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RESUMO
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ABSTRACT

This article comstitutes an analysis of indweed phraral verbs of meotion in Bole and Reference
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sesmantte features of the different fypes of verbr of mrofion dmvestipated. Thus, this shows the
dmportance of fhatial elenents in granmwar, which contrarts with the marginad rutus they bave
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1. Introduction: some basic RRG concepts

In Role and Reference Grammar -henceforth RRG- (Jolly 1991,
Van Valin 1993, Van Valin & LaPolla 1997) location is said to be
expressed through two grammatical structures which are complemen-
tary: prepositional phrases ~PPs- or adverbial particles. Synractically,
in the constiruent projection PPs are labelled arpument-adjuncts —
AAJs-. This name means that they stand in the middle between argu-
ments and adjuncts. On the one hand, argument PPs function as ob-
lique core-arguments, which means that the preposition functions as
a case marker of the prepositional complement —generally a nominal
phrase- that is introduced, which works as an argument of the clause.
Thus, such PPs are non-predicative. On the other side, adjunct PPs
are predicative, since they stand in the periphery of the clause and
they function as modifiers of the clause as a whole ot of any of its
arguments. In the middle of these two kinds of PPs there is another
one, which is non-predicarive, as the latter, but whose preposition is
not a case marker —i.e., it contains meaning in iself- and is thercfore
predicative, as the former. For this, such kind of PP is called AAJ An
example of this latter type, which is the one that concerns us here, is
presented below, where the clause in question is represented both
semantically and syntactically:

Mary has put the book down the chair

[do’ (Mary, @] CAUSE [BECOME be-down’(chair, book)]
1. Semantic representation of the induced mution verb put and its arguments
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Figure I: Syntactic rqrrm:nmﬂ}.m of the verh puf and its arguments

Abaove, the PP down the chair is represented both semantically and
syntactically, as I have just mentioned. According to the semantic
representation of the clause in (1), fhe chair is a core argument of the
verb, as book is. However, in the syntactic representation in figure 1
the PP daum the chair is represented as an AAJ, and it is given the same
representation and interpretation as adjuncts, which are represented
in RRG as follows:
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CORE

NUC ARG

P
P NP
Mary is studying maths in  the library
Figure II: Syntactic representation of adjuncts

In figure IT the PP as a whole is analyzed as a predicate, independ-
ent from the verb. For that reason, it has its own nucleus with its
arguments. At this point, it should be noted the face that it is required
a more specific and consistent system representation for AAJs, since
they are neither arguments nor adjuncts, and they are given a differ-
ent semantic representation and a different synractic one, which makes
it difficult for them to get a satisfactory linking alporithm at the syn-
tax-semantics interface.

Finally, once dealt with locative PPs, in this intraduction T find it
necessary to deal with adverbs. It should be remarked that adverbs
and operators are different concepts, though they may be confused,
because they interact in many ways. Adverbs are considered to be
modifying elements in RRG. They are not restricted to the periphery
tor that, but they can modify any layer of the clause. They are treated
as one-place predicates which rake a logical structure (hereafter LS)
ot subpart of an LS as their argument, following the approach of
Jackendoff (1972) and others. Some kinds of adverbs are represent-
ed both in the operator and in the constituent projection (manner
adverbs, £i.) when they are core-internal. Though in RRG the differ-
ence is not left clear enough, I can say that adverbs are constimuents
of the clause which have also an operator projection, while OpErators
never have a constituent projection. Thus, adverbs are like operators
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in the sense that they modify different layers of the clause, bur they
have more freedom of occurrence in the clause. I dare state that ad-
vetbs are lexical items, while operators are not. Operators are just
grammatical elements. To end up this question, an example of how
adverbs and operators interact (from Van Valin & LaPolla 1997:166)
is provided in figure ITL The sentence in it contains an adverb, b.:a,ﬁp:
4, which modifies the action presented by the verb, Duc to this, it is
both represented in the constituent projection, since it is a lexical
item that belongs to the constituents of the clause, and in the opera-
tor projection, since it has 2 grammatical function of modifying the
verb in its aspectuality. On the other hand, there are more clements
represented in the operator projection: these are aspects related to
the kind of action predicated by the verb. They are expressed syn-
thetically, and thus they do not have a constituent projection. Oper-
ators are ted to the verb, and so they assume a fixed position in the
clause, while adverbs can move more freely in the clause, and they
can be related to the verb in a higher or lower degree. If they are, they
have an operator projection, as below:
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Figure TII: Example of o how operarors and adverbs work and inteact in the
clause

