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Foreword

The dissertation presents a semantic analysis pEcasalizers and their non-finite
complement constructionsofinfinitive and 4ng). The main idea of the approach is
that aspectualizers and their complements make amstructions and that their
analysis needs to be done at the level of the ngrigin as a whole. After giving an
overview of the approaches to the semantics of chspkzers and the values
attributed to the complement constructions conakrh@ropose a possible analysis
of the semantic valseof aspectualizers and their non-finite complemeass
constructions. The dissertation does not offerrapiete work on aspectualizers (the
syntax of these constructions as well as theirhil@tdc development and regional
variation are discussed only marginally); ratheaiins to shed some light on the
semantics of these verbs and their non-finite cemphtation. The focus is laid on
the aspectualizers that allow for bdthinfinitive and g complementsbeginand
start, continueand cease the intention is to give a possible explanatidntreeir
appearance with botto-infinitive and -ing complements as well as of the possible
similarities and differences between them with eesfdo their event type and also

other factors like agentivity, dynamicity, causaktc.

The dissertation consists of ten chapters: thé é¢lmapter contains the definitions of
aspectualizers as well as an overview of theirld@aic development (together with
the presentation of regional differences) and oetlithe approach that is adopted to
the semantics of aspectualizers. Chapter two ssarigption of former approaches to
non-finite complementation, while chapter three dadr present the theoretical
background that underlies this dissertation, alsgpleasizing the importance of
corpus methods in the analysis of aspectual congiéation (chapter four).
Chaptes five to ten offer an analysis on aspectualizerd #meir complement
constructions (chapter five on the ingressive asidizerbeginandstart, chapter six
and seven on the continuative aspectualizerginue keep keep ongo on resume
repeat,whereas chapters eight and nine focus on the aspeetrscease, stop and

quit, and chapter ten on the egressive aspectuafinesis, endandcompletg.



Chapter 1. Introductory Notes

1.1 Aspectuality. A short history

The analysis of aspect has its origins in the Geatlool of thought, where there is
a distinction made between perfective (complete) mmperfective (incomplete)

events. The observation that verbs imply a coregletomplete relation results in
the perfective-imperfective distinction as a relatof completion. This in Greek is
a marked-unmarked category, with the perfective tlas marked and the
imperfective the unmarked category. The perfecvanderstood to describe the
state resulting from the completion of an actionpavcess, the imperfective, by
contrast, an event that is incomplete. There tsrd tategory, aorist which refers
to the durativity of an event. Standing in oppasitito imperfective which

describes an incomplete and durative action théstastands for non-durative
events, without implications of the perfective-imipetive aspects (Binnick 1991).
Also related to aspect is the Aristotelian distioctof ‘kinesis’ (verbs expressing
change) and ‘energiai’ (verbs that do not implyead or a result). This distinction
based mainly on ontological observations servesass for the Vendlerian

distinction of eventuality types.

The study of aspect and aspectual categories hbma tradition in Slavic
aspectology. In the Slavic language system the gippo perfective-imperfective
is fully grammaticized being a morphologically medk category of the verb.
Similarly to Greek, the perfective in Slavic is anked category expressed mostly
by prefixation, while the imperfective represertie unmarked category. Distinct
from perfective-imperfective but closely related itas the aktionsart category.
Aktionsart expresses the various facets of a stathe different kinds of actions
that a verb can express. In Slavic languages shexpressed by prefixation, with
the prefix adding new meaning to the verb, likeepriton as inzZgplakat’ (to burst
into tears), terminative, as irddgoreli’(to have burned out), absorptive as in

‘zagovirilis’ (to become absorbed in a situation) etc.



The study of Aspect within the western school afjliistics starts out from the
traditions of the Slavic aspectology, the termlifsaspect’ being the translation of
the Slavic term ‘vid’. There is confusion and cawversy concerning the definition
of aspect and aspectual categories in western taépge. One important debate is
over the universality of aspectual categories, ivrethe terms used to describe
Slavic aspect can be used to match the aspectiggjacees in English, as well as
other languages. Since Slavic languages are Spewifihe sense that aspectual
categories are morphologically marked and overttgsent, in English, the
presence of an aspectual opposition is not obligatand may not even be
specified morphologically. This leads to confusimoncerning the description of

the aspectual categories.

The confusion over aspect and aspectual categisrieflected in the use of the
terms aspect and aktionsart both in the Slavicditee and in English aspectology.
Despite the attempt to distinguish aspect fromoalsiart the two terms are often
used as synonyms. That is, the term ‘aspect’ isetioms extended from the
description of the perfective-imperfective oppasitito the description of other
lexico-syntactic phenomena. It is used for the dpSon of such aspectual
distinctions as accomplished-unaccomplished, dweaton-durative and also
semelfactive-frequentative (Binnick 1991: 140).

Another notion which is closely connected to asplegy and which often leads to
confusion is that of eventuality types. Eventuatifpe as understood by Vendler
(1967, 1968) denotes the different types of everdtates, activities,
accomplishments and achievements (Comrie 1986 diiés category of
semelfactives to eventuality types). Similarly ibe tconfusion between aspect and
aktionsart, the distinction between aktionsart awdntuality is not specified
clearly. Eventuality types, describing the four mvetypes, activities,
accomplishments, states and achievements, arerefemmed to as aktionsart. They
are also referred to as lexical aspect, to difféaés them from the perfective-

imperfective distinction, which comes to be knoverggammatical aspect.

The reason for the confusion over the differerdgrataktionsart-eventuality lies in

the fact that English does not have a well-defiakiibnsart system. Different from
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Slavic languages and also other languages, likem&eror Hungarian where
aktionsart categories are morphologically expregkaefer 2006 speaks about 13
types of aktionsart categories in Hungarian, antbeg those that express totality
(ex. bgar (go all the way), resultativity fdlmos-wash up), exaggeration
(tbnkraganulja magat: he studies himself to death) or lem ¢ontrary, reduced
intensity (irgat he writes a little); or the various types of akisart categories in
German, like terminative aktionsart (exufessen: eat up), inchoative aktionsart
(abfahren: start the journey) etc., in English aktamscategories cannot be
considered as fully present. Although there ardyapa which speak about the
presence of aktionsart in English (O’'Dowd 1998 &peabout the productivity of
aktionsart template, emphasizing the importanceaaticles in expressing telicity,
especially that obut andup)® the idea that particles in English express a well-

defined system of aktionsart categories is not ghyeaccepted.

While it is assumed that some particles, especially (e.g.die ou) ‘up’ (eat up,
drink up or ‘be’ (befriend, becallhchange the category of the verb they are not
generally considered to form a well-defined systeimaktionsart categories. In
some theories the idea that the particles in Engligoress aktionsart is not even

adopted?

1.2 Aspect, aktionsart, eventuality types

Binnick (1991) emphasizes the importance of sepayaispect from aktionsart and
from eventuality types. Although these aspectuégaries interact closely they
are separate phenomena and must be distinguistspeéciAis a morpho-syntactic

' In O’Dowd’s opinion, the telic particle has a ditienal extension meaning. According to her,
directional extension is central to the meaningpafticles in English. Particles likep have an
inherent feature of extension, turning a punctuang into a goal-oriented process. A punctual
achievement verb likaookhas no inherent feature of extension; it is theiglarthat contributes to
the extension, by turning this event into a goadated process. (O’'Dowd: 119).

2 There are several arguments against treating [eartic English as expressing aktionsart. One of
the arguments that question the function of paichs aktionsart markers is the fact that the
majority of particles in English do not form a umiith the verb, being easily movable from it (ex:
he ate up the food, he ate the foodaip.) (Kiefer 2006). Also many particles in Enpliare not
productive nowadays (ex. the prefiXes- or en- cannot be used to form new words), which is an
essential criterion for aktionsart categories.



category and describes the perfective-imperfeciyposition.The difference
between the perfective and imperfective viewpasrthiat in the first case the event
is viewed as simple whole, while in the case of enfigctive aspect the event is
viewed as ongoing. In this paper the oppositiorfgegiviy-imperfectivity will be
understood as defined by Comrie (1976). Comried{pd2fines imperfectivity as a
way of viewing from within, with an explicit refemee to the internal temporal
structure of a situation; perfectivity, by contradbes not express any explicit
reference to the internal temporal constituencg situation.

Closely connected by also different from aspecRlgionsart. Aktionsart is a
lexical-semantic category, expressed by the sewosaofi the verb and describing
the different facets of a situation, like inceptiterminativity, repetition etc.
Different from both aspect and aktionart is theeaspal category of eventuality
types. This concept stands for the different ewdnicture types, activities, states,

accomplishments and achievements.

The controversy regarding the use of these asgdechtagories especially in
English is due to the fact that English is a motpbigally poor language where
these categories are not overtly marked. Aspedpitonally expressed in the
language, and is not specified by the verb likéhm Slavic languages. As already
been mentioned before, aktionsart is not genesadbepted as a valid system of
aspectual categories in English. In spite of titigs important to define it as

different form eventuality types and also aspect.

1.3. Aspectualizers. A definition

Given the definitions of aspectual categories we say that aspectualizers are
aktionsart categories, pointing to the beginninggigssive aspectualizers)
continuity (continuative aspectualizers) or end af situation (egressive

aspectualizers). The definition of aspectualizeas taried a lot over the years,
starting form ‘begin-class verbs’ and ‘aspectualbge by Newmeyer (1975) to

‘verbs of temporal aspect’ by Edmonds (1976) (&édcby Brinton, 1988) and also
‘aspectual complement verbs’ by Dowty (1979). Whilese interpretations define



aspectual verbs as full verbs, there are also appes that consider these verbs to
be auxiliaries or assign them an intermediary stdtetween auxiliary and full
verb, e.g. Joos (1964) calls them ‘quasi-auxil&ri@s cited by Brinton, 1988)
Palmer (1974) refers to them as ‘catenatives’.dvalg Freed (1979) and Brinton
(1988), these verbs will be referred to as ‘aspiers’; this term does not imply
anything about the status of these verbs, but rdteises on their function as

operators (operating on the non-finite complememnistruction).

Ingressive Aspectualizers
Begin to V, V-ing, commence to V, V-ing, to V-ingfart (in/out) to V, (off) V-ing,
set (about/in) to V, off/about V-ing, to V-ing, getV, V-ing, to V-ing, proceed to
V, V-ing, grow to V, come on to V; fall to V, V-indo V-ing, go to V, to V-ing,

break out V-ing, burst out V-ing, resume V-ing,oBunence V-ing

Continuative Aspectualizers
Keep (on) V-ing, go on V-ing, remain V-ing, pergistv-ing, continue to V, V-ing
lie V-ing, sit V-ing, stay V-ing

Egressive Aspectualizers
Cease to V, V-ing, finish V-ing, quit V-ing, stop-iMg, desist (from) V-ing
forsake V-ing, cut out V-ing, lay off V-ing, leawdf V-ing, break off V-ing, knock

off V-ing, give up/over V-ing, discontinue V-ingomplete V-ing, be finished V
ing, get/be through, have/get be done V-ing

Habitual Aspectualizers
used to V, take to V, to V-ing, be used/ accustotoed, V-ing, be given to V-ing
make a practice/ habit of V-ing, be in the habitstom of V-ing, have a habit of
V-ing

Table 1: Aspectualizers in Modern English as lidtgdBrinton (1988)

There are a number of aspectualizers in modernigndlable 1) contains a list of
the aspectualizers in Modern English as given bytBn (1988). Besides the
aspectualizers analyzed by Freed (1979), Brint@38&)l adds a new category of
aspectualizers called habitual aspectualizers byQiethe aspectualizers listed, it
is begin and start (also called as ingressive aspectualizesehtinue, keep (on)
(continuative aspectualizers, focusing on the oomiion or duration of a

situation) stop, quit, cease, finish, erahd complete (egressive aspectualizers,
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focusing on the endpoint or cessation of a sitnatitat will be discussed in
greater detail. The reason for this is that themdyss have an inherent temporal
reference, some of them taking batkinfinitive and -ing complements (ingressive
aspectualizersgontinue, ceagewhile others only allow for the latter (egressive

aspectualizers). These are the verbs that areaaigzed in detail by Freed.

Definitions of aspectualizers in the literaturewadepending on whether they are
given a full verb status or are rather defined agilaries. Freed defines
aspectualizers as full verbs that take sententiaiptements (Freed states that the
objects of aspectualizers are events that takevestkrnominals or primitive
(concrete nouns) as objects). She calls them asgeelrs, since these verbs give
an aspectual reading to the sentences in which dleeyr (Freed: 1).The main
function of aspectualizers is to indicate the ondstginning, continuation,

cessation or completion of the complement Verb.

Although according to Freed the time segments atdiat by the verbs may be
divided along the traditional lines of perfectivedaimperfective Keep and
continuecan be considered imperfectivizers since theyr neféhe nucleus of the
complement, the other aspectualizers indicate rettie left boundary (ingressive
aspectualizersbegin and start) or the right boundary of the event (egresssive
aspectualizers, likdinish, end and completeand as such can be considered
perfective), she also states that the oppositiafegive: imperfective cannot be
considered to be reflected by the aspectual verbstality as this opposition also
depends on the aktionsart category of the complewezh.

Following Freed to a certain extent, aspectualinglidoe understood as expressing
a temporal reference of their own (Freed: 19). Tdigg rise to the temporal phase

of the tenseless constructions-infinitive and -ng (which then become

® Freed (1979) states that aspectualizers expre&sipef time relative to one another rather than
points in time. The treatment of aspect in termplases has a long tradition: it goes back assfar a
the Aristotelian distinction between ‘kinesis’ (ewg) and ‘energiai’ (states and activities); which
situations or subsituations (Binnick 1991). Guilteai(Binnick 1991) is considered the first linguist
to make a detailed study of phase; several othguists like Trager and Smith (1951) also analyze
aspect in terms of phases, also Kenniston (193&gsa distinction between phases of beginning
(where he distinguishes between effective aspech fthe mere inceptive phase) and phases of
ending (as cited by Binnick 1991Kortmann (1991) mentions aspectualizers under #raenof
‘Phasensaktionsarten’, which are ingressive, psxjve/continuative and egressive.
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temporalized); the RT (reference timegtablished by them serves as a temporal

reference for non-finite complement constructions.

The main function of aspectualizers is to indicdte onset, beginning phase,
continuation phase or ending phase of the complerwerb. In this sense
aspectualizers are understood as clausal operaparating on the complement
constructiori. Aspectualizers as aspectual operators operateh@rcdmplement
constructions which although having a meaning efrtbown also depend on the

meaning of the aspectualizer they follow.

1.4. The grammatical status of aspectualizers

Concerning the syntactic analysis of aspectualitegse have been several issues
that led to discussions among linguists within $farmational accounts. Here | set
out to give an overview over the syntactic debAteimportant question that was
raised by linguists was whether aspectualizersparéective or imperfective in

their deep structure.

In his article entitled ‘The two verbs begin’ Pediter (1970) argues for two deep
structures obegin a transitive and an intransitive one. He givesi@wce both for
the transitive and intransitive structure lbégin According to him,begin is
transitive since it has an agentive nominalizafimm as in (1), it can appear in
imperative form (2), it can be a complement of jtrwhere the like subject
constraint holds (3), as well as a complement ofcé’, where the object of the
main clause is the same as the subject of the engit clause (4):

(1) Pete is a beginner.

(2) Begin to work!

(3) I tried to begin to work.

(4) | forced Tom to begin to work. (Perlmuti&70)

* Foley and Van Valin (as cited by Brinton 1988)tstthat aspectualizers meet the functional
criteria for clausal operators. Operators can Ithiferent layers of the structure within their seop
they can indicate tense (applying over the perighkyer), aspect (applying over the nucleus),
modality (applying over the core) (Brinton 1988)sp&ctualizers can be understood as aspectual
operators (Brinton 1988).

12



The arguments in favour of an intransitiveginare the existence of nominalized
sentential subjects (5), ‘there’ insertion (6), ergonait subjects (7) as well as the
synonymy of active and passive sentences Wilgin (8). Perlmutter (1970)
extends his arguments to the other aspectualig&s, continue keepandstop as

well.

(5) The doling of the emergency rations began.

(6) There began to be a commotion.

(7) It began to rain.

(8) The noise began to annoy Joe= Joe began tanbeyed by the noise.
(Perlmutter : 1970)

Newmeyer (1975) argues that aspectualizers (bdgsscverbs) are always
intransitive and subject embedding in their deepcstire. He argues théegin
differs from like-subject transitive verbs such ‘g’ or ‘refuse’ and resembles
intransitive subject embedding verbs such as ‘halppe ‘seem’. Newmeyer
mentions several differences between like-subjedbdsand begin-class verbs. One
difference is that the complement clause of likbjsct verbs can have their own
tense, different from the tense of the matrix, \WWhiE not possible for begin-class
verbs. Newmeyer intends to show that the like-sttlijenstraint has no validity in
English. Also, while like-subject verbs requireraaie subjects, this is not the case

for begin-class verbs as sentences (9-10) also’show

(9) * The doorknob tried to fall off.
(10) The doorknob began to fall off. (Newmeyer: 31)

Newmeyer (1975) argues that the deep structurehisr class of verbs is the

following:

® A final argumentNewmeyer brings up is connected to nominalizatidthile like-subject verbs
do not allow for nominalization to follow them whiceflect the superficial grammatical relations,
begin-class verbs do allow for such nominalizati(sentences 11-12):

(11) *John tried the opening of the lock. (12) Saegan the cooking of dinner. (Newmeyer: 31)

13



The deep structure for ‘Zeke began to work’

S
/\
V NP
begin |
S
V NP
work Zeke

According to Fukuda (2007) the answer to the dehbdtether aspectualizers are
transitive or intransitive in their deep structwan be found in the position of
aspectualizers with respect to the VP. He consideéet the position of
aspectualizers with respect to the VP leads tordrald raising ambiguity. Thus,
when aspectualizers are lower than the VP, they lmanconsidered control
(transitive) verbs. On the other hand, when theeetsializers have a higher
position than the VP, they take scope over therertP, also the external
argument; in this case they behave like raisingdirsitive) verbs (Fukuda:168).
Unlike Perlmutter (1970), who suggests two lexealries forbegin (a transitive
and an intransitive one) with different selectionadtrictions, Fukuda argues that
there is only onebegin and the ambiguity between transitive and intraresit

interpretation is structural in nature, dependinglee syntactic position difegin

Another issue closely related to this syntactic aebis the question whether
aspectualizers are to be treated as full verbsitber as auxiliary verbs. There are

pros and cons for both interpretations.

An important argument in favowrf treating aspectualizers as full verbs is thayth
do not meet the NICE properties characteristic wfilmries. NICE stands for

‘negation’, ‘inversion’, ‘code’, and ‘emphatic afiination’; aspectualizers fail to

® Fukuda points out that some of Perimutter’s arguméor the transitivéveginverbs are correct:
such arguments are the appearance of these vetftes imperative, which also shows that they can
take animate subjects; also the fact they take Bj€cts points to the transitieegin Yet, there are
arguments in favour of intransitivieegin Fukuda (p.163) shows that in case the aspectualiz
undergoes nominalization, e.g. ‘beginner’, thisglnet always have an agentive interpretation also
pointing out that some of the aspectualizers, ditietinueandkeepdo not undergo nominalization.
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meet these tests, since they do not contract witltannot precede the subject in
questions, refer anaphorically to a preceding ydnase or carry emphatic stress.
This made many linguists categorize aspectualizsrill verbs taking sentential

complements under the formtof V or V-ing.

There are also arguments that favour the treatofes$pectualizers as auxiliaries.
The first argument that supports this view is pazgation. Passivization applies
over aspectualizers as it does over modals (sesgdelf®-14), the auxiliaries ‘have’
and ‘be’ (15-16) as well a limited set of full verbsuch as ‘seem’ and ‘happen’
(17).

(13) John began / continued to address the crowdhe crowd began / continued
to be addressed by John.

(14) John will / may visit Susan tomorrow. = Susalh/ may be visited by John.
(15) Bill has eaten the cake. = The cake has batmeby Bill.

(16) Mary is writing a novel. = The novel is beiwgtten by Mary.

(17) Someone happened to find my keys. = My keysehad to be found by

someone. (Brinton: 64)

Another property of aspectualizers that makes tremilar to auxiliaries is
transparency. Aspectualizers seem to be ‘transpacenertain verbal restrictions
and can be defined entirely in terms of the surding verbs. Examples 18a) and
18b) show that the complement verb of ‘ask’ is etge to express a voluntary
action. While ‘try’ seems to fulfil this conditiof19a), aspectualizers do not (19b).
The constraint skips over the aspectual verb, abiths the next lower verb that
needs to be agentive (20) (Brinton 1988: 65).

Newmeyer (1975: 29) also observes that aspectusliead to be ‘transparent’: he
notes that begin-class verbs can take agents btilgir complement verbs can do
so. Thus, in (21beginreceives a non-agentive interpretation since timeptement

clause is also non-agentive (Brinton: 65).

(18a) Ask him to listen (+vol) VS. (18b)* Asknhio hear (-vol).
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(19a) Ask him to try to hear. VS. (19b) *Askmhito begin/continue/
cease to hear.

(20) Ask him to begin/ continue/ cease to listen.

(21) John began to grow faster in his early teens. (Brinton: 65)

Besides the interpretations that attribute eith&rllaverb or an auxiliary status to
aspectualizers there are also approaches thanhdhkeig an intermediary status. So
does Palmer (1974), who categorizes aspectualiretise group of catenatives.
Palmer considers catenatives as having a synthygticermediary status between
full verbs and auxiliaries; catenatives are undedto have features characteristic
of both full verbs and auxiliaries (they share socharacteristics of the simple
phrase which shows that they are full verbs, yeir thassivization property makes
them similar to auxiliarie$) He notes that in fact no clear-cut division camfiade

between primary auxiliaries, modals and catendtives

Together with the verb phrase that follows thenteratives constitute a complex
verb phrase which contains more than one full vBddmer (p.167) presupposes a
tight syntactic and semantic relationship betwdendatenative and its following
verb; this tight syntactic and semantic relatioplams why a particular catenative
cannot appear with a certain verb phrase (24):

(24)* He kept to talk. (Palmer: 167)

Brinton regards Garcia’s (1967) interpretatema plausible approach to the status
of aspectualizers. Garcia (as cited by Brinton: si8)gests a linguistic continuum

from main verb to aspectuals to modals, to ‘havel @e’, and finally to tense

" Twaddell (1963) (as quoted by Brinton 1988: 70yegi the following characteristics of
catenatives: they may follow as well as precedeaisdnd the ‘primary auxiliaries’, they may be
inflected for & person and past tense, they take ‘do’ in negativesinterrogatives, they are not
followed by infinitives of purpose, and they may tie first verbal element in an imperative.
Palmer (1974: 16) intends to clarify and modify Tdall’s (1963) concept of catenatives. He
defines catenatives as ‘full verbs which combinthwither verbal forms in complex phrases’.

8 Brinton notes that in spite of the fact that catares and full verbs can hardly be differentiated
there are occasional syntactic differences betweem. Thus, unlike catenatives, main verbs can
be followed by infinitives of purpose (22); theyncalso be followed by simple noun objects while
auxiliaries cannot:

(22) He stopped to eat.
(23a) He keeps putting candy in his desk (auxilfanction) vs. (23b) He keeps candy in his desk
(main verb function) (Brinton 1988)
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inflections. Proposing such a continuum is acca@rdanBrinton a satisfying way of
answering the syntactic issues raised in connegtitinthe grammatical status of

aspectualizers.

1.5. The Semantics of Aspectualizers

In her work on aspectualizers in English, Brintorgues that — semantically
speaking — aspectualizers behave like auxiliadesording to her aspectualizers
fulfil both semantic and functional criteria forxaliary membership so that from a
functional and semantic perspective aspectualizars be considered aspectual

auxiliaries.

That auxiliaries can be considered auxiliaries franrsemantic point of view is
according to Brinton motivated by the fact thatiases can be analyzed without
recourse to lexical features. Several semanticyaesl define aspectualizers in
logical and grammatical terms rather than with eesgo lexical meaning. Thus,
within the change-of-statealculus approach (Von Wright 1963 (as referrethyto
Brinton 1988:76), aspectualizers are consideredxymress the following logical
relations (in this interpretation T is seen is adig operator that operates between

the two p-s) :

a) - pTp : meaning that the state p comes about frand then p’)

b) pT-p :the state p comes to an end (‘p and themphot

c) pTp :the state p continues to obtain (‘p and thi¢n

d) —pT-p : the state p does not come about, or the stg remains (‘not p
and then not p’)

The first possibility defines ingressive aspecues, the second possibility
denotes egressive aspectualizers, the third pbssibdentifies continuative
aspectualizers; the fourth possibility is not cdesed to define the meaning of any

aspectualizer (Brinton: p.76).
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Another approach, called the abstract predicateoagp, also defines the meaning
of aspectualizers as expressing logical relatidBenerative semanticists like
Dowty (1979) and Lipka (1982) (as cited by Brint@®) analyze aspectualizers as
single atomic predicates or configurations of suymedicates in the logical
structure. Dowty introduces in his study atomicdcates like BECOME (or
COME ABOUT (p): - pTp) END (p): (pT-p) and REMAIN): pTp. These atomic
predicates serve also for the definition of aspatars, so that Dowty considers
that the atomic predicate BECOME is essential & dbfinition of ‘inchoatives’;
similarly, Lipka (1982) (as cited by Brinton 1988)7also considers that BECOME
is necessary for the analysis of inchoatives. Fehmpting a presuppositions and
implications approach also analyzes aspectualagmxpressing a logical relation

of presupposition and consequences (consider htguter 2).

Also, the passivization property of aspectualizerd their transparency and tense
properties point to the fact that aspectualizerd te following verbal form a
single semantic unit Brinton’s (p.74) statementt tthe aspectualizer and the
following verbal function as a single semantic urgtconsidered plausible and is

very much in accordance with the approach takee. her

Brinton supports Freed's (1979) view, accordingwhich aspectualizers take
events as complements. Aspectualizers are condideriake verbal complements
even if they are followed by derived nominals oinptive nouns: derived
nominals, such as ‘conversation’, ‘entertainmemt*walk’ are understood to be
derived from verbs that name events; also primimiwans point to the existence of
an event: either the verbal part of the complenhast been deletel or the noun

denotes an event (e.g. concert, war) can be asstordth an event (apple and

° Dixon (2005) talking about aspectualizers obettes for example in the case of ingressives such
verbs can be omitted that are connected with makirgparing or performing something, such as
‘cooking’, ‘knitting’, ‘telling’, as in (25-26). Vebs with similar meaning are ‘build’, ‘perform’,
‘clean’, ‘wash’, ‘sweep’, ‘mend’. Also verbs relateto consumption, like ‘eating’, ‘reading’,
‘smoking’, but also ‘reading’ can also be delet2d-£8).

(25) He began (cooking) the supper.

(26) She began (knitting) a sweater.

(27) | started (reading) Great Expections last righ

(28) John began (eating) the chocolate cake. ixdl 177)

Dixon states that the most unlikely to be omittesl erbs that belong to thinking, deciding, liking,
giving etc. According to him, the NP must be a tgbiobject of the omitted verb so that the
meaning of the verb could be inferred from it.
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‘eating’) or is the product or result of an evewall-hanging) (Brinton: 83). This

also shows that aspectualizers function as asgesttussal operators.

1.6. Historic change and regional variation in aspeual verbs and the
complement constructiongo-infinitive and —ing

1.6.1. The process of grammaticalization

The meaning and function of the aspectual verbSniglish have gone through a
remarkable change over the years. Not having ailyithe grammatical function
of aspect, these verbs have been grammaticalizédasna result of this process,

have acquired the role and function that they haday.

Grammaticalization can be defined as ‘the changereldy in certain linguistic
contexts speakers use parts of a construction witgrammatical function’
(Traugott and Brinton 2005:99).The process of graticalization involves both a
syntactic and a semantic change.

Grammaticalization is considered of paramount irtgrare both for syntactic
change and for morphological change (Haspelmat®)199‘syntactic reanalysis’,
or reinterpretation of a full lexical item as a mgaatical marker, is central to the
process of grammaticalization (Brinton 1988). Tésutting grammatical item may
become more grammatical by acquiring more grammatitinctions and

expanding its host-classes’ (Traugott and Brinf$):

Grammaticalization also involves semantic changeghat in many cases it is
considered a semantic rather than a syntactic psodrinton: 95). Such changes
are a metonymic shift (e.g. in the case of aspéeterds) or semantic bleaching,
the loss of content meaning and addition of granuakmeaning. In all cases the

verbs become faded or weakened in lexical meaning.

Grammaticalization has often been contrasted twadéxation. The two processes
of linguistic change, although of a different natye.g. lexicalization is said to
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typically include ‘degrammaticalization’ [grammadic > less grammatical
changes]; also, lexicalization does not involveuactional shift to a different
category, grammaticalization, however, does), alsare some similarities (they
both involve graduality (they occur in small, owgping steps) bonding and/or

coalescence (also called ‘fusion’ or ‘univerbatjofTraugott and Brinton 2005).

The selection of verbs for grammaticalization gseatualizers has been motivated
by a correspondence between the motional meanirigeoferbs and the spatial
characteristics of the aktionsart categories (Bnni988). Since aspect categories
are spatial, the semantic change affecting thesbsvduring the process of
grammaticalization has been a metonymic shift frone spatial meaning to

another, not a gradual bleaching from spatial pfresmeaning.

The verbs known today as aspectual verbs or aspizetts have gone through the

following changes:

1. Ingressive aspectualizerduring the Middle English period, a number ofbser
having the basic meaning of movement, motion omgnocome to function as
ingressive aspectualizers; they express the moveim@nor toward — referring to
entry into a situation.

Verbs grammaticalized as ingressive markers fédl iwo major semantic classes:
one expressing motion, and the other expressirgviag or getting. According to
Brinton (1988), the choice of lexical verbs to b@eoingressive aspectualizers in
the history of English seems to have been based two spatial conceptions of
ingressive aspect: either the subject moves towardsnters a situation or the

situation moves towards him/her.

2. Continuative aspectualizerserbs that refer to a location in a situatioduding
the most important aspectualizers of the curreribge‘continue’, ‘go’ and ‘keep’
come to mark continuative/iterative aspect (somenticoative/ iterative

aspectualizers arise in the NE period as well)n({®n:132).

Verbs grammaticalized as continuative/iterativeeaymlizers fall into essentially

two semantic domains: one expressing the closddyect notions of location and
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possession, the other one expressing the notiospafial extent. The spatial
qualities of continuative/iterative aspect are enesin both cases: the first
expressing the subject’s being or staying in aasibm, in the second, it is the
spatial dimension of the situation that is impottdar only durative situations can
be continued) (Brinton: 133).

3. Egressive Aspectualizerghere are a number of well-established egressive
aspectualizers in Old English which however do sotvive beyond Middle
English (Brinton: 143). Most of the common egressaspectualizers have arisen

during Modern English times.

As a result of their grammaticalization, aspectuerbs have not yet acquired all
the syntactic features of auxiliaries (Brinton: 9#lthough semantically and

functionally they are more like auxiliaries, theg dot meet the major syntactic
tests for auxiliary membership in English and ashsthey have been assigned

main verb status.

1.6. 2. The diachronic development of th-infinitive and —ing constructions

Mair (2002a, 2003), Fanego (2004) and also Rud&2@06) give thdo-infinitive
and -ing complementation a diachronic analysis. Mair (20@#3) and Fanego
(2004) contend that in the analysis of these comefg structures, the diachronic
development of these structures also need to nteo account. Although the
difference between the-infinitive and g complement construction can be given
a semantic motivation, this cannot be complete autithe consideration of their
diachronic development, since a synchronic sematggcription cannot explain

the difference between these constructions imitisesy.

In English there are four complement types: thatlo declaratives (29), bare
infinitives (30),to-infinitiveswith and without a subject (31-32) anthg-with and
without a subject (33-34); of these complementatigmes only the diachronic

development of theto-infinitive and -“ng complement constructions will be
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considered (the bare infinitive and ‘that’ complenation have been attested in the
language since Old English times (700-1000) (Farz8ga!).

(29) It is clear he made a mistake.

(30) All I did was ask a question.

(31) Max wanted to change his name.

(32) The best plan would be for them to go alone.

(33) Inviting the twins was a big mistake.

(34) | resented them/ their going with me. (E@mb)

The to-infinitive and -4ng complement constructions have undergaliiéerent
diachronic changes. Regarding its origins tbenfinitive is considered to have
been a prepositional phrase in old English. Theegely accepted idea is that the
to-infinitive was nominal in nature in OE and has become vesdzhlover the
years. The particl®o in this construction is seen as a directional dofpeeposition
that has the meaning tdward According to Fanego by late old English andyearl
Middle English the meaning db changes, losing its prepositional character and
being grammaticalized into an infinitive marker.bikgins to occur where before

only the bare infinitive has been found.

Contrary to this assumption about the status otdkiafinitive, Los (2005) argues
that the to-infinitive in old English is a purpose adjunct and goal amyum
recategorized later as a non-finite clause. Shenass that till the time it is
reanalyzed as a non-finite subjunctive thanfinitive construction has a parallel
use of theto-PP, appearing not only as purpose adjunct butadsgoal-argument
after conative verbs (with meanings like ‘try’),caverbs of persuading and urging
(Los: 17). The fact that the-infinitive gets reanalyzed as a subjunctive clause
goes hand in hand with a massive increase oftdhafinitive in ME (Middle

English) and a parallel decrease in the subjunthigeclause.

As compared to thdo-infinitive construction the gerundiveing is a later
construction. Gerundiveirg classes are assumed to have appeared around 1300
(Fanego 2004) and be nominal in character. Thew\elike all other nominals

and can take nominal dependents of all kinds. HeaenMiddle English onwards,
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nominal gerunds begin to acquire verbal propertsesthat they can govern an
object or a predicate complement (35), they canmuwalified by adverbs or
adverbials (36), tense and voice distinction (&I3p they can take a subject in a

case other than the genitive (38).

(35) their following the child into England

(36) My quietly leaving before anyone noticed

(37) of having done it

(38) | resented them going without me (Fanégo:

The first verbal gerunds in object position appeahe 16" century; the first verbs
to govern gerunds are negative implicative verks iescape’, after which thie-
infinitive has been the rule before. Later, the use of gerwmieads not only
among other negative implicative verbs like ‘avoidieglect’, ‘decline’, but also
among certain emotional verbs, such as ‘fear’,élptlike’, verbs of suffering and
bearing (‘abide’, ‘bear’) aspectual verbs etc. @@m2004)

Besides Fanego (2004) Mair (2003) and Rudanko (RaB® assume an intense
quantitative development of the gerund since ifgeapance in object position; they
all argue that the spreading of the gerund at ¥perse of theo-infinitive is an

ongoing process, far from being completed.

According to Mair (2003), the continuous spreading at the expense of the-
infinitive is also the case after aspectual vehbsis study on the complementation
of beginand start, Mair points to the continuous spreading of tresstruction at
the expense of théo-infinitive; this, according to him, is also affected by

functional and regional distribution.

Compared to thdo-infinitive construction, the irg construction seems to be a
more recent construction. In the casebelin while the begin + to infinitive
construction has been attested since Old Engllshbégin + ing construction
appears to be a late &entury or early 19 century innovation. This is in
accordance with Jespersen’s Modern English Grammbich states that the

earliest entry obegin+ing is from 19" century British English (Mair 2003:330).
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Unlike begin, startis not used as a verb of inception before tHe dhtury. In the
case ofstart + ing cannot be considered to be spreading at the egpsnheto-
infinitive, since wherstart acquires its meaning as an inceptive verb it édusoth

with —ing and theto-infinitive constructiof’.

Using the BROWN and LOB corpora and their 1990sbiirg matches, FROWN
and FLOB Mair (2003) compared data from 1961 anelli®?. Tables 2-3) show
the presence of the-infinitive and g complementation aftdseginandstartin
British and American English: indeed, the numberinf complementation shows
an increase in 1991/ 92 as compared to the dataI861. Tables 2-3) also reflect
the regional variation in the diachronic developtmeinthe two constructions. As
the data show, in 1961 the-infinitive was the norm both in British Englishdim
American English. While, however, in American Esfglia significant diachronic
change has taken place, thmg-rapidly spreading at the expense of toe
infinitive, in British English the diachronic change has beén so intensive. In

British English theo-infinitive has remained the statistical ndfm

According to Mair, the diachronic change within Amgan English is the most

spectacular in the press, which being an agileggequickly responds to the trends
in language (in other genres, e.g. fiction, tivg-eonstruction is not so dominant).
Table 4) shows that the number afig-constructions is significant in the category

of pressn both American corpora, Brown and Frown.

To-infinitive vs. ing after begin

British English American English
1961 260:23 47: 49
1991/92 204:20 202: 95

Table 2. To-infinitive and -ing constructions after begin in 1961 and 1991/92.aDat
published by Mair (2003:336)

19 Mair (2003) notes that the gerund is more firmigrenched witrstart than withbegin which is
partly due to the fact that whetartbegan to be used as an inceptive verb, bottothainitive and
-ing could be used for complementation. As such, thehd@nic change and regional variation has
been more intense in the casdegin

1 Mair (p.337) notes that in British newspapers.(€he Guardian) the-infinitive is still the
statistical norm, so that theng complementation is a relatively rare additionaliampt
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To infinitive vs. -ing after start:

British English American English
1961 36:52 230:53

1991/92 49:59 59:110

Table 3 To-infinitive and —ing constructions after start in 1961 and 1991/92.aDat

published by Mair (2003:336)

To-infinitive vs. -ing after beginin selected genres:

Brown Frown
To-infinitive -ing To-infinitive -ing
A-C (press) 22 10 19 26
D-J 126 25 88 37
(other nonfiction)
K-R (fiction) 82 18 95 32

Table 4. Data published by Mair (2003:337)

Rudanko (2006) in his study on the sentential cemgeintation of ‘accustomed’
also states a gradual spreading@fHng complements at the expense of the
infinitive complement construction. Based on his findings ftbe Times corpus,
he identifies five stages in the diachronic develept of the two constructions;
this development ranges from the dominance oftdkiefinitive form (stage 1) to
the situation where theo-ing complementation exceeds the number of tthe

infinitives which become more and more rare (stagé 5)

Similarly to Mair (2003), Rudanko (2006) also dwetin the differences that exist
between present-day American English and BritisgliEn in this respect. He also
states a more frequent occurrence iafj-n American English and the dominance
of to-infinitive constructions in British English. Although in bothmerican

English and British English the numbertof-ing complementation has increased,

2 The fives stages in the developmenaoéustomed + to infinitives.accustomed + to ing
identified by Rudanko are:

Sentential complements are invariably or almosaiiably of theto-infinitive form
To-ingcomplements begin to emerda-infinitivesare still more frequent

To —ingcomplements become more frequent tteaimfinitives

To- ingcomplements advance further goenfinitivesbecome more and more rare

To —ing complements become readily compatible with exiactandto-infinitives become
more rare

aokrwnPE

25



the number oto-ing after ‘accustomed’ seems to be more dominant iredgan
English than in British English (Rudanko, 2006).

