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Abstract

In this paper, a construction likehis TV needs fixingermed here necessitative passive, is
analysed in order to solve a question why this tanson exists in English. This
construction is often mentioned in various desorgtgrammars, but it has not been
linguistically analysed in details. Various questoare raised, including the grammatical
status ofneed want, etc. and the verb in thang form, the source of the passive meaning,
interference of the generic reading and modality, Ehen these features are examined, using
data from corpus, in comparison with thepassive in English. Our finding indicates that the
necessitative passive is closely related to thedlaidoice construction, and it seems that this
construction exists in order to cover the middletesl functions in the voice continuum in
English.

1 Introduction

In this paper, a construction lik€his TV needs fixings examined. This
construction, which we term necessitative passhas been documented in
descriptive grammars and there are some previoukswarhich mention
numerous historical data (cf. Visser 1963-1973:618888). However, it has not
been given its deserved detailed attention yet thrgl can be shown by the
quality of previous works, which do not go beyore tdescription of the
necessitative passive. There are numerous questidres answered with regard
to this construction. So we dissect this constomctn terms of form, meaning
and function and study them in relation to the gaiontinuum in English.

This paper is organised as follows: first we pnédbe data of necessitative
passive, especially from the historical perspestivihen various questions are
raised, including the grammatical statusneed want, etc., the source of the
passive meaning, interference of the generic rgadimd modality. Then these
features are examined in comparison with theepassive in English, and
consider why constructions like necessitative passkist.

This paper involves analysis of naturally occugridata, and we take
advantage of corpora which include the London-@sogen (LOB) corpus
(written) and London-Lund (LL) corpus (spoken) ahe historical examples
are mainly taken from OED and Visser (1963-73)atidition, note that there
are various conventional divisions of the Englishduage into periods. The
following broad division is generally agreed upanamg scholars and therefore
widely used including this work: Old English (OE)00-1100), Middle English
(ME) (1100-1500), Modern English (ModE) (1500-pm&3e and Present-day
English (PDE) (present).
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2 Necessitative passive

Necessitative passive in this paper refers to a&tooection ‘verbs such aseed
want etc. + Ving as in This TV needs fixingThe grammatical subject is
undergoer (recipient of action), not actor (doewrcfion), i.e. the necessitative
passive is undergoer-oriented. Some verbs take rangeform of verbal
compliment, not a to-infinitive form, and the oriation can determine whether
a similar construction is necessitative passivaairas exemplified in (4) and
(5). This orientation is identical to the one ire the-passive in PDE, and the
basic meaning gained from the necessitative passiyaite similar to the one of
the bepassive, except that the necessitative passiveahasxtra meaning,
normally related to deontic modality (cf. Sectiab)3which is derived from the
main verb. The undergoer-orientation further inthsathat there is an actor,
although it is not overtly expressed. It is obvidhat there is a causer-causee
relationship (or force-dynmaic alternation, cf. €rdl991) in both the
necessitative passive and theepassive. So the causation involved in the clause
also relate the necessitative passive tdotygassive at the functional level.

Visser (1963-73: 1886-1888), for example, list®wbtwenty such verbs.
What this \Vting form expresses is a passive sense and this pbeasde
paraphrased ashis TV has to be fixedr This TV needs to be fixeWisser
(ibid.: 1886-1888) claims this construction souadgtle archaic and as a result,
a passive form, instead of gerund, with one oféhesbs as a main verb may be
more frequently used nowadays. However, some dbistlaim: even in PDE,
needandwant at least are still stably productive (p.c. Davidniden). So it
seems fair to consider that the necessitative y@ssinot a construction that
only thrived in the past. There were some variaiohthis construction, which
do not exist any longer. So first we illustrate th&torical developmental path of
this construction, then concentrate on the detaflsmorphosyntactic and
morphosemantic aspects of necessitative passiWBIh

As far as we can observe in examples cited inevi§E963-73: 1886-1888),
there seem to be three groups. This is based ochtieaology of verbs used in
this construction from historical perspectives. Methem below.

Verbs such aabide avoid continue escapelack, sufferceased to be used in
this type of construction around™28" century. Some examples are:

(1) The bookscontinue selling. (1769 J. Priestley\Rudiments of English
Grammarp. 111)

Verbs such aawait, miss prevent repay, standonly appear in this type of
construction in 18-20" century. Some examples are:

(2) Regular mess of prints and some odds and ends wihey& missed
sweeping. (1947 N. Marshkjnal Curtain (Fontana Bks.) 228)
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Verbs such abear, deserve merit, need require, want started to appear in
this type of construction as early as 1400 and stdhappear in PDE. Some
earlier examples are:

(3) As al men of a comynte berun punishing for pe defaut
as allmen of a community bear punishing for trealing
of two or on
of two or one
‘All the men in a community bear punishment foe ttrime of one or
two.’ (c1400 Wyclif,Apology27)

It is clear that those verbs whose semantic/lexidadracteristics involve
endurance and necessity survived in this constmictBetween them, the
meaning of necessity seems to be more productivk ianthis work, we
collectively call the construction with main verfigating meaning of endurance
or necessity and gerumg:cessitative passive.