In this figure we have the syntactic representation of both the
constituent projection, which goes from the clause upwards, and the
operator projection, which goes from the clause downwards, Note
that they are, in some sense, mirror projections, as can be seen in the
representation of the predicate, (i) playing, With respect to the con-
stituent projection, we can see how the arguments and the adjuncts
work at the level of the nucleus. At such level, we have aspecrual
operators —represented as ASP- in the opefator projection. With re-
spect to such projection, there are operators acting at different levels
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in the clause. Thus, tense (ITNS) and illocutionary force (IF) work at
clausal level. Now, if we pay attention to the adverb happily, we see
that, as a lexical item, it is represented in the constiment projection,
and that, since it also provides the nucleus with aspecmal informa-
tion, it also works as an operator.

2. Theoretical framework and aims of study

This paper is devoted to the study of the specific construction
of induced motion verbs when they appear as phrasal verbs. In-
duced motion verbs are inherently attached to a location, which
can be expressed either through a locative PP, which is always an
AAJ, or through an adverbial particle, which does not link the
verb to a particular situation as the PP does, but simuates the ver-
bal action in a specific place. When induced motion verbs occur
with such particle they may be considered phrasal verbs. At a syn-
tactic level, such particle has an operator projection. More specif-
ically, it is a directional operator, whose scope can be the core or
the nucleus. In this case I will focus on this question at the level
of the core, where directonals indicate the orientation of the sec-
ond argument, not of the verb or of the first argument. At the
time being, this area of study has not been developed in RRG, so
this paper contributes to cover it. Besides, phrasal verbs consti-
tute an interesting and idiosyncratic phenomenon of the English
language, and through a semantic and syntactic analysis of their
structure and use this paper contributes to a better establishment
and knowledge of such linpuistic cxpressions.

This study is inscribed within the theoretical framework of func-
tional grammars (Halliday 1994, Hengeveld 1992, Dik 1997a, 1997D,
etc.), especially of RRG (Van Valin 1993, Van Valin & LaPolla 1997),
which is highly concerned with the semantics-syntax interface. The
semantic part of RRG has been very useful here, since the system of
lexical decomposition and setnantic representadon has been adopt-
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ed. Besides, the fact that A&sionsart' is taken as the starting point of 2
semantic study has also been taken from this theory. Besides, this
study has been done within the semantic approach of Componential
Analysis, according to which lexical decompesition is used as a basic
device that provides a description of the meaning components of
words (in this case, of movement verbs). These meaning components,
thus, have permitted to establish verbs in groups and to deal with
their argument structure.

An analysis of samples of the British National Corpus (hereafter
BNC)? has been carried out. ‘The results obtained show that induced
motion verbs are organized in two main groups. The prototypical LS
for the verbs I am smdying is given below:

[do’ (x, &)] CAUSE [BECOME be-LOC’ (z, v]
2 LS of induced motion verbs

However, although all the verbs of the corpus correspond to the
same predicate type (induced motion verbs), important differences
can be found among ones and others, and such differences in mean-
ing constrain the type of PPs and adverbs they occur with. All these
verbs can be divided into two main SrOUPS: cauralive active accomplish-
ment verbs and cansative accomplishment verbs. Both groups are similar in
that they are accomplishment verbs. According to this, they are fom-
porally extended (not instantaneous) changes of state leading to a terminal point
(Van Valin & LaPolla 1997:92). Therefore, telicity is an inherent fea-
ture of such verbs, and it is this third argument the one which carries
the telicity feature: a GOAL argument. This feature can also be ex-
pressed, however, through an adverbial particle, where the third ar-
gument is not explicit.

