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(1) Mary’s winning the contest was a big surprise.
2) a. Everyone ignored John’s being completely drunk.
b. *He avoided John’s getting caught.
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3) a. We remember him describing Rome. Copi UEA)|
b. We remember his describing Rome. (FT B ¥ B4 i)
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4 a. Bill remembers that John stole the cookies.
b. Bill remembers [ pp 4 [cp that [tp John stole the cookies.]]]
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(5) a. We remember him describing Rome.
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(6) a. We remember him describing Rome.
b. Dan kissing Mary bothered her parents.
c. John was afraid of him being hurt.
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(7 [Him;/?x winning the game] was important for every playery.
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(®) a. It being possible that the Rams will sweep is staggering.
b. *Its being possible that the Rams will sweep is staggering.
9) a. There being no beer was a nightmare.
b. *There’s being no beer was a nightmare.
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(10) a. Mary probably being responsible for the accident was considered by the DA.
b.*Mary’s probably being responsible for the accident was considered by the DA.
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1y a. Mary talked about [John moving out].
b. * Mary talked about [(that) John moved out].
ZOFEET, k& EI4 I [uCase]Z FFO DP THDH L EZ D LFHHNARETH 5,

4.5. L

RS ENA FIZ(12)D L 5 2@ HE D454 (DP) R0, (13)D X 9 1T that-clause & OZENHERINFIHETH D,

(12) John preferred [ pp destroying an existing notion] and [pp creation of a new idea].

(13) I remember [pp you winning the lottery] and [that your family roared with joy].
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