It should be mentioned that some verbs, suchvasd can take \ing as
their object, but the orientation in PDE is differdrom the one in the earlier
period. Thus, compare the following examples, wlieesearlier example (4) is
undergoer-oriented, while the PDE example (5) teragriented.

(4) those, that escape, shailoid killing (S6d) (1683 DrydenThe Duke of
Guise(WKks., ed. Scott/S.) 90) [undergoer-oriented]

(5)  This means that one showddoid choosing wines that are very dry or of
delicate flavour. (LOB E19 8-9) [actor-oriented]

When verbs likeavoid are used, the development of necessitative passive
closely tied with the change in orientation, i.@rler construction had the
undergoer orientation, which turned into the acieentation as the language
developed. When the undergoer-orientation waspstéent, the passive reading
was possible, but actor orientation prohibits this.

Chronologically, The first and second types arelarmger so productive in
PDE, and some verbs in the third type are the qmbductive ones. The
necessitative passive historically sometimes ine®la shift of orientation in the
subject, i.e. from actor- to undergoer-orientati®uch change influenced the
restriction of this construction in PDE. Howevehette are some other
motivations for the survival of the third type, tehich we will turn in the
following sections. Various questions we need tewaar involve both form and
function of the necessitative passive. Although aften difficult to draw a clear
line between syntax and semantics, we make a raligision between
morphosyntactic and morphosemantic aspects andeaethem separately.
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3 Problems of necessitative passive

There are various questions to be answered regatdénecessitative passive.
For example, where does the passive reading camne?fit seems most likely
that it is derived from the ¥hg form, but how? There are various others.
Abraham (1995: 11), in analysing the middle voielted construction (such as
unergative or unaccusative), asks six questionschware: i. the relationship
between the middle and passivisation; ii. corefeeebetween the subject and
reflexive pronoun and its relation to the middleparssive; iii. interference of
generic reading in the middle; iv. relationship vic¢n the indispensable
adverbials and generic reading; v. the absencembted agent; vi. the dummy
subject in the monovalent reflexive in German arttien Indo-European
languages. Although his focus is on the middleteglaconstruction, there are
meaningful insights in these six questions whiahaplicable to our discussion
here. As it becomes clear in later sections, sosat¢ufes typically associated
with the middle voice or its related constructiosisch as the generic reading or
the deontic modality, can be found in the necetbatgpassive.

There are, however, some other questions whiclyareal of necessitative
passive. For example, why can this constructionmesgthe similar meaning as
the passive? If this is a type of the passive, @/igethe actor and is it possible to
express it overtly? So in this paper, we take athgaof questions in Abraham,
but also add some peculiar to the necessitativeiyg|asSo we address the
following five questions.

(6) a. What is the grammatical status rided want etc. and Wing in the
necessitative passive?
b. From where is the passive meaning derived?
c. Can the actor phrase be expressed in the matesspassive?
d. Is generic reading relevant to the necessdaiassive?
e. Is there any influence from the deontic mogahtthe formation of the
necessitative passive?

Among them, (6b), (6¢c) and (6e) can be appliedoth bhe necessitative passive
and the middle voice or middle-related construjdout the rest are specifically
about the necessitative passive. In addition, trepsestions consist of both

morphosyntactic (i.e. (6a)) and morphosemantic (&k), (6d) and (6e)) aspects
of the necessitative passive. However, this disoncis a very crude one and
(6¢c) can belong to both aspects. In what follows, start with the syntactic

aspects, then the semantic ones, but we do not thaksrict division and there

are certain degrees of overlap.
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3.1 What is the grammatical status oineed, want, etc. and V-ing?

It is possible to consider the construction of tieegessitative passive in several
different ways: as far as the auxiliary is concdinecan be considered either as
‘auxiliary need want etc. + Ving' or ‘main verb + Ving'. In addition, the V-
ing form itself allows different interpretations artdcan be also interpreted as
either gerund or verbal noun. So we look at each ferm separately in turn.

Suppose for the moment thagedor wantis an auxiliary: the auxiliary as a
linguistic category has been a focus of debate,sante consider it as a distinct
category, and others a type of lexical verb. Seed1€1993: 8-24) for an
attractive summary of this diversity. Auxiliarieshen seen from a typological
perspective, seem to involve various charactesiséis proposed in Heine (1993:
22-24). He lists 22 different properties of auxpiglisted in Appendix), and
considers that the more properties an item posseissebetter an auxiliary it is.
Let us test whetheneed want etc. can be considered as an auxiliary by
applying 22 properties to the PDE data. The raswdhown in table 1. In terms
of historical changes, the characteristics of thesbs have not changed, and we
simplify the table by mentioning the result from PDNote that we listed only
the matching properties in order to save the space.