Focusing now on A&sonsart, it is inportant to note that the type
of mode of action presented by each group differs: active accom-
plishments invoke a state of affairs (hereafier SoA) that goes from
the original point of the UNDERGOER to the endpoint. This is due
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to their feature of extended duration [+durative], characteristic of
active predicates, which non active accomplishments lack. In fact,
depending on whether the GOAL argument is specified or not we
can have an active accomplishment or an activity A&#ionsar? respec-
tively. The vetbs in the second group do not allow for such alterna-
tions, called activity-active accomplishment alternations, by means
of which an atelic verb becomes telic (Dowty 1979, Levin 1993).
Active accomplishments are realized by GOAL PPs, but they also
admit PATH PPs.

On the other hand, accomplishment verbs only invoke the SoA at
the endpoint. They express the resulting state of a non-active proc-
ess of change. It is not the change what is evoked by these verbs;
only the result is. Accomplishment verbs lack the feature of dura-
tion, so the referring scope of the accomplishment only points to the
endpuint, in time and in space. They do not admit PATH PPs. With
respect to their LS, ‘BECOME? in both types of verbs indicates that
they are accomplishments. Below, the two groups of verbs analyzed
are provided:

a. Induced active accomplishment motion verbs: guide, lead,
conduct, escort, accompany, show, direct, draw, tow, usher, carry, bear,
bring, fetch, transport, deliver, ship, dispatch, despatch, take, propel.
b. Induced accomplishment motion verhs: fit, fix, install, place,
space, clap, locate, situate, site, position, station, stick, remove,
wrench, extract, withdraw, eject, bar, jam, seal, stuff (in the sensc of
‘put into”), scatter, sprinkle, cast, chuck, toss

4. Induced motion verbs in Fnglich

3. Induced motion verbs with AAJs

The two types of induced motion verbs are distinguished by,
besides their .4&#onsart, the types of PPs they take. Thus, locaton-
al prepositional phrases can be divided in two types, according to a
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differentiating feature: dynamicity. In this way, induced active ac-
complishments are related to [+dynamic] prepositions such as io,
fowards ot infe, while induced (non-active) accomplishments are ticd
to [-dynamic] prepositions, such as #n, on, or af. As can be deduced,
the types of PPs are directly tied to the LS of the two types of
verbs, This, however, is a question of markedness, and not 2 close
established fact, which can be represented as below:

ACT. ACCOMPLISH, MOVAL VERDS ACCOMPLISH. MOWVM. VERES
P (bevia’) Ghear) 5(NOThear) G (be-ar’)
thiough to, o from, off

in, O, at

Figure IV: Frequency of occurrence of the different yypes of prepositions with
induced motion verhs

4. Induced motion vetbs as phrasal verbs

This section constitutes the heart of this paper, and it deals with
induced motion verbs modified by operators, in compatison with
how they collocate when they take AAJ PPs. As has been shown in
the previous section, GOAL prepositions proper of active accom-
plishment movement verbs are [+dynamic}, that is, /o and related
ones. They can be represented in LS as ‘be-to”, On the other hand,
GOAL prepositions typical of accomplishment movement verbs
share the common semantic feature [+static], that is, a# and related
ones, and their LS would be ‘be-at®, Consequently, one may pre-
dict that GOAL operators typical of active accomplishment verbs
are the same morphologically and semantically: # and related ones.
However, this is not the case. The main issue is that when causa-
tive active accomplishment verbs are accompanicd by an operator
(adverbial particle in the constituent projection, as has been noted
above), they do not admit [+dynamic] GOAL operators such as the
ones presented below:

Ana Thhie Mo

to, into, onto, towards, ctc 3
5. Locative expressions which contain the feature [*dynamic]

"The wortds in (5) can therefore be used as prepositions, but not as
adverbial particles. This means that in order to form a phrasal wlvr:rb
they cannot be used. Such spatial items must always have a specified
landmark in order to he realized with active accomplishments, that
is, they can only function as GOAL prepositions. This is shown be-
low with the verb aarry:

a, F9H 546 Flood tolerant species of willow and alder on the reser-
voir margins carry the tree cover dou.

b. *Carry the tree cover #2

c. CER 1103 If they appeared likely to do so he would then map out
a strategy and advise students or co-workers on how to refine them
and carry them #hroagh to fulfilment.

