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l. Objectives of the dissertation

The dissertation offers a semantic analysis of @spézers and their non-finite complement
constructions tp-infinitive and -ng) in English. The aspectualizers and their complemare
characterized by a great complexity which is assutoebe contributable to their semantics to a
great extent. In many cases, the aspectualizersyeayesimilar with little difference between
them. A good example of this are examples (1-3)reviigere is almost no difference between the
various aspectualizers. In spite of this it is assd that there are some subtle differences
between the aspectualizers and the constructia@sédte part of, and that these differences are
motivated not only semantic factors, but by prageretd sociolingvistic elements as well.

(1) It began to rain / raining. It started to snow /osving.
(2) Someone kept/continued slamming the door ghtni (Freed 1979: 98)
(3) John stopped/ quit liking rock music. (Brinton 1991: 86)

One of the most detailed analyses of aspectuallzelengs to Freed (1979). In her study, she
analyzes twelve aspectualizers — that of expredbi@deginning of an eventbeginandstart,

the continuity or the cessatioooptinue, keep, resume, repeat, cease, stop, aut also the end
of an eventf{nish, endandcompleté within the presupposition and consequences apprdais
analysis also analyzes these aspectualizers, aldmgathe aspectual verb go on to the
analysis. Other analyses besides Freed are th&towty (1979), Brinton (1988), Dinsmore
(1991), Duffley (2006), Dixon (2005) etc. Thesedstss shed light on various aspects of the
semantics of aspectualizers. Dowty, for examplerkimg within the generative semantics and
using the elements of Montague logic offers a dgusitional analysis of the aspectual verbs.
He defines the aspectualizers by using the atonedigates DO, CAUSE and BECOME (COME
ABOUT). While Dowty is mainly interested in the thuconditions of aspectualizers, other
analyses (like Brinton (1988), Schmid (1993), Boki(1991) define the semantics of
aspectualizers with respect to other criteria, bhesativity (some aspectulizers, li&®p, keep
andstopexpress causativity, while others do not (conssggitences 4-6). Anoter criterion is that
of intentionality, which is characteristic of seakaspectualizers, likénish, resume, quiand
cease.The lack of intentionality can also explain theggtammaticality of sentence (7), including
a the vertfinish which cannot appear with an innanimate, unagestingects:

(4) The flood started our trouble. /*The flood bagaur trouble. (Freed : 78)
(5) They kept the audience waiting. (Freed : 97)
(6) The water stopped dripping. — The drippinghaf water stopped. (Freed: 116)
(7) *Her teeth finished decaying. (Freed : 130)

Although all the approaches presented so far gsefull accounts of the phenomena subsumed
under complementation, they also have their drakgaSeveral of the approaches interpret the
meaning of complement forms as mainly coming frova $semantics of the matrix. The matrix
verb is taken to define the meaning of the comptenferm, so that the meaning of the
complement form will depend on the type and meawinthe matrix verb. Consequently, there
are often such cases discussed and elaborated whermatrix can only appear with one
complement form (either the®- infinitive or the—ing). The problem with this is that in many



cases no clear-cut distinction or ordering can ledenof a certain matrix verb and the
complement form it takes. Apart from a few analy@esffley 2006, Dixon 2005, Mair 2002,
2003, Schmid 1993, 1996) the analysis of the sapsamf the complement constructions is
neglected. The analysis of the eventuality typthefcomplement verb and that of the subject are
neither given considerable attention. The numbearddlyses that give a detailed analysis of
aspectual verbs and their complement constructisrguite low. In order the remediate this
situation | try to give a semantic analyses of agp# constructions with a special focus not only
on the semantics of the aspectual verb, but alab dhthe complement construction and the
subject of the sentence.

Some of the most important questions the reseaaisés on are the following:

- The semantic analysis of the aspectualizers, ttweitplement constructions and the subject
of the sentence.

- The analysis of the eventuality type of the com@etrverb. | am interested to see what
eventuality types (statives, activities, accomphghts or achievements) appear with the
greatest frequency in a certain construction.

- The semantic analysis of the subject also receavgseat importance. | assume that the
thematic role of the subject (agent, patient, elepeer) contributes to the meaning of an
aspectual construction.

- The analysis of the possible differences between d¢bnstructions having the same
aspectualizers but different complement constrasti@.g. betweebegin + to infinitiveand
begin + ing and also constructions containing different agpdizers but the same
complement construction (elgegin + to infinitiveandstart + to infinitive).

- The analysis of the possible factors that influetiee semantic value of a certain aspectual
construction. An important question is whether #spectualizers and their complement
constructions can be analyzed with respect to engastic criterion, or several criteria are
necessary for their analysis, and if so, what facpday an importance in the semantics of
these constructions?

. Applied methods

The dissertation follows the line of a construcigbrframework (following mainly Goldberg
1995, 1997) also adopting elements of cognitivengnar (Langacker 1990, 1991, 1999, 2009).
The approach can be considered constructionishensense that the aspectualizers and their
complement forms are seen as constructions, treydélves being also part of a larger macro-
construction. This macro-construction, containifge tmeaning of the matrix, that of the
complement construction and the subject is assutbedave a meaning of its own which,
although motivated to a great extent by the mairig the other constituents of the sentence, is
imagined to be more than the sum of the meaningadf construction.

