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1 ANALYSIS OF THE CHARACTERISTICS OF THE ENGLISH

MODAL VERBS

Marta Kukucz in her final thesis “Characteristoafghe English Modal Verbspresents
a compilation work about English modal verbs whiteluding examples she found in
corpus. In Chapter 1, she describes modal verbslascribes their properties. In Chapter
2, she presents her methodology of working withpaer The main part of her work is in
Chapter 3, where she decides on the criteria speiig to use to classify modal auxiliary
verbs and tests them, using examples from corpls. VErbs tested include: any lexical
verb,seem to, have to, have got to, dare & needntdmust The list of criteria used to test
the verbs includes: Operation in negation, Verhtreation, Negative contraction, Operator
in inversion, Emphatic positive, Operator in rediicelause, Pre-adverb position,
Independence of subject, Bare infinitival compleméinite functions only, No —s forms
and Abnormal time reference.

In the Chapter 4, she presents a general conoluSiee included a table of the results
from corpus and states:

“There is a scale of verbs. Lexical verbs do ndillfahy of the auxiliary verb criteria.

Central modals, on the other hand, follow nearlydadlthe criteria. There is only one

exception, namely in verb contraction criterion wéhéhe central modal must similar

to the lexical verb cannot be contracted in any wdgrbs taking place somewhere
between these two border verbs differ in the nurmbgositive responses to particular
criteria. There is one visible feature in the belbawf verbs. The closer a particular

verb stands to the central modal, the more posigponses we gé{Kukucz, 2009,

58-59)

After this conclusion, she describes the odd beinavi the verbdare andneed which
according to her “both can behave either as lexiedabs or as auxiliaries.” (Kukucz, 2009,
59).

Her thesis is very comprehensive, yet she haseghissry interesting points that do
occur in the English language, including the Englterbsdare andneed | would like to
focus on providing more information about thosecsglecases such as the vedse and
need and finding the most relevant property that canused to differentiate between
modal auxiliary and lexical variants.



2 DISTINCTIVE GRAMMATICAL PROPERTIES OF AUXILIARY

VERBS

Before we can fully describe the properties of alagluxiliary verbs, we need to
divide the English verbs according to the critewajch are primary for the division of
verbs to lexical or modal/auxiliary.

In her first chapter, Marta Kukucz (2009, 2) shquveperties of modal auxiliary
verbs and Non-modal auxiliary verbs along with egles. One of the main problems in
it is that she does not follow one language theswyrce publication. Instead she
combines two points of view. For the first viewgsmentions the division according to
Quirk et al. (1985, 96), who divide the verbs imiemary verbs, which includedo,
haveand be modal verbs which includecan, may, will, shall, could, might, would,
should and must and lexical verbs For the other, she mentions division based on
Huddleston and Pullum (2002, 74), who divide vearite two major categorie¢exical
verbs andauxiliary verbs.

According to her labeling of sections, she is daiing the division based on
Huddleston and Pullum, but later at section 1.2, atids a criterion for modal verbs
based on Quirk et al. division. Then, in Chaptesl#¥ also divides modal verbs into
subcategories such as “semi-auxiliary”, “modal ndip “marginal modal” and “central
modal” (Kukucz, 2009, 14).

All of these terms are defined in Quirk et al. §289137). However, they do not
appear in Huddleston and Pullum (2002). Moreoverddfieston and Pullum (2002, 92)
state that idioms which contain some auxiliariesrast modal as a whole and that only
the auxiliary itself is a modal. Quirk et al. (198% not mention this fact. Also, she
never lists which modal verbs belong to her catggoir modal auxiliary verbs;
therefore, the reader is unsure which verbs arerkes which do show her criteria.

I am going to follow the division based on Hudtibesand Pullum (2002, 74).
Therefore | will have two groups of verbauxiliary and lexical. Auxiliary will be
further divided intamodal auxiliary verbs andnon-modal auxiliary verbs.

Both modal auxiliary verbs and non-modal auxiliargrbs have dramatically
different properties than lexical verbs. We wilughconstruct the list of criteria to test
the verbs against and see how they behave. Aceptdithe behavior shown, we then
classify them to the verb groups.