An increase of theirg complementation over the last 500 years is alsedby
Fanego (2004). Analyzing the verb ‘intend’ andctsnplementation, Fanego notes
that gerundives after ‘intend’ are slowly gaininggnd, despite the fact that these
verbs, being volitional verbs, are expected to apmaly withto-infinitives She
names several factors that influence the spreagenindives. Such factors are
style (informal registers can promote the use aofiggives), social and regional
variation (the spreading rate ahg is not the same in all varieties of English) and
also entrenchment (the-infinitive tends to be retained in contexts where it is most
entrenched). Fanego also notes that the spreadiggbeems to be more increased
in American English than in British English, whetleis trend is not clearly

discernable yet, but is likely to be well attesiethe near future.

Two other aspects which will not be dwelt on irstbissertation but which are also
important are register and regional variation. Tloamsidering the aspectual verbs
beginandstart there is also a difference between them concertiiagcontext in

which they are usediegin (similar tocommencgis used in more formal contexts

thanstart, which is more informal.
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Chapter 2. Aspectual complementation

2.1. Former approaches

The question of aspectual complementation has treeroncern of linguists for
many years; starting from traditional grammariadsspersen, 1940), through
generative linguists (Rosenbaum (1967), Kiparskg Kiparsky (1970), Menzel
(1975)) to functionalists and cognitive linguis@iyon (1993), Wierzbicka (1988),
Langacker (1991), Duffley (2006)) there have beemynattempts to explain the
phenomenon of complementation. In what follows ieftwverview will be given
of the approaches taken to complementation anccaspity as well as the values
and factors with respect to which these phenomara heen defined.

2.1. 1. Approaches within Generative Grammar

In early generative grammar, complementation waslganalyzed from syntactic
considerations, with the aim to define and spedhg rules underlying the
derivation of the surface forms of complementati@g. Chomsky (1965),
Rosenbaum (1967), Ross (1969)). An important qoestn transformational
grammar connected to complementation was to determnder what node the
complement forms appear (whether they are dominageah NP node or not) and

also what transformations in their derivation seh& complement forms undergo.

A detailed analysis of complementation of the earyiod is that of Rosenbaum
(1967). In his theory Rosenbaum is concerned with way complementation

forms are organized and structured in their degptsire and also with the rules
that underlie and motivate their surface form. Thmplement constructions in his
theory are differentiated according to whethereghisran NP node in deep structure

or not®

3 Rosenbaum makes a distinction between complefoems dominated by an NP node and those
that are not, and states that aspectual verbs dpéhorthis latter group. This is shown by the fact
that aspectual verbs cannot be passivized and psaefied, as (1-2) also show:

(1) *Cry was begun was begun by her (Rosenbaum: 11)
(2) ? What she began was cry
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Although the early transformational grammar temal$é purely syntactic being
descriptive rather than explanatory, there are siadies which involve semantic
factors in their analysis. An important line of tight is represented by generative
semantic¥’ where the analysis of syntactic constructions lve® semantic
considerations. Dowty (1979) offers a decomposdioanalysis of eventuality
types by making use of the elements of intensidogic and the sentential
operators DO, BECOME and CAUSE. With the help @sthatomic predicates he
gives a semantic analysis of the eventuality typesthe truth-conditional
framework. A drawback of Dowty’s analysis can begidered the fact, that it is
based solely on truth-conditional considerationgh@ugh his analysis is of a great
interest since it offers a detailed semantic amalgs verb types it cannot answer
fine-grained differences between the aspectual svehg. betweerstart and

begin.

Along the line of generative semantics there is algroup of formal semanticists
who investigate the syntax-semantics interface sgfeat and complementation.
Significant studies of aspect are published bypHRHanna (1999), Krifka (1989),
Partee (1995, 1999) to mention only a few. The cispé categories in these

studies are analyzed in a truth-conditional framdgwo

Relevant analysis of aspect is Henk van Verkuylekw(1972), entitledOn the
Compositional Nature of the Aspecite significance of Verkuyl's book can be
explained by the fact that it is among the firstlgges which treat aspect as a
compositional phenomenon. An important claim Vetkonakes is that aspect is
expressed at the level of the VP; in his theoryardy the verb but the subject and
the object are also considered to carry an aspectlae. Verkuyl (2005)
underlines the importance of treating aspectualsels at phrase level rather than as
lexical categories. The idea that besides the b#ael elements of a construction,

the specifier and the complement also play an itapbrrole in the semantic

4 Generative semantics, grown out from early tramségional grammar (but standing in
opposition to Chomsky’s grammar) is a principleeated grammar which assumes that deep
structure is the sole input to semantic interpi@tathe generative semantics as a linguistic
orientation ceases to exist at the end of 198@sidisas expressed by this line of thought have been
incorporated into cognitive linguistics, Constrocti Grammar and also Head-Driven Phrase
Structure Grammar (HPSG).
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behaviour of an aspectual construction reappearsany theories of aspect, like
Hale and Keyser (2002) Zagona (2005), Guéron (2004).

An important issue that receives attention withiengrative accounts is the
analysis of certain aspectual categories like ewdnicture, quantification and
boundedness and the relation between them. Thes figclaid on the analysis of
aspectual roles and thematic roles which a verlg@sdo its internal arguments.
These may have different functions and be describéi@rently in various
interpretations (e.g. in Tenny’s (1994) approaaytare defined ameasurepath,
andterminug. The semantic roles are thought to account ferdifferent event
types especially for the difference between stataed change-of-state verbs, like
accomplishments and achievements. Approches inrésigect are the work of
Tenny (1994), Hale and Keyser (2002), Ramchandq)L89 mention only a few.
Common to these approaches is the idea that thargenfeatures are attributable
not only as projected by the semantic and syntdesitures of the aspectual head
but to the entire aspectual construction. In tleispect these approaches can be
considered as aiming toward a constructional amsaly3ther works which deal
with the syntactic-semantic analysis of verbs dredrtargument constructions are
that of Borer (1994), Levin (1993), Levin B. Rapp#pand Hovav M. (1995,
2005) and also Pustejovsky (1995).

By the analysis of events types the interest lgggeeially in the construal of events
and their mapping into syntax. It is generally assd that the construal of
different event types is due to their differencesymtactic positions. A chain of
different syntactic positions and also a seriesnolvements (from one syntactic
position to another) are assumed to account foexistence of various event types
and their semantic behaviour. Figure 1) shows thterpretation of an

accomplishment event type as understood in Guén@984) interpretation. To

account for the lexical and also syntactic repregem of event types Guéron

!> Hale and Keyser (2002) see the difference betwleemifferent event types as expressed by the
relation between specifier and complement, whetherspecifier already possesses the attribute
expressed by the construction (stativity) or cortshave or lack this attribute (constructions

expressing change of state). The terms they uskffeyrentiate between these types of verbs are
central coincidence (stativity) or terminal coinmite (non-stativity): these features higly depend
on the dyadic head V which can project a centralaidence or a terminal coincidence relation.
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presupposes various levels of event construal. efThase the syntactic

representation of VP, containing the inherent fesstlof the verbal head (in this
case whether it is specified for (+/-ext (endelg fkevel of vP, showing the event
type of the construction (the spatial extension ¥R) finally the TP level which

shows the temporal extension of the event type.iodarlevels of syntactic

representation are present in other accounts ad (®amchand (1997),

Demirdache und Uribe-Etxebarria (2004, 2005) etc.

TP
Specw T
J0|hn T YP
[+|pers] |Past Spec )

John \Y; VP

[+ext] [+pl]] V DP
read the book
[+ext] [+ext]

Figure 1: The structure of an event type (accormpient) in Guéron’'s (2004)

interpretation

Besides the analysis of event types the syntaetitastic representation of Tense
and Aspect also receives considerable attentidrerelare several works that give
a semantic interpretation of the structural repreg®n of Tense and Aspect.
Among such works we find that of Ramchand (1997@rmiirdache and Uribe-

Etxebarria (2004, 2005) and also Alessandra Giargi Fabio Pianesi (1997).
Written in a generative framework, these works ¢ew@pdetailed syntactic analysis
with a formal semantic one. They can be regardedamsattempt to link

morphosyntactic properties of tense and aspecta&gories with semantic
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representation. Similarly to other theories on Eeasd Aspect like (Smith 1997,
2005) and Zagona (2005), these theories startroot the Reichenbachian (1947)
system, making use of the spatial-temporal categaritroduced by him, namely
UT-utterance time, RT-reference time, and also #dhetime. Tense and Aspect
are interpreted as functional heads that relatevdmt UT-RT (Tense) as well as
well RT-ET (Aspect).This line of thought, presentmany accounts of Tense and
Aspect has its origins from Klein (1995) who tredense and Aspect as dyadic
predicates that take time-denoting phrases as angism

Demirdache and Uribe-Etxebarria (2004, 2005) giwetiled analysis of Aspect
and temporal expressions. Their model of tempaptesentation reduces Tense
and Aspect to the same set of semantic primitigesng a semantic and syntactic
parallelism of these categories. Tense and aspecteen as functional heads,
predicates of spatio-temporal ordering, that locateentity the Figure (F) with
respect to the Ground (G). The relation expresse@idmse and Aspect is defined
with respect to the semantic category of (non)egrtincidence of the figure with
respect to the ground. Figure 2) shows the phragetsre of Tense and Aspect as
understood by Demirdache und Uribe-Etxebarria (2004

TP
N
uT-T T
T
T° ASP-P
N
AST-T  ASP
N
ASP VP
N
EV-T VP

Figure 2: The representation of tense and aspeddéairdache and Uribe-Extebarria
(2004)
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Concerning the analysis of aspectual verbs, thexeoaly few accounts of these
verbs and their complement constructions in geiverdramework. The early
approaches to aspectualizers (Perimutter's (19@k whe two verbs begirand
also Newmeyers'’s paper (197Bhglish aspectual verbare primarily syntactic in
nature with a debate over the status of aspectual@vhether they are raising or

control verbs).

TP
N
Bill T
N
T H-AspP
T
H-Asp vP
start _~__
Bill v
=~

to run
Figure 3: The structure start + to infinitiveas understood by Fukuda 2007

TP
N
Bill T
N
T vP

running
Figure 4: The structure start + ing as understood by Fukuda 2007
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Recent approaches (Fukuda 2007, Thompson 2005)spectalizers define
aspectual verbs as functional heads that projecAsm Phrase (AspP). The
appearance of the aspectual verbs wathnfinitive or -ing is explained by the
position of aspectual verbs. When they appear belBwthey appear witto-

infinitives; on the contrary, when their positianunder vP they only allow for —
ing complements. Figures (3-4) reflect the syntactsiton of these verbs, first

with to-infinitives (figure 3) and then withirg complements (figure 4).

In Thompson’s (2005) analysis of aspectual verlessyntactic structure of these
verbs also plays an important role. In her accahataspectual verbs are given a
different position in the syntactic tree. While iagsives aspectual verbs, liiart
andbeginare embedded under VP, other aspectual verbs pechmher position

in the tree. Aspectual verbs involving a beginnamgl middle phase (onset and
nucleus) likekeep andcontinueare represented inside vP; finally, aspectual srerb
expressing the end of a situatidmish, endand stop are embedded under AsP.
Figures (5-6) show the position of the aspectuddvén the syntactic tree.

TP

N
DP T
N
T AspP
N
Asp vP
S
Y VP

=~
\%

Start

Figure: 5. The syntactic representatiorsiaiitin Thompson’s (2005) theory
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TP

DP T

T AspP

Asp vP

continue V

Figure 6: The syntactic representatiorcoftinuein Thompson’s (2005) theory

TP

N
DP T
N
T AspP
T
Asp vP
| T
finish \Y VP

Figure 7: The syntactic representatiorioish in Thompson’s (2005) theory

Although generative approaches offer an analys& ttan partly explain the

appearance of the aspectual verbs with the diffecemplement forms, they
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cannot account for the subtle differences betwkeraspectual verbs (e.g. between
beginandstari). Neither can they explain the similarities anffedlences between
the constructions containing the aspectual verb taedcomplement form (e.g.
betweenstart + to infinitive andstart + ing or betweerbegin + to infinitive and
start + to infinitve). In order to account for the semantics of thesgstructions a
more fine-grained semantic analysis is necessanghwtakes into account the

semantic feature of each constituent of the coattnu.

2.1.2. Approaches within Functionalist and Cognitie Grammar

Besides generative grammar, important researchoofptementation has been
done in functionalist and cognitive grammar. Fumalist and cognitive
approaches are similar in treating complement foamsorm-meaning pairings
(symbolic entities) and also in considering theasee’'s choice of complement
forms as governed by functional and cognitive fesstarespectively (Horie,
2000:5). The number of linguists working within tHanctionalist-cognitive
framework is multifold. The works of Langacker (199 Croft and D.A. Cruse
(2004), Halliday (2004), Dik and Kees Hengeweld9aPare just a few of the
studies written in a functionalist-cognitive framak. Common to these
approaches is that extralinguistic factors suchopgchood, iconicity (functional
approaches), conceptualization and categorizat@rgntive approaches) are
considered important. Since some elements of degrngrammar will be adopted
in this dissertation, the presentation of cognitagproaches to complementation

will receive special focus.

In cognitive approaches the different complemeotafiorms are meaning-form
pairings motivated to a high degree by the waysihetion is conceptualized and
categorized. The meaning and function of linguisinits are taken to be defined
according to idealized cognitive models (ICMs) (btk 1987) which contain all

the background information necessary for the d&bimi of the meaning of a
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word™®. Complement forms are often considered to haveersatic meaning

(Langacker (1991), Dirven (1989), Duffley (2006Dirven (1989) defines schema
as an abstract characterization of an expressibithwean be described by stating
that it embodies the use of the expression in flit occurrences. It can be
considered an abstract representation of an expressall the contexts it appears

in.

Within functionalist and cognitive approaches coenpéntation and aspect have
been analyzed with respect to several criteria. fetwtors according to which

aspectual categories have been defined are varanging from formal-semantic

to semantic-temporal and temporal-modal and event&emporal considerations.

Recent works with a detailed analysis of both teasgect categories and
complementation are for example that of Dirven &atlden (2007), Langacker
(2009), R.M.W. Dixon and A. J. Aikhenvald (2006).

2.2. Values attributed to complementation

2.2.1. The criteria of factivity and implication

That semantics plays an important role in complgatem is realized even in
early generative linguistics, so that e.g. Mena8l76:35) states that ‘.a deeper
understanding of the process of complementation reoxdinalization came with
the realization that these processes are in patérrdmed by semantic
considerations. The semantic categories according to which verbaiptements

are analyzed are factivity, implication, mood analdatity etc.

18 akoff (1987:68) defines an ICM as a complex whaegestalt, structured by frames and
schemas (which are different forms of organizing atructuring background knowledge) and also
metaphorical and metonymic mappings. The orgamimadf ICMs can be highly complex, so that
ICMs can even form a cluster of highly complex stiwes (cluster models, where a number of
cognitive models are used to define the meaning obncept (Lakoff : 74). The importance of
ICMs is significant since they show how a certaituagion, concept etc. is conceptualized and
categorized; they also serve as a basis for thenargtion and structuring of different
categorization forms, which are called mental spaiteterms of Fauconnier (1994) and also Cutrer
(1994).
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An important paper within early transformationalagymar that stresses the
importance of semantic considerations along sywtashes is Kiparsky and
Kiparsky’'s Fact (1970). Kiparsky and Kiparsky arzayverbal complements in
terms of factivity. They distinguish between faetifthat have a head noun FACT
in their deep structure) and non-factive verbst(tltanot have a head noun FACT
in their deep structure); with this distinction yhentend to explain both the
meaning and syntactic behaviour of verbal complémérhus, while gerunds are
taken to appear as objects of factive predicates aansuch have a head noun
FACT in their deep structurég-infinitives do not appear with factive predicates

but can only appear as objects of non-factive veaabshe sentences below show:

(3) Everyone ignored Joan’s being completely dr(factive predication)
(4)* Everyone supposed Joan’s being completely kirfgnon-factive predication)
(5) | believe Mary to have been the one who didribn-factive predication)

(6) * | resent Mary to have been the one who difatctive predication)

The deep structure Kiparsky and Kiparsky assumefdotive and non-factive

predication is the followiny:

factive NP non-factive: NP
AN |
NP S S

The criterion of factivity in the analysis of comepientation has been applied by
other linguists as well. Dirven (1977) as well(4989) and Menzel (1975) also use
this criterion in their analysis of complementatidimey both accept Kiparsky and
Kiparsky’s approach to complementation (the presesfche head noun ‘Fact’ in
the case of factive predication) but at the same ttlaim that this criterion is not

enough to differentiate between the values of ttedyaed complement forms.

17Kiparsky and Kiparksy (1970) argue that the digtorcfactivity vs. non-factivityalso serves for
the explanation of certain syntactic phenomena.l&®\factive constructions do not allow the raising
of embedded sentences (7-8) - with ‘regret’ asctivia verb), non-factives do (‘believe’ as a non-
factive verb in (9-10).

(7) Fred regrets that Bacon is a real author.
(8)* Fred regrets Bacon to be a real author.
(9) Fred believes that Bacon is the real author.
(10) Fred believes Bacon to be the real author.
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The new criterion that Dirven and Radden (197 ouhtice in their theory is the
notion of implication (the truth of the main clausmplies the truth of the
complement clause). They distinguish between imaplie and non-implicative
complement constructions. As far as aspectual varikstheir complementation
forms are concerned, they make a distinction betviegin, startand continue,
which are implicative verbs, implying the truthtbe complement verb, and other
aspectual verbs, such s®p, quit, finishgive and cease td-ing, which are non-

implicative.

Menzel (1975) also introduces new criteria in thalgsis of complementation. He
argues that in order to dissolve the ambiguity ketwthe factive and manner
reading of the gerund (11-12), other specificatadnthe semantic value of the

gerund is necessary.

(11) | approve of his writing.
(12) His drinking annoyed me.

The ambiguity between the factive and manner rgpairihe gerund appears when
gerunds are embedded under factive verbs and, mezdffls opinion (1975) it is
due to the EVENT reading of the gerundive and #wive reading of the matrix

verb.

Menzel argues that gerundives have the head nolaNEMn their deep structure.
He considers that the factive reading of the gemendepends solely on the matrix
verb; it is the feature (+FACT) of the matrix thaelds the factive reading of the
gerundive (p. 137). The manner reading results ftoenfact that the gerundives
denote an EVENT, and as such it can only leadrteaner reading, so that what
has been considered the manner reading of the djgeums in fact its event

readingd®.

18According to Menzel, when gerunds appear with remiive verbs, the ambiguity betwean
factive and a manner reading disappears as irtéisis gerunds cannot have a factive reading at all.
Thus, while the sentence below is well-formed wiith noun event, it cannot work with fact:

(13) Fred saw/desired the event/*fact of Bill’stimi¢y John.
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2.2.2. Mood and modality

Besides the criteria of factivity and also implioat the occurrence of different
complement forms is also explained by the criteianood and modality (Cf.
Vendler, 1968 and Bolinger 1968, 1978).

The first significant approach to complementationterms of mood is that of
Vendler (1968). In his discussion on nominalizasiovendler introduces the term
‘container’, which he defines as ‘the sentence mobh a noun-gap suited for a
nominal’ (Vendler, 1968:31) (a nominal is interpreted asrtben phrase resulting
from a proper nominalization (Vendler, 1968). VemdHdifferentiates between
types of ‘containers’ depending on their structamel also their compatibility with
nominals (‘co-occurrence restrictions’). He presaraeclose relationship between

the type of nominal and the semantic value of trdainer.

As regards theo-infinitive and ng complementation forms, Vendler considers
that the choice between the-infinitive and the #g depends on whether the
container requires the indicative, or rather thgsctive in the matrix (‘matrix’ in
Vendler’s term is the sentence undergoing a nomzai@bn). Thus, Vendler states
that *....we accepto V instead of Ving more readily if the container does not
clearly require the indicative in the matrix, and accept Mng instead ofto V +

more readily if the container does not clearly @adé the subjunctive in the matrix’
(p.65).

Modality is also used as a criterion in the analydicomplementation. Not only in
generative accounts, (e.g. Levin 1993), but aldarnctional-cognitive approaches,
it is treated as an important factor with respectvhich complementation can be
defined (Verspoor (1990), Dixon (1991) and Givorf93)). In many cases,
modality is used along other criteria, such asnim& and causality (Verspoor
1990) and implication (Givén 1993) etc.

Bolinger (1968, 1978) distinguish between verbst tlexpress unrealized
possibilities (e.g. ‘want’, ‘wish’, ‘expect’, ‘hope and those that express real
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happenings (‘possibilities conceived as actualitisach as ‘enjoy’, ‘visualize’,
‘detest’, ‘understand’). The occurrence and meanaigthe to-infinitive and
gerundive constructions are defined in relatioth® semantic value of the matrix
verb. This means that the infinitive constructients appear after verbs expressing
unrealized possibilities (‘want’, ‘wish’ etc) ands a consequence, they will have a
hypothetical meaning. The gerundives, on the oftaerd, will appear after verbs
conceived as actualities, and as such they brirgutathe ‘reification’ of the
eventuality they are attached to. According to th&inction then, sentence (14)

expresses reification, (15), on the other hancemidlity:

(14) John started getting angry.
(15) John started to get angry.

In Bolinger’s theory the meaning of the complemfenins is defined with respect
to the matrix verb, so that Bolinger (1968) eveespmes a common meaning
between verbs that require either the-infinitive or the gerund as their
complement. This common meaning in the case ofahefinitive will be futurity,
so that Bolinger considers that all verbs requitimg infinitive carry the meaning

of futurity in themselves.

Another theory of complementation along a functisapproach closely related
to modality is that of Verspoor (1990). The maiea expressed by her is that non-
finite complement forms are related to modality asdsuch they express more
than merely indicating subordination to the mataxb. Verspoor attributes the-
infinitive a modal character so that she states tthmfinitive might indeed be
regarded as a modal marker, very much like an ianxilof modality or a

subjunctive marker’ (Verspoor: 18)

19Verspoor (1990) considers the modal characterefatinfinitive is motivated by the fact that the
to-infinitive alternates with sentences containing a modal verlsubjunctive mood, as the
sentences below

show:

(16) He went to the store so that he might buy smitie(to buy...)
(17) He is so tired that he cannot study (too titedtudy)
(18) I asked what | should do (to do)
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Similarly to Givon (1993), who includes aspectuaths in the category of modal
verbs, Verspoor also treats aspectual verbs as Impndaharacter. Following
Palmer’'s distinction (1974) between epistemic (whehe speaker/subject
expresses his commitment to the truth of the prtipos expressed in the
complement) and deontic verbs (which are concemi¢ldl action or event), she
distinguishes between epistemic and deontic moddisvand includes aspectual
verbs in the category of deontic modals.

An important question that Verspoor analyzes in theory is the reason that
underlies the possibility of both deontic and egpist modal verbs to appear with
to-infinitive and -ing constructions. In spite of the differences thastebetween
them (epistemic verbs select complement formszedlas indicativéhat clauses,
and alsoto-infinitive constructions (19-20) and deontic verbs selecjusighve
that clauses and alsm-infinitives (21-22)), they are similar in selecting similar
surface types of complementhdt clausesjo-infinitives -ing); Verspoor tries to
find an answer to what semantic motivation cagilgen in accounting for the fact

that both types of modal verb may selecinfinitive and -ing constructions.

(19) I believe he is right.
(20) | believe him to be right. (epistemic meaning)
(21) I insist that he go.

(22) 1 order him to go. (deontic meaning)

According to Verspoor, the fact that both deontid @pistemic modal verbs may
opt for to-infinitives and -ng construction is due to the fact that they are both

marked for causatigh

Verspoor differentiates between [+/- immediate] saion which she defines in
opposition; thus, while [+ immediate causation] Suy@poses the simultaneous
occurrence of the complement verb with that ofrttegrix and also implies that the

event named in the complement actually takes plgommediate causation]

% In Verspoor's theory, causation is consideredfé@ure with respect to which finite and non-
finite verbal complements can be distinguished duse only those verbs that contain the feature
[direct causation] may select a non-finite complameé will argue that the presence or absence of
this feature and the feature [immediate] will ceothg predict the syntactic structure of the
predicate’ (Verspoor 1990: 29).

41



expresses a future orientation of the complemetit vaspect to the matrix verb
(Kleinke 2002:36).

Along causation, intention also plays an importasie in Verspoor's theory
(following Searle’s theory of intentionality, inteon is defined in Searle’s terms as
‘any mental state or event that is either directedcan be directed’ (p.47).
Verspoor points to the fact that the two notions @osely interrelated, as there is
causality in every intentional state. Concerningemtionality she makes a
distinction between prior intention (where the a@gaets on his intention, carries it
out or tries to carry it out) and intention in acti (where the action and the
intention are inseparable). This distinction, &mito the one between [+/-
immediate] causation, contributes to the diffeidn of the non-finite
complement forms concerned. In aspectual complatient to-infinitive is
defined as expressing prior intentionng as expressing intention in action
(Verspoor 1990). As the distinction between pridgention and intention in action
is closely bound up with temporality, this diffettion makes Verspoor's
approach similar to other interpretations, whermetthinfinitive is given a future
value, the—ing, on the other hand, a durative, ongoing value i(iger 1968)
(Wierzbicka 1988).

2.2.3. Temporality

Dirven (1989) and Freed (1979) define the oppasitio-infinitive - ing
complementation forms as between a generic redthrgfinitive) and a durative
reading (ing). Dirven (1989) states that in addition to fadyyithe to-infinitive, -
ing verbal complements also involve a distinction betva series reading (the
infinitive: a series of individual occurrences) and duratesding (the unspecified
and unbound duration of one phenomenon with thg eonstruction), a distinction
similar to that of countabletd-infinitive) and uncountable nounsing). This
distinction is very similar to the one made by Er@eho also attributes a generic
reading to theo-infinitive (she defines generic as ‘suggesting a repetitiotine

event in question, occurring at different momentsrdy an unspecified moment of
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time’ (Freed: 152)The -ing construction is defined by Freed as having a dugati

reading, denoting the duration of a single eveBt42):

(23) She told him not to visit her anymore. Attfire ignored her and continued to

visit/? visiting anyway. Finally the visits stopped

(24) Lacey ceased crying/? to cry when she hearghaieents come in the door.
(Freed: 153)

In (23) there are several visits that finadlpp in (24) on the contrary, there is only
one event involved. Another difference that Freedssbetween th®-infinitive
and the—ing form, and which is closely connected to the valsies attributes to
these two forms, is that white-infinitivesrefer to the entirety of an event (e.g. the

visit), the -ng form does not.

Duffley (2006) argues that the distinction madeHrged does not always hold.
The to-infinitive does not always express a series regadmit also a single
occurrence (25); similarly, there are cases wherHtig construction expresses a

habit rather than an ongoing situation (26).

(25) All of a sudden she started to run towardsddwe (single occ.)
(26) He started smoking when he was only 13. (habit (Duffley: 93)

Wierzbicka (1988) attributes theng construction both a temporal and a non-
temporal value. Differentiating between the casbere -ing has a non-temporal
(when it expresses facts and possibilities) aretrgbral value (expressing actions,
events, states), Wierzbicka states that in asplecmaplementation the irg
construction is always temporal, expressing adiref time that is conceived as
ongoing, ‘progressing’. That the gerund in aspdctaaplementation is always
temporal is according to her appears to be motivdig the fact that the

complement of an aspectual verb cannot be froratisd, shown by the sentences

below:
(27a) It started raining. (27b) *It was rainingat it started.
(28a) John started snoring. (28b)*It was snoringtthe started.

(Wierzbicka: 84)
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Besides expressing an ongoing, durative evemg, in Wierzbicka's approach is
also connected to the idea of change, so thgtcan be attached only to verbs that
express the possibility of constant change. Wiekabiconsiders that only verbs
expressing the possibility of constant change amapatible with the idea of
‘duration over a stretch of time’. From this it lfmhs that purely stative verbs,
which do not imply the possibility of constant chgan do not normally take

gerundive complements, as (29) shows:

(29) ??Around that time, | started knowing the amisw  (Wierzbicka: 87)

In Wierzbicka’s approach the temporal values of plement constructions are
closely defined with respect to time phases expeby the matrix. In the case of
the -ing construction, the value oing is defined as representing a stretch of time
co-existent with that of the matrix: in the casdrafeptive verbs it coincides with
the beginning e began/ started talking to hemf an event, in the case of
continuous verbs, with the duration expressed leyniatrix He kept /continued
working); finally when it appears with egressive aspedtesat &top, finish), it
expresses a temporal phase co-existent with thitseofatrix [ stopped / finished

peeling the potatogs

As far as the meaning of the-infinitive is concerned, Wierzbicka attributes two
semantic meanings to the prepositionin complementation: one is the idea of
wanting, the other is the idea of futurity; she siders that the two values are
closely interrelated, so that (...) ‘wanting giveserito an expectation that
something will happen because of that, and thiswis/ to is the normal
complement in the context of wanting’ (Wierzbick@88:35). In theto-infinitive
constructionto refers to something forthcoming - this means tmy those verbs
can appear withto-infinitives that are compatible with the idea of future
expectation. The lack of this feature provides aswaer as to why the aspectual
verbsfinish, stop, resumeyuit and keepdo not appear witho-infinitives (when
something is finished, there is no room for fut@sgectationsstop implies a

sudden and unpredictable change which excludesnabke future expectations;
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quit, resumeand also keep can imply an unpredictable and arbitrary pattefn o

behaviour, where the idea of future expectatianissing).

2.2.4. Non-temporality

Langacker (1991) attributes primarily a non-tempwedue to theo-infinitive and
—ing forms. Theto-infinitive and -4ng constructions are considered atemporal
predications that impose a nominal reading on kese they appear in. Langacker
(1991) defines the function and meaning of complaateon forms as resulting
from the interaction of several conceptual phenankde profiling, grounding,

scanning and scop€

In the definition of the values of complement foreganning receives an important
role. Scanning has to do with the way a situatienviewed. Langacker

differentiates between sequential scanning (whdferent successive stages of
happenings are profiled) and summary scanning €sgptations of successive

stages are superimposed to form a single gedtaihg@cker 1991: 223).

He treats bothto-infinitive and -ing complementation forms as expressing
summary scanning; the idea behind it is that blo¢hid-infinitive and-ing represent
the transition to nominalized forms; appearing asl@ordinate clause of the matrix
they are considered to be nominal in nature. Thierdnce between the two
constructions is in the way they profile the compdat verb in their immediate
scope (in their profile): theirg in complementation is given the same value as in
progressive constructions - it is considered toasgon a perfective process an

immediate temporal scope that excludes the endpdim¢to-infinitive profiles a

21Langacker also uses these criteria to differentigtgveen finite and non-finite complementation

forms. Thus, while finite complements profile temglorelations, non-finite complement clauses

profile atemporal relations. They also differ wihspect to grounding (the speech event with all its
settings and participants); finite verb forms areupded due to epistemic predication that relage th

designated process relative to the ground (e.ge)enon-finite verbs, by contrast, are not groande

(Langacker 1987: 127).
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path-goal image schema, where the component sibeprocess are construable

as a path leading to its completion (Langacker Y391

Although Langacker attributes their atemporalizingction as a primary function
to the complement formgo-infinitive and -ng, he also states that these
complement forms can have temporal meanings (whargacker considers as
prototypical meanings of the-infinitive and g constructions). These meanings
are e.g. futurity for theo-infinitive (expressing an orientation towards the future)
and a participal value for theng (so that it imposes an imperfective reading on the

situation in question).

Following Langacker’s (1991) ideas to a certaireaktDuffley (2006) also defines
the values of these complement constructions wegpect to nominalization.

The main idea expressed by Duffley is thaig—-cannot be given an inherently
imperfective meaning since theng construction can give rise to both imperfective
and perfective impressions. Sentence (30) is ampbea where g gives the

impression of a perfective event:
(30) Hearing his cry, she dashed into the garden (Duffley: 1)

Duffley (2006) states that the generalized schewmndhie g construction is that

of interiority: the different uses of the gerunddpaple form depend on how this
schema of interiority is evoked. When théng form leads to a progressive,
ongoing interpretation, the gerund-participle irseto evoke at its base a
perfective process on which it imposes an immediateporal scope from which
the endpoints of the process are excluded (thisv & -ing corresponds to

Langacker’s definition). In the other uses, whemeg gives a perfective event,
another form of conceptualization, also calledfication’, takes place, where the

22An important point that Langacker makes regardimgef clauses is that when they appear in
subordinatethat clauses their relation to the phenomena of groyghdind scanning also changes.
Langacker argues that the complementibat, similar to the complementizete and—ing also
contribute to the nominalization of the processoemned. As a consequence, it can be said, that
what is common in all complement fornfhat clausesto-infinitives and -ng) is that they all
represent a transition to the nominalized formhefterb in the situation in question.
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event is seen as an abstract thing. In this caseettdpoints of an event are

assimilated into the interiority of the event.

Concerning aspectual complementation, Duffley defithe meaning and function
of the -ing construction as that of a direct object. Accordiacghim, except for a
few cases (like in the case of the vekbspandgo on where ing has a participial
value) ng semantically behaves as a direct object, the famgtion that is has
being ‘something which is V-ed'. Duffley providegnsactic and also semantic
criteria to define the direct object status ofg- The syntactic criteria listed by him
are the appearance of thimg form in the subject position of the passive setgen
with the same verb (31), the possibility of psewtidting (32), as well as the
substitution by a pronoun in an objective case.(33)

(31) Playing tennis on the new courts was enjoyeédveryone.
(32) What everyone enjoyed was playing tennis eméw courts.
(33) Yes, everyone enjoyed it. (Duffley: 37)

Regarding the semantic criteria, the main argumemavour of treating the-ing
form as a direct object is the relation of tempbyadf the—ing form to the main
verb. Duffley argues that in many cases there isentporal relation betweemg
and the main verb giving examples of cases wharg simply expresses a general
fact. When there is a temporal relation betweenvér® and-ing, according to
Duffley, this is attributable to the logical impditon of the lexical meaning of the
verb. Thus, while sentence (34) clearly refersrtaagoing situation, in (35)irg
expresses a subsequent relation to the main va&ling is understood as taking
place before regretting, whereas in 3@)g-expresses futurity in relation to the
main verb; finally in sentence 37) it is not cléarm the sentence if the purchase
of a wig is simultaneous, prior or subsequent tieihg mentioned.

(34) He was enjoying talking with her.
(35) I regret talking to him about it.
(36) He readily postponed seeing him till after tieparture of the former.
(Duffley: 15)
(37) Dad mentioned buying a wig. (Duffley: 16)
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According to Duffley, the main semantic function -efig in these cases is to
express something that is V-ed, respectively soimgtihnat is enjoyed, regretted or

postponetf.

Duffley (2006) defines the value of theng construction in relation to thio-
infinitive construction. According to Duffley, théo-infinitive has a different
semantic value form theing construction, for it does not have a direct object
function like the 4ng construction so that it does not fulfil the criteffior direct
object membership (consider the ungrammaticalitgesftences (38-40). The main
function of theto-infinitive construction in Duffley’s (2006) approach is tqeess

a movement leading up to a point:

(38) Many countries simply continued to import idm Iraq in spite of the
embargo.

(39) *To import oil from Iraq, like many other corarnial activities, was simply
continued by many countries in spite of the embargo

(40)* Many countries continued to (*that) in spaéthe embargo(Duffley: 109)

An important advantage of Duffley’s theory is tleg gives a schematic meaning
to the to-infinitive and -ing constructions, but at the same time defines their
meaning and function with respect to the meanirdyfanction of the matrix. In all
cases the meaning of the complement forms is défingelation to that of the
matrix: the impossibility or restricted use of eapeactual verb with a certain verbal
complement is explained by a relation of incomphiybbetween the meaning and

function of the matrix and that of the complement.

It remains a question, however, if the meaning -ahg in aspectual
complementation can totally be reduced to a diobgect value, ‘that which is V-

ed’, without regard to the temporal value @rig- This is even more the question,

23 Duffley (2006) analyzes the occurrence of tleg-construction with different types of verbs

(verbs of effort (like ‘try’ or ‘attempt’), verbs of positive and negative ré¢like ‘remember’ or
‘forget’), aspectual verbs etc. and shows that asthcases the semantic function ofgHs that of a
direct object.
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since in many cases a certain aspectual verb aflomseveral complement forms
with slight differences in meaning, which also hawedo with the temporality of
the aspectual construction in question (e.g. tharity value of theto-infinitive, the
durative or ongoing character of th@eg-construction).

The idea that in aspectual complementation, ting €onstruction is atemporal,
only having a direct object value, ‘something whigl/-ed’, is in contrast with the
value attributed to irg by several other linguists, e.g. Wierzbicka (1988ivén
(1993), Freed (1979) and also Brinton (1991), wive ghe same value tdnrg as

in the progressive construction (‘expressing aroamgactivity’).

2.3. Conclusion:

Although all the approaches presented so far gigeful accounts of the
phenomena subsumed under complementation, thehalsotheir drawbacks.
Several of the approaches interpret the meaningpoiplement forms as mainly
coming from the semantics of the matrix. The matexb is taken to define the
meaning of the complement form, so that the meaoirtige complement form will
depend on the type and meaning of the matrix v€bnsequently, there are often
such cases discussed and elaborated where the roatrionly appear with one
complement form (either thi®- infinitive or the—ing). The problem with this is
that in many cases no clear-cut distinction or endecan be made of a certain
matrix verb and the complement form it takes. Maeybs, including aspectual
verbs can take not only one but several complerwnts (o-infinitive and g
complements) so the ordering of tieeinfinitive or the gerundive to a certain type
of matrix verb is not always plausible. Karttund®71), for example, argues that
not only that-clauses but gerundives can also appear both apleorants of
factives and non-factives; as ft-infinitives after certain predicates, especially
adjectival ones, such agtad, proud, luckythey can be interpreted as presupposed

to represent true propositions (Karttunen:340).

Cognitive approaches attribute a schematic meatoirgpmplement forms. Many

approaches define the meaning and function of cemeht forms with respect to
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the matrix verb. In spite of this, the fact thatrmg@ement forms are given only
schematic meaning, it is not plausible since thasinot account for all the
meanings that complement forms can have. Thus,gthdbe to-infinitive does
express future orientation (a value that is mosrofttributed to théo-infinitive
construction), this meaning of the-infinitive is not present in all cases. Sentence
(41), for example expresses a habitual use of tth@nfinitive construction.
Similarly, 4ng does not always carry the ongoing, continuousingadssociated
with it; an example of this is (42), whermg refers to a fact.

(41) 1 like to sit here. (habitual)
(42) | can't stand lying. (the fact of lying/gengra

An interesting approach that will partly be follodvim this dissertation is Kleinke’s
(2002) approach to complementation. The innovaiaracter of Kleinke’'s
approach is that she posits not only a schematialsa a prototypical meaning of

the complement constructions.

2.4. Kleinke’s approach to complementation

Kleinke (2002) states that the values attributedht® complementation forms in
different approaches (in terms of temporality, mibglapresupposition (factivity),
causality etc. are too specific to account forth# uses of these complement
forms. She considers that there are no uses aaimplement forms that would be
typical for all their uses. Neither the-infinitive nor the 4ng constructionshas
meanings that would be characteristicatiftheir uses. Sentences (43-47) express
various uses of thm-infinitive construction: while in (43) and (44) tke-infinitive
expresses future orientation, in (45) and (46)eadtof a future value, thie-
infinitive has a habitual value. Also, while sentences (48) and (46) can be
considered non-implicative, sentences (44) and ¢bijain the implicative use of
the to-infinitive, so that the situation expressed by the complenventb is

understood to have been carried out to the end:

(43) I want to eat my lunch.
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(44) 1 managed to leave the house.

