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Journal,22(4),21-37.Inthispaper,Isuggestafewwaysoflabelingsmallclauses,SO

={XP,YP},thelabelofwhichistobedeterminedbyamoreprominentterm.As

onepossibility,Isuggestthatalongwithphi-features,thetheta-featureofthe

predicatemakesthepredicateprominent(CecchettoandDonati2010).Asanother,

particleslikeasandforincomplexsmallclausesareregardedasadefectiveTora

Predhead(Bowers1993),whichprovidesthesmallclausewithalabelTorPred.I

suggesttoextendthistolabelingofas-lessregularsmallclauses;thatis,they

involvenull-asandreceivealabelasTorPred.Also,labelingambiguityin

Chomsky(2013)inregularsmallclausesisresolvedbydefininglocalityintermsof

label.
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I. Introduction 

Chomsky(2013:43)inhisrecentarticle,ProblemsofProjection(henceforth,

POP),discussesalabelingpossibilityforthefollowingsyntacticobject(SO):1)

(1)SO={XP,YP}

InPOP,neitherXPnorYPisahead,sominimalsearchisambiguous,locating

*ThispaperwaspresentedattheconferenceheldatHankukUniversityofForeignStudies

onApril26,2014.Ithanktheaudienceforquestionsandcomments.Ialsothankthree

anonymousreviewersfortheirhelpfulcomments.Anyremainingerror,however,ismine.

1)Inanotherstraightforwardcase,SO={H,XP},labelingselectsthelabelH,thehead,as

usual.
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theheadsXandYofXPandYP,respectively.EitherXorYiseligiblefor

providingalabel.HesuggestedawayinwhichSOcanbelabeled:eitherXP

orYPraisessothatthereisonlyoneremainingvisiblehead.2)

Onerelevantcaseinpointcomesfrom thecopulasmallclause(SC):

(2)XPcopula{β XP,YP)

(e.g.,lightening[be[lightening,thecauseofthefire]])

Ifoneoftheterms,hereXP,raises,theremainingterm YPwilldeterminethe

labelofβ asY,thelowerXPcopybeinginvisibletolabeling.

Inthispaper,Iwillconsidertwoothertypesofsmallclauses,oneregular(3)

andtheothercomplex(4),toseeiftheabovesuggestioncanequallyapply.

(3)a.Iconsider[β Johnahero].

b.Iconsider[β Johnhappy].

(4)a.Iregard[β Johnasahero].

b.Itook[β Johnforahero].

UnderthePOP'sapproach,thesmallclausesubjectJohnwillhavetomoveto

apositionhigherthanthematrixverb,forexample,Spec,VP;thematrixverb

thenhastomoveoverthemovedJohntorecoverthesurfaceorder.3)

Solabelingofthesmallclausecanbedoneafterafew moreMerge

operations.Thisleadstodroppingtherequirementthateverysyntacticobject

mustbelabeled(Chomsky2013:44).Inthispaper,Iwillcloselyexaminethis

partofthelabelingprocessandeventuallyclaim,contraChomsky(2013),that

"label"isrequiredforMerge(aswellasinterpretation)basicallyinlinewith

Chomsky(2008),Hornstein(2009),amongothers.

2)Chomsky(2013:43)considersanotherpossibility:XandYareidenticalinarelevantrespect,

providingthesamelabel,whichcanbetakenasthelabeloftheSO.Chomsky(2013:45)

alsosaysthatifarelationlikeAgreeholdsbetweenthetwoterms,thelabelisthefeature

involved.

3)Aquestionastowhytheotherterm(i.e.,ahero)doesn'traiseunderthePOP'sapproach

remainstobeanswered:

(i)*IconsideraheroJohn.
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2. Locality and labeling  

Chomsky (2013:39)also discusses ambiguous labeling with Yes/No

questionformationviaT-to-CmovementinEnglish.

(5)a.Caneaglesthatflyswim?

b.Areeaglesthatflyswimming?

c.*Areeaglesthatswimmingfly?

