Chapter 10

1.
English Predicates

(The idea for this problem set comes from a similar question in Soames and Perlmutter 1979)

The list below contains 22 predicates.  Choose any 10.  You may want to check to see which ones come up again in Problem 2 before you make your choice.

Using your knowledge of theta theory and the tests of expletive subjects passive-paraphrase, and idioms determine if  your chosen predicates are:

subject-to-subject raising, 

subject-to-object raising, 

subject control, or 

object control. 

Some predicates might fit into more than one category.


is eager

is believed
         seems

is ready


persuaded
          urged

requested
          hoped


expect

force

          tell

          advise


ask

         assure

imagine

promise


want

         is likely

consent

imagine


encouraged
intended 

2. 
Trees and Derivations

Draw trees for the following sentences, annotate your trees with arrows so that they show all the movements, and write in all PROs with appropriate coindexing indicating control. You may wish to do this problem set after you have completed the problem set 1. 

a)
Jean wants Bill to do the Macarena.

b)
Robert is eager to do his homework.

c)
Jean seems to be in a good mood.

d)
Rosemary tried to get a new car.

e) 
Susan begged Bill to let her sing in the concert.

f)
Susan begged to be allowed to sing in the concert.

i)
Susan consented to try to seem to have been kissed.

3. 
Is Easy

Consider the following sentences:

a) 
This book is easy to read.

b)
John is easy to please.

Is is easy a raising or a control predicate or both? If it is a raising predicate, which argument is raised? If it is a control predicate, where is the PRO? What kind of PRO is it?

4.
The Existence of PRO

How does the following sentence provide support for the existence of PRO in the subject position of the non-finite clause?

a)
[To behave oneself in public] is expected.

Consider now the following sentence. Does it provide support for the existence of PRO? How?

b) 
Roberti knew [CP that it was necessary [CP PROi to behave himselfi]].

5.
Icelandic PRO and Quirky Case

(Data from SigurDsson 1991)

Background. In order to do this question it will be helpful to have reviewed the discussion of floating quantifiers in chapter 9, and to have done the question on Icelandic quirky Case in chapter 9. 

As discussed in chapter 9, in English, it is possible to “float” quantifiers (words like all) that modify subject arguments:

a)
The boys don’t all want to leave.

Icelandic also allows floating quantifiers, but with a twist. The quantifier takes endings indicating that it has the same Case as the NP it modifies. Recall from the last chapter that certain verbs in Icelandic assign irregular or “quirky” Cases to their subjects.  The verb leiddist ‘bored’ is one of these.  In sentence (b), the subject is marked with its quirky dative Case. The floating quantifier öllum ‘all’ is also marked with dative. 

b)
Strákunum leiddist öllum 
í skóla.


boys.dat    bored  all.dat     in school


“The boys were all bored in school.”

We might hypothesize then, that floated quantifiers must agree with the noun they modify in terms of Case. 

The question. Now consider the following control sentence. What problems does the following sentence hold for our claim that PRO does not get Case? Can you relate your solution to the problem of Icelandic passives discussed in the problem sets of the previous chapter? Note that the noun in the main clause here is marked with nominative rather than dative Case.

c)
Strákarnir vonast til aD PRO leiDast ekki öllum í skóla.


boys.nom hope for to           bore not all.dat in school


“The boys hope not to be bored in school.”

