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1.Predicado血

One-oftheperturbingaspectsofWilliamS'(1980)predicationtheoryishisclaimthat

NPs do not have predicatesintheir complement struCture･He-PreSentSthefo1lowlng

examples:

(1)･a +Jolm?sarrivaldead

- b.LthearrivalofJohndead

C･*theelectionofJolmpresident (WilliamS(1980:218))

ItLaPPearSthathisclaimi岳basedsdlelyonsomewhatquestionablefactualjudgmentsatbest,

and-iscompletelybaselessatworst.Safir(1987),forinstanCe,givesthefo1lowingexamPles

asperfectlygrammatical:

(2) a Andy'sarrivaldrunk

b. Ellen,sentranCeSmaShed

C. R血ett'sretumalive

d.Sam's(Sudden)叩PearanCenaked (Sa丘r(1987:570))

ThenotionofallowlngpredicationsintheintemalstruCtureSOfnounPhraseswouldbemore

intuitiveandappealing,however,ifoneacceptsthecontention,nOtablybyAbney(1987),

thatsentencesandnounPhrasesnotonlysharemanySyntaCticpropertiesbutare,infact,

COmPletelyparal1elintheirintemalstruCtureS.Observethedatabelow:

(3) a MadMaxdestroyedthesoftware

b. MadMax,sdestruCtionoftheso氏ware

上わg〟ね庇月e∫eα℃ゐ22βββのJjJ-ノjβ

◎2β〃古砂地が鋸勅即f
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IfweassumethattheVP(dbstTtVthesqGwan)predicate寧OfthesubjectNP(肋d肋)inthe

SentenCe肋d肋dbstTYVedthesQPware,andinthenounPhrase,WeCanClaimwithequal

Plausibilitythatdkstryc(ionQfPzesQPwan(WhichisconstruedasamaximalprqjectionPP)
intheDP-analysis)predicatesofMbd倣お(WhichisconstruedasaKPintheDP-analysis),

andinparticularDbindsapredicatevariableintheNP(hereinthespiritofDP-analysis)(C£
Åbney(1987))･Tb examinethe case morethoroughly,We must Clarifythe essential

Characteristics ofprenonhalgemitiveNPs(in DP)inthe data available,aS eXemPli丘ed

below:

(4)a･Jolm'sreconstruCtionofan18thcenturyFrenchvi11agewasdamagedinthefire.

b･Jolm'sreconstruCtionofthecrimerequireddeductiveskills.

(Anderson(1983.:5))ゝ

Thi$,Ofcourse,WOuldraiseanumberofhighlycomplexissues,WhichwecaJmOtadequately

dealwithhere.(C£,forexamPle,Anderson(1983),Safir(1987),andthereferences･Cited

也ereh.)･

Digressing somewhat,the previously mentioned DP-analysis might provide
direct

SuPPOrtforthe claim by･Roeper(Cf二 Roeper(1987))that`モimplicitargumentSて'are

Syntutical1yrealandthattheyarebestanalyzedasPROs,inthesensethatthe.symetrical

struCtureSthe.DP-analysismakesavai1ableforsentencesand●nounphrasβS･hostingPROs

insideaqeallthemoreplausible.AlthoughDP-analysisappearstobeconceptual1yattractive

(especial1yfromtheX'-theoreticviewpoint),OneShouldnotignorethefact･thatcertaindata

Canbeproblematic.Forexample,advocatesofDP-analysis
haveyetto comeupwitth二a

PlausibleaccountOfthefo1lowlngdata:

(5)a.TheleavesiShouldnotbebotheredwhilePROidessicating･

b.TheleavesiShouldnotbebotheredduringPROidessication:

C.*YbushouldnotbothertheleavesiWhilePROidessicating..

d.YbushouldnotbothertheleavesiduringPROidessication･

(Wi11iamS(1985:298))

Giventheseexamples,itcanbearguedthatPROsinsentencesandPROsinnpun･Phrase$are

twodi飴rententities,Sincetheydonot.sharethecontroIpatternWhenthQCOntrOlleristh弓

object.Althoughthismaynotrepresentastrongargument,Observethedatabel9W:ノ

(6)Ybuarenotsupposedtoleavethecheck-incounterduringPROieXamin?tionofyour

passpo止
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(7)*Ybuarenotsupposedtoleavethecheck-incounterWhilePROieXaminingyour

ItisusuallyassumedthateitherthePROhasacontrolleroritisinterpretedasarb(arbitrary).