6. Examples of #se of carry.

As can be seen in (6.b), they reject those GOAL operators.
However, they admit as GOAL operators those which, function-
ing as prepositions, are prototypically realized as (frt}ﬁl. pffpo—
sitions with non-active accomplishments, as seen in (6.a). Even
more, if we look at (6.c), we can observe that PATH operators
arc admitted with active accomplishments. This is prec?ictable,
since PATH prepositions are typical of active accomplishment
verbs, but what is quite striking is that PATH operators can col-
locate with some non-active accomplishments, although th::. re-
sulting constructions obtained are generally idiomatic. This 1s
illustrated in (7):

I am looking forward to put you thraugh. :
7. Example of a phrasal verb formed by a non-active accomplishment and &
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It follows that 4 and related items can only function as preposi-
tions, never as particles or operators. This leaves an empty slot in
phrasal verbs which are formed by active accomplishments and GOAL
operators. This empty slot is covered by spatial items with GOAL
function which prototypically collocate with non-active accomplish-
ments when they functon as prepositons {af and related ones, as I
have put forward). This process would be represented as follows:

Caus. Act. Accompl.+ G operators = phrasal verbs
carry, take, guide -+ to, into, ont carry to, *rake to, *puide o

=4l

in, om, down...= carry down, take in, guide on

FigureV: Process of interchange of functions of locative expressions

In this respect, the most common operators arc onf and up, which
are characterized by Brinton (1988) as being the GOAL particles
par excellance. According to this author, they provide the verb with
the notion of goal otientation, and they provide an abstract land-
mark which is arbitrary. That is, the endpoint is situated where the
speaker considers adequate, and the hearer understands it in that
way. Here this discussion will not be entered, though it is left open
for further research.

It remains to consider the fact that in the corpus I have found
more phrasal verbs formed by causative active accomplishments than
by causative accomplishments. After having cartied our a quantita-
tive analysis of the data, the results obtained point at the fact that
there are more occurrences of causative accomplishment verbs with
the three arguments than of causative active accomplishment verbs.
That is, the former seem to need more strongly a landmark which
establishes a concrete referent of space. On the other hand, the lacter
show a much higher tendency to oceur with adverbial particles —op-
erators-. This may be due to their higher self-explanatory power, and
to the lower explicitness of the former with respect to the direction

58

Csses wi&aﬁ.t’s_] or lfJ'l:'Jl'r

Anda Disdsinie, MaReao

of the process expressed by the verb.

Thus, active accomplishments contain more direcional meaning
than non-active accomplishments, which explains why they tend more
frequently to omit the AAJ, or even the adverbial particle, as the fig-
ures in table T show:

| CAUS. ACT. AECOMPIJSH [ CALS ACCOMPLISH.
':..'421,(1?1_3;24,@_% o _?4_:3;!1-112— 52__,6_?1:-. 5!

Tmal n“ of mmplcs: ;
;s Table ] Fre:qu:mur of causative movement vc:l:us reatw:rl w1th an MJ o an
directional OF,

T

The tesults obtained clearly show that active accomplishments
are used less frequently with operators or with AAJs than non-active
ones. This is due to the alternations these verbs allow for berween
being activities or active accomplishments, based on the absence or
prcsénce of the [+telic] feature, which does not happen to fion-ac:
tive accomplishments. The following alternations exemplify this:

a. GU6 1427 Unspoken premiscs guide the judicial hand.

b. G3G 1363 At a Recovery, the Intelloids guide mindless servatons
intp the caverns.

