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LA common ground

P want 1o arpue here for an integrated reatment of nepect and genericity. My primary motive was
the semantics of Imperfeito, a past tense in Portuguese whose main meaning seems to be
habitual. (The sume happens with simple presenl both in Enghsh and in Porluguese. However,
this [aet hag reniained in the shadow due to the nition ol "stemporad™ wuths ofien nvoked to
deseribe the Boglish present ) This seems tu indicate cleitly that habituality is an aspect, and
furthermore an importnt one for the Portugeese tense and aspect system.

The second mative was the study of o recent overview on genencity [Reitka et al 924,
where much more than 1 expected impliady coneeroed aopect. Tihuy started o investigate
several possible points of contact between teose & aspeet and genericity, two traditionally
separate fields of linguistics. The first retlections on this nudter can be found in [Sanins & Vial
U3|, where, bowever, only Tnghish wis discussed. By this paper, T peesent some ooee Juta gud a
detatied analysis of several facls concerning the Purtuguese ense sysiem. | shall neveintbeiess
provide an overview of the conu lustons 1 e paper metioned above {Scevuang 2anmd 1),

2. The same linpaistic subsystent

I [Sanms & Viol U3, Chapter 31 we argued that the sane pramimalicat subsysteim s used lor
both wense & aspect and penericity, Fiest, we showed that [Ketka etal. 92, which is purportedty
anntoduction 1 gengncity, reso essenfinlly w lexical aspect in the introduciion of the snlject
marter: (1} they contend Hat senfences can he subdiveded tory generic and particelar ones, and
that peneric sentences have a stabve avor; (2) they use the aspectual class of the predicates o

subclassity peneric sentences, as cart b seen i their chissitication:
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episodic predicate slative prediyate episodic stative predicate

generic habitual lexical-char.
dispositional
not generic episadic lexical-char. episodic stalive

non-dispasitional
Aspect is thus an integral part of genericity, and, from a practical point of view, a sound and
deciilable aspectual classification is & precondition for cuncrete genericity studies.

We overviewed then severul linguistic devices, such as tenses, femporal Clauses (in
particular when- clauses), arguments of the clause, temporal adjuncts and quantification, just to
conclude thit there 15 no separate grammatical system 1o convey habituality or genericity. To
give a flavor of that discussion here, | will discuss the relationship o nominal quastilication, On
one hand, the influence of plurality Tor the aspectual classification of a sentence is well-known
since | Verkuyl 72}, cf.

John buili dams. We pedaled over bridges. tactivity or state (habitoal))

Johin built the dums. We pedaled vver the bridges. (accomplishinents)

On the other hand, the kind of plurals at stake can also help to decide whether a sentence is
generic or not, as in

Docdus did not fly (peneric)

The dodes did not fy. (patticular)

In general, decisions as W kind denotation of {(bare plural) arguments can have an mpact in the
aspectual classificabon ol the senlenge;

M.P."s protest at embusyy. (accomplishment or state (habitual))

Oprimists win. {achigvement or state (habitual))

[Carlson¥1] has expluined the analogies between the verbal and the nominal domains by
proposing thai the distinction between definite and indefinite quantification is at work in both
cases. In fact, if one maps sitwations into ubjects, one finds that events are countable, procasses

are mass, and states are abstracy (see [Buach®A, Sandsudim 93], Given this paralell, we proposed
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in |Santos & Viol 937 that exphicit nominal quantificaion also had a vole in the datermiination of
tha aspectual value of the whole sentence, in that quantificrs like most, few and no could be (at
least partially) responsitle for generic readings. In fact, all, most, Jew amd ne seem to he the
nominad counterparts of the seniential abwiryy, wstially, rarely and never, which are widely
mentioned as wnducing genericityt

LA dvantapes of an infegrated ireatment

In [Suntos & Viol 931, we aduressed the TWo yuestons:

«  Can the study of genericity alen contribute fur the sindy of tense and aspect?