(6)runSCOuntertOthatassumption,Sincethenon-COntrO11edPROtheredoesnothavearb

interpretation(thePROisbestunderstoodtorepresentthoseresponsibleforthesecurity

Check･)･T山sindicatesthatPROsinnounPhrases(DPs),un1ikethoseinsentences,CaneXist

withoutacontrollerandthattheyare,infact,di蝕rententities.

2･LicenslngOfRationaleClauses

2･J･･勘〃ねCJfc如和αC力

Roeper(1987)statesthat rationale clauses arelicensed onlyifAgent rolesare

SyntaCtical1yrealizedinmatrixclauses･HisexamPlesareglVenbelow:

(寧)thePROdestru6tionofthecity[PROtoproveapoint]

(9)*thecity'sdestruCtiontoproveapoint
- (Roeper(19S7:280))

Assum1ngthatcontrolrelationsaredetermihedatLF;thisaccountSfortheumgrammatical

StatusOf(9),inwhichNPpreposingleavesnoroomforanAgentPRO.WilliamS.(1985)

POintsoutproblemsinherentinRoeper's(1987)analysis.Heclaimsthattemporala4iunCtS

CanrePlacetheAgentPROswithouta飴ctinggraJnmaticality:

(10)yesterday'sdestruCtionofthecitytoprove.apoint

ⅦthregardstoWilliamS'(1985)objections,advocatesofDP-analysiswouldargue(asinfact

Abney(1987)does)thattheiranalysis canPrOVide a satisfactory solution.Lookatthe

COI瓜gun濾ionbelow:

(11)

ノ＼,
/＼＼
D NP

yesterday's destruCtionofthecity(toproveapoint)
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IntheaboveconLigurationPROandthetemporala4iunCtO/eStelthD7(お))c6-OCCur･Thereis申

PrOblemof"governedPRO''inthisanalysis,withtheNP(dbstructionqftheciO,)assigning

PossessorO-rOle(berecon?truedbroadly)to.yesね句′おbutnottoPRO･Initiallythisanalysis

seemstosvpoんRoeper,s(1987)argume血t,butactual1yito飴rsnoexplふationforexamPle
(9),WhchiswhatRoeper(1987)attemptstoe丈plaininthe血stplaG6:

(9)■thecity'sdestruCtiontoproveapoint (Roeper(1粥7:280))

Itseems,therefore,thatDP-analysisis･nOtSuitableforourpurposes.Thesomewhatcursory

discussionaboveindicateseitherthatthePROsinnounPhrasesposite4bykoeper(1987)and

othersarenon-eXistenトー→読atleastaredistinctfromwbattheyaresupposedtobe-･-㊥rthatthe

notion ofrationale clauses confirming Agent
PROsinnoun.Phraseslis notparticular1y

convinclng.VhtakethelattervieふForexamPle,inthecaseofrationaleclausesinsentences,

theprecisecharacterizationofhowtheyarelicensedisnotrivialmatter,andwehaveno

evidencethatthesituatiohisradical1ydiffbrentinthecaseofrationaleclausesin'notmphrases･

Fornowwewi11putasidethevlgOrOusreSearChthatisunderwayontheproperties of

sentencessuchasthosegivenbelow(CfLasnik(1988),WilliamS(1985),andRoeper(1987)

forrepresentativeworks)andproceedatanintuitivelevel:

(12)*TheshipwassunkbyJolmtobecomeahero. 匹asmik(1988:12))

(13)Thedooropensforeveryonetocomeinatfburo,clock. 匹OePer(1987:276))

The notionofrationale clauses(insentences)beingliceふsedby'intentionalAgentsis

Straightforwardandintuitive･However,numerOワSWOrksintheliteraturedemonstratethatthis

notionisnot叩Plicabletoal1rationaleclauses,POintingoutsenttnceslikethefo1lowlng:

(14)Grassisgreen[PROtopromotephotosynthesis];

(Wi11iamS(1985:310))

(15)Flamingoesarepink[PROtoattracttheoppositesex】.

