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“| expect that Bobby is gonna Bobby?”
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they can’t assume then that the complementis
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. . orce . . .
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. belief verbs (think, know) and desire verbs (want, need)?
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« Comprehension of did and will found as early as 2yl?] » 3-t0-4- @ Belléf verbs can be past, L or fu[’i]ure oriented;
* By 3, children comprehend is V-ing, was V-ing, is gonnal® year-olds desire verbs are mostly future oriented
Baseline =y Test Past Future
: : .. . . e i ' 24% 23%
Our work investigates finite and non-finite clauses. ‘ {pastx2, tuture x2) ZwSW(past x4, future x4) Bflllfr]:ink Steven (has s:e y . Sk:e }
Non-finite clauses don’t mark tense. “Bobby is at the “Bobby is gonna “| expect Bobby to . P PJ-
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Embedded _— \ _— s the slide!” over the pond!” > | want Steven {*to have slept/ /to sleepl.
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clause type ‘expect’ was chosen for its rarity in input and flexibility of valid @ Belief complements resemble declarative clauses;
" t that Bobb ‘o ¢ Bobby t complement clause types. desire complements resemble imperative clauses!®!
expect that Bo expect Bo o : . . . .
Past P y P Y Between-subjects design. Each participant is assigned to the Declarative Belief Desire
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