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Short assignment #5 
Part 1: Exercise 
 
Explain, referring specifically to principles of case assignment, how each NP in the 
following sentences does or does not get assigned case.  This means:  
 
• For each NP that passes the Case Filter (note:NP, not N!), name the case assigner and 

draw a tree or relevant tree fragment to show the structural configuration of case 
assignment.   

• For each NP that does not pass the Case Filter, find the nearest imaginable case 
assigners and explain why case is not assigned.  Fix the sentence by adding an 
appropriate case assigner or making some other minimal change — and explain why 
the sentence is now fixed. 

 
(1)  a. A linguist found an example of accusative case. 
 b. *[NP The [N' criticism [NP the politician]]] angered her. 
 c. *Three students were [happy their courses]. 
 
Part 2: Anticipating the next class 
 
So far in the class, my short assignments have reviewed or extended things discussed in 
the previous class.  These questions anticipate the next class. 
 
Question 1:  Passive sentences in English pose a problem for the locality of 
subcategorization and the universality of the mapping between semantic roles (agent, 
patient, etc.) and syntax that is very similar to the problems posed by Japanese scrambling, 
German verb-second, French V-to-T, English topicalization, etc. discussed last week.  
Passive sentences are sentences like the following: 
 
(2) a. The suitcase was put under the desk (by Mary). 
    (compare:  *Mary put under the desk.) 
 
  b. The pizza was devoured (by the student). 
   (compare: *The student devoured.) 
 
  c.  The child was rewarded with a trip to the zoo (by his parents). 
   (compare: *The parents rewarded with a trip to the zoo.) 
 
What is this problem?   A very short answer is fine. 
 
Assume that the suitcase and the pizza are specifiers of TP in (2).  Assume that was occupies T.  
Don't worry too much about the optional "by-phrase".  Don't worry (yet) about the passive 
morphology on the verb. 
 

Question 2:  The verb in a passive sentence in Japanese bears the suffix -(r)are.1  (There is 
no counterpart to the use of be in English passive sentences.)  Given your answer to 
question 1 of this part of the assignment, what do the following examples suggest 
about the analysis of  (a) the Japanese passive and (b) its English counterparts in 
question 1?  A very short, but very specific answer is fine. 
 
Hints (please read):  Review our discussion of Japanese scrambling, though these 
sentences are not instances of scrambling.  Assume that 'three cars' and '2 students' end up 
as specifiers of TP, i.e. as subjects.  Feel free to ignore the idea that subjects sometimes 
occupy the specifier of VP before moving to specifier of TP.  Don't worry about the by-
phrases too much: treat them as adjuncts. 
 
(3) a. Kuruma-ga  3-dai  doroboo-ni  nusum-are-ta. 
             car-SUB     3-cl    thief-by       steal-PASS-Past 
                '3 cars were stolen by the thief.' 
 
 b. Kuruma-ga doroboo-ni 3-dai nusum-are-ta. 
     '3 cars were stolen by the thief.' 
 
(4) a. Gakusei-ga      2-ri [ano  otoko]-ni home-rare ta. 
     student-SUB  2-cl  that man-by     praise-PASS-Past 
     '2 students were praised by that man.'  
 
 b. Gakusei-ga       [ano  otoko]-ni 2-ri home-rare ta. 
     '2 students were praised by that man.'  
 
Assume that the passive suffix is just part of the verb, and that the past-tense morpheme ta is an 
instance of T. Draw the by-phrase as a modifier of VP, i.e. as a sister to V', though that might not 
be the right analysis in the end. 
 

                                                
1 The first r deletes following a consonant-final stem, but the world knows the suffix as -
rare. 