Matching properties Missing properties
4 e. They express grammatical functions M8
exhibit, at least to some extent, a verbal
morphosyntax; k. They carry all morpho-logical
information relating to a predicate, such as
marking distinctions of person, number,
tense/aspect/modality, negation, etc.; |I. Subject
agreement also tends to be marked on the
auxiliary rather than the main verb; s. They tend
to occur in a fixed order and in a fixed position
in the clause.
Table 1. Properties associated witimeed, want, etc. in the necessitative passive

Some of the properties are not applicable at airiglish at any period, such as
obligatory presence (property m) or locative motpgg in the main verb
(property v). So we may be comparing twenty prapsrtNevertheless, the
matching properties can be five, if the propertytipey tend to occur separately
from the main verb’ is applied, but this dependstlom quality of \Ying form
(whether it is verb or noun), so we leave it t@etah this section. Nevertheless,
it does not seem likely that these verbs are anyilbased on the four matching
properties out of 22. If there are some changélsase properties, it looks like a
change from a lexical verb to a grammatical fun@iomarker based on the
semantic changes in these verbs (cf. Heine 1998786However, the change
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cannot be observed and the semantic bleachindat&sl sn the property o., has
not happened and the meaning of necessity in tloess#ative passive is
derived from these verbs’ lexical meanings.

Seen from a diachronic standpoint, we consideiatheliary as one point in
the developmental path from a full lexical verb ite loss. This approach
assumes the prototypical instance of auxiliary,diuhe same time allows some
marginal, less prototypical instances (cf. Huddiesand Pullum 2002: 103-
104). So there is a continuum of auxiliaryhood, tte clear boundary between
the auxiliary and the lexical verb is not assunmd,what distinguishes them is
considered a continuum or gradience. This hypathesioften employed in
diachronic works (e.g. Bybee 1985; Bybee and D&&®91 Givon 1975, 1979,
1984, 1989; Haspelmath 1990; Heine 1993 and HogpeTraugott 1993: 108-
112), although there are some purely synchronicksvge.g. Bolinger 1980;
Coates & Leech 1980; Leech & Coates 1980). Theeandistinction between
the auxiliary and main verb can be considered aataral result of historical
change and it is sometimes impossible to draw e bietween the lexical verb
and auxiliary. Givon (1984: 270-271) and Haspelm§iB90: 38) further
describe a continuum of auxiliary between a fukkidal verb to its loss,
containing intermediate stages such as cliticisati@affixation, etc., as
schematised in 0. The arrow indicates the direatiomstorical change. What is
represented in the scale is apparently syntacticaiented. This is true in a
sense, since auxiliaries are in general considegathntically empty. However,
there are cases where some semantic changes aheethwVhen a lexical verb
turns into an auxiliary, various semantic aspatizst commonly modality, can
appear. One such case is the madalin PDE, which was originally used as a
lexical verb meaning ‘know’ but is now fully gramtiealised as a modal
auxiliary.

Full lexical verb Auxiliary  Cliticisation  Affixation Loss

»
»

Figure 1. Schematic representation of auxiliary sde

The verb in the Mng form has not been discussed in detail. Due toits,

it is often considered as either gerund or verlmalnn The gerund normally
refers to a Ving form, “in which the verb still retains its ability take verbal
arguments, adverbs, complements, asDiiberately bowling bouncers is
unfair’ (Trask 1993: 118), and the verbal noun is appleed \ting form, when
“the -ing derivative functions straightforwardly as a notaking determiners,
adjectives and other adnominals, asThis deliberate bowling of bouncers is
unfair’ (Trask ibid.: 118). This question may seem aiativone, but this can
reveal whether the ‘need + Mg’ form is a cluster of ‘verb + verbal participle’
or ‘verb + direct object’.
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The tests to decide the category oing-are in fact already explained in the
definition of each possibility, i.e. the acceptdbilof verbal arguments or
adverbs for gerund, and adjectives, determinets fat verbal noun. IThis TV
needs fixingfixing cannot take its direct object, but the adverbsapdicable,
I.e. This TV needs fixing carefullilote that the adverbs refer to thang form,
not a verb in a higher clauseed e.g. *This TV carefully needs fixingn this
case, some adverbs can appear modifying the venigirer clause, as imhis
TV certainly needs fixingAs we will see later in Section 4.3, there ardate
restrictions for the semantic characteristics @f dalverbs in this constructions,
andcertainly do not belong to them. The adjectives can reféhe¢o\-ing form,
e.g.This TV needs careful fixingut the article cannot be added, eghis TV
needs a fixing So we can summarise the characteristics in tabkhi@ is not
what is normally expected. For exampletakingin Taking a walk is good for
health it takes a direct object and adverb can be addedJaking a walk
regularly is good for healthlt does not take either adjectives or determiners
e.g. *Regular taking a walk is good for healthA taking a walk is good for
health So this is a clear-cut case of gerund. Howefirgng in This TV needs
fixing shows partial characteristics of both gerund aexbal noun. This also
means thafixing here is neither really a noun nor a verb.

Category Properties  Applicability Examples
Gerund Direct object X This TV needs fixing it.
Adverbs \ This TV needs fixing carefully.
Verbal noun Adjectives \ This TV needs careful fixing.
Determiners X This TV needs a fixing

Keys: \ = applicable; x = not applicable
Table 2. Properties associated with gerund and vedb noun in This TV needsfixing

So the verbs likaneed want, etc. are more likely to be main verb, not an
auxiliary, and there is little evidence that it hstarted to develop into the
auxiliary either. This makes our understanding loé hecessitative passive
slightly easier, i.e. it is either ‘main verb + ged’ or ‘main verb + verbal
noun’. However, as far as its morphosyntactic behavs concerned, the-\hg
form can be interpreted as either gerund or verbah.