(16)A山malsmaybeupattractive[PROtoscareenemies]･

(Roeper(19S7:299))

Roeper(1987)admitsthatinsententessuchasth6seonlyveryloosesemanticconnections

bearonthelicensingofrationaleclauses.However,heclaimsthattherearetightsyntactic

connectionsthatmake(14)-(16)grammatical,andthatavailableimdlicitAgentscontroIPROs
intheabovesentences.Thkingan0therperspective,itcan4lsobemaintainedthatgrass'beihg

gTeen,j7amingoes,beingpink,andanimaLs'beingunattTaC(ivecontroIPROsin(14)-(16)･The

latterideain･thelinguisticliteraturel(C£･Wi11iamS(19虫5))is,･however,untenable,aSismade
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ClearbytheexamPlesbelow:

(17)ThenewBMV745iisastoundinglyhigh-POWered[PROtodashtolOOkrnJhin丘ve

SeCOnd5】.

(18)ThenewFSX中11beelectromicallyundetectable[PROtobombtheRusSianmili

instal1ationswitheaseandaccuracy].

WhileR6eper･(1987)canPrObablyaddresstheproblemraisedby(17)-(18)byclaimingth鱒

the new BW745iand the newⅢare Agents,the otherpossible solution(the event

hypothesis)camotbe'explored,SincetheBMW'shighpowercannotdashtolOOkm瓜and

FSX'electromicundetectability ca皿Ot bombthe RusSianmilitaryinstallations.Simi1ar

examPlesareglVenbelow:

(1?)Flamingoesarelight-COloredtosuⅣiveinextremetemperatures.

(?0)Mostanimalsarefour-footedtorunaWayfromenemiesfhst.

Onthepositiveside,Ⅵ11iamS(1985)andothersadequatelyacc?untforthefo1lowing

examPle,althoughRoeper(1985)cannot:

(21)Rosesiareth0rny[PROtoprotectthemifromgardeners】.

In(21),thePrincipleBofthebindingtheorywovldbeviolatedifrムsescontroIsPRO･Thus,

roses,beingthomy orsomethingsimilarcontroIs PRO･The sihutionistherefore highly

COmPlexandanewvleWPOintisprobablyrequiredtofindabettersolution･

Givenbeloware SOmeeXamPlesofrationaleclausesthataretakenfromourcorpus

(italicizationsareOurS):

(22)"Idon,tknowhowyoucanneglectthereligiouselements･Imean,they'rethere[for

everyonetoseethem]." Pewsweek(1989),Mar･6,p･9)

(23)CW(ConventionalWisdom)stillthinkshe'safeatherweight,butthere'snogaffbyet

PROtoKOhimwith].》 Pewsweek(1989),Jan･9,P･5)

(24)hbusiness,tOO,We,reout【PROtomakestarsoutofourPartnerSaSWehurdlear0und

the worldin trade,autOmOtives,finanCe,and other businessareaSin addition to

construCtion]. Pewsweek(1989),Feb･20,P･21)

(25)･Conventionsdon,texistforthenetworks･Theyexist[PROtonetwork]･

Pewsweek(1989),Sept.11,P.6)
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(26)Theprecautionsaren'tal1【PROtoprotectcustomers]:bynextyearDial-A-Faxhopes

toretai11istsfromitsowndirectory･ Pewsweek(1989),Feb.6,P.18)

(27)Butifcormectionsare[PROtogetajoborentercollege],Wethenhavetoprove

ourSelvesorourinadequacieswi11befoundout. Peふsweek(1989),Oct.30,P.15)

NoneoftheseexamPlesinvoIvesAgents,althoughlinguistsinsupportofRoeper(1987)can

PrObablyidentifyimplicit Agents･Roeper(1987)and othersりOtethatthe semantic

COnneCtionslicenslngrationaleclausesareveryloose,W鮎chisinniarkedcontrasttothequ皐te

tightsyntactic?OnneCtions,1icensingrationaleclauses･Example(22)seemstoinqicate,
however,thatthesyntacticcormectionslicenslngrationaleclausesare,in血ct,alsoveryloose,

WhichisincontrasttoRoeper'sclaim･In(22)wedonotfindAgentinthqy咋then,nOrdo

wehdanyCOntrOlrelationornulloppratormovementinthqy,retherejbreveTyOnetOふee
them･Compare(22)withpurposeclause(23)wheretherearebothcontrolrelatio竺andnull

OPeratOrmOVement･For(24)and(25),thePROsareCOntrOlledbyweandthqy,rqSPeCtively

(theremightbedissentingargumentinthecaseof(24)w鮎chholdsthat"ourbeingout"

