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Abstract

Taking the minimalist Program as its theoretical framework, this paper employs phase theory and
vP shell theory to study the Exceptional Case-marking construction in English. From the perspective
of phase theory, the infinitive clause in ECM construction is actually the defective clause TP, not a
complete CP, in this way, the extraction in it can be explained; From the perspective of vP shell the-
ory, this paper explores the syntactic generation of ECM construction in English, identifies the place
of the moved component and the motivation of the movement.
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1. 51§

#1405 4% 1) (exceptional Case-marking) B G & Je i )y 4 46 v —Fb 5 T 44 1l P e 2 R R A 22 IR R T
K1), E R HENIEE R LR (Case Theory) M8 G B 18 (Theta Theory)#H EAEF 453, &BLT —# H
AHARST X H AR LI R R

(1) a. Tom persuades John to leave.

b. Jennifer considers him intelligent.

16 a A, MR EISHIEDSR, PIANZ AR Tom fil John #INZA G #, Tom S E N EH,
1M John W AJVEFFAE NI BE R R 4%, "EF B A 5B FONE AR I . — 7 H B A 21518 318 persuade (135
WIRTG, BRI A O T MR AR ERMA “to leave” k3R, NZMAIMERE, H—J7HE MK
FRic AR M, M2, F(lb)a) ) him AL, 7E(la), (b)), =hial persuade A1 consider 2y
il 715 4% 5117 (ECM verb).

AR SO AE B 5 77 R VS B (Phase) BEVR A vP SRR R, X IEGI AMZAS A M AVEAE AT 9T, IR
FELEAE G (1) 53 W1 712 AFAE RS A6 9 55 1] AN 2 K] (7] R

2. SRR
2.1 BlLSTHR

Rosenbaum [2]ili 73 AT A9 S5k Sl ey 2 i RS AL R AE T I o [FIRE S LWL RIS 5 2 500
Postal [3], ik Bl oM A% G5 A4 (K 8 B K A E UM A I RS Ay 55 1 A) SIB 1AL B

(2) a. Mary believes [TP Tom to be innocent].

b. Mary believes Tom [TP ti to be innocent].

(2a) N B IMZAR GMILE R AR AL Z BT HNIRE S5, “Tom” AT A M A EEALE, KB T i
PR SR R AEITME,  (2b) R AR 2 5 B SR S IR R A, FER A HRIE T,
AR “Tom” M(Qa)H AN E BB A B AL R E /)30 “believe” TN E, Lidi2fiz
i, “Tom” HENT FEA), BN T EWzhia “believe” KIEEZEE, WHA)Q2b)FTR. JRA KNG F:iE
“Tom” WJAIZEHFFIEATFE] T & BLIIMARE: MER M) FIEN “Tom” HARKEA FIEIANERHE, HEAERFIS
BASHIRRIZE R T, B “Tom” 52 7 EA) &WEhiA “believe” M, 15 SR RAIL

BIRMAL T ARRE T BIAMRAR LR Zh 1A J5 NP i85 Tl IR & TR L, R B AT P H A L .
[l A 27 R 2 DL (AT, BIAMZIE SR ZOR AN E T, AN E SRR TR ahia i sei, I ABIohR
IR IR B O A s 1T, OER AN AR, Bk, AR EIEEE A LA
Ja B R AL B ICER RN . 51— RGNS KBRS A SR 19 A, AR AT RS Ao A0 5 2 S B B)
o [ N KRGS Y, B AL R b B AL RHE A% & AR T A G IR, (H =3 Bk
WER ML LB R A BA 15 2 & BN .
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2.2. EEBNL D

A TR ARRAL T, Edet AR . SRR AL T, XA IE N, B
S RAEENIEJE NP R AERIE T H R T A AL R A E NI BT B . (HAREAL 74
AFE, EIANE ECM 3l J5 [# NP FEAS il 8 A R SRHOH FARRFAE Y o

(3) a. He persuade Jerry to sing.
b. He persuade [TP Jerry to sing].

Biltn, (3a)h) R RIGIANR R EhiE “persuade” (B FIEFEIER NP “Jerry” , T2 B4 E XA
“Jerry to sing” o WRAEAERAL ML, (3a)B)H R “Jerry” Z AT LLEAE TR AL & K e 5 3 4] 5]
“persuade” fEA) T HRAL T EB AHAR AL B, TEMENIA - BB FBRIEF . MR SR I E A R AT B
FERETEATH, EER B S G AMZAE SR E A)EA B E R R RN NP IR OC R 46 1 3& H T 4b
PS5 AN E AT E 1R, IX P 1) — N s 3 i 9] S b 25 JE O B AR NP
BEATIRRE, RIS FRIC[6]

e h AL 5 R EFE IR T #0548 1B Government Binding Theory (B4 5 4 s BAS) IS HARRR N “4F
&7 (government) ¥ 45 14 5 & (Structural Relations) 5 9% 7E(3a)f)H, LRI LPshial “knows” &fE 5 H
FHARAS 8 B A E1E NP “Jerry” FFAHM R . HLAEG)H T, L¥ahia “knows” EIARER
FE a B —FENTH] A =18 WG] i) NP RS o J5LERIE T (3b) &) H K 515 A ) “that Jerry to be a polite man”
R—NEREIBINAG, EREIBMNAA CP &M, F3hiA “knows” 7E4 NP “Jerry” RIS 47 CP 5 fiBl
B, TCIEHHATERE, WRGEA YIRS, TS E(Eh) F A A

(4) a. John knows [TP Jerry to be a polite man].
b. *John knows [CP that [TP Jerry to be a polite man]].

c. John expects Jerry correctly to do the homework.