! 1t is worth mentioning that some instances mayeptthe article, e.grhis orange juice
needs a good shaking before serviktpwever, this may be due to the higher degree of
lexicalisation of particular verbs, i.ehakinghere has become more nominal than verbal. This
type of change has not happened to every verb. Bl@snples do not accept the insertion of
the article (for example, it is not possible witl®) and (11)), and it is considered here that the
grammaticality of articles is a result of lexicali®n of particular verbs, which does not affect
the analysis of the necessitative passive itself.
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3.2 From where is the passive meaning derived?

The passive meaning is often obtainable from n@siga constructions. For
example, some East-Asian languages are known te saicalled adversative
passive, where verbs such as ‘suffer’ are usedpabaay. They are often called
submissive verbs or so-called in-bound transitigghs (Chen 1994), sometimes
also known as verbs of experience (Keenan 1985:-2B83]. What is
characteristic of this type of verb is that theiacttis directed towards the
subject, which automatically makes the subject @prent, as inl fear him
where the subject is the recipient of fear, as epdato out-bound transitive
verbs, as inl beat him where the direct object is recipient of the atti®o
without the overt marking of the passive, some tagion can create the
passive meaning by making the subject a recipieatton, i.e. undergoer.

In the necessitative passive, the grammatical estibjs doubtlessly
undergoer, which functions as a direct object ia #Httive construction (cf.
(7b)). In the previous section, we saw that vembed want, etc. are lexical
verbs and they do not behave as submissive verlsslmund transitive verbs.
In addition, the ¥ing form in the necessitative passive lacks the ghitittake
direct object and this resembles the past paréigipthebepassive construction
(cf. (7d)). So the fact that the-ig form cannot take the direct object, which is
a typical characteristic of verbal noun, makes waéence change from its
possible active counterpart, i.e. one less argumanaddition, thebe-passive
can appear in the lower clause itoanfinitive clause (cf. (7c)), whereeedis
used in the higher clause.

(7) a. This TV needs fixing. (necessitative passive, amgument)
b. Someone needs to fix this TV. (active, two angats)
c. This TV needs to be fixedbépassive in the lower clause, one
argument)
d. This TV is fixed. lpe-passive, one argument)

This valency alternation makes this constructiontagtically behave like the
be-passive, which is illustrated in (7c). The valen®gduction seems to be
triggered by the Ming form, notneed want etc., since (7c) involves the passive
auxiliary be in the lower clause, which is a clear sign the¢ddoes not trigger
the reduction of valency. The puzzle here is thdde fixed7c) orfixed (7d) are
verbal phrase, whiléxing in (7a) can be either a noun or a verb. To make th
matter more complex, ifixing is to be considered a verbal phrase, it should
accept the direct object. This is not what is obseiin the necessitative passive.
The lack of direct object can be specifically assted with the nominal
characteristic of the Vag form. This fact may explain the passive readingeon
disregarding the verbal characteristics of thmy/form.
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So it seems that the valency reducing operatiohjclw makes the
necessitative passive behave like the passivepis nlosely associated with its
nominal characteristics. Similar constructions witle \-ing form in English,
wherebeis used instead ofeed want, etc., also express the passive meaning, as
exemplified in (8) and (9). This also illustratéstit is the Ving form, notneed
or be, that is responsible for the passive meaning. Hewehis does not mean
that the Ving form is totally nominal: on the contrary, theree @ome verbal
characteristics as shown in table 2. What is olad@evindicates that the passive
reading is indeed taken from the nominal charastiesi of the form, while
leaving some other characteristics which are natlesely associated with the
passive reading.

(8) it is there the search mube making by Manfred and the strangers.
(1765Walpole, Castle of Otrant@Classic Tales) 457)

(9) the baize ...was actuallyforming into a curtain by the house-maids.
(1814 Jane AustiriMlansfield Park(London 1897) 116)

3.3 Can the actor phrase be expressed in the necessinatpassive?

In discussing thée-passive, it is a common practice that the actaenterpart
iIs assumed. So for instancéhe vase was broken (by Johms its active
counterpartlohn broke the vasdhe actor in the passive is normally optional,
and it is not so frequently used. It has been tepothat only 20-30% of the
occurrences have the overtly expressed actor plichsdespersen 1924: 168;
Svartvik 1966: 141; Givon 1979: 57-64; Huddlest®84: 441; Dixon 1991:
278). This lack of actor phrase often results mfimction of impersonalisation,
which is considered as one of the main functionthefpassive voice (cf. Dik
1989; Dixon 1991; Givon 1990, 1995; Palmer 1994m8 scholars such as
Shibatani (1985) make an even stronger claim tmati$ the main function of
the passive. When it comes to the necessitativeiygasthe expression of the
actor phrase generally causes the ungrammaticeligy,*This TV needs fixing
by the electricianalthough similar constructions likee + V-ing can have the
actor phrase, as already exemplified in (8) and @9 it is clear that
imperosnalisation can assist the necessitativeiyeats be considered as a
passive at the functional level. However, it is ol@ar why the actor should be
suppressed and this is the main force for thistcocison to be chosen ahead of
other similar constructions shown in (7).