Hethenreiteratesstructure-dependencyofgrammaticalprocesses:grammatical

operationslikeT-to-Cmovementarestructure-dependent,basedonhierarchical

relationsinsteadoflinearproximity,andlocalityisindependentofcategory.

Thus,asseeninthestructuralinputbelow,therearisesaquestionofwhy

Yes/NoquestionmovesTratherthan(asubpartof)theexpressioninSpecT,

viz.D,bothbeingequi-distantfrom C.

(6) CP

/ ＼

C TP

/ ＼

[DNP] [TvP]

POP'ssolutiontothisquestionreliesonatimingapproach:Underthe

VP-internalSubjectHypothesisonly T can raise to C because the C-T

relationshipisestablishedwhenEA(ExternalArgument,i.e.,Subject)isstillin

situ,asseenbelow.

(7) CP

/ ＼

C TP

/ ＼

T vP

/ ＼

[DNP] V-v...

Carstens,Hornstein,andSeely(2013)(henceforth,CHS),however,pointout
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anumberofproblemswiththiskindoftimingapproach,accordingtowhich

minimalsearchshouldfindDandvastheyareequi-distantfromT,andthus,

eitherD-to-Torv-to-Tshouldbeallowed.4)CHS,infavorofthetraditional

approachtohead-movement,argueforananalysisthatallowsonlyv-to-T

movementsensitivetocategorialand otherfeaturesofthetargetandthe

movingitem,notjusttolocality.Theirdataincludethefollowingcontrastin

Wh-questions(their(5)):

(8)a.Whichboys(*did)eatthepizza?

b.Whichpizza*(did)theboyseat?

c.Whichboys*(did)yousaytatethepizza?

ThisfactshowsthatlocalsubjectWh-questionsdisallowT-to-Cmovementbut

allotherdirectWh-questionsrequireit,indicatingthatsomethingotherthan

localityisinvolvedinmotivatingandconstraininghead-movement.

UnderthePOP'sapproach,in(7)EA-raisingtoSpec,TPtakesplacebefore

V-v-to-Tmovement.RecallthatinPOPonlyTcanraisetoCin(7)becauseC-T

relationshipisestablishedwhenEAisstillinsitu.Thusitneedstobeassumed

thatT-to-CandEA-raisingbothprecedeV-v-to-T.CHSpointoutthatthisis

notonlycounter-cyclicbutalsoincompatiblewiththefactthatV-v-to-Tfeeds

T-to-CmovementinlanguageslikeSpanish:5)

(9)a.Que querian esos dos?

what wanted those two

'Whatdidthosetwowant?'

b.[CPwhatwant+T+C[TP[DPthosetwo]<T>

[vP<EA><v>...]]]

Inshort,CHS(p.13)claim thathead-movementisdrivenandconstrained

byfactorsotherthanpurelocality;selectionforcategoryandotherfeatures

4)BothlabelingandidentificationofcandidatesforInternalMergearebasedonminimal

searchinPOP.

5)CHS(insection2.4)discussmoreexamplesofhead-movementfrom IrishandXhosathat

presentproblemswithPOP.
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workinconcertwithhierarchicallocalityconsiderationstodictatewhatmoves.

Inlinewiththisapproach,Iassumethataheadcategoryalwaysprovidesa

label,being aselectorofsomesort,and deny having an ambiguity in

determiningalabelinastructurelike(1).

Inaconfigurationlike(10),thus,theheadvprovidesthelabelofthe

categoryidentifiedasvP;whentheheadTmergeswithitscomplementvP,it

alsoprovidesthelabelofthecategoryidentifiedasTP;whenEAisinternally

mergedtoSpec,TPfrom outofSpecvP,themovedEAdoesnotprovidea

label.6)

(10) TP
/ ＼
EA T'

/ ＼
T vP
/ ＼
EA v'

/ ＼
v .....

GiventhefailureofthetimingapproachofChomsky,now,thefactthat

T-to-C precedesD-to-C in astructurelike(6),orin itsmoretraditional

structurein(11)shouldfollowfrom therelationbetweenthetwocategoriesC

andT.

