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1.IhtrOdnedon

Landau(2000)observeSthatacertainsubclassofcontrolledinfimitivalclausesallowsits

understoodsuqect(i･e･,PRO)nottobestrictlyidenticaltoitscontroller,aSthecontrastin(1)
Sbows.

(1)a.●Tbm〈met/gathered)at6.

b.●Tbmseemstohave(met/gathered)at6.

C･ Tbmdecidedto(meqt/gather)at6.

Thesimplesentencein(1a)isungrammaticalbecausecollectivepredicatessuchasmeetor

gatherrequirethesubjecttobeplural･(1b)isexplainedinthesamemamerifweadoptthe

StandardraisinganalysisofpredicatessuchasseemandLWear.Theacceptabilityof(lc)is

SurPnSlngiftheunderstoodsubjectoftheinfinitivalclauseisidenticaltothematrixsubject
lbm･Themovement叩PrOaChtocontrol(e･g･,Hornstein(1999,2003))doesnotdistinguish

(1c)from(1b).Nordoesasimpletheoryofcontrol,Whichidenti丘esPROwithitscontroller

insomebinding-theoreticterms,aCCOuntforthis仏looseidentity,,e飴ct･Notal1controIverbs,

●ThispaperisanabbreviatedversionofInokuma(2004),
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however,Showthisefftct.Consider(2).

(2)a.●Tbmtriedtomeetat6.

b･●Thechairmanagedtogatherduringthestrike･

ⅥrbssuchastTyandmanagearetreatedascontroIverbsalongthesamelinesasthosesuch

asdbcidb,althoughtheydonotshowthelooseidentityefftctfoundin(1c)･Landau(2000)

ca11sverbssuchasdbcidbPartialControl(PC)verbsandthosesuchashyExhaustiveControl

(EC)verbs,andintroduces adistinctionamOngObligatorycontroIverbs･He drawsthe

distinctionintermSOfpredicatetypesasShownin(3),and鮎r也erreducesittothetensedness

condition:EC verbs selectuntenSedin丘mitivalclauses;PC verbs selecttensedin丘nitival

clauses.1

(3)･a.卑Cverbsare坤Plicative,a乎eC(ualormoゐl･

b.PCverbsarejactive,PrqPOSitiona[,dbsiLhra(iveorinterrogativel

(Lan血u(2000:Cb.2(26)))

Inthisp叩erIwi11provideanewsetofdatafromJ叩aneSeinadditiontoEnglish･Asa

pQintofdeparture,lookatJapaneSeSentenCeSin(4),WhchshowthesameCOntraStaStheir
EnglishcounterPartS･

(4)a.'Throo-ga[PRO6zi-miatumari-]sokonaw-ta･

C.

Thro-NOm 6-at gather-
fail-PaSt

･●Throfailedtogatherat6･,

●Throo-ga[PRO6zi-miatumar-00tO]si-ta･

Thro-NOm 6-at gatheりJOOLo try-PaSt

`●Tbrotriedtogatherat6･,

Throo-ga[PRO 6zi-ni attmaMOtO]kime-ta･

Thro-NOm 6-at gatherヅ00Lo decide-PaSt

`Throdecidedtogatherat6･'

Predicatessuchas?Okonawu`fail,andsuru`by,donotshowthePCeffbct,Wbereasthose

suchaskimeru`decide,do,manifestingthesamePattemaSinEnglish･

An0therconstruCtionofinterest,aPParentlyrelatedtocontrollerchoice,iswhatiscal1ed

"splitcontrol,"exempli負edby(5)and(6)･

1FormoreprecisecharaCterizationofPCrECverbs,SeeLandau(2000:Ch･2)･Idonotgointodetails

aboutteclmicalproblemsLandau,ssystemfaces･Fordiscussion,Seehokuma(2004)･
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JolmiPerSuadedMaryj[PRO呵tOgatherat6].

●JolmiOrderedMaryi･[PRO呵t6gatherat6].

Throoi-ga'Hanakq-0[cp[TPPROilj6zi-miatumar-]00tO]settokusi-ta.

Thro-NOmHanako-ACC PRO 6-at gatherヅ00tO PerSuade-PaSt

`ThropersuadedHanakotogatherat6.'

●Throoi-gaHanakqj-mi[cp[TPPRO呵6zi-niatumam-]yooni]meizi-ta.

Thro-NomHanako-Dat PRO 6-at gatherヅ00ni order-Past

･●TbroorderedHanakotogatherat6･,

Splitcontrolis(semantical1y)characterizedbythefactthatthematrixsubject,inadditionto

thematrixobject,氏mctionsasPRO'scontroller.Typical"objectcontrol''verbslikepersuadb

andaskallowsplitcontrol,Wbereasotherverbslikeordbrandcommanddonot.hlightof

the"subiectsen?itivity,''therestrictiononthecontroIverbsliketTyisthatPROandthematrix

Subjectmustbeidenticalinreference;Tincontrast,therestrictiononothercontroIverbslike

Or滋risthatPROandthematrixsubiectmustbedigointinreference.
Ipropose atheory which provides a unlfied accountforthe･EC/PC distinctionand

COntrOllerchoice.Theargumentistwofo1d:withrespectto"su句ectcontrol,"Ishowthat
Landau's EC/PC distinctionlargely overlapswiththe distinctioninpassivizabilityofthe

matrixverb;withrespectto"0切ectcontrol,''Ishowthatsplitcontrolisreducedtoaproper
Subclass ofPC,COntrary･tO Landau(2000:53-55)･These two aspects ofcontroIcanbe

explainedumiformiyifweextendW加mabe's(1996b,2000)theoryofcontrolandSwitch

Reference(SR).AccordingtoWatanabe(1996b),theungrammaticalityof(7a)isduetothe

failureofCO-bindingoftheSameSubject(SS)marker,Whereas(7b)isacceptablebecause

thereisnosuchrestrictionontheunSPeCi丘ed(0)marker.･

(7)a.●ItwastriedbyTbm[cpSS[TPPROtoleave]].

b.ItwasdecidedbyTbm【cpO[TPPROtoleave]1.

Closerexaminationofthepassivizal)ilityofsubiectcontroIverbsdisclosesthattheclassof

thepassivizableverbsandtheclassofPCverbsoverl叩bothinEnglishandinJqpaneSe･If

Watmabe's(1996b)analysisisontherighttrack,Weareledto･COnCludethatthePCverbs

Selectthe O-markerintheinfinitivalcomplementclauses,Whilethe EC verbs selectthe

SS-marker.WhentheCOintheembeddedclauseisboundbythematrixCO,thePCe飴ctdoes

notoccurandthematriⅩVerbcamotbepassivized･Tbatis,WegetECwhentheCOisbound

bythematrixCO･Putan0therway,PCisobtainedwbentheCOinthecontrolledclauseisnot

boundbythemabixCO･ThusthePCe飴ctisreducedtothenatureofPRObeingunSPeCified

withrespecttoitsreference･

TtmngtoobjectcontroIverbs,IclaimthatthechoiceoftheSR-markerdeterminesthe

3



POSSibilityofsplitcontrol･WhenthematrixverbselectstheDi飴rentSubiect(DS)marker,

theembeddedCOmustnotbeboundbythematrixCO,hencethetwos叫ectsmustbedigoint

in reference･ne tWO
Subiectsmay coreferwhenthe matrix verb selectsthe O-marker,

becausethe O-markerdoesnothavethebinding'featureand doesnotparticipateinthe

CO-binding･Furthermore,PRO,sinherentpropedyallowsbothoftheargumentStObe

includedin･the reference ofPRO･Thus banSitive verbsthat select O-markedin丘mitival

Clausesallowsplitcontrol.Thecontrastisexemplifiedin(8).

