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Backward control is empirically possible
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The scope of alternation
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Representative predicates

$ -
) -
) -

$* -

) 1



Properties of the constructions
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Evidence of control
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Properties of the constructions
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Biclausal structure
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Biclausal structure: Scrambling
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Biclausal structure: Scrambling




Properties of the constructions
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Obligatory control
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Obligatory control
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Interim summary







Overt controller downstairs
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The sound of silence: Binding
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The sound of silence: Binding
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An iImpossible analysis
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Two possible analyses
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Syntactic control
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Syntactic control
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Semantic control
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Semantic control
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Semantic control with
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Syntactic  semantic
analysis



Relevant structural properties
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c-command effects
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Embedded subject restriction

A

@
H#H<

> >



Embedded subject restriction
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c-command effects




Intervening material
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Intervening material
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Intervening material
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Intervening material
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c-command effects




Distributive quantifiers




Distributive quantifiers...
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c-command effects
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The three control constructions
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Controller is In the accusative case
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Controller is in the nominative case
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Opening frame...
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.. target sentences




Where’s the gap?
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Predictions
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Predictions: Summary
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Reading times: ACC1 and NOM
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Reading time at W7
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What takes NOM longer at W7?
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Reading times: ACC1 and NOM
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Predictions: Summary
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Results: Summary
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Reading time at W10
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Reading time at W10
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What’s going on at W10?
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What’s going on at W10?
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What kind of dependency Is It?
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What kind of dependency is It?
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What kind of dependency is it?
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What kind of dependency Is It?
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Sorting out the analyses of NOM
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Syntactic  semantic analysis
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Frequency data analysis
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Could this be a frequency effect?
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Processing conclusions
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“Last resort” gap positing in RCs

1300 -

1100 -

900 -

700 -

500 -

—— ST
—=—OT
—— SP
——OP

300

Wi w2 W3 w4 W5 W6 W/ W8 W9 W10 W1l




Processing conclusions

¥ # ) M N
$ 'O
# ) " 8)

)7 " H# 8 #H#



Roadmap of the talk

* (+’



Conclusions

*



Conclusions

3

#
c 9 "9 —=&
C 9 —79 &
#



Conclusions

C 929 &



Outstanding guestions: Korean
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Outstanding questions
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