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(1) a.* It’s very unhappy that Bill is. (Emonds (1976: 133))
b. It is happy that we all most want to be. (Delahunty (1984: 77))
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(6) Duality of Semantics: EM yields generalized argument structure, IM yields everything else, specifically

discourse-related structure like new/old information, focus, and so on. (Chomsky (2014: 13))
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(7) a.* It’s very unhappy that Bill is. (=(1a)) (Emonds (1976: 133))
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(8) a. Itis happy that we all most want to be. (=(1b)) (Delahunty (1984: 77))
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(8b) TlE. MEhF ‘want’ @ root (R) NAERAE ‘to be happy’ \ZHFE L. 58k LIZ AT L CHRAE T happy’ 13
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