(8)a･JolmiOrderedMaryj[cpDS[TPPRO･i切+tOmeetat6]]･

b･JolmiPerSuadedMaryj[cpO[TPPROi+jづ+tOmeetat6]]･

Verbsthatfallintheonler-ClassselectDS-markedinfinitivalclauses,Whereasverbsthatfall

inthepersuadb-ClassselectO-markedinhtivalclauses.

･This■WayOfexplaimingtheavai1abilityofPCenオblesustounifythetheoryofcontroller
choiceandthetheoryofEC′PCdistinctionintermSOfthesystemofSR,OrCO-bindingtobe

PreCise･TheessentialassumPtionsofthepresent叩PrOaChare:(i)thatPROisinherently

unSpeCi丘edwithrespectto･itsreference;(ii)thatthe SR-markerinCO･POSition･Ofthe

COntrOlledclausespeci丘eswhetherthematriⅩSubjectisincludedinthereferenteofPRO;and
(iii)thatwhich SR-markeris usedislexical1y speci丘ed bythe.matrixverbin obligatory

COntrOl.

2･CO-BindinginSwitchReLbrence

In this sectionIwi11take up Wi出mabe's(2000)analysis ofSwitch Reference(SR)･

AlthoughFiner(1985)isthefirstextensiveaccountOfSRinpurelysyntactictermS,Ⅵねtanabe

(2000)inheritsmostofhisbasicideas,mOdulothedi飴renceintheoreticalteclmologies.

LetusstartbyobservlngthedataofSR.SRisasystemwhichcq)tureSthereferential

relation,COindexationorcontraindexation,betweensubjectsofthematrixandtheembedded

(typicallya句unCt)clauseS.TheschematicrepresentationofSRisgivenin(9).2

(9) a. BeforeNPiVP-SS,NPiVR

b. BeforeNPiVP-DS,NPjVR

･C.●BeforeNPiVP-SS,NPjVR
d.●Be払reNPiVP-DS,NPiVR

In(9a),theSameSubject(SS)markerappearS,SOthetwoNPsreceivethesamereferential,

2TheSRmarkersareindicatedbyboldfaceherea鮎r･
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interpretation･h(9b),Ontheotherhand,COreferencebetweenthetwosuqectsisprohibited,

PreCiselybecauseoftheexistenceoftheDi飴rentSubject(DS)marker.(9c)and(9d)show

thatfailuretosatisfytherequirementoftheSS/DSmarkerresultsinungraJTmaticality.me
SRsystemistypical1yfoundinNativeAmericanandAustralian1anguageS･mefo1lowingare

examPlesfromMqjave,Seri,andⅥvapai,takenfromFiner(1985).3

(10)Mqiave

a･[nya-isvar-k]i:ma-k.
When-Slng-SSdanCe-tnS

"WhenheiSang,heidanCed.',

b･[nya-isvar-m】i:ma-k.

When-Slng-DS danCe-tnS

"WhenheiSang,hqdanCed."

(11)Sed

a･[t-00Xi] i?meemt.

DP-die-(SS)berトstink]

"Whenitidied,itiStank.,,

b･[i-t-a?t ma]m-OXXOOkan.

【30句]-DP-[see-Pl】DSperfl[flee-Pl】
仙WhentheyiSaWthe叫,theyjfled･,,

(12)Yavapai

a･[tokatoka-e SaVakyuva u-t一喝 eikwar-ki五.

Tbkatoka-SUBJSavalpvasee-TEMPORAL-SSlaugh-COMPL
HWhenTbkatokailookedatSavakyuva,heilaughod･n

b･[tokatoka-e SaVakyuva u-t-m】 eikwar-kia.

Tbkatoka-SUBJSavalpva
see-TEMPORAL-DSlaugh-COMPL

"WhenTbkatokailookedatSavakyuva,h句1aughed."

Thetheoreticalingredients ofW加mabe's system are characterized by:(i)ordinary

Spec-HeadagreementbetweenthesubjectDPandTO,(ii)Tlto-Cmovement,and(iii)the

bindingfeaturegeneratedonCO.Letusexamineeachoftheseinsomedetail.

The
subject-TOagreement,aSSumPtion(i),isundeniable.Inthe A瓜のbP丘ameW｡rk

(Chomsky(2000,2001)),thisisformalized asfeature-Valuation oftheuninterpretable

q)-feature onTO bytheinterpretable q)-feature onDP･4Tlto-C movement(ii)isalso

3TheexamPlesinthissection,includingtheglossesandtranSlations,aretakenf>omFiner(1985)

4watanabeclaimsthatthisisnotavaluationbutacopying(SeeWatanabe(2000:h･5)),butthepoint

relevanttoushereisthatTOsomehowgetsassociatedwiththeinterpretable?-featureofthesubject
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welトestablishedintensedclauses,aSarguedbynumerOuSauthors(e･g･,W如mabe(1996a),
Rizzi(1997))andputforthdrastical1ybyPesetskyandTbrrego(2001,2004)･ThestruCttue

fortypicalSRcaseslookslike(13)･

(13)

二二二 T:二CO2

甲(Su句2)

CPl

/へTPI COl

わ｡へ01
甲(S両1)VP

TOl
甲(Su軸)

…････……ト甲(Su句1)

D漂､｡2甲(Su句2)VP
l…

ト甲(Su切2)

(W加mabe,s(2000)(20)withnotationalmddi丘cations)

Thederivationwithinthetwoclausesproceedsinaparal1elway･The甲-featuresonthe

subjectsareCOPiedonto(OrValuetheuninterpretable甲-featureon)TOviaSpec-Head

agreement:DPl-TOlinthea句unCtClauseCPl,andDP2-TO2inthematrixclause･CP2･EachT
headnowassociatedwithaninterpretableq)-featureisraisedtotheChead･ThenthetwoC

heads,eaChassociatedwiththeq)-featuresofthesubjectDPinitsclause,enter･intoabinding

relationdeteminedbythebindingfeaturegeneratedonthelowerCOl･Thisiswherethe

assumPtion(iii)comesintoplay:WhentheanaPhoricfeatureisgeチeratedonCO(i･e･,CO[･a]),it
isrealizedasanSSmarker;Whenpronominal(i･e･,CO[Q]),COisrealizedasaDSmarker･This

speci丘esthereferentialdependencybetweenCOs(moreprecisely,betweenthetwop-SetS

raisedtoCOs),Whichindirectlydeteminesthereferentialdependencybetweenthetwo

subjects.5

Althoughnotsoobviousastheother'twoassumPtions,(iii)seemstobetheminimaland

naturalwaytoexplaintheSRsystem･NoticethattheapparentconditionsontheSRsystem

arestraightforw訂dlyderivedfromthismechanism･Bindingrelationsc町mOtholdacrossthe

non-a4iacentclauses,ahierarchicalconfigtJration(i･e･,the c-COmmandrelation)isthe

prerequisiteforbinding,thebound/freedistinctionguaranteeSthebinaryrealizationofSS/DS,

andonlysuqectscanparticipateinthisCOdependencyviaralSlngOfTO･Thestipulationthat

5=SS"and"DS=shouldbeinterpretedasCO[+8】andCO[tp]reSpeCtivelyinthediscussionthatfo1lows,

thoughIwillusethesenotationsforconvenience･
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the embeddedCOsmustbe SR-markedwouldbe supportedbythe factthatordinary

Subordinating complementizerslike bdbre,qGer,Or打cannOt headthe root clauses by

themselves,andalwaysrequiretheclausestobeabovethem.