(45) | hate to smoke.

(46) She liked to sit and sew. (Kleinke: 49)
(47) He forced me to clean the room.

Similarly to theto-infinitive, neither #hg can be given a meaning that would be
characteristic of all of its uses (the temporal amh-temporal uses ofirg).
Examples are sentences (48-51), which contain twhatemporal (48-49) and

temporal uses (50-51) ofrg:

(48) Within an hour of my arrival, | regrettegthe fact of..)going there.

(Wolf 1973: 61)
(49) He confessefthe fact of..)having committed the crime. (Wolf 1973: 63)
(50) Now ceas¢* the fact of..)complaining and start work.
(51) He was unable to contin{the fact ofymaking his full contribution.

(Wolf 1973: 64)

The various uses that the complement constructimve made Kleinke (2002)
conclude that complementation forms are very cormpienature and that their
meaning and function can be properly accountedifftresides their schematic
meaning their prototypical meaning is also takdn sonsideration. Both types of
meaning are interrelated and fused within one fofimey are defined as being

closely related to the meaning of the matrix.

2.4.1. The schematic meaning of complement constitians

Kleinke defines the schematic meaning of verbal glements by combining
Lyons’ (1977) model of entity and Langacker’ (199tgory of profiling. In the
entity model, entities (defined as ‘mental conggBu¢Dik 1997: 127) are of
several types: 0 order entities express propertiésrder entities express things
that have existence in spac&® @rder entities denote states of affairs, @der

entities stand for possible facts; finally! drder entities stand for speech acts.
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According to this classification, Kleinke includgsrunds in the group of 2, O order
entities, as they describe state of affairs (preegseventualities or states). She
defines gerundives as having a regional profilactvin kinaesthetic interpretation
corresponds to the “container” schema (Lakoff 1987)

To-infinitive constructions, by contrast, are consetk2,5 order entities, motivated
by the fact that they are less nominal, havinglatiomal-regional profile (a path-
goal schema). They express the emergence of aisitughe ‘instantiation of a
situation’); the relational aspect of theinfinitive is expressed by the preposition
to, which is regarded as a relational element witlpeesto the bare infinitive,

profiled as a region (Kleinke: 11%3)

Kleinke points out that all non-finite constructioget a more nominal character
when appearing in subordinate constructions. Tlsie Bappens in the case tof
infinitives, so that when they appear in subordinate consingtthey become
more nominal and acquire a regional profile (whicbwever, will be weaker than
in the case ofing) (Kleinke: 115).

Another difference between the two constructiondefined in terms of scanning.
Unlike Langacker (1991), who includes the two carmgtons in the same semantic
group, Kleinke differentiates between them eventhis respect; while irg is

considered to express summary scanning (motivagets mominal character), the

to-infinitive construction is considered to express sequer#rsng.

24 Kleinke brings up several reasons to show the melational character ofo-infinitives as
compared to g constructions. One reason is the appearanceirmgf eonstructions with
possessives, which is not possibletdynfinitives sentences (52-53):

(52) The children’s singing amused us.
(53) * | taught John’s to play the flute. (Klgir 115)

Also, there is a difference in the way the subffatomplementation forms is expressed. While in
the case ofo-infinitives the preposition ‘for’ is inserted, gerunds expréseir own subject by
possessive forms, which also points to the momiosial character of th®-infinitive as compared
to the 4ng form (Kleinke 2002: 116).

(54) For Susan to get married surprised mom.
(55) Susan'’s getting married surprised mom. eifde: 57)
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2.4.2. The prototypical meaning of complement forms

The prototypical meaning of complement forms isselg defined with respect to
the matrix. The prototypical meaning of complemfmtns varies, depending on
the semantic value of the matrix they follow. Theseanings can be futurity after
verbs of planning and intention (56jodality after volitive verbs (e.g. ‘hope’,
‘plan’, ‘anticipate’, ‘suggest’ etc.) (57), implitae after predicates like ‘compel’,

‘force’, ‘regret’ (58) etc.

(56) She intended to leave on Sunday.
(57) 1 hope to see you again.

(58) She regrets calling him.

In the case of aspectual verbs, the appearanca akpectual verb with several
complement forms t@-infinitive, -ing) is explained by the different ways the
situation can be profiled: as a relational one wiagitus on the gradual phenomenon
that leads to the inception of the situatiomi(Qfinitive); or rather, the profiling of a
situation in its entirety (theirg construction). The fact that certain aspectual
verbs (e.gkeep, resume, stop, quit, finjsbnly take 4ng verbal complements is
explained by the fact that these aspectual verbsrare strongly bound up with

the profiling of a situation in its entirety. (Kidie: 159).

Both types of meaning (schematic meaning and proicdl meaning) of
complementation forms are defined in close relatidth the matrix. Kleinke
presupposes a series of relations between thexnaaidi the complement forms and
also between the two meanings of the complemendtagriions. These relations,
which she terms relations of tolerance and relatmirdetermination, hold between
the meaning of the matrix and the schematic meawiitige complementation form
as well as between the prototypical meaning andmaakic meaning (entity status)
of the complement form (relations of tolerance);tba other hand, between the
matrix and the prototypical meaning of complememtrnfs (relation of

determination).
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The subordination of complement forms to the méanise also involves a relation
between the grammatical form of the complement thedcomplement verb also
between the matrix verb and the entire compleménictsire (Kleinke: 97).

According to Kleinke, these relations manifest teBelves in two steps: while the
former expresses the schematic meaning of the engpit forms, the latter leads

to the prototypical meaning of the complement form.

An important point that Kleinke makes with respecthese relations is that both
types of relations (relations of tolerance and wheirgation) are relations of fusion,

present and activated in succession (Kleinke: 99).

2.5. No meaning difference attributed to the complaent constructions

Besides the approaches that give semantic valuesribal complements, there are
also interpretations that do not attribute any nreardifference to different
complement forms. In the latter case the choicevéen verbal complements (the
to-infinitive and 4ng construction) is considered a stylistic mattere Thfference
between complement structures is considered toanmainto bring about a
difference in interpretation. Hornby (Wolf: 52) rfexample, states that ‘no general
rule can be given for choosing between gerundsi@idtives as objects’; Quirk
et al. (1985) also argue that there is no obseevdifference of meaning between
the constructions. This is in accordance with waing (Wolf: 53) maintains.
According to him ‘certain lexical items invariabby preferentially ‘select’ either
the inf. or the gerund to follow them - (...) thougbme common threads of
meaning may be detected in each group, it is nothenbasis of such common
meanings that the groups are established, for sy@@mnymous verbs may pattern

differently (enjoy/like)’.

Wolf (1973) argues that it is such ‘common meanifsnatrix verbs that makes
the matrix select either the gerund or thénfinitive (according to Wolf, verbs that
select either theo-infinitive or the gerund form semantic fields; but what
dominating factor differentiates between verbs gowg to-infinitives or -ing is
left open).
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Wolf calls the verbs that allow for both the-infinitive and -ng constructions
polysemantic; the appearance of these verbs witlhh loonstructions will be
explained by additional semantic features, suchedsrence to the past’ifig) vs.
‘orientation towards the futuretd-infinitive) in the case of the verbs ‘remember’,
‘recall’, ‘recollect’, ‘forget’, ‘general references. ‘specific reference’ in the case
of verbs like ‘advise’, ‘allow’, ‘authorize’, ‘dre#, ‘encourage’, ‘forbid’, ‘hate’,
‘love’, ‘permit’ etc. Interesting is also what Raddl (1997: 52) says about the
infinitive. He distinguishes between the prepositidnaand the infinitivalto, and
notes that while the former has an intrinsic seimarintent (meaning ‘as far as’)

the infinitival to seems to be meaningless.
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Chapter 3. Aspectual Complementation. ConstructiorGrammar
Approaches.

3. 1. Construction Grammar Approaches

The theoretical background to the semantics of @spk verbs and aspectual
complementation will follow the ideas of Constrocti Grammar as mostly
understood by Goldberg (1995, 1997, 2006) to atgre@nt.

Construction Grammar has its origin in cognitivegliistics and lexical semantics,
in the works of Langacker (1987, 1991), Lakoff (I88Goldberg (1995), etc. It
grew primarily out of a need to account for thegmriand meaning of idiomatic
expressions whose form and interpretation canngiredicted by general phrase-
structure rules. Unlike generative approaches lisaidioms as ‘phrasal lexical
items’, stating that all idiosyncratic and arbiyraaspects of grammar should be
restricted to the lexicon and the notion of gramaahtconstruction is redundant
(Chomsky 1981, 1993), construction grammar poiontghie need of analysing
idioms as constructions, where the syntactic, séimaand also pragmatic

properties are associated with the constructiaffi(€roft and Cruse 2004:237).

Construction Grammar takes constructions as bagiits uof language.
Constructions are defined differently from desaviptstructuralist approaches,
where constructions solely represent grammaticahtufes (e.g. passive
constructions) without any specific consideratidnnmeeaning (Taylor, 2003). In
construction grammar, meaning also plays an impontale in the definition of
constructions, which are always considered to e pairings of form and
meaning. Whether they are regarded as atomic ifegertain approaches lexical
items are also considered constructions) or mormptex (e.g. a clause),
constructions represent symbolic units, pairingsfain with meaning. (The
meaning of a construction contains all the conwratiized functions that the
construction can have, including the propertieghefdiscourse in which it is found
and the pragmatic situation of the interlocutofi¢ elements of a construction are
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connected by semantic (e.g. the relation of thepmmant parts to the construction
itself), and syntactic links (the connection of tlsgntactic elements of a
construction) the semantic and syntactic elemengstlaen also connected by
symbolic links that reflect the nature of constioies as symbolic units (form and

meaning) (Croft and Cruse: 260).

There are several approaches within constructiamgrar. Croft (2004) mentions
four different theories, that of Fillmore and Kay003, 1999), Lakoff (1987) and
Goldberg (1995), Cognitive Grammar as ConstructBrammar, e.g. Langacker
(1987) and Radical Construction Grammar (Croft 300hese approaches share
many similarities; nevertheless, they also differ the way they define
constructions and what relations they assume bettveeelements or components

of a construction.

There appears to be some similarity between cariginal approaches in that
constructions are treated as symbolic units, pgsriof grammatical form and
meaning. Each construction is defined as havingréaimn form with a certain
meaning and function linked through correspondensgmbolic links.
Constructions are also assumed to be linked to e#udr by inheritance links,
through which similar syntactic and semantic propsrbetween constructions are

inherited.

Unlike projectionist approaches, in terms of whitle verb’'s meaning alone
determines or projects the meaning associated withsentential frame,
constructional approaches do not consider the sim@eterminants of argument
realization to be totally lexical. They do not detiyat a large amount of
information results from the semantic value of thain verb. However, they also
state-that in many cases a construction possesses a nushbgemantic and
syntactic elements that are not derivable fromvir® alone. Since the appearance
of verbs with different complement constructionsulés in different meanings, it is
the syntactic realization of arguments rather ttte meaning of the verb alone
that determines major facets of meanings (LevinRaplpaport, 2005: 190).
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There are many reasons brought up by constructiammarians in favour of a
constructional analysis. One reason is that thamaegts cannot be considered as
directly projected by the verb in all cases but ¢bestruction can also add new
arguments and meanings to that of the verb. Ggathples of this are ditransitive
and resultative constructions, where the indirdxgéct is not necessarily specified
by the matrix but can be brought about by the cansbn itself. Thus, while in
sentence (1) the complement structure is specifiethe semantic frame of the
verb, parts of the complement configurations intaseces (2-5) (the adjunct, ‘into
the salad’ in (2)) the recipien€hris, in (3)) are not specified in the semantic

frame of the verb but are brought about by theresientence as a construction:

(1) He sliced the bread.

(2) Pat sliced the carrots into the salad

(3) Pat sliced Chris a piece of pie.

(4) Emeril sliced and diced his way to stardom.

(5) Pat sliced the box open (Goldberg 2006: 7)

The verb alone can neither determine in all cadestlver a given construction is
acceptable. This is well illustrated by sentencés/)( where the difference
between the sentences cannot be captured by trensemalue of the main verb:

(6) Sam carefully broke the eggs into the bowl.
(7) *Sam unintentionally broke the eggs onto tbertl (Goldberg 1995: 171)

In spite of the similarities between them, condinnal approaches diverge in the
way they define constructions, and the relatiorst tiold among them. In the
definition of constructions a greater difference dse stated between traditional
(Goldberg 1995, 1997), Fillmore and Kay (1999) anecalled neo-constructional
approaches, such as Croft (2001) or Borer (2001)hilen traditional

constructionists define constructions as storedjuistic units, closed class
elements (clausal patterns) (Goldberg, 1997:388-aonstructional approaches
give a totally syntactic explanation for complenaioin. Unlike traditional

constructional approaches, neo-constructionistsice@dhe importance of lexical

elements in the resulting constructional meaninthégominimum. Borer (2001) for
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example assigns meaning directly to skeletal syiotdorms. She defines the
meaning of argument structure as directly resultfogn syntactic structure
(Goldberg, 2006: 210). Borer’s interpretation donesaccount for lexical meaning,
which could be considered a drawback of her approSanilarly, Croft's (2001)

Radical Construction Grammar takes a non-redudiaapproach to grammatical
constructions by rejecting all kinds of relationstheen the elements of a

construction.

Adopting different interpretations to constructiofa reductionist or a non-

reductionist approach), construction grammars differ in the way they define

relations among elements of a construction, whatas¢ic and syntactic relations
they presuppose between the elements (while i€dmstruction Grammar of Kay
and Fillmore (1999) the syntactic relations betwdenelements of a construction
are elaborated in great detail, in Goldberg’s (19886) approach, more focus is
laid on the semantics of argument constructiond)iarthe type of semantics that
is emphasized (in Langacker’s cognitive approachekample, semantic construal

receives great importance).

3.2. Construction Grammar in Goldberg’s interpretation

Goldberg (1995, 1997, 2006) defines constructioassgmbolic units, form-
meaning pairings, with independent semantic andasyic properties. While
Goldberg (1995) defines constructions at the levedyntactic patterns (argument
structure as constructions), Goldberg (2006) inetudn the category of
constructions words and morphemes as well so thas$tructions are defined as
‘learned pairings of form with semantic or discaur$unction, including
morphemes or words, idioms, partially lexicallyidd and fully general phrasal
items’ (p.5). She differentiates lexical constran8 from grammatical
constructions in terms of complexity and the degoeehich phonological form is

specified.

An important criterion in Goldberg’s (1995, 200&fidition of construction is that

some aspect of the form or function of the consioacshould not be predictable
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from its component parts or from other construiorhis idea was later modified
by Goldberg herself, Goldberg (2006) also charaitey as constructions those
patterns that are predictable (Goldberg: 5) stttas ‘patterns are also stored as
constructions even if they are fully predictabldag) as they occur with sufficient
frequency’}>. In conformity with Goldberg's idea it will be assed that the
meaning of the aspectual construction as a wholeoispositional to a certain
degree, being motivated by the integration of trerix and its participant roles

into the meaning of the construction.

Goldberg (1995, 1997, 2006) adopts both a redustiand a non-reductionist
approach to the decription of constructions. Hescdption of the semantic value
of constructions is a non-reductionist one. Goldbtkes the situation (event)
expressed by the construction as the primitive ohisemantic representation.
Constructions represent an event structure anchdaning of the component parts
are defined with respect to the meaning of the est@ncture they are part of. As
component parts of an event, their meaning andtifimaepend on the meaning
and function of the construction in which they agpelhis also means that the
meaning differences of the different structuresinonstruction are attributed to

the construction itself, not solely to the meanmighe component parts.

Concerning the syntactic description of construgjoGoldberg’s approach is
reductionist in that Goldberg employs a set of atognammatical relations such as
subject and object, and also primitive syntactitegaries, such as verb in her
description of syntactic relations (Croft and Crusg2).

Goldberg (1995, 2006) presupposes a series of Imis only between the
components of the construction (semantic and siotdmks) but between
constructions with similar syntactic and semantmperties as well. In Goldberg’s

theory constructions are linked via inheritancédinthrough which the common

%5 Croft (2004: 253) notes that the perception adogrtb which a construction must be represented
as an independent syntactic unit because it iscompositional’ is incorrect. He states that

constructions other than idioms are compositiomattat the component parts contribute to the
meaning of the construction.

They are, however, treated as independent conistngctsince they have unique semantic
characteristics that are not derived from otheramg@neral syntactic patterns.
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syntactic and semantic properties are inherittdhe syntactic configurations of
constructions are in most cases schematic §ilgj V Obj Obj2n the case of the
ditransitive construction); the schematicity of stvoctions shows the common
syntactic properties of a certain type of constact (e.g. ditransitive

constructions) that are inherited. Such links de® aelations of generalization

between constructions.

The inheritance and expansion of the semantic mgdmtween constructions are
also done via inheritance links. For each typeaoofstruction a central prototypical
meaning is posited (e.g. ‘real transfer’ in theeca$ ditransitive constructions);
from this central meaning other semantic meanimgsexpanded (e.g. through
polysemy links). These relations of inheritance apansion motivate the
presence of constructions with the same syntaotidigurations, which, however,

do not share the same meaning and function.

3.2.1. The role of the verb in a construction

Goldberg defines the meaning of the verb with resge a semantic frame.

Knowing the meaning of a word requires knowing $treicture and semantics of
the frame that it is associated with. Petruck (3}988ines semantic frame as ‘any
system of concepts related in such a way that ttergtand any one concept it is
necessary to understatite entire system; introducing any one conceptliesu

all of them becoming available’ (1996%1)

%8 |nheritance links can be of several types: polysdinis that stand for the particular sense of a
construction and the extension from this sensepaiinks, when one construction is a subpart of
another construction and exists independently, afsb instance links, when a particular
construction is a special case of another congbruct

According to this distinction, sentence (8) cancbesidered a polysemic extension of the central
sense of the ditransitive constructidncauses Y to receive td X causes Y not to receive Z
Similarly, sentence (9) is an extension of the @#nsense of the construction, so that it is
associated with the structuné:enables Y to receive As an instance for subpart links, Goldberg
mentions the relation of intransitive constructitm the caused-motion construction, so that
intransitive motion is taken as a subpart of a edusotion construction (Goldberg, 1995).

(8) Joe refused Bob a cookie.
(9) Joe permitted Chris an apple. (Goldberg 1995: 71)

The notion introduced by Fillmore (1970) and themtHer developed in his theory of case
grammar was understood as characterizing a cestaimeor situation characteristic of the meaning
of verbs. Dik (1997) defines a predicate frame astaining all the irreducible, unpredictable
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In Goldberg’s interpretation (2006) verbs are dediraccording to rich frame-
semantic meanings, where the semantics of the igedefined with respect to
elements of cultural and world knowledge. Positingh frame-semantic
knowledge for verbs accounts for their novel usekjch could hardly be
interpreted without this background knowledge. Mgstrate this, Goldberg (1995)
gives as an example sentence (10). In order torstaohel this sentence, it is
important to know that sneezing implies a forcefupulsion of air which can
make the napkin fall off the table. Such backgrouridrmation is not covered by
a simple decompositional lexical entry of a verls, @ag. X acts Lexical
decompositional structures such Xsacts, X causes Y to receiveei., do not
capture all of what is intuitively the verb’s meagi They rather represent the
syntactically relevant aspects of verb meaningctvim a constructional approach

will be regarded as the verb’s constructional megni

(10) Sam sneezed the napkin off the table. (Goldberg 1995:9)

Concerning the syntactic realization of the vertd ds participant roles, Goldberg
(1995, 2006) makes use of the notion of ‘lexicabfiing’. Lexical profiling
indicates what participant roles associated witred’s meaning are obligatorily
accessed and function as focal points within aecgaining a special degree of
prominence in a certain situation (Langacker, 1987an be defined as ‘the
representation of the foregrounded part of a fraime,participant, prop, phase or
moment which figures centrally in the semantic riptetation of a sentence within
which the frame is evoked’ (Fillmore and JohnsdQ®14).

The relation between an ‘evoked frame’ and a ‘pedfientity’ is a close one: the
former provides the background information necegs$ar the understanding of a

given lexical or phrasal item, the latter foregrdsim part of the frame that fits the

properties of predication that appears in the xiavith all the semantic and syntactic information
that is necessary for the definition of the pretticA predicate frame specifies the form and type o
the predicate, the number of arguments the veréstéi form nuclear predications, as well as the
semantic function of arguments (whether they aenegg patients or recipients etc.)
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semantic structure of the surrounding text or gemge (Fillmore and Johnson,
2000).

Goldberg (1995) states that the differences ingémantics of verbs are to be
attributed in the first place to the semantic frartieey evoke; the difference in the

semantic frame leads to a difference in profiling.

The example Goldberg brings to illustrate this ines the verbs ‘rob’ and ‘steal’:
although the two verbs may appear to be synonynfmushat both of them may
evoke the thief, the valuables and the target)y ttake different arguments
(sentences 11-16), which can be attributed to thet that these verbs are
semantically different and this results in a défece in profiling. While ‘rob’
necessarily entails that the person robbed is w&ginegatively affected, this is
not true of ‘steal’(11-12). According to Goldberg (1995), the verbsb'rand
‘steal’ have different semantic frames and as glifarent participant roles. While
in the case of ‘rob’ the argument roles that arégaborily accessed are ‘thief’ and
the ‘target’ (the victim) (13), in the casesitalit is the thief and the valuables that
are profiled (15). The ungrammaticality of (14) afib) points to the different
values of ‘rob’and ‘steal’: while ‘rob’ specifiehié¢ source (but not the quantity),
‘steal’ specifies the quantity:

(11) I stole a penny from him.

(12)*1 robbed him of a penny. (Goldberg: 46)
(13) Jesse robbed the rich (of all their money).

(14) *Jesse robbed a million dollars (from the fich

(15) Jesse stole money (from the rich).

(16) *Jesse stole the rich (of money). (Gotdbd5)

3.2.2. The interaction between the verb and the asptual construction

In many cases the meaning of the verb seems tonuat the meaning of the
construction in which it appears. Thus, in (17) theaning of the construction

corresponds to the meaning evoked by the matrcauses Y to move Z.
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(17) Pat put the ball on the table.

There are also many cases where the resulting tagphemeaning cannot be
regarded as solely coming from the verb but ittisbatable to the construction

itself:

(18) Pat smiled her appreciation. (Goldberg 1997: 384)

In this sentence the argument is not brought byvémbd, but by the argument
construction. Similar is the case with several Itatue double object
constructions, where the argument roles are noénstmbd as inherently required
by the verb (19-265.

(19) Dana cried her eyes out.
(20) The athletes ran the pavement thin. (Levoh Rappaport 2005: 219)

In order to account for such constructions, comsivn grammar adopts an event-
semantic approach. The semantic frame of a corngtnuis taken to represent an
event type, e.gX causes Y to receive(Z ditransitive construction), with various
semantic roles (argument roles) (patient, agertipient in the case of the
ditransitive construction) that are not lexicalljed (or partly filled) in advance,

but will be filled in by the integration of the \eand its participant roles into the

frame of the construction. The verb enters its glac the construction with its

%8 |n order to differentiate between these the cademrevthe argument roles of a construction are
the same as that of the matrix and also whererthaveents roles are not solely defined by the verb,
Ritter and Rosen (1998) distinguish between streamdps and weak verbs. According to them,
strong verbs can lexically determine the numbewel as the syntactic and semantic behavior of
their arguments. Weak verbs, by contrast, lackaefit lexical semantic representation to uniquely
determine the number and also the syntactic anduséenproperties of arguments. While strong
verbs impose several restrictions on their usekweabs are more context-dependent so that their
interpretation also depends on the elements thegaapwith. In this latter case the number and
syntactic position of arguments are determinedheydvent structure of the clause in which the
verb appears.

A similar differentiation is also present in Moharand Mohanan’ work (1998), who differentiate
between strong projection, when the lexical seroantf a verb determines its argument structure
and weak projection, when the lexical semanticthefverb constrains, but does not determine its
argument structure.
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‘core’ or ‘root’ meaning, which can be defined & minimal meaning with its
associated arguments (Goldberg, 1997: 191). Thie e@n be integrated into the
meaning of the construction only if its meaning@npatible with the meaning of

the construction.

Sem CAUSE-BECOME < agt pat result-goal >
R ‘ . .

R:instance, PRED < >

means l l l l

Syn Vv SUBJ OBJ OBlp/pp

Table 1: The relation between the verb and its tifolesits within the resultative

construction as understood by Goldberg (1995)

Goldberg (1995, 2003, 2006) differentiates betw#en participant roles of the
verb (specified by its semantic frame) and the @@t roles of a construction.
The integration of the participant roles of the maerb with the argument roles of
the construction is defined as ‘fusion’. Goldbet§45) borrows the term ‘fusion’
from Jackendoff (1990), who uses this term to deedhe integration of the verb

with its participant roles.

Goldberg defines fusion as ‘the simultaneous seimaobnstraints on the
participant roles associated with the verb and #rgument roles of the
construction’ (Goldberg, 1995: 50). Fusion will @ftbe interpreted as a form of
‘grammatical blending’ in cognitive space grammbleding can be defined as
conceptual integration, the matching of two inaaes and projecting them into a

third space, the blend) (Fauconnier and TurnergL99

In Goldberg’s work (1995, 2006), the fusion betwélea participant roles of the
verb and the argument structure of the construecti@governed by some principles,
like the Semantic Coherence Principle and the Gpmedence Principle. The

Semantic Coherence Principle determines which rlesemantically compatible
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and can be fused. According to this principle, notes rl and r2 are considered
compatible if r1 can appear as an instance of hsTfor example, in a situation

like (21) Joe kicked Bill the balthe kicker participant may be fused with the agen
role of the construction, as the kicker role cancbastrued as an instance of the

agent role.

The Correspondence Principle states that all ppaint roles that are lexically
profiled must be fused with the argument roleshef ¢onstruction. It follows from
this that each profiled role of the verb must beoated for by the construction.
The relation between the participant roles of tagvand the argument structures
of the construction can vary from cases where td vs put to a one-to-one
correspondence with the argument roles associatdd avconstruction to cases
where there is a mismatch of roles, so that it conm@ no one-to-one
correspondence between the argument roles of ttheavel the participant roles of
a construction. In this latter case certain roles added to the verbs by the
constructions themselves; these roles will theratbebuted to the construction,
and not to the verb. Thus, e.g. in the example ehbine kicked Bill the ballkhe

recipient role Bill is contributed by the constiioct, and not by the verb.

The fusion between the participant roles of verhd #he argument roles of
constructions presupposes that they be causafigroe-dynamically related. This
is in accordance with the Causal Relation Hypo#)esihich states that ‘the
meaning designated by the verb and the meaningrsid by the construction
must be integrated via a (temporally contiguous)seh relationship (Goldberg
1995: 61).

According to this principle, the verb inherentlysdgates a particular aspect of the
aspectual construction in which it appears (Golgph&095). This is realized by a
relation of instance, so that the event type dedgaghby the verb is an instance of a
more general event type designated by the conmsinucto illustrate this point,
Goldberg gives several examples where the meariitigeoverb is an instance of
the meaning expressed by the construction. One ancbxample is ditransitive
construction(22) She handed him the balvhere the meaning expressed by the

verb (a transfer event) is also the meaning as®utiay the construction. Another
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example is constructiof23) She put the phone on the dek&re also, the meaning
expressed by the verb, a type of caused-motioresponds to the caused-motion

meaning associated with the construction.

Exceptions to this causal relation are cases winere is a mismatch between the
frame of a construction and the entailment of tleebyv In sentenc&24), for
example, the frame of the aspectual construckorauses Y to receive 5 not
entailed by the matrix. In this case the verb negjahe positive meaning of the
construction. Goldberg (1997) states that althoungtihis case the causal relation
between the verb and the construction is not redlim a straightforward way,
negation is similar to causation in the way thatyttare both ‘force-dynamic’,
which means that they involve energetic interagjdiorces, counterforces and
tendencies (Goldberg 1997:393). (A force dynamienacio presupposes two
causally related events (a manipulator that acts aommanipulee) that are

compressed into a force-dynamic event). (Brocctx6?

(24) Pat refused Chris a kiss.

Concerning the realization of complement forms,dBetg interprets it as resulting
from the integration of the participant roles o tmatrix (specified by its semantic
frame) into the structure of the construction (thegument roles of the

construction).

In her theory of construction, Goldberg focusestioa analysis of ditransitive
constructions. By giving examples of cases wheeeditransitive construction is
not projected by the matrix, she points to the ssitg of analyzing the

complement forms at the level of the entire corcsion.

3.3. A possible approach to the analysis of aspeaellcomplementation

3.3.1. An overview of the approach

In conformity with the principles of constructiomagnmar, constructions in this

approach will also be defined as symbolic units;ipgs of form with meaning. An
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important criterion in the definition of construmtis will be that they represent a
linguistic unit between a certain form and meanif@n integrated whole).

Constructions are considered to be present atketred bf a phrase and at the level
of the clause (sentence level) as well. The ternsiraction will refer to both the

description of phrases and the sentence in whiely @ppear. In the case of
aspectual complementation, both the first VP (thigeatual verb) and the second
VP (the complement construction) will be treatedcasstructions; at the same
time, they are parts of a construction as an entirele (the aspectual construction

in which they appear).

Both the semantic value of the aspectual verb hatdf the aspectual construction

will be considered to have their own semantic frame

The semantic frame of an aspectual constructionifsg® the syntactic realization
of the construction with its arguments roles (&B.VP1 VP It also contains all
the semantic information necessary for the intégpien of the construction, with
the semantic value of its argument roles (the sémamlue of the matrix, the
complement construction, and the subject). The toocison as a whole has an
event structure and this structure is motivatedhgysemantic value of the verb to
a high degree. Yet, the meaning of the construa®a whole is taken to be more

complex than the one specified by the verb.

Following Goldberg (1995, 2006), who states that semantic frame of the verb
should be defined with respect to rich frame-semaknowledge, the semantic
frame of the verb will be considered to containtlai necessary information that is
needed for the definition of the meaning and fuorchf the verb in all contexts. It
contains both syntactic and semantic informationceoning the realization of its
participant roles (the number and syntactic comfgan of its arguments and also
their semantic role (e.g. if the subject can benimate or only animate, if it can

receive agentive roles, what complement formsrntloafollowed by).

The meaning of the matrix entering the constructieii be considered its
syntactically relevant, constructional meaningr(texiso borrowed from Goldberg

(1995, 2006) and the aspectual construction in kwthe verb gets integrated also
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contains meaning facets of the respective aspecteidd. Perspectivization is
considered to play an important role in this resp€be different component parts
of the frame-based knowledge are highlighted orfilpdy depending on the
construction it appears in (Taylor 20873)

3.3.2. The relation between the matrix and the asptual construction

The meaning of the aspectual construction is takelme compositional to a high
degree. Compositionality will be understood in terrof Goldberg (1995).
Goldberg rejects interpretations where compositigne treated as coming from
the semantic value of the matrix which, regardedhas semantic head of the
sentence, determines the semantic structure oferssgd. In her theory,
compositionality results from the integration oétbomponent structures into the

meaning of the construction (Goldberg, 2006: 321)

Here also compositionality will be understood imte of integration, as resulting
from the integration of the meaning of the verb hwihe meaning of the
construction it is part of. The meaning of an agyecconstruction is complex,
containing not only the meaning specified by thdrimabut also the meaning of
the complement construction and the meaning (seoiai¢) of the subject. It also
contains pragmatic and discourse-related matteayldf, 2003: 225) (e.g. the
speaker’s attitude towards an utterance); takirmgmatic and discourse-relevant
features into account gives a more comprehensiveurgi of aspectual

complementation.

An aspectual verb can appear in several constngtfe.g.begin and start with

both theto-infinitive and g construction) provided the meaning of the verb and

2 Taylor (2003: 93) gives as an example of perspieetiion the different references that the word
‘Monday’ can have; while Monday can refer to a fiogiin a seven-day week (eig. My birthday
falls this year on Mondgyit can also refer to ‘Monday’ as a day followitlge weekend’ (in e.g.
Monday morning feelingetc.

% Goldberg (1995, 2006) argues against treating¢hle as the semantic head of the sentence in all
cases. Distinguishing between the prototypical rimegpof the verb and that of the construction in
which it appears Goldberg (2006:224) considers ithigtthe construction that entirely determines
the resulting meaning. This means that the corntsbruitself is treated as the semantic head.
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that of the construction are compatible. The apgeas vs. non-occurrence of an
aspectual verb with a complement form will be cdastd as motivated by the
compatibility vs. non-compatibility of the meaniagd function of the matrix and
the meaning of the entire construction. If the nieguof the matrix and the
construction as a whole are compatible, it resualthe integration (in Goldberg’s
terms ‘fusion’) between the meaning of the matnxl #he construction it is part of.
The semantic composition is defined as resultioghfthe unification of semantic

features.

The meaning of the construction at sentence lewehc(o-construction) is
considered to be motivated to a high degree byrttegration of the meaning of
the matrix into the meaning of the constructione Tihtegration or fusion of the
parts into the construction as a whole can be masily understood in terms of a
part-whole, meronymic relation. Croft and Cruse 020 define meronymy as
follows: ‘if A is a meronym of B in a particular ntext, then any member a of the
extension of A maps onto a specific member b ofekiension B of which it is
construed as a part or it potentially stands imm@strued relation of part to some
actual or potential member of B(Croft and Cruse 2004: 160). A part-whole
relation where a construction is understood to & pf another construction is
considered as primary between constructions (T&008: 226).

Following Croft and Cruse, meronymy will be conse&tbto be more complicated
than a simple ‘part-whole’ relation. Croft and Grugive multiple reasons why
meronymy is more complex than a simple part-whelation. First, unlike simple
‘part-whole’ relations where simply two individuahtities are linked, meronymy
is a semantic relation, between the meaning op#re and that of the whole. An
important characteristic of meronymy is that iaigelation of construal which may
not be the case by other part-whole relations (g&gonymy, which only reflects
class inclusion). Expressing a part-whole relatiaorgeronymy stands close to
taxonomic relations. Yet, it is also different frafmem so that unlike taxonomic
relations which are hierarchical, with meronymy et and whole relations are
not hierarchical (the structuring of a meronymyslaet originate in a hierarchy of

classes).
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3.4. The use and function of théo-infinitive and —ing constructions

3.4.1. The 4ng construction

-Ing can have adjective-like and noun-like uses. Itdraadjective-like use when it
functions as subject complement (25), as objectptement (26), as modifier in
absolute free adjuncts (27), or as attributive ri@d(28). It has a noun-like use
when it plays the role of the subject (29), a digect (30) or when it appears as
object of a preposition (31). kag has also uses when it is considered as half-
gerund (Duffley, 2006: 17). Oftening has the noun-like function of a direct
object; instead of the possessive, however, iftesnantroduced by the common-
case form of the pronoun (32). The half-gerund fiencis motivated by the fact
that in such cases, the construction has a noerfdikction, yet it does not take the
possessive, which would be characteristic of nakmtses.

(25) He stood brooding in the corner. (Duffla)
(26) | found him brooding in the corner. (Deffl 12)
(27) The two still knelt, tears running down thelreeks. (Duffley: 13)
(28) The man writing the obituary is my friend. (Duffley: 14)
(29) Giving up the violin opened a whole new caffeeilona Schmidt-Seeberg.
(30) He was enjoying talking with her. (Duftlép)
(31) I hope you are not angry with me for coming. (Duffley: 16)
(32) Them coming here is no reason for you to leave (Duffley: 17)

An important question with respect tomg has been related to its status as gerund,
participle or verbal noun. A significant differenetween gerunds and verbal
nouns is that gerunds have both verbal and clausalerties, as well as nominal
properties, verbal nouns (org-of constructions) by contrast, only have nominal
properties. (Cornilescu, 2003: 424). Although tlaeg all DPs, gerunds and verbal
nouns differ in their internal structures: whilerlval nouns are pure DPs, gerunds
also embed a VP structure. That gerunds are matelvéen nature than verbal
nouns is shown by their ability to assign accusatbase to the direct object
whereas verbal nouns need the preposition ‘of his tcase (34). Another
difference which also points to the more verbaluratof gerunds is the
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impossibility of co-occurrence between the perimaxiliary ‘have’ and the ‘of'-
marked object (36):

(33) Him /his selling the house at a good priceapkd her.
(34) His selling of the house at a good price péebker.
(35) Him/his having criticized the book came asigsse.

(36)* His having criticized of the book came asugpsise.  (Cornilescu: 421)

Another important use ofirg is its participial use, whenirg is a purely verbal
form (e.g. the progressive construction). The pgoté functions as a modifier, a
verb modifier or a noun modifier. It differs froneminds in being a purely verbal
construction (it is a clause and not a DP); itlsoaften subjectless, so that its
subject is understood to be coreferent with thenn@duse subject (37). Wolf
(1973) names as the main criterion to differentinegween the gerund and
participial ing the ability of the gerund to appear with a possesgronoun or a
genitive case, which is not possible for the paotec

(37) Waking up the next day, | found the weathes fivee. (participle)
(38) 1 do not like his/him coming here so ofterer(md) (Wolf 1973)

The -ing construction in complementation is a gerund, hgoth noun-like and
verb-like properties. Apart from the interpretasahat define the meaning ahng
in complementation as closely related to nominéibra(the -ng is seen as a
nominalized form, e.g. Langacker (1991, 1999) &ndfley (2006) defines the
schematic meaning oing as that of a direct object) and define the meanirthe
complement construction as mostly related to aspéitt (ing is defined to
impose an imperfective reading on the complement)yethere are also
interpretations (Wierzbicka (1988), Freed (1979))eve the meaning ofing is

defined in temporal terms.
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3.4.2. Theto-infinitive construction

The to-infinitive construction as complement can also have a vaoktyses. A
very frequent use is the subjectless infinitive staiction (39), also called as a
PRO-TO construction or the control construction rflescu, 2003). This
construction lacks an overt subject and the imipkcibject is understood to be
coreferential with the subject of the main clauseother use is théor-to-infinitive
construction, which is also referred to as a ‘aglhttonstruction. In this use the
infinitival clause has its own subject, differendrh the subject of the main clause
(40).

Another use of thdo-infinitive construction is when it appears as a raising
construction. In these constructions, tieeinfinitive may have its own subject
which then surfaces either as subject (the Nomieati infinitive construction)
(41) or as object of the main clause (the Accusatiinfinitive construction) (42).