«  What have lense and aspect resaaichers had io Say aboul geaenicity?

By comparing the two Jdomains, we redched some inleresting conciustons, namely, a new view
of states and of activities, thal 1 wili eliborute below.

3.1.SGutives re-aualysed: the “stadve paradox™

1 believe that under the stative Tabel twir different cealines have been hiding for tong, and 1 dubb
them permanent versos temporary suies. Roughly, the first describe s property, an essential
fact abont something or someone, a characterizing feature; the second deseribe a contingency, a
state of aftuirs, a temporary fact.

There have been other propusids (or @ :mhclux::l?l"wminn of states: 1 have juse described
(Krifka et al. 92}'s three kinds (lexical-charactenizing, hubituals, and episudic statives); in
(Moens %71, also four kinds of states are mentioned: consequent, pragressive, habitual and
lexical, distingpished in terms of (he linguistic process associted with them. Furthermore, in
|page 52] he mentions that states that express inalicnable properties behave somehow differently
than "ordinary"” states, in that they resist combinution with for- or until- adverbials:

2§ was guire will wuntit I met Harry.

? The cepteryx was o mammal for several centiries.

The dichotomy permanentieinporary is also invoked in conaection with 1he sexfestar distinetion
in Portuguese and Spanish: In &de ¢ mubuco/ Ele exstd malueo (Heas mad}, the sentence with ser

denotes & property of "him”, while the sentence with estur denotes a tempaorary staie "he” is in,
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This very same distinction has also been invoked to explain the varying acceptance of
progressive with English states, sec {Bach B11's examples:

1 live in Califirrnia/  am tiving in Californiu.

Twer plus twor equals for. 7* Two plus two are equalling four.

In the first pair ol se.dences, progressive highlights temporariness. In the second, a permanent
state has no interpretation where lemporariness can be called to play a role,

In fact, in tense aol aspect studies within the Iogical semamics tramework, (wo
conflicting view- . stites have subsisted, and accorditig 1 me, both with convincing arguments.
They are simply a partial view, since each theory neglects the ather kind of states (and statives).

For the view held o e g [Cuarlson K11, swates urc‘ atiributed the property of being true at
moments of time {extendible homopeneously to intervals), in opposition to the other aspectual
classes. The examples show that the adherents 10 this view are dealing mainly with what T cail
tempurary stales; be a full yrown nuin, emember, stand. The other view reflects the intuinion
that hasically states are independent of time, while events are not, since they presuppose time 10
be actualized. [Bach K1 puge 71) says: "states have an atemporal and abstract quality”, and later
tatks of “the atemporality of states”. It is obviows that the states thar quanfy here are what | call
permanent states: hove Jobn, know Physics, equel, Anow the answer, believe that,

Now, we can state the "stative paradox™ 1low can, in English, both the simple present
and the progressive result in g staie while constituting at the swme time 3 we!l-known minimal
aspectual pair? In faet, [Vach 81 and [Moens 87, among others, argue that the progressive has
2 stative character, while 1Krifka et al. 921 mention thid the present tense is an inducer of
genericily (habituality) and that hubitial senlences are aspectually stative.

The solution of this paradox i8 the use of two kinds o’ states, and consider progressives
as denoting temporiry states, amd halituals permanent states. Both analyses are thus tenusble.

Further cxamples that motivate this separiation will be given in the remainder of this paper.
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1.3.Gererics and aciivities

Twi basic varieties of genericity wre acknowledged: reference 10 a Xind, aad proposiioss
expressing a generak property. These tend to be expressed in seniences either with stative
predicates (called lexical-characterizing} or with acuyity ones (in which case they are habitual).