6)Chomsky (2013)endorsesCecchetto and Donati's(2010)ambiguouslabeling forthe

followingdata:themovingLI(LexicalItem)whatprovidesthelabel,eitherCfor(ia)orD

for(ib).

(i)a.Iwonderwhatyouread.

b.Ireadwhatyouread.

Solabelingforthecomplementofreadin(ib)remainstobeworkedoutunderthecurrent

claim(seeLee2014forananalysis).
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(11) CP
/ ＼
C TP

/ ＼
DP T'
| / ＼
D... T vP

ItisobservedthatC-TrelationisdirectlyassociatedwiththelabelTwhileD-C

relationisonlyindirectlyassociatedowingtothepresenceoftheintermediate

labelT.From anotherperspective,T-to-C doesnotcrossanotherlabel,but

D-to-Cdoesso,viz.,T(seeHornstein2009forasimilarpathaccountinterms

ofnodecrossing).Thus,itcanbesaidthatT-to-Cisashortermovementthan

D-to-C,suggestingthatlocalitycanbemeasuredbycountingthenumberof

labelsintervening.Thisdirectlyappliestotheconfigurationin(7)aswell.Now

duetothelocalityconceivedhere,itcanbesaidthatC-TrelationforcesTto

providealabelofthecategoryidentifiedasTPabove.Importantly,thecurrent

suggestion implicates thatlabeling is required for Merge (as wellas

interpretation)asinChomsky(2008),butcontraChomsky(2013,fn30).

3. Labeling small clauses  

ThecurrentapproachnowhastosuggestwaysfordecidingalabelofSC,

whereα andβ correspondtoXPsintheusualsenseofX'-structure:

(12) α/β

/ ＼

α       β

Chomsky(2013:45)considersthatα andβ inSCsdonotinvolvearelationlike

agreement(e.g.,traditionalSpec-Headagreement)strongenoughtopinpoint

any prominent feature for a label. Under the POP's approach, as

aforementioned,eitherα orβ iseligibleforprovidingalabel,soaftertheone

undergoesInternalMergetoahigherposition,theotherremainingoneis

goingtoprovidealabel.Thus,theSCsubjectJohnin(3a),repeatedbelow,will
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havetomovetoanupperpositionfirst,namely,Spec,vP.7)

(3)a.Iconsider[β Johnahero].(β =SC,smallclause)

Thelabeling oftheSC willbeobtained asthederivation proceeds,as

illustratedbelow.

(13)a.[consider[Johnahero]]=>Mergev,MergeI

b.[I[v[Vconsider[Johnahero]]]]

=>MoveJohn,LabelSCasD

c.[John[I[v[Vconsider[D Johnahero]]]]

=>Moveconsider

d.[V-vconsider[John[I[v[Vconsider[D Johnahero]]]]]]

=>MoveI

e.I[vV-vconsider[John[I[v[Vconsider[D Johnahero]]]]]]

=>(3a)

AftertheraisingoftheSCsubject,thelabeloftheSCisdeterminedasD,as

illustratedin(13c);thematrixverbthenraisestoahigherpositiontogether

withvtorestorethebaseorder,asseenin(13d);furthermovementofthe

internalsubjectwillfinallyproducethesurfaceorder,asseenin(13e).8)

Herethelabeloftheresultingstructure[John[I[v[Vconsider[D Johna

hero]]]]]in(13e)appearstobeDsincethetworemainingvisibletermsshare

thesamecategoryortheD feature.9)Thisconjecture,however,willface

7)IassumethatSpec,vPistherightposition.ItseemsthatChomsky(2013)assumesthatit

isSpec,VP,asIunderstandfrom hisdiscussionofthefollowingECM construction:

(i)Theyconsider[β Johntobeintelligent].(cf.Chomsky2013:(24))

Accordingtohim(p.47),Johnraisestosister-of-[considerα],followedbyraisingofconsiderto

v*.IwillreturntothismattershortlyandshowwhythepositionisSpec,vPratherthan

Spec,VP.