!･Pa早SivizabilityandSplitControI

Landau's(2000)EC/PCdistinctionshowsaninterestingpropedyinlightofWatanabe,s

(1996b)theoryofcontro11erchoicewithrespecttopassivizability.ARer･eStablishingthe

SR-basedapproachtocontrolbasedonthepassivedata,Iwi11i11ustratethatourapproachcan

beextendedtocoverthevariationinobjectcontrol,i.e.,aVai1abilityofsplitcontrol.

j･ノ･Pα∫∫ルたα鋸J砂

SinceWilliamS(1980),ithasbeenheldthattheobligatorycontrol(OC)verbsaregenerally

notpassivizable.Wi11ianS'characterizationofOCverbs,however,isdi蝕rentfromLandau,s.

ThefeaturesofWilliamS'OCclasswhicharerelevanthereare(i)thattheemptysubiectof

thein丘mitivalcomplementclausedoesnotaltematewithanOVertSubiect(わr)〃P,and(ii)

thattheemptysubiectoftheinfimitivalclausemustbec-COrrmandedbyitsanteCedent.6
UnderthischaracterizationofOCverbs,VerbssuchashyandpersuadbfallintotheOCclass,

Whereasverbssuchaswantand`おcidbfa11intotheNOCclass･物n(Cantakeacomplement

clausewithandVertSubject,anddbcidbcanundergopassivization.7Landaudoesnotregard

thesetwopropertiesasthe叩PrOPriatecriteriafortheOC爪IOCdistinction(Landau(2000:

31-32)).Iwi11fo1lowLandau(2000)withrespecttotheOC/NOCdistinction.

NotehoweverthatLandau'ssystemdoesnotmakeexplicitpredictionsaboutvariations

withrespect to passivizabilityamOngthe OC verbs.For him,COntrOlledinfinltives are

uniformlyCPs,andtheonlydifftrencebetweenECandPCisthattheformerisnottensed

Whereasthelatteris.Iseenoplausiblewaytocapturehowthetensednessoftheembedded

Clausea飴ctsthepassivizabilityofthematriⅩVerb.

Beforelookingatthepassive data,1etus shortlyreview%anabe's(1996b)theoryof

COntrOlinmoredetai1.He employs severalassumptlOnStO eXPlaincontrollerselectionin

Obligatorycontrol.Amongthem,Iwi11concentrateonthefo1loⅥ几ngtWOaSSumptlOnSrelevant

toushere.

6FormoreprecisechancterizationoftheOCclass,SeeWilliamS(1980:(26)).

7ThatwantdoesnotpassivizeandthatdbciLhdoesnottakeanOVertSuqeCtareattributedto

PrOPertiesindependentofcontrol･WilliamSneedsanadditionalrule(Arb-reWT･itingT･u)e)todistinguish
Want/dbcidb-tyPeCOntrOlfromarbitrarycontroIwithintheNOCclass･
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(14)a･PROisananaPhor.

b･SRisinvoIvedincontrol,WhereSS,DS,andO(unSPeCi丘ed)areSR-markers.

(14a)requiresPROto丘ndananteCedentinthesuperordinateclause.NotethatW加mabedoes

notconstruePRO,sanaPhoricityasarigidconditionsuchasRosenbaum's(1967)Minimal

DistanCePrinciple(MDP).MDPunambiguouslydeterminesacontro11erofPRObytherigid

distanCe,COuntedbythec-COⅡ皿andrelation.ThusunderMDIlaDPhigherthanan0therDP

CanneVerCOntrOIPRO,eVenifitisinan叩PrOPriatelocaldomainforPRO.Thiswayof

determiningPRO,scontrolleristoos扇ct,aSShownin(15).

(15)a･BilliPerSuadedMaryj[PRO･ihtOStealjewels】･

b･BilliPrOmisedMaryj[PROuTjtOStealjewels】･

ThosewbomaintainMDPorsomesuchrigidrequirementoncontrollerchoicemight(i)treat

PrOmise-tyPeVerbsmerelyasaneXCePtion;Or(ii)positelaboratestruCtureSlikeLarSOnian
VP-Shells(Larson(1988))to prevent〟加γfrom c-COrrmanding PROin(15b).Wt丘nd

examPles,however,OfovertanaPhorsshoⅥngthesamekindofanteCedentaltemation.

(16)a･BillitOldMaryjabouthimsel玉･

b･BillitOldMaryjaboutherselち･

Assum1ngthatc-COⅡ1mandisaprerequisiteforanaPhorbinding,WemuStCOnSiderboth

andhTyaSC-COrrmandingtheanaPhorin(16).ItisclearthatoneofthetwoDPsmust

asymmetrical1y c-COmmandthe other,withBillc-COⅡlmandinghlyunderthe standard

clausestruCttue.In(16a),BillcountSaSananteCedentfortheanaPhorcrossingtheother

possibleanteCedent肋ry.Thus,thean叩horin(16)isunderspeci丘edwithregardtothe

anteCedentselectionwithinitslocaldomain.SoisPROin(15);PROitselfisunder申eci丘ed

withregardtowhichargumentinitss叩erOrdinateclauseistobethecontroller･

3.1.1.English

WatanabearguesthatitistheSR-SyStemthatdeterminesPRO,santeCedentfromwithinthe

matrixclause(14b).WhentheSR-markerinthecontrolledclauseisSS(thatis,CO[･a]),PRO,s

referenceishookedtothematrixsubject;WhenitisDS(thatis,CO[.｡】),PRO,sreferencemust

excludethematrixsubject.Watanabe,si皿OVationistopostulatethatthereisaO-markerin

additiontoSSandDS.AsWhtanabehimselfpointsout,theO-markerisneededinanyCaSetO

explain sentenceslike7わmibelieves that heihis a genius･Wt havefour possible

con五gurationsforobligatorycontrol(COmPare(9))･
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(17)a･Su帆…(0切2)…【cpSS[叩PROl‥.]】

b･Su句1…0句2… 【cpDS【叩PRO2…]】

C･Su帆… 【cp8[叩PROl‥.]】

d･Su帆…0句2… 【cp¢[冊PRO2…】]

WhatisimportanthereisthatthisO-markerhasanefftctuponcontroIconstruCtions,inthe

formOfpassivizability･He arguesthatthereare tWO POSSibilitiesin subjectcontrol:
SS-markedandO-marked･Asseeninsection2,theSS-markermustbeboundbythematrix

CO,WhichguaranteeSthecoreferencebetweenthetwosubjects.Ifthematrixclauseis

PaSSivized,though,thematrixCOcamotbecoupledwiththesubjectintheactivesentence;

thusitcaJmOtbindtheembeddedSS-marker･meO-marker,Ontheotherhand,isnotsubject

tosuchconstraints･Wthavethefo1loⅥngCOntraStanOngSubjectcontroIverbs.

