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Verbal Complements

• Syntactically, 

one type of subordinate clauses.

• Semantically,

a full-fledged proposition with its own predicate   
and arguments.

Ex.

(1) She expected to resign from the committee.

(2) She expected him to resign from the  

committee.

(3) She expected that he would resign from the 

committee.



Complement-taking Verbs

1. Modality verbs (want, begin, finish)

2. Manipulation verbs (make, tell, order)

3. Perception-cognition-utterance verbs 

(P-C-U verbs; see, know, say)



Manipulation Verbs

S

SUBJ

(NP)

VP

VP

manipulator         MAN-verb       manipulee       manipulee target event

Mary                     told                   John            [John]            to leave.

Agent                                            dative         agent 

V
OBJ

(NP)

COMP (S)

SUBJ

(NP)



P-C-U Verbs

S

SUBJ

(NP)
VP

V COMP

(S)

Perceiver

Cognizer P-C-U-verb                           perceived, cognized

Utterer (mental/ verbal activity)           uttered state/event

John                              knew                          that Mary had left.



Question 1.

According to the clause integration 
scale in Table (10), explain the 
observed correlations between the 
semantic scale of verbs and the 
syntax of complementation.

~ 楊謦瑜楊謦瑜楊謦瑜楊謦瑜 ~



Isomorphic Relation

• The semantic bond (semantic integration) 

between two events: one coded in the main 

clause, the other in the complement clause, to 

yield a complex event.

ex. She expected that he would resign from the 

committee.

• Complex structure codes the complex event by 

the clausal integration. 



The isomorphic relation that exists between the 
meaning of a main verb and the syntax of its 
complement clause.

--semantics      syntax

--event       clause

“ The stronger the semantic bond is between the 
two events, the more extensive will be the 
syntactic integration of the two propositions
into a single clause.”



Overview of the eventOverview of the event--integration scaleintegration scale

P-C-U verbs modality verbs

manipulation verbs

weakest bond………………strongest bond



Complement types

strong



Complement types



Manipulation

Successful manipulation and controlling agent:

“In a successful manipulation, the manipulee is 
thus less agent-like.”

1. The manipulator--the degree of intent or  
authority.

2. The relationship between the manipulator and the   

manipulee--the degree of direct contact (or     
conversely, of spatial distance).

3. The manipulee--degree of resistance.



Coding devices

1. Co-lexicalization (or ‘adjacency’) of the 
complement verb with the main verb.

ex. (1) She let go of the knife.

(2) She made him shave.

2. Case-marking of the subject of the 
complement clause. 

ex. (3) She knew that he left.

3. Verb morphology of the complement verb.

4. Physical separation of the complement 
clause from the main clause, by either:

– A subordinating morpheme, or

– A intonational break (I.e.a pause). 



Question 2.

What are the semantic correlates to 

the dimension of control or agentivity?

~ 黃怡嘉黃怡嘉黃怡嘉黃怡嘉 ~



At first glance…

John made Mary quit her job.

John caused Mary to quit her job.



A. Degree of intent or authority

B. Degree of direct contact / spatial   

distance

C. Degree of resistance, coercion



“make”

John made Mary quit her job.

?Without intending to, John made Mary quit  

her job.

“cause”

John caused Mary quit her job.

Without intending to, John caused Mary quit  

her job.

A. Intent, control and agentivity



*She made him deliberately quit his job.

She caused him to deliberately quit his 
job.

A. Intent, control and agentivity



*John’s behavior made Mary quit her job.

John’s behavior caused Mary to quit her 
job.

*The political situation made Mary quit her 
job.

The political situation caused Mary to quit 
her job.

A. Intent, control and agentivity



A. Intent, control and agentivity

• “make”
a.John made Mary quit her job.
b.?John made Mary lose her job.

• “cause”
a. Office politics caused John to quit his 

job.
b. Office politics caused John to lose his 

job. 