8)Noticethatthehead-movementofconsidertovandsubsequentV-vmovementoverJohnin

(13d),whichisconsideredsyntactic,leadstoviolationoftheExtensionCondition(seeLee

2014forrelateddiscussionofthisproblem).

9)Onemightsay,alongwithChomsky(2013:45),thatthisstructureisstillunlabelable,but

raisingofconsidermightovercometheproblem sincethestructureresultingfrom the
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difficulty in anotherSC construction,repeated from (3b),wheretheSC

predicateisanadjective.Itsderivationandlabelingarerepresentedin(14).

(3) b.Iconsider[β Johnhappy].(β =SC)

(14)a.[consider[Johnhappy]]=>Mergev,MergeI

b.[I[v[Vconsider[Johnhappy]]]]

=>MoveJohn,LabelSCasD

c.[John[I[v[Vconsider[A Johnhappy]]]]

=>Moveconsider

d.[V-vconsider[John[I[v[Vconsider[A Johnhappy]]]]]]

=>MoveI

e.I[vV-vconsider[John[I[v[Vconsider[A John happy]]]]]]

=>(3b)

UnderthePOP'sapproach,aftertheraisingoftheSCsubject,thisSCwillbe

labeledasA,asseenin(14c);thematrixverbraisestoahigherpositionto

restorethebaseorder,withthemovementoftheinternalsubject,asseenin

(14d,e).Thistime,thelabeloftheresultingstructure[John[I[v[Vconsider[A

Johnhappy]]]]]willhavetobedeterminedbyre-raisingofJohntoahigher

positiontotheleftoftheraisedverbalcomplexV-vconsider,againfollowedby

anothersubsequentmoveofthisverbalcomplextorecoverthesurfaceorder.

Theresult,however,willbeonlyaninfiniteregressofthesort.

Itmaybesaidthatthestructureinquestionisstillunlabelable,butraising

ofconsidermightovercometheproblem sincethestructureresultingfrom this

verbraisingislabeledv*(seeChomsky2013:45forrelevantdiscussion).Thus

thequestionisreducedtowhetherthestructureunderconsiderationneedsto

beinterpretedornot.Ifitis,itwillrequirelabeling.Inwhatfollows,Iwill

considerthefollowingECM (ExceptionalCaseMarking)constructionfrom

Chomsky(2013:(24))toshow itisindeedthecase.

(15)Theyconsider[β Johntobeintelligent].

Chomsky(2013:47)suggeststhefollowingderivationandlabelingthereof:

movementofthisverbislabeledv*.Iwillcommentonthisconjectureshortly.
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(16)a.[Vconsider[β Johntobeintelligent]]=>MoveJohn

b.[John[Vconsider[β Johntobeintelligent]]]

=>Labelβ asT,Mergev

c.[v[John[Vconsider[TJohntobeintelligent]]]]

=>Moveconsider

d.[V-vconsider[John[Vconsider[TJohntobeintelligent]]]]

=>MergeI

e.I[v*V-vconsider[John[Vconsider[TJohntobeintelligent]]]]

=>(15)

JohnisassumedtohaveraisedtoSpec,VPinthematrixclause,viz.,to

sister-of-[considerβ],asseenin(16b),followedbyraisingofconsidertov*in

restorationofthebaseorder,asseenin(16d),endorsingthe"raisingtoobject"

analysisinLasnikandSaito(1991)(assumingraisingtoSpec,AgrOP).The

importantthingtonoteisthatraisingofJohnhereisattributedtothelabeling

problem,permittingβ tobeinterpreted.Asfortheresultingstructure[John[V

consider[TJohntobeintelligent]]],he(p.47)says,"[it]isstillunlabelable,butthe

effectofobligatoryraisingofconsidertov*perhapsovercomestheproblem

sincetheresultingstructureislabeledv*,andforinterpretabilitythatmight

suffice,thoughlooseendsremain."