The analysis of theo- infinitive and— ing constructions receives a great importance indtudy.
Following Kleinke (2002) to a certain extent it Wile assumed that complement constructions
have both a schematic and a prototypical meanihg.tvo meanings are equally important and
present in the meaning of a construction. The diffee between them is as follows: while the
schematic meaning is based on the notion of schespegsenting the more general meaning of
the construction, the prototypical meaning depemtshe meaning of the construction it is part
of. The schematic meaning greatly depends on tléilgrof the construction in question.



Concerning theo-infinitive and 4ng constructions their schematic meaning is baseth@mpath-
goal schema of the-infinitive and the container schema of theg- The schematic meaning of
these constructions represents the different wdysiewing a situation. Motivated by their
profiles, the two constructions express two déférways of viewing: while théo-infinitive
expresses a viewing from the exterior, theng construction expresses a viewing from within.
Using the terms of Langacker (1991, 1999) we cartisat theto-infinitive expresses sequential
scanning, where the event is seen as happenirgfjuesce, andirg holistic scanning, were all
parts of an event are seen as being simultanepusent.
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Table 1.: The profile of theo-infinitive Table 2.: The profile ofirg
as understood by Langacker as understood by Langacker
(1991, 1999) (1991, 1999)

While schematic meaning is present in all contéx¢ésconstruction appears in, the prototypical
meaning depends on the construction it is parTbé prototypical meaning of the-infinitive
and -ng constructions vary depending on the meaning ofmh&ix verbs. When following the
aspectualizers, the two constructiotasinfinitive and 4ng can be considered to express a variety
of prototypical meanings, like futurity (in the easfthe to-infinitivg, actuality (in the case of —
ing), durativity, graduality.

During the research | concentrated mainly on tresgeectualizers that appear with both tihe-
infinitive and—ing constructions. These aspectualizers are the foigpwegin, starf continue

go onandcease | was interested to see what possible differemegsbe detected between the
various constructionscéase + to infinitive cease + ing or begin + to infinitive start + to
infinitive etc.) and how frequent these differences are.dBesihese verbs, | also analyse those
aspectual verb that allow only fomng complements, liké&keep resume quit and finish. Those
aspectualizers that do not normally appear witheeitheto-infinitive or —ing constructions will
not be analyzed in detail in the dissertation.

The semantics of aspectualizers and their compleomstructions are analyzed with the metods
of corpus linguistics. | have used several corgorahis reason (likd8Brown, Frown, Flob, Lob
corpora,BNC (the British National Corpus) and also the Intém® corpus. Although there are



various analyses that use corpora for the stugspéctualizers (Mair 2002, 2003, Schmid 1993)
these studies concentrate mainly on the analysieginandstart There are no analyses as yet
that would offer a corpus-based approach of theedsplizers and their complement

constructions. In this sense this analysis can dresidered to shed some new light on the
semantic of aspectualizers and their non-finite glements.

The corpus-based analysis of aspectualizers seene tvery plausible as it offers several
advantages as compared to the traditional appr@acimportant advantage is that it allows for
both a qualitative and a quantitative analysis. daligative analysis helps to identify the
phenomena that are taking place in aspectual congoi@tion. By a qualitative analysis an
overall picture can be obtained on the context @spé verbs appear in, that is the complement
forms they are followed bytd-infinitive or -ing construction), the situation type of the
complement verb (if it is a state verb, an activagcomplishment or achievement) and also the
semantic role of the subject. The gquantitative aede gives information on the frequency of the
data observed and shows the relevance of the agsphenomenon.

It must be noted that the present analysis onlgudises the semantics of the aspectualizers and
the complement constructions. Pragmatic and sogjeistic factors are not discussed in detail in
the dissertation. Also, the dissertation is limiteé synchronic analysis and only partly discusses
the diachronic development of the aspectualizeguastion and their complementation.

1. Results

The data from corpora point to some interestingaittaristics of the aspectualizers and their
arguments. Although these data are of a great lagiuthe conclusions drawn cannot be
considered as final or complete. This is even nsaresince we are dealing with continuously
changing phenomena.

Some of the relevant observations include the fohg:

1. The to-infinitive constructions, includingegin + to infinitive start + to infinitive
continue + to infinitive, go on + to infinitivand alsccease + to infinitiveoften contain
stative constructions. Depending on the eventuglipg of the complement constructions
these constructions also show some subtle diffeenthat is, the two constructions
begin + to infinitiveandstart + to infinitive although very similar semantically are also
slightly different. While the former constructiomentains a great number of cognitive
and emotive verbs, in the latter construction theber of activity verbs is higher.

2. Contrary toto-infinitive, the -ing constructions appear more rarely with stative sef®n
the contrary, they tend to appear with activitybgethat require an acting agent. Those
process verbs that do not require an acting agema frequent within this construction.
It seems that very often this construction attesutr certain dynamicity to the entire
construction; theo-infinitive construction, by contrast, tends to express gtaguand
stativity.