I contend that uctivities are thus more inherently habitval {or easier 1o read habitually)
than other aspectual classes. Events, on the other hand, bave 1o be "forcad™ 1 be uctivities belore
they can have an habiwal interpretation, cf. [l works at INESC, FHe runs to schnol, He dances,
PHe Lilts ants. That is, an activity only hehaves as such when it is used in the progressive?,
When the prapressive is not present, an activity has a genenc flavor or 15 unacceptabie (il we
refuse t interpret ant-killing as o profession o hobby). This behavior will be expluined betow,
4. The proposal
Givan that states and actisities are so infimately connected with genericity thai they cannoi be
treated separately from habituality, [ propose 1o study penenc and non generic sentences at the
same Jevel T will start by an overview of Tormalizations of habituals, Then [ will desenbe i
some detail [Moens 87175 aspecteal network, and its revisions, betore 1 actually use (my version
of) it to give a description of several Portuguese and English tense and aspect phenomen,

4. 1. Formalising habituals

In the moder Verture on 1ense and aspect, i caminmy w consider habituai interptetation &
separite problem and peglect i Model theorene analyses of habituals are rare, {Carlson 1)
exemphifics ane such, handiing habituatity as o second senantic interpretation, brought about by
aspeciual rules of inerpretation that “reduce the irath of a senlence on the relevant secondary
sense to e truth of the same sentence in fs basic -pritary sense 10 periods related in a
systematic way to the period of evaluation” [page 421.

Inigrestingly, he proposes a distinction which s penerally negiecied: the one between
serglive mierpretation, habitul interpreation andd disposiconal interpretation. Carlson states “a
labit may or may not tnvolve o dispasition, but adisposition need not be mantfesicd inoa habit”.

e classifies hoth iteratives ard habiluals as acuvities, but seems o view dispositions as stues



ARG projassat, which has e merit of LYIing O chionifads 6 wide 1238 O rempawal-
aspeciual phenivmens, 15 [Moens 87] aspecrval aetwiork . Moens madels aspece changes as
transitions in a nepwork whose nodes represent aspectual veluees. Habitval states are treated on a
par with the other states and with events, theretore, one mode Slands Tor habitgals. OF transitions
resulting in an habitual statement, Moens says "English has no explicit markers and thus can be
made freely® [page S A closer inspection of the aspectual network reveals that habinat sfaees
have to come out from pointst, which i turn conld lave oripgwdwd from achigvements,
accomplishments or activites, S

Moers mentions the et that babiwal stiles can b trned into an activity, which can
inen combine with the progressive auxibiary, denoting “habits in progress” [page 62

Max wes rinning o mile in less than 9 mintes wnnd e bought a new watch,

§owas walking o work faxt winter.

He also argues that habiteals are stative by appiying his npost rehable stativity criterton, naﬁm!y,
the accessibility test with punctual temporad espressions [pige 990 & staiive expression overlaps
with the time deseribed by the paverbial, while nerated activities have o be read inchoafively
{cf. last sentence),

When Flase saw {aiiy, e ok e futhifes of sugar on fs oo

When Fmer Richard, he selded 2 cars o eday.

When )} came in, Tina plaved the sonnid xeveral Hmes.

4.2, Movns' aspectusal network

4..2.1 The original proposal

The nodes. [Moens BT, pape 931 comsuiers his aspectudd nebwork o g elasstlymg
prapositicns, and chooses as basie propositions of English tiose deavied by senfences nthe
simple past, with subjects syntactically and semantically singular. Flowever, he also mentions
that "the network cant be wsed o chissify ] these finguisiic anits™ (smzbier units than seniences,
sch as verby or verh phrases), by actually classifying sentences whose rest ol the constiluents

does not bring any aspactual chanpas,



The cntology. Each node represents an aspectual Cliss, of which Maens considers five distinct
ones (see previous note). An aspectual class is defined in terms of 4 nucieus, which maximally
comprises 4 preparatory phase, a culntination poinl and a consequent state, Aspectual class iy
equated with event Lype. Changes in aspectual class add or delete parts 1 events.