However,Iwouldliketorakeupsomelooseendshere.Iwillarguethat

theresultingstructureinquestioninfactneedstobeinterpretedandthusit

requiresalabel.Oneargumentcomesfrom implicationsofLasnikandSaito's

(1991)analysis.LasnikandSaitoarguethatECM subjectraisestoSpec,AgrOP

inthehigherclausebydiscussingexampleslikethefollowing:

(17)TheD.A.proved[twomenitohavebeenatthesceneof

thecrime]duringeachotheri'strial.

The factthatthe embedded subjectcan bind the anaphorbeyond the

embedded clauseconstitutesanempiricalevidencefortheclaim thatthis

subjectisactuallyinthehigherclauseinsurfacestructure.Providedthatthe

adjunctduring-phraseisadjoinedtothematrixVP,themenmustbeinahigher

positionthanthisVPtoc-commandeachother.AlthoughSpec,AgrOPmost
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likelytranslatesintoSpec,VPintherecentphrasestructureinwhichAgrOis

nolongerposited,IassumethatthemenraisestoSpec,vPfortheabove

bindingreasons.Thisconclusionthusleadstodifferentderivationthanthat

illustratedin(16),onethatisessentiallythesameasthatin(13,14)exceptthe

labelofβ.10)

Atthispoint,whatmustbepointedoutisthattheresultingstructure,[two

men[theD.A.[v[V proved[T twomento...]]]...eachother...]],istobe

interpretedbecausethemencanserveasabinderonlyin(outer)Spec,vP,not

intheoriginallowerposition,andforthatmatter,[John[I[v[Vconsider[DJohn

ahero]]]]]and[John[I[v[V consider[A Johnhappy]]]]]in(13,14)aswell,

contrarytowhatChomsky(2013:24)says.Thismeansthatthesestructures

shouldbelabeled--"inaccordwiththegeneralprinciplethatallSOsthatreach

theinterfacesmustbelabeled"(Chomsky2013:45).Forthestructurein

questiontoreceivealabel,then,themen/Johnhastoraisetoanunknown

higherposition,followedbymovementofthematrixverbproved/consideragain,

whichcouldleadtoasituationlikeinfiniteregress,notedinthediscussion

below (14).11)

IalsoconsideranothercaseinwhichtheECM subjectappearstobeplaced

intheembedded subjectposition.Lasnik(1999)notesoptional"raisingto

object"inEnglishECM constructionasin(18),whichcanberepresentedeither

asin(19a)orasin(19b).

(18)JohnbelievesMarytobeintelligent.

10)Idonotintendtoprovidethederivationhere.

11)Onemightsaythattheraisingoftheembeddedinfinitivesubjectinquestiondoesnot

havetoraiseagain.Considerthestageprovidedin(i).

(i)[v*proved[β twomen[v*proved[α twomen[theD.A.[v[Vproved[Ttwomen

to...]]]...]]]]]

Inotherwords,asα canbeprovidedalabelthroughthere-raisingoftwomenandthus

canbeinterpreted,thelabelforβ inthenextstepupmaybeunnecessarysincethe

re-raisedtwomendoesnothavetoserveasabinderagainandthere-raisedverbprovides

thefinalresultingstructurewithalabelv*.However,itisstilluncleartomewhetherany

structurecancontainacategorylikeβ thatcannotbeinterpretedowingtothelackofa

labelforthiscategory.
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(19)a.John[vPv+believes[VPMarytbelieves[TPMarytobeintelligent]]].

b.Johnbelieves[α Marytobeintelligent].

(α =TP,α ≠ DP)

Whatisofinterestistheanalysisprovidedin(19b)inwhichtheECM subject

Marystaysinitsplace.Ifthisanalysisisright,thelabelofα hastobedecided

withouthavingtoraisethissubject.ThisevidentlyrunscountertoChomsky's

(2013)positionintroducedabove,inwhichraisingofMaryisrequiredto

resolveambiguouslabelingpossibilityin(19b).12)

InPOP'sapproach,SCsareregardedasnotinvolvingastrongerrelation

thatleadstoalabel,therelationthatneeds"notjustmatchingbutactual

agreementholding in ......subject-predicateexamples[involving prominent

phi-features],theso-calledSpec-Headagreement"(Chomsky2013:45).Thus,

SCsofthestructure,SC={XP,YP},donotreceivealabelunlesseitherofthe

twotermsraisesdespitethefactthatXPandYPdisplaycertainamountof

matching/agreementinphi-features,particularly,innumberandgender:

(20)a.Iconsider[Johnahero/*aheroine/*heroes].

b.Iconsider[themen*ahero/*aheroine/*heroines/heroes].