(18)a･●Itwastried(bytheprofessori)【cpSS[TPPROitOtalkaboutsyntax]].

b･Itwasdecided(bytheprofessori)[cpO[TPPROitOtalkaboutsymtaX】】.

ThisanalysislmpliesthatPROcantakeasitsanteCedenttheimplicitargumentandthe

Originalsubiect(Orthe"demoted"subiectexpressedoptional1ybyわ′一Phrases).ObjectcontroI

Verbsaretrivial1ypassivizableaspredicted,giventhatDSisfreefromCO-binding･8

(19)MarywasorderedMaFyi仲yJolmi)[cpDS[TPPRqtoleaveTbkyo]].

ReadersmaywonderiftheSR-markerin(19)changeSfromDSintoSSa鮎rpassivization,

be占ausetheanteCedent肋ryendsupinthematrixsubjectposition.Thiscamotbethecase,

however;thereasonforwhichwi11beprovidedbyJqpaneSePaSSivizationdatainempirical

terms,andbythevarietyofEnglishobjectcontrolinconceptualtermS.The assumPtion

needed hereisthatthe chainformed by movementandthatformed by binding are

distinguished.9Iwi11rettmtotheteclmicalproblemofthepassivizationofobiectcontroI

Verbsinsection4.

Wehavethefo1lowingparadigmofcontroIconfi卯rationswithrespecttopassivizability.

8In(19),the binding relationisindicated by subscript,andthe trace ofmovement(i.e.,an

㌢篭芸≡:言詔轟～霊宝霊霊…慧慧霊ふ｡ingrelati｡nS｡｡n｡tfom｡neSinglechain.
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(20)a.SS+PRO
---SubjectControl

[cp[TPSubiiV…'[cpSS[TPPROi･‥】】】]

b.0+PRO
---SubjectControl

【cp[TPS叫iV… [cpO[TPPROi…】】】】

C.DS+PRO
"-ObiectControl

[cp[TPSubiiVObjj【cpDS[TPPRq･‥]】]】
d.0+PRO

-"ObiectControl
【cp[TPSubjiVObij【cpO[TPPRq…】】】】

(●Passive)

(Okpassive)

(Okpassive)

(Okpassive)

SS-markedsu句ectcontrol(20a)andDS-markedobiectcontrol(20c)arestraightforward･
0-marked subiectcontrolis also straightforwardly

derivedwhenthe matrix predicateis

intranSitive.ThenattueofO-markedobjectcontrolissti11unClear,andwi11bediscussedin

thesectionsthatfo1low.

ThevariationamongsubjectcontroIverbsastowhethertheyallowimpersonalpassivesin

Englishhasreceivedmuchattentioninsyntacticstudiesofcontrol･10TheEC仲Cdistinction

Shedsnewlightuponthis.
RecallLandau,sEC/PCdistinctionintermsofpredicatetypes(3),rePeatedbelow:･

(3)a.ECverbsareiwlicative,aPeCtualormodbl･

b.PCverbsarejactive,PrqPOSitional,dbsidbrativeorin(er7Vga(ive･

Amongtheseclassesofverbs,aSPeCtualvetbsareundoubtedlynotpassivizable･

(21)a.●Itwasstarted(bytheprofessori)[PROitOtalkal)OutSy血Ⅹ]･

b.'ItwascontinuedO)ytheprofessori)[PROitOtalkaboufSyntaX]･

Implicativeverbsalsodonotundergopassivization,althoughthejudgmentisnotassharpas

inthecaseofaspectuals.

(22)a.??Itwasmanaged(bythegovemmenti)[PROitOwinthewar]･

b.??Itwasforgotten(byTbmi)【PROitOleaveherthemessage]･

c.??/'Itwasfailed(bythepresidenti)[PROitOwinthevote]･

Factiveanddesiderativevetbs,incontrast,allowpassivizationtoaconsiderableextent･

10seeLarson(1991),Koster(1984),andBo蓋kovi6(1997),amOngOthers,forthepassivizabilityof

con廿01verbs.
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(23)a.

b.

C.

d.

e.

OknItwasclaimed(bythatcountryi)【PROitOhavewonthewar].

OknItwashoped(byJolmj)[PROitOSOIvetheproblem].

?Itwasplamed(bythisboyi)【PROitOleaveforN.Y]

OknItwasintended(bythisdefendanti)【PROitOOVertumthegoverrment].

Ok/?Itwasdemanded(bythepeoplei)【PROitOknowthetruth].

NoticethatalthoughthereisconsiderablevariationamOngSPeakers,thecontrastbetween(22)

Ontheonehandand(23)ontheotherisclear･Thosewhoeasilygetthesentencesin(23)also

marginal1yallow(22),Whereasthosewhodonotassignperfectacceptabilityto(23)also丘nd

(22)w?rSe･Iwouldliketointerpretthisvariationasvariationintheeneraltendencytoward

passivization･11

3.1.2.J叩弧eSe

JapaneSeShowsacontrastwithrespecttopassivizabilityinawayparalleltoitsEnglish

COunterPartS･AsInokuma(2004)observes,0nlyirrealisyooto4)00ni-Clausesa1lowPCreading

amOngJqpaneSeCOntrOlledclauses.AsnowpredictedfromtheEnglishdata,irrealisverbs

takingyooto-Clausescanundergopassivization;0therclassescannot.12･13

Aspectualverbs hazimeru'start,begin,and tudukeru`continue,,which areambiguous

betweenraisingandcontrol(CfNishigauchi(1993)),donotallowdirectpassivization.

(24)a･Sensei-ga rOnbun-O yOmi-〈hazime/tuduke)-ta.

teacher-NOm PaPer-ACC read-(StaruCOntinue)-Past
`Theteacher(started/continued)toreadapaper.'
●Ronbun-O

yOmi-(hazime仙duke)-rare-ta.

PaPer-ACC read-(StaruCOntinue)-PaSS-PaSt

`●(It)was(Started/continued)toreadapaper.,

Aspectualoeru`丘mish,'andimplicativesokonawu'fail'andwasureru'forget'showthesame

Pattem.NoticethattheyareallpurecontroIverbs.

11Inaddition,discourse-related/sty1isticfactorsmaywella飴cttheacceptabilityofpassivesentences.

Forinstance,SOmeSpeakersfound(i)betterthan(ii).

(i)Itwasclaimedbythegovernmenttohavewonthewar.

