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Webelhuth: On Passive and the Notion Subject

A5

ON PASSIVE AND THE NOTION SUBJECT

Gert Webelhuth

In this paper I will deal with some facts which I believe bear

on the question whether there are function—charging syntactic
rules or not. There exist two majgor claims as to this guestion.
Deferders of Lexical-Functioral Grammar have argued that all
rules that affect or change grammatical functions are lexical

(ef. Bresnan 1988), i.e. there are no transformations and'in
particular ra movement tranmsformations in that framework. In the
Theory of Goverrment and Binding the explicit claim is made that
there are syntactic as well as lexical rules which can affect the
prammatical furction of lexical items. In the syntax rules which
are subsumed under the gerneral rule fMove a® move lexical material
and thereby create furnctiorm chains.

The two theories make different predictions as to what the synta—
ctic surface structure of passive senterces look like. In GB the
88 will have a trace as is required by the Projection Prihcible,
in LFG theré will rot be a trace in ce-structure, since this is
excluded by the principle of direct encading. These are empirical
claims which should be testable.

In section 1. I will present some data of German passive sernter-
ces which shed some light on whether there is an NP-position in

..._....._—.._._..____...___........—....._......_.._.........___.__..____...._...._._._..._........._.._.—_...—__._._......_....._.—_.._

* For both academic suppert and personal friendship I would like
to express my deep gratitude to Emmon Bach. It is a pleasure for
me to dedicate my paper to a man whose way of thinking has shaped
and will go on shapirg the thought  and work of so many pecple.
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nassive verb phrases or not, which will give eviderce for the
transitivity or intrarnsitivityl of passive participles. Section
Z. discusses Raising and sectiocn 3. a construction which I call

"Modal Movement". The final section gives a conclusior.

1. I will rot give a detailed description of the two competing
theories. I am assuming the version of LFG of Bresnan (1928&2) and
the GE-version of Williams (1981). One essential difference
hetween the two approaches is that inm LFG grammatical functions
like subjgect or aobject are considered themretipal primitives
which coperate, for example, in lexical entries, whereas in GB-
theory grammatical functions are secondary entities which for
example in Williams (1981) are not allowed to play a role in
morphological or lexical rules. The latter theory defines g
as the exterrnal argument of a head, i.e. the unigue element of
the argument set which appears outside the phrasal category of
the head.
The issue as I understand it is as follows: the GB-theory is
hased on the modules of Case-theory and é-theory but does not make
refererce to a primitive set of grammatical relations. The impor-—
tance of this latter set of primitives for the description of
grammatical pheromerna irn natural lamguage in addition to Case-—
theory and 6—theory is postulated by the lexical-functional
theory. This article is an attempt to inguire into the question
of how certain constructions in German are to be analyzed and
which central theoretical rnotions should be invoked for a
correct description of the facts. We will focus on the guestion

which role (primitive?) grammatical relations play in the
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explamatiaé of the German facts and hope to conmstrue an argument
forr or against their usage in (universal?) lexical rules and
armotated phrase structure rules.

In the LFG-theory passives are derived from active verbs by
the following rules:
(1) (SUBJ) ---) 0O / (VON OBI)
(2) (QR.J) ——2 (SUBJ)
This is the formulatiorn in Bresnan (13982,20). Hence the result of
the rules are intransitive verbal passive part&ciples which
permit am agent phrase (this is the yvon in (1), the equivalent of
the English by). Abstracting away from the passive auxiliary and
the agent phrase for a moment, LFG predicts that (3) armd (4) have
the same syntactic encoding:
(3.3) peschlagen

hit ~ passive participle
(3.4) plaudern

talk - intransitive

Both verbs allow a syntactic subject, the auxiliary werden, a

ohject:

(5) weil eirn Kind (von den Maermern) geschlagen wird
bec. a child by the mew hit is
'because a child is hit (by the men)®

(6) weil ein Kind (von dern Maernmern) plaudern wird
bec. a child about the men talk will

‘because a child will talk (about the men)?