Inaddition,InotethatSC predicatesassignasubjecttheta-roletotheir

subjects.

UnderthecurrentapproachinwhichlabelisrequiredforMergeandthus

labelisdecidedwithouthavingtoraisetheSCsubject,thepredicatesshould

beabletoprovidealabelfortheSC.Thequestionthatarisesisthenwhat

makesthem prominentindeterminingalabel.Whatkindoffeaturesare

involved here?Isuggestthatthephi-featuresplusatheta-featureonthe

predicatenotedaboveleadtoofferingalabeloftheSC.OrtheSCpredicate

hasmorefeaturesthanitssubjectandsoitprovidesalabelinthesenseof

CecchettoandDonati(2010)inwhichanLIwithmorefeatureswinsoverand

12)If(19b)isunderstoodasinvolvingA-reconstructionfrom (19a)atLF,thepointmaynot

apply.ItisoftenobservedthatA-reconstructionisoptional(Lasnik1999):

(i)Ibelieveeveryonenottohavearrivedyet.(every>not,not>every)
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providesalabel.ThissuggestionmayalsoextendtoECM constructionstothe

effectthattheECM subjectandthedefectiveTexhibithiddenSpec-Head

agreement,sothattheECM clausecanbelabeledT.13)

4. Complex small clauses and labeling

Letus considerthe following examples which Icall"complex SC"

construction,repeatedfrom (4)(seeRafel2001,amongothers).

(4)a.Iregard[β Johnasahero].

b.Itook[β Johnforahero].

UnlikeregularSCslike(3a,b),complexSCscontainasin(4a)andforin(4b).

Theseparticlesarecloselytiedwiththematrixverb:asisselectedbyregard

andforisbytake.Atthispoint,recallthatIsuggestedthatlocalitycanbe

measuredintermsoflabel.Thus,C-Trelationinastructurelike(11)prevents

D from providingalabelandmakesTprojectalabelinstead,sothatthere

maybenootherlabelbetweenCandT.Likewise,selectionalrelationbetween

regard/takeandas/for,respectively,in(4a,b)canleadas/fortoprovidealabel.

NowIassumethattheelementsas/foraretherealizationofdefectiveTorPred

(Bowers1993).ThewholecomplexSCwouldthenbeTPorPredP,asshown

in(21).

(21)a.Iregard[TP/PredPJohn[T'/Pred'[T/Predas[Johnahero]]]].

(=>(4a))

b.Itook[TP/PredPJohn[T'/Pred'[T/Predfor[Johnahero]]]].

(=>(4b))

ThusthewholeSCsherewillreceiveTorPredasitslabelinordertomerge

withtheirmatrixverb.

13)Assumingthatthematrixverbandthesmallclausepredicateform akindofcomplex

predicateatLF(Chomsky1986)andthatlabelisrequiredonlyforinterpretation,there

maybeacertainselectionalrelationbetweenthemthatcanpossiblymaketheSCpredicate

moreprominentindecidingalabel.Thissuggestionisyettoberefined.
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Interestingly,considercanalsoselectasinthecomplexSC:

(22)Iconsider[Johnasahero].

Thesameanalysisabovecanapplyto(22)toprovidethecomplexSCwitha

labelasTorPred,asshownbelow.

(23)Iconsider[TP/PredPJohn[T'/Pred'[T/Predas[Johnahero]]]].

ExtendingthisanalysistoregularSCslike(3a)constitutesanotherwayto

providealabelforthem.

(3)a.Iconsider[β Johnahero].

ItpossiblyleadstothepostulationofthenullasheadintheSC,asshown

below.

