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BFER R OMEEL (330) : This research has aimed to give an explanation to two syntactic
changes which took place in the history of English. The two salient changes are @O the
demise of impersonal constructions and @ the emergence of syntactic passives and
subsequent emergence of new passive constructions like indirect passives and prepositional
passives. These changes are due to the change which took place in argument structure
formation in English. That is, the English language shifted from a lexical-thematic to
structure-dependent language. This means that the clause structure is formed mainly on
structural reasons like the subject requirement rather than meaning of the predicate.
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