Btz 4b, Bach [71FIH there #fi NFNRGE [ & #EBC 1) AVEHRAEIESE T ECM MA)HR 44 R FE I 215
i . Boskovic [SIEAFZ G, AT 2l JG i 42 K i B SRS AEAAL T A R B . 555
B[OTAA “Adis ik A7 2R RS0 ECM Bhia], X BRI H — v, R B RIEE
Yo AL, WEYCNDUE ) ECM 5 A BRPER “to” o

JEAER AL AT B IR S5 R I AR BB A T RS, (RIX P A AR R — @ R . ok
R TR MR N A A8 E A B BRE rT DULHIE MBI F1B G, il (4c). f— Mg, BEE
ANEER RN R RS, TR T BB AR, 3R T iR 7 E(Minimalist Program), 7 # f&i /7
Fp, FEAOMSCOEE &S, BARTEEIRNAER A izl k2 TR, K@ EEIEH K
EAFFIME

3. FHEGISMRIRERE QA

KA A FAE R T7iE, WEE vP SEEEAIE BOEE, S K BRI IR ] — X A
LERIEAT 73T LR

3.1. HRig R
S FR S FER R VP S FRS DLV B (phase) B8, R TN AR AT A 44
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T /e vP 1L . Chomsky ARy, BRI 544 I GG N ANFZ, 41 = DUR B (light vb) 0,
/NG FREbRIE A v, 1 A2 BASE XAy 0, HRS FERid A V. 32300 v BLVP ot 2 i, 1
B VP $et s AE 9 ETE K (strong morpheme), MRSV MEEAL, S kE . (R R IR U7 S E T R A
AN TC I B 1 B iR S RAFAE A2 SR v 3, TR = AR TC A K A i (AR S SAE) WAETE . J5
3k, Chomsky [10]% a1 B HEAT TAEIE, BN T 64 SIS A B o 00 i A 28 20 3 i) 45 R 43 55 ) o
BRI E. 5V AE, B3 RaE A @ENIERRHE, HARBAEMRICE XN, BT aih)k
¥y, 5 T (Tense)Fl C (Complementizer)—i2#iFR A “HLIhAEEZ” .

HGE 1B B (Phase) B 18, Chomsky [111AA A Gk 5 M r A et LAAE B B, it J2 B3 (1)
T BT N AT I AR B SO BRI A R A B B R BT T M B BIHR IR 10 3]
HRE, EARWANSHE BT BB R, B, A S P AR
TG K4 vP FIARER SE ) 7 5 A 1IN CP 45K RE BN TE B . Chomsky = 5K 17 B W 122 AT /I A)92:
s, DA IZ EORCAZ S0 s 1 B A /D BOAZ AL A AN PR AR AE AT B A X 8, 75 & ST 2R 7
e T o TR T B )2 AR BV R ST TR, BRVEASRERE SEIRIBT IR, (HWR A S R AR ATEZL A )
BRE RIS, AT LAHERR 5 JATC L T IR HE S [12]. Chomsky [13]3F T4 HiE B A A kAR, H
BB (EME)HEF B AV CRHE T BRI BEAT, 3 THAE B 7% 28 i HAE UG RRRFIE 75 76 15 B A RE, 1
AR AR (O HRRALE T 7E L R 43 B 6 VO 1B P I PR AT R B AR A VCBC 8 37— B SR R, AT 58 R TE AR
REAE AR o 75 BOR A% O 2 15 BOAS 1T 27 32 P 2% 14 (phase impenetrability conditions/PIC) [14]: 7ELL H A
HUDEIEE HP 1, H B XIRA T8 HP 2 AMARAE VT I, R H RS T i e R R V7 1] [15]. o
J&i» Chomsky [161iAA R K Wahia fEiE VP FIARG)iA 415 CP /215 L, 1 TP #ahas Mk stk gt b
[ vP, VP ZEHARIER .

3.1.1. ECM &t hEkiRsa TP
1E 2.2 WAERAL T, EE SR SR BE NI G A 8 ANEE WA I B TS, (EARE
RE R, HIER A E R EIEMNGN TP 450, e R EIEMN RIS CP 4514,

(5) a. John knows [TP Jerry to be a polite man].
b. *John knows [CP that [TP Jerry to be a polite man]].

BB I R A KPEEEE VP FIbRa)iE 1S CP 2B, 1M TP #ishas i MAE s 4h b
VP, VP ZEERARIE B, BT I, (5a)H A e M A) TP “Jerry to be a polite man” A RERCA —/MTEL,
AR R Ek5 53 ) (defective clause) . [FIFEHE, M IH 41 2% 44 (Coordination conditions) e & Hi il 7152 4% &5 14
AR E AN TP, TidE CP, 4nfil4)(6):

(6) "Mary intends [Jerry to hurt Tom] or [for Tom to hurt Jerry].