(ii)ItwasclaimedbyJolmtohavedonethehomework･

Otherspeakers丘ndthesentencesin(22)-(23)betterwithby-phrasesthanwithout･Ibelievetheseare

!㌢票ざSemantic/pragmaticfactorsandwillnotpursueanyfurtherinthispaper.COmprehensive class摘cation ofJapaneSein血itivaIcomplements,See Akima(2004)and

hokuma(2004).

13noni-Clausesa托uSedmainlyinobjectcontrolandthereforeareputaSidefornow.

11



(25)a･ Sensei-ga rOnbun-O yOmi(-Oe/-SOkonaw/-WaSure)-ta.
teacher-NOmPaPer-ACC

read(-nnish/-fail/-forget)-PaSt
`(Lit.)neteacher(finished/failed/forgot)toreadapaper.'
●Ronbun-O

yOmi(-Oe/-SOkonaw/-WaSure)-rare-ta.
PaPer-ACC read(一丘nish/-fail/-forget)-PaSS-PaSt

`●(It)was(fimished/failed/forgotten)toreadapaper.,

Ontheotherhand,irrealisverbswithyooto-Clauses,SuChaskimeru'decide,,kzLWadb(eru

`attempt,,andkeikakusuru'plan,,canbepassivizedwithoutanyPrOblems･14

(26)a･Lupinーga hooseki-O
nuSum-00tO(kime血wadate此eikakusi)-ta.

Lupin-NOmjewel-Acc stealっ′00Lo(decide/attempt/plan)-Past

`Lupin(decided/attemptedh)1anned)tostealjewels.'

b.Hooseki-OnuSum-00tO(kime胤wadaten(eikakus〉一rare-ta.

jewel-ACC Stealヅ00Lo(decide/attempt/plan)-PaSS-PaSt

`(It)was(decided/attempte〟plamed)tostealjewels.'

AlthoughsomespeakersofJ叩aneSe丘nd(26b)somewhatawkward,itisfarmoreacceptable

than(24b)and(25b)and most ofthe speakersIhave consultedjudge(26b)perfectly

acceptable(Seealsonote14).

74HerewehaveafhctualdisagreementwithⅥねtanabe(1996b).Watanabe,focusingonthecontrastin

(i)and(ii),COnCludesthatirrealisverbswithyootocannOtbepassivized(judgmentsof(i)and(ii)are
byWatanabe(1996b)).

(i) a.?●seihu-Otenpukusi-yOOtO(John-niyotte)kuwadate-rare-ta.
`Itwasattempted(byJolm)toovertumthegovernment.'

b.●konomati-OSar-00tO(Jolm-niyotte)ketuis-are-ta.
`Itwasdecided(byJohn)toleavethistown.'

(ii) a.seihu-Otenpukusurukoto-ga(Jolm-niyotte)kuwadate-rare-ta･
`Itwasattempted(byJolm)toovertumthegovernment･'

b.konomati-OSarukoto-ga(Jolm-niyotte)ketuis-are-ta.

`Itwasdecided(byJolm)toleavethistown･'

WatanabeclaimsthatyootoisanSS-marker,WhereasnominalizerkotoisaO-marker･AlthoughI
agreewithhiminthat(ii)sentencessoundmorenaturalthan(i),(i)sentencesarealsoadmissible,

nearlyperfectinmyintuition.

Possiblecomplicationsmightstemfromsty1isticsoraspectualcompatibilityofthetwopredicates･
Furthermore,ketui5zqfL'make up one's mind'produces a slightlyworse result thanits nearly

SynOnymOuSVerbkimeru`decide,inPCcon丘guration･

(iii)a.｢hroo-ga6zi-niatumar-00tOkime-ta･
`Throdecidedtogatherat6･'

b.?Throo-ga6zi-niatumar-00tOketuisi-ta･

`Tbromadeuphismindtogatherat6･'

ComparedtokimenL,ketu血ruandkessinszJruStrOnglyimplyaninternalstate-ChangeOfone,smind,

asindicatedbytheEnglishtranSlation,Whichmightbearsomedelicatee飴ctuponthejudgment･
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Tumingtosuru`try,withayooto-Clause,itpatternswith0theraspecttnlverbs,andnot

withirrealis verbs･15 wt can
COnCludethat suru,though always used with

yoo(04/00ni-Clauses,muStbeanalyzedasanaSPeCtualECverb.

(27)a･ Lupin-ga hooseki-O nuSum-00tOSi-ta.

Lupin-Nomjewel-ACC Stealヅ00tO try-PaSt

`Lupintriedtostealajewel.'

b..Hooseki-O nuSum-00tOS-are-ta.

jewel-Acc stealっ′00tO try-Pass-Past

`●(It)wastriedtostealajewel.,

Incidentally,al1the(b)sentencesin(24)-(27)areacceptableundertheso-Calledindirect

PaSSivereading,rOugh1ycorrespondingtoEnglishhave-PaSSiveslikeIhad叩′jewelwstolen.
ThisconstruCtionhasbeentraditional1ydistinguishedfromdirectpassivesintheliteratureon

JapaneSeSyntaX,andIdonotgointodetai1shere.

OnepeculiarPrOPertyofJ叩aneSeinnmitivalclausesmustbenotedbeforeclosingthis

Subsection･AsNishigauchi(1993)points out,a Certain class ofJapaneSeinfimitival

COnStruCtionsundergoesLong-DistanCe(LD)passivization.InLD-PaSSives,theobiectofthe

embeddedinfimitivalclauseisextractedintothematrixsubjectposition,CrOSSlngthe叩Parent

Clauseboundary.nisisshownin(28).

(28)a･Hooseki-ga[hccsekinusumi]-hazime-rare-ta.

JeWel-Nom steal-Start-PaSS-Past

`(Lit.)Jewelswerestartedtosteal.,

b･Hooseki-ga[hccsekinusumi](-Oe/-SOkonaw/-WaSure)-rare-ta.

JeWel-NOm Steal(一点mish/-fail/-forget)-Pass-PaSt

`(Lit･)Jewelswere(fimished/failed/forgotten)tosteal.,

Hooseki-ga匝〇〇Sekinusum-00tO]s-are-ta.

JeWel-NOm Steal･yOOLo try-NOm-Pa去t

`(Lit.)Ajewelwastriedtosteal.'