8. Ativity-active accomplishment alternafion.

In these examples we have the verb guide, but there is a different
LS for any of them: in (8.2) gwide has the IS of an active verb, while
in (8.b) it has the LS of an active accomplishment verb. This alter-
nation does not happen with accomplishment verbs: with place verbs,
if the AAJ or the operator are not specified, they are nonctheless
represented in LS, which is always the same, because their Ak#ions-
art does not vary. When the GOAL argument is not specified it is
represented with an empty slot, indicating that there may be SaInE:
thing there. As I have already remarked at previous stages, this idea
differs from Van Valin & LaPolla’s (1997), who state that when
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place verbs do not have an AAJ specified they have a semantic
valence of two, which implies that they do not leave an empty slot.
In my view, this idea is not correct, since a different 1S implies a
different A&tionrart, and in the case of non-active accomplishments
it is invariable. To go on with this topic, I should be stressed that
out of the verbs in the two lists, the ones helow do not present any
occurrences with operators:

CAUS. ACT-ACCOMPLISH, VERBS | CAUS ACCOMPLISHMENT VERBS

e s

Figure VII: "."er]l:«; '\ii.:‘l'liCh‘ﬂpp.:ﬂI in the BNC as phrasal verbs but not in the
LDOPY,

A s b e e

Even if they are not included in the LDOPY, in this subs::ctlu.n I
will take them into account in order to deal with operators, leaving
such lexicographical criteria —that is, the reason why they do not ap-
pear in such dictionary, whether there is any diffcrence from these
verbs and those called pbrasal verbs, etc.- for further developments on
the matter. For the tme being, T include under thl:. term Wrx all
adverbial particles or spatial adverbs that occur with motion 1.-‘e|:l:+s
with the role of situating the acdon, event or process bcmg_prechcat-
ed of, and 1 include for the quantification of the data all motion verbs
that ;.dmit'an}r of these adverbs. Table IT shows the frequency of
such operators with these verbs:

~E Tl LA e L e R AR S
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Figure VI: Verbs thar did not appear as phrasal verbs in the BNC.

As can be observed, there are less active accomplishments {
working as phrasal verbs than non-active ones. Of these verbs, d
some of them never admit operators: removal verbs are a case in
point. All of them are included in this chart. With respect to the
others, they do admit operators, though I have not found any in-
stance in the BNC and they are not included as phrasal verbs in :
the Longman Dictionary of Phrasal Verbs (1990) -hereafter LDOPV. :
This means that their use is much less frequent than for any verh
of the rest, with the exception of the ones below, which, despite
having found instances of them with operators in the BNC, they
are not included in the LDOPV:

petts e

Tahle I:.!- requency of cocurrence of causative movemenr verhs with opera-
Lors,

After these results, it can be concuded that causative active ac-
complishment movement verbs tend to occur with adverbial parti-
cles, while causative accomplishment movement verbs tend to be

£

accompanied by PPs.
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5. Final remarks

As has been shown in this paper, the GOAL thematic relation is
expressed differently in induced active accomplishment movement
verbs than in induced accomplishment movement verbs. We may say,
thus, that the former have a dynamic feature which is not present in
the latrer, and that it is this feature which influences the predicate LS
as a whole. The result of the action or of the process is the same, and
this is due to their accomplishment 4&%onsars, but the preposition o
(and related ones: énto, onto...) as a GOAL for active accomplishment
verbs shows that there is a PATH role to undergo first, cither if it is
explicitly realized in the clause as a PATH PP or not. All this should
be reflected in LS.

SOURCE and GOAL are similar in terms of AAJs, because a
location is specified. The PATH role cannot be represented as an
AA] because, according to the LS of both kinds of induced mo-
tion verbs, a resulting location should be specified —or at least
implied, as happens with adverbial particles-. A PATH role does
not carry the telicity feature needed in this case. The case with
SOURCE is different: an object has been displaced from its orig-
inal location, and so a new siruation has begun, leaving the old
one behind. For this process to take place, that old situation must
have had an ending,

With respect to phrasal verbs, I have presented some data
which can be revealing in order to investigate the two groups of
induced motion verbs, and which again prove the interrelation that
exists between spatial elements and verbal predicates. Further
analysis on this topic is necessary in order to find the internal struc-
ture of phrasal verbs, and to give an answer to many issues which
remain unsolved with respect to the reasons why they behave in a
specific way.