Published by ScholarWorks@UMass Amherst, 1986
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(in (3) wird is the passive auxiliary, inm (&) it is the future
auxiliary, but this is irrelevant). LFG predicts that (S) and
(6) have more or less the same structure®, there being no  NP-
positicn within the VP and hence no trace in either senterce.
Williams® (1381) GB-theory is more restrictive than LFB in that
it does rnot allow lexical rules to refer to grammatical
functions. Hence rules like (1) and (8) are excluded in this
framework. Rather there are only two ways of changing the
argument structure of a lexical item, either by externalizing an
argument from the argument set of the item, or by addinmg a rew
external argument while internalizing the former external
argument. The passive rule in this theory is a rule which
vacuausly adds an exterrnal argument and internalizes the former
agent theta-role:

(7) schlagen (A, Pt)

geschlagen (A, Pt)

(8) plaudern (A, Pt) (the patient—-argumenrt is optional)

Since the passive morphology is believed to absorb abjective
case, the GR-theory predicts that there will be an NP-pasition in
will be empty if no Case can be assigred to it but which can be
filled with phononlagical material if the Case—-filter is not
violated., Hence the GE-theory predicts a representatiocnal
difference between (5) and (6)5 Let us now twrn to the relevant
data.

Let us begin by stating a well-knowrn fact. Although the word

aorder in the VP is quite free, the subject in German is fixed,
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it is [NP,S1. Between the COMP-rode and the subject only time and
place adjuncts and clitics can occour in the unmarked word crder,

but not full NP-or PP-objects:

(9) weil gestern der Marm die Frau sah
bec. yesterday the man the woman saw
nom ace
(10) *weil die Frau der Marnn sah

bec. the woman the man saw
ace Yion

(11) *weil an eirne Geschichte ein Marnn dachte
bec. of some story a man thought

' because & man thought of some story?

Hence the active nrnominative subject may not follow  other
arguments of the verb, or in other words:

(12) in the unmarked word order the subject may not appear
within the VP

This law appears to be braokenm under special circumstances to
which we return below.

lLet us now turn to passives.

As in English there are two passives in German, orme verbal, one
adjectival (cf. Wasow 1977). The difference between these twao

nassives is expressed by the choice of the passive auxiliary. The

3]

ein . We will deal with the verbal passive ocnly, sirnce that

is where the two theories make different predictions3. As stated
above, LFG claims that there should not be a structural
difference between (3) and (6) whereas GR predicts such a
differerce.

Note the following serntences:
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(13) weil vorn den Maermern ein Kind geschlagen wird
bec. by the mev a child hit is
'because a child is hit by the men’

(14)%¥weil von denm Maernmern ein Kind plaudern wird

bec. about the men a child talk will

' ppcause a child will talk about the men’

(13), which is a synonymous alternative to (3) breaks our
descriptive rule (12) in that the nominative subject of the
sentence may be preceded by a ﬁp—obgect of the verb. But (&) does
not have the amalaogous alternant (14), which suggests that there
is a differerce between the structures (3) and (6). Given our
rule (12), the ungrammaticality of (14) does rnot come as a sur-
prise — the surprise rather is that (13) is grammatical. Let us
try to find out, what the exact position of the rominative iwn
(13) is. To do this we need some marker beacon in Berman senten-—
ces. The adverb gern (nladly) is a verb phrase adverb and may
hence not appear before the sub;éct:

(15) *weil gern die Mutter dem Sohn Buecher schenkt

bec. gladly the mather the son bocks gives
naor dat ace

1f gern precedes the dative, the senterce still sounds odd, its

rormal position being between the irdirect and the direct object:

(16) 77 weil die Mutter pern dem Sochn Buecher scherkt

Yion dat ace
(17) weil die Mutter dem Sohn gern Buecher schenkt
Yiom dat ace

Thus we have an ascending acceptability gudgement from (15) to

https://scholarworks.umass.edu/umop/vol12/iss2/6
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(17). Let us compare those senternces with the respective passive
sentences:
(18)% weil gerwn Buecher dem Sohr geschenkt werden

bec. gladly books the son given are
nom dat

(19) ?? weil Buecher gern dem Sohr gegeben werden
Yo . dat

(20) weil Buecher dem Schrn gern gegeben werden
nam dat

As we can see, the respective passive sentences behave exactly
like the active sentences with respect to the position of the
adverb. RBut we saw above that passive subjects break rule (12).
We get the same effect with (18) - (20). The nominative subject
is allowed to follow the indirect object. Let us see what happens
with the adverb:

(187) ?7? weil gern dem Sohr Buecher pgescherkt werden

dat riom
(207) weil dem Schn gern Buecher geschenkt werden
dat naim

Interestingly enough sentence (20') is fully grammatical with the
VP—adverb preceding the subject. Therefore this passive senterce

patterns exactly with the active senterce (17). From that we can

bec. Paul either sings or darnces
nom

Published by ScholarWorks@UMass Amherst, 1986
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(Z2) % weilentweder Paul singt ocder tanzt

PR RR S A3 RN

iom

In passive senterces the nomirnative

subject

may follow the

(23) weil entweder Buecher gekauft oder Schuldern bezahlt werden

bec. either books
nom

bought or  debts
nam

paid are

Hence conly passive but rnot active subjects may enter VP-corjunc-

tion in the same way that direct objects can.

Im addition to these three diagnostics Just given see (23)

for six more diagneostics which all lead ta

the same result,

namely that passive subjects have an entirely different distribu—

tiorn  than active subjects.

I sum up the differerces and compare

the result with the distribution of direct ohjects:

=5

(1) must be the leftmost
argument of the verb
in a sentence

(ii) VP-adverbs must not
precede it

(iii)the either of

either—or must rnot

{iv) the not only of not

riot precede it

(v) the comparative par-—
ticles lieber and

mehr may not precede
it

https://scholarworks.umass.edu/umop/vol12/iss2/6

does rnot have to be
the leftmost
argument of the
verb

VP-adverbs may
precede it

the either

precede it

these particles may
precede it

must rnot be the
leftmost argument
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same as passive
subjects
samne as passive

subjects

same as passive
subjgects

same as passive
subjects
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(vi) must rnot be con-— may be conjoined same as passive
Joined with their with their verb subjects
verhb
(vii) - rmust be next to the same as passive
verb in Funktions- subjects

verboefuege

(viii) - may be rext to the same as passive
verb in idioms subjects
(ix) has nominative has rnaminative has accusative
case case case

To sum up: passive subjects behave exactly like active
subjects in that they are alway assigned nomirative case énd
agree with the finite verb in number and person. No other element
in the sentence has those two properties. But active armd
passive subjects differ radically as to their distribution in the
sentence. As (23 ii - viii) show the passive subjects pattern in
all cases with the direct cbject but not with the active
subjects. From these facts we carn abstract the following gernera-
lization:

Berman passive subjects are like active subjects in  that they
share the defining properties of carrying nominative case and
agreeing with the finite verb ir number and persaor, but passive
subjects have the option of appearing within the VP and imitating
the distribution of direct objects. Rctive subjects have reither
=f these properties.

These facts show that there is a differenbe between the subject
of (3) and the subject of (4). Hence LFG makes the wrong predic-
tion, where the GEB-thecry predicts a difference, the differerce
between (7) and (8).

Interestingly encugh and most important of all the

difference between (7) and (8) is exactly mirrored in the struec—
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ments, both of which are internal. There is no external argument.
Hence the patient noun phrase is generated in the VP and if it
does not get Case, it has to move to a Case-marking position. We
saw in (13), (15, (207), (&3) and (24) that it is possible iwn
Germarn to assign nominative case to a passive subject inm the VP.
Hence the GE-theory predicts that movement is not necessary,
precisely the result we have arrived at by investigating the
data. But plaudern in (8) has arm external argument which may not
be generated withim the VP and hence (14) and every ather similar
sentence with an active subject is ungrammatical.

LFG makes a wrong prediction since it will treat senterces
like (13) and (14) on a par, since in both cases gin Kind is the

subject of both the auxiliary werden amd the main verb. Hence
both sentences should be grammatical or urngrammatical - which is
wrorg.

