f_ctwt,e%cm_ EXDO R KFEHXPHOKY, /I
EIEXPHEEWIZHDLETHXPHIFTIELL A
L\:}:%:/%L, (TNE EEERG T BERBITEEO
R JICESHT, DEHICLEBEBOHEFL LD
CEEREEEE O F O I AP D B BE &S O
BRP1IOGEHETIHEEZRTEL, 2L T, 20
RIS T EH A FEN, ETHERHH O
—HEx 3L TENHOE EEZH T AL
R
INET D AgrP I I, NEIIRREREE LS
NTEEIELIC z;tF/J\éfocma)mifM, LA
EBEOBMIZIVEWKEZZOH THBE NI &
Thd. Lnlhens, T@EOIEE22HE 11213 /h
R WEEH EATP (b3 ®FAGD Lo
AgriOP) NFELTWVAD. ZOEKRTHbL WA/,
i, REVANE I RO THBEEERS.

e

1. Williams (1983, 1995), Pollard & Sag (1994), Rothstein
(1983, 2001) 72 & @ [ £k BE 3% | Predication Theory (21 7%
54T

7, to be HIl bR ZE 2 1472 8 . of. Ann Borkin (1984) /)~ &1 &
XLy, xHiGE T AECME X2 Bto beZz Bl Bk - & BE L TR 4
TEHLEZONDIDLLAR WD, 2O L5 EFKH B
ERETHDIFTELL 2V,

— MR Ztolbeld B —HERELKL T2 WVD T, to be
FHaERICL->T—RICHIBRT DT TER W,
(ef. 7272L, B&I(2000: HTOBBFAEED S %
LREFARELRYID) ELEFEFAEH Dok belh 3
FHEEREFhEBERIZABRTILIOLREROGFEEDL @
LBRTWZRW. 57T, to beHIBRD IR ER IR
IZHFTELAR .,

IHIZ, ZOERERETHEHNNBELALTLED
(Ann Borkin 1984Z ). 6> T, ERICLDIRE LT S
DIZILTEBE NS D
3. ihﬂ’j/mirﬁﬁ”tc LOWZHWTiEfhict B &
7 (-ingl) RBERFALSHDLN, FhALIZHOWNTIHE
k. FA KT AspPD TFEIZ D> T Felser (1999) #
e

(i) Nelson saw [them running away]

(ii)  They feared [Pete shot by the army]. (Aarts 1992: 25)
4. AR XBECZBVWTLS>TEERBEHRICBWVWT, =
NHOSVOCH L, RELADERE S (DEE) CI1IL
SVOLHEifi X xtdn, TEME~ORV EFER
Raising-to-Object | & v 95 2 2 (2 K - T & @ & (SH &)
T, WXEOEENEHOBAOBAEONEIC
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W ENoTWVHEVWIHAEhZ. £ITH, 20O
@Y FFERICE-T, ZOWXOFES _EELHY
Ihiz.

(i) a. We believe [s Garp (to be) a genius]

b. We believe Garp [s _ (to be) a genius]
LhAh, ROLIRMBZ2SVOCHEXLFELET L. Zh
SOMXTIHEMEAFAMTIEILONLEH OB BE
Chh, FEAMXE O EFEICIEOHME I b
—LENBEZEELRVEDONRLFAEF ThHDPRONF
ETH. (NSO STO 45 122 W Tld Rosenbaum 1967,
Postal 1974, S£ 45 (3 72198272 & & & M),
(ii) a. John persuade Bill to leave early.

b. We told Mary to obey us.

LL, T0%OBEROBRIZL-T, BEIIT L T 3F
P BAEHALLARATRIERLRVWIENATRIND
Ioicmzy, TEHICBRSNLOEENFTESNDAD
EOMB~OBH THATEMNE~DOBZY EF L
RETAELEN (o B8) »OHEKRER, MXOER
HEEPORFEETCHXOEBZTOMEBICLEELLEN)
SN ERBENDEYIICRoTz. BB OECMI T E R,

L, BREom/ERBRICKITIIANTH, &
UhoTonkdic, BMEBEOWMY N, ILOII/IEOE
ELLCAEBATICAERSNDD, HICEHOF ~H
EMICBHERTVWDLWINHBH D, (Koizumi 1993,
1995/2000, Runner 1994/1999, Boskovic 1997, Radford 1997a&b,
Lasnik 1999 72X B H) Z5 T 2L EKMIZIESVORE X
o, RKETHEMBELNRMESBL TWVWDIILIZARY,
RITVSVOCH XL > TNHEVWSIZEIZRD. ZDLD
OB IE2EEEHE > TVWHEERD. (SHIZRA
N(2000) 0 # i Z B )