(24)Iconsider[TP/PredPJohn[T'/Pred'[T/PredØ[Johnahero]]]].

(=>(3a))

TheSCwillthenhaveTorPredasitslabelinordertomergewiththematrix

verb.

ThestructureofferedabovehasadvantageindealingwithPassives:

(25)a.Johnisconsideredasahero.

b.[Johnisconsidered[JohnasJohnahero]]].

IftheintermediatecopyofJohnin(25b)isinSpec,CP,anA'-position(see

Starke1995fortreatingas/forin(4a,b)asprepositionalC(omplementizer)s),the

passivein(25a)willinvolveimpropermovement,asseenin(25b).Underthe

currentapproach,themovementofJohnproceedsonlythroughA-positions.

Rafel(2001:169)proposesthefollowingstructurein(26a),whereasserves

asCheadingCP,toavoidtheimpropermovement:
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(26)a.Iconsider[CPJohni [C'[Cas[PROiahero]]]].

b.[Johniisconsidered[CPJohni [C'[Cas[PROiahero]]]].

Rafel(p.167)assumesthattheSCsubjectJohninSpec,CP,asrepresentedin

(26a),isinA-positionsinceitisbase-generatedthere,andthus,thepassivein

(26b)involvesnoimpropermovement.Butitremainsstillunclearifan

epistemicverblikeconsidercantakeaclausecontainingPROinEnglish,ifthe

particleascanplayanyroleincontrollingPRO,andifanyargumentcanbe

base-generated in Spec,CP.In addition,in non-finiteclausesthesubject

appearsafterCingeneral,andPROcannotappearafteraprepositionalC:

(27)a.Iwant[forJohntosucceed].

b.*Iwant[forPROtosucceed].

(28)a.Iwouldprefer[forJohntoreadthepaper].

b.*Iwouldprefer[forPROtoreadthepaper].

Thecurrentstructurein(23,24)isfreefrom thisworry.

5. More discussion

Inpassing,letusnotethatexampleslike(27,28)show thatlabelingdoes

notalwaysforceraisingofthenon-finitesubject(cf.*[Johnfor[Johntosucceed]]),

butthatitisthelocalC-Trelation,namely,for-to,thatcruciallyleadsthe

relatedTtoprovidealabelTforthestructureα below(inthesimplerMerge

system assumedinChomsky2013):

(29) C

/ ＼

C α       

for / ＼

DP TP

| |

D(John) T(to)....
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Inthisconnection,itisalsonaturalthatessentiallythesamelocalrelation

betweenregard/takeandas/for,respectively,in(4a,b),repeatedbelow,canlead

as/fortoprovidealabel,TorPredhere.

(4)a.Iregard[β Johnasahero].

b.Itook[β Johnforahero].

RecallthataccordingtoChomsky(2013:45),astrongerrelationlikethe

so-calledSpec-Headagreementbetweenthesubjectandthepredicateinvolving

prominentphi-featuresleadstoalabel.ThusitseemstomethatChomsky

doesn'tthinkthattheSpec-Head agreementunderconsideration holdsin

infinitiveclausesasin(15),repeatedbelow,Tbeingdefective.

(15)Theyconsider[β Johntobeintelligent].

ThereasonisthattheinfinitivesubjectJohnsharesnoprominentphi-features

withthedefectiveinfinitiveto,andthus,thelabelofβ isnotprovidedthrough

theSpec-HeadagreementinquestionbutbyraisingofJohntoavoidthe

ambiguityinlabelingpossibility(Chomsky2013:47).However,infinitiveor

defectiveTprojectsalabelanywaywhethertheinfinitivesubjectisclaimedto

raisetothehigherclauseinexampleslike(15)oritactuallyremainsinthose

like(27a,28a).Mypointisthatitseemsthatlabelingdoesnotnecessarilyforce

movementofaterm inastructurelikeSO={XP,YP}.

6. Summary 

In thispaper,Iargued fora few waysoflabeling smallclauses.