Direct contact and 

spatio-temporal contiguity

He wasn’t in the room when she entered,

*so she made him come in.

so she had him come in. 



Direct contact and 

spatio-temporal contiguity

They had an argument;……..

1.he wanted her to quit smoking,

but she said she wouldn’t.

2.?he wished her to quit smoking,

but she said she wouldn’t.



Direct contact and 

spatio-temporal contiguity

He left a week earlier. Now, sitting 
there all alone,……

she wished that he had come back.

she wished that he would come back.

?she wanted him to come back. 



Resistance, coercive effort, 

independence

˙The policeman forced the criminal to give 
up his weapon.

For the manipulee, “independence” implies
the ability to mount “resistance”. The
coercive meaning of “force” thus suggest
that it is used to describe  contexts where
the manipulation is meeting resistance.



Resistance, coercive effort, 

independence

Where the manipulation is meeting 
resistance…

a. the firm control is not established. 

b. more coercive effort is needed.

c. probability of successful manipulation is 
lower. 



A. Intent, control and agentivity

• “make”
a.John made Mary quit her job.
b.?John made Mary lose her job.

• “cause”
a. Office politics caused John to quit his 

job.
b. Office politics caused John to lose his 

job. 



Question 3.

What is the relation between referential

cohesion and subject control vs object control?

~ 簡蔓婷簡蔓婷簡蔓婷簡蔓婷 ~



� Referential Cohesion
=referential continuity                   
=the sharing of referents across         

contiguous clauses 

=referents refer to the same      

discourse entity

Referential Cohesion:



� Examples (38) 

1. Shei saw himj [ SUBJj come out of the theater.]

>as he was going out.

=>the subject of the complement must be 
co-referential with the object of the main 
clause.

Different syntactic types:



� Examples (38)

2. Shei saw himj [ SUBJi/j coming out of the 
theater.]         >as he / she was going out

=>the subject of the complement may be 
either the subject or object of the main 
clause. 

Different syntactic types:



� Examples (38)

3. She saw that [   he    came out of the theater.]
John   

Mary

=>the subject of the complement is 
unconstrained.

Different syntactic types:



SUBJ > ANY > NO co-reference

=> The subject continuity across 
contiguous  clauses in discourse is the 
highest degree of referential coherence.

Hierarchy of referential cohesion:



1. She asked to be left alone.

[subject-control]

> She is the one to be left alone.

2. She asked him to leave her alone. 

[object-control] 

> He is the one who left her alone.

Subject control & Object control:



� Modality verbs require co-reference. 

� The subject of the complement must be 
co-referential with the subject of the 
main verb.

Modality Verbs—Subject control



�Example: 

Maryi wanted [ SUBJi to leave.]  

=Mary
=>The natural choice in language is to 

assume subject continuity.

=>The subject of the complement is 
unexpressed (deleted under identity).

Modality Verbs:



� Manipulation verbs require co-reference. 

� The subject of the complement must be 
co-referential with the object of the main 
verb.

Manipulation Verbs—Object  control



� Example:

Maryi told Johnj [SUBJj to leave.]

=John

=>John is the object-patient (manipulee) of the 
main verb and also the subject-agent of the 
complement clause. 

=>The manipulee in the complement is 
unexpressed.

Manipulation verbs:



� PCU verbs require no co-reference 
with any argument of the main verb.

Ex: Mary saw [ that Joe left.]

=>The subject of the complement is 
expressed. [a full-fledged clause.]

PCU Verbs:



Summary:

Referetial cohesion:

Modality verbs => subject-control

Manipulation verbs => object control

PCU verbs => Φ



The two events in the main and complement 
clauses share their referents ↑↑↑↑,

i.e. referential cohesion ↑↑↑↑,

=>Event integration ↑↑↑↑,

=>Clause integration ↑↑↑↑

Summary:



Question 4.

What is the role of PCU verbs in the 
scale of clause integration? How do 
PCU verbs overlap with manipulation 
verbs and show a graded transition 
from manipulation to preference to 
epistemic? 

