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(1) a.
b. They were arrested, weren’t they? /*They got arrested, gotn’t they?
(Fleisher 2008:2-4)

They were not arrested. /*They got not arrested.

c. Were they arrested? /*Got they arrested?

» |Implicite argument

(2) a.

b. *The ship got sunk [PRO to collect insurance money].

The ship was sunk [PRO to collect insurance money].

(3) a.

b. *The book got torn on purpose.

The book was torn on purpose.

(Fox and Grodzinsky 1998:327)
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(4) They were arrested by Mary.
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(6) The Uniformity of Theta Assignment Hypothesis (UTAH): Identical thematic relation-
ships between items are represented by identical structural relationships between those
items at the level of D-structure.

(Baker 1988:57)

(7) Minimal Link Condition:
K attracts A only if there is no B , B closer to K than A , such that K attracts B.
(Chomsky 1995:285)
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(11)

Mary got arrested by the police.
Context: We are watching Mary standing on a corner, minding her own business.

— Oh wow, did you see that, Mary just got arrested by the police.
(Biggs and Embick 2022:34)
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(12) Q: Did they sink the ship to scare the workers?

A: No, the ship got sunk [PRO to collect the insurance money].
(Biggs and Embick 2022:39)
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(13)

They got arrested by Mary.
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(8) a. The book was given by no student to any professor. (16) a. *They got all arrested by Mary.
b. The book was given by each professor to the other. b. They were all arrested by Mary.
(Collins 2024:113) c. They did all get arrested by Mary.
d. *They all were arrested by Mary. (Fleisher 2008:2-4)
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(10) a.
b. Mary got promoted by her project manager.

Mary was promoted by her project manager.

(Biggs and Embick 2022:34-35)
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