The problems of LFG are roocted in the umified notion of
subject which predicts that all subjects will have certain
praoperties in commor. LFG—researchers especially try to capture
this theorem by arrmotating their phrase-structure rules with
furnctional terms. The phrase-structure position of a subject is
hence derived by stipulaticn. The German data show that this
coenception  of phrase structure as well as the urified concept of
subjgect is mistaken and should be given up. Word order properties
of  BGerman do not derive from furncticrnal terms 1ike subgject or
object, but rather from thematic terms, like *agent, theme,
patient? and from categorial terms like *rneoun phrase, preposi-—

tional phrase’. Passive subjects do not  Follow the ordering

https://scholarworks.umass.edu/umop/vol12/iss2/6
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properties of active subjects, since they are generated within
the VP and do not have to give up their position due to lack of
Case. For some reason Case as a trigger of NP-movement does nat
exist in Germar. For precisely this situation the GE - theory
predicts that passive subjects follow the word order properties
of  direct ofjects rather tharn active subjects. The German facts
prove this conception of syntactic ordering as supericr to a
system relying on the stipulation of word order with phrase—
structure rules armotated with furctional terms.

In the rest of this section I will strerngthen the assumpticon that
German does not have NP-movement by an investigation of the word
arder properties of subject-to-subject movemernt constructicns and

a construction which I call "modal movement?®.
Il. Raising

If we embed an infinitival passive senterce in the verb

phrase of the raising verb scheinen (to seem), then GE bwedicts
that raising does not have to take place if the embedded subject
gets Case. We saw above that this is possible. LFG predicts that
the subject - like that of an intransitive verb — must command
its verb on the surface (this holds for all non—-ergative active
subjects). (26) shows that this is wrong:

(26) es scheint dem Marm ein Buch gegeben zu werden

it seems the marn a book to be given
3—-8Q dat rizm 3-s0

'the man seems to be given a boak?
ein Buch, the patiernt-argument of pepgeben does rot have to mave,

since it can be Case-marked in situ. Naote that it revertheless

Published by ScholarWorks@UMass Amherst, 1986 11
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agrees with the matrix verb in rnumber and person: if we make the
rnominative plural, thern the verb also has to show up in its
plural faorm. ‘

But we have arcther way to show that the subject of scheinen is
in its complement. German expresses the to NP in (27) as a
dative:

(27a) It seems to him that he is sick

(882 Es scheint ihm, dass er krank ist

This indirect cbject clearly belongs to the matrix verb in
27>, 28, since nothing in the Submgdihate clause

selects a dative object. But now note what happens, if we embed
an infinitival in the complement position of scheinen:

(23) hier scheint mir ein Schwein geschlachtet zu werden

here seems me a pig slaughtered ta be
dat o

(30)
morgen scheint dem Marn die Olympiade zu begirnrnen

tomorrow seems the manm the Olympiad to begin
sq dat niom sg

(31)
movgen scheinenm dem Mann die Olympischer Spiele zu begivnren

tomorvrow seem the man the Dlympic games to begin
pl dat nom pl

Note again that the rominative follows the dative goal object of
scheinen, but that it agrees irn number and person with scheinen

(note expecially the differerce between (30) and (31): the
nominative and scheinen are both third person singular in (30),
but both are third perscn plural in (31)).

The argument just given is somewhat shaky, since it is net

https://scholarworks.umass.edu/umop/vol12/iss2/6
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entirely clear what the relative positions of the goal argument
and the rnominative NP are. I will therefore give another argument
which , if correct, argues for our genaral assumptions. German
has a construction which has been called infinitival ngg:glplng
by van Riemsdigk (1984). In this construction an infintival §° is

moved intoe the COMP of a relative clause. The infinitival 8

displays internal WH-movement. (3la) is derived fram (31b):

(31a)
das ist die Tuer, [compldie PRO [el abzuschliessenll, er [el vergass

that is the door which PRO to lock [el he [el forgot

das ist die Tuer, [[ocomp e) er [ PRO die abzuschliessen] vergass]

that is the door he PRO which to lock forgot

Although the whole 8 can move into the COMP of the relative
clause, this is not rnecessary. It is always possible for the
relative prormoun to move while leaving behind its infirnitval
sentence. Thus we get both (32c) and 32d):