Maintainingamoreconservativeposition(Chomsky2008),labelingisassumed

toberequiredforMerge(aswellasinterpretation),unlikeinChomsky(2013).

Incaseswherethereappearsnoheadasinsmallclauses,forexample,SO=

{XP,YP},thelabelofthisSOistobedeterminedbyamoreprominentterm

(oratom).Asonepossibility,Itooknoteofthetheta-featureofthepredicate

thatisassignedtothesubjectandsuggestedthatalongwithphi-features,this
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featuremakesthepredicateprominentin smallclausesin thesenseof

CecchettoandDonati(2010)inwhichanLIwithmorefeaturesprovidesa

label.Anotherpossibilityismotivatedfrom thecomplexsmallclauseswhich

containparticleslikeasandforthatareselectedbythematrixverb.These

particlesareregardedasadefectiveToraPredhead(Bowers1993),thus

providingthesmallclausewithalabelTorPred.Thisanalysiswasextended

tolabelingofas-lessregularsmallclauses.Isuggestedthattheyinvolvenull-as

andreceivealabelasTorPred.SolabelingintermsofAgree(or,theusual

Spec-Headagreement)isgeneralizedovernon-finite/smallclausesaswellas

finiteclauses.ThusthereisnosuchambiguityissueasinChomsky(2013)in

regularsmallclauses,which isresolved bydefininglocalityin termsof

label-intervention.Refiningthesuggestedwaysremainstobeworkedout.

References 

Bowers,J.(1993).Thesyntaxofpredication.LinguisticInquiry,24,591-656.

Carstens,V.,Hornstein,N.,&Seely,T.D.(2013).HeadmovementinProblems

ofProjection.Ms.UniversityofMissouri,UniversityofMaryland,and

EasternMichiganUniversity.

Cecchetto,C.,& Donati,C.(2010).On labeling:Principle C and head

movement.Syntax,13(2),1-34.

Chomsky,N.(1986).Barriers.Cambridge,Mass.:MITPress.

Chomsky,N.(1995).Theminimalistprogram.Cambridge,Mass.:MITPress.

Chomsky,N.(2008).Onphases.InR.Freiden,C.P.Otero,&M.L.Zubizarreta

(Eds.),Foundationalissuesinlinguistictheory.EssaysinhonorofJean-Roger

Vergnaud(pp.291-321).Cambridge,Mass.:MITPress.

Chomsky,N.(2013).Problemsofprojection.Lingua,130,33-49.

Hornstein,N.(2009).Atheoryofsyntax:minimaloperationanduniversalgrammar.

Cambridge:CambridgeUniversityPress.

Lasnik,H.(1999).Chainsofarguments.InS.EpsteinandN.Hornstein(Eds.),

Workingminimalism(pp.189-215).Cambridge,Mass.:MITPress.

Lasnik,H.,&Saito,M.(1991).Onthesubjectofinfinitives.InL.M.Dobrin,L.

Nichols,andR.M.Rodriguez(Eds.),Papersfromthe27thregionalMeeting



Labeling Small Clauses∣ 37

oftheChicagoLinguisticSocietyPartOne:TheGeneralSession(pp.324-343).

Chicago,Ill.:ChicagoLinguisticSociety,UniversityofChicago.

Lee,J.-S.(2014).Headmovementandlabeling.TheLinguisticAssociationofKorea

Journal,22(3),1-17.

Rafel,J.(2001).Thesyntaxofsmallclausepredication.N.Zhang,ZASPapersin

Linguistics26,155-172.ZAS-Berlin.

Starke,M.(1995).Ontheformatforsmallclause.A.CardinalettiandM.T.

Guasti(Eds.),Syntaxandsemantics:Smallclauses(pp.237-269).London:

AcademicPress.

Jeong-Shik Lee

EnglishDepartment,WonkwangUniversity

460Iksan-daero,Iksan

Jeonbuk570-749,S.Korea

Phone:063-850-6873

Email:jslee@wku.ac.kr

Received on September 29, 2014

Revised version received on November 23, 2014

Accepted on December 1, 2014