(39) She promised her mother to study for the exam. (Cornilescu: 216)

(40) I hope for him to win the presidential eleatio

(41) Melvin appears to speak fluent Japanese. (native+infinitive)

(42) They proved him irrefutably to be a liar. (asative+infinitive)
(Cornilescu: 217)

To-infinitives are closely related to modality. They are congideio oppose the
indicative, so that they are not compatible witlot@lly realistic basis (Cornilescu,
2003: 236). To-infinitives can have either the+iealis) feature (after weak
intensional predicates like ‘know’, ‘understand’,say’, ‘tell’, ‘assert’,
‘promise’etc.) or the (ealis) feature after strong intensional verbs, suchnast’,
‘desire’, ‘would like’, etc. An important differe® between weak intensional and
strong intensional verbs is that weak intensionadigates introduce only one
possible situation or possible world in which tlenplement clause is taken to be
true. The complement clause is entailed by ththtafi the main implicative or

factive verb.
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Strong intensional predicates, by contrast, intoeda set of possible worlds, where
the complement is intensionally anchored, so thatttuth of the complement is
not at stake (Cornilescu: 235). After aspectuabsdheto-infinitive complement

constructions are (+realis).

An important question with regard to-infinitive constructions is whether they are
tensed or untensed complements. An important wmteo differentiate between
tensed and tenseless constructions is the abiitynen-ability of complement
constructions to establish their own RT . If compéats are tensed, they establish
their own RT, denoting a different time from thédtthe main clause. Raising
infinitive structures are tensed constructions:ytrelow for distinct frame
adverbials as sentence (43) shows. The appear&momtool infinitive structures
with frame adverbials is more restricted; (contiofjnitive constructions having
the feature (+realis) are tenseless. Complemertdtiearions after aspectual verbs

(44-45) also appear to be tenseless.

(43) Now I firmly believe him to have lied yesterda
(44) *John managed to solve the problem next week.
(45) *Yesterday, John began to solve the problanmotoow.
(Cornilescu: 239)

Although the complement constructions after as@cterbs will be defined
primarily in non-temporal terms, it will be argue¢lkat there is a certain time
relation between the main clause and the complentanse. The situation denoted
by the complement clause can be considered to aevelt of the situation
denoted by the main clause (Cornilescu: 243). Rorf1994) (as cited by
Conilescu: 242) in his study on the infinitive fodwefines the meaning of this form
as closely related to the time of the main clad$® main clause denotes an RT,;
Portner (1994) believes the complement clause derant alternative situation to
the situation expressed by the main clause. Thigns)ethe situation denoted by
the complement clause develops out of the RT of i@n clause, it is ‘a
continuation of the reference situation introdutsgdthe main verb’ (Cornilescu:
242).
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3.5. The semantics of thé&-infinitive and —ing constructions

Following Kleinke (2002), both a schematic and at@iypical meaning will be
attibuted to the complement forrtesinfinitive and #ng. The schematic meaning is
based on the notion of schema, whereas the pratatymeaning on the notion of
prototype as understood by Langacker (1987). Inghaker’s interpretation a
prototype is defined as a typical instance of agaty; a schema, by contrast, is an
abstract categorization of a category and is fabynpatible with all members of

the category.

The two meanings differ from each other in sevegapects: while the schematic
meaning of the complement constructions contaiesntiore general meaning of
the constructions, available in all instantiatiobe prototypical meaning is
construction specific and greatly depends on theasdéic value of the matrix. The
schematic meaning of the constructions can be el@fas the relation betweém
and the bare infinitive on one hand, betweerg-and the bare infinitive, on the
other hand. The difference between the two constng is aspectual and can be
defined in opposition: whiléo is defined to express an exterior viewpoint (viegvi
the complement verb from the exterioring expresses an interior viewpoint

(viewing the complement verb from within).

The prototypical meaning, by contrast, is constamcspecific containing the more

specific use of the complement constructions. it ba defined as the relation

between theo-infinitive and the #g construction with the semantic value of the
matrix and also that of the subject. The prototgpimeaning of the constructions is
realized by their integration into the entire aspatconstruction they are part of.

The tenseless constructionssinfinitive and g will be temporalized after they

are embedded into the aspectual construction.

3.5.1. Schematic meaning of th®-infinitive and —ing construction

The schematic meaning of complement constructiatisoer defined with respect
to viewing. Viewing can be considered to be thempary function of theto-
infinitive and 4ng construction. Motivated by their different profi{path-goal
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schema by the&o-infinitive and container schema by theg-construction (Lakoff,
1987), the two constructions can be consideredxpress two different ways of
viewing: from the exterior —in the case of tieeinfinitive, and from within —in the
case of #1g. The viewing function of the constructions is defil by the relation
betweento and the infinitive on the one hand, on the otterd betweenirg and

the infinitive.

In order to define the function &b and alsoing with respect to the bare infinitive,

it is necessary to define the meaning and funaiiche bare infinitive.

The bare infinitive describes an event, an occaeenr a state in its entirety, with
the beginning, middle and end parts. This entioaty be considered to be ‘bound
in time’ (Kleinke 2002: 109), which means the evesresented by the infinitive

is imagined to evolve in time.

The bare infinitive has a part-whole schema, whleeeparts are closely connected
to the whole. Although the bare infinitive contaedkphases of the occurrence, in
many cases it profiles (brings into focus) only aeenporal segment of the
occurrence which corresponds to the initial phdggecception. This foregrounded
segment contains all important facets of the oerwue, so that the viewer can
make conclusions about the entire occurrence okteat (Kleinke: 110). In the
case of the bare infinitive, thus, what is broughd focus is the transition from the
non-existence to the existence of a state of affdihe sentences below with the
bare infinitive thus show that the state of affausch had not existed before came
into being:

(46) | saw the girl lie on the bed.
(47) We saw her enter the building.
(48) | heard them go out. (Kleinke: 109)

The function of #hg with respect to the bare infinitive is to expressvay of
viewing (imperfective viewpoint) from within.Ing is considered to have a
container schema (which has interior, boundary extdrior parts (Lakoff, 1987))
where all parts of the event governed layg-are present. In contrast to the bare

infinitive, where the entirety of the event is bdun time, the event represented by
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the -ing construction is not ‘bound in time’. In the cade-ng the entirety of the
event is not perceived as evolving in time, but @dirts of the event are

simultaneously present, and can be recalled byidveer.

- Ing has a regional profile. It suspends the ‘tempypratdiund’ reading of the bare
infinitive, imposing on it a profile without endpus. The profiled entity is seen as
being stativized, so that no parts can be idendtifieat would bring the event
further on (beginning and closing phase). This &l vilustrated by the difference
between sentences (49-50). While in (49) the rotkenly seen in flight, in (50)

the preparation before launch as well as taketséffiis also put in profile.

(49) Come on in! We are seeing Apollo 19 taking off
(50) Come on in! We are seeing Apollo 19 take off. (Kleinke: 103)

Similarly to -ing, the primary function of théo-infinitive construction is also
considered to be aspectual. As is the case withitlgeconstruction, the schematic
meaning of theo-infinitive will be defined with respect to viewingn contrast to
the -ing construction, however, which expresses a viewpioarh within, theto-
infinitive construction is defined as ‘expressing an extanewpoint’. If -ing can
be defined as ‘expressing an imperfective viewpoihe to-infinitive construction
expresses a perfective viewpoint, when the evetitetomplement verb is viewed

from the exterior.

The schematic meaning of th@-infinitive construction is realized by the relation
betweento and the bare infinitive. The particte has a source-path-goal schema
(Lakoff, 1987) expressing a movement towards tredization, the coming into
being of the event expressed by the complement. vEne profile of theto-
infinitive construction is a relational profile for within ishconstruction the
meaning ofto is to profile the movement that leads to the pedidon of the event
expressed by the infinitive. This function of tleeinfinitive construction is greatly
motivated by the origin of this construction. Be&fdhe prepositioto turned into a
tense/modal marker, its original meaning had beeexpress a ‘direction’/’goal’/
or ‘purpose’ (Cornilescu, 2003). The original ‘goatlirectional’ meaning is still

present in the meaning of tteeinfinitive construction and has served as a biasis
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the definition of this construction by several lingfs (Quirk et al. (1985), Duffley
(2006)Y™.

Table 2: The structure of the-infinitive as understood by Boas (2003)

3.5.2. Prototypical meaning of theo-infinitive and —ing construction

Though the meaning and function (viewing) of theinfinitive and -ng
constructions can be and are defined here primiarihon-temporal terms, the two
constructions very often acquire temporal valuese Temporal value of the

complement constructions depends on the semaritie eathe matrix verb.

Aspectual verbs are temporal-modal operators, aftbich the complement
constructions acquire a temporal value. Tdwnfinitive and the #g constructions
are non-temporal, tenseless constructions thatbeiltemporalized after they get
embedded within the entire aspectual constructiba ¢omplement construction
can be defined as the continuation of the R sitnatixpressed by the matrix).

The to-infinitive and -ng constructions after aspectual verbs are considered
have opposite values. Freed states that after wspecerbs theto-infinitive
construction expresses a generic or a series igathe g, by contrast, an
ongoing, durative occurrence. She gives severamples to illustrate these
meanings (52-53). Though this opposition (generisarial vs. a single, durative

occurrence) holds in many cases, there are algs edsen the opposite is true (the

31 Quirk et al. (1985) define the infinitive marker as related to the spatial prepositimnby
metaphorical connection. They illustrate this bgeaes of examples (Duffley 2006: 25) John went
...... to the pool(direction), ...to the pool for a swinfdirection +purpose), .for a swim in the
pool (purpose +location), for a swim (purpose), ..to swim (‘metahporical connection of
infinitive marker).

Duffley (2006) defines the schematic meaningtamfis the notion of movement leading up to a
point. This movement can be either physical or mle($1) expresses a mental movement:

(51) He compared the president to Adolf Hitler. (Duffley: 26)
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to-infinitive expressing an ongoing eventng expressing a set of events
(Cornilescu (2003), Duffley (2006)). Thus, senter{ed) with theto-infinitive
expresses a single event, sentence (55) witly & series of events (habitual

reading):

(52) While the man held a gun on her she continceahting/? to count out
hundred dollar bills.
(53) She told him not to visit any more. At firstignored her and continued to

visit/ ? visiting anyway. Finally the visits stojpe (Freed: 153)
(54) All of a sudden she started to run towardsciue
(55) He started smoking when he was 13. (Dufe8)

There are also other differences betweentthimfinitive and g constructions
after aspectual verbs. Motivated by its modal ott@ra the to-infinitive
construction in aspectual complementation is tatemefer to potential events
(Cornilescu: 471). Cornilescu states that the-infinitive in aspectual
complementation expresses dispositional propeofie¢se subject, that is what the
subjectcando, not what the subject is doing at some poitiinie. This, according
to her, is also shown by the frequent occurrencéoohfinitives with statives,
habitual predicates or psychological verbs (56: 57)

(56) Edward began to miss his friends.

(57) Man is beginning to understand himself better. (Cornilescu: 471)

The idea of potentiality is closely related to tlehtfuturity; interpretations that
attribute a temporal value to the-infinitive (the sense of futurity) also motivate
the function of theto-infinitive by its modal character (e.g. Wierzbicka (1988)
defines the meaning of théo-infinitive as expressing the idea of future
expectations and wanting, Verspoor (1990) as egprg®rior intention). Quirk et

al. (1985) also state that the infinitival complemelause contains a future-
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oriented modality; similarly, Wierzbicka states tttely such verbs can appear

with theto-infinitive that have in their sense the meaning of futurentaiiori>.

In contrast to theo-infinitive, the -ing construction after aspectual verbs makes
reference to a specific event or series of evédrasare locatable in space and time
(Cornilescu: 471). Theirg construction does not express potentiality; ratiter
expresses the actuality of the event that getsestacontinued or finished by the
time phase expressed by the matrix verb. The ermgiyfiled by the ing
construction can be defined as being simultanedtls thve time phase expressed

by the matrix verb.

This simultaneity will be interpreted in the sed&Vierzbicka (1988), who states
that gerunds imply sameness of time whenever thmywbie with temporal
semantic types, like actions, processes and statesthat after aspectual verbs,
gerunds are always temporal. Wierzbicka statesiththie case of aspectual verbs,
this simultaneity can manifest itself in three eiint ways: in the case of inceptive
aspectual verbs, the moment referred to by the marb can be presented as
identical with the beginning of the stretch of timeferred to by the complement
(e.g.1 began/ started talking to herin the case of continuative aspectual verbs can
be interpreted as co-existent with the moment esgar@ by the complement verb
(e.g.He kept/continued workingFinally, in the case of egressive aspectualsjerb
the moment expressed by the main verb is identithl the end of the stretch of
time referred to by the complement (d.gtopped/ finished peeling potatypes
Another difference between the-infinitive and -4ng construction when they
follow aspectual verbs is in terms of duration. Whin the case of th-infinitive
there is no expectation of duration, in the caseg the event is expected to last.
That -ing is related to duration has been noted by severglikts (e.g. Dixon
(2005) defines ing as expressing an activity taking place over aggeof time).

32 Wierzbicka (1988), for example, explains the nonwwoence oto-infinitive constructions after
egressive aspectual verbs (digish) by the fact that the matrix does not have thenimgpof future
orientation in itself.

A similar explanation is given in Bolinger (19770 account for the occurrence of ergfusebut
not spurnwith theto-infinitive construction gpurnlacks the meaning of future orientation (58-59):

(58) He refused to accept the job.
(59) *He spurned to accept the job. l(Bger 1977: 13)
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The duration expressed by thieg-construction is not a property oitg alone but

it is a property of the entire aspectual constarctand is activated after the
complement construction is embedded into the agpkcbnstruction as a whole.
When followed by ing, the aspectual construction expresses unboundgzbtam

progress. This means that the duration of the oectgtn cannot be divided into
segments (no beginning or ending phase can beaegawithin the progress of
the construction). As a temporal property, duratcam be defined as evolving

simultaneously with an axis of orientation (the &pressed by the matrix veth)

3.6. The eventuality type of the complement verbs

It is also an important goal of my research to yreathe occurrence and frequency
of aktionsart categories (eventuality types) a#iepectual verbs. The analysis of
aspectual complementation cannot be considered letenwithout taking into
consideration the eventuality type of the complenvenb. The eventuality type of
complement verbs has been analyzed as part oktiectal constructiobegin +

to infinitive construction, begin + ing construction, start + to infinitive

constructionstart + ing construction etc.

The first linguist to categorize verb phrases iioior distinct categories, known as
eventuality types is Vendler (1968). Though hissification has its shortcomings
(Vendler classified verbs rather than verb phrases many critics points to the
necessity of classifying aktionsart categoriehatverb phrase or even at the entire
sentence level, e.g. Dowty (1979), his categoriesevadopted (and modified) in

studies on verbal phrasés

% In his study on duration, Hollésy (1980) differiaés between two types of duration: in its first
sense, duration can be defined as referring to wmded temporal progress; in its other sense,
duration expresses an extent of time that can \idedl into segments (Holldsy 1980: 30). It is the
first type of duration that is expressed by thegpegsive form ing.

34 The Vendlerian classification was further developeithin tense logic based primarily on
temporal criteria, and also event semantics barsdtielogic of part-whole relations, by the way an
entity stands in relation to its parts.

Some of the approaches offer a tripartite distinctinto states, processes and events like
Mourelatos (1978, 1981) Bach (1981, 1986) (as ditedrilip (1999)); in such interpretations the
accomplishments and achievements form a naturak glavents) both of them being telic and
quantized.
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The four main eventuality types distinguished bynier (1968) are states,
activities, accomplishments and achievements. Hnedistinguished according to
semantic criteria, e.g. telicity (accomplishmentsl achievements are telic, states
and activities are atelic), duration (achieveméatk duration) and also syntactic
criteria (e.g. the appearance wifor-or 4n adverbials (states and activities only
appear withfor adverbials, accomplishments and achievementsitiakéverbials).
Examples of state verbs are ‘know’; ‘understantbelieve’, of activities: ‘do’;
‘run’; ‘walk’; ‘study’, of accomplishments: ‘build house’; ‘write an essay’; ‘run a

mile’, of achievements: ‘notice’; ‘discover’; ‘losetc.

As part of the aspectual construction the evene tgpthe complement verb is
closely related to the semantic value of the mattnd the semantic value
(semantic role) of the subject as well. That thera close connection between the
form of the complement constructioto<{infinitive, or -ing), the event type of the
complement verb, and the matrix has been noticednbpy linguists, as for
example Gramley (1980) and also Schmid (1996).&5ints presupposed that the
subject of the aspectual construction also hasngpact on the value of the
aspectual construction as a whole, the semante ablthe subject will also be

analyzed.
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Chapter 4. Corpus Linguistics as a means of analysbf aspectual

verbs

4.1. Corpus Linguistics: A short introduction

The beginnings of Corpus Linguistics have been edrky empirical and
statistical research carried out on non-digitalpooa. They go back as far as the
first Bible concordances (Cruden’s concordancethefking James Bible (1736),
Strong’s concordances with Greek and Hebrew (1884yell as corpora used in
language acquisition  (roughly  1876-1928) (http:/imeolumbiabc.edu
/pdfs/library/concord.pdf ). Then, in the 1950s,npdinguists base their research
on the empirical analysis of different corpora €6ri(1952), The Structure of
English, which is a corpus-based grammar, Quirl6{).9Towards the Description
of the English Language which uses written and spdiexts (100 in number) to
analyse the different aspects of English grammé@he appearance of digital
corpora (The Brown corpus by Francis andc&a (1964), The LOB (Lancaster-
Oslo-Bergen) Corpus by Geoffrey Leech in the 1970®, Birmingham Collection
of English Text (which is to grow into the Bank Bhglish later) by COBUILD
(Collins and the University of Birmingham), whiokalds first to the compilation of
the Collins COBUILD English Language Dictionary 89, etc.) facilitates the

research based on empirical and statistical methods

After a period of time, when empiricism fades untlee ‘cognitive revolution’
(Chomsky’s criticism of the methods of Corpus Lirgggs, viz. that corpora
cannot be representative of an infinite languagdahé 1990s, the use of empirical
and statistical methods in language analysis giseasdls. In addition to already
existing corpora, other electronic corpora are dtedp(e.g. the British National
Corpus (1985), a 100 million sample corpus, comgsbvf 90 million written and

10 million spoken words).

Today many areas of linguistics use corpus-bastad @arpus-based analyses are
carried out in lexicography, grammar, semanticggpratics, psycholinguistics,

sociolinguistics, language teaching, etc. In a#sth areas of linguistics corpus

83



research enables an adequate approach to the p&eadm question, since the
analyses are based on authentic language dateaoaond some made-up examples.
The possibility of a qualitative analysis (wheree thnguistic phenomena are
analyzed in detail, showing whether a linguistieptmenon is relevant or not)
and a quantitative analysis (statistical analylgajls to an appropriate analysis of
all language phenomena, including those that axe aad could not be given a

proper analysis without empirical and statisticatihods.

The existence of historical corpora (The Helsintipeis, The ARCHER corpus)
also makes possible a diachronic analysis of laggugiving a more appropriate
picture of the variations and changes that arentplplace in language (e.g.

grammaticalization).

Corpus linguistics can be viewed as a methodolobichvfacilitates and makes
possible the analysis of many linguistic phenomembe use of different
concordance programs enables the search for tagslsvand also grammatical

categories (nouns, verbs, verb phrases etc.)

4.2. Corpora. Definition and characteristics

According to McEnery and Wilson (1996), any coliestof more than one text

can be called a corpus. Grefenstette and Kilgaf2i#f03:2) define corpus in the

following way: ‘a corpus is a collection of texth@n considered as an object of
language or literary study.’

At present there are many varieties of corporattericorpora (e.g. The Brown
Corpus, The LOB Corpus), spoken corpora (The LoAdamd Corpus, the
IBM/Lancaster Spoken English Corpus, corpora ofadixype (containing both
spoken and written texts, e.g. The British NatioBakpus (BNC) contains 90%
written part, 10% spoken part). A corpus can becksonic or diachronic (an
example of a diachronic corpus is the Helsinki @srpf the English Language),
monolingual or multilingual (a multilingual corpus the English-Sweedish

Parallel corpus or the Crater Corpus, containirenéin, English and Spanish texts
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(cf. Szirmai, 2005:78) general or more specificpooa, finite-size corpora and
monitor corpora (corpora that constantly grawMcEnery and Wilson (1996), etc.
Corpora are today available in many languagesdbedtnglish corpora, there are
also Hungarian (Magyar Nemzeti Szovegtéar), Gernmiare (Freiburger Corpus),
French (The PAROLE French corpus), Serbian (Theusrof the Serbian

language), Croatian, etc. corpora available.

The main characteristics of a corpus are samplimd) representativeness, finite
(and usually fixed) size, machine-readable form atahdard reference (criteria
induced by McEnery and Wilson (1996) (Cf. Grefetistand Kilgarriff, 2003).

Sampling and representativeness have a great iampertin data collection.

Depending on the aim of analysis, the type of téxaés are collected and sampled
can vary (e.g. literary texts, newspaper articles).eln order to represent an
appropriate basis for research, a corpus needs tefdresentative of the language
in study. This means that it should include noydnéquent linguistic phenomena

but rare ones as well.

The representativeness of a corpus is closelyegblat its size. How big a corpus
should be for an appropriate analysis of a lingeighenomenon cannot really be
determined: however, a corpus should be large énfargany linguistic analysis; a
small corpus may not offer enough information oe televance of a certain

linguistic phenomenon.

Another question is also if a corpus has a finitenon-finite size. Corpora that
have a finite size can serve as a standard referémc further research. By
comparison, corpora that do not have a finite §menitor corpora) cannot be
considered such a reliable source of data. Fin#tlg,requirement that a corpus
should have electronic format did not have suchoirtigmt relevance in the past
(when ‘corpus’ was mainly used in reference to tedntext) but today there are
very few corpora (if at all) that do not exist ile@ronic form. The advantage of
electronic corpora is that data can easily be aeckand sampled by the use of

concordance programs, also called concordancers.
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Concordance programs turn electronic texts intalukges which can then be
searched for particular words and parts of worffsxés) as well as combinations
of words (collocations). Concordancers can showthadl instances of a chosen
word in their contexts, a procedure also calle\A8C (key word in context). The

instances can be displayed in various ways, depgndn the interests of the
researchers (how much of the surrounding contekia(vepan) the researcher is

interested in).

Through concordance programs also such informaotie frequency of a certain
word or combination of words can be obtained. Tigg,hor on the contrary, low

frequency of a certain phenomenon shows if the pmemon searched is a
relevant one or not and also mirrors the changasléncies) that are taking place

in language.

Concordance programs can be used effectively iguistic research after the
corpus is annotated, the most common form of amiootebeing grammatical
tagging, which is the procedure of adding a granmabtategory to each word in
the corpus. While annotation can be done by hdmsletare also automatic tagging
programs, like CLAWS, which has been developedHerannotation of the LOB
corpus. Other forms of annotation are parsing ¢t labeling), which allow for
syntactic analysis of texts or lemmatisers whiclovalfor a more fine-grained
search of texts, transforming words into theiridicary form. An annotated corpus

also contains information on the text (about thergedate of publication etc.).

4.3. A corpus-based approach to aspectual complentation

The advantage of applying corpus linguistics to fieenomenon of aspectual
complementation is that it offers natural languatga on the occurrence of
aspectual verbs and their complement forms. TheasBos of an aspectual
construction is not only due to the semantic valutihe aspectual verb but also the
semantic value of the other components of the cocisdn. Because of this it is
necessary that the context in which the respeciisgeectual verb appears be
analyzed. An appropriate analysis of aspectual ¢éemmgntation can be done
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through a qualitative and a quantitative analy$ishe aspectual verbs and their

complementation forms.

A qualitative analysis helps to identify the phemma that are taking place in
aspectual complementation. By a qualitative anslysi overall picture can be
obtained on the context aspectual verbs appeahai,is the complement forms
they are followed byt¢-infinitive or —ing construction), the situation type of the
complement verb (if it is a state verb, an activéigcomplishment or achievement)

and also the semantic role of the subject.

Quantitative research gives information on the dswy of the data observed. In
order to obtain a sufficient amount of data, nemgsfor conclusions to be drawn,

the corpus needs to have a considerable size.

Because of the subtlety of aspectual complementétie differences between the
complement forms of aspectual verbs seem very equbite methods of corpus
linguistics have been considered important toolsoldain a more appropriate
understanding of the phenomena involved. The qisi@ analysis of aspectual
complementation has been based on several corptnan he ICAME project
(Brown corpus, FLOB, LOB corpora). For statistickdta, the British National
Corpus, BNC, has been consulted. Besides the @mentioned, the web has also
been used as a corpus in this work. For this pe;pdata on aspectual verbs and
their complement forms have been obtained with hiep of a concordance
program called Webcorp.

In what follows, a short description will be givehthe corpora used in this work.

4.3.1. The ICAME Project

The ICAME project contains 18 different Corporac(uding Brown, LOB, FLOB
Helsinki, etc.) with a size of about 14 million wist These texts are examples of

both written and spoken corpora, ranging from pregay English to historical
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corpora. Of these corpora, the Brown corpus, LOBDB and FROWN corpora

have been analyzed in greater detail.

The Brown Corpus was first of the modern, compuéardable general corpora.
Compiled in 1961 by W. N. Francis and H.d&ua, the corpus contains 500 texts
from different text categories (press, religioustsefiction, etc.). The total length
of the corpus is about 1.000.000 words. Today s$iie can be considered to be
rather small, as compared e.g. to the BNC, which mmare than 100.000.000

running words.

Table 1.:The text classes of the Brown and LOB corpora

BROWN LOB
Text class size of

texts
Press: reportage 44 44
Press: Editorials 27 27
Press: Reviews 71 17
Religion 17 17
Skills, trades, hobbies 36 36
Popular lore 48 48
Belles Lettres, Biography, Essays 75 75
Miscellaneous 03 30
Learned 80 80
General Fiction 92 29
Mystery 24 24
Scifi 6 6
Adventures 29 29
Love stories 29 29
Humour 9 9

Totadach corpus 500 texts
Each text — 2 000 words; total — about 1 millionhbcorpora
Sourcenttp://www.cs.ut.ee/~koit/SSO02/KASILEHT.rtf
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LOB (The Lancaster-Oslo Bergen Corpus) is the texfutooperation between the
University of Lancaster, the University of Oslo,dathe Norwegian Computing
Centre for the Humanities at Bergen. It was congpléh 1978. The aim of the
project was to assemble a British English equivatenthe Brown University
Corpus of American English. The year of publicat{@83-tagged version) and
the sampling principles have been identical to ¢haisthe Brown corpus (just like
the BROWN corpus, LOB contains fifteen categorieseats that are categorized
the same as by the BROWN corpus) Also, the sizbetorpus is about the same
as that of the Brown Corpus (about a million of dscontaining about 500 printed

texts of about 2,000 words each).

Table 2.:The text classes of the FLOB and FROWN corpora

FLOB
FROWN
Text class size of
texts
Press: reportage 4 4 44
Press: Editorials 27 27
Press: Reviews 71 17
Religion 17 17
Skills, trades, hobbies 38 36
Popular lore 44 48
Belles Lettres, Biography, Essays 77 75
Miscellaneous 03 30
Learned 80 80
General Fiction 92 29
Mystery 24 24
Scifi 6 6
Adventures 29 29
Love stories 29 29
Humour 9 9

Source: http://129.177.24.54./icame/manuals
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The FLOB and FROWN corpora were a project of thavehsity of Freiburg
carried out in the early years of 1990s. They aee dutcome of the attempt to
compile a corpus of the size of the Brown and L®@Boora, which would contain
written English texts of the 1990s. The samplinthteques by the compilation of
the two corpora have been similar to the ones irséte case of the BROWN and
LOB corpora (random selection of the titles fromblimgraphical sources).
Similarly to these corpora, the FLOB and FROWN oogphave fifteen categories;
the classification is the same as by the BROWNILaDB corpora. When sampling
press articles and monographs great care was tak&lect books and equivalent
topics to that of LOB and BROWN (http://129.17724ficame/manuals.HTM).

The difference between the two projects is thatleviiLOB contains texts of
British English, the FROWN corpus contains Ameri€anglish texts.

4.3.2. The British National Corpus

The British National Corpus (BNC) is a large corpw#h an amount of
100.000.000 words. It contains both written andkgpoBritish English texts from
the later part of the 3Dcentury. The written part of the corpus (90%) eimg a
wide range of texts, from newspaper articles andogials for all ages and
interests, to academic books and popular ficti@ttets, memoranda etc. The
spoken part (10%) contains a large amount of rexbobnversation from different
age, region and social classes together with otb#ected texts (radio shows,
meetings etc.). The dialogues and monologues in d¢bgpus have been
spontaneously recorded from individuals living iffetent parts of Great Britain
(Meyer, 2002: 34). They are interspersed among#n@us genres that are found

in the corpus (e.g. business, leisure, educatietcg).

Table 2..The text classes of the BNC corpus

Speech Type Number of texts % of spoken corpus
Demographically sampled 153 41%

Educational 144 12%

Business 136 13%

Institutional 241 13%
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Leisure 187 14%

Unclassified 54 7%
Total 915 100%
Writing Type Number of texts % of written corpus
Imaginative 625 22%
Natural Science 144 4%
Applied Science 364 8%
Social Science 510 15%
World affairs 453 18%
Commerce 284 8%
Arts 259 8%
Belief & Thought 146 3%
Leisure 374 11%
Unclassified 50 2%
Total 3,209 99%

Source: Meyer (2002: 31).

4.3.3. The Web as Corpus

Besides the corpora mentioned above, the Inteamealso been used for the search
and analyses of aspectual verbs and their complatn@m forms. The web as
corpus has been considered an additional resoartteetevidence (data) found in
the other corpora. The necessity to use the wednigmis lies in the huge amount
of data that give additional information on theexdpal verbs and the context they
appear in, shedding new light on the phenomenadveddin July 1999 there were
56 million registered network addresses, in Jan2&Q1 there were 125 million
addresses, and in 2003 -172 million addressesydKiff and Grefenstette: 5).

The use of the web as corpus has its own advantagesdisadvantages. As
compared to other corpora (Brown corpus, BNC dte)web as corpus has the
disadvantage that it is not a representative arndllyoreliable source of

information, unlike well-balanced, finite sized pora. Different from the corpora
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mentioned so far, which are balanced corpora froowk sources, the web is not
balanced and the sources of the texts are not alwesfiable. There are many
blank pages on the web, not to mention the erroas may occur. Regarding
commercial crawlers, they cannot access all welepdgcause some pages are

‘invisible’ and have an inbuilt local bias.

In spite of this, the web has the advantage thiatfitee, instantly available and it
contains a huge amount of data. The web is cormgtgrawing; its immense size
can be considered an advantage when compared ¢o abhpora. Although the
BNC is large enough, enabling the quantitative ysislof linguistic phenomena,
for some purposes it is not large enough: rare svordrare meanings of common
words can hardly be found. The 100 million runnwvgrds of the BNC is a
considerable number, yet the bulk of the lexicatktappears less than 50 times in
it, which is not enough to make statistically sgalglonclusions about a word
(Kilgarriff: 2003). Another advantage of the weba@spus is that there are many
materials which are not protected by copyright (Sp9965°.

The data from the Internet have been obtained avitbncordance program called
Webcorp. This concordance program was started 88;108ut of the five search
engines the program runs with, the data analyzec leen mostly obtained
through Altavista. Although the difficulties relag to web search and the nature of
commercial search engines remain (the presenceptitdtes, blank pages etc.) so
that the data obtained cannot be considered toteligble, webcorp data can be
considered an important, additional source of mfation to the one obtained from

other corpora.

% There is no general agreement on whether the ialstér the internet are protected by copyright
or not. Hemming and Lassi’'s (2003) paper offerintgresting overview of the debates in this
respect. Hundt and Biewer’s book (2007) is anotioenpelling work on the web as corpus, also
touching on the copyright problems.
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Chapter 5. Begin, Startand their Complementation

This chapter presents an analysis of the veobgin and start and their
complementation withto-infinitive and -+g complements. It focuses on the
semantic meaning and function that can be attribtdehe aspectual constructions

begin + to infinitive begin + ing start + to infinitive, start + ing.

The approach adopted here follows the outlines afisBuction Grammar to a
great extent. The meaning expressedéyinandstart and their complementsof

infinitive and -ng) is understood as resulting at the level of theeetial

construction as a whole. The aspectual verbs arearsidered to determine the
semantic meaning of an aspectual constructionsirrtirety, but the meaning of
aspectual complementation results from the integradf the semantic meaning
and function of the aspectual verb into the sernamteaning of the aspectual

construction as a whole.

The aspectual constructiobsgin + to infinitive begin + ing start + to infinitive
start + ing are taken to have a meaning of their own, whicltony partly
determined by the meaning béginandstart Althoughbeginand start motivate
the meaning of the entire aspectual constructioa kaigh degree, the meaning of
the aspectual construction as a whole is more cexrplan the meaning specified

in the semantic frame of these verbs.

The subtlety obeginandstart and their complementation lies in the fact thahbo
verbs appear with theo-infinitive and -ng complement constructions with
apparently no difference in meaning (1-Beginand start and their complement
forms are often interchangeable, which made seViaguists conclude that there
is little or no difference between the two aspelcuueabs and their complement
forms {o-infinitive, and -ng) (e.g. Hornby (Wolf 1977) states that no geneud r

can be given to explain the choice betwemfinitive and -ing complementation

after the aspectual verbs).
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The analysis adopted here is based on the idea thidfierence in form leads to a
difference in meaning@eginandstartand the aspectual construction in which they
appear ljegin + to infinitive begin + ing start + to infinitive start + ing) will be

considered to convey different shades of meaning.

(1) It began to rain / raining. It started to snoft started snowing.

(2) 1 began to write/ writing a letter. / | startéd write/ writing a letter.

Besides explaining the possible similarities andfedences in the semantic
meanings of these constructions, an important diteo paper is also to explain
the different frequency of these aspectual verbh whe to-infinitive and -ng

complements. It will be assumed that the differetegween the aspectual

constructions in this respect is also motivatedasdinally to a certain extent.

My findings from corpora (BNC) point to a more fret complementation of
begin with to-infinitives and a more reduced occurrence withg-complements.
By contrast,start is more often followed byirg complementation than bip-
infinitives (begin t0-2628 entriespeginning to -3776 entriespegins to -973,
began to- 10590 entriesbegun te1693 entries with ing complementsbegin +
ing - 305 entriespegins + ing- 59, began + ing -1073 entriesstart to-1979
entries,starts to- 586 started te 3433 entriesstarting to -970 entries, with ing
complementsstart + ing - 2307 entriesstarts + ing-324, started + ing- 2117

entries.

This is in accordance with Bailey’s findings (199Bggin to -254 matches (77%)
begin + ing -74 matches (23%)tart to- 63 matches (29%)tart + ing 154
matches (71%{Bailey, 1993°.

Another aim of the research has been to analyzedberrence and frequency of
the eventuality types of the complement verbs. Hmalysis of aspectual
complementation cannot be considered complete wittaking into consideration
the eventuality type of the complement verb. Thenéwality type of complement

% Mair (2002a: 116) draws attention to the fact thatinalyzing the frequency of a certain
construction we are always dealing with an instdrat change in progress.
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verbs are analyzed as part of the aspectual catisinlegin + to infinitive begin

+ ing, start + to infinitive start + ing etc. The object of the research has been to
see what difference there exists between the earigins in this respect, if there is

a tendency for a certain aspectual verb to appéaram eventuality type (e.g. as
will be shown,beginseems to appear more often with statives #tart does) and

how this can be explained.

In spite of the differences that might exist betwdieem,begin and start appear
with most of the eventuality types. They appear hwiactivities and
accomplishments and partly also with states (3r6limited cases these verbs also
appear with achievements (that do allow for a pi@pay phase); in many of such
cases a plural NP is needed (in (3) it is the plMRA subjects (the guests) that
makes the sentence acceptable). The restricted aofisehese verbs with
achievements can be explained by the fact thataements are punctual in nature

and as a consequence they seldom appear with aspeetbs.

(3) *John began to arrive. / The guests began tovar / *John started to arrive /
The guests started to arrive.

(4)* | began to notice/* noticing him. / * | stadeto notice /* noticing him.

(5) | began to feel good /* to be feeling good. started to feel /*to be feeling
good.

(6) She started / began hating him for his selisisn

The semantic analysis of the constructions inclutiesanalysis of the semantic
value of the aspectual verbs, the semantics of -Hmg and to-infinitive

constructions, the aktionsart of the complemenb\zard also the semantic role of
the subject. It will be assumed that there is asselmterrelation between the
different parts of a construction (the matrix, teenplement construction and also

the subject of the sentence).
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5.1. Values attributed tobeginand start

The difference in the complementation bégin and start is in many cases
attributed to the different semantic values of ¢hego verbs. Although the studies
on beginandstart stress the similarities between the two verbsy #iso state that
there are some subtle differences between themdiffezence between the two
aspectual verbs is in many cases explained by tire pomplex semantic value of
startas compared tbegin An important approach to the difference betwbkegin
andstartis offered by Freed (1979).

Freed definesdegin and start in terms of ‘presuppositions and consequences’
which she defines in pragmatic rather than logieains (the term presupposition
referring to the prior initiation of the event) acdnsequence (the subsequence
occurrence of the event). In her theory a greatomamce comes also to the
temporality of a situation, which can be defineddrms of onset, nucleus and coda
(theonsetis a temporal segment prior to the nucleus of amevthat is, before the
event (or the action) is actually initiated, thecleusis the time segment during
which the activity is in progress (without refererto its beginning or end); it can
consist of subphases (initial, middle and finalnsegts). Finally,codabrings an

event to its definite close.

Freed defines the valueslzéginandstart with respect to these notions; according
to her the difference betwedeginandstartlies in the fact thastart refers to the
onset of an evenbegin on the other hand, to the first temporal segnoérihe
nucleus. This results in different consequencdiogla of these two verbs. Though
they have similar presuppositions (they both prpesp the initiation of an event)
begin and start have different consequence relations; wiiégin always entails
subsequent occurrence of the evetdrt may also entail non-occurrence (one can
start something and then not do it). That is, while possible to say that an action
started but got cancelled on the way (7b- 8) ireaddeginit is presupposed that
the action is fully developed in the onset. Thikesathe cancellation of the action

impossible withbegin(7a):
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7a) ? She began to sneeze but then she didn’tesnedz) She started to sneeze but
then she didn't sneeze.

8) Henry began to sneeze but quickly regained tisposure after sneezing only
once. (Freed: 72)

Another difference betweedmeginand start mentioned by Freed is the additional
causality ofstart, which is missing fronbegin. Although beginis also causal in
nature, leading to the initiation of the complemeatb, start has an additional
causality to that expressed bggin This additional causality aftartis shown by
the sentence below (9) as well as its paraphi@egindoes not allow for such

structures (10).

(9) Joe started me thinking about the problem. Qoeme started thinking/caused
me to start thinking about the problem.
(10) * He began me thinking about the problem. Freéd: 79)

Also, due to its additional causalistart can be used in contexts when it refers not
only the temporality of the sentence but the itifiig activity of the event as well.

Begin on the contrary, cannot be used in such contexts:

(11) When are you going to start/ *begin the fire? (Freed: 80)
(12) The flood started our trouble. /* The flooglgan our trouble. (Freed: 78)

That start refers to the onset, the very beginning of a sitna andbeginto the
first temporal phase of the nucleus is pointedbyubther linguists as well, such as
Wierzbicka (1988) and Dixon (200%) Wierzbicka notes thagtart refers to the
first part andbeginto the first moment of an event, which, in her emmis also
shown by the fact that at races and similar evémsinitial moment is usually
called start rather thanbegin Also Hayakawa and Ehrlich (as cited by Duffley
2006:98) claim that as compared wlikgin, startplaces more emphasis on the

mere beginning, on the act of setting out.