The transitions. ‘The network specifies the transitions among aspectust classes that are possible
in English. (|Kent 92] culls them transition [ypes.) Transitions  correspond o aspectua!
pperations, which are brought about by the existence of some morphosyntactic device, such as
the perfect, the progressive, or 4 for-adverbial, Moens describes specific lingristic operats in a

al cluss 2. One important detail of

functional way:
Muoens' Tramework is the existence also of unimarked truasitions, $e, transitions that can be made
without an explicit clue. En tact, Moens proposes two different Kinds of uminarked transitions: (1)
the ones brought about by coercion (ulso a key voncept in his theory, deseribing a change of
aspectual class brought about by the application of an aspectual operstor whose detinition
reguires a different kind of inpur) and (2} ransitions unmarked “afl the way down*, in which an
expression is interpreted as belonging to a different aspecival class without any objective
operator o license i (incidenrly, this is how Moens handles habiteality, see above, section 4.1.).
4.2.2. Anexample
Moens does not explicit the aspectual impost of wense®. Nevertheless, T chose 10 exemplity the
import of present wense in his framewaork, since Ebelieve that tenses are carriers of aspect as well,
In my view, the English simple present (in its habitual sense) changes activities inte habitual
{which 1 take 1o mean permanent) states, 1., PRESENT: aclivilies ---> permanend stales. 1et us
analyse the simple semence Johin runs. run is an activily, since it coresponds to the basic
proposition John ran. The singular subject does not change wspect, so Jokn run 15 stifl an
activity, and, according to this analysis, simple present wirns it then inl a perntanent state.

On the other hand, the network does not allow for oomarked iransittons from
accomplishments into activities, and (his is how the unfelicity of John builds a house is

accounted for, Present ense applies to sentences with an accomplishment verb, for isstance in
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the cuse John baildy houses, vnly if they have been coerced ints an activity before, as in this case
by the plural abject. Moens' "points”, on the other hand, aliow for unmarked tansitions into
activities, and therefore He hivcups can get an habitual interpretation. The impart of the preseni
tense s rhis case is twofold: Points get coerced inte activities that then get transformed into
permanent states.

4.2.3. Some revisions

First of all, the ontology in terms of missingfexisting parts of an entity nucleus seems 1o be
satisfactory only as far us non-states are concerned: Even thuegh, at first sight, a schema
comprising a part of each main aspectoal class {respectively, an activity, an event, and a state)
cannut fail to be right, the consequent state is not allowed to oceur without a culminanon, which
makes it unusable for modelling states in generai (i.e., apart from consequent states). Therefore,
stites hive no real treatment tn Muens' theory. According to [Herweg 91], this is a typicaul
shortcoming of an event based approach.

Second, the fuct that basic propusitions already carry ense does create a problem for
other fanguages where there is not such an aspect neutral tense. (fn fact, it is nut even settled for
English thut past simple be such o tense, I chalenge thes claim in section 4.3.4.). For all PUrpOses,
the use of the network for camputing the final aspect could start from a classification of verbs,
and have arguments change aspect instead of treating some arguments different from uthers. (Let
me clarify this. Moens has plural arguments changing aspect but singular not. One could alsy
think of singular arguments to activity verbs making them acomplishments (48 in run (o the
store}, much in the same way ol having plural argiments modifying accomplishment verbs
making them activities as in build houses),

As detutled in [ Santos 21b], [ believe aspect w be a propert: of verbs, and, because verbs
are essential parts of Clauses inkoerited by the clause level?. T contend moreover that, as more
complex expressivns containng a verb are being built, aspect values can be produced which are

not availuble at the lexical fevel, One such non-lexical aspect is precisely habitoatity, another is
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plurality. Seeing the aspeciual neiwork us an aspect computing device, anly to final nodes of
such a process does one need 1o give a semantic interpretaton.