(3ae)

das Buch [fdas PRO zu lesenl er [el vorhat]
the book which PRO to read he [el intends
(3ad)

das Buch [[dasl er [PRO (el zu lesenl varhat]

the book whiech he PRO [el to read intends

Note row, what happenrs, if we exchange a raising verb for the

comtral verb *intend® :

Published by ScholarWorks@UMass Amherst, 1986
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(32e)
* das Buch [[das PRO [e] zu lesenl er [e] scheint]

the book which PRO [el to read he [el seems

(32f)
das Buch [[das] er [PRO [el zu lesen) scheintl

the book which he PRO L[el to read seems

With the raising verb only the extracticon of the relative
pronoun alane is possible. The extraction of the whole senterce
leads to ungrammaticality. This is presumably due to the fact
that there does rot exist am 8’ in this situation at all, given
§'~deletion. But this is a theory—internal argument, since propo-—
nents of LFG do not accept this concept anyway. For them the
urnderlying structures of (32e) and (32e) sheould have exactly the
same form: er is the subject of the relative clause (it agrees
with the verb of the relative clause) and the verb of the rela-
tive clause takes a V-COMP as its complement. EBut thern there is
na reason wWhatsoever, why only one of the V-COMPs carn pied-piep
into the COMP of the relative clause. In reither case are Bin-—
ding-principles or locality constraints violated as can be con-
cluded from the fact that the relative pronoun alone can be
extracted. The difference in grammaticality of (32c) and (32e)
therefore remains urexplairned.

In aw framework it is easy to explain why the construction

with the control verb is grammatical but the analogous one with

the raising verb is bad. In the control structure er is the

https://scholarworks.umass.edu/umop/vol12/iss2/6
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subject of the higher verb, controlling the lower subject. Herce
the er will be left behind whern the 8’ is moved into COMP. In the
raising case however the er belongs to the V-COMP itself, since
Berman does mot have NP-movement. If only the whole argumernt
complex can be pied-piped inteo the relative COMP, then the er may
nat be left behind. Therefore (32e) must be ungrammatical. There
is no rule which would derive such a structure. But the er may
not be moved alonp with its verb ete. either, since thern it will
viaolate the Case-filter, because it will rot be governed by the
INFL of the relative clause any more. It therefore follows that
the subject of the complement of the raising verb canrct cooupy
the subject position of the raising verb. For then, sentence
(3ze) should be as grammatical as (32¢) under an LFG-analysis
which it isn’t.

Result: like passive subjects, subjects of raising verbs
show the defining properties of subjects: they bear nominative
case and the raising verb agrees with them irn riumber and gender.
Distributionally they differ sharply from active subjects, in
that they do not have to command the verbs they agree with in the
surface string, but only the verbs to whose argument set they
oelorg.

ITI. Modal Movement

Sirnce by now the reader is acquainted with the course of the
argument, I will restrict myself to giving simply the data that
show that modal subjects pattern with passive subjects and rai-

sing subjects in that they alsc show properties (ix) and (xi) in

(23), i.e. the defining properties of subjects, but that they

alsa do not command the verbs they agree with inm riumber and

15
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persor, but rather the verbs they are selected by%:
(32) BGestern waren dem Lehrer die Buecher sauber abzugeben

yesterday was the teacher the books clean to hand in
pl dat ricom pl

'yesterday the books were to be handed in to the teacher®

(33) Es bleiben allein die Ergebrisse der naechsten
it remain ornly the results af the rext
3-pl nom pl

Bundestagswahlen abzuwarten
federal elections to await

’all that remains to do is to await the results of the
rnext federal elections?

IV, Conglusion

In this paper I have examined scme constructions from German im
order to determine which grammatical primitives are suitable to
predict their behavior. The main question was whether the twao
grammatical sub-thecries Case-theory and é~theory which are consi-
dered recessary both in LFG and GRE are sufficient to account for
the facts or whether a third set of grammatical primitives -~
grammatical relations ~ have to be invoked, as assumed in LFG but
nat in GR.