B4 6 iR )T AN B g AP A I ST I8 56 A BT 91470 1 #8005 AH IR 26 78 (the same
type) [5]. EBFIG) 6 H1, KA#hi] “intends” A PIANAMERY, HorhAE AMER TP 45, T for 5] &
A & XAME N CP, BRI PTIE S A2 s 48 1) v (1 AN s 22 1 AN B R kA 23 1) TP

(7) a. Mary intends Jerry to hurt Tom.
b. Jerry is intended to hurt Tom.
c. Marry intends for Tom to hurt Jerry.

d. *“Tom is intended for to hurt Jerry.
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HE@TRAT, (Th)yZ(Ta)fipishtt, (7d)yaNTe)mwaite, mb)a &k, (7d)yaEAEH.
R SRIAE 3.1 IR BINIE B T A 2B KA FEUN: AELLH OB RIEE HP 1, H 1
DHANTIRE HP Z AR, KA H RGP SRR VT 1 o 15 BOOMRIERET A REPR TN 2 HGE B
Hh i > el (c-command) RS, £E ¢ A, WEIR — AN 5EBERIEBL CP, Gl BU g (L R 0
i for FIEAME ) K 2 W% 22 800 B ANIE SCRR I T RAG 15 & PR ANE SUWRE, ASRE X b AT A)ikR A .
WU, (7¢) T NP “Tom” #E B 0iE “for” B i, LSRR AT RN BRI . T
(To) AR IASE IR AN TP, ikt il B, PRLMRT DU H 3 AT e s AL e

F, EIEEREIST, SRS P E SN TR R s> CP RSG>5 TP,
DRl s A 7 ) o ) B R AR SR I, AT A 2 R SRR

3.1.2. ECM SG#H R = 9 Spec-VP

Chomsky [17]V NGB OB ENAEHE ST, BEA AT ARELRHE, A AT ARERE, (HEETE B
T R RS ERRAE , O PRSP RRAE S B BRI TR B0l TR B OB A T i s e R AL
o T ARER R OiE.

18 2.1 i, BATT IS R HT IR PR Tovkaf e BARITE AL B AR AL 3h K . Radford [18]3A
N, AL IR s SA B AR S, B Spec-VP IIALE . ANSCHER FIAPE A= E M A DU A g
1 Radford.

The DA will prove the witness conclusively to have lied.

B R ST N, AT AT LU RS AT A ) . 8 rh B A) TR AR R FE G R - A e sMR) TP “The
witness to have lied” 5 3 @] 31 “prove” 4T & I (Merge) 14 i PA 31 1] 29 #% 0 11 % 5 (projection)
V'’ “prove the witness to have lied” . FJid “conclusively” 5 V' i#E4T & IR VP 8E0), Hi#EE, VP
S 5ERRERE “Q” (null light verb) 474 3F, TR v’ T “D conclusively prove the witness to have
lied” , #RJGH5 NP “The DA” HEAT &3, Ak vP 5 “the DA conclusively prove the witness to have
lied” . L CIRBIRFNIR v NIRIEZR, W5I3hiAE prove 52 454, HINAEZLERAIE, prove Al witness #B
BT RNARZ AT E . Bk, vP 5 will 53, W51 NP “the DA” FEA & FiBALE, MR TP 4, &
J& 5258 26 bR A) 3 (null complementizer) #4) B ) 1 B K4 CP.

M T A4 L) Spec-VP I B BEWS A A EAEIIFALYE 5, AT AR AL JE AN i i Ar
FS53 PR R G A € ) P AR R 9 I R, 1) 52 S [ATIA 9 3l R T SUZ B vT LA HR 25 M 0 B o 31w 45 M 4%
HE VP BN B BLAR Bl 1] Dy Hh i 1) VP 5 T HEAT B B B 1A v R ST AME Jo & T AE Spec-vP BN E .
FAPER A AT DRI REMALE, A A EE A S T 530 prove MAMNEBAES, H
Spec-VP HIALE Sfr FATTFIR, NRALRI R 7% S ARZVFOR B8 et IR 5 & I FP AT, —
WA I AT B TTIRIR, BAATRIRE T, 240 DA IRBIM B T X FF, 18It # ALk Spec-
VP AN M) I 05 A 23 T 25 — e iR IR, DRIt AN 23 ST N T .

4. G518

AL T R FSHELE S, @B B IS A vP SRR SR LB AN KR ) B A9 AR BHEAT T
Fo fEBIIRETT ZHIEBEIR, BFFUR ILSETE B A ) T AN E N R) bR EoNERA 46 TP, A
FEAEBL CP,  HH UL AN A S5 A4 P (I A SR U RATAF B 1 e B vP 523G, ASCIRTT 1 98B HI 4k
FAGEE R AL S, WhE T R AL ¥ RN Spec-VP IR AL 1 5l Bl UHEAT T ke
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