COntrOIsPRO,butitisveryclearinthecaseof(25)).Whenwetumto(26)and(27),however,

weeふcount占radi飴rentsituation.Althoughitcouldb9Claimedinthecaseof(26)thatthe

PnCautionscontroIsPRO,themostnaturalreadingof(26)requiresDialA一触(Corp.)orat

leastthosepeoplewhoarea伍1iatedwiththecorporationasthecontro11erofPRO.Inthecase

of(27)itwouldbe quitetNeaSOnabletoclaimthatconnections controIs血0(can
COrmeCtionsgetajoborevenenterco11ege?),SOeithertherthoradvocatesweasthe

COntrOllerofPROorthePROitselfisPROaTb･FurthermOre,ifweconsiderspnten?eSSuChas

thatgivenbelow;thesituationbecomesmorecomplex:

(28)Butifthecormectionsare[PROtograblucrativedbaLsorcurTyjavo;wi(hbeqplein

power],PrOSeCutOrSneedtocrackdownOntheLivedoorCorp.managem占nt■orthevery
foundationofourdemocraticsocietywillbeinjeopardy.

Inexample(28),thecontrollerofPROisnottheconnectionsorpTVSeCutOrSandPROisnot

PROa,b.RatherthecontrollermustbeLive(わorCoTP.management.Ifourunderstandingbf

theproposalsmadeinRoeper(1987)andWilliamS(1985)iscorrect,neither･thec.ryo飴rsa

Satisfactoryexplanation.

2.2.蝕椚α〝Jfc4押和αC力

Theforegolng･discussion moves us away丘omthe previous.･･SyntaCtic▲analy岳es

representedbyworkssuchasRoeper(1987)andWilliamS(1985)andtowardsthesemantic
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analysessupportedbylinguistssuchas･Bach,Chierchia,Dowけ,Farkas,andLadusawGiven

below訂eSOmeeXamPlestheypreseQt:

(29)Theexhibitionishereinordertosatisfythepeople.

(30)+Jolmhates恥randPeaceinordertoa皿Oyhisbrother.

1(31)+TheyopenedthewindowinordertogetthesuntOShine.

(Bacb(19$2:53))

(32)Theshopwindowhasabigsalesigninitinordertoattractcustomers.

(33)+Theweatherhasbeengoodlatelyinordertopleasethetourists.

(Farkas(1988:36))

(CfBach(1982),Chierchia(1984),LadusawandDowけ(1988),andFarkas(1988)for

representativeworks.)

･Ifwelook
beyond rationale clausesand consider controIphenomenain general,

WaVenngCOntrOlrelationsarenotnew･ClassicalexanPlesaresentenceslikethefo1lowlng:

(34)JolmiPrOmisedBill【PROitOCOme].

(35)JolmpromisedBilli【PROitムbeallowedtoleave].

(36)JolmaskedBilliPROitOCOme].

(37)■JolmiaSkedBill【PROitObeallowedtoleave].

Notallspeakerswi11血dsentences(35)and(37)wellformed,butLadusawandDowty

(1988)reportthat,given叩PrOPriatecontexts,SuChsentencescanbeperftctlyacceptable:

(38)Jolm,aPrisoner,WaSreViewedtodaybytheparoleboardtodeteminewhetherhewas

eligibleforanearlypar01e･Anumberofbehaviorproblemsonhisrecordargued

againsthisrelease･However,hemadesuchafavorableimpressioninhisinterviewthat

力eβ〃α砂co那加F♂血クα和fe占0α〟わ∂eα肋wedfoねおα〃紺ゆクα和才e所e川J′.

(LadusawandDowty(1988:72))

Thus,the controIphenomena exhibited by rationale clauses which deviatefrom the

PredictionsmadebyRoeper(1987),WillianS(1985),andothersarePerhapsnotsounusualas

theymight叩PearOnCetheyareviewedinabroaderperspective.

2.j.助椚椚αγ

Our･discussionsofhrcanbesurrmarizedasfo1lows.Whenmatrixclauseshaveobvious

Agents,rationaleclauses,iftheyhavePROs,areCOntrO11edbythe_Agents･Whenmatrix
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ClauseshavenoobviousAgents,almostanyCOnStituentcanServeaSthecontro11er,Su句ect

Perh叩StOVari0uspragmaticfactors.haddition,theLnotionofrationaleclauseSCOn血ming

the agenth00d ofmatriⅩClauses,aSit stands now,isuntenable.The above-mentioned

PragmaticfactorsandothersmoveusWayfromthesyntacticanalysesrepresentedbyworks

SuChasRoeper(1987)andWi11iamS(1985)andtowardsthesemanticanalysessupportedby

linguistssuchasBach,Chierchia,.Dody,Farkas,andLadusaW
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