The facts discussed X seem to show that a descr;ption of  the
German verbal passive in terms af a universal passive rule corn—

taining grammatical relations as in (1) and (&) above in con-

Jurnction  with furnctionally armctated phrase-structure rules is

https://scholarworks.umass.edu/umop/vol12/iss2/6
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inadequate. For  purposes of German word order grammatical
furcticns seem to be irrelevant, whereas an interplay aof thematic
rnotioms  and notions of abstract Case can easily hardle the
facts.9 In this respect functionélly armatated phrase-structure
rules are not anly superfluous, but create a dilemma. The primi-
tive unified ﬂation SUBRJECT ir the rules wrongly generalizes fram
one type of subject to other types, =P from agentive SUBJECTS
ta thematic SURJECTS. To prevert the furcticrally armotated
phrase-structure rules from this avergeneralization, SURJECTS
will have to be specified for their thematic value in the
rewriting rules. But this move of course makes the functional
armotation of the phrase-structure rules urrmecessary. Other evi-
derce  for  the relevarnce of primitive grammatical relations in

grammatical theory will have to be Found.

Eootnotes

*%* Tharks go to David Pesetsky, FEdwin Williams, Hars den Besten
and an anonymous reviewer for helpful comments om an earlier
draft of this paper. Emmor Bach cortributed one of the diagros—
tics and it was Barbara Partee who generated my irnterest in
passive. Thanks to Armin Mester, Argelika HKratzer and Sabire
Bergler for their judpements. I alone am responsible for remai-
ming mistakes.

1. I am using the term transitivity here to mearn that there is an
NP-pasiticon in the VP, which gets the patient-8—rale. For a
discussion of the mearning of the rotion transitive, cof. Williams
(1384).

Although I am dealing ornly with German in this paper, the same
argument could be made on the basis =of Dutch data, cof. the works

by der Besten arnd Hoekstra in the bibliography.

17
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e 1 picked the verb plauderrn because it happerns to select the
preposition yon and therefore it can be substituted for a passive
verb in same sentences. There are other such verbs, in particular
verbs which have an external thematic subject, cf.

(i) * weil vor Nuessen Kinder leber werden
bec. of ruts children live will
Yicim

*because childrenm will live orn nuts?

That leben does not have an external agent carm be concluded from
the fact that it does rot passivize:

(ii)* weil nach dem Unfall var dem Opfer gelebt wurde
bec. after the accident by the viectim lived was

Other examples are hoerern (hear) arnd traeumer (dream) :

(iii) *weil vor Einhoernern oft Hinder trasumen
bec. of unicorns often children dream
Yiom

'because children often dream of unicorns®

tragunmen also does not have an impersonal passive:

(iv)* weil von einem Hiﬁd var einem Bonbon getraeumt wird
bec. by E child af a sweet dreamed is

3. Contrary to what I am saying in the text it is net clear
beyond doubt that German really has only one sein (be) - passive.
First of all German has some seven constructions which could be
called passive (of. Hoehle (1978), chapter 2 in a lexicalist
framework). As long as they are not run through reliable consti-
tuerncy tests etco. their status is quite urclear. The same haolds
true for the gein-passive. Hoekstra (19845 202, 210) for example
argues that the Dutch statal passive is riot adjectival anmd his
arguments carry over to German.

Cortrary to both the standard view that the statal passive is
always adjectival and Hoekstra’s view that it is always an
internmediate category betweern adjectives arnd verbs the following
German data supggests that the statal passive is simply ambiguous:

(i) weil Peter davon ueberzeugt ist

bec. Peter of that convinced is
riem

(i} has an egressive (i.e. resultative) reading and a purely
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statal reading, i.e. the serterice either describes the state
resulting from somebody’ s convincing Peter or simply describes
the fact that Peter is convirced of something, maybe without
cause, maybe because he was always convinced of it etc.

A similar example would be the following:

(i1) weil Maria informiert ist

bec. Maria informed is
Yiom

The senterice has two readings. It can either mear that Maria has
Just been informed about something (e.g. the result of the papal
election) by somebody, such that row she is informed about this
issue or it can mean that Maria is in general well-informed,
maybe because she’s reading a lot or is interested in politics
etc.