This construCtionisintriguing:Since whatis passivizedisthe matrix verband notthe

embeddedverb,thelattershouldretainitsaccusative-Case-Checkingpropertyandshould

Stickitsobiectinitsbaseposition･IfwekeepthestandardCase-drivenapproachtopassives,

WemuStaSSumethattheCase-Checkingpropedyoftheembeddedverbissomehowabsorbed,

1eavingitsobjectun-Case-markedinitsclausaldomain･SeeNishigauchi(1993)andKiguchi

]5FormoresymtaCticevidencefortheabsenceofPCpropertiesofsuru,SeeInokuma(2004).
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(2004)fortheanalysisofLD-PaSSives.鴨donotgointotheanalysisofLD-PaSSivesbut

limitourselvestonotingthatirrealisverbsdonothavethisoption,aSeXemPli丘edin(29)･16

(29)'Hooseki-ga[heesekinusum-00tO](kime此uwadate此eikakus)-rare-ta･

JeWel-Nom Stealヅ00Lo(decide/attempuplan)-PaSS-PaSt

`(Lit.)Ajewelwas(decided/attempted/plamed)tosteal･'

TbsuⅡ皿arize,WeCanStatethecorrelationofpassivizabilityandtheEC〝Cdistinctionin

EnglishandJ叩aneSeaSbelow･17

(30)EC/PCDistinctionandPassivizability

a.EC verbs camotbepassivized,While
PC verbs can,bothinEnglishandin

JapaneSe.

b.i.EC verbsinJ叩aneSe Canbe passivized only whenthe object
DPin the

embeddedclauseisextractedintothematrixsu句ectposition(LongDistanCe
Passive).

ii.PassivizationofECverbsisimpossibleinanyCircumStanCeSinEnglish･

j.2.0りecJCo〃加Jd〃d勒JffCo〃加J

LetustuntOtheoqectcontroIclass.Asmentionedabove,Ou∫aPPrOaChpredictsthat

obiectcontroIverbscanbepassivized,irrespectiveofthe
SR-markertheyselect･18

Fortunately,We丘ndan0thervariationamOngObjectcontroIverbs･

OneintngulngPredictionofthepresentapproachisthattherearenOObjectcontroIEC

verbs,SincetheECreadinglSreducedexclusivelytoapropertyoftheSS-marker･Potential

countereXamPlestothispredictionarereportedbyBarrie(2004)･HeobserveSthattheverbs
likeordbr,Permit,andrequiredonotshowaPCe飴ct:

16(29)slightlyimproveswithenoughstressonthenominative-markedDPandapauseaRerit･Using

aわ′一phrasqremovesthisoptlOn･
(i)◆ ●漂:晋0恍e完慧芝[触感i㌶5霊慧;笠誌t
･ByLupin,aJeWelwasdecidedtosteal･,

17ItisinterestingtoobservethatLandau,s(2000)ECverbsandWilliamS,(1980)OCverbslargely

overlap,WiththeexceptionofobjectcontroIverbssuchaspe"uaLh･Wurmbrand(2001,2002)
classi丘esPCverbsastheNOCclass,alongthelinesofWilliams(1980)･
l$0句ectcontroIverbsneverselecttheSS-markerbyde丘nition･
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(31)a.●Maryordere〟pemitted/requiredJolmtomeetinthelobby.

b. MarypersuadedJolmtogatherinthebal1room.

C･JolmaskedMarytomeetupbeforetheoperastarts.

(Barrie(2004:(17)-(19)))

Barrieclaimsthato′滋r-ClassverbsshouldbeanalyzedasECMverbs･19Hisobservation,

however,isinadequateinthathedoesnotdistinguish(non-SPlit)partialcontrolfromsplit

COntrOl･Or鹿rdoesallowPCwhenwesubstitutegatherformeet.

(32)a.MaryorderedJolmtogatherduringthebreak.

b.MarypermittedJohntogatherduringthebreak.

Whatdistinguishesthesentencesin(31)fromthosein(32)isthattheembeddedpredicate

mee(isinherentlyrecIPrOCalandfavorssplitreadingifitisembeddedunderthetranSitive

PredicatewithtwoargumentS.Inotherwords,thedistinctionbetweenpersuadbandaskon

theonehandandoJlおrandpermitontheothermustbedrawnnOtbyPCvs.ECorPCvs.

ECM,butby"splittablePC"vs."non-SPlittablePC."Ordbr-ClassverbsprohibitPROfrom

includingthematrixsubiect.Evenmee(Canbeembeddedifthematrixsubjectisexcluded

fromthesetdenotedbyPROasin(33).

(33)Thepresidenti,Whoisvisitingaforeigncoun叫Orderedthevice-PreSidenti[PRQj+tO

meetbeforeheiisback].

TherestrictionhereisthatthematrixsubiectofoJlおrneverbeincludedintheembedded

Subiect PRO.T出sisthe reverse restrictionfromthe oneimposed bythe SS-markers,

SuggeStlng StrOnglythat the SR-marker atissueis a DS-marker.Tuming back to

persuadb-typeverbs,IclaimthattheyselectO-markedinfimitivalclauseS･SincetheCOinthe

COntrO11edclauseselectedbypersuadbisunSPeCified(0-marked),PROseeksitsanteCedent

inthematrixclausebyitseltandhappenstofindthetwoargumentSthere,derivingsplit

COntrOlreadingbydefault.Infact,COntrOlwithpersuadballowssplitcontrol(34a)asthefirst

reading,thoughthereadingin(34b)isnotimpossible･

19BarrieobservesassupportingevidencefortheECM-StatuSOfo′滋r-Classverbsthattheyare

marglnallyacceptablewithembeddedexpletivesubjects･

(i)Johnorderedtheretobefreshfruitavai1ableatintermi警ion･
(ii) Thedoctorpermittedtheretobeonlytwovisitorsatatlme･

(Ba汀ie(2004:(20)-(21)))

Tbtheextentthatsentencessuchas(i)and(ii)aqeacceptable,WemuStaSSumethatonおr-Classverbs

canbeusedasECMverbsaswellascontroIverbs.
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(34)a･JolmiPerSuadedMaryj[cpO[TPPROi寸jtOmeet/gatherat6･】]

b･?JolmiPerSuadedMaryi[cpO[TPPRq.tomeet/gatherat6.]]

JapaneSealsoshowstheparallelcontrastbetweense(tokusuru'persuade'andmeiziru'order.'

Mbiziru does notallow split reading,Whereas set(Okusuru allows both(non-SPlit)partial

readingandsplitreading,inthesamemanneraSEnglishcounterPartSdo.ButJapaneSeis

morecomplexthanEnglishinthatitemploysovertSR-markers･

(35).a･Throoi-ga Hanakq-0[cp[TPPRq+/??ilj6zi-ni awu一】yooni】settokusi-ta･
Thro-Nom Hanako-ACC PRO 60'clock-at meeり′001Zipersuade-Past

`ThroiPerSuadedHanakq[cpDS[TPPRqj+/??iltOmeetat6]]･'
b･Throoi-ga Hanakq-0[cp[TPPRO･i+/itj/Tj+6zi-ni aw-]00tO]settokusi-ta･
Tbro-NOm Hanako-ACC PRO 60'clock-atmeetヅ00Lo persuade-PaSt

`ThroiPerSuadedHanakq[cpO[TPPRO･i十/i+j/Tj+tOmeetat6]]･'

(36)a･Tbrooi-ga Hanakq-ni[cp[TPPRQj+/･i+j6zi-mi am-]yooni]meizi-ta･
Thro-NOm Hanako-ACC PRO 60'clock-at meettyOOni order-PaSt

`ThroiOrderedHanakq[cpDS[TPPRqj+/･itjmeetat6]]･'
b.'Tbrooi-ga Hanakq-mi[cp[TPPROi./瑚.6zi-mi aw-】00tO]meizi-ta･
Thro-Nom Hanako-ACC PRO 60'clock-atmeettyOOtO Order-Past