% Duffley (2006:99), on the other hand contradictse in this respect, saying that in fact start
does not refer to any segment of an event, bukewdhe notion of breaking out of a state of rest o
inactivity or in its transitive use initiating anent by breaking out of a state or rest or inattivi
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Startis very often associated with movement and dyniyniStart as a full verb
can be used to express sudden movement (13&gjndoes not have such a use).
The fact thatstart is associated with abruptness and sudden movenasnbeen
noticed by several linguists, e.g. Wierzbicka casiisbeginwith start, by saying
that whilebegintends to express gradualistart is rather associated with abrupt,

sudden movement.

(13) The noise made her start. (Oxford LearnBistionary)
(14) He started angrily to his feet. (Websterdl€gpate’s Dictionary)

Similarly to Freed, Schmid (1993, 1996) also coesdthatbegin refers to the
initial phase,start, on the contrary, to the first moment of the cosnpént verb.
According to him, there are other differences betwé¢he two verbs. Schmid
(1993, 1996) observes a more frequent occurrencganf in dynamic, that of
beginin stative contexts. This, he states, is attriblat@o the dynamic character of
start and the more stative characterbafgin (15-17). Newmeyer (1969) (as cited
by Freed 1979) remarks thstart shares syntactic properties with motion verbs

such as ‘dance’, ‘run’, ‘walk’, ‘jump’, ‘hop’ etc.

(15) Now that we have begun to become familiar witheéhgs can also begin to
discriminate in our judgment of Delius, Sibeliuglaraughan Williams.

(16) But now they started messing about with hilslicn.

(17) Relieved, she started running in the oppadifection. (Schmid 1993: 238)

These approaches point to the fact that, althoegi elose in meanindgeginand
start are also differentStart seems to have a more specific use theginso that
there are many cases whieeginis interchangeable witktart, but the opposite is
not always tru#. Startis causative and dynamic, also shown by the feattstart
can be used in causative constructions, which ar@assible withbegin and also
that start can be used to refer not only to the temporalitg situation, but to the

situation itself (e.ghe started the fire Begin by contrast, is less causative and

% There are also cases, wHeeginis preferred tcstart This is the communicative use légin
usually by story telling as in (18):

(18) ‘See here, Sam’, Nick began. (SdHrab3: 265)
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less dynamic. Another difference between the twdweointed out by Freed is

that asstart refers to the onset ameginto the first part of the nucleus.

5.2. The complementation obeginand start

5.2.1.To-infinitive and —ing constructions

The values of théo-infinitive and -ing constructions aftdseginandstart are often
defined in temporal and modal terms. The two compla forms are considered to
have opposite values: hypothetical meaning-irffinitive) vs. actuality (g
construction) (Quirk et al., 1985), futurityofinfinitive) vs. present orientation (-
ing construction) (Wierzbicka, 1988) (Dixon, 2005)joprintention (o-infinitive)

vs. intention in action (Verspoor, 1990) etc.

Besides the interpretation of the aspectual comgiegation in temporal and modal
terms, there are also approaches that are primawoitytemporal. Duffley (2006)
considers that thm-infinitive and -ing constructions in aspectual complementation
have atemporal values. He states thattdhi@finitive construction aftebeginand
start has the function of a goal-circumstantial, theerof +ng by contrast, is that
of a direct object (denoting that which is starbedfun). That ing afterbeginand
start has a direct object function is according to Dayffshown by the possibility
of passive constructions withegin and start (19), the possibility of pseudo-

clefting (20) and the replacement afig-by a nominal pronoun (21).

Wierzbicka (1988) however, shows that the critéraught up by Duffley do not
always apply so that the claim thahg-in aspectual complementation has a direct
object value, is not necessarily plausible (e.g. ihgrammaticality of sentences

like (*It was snoring that he started).
(19) Cleaning up water pollution should be starbesjun as soon as possible.

(20) What they should start/begin is cleaning upewaollution.
(21) They should start/begin/commence that as as@ossible. (Duffley:102)
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In what follows, thebegin + to infinitiveandstart + to infinitive constructions will
be presented in comparison. As will be shown, timeilarity and difference
between the two constructions are greatly motivéedhe semantic value of the
matrix (which allows or, on the contrary, disalloves certain complement
construction) as well as the interrelation betwdensemantic value of the matrix,
the meaning of the complement construction (prgicgl and schematic meaning)

and also the subject of a sentence.

5.3.Begin + to infinitive/ Start + to infinitive constructions

5.3.1. Schematic meaning of th-infinitive and —ing constructions

The schematic meaning of the complement constmgtexpresses their overall,
more general function. It will be defined in nomAjgoral terms, with respect to
viewing. Both theto-infinitive and the i#ng constructions are understood to be
primarily non-temporal, tenseless constructionsictviwill be temporalized after

they are embedded in the aspectual constructibeghandstart

The primary function of th&-infinitive construction is to express a detached point
of view, where the event expressed by the complemer is viewed from the
outside. This function of theo-infinitive is motivated by the relational profile of
the to-infinitive, where the function ofo is to express a movement towards the
realization of the event expressed by the complémer. The function ofo as
expressing a detached point of view is outlinedriany linguists, e.g. Langacker
(1991), Duffley (2006) and also Bailey (1993)They all analyze the meaning of
theto-infinitive as expressing a non-temporal relation, whereuhetion ofto is to
impose a detached way of viewing of the infinitive.

Within the begin + to infinitive and start + to infinitive constructions, theo-

infinitive expresses an exterior viewpoint to the beginnintasp of the

39 Bailey (1993) defines the values of the complenoamistructions to infinitive,ing, with respect

to two values: | (interior- a notion describing sething that is happening) and E (exterior- a notion
which describes that something is not yet happeninghisninterpretation, to is understood to
express a detached, exterior viewpoint; it tardeis IE, which means that it makes the event
expressed by the complement verb as validatablallg the event into question). Concerning the
function of -ing, Bailey (1993) defines it only with respect totthe notion E is not needed any
longer, since the event is already understoodwesngi
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complement verb. Thi-infinitive construction can express an exterior viewpoint
with respect to a single occurrence or a seriexofirrences (e.g. (22) implies one

occurrence, (23) a series of occurrences):

(22) | started/ began to walk towards the door. (Freed: 77)
(23) The emptiness and silence began to get onehniges. (Rericha: 130)

In contrast to theo-infinitive construction, g expresses an interior viewpoint,
where the event expressed by the complement is fsenwithin. 4ng imposes

on the complement verb a viewpoint where the whelginning phase is seen from
the interior. The profiled entity is seen as bestafivized, so that no parts can be
identified that would bring the event further oreginning and closing phase). As
is the case by the-infinitive construction, the event expressed by the complemen

verb can express one occurrence (24) or a seriescafrences as in (25).

(24) The engine started (or began) smoking. fi{(By 98)
(25) | started making telephone calls. (Rerichal)

5.3.2. The prototypical meaning of theo-infinitive and —ing construction

The prototypical meaning of the-infinitive and -ing constructions is construction
specific and greatly depends on the semantic waitlee verbs they followbegin
andstarf). Theto-infinitive and -ng tenseless constructions become temporalized
after they are embedded into thegin + to infinitive and start + to infinitive

construction.

Beginandstart as temporal-modal operators give rise to the tealgpace of the
complement constructions; they indicate the stgrpoint of the temporal phase
expressed by the constructions. The situation sspre by theo-infinitive and —
ing clause develop from the situation expressed by niarix; they can be
considered a continuation of the temporality (RTha main clause). Described in
more formal terms, it can be said that T1 (the texpressed by the main clause)

begins T2 (the time expressed by the complemerstagtion) (Dinsmore, 1993).
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Freed (1979) defines the meaning of thénfinitive and -ing after beginandstart

in opposition. The main function of the-infinitive in aspectual complementation
is to express a generic (or series) reading, thg & single, durative occurrence)
(in (26) the use of theo-infinitive is more appropriate since there are a series of

events involvedy.

As has already been pointed out, this is not nacigsrue, since théo-infinitive
can express a single occurrence as well (2@y ean also refer to a repeated,
habitual activity (28).

(26) | had hardly slept for two nights, but the iexment of the move plus my
nervous energy kept me going. By the third dayghheto feel/? feeling drugged
and every time | sat down | started to fall asle2fdlling asleep. (Freed: 75)

(27) All of a sudden she started to run towardsciue

(28) He started smoking when he was 13. (Dufg8)

A difference between th®-infinitive and g construction in this respect is not
necessarily between a series or a generic vs. orativk occurrence, but rather in
terms of duration. While in the case of tioeinfinitive there is no expectation of
duration, in the case ofinrg the event is expected to last. The duration espes
by the -ng construction is not considered to be a propertyirg alone but rather

it is a property of the entire aspectual constarctand is activated after the

complement construction is embedded into the aspkconstruction as a whole.

@) V-ING (b) BE V-ING
scope scope
immediate immediate
scope scope

N\ — | N\ —

" t‘H—>

Figure 1. The interpretation efng as understood by Langacker’s (1991, 1999)

v

“Freed (p.74) also observes thatg-besides expressing a single occurrence, canefsoto a
series of events; in this case, she contethdsevent expressed kipg refers to occurrences within
one longer event.
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The duration within theirg construction aftebeginandstart can be expressed by
the repetition of short term processes or habieaétition over a limited period of

time.

(29) As soon as we sat down, three hoods leanedurtbooth and began making

vulgar cracks. (Rericha: 131)

The event expressed by theng-construction aftebeginand start may even be
understood to be fully developed in its initial ppaSentence (30) below implies
that the initial phase of the reading has beely ftdirried out. This is not the case
with theto-infinitive complements that simply imply entry mthe initial phase of
an activity (Rericha 1987: 130).

(30) | started reading a section called “Tests aéperm” and was astonished to
discover that (...) (Rericha: 131)

An important difference between tteinfinitive and -ing construction aftebegin
and start can be defined with respect to modality. Many Uiisgs defineto-
infinitive as expressing a potential eventng: by contrast, an actual event
(Cornilescu, 2003).That this is so is also showrth®yfrequent occurrence of the
to-infinitive construction with statives, psychological verbs @smplements

(especially thdegin + to infinitiveconstruction) (31-32):

(31) (...) But on one 1 occasion when | encountersithdar fantasy in a little boy

who was my patient | began to understand the unceffects of this story.
(BROWN)

(32) (...) Readers will begin to see the resultswrask in BO8 183 our coverage of

the opening ceremonies. (FROWN)

Beginand start are forward-looking constructions; this means #i#tr them the
to-infinitive also implies a sense of futurity in itself. Theere several
interpretations that attribute both a temporal amsblal value to théo-infinitive
construction (Wierzbicka (1988), Verspoor (199@) )et
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In contrast to theo-infinitive, the -ing construction after aspectual verbs makes
reference to a specific event or series of evérasare locatable in space and time
(Cornilescu: 471). Theing construction does not express potentiality; ratiter
expresses the actuality of the event that gettestény the time phase expressed by
the matrix verb. The entity profiled by théng construction can be defined to be
simultaneous with the time phrase expressed bynth&ix verb; the moment
referred to by the main verb can be presentedeagiahl with the beginning of the
stretch of time referred to by the complement (\&herka, 1988).

The actuality reading ofirg may explain why the event of the complement
construction governed by theing construction cannot be cancelled in the
meantime (this is also the case wsdhart which when followed by anirg

complement does not allow the cancellation of treneeither):

(33)*She began/*started sneezing but then she daheeze. (Freed: 72)
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5.4. The Aktionsart category of the complement comisiction

In order to get a more comprehensive picture ofagectual complementation of
begin and start, the aktionsart category of their complement verhst also be
taken into account. The analysis of the aktionsategory of the complement
verbs has been done at the level of the aspectradtractions —begin + to

infinitive / start + to infinitive begin + ing/ start + ing constructions.

Begin and start appear with all situation types: with activitiesates, and events

(less frequently with achievements). The most feeqeventuality types within the

begin + to infinitive and start + to infinitive is that of activities (Schmid, 1993).

Both constructions appear frequently with actigtihat take an acting agent as
their subject.

Concerning the other situation types, there seamsetsome subtle differences

between the two constructions.

Begin more often tharstart appears with state verbs (especially cognitivdbser
like ‘see’, ‘think’, ‘understand’, ‘realize’ etc.vhen it is followed by theo-
infinitive construction; when followed by theing construction, the number of
states in the complement construction is much medeced, due to the fact that
statives take g forms very restrictively. My findings from corpoi@CAME,
BNC, Web as corpus) seem to conform to Schmid'sfagion thabeginoccurs
frequently with cognitive verbs when followed by tio-infinitive constructioft'.
Besides state verbs thegin + to infinitiveconstruction also appears frequently
with process verbs that lack an acting agent (S¢hi244f2 By contrast, the

number of process verbs after start seems to be raeduced.

41 Schmid points to a more frequent occurrencebedin with state verbs, especially verbs of
cognition (following Quirk’s (1985) classificationf cognitive verbs, these are: ‘intellectual states
‘states of emotion or attitude’, ‘states of perompt ‘states of bodily sensation’) but also otlstate
verbs (Schmid: 242). From a total of 99 findingscofjnitive verbs followingeginand start, 96
appear in thébegin + to infinitive construction; the number of cognitive verbs in #tart + to
infinitive construction is only 3 (Schmid: 243). Schmid cdes$ that this is motivated by the
semantic value dfeginwhich can be characterized as being stative inacher (Schmid: 241).

2 Agents can be both animate and inanimate subjith®ugh many linguists consider agents only
those subjects that are animate. Among the imglisadf agentivity are: volition, control over
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Table 1) offers data on the frequency of state s/edvocess verbs (lacking an

acting agent) as well as activity verbs afieginandstart

Eventuality Type TOTAL Start Begin

% % %
Action 265 59.0 113 87.6 152 47.4
Cognition 99 22.0 3 2.3 96 30.0
Process 63 14.1 10 7.7 53 16.6
State 22 4.9 3 2.3 19 6.0
TOTAL 449 100 129 100 320 100

Table 1: The frequency of event types followibhggin + to infinitive and start + to
infinitive as understood by Schmid (1993: 238)

As will be shown later on, the eventuality typetbé complement verb is also
closely connected to the semantic value oftthmfinitive and -ing constructions,
which then show some differences in the eventualipe of their complement

verb.

State F
Process F
1 M BEGIN
Cognition — m START

0 50 100 150 200

Figure 2: State, process, cognitive and action svevithin thebegin + to infinitiveand
start + to infinitiveconstruction.

involvement in an event or state, the subjectuslidul initiator or instigator of an event, or, ithe
case of inanimate subjects, it is a source of falicected at or against another entity, or it is an
entity which moves, coming into contact with anaoteeent which is stationary, etc. (Kearns, 2000:
244).
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The to-infinitive construction aftebegin and start shows a greater variety of
aktionsart category (containing state verbs, datwiand process verbs as well)
than the g construction. The irg construction often contains durative, activity
verbs that in most cases require an active, agestibject. Botlbegin + ingand

start + ing constructions take activity verbs to a high degree

5.4.1.Begin +to infinitive and start+to infinitive constructions

5.4.1.1. The appearance with activities

The greatest frequency of bdilkeginandstart is with activities, where the subject
is an acting agent (Schmid 1993). Four activitypgdnave been analyzed in greater
detail afterbeginandstart they are ‘do’, ‘run’, ‘walk’ and ‘study’: all th&e verbs
require a human agent as their subject. Statisd@at have been obtained from the
BNC and the web. Although the findings show a feaguoccurrence of all four
verbs withbeginandstart in some cases the number of activites aftert seems

to be higher than aftebegin This, according to Schmid, can be explained as
motivated by the agentive-dynamic characterstairt to a high degree (Schmid:
237Y°. The table below shows the frequency of ‘do’, ‘ruwalk’ and ‘study’

within thebegin + to infinitiveandstart + to infinitive construction:

DO RUN WALK STUDY
Source BNC | WEB| BNC| WEB| BNC| WEB BNG WEB
Begin to 7 203 10 257 10 178 2 148
Begins to 1 157 9 322 3 215 0 145
Began to 17 207 39 220 136 240 36 198
Begun to 12 161 5 152 5 183 7 159

43 Schmid (1993) sees the difference between the eatityttypes obeginandstartas motivated
by the different semantic values of the two velvhile begincan be characterized as being stative
in nature, often describing the initiation of atstaf mind (the frequent occurrence lagin with
cognitive verbs)start which is more dynamic, more often appears in aadyin context, with an
acting agent. This does not mean, tiegindoes not often appear with activitities: the celtation
SEM_SU [human] +start/begin+ SEM _C [action] cantlbgught to be a prototypical use for both
beginandstart
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Beginning 9 169 10 157 3 248 1 147
to
Start to 20 213 12 225 8 200 2
Starts to 1 162 6 234 2 237 0
Started to 33 200 48 277 68 244 2 198
Starting to 10 210 6 180 7 167 0

Table 2: The frequency of activity verbs within thegin + to infinitiveandstart + to
infinitive construction in BNC and the WEB.

5.4.1.2. The Appearance with state verbs

My findings from corpora (Brown corpora, LOB, FLOBNC as well as data from
the web) confirm Schmid’s as well as Cornilesc@s471) observation thétiegin
occurs frequently with cognitive verbs, as wellvasbs of state and psychological
verbs, like ‘to understand’, ‘to miss’, ‘to beliéwetc. when it is followed by thto-
infinitive construction.

While start can also be followed by a state verb (34) the ramalb cognitive and
psychological verbs within thetart + to infinitive constructions is more reduced,
as the data show. The complement verb insthet + to infinitive construction is
more often an activity, carried out by an actingrdg state verbs rarely appear

within thestart + to infinitiveconstruction.

(34) She started to be interested in music latasrlife. (Cornilescu: 471)

Table 3) shows the occurrence of four cognitivebsersee’, ‘realize’, ‘think’ and
‘understand’ within théegin + to infinitiveandstart + to infinitive construction.
Data have been obtained from the Brown, FLOB, LEBBROWN corpora (ICAME
project) as well as BNC and the web. Table 3 costéine data gained from the
BNC and also from the web (with the help of the \d@p concordance program).

SEE REALIZE THINK UNDERSTAND
Source BNC | WEB | BNC | WEB | BNC | WEB| BNC | WEB
Begin to 97 317 16 239 49 219 92 186
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Begins to 4 209 3 293 9 231 2 184

Began to 117 310 44 208 145 358 45 224

Begun to 14 147 4 227 20 228 9 181

Beginning 85 122 25 180 152 229 39 22(

to

Start to 18 275 1 255 31 170 6 223
Starts to 1 152 0 165 3 178 0 164
Started to 8 239 1 218 30 252 1 167
Starting to 6 199 6 168 15 363 0 157

Table 3: The frequency of cognitive verbs withie begin + to infinitiveandstart + to
infinitive constructions in the BNC and the web

The data show a more frequent occurrence of siieswvithin thebegin + to
infinitive construction than within thetart + to infinitive construction. This is
motivated to a high degree by the semantics oftwleeverbs begin prefers the
appearance of cognitive verbs because of its gtahasacter thastart, which is
more related to action and dynamicity) and thetierirelation with theo-infinitive
(refers to the potential coming into being of tleewrence) andirg constructions

(focus on the occurrence itself).

starting BNC:The verb 'see’
to: 199

started to:

239“\

begins to:

starts 209

to:152 ¥

beginning " ~—_bhegun to:
to:122 147

Figure 3: The frequency of the verb ‘see’ withiggin + to infinitiveandstart + to
infinitive

Whenbeginis followed by a stative verb, the subject is oftepatient (35- 38). In

sentence (38) witlstart the graduality characteristic of theegin+ to infinitive

109



construction is missing; rather, the turning pdhet would mark a change in the
fat man’s behavior is understood as being abrulpis $entence implies a human
agent who after observing how the things stand ratobim starts acting in a

certain way.

(35) You want to see him again - just one more time,tgbuourself - and you

begin to feel the overwhelming need to confess. (FROWN)

(36) It's a big stretch from that to MacDonald'shctusion: "One can begin to see
why a woman fighter should be more feared than a:relae views her cause as a
surrogate child. (FROWN)

(37) Keys's findings, though far from complete, ldtely to smash many an eating
cliche. Vitamins, eggs and milk begin to look li&eds to hold down on (though
mothers' milk is still the ticket). (BROWN)

(38) Puritan New England regarded obesity as arfiatj symbol of intemperance,
and thus a sin. Says Keys: "Maybe if the idea goturd again that obesity is
immoral, the fat man would start to think". Moraside, the fat man has plenty to
worry about- over and above the fact that no onglanger loves him.

(BROWN)

5.4.1.3. The appearance with process verbs

An important aim of the analysis has been to seielwtf the constructiondbégin

+ to infinitive andstart + to infinitive also favor process verbs that lack a human
acting agent. Such verbs (e.g. ‘take shape’, ‘owel, etc.) seem to be more
frequent within the begin + to infinitive than within thestart + to infinitive
construction. My findings confirm Schmid’s obsergat; he points to a more
increased occurrence begin with process verbs as comparedstart (Schmid:
245).
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IMPROVE TAKE SHAPE HAPPEN

BNC | WEB | WEB | BNC | WEB | BNC
Begin to 8 197 148 0 188 8
Begins to 4 150 116 1 163 2
Began to 17 156 183 29 170 14
Begun to 4 134 164 1 156 1
Beginning to 2 139 152 9 165 21
Start to 7 164 132 1 280 6
Starts to 2 161 139 1 187 1
Started to 5 192 185 3 212 9
Starting to 2 153 231 3 261 5

Table 4: The frequency of process verbs (‘improttake shape’ and ‘happen’) afteegin
andstart

Three process verbs, ‘improve’, ‘take shape’ angpffen’ have been analyzed
within the BNC and also the web and the findingsvsla slightly more increased
number of these verbs afteegin than afterstart That these verbs take non-
agentive subjects is shown by sentences (39-40sdlsentences besides being
non-agentive also express a gradual coming intagbei the occurrence expressed
by the complement verb. The meaning of the constmucresults from the
interaction betweebegin (expressing graduality) and theinfinitive construction

(referring to a potential future event).

(39) In middle age there are enough things thateh@vbe done with some ulterior
motive; it is folly to take up voluntarily anythirtgat may become a taskmaster.
Home carpentry, as we have seen in the first gfdbries of papers, may begin to
show itself ... (LOB)

(40) Given good weather, the coming summer*- when Australians are the
visitors*- should be a fair one for the first-clagame. But 1962 may well be
critical for by then the new look to be given te lame by the committee charged
with that task should begin to take shape. And @dmes here in 19627 (LOB)
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5.4.2.Begin + ingand start + ingconstructions

Begin + ing constructions are much more reduced in number $tamn + ing
constructions. The more frequent occurrencetaft + ing constructions can be
explained by the interrelation between the semardioe ofstart (its dynamic,
abrupt character) and the semantic value of theptament construction {rg
focuses on the occurrence expressed by the complereeb, which within this
construction gets a durative character).

Both constructions appear most frequently with atgtiverbs. The number of
activity verbs which require an animate, agentiubjact seems to be high both

within begin+ing andstart + ing constructions.

The data from ICAME (Brown corpus, FLOB, FROWN, LPBhow a high
frequency of g constructions with agentive subjects. The constndegin +

ing has turned up 305 matches: the complement vedsastly activities that
require an active agent: e.g. ‘shipping’ ‘makingioving’, ‘thinking’, ‘reading’

etc. The constructiorbegins + ing with 59 matches also favors ‘shipping’,
‘listening’, ‘counting’, ‘teaching’, ‘working’. Thenumber of activity verbs is also
high within the past constructiobggan + ingandbegun + ing began + ingwith
1073 matches contains verbs like ‘working’, ‘taliin ‘writing’, ‘making’,
‘walking’ etc.; begun + ingwith 195 entries, has as complement verbs as

‘working’, ‘using’, ‘making’ etc.

Start+ing yielded 2307 matchesthe complement verbs are very often activity
verbs, like ‘talking’, ‘thinking’, ‘working’, ‘geting’; also with the construction
starts + ing there are many activities as complement verbs:fitidings (324
entries) contain activity verbs, like ‘coming’, ‘kkiag’, ‘talking’, ‘playing’ etc.
Similar is the case with the constructistarted + ing among the entries (2117
matches) the number of activity verbs is high (veitith verbs as ‘going’, ‘talking’,

‘working’, ‘taking’ etc.).

The data point to a possible relation between aggnand the presence oing
complements. It seems that when there is an adyent in the aspectual
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construction, very oftenirg is preferred instead of the-infinitive. The idea is not
totally new: Egan (2003) in his study dregin and start draws attention to a
possible relation between animacy, agentivity are ting complement
construction. According to him, the presence afg—is closely connected to
agentivity (and also animacy), so that Egan obseav@igher number of animate
and agentive subjects in the case ioig-complement constructions than with

infinitives

In contrast to tng complementsto-infinitive constructions appear more frequently
when the subject dieginandstartis inanimate and non-agentive. Egan illustrates
his point by a series of statistical data on thineaof subjects within thkegin+

ing andstart + ing constructions (his findings are from LOB corpusp(es 5-6):

1% person | 2% person 3 person Total
Animate Inanimate

Beginto 55 6 242 53.5%| 149 33.0% 452
12.1% 1.3%

Begin+ 3 4.1 % 2 60 81.1%| 9 12.1% 74
ing 2.7%

Startto 14 9.1%| 13 82 53.2%| 45 29.2% 154
8.4%

Start +ing | 43 21 110 57.9%| 16 8.4% 190
22.6% 11.1%

Table 5: Person and animacy of subjectdbedin and start when followed by theo-
infinitive and+ ing constructions (Egan: 205)

Agentive Non-agentive Total
Beginto 205 67.7% 98 32.3% 303
Begin +ing 65 100% 0 65
Startto 94 86.2% 15 13.8% 109
Start #ng 166 95.4% 8 4.6% 174

Table 6: Agentive and non-agentive animate subjettmatrix verbsbegin and start
(Source: Egan: 206)

113



Inanimate

Animate B Start+ing

Start+to infinitive

Non-agentive M Begin+ing

B Begin + to infinitive
Agentive

il

(=]

100 200 300

Figure 4: Agentivity and animacy within thgtart + ing, start + to infinitive begin + ing
begin + to infinitiveconstructions

Indeed, the number of activities with an activerageems to be high both within
thebegin + ingandstart + ing constructions. Examples are (41-42) with blegin
+ ing construction (in these sentences the industriés #ad also Metropolitan
(42) can be understood as acting agents) and alserses (43-443tart + ing
(where ltaly is referring to the people represemtine country (43), and also my
mind is seen as part of an acting agent (44) ansuek they all have agentive

roles.

(41) Not just companies, but whole industries w#gin moving south of the
border to the land of low-cost labor and high ptsfi (FROWN)

(42) Anticipating rigid new drinking water qualitgtandards under the Safe
Drinking Water Act, Metropolitan began testing awn&reatment process at its
Oxidation Demonstration Project on the groundshef E.E. (FROWN)

(43) But after the 'no change' shock from Legal &wheral it would be as well
not to expect much. ITALY is actively looking foitigh firms wishing to start

manufacturing within the Common Market. (LOB)

(44) My mind started racing. This was like a dreewme true and a nightmare all
in one. (FROWN)
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The number of state verbs within thegin + ingandstart + ing constructions is
reduced; states, owing to their unbound nature,ndo really appear inirg
constructions. The number of process verbs thaioddake a human agent seem to
be also reduced within theegin + ing and start + ing constructions; this is
because when embedded into thegin + ing andstart + ing constructions the

subject very often receives an agentive interpaetat
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Chapter 6. Continueand its complementation

As is the case withheginand start, continuealso allows for both theo-infinitive
and -ng complement constructions. Although the construstioantinue + to
infinitive andcontinue+ ing share many similarities (both constructions rédeihe
nucleus of an occurrence, expressing a continummgging activity) there are also
some subtle differences between them. The two raigins tend to show some
slight differences which are highly motivated setraatly, by the interrelation that
exists between the semantic value of the matrik gentinue the semantics of the
complement constructionso-infinitive and -ng, the situation type of the
complement verb, as well as the semantic role@stibject.

6.1. The semantic value ofontinue

Dowty (1979) classifiesontinueas an activity verb; similar is Freed’s (1979) and
also Brinton’s (1988) interpretation, who defimentinue as referring to the
nucleus of a situation (Freed), respectively asesging the continuation of the

nucleus of the situation (Brinton).

In his study on aspectual verbs, Engerer (200#)bates a special status to
continuative aspectualizers. According to him, tilsisdue to three factors: the
aktionsart category of continuative aspectualizgrs classifies egressive and
ingressive aspectual verbs as achievements, cati’eu aspectualizers as
activities); motivated by their aktionsart categoopntinuative aspectual verbs
evaluate the same positive proposition both bedm@ aftert, the time expressed
by the construction. The constructions witbntinuealways make some implicit
reference to some point after the initiation oftaation or a series of situations; as
the event expressed by the construction is expeictddst, it can be said that
continueimplies both a backward and a forward looking lo@ tespective situation

(Egan).
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Finally, only continuative aspectual verbs implysense of ambiguity in their
meaning; continuative aspectual constructions canalmbiguous between a
continuative reading and an interruptive readingus sentence (1) can lead to
both a continuative meaning (3) and an interruptneaning (2):

(1) John continued to write.
(2) ...when he found his favourite pen.
(3) ...although he couldn’t almost hold the pen. ngé&rer 2007: 10)

Bailey (1993) defines the meaning @bntinue as ‘to remain or proceed
unchanged’. That this is the basic meaningcoftinueis confirmed by most
linguists, e.g. Wierzbicka (1988), Freed (1979)n®m (1988), etc.

Besides the basic meaningadntinuethere are also other additional meanings of
continue(often defined in comparison with other continuataspectual verbs, like
keepor resumég. Wierzbicka for example differentiates betweepeasual verbs
that imply an arbitrary external intervention (equit, resumg and those that
rather suggest a natural outcome, determined bylatje of the action or the

process itself. Wierzbicka classifiesntinuein this latter groufs'

Also, Freed defines the meaningaaintinuewith respect tkeep according to her
the difference between them lies in different ppgmsition and consequence
relations implied by the two verbs. Whileontinue always implies as
presupposition that the event in question has tapkxwe before, this is a
consequence and not a presuppositionkémp In fact, in cas&keepoperates on
series there is often neither a presuppositionangonsequence about the prior

occurrence of the event.

a4 According to Wierzbicka the distinction between dictability vs. unpredictability dontinue
refers to ‘reasonable expectatiokgepon the other hand refers to an unpredictable itepetalso
motivates the choice for th®-infinitive (expressing a predictable, gradual change) and —
complements (expressing unpredictability) and dan axplain the frequent occurrence or on the
contrary the non-occurrence of an aspectual vetly ascomplement form (e.g. the non-appearance
of keepwith to-infinitives).
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That is, while (4) does not presuppose that thesimg of the door has taken

place before, (5) witkontinue however, does.

(4) Someone kept slamming the door all night.
(5) Someone continued slamming the door all night. (Freed : 98)

Other differences brought up in the literature almmuntinue(continuereferring to
both iterative and continuous activities (Freed7@9 Brinton (1988), also the
differentiation betweerontinueas a state verb arabntinueas an activitiy verb
(Tregidgo 1980) are closely connected to its complatation with théo-infinitive
and -ing complement constructions as well as the aktionsatégory of the

complement verb).

The complementation ofontinueis an interesting one, sinadntinue and its
complement forms are interchangeable in many cagés,seemingly no or little
difference in meaning. With all this taken into agnt there seem to be some slight
differences between th@ntinue + to infinitiveand continue + ingconstructions.
After presenting some of the main values attributedcontinue and the
complement formgo-infinitive and -ng an attempt will be made for a possible

semantic interpretation @bntinueand its complement forms.

6.2. Complementation ofcontinue

6.2.1. The value otontinue + to infinitiveand continue + ingconstructions

Freed defines the difference betweamtinue + to infinitiveandcontinue + ingas
between a generic or a serial readibgirffinitive) and a durative reading of a
single event ifig). She considers that although both of these foomsd be
acceptable, when the context suggests a singleimmngevent, the irg form is
preferable; when, however, the sentence containspaated occurrence of the
events, theo-infinitive is the more natural form of the two (6). Whilentinue + to

infinitive often implies an interruption of the event in duges this is blocked in
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the case ofcontinue +ing, since ing lends durative aspect to the event it is

attached to. In the case ahg, an interruption is at most potential (7) (Fre@d).

(6) While the man held a gun on her, she contincednting/? to count out
hundred-dollar bills. (Freed: 93)

(7) The band began playing at 9.00. They contirtoeplay/? playing until 1 a.m.
stopping for 5-minute break every half hour. gEd: 94)

Duffley (2006) states that the distinction made Hrged between generito{
infinitive) and durative readingifg) cannot always be accepted. He notes that a
sense of interruption may be implied both by twmtinue + to infinitiveand

continue + ingconstructions (8- 9):

(8) When he finally got the coughing under control,réalized that Pete (all he
gave was his first name) was still waiting for arsaer- he didn’t even wink as he
continued to stare. (BROWN) (Duffle¥2)

(9) Last week on a bus | saw a young mother spankttie boy when he used the
F-word. “Good for her”, | thought. She then conteditalking to her friend with a
conversation which was peppered with exactly timeesaord.

(BNC) (Duffley: 112)

In Duffley’s interpretation, theirg construction aftecontinuehas the function of
a direct object, expressing ‘that which is contatiuénlike the—ing construction,
the to-infinitive after continue is defined to have the function of a goal-
circumstantial: it expresses the notion of moventewards the total realization of
the event (Duffley: 111).

Brinton (1991), Freed (1979) and also Egan (20@2¢ thatcontinuecan encode
both continuative and iterative situations. Brintoptes that the function of
continuative aspectual verbs is similar to progues&e’ both emphasizing the
continuity of a situation; a considerable differerzetween the two constructions
that unlike ‘be; continueis not always related to the dynamicity of a ditua

This may explain whyontinuealso appears in contexts where progressive ‘be’ is
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unlikely to be present. Thus, in (10) while the @ggance of the state verb ‘exist’ is
perfectly acceptable afteontinueit wouldn’'t be appropriate in the progressive

construction’, since in this case ‘exist’ cannatai®e a dynamic interpretation.

(10) Although the theological forms of the past contitmexist /* is existing in a
way they do not in a more secularized situatioe, striking thing is the rapidity

with which they are being reduced to a marginakence. (BNC)

Whether the meaning ofontinue is continuative or iterative depends on the
aktionsart category of the complement verb. Woentinueis followed by states,
accomplishments and continuous activities (11-i8)meaning is continuative;
when, by contrast, it is followed by series (13;1#4% meaning is ‘iterative’
(Brinton 1991: 87).

(11) She continues to own a large car.

(12) He continued to walk/walking.

(13) Tree limbs continued to break/ breaking. ifBm 1991: 87)
(14) Bill continued to gamble / ?gambling for years (Brinton 1991: 88)

According to Brinton the difference between the-infinitive and -ng
constructions aftercontinue can be defined in aspectual terms, as between
perfective readingtd-infinitive) and imperfective readingiitg). She states that
this distinction may not always be consistently meined, but it is mostly
characteristic in the case of states and habits

Egan (2003) attributes a meaning of toenfinitive construction aftecontinue
which is different from the meaning of the-infinitive after beginand start He
contends that the path-goal schema instantiated dges not have a future value

after continueas it does aftebeginand start, since in the case aontinue+ to

4% Brinton explains the more frequent occurrence atiest and habits witto-infinitives by the fact
that both states and habits are viewed perfectivelgnglish (Brinton 1991: 93). This does not
mean that theinrg construction is not possible with states or halygs in such cases - very often -
a shift occurs: states very often receive an ‘@gtiveading of dynamicity when they appear in the
—ing construction; in the case of habits, the shiftref a habitual, serial reading to a non-serial,
single event reading.
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infinitive, the situation expressed is always realized. Hgar217) defines the
meaning oto aftercontinueas pointing to one of two alternative situatiomse of
them being to continue the situation, the othecdase to realize the situation in
guestion. The kg construction, by contrast, is not defined as hgwaenmodal
meaning; rathercontinue + ingseems to express a continuative and iterative

situation which happens on one single occasion.

Tregidgo (1980) also offers an interesting expli@mmator the complementation of
continue In his view,continuecan be both an activity verb and a state verli;isha
it can express both an activity meaning (‘resurmaf stop’) and a state meaning
(‘to remain unchanged’). Tregidgo gives examplesasfes whereirg but not the
to-infinitive seems likely aftecontinue(15-16). He claims that the reason for this
is that in these casesntinuemeans ‘resume’; this is also the case in the seate

below:

(15) Stop now, and continue writing your reportwb o’clock.
(16) He paused to blow his nose, and then contiispedking. (Tregidgo: 47)

There are also cases where instead of ihg ferm it is theto-infinitive form that
seems to be likely, as in (17-18). Ha@ntinuemeans neither ‘resume’ nor ‘not
stop’, rather the meaning obntinuein these sentences is to ‘proceed unchanged’,
to ‘remain unchanged’, so that in this casatinueis a verb of state (like it is the
case in (19-20)) that can be paraphrasedakn’s visits continuand alsdrl he fall

in the value of the dollar continues-inally, whencontinuemeans ‘not stop’, both
the to-infinitive and -ng constructions are possible and the choice betwieem

seems to make little difference:

(17) During the strike the office staff continuedatork/working.
(18) When I turn off the ignition, the engine cooas to fire/firing
(19) John continues to visit Mary.

(20) The value of the dollar continues to fall. (Tregidgo: 47)
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6.3. The schematic meaning of theontinue + to infinitiveand continue + ing
constructions.

Just as in the case béginandstart, the schematic meaning of teentinue+ to
infinitive construction andcontinue + ingis motivated by the profile of the
complement constructions (path-goal schema andacwmrt schema of the

constructions).

Unlike begin + to infinitiveand start + to infinitive, which express a perfective
viewpoint (external point of view) on the initiatioof the event, theontinue + to

infinitive construction expresses a perfective viewpointhenfarther realization of
the event, referring to the nucleus of the everthcdugh this construction often
implies the interruption of an action (21), for igig awards is understood to
happen at different times, there are also cases whenterruption of the event is

not implied (e.g. sentence (22) describes oneaiogtjoing action):

(21) For the whole structure of the craft is foundedimmerited skills. We who love
lace-craft hope that you will enjoy the work thiistbook offers in such variety*-
but at the same time, may we mae a plea that ybwalso guide other hands to
pick up the threads? Only with the knowledge harditedn by mother to daughter,
by teacher to pupil, can this fascinating and dgegatisfying craft continue to give

its rewards to younger generations. (LOB)

(22) But when large amounts of water have beenl@tha is most unlikely that
recovery will occur, although the heart may conénto beat ineffectually for

several minutes after rescue. (LOB)

When an interruption is implie@¢ontinue + to infinitive often expresses the
repetition of the entire occurrence expressed bycttmplement. This is also the
case in sentences (23-24); while in (23) the répatis understood to happen at
one occurrence, in (24), the action is seen to pd&ee at various times. In both
cases the actions expressed by the complementrectnst are part of one large

occurrence.
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(23) As they passed the well-house someone wasndyavater, and Anne placed
Helen's hand into the stream pouring from the smddhe pump, and spelt into her
other hand the word water, water, water. Anne gurgd to do this, at first slowly
and then rapidly, until it suddenly dawned on H&emind that water meant the
cool something flowing over her hand. “That livimgprd awakened my soul," said

Helen many years after. (LOB)

(24) Eggs were cheaper than in the previous yea @nsumption increased in
nearly all groups despite fewer free supplies. tifies of household substituted
margarine for butter in 1959 because of higher &ufrices, but all except the

largest families continued to buy more butter tih@argarine. (LOB)

Unlike the continue + to infinitive construction,continue +ing expresses an
imperfective, internal view of the event in questioln the case afontinue + ing
the nucleus of the event expressed by the compleween is viewed from within;
the phase of the nucleus that is put into focusemesentative of the entire

constructiorcontinue+ ing.