3.4 Is generic reading relevant to the necessitative paive?

The verb phrase, the-Mg form, in the necessitative passive behaves in a
particular way: there is a set of verbs known &sldaverbs, which allow both
the monovalent and the divalent construction, kBwash this platgdivalent)
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and This plate washes wellmonovalent). Scholars like Keyser and Erades
(1950), Roeper (1984), Fellbaum (1985), Dixon ()9®Rbsta (1995) notice that
the monovalent use of labile verbs in English oftavers the range of the
middle/reflexive voice in other languages. It isteof the case that the
construction is realised due to the inherent charetic of the subject entity
which enables the event to take place. This is Wwahmer (1993: 47) calls
facilitative. The facilitative reading may be re&dtto the necessitative passive,
in a sense that the characteristics of the suljgcter the requirement of verbs
in V-ing form, not thebe-passive clause in th@®-infinitive. This facilitative
reading is what is meant by generic reading oresulsj generic characteristics.

In This TV needs fixing, fixingan be considered as a labile verb, but it does
not syntactically behave the same as verbswikeh The verb needs to be in the
V-ing form, so the following alternation is not possildleeed to fix this TVbut
*This TV needs to fixSuch an alternation is possible only in the velbase
‘need+ to-infinitive’ involving the passive, e.d.need to fix this T\AndThis TV
needs to be fixedrix needs to use the reflexive asTinis TV fixes itseiih order
to behave like labile verbs. Such an alternationas possible at all with the
verb in higher clause in order to convey the netasse passive meaning, e.g.
*This TV needs itselfSo the labile verbs’ characteristic seems to lmeem
closely associated with the verbs in a lower clans¢ the ones in the higher
ones, although there is no perfect match. The middice-related constructions
are known to express the passive meaning oncectbgsaagentivity is reduced
(cf. Lyons 1977: 373, Jaeggli 1985, Klaiman 199, @nd historically, this can
be one of the developmental paths of the passivpmeme (cf. Croft, Shyldkrot
and Kemmer 1987; Givon 1990: 602-605; Greenberg519860). The
necessitative passive, seen from the diachroniotpof view, started as
undergoer-oriented constructions (cf. (1) to (&yhich means that the actor’'s
agentivity was low at the beginning, and some veatfmnged the orientation
from undergoer to actor (cf. (5)). So historicaipeaking, the necessitative
passive does not follow the developmental path frtra middle-related
construction to the passive, although it expretdse$acilitative meaning.

As far as labile verbs are concerned, the additibadverbs clarifies the
subject’'s generic characteristics. The subject rant is considered to be
primarily responsible for the action or event deqdloby the predicate (Erades
1950: 156; Rosta 1995), or often the predicate esg@s something generic
(Rosta 1995). For example, adverbials suclhvel§ easilyas inThis book reads
easily This new car steers weftequently occur. Examples likeTRis book
reads ?This new car steerare not well formed, since it is, although palyial
the characteristic of ‘this book’ that enableitoe read or of ‘car’ that enables
it to be steered. The clause requires some exftoamation which can be
attributed to the particular subject’'s generic eltaristics. So the addition of
adverbials can give the extra information relatethe subject’s characteristics,
and the relationship between the labile and adskrtman be considered as a
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type of collocation. See Fellbaum (1985) for a Bmargument. We can classify
the adverbials which appear into a couple of selmgnbups. Dixon (1991:325-
326) indicates that three semantic types of adearbbe found: speed, such as
slowly, fast value, such asvell, badly, and difficulty, such asasily, with
difficulty. In addition to the use of adverbials, the usenofials can indicate the
subject’s characteristics clearly as well, elgis book will sell This type of
cloth will not washetc. It is worth mentioning that the subject angat can be
considered to be affected, as argued by Jaegd5)19vhich is similar to the
claim of the passive subject’'s affectedness (chirkhn 1991). This explains
why only certain adverbials are acceptable in theessitative passive, but not
the others. As already seen earlier in SectionThis TV needs fixing carefully
sounds better thanThis TV carefully needs fixingpecause the facilitative
reading in the subject entity collocate with thidwee types of adverbs.

In thebe-passive, it is commonly known that the subjectiteto be entities
lower in the nominal hierarchy. For example, Toy(803: 129-130) shows
that nearly 75% of the passive subjects in PDEirmarimate. Svartvik (1966:
141) also provides the similar result. This cancbmpared with the subject’s
status in the active construction: Comrie (197 Aeadhat the agent/subject of
an unmarked sentence, i.e. the active in Englishtypically animate and
definite, while objects are typically indefinite caimanimate, based on his text
counting. When it comes to the necessitative passine animacy of the subject
has no control over the occurrence of this typearfstruction: the subject can
be either human-animate or inanimate. (10) illusga case of human subject
and (11), inanimate subject.