`ThroiOrderedHanakq[cpO[TPPROi+/呵針meetat6]]･'

Byuseofyoo(0andyooni,JapaneSeOVertlyexpresseswhetherthematrixsubiect(乃rointhe

aboveexamPles)isincludedinPRO:itisincludedinPROwhenthe(∂-markeryoo(Oisused

(i.e.,SPlitcontrol),anditisnotwhentheDS-marker･yOOniisused(i･e･,nOn-SPlitPC)･Mとiziru,

however,doesnothavetheoptiontochoosetheO-markerinitslexicalspeci丘cation;thus

(36b)isunaCCePtableunderanyreadings･

ThealternationofDS-andO-markersexempli丘edin(35)mightbecomeproblematicfor

theapproachpursuedhere,WhichassumeSthatw山chSR-markeristobeusedisspeci丘edin

thelexicalinformationofthematrixverb(inthecaseofobligatorycontrol)･Thisseemstobe

attributedtotheovertnessofSR-markersinJapaneSe.JapaneSeSR-markersyootoandyooni,

byvirtueofbeingovert,CanreStricttheinterpretationofPROindependentlyofthematrix

verbs,WhereasEnglishSR-markersdonothavethisoption,becausetheyarealwaysnull･

Thismodeofexplanation,however,islargely鮎nctionalandneeds鮎r血erinvestigation･

j.j.∫〟椚椚αワ

Withthequali丘cationnotedabove,theefftctoftheSR-markerchoiceuponpassivizability

andPRO,sinterpretationisstmarizedin(37)･
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(37)TheChoiceofSR-MarkersandItsE飴cts

Con丘gtuation CO Pa5Sive EC/PC Split 1サpe

S呵Ⅴ【cpCO【叩PRO‥.】】
SS * EC Jり/

8 ok PC 虎cf(お

S叫VO句【cpCO【叩PRO…]】
国 Ok PC Ok クer∫〟α(お

DS Ok PC *

oJlおr

4･CO-BitldingandthePropertyofPRO

Recallfromthe discussion above thatthe SS-markeris distinguishedfrom DS-Or

Q)-markersinthatithastobeboundbythematrixCOwhichislinkedtothep-featuresofthe

matrixsubiectDRPutan0therway,COntrOlwiththeSS-markedclauseisdoublyanqPhoric,

withanaPhoricCOandanqPhoricPRO,WhereastheanqPhoricityofcontroIwiththeDS-Or

O-markedclausestemssolely丘omthatofPRO･WtareledtoconcludethatthePCreadinglS

ObtainedwhenonlyPROisboundbythematrixargument,independentlyofCO-binding･

WhentheSS-markerisused,i･e･,CO-bindinglSinvoIved,PRO,sreferenceisstrictlyspeci丘ed

asthatofthematrixsubiect.Informal1y,WeCanStatetherolesofPROandSR-markersin

COntrOllerchoiceandtheECnCdistinctionasin(38).

(38)a･PROmustincludeatleastoneargumentinitsmatrixclause,butnotrestrictedtoit.

b･i･The SS-marker speci丘es PRO,s reference asrigidlyidenticalto the matrix

Subiect.

ii･TheDS-markerspeci丘esPRO'sreferenceasexcludingthematrixsubject.

iii.TbeO-markerdoesnotspecifyPRO,sreferenceatal1.

Fromthisperspective,PROisinherentlyunSPeCi丘edasto(i)whichargumentitmusttakeas

itsanteCedentand(ii)the singularityh)luralitydistinction,andispotentially capable of

SeekingitsanteCedentinthematrixclause(andbeyondit,i.e.,inthediscourse).SR-markers,
idiosyncratically

speci丘edinthelexicalinformation ofthe matrix verbinthe case of

Obligatorycontrol,reStrictwhetherthematrixsubjectmustormustnotbeincludedinthe
PRO'sinterpretation.

TumlngtOJ叩aneSe,WereaChanuneXPeCtedconclusion.Wthaveassumedthatyootoisan

SS-markerinJqpaneSe,buttheabove discussionforcesustOanalyzeitastheO-marker,

allowlngbothPCreadingandpassivization.拍oniremainstheDS-marker,andtheSS-marker

inJapaneSe山rnsouttobetheemptymorphemeusedinthe EC configuration.nisis a

desirableresult,WhenwelookatsplitcontrolefrtctsinJapaneSe,Whichoccurwhenweuse

yoo(0withobiectcontroIverbs.
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(39)a.Throoi-ga Hanakq-0[cp[TPPROilj6zi-mi･ aW-]00tO]settokusi-ta･
Thro-NOm Hanako-ACC PRO 60'clock-atmeetヅ00tO PerSuade-PaSt

`ThroiPerSuadedHanakqPROi→j/･i+/Tj+tOmeetat6.'

b･取rooi-ga Hanakq-ni[cp[TPPROilj6zi-mi aw-]00tO]tanOm-da･
Thro-Nom Hanako-Dat PRO 60'clock-atmeetヅ00Lo ask-PaSt

`TbroiaSkedHanakqPROi+j/･i+/Tj+tOmeetat6･'

IfyootoisinfactaO-markeranddoesnotspecifytheinclusion/exclusionofthematriⅩ

SubiectintheinterpretaionofPRO,thissplitcontrole飴ctisstraightforwardlyexplained･
PROseeksitsanteCedentinthematriⅩClause,inaccordanCewiththespeci丘cationbythe

SR-marker.ButtheSR-markerinthiscaseisanunSPeCifiedO-marker,SOPROcantakethe

anteCedentbyitselLInthematrixdomain,PROhappensto丘ndtwoargumentS,andthus

takesthemasitslegitimateanteCedent.Thisisconsistentwiththeconditionstatedin(38)･

.TbsumuP,Wehaveobtainedthefo1lowlngmOrPhosymtaXOfCO-bindingsystemsinEnglish

andJapaneSe.

(40)InEnglish,theCO-headofacontrolledinfimitiveisalwaysphonologicallyempty･

(41)InJqpaneSe,theCO-headofacontrolledinhtiveisrealizedas:

a.phonological1yemptywhenitisanaPhoric･

b.yootowhenitisunmarked.

C..yOOniwhenitispronominal･

ThewholediscussionuptothispointimpliesthattheSS-markerrequirestherigididentity

ofthetwosubjectsinEnglishandJqpaneSe.SupposethattheSS-markerinfactrequlreSStrict

identityofthetwosubiectsuniversal1y.ThentheSS-markerswhichallowlooseidentity

mightprovetobeO-markers,justasyootoinJapaneSettmSOuttObetheO-marker･Deciding
betweenthese twoaltematives cal1sfor

a closeinvestigation ofthe SR-SyStemfrom
a

CrOSSlinguisticperspective･

Asfortheavai1abilityOfsplitcontrol,althoughLandau(2000)infactnotesthatpersuadk

and ordbr must be distinguishedin termS Ofthe avai1ability of split control,his

characterization of split controlis syntacticinnature･For
Landau,SPlit controlis

characterizedbyitsc叩abilityoflicensingsyntactical1ypluralelementslikeeachotherand

plural-S.Thsisillustratedin(42)･

(42)a.JolmproposedtoMarytomeeteachotherat6･

b.●MarylreCOⅡ皿endedto/orderedJohn2[PROl+2tOCOOPeratewitheachother]･

(Landau(2000:Ch･2(79)and(84)))
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Itis clearthat his syntactic characterization camot
distinguish non-Split PC(43a)from

SemanticallysplitPC(43b).

