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COUNTERPARTS, OR THE PROBLEM OF REFERENCE

IN TRANSFORMATIONAL GRAMMAR
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{5% As a
{8} #As an outside observer, I enioved robbing the bank.
{7) *As a participant, I enjoyed my robbing the bank.

The same distinction shows up in £8) and (10)

(8) I imagined robbing the bank. /participant/
(10} I imagined myself robbing the bank. /observer/

{

In the theory of referential indices, one Cannot even approach a description of

these facts. Sentences like {9} and {10} would have

b

he same underiying structure,

such as {113,
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In the derivation of {9}, Bgui-NP-deletion applies. In the derivation of {10}, it
fails to apply; then subject-raising makes the subject of vob the superficial ohe
Ject of imagine, and reflexivization applies, yielding myself. Equi-NP-deletion

applies in the participant reading, but not in the observer reading. For the sake

of Equi-NP-deletion, the subject of imagine is considered identical fo the partici-

&

pant i, but not to the observer i, In the operation of this rule, the observer i

acts like it is not co-referential with the subject of imagine. However, for the

purposes of reflewivization, the subject i is considered to be identical with the

5 £ 47, £ % e s 4
subject of imagine, Thus we have the situation of {12},
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How consider NcoCawley's celebrated example:
{13} 1 dreamed that I was Brigitte Bardot and that I kissed me.

Here we have both participant and observer identity, The T that is the subjisct of

In {13}, the I that stands for Brigitte Bardot has a participant-reading, while the

¥

I that stands for ordinary me has an observed-reading. That is, (13) cannot have

the reading that I dreasmed that I, as an cutside chserver. saw

Lzt

rigitte Bardot kiss-
just like me. I find these facts very mysterious, and I have
no ides of how to account for them. But one thing is clear. Referential indices
will not do the job.

What is happening in sentences like {13) is that more than one universe of

¢

discourse or possible world is being considered. There is the actual world

?'«3
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hich I do the dreaming, and then there is the world of my dream., And in the world
of my dream, I am split up into two people, as in {143,

{14} GL
ACTUAL WORLD .

WORLD OF DuEAM e .
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In the world of the dream I take on the consciousness of Brigitte Bardo
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Cases }, where one person in the actual world is split inito ftwo in some
possible world, cannot be handled by the theory of referential indices, Eimilariy,

cases where two distinct people in one

E

individual in anOther world alse defy the referential index theory., Consider {(15).
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Within

semant

{(ii) / (Ey) (Wy & Icy)y 7 "there is a y such that y is 3 world & ¢ is in e

£

considers the diagram of (16} ns vepresented in {18}, then the expressions

j¢

} represent the state of affairs in diagram {18}, Now sentence {(15) can be
& semantic representation in thess terms, as in {20},

{Bx}

oy

Ey){(Ea)(Eb)(Ec) (Wx & Wy & Iax & Ibx & Icy & a is named Humphrev & b is
named Nixon & (you think (Ax & {(a £ b} & {(a will run against b}

& (b will run against a) & / (not(a will win))or (not(b will win)) 7))

& (I think { Ay & Cac & Cbe & {c will winit) )

a theory of semantic representation based on referential indices, such a

ic representation could not even be attempted,

S 5

There is another range of facts which cannot be described in terms of refer-

ential

o]

ot

ndices, but which can at least be approached through counterpart theory,

Consider {21} - (23), which were pointed out by Leroyv BRaker,

{223 =Jobn wants to catch a fish and he wil

Jobhn wants to catch a fish and he wants fo eat it,

11 eat it,

(23} #John wants to catch a fish and Bilil wants to ezt it.

thinks of these cases in terms of existence in possible worlds, they begin

to make sense. In (21), a fish caught by John exists in the world of John's de-

sires,

have

caught

¢

which is defined by "John wants'. 1In the second half of (21}, we again

John wants', so we are talking about the same possible world in which the fish

by John exists, and therefore we can refer back to the fish with the pronoun

In the first half of (22) we again have the world of John's desires, where

exists a fish that John caught., PBul in the second half of {22), we arec speak-

=g

the real world, where the fish that John wants to catch does not exist and
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