3. Among the g constructions the number of dynamic constructioesgaite high (within
the start + ing construction, for example we find a great numleresbs that require an
acting agent, likavork, play, go, move, shoot, push, make.). The nhumber of dynamic



verbs are high in other constructions as wellhicease + ingconstruction for example,
the frequency of dynamic verbs is also considerhlgi.

. The analysis of the subject also receives a gmeabitance in the dissertation. The
semantic value of the subject seems to vary aacugriti the constructions it is part of.
The data point to a great frequency of patient exyeriencer subjects within the-
infinitive constructions (sentences 8-10). The thematicabtbe subject depends on the
semantic value of the matrix verb to a great extéakingstart + to infinitiveandbegin

+ to infinitive as example, the number of agentive subject isehigh the construction
with start (which can be explained by the more dynamic natdirgtar). The subject of
thestart + to infinitiveconstruction can acquire an agentive value evigragpears with a
stative verb. An example of this is sentence (ivhgre the subject of the sentence can be
interpreted as agentive, so that the structtwebe interestedan be also understoodtas
show interes{He started to show interest...). As compared éddkinfinitive, the subject
of the—ing construction is often agentive. In this constmttithe subject can acquire an
agentive value even if it is inanimate (as for eglamn sentence (12) where the object of
the room are almost seen as acting agents:

(8) You want to see him again - just one more tiyoe, tell yourself - and you begin to
feel the overwhelming need to confess. (FROWN)

(9) So we know that so far about fifty percent of anthropogenic CO two has been
locked away in this system in the ocean. And atribenent there is considerable research
effort being directed to try and work out just hawach more carbon dioxide the ocean
will continue toabsorb. (BNC)

(10) If we unplug a TV set from the mains eledijdt ceases to function. But | can not
then say that the real source of electricity is sheket upon the wall.  (BNC)

(11) She started to be interested in music latasrife. (Cornilescu 2003: 471)

(12) When the clock has been destroyed, the resheofobjects in the room cease
attackingat once. When the adventurers have finished wihctbck, this chamber will
probably be a complete shambles. (BNC)

. Theto-infinitive and 4ng constructions acquire a temporal value after gpeetual verbs.

A common characteristic of thHe-infinitive constructions is that they express futurity, a
movement towards the beginning of an actitwegin + to infinitive and start + to
infinitive) to its continuity ¢ontinue + to infinitiveandgo on + to infinitivg or to its
cessationdease + to infinitive Concerning this feature of the-infinitive construction,
cease + to infinitivas more specific in this respect, sirmeaserefers to the cessation of
the event. In spite of this, | believe the sensdutidirity is also present in the case of
cease That is, thecease + to infinitiveconstruction is understood to express not only tha
the event in question comes to an end, but alst, ahnew state comes into being.
Sentence (13) expresses not only that that theebusave ceased running any more but
creates the state when the busses are not runmyrigrager.



(13) The buses have ceased to run. (Dirven 1989:131)

Concering the-ing construction, the assumption that the time inteexpressed by —
ing is simultaneous with the time interval expressgdtiie aspectualizer in question
(Freed 1979, Wierzbicka 1988) seems to be confirmfidus time interval can be the
beginning phase, middle or end phase of a situgtoset, nucleusndcodain Freed’s
terms). This is also true in cases wheng expresses an instantaneous action-in such
cases, the event is recategorized as series, asoighe case in sentence (14). This is
because in the case of théng construction the event needs to have a certairtidara

(14) Well | always feed the birds. Yeah. Give therhit of chicken. Not cooked or

anything. That won't matter. I'll only cut it up alter that's how they like it. Anything

with fat they eat. Oh! I'll be glad to sit down aglaYou've got the to do it and th I'll have

to be ever so careful I'm we wearing a. And so kedindingbits of the Angora wool.
(BNC)

. The frequency of a certain construction is alsingportant point to consider. Although in
this case, sociolinguistic factors may have thags impact (Mair 2002, 2003, Fanego
2004, and also Brinton 1988 link the frequency afeaain complement construction to
sociolinguistic factors) semantic elements alsarsée play an important role in this
respect. The difference in frequency is well ilfagtd by higher frequency bkgin + to
infinitive as compared tstart + to infinitive or the more frequent occurrencecefise +

to infinitive as compared toease + ing While this may be explained by the continuous
spread of #g as it is pointed out by Mair (2002, 2003) and &soego (2004) the more
frequent occurrence of an aspectual verb with taicecomplement construction is also
semantically motivated. The more frequent occumené begin + to infinitive as
compared tcstart + to infinitive is also influenced by the semantic value of thérima
verb (beginis more stative in nature thatart and can also express graduality, features
which are more compatible with the semantic valudeto-infinitive than with -ng).

Another category of aspectualizers contain thosdsvehat only appear withirg
complements, likekeep, quitand finish. The non-appearance of these verbs wath
infinitivescan be explained by the semantic value of the mdtrat of the subject and the
complement construction. The-infinitive construction expresses futurity after aspectual
verbs. The fact that neither of these verbs exgdtgasty can partly explain the exclusive
occurrence of these verbs witing complements.
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