The continue+ ing construction usually expresses an internal viewhefnucleus

of an uninterrupted occurrence, taking place onsingle occasion, yet in certain
cases this construction also expresses an inteiewalof an interrupted event (25).
More rarely tharcontinue + to infinitive this construction also gives an internal

view of occurrences taking place at different tifg).

(25) Let us continue thinking outside the box, whilenging black & white values
with us every step of the way. If we are ableetmain open minded enough to
adapt to situations that block our path, yet remairong enough in ourselves to
not get lost along the way, we will be able todimfirst when it truly matters.
(Webcorp/ http://www.facebook.com)

(26) We continue taking the French ships, but th&g none of ours. (Egan: 217)
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6.4. The prototypical meaning of thecontinue + to infinitiveand continue + ing
constructions

The prototypical meaning of the-infinitive and -ng constructions is motivated
by their profile on the one hand (path-goal scherthe to-infinitive, container
schema of theirg), on the other hand by the semantic valueaftinue as well
as the interaction that exists between them.tdhefinitive and -ing constructions
are tenseless constructions that get temporalifted they get embedded into the

construction as a whole.

Concerning thecontinue + to infinitiveconstruction, theo-infinitive within the
construction is assumed to express a future valoe.time space expressed by the
complement construction can be considered to heduvith respect to the time
space ofcontinue(the right boundary of th&-infinitive is considered to exceed

the right boundary ofontinug*.

Continue + to infinitivecan be considered to express the further reaizaif the
nucleus, after a possible interruption. The modigothetical meaning of the
construction is not as strong as in the case @ptiee aspectual verbs, eggart +

to infinitive, since in the case abntinue + to infinitivethe event expressed by the

complement verb is always carried out.

The prototypical meaning of thentinue+ ing construction is to lend an ongoing,
durative character to the complement verb. Theopypical meaning of the
construction is also motivated by the profile (‘tminer’ schema) ofing as well as
the interaction betweemontinue and ing. The temporal space of thang
construction coincides with the temporal spaceasftinue The nucleus is seen as
ongoing, simultaneous with the temporal phasearitinue taking place in most

% The RT of the matrix vertwontinue gives rise to the temporal space of tieeinfinitive
construction. Azontinuerefers to the nucleus of the complement, it da#sestablish any external
boundary of the construction as it is the case witieptive or egressive aspectualizers but already
indicates a segment of its internal part. In spit¢his, theto-infinitive is understood to acquire a
sense of futurity within the constructioto expresses an orientation which is future to the RT
established by the main clause. Just like in thee aaf ingressive aspectualizers, the sense of
futurity expressed by the construction is greatlgtivated by the path-goal schema of tie
infinitive: the function of the particle® within the construction is to express an orieptatowards

the occurrence or final realization of the everrhad by the verb it governs.
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cases on one occurrence. Occasionally, ihg eonstruction can also express a

continuation on several occurrences.

An important characteristics @gbntinue+ ing is duration. The occurrences within
the construction are usually durative, activitybgerin case the construction takes
momentary, punctual occurrences, they are ofterategorized as activities

(receiving an iterative interpretation) expressiegurrences that take quite a large

amount of time.

6.5. The situation type of the complement verb

Continue + to infinitiveconstructions are more frequent in number tt@minue +
ing construction¥. Both the continue + ing and continue + to infinitive
constructions appear frequently with activity amdanplishment verbs that often
require an acting agent ((27-28) as activity verbsnd (29-30) as
accomplishments). Since these constructions refethé nucleus of the event
expressed by the complement (acting on the nudteelf) they can only appear
with event types that have a nucleus (activity)gghalhis may explain the non-
occurrence of botlsontinue + irg andcontinue +to infinitive with achievement
verbs (when achievement verbs appear as part ¢ ttenstructions, they tend to
be recategorized as activities or series. Thahésachievement verbs ‘fall’ and
‘find’ are recategorized withigontinue + to infinitiveandcontinue +ingas series
in (31-32)):

(27) The airline's pilots said they would contintee work. The striking union
represents about 8,300 employees, and many of shahthe main issue was job

security - not wages or benefits. (FROWN)

(28) It is part of a questing for new purpose amish an art. Of course there are

still many painters who are content to continue kirog in the academic way,

developing new variations within the tradition obma or less descriptive painting.
(LOB)

“" Findings from the BNCcontinue to 3583,continues to1096,continued to2684,continuing to
462, continue+ing 539, continues+ing 25, continued+ing 195 entries.
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(29) John continued to paint the wall (despitetléd distractions).
(30) John continued painting the wall (after thatieirruption). (Dixon 2005: 180)

(31) Costs are well down and will continue to falld I'm more confident than ever

that we're on to a winner. (BNC)

(32) The best economic predictions have come thmrConfederation of British
Industry, and particularly from its chief economigindrew Sentance. The CBI's

latest quarterly industrial trends survey showstthanfidence is virtually non-

existent, and that new orders are expected to woatfalling. (BNC)
Continue | Continues | Continued | Continue | Continues | Continued
to to to +ing +ing +ing

Be Be Be Work Work Fight
Do Grow Grow Use Play Work
Have Have Work Do Read Talk
Provide Rise Do Live Write Walk
Grow Do Rise Make Talk Write
Work Provide Make Trade Take Read
Support Work Stare Operate Shoot Use
Develop Make Look Play Restructure Look
Use Show Have Pay Produce Climb
Play Increase Live Fund Pour Train

Table 1. The most frequent event types wittimtinue + to infinitiveandcontinue + ing
construction (based on data from BNC)

Concerning the appearance of state verbs withitvtbeconstructions there seems
to be a difference between the two constructi@utinue + to infinitiveseems to
take a higher number of stative verbs tbantinue + ing Table 1) shows the most
frequent eventuality types withicontinue + to infinitiveand continue + ing As
the table also shows stative verbs (‘be’, ‘havedpear within thecontinue + to
infinitive construction.

The occurrence of the verbs ‘see’, ‘think’, ‘be’dathave’ is high within this
construction. Although these verbs may also fumcéie activity verbs (more often

in continue +ing construction but also inontinue + to infinitivg their frequent
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appearance withiontinue + to infinitivepoints to a possible interpretation of

continue+ to infinitive as a more stative construction tl@mtinue+ ing.

SEE THINK BE HAVE

Source BNC| WEB BNC | WEB | BNC | WEB | BNC | WEB
Continue to 16 185 10 143 890 146 107 151
Continues to 4 94 3 155 327 117 30 111
Continued to 9 162 12 144 552 183 49 112
Continue —ing 3 162 3 152 7 83 3 150
Continues —ing| O 108 0 115 95 1 80
Continued -ing 1 147 3 152 81 0 83

Table 2. ‘See’, ‘think’, ‘be’ and ‘have’ within theontinue + to infinitiveandcontinue +

ing constructions in the BNC and the WWW

BNC: the verb 'be’

continued
-ing: 81
continues
-ing: 95
continue - inued
ing:83 continue
to: 183

Figure 1: The frequency of ‘be’ withitontinue + to infinitiveandcontinue + ing

BNC: the verb 'think'

continued
-ing:152

continue
to: 143

continues

-ing:115 continues

to:155

“—continued
to:144

continue -
ing:152

Figure 2: The frequency of ‘think’ withicontinue + to infinitiveandcontinue + ing
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Process verbs (e.g. ‘improve’, ‘take shape’) thmhdt take a human, acting agent,

seem to appear more frequently within doatinue +to infinitive

IMPROVE TAKE SHAPE

BNC WEB | BNC | WEB

Continue to 33 135 0 133
Continues to 6 105 0 129

Continued to 34 174 0 149
Continue+ing 3 121 0 16
Continues -ing 0 84 0 26
Continued -ing 0 114 0 37

Table 3: ‘Improve and ‘take shape’ within thentinue + to infinitiveandcontinue + ing
construction in the BNC and the WWW

This may be motivated by the function of t@ntinue + toinfinitive construction,
to express a gradual or non-dynamic occurrencde(sin a process) with the
subject as patients (the subjects in (33-35) clameatonsidered as patients (in this
sense theontinue + to infinitiveconstruction can be considered as simildyegin

+ to infinitive).

(33) So we know that so far about fifty percenbuf anthropogenic CO two has
been locked away in this system in the ocean. Anth@ moment there is
considerable er research effort being directedrioand work out just how much

more carbon dioxide the ocean will continuetsorb. (BNC)

(34) Communication: children should have opportesitto continue to develop

and use communication skills in presenting the#al and in reporting their work

to a range of audiences, including children, teashparents and other adults.
(FLOB)

(35) Our export business particularly continuesetgpand satisfactorily and | am

of the opinion that there is a good market in thegetories as their economies

continue to develop. (LOB)
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In order to test this assumption an important taak to see if motion verbs like
‘go’ and ‘run’ (which often receive a dynamic irpeetation) appear more

frequently withincontinue + ingthancontinue + to infinitive

Contrary to my expectations, the number of motierbs like ‘go’ ‘run’ ‘come’
and also dynamic verbs like ‘do’ do not seem tatwesiderably higher within the
continue +ing construction. On the contrary, in certain casesctintinue + to
infinitive construction tends to slightly exceed the numldemotion verbs that
continue + ingcontains. While for example the difference in freqcy between
continue + to infinitiveand continue+ ing containing the verb ‘run’ seems to be
minimal (0.86% withincontinue + toinfinitive and 1.03% dontinue+ ing), the
difference by the other verbs is more significaibritinue to go’ — 1.04%,
‘continue going’ —0.69%, ‘continue to come’ — M98, ‘continue coming’- 0.
17%, also ‘continue to do’ — 6. 27%, ‘continue apirdt. 13%).

Continue to | Continues to | Continued | Continue | Continues | Continued
(3583 ent.) | (1096 ent.) to (2684) | +ing +ing +ing
(580) (29) (306)
Go 19 6 28 4 0 0
Come 14 2 11 0 0
Run 31 5 26 6 0 3
Do 225 28 64 24 0 0

Table 4. ‘Go’, ‘come’, ‘run’ and ‘do’ within theontinue + to infinitiveandcontinue + ing
constructions (based on data from BNC)

The data point to the fact that the oppositionigtatonstruction ¢ontinue + to

infinitive) vs. dynamic construction does not necessary indllde case ofontinue

+ to infinitive andcontinue +ing. This may be due to the fact that the distinction

between the two constructions with respect to aiptesinterruption to-infinitive)

VS. non-interruption is very strong witlontinue.
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Chapter 7. Keep, Keep on, (Go on), Resume (Repeaat) their

complementation

The focus of this chapter is to present the semaalues that can be attributed to
the aspectual verdseep, keep on, go and their complementation. As they are
very similar both syntactically (they allow foring but disallow to-infinitive
complements except for go on which also appear$ wotinfinitiveg and
semantically (they can refer to the continuatiomath the nucleus of an event and
to the entire event) the constructions are oftem ses interchangeable. An aim of
the analysis is to see whether there are any seam@md syntactic) differences
between these constructions and give examples séscavhere they are not
interchangeable. The chapter intends to providemastic explanation of why
keep, keep oallow for only ng complementation whilgo onappears with both

—ing andto-infinitive complementation.

Other continuative aspectualizeesumeandrepeatanalyzed by Freed will also be
given attention hererépeatto a lesser degree, since except for a few cases,
especially in specialized textsepeat does not allow for any sentential
complements). These two verbs are close in measonifpat they both imply the
interruption and resumption of the event in quest®ince all these aspectualizers
share common meanings wittontinue (Freed analyzes the meaning kddep
resumeand repeat with respect tocontinug in the analysis of these verbs a
reference will also be made to the semantic valdie continue and its

complementation.

7.1. The semantic value dteepand resume(and repea) compared

Freed (1979) analyzes the meaningkekp with respect tocontinue Working
within the presupposition and consequence theorged- attributes a different
value tokeepfrom continue:while continuepresupposes the prior initiation of the
event in question this is a consequence and notesupposition forkeep In
keeping with this interpretation, (1) witontinuepresupposes the prior occurrence

of Carol's talking, whereas (2) does not; in (2)r@@a talking is more like a
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consequence than a presupposition. Freed alsosatigatein cas&eepoccurs with
series, the prior occurrence of the event may weh de a consequence faep
Sentence (3) does not have either as presuppositi@s consequence the prior

occurrence of slamming the door.

(1) Carol continued talking even after we askedtbdre quiet.
(2) Carol kept talking even after we asked herdabiet.
(3) Someone kept slamming the door all night. (Freed: 90)

Another feature attributed theepis causality. The construction in whideep
appears shows thiaeepis marked for causality; sentence (5) with ‘causel’ is
a possible paraphrase of (4). Sucktraucture is not possible faontinuesince

continueis not marked for causality (6):

(4) The performers kept the audience waiting. re¢d: 97)
(5) The performers caused the audience to wait.

(6) *The performers continued the audience waiting. (Freed: 98)

Related to the causal naturekafepis the fact that unlikeontinue,which usually
operates on identical subjeckgepcan also appear with non-identical subjects as

(7) also shows:

(7) We kept the conversation going. (Freeg: 97

Duffley (2006) notes that the main use lafepis to express an uninterrupted
activity as in (8); this is related to that of ‘raming in a particular sense’ meaning
of keep (9). Duffley also notes th&eep often expresses the idea of doing

something repeatedly (an example of this is (10):
(8) I turned back a while, but he kept walking.

(9) To keep warm they burnt wood in a rusty oilrbar
(10) | keep forgetting it's December. (Duffl&p0)
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The idea of iteration expressed ksepis often associated with the impression of
inability to get out of a habit which is associateidh keep+ing; sentence (10)
implies the inability to get rid of a habit (that forgetting that it's December). In
this casekeepcould not be substituted lmpntinue sincecontinuedoes not imply

this sense of the inability on the part of the suabj

Besides the values mentioned so far, Wierzbick&g) attributes other additional
values tokeep She states th&keepoften expresses unpredictable behaviour on the
part of the subject. Unlikeontinue,which refers to reasonable expectatidtesp
often expresses the subject’'s unpredictable anittampbehaviour. According to
this interpretation, (11) withontinue + toinfinitive can be considered to express a
reasonable expectation, (12) by contrast, Mary'predictable activity (that of

painting the car).

(11) Mary continued to paint the car.
(12) Mary kept painting her car. (Wieraka:82)

Resumaes different fromkeepin that it always presupposes the prior occurrexice
the eventkeep however, doesn’'t. Besides presupposing the pdourrence of the
event,resumealso implies the interruption of the event; tistii presupposes both
the prior initiation and cessation of the event ednm its complement (Freed’s
1979). Freed’s interpretation is in accordance witle definitions given in
dictionaries (e.g. the Mirriam Webster's Collegidbectionary (1998) defines

resumeas ‘to return to or begin again after interrupfion

The fact thatesumepresupposes both the prior initiation and cessaifcan event
makes it also different frorsontinue (continuedoes not always presuppose the
interruption of the event of the complement).

An interesting characteristic o#ésumementioned by Freed is the#sumeasserts
that the action is begun again and not startechadiis means that the action is
started again not from the onset but rather froeitiitial part of the nucleus or

from some unspecified part of the nucleus.
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Of all the aspectualizers mentionedpeathas the most restricted use; it does not
seem to take sentential complements as its argurbahit mostly appears with
primitive nouns (13), derived nominals (14) andnqmons (15). In a very few
casesrepeatcan also allow for non-finiteirg complementation (in instructions,

as e.g. in user’'s manuals (16 -17):

(13) Nora repeated her question several times.
(14) My mother is tired of repeating the reasonoaiind her decision.
(15) The doctor said that the success of the omerdtad been a fluke and that he
doubted whether he could repeat it. (Freed})10
(16) Please supply a valid package selection (spiidideeld if LATEST required).
Invalid package selection: string of x's to indeathere message would be. (...)
Please supply a valid package selection (...) repiséing at a lower level
package. (BNC)
(17) You should repeat supplyingalid information for all mandatory fields.
Duplicate module names are not permitted. (..) li2ape module names are not
permitted and so you should repeat supplyangodule name once only.

(BNC)

Freed (1979) notes that unlikesume which presupposes both the prior initiation
and cessation of the event in questiepeatpresupposes the prior initiation and
completion of the event. According to this intetat®n, (13) presuposes (18) and
(14) sentence (19Resumas different fromrepeatin that it does not presuppose
the completion of the complement so that only thesents can be resumed that
are not yet completedRepeatusually implies a one-time repetition of the
complement verb; in case it is followed by a tindvexbial that specifies the

number of repetitions (‘four times’ in sentence 2&)eatcan also express more

than one time repetition of the event expressethéyomplement:
(18) Nora had already asked her question.

(19) My mother had already stated the reasoningrizeher decision.
(20) Nora had asked her question four more times. (Freed: 105)
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7.2. The meaning okeep onand go on

The verb particle constructiolkgep onandgo on are very similar in meaning to
both keepandcontinue Yet, as some linguists note (e.g. Brinton 1988pfelle
1999) there are also some subtle differences betwesn that need to be given

closer attention.

Cappelle in her study dkeepandkeep omotes that although they are similar both
semantically and syntacticalkeepandkeep onare also different. According to
her the main difference between the two constrasti@es in the fact thdteephas
more like an auxiliary status (it has an incompketet of meaning so that it must
be completed by something else@ep onhas a full, lexical sort of meaning
(meaning something like ‘not give up’, ‘continueAn argument in favour of
treatingkeep oras a full verb is that it can be used on its oivddes not need any

other verb for it to be meaningftf)

Sentences (25-26) show that when it has the measfingpntinuing a certain
activity event or event statkeeprequires a verb to complete its meaning (the lack
of such a verb makes these sentences ungrammgkea) orhowever can appear
on its own (in this sensgo onis similar tokeep on consider (27) whergo on
appears on its owfT)

(25) I think after the initial check’s been mads important to keep on (*keep)
and maintain a check on it.

(26) She sits down in the total dark and asks nyadase keep on (*keep) and so |
do. (Capelle: 301)

8 Cappelle (1999) brings several arguments to supperview thakeep on + ingand alsayo or

is a complex verb phrase, consisiting of two VPs.itiportant argument in favor of treatikgep
on + ing as a complex verb phrase is tlatbelongs tokeepand not ing. Cappelle shows that
although there are cases wtmncan appear both aftkeepand aftering as in sentences there are
also cases whewn cannot be separated frdmep In sentences (23- 24h belongs tkeepand not
to the following ing phrase:

(21) She kept on walking.
(22) She kept walking on.
(23) She kept on winning.
(24) *She kept winning on. (Capelle:4)

“In Cappelle’s view, the fact th&kep orbut notkeepcan appear on its own, has also to do with
the diachronic development of these aspectualizezspas an older construction has already
grammaticalized to an auxiliary, whikeep orhas not.
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(27) If you go on (= continue behaving) like thmuywon't have any friends left at

all. (Mirriam Webster’s Dictionary

Another question related t®ep on(and alsayo on is the meaning and function of
on within the construction. ‘On’ is often consider® carry emphatic stress within
a construction (28); Cappelle argues that althdaghserves for emphasis this can
be achieved by other means as well (by the usgusf ‘(29) as well as by the
repetition of 4ng as in (30) so that according to her this cannotth®e only
difference that exists betwedwepand keep on Also, as Cappelle notes, it is
difficult to say which of the verb phrases carmesre emphatic streskdep + ing
or keep on + inyy Example of this is (31) where bdteep on + ingandkeep + ing

can be considered to carry emphatic stress:

(28) So the morning keeps dragging on and on and on

(29) He just kept singing.

(30) He kept singing and singing.

(31) He is the type who will keep on learning, kpefing things up.
(Cappelle: 290)

Cappelle argues that the meaning of ‘on’ is to egpra spatial or temporal

progress reading; it prolongs the part towardsetie point of a situation (but this

does not mean that ‘on’ would generate a telic irggd This is supported by the

fact thatkeep orappears with accomplishments (see the discussiom}’.

Go onseems to be very similar keep on(go onis often defined as a synonym of
keep on and continug. The Cambridge Advanced Learner's Dictionary
(http://dictionary.cambridge.org) defing® onas to ‘continue or move on to the

next thing’; as will be shown, this definition cairts both the meaning gb on+

ing (expressing an ongoing occurrence) and thgbadn+ to infinitive (expressing

movement towards the next object or event).

®0 Another difference between the constructions is enédy Brinton (1988). Following the
presupposition and consequences approach outlipdetdied, Brinton suggests that an important
difference between the two constructions is thailevkeep onpresupposes prior initiation of the
event expressed by the complemiezgpdoes not.
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Just likekeep on, go onan also be considered a complex verb phraseshtson

by the fact thago oncan also appear on its own. Within this constauctihe
particle ‘on’ is also considered to have an imparfanction: Duffley (2006: 100)
argues that the particle ‘on’ within tlg® onconstruction expresses ‘the idea of a

further or successive position resulting from thevement denoted bygo'".

Similarly to Requejo (2006), who attributes an impot role to the particle in the
compound and also Duffley, here it will also be umssd that the particle
contributes greatly to the meaning expressed bydnstruction. The particle ‘on’
has a meaning of its own, it expresses the spattehsion of the verb it is attached
to (the core meaning of the patrticle (in this iptetation the schematic meaning of
the construction). The particle ‘on’ within ttkeep on + ingand alsayo on+ ing
constructions expresses the further occurrencehef eivent, by stretching its
nucleus part. Depending on the aktionsart categbrthe complement verb, the
particle ‘on’ can express the durative nature dhlkerepetitive occurrence and of

a single occurrence.

*1 Following the outlines of Cognitive Grammar, MaRequejo (2006) states that the meaning of
verb-particle constructions is not arbitrary bugagty depends on the meaning of the particle, which
has an original spatial meaning (which is preststt e some of their metaphorical senses) (e.g. the
particles ‘on’, ‘in’, ‘out’, ‘up’, ‘down’ etc.) Thenon-spatial metaphorical senses of the partigles a
derived by metonymic or metaphoric transfer fromittoriginally spatial senses (particles form a
big semantic network of related senses).

Cappelle differentiates between particles that specified for having or lacking an end point
boundary and those that are not. The particle ‘balpnging to the former group is considered to
lack an end boundary and as such to have onlyatedis.
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7.3. The complementation of Continuative Aspectuaers

7.3.1. Schematic and prototypical meaning

All the aspectualizers discussed in this chaptlewafor -ing complements but
disallow to infinitive constructions (except fogo or). ** In what follows, an
attempt will be made to explain why these aspeizteie appear with irg

complements but not witto-infinitives.

The non-appearance kéep, keep oandresumewith to-infinitivesis understood
to be motivated by the semantic value of the raspe@spectualizer or verb-

particle construction.

The aspectualizer (its semantic value) can blockprothe contrary allow for a
certain complement construct®dnA complement construction (in this case tire
infinitive construction) appears with an aspectualizer dntiie aspectualizer (its
semantic value) allows for this construction to ibtegrated into the sentence
(contains part of the meaning of the complemenstantion§*.

It will be assumed that the non-appearance of timéiruative aspectualizerkeep,

keep on, resumavith theto-infinitive can be explained by the fact that these verbs

*2 Duffley (2006) states that althouging has a direct object value with most of the aspdizers
(also withcontinueandresumg afterkeepandgo on(alsokeep ohit has the function of a subject
complementKeep +ing andgo on +ing cannot express something which is kept/gone o(323
shows; neither do they allow for pseudo-cleft cardtons (33):

(32) *Importing oil, like many other commercial agties, was kept by many countries/ *was gone

on by many countries. (Duffley: 108)
(33) *What they kept/ *went on was importing oilhat they discontinued was importing non-
essential items like precious stones (Duffley:109)

*3 This interpretation is in accordance with Wierkais (1988) theory; Wierzbicka also explains
the non-occurrence of the aspectualizers with @icecomplement form (e.¢p-infinitive) as being
greatly motivated by the semantic value of thegeetsial verbs.

54 Although the complement has a meaning of its owrhdmatic meaning) its constructional
meaning (prototypical meaning) results throughiritegration in the construction as a whole. The
prototypical meaning of the complement constructigts activated by the semantic value of the
aspectualizer after it is embedded in the sentdghiecan happen only if the aspectualizer hassin i
meaning the possibility to evoke the prototypicaaming of the complement.
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lack in their meaning the possibility of future emtation (they all refer to the

ongoing, durative nature of the complement constng:

Also, the fact that the aspectualiz&eep, keep oandresumeonly appear with -
ing shows that the focus in these constructions iopuhe ongoing occurrence of

the event expressed by the complement (schematioingeof the constructions).

With thekeep+ ing, keep ont ing andgo on+ ing constructions the focus can be
put on the ongoing nature of a single occurrensen(@34), (36), (38) or of a series

of occurrences that are often part of a larger weoge (35), (37), (39)).

(34) | didn't want to touch him and | hoped Ma wbdb it but she kept looking at
the kid's clothes piled on the floor and the pdolater by them and didn't make
any move to. (BROWN)
(35) The country will not change until it re-examsn itself and discovers what it
really means by freedom. In the meantime, genaratik@ep being born, bitterness
is increased by incompetence, pride, and folly, #x@dworld shrinks around us.

(BROWN)
(36) All the tears of the seven seas will not wastay what you are, were, and
probably will go on being as you leave these premislarlan wept on.

(FROWN)
(37) Generally the habits he’d acquired were qugititerent from hers. He went on
wearing the same clothes day after day, apparamtyoubled when they were too
thick or too thin for the current weather. (FLOB)
(38) He saw the surprise in her face, and laughsdhmugh it were the funniest
expression he had ever seen. He kept on laughitigsine started laughing with
him. (BROWN)
(39) He wanted the police to notice him, to susp@ot She was going to keep on
scheming, poking, prodding, suggesting, and diogatintil the cops got up enough
interest in him to go back to their old neighbordand ask questions.

(BROWN)

Of all the continuative aspectualizers mentiorgapnis different, since it allows

both for to-infinitive and -ng complementation.Go on differs from the
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aspectualizergeepandresumeand also the verb-particle constructiogep on +
ing in that it implies in its meaning the possibleeotation towards the future
occurrence of the complement verb. The sentendew/lvath go on + to infinitive
(sentences (40-42) refer to the further occurresfcthe event expressed by the
complement). Thego on + to infinitive construction expresses the orientation
towards an event which is future with respect ® RT expressed by the sentence
(the moment when Nick agrees with his interlocuto(40), when Arnold Palmer
staged two rallies in (41) and when the doctor nfadeemark in (42).

(40) "It certainly was, Sam," Nick would agree, agal on to say with a touch of

self-importance: "No wonder he tried to have méasatted back last summer.”
(LOB)

(41) Arnold Palmer (TIME cover, May), who stage wiiffhanging rallies to win

both the Masters and U&S& Open crowns, went on ito avrecord $80,738 for

the year. (BROWN)

(42) At the time Alex arrived he was engaged in esosort of intimate

communication with the hen, who had settled heselthe nest most peacefully

after the occurrences of the morning. "Chickensehstvort memories”, the doctor

remarked, "that's why they are better company timast people | know", and he

went on to break some important news to Alex. RAQB/N)

Go on+ ing, by contrast, stresses the ongoing nature of thgplmment verb. In
sentences (43-44) the constructions express theiranglurative character of the
complement. This construction may refer to a simlgieative occurrence (43) or to
a series of happenings that are part of a largauroence (44).

(43) (...) Darling, I wasn't completely asleep when yWrove me home. | heard all
those beautiful things you said to me. | kept ghextause | wanted you to go on
talking . It was so beautiful to hear you say thaseds.

(BNC)

(44) Hari moved towards the door. "l will go on Wwarg in my shop until you get

the premises, then." "I've got the premises alr¢aBynily said and then she saw

the surprised look on Hari's face. "Nothing deftytdecided, of course.” "Where
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is it?" Hari asked. "l hope it's nothing too grahdlt's an old building at the
bottom of Wind Street,” Emily said. (BNC)

The different meanings of thgo on +ing andgo on +to infinitive constructions
are also reflected by subtle differences in regidtee most common occurrence of
go on+ ing seems to be in fictionkéep + ingand keep on + ingalso seem to
appear most frequently in fiction) and the mostucedl occurrence in academic
texts and newspapers, this seems to be slightgrdiit in the case @fo on + to
infinitive. The data show that besides fictign on + to infinitivetends to appear
also frequently in academic texts and newspapersvéll as biographies and texts
on natural science, social science, law and edutathat make up the

miscellaneous category)

A possible way to explain it is that academic teatsl also newspapers often
contain reports on results or processes implied bgsearch; in such contex¢o

on + to infinitiveseems to be more appropriate.

Another thing that distinguisheg on + to infinitivefrom go on +ing is their
schematic meaning. Unlikgo on +ing, where the focus is put on the ongoing
occurrence of the complement verb witlgim on + to infinitivethe focus is shifted
to the upcoming event. The particle within e on + to infinitiveconstruction
often expresses the orientation towards a new eaiat the termination of a

former event.

*> The data show a frequent occurrencegofon + ingandwent on + ingin fiction (out of 574
matches fogo on + ing287 matches are in fiction (only 57 in acadenutdk also of 274 matches
for went on +ing 226 matches belong to fiction (only 13 matchesaftademic texts, 8 matches for
newspapers). F@o on + to infinitivethere were 335 matches, out of which 80 entriésnigeto the
miscellaneous category and 111 entries to acad&mis and only 22 matches to the category
fiction; alsowent on +to infinitive with 1036 matches 287 matches belong to the niéseus
category and 242 matches to the newspaper cateti@yentry for fiction yielded 124 matches
(data based on the BNC).
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7.4. The occurrence of continuative aspectualizewith situation types

7.4.1. Thekeep + ingand keep on + ingconstructions

As table 1) showkeepandkeep omappear mostly with activity verbs that require
an agent as their subject (e.g. ‘go’, ‘come’, ‘detc.). Sentences (45-46) are

examples of keep and keep on with activity verbs.

Nr. | Keep +ing Keep on+ing | Kept +ing Kept on + ing
2368 entries 313 entries | 1673 entries | 252 entries

1 | Go (433) Go (25) Say (185) Say (19)

2 | Say (141) Do (20) Go (180) Go (17)

3 | Tell (103) Run (15) Come (75) Come (16)

4 | Come (102) Try (15) Think (67) Walk (15)

5 | Try (92) Say (14) Wait (63) Ask (13)

6 | Get(77) Walk (10) Ask (61) Do (9)

7 | Think (69) Play (9) Tell (59) Get (7)

8 | Look (63) Think (9) Look (57) Look (7)

9 | Move (61) Use (7) Try (47) Run (5)

10 | Talk (57) Look (6) Get (41) Talk (5)

Table 1. The apperance of situation types withankérep + ing keep on + ing, go on +
ing, goon + toinfinitive, resume + ingconstructions. Based on data from Bi¢C

(45) “How is it going?” He asked."Fine”, | said distractively. | kept working,
cutting stars out of cardboard, covering them vaathfoil. (FROWN)

(46) | was going on with it, all the bumps were okaywben | was actually inside
the building again | hung on to Grand Pat to gethe steps but my hand slipped
so | was going round with the current so | triedhimld on to the orange thing that
they had put there but | slipped off that and Itkapgoinground and the lifeguard
gave me and somebody else a hoop and we both graloibe it they stand outside

(BNC)

The appearance of these constructions with othtgoredart categories seems to be
more restricted. Concerning their appearance wittives, those state verb
constructions that can be considered to have adeihp bounded reading (e.qg.

‘have an effect’, ‘hear something’ and also ‘segieture’ can be seen to be
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temporarily bounded) often receive a repetitiveelptetation and as such a
temporary reading within thieeep+ ing and alsdkeep ont+ ing constructions (47-

48). While in these sentences the subjects arelynagberiencers, there are also
cases when these verbs are recategorized asiastiwith subjects that are acting

agents (49), which can be paraphrased as ‘keapgeasia cheeky person’).

(47) Milton always remained liable to defend hidesby an argument which would

strike his employers as damaging; his style ofcktia savagely whole-hearted, but

his depth of historical knowledge and imaginativempathy keep having

unexpected effects. (LOB)

(48) “The nurses are better at it than me," shelisgp wearily. "They know when

to do all the winding or whatever it's called. Hepk being sick when | fed him."
(BNC)

(49) Don't be so cheeky! isn't cheeky! | warned gaiother night, me and you

gon na fall out if you keep being cheeky. Thatt@awen cheeky! Remember what

erm two christmas cards today look! Who from? QuoenfMrs next door Mrs?

You know, who used to be there? (BNC)

Similar is the case wheteep+ ing andkeep ont ing take achievements as their
complement. Because of their instantaneous chayactieievements also acquire a
repetitive meaning when they appear in these asctgins (50-51); in such cases

achievements are recategorized as series.

(50) The landscape kept repeating itself. | woumydtd memorize landmarks and
saw in a half-hour that it was hopeless. (BROQW

(51) Well I always feed the birds. Yeah. Give them abahicken. Not cooked or
anything. That won't matter. I'll only cut it up aher that's how they like it.
Anything with fat they eat. Oh! I'll be glad to didwn again! You've got the to do it
and th I'll haveto be ever so careful I'm we wearing a. And so keptindingbits
of the Angora wool. (BNC)

There seems to be a difference betwkesp + ingandkeep on + ingconcerning
their appearance with accomplishments. Freed (1&7@)also Brinton (1988) note

that keep+ ing do not appear with accomplishments, since theraptishments
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within this construction are always recategorizedetivities. This is also the case

in (52) where the accomplishment verb is recategdrinto an activity.

(52) Mother and son recognize each other and, imiVgversion of this legend,
make a remarkable confession of guilt to each ofifier confession of unconscious
motive and unconscious knowledge of their truetitdes from the time they had
first set eyes on each other. In recollection he baid: "Natural or man-made
objects kept coming into my head, but | would segpthem sternly"”.

(BROWN)

As distinct fromkeep +ing, keep on +ing also allows for accomplishments that
express a single occurrence (&&8ep on + ingexpresses the painting of a single
picture so it refers to the further occurrence & @vent (this sentence would be

strange if not unacceptable wkbep +ing (54).

(53) | kept on/ went on painting the picture. (Brinton: 87)
(54) ? Susan kept pinning a/the notice to the wall. (Brinton: 88)

The difference betweekeep +ing andkeep on+ ing is subtle and not easy to
detect in all cases. The iterative meaning chariatite of keep + ingcan also be

characteristic of thieeep ont ing construction as is the case in the sentence below:

(55) | tried to look at the scenery. Boring suburBarks. Up and down, up and
down. At my eye level, street-lamps. TV aeriale ohthe drama groups did a
sketch about James Logie Baird who invented thevigbn, and the man who
lodged in the room next door to him kept on segitures flashing on his wall

and they dragged him off to the lunatic asylum'tesy thought he was seeing
things, hallucinating. (BNC)

The keep on +ing construction, similarly tkeep+ ing often leads to iterative

readings. An important semantic difference betwdmentwo constructions seems
to be the fact that theeepon + ing construction, due to the additional meaning of
‘on’ that expresses the further occurrence of aengvcan suspend the iterative

reading in the case of event complements. As aetuecekeep on +ingcan
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appear with accomplishments (expressing a singteiroence); thekeep +ing

construction, however, cannot, since in this cdse daccomplishment has an

activity reading (56-575.

(56) If you keep on sayirything long enough communist, everybody believas y

even though it's the biggest lie on earth.

(57) *Linda kept rewieving the article about Gowtis

7.4.2.Go onand its appearance with situation types

Similarly to keep ongo on + to infinitiveand alsogo on + ingappear with all

aktionsart categories.

(BNC
(Freed: 91)

Nr. | Go on + to Go on +ing Went on + to inf. | Went on + ing
inf.
335 entries 574 entries 1036 entries 296 entries
1 Develop (20) | Live (57) Say (148) Talk (25)
2 | Consider (19)| Work (38) Become (77) Look (15)
3 | Do (17) Talk (19) Win (62) Be (14)
4 | Say (17) Play (16) Explain (36) Stare (10)
5 | Argue (14) Think (16) Tell (32) Work (10)
6 | Become (12) | Look (15) Make (31) Think (7)
7 Do (12) Use (15) Play (27) Type (7)
8 | Win (12) Fight (14) Describe (23) Listen (6)
9 | Take (11) Make (13) Take (22) Read (6)
10 | Discuss (7) Rise (13) Be (21) Gaze (5)

Table 2. The occurrence of situation types withia kept + ing kept on + ing go

on+ing, went on + to infinitive resumed + ingconstruction. Based on data from the
BNC

Sentences (58) and (62) are examples of their ceroce with statives, (59) and
(63) of their appearance with activities, (60) §6d) of accomplishments; finally

(61) and (65) show the appearance of these cotistnaavith achievements.

(58) We really can't go on living like this - wdilhve to find a bigger house.

%6 According to Freed (1979) sentence 57) can onlyirderpreted as an activity, and is
paraphrasable as ‘Freed kept going over the adlmteit Goytisolo'.
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(Cambridge Advanced Learner’s Dintioy)
(59) Emily smiled. "I understand. Together we wilike it work, Hari, believe me,
we shall have the finest business in the counttari'moved towards the door. "I
will go on workingin my shop until you get the premises, then."
(BNC)

(60) Students can pass through the stage of gikgagons for their beliefs and
actions to enlightenment and emancipation; disogdi can become more open and
more self-critical; and institutions can go on bedog more and more rational.

(BNC)
(61) By 1885 the area under wheat was already 30cpat smaller than it had
been in the previous decade. It went on fallingdilg, although not so rapidly as
this. Between 1897 and 1912, the wheat crop otthieed Kingdom fell by 6 per
cent while that of Germany rose by 38 per cent. (BNC)
(62) My experiences of Young children | know mdnidieen and | enjoy looking
after them | plan to do this for my career as | @applied to Suffolk College for a
place in the Nursery Nursing course so that | carog to be a Nanny

(BNC)
(63) She admitted her company's responsibility ther disaster and went on to
explain how compensation would be paid to themisti

(Cambridge Advanced Learner Dictionary)

(64) Mikael Sergayiz Gorbachov was born in a rui@vn near Stavropol in the
southern region of Russia in nineteen forty one.skiglied law at the Moscow
State University, and went on to become a full Camst Party member two years
later, in nineteen fifty two. (BNC)
(65) Arnold Palmer (TIME cover, May), who stage wiiffhanging rallies to win
both the Masters and U&S& Open crowns, went on ito avrecord $80,738 for
the year. (BROWN)

As the sentences above show, both constructiormwy afbr each aktionsart
category. The two constructiog® on +ing andgo on + to infinitiveshow no
considerable difference in their choice for an @ksart category. A difference
between the two constructions seems to be thedreyuof the two constructions
with speech verbs: thggo on + to infinitiveseems to appear more often and with a

greater variety of speech verbs thgm on+ ing. Also thego on + to infinitive
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constructions seem to appear more often with aehient verbs (e.g. ‘win’) than
thego on + ingconstruction. This may have to do with the diffexe in meaning
between the two constructions already outlinedhis thapter: thego on + to
infinitive construction expressing orientation toward theiritoccurrence of an
event (66-67) allows for any aktionsart categoryitasomplement, whereas the

future orientation seems to be missing frgonon + ing(68).