(43)a･JolmiOrderedMa瑚【PRQj+tOmeetat6]･

b.'JolmiOrderedMaryj[PROitjtOmeetat6].

Theapproachpursuedhere,OnabasisofthebindingpropertiesofCO,issemanticinessence,

andcorrectlydrawsadistinctionbetweentheabovetwosentences･

ThepassivizationofoTthr負∬血ersupportsourqpproach.Thepassivizedsentencewith

Onibrallowssplitcontrolreading.

(44)a･ Marywasordered油FyibyJolmi【cpDS[TPPROi†拘+tOmeetat6]]･

b.･?MarywasorderedM鱒汽byJolmi【cpDS[TPPRO瑚.tOgatherat6]]･

TheDS-markerexcludesonlythesubject(intheactivesentence);thustheわ′二phraseinthe

passive sentence,althoughcarryingthe
sane O-rOle asthe originalsu切ect,Canbethe

legitimateanteCedentofPRO･misisinclearcontrasttoth8impassivizabilityofSS-marked

SubjectcontroIverbs.

(45)a.'Jolmitried[cpSS[TPPROi.tOmeetat6]].

b.●ItwastriedbyJolmi･[cpSS[TPPROitOleaveNewYbrk]].

(46)a.'JolmiOrderedMaryj[cpDS[TPPRO呵tOmeetat6]]･

b.MaryjWaSOrderedh4aFyibyJolmi【cpDS[TPPRO呵tOmeetat6]]･

ThisbehaviorofordbralsoillustratesthatpassivizationdoesnotreplaceDS-markerswith

SS-markers,andthatanteCedentsofPROareVisibletoitintheirbasepositions･Theoretical

clarincationsareinordeLIn(46b),thematrixCOgetsassociatedwiththe中一SetOf肋ry,

whichapparentlybindstheembeddedCO(theDS-marker).Wtneedtosomehowblockthis

bindingrelationtomaintainthepresent叩PrOaCh･Theoptionwhichimmediatelycomesupis

toutilizethenotionoflocalbinding･SupposethattheDS-markeratissuehasabindercloser

thanthematrixCO.ThenthematrixCOdoesnotlocal1ybindtheDS-marker･Thecandidatefor

thepotentialbinderhereisthepastparticiple･Assum1ngthattheobiectagreeswiththepast

participleand moves up tothe derived subiect position,the passive sentence ofthe

DS-markedobjectcontroIsentencehasastruCturelike:

(47)【｡PCl【TPMaryjWaSOrdereqMaFyi【cpD?j[TPPRqjtOleaveforNewYbrk]]]]･

Inthematrixclausein(47),肋ry血stagreeswiththepastparticipleordbred,andoJ成red
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getsassociatedwiththe(P-SetOfMbTy.MbTythenmovesuptotheSpecTPpositionandagrees

withTO･TusTOassociatedwiththeq}-SetOfMbヮhead-mOVeStOthematrixCO･Inthis

struCture,thematrixCObindstheDS-marker,butdoesnotlocal1ybindit,becauseOfthe

PreSenCe Ofthe past participle oI滋ndiwhichalso
hasthe(P-Set

Of肋Ty･The passive

SentenCeSOfsubjectECverbsarealsoexcludedsuccessfu11y.ConsiderthestruCturein(48)･

(48)[cpCO[Itwastried[cpSSi【TPPROitOleaveforNewYbrk】】]].

InthisstruCture,thepastparticipledoesnothavetheDPtoagreewith,andhencedoesnot

countaSabinderoftheSS-marker･AsforthematriⅩCO,itisco叩1edwiththeq)-SetOfthe

expletivesubjectit･Thei11-formednessof(48)indicatesthattheq}-SetOfaneXPletivedoesnot

COuntaSanaPPrOPriatebinderoftheSS-marker.

ThediscussiononthecontrastbetweenpersuaLh-ClassverbsandoJておr-Classverbsleadsus

totheformallicenslngCOnditionsofSS-andDS-markersasfo1lows.

(49)a.TheSS-markermustbelocal1yboundbythematrixCO.

b.TheDS-markermustnotbeloca11yboundbythematrixCO･

OneconsequenceofourapproachisthatitpredictsthattranSitivesubjectcontroIverbs,

representedbypromise,allowneitherpassivizationnorPCreading･T鮎sissobecauseforthe

matrixsubjecttocontroIPROacrosstheobject,theCOinthecontrolledclausemustbethe
SS-marker.T山spredictionispartlyattested,aSintheimpassivizabilityofpTVmise･

(50)a.●MaryjWaSPrOmisedMBryibyJolmi[cpSS[TPPROitOleaveNewYbrk]]･

b.?JolmiPrOmisedMarn[cpSS[TPPROi./iltOmeetat6]]･

Promisedoesnotundergopassivization(50)aspredicted.Nordoesitgeneral1yallowthePC

reading,butthisislargelysubiecttovariationamOngSPeakers･20

(51)a..j?JolmiPrOmisedMaryi[cpSS[TPPRO巧tOgatherduriJlgthebreak]]･

b.●/okJolmiPrOmisedMarn[cpSS[TPPROi+tOgatherduringthebreak]]･

OurapproachcaneXPlainthegramarofthosewho血dthesentencesin(51)unaCCePtable･

20Thepartialandsplitreadingsbecomemorenaturalwhentheembeddedpredicateismeet･

(i)?JolmiPrOmisedMaryj[cpSS[TPPROi+/itjtOmeetat6]]･

Thismightbebecauseoftheuseofreciprocalmeet･PromLse-tyPeVerbsalsoshowanintriguing

propertyofcontrollershi食(SeeCulicoverandJackendoff(2001)),andIwillreservethistopicfor
futureresearch.

20



Forthosewboacceptthesentencesin(51),WehavetotreatpromiseasaneXCePtionatthe

PreSentleveloftheresearch.

5.ConelⅦSion

InthispaperIhaveprovidedanSR-basedapproachtocontrollerchoice･This叩PrOaCh

explainsCOntrOllerchoice,aVai1al)ilityofPC,andavailabilityofsplitcontrolinasingleterm:

CO-binding･meefftctsofthebindingpropertyofCOwhichheadsthecontrolledinfinltival

Clausearestmarizedin(52).

(52)BindingPropertyofCOandItsE飴cts

CO SR EC/PC Passive Split ExamPles

intranSltlVe

+a SS EC *

/瑚カブJ
+p DS

¢ ¢ PC ok ゐcf虎,〆α〃

tranSitive

+a SS EC * *

ク和椚f∫g

+p DS PC Ok
*

OJ血り仰励

¢ ¢ PC Ok Ok クer∫〟αゐ,α∫た
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