Aceito em junho de 2004
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Glossary of terms

Adjunects. They are the peripheral elements of the clause. They are
also called, in this sense, non-arguments, and they are usually ad-
verbs such are yesterday ot fomurrow or PPs of location, either of space
or of time, such as affer the parfy. They modify the clause as a whole,
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but they do not license the introduction of any argument in it. Thus,
they are not directly attached to the predicate, so if they are not es-
sential for the correct intetpretation of the clause.

Akdonsart. This term is adopted from Vendler (1937 [1967]) in RRG,
and it refers to the inherent temporal properties of verbs. There are
four basic classes, defined according to three features: [+/- static], [+/
- punctual] and [+/- telic]. This last feature refers to the fact that a verb
has an inherent terminal point ot not. Such four types are states, which
are static, atelic and non-punctual (that is, durative), activides, which
are non-statc (or dynamic), atelic and durative, accomplishments, which
are dynamic, telic and durative, and achievements, which are dynamic,
telic and puncrual. All of them have a causadve version, that is, a vetb
that refers to an induced state of affairs, not spontancous. Finally, there
are also accomplishment uses of actvity verbs, and they are identified
as-active accomplishments. These also have a causative version. Be-
low I provide an example of each of them:

Class Example

State Be The wat i askeeh

Activity Run I run every morning arosnd the park
Achievement explode | The bomb expinded ot might
Accomplishment melt The ice melied when the sun rose
Active accomplishment | march The soldiers marched to the harracks
Causative state frighten | The cat frightened the dog
Causative activity guide The man guided us throsgh the aly
Causative achicvement drop Mary dropped the glaer

Causative accomplishment| melt The sum medted the ice

Causative act. accomplish. | march The capiteatn marched the soldiers there

Arguments. Elements of the cote that refer to entities in the world.
They are normally represented through noun phrases or PPs, both of
which belong to the semantic representation of the verb, They are
thus directly attached to the predicate. '
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Argument-adjuncts (AAJ). In RRG we can distinguish three types
of prepositions, which determine the kind of prepositions they form.
They are: argument-marking prepositions, which mark oblique core
atpuments. They ate not prg_dit:ﬂtivc, and they belong to the verbal
LS. An example would be Pass the book to me, where # introduces an
argument, s, into the clause. ‘The second rype is adjunct preposi-
tions, which are predicative —thac is, they have a meaning on their
own thar modifies the meaning of the PP they head-, and they intro-
duce a noun phrase into the clause, but they do not mark arguments
of the verb. Instead, they head PPs which are peripheral, as ## in: [
[finished my degres in Madrid. Finally, we have AA] prepositions, which
stand in the middle between the other two, since they are predicative,
as adjunct prepositions, but at the same time they introduce an argu-
ment, instead of a modifier, as argument-marking prepositions. This
implics that verbs which take AA] PPs seem to need an AA] for their
LS, as happens with oblique-core arguments, but with the difference
that AA] PPs admit multple possible prepositions as heads. Let us
see an illustration:

a. Mary placed the book on/ down,/below/under the table
b. Mary gave the book to/*for/*with Mary

As is seen above, it seems that argument-marking prepositions are
specified by the verb 1S, but AA] prepositions, though they intro-
duce a semantic argument that the verb in question needs for its LS,
are predicative, not referential. That is, they can modify in some sense,
and depending on the prepositions chosen the action predicated by
the verb differs.

Induced motion verbs. This expression is used to refer to causative
verbs of movement.