(66) It certainly was, Sam,**" Nick would agree,dago on to say with a touch of
self-importance: ~*"No wonder he tried to have raacated back last summer.
(LOB)

(67) The investigators go on to suggest, from tetaanalysis of the responses
obtained, that *the problem for the manual workdoes not centre on his
conception * old age, but rather on how he intetprés meaning for his own

future life'. (LOB)

(68) She looked troubled. "I'm very disappointed/au, Mark." "You have every
reason to be. I'm sorry. Obviously | can't stayéhany longer. I'll leave tonight."

"Leave? Tonight" She seemed frightened and bewedtéetyes. I'll go and pack

now. | don't think it would do any good to go ofkitag”. He rose, and moved

towards the door. (BNC)

The go on +ing construction, although similar semantically tohbkéep+ingand

keep on + ingseems to be slightly different from these lattanstructions.

Unlike keep on + ingand keep + ing,which often imply the iteration of the
complement verb, although it can express iterabeeurrences (6990 on + ing
often points to a single occurrencgo on + ingseems to appear more often than
keep o+ ing (and alskeep+ ing) with events expressing single occurrencgs; (

on + ingjust likekeep on + ingalso appears with accomplishments).
(69) "You think," she began, dabbing at her eyes as ahee dack with the pad,

"you think someone --; someone killed my Charliealise he wouldn't go on --; go

on doing these jobs for them?" "Something like ,thllbw was not the time to
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suggest to this woman that her husband had bedackrhailer as well as a thief.
(BNC)

Neither sentence (70), nor (71) can be given aatite interpretation; in (70) the
work is seen as going on continuously; similarl§)(views the reading of a book

as one ongoing occurrence that pertains to a t@tcurrence.

(70) Over the last 48 hours we have found ourselves idgeloser together as a
group. Everything will be overshadowed by thesentsvbut we intend to go on
making the week work as well as we can. Dr Howe wdmthirty four had lived in
Edith Road in Oxford for three years ... A friendbisking after the house today ...
Her husband Jeremy ... who's head of drama for BB@icR&hree and two
daughters.. (BNC)

(71) The memory of those sensitive hands, the dgaare nails, the single white
streak in his hair, would fill her mind with agorand she would go on reading her
book without taking in a word, or find herself déathe fact that the tape she was

playing had long since finished. (BNC)

Similar is the case witgo on + to infinitive which (apart from the cases when it
appears with iterative instances (72) also expsess®gle occurrences (73-74). In
these sentences the construction contains an atisbmpnt and respectively an

achievement verb expressing a single occurrence.

(72) Each controversial issue is examined by legqdrperts and illustrated by
extracts from major UK companies' recent accouiise experts describe the
problems that arise, outlining the main areas abick, and go on to make specific
proposals for improvement in reporting practice. (BNC)

(73) People often ask me, "Hugo, why is it that whkeing with royalty, you
always keep your hat on?" | explain that this i® da an old charter, dating back
to the time of Sir Hugo de Courcy Rune, third edriPenge. And then go on to tell
this tale (BNC)

(74) The best | can manage is to say that the thrikemtended to thrill; it is a
succession of exciting events, whereas the suspens? is designed to create

suspense, a series of situations of which the outas in doubt. From this we can
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go on to discover one of the rules for this sortrihe fiction. Although a suspense
novel consists of that series of situations withlattul outcomes, the final outcome

is not, paradoxically, ever really in doubt. NB)

Finally, because of its semantic valoesume + ingusually appears with activities
requiring an active agent as their subject. Fre®@7q) argues that resume
presupposes intentionality, which would explain timgrammaticality of sentence
(75). The most frequent occurrenceesume + ings with activities: no examples
have been found either in ICAME or in BNC for thgpaarance ofesumewith
accomplishment and achievement verbs. That is weconstruction contains an
accomplishment or an achievement situation typesehare usually recategorized
as activities (76-77). In these sentences a singgarrence interpretation would be
strange and would result in an ungrammatical reafkrg. *resume sending a golf

report).

(75) *Topsy’s teeth resumed decaying. (Fre€®)1
(76) Activity was such that the Ladies resumed isgntheir golf reports to The
Times, Sporting Life and Gentlewoman and the Stahdarned of the early re-
introduction of the entrance fee. (BNC)

(77) Ben Hanbury's three-year-old completely missedbreak in that 16-runner
event and in the circumstances did extremely veeffirtish sixth, 12% lengths
behind Musicale. Cruachan a close second To Tel @uthe Dubai Champion
Stakes here last October, may resume winning wdlgs/ way in the Earl of
Sefton EBF Stakes (BNC)

Freed also mentions the non-occurrenceestimewith accomplishments (78); in
(79) the use of a derived nominal instead of the-fiiite -ing form makes the

sentence acceptable:

(78) ? Barbara resumed writing her dissertation.

(79) Barbara resumed the writing of her dissertatio (Freed: 102)
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Neither doegesume +ing appear with state verbs. Motivated by their semant
character (their unbounded nature) states canngpabe of theresume + ing

construction since states cannot be resumed.
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Chapter 8. Ceaseand its complementation

Ceaseis another aspectualizer that appears with batlg -and to-infinitive
complements. The two constructions are very simd@mantically: they both
operate on the final phase of the event expresgatiedocomplement marking its
cessation. Apart from the similarities between thmcease + to infinitiveand
cease + ingconstructions will also be considered to show senile differences.
In what follows, a more detailed presentation ai a& analysis will be given of

ceaseand of thecease + to infinitiveandcease +ng constructions.

8.1. Values attributed tocease

Analyzing the function ofcease within the presupposition and consequence
approach, Freed (1979) states tba@asepresupposes the prior occurrence of the
event in the complement and has as a consequeaamihplete cessation of the
event. According to Freed both sentence (1) andhé)e as a presupposition

sentence (3) and as a consequence sentence (4):

(1) As the state’s scare tactics became progrelgsivere outrageous, we simply
ceased worrying about being fired. (Freed: 121)

(2) As the state’s scare tactics became progrelysimere outrageous, we simply
ceased to worry about being fired. (Freed: 120)

(3) We were worrying about being fired before (otil) the state’s scare tactics
became outrageous.

(4) We are no longer worrying about being fired. (Freed: 121)

Freed (1979) states thakaseexpresses the permanent cessation of the event
designated by the complement. She defines the wdloeasein comparison with
stop as the two aspectualizers are very close in mgainiey both express the
cessation of the occurrence expressed by the camepke An important difference
between the two verbs, Freed (1979) argues isctadecxpresses a change which

is definitive, which need not be the case vsgitbp
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This can explain why if the cessation of the evsninderstood to be temporary

rather than definitivestopseems to be more appropriate tbaasg5-6):

(5) ? We ceased discussing the case until somenfiesnation could be obtained.
(6) We stopped discussing the case until somemewnration could be obtained.
(Freed: 121)

What is interesting in the case @#aseis that it expresses the cessation of some
condition or existence (Freed 1979). Freed’'s oladem, thatcease occurs
frequently with state verbs is especially trueha tase of theease + to infinitive

construction (although it also appears vadase + ing as will be shown later on.

Wierzbicka (1988) also defineseasein comparison withstog both verbs are
defined to specify the right boundary of the ocence they govern, expressed by
the non-finite verb. As distinct froratop however, which expresses a notion of
impulsion, ceaseis not understood to contain any notion of imparision the
contrary, it is defined to express the gradual geawt the occurrence expressed by
the complemenf. This interpretation can also be found in Merrigebster’s
Online Dictionary (http://www.merriam-webster.conattbnary/cease), which
defines the transitive use ckaseas ‘to cause to come to an end especially
gradually’. This is in accordance with Dixon’s (Z92005) interpretation; Dixon
states thateaseexpresses the winding down to nothingfofy by contrast, tends
to refer to something happening suddenly). Accaydmthese interpretations, (7)
can be understood to imply that the motor had bedyad shape for months and

gradually ceased to function:
(7) My starter motor finally ceased to work. XDn 1992: 176)
Another feature oteasementioned by Dixon (2005) is theeaseinvolves subject

orientation presupposing the involvement of thgextthinto the event of cessation.

Although ceaseoften expresses the volition of the subject, Diadsp notes that

*" According to Egan (2003), graduality is a propertyhecease + to infinitiveeonstruction. He
states that theease + to infinitiveconstruction often appears with gradually changitgations
encoding situations where the change is not sududrgradual (Egan: 221).
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this feature otteasemay not be present in all cases. As Dixon shaeasemay
not necessarily imply the volition of the subjent(8) the cessation of breathing is

not controlled by the subject:

(8) He ceased breathing (Dixon 2005: 180)

8.2. The complementation otease Interpretations

Freed (1979) states that the meaning oftthiafinitive and -ng afterceaseis the
same as aftebegin and start, the to-infinitive expressing a generic or a series
reading,+1g by contrast, an ongoing, durative reading. Acacuydio Freed the
difference between these two readings afesseis that while theto-infinitive
implies that the event has occurred various tineferk and may not last until the
moment of cessatiéh -ing presupposes that the event in question occurstip u
the time of the cessation of the event. This didfiee can explain why if the
sentence refers to the cessation of one ongoingri@e, ing is preferred to the
to-infinitive; by contrast, when the sentence expresses artivieeraccurrence
happening at various times, tteinfinitive is a much better choice thamg (9-
11):

(9) Lacey ceased crying when she heard her paante in the door.

(10)?Lacey ceased to cry when she heard her pacemt® in the door.

(11) Lacey ceased to cry whenever she heard henpscome in the door.
(Freed: 123)

Though the distinction made by Freed holds in meemes (since the-infinitive
tends to express a series reading taking placeaabus times), it cannot be
considered a clear-cut distinction in the caseceése Duffley (2006) gives
examples of cases where toanfinitive expresses the cessation of one occurrence

instead of a series of occurrences (12).

*8 Freed (p.122) notes that witease + to infinitivéthe event in question is understood as having
occurred sporadically or intermittently prior tcs itessation but not necessarily at the precise
moment that cease operates’
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(12) (...) She watched the child’s expression of &salner father spoke to her. She
ceased to sob and the light stole back into hee fagain. For a few moments she
gazed up at Julia doubtfully, incredulously. Theadyally the dark eyes grew
bright once more, and even began to sparkle astiagswont.

(LOB) (Duffley: 121)

Associated with theease + to infinitiveconstruction is very often the sense of
graduality (e.g. Dixon 1991, Wierzbicka 1988). Aating to this interpretation,
the cessation of the occurrence expressetkhge + to infinitivas often perceived

as gradual (e.g. in (13) the validity of the resplam is seen to expire gradually).

Egan (2003: 224) states that the reason for theHatcease + to infinitivas often
understood to express gradual cessation may lieerfact that this construction
does not make a reference to the actual point sdat®n. The time of cessation,
the exact moment at which the change occurs igelevant for thecease + to
infinitive construction. This may also be the case wéhse + ingwhich may not
express the exact moment of cessation either. agetgan remarks, there may
also be cases when the moment at which the acBases is indicated by the
context; this is also the case in (14) (where aaaplithen’ indicates the time of
cessation).

(13) If the situation is not resolved within monttiee rescue plan might cease to
be viable. (Egan: 220)
(14) The National Park had in March 1990 comitteseif to maintaining the ban

which then ceased to be a domestic political issue.  (Egan: 221)

The most widely accepted explanation of the meamsng function of theo-
infinitive and +ng after ceaseis the one given by Dirven (1989) and also
Hamawand (2002) and Fanego (2004). Dirven notesthieadifference between
cease + to infinitiveand cease + ingis that while the former expresses the
permanent cessation of a respective occurrareaset ing denotes the temporary
cessation of an ongoing activity or process. Acewydo this distinction, (15)
implies that the buses have ceased running todaymay still be running

tomorrow, (16), by contrast that the cessatiorhi évent is a permanent one.
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(15) The buses have ceased running.
(16) The buses have ceased to run. (Dirven :188D)

Fanego states that this distinction does not holdlli cases either sinceng can
also express the permanent cessation of the ooceria question, as for example
in (17). Egan also provides examples of cases wbease + ingexpresses the

definitive cessation of the occurrence expresseith@ygomplement (18).

(17) (..) Last Friday the big island’s second lasgsugar plantation, Mauna Kea
Agribusiness, announced that it would cease farnsngarcane. Beginning in
November, nearly 9,000 acres of caneland will beveoted to other agricultural
uses. One third of the land producing sugarcane/&rs ago is no longer being
cultivated today. (FLOB) (Fanego: 29)
(18) They had just ceased being lovers with noaggtion or recriminations from
either side being voiced. (Egan: 223)

Another difference that is mentioned with respextthe two constructions is
related to agentivity: the difference betwesase + to infinitiveandcease + ings
seen as between agentiveedse + ing and non-agentive readinge@se + to
infinitive) (Egan 2003). Egan states that wltease+ ing seems to be marked for
agentivity, cease + to infinitivas not. He defines the meaning of ttease + to
infinitive construction as expressing that ‘a certain sibuatiad pertained for some
time at time x: at point y (y>x) this was no longbe case’ (Egan: 224). As
compared withcease + to infinitive the cease + ingconstruction is defined to
express that ‘somebody was doing something at poiat point y (y>X) this was
no longer the case’ (Egan: 224). This means thalevdease+ ing is very often
associated with agentivity, this is not so in tlse ofcease+ to infinitive which

frequently appears with non-agentive subjects.

Egan also gives statistical evidence of the premaeof agentivity within the
cease+ingconstruction as compareddease + to infinitivgTable 1). As this table
shows, the number of agentives is more numerotisitase ofcease + inghan

in the case otease+to infinitive in the case otease + to infinitive out of 268
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animate subjects, only 120 have been found as iagemiowever, in the case of

cease + ingput of 59 total animate subjects 55 are agentive.

1% person ¥ person S pers. 3%pers.| Total | Total | Tot.

anim. inan. anim. | agent.

ag. | non-|ag. | non- |ag. non-
ag. ag. ag.

Cease+| 11 9 4 9 105 130 295 268 120 563

toinf. 2,0% | 1,6% | 0,7% | 1,6% | 18,6% | 23,1%| 52,4% | 47,6% | 21,3%
Cease 1 0 0 0 54 4 8 59 55 67

+ing 1,5% 80,6% | 6,0% | 11,9% | 88,1% | 82,1%

Table 1: Person, animacy and agentivitycease + to infinitiveandcease + ingoased on
the data by Egan (2003)

An interesting explanation of the semantics of tteeinfinitive and -ng
construction afteceaseis that by Duffley (2006). Although Duffley deés the
meaning of theto-infinitive and -ng after ceasein non-temporal terms, his
observations, regarding especiatlase +o infinitive are interesting and will also

be partially followed here.

According to Duffley the function of th&o-infinitive construction afteceaseis
that of a goal circumstantial. He contends thatfthretion of theto-infinitive in
this case is to put the focus on the state ofrafthiat ensues upon cessation. As a
consequence, cessation within #tease + to infinitiveconstruction is seen as a
transition into a new state (Duffley: 121). Tbease +ing construction is defined
to have a different value fronease + to infinitiveit shifts the focus back from the

state of affairs ensuing upon cessation to thetevbith has been terminated.

8.3. The schematic meaning of theease + to infinitiveand cease + ing
constructions

Just like in the case of the other aspectualizbesschematic meaning of thease
+ to infinitive and cease + ingconstructions will be defined with respect to
viewing. In the case otease + to infinitive the cessation of the occurrence

expressed by the complement is viewed from theriexteThis construction
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focuses on the change (the cessation and comindp@ihg of a new state) that the
subject is going through rather than on the statayity or event itself expressed
by the complement. Focus is laid on the processldélaals to the cessation of the
state, activity or event; the cessation of the easo marks the coming into being
of a new state of affairs. This construction isuassd to express both the
movement to the cessation of the event expressethdyomplement and the
coming into being of a new state. In (19), for epsen thecease +to infinitive

construction profiles not only the process thatersled but also the situation

resulting from it.

(19) The following shall cease to have effect amfthe date of entry into force of
the present Agreement. The Supplementary Commedomeement of 21st
December, 1938, in so far as it has not alreadyvisjue of the Commercial

Agreement of 13th August, 1949, ceased to hawd.effe (BNC)

In the case of the&ease +ing construction, the occurrence expressed by the
complement verb is viewed from within. Differentrrio the cease + to infinitive
construction where it is the movement leading tesagon and the coming into
being of a new state that are in focus, within¢base +ing construction focus is
laid on the occurrence itself which then ceaseexist or function. Expressing a
viewpoint from within, thecease + ingconstruction profiles a part of the
complement verb (its coda), which is characteristicthe entire occurrence.
Neither the movement leading up until the momentesdsation nor the coming
into being of a new state is put into profile.

8.4. The prototypical meaning of thecease + to infinitiveand cease + ing
constructions

The prototypical meaning of the constructions rsstrom the integration of the
meaning ofceasewith the meaning ofo-infinitive and -ng; the meaning of the

construction as a whole is motivated by the meaafrigggaseto a great extent.
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In the case ofease + to infinitivethe cessation of the occurrence expressed by the
complement verb is as important to the meanindnefconstruction as the coming
into being of a new state. Theease + to infinitiveconstruction seems to be
different both frombegin + to infinitive, start + to infinitiveand continue + to
infinitive in the sense that the-infinitive construction does not seem to have a
future value withincease + to infinitiveas it does aftelbegin startandcontinué®.

That is, the time expressed by ttwinfinitive construction withincease + to
infinitive cannot be considered future with respect to thenemt of cessation
(ceaseis a backward-looking and not a forward-lookingnstouction;to does
express the movement towards the cessation obtiglement verb, but this is not

future with respect to the moment of cessation).

Having said this, thecease + to infinitiveconstruction will be understood to
express future orientation, presupposing the conmg being of a new state,
which is future with respect to the moment of céesa Motivated partially by its
profile (path-goal schema) after th®-infinitive gets embedded into the
construction as a whole, it is assumed to acquitgwre value since the coming
into being of a new state is implied and also mib iprofile. The prototypical
meaning of thecease + to infinitivemanifests itself at the level of the entire
construction; the interaction betweesaseand theo-infinitive results in a reading
where not only the movement leading to cessatidnthimi coming into being of

new state is also expected.

As will be shown below, theease + to infinitiveconstruction mostly favours state
verbs expressing the cessation of a particulae sthaffairs and the coming into
being of a new one. When the construction contaissate verb, the cessation is
very often a gradual one; in case the complemett igean activity verb as in (20-
21), the construction can receive a more dynantérpnetation.

(20) Those on the left who have dared not to aagnhaderation --; the Hattons,

Grants and Livingstones --; have been violentoped, whilst their counterparts

% Fanego (2004) notes that Wierzbicka’s interpretatif theto-infinitive as having a future value
after aspectualizers cannot be followed totall\csiafterceasethe to-infinitive does not express
futurity.
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on the right -; the Tebbits, the Brittans --; hawsually been seen as pioneers of
reform. A longer-term effect may be that the nalqress will cease to act as a
focus of left-wing radicalism and political challgmto established processes
(BNC)
(21) Application for an extension of time to appyset aside a statutory demand
can be made to a bankruptcy judge in the High Caurto a registrar of the
appropriate county court. As from the time the agtlon to set aside is made, the
time limited for compliance ceases to run. (BNC

Unlike thecease + to infinitiveconstruction, which expresses the cessation ¢f bot
a series of occurrences happening at several @rmes and the cessation of a
single occurrence theease + ingconstruction usually expresses the cessation of
an ongoing occurrence or a series of occurrenceddaexample, in the sentence

below):

(22) Sony Ericsson will cease making CDMA handémtghe North American
market, and shed 500 jobs in an attempt to switwpnofit.
(Webcorp/ http://www.highbeam.cam/@G1-108312223.html)

Another important feature of theease+ ing construction is duration. The
construction profiles an ongoing occurrence thadusative ¢ease + ingmostly
occurs with durative activity verbs); owing to thlegoing and durative character of
the -ing construction the complement verb needs to be atigarone in order to be
part of the construction.

The cease + ingconstruction does not have a future value as dease + to
infinitive since the coming into being of a new state ispmotiled in this case. The
interaction of the schematic and prototypical megnof the cease + ing
construction leads to the interpretation of thestarction as expressing the interior

viewpoint of an ongoing occurrence that lasts uh8lmoment of cessation.
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8.5. The aktionsart category of the complement verb

An important aim of the analysis of tleease + to infinitiveand cease + ing
constructions has been to see what situation tiypsse constructions appear with.
As noted by Freed (1979) and also by the Webstdesy World Dictionary
(1989), ceaseexpresses the cessation of a condition or of astesce. In these
interpretationseaseis defined agontaining in its meaning the cessation of a state

expressing existence or a condition.

As it will be assumed here, expressing the cessafi@n existence or condition is
a property of the construction as a whole. Althotighcease + ingconstruction
can also express the cessation of an existencetethils to be rather a property of
the cease + to infinitiveconstruction, as a result of the interaction betmeease
and theto-infinitive; the change from one state of affairs to anotheften gradual

expressing the gradual cessation of one existamt¢h@ emergence of a new one.

As tables 2) and also 3) show, ‘be’ seems to bentbst frequent verb within the
cease + to infinitiveconstructions; ‘exist’ and ‘have’ are also quitenrerous
within this construction. Thus, the queries in BM€lded 473 matches faease +

to infinitive; the three constructions, ‘cease to be’, ‘ceasextst’ and ‘ceased to
have’ amounted to more than half of the finding&l(2ntries (61.5%) and the case
with ceases + to infinitivés similar (out of 235 entries the three constutsi gave
150 matches) (63.8%) amgased + to infinitivg472 matches out of 795 entries)
(59.3%) (examples for ‘cease to be’, ‘cease totemsd ‘ceased to have' are
sentences 20, 21 and 22)

ICAME
BE EXIST HAVE
Cease to 30 entries 8 entries 1 2
Ceases to 14 entries 8 entries 0 2
Ceased to 48 entries 11 2 2

Table 2. The occurrence of ‘be’, ‘exist’ and ‘havethin thecease + to infinitive
construction; findings from ICAME

%9 Egan (2003) also notes the high frequency of &mel ‘exist’ within thecease + to infinitive
construction. He states that in his findings the werbs make up more than half of the complement
predicates ofease + to infinitive
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BNC
BE EXIST HAVE
Cease to 473 entries 190 63 38
Ceases to 235 entries 125 13 12
Ceased to 795 entries 336 113 23

Table 3. The occurrence of ‘be’, ‘exist’ and ‘hawdthin the cease + to infinitive
construction; findings from BNC

The occurrence of other state verbs, e.g. cogniterbs like ‘believe’, emotive
verbs like ‘feel’, ‘love’, ‘like’ also appear withi the construction, although in a
much more reduced number (ICAME findings show fimatches for ‘cease to

feel’) (sentences (23) and (24) with ‘cease todweli and ‘cease to love’).

(23) In those few hours from noon to midnight att thugust day that had been so
filled with the Unusual, she had never ceased tewein the Usual, in the day-to-
day life she had enjoyed for many years. (LOB)

(24) This is the normal way of gradually and pallyfuealising fully that a loved
companion has gone, never to return: recognisingtwias happened and letting
them go. Not rejecting them, not ceasing to loeenthbut slowly building up a new
role and identity which no longer depends uponrthbeesence for its satisfactory
functioning (BNC)

Apart from the cases when tloease + to infinitiveconstruction contains state
verbs and where the subject is an experiencer gatiant, this construction also
appears with activity verbs. Although activity verbften require an acting agent
as their subject within theease + to infinitiveconstruction, the subject, instead of
being an agent often behaves like an experiencarpatient, as is also the case in
(25).

(25) If we unplug a TV set from the mains electricitycaases to function. But |

can not then say that the real source of electrigtthe socket upon the wall.
(BNC)
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Unlike thecease + to infinitiveconstructiongcease + ingends to appear frequently
with acting agents. So long as the subject is éingagent, it is expected to appear

within theceaset ing rather than within theease + to infinitiveconstruction (26).

(26) (..) When the clock has been destroyed, teeakthe objects in the room
cease attackingt once. When the adventurers have finished wehctbck, this

chamber will probably be a complete shambles. NGB

Although thecease + ingconstruction also appears with state v&rikis seems to
be more reduced than in the case ofdbase + to infinitiveconstruction; table 4)
shows the frequency of the verbs ‘be’, ‘exist’ dhdve’ within thecease + ing

construction. As the data show state verbs terapfmear more frequently within

thecease + to infinitiveeonstruction than withinease + ing

WEBCORP
to be / being to exist / existing to have / having
Cease 252 | 262 206 / 151 538 /147
Ceases 338/0 286 /0 206/ 0
Ceased 337/0 258 /0 0/0

Table 4. The occurrence of ‘be’, ‘exist’ and ‘havathin thecease + to infinitiveand
cease + ingconstruction; Webcorp findings

Ceas el

cenes W being
' W to be
0 200 400

Figure 1: The fréquency of ‘be’ withitease + to infinitivendcease + ing BNC)

By contrast, activity verbsctivity verbs like ‘make’, ‘do’ or ‘run’, show an

increase within theease + ingconstruction (table 5). Table 6) gives an overview

®1 Tregidgo (1980) states thakase +ng does not appear with states, so that with statsoease
+ to infinitive is possible. Although this construction can appeisln statives as sentence 29) also
shows, Tregidgo’s observation confirms the redumsmlirrence of statives within this construction.
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over the occurrence of eventuality types within ¢kase + to infinitiveand cease

+ ing constructions.

WEBCORP
to make / making to do /doing to run / running
Cease 149/ 140 170/ 168 165/ 140
Ceases 146/ 129 143 /126 154/ 107
Ceased 154/ 142 153/ 156 168 / 155

Table 5. ‘Make’, ‘do’ and ‘run’ within theease + to infinitiveandcease + ing
construction; Webcorp findings

Cease to (464)] Ceasedto (701) Cease +ing (96) sé€tkaing (105)
Be (190) Be (336) Trade (14) Trade (33)
Exist (63) Exist (113) Be (8) Be (5)
Have (38) Have (23) Use (7) Operate (4)
Apply (21) Function (17) Feed (5) Work (3)
Function (10) | Believe (7) Make (4) Carry (2)
Amaze (6) Operate (7) Fight (3) Provide (2)
Use (5) Make (6) Attack (2) Struggle (2)
Act (5) Hold (6) Brew (2) Talk (2)

Do (4) Amaze (6) Childbear (2) Swing (2)
Believe (4) Play (6) Defend (2) Use (2)

Table 6: The occurrence of event types withindbase (d) + to infinitivendcease (d) +
ing constructions (based on data from the BNC

Findings from ICAME vyielded 5 matches for tlsease + ingconstruction; the
complement verb is an activity verb, like ‘farminghd ‘going’. Whileceases +
ing produced no entriesgased + inggave 5 entries; the complement verb in most
cases is an activity verb, requiring an acting aderg. ‘weeping’, ‘farming’,
‘trading’, ‘talking) (27).

Similar is the case with the findings from the BN@pus:cease + ingturned 85
results,ceases+ing4 matchesceased + ing 96 matches. The verbs are mostly
agentive verbs, like ‘trading’, ‘using’, ‘feedingimaking’, ‘operating’, ‘working’,

etc.
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(27) The marine, hands on cheeks, rolled by hisoumnged side onto his stomach.
He ceased weeping. (..)The marine was still. Heldveoon die (BROWN)

Even in case theease + ingconstruction appears with state verbs the sulgads

to have an agentive interpretation. Examples & éine sentences (28-29); in both
of these cases the subject behaves like an acgagtain (28) ‘cease being a
pawn’ can be paraphrased as ‘acting like a pawmn(29) the construction refers to
the people that should behave in a certain way.

(28) How, you may ask, can you cease being a p&ivefly, as you perceive your
old fears welling up within you, as you try to tecthe same old problem and are
paralysed by the thought of failure, look at theest: of your mind (BNC)

(29) With increasing concern for social problemsoggposed to individual "sins"
came an increasing amount of "social work" as opposo individual acts of
charity. The temptation was that the churches'aosbrk, begun as a way to win
the unchurched as well as to help them physicaltyyld cease being the means
and instead become the end. The justification @nglthe work might be seen to

lie in the material benefits it produced. N@B)
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Chapter 9. Stop, Quitand their complementation

9.1. The semantics astopand quit

Stop and quit are very close in meaning, also shown by their lamsyntactic
distribution. Bothstopandquit appear with sentential complements under the form

of V-ing (1) but they do not allow fdp-infinitive complements (2).

(1) He stopped/quit worrying about the problem.
(2) *He stopped/ *quit to worry about the problem (Freed 1979: 109)

Freed (1979) defines the meaningstdp andquit as being closely related. This is
because they have the same presupposition:dtoftandquit presuppose that the
action was in progress before we stopped or quibgddt. According to this
interpretation sentence (3) including batop and quit has as a presupposition
sentence (4). Freed states that although they thaveame presupposition, the two
verbs have different consequences. While the seatesith stop implies that the
event named in its complement is over but mightrésumed, withquit the
sentence expresses that the event is completety Dves, it is only (3) which has
as a consequence sentence (5); by contrast, (4% tenhave as a consequence
sentence (6):

(3) As the states’s scare tactics became progressimehg outrageous, we simply
stopped /quit worrying about being fired. (FreetD9)

(4) We were worrying about being fired before (otily the state’s scare tactics
became outrageous. (Freed: 110)

(5) For a certain amount of time we were worryirigpat being fired.

(6) We were no longer worrying about being fired. (Freed: 111)

Although both verbs tend to express a sudden ertleobvent expressed by the
complement (Dixon, 2005, Wierzbicka, 1988) (sen#sng¢7) and (8)),stop

expresses that the ending of the event is temporary, on the other hand
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expresses that the event is completely over. Seatén) points to a possible
resumption of the event of the complement verb }; & contrast, withquit

implies definite cessation:

(7) We stopped discussing the case until somemewnriation could be obtained.
(Freed: 121)

(8) Eileen really would have to settle down to lokenor and obey, and she’'d

have to quit drinking. (Duffley: 118)

Quit tends to express the cessation of habitual oautese in the example given
by Freedquit indeed expresses the cessation of a habit (thedtofg peanut butter
— (9); the same situation with a one time occureanterpretation would result in a
strange sentence. Sentence (10) is awkward sirirgy &&n only be imagined to

be stopped temporarily in this case:

(9) Chantal quit eating peanut butter when she vibmack to France.
(10) ?Chantal quit eating peanut butter when therghrang. (Freed: 113)

Duffley (2006) agrees with the observation thait tends to express the end of a
habitual event but also notes that the cessatiqressed byquit need not
necessarily be that of a habitual occurrence. Mesgexamples of cases whaunt

refers to the cessation of a single time occurrébtie

(11) Leaning forward in her chair Gran nearsightgdicrutinized Dan’s face.
‘How’s Sally like rubbin’agin that thar little tidkbursh ye’re a-raising?

‘Quit ragging him him, Gran’, Gran protested. ‘Irdt raggin him!” Gran peered
again at the week-old blond mustache shadowing ®apper lip. (Duffley: 119)

Other differences betweestop andquit are revealed with respect to intentionality
and causality. Although botktop and quit can express intentionality (Brinton
1991, Wierzbicka 1988 (as is the case in sentences sentence 16), érisge be

%2 As opposed to Freed, who notes th@ipis unspecified with respect to intentionality ¢sat it
may express both intentional and non-intentionatineg), Wierzbicka (1988: 81) states that due to
its implication of suddennesstop often leads to volitional interpretation. Accorginio this
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more characteristic ajuit than ofstop Quit (more often thastop requires that its
subject be an animate, agentive subject. This mplam the ungrammaticality of
sentence (17), (20) or the strangeness of (19%hese sentences the subjects are
inanimate.Stop on the other hand, can appear with both animateimanimate

subjects (consider sentences (16) and (18)):

(16) John stopped/ quit liking rock music. (Bon 1991: 86)
(17) *The sun quit shining.

(18) The sun stopped shining.

(19) ?The water quit dripping.

(20)* The water quit dripping. (Freed: 114)

Thatquit does not appear with inanimate subjects may bkieeaal by the fact that
quit often expresses the cessation of one’s involveroemarticipation in some
activity. This is also the case in such contextemlguit is not an aspectualizer
(21-22).Stopoften lacks this meaning guit; whenstopis not an aspectualizer its

main function is to express physical motion (23:24)

(21) You are a cheater! | quit! (Freed: 110)

(22) The Russians threatened to quit if the refelida’t call more penalties for the
Flyers. (Freed: 111)

(23) Keith stopped at the corner to check the map.

interpretation (12) can be interpreted to expremntionality; on the contrary, (13) witeasdacks
intentionality)

(12) He stopped breathing.
(13) He ceased to breathe. (Wierzbicka: 81)

Although Egan (2003) does not accept Wierzbickalangples as being decisive for a

differentiation betweestopandceasewith respect to intentionality, he considers tihea ofstop +

ing expressing intentionality a plausible one. Egaesithatstopoften takes agentive subjects; that
is, according to him, even in cases wistop + ing appears with an inanimate subject (which he
does not include in the category of agentive subjebis construction often acquires an agentive
meaning. This is also the case in (14), which seterthe people that fire their guns; an other
example could be (15):

(14) The German rifles stopped firing and Byrnepwalad picked up some words of German, heard
a command to evacuate the tunnel. (Egan) 223
(15) He thought for a moment his heart had stofdpesating. (BROWN)
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(24) The police stopped him at exit 32 of the tikepmnd warned him to slow
down. (Freed:110)

Stop and quit are also different with respect to causaliBtop is considered a
causal verb, also shown by the possibilitystifpto appear in causal constructions.
Sentence (25) and its paraphrase (26) show therreome ofstop in causative
constructions. Also, middle constructions are guesas (28) shows; (29) is a
possible paraphrase of the sentences (27- 28).

Contrary tostop, quitis not marked for causation; that @it cannot appear in
middle constructions astop does; also, whilstop allows for different subjects in
the main and subordinate clause, this is not plesfbquit (30-31):

(25) The police were ordered to stop jaywalking.

(26) The police were ordered to cause jaywalkingtop. (Newmeyer: 59)
(27) The water stopped dripping.

(28) The dripping of the water stopped.

(29) Someone (or something) stopped the waterfgparg. (Freed: 116)
(30) Bill stopped Mary cleaning her room.
(31) *Bill quit Mary cleaning her room. (HindkiL71)

9.2. The complementation ostopand quit

The fact botlstopandquit appear with tag complement but disallovo-infinitives
will be interpreted as motivated to a great extgnthe semantics aftopandquit.
As they are backward looking constructions (Eganswtersstop a backward
looking construction, where either Sp (the speakerthe S (subject) profiles the
activity as occurring before the time of the matretb; quit can also be considered
a backward looking construction), they focus ondbgvity that comes to a sudden

close. Both in the case sfop + ingandquit + ing focus is laid on the cessation of
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the activity (on its nucleus phase) expressed by tomplement (without

consideration or focus on a further occurrencéefdomplement verf)

Although stopmay also express a possible resumption of theitycexpressed by
the complement (Freed 1979), tep + ing construction does not express an
orientation towards the realization of the completneerb; in case the activity is
resumed, a further context is necessary which pomthe further realization of the
activity (consider (33) which points to an iteratigccurrence due to the presence

of the adverbial between 10 and 15 times a daythe sentence):

(33) The remaining tumour is benign but the dantageer brain is still causing
her to stop breathing between 10 and 15 times a day (Egan: 125)

Both stop + ingandquit + ing express an internal view of the activity expredsgd
the complement. Their non-appearance witb-infinitives in aspectual
complementation can be explained by the clashekists between the semantics
of stopandquit on the one hand (expressing a sudden, often uicpabke change,
which excludes further expectation of continuatfavierzbicka 1988) and, on the
other hand, theo-infinitive construction, which is understood to express the
orientation towards the further realization of dwent.

Although stop appears withto-infinitives the stop + to infinitive construction
expresses an adverbial of purpose so that in tesEstopis not an aspectualizer.
In the case ofquit + ing andstop + ingthere is often no simultaneity between the
temporal phase of the aspectual verbit(andstop and that of the complement (-
ing) construction. Although the right boundaries o ttwvo constructions coincide,
in most cases the left boundary of the complemensttuctions precedes that of
stop and quit all the more so sincetop and quit can be considered as

instantaneous (being themselves achievement vedasty 1979).

% Egan notes thastop +ing often makes an inherent point of reference toatial point of
cessation as in (32). This makes ts®p + ing construction different from other egressive
constructions likeease + to infinitivevhich do not imply a reference to the point ofsz®on:

(32) I've stopped smoking now for four months. (Egan: 124)
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Hindsill (2007) argues that in the case of aspdcirs simultaneity exists only
when the respective aspectualizer is a raising aexb where the subject of the
matrix verb is coidentified with the subject of themplement construction. An
example of this is (34) where indeed the right laaures of the two constructions

coincide.

(34) Mary stopped cleaning her room. (Hind&inl)

According to Hindsill when the aspectualizers avatml verbs instead of raising
verbs, the two constructions may not show simultgra all. This is especially the
case withstopwhich may also appear in tisgéop from —ingconstruction (36). The
two sentences can be understood to be differente WB5) implies simultaneity
since singing is still going on at the time of @sm, in (36) there is no
simultaneity between the two clauses (singing dbdake place since stopping

appears before singing could happen).

(35) Robbin stopped Kim singing ‘Advance Austrakair’.
(36) Robbin stopped Kim from singing ‘Advance Aalgn Fair’. (Hindsill: 171)

The stop + ing construction can refer both to continuous situei¢37) and to
situtations repeated on single occurrences (38) m@anunderstood to express

repetitive occurrences (the prototypical meaninthefconstruction):

(37) Certainly neither the KGB nor the GRU are gpito stop spying for that
would leave them as exposed to criticism as ifGhe suddenly stopped spying on
Russia. (Egan: 123)

(38) So the driver started to curse at both of thesnf they had been in a plot
together to ruin his safe-driving record. Then than he saved turned and looked
squarely into the truck driver's face, without sayia word. Very suddenly, the
driver stopped swearing at them, turned on his heelwent back to his truck.

(BROWN)
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As already notedquit +ing tends to express the cessation of a habitual gctivi
(39). Yet, it can also express the cessation afglesoccurrence; in (40) thequit

+ ing construction refers to a single occasion.