5. RL4#AMBEH TLEF®RY LT Subject Raisingld
METHDLZENSafitd il XD 5D, ZOEFEME
ONEICIFREEN S FELWSTITRRICE T,

6. SIHEICIEILID, FMERIWIER(FL
H)ER —oKBE@EB IR TIboTCRTEROR
W, X O EATYE & parallelism condition 738 % (cf. F#
M 1988, #2 H 20002 H).

i3 EA) (20000 ®XHiz, EROXAN—HERIZEBIT
ARALHEOFEBIRTELLL, XSHEEHEZRFL
ROHALIEETHDHLETLDELND.

8. =FEL, $RTORMBEAPLEFJELEFO>OMNIZID
WCTHAE., NERBOBEOLIICHRE LAY DDA
BREMEIABEFLF--TLRET).

(i) John is in trouble.

(ii) Don't let the cat into the house.

L7 L 72 236, with, before, after 72 & @ il #i & 22 53, &l 5
MiEMEZELL LB IoRaEFIZ >N T
TEECTHLH. CROOREBEFAOREERIZIE, EET
1372 <k @ L9 72 58 E 38 intensifier X° 31 & 55 measure phrase
MAE U % L& T & 72 (Cf. Emonds 1985, Radford 1988)

(iii) Bill was seen on the spot just before the murder.

(iv) The police arrived there over an hour after the accident.
EBzE, FLELEERLXAMIZOVTLRAO R
H2rbLEEDbLND.

9. X MmBEHENDLTDH Culicover (1982) I though %
3l 1%, XPBEIE L TH % #r T&2% Z LA Nakajima (2000a)
iz TarREaR TV,

(i)a. [~ Child] though he was,

b. *[np A/The child] though he was,...
(ii)a. Though he was [ne a child],
b. *Though he was [nen child],
(ii)a. [a Young] though she is,
b. 7*[ap Very young] though she is,
c. Though she is still [ap (very) young], . ..
100 BEMABIEZEOEHANFE ~OBRI LT %
BHLHAELIE, KOXIICXPBB THLLETHLEL AIE
T & % (cf. Huang 1993, Takano 1995)
(i) a. How proud of himself do you consider John?

b. [ap ti how proud of himselfi ] do you consider Johni
Huangic X v iE, #i@ & h7zwhm o F O Fie R4 &
himself® % 1T i John TH DA, REHER 2L, B
SR THIBRMRAFITREEMEFACHE Y, EITHIC
FoTZxoRBERANTHREINA TV RTRT RO
VN, HuanglZ &g, 2054, giEsh-hEaNIZE
EOEBALNE, TOLMEEBETILICRDEER,
TOXRLEMICRDIEND, NBEFERHLZFT
LHlEmBEND.

=L, AEEFoOBBEITERINA TV A2W(CL
also Takano 1995).

1. RA--HEEILOSEMERIFANELTHEI
EWIZRD.
(i) a. *John ate [aav quickly] and [ne a grilled cheese
sandwich]. (Schachter 1977: 87)
< John ate [adav quickly] and John ate [np a grilled
cheese sandwich].
b. *John eats [np pork] and [ep at home].
(Grosu 1985: 231)
(ii) a. *the student [pp with long hair] and [s' who is from
New York] (# @ 2000: 332)
Cf. b. *[The scene [p of the movie] and [s that I wrote]]
was in Chicago. (Chomsky 1957: 87)
L LARRE, ZH9L-ERo#iBEILOFMER T
b, EBECEKROIIICHENDIGERHDIIENAD
T U B (cf. Sag et al 1985, fg E 1990, #2 A 2000).
A) BREE, By EABARLORIGFN KRR
(iii) a. We walked [aav slowly] and [ep with great care].
b. They wanted to leave [xp tomorrow] or [¢p on
Tuesday]. (Sag et al 1985)
B) (B\W) 4k EEM KRR (cf A 2000:232f)
(iv) a. ... that this man [ep with his almost Biblical love of
Russian soil, ...] and [cp who in his anti-Stalinist
novel, "The First Circle," called exile "spiritual
castration,"] is one of the three debates who have been
uprooted. (fi5  Inada 1988)
MEEIAILEFIZLY, SMEERICBVTIIHEBEOR
— TR, BN CHEOR O ENEETHD
TLERLTWOHEERT .
12 20 as FRIBATHLLVIEL VDN, T
EL<zu, Aot 700 [l 6 (3 6 & ) APZ i &0 02 ]
LHZEFROWIHLETHD.