Thirdly, the matter of unmarked transitois is widely cortraversial. First, it encompasses
an empirical claim: [Kent 92} nowed that without a broad-coverage anulysis of the Enplish iense
and aspect system, one cannot decide whether a given transition type is wnmarked or marked.
Second, the "all the way down" unmarke! rransilions could be modelled as well as ambiguous
aspect classes, as |1 proposed in [Santos Y1bi interestingly, this was the path taken by other
researchers that tried to formalize [Moens %7] approach, namely | Lascarides 88} and {Kent 42,

The existence of free transitions naturally poses problems for the implementation or even
forrna]':zatinln of the aspectual network, because i introduces an element of indeterminism and
withdraws from evaluation. | wiil therefarc only vse .trunsitiuns Heepsed by grammatical or
discourse clues. T consider coerced transitions lcensed (even though in an "oblique™ way) by the
operators who coerce them.

However, as far as coercion is concemad, one could atso womder whether an operator
defined for more than one output class would not do the same jub. le., for the example of

Section 4,2.2., one could have PRESENT: pojnts ---» perroancnl stules as well. Still, generatiy

one interpretation seems to be more natural of intuitive than the others, so 1 will continue 1o use
the notion of coercion. (Note, by the way, that Moens accepts {und often resorts te) repeated
coercion, i.e., trips around the netwark invoking more than one unmarked transition,)
4.3. The new (partial) aspectual networks
Given the revisions propnsed above, 1 proceed o present two aspeciual networks, a revised ang
for English and one for Ponuguese. Instead of desc'n’hing wansition (ypes, though, 1 wili
concentrate on particolar aspectual transitions, labetled by the linguistic markers®,

My point of departure are the tfollewing aspectual classes, which, with the exception of
the two kinds of stites, have been described in more detait elsewhere [Santos 91a,bl | make the
simplifying assumption that the same aspectual classes are common (o Enplish and Portuguese

(even though not ubviously their members):
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fempuracy states {location in time and space required}: to be hungry, in love, in Paris
accomplishments {location in tme and space greater than & puinty: to build o house, write a
book, crush an prunge

permanent states (wo locadon required): o be mad, black, male

achigyvements flocation in time and space punclual) recognize, win

activities (lucation in time and space greater than a point); o run, work

dhyngmie stiytes (like temporary states of activilies): to five in Parls, stand, hang
acguisitions thike achie vements or temporary states): to remember, know

polnts Clocation in lime and space punctoal): to iy, wink, cough

serigy (Jocation intime and space greater than g point): to crush oranges

4.3.1.The progressive
The English progressive makes a temporary state out of accomplishments, activities, dynamic
states and senes. Cf. ke iy building a house/houses, he iy running, he iy living in Paris. 50 it is

modelled as

i, while accomplishments, series and
dynamic states wre defined as being coercible into activities, ticensed by the progressive, Apant
from the refinement of tempuorary states, this s also Moens' rendering (see pages 55,

To substantiate my claim that the progressive results in temporary states, note that (1}
boih the sentences invalving the {present) progressive and those which are lexically temparary
states are read as involving an impheit NOW; (2) in the past tense, both accept punctual
tempural adverbials; (3) botiv do not accept the progressive, excent with a three step coercion of
the (lexical) states into points, then series and finally activities: CF, He's being srubbamn.

The Ponugpuese progressive does not differ remarkably from its English counterpart.
However, it is worthwhile to emphasize that its suxiliary estar is, when main verb, the prime
example of a temporary state {as opposed @ ser). ‘There are nevertheless two differences
betwesn the twao languages, One concerns the Toturate’ progressive, nat available in Portuguese,
which will not be discussed here: the other shows in the lexical class of ‘dynamic states” which is
far muare numerous in English, since it containg all position verbs (e.p. sit, stund, hang, lie), 10
which the progressive applies yielding & temporary state, The corresponding verbs in Portuguese
(sentur, esnir de pé, peadurar, deirar) belong to the class of achtevements, zmuj are turmed into
the corresponding wmporary states by another linguistic device, the passive with estar:

Ele estava sentado a junela, He was sivting by the window,
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4.3.2.The presend iense
when applied activities, dynamic siates and series. OF Iie duncey, he fives in Paris, he cruighs.
Portuguese present tense behaves like the Bnglish oie in thix respect v,

It remuins w be arpued that habituals do Dehuve as texical permanent stites. For tlas
purpose, note that, i both cases, {1) only sevpeidurative adverbials are allowed (nv punctual
ones); {21 the sentences do not need any imparal anchoring, that 1s, they are (uite easily reud as
properties essentially independent of 1ime or locution.

4.3.3. Adverbiuls with for, durante and por

For-gdverbials (ransform sctivities and [mMporary staies intw accomplishmenis. Cf. 1o be in Paris
for two years, to run for two hours. {Moens R7. papes SOFF| models for as FOR; acuvifies --->
accomplishments. Points and temporigy stales are coerced imto activities, and 1 assume ihit
acoomplishments and achiievements ane privrly coerced ino puints. Note that the speciticalion of
the kind of state models adequately the before unexplained fact that only some states coyld be
coerced into activities.

Portuguese translates fior-adverbials m a threefold manner: when accompanying present
perfect, by present and haver-clauses; otharwise, with the prepositions durante or por. Let os
look at some examples invalving these prepositions: First of all, while they are felicivous 1n
roughly the same context, there is one important exception, noted 1 {Santos 9a]:

Ele saiv por dez minutos. He Jelt for then minules.

This sentence is felicitously uttered any time afler "he” left, while 1the corresponding oné with
durante is only aliowed after the ten minutes passed and “he” is buck again. English for has this
same hehavior, as noted in [Moens 87, page 521, but he discards it as an vnrelared use of for. My
analysis of the example presenied is as follows: the achievement is coerced into its resull state
{namely, "be outfaway"}, which is of a temparary Rature, Thus FOR/POR: femporary stiies -->
aceomplishments. In addition, contend that this descrption encompasses all uses of por, which

mest naturally occurs with states, activitics, dynamic states and acguinitions:
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Ele foi professor por dois anos. He was a ieacher for two years.

Ele viveu em Lishoa por doiy anos. He lived in Lishon for two years,

Ela trabalhou na 1BM por duis anos. He worked for IBM for two years.

Fla correu por dois minutos {mas depois abrundou). She ran for two minaies {but then
moved slower)

Ele lembrouw-se delu por muitos anos He remembered her for many years.
To sum up, por brings with it the notion of plan and agentivity, and, inteegstingly, it invokes also
a notion of temporariness. Conversely, | analyse dwrante a5 an operator with the following

definition:

. This expiains why for dynamic states
the difference among durante and por is negligible, while achievements cannot be taput to
durante through coercion into their result state. The same alse happens with acquisitions.

Ela correu durante duas horas e meiu. He ran for two and a half hoyrs,

Ele viveu na Holanda durante trés anos. He lived in Holand for three years.

Ele fer suputos durante dezoiro onos. He made shoes for eighteen years,

FEla foi missiondria durante doiy anos, She was o missionary fur two years.
4.3.4.Simple past tenses
English past stmple, in my opinton, turns accomplishments into achievements, cf. ke built
heouse, he was in Pariy for two yeurs, he ran for to hours. This is clearly in disagreement with
[Moens X7] where past simple is aspect neutral ‘par excellence’, On the other hand, I claim it
does nat modify aspect for states (temporary or permanent): ¢f. He was a sailor, He was sitting
at his desk. Activities, in turn, have to be coerced to accept a past simple, and they can be so in
two wiays, either into habitual states or into accomplishments. Cf. He run with the two possible
cantinuations: when he way studying at 18T or ux we had arranged beforehand.

The output of Imperfeito is a permanent staie, and activities are its departing potnt.