Logical structure (LS). In RRG, LS refers to the semantic, lexical
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representation of the different A&sionsars types. In such representa
tion, predicates are represented in boldface followed by a prime. These
elements belong to the semantic metalanguage used in semantc de-
composition, so they are not words from a specific language. Thus,
the verb rwn and the verb correr (in Spanish), for instance, would be
represented by the same element, Besides this, varable elements are
represented in normal typeface, and the modifiers of the predicate
are represented with capital letters. The LS for the basic A&tonsar?
types is provided below:

Verb class | Logical structure | Example
State predicate’ (x) or (xy) Mary ir batiy
Activity do’ (x, [predicate’(x) or (x, ¥)[} | Peter ir plaeny foatball

Achievement | INGR predicate’ (x) or (x) The windonw broks
Accomplishment | BECOME predicate’ () or {(xy)| The dog died

MNucleus. In RRG, the nucleus is the basic and primary syntactic
unit of the layered structure of the clause. The predicate is the se-
mantic element that underlies this syntactic unit. In this sense, the
clause is composed of the predicate (that is, the nucleus) plus its
arpuments and by the perpheral elements to it. The predicate with its
arguments constitutes the core, and the core with the penpheral (non-
argument) elements form the clause. :

Operators. Operators in RRG have a whole domain on their own
because they are different from predicates and arguments. In fact,
they are grammatical categories that modify the different layers of
the clause. There are operators of tense (TINS), aspectuality (ASP),
modality (MOD), illocutionary force (IF}, negation (NEG), directon
(DIR), evidentiality (EVID) and starus (STAT). They are very com-
plex semandcally, so they are better represented syntactically. In fact,
they have an operator projection, which is a mirror projection to the
constituent projection. In this paper | pay attention to directional
operators, and among these, to those that indicate the direction of

it}
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the motion of one of the core arguments, not of the action itself,
That is, ] am inferested in expressions like “Mary put the book down”,
where domn indicates the direction of e book.

Predicates. They are the non-variable, basic elements of the clause,
which can be divided between predicating and non-predicating ele-
ments. Predicating elements are of two types: they are normally a
verb —a verbal predicate-. In that case, it is the nucleus of the clausc.
Besided, they can also be non-verbal predicates, as happens with the
complements of the copula support with be in English. Predicates
predicate, that is, they designate properties or relations, while argu-
ments refer to entities in the world. Thus, predicates establish these
relations among atpuments, and so they related entities in the world
ot qualify them.

Role and Reference Grammar (RRG). RRG is a linguistc theory
that was born in the 70’ in an attempt to capture the interaction of
syntax, semantics and pragmatics in one grammatical system, and in
an attempt to establish a cross-linguistic analysis of languages. It is
inscribed within the functional paradigm, which is characterized be-
cause it takes language as a system of communicatdon. A basic fea-
ture of this theory is that grammatical structures are subject to se-
mantic structures. That is, they are understood and explained with
reference to their semantc and communicative functions.

State of Affairs (SoA). As Van Valin & LaPolla {1997: 82) point out,
one of the main functions of language is to represent the things that
happen in this or any other (fictional or possible) world, that is, states
of affairs and their participants. The are four basic types of SoA,
classified according to three dimensions: number of participants,
whether there is a terminal point, whether the Sod is spontaneous or
induced. They ate: situations, events, processes and actions, and they
correspond to the four basic ~&tionsart types: states, achievements,
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accomplishments and activities respectively.

UNDERGOER. Semantic macrorole, which, together with its coun-
terpart, ACTOR, is basic in the theory to explain most semantic phe-
nomena. Semantic macroroles are a4 generalizatdon across thematic
roles. That is, under the label ACTOR and UNDERGOLER ~coded
as the participant most affected by the action- they embrace a number
of thematic roles, called microroles. The ACTOR is the generalized
AGENT-type role, and the UNDERGOER is the generalized PA-
TIENT-type role.

Notes

1 The concept of A&tionsertis coined in RRG from Vendler (1957 [1967]), and it refers
tor the mode of action of the ver,

2 The BNC i3 a computerized multi-source corpus which coneains more than 100
million words. One can aceess to ic feely theough the Woeld Wide Web or by
purchasing the SARA software system, The internet address to get information
ahout it or to access the link which permits to make queties online is hep://
warmchew oxacuk /BNC/. The difference of entering free is that only 50 samples
pet hit are provided, though this quantity has been enough for my analysis, Samples
in the BNC are of 40,000 to 50,000 woeds, and one can have access to the foll eext by
clicking on the reference code on the left. However, there are also shoreer samples,
which helong to written unpublished marestal such as school essays.
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