Emonds (1985) L 9i2, 2 as Z Al & & A9 5% 5
copulak THEL WL, ~MEOBMETHLHLEVI LTI
ELWA, AI@FH TIER W THSH).

13.  Bowers (1993, 1999) I3 il & o fic K $% Bf 4) PrP O %
frdEfe L 5.

¥ 7~ KEE (1998) O Larson (1988) ) % {i &) &P 2 %
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RAARSE SvE:3 3 FTIOE L RCIE EIL&PDO YR E
BT, T050, ZOBRBRSMERAD
EPPRME2 3 bl VI FIZED TN D,

4. ZORBAMEB T, koK ERICESCECMIT
B L <72 5,

Rbvic@hzE o BWES, ECMB X /N8 o £33
LFCOREMBEICL> TAgOPRE EH ~BHL CH
HEBEShbZ ok, ZOLEEE L AgOL B A
TOEDICLFTO X EMBEICLIAgGO~Y £ 5,
cf. Lasnik 1993, Chomsky 1992, 1995.

15, B Gz EEHLE T 2@ @ /EHIZon Tk, -
DA BB EBE T2, BAPMERAEROHE
W, ZOAGOPOE D721 TE WY, B 4 5 (-ingf¥ )
RZBHE)BEZAOHEITIR, 20 Licsbiz, f
AT AspP2 E DRI O RERERE B B BEIZAR DT H
59,
16. ZOkEEDOLFBE & IZLY Guéron & Haegeman (1999:
HNO)THEMIN TVWIEIEOMBELARRINS.
(i). Je considere [ les femmes trés intelligentes |
[fem.pl.]  [fem. pl.]

'l consider the women very intelligent’
BELOSGM TRBEFBERZTGOLIICEFFEE
HMOMBIZHETLIOT, BEFAITIHY EFSh g
RORWA, EH5FTHLGARETELVEIENIRAE TR
o EELWEEED D IS L BT R TR AL E L
LR, BT BEITHFELI ALV,
(i) a.  Je considere [ip les femmesi [1 [1 -e-s [AP i [o' trés

intelligent- ]]]]]
b. *Je considere [ir les femmesi [1 [1 intelligenta-e-s [ap ti [
trés  ta ]]]]]

LorLans, BWAFASLFCREMN ICBH T 2L+
A, ES5 LM AC RV,

17. Nakajima (1991) (£, /NEi O E3EL L CTHE F O there
ARBTERVWELTRDOEIARFIEEF TVEN, -0
XOFETERIBZNEENLLNID THEARL, FEDbe

B 5 23 B 2 L2 JFUR 28 % B (Cf. Belletti 1988, Lasnik 1995).

(i) *John considers [there good reason to believe it].
EB, KLICEF L icve® @ nboE 1L TiED
Ths.
18. N EFBCRERIFESAA O T, B H
EITE S TASPA | N L2 5L ECMA & 2 i O & K&
TAGSP T HE R THHETTHL R EAER Owor £
HHETDTPLRY, SMEFENFE — @O £ IS
LT DL, AgPTHLNEI DS NFE Txnl
LA REEIESHD.

(i) ... he considers [[agr Mary homosexual] and [tp Jane to be

nymphomaniac]]

LR AT, 2O LB % PredP 43 #T 4 2 Bowers (1993,
2000 ZEDEHLEEH LT HVPET D K FE(1998) 7
ElZloTIIMBEER D,

2 R X M

Aarts, Bas (1992) Small Clauses in English: The Nonverbal Types.
Mouton de Gruyter.

Adachi, K. (1988)7 % o> fth o f# T : ECM# 3T, /) i, there
W3 SHFMEIED (1988).

Akmajian, A. (1984)"Sentence Types and the Form-Function Fit."
Natural language and Linguistic Theory 2: 1-23.

Akmajian, A. and F. Heny (1975) An Introduction to
Transformational Syntax. MIT Press.

Baltin, M. R. (1995) "Predication and PRO". Linguistic Inquiry 26:

Baltin, M. R., and C. Collins (eds.) (2000) The Handbook of
Contemporary Syntactic Theory. Blackwell.
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