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Chapter 1 Introduction

This is a study of English resultative constructions from the
perspective of Syntax-Semantics Interface. It is aimed at providing an
account of how grammatical English resultative constructions are
generated in light of aspectual features and causal relations encoded
in the verb.

In this chapter, first of all, based on the introduction to English
resultative constructions four research questions are proposed;
secondly, the background of the study will be introduced: three major
approaches to English resultative constructions and their
achievements and limitations will be briefly mentioned; thirdly, a
sketch of the aspectual-causal event structure will be presented;
finally, the organization of this dissertation will be specified.

1.1 English resultative constructions
and research questions

English resultative constructions constitute a special case at “the
Syntax-Semantics Interface” (Carter, 1976; Fillmore, 1970; Rosen,
1984; Wasow, 1985; Zaenen 1988). They usually have a syntactic
form of NP, VP (NP,) AP/PP” with the semantics that NP, does

@O NP= noun phrase, VP=verb phrase, AP=adjectival phsase, PP=

prepositional phrase



something to cause a change in NP5, or something happened to NP,
as a result it experiences changes. Compared with the syntactic
structure of nuclear constructions which consists subject and direct
object or only subject, the syntactic structure of English resultative
constructions has a third component: the resultative phrase, or the
secondary predicate. For example:
(1) a. Herman hammered the metal flat.
b. The critics laughed the play off the stage.
c. We yelled ourselves hoarse.
d. The river froze solid.
¢. Bill followed the road into the forest.
(Goldberg & Jackendoff, 2004)
English resultative constructions can be easily confused with
depictive constructions which also take the form of NP; VP (NP;,) AP.
For example:

(2) a. Noa ate the meat raw.
b. Joshua broke the glass new.
c. Nadav cooked the vegetables fiesh.
d. Rebecca sold the book used.
e. Ethan photographed Nadav happy.
(Rapoport, 1993)

The terms “depictive” and “resultative” were first used by
Halliday (1976) to refer to two contrasting types of attributive clauses.
By attributive, Halliday means “a characteristic ascribed to one of the
participants in the clause; but it is one that relates specifically to the
process in question” (ibid.: 62). In the depictive construction, the AP

«2.



characterizes the direct object or the subject at the initiation of the
action or process denoted by the verb, while in the resultative
construction, the AP characterizes the direct object or subject at the
final point of the action or process denoted by the verb. Therefore,
(2a) means: “Noa ate the meat, and at the time that she ate it, it was
raw”, whereas (1a) means: “Herman hammered the metal, and as a
result, the hammering action made the metal become flat”.

In addition to these surface features, English resultative
constructions have many other tricky syntactic and semantic
characteristics. In the first place, the secondary predicate or the
resultative phrase can be predicated either of the direct object, or of
the subject (Rappaport & Levin, 2001; Verspoor, 1997; Wechsler,
1997, 2001, 2005). For example:

(3) Resultative phrases predicated of the direct object

a. Willy watered the plants flat.

(meaning: Willy watered the plants, and as a result they fell flat.)

b. Bill rolled the ball down the hill.

(meaning: Bill rolled the ball, and as a result the ball were rolled
down the hill.)

(4) Resultative phrases predicated of the subject

a. The sailors rode the breeze clear of the rocks.

(meaning: The sailors rode the breeze and as a result the sailors
got clear of the rocks.)

b. Fred tracked the leak to its source.

(meaning: Fred tracked the leak, and as a result he got to its

source.)



c. John danced mazurkas across the room.

(meaning: John danced mazurkas and as a result he got to the
other side of the room.)

d. We drove Highway 5 from SD to SF.

(meaning: We drove along Highway 5 and as a result our
location changed from SD to SF.)

¢. Bill followed the road into the forest.

(meaning: Bill followed the road and as a result he went into the
forest.)

(Goldberg & Jackendoff, 2004)

In the second place, some intransitive verbs can appear transitive

in English resultative constructions. For example:

(5) a. Jenn danced herself tired. (Boas, 2002)
b. *Jenn danced herself.”
(6) a. Pat ran her shoes to shreds. (Rappaport & Levin, 1998)

b. *Pat ran her shoes.

In the third place, some verbs, like the “incremental theme
verbs” (Dowty, 1991; Rothstein, 2001b) and surface contact verbs,
exhibit a more flexible verbal polysemy or “regular polysemy”
(Apresjan, 1973) with English resultative constructions than some
other verbs, like the change-of-state verbs. For example:

(D An asterisk before a sentence or other forms indicates ungrammaticality;

a question-mark indicates dubious grammaticality.
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