. In contrast, all accomplishments have to be
pluralized. Achievements and points have to he coerced into series and then into activities.

Ele luvava carros, (He was a car-washer)
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Ete dunguava no Befshoi. (He used o dance in Bolshail)

Ele reconhecia s pessoas sem exforpo, sesnio glie RA0 ax visse hd unos. {the would
recognize peopie effortlessly, even when he had not seen them for years.)

Ele batia a porta com estrondo. (He used to knock at the door noisily.)

As far as states are concerned, Impearfeito is aspect nevtral (of. Lle era parve and Ele esiuvy
parva, the permanent and the wemporary version ol He was stigpid), respectively,

Perfeits, on the other hand, seems o change stawes and activings into evenis, while
leaving evenis unchanped. As far as states are conuerned, it makes them temporally bounded,
which implies a chanpe of state, und, therefure, an event.

Elu esteve doenie. (She was temporarity sick bul luter she recovered)

Ele fori Catislica. (She has been a Catholic but changed her creed)

In aJddition, it coerces the habitual state int 3 temporary stile.
Wﬂ& Activities in Perfeito are in general ambiguous between a habit that is no longer
(i.e2., a permanent state, which gets turned into the evenl uf having changed), and & bouaded
occurrence of the activity, i.c., an event, as is the case with Past sitnple.
Elv correu (na Formulbe 1) e has been a F-1 driver once or e drove in a coniest.

4.3.5.Present perfect and Pretérvito Perfeito Composto (PPC)

As far as the English present perfect is concerned, ' Tollow [Sandstrim 93, pages 1208 in
ascribing it twa analyses. The first represeits the so-called ‘resultative petfect: PRESENT

state, By making it a permanent state, | acenunt for its unfehicity with emporal adverbials, ¢.g.,

anent states, and is comrmonly desenbed as assering a result

Yhe hay written o book Lase vear, The other interpretution of the Bnglish perfect, referred w in

the Jiterature as ‘extended naw' is given ay PEREECT] ¢ v This

explaing why the following are felicitons Enghish sentences: He had been living in Buston for
three vears in the 151 September T902/tht evenity/pony.
Looking now at the Pretérito Perleito Composta (PPCY, s interesting 10 nue thit

[Comrie %5, pape 81| describes it s habitual. | see it ruther 48 an operator mapping series ino
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temporary states (holding at a period that stretches until ‘now’), i.e., PPC: series --->» temporary
states. The motivation for this analysis can be seen in the following examples:

Ele tem comprado muitos liveoy, He has been buying many books.

Ele tem andude cansado ulvimamente. He has been tired lately.

Ele tem estado em casa. He has been at home fately.

Ele tem corrido. He huas been running lately.

The last three examples require the aotion of a phase for states and activities (unindividvated
event types), proposed in [Herweg 91] and [Sandstrim 93], These are coerced into points by the
existence of the PPC, and then turned into series. Given that the last example sentence involves a
set of distinct runs, it motivates the separation of the two classes of activities and series.

5.Final remarks

What | presented above is an analysis of tenses and temporal devices in simple sentences, The
narrative realm behaves differently, as is clearly demonstrated by [Sandstrim 93]. Therefore, the
fact that stative Quandeo-clauses in Imperfeito do not denote an habitual state, €.g., in Quando ele
constrisia a casa, o tethade desabon (when he was building the house, the roof fell down), does
not constitute a valid counterexample to the theory.

Second, it should be clear that | have only discussed the aspectual import of tenses in this
paper. Their referential, deictic and anaphorie, use was not even mentioned.

1 hope to have presented convincing evidence far a description of natural language that
treats tenses and other aspectual devices at the same level as habitality. By doing this, T also
hope 10 have given an adequate description of some peculiarities of English and Portuguese
within such an integrated framework. Evidently, a lot of work remains to be done, especially
concerning the empirical validity of my claims,
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