
Partial control with overt subjects: Evidence from Dargwa * 

 

In this paper, I describe and discuss a control structure found in some dialects of Dargwa. In 

this construction, both the matrix subject of ‘want’ and the subject of the embedded infinitive 

may be overtly expressed, as shown in (1) from Khuduts Dargwa. 

 

(1) dam b-ikː-ul-da du-gina uq’ˁ-ij. 
 I:DAT want-PRS-1SG I-only (M)go:IPF-INF 

 ‘I want only me to go (there).’ 

 

Generally, the infinitive construction with ‘want’ does not allow different subjects with the 

matrix and the embedded clauses, as in (2): 

 

(2) *dam b-ikː-ul-da rasul-gina uq’ˁ-ij. 
 I:DAT want-PRS-1SG Rasul-only (M)go:IPF-INF 

 ‘I want only Rasul to go (there).’ 

 

Nevertheless, different subjects are possible in cases when the matrix subject belongs to the 

set of referents denoted by the embedded subject, see (3). 

 

(3) dami b-ikː-ul-da nusːa-ginai+ d-uq’ˁ-ij. 
 I:DAT want-PRS-1SG we-only 1/2PL-go:IPF-INF 

 ‘I want only us to go (there).’ 

 

In my paper, I focus on such examples and show that this construction has properties of 

obligatory control (local antecedent, only sloppy interpretation under ellipsis, obligatory de se 

reading). On the other hand, examples like (3) clearly instantiate partial control in the sense of 

Landau (2000) with the important divergence from standard examples of partial control that 

the embedded subject may be expressed overtly by pronouns and gender agreement on the 

embedded verb. So I argue that these examples exemplify partial obligatory control with 

overt embedded subject. 

Such examples seem like a really serious challenge to all current theories of control and, in 

particular, to two competing minimalist approaches to control: the Movement Theory of 

Control (MTC) and the Agree Theory of Control. I discuss that although initially presented as 

an argument against the MTC, partial control turns to be a problem for the ATC too. It is the 

common feature of all analyses of partial control (Landau 2000, Hornstein 2003, Barrie and 

Pittman 2004) that they heavily depend on the assumption that partial control is not syntactic 

in nature, but a purely semantic effect. Examples like (3) show that partial control may be 

overt and a new syntactic approach both to the phenomenon in question and to control in 

general is needed. 
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