~ 盧柏宏盧柏宏盧柏宏盧柏宏 ~



a. She let go of the knife.

b. She made him shave.

c. She let him go home.

d. She had him arrested.

e. She caused him to switch jobs.

f. She told him to leave.

g. She asked him to leave.

h. She allowed him to leave.

i. She wanted him to leave.

j. She’d like him to leave.

k. She’d like for him to leave.

l. She suggested that he should leave.

m. She wished that he would leave.

n. She agreed that he could leave.

o. She knew that he left.

p. She said that he might leave later.

q.She said: “He might leave later.”

Strong Manipulation

Preference

P-C-U Verbs 

Weak Manipulation

(Indirect Quote/ 

Direct Quote)

(Co-lexicalized verbs / 

Bare stem COMP verb)

(Infinitival COMP verb)

(Modal-subjunctive)



� Subjunctive����
It is a verb mood that exists in many languages. It is   
typically used in dependent clauses to express 
wishes, commands, emotion, possibility, judgment, 
necessity, or statements that are contrary to fact at 
present. 

� Epistemic�
It is the perspective or attitude of knowledge and 
belief of individual knowers to generate judgments 
of truth and falsity toward things. It provides insight 
into the properties. (relating to knowledge or 
cognition)

Subjunctive & Epistemic

~Metaphors provide epistemic access to the world via the articulation of         

new ideas at a stage when literal language cannot cope~ 



a. She let-go of him.

b. She made him leave.

c. She had him leave the room.

d. She told him to leave.

e. She wished that he would leave.

f. She hoped that he could have left.

g. She knew that he was leaving.

h. She said: “He is leaving.”

Verb morphology : Degree of finiteness 

least finite 

(Bare Stem)

(Bare Stem)

(Bare Stem)

(Infinitival)

(Modal)

(Modal + Aspect)

(Tensed, Restricted)

(Fully Finite)

most finite 

The less finite a verb is, the more noun-like –nominal, nominalized – it’ll appear



Weak manipulation (subjunctive complement)

She suggested that John leave right away.

Manipulation speech-act (subjunctive complement)

I suggest you leave right away.

Preference (modal complement)

She suggested that John should leave right away.

Epistemic uncertainty (modal complement)

She suggested that John may have left right away.

Epistemic certainty (modal complement)

She suggested that John had left earlier.

(47) a.

b.

c.

d.

e.

From Manipulation to preference to 

epistemics 

(Bare Stem)

(Modal)

(Bare Stem)

(Modal + Aspect)

(Tensed, Restricted)



*Strong permission (subjunctive complement)

*She agreed that John leave right away.

Weak permission (modal complement)

I agreed that John should leave right away.

Lower epistemic certainty (modal complement)

She agreed that John may have left right away.

Epistemic certainty (indicative complement)

She agreed that John had left earlier.

Epistemic certainty (modal complement)

She suggested that John may have left right away.

(48) a.

b.

c.

d.

e.

(A subjunctive complement is apparently incompatible with this v(A subjunctive complement is apparently incompatible with this v(A subjunctive complement is apparently incompatible with this v(A subjunctive complement is apparently incompatible with this verberberberb)

The verb “agree”

(Modal)

(Modal + Aspect)

(Tensed, Restricted)



She hoped that he would arrive on time.                      

She was afraid that he wouldn’t arrive on time.          

She wished that he would arrive on time. 

(50) a.

b.

(50) c.

She hoped that he did arrive on time.

She was afraid that he may not have arrived
on time.  

(51) a.

b.

Epistemic uncertainty

Epistemic anxiety



d.

e.

Hybrid

Valuative modality 

of preference

Epistemic modality 

of uncertainty 

Epistemic uncertainty

Epistemic anxiety

Now

Now

She hoped

that he would 
arrive on time

She hoped

that he did arrive on time

From preference for a potential event to 

epistemic anxiety about an event that has

already occurred. 