(39) You hunt any?’ Used to. But | quit shooting ltrds (FROWN)

(40) He kissed her hand. ,Matthew, what do you wamtn me?”."You saved my
life”. , So say thank you and leave.” | prefer thariental tradition.” ,Which is?”
she asked nervously. His tongue tickled at her hahd give my life to the one
who saved it”. ,Oh, really?”. She wished he’d quaibing that to her hand; but she

didn’t want to move it in case he moved on to hpe.’l (BNC)

9.3. The eventuality types o$top + ingand quit + ing constructions

Thestop + ingconstruction usually appears with activity verbable 1) illustrates
the occurrences of eventuality types within sk@p + ingconstruction (the first ten
occurrences). As the table showtp + ing mostly takes activity verbs with an
acting agent. Besides activitetppalso takes accomplishments as its complement.
If stop appears with accomplishments, it leads to differmtailment relations
from the entailment in the case of activity verbfat is, while (41) with the
activity verb ‘walk’ implies that John did walk, Z}% with the accomplishment
phrase ‘paint the picture’ does not imply that Jgdainted the picture (Dowty
1979).

(41) John stopped walking.

(42) John stopped painting the picture (Dowty: 57)
‘Stop+ing’ (1431)| ‘Stopped +ing’ (1049)| ‘Quit +ing’ (37)

Talk (100) Talk (78) Smoke (6)

Use (64) Be (67) Play (3)

Work (60) Work (51) Drink (3)

Play (57) Speak (50) Booze (2)

Think (50) Breathe (49) Act (2)

Laugh (46) Cry (47) Call (2)

170



Try (41) Play (38) Talk (2)
Look (39) Go (34) Try (20
Take (38) Take (32) Trip (1)
Make (36) Smoke (30) Train (1)

Table 1. The most frequent eventuality types witthie stop + ing construction and
stopped + ingandquit + ing constructionData based on findings from BNC

The appearance of the other eventuality typesestand achievements is more
restricted within thestop + ing construction. This is especially true for
achievement verbs due to the instantaneous chamfceechievements; no single
occurrence of achievement has been found withistiye + ingconstruction in the
ICAME (Brown, Frown, Flob, Lob) corpora and BNC (mider also the
ungrammaticality of (43)). When achievements doeap@s complements efop

they tend to be recategorized as series (44).

(43) *His students stopped realizing what he meant.
(44) As Chou’s health deteriorated he stopped raaigg people.
(Freed: 115)

Concerning the occurrence of state verbs instbp + ingconstruction, there have
been several state verbs found in this construgi@GAME findings and BNC).
The findings for thestop + ing construction contain such state verbs as ‘love’
(stopped loving21 entries) ‘have’dtop having 20 entries) ‘feel’ §topped feeling

- 7 entries) (example of stop loving and stop hgvi{d5-46)).

(45) Fortunately for us readers, Dennis has neweppged loving climbing. His
second venture into self-mythography is every diemtertaining as the first, and
has the added spice of political and personal despure. Mountain Lover is one
of the most intriguing (in several senses of thedyvbooks I've read about the
global climbing village. (BNC)

(46) He points out that in 1960, married black wonceuld have expected to have
3.49 children; if they had continued to reprodudethas rate, the out-of-wedlock

rate among black women would have increased frotn RB81960 to just 29% in
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1987, and gone almost unnoticed. Instead, blackiethwwomen stopped having so
many children. (BNC)

Often, when complements efop are state verbs they tend to be recategorized as
activities (47-48):

(47) Marjorie, you must stop seeing things in terais--; like a play! Such
subtleties are hardly within her grasp. She wasdeld most carefully, you know.
Most carefully indeed. She has a job to do, andsdl@ing it quite well. And that's
as far as it goes. (BNC)
(48) Telling himself to stop beirgjupid, he settled back and concentrated instead
on his fellow passenger. In the opposite corner avasrtly man in a baggy tweed
suit. His shiny brown shoes had fine cracks in thigte an old oil painting, and
the expanse of leg showing above the left sockpai@sand hairless.

(BNC)

As distinct fromstop + ing,the quit + ing construction rarely appears with state
verbs. The only example afuit + ing containing a state verb is the fragment
below, found in BNC:

(49) Cher ignored Sonny's attempt to apologise tf@ir years of bickering.
Sonny, who is mayor of Palm Springs in Califorisiaid: "I shouted out to her but
she walked past without even looking."l think yould consider that a brush off."
The battling coupldave frequently traded insults in books and throoggazine

interviews. Sonny said: "She has to quit livinghie past’. (BNC)

The quit + ing construction does not appear with achievement svaither;
similarly to the case dadtop + ingachievement verbs can appear as part ofjtiite

+ ing construction only when they are recategorizeceass (50-51).
The most frequent occurrenceafit + ing construction is also with activities (52).

As table 1) shows the most frequent event typesimvithis construction are

activity verbs with an acting agent.
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(50) *His students quit realizing what he meant. (Freed: 115)

(51) John M& Dalton, himself a lawyer and a marlafg service in government,
spoke with rich background and experience whenalgkis an address here that
lawyers ought to quit sitting in the Missouri GesleAssembly, or quit accepting
fees from individuals and corporations who havetamrersies with or axes to
grind with the government and who are retained,betause of their legal talents,

but because of their government influence. (BNC

(52) Sometimes | wish we could just get out of ,hgoei know. Start again

somewhere else. | might quit teaching. (FROWN)

There seems to be a slight difference betwstep + ingandquit + ing when they
appear with activities. Thus, whilguit + ing tends to express the cessation of a
habitual activity (the most frequent verbs are simgkdrinking, boozing etcgtop

+ ing rather expresses the end of a single ongoing aoee (activity).

In conclusion, it can be said that although vergsel in meaning, the two
constructions are slightly different - also showntbe subtle differences in their
syntactic distribution (their appearance with evigpes). The difference between
the two constructions lies mainly in the presense Mck of intentionality,

permanent vs. temporary cessation and also halbytual
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Chapter 10.Finish, End, Completeand their complementation

10.1. The semantic value dfinish and End

This part of the paper focuses on the comparisawdss end and finish, and
additionally it will also comparefinish and complete Altough very similar
semantically (they all express the coming to endafevent/ occurrence), the
syntactic distribution of these aspectualizers pdm some subtle differences
between themEnd andcompletemostly appear with nominalizations (very rarely
both end and completealso allow for sentential complements$ish, on the

contrary often appears with both nominals and seialecomplements (1- 2):

(1) They finished their conversation / having thainversation.

(2) They ended their conversation / *having tloeinversation. (Freed: 128)

In Freed’s interpretationfinish andendare different since although they share the
same presupposition (a prior event that has beeunght to close), they have
different consequences. Both (3) and (4) haveresupposition that a discussion
had taken place; yet they imply different consegeen Sentence (3) witbnd
implies that the event is over but not necessaoiypleted; (4) witHinish that the
event is completely over and also completed. Adiogrto Duffley (2006),finish
implies that ‘what one set out to do is done’ arsbahat ‘it connotes the
completion of the final phase of the event in acpss of elaboration’ (Webster’s
1968) (Duffley:101).

(3) They ended the discussion.
(4) They finished the discussion. (Freed: 128)

This difference betweeend andfinish can be explained by the fact that they have
different relationships in relation to the tempasalcture of the event: unlilend
which refers to the last temporal segment of thedeus,finish refers to the coda of
the event named in the complement. This impliesediht consequences for

sentences witendandfinish: endexpressses that the event is put an end to but not
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completed,finish, by contrast signals that the event is over anupteted. As
finish refers to the coda of the event this allofivesh to refer not only to the
temporality of the event but to the completion ld event itself (3) it is the event
of discussion that is completed); on the contrargentences witbndit is usually

the time of the discussion that is brought to ae&lo

Dixon (2005) also notes thdtnish implies the complete termination of the
complement event; according to Dixon this mightéxglained by the fact that
finish expresses object orientation. That is, in (5) @lient is seen as terminated

since the wall is painted entirely:

(5) John finished (painting) the wall on Tuesday. (Dixon:180)

An important difference betweesnd andfinish is with respect to intentionality,
more specifically the involvement of the subjecthe event of the sentence (Freed
1979). End and finish in sentences (6-7) lead to different interpretatad the

events expressed in the complement:

(6) They ended Peter’'s and Mary’s argument.
(7) They finished Peter’'s and Mary’s argument. (Freed: 129)

Sentence (6) has the interpretation that they pdtend to Peter's and Mary’'s
argument without taking part in it (caused the argat to end), (7), by contrast,
has as a consequence that they took part activeheiargument (the subjects have
participated in the argument). As Freed (1979) sifatésh requires that the subject
have some role in the completion of the event @Entve); this may explain why
(8) with an inanimate subject results as ungranwahtin (9) and (10) the subjects
can be considered to take part in the completioth@fevent; in (9) the subject is
an acting agent; similar is the case in (10) whal#ough in a more restricted
sense the subject may also be considered to cotdrib the termination of the
event (this makes (10) grammatical). Another examigl (11); this sentence,
although it contains an inanimate subject receaesgentive interpretation (the

subject takes an active part in cooking).
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(8) *Her teeth finished decaying.
(9) He finished his work and went home.
(10) The leaves finished falling last week. e@d: 130)

(11) She looked around her appreciatively. "Youwleme a lot since | was last
here.” "Oh, not really. Just put up a few pictusesd so on. | suppose | ought to
organise some curtains, but | never shut them 'sohardly a priority. I'm not
exactly overlooked." He walked round the end ofuthiégs and held out his hand.
"Come and sit down for a minute while the lasagmisties cooking.” He sat on the
settee and tugged her down beside him, leaninganweisniffing her hair.

(BNC)

As distinct fromfinish (which has a more restricted use with inanimatgess),
end occurs freely with inanimate subjects; sentencek amd very often have a
causative reading, leaving the active participatadnthe subject in the prior-
occurrence of the event unspecified. Examples isfdre (12a) and (12b), which
have a causative reading but where the agent #satdused the action to cease is
not specified. Sentences (13a) and (13b) show fihath does not allow for
constructions where the subject is inanimate ares dwt acquire any agentive
role. Finish does not seem either to imply such a causaligndsloes. This is also
shown by the fact thdinish does not appear with ‘accidentally’ or ‘purposely’
(14):

(12a) The war ended. / (12b) The program endeaiméne caused the war and
the program to end)

(13a) * The war finished. / (13b) * The programihed.

(14) He *accidentally/purposely finished the casation. (Freed: 131)

In some cases, the meaningseofl andfinish are very close (in (15) no obvious
difference can be detected between the usmdandfinish since both verbs have
the same consequence - the letter is written);rdowg to Freed this is due to the
aspectual nature of the object (nouns expressiagas@nd temporal beginnings

and endings).
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(15) He ended / finished the letter. (Freegi)l

Being an achievement itsefinish often expresses the shift of an event (e.g. an
accomplishment) to an achievement reading; in sasles the event in question is
seen as an instantaneous one (Pifion (2006), Do¥8y9J Pustejovsky and
Bouillon (1996). An example of this is (16), whéebeiying the book’ coincides
with ‘Rebecca’s signing her name’; the sentencaesges an event which is seen
to be instantaneous). In such cases the tempowepbffinish overlaps the
temporal phase of the complement constructiongdiine event that has come to an

end is seen as moment3ty

(16) Technically, Rebecca bought the book only wétem finished signing her
name on the credit card slip. (Pifion 2006: 21)

The event that appears as a complemefinizh is often seen as a progressive one
so that the cessation can be understood to bepafteular ongoing event (Givon,
1993); (17) can be seen as a single occurrencdastat for some time, sentence
(18) would also sound strange in a habitual intgiron; it is rather to be

understood as a single occurrence than a habibeal o

Although more rarelyfinish can also express the end of a more repetitive or
habitual event; in sentence (19) making movieseensas a habitual occurrence
taking place at different times; in this senterfee wise ofinishis acceptable since
her making movies can be interpreted as implyicgréain goal or result state (the

number of films that are produced).

(17) She finished reading her book (she was reatjrigen she finished)
(18) She finished reading comic books (she wasimgabme, then she finished)
(*she used to read them, then she quit). (Ghvgei)

®4Smith and Escobedo (2001) aRdnego (2004) categorize verb phrases accorditigetdegree of
overlap they express. They contend that while tesarbs express a conceptual overlap where the
latter actions happen simultaneously with the fose (e.g. verbs like ‘keep’, and also ‘enjoy’,
‘don’t mind’ etc.) there are also verbs that evgkior rather than actual temporal overlap; this is
also the case with the verfigish, completeand alscstop
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(19) A League Of Their Own is left heartbroken wkbka finishes makingnovies

... because she keeps falling in love with her leadmen. Stunning Laura, who
shot to fame alongside Patrick Swayze in Point Braad Robin Williams in
Cadillac Man, admits: "I'm forever falling in loveith my co-stars. But they're

always married or spoken for. (BNC)

10.2.Finish and Completecompared

Following Freed (1979) to a certain extesampletewill be compared witHinish;

this is mainly because the two aspectualizers arg #lose in meaning. Just like
finish, completealso presupposes that the event in question wasoigress and
that finally came to an end (the consequence).eBeat (20-21) have the same
presupposition (that the event was going on befané)also the same consequence

(the event is finished and also completed).

(20) They finished the project in time.
(21) They completed the project in time. (ereé@31)

Sentences (22-23) show that despite the similaribetween theniinish and

completemay express slightly different aspectual meanings:

(22) He finished/ completed the lesson 5 minuey.e
(23) He finished/ *completed 5 minutes early. Freged: 131)

While (22) is correct with botfinish andcompletethe lack of the direct object in
(23) with completeis not felicitous. The ungrammaticality of this terce can be

accounted for if we realize that unlikeish, completéhas a non-temporal reading
in addition to its temporal one. In other wordsmympleteis not a temporal

aspectualizer in all contexts, but may refer to phgsical part carried out in an
event (Freed 1979). Because of its dual charactenpleterequires that the object
which is completed be present in the sentence aed dot allow for structures

where the object that is completed is left outhef $entence.
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That completehas an additional non-temporal reading is alsavshby (24) and
(25); both sentences lack a temporal reading arslies only the use a@omplete

is acceptable:

(24) The transaction completed the deal.
(25) * The transaction finished the deal. (Fae&33)

10.3. The complementation of the egressive aspediaars

Sentences (26-29) show that betid and completetake sentential complements
(despite the fact that their most frequent occureeis with nominals). Although
the complement verbs are activities in the examipédsw they can be understood
to be part of a larger event (especially in theeaafs(28) — where ‘filming’ refers
to shooting a particular film, and also in (29) wawvriting the remarks’ is part of

a study on secular and domestic architecture).

(26) By the time they reached Letterkenny they wWersty, so had a drink, and by
the time they reached the shore road between RdyDaomhallagh could not

have pinpointed the cottage in the wood with amtaggty to save their lives. They
ended sittinghigh above the lough sipping from a bottle of J&tmwers, gazing at

the lights of a house below them that could hawenl@ybody's. "I tell you what,"
said Mallachy. (BNC)

(27) He continued: "When | turned round my brothes pointing a gun at me --;
then he shot me. | was hit on the right leg andlgdall. "When | managed to get
upright | saw him cocking the gun again, thoughtwas going to shoot me again
and moved towards him to defend myself." He haédhdngon the ground with

the accused sitting on his chest (BNC)

(28) (..) | would anticipate that we can film thdnole sequence within half an
hour and that we would make every effort not tougisthe normal running of
your business. Ideally, we would like to film dgrithe morning of 13 June just

after we have completed filmingYork Minster. (BNC)
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(29) Scott said that, having just completed writing Remarks on Secular and
Domestic Architecture, Present and Future, the &g@ompetition, then, found me
in rather a prepared state of mind". It was probalds a result of Hall's
"conclave" that, "long before the programme camé',obe retired from active

engagements to design suitable elements for aghbbliding. (BNC)

The analysis on the complementatioreatiandcompletewith nominals points to
other differences between the two verbs (and thestoaction they appear in).
While in the case oéndthe complement may refer to all event types (atso
states), in the case obmpletethe complement tends to refer only to evekiwd
often refers to homogeneous event types (e.g.s3téeay. (30) refers to ‘having an
interview’, and (31) to ‘having a relationship’)y such cases its meaning is similar
to that ofstop When the complement ehdrefers to a telic event (e.g. in (32) to
‘writing or directing the play’ and also in (33) ete the complement refers to
‘fighting the war’),endis more similar in meaning faish.

(30) I know you've got some other amusing stotiésn't know if we've time just
to tell one more. Have you got one other storyetbus about your shop? There
are so many of them. One man came in took all Ibihes off, tried on a load of
things and walked out in them. | think we'd bettad the interview there don't
you? (BNC)
(31) (..) Ifitis anillness, is there a cure et any hope, do you think, of a happy
future for us? Or should |, reluctantly, end thédatenship --; which, apart from
the aggravation and the havoc, is very good anding¥ She is not an
irresponsible teenager. She's 32 years old. (BNC)
(32) The sickening way in which Achilles sets hyrMdons on the unarmed
Hector, and then tells them to "cry you all amdiAchilles has the might Hector
slain™ shows that the morality of the Greeks isua@ty detestable. It is left to
Pandarus to end the play, on an infected note wisigierfectly fitting.  (BNC)
(33) Premier John Major warned of stronger sancsioagainst those in the
conference who could end the war. Singling out 3leebs, he threatened: "No

trade. No aid. No international recognition or role (BNC)
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As distinct from end complete seems to prefer telic occurrences (in (34)
‘completing the course’ means ‘study the respeatigrse to the end’; similarly in

sentence (35) ‘working’ refers to a telic eventg@t of an event)).

(34) The course is of two years' duration. Trarebdity Students who successfully
complete the course may transfer to the secondgfeidie BSc Hons Mathematics,
Statistics and Computing course at Jordanstown. (BNC)

(35) Working out the cost of disturbance. A jusihife claim depends on loss being
sustained in circumstances envisaged by the cantfide contractor's financial
remedy will be defined in the contract. This shalkb include the cost of funding

any additional money required to complete the work. (BNC)

Finally, not onlycompletebut end too can refer not only to the temporality of an

event but also to the event itself, as (36) shows:

(36) Even then you may have to use that extraflgude before you have one in
the net. Chub are a confounding fish. At times gau easily "con™ one into your

net, and at other times you find they are lessilgall They confound you because
there are times when conditions are compatible tmky warm bed yet you end the
day with a netful of fish (BNC)

10.3.1. The complementation dfinish

Finish is different both from botlend and completein that it frequently appears
with sentential #+ng complementsFinish is considered to be a backward looking
construction (Egan 2003) that only takes arg-€omplement form (and disallows
theto-infinitive); according to Wierzbicka (1988) this has to déhwhe semantics
of the aspectualizer: being a backward looking trantion,finish does not express
the possibility of a future orientation. According Wierzbicka only such
aspectualizers allow fao-infinitives that express a possible future orientation. |
consider Wierzbicka’'s (1988) approach a plausibile; dhe approach taken here

coincides with her interpretation to a considerabient.
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Another interesting explanation of the non-occureenof the egressive
aspectualizers with th®-infinitivesis given by Givon (1993). Givon relates the
frequent occurrence dinish with -ing complements to the implicative nature of
the aspectualizer. He points to the fact that iogpive verbs f(nish and also

completg¢ usually tend to appear with non-finiteng complements.

As is the case with other aspectualizers that dahow for to-infinitives as their
complement, the non-appearancdinish with to-infinitiveswill be understood to
be motivated by the semantic value of the aspeagtrab a great extent. Egressive
aspectualizers do not express the orientation usvire further occurrence of the
occurrence expressed by the complement; becaubésdhey do not allow foto-
infinitives The meaning of th&-infinitive construction would be in a clash with

the semantic value of the respective aspectudkzgrfinishandcompletg.

When the non-finite sententiaing construction appears as complemeriiroh it
gets temporalized. Thénish + ing construction expresses the cessation of a
durative ongoing occurrence which often implies phesence of a result or a goal
state (the prototypical meaning of theish + ing construction). The temporal
space occupied bying overlaps with the temporal spacefioish; that is, the right
boundary ofinish can be considered to coincide with that of timg-eonstruction.

It is also important to note that in the case effihish + ing construction the focus

is laid on the occurrence itself (schematic megniagd also the moment of

cessation without any expectation for a furthemo@nce of the complement verb.
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10.4. The appearance dfinish with eventuality types

Table 1) shows the 10 most frequent event typesappear as complements of
finish: as the table illustrates all the verbs listeduneganimate, agentive NPs as

their subject.

Finish + ing (135) | Finished + ing (518)
Eat (8) Eat (48)
Read (8) Read (46)
Tidy (5) Speak (42)
Dress (4) Talk (22)
Pack (4) Write (20)
Pay (4) Make (14)
Speak (4) Play (14)
Use (3) Dress (13)
Unpack (3) Pack (11)
Fill (3) Tell (11)

Table 1: The most frequent eventuality types wifmish + ing andfinished + ing

Finish appears in most of the cases with accomplishmesitaypes. Sincénish

takes as its complement events (occurrences tvat &xa inherent end goal (37))
such event types that lack an inherent end-poitattgs and activities) do not
appear as complements fafish (Dowty, 1979). That is, while (38) is good with
the accomplishment phrase ‘paint the picture’ #slaot accept the activity phrase

‘walking’ .

(37) As she replaced the telephone, Miranda, prina ihigh-necked grey flannel
suit, checked the Cartier travelling clock on hehite desk. She had to finish

®In the Vendlerian interpretation of event tydessh is used as a test to differentiate between
activity phrases and accomplishments. That is,envdtivities can only appear as complements of
‘stop’, accomplishments appear as complementinish.
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reading the pile of reports in front of her --; anthke the necessary decisions --;
before tomorrow's management meeting. (BNC)

(38) John finished painting the picture /*walking. (Dowty: 57)

This does not mean théhish would not occur at all with activities; both in (39
and (40) the complement verbs are activities, ldng and ‘playing’,
respectively. A closer look at these sentences shbat in these cases ‘drinking’
and also ‘playing’ acquire an eventive interpretat{in (39) ‘drinking’ refers to
the amount of drink that the stallion usually draimk(40) ‘playing football’ is seen
as an activity that will be brought to the end {(ti|g a certain goal-point is
assumed in the sentence). Another example is (dlihis example the activity
phrase ‘eating’ has a more limited sense referanly to that respective dinner
which comes to an end. It seems that when actviigpear as complements of

finish, they acquire an accomplishment interpret&fion

(39) Jester was an appaloosa stallion who had & wose relationship with his
owner. Together they worked hard on a sheep statiowas hot, dusty work
checking endless fencing and huge flocks of she®mvery now and then they
stopped at a trough at one of the wells, so thatefecould drink and his owner
could splash his face and arms in the water. Ong dester had finished drinking
and he was watching his master with a languid eye. (BNC)

(40) (..) In October 1956, Worrell joined Manchesténiversity as a mature
student to read for a BA in Economics, changinghi® second year to a BA
Administration, which included social anthropolodccording to his professor, he
was thorough and conscientious rather than briltiateking his studies very
seriously since he wanted both to improve himsetf gain a qualification for
when he finished playing. (BNC)

(41) (..) Sea trout for supper. Lucker cooks wHildtink, becoming all misty-eyed
and in love with life. | chatter with enthusiasmilsihknobs of butter slide off the
fishes' backs and sizzle to blister bubbles. Weectomthe conclusion that we

would like to live here forever, knowing that nathiwill stop us being on the

% Dowty (1979) notes that it is possible to assigna@complishment reading to activity verb
phrases in proper context. He stresses that in apepr context the difference between
accomplishments and activites can be blurred.
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plane home. By the time we finish eating, | amegdiitink and feeling sad. We pull
on our coats with bleary yanks as the alcohol warksiniversal spell, and bump
out the door. (BNC)

Finish does not take achievements as its complementesant(42) with the
achievement verb phrase ‘notice the painting’ isaceptable aftdinish: the event

is so short that it cannot be finished. Achievets@&an appear as part of ti@sh

+ ing (43), where the addition of the NP phrase ‘fagltaving a mass noun
interpretation) makes the sentence acceptableadhievement is recategorized as
an accomplishment phrase; the phrase acquires tainceturation (an activity

phase) which makes the usdiafsh admissible.

(42) Jon *finished/stopped noticing the painting. (Dowty: 59)

(43) Two maids were making up our nuptial bed, ghing the white linen with
their dark hands. You'd never have finished findegjt in their work if | hadn't

intervened, so that you turned on me saying Tlaenilfy were turnip doctors at the
time of the Bourbons --; an old enmity then, andremonperious even than
pleasure. (BNC)

Sentences (44-45) are exampledimith with a state verb. Althouglnish usually
does not take statives as its complement becaudbeomismatch that exists
between the semantics fafish and the nature of state verbs (states are unbound
and so cannot be finished) examples can also belfotia state verb aftdinish.

Only such states can appear as complementmish that are understood to be
temporary (‘being a Mayor’ in (44) and ‘being s&u(45). The state verbs in these
sentences are acceptable withish since they refer to temporary, transitional
states that might imply a certain end-point (‘bemgrayor’ is understood to be a

temporary state; similarly, ‘being sad’ is a traiosial state):

(44) Graham Mayhew, who is my guest today, is diqdarly good example of
somebody who has contact with us at all sorts témint levels. Graham, | want
to start by asking you about you being Mayor. Yaeklfar too young to be a
Mayor, but you've just finished beidpyor for Lewes. (BNC)

185



(45) Dr John Harrison, author of Love Your Diseasgit's keeping you Healthy,
claims that sinusitis, particularly in men, ofterdicates a reluctance to cry. This is
a view widely held among alternative and compleargnpractitioners. If we cry
when we are sad, the physiological response istiram the eyes and nose. When
we've finished being sad, the mucous membraneseimase and sinuses settle

back to the normal uninflamed state. (BNC)
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Concluding remarks. Outlook for further research

The present dissertation offers a semantic anabjgise aspectualizers chosen and
their non-finite complementationtofinfinitive and -ing) in English. It focuses
especially on those aspectualizers that allow fothto-infinitive and -ng
complement constructionbdgin, start, continuandceasg An important aim has
been to find a semantic motivation for the similas and differences underlying
the constructionbegin + to infinitive begin + ing start + to infinitive start + ing,
continue + to infinitive continue+ing cease + to infinitive cease +ing. These
constructions stand in the immediate focus of tissedtation, the main point of
interest lying in the analysis of the constitueattp within a construction, their
relation to each other (e.g. the relation of thetriwato the complement
construction, the relation within the complemennstouction (e.g. the relation of
to to the bare infinitive) and also to the constructi@naawhole. The dissertation
starts out from the idea that while similar formme also similar semantically, the
difference in form results in a difference in me®niAs such, the constructions
with the to-infinitive have been assumed to share some similarities landt@
differ from constructions containing theing complement form. Another
hypothesis of the dissertation has been that theusec value of a construction
does not only result from the semantic value of rierix but rather from the
interaction of the matrix with the subject and tdwmplement construction of a
particular sentence. Both assumptions seem to haga confirmed through the

analysis of corpus data.

Motivated by the multitude of values they can hdtie, complement constructions
to-infinitive and -ng are defined as having both a schematic and a typital
meaning. The two meanings are closely intertwirséainding on the one hand for
the meaning of the construction in different cotgekts schematic meaning,
defined with respect to the profile of the constiwe-path —goal schema of the
infinitive and container schema of theg), and on the other hand for the value of
the construction in a certain occurrence (the pypioal meaning). The difference

between them is the following: while the schematieaning stands for all
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occurrences of a construction, the prototypical mren is more construction

specific, acquiring its value after the complememtstruction gets embedded into
a higher construction containing the matrix verbg.(d®egin. Also, while the

schematic meaning is defined only with respectigwing (aspectual meaning),
the prototypical meaning, can encompass a seriemfntic values (temporal,
modal-temporal and also non-temporal values) depgnoh the semantics of the
matrix. In this approach then the-infinitive and 4ng are seen as meaningful
constructions, having a meaning of their own, Hab areatly depending on the

meaning of the matrix verb (their prototypical miea).

In addition to the constructions already mentiorater aspectualizers expressing
the continuity ¢ontinue, keep, keep on, go)orespectively the end or cessation of
a situation quit, stop, finish, end, complgtas well as their non-finite complement
constructions have also been analyzed. The dissertéollows the line of a
constructionist framework (following mainly Goldlgef995, 1997) also adopting
elements from cognitive grammar (Langacker 199091191999, 2009). The
approach can be considered constructionist inehgesthat the aspectualizers and
their complement forms are seen as constructitiey, themselves being also part
of a larger macro-construction. This macro-constong containing the meaning of
the matrix, that of the complement construction tredsubject is assumed to have
a meaning of its own which, although motivated wreat extent by the matrix and
the other constituents of the sentence, is imagiadze more than the sum of the

meanings of each construction.

The corpora used for the empirical analysis of #spectualizers and the
complement constructions are ICAME (especially Brewn, Frown, Flob, and
LOB corpora), the BNC, and also Webcorp (the Webaapus). The intention has
been to find after a fine-grained analysis on allemeorpus (qualitative analysis)
some statistical evidence for certain constructiars larger corpus (e.g. the BNC)
(quantitative analysis). As such, the dissertatian be said to combine both types

of corpus analyses-the qualitative and the qudivit@ne.

The data collected and processed can be consittetasl of a fairly large amount.

They illustrate a variety of values these consiomst can have, ranging form
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aspectual, temporal to modal values. The data @dsat to a close interrelation
between the semantic value of the matrix verb, filren of the complement
construction to-infinitive or -ing), the event type of this complement and also the
thematic role of the subject (agentivity vs. norergity). In line with the
assumption that the semantics of the complemerdtaartion and also that of the
subject determine the meaning of a constructioa gpeat extent an emphasis has
been laid on the analysis of these constructiohs @ventuality type of the
complement, the thematic role of the subject).

Last but not least, assuming that the larger lisifriicontext also influences the
meaning of the constructions, special attention lbesen given to the context the

constructions appear in.

The dissertation offers a fairly detailed and exdtiae analysis of the
aspectualizers and the complement constructions; tiie conclusions drawn
cannot be considered as final or complete for s¢weasons. First, the analysis
has been limited to the corpora mentioned aboveatsulbecause several aspects
of the constructions have not been considered.pFéagent analysis is limited to a
synchronic analysis and only partly discusses thehdonic development of the
aspectualizers in question and their complemematiomore detailed diachronic
analysis could shed light on several phenomenahwhemained unanswered in
this analysis (the more frequent occurrence ofreaiteform over the other, e.g. the

more frequent occurrence odase + to infinitiveas compared toease + ing,.

Another aspect which would require further attemtie the semantic-pragmatic
interface of the aspectualizers and their compleatiem. In order to have a deeper
understanding of the use of aspectualizers andcoineplement constructions a
pragmatic analysis would also be necessary alosgnaantic one. The present
analysis has dealt with the inherent, semantic imgaof the aspectualizers and the
complement construction®-infinitive and -g. What has not been taken into
consideration and would call for further analysistihhe non-inherent, intended
meaning of a speaker’s utterance. This intendednmgacan differ from the

semantic meaning of a construction, so that thenngathe speaker intends to
communicate with a particular occurrence may béetifit from the semantic

meaning.
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Pragmatic meaning differs from semantic meaninghat it is not limited to the
meaning expressed by the construction itself biihe® meaning through context
understood in a wider sense. In pragmatics, comestten to include the intention
of the speaker, the hearer, as well as belief, dvkrlowledge and also mutual
knowledge (Cummings 2005:34). Pragmatics takesdatsideration the linguistic
meaning expressed by a particular grammatical ogetgin but also extends
beyond it, by focusing on the intention of the @gavhen producing an utterance
and how this is understood by the listener. It bansaid that while semantics is
interested in the explicit meaning, pragmatics @enconcerned with the implicit

meaning of a particular construction.

A pragmatic analysis of the aspectualizers and dbmplement constructions
would be desirable for several reasons. In mangscdse semantic meaning cannot
motivate entirely the possible similarities, redpesdy differences between
constructions sharing the same matrix but havingdifferent complement
construction (e.gbegin + to infinitive/ begin +ing), or constructions with a
different matrix but the same complement fofmedin + to infinitive / start + to
infinitive). This is also the case with the sentences beldwuch, although assumed
to be slightly different (e.doegan to rainandbegan raining these differences are
very subtle and can be hardly explained from algademantic perspective. In
order to adequately explain the possible differenngolved in these sentences, it

is desired that pragmatic factors be also takenaohsideration:

(1) It began to rain/ raining.

(2) She is beginning/ starting to accept the situation.

(3) He stopped/quit worrying about the problem.

(4) As the state’s scare tactics became progrelgsivere outrageous we simply

ceased to worry/ worrying about the problem.

A pragmatic analysis would lead to additional datad also offer a new
perspective over the topic. The present analysssbiee@n mostly based on written
corpus data, with a little amount of spoken datan{f the BNC corpus). An

advantage of a pragmatic analysis would be thatleégsvritten data spoken data
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would also be considered. A pragmatic analysissd@#h utterances and looks at
the different conversational implicatures that laeeng produced with a particular
utterance. It is concerned with the inferencingcpoures and mechanisms that are
adopted within a conversation both on the parthef $peaker and of the hearer.
Detecting the possible intended meanings would bisaelevant in the case of
aspectualizers as it would help us gain a new pety@ over the use of these

grammatical constructions.

Finally, it can be said that a possible further gonatic analysis of the
aspectualizers and their complement constructiomaldv be considered as
complementary to the semantic analysis. It wouidfoece the idea that although
semantics and pragmatics are distinct they arecisely connected to each other
and that a combined semantic-pragmatic perspecften leads to a deeper

understanding of the topic and also to more rediabsults.

191



Az aspektualis igék vizsgalata korpusz adatok atapj

A disszertacidoban az aspektualis igéket és targyaskezeteiket vizsgalom a
korpusznyelvészet eszkbzei altal. Az elemzés maagék az aspektualis igek
képezik, amelyik Ugy @o-infinitive-es mind az +g-es szerkezetet megengedik
targyas szerkezetként. Ezek az igék a cselekvédet@zjelob begin és start, a
cselekvés folytonossagara utalontinue és go on, valamint a cselekvés
megszakitasakifejez6 cease Ezen szerkezetek elemzésekor arra keresem a
valaszt, hogy milyen kulonbségek léteznek azon kszetek kozott, melyek
ugyanazt az aspektualis igét, de kllortbtiargyas szerkezettel foglaljak magukba
(pl. begin+ to infinitive, begin+ ing), valamint azon szerkezetek kdzo6tt, melyek
mas aspektudlis igét, de hasordddvi igeneves szerkezetet tartalmazrzgin+

to infinitive, start + to infinitive), valamint arra, hogy mennyire kimutathatéak ezek
a kuléonbseégek. A fent emlitett aspektualis igékietilkelemzésre kerllnek azok az
aspektualis igék is, amelyek csak dmg- es szerkezetet engedik meg: ilyenek
példaul &keep + ingfinish + ing, resume + ingszerkezetek.

Az elemzés fontos részét képezikz aspektualis igek szemantikgjanak vizsgéalatan
kivll - a targyas szerkezetefo ¢+ infinitive és ing), valamint az alany szemantikai
vizsgélata is. A targyas szerkezeteknek sematilsugrétotipikus jelentést is
tulajdonitok és azt feltételezem, hogy mindkét rjede egyiddijleg fellelhet a
szerkezet jelentésében. A két jelentés kulotkéapen fogalmazhatdé meg: mig a
sematikus jelentés a szerkezet altalanosabb jekntidglalja magaba, és a
szerkezet profiljatél fligg, az utdbbi konstrukcitfp, és jelentése a konstrukcion
belul valik teljessé. Ugyancsak nagy fontossagqt katargyas szerkezetben
eléforduld ige eseményszerkezetének vizsgalata; Ggik,t hogy egy szerkezet
eseményszerkezete nagy mértékben hozzajarul aktadje konstrukcié altal

kifejezett szemantikai jelentéshez.

A disszertacio elméleti hatterét a kognitiv gramkaakelemei (Langacker 1991,
1999, Kleinke 2002), valamint a konstrukcios grartikaa(féként Goldberg 1995,
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1997, 2006) elemeinek 6tvozése adja. A disszeriégyik alapfeltevése az, hogy
az aspektualis igék, valamint targyas szerkezetska mondat alanya egy
konstrukcio részeit képezik. A konstrukcio altdiel@zett jelentés, bar tébb mint a
részelemek jelentésének dsszessége, nagy mértélidpgra konstrukciot alkotd

mikrokonstrukciok szemantikai értékét Kilonésen nagy fontossaggal bir az
aspektualis ige szemantikai értéke, hiszen ez dmtarmeg a targyas szerkezet

protototipikus jelentését.

Az aspektualis igék és targyas szerkezeteik viasgdorpuszadatok feldolgozasa
altal tortént. A vizsgalatahoz tébb korpusz is alagzolgalt (Brown, Frown, Flob,
Lob korpuszok, a BNC (British National Corpus), araint az Internet is, mint
korpusz. A korpusznyelvészeti eszkdzOk valasztaga aspektualis igék
vizsgalatdhoz tobb szempontbdl is motivalt. Az &gpais igék korpusz-alapu
vizsgalata viszonylag Ujkelgtek szamit — és bar léteznek tanulmanyok, amelyek
korpusz adatok alapjan elemzik ezeket az igékeir(R02, 2003, Schmid 1993),
ezek a tanulmanyok tébbnyire csakeginés astartigékre térnek ki. Nem létezik
mindmaig olyan atfogdé tanulmany az aspektudlis ngjekés bvitmenyeikol
(targyi szerkezetek, alany szerepe), amely kormdatokat dolgozna fel. llyen

értelemben a kutatds Ujkdlaek szamit.

A korpusznyelvészeti megkozelités nagyngke, hogy lehéivé tesz ugy kvalitativ,
mint kvantitativ elemzeést. A két kulonkbzipusu elemzés egyforman fontos és
kiegésziti egymast. A kvalitativ vizsgalat tobb tsalais szolgal a kutatasban
megnevezett kérdéseket ilenh (pl. az eseményszerkezetek kérdése, az alany
szemantikai szerepe stb.) — viszont arra, hogyanilyyakorisaggal fordulnakéeh
kilonbod szerkezetek és a kozottuk észlelt kilonbségekaatkativ elemzés ad
valaszt. Ugy a kvalitativ, mind a kvantitativ eleazigazolni latszanak azt a
feltevést, miszerint a szerkezetek kozotti kiloglesejelentésbeli kulonbséget
eredményeznek. Az aspektudlis igéket és targyaskezadeiket illeben a
szerkezeteket néha nagyfokld hasonlosag jellemzia(pégin + to infinitiveés a
start + to infinitive szerkezetet), igy a kozottuk tevielentésbeli eltérések
megfogalmazasahoz tobb szempont figyelembevételikséges. Az észlelt

szemantikai kulénbségek olyan megkllonbéztetéseapulidak, mint a
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dinamikussag, a jd@beliség kifejezése, az agentivitas és a szandékgskanléte

vagy hianya stb.

Osszefoglalva elmondhatdé, hogy a jelenlegi elemzgar ramutat fontos
szemantikai kulonbségekre, nem tekinthéeljesnek, sokkal inkabb Gtmutatd
jelleggel rendelkezik. Az aspektudlis igék és tamgyyszerkezeteik atfogo
vizsgélatadhoz kivanatos lenne pragmatikai és sfingivisztikai szempontokat is
figyelembe venni. Ezek helyke miatt nem kaptak helyet a jelenlegi elemzésben.
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