(20) I only hopeyou will not need rescuing before the day is out. @95R.
R. Tolkien,The Fellowship of the Rint20) [human-animate]

(11) Davis’ evergreen verseghappily too familiar to need recalling here).
(1922 James Joyddlysseq The Odyssey Press) 329) [inanimate]

Our data does not contain many instances of néaBgsi passive examples
(only 14 in PDE, and there is no earlier exampta) i is obvious that the result
IS not statistically significant. Nevertheless, seow the characteristics of the
undergoer-subject found in our corpora in tabl®©8r data clearly shows that
the frequency of the animacy between human andnraa is nearly evenly

divided between the features ‘human’ and ‘inanimafhis is another piece of

evidence that the necessitative passive differs fiteebe-passive, and this also

indicates that it is not the animacy hierarchy, btiter features such as the
subject’s generic characteristics, that is crucral the occurrence of the

necessitative passive.
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Human Non-Hum. animate Inanimate Total
6 (42.9%) 0 (0%) 8 (57.1%) 14 (100%)
Table 3. Characteristics of the subject in necessitive passive in PDE

3.5 Any influence from the deontic modality in the necssitative passive?

The use of adverbial indicates a hint that thény possesses characteristics
similar to the labile verbs, although there is resf@ct match. Then why are
need want etc. in a higher clause required in the necdsastpassive? The use
of such verbs il need holidaysor | want a cup of coffeeften creates the
irrealis mood, in a sense that the speaker is ware of the existence of the
referent of the direct object (cf. Croft 1983; Halspath 1997: 40 for the use of
irrealis mood in this sense). Such a differencel@mafound in the tense-aspect-
mood system of other languages. Pieces of evideanebe found in several
places: some Slavic languages use indefinite nasimmirect object for the future
tense, but definite ones for the anterior (see &tull997 for examples from
Czech and other Slavic languages); the future teras&er is often derived from
verbs expressing optative or irrealis mood, e.galbtan periphrastic future
tense makecg used to mean ‘I want, | will’ (Pofeski 1993: 815). In addition,
the modality often delays the process of historicahnge and this general
tendency of influence from modality could be crbsguistically attested: some
archaic constructions like impersonal verbs, if soof them remain in a
language, tend to create some kind of modality.example, in Classical Greek,
we can find some residues of earlier impersondbsrer ‘residues’, since most
earlier impersonal verbs are ‘personalised’ by stegge (Bauer 1998: 112). So
at the stage of development after classical Gmaelst of them express modality
(mainly deontic).

As for such a developmental pattern, Bauer (1998) claims that “[s]ince
the underlying “agency” is less apparent in thesds than in verbs conveying
emotions it is clear why these verbs are late ireli®ing personal forms.The
same can be applied to the development of Latireisgnal verbs (cf. Bauer
1998: 108-111). This indicates that the deontic atibd prevents the
development of certain constructions. It may alsplan why certain verbs in
English were used as impersonal verbs even shaftdy ME® and in addition,

2 Bauer (1998: 111) goes further to claims thatitthee may also be related to their bound
nature and especially their combining with infimés, which fits the increasing use of
auxiliaries.

% There were about 40 verbs classified as impers@rhk in earlier English. See Pocheptsov
(1997) for list of such verbs. Majority of them @éaped into ‘personal’ verbs by the end of
ME, but there are some marginal cases where sonasglor modal verbs started to appear
as ‘impersonal’ verbs from ‘personal’ during ME ifs® of them even around IME), such as
haveliefer ‘prefer’, must ought purfe ‘need’. See Plank (1984: 322-323), Denison (1993:
72), Visser (1963-73: 8826-29, 32-34) for varionaraples.
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the verb need draws our particular attention in this respect.wias used
impersonally earlier and developed a personal fonhg in the sense of ‘need’,
and the impersonal verb construction is kept whedenotes the sense of
‘obligation’ (cf. van der Gaaf 1904: 127-129). Tharing ME, two distinct
constructions could be found, as shown below:

Impersonal (denoting ‘obligation’)
(12) me nede

I.DAT need.IMPERS

‘I need’ (lit. ‘need to me’)

Personal (denoting ‘need’)
(13) It need not to be asked.

These examples indicate the stability of verbs tego modality.
Diachronically, there is cross-linguistic evidenas,we have seen, that modality
tends to delay the diachronic change probably duledk of agency, and this
allows certain verbs expressing modality to appraa syntactically marked
construction.

Recall that there are three classes of verbs ims#te higher clause in the
necessitative passive, and only the type iii, verbs such a®ear, deserve
merit, need require, want survived. Earlier in Section 3.1, we have seat th
needor wantin the necessitative passive do not have the syotzharacteristics
of auxiliary, but they express the semantic charetics of the modal, i.e.
irrealis mood which is a type of deontic modaliDoes it mean that the deontic
modality is one of the main reasons for the useegkssitative passive? At first
sight, there is little wonder why only a couple wérbs remain in the
necessitative passive in PDE. However, this neztie handled with more care:
earlier in (7a) and (7c), we saw two types of cartsion, i.e. the necessitative
passive and thbepassive in the lower clause of the veded respectively. If
the modality is the main reason for the use of nheessitative passive, why
does the verbal phraseeed to bgast participle’ coexist with the necessitative
passive? The importance of the modality is cruamlong the three different
classes of verbs used in the necessitative pasisreeghout the history of
English, but it does not explain its significanneelation to thée-passive.

4 Be-passive and necessitative passive

We have seen so far various characteristics th&ertiee necessitative passive
rather unique among the passive-related constngtio English. In what
follows, we examine how closely thee-passive and the necessitative passive
are related. As it becomes clear in the due coufs®; are related at the
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morphosemantic and functional level, but not sthat morphosyntactic level.
Then we examine the role the necessitative pagpsays in the voice system in
English.

