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In G, E, I, and H there are constructions with accusative NPs being the external argument of 

an infinitival, (1) to (4). In P these accusative NPs can only co-occur with an adjectival 

participle, (5), a construction also occurring in E, (6). The talk compares the syntactic and 

semantic structure of these constructions focussing on the syntactic category of the non- 

finite clause, the status of the accusative NP, the status of the infinitive, restructuring effects, 

and embedding predicates (including aspect).

i. As to G, E, I, and H, the infinitival clause is regarded as a TP, i.e., a small clause. Its accu-

sative NP and infinitival predicate form a unit – [4], [12], [8]. The AcI denotes, according to 

[4], an eventuality, which prevents it from being negated. Its subject is case marked by the 

matrix predicate, either by ECM or subject-to-object raising – [9] and [10]. AcI-construc-

tions can show clause union effects, (7). H additionally allows Dative subjects in infinitive 

clauses, the latter only being licensed by impersonal predicates and co-occurring with an 

agreeing infinitive, (8a), – [3]. In case there is no agreeing infinitive, the Dative NP is the 

experiencer of the matrix clause, (8b). As for Italian, it allows Nominative subject NPs in 

the infinitive clause, (9a, b). 

ii. As to P, small clause constructions differ structurally from E, G, I and H ones – [6], [7]. P

small clauses are realizable by copula constructions with verbal być ‘be’ pronominal to ‘it’, 

(10), or “dual” copula elements, (cooccurrence of a pronominal and a verbal element, [1]), 

varying with respect to selectional restrictions (part of speech or case within complement 

phrases, extraction possibilities, [1]). The P counterpart to the AcI-constructions is the sec-

ondary predication over an accusative object via an adjectival present participle, (5), (11) 

and (12). The adjectival participle construction is systematically paraphrasable via clauses 

introduced by jak ‘how’ (11’) and (12’). In Polish, adjectival phrases like recytującego wiersz 

‘reciting’, (11), and wracającego z podróży ‘returning’, (12), clearly function as adjuncts of 

the accusative object go ‘him’. In our talk, we will compare this P view to languages with 

typical AcI-constructions, where the AcI-clause is standardly analyzed as a complement of 

a matrix verb.

Examples

(1) G: Ich höre [ihn kommen]

(2a) E: They believe [him to be innocent]. [8]
(2b) E: A reporter saw [Senator Sleaze leave Benny’s Bunny Bar]. [8]

(3) I:  Maria  ha sentito  [Piero  suonare  il pianoforte].
Maria have.3sg hear.ptcp Piero play.inf def piano [9]
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(4) H: Max  hallja  [a  fiút  zongorázni]
Max hear.def.3sg def boy.acc piano play.inf

(5) P: Ania (u-)słyszała [go recytującego wiersz].
Ania (pfv-)hear.ipfv.pst.3sg.f he.acc recite.ptcp.pr.m.acc poem 

(6) E: Mary saw [Paul leaving the house]. [5]

(7) I: L’ho visto uscire.
  m.3sg=have.1sg see.ptcp geh.inf

(8a) H: Fontos volt [Péternek olvasnia].
important be.pst.3sg Péter.dat read.inf.3sg [2]

(8b) H: Jánosnaki  muszáj [PROi  otthon tártózkodni].
  János.dat necessary home stay.inf [3]

(9a) I: Ritengo  [esser  Piero  uno dei  nostri  più  validi  sostenitori].
 consider.1sg be.inf Piero.nom ndef.3sg def  1sg.pl most  valuable supporters

(9b) I: Gianni odierebbe [andare  solo lui a  Milano].
  Gianni hate.cond.3sg go.inf only m.nom.3sg  to Milano [11]

(10) P: Magda to jest moja ulubiona baletnica.
Magda it be.ipfv.prs.3sg my.f favourite.f ballet.dancer.f

(11) P: Ania (u-)słyszała[NP [NP  go [AP  recytującego wiersz]]].
Ania (pfv-)hear.ipfv.pst.3sg.f he.acc recite.ptcp.pr.m.acc poem

(12) P: Zosia widziała   [NP [NP go   [AP  wracającego z podróży]]].
Zosia see.ipfv.pst.3sg.f he.acc return.ptcp.pr.m.acc from journey

(11’) P: Ania (u-)słyszała go [jak recytował wiersz].
Ania (pfv-)hear.ipfv.pst.3sg.f he.acc how recite.pst.3sg.m poem

(12’) P: Zosia widziała go [jak wracał z podróży].
Zosia  see.ipfv.pst.3sg.f he.acc how return.pst.3sg.m from journey
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