Lecture 9

Non-Finite Forms (continued)

One more problem: the relationship between the G and the Participle:

Approaches:

1. to consider them what they are. Otto Jeperson: though the G and the P look like each other, they have different syntactic functions

2. some grammarians: we can take them together (the – ing – forms)

But: G – a noun 

        P – a verbal adj

One more approach: to ignore both the points of similarity and the points of difference and to classify all the n-f forms as clauses.

Bryant “A Functional E Grammar”

1. Br treated n-f forms as a verbial clauses. (I want to do it) 

2. an inf clause

3. participle clause

4. condensed clause (complex)

He doesn’t distinguish between the G and the P. Many structural linguists support this idea.

The Complexes with the N-F Forms:
The syntactical complex is a construction which is not to be found in slavonic languages and many others, in the E language it is used highly extensively.

· There are 5 main types of complexes:

· the complex object

· the complex subject

· the gerundial complex

· the For-phrase

· the absolute nominative participle construction

1) The most frequent:

2) The C. O. And the For-phrase

3) 2) The gerundial complex

4) The complex subject (brief news)

The for-phrase – the prepositional complex: not only the prep “for” but also “to” and “on” can occur in this construction.

What to use as the nominal part of the G C? 

As a rule – the possessive form, however in modern E we find many instances where instead of the poss f we use the non-poss f. There was a time when grammarians objected to the poss form – then the poss because the rule – now again non-poss, but it’s not desirable, because we don’t know exactly what it is.

I saw him crossing the street. (normal)




his coming. (it’s also clear)

I insist on him being invited.

Fowler: discussed this problem, he strongly objected to it, he called it “a fused participle”

Kruisinger: he completely avoids the terms “the P” and “the G” and calls them the verbal – ing’s.

The Grammatical Categories

The categories of both finite and non-finite forms: the aspect, the voice, the cat of time correlation.
The Aspect.

The cat of Asp is a cat which has been disputed for a long time. Originally the cat was identified on slavonic material – the grammarians began to transfer the idea of Asp to other languages (and found it everywhere). Why? In slavonic languages the cat of Asp is lexical – grammatical because the difference is not purely formal (in order to form an aspective verb you should add a prefix – you change the meaning of the verb). It wasn’t clear whether the A is purely grammatical or lexical grammatical. Since the lex element in the A is very strong linguists referred any way of expressing the mode of the action to the cat of A – the lexical, the semantic and the grammatical criteria were made of together.

· Curme: he gets at least 5 aspects:

· the durative aspect (he is eating now)

a) the point action aspect:

b) ingressive (внезапное начало) he awoke early (the initial point)

· the effective aspect (the final point) he knocked him out in the 4th round

· the terminative aspect (an action as a whole) He hit the mark

· the iterative aspect. He pooh-poohs at everything (an indefinitely prolonged succession of action)

It seems advisable to distinguish between the grammatical category of A and the “Aktionsart”. By Aktionsarten we may understand the way the action is performed: itterative, ingressive, the perfective meaning, the point character of an action, a restrictive action.

Unlike Russian, English has no consistent system of expressing Aktionsarten. However we may find several ways of expressing kinds of action.

The itterative meaning is effected by means of combination with the verbs: “will”, “used to”, “keep (on) + G”; by means of adverbs: often, sometimes, from time to time etc.

The durative character can be expressed through the combination with some aspective verbs “to go on, to continue, to keep + doing smth”; it may emphasized by adverbial phrases: “for a long time, all the time”...+ the continuous form may be helpful here too (but it’s not its main grammatical meaning).

A perfective action: it can be expressed by the past ind and the future ind if they denote a one time action + by means of the Perfect form of terminative verbs.

The point character can be rendered by means of phrases, like: “to have + a noun”, “to give + a nouns”.

The cat of A as a grammatical cat shows the manner in which the action is either performed or represented: in E the cat of A is based on the opposition indefinite (the common – the – non-cont) – continuous. The strong member of the opposition is the continuous form: the cont form presents an action as a process which develops at a certain moment or a limited period of time; the ind form just names the action.

Some linguists who do not find any aspective meaning in the ind form consider the cont form to be one of the tense forms, which marks an action as simultaneous to some other action or time.

As a rule the cont f is not used with non-term verbs because they denote a state, however there are numerous instances of the use of the cont f with non-term verbs: the two main semes of the cont f are the activity of the process and the temporary character of it – if the cont f is used with a non-term verb it is either change in the meaning of the verb which comes to denote an activity (a sem change) (I’m thinking of him = I think, you’re right) or if the cont form is used with a quality in this case the dominant seme is the temporary character of the state (you’re being silly!).