4.1 Morphosyntactic level

The necessitative passive does not share many osympiactic properties with
thebepassive, apart from the undergoer-orientation. dd¢ter cannot be overtly
expressed in the necessitative passive, unlike ibgassive, which can
optionally allow the actor in the oblique phras@eTverbs such aseed want
etc. in the higher clause have not been grammatschhs an auxiliary and they
are still lexical verbs. The {hg in the lower clause is ambiguous between
verbal noun and gerund. In fact, it contains phdfaracteristics of both (cf.
table 2). So morphosyntactically, these two coms$imns are considered two
separate ones.

4.2 Morphosemantic and functional level

At the level of morphosemantics and functions, hoewve these two
constructions have much in common: to begin witleyt both express the
passive meaning, i.e. an action or a process vidwaad the undergoer’s point
of view. This is achieved due to the undergoeratagon. It is rather difficult to
pinpoint from where this meaning comes in the natas/e passive, but it is
most likely from the nominal characteristics of ¥eng form. In addition, this
construction achieves the function of impersonabsadue to the deletion of
actor. The deletion is obligatory in the necess#apassive, and this shows a
much closer tie to the functions of the passive.

What differs between them is the facilitative negd it is important in the
occurrence of the necessitative passive. The agimfthe subject entity does
not matter in the necessitative passive, unlikebiapassive where the subject
tends to be inanimate object. The facilitative negaften allows an insertion of
particular classes of adverbs, and this is alscsibles in the necessitative
passive.

4.3 Overall interpretation of necessitative passive

The overall interpretation of necessitative passvihat something needs to be
done for the subject entity. What is unique herinad the combination of verbs
in higher and lower clause constitutes the ovarahning, and the verbs in
lower clause may be better considered as a vewnah m this construction,
since it does not allow the presence of direct abgnd these verbs are not
really labile verbs. This does not happen in treecaf thebepassive, where the
overall meaning is derived from the past particgllene ande stands merely as
a grammatical marker (cf. Toyota 2003: 89-99). Is®Iexical content ofieed
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want, etc. is well represented in the overall intergiien of the whole clause.
This is how the deontic meaning is expressed. Hewdle facilitative reading
is derived from the Mng form, not the verb in a higher clause. This also
illustrates that this construction is better coastd a type of serial verb
construction, rather than auxiliary and verbal rigarund. In table 4, details of
both morphosyntactic and morphosemantic charattsriare summarised.
Every possible characteristic is listed, and theesornighlighted in grey
contribute to the representation of necessitatasse.

Need want, etc. \fing
Syntactic Semantic Syntactic Semantic
Lexical verb  Deontic meaning Direct object  Facilitative
Auxiliary Adverbs
No object
Adjective

Determiners
Table 4. Meaning composition of necessitative passi

4.4 Necessitative passive in the English voice system

Considering all these features, one may wonder wbiat the necessitative
passive plays in the English voice system. It aaltaexpresses the passive
meaning, but it is not passive syntactically. Ibetter considered a serial verb
construction with deontic modality and the factiiia reading. The deontic
modality can be expressed by different ways in Bhglsuch as a verb phrase
have toor modal verbsnust etc., and this is not restricted to the passivihe
middle voice. However, the facilitative reading often associated with the
middle-related constructions (Kemmer 1993: 20), #md indicates that the
necessitative passive possesses the characteoistics middle voice expressing
also the passive meaning.

Facilitative reading is one of the characterisassociated with the middle,
but there are others: when the middle-voice cammteepreted as a passive, non-
agentive verbs are not used (see Abraham 1995:32fb2 the Germanic
middle/reflexive). So certain classes of verbs sashperception verbs do not
form the middle expressing the passive meaningpagh the perception verbs
are often expressed in the middle due to its speitta The middle often
expresses spontaneous events, especially whenvitevged from historical
perspectives, this is the original function of th&ldle voice in Indo-European
languages (cf. Gamkrelidze and Ivanov 1995: 260-261addition, the English
middle is undergoer-oriented (Abraham 1995: 10)is,Tkombined with the
agentive verbs, functions as impersonalisation,suppressing the identity of
the actor. This is why the necessitative passivesgeses the function of
impersonalisation.
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So the necessitative passive seems to possess plaaracteristics of passive
and middle voice. The fact that each constructi@msmlered under the
grammatical voice are somehow, some more syntdtdn semantic or vice
versa, related to each other is often called theevaontinuum. Various
scholars, some more explicitly than others, haveced this continuous nature
of grammatical voice (cf. Lazard 1995; Shibatan®8;9Croft 2001: 283-319).
So in the case of necessitative passive, the foseif ibelongs to the active
voice, while its functional domain interacts witietpassive (i.e. the undergoer-
orientation) and the middle (i.e. facilitative r@ag). Since English lacks the
overtly-marked middle voice, it is possible to coes that constructions like the
necessitative passive play an important role incemg the expressiveness of
grammatical voice in English.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, the necessitative passivies TV needs fixings analysed. This
construction behaves like the passive at the fanatilevel, since it expresses
the action or process viewed from the undergoer&rspgectives. Its
morphosyntactic characteristics, however, diffgngicantly from those of the
passive. It involves two verbseed want etc. in a higher clause and verbs in V
ing form in a lower clause and it may appear to cpoed to thée-passive, but
verbs in a higher clause are not auxiliary, buicleixverbs. The Mng form
itself possess partial verbal and nominal charesties, and the lack of direct
object, which makes the undergoer-orientation bssiseems to be more
closely related to the nominal characteristics. dadition, a part of its
morphosemantic characteristics, i.e. facilitatigading, can be also found in the
middle voice. Due to this, the necessitative pass\wconsidered to form a voice
continuum in English, covering the range of actineddle and passive voice.
Since English lacks the middle voice, constructibkes this play an important
part in the voice system.
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Appendix: Properties of Auxiliaries (taken from Heine 1993: 22-
24)