If we rnow assume that the purely statal reading is adgectival
whereas the egressive ore is verbal, then the theory of thematic
rales  presented in Webelhuth (1985a) (which also  contains  a
cdiscussion of psych-verbs, an issue we carmot go inte here For
lack of space) predicts that the "egressive" subject will be
internal, while the "statal" orne will be extermnal. To my and
several informant’s ears the fallowing senterces seem teo support
this predictiown:

(iii) [das Hotel gestrichend wurde schorn gestern
the hotel painted was already yesterday
(iv) [das Hotel gestrichern] war schon gestern
the hotel painted was already yesterday
(v) [das Hotel gestrichenl wurde in Jedemn Sammer
the hatel painted was in every summer
(vi)* [das Hotel pestrichen] war in jedem Sammer
the hotel painted was in every summer
(iv) carn only have the egressive reading, since the temporal
adgunct is incompatible with the statal reading. (vi) carmot be
interpreted at all, sirce the frequentative temporal adjurnct is
incompatible with the egressive reading. This leaves the statal
reading. But by hypothesis this is only possible, if the subject
is external -~ this means that we have fronted a rnon-constituent
in (vi) and the senterce is ungrammatical. Caompare (vi) to the
following senternces:

(vii) [das Hotell war in jedem Sommer nestrichen

the hotel was in every summer painted
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whase  truth conditions would be satisfied in a situation where I
have pgone on vacation to Italy each summer and although I  have
never  seern anybody paint the hotel I was staying at, the hotel
revertheless was always painted.

Here is another minimal pair:

(viii) (a) Er war gebildet (b) Er war gebildet

it was formed He was learned

aebildet is ambiguous. It can either be the participle of the

verb bilden (to form) in which case sentence (a) could mean "it
Ci.e. the circle;GW]l was formed”; or it is the equivalent of the
Enplish word learred and the sentence has the meaning “he

was/used to be learned”. Our theory clearly predicts that only
the participle gebildet as in (a) above can be frorted together
with its subject, whereas the homophearnous form gebildet as used
in (b)) shouwld not be usable like that. The clear contrast between
the following two sentences suggests that this is in fact true:
(ix) [der Kreis gebildetl was schon nach kurzer Zeit

the circle formed was already after a short peried

() * [der Junge gebildetl war schon in fruehester Kindheit

the boy learred was already in earliest childhood

4. Note that this construction differs somewhat from English
Tough-movement. In German cre can (tough—) move dative and gerii—
tive cbjects which although appearing before the tough-word do
rnot agree in riumber and person with the copula:

(i) diesem Marn ist leicht zu hel fen

this mar  is easy to  help
dat

Alss the German construction has some modal properties Erglish
Tough-mavement lacks.

All I am interested im iv the main text is to show that if a
patient argument becomes the subject of the main clause copula,
ther it may remairn in the subordinate clause. It does not, unlike
active subjects, have to command the copula in main clauses!

J. There has beern waork recently on how to parametrize Case—-theaory
in such a way that the Case—-assigrment properties for larguages
like English, French, Italian and German follow, of. Chomsky
(1981) for discussion and references. Fer German of. den Besten
(13978), (1382). In Webelhuth (1985a; 116) and Webelhuth

. 20
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(1983b; 3) I propose the fallowing senterce structure for
German:
W N

NP VP

This exlains

"why in German we find the infirnitive marker =u
(to) which I take to be in INFL, to the left of the
verb. This is the only pure INFL-elemert that Ger-—
man has, the auxiliaries being pure verbs. This
will also explain why the regatiorn element nicht
necurs left-adjacent to the verbal complex. Rs in
Erglish we take it to be im INFL. This structure
might alsc bring some further ligpht into the ques—
tion what verb raising is triggered by. if the verb
is raised into INFL, verb raising could be des-
cribed as a structure-preserving operation.”
Webelhuth (198%5a; 144)

Case-assigrment to the external argument is compositional, like
external f@-assigrment. For other predictions of (i) feor Germarn
of. Webelhuth (1985a)

That NP-movement is not rnecessary in German follows from this
theory. For this prediction of. Chomsky (1984; 222 frn. 96):

"Recall that this [movemernt into the subject posi-
tiorn;B.W.1 is rot required if the complement re-
quires no Case —— e.g., if it is a clause rather
than an NP —— or if the languape permits some other
mode of assigning Case".

Thiersch (1978) already argues that German passive does not
involve movement.
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