a. Auxiliaries tend to provide expressions for aBmange of notional domains,

(oNN o]

especially for the domain of tense, aspect, andatitgdThis, however, does
not exhaust the range of possible domains; othanatits exhibiting
“auxiliarylike” properties in a number of language® negation and voice.

. They form a closed set of linguistic units.
. They are neither clearly lexical nor clearlyrgraatical units.
. They also occur as main verbs (Lewandowski 12%3; Conrad 1988: 92);

for some authors, this “twin réle” (Abraham 199012 in fact constitutes one
of the definitional properties of auxiliaries.

. They express grammatical functions but exhdtitleast to some extent, a

verbal morphosyntax. In a number of works they da®ned as a subset of
verbs (Crystal 1980: 38; Bul3mann 1990: 186; Coa88: 92-93).

While having some verbal properties, they al$mve a reduced verbal
behaviour, having, for example, “highly defectivargdigms” (McCawley
1975: 597). Typically, they may associate only wathestricted spectrum of
tense/aspect distinctions and/or verbal inflectiongy not be passivised, and
do not have imperative forms, and some authors hmoiated out that
auxiliaries may not be independently negated fagk 1992: 17).

. They may not be the (semantic) “main predicatkethe clause (Marchese

1986: 82).

. They may have two “free variants”, where on#hesfull form (e.gl will go)

and the other one a reduced forfli go), or one is a clitic and the other an
affix (cf. Hartmann & Stork 1972: 24).

. They tend to be unstressed or unable to recawdrastive stress (Akmajian

et al. 1979: 53).
They tend to be cliticizable or necessarilyicl{Steele 1978: 35).

. They carry all morphological information relagirto a predicate, such as

marking distinctions of person, number, tense/agpeciality, negation, etc.

Steele et al. (1981: 146) note that elements tteatrarked on AUX may be

expressions of subject marking, subject agreenaspiect, question marking,
emphasis, evidential, object marking, object agex@mnegation, tense, and
modality, but this list does not exhaust the ranfjéunctions expressed by
elements typically attached as inflections to aam#s.

Subject agreement also tends to be marked oraukgiary rather than the

main verb (Steele 1978: 32).

m. While auxiliaries are an obligatory part of teaclauses in certain languages,

this is not necessarily so in nonfinitie or impemtclauses (cf. Jelinek 1983).



154 Junichi Toyota

n.

0.

-~ QO

Auxiliaries may not themselves be governed Ingoauxiliaries, or only by a
limited number of auxiliaries.

They do not have a meaning of their own (Hartmé&n Stork 1972: 24;
Lewandowski 1973: 259; Conrad 1988: 92-93), or db contribute to the
meaning of sentence but rather are “synsemantid™gayncategorematic” to
the lexeme to which they apply (typically the maiarb); that is, they
preserve the categorical status of the latter §6arll983; Ramat 1987: 13).
Various ways of referring to this fact have beewpomsed. Tucker and
Mpaayei (1955: 96), for example, state in their Bé&aagrammar that
auxiliaries are “verbs whose function is to indec#ite situation in which the
main verb operates.”

. They tend to occur separately from the main y8tbele 1978: 13, 21).
. They may be bound to some adjacent elementl¢Steal. 1981: 142-143).

Unlike verbs, they may not be nominalized oruwaa compounds (Marchese
1986: 81).

. They tend to occur in a fixed order and in @&diposition in the clause (cf.

Pullum & Wilson 1977: 747; Marchese 1986: 81). Aciiog to a typological
survey carried out by Steele (1978), there are tmlge positions they occupy
in the clause: first, second, or final, but theos®tposition appears to be the
preferred one, being used by a clear majority ef ldnguages in her 20-
langauges sample.

Furthermore, the following observation by Greengl(196[6]: [85]; Universal
16) appears to be relevant to an understandingixfiaries: “In languages
with dominant order VSO, an inflected auxiliarid&/ays precedes the main
verb. In languages with dominant order SOV, anectgd auxiliary always
follows the main verb.” An additional generalizatibas been proposed by
Steele (1978: 42), namely that no language witls¥® or VSO basic word
order, or with free word order, has its auxilianie€lause-final position.

. In the presence of an auxiliary, the main vesblikely to be used in a

nonfinite form, frequently carrying with it some rpbological element such
as a nominalization, infinitive, participal or gadival marker.

. Finally, in the presence of auxiliaries, the maerb may be associated with

some locative morphology (Anderson 1973).