2.1 Distinctive grammatical properties

Huddleston and Pullum (2002, 92-107) define theirdisve morpho-syntactical
properties which can be used to categorize vetiosauxiliary and lexical verb groups
as the NICE! construction — primary verb negation, subject-&éiagry inversion,
emphatic polarity, codeposition of adverbs, quantificational adjuncts, atge
inflection(related to the primary verb negati@ndreduced forms

Quirk et al. (1985, 120-127) define the proper@ssoperation in negation with
not, negative and verb contraction, Inversion objeat and operator, Emphatic

1 NICE is acronym for Negation, Inversion, Coda d&dphasis, the four main behaviour patterns of léaryi verbs. For more
information see Huddleston and Pullum (2002, 93).



positive, Operator in reduced clauses, pre-advedsifpn, Quantifier positionand
Independence of subject.

2.2 Methodology

In her thesis, Marta Kukucz (2009, 2-6) does rmteha good division between
lexical and auxiliary verbs. She does present uarioon-modal auxiliary verbs with
various constructions; however, she never listsdiséinctive grammatical properties
that do apply both to the non-modal and modal @aryilverbs. Her section on Non-
modal auxiliary verbs only contains the basic ofena that non-modal auxiliary verbs
participate in, including tense and aspect creatomth of which are unrelated to her
thesis. She, however, does list some of thesendiste grammatical properties for the
division between lexical and auxiliary verb in Cteap3 but without explaining their
relevance to the rest of her thesis.

Therefore in my thesis, | have decided to listtla#l categories for the distinction
between auxiliary verbs and lexical verbs. Sineettho authors that | have based my
work upon use their own terminology for the samepprty, | have decided to follow
the terminology of Huddleston and Pullum (2002).s&sh, the distinctive grammatical
properties | have decided to use in my thesis fadithg the verbs into the lexical and
auxiliary groups areprimary verb negation, subject-auxiliary inversioeamphatic
polarity, code position of adverbs, quantificational adjuncésdreduced formsl have
decided not to includeegative inflectionbecause it is related to the primary verb
negation and is therefore already included.

In section 2.3, | will list all the grammatical qperties and provide examples
illustrating them. | will also include a cumulativ@ble showing which properties apply
to lexical, modalandauxiliary, using a “-” sign, when the property does not gpplthe
verb and “+” when it does. The ungrammatical exasplill be marked with “*”
symbol, as is the standard. “?” or “??” will indieahe oddity of such an example.

2.3 List of distinctive grammatical properties

In the following subsections, | will analyze mylested properties and decorate
them with examples. | will also compare my listiwihe property lists used by Quirk et
al. and Duskova et al. (1994) for the division bedw Lexical and Auxiliary verbs.

The examples will follow this notation style: exales labeled with A will always
cover auxiliary verbs, and examples labeled withwiB always cover lexical verbs.
There might be possible examples labeled with C dome properties that show
irregularity or special cases.

2.3.1 Primary verb negation

Negation is the first of the properties that carubed to distinguish between lexical
and auxiliary verbs. Quirk et al. (1985, 121) ¢hlk property “Operation in negation”.
Both Quirk et al. (1985, 122) and Huddleston anfiuifu (2002, 94) mention non verbal
negation; however, only Quirk et al. mention the furm of Lexical verbs negated by
the particlenot, as you can see in the example (1Cc). However k@S et al. (1994,
174) never mention any non verbal negation with mot the archaic usage of not
particle.



(1) Negation
A. She mustn’provide help.

She must ngtrovide help.

*She_doesn’t mugirovide help.
*She_providesnelp.

*She_provides ndtelp.

She doesn’t provideelp.

She provides not help but more misery
*She providesn’help but more misery.

Whether he will be there, | care not

CocepP2fpOoo

As we can see in the examples (1Aa) and (1Ab)atheliary verbmustdoes the
negation either analytically with free morphems or by adding bound morphenm&
to the auxiliary verb. Usindon’t/doesn’tas a way to do the negation is impossible for
the auxiliary verbs, as we can see in the exanigie)(

The lexical verbs, however, do neddn’t/doesn’tas an operator to perform the
negation, as we can see in the example (1Bc). Ushgr the bound morphenrét is
not grammatically correct. The examples with ineotmegation are (1Ba) and (1Bb).

However, there is a similar structure possiblenwvéxical verbs that look like a
normal negation for the auxiliary verbs, which Hledton and Pullum (2002, 94)
describe ason-imperative secondary negatiom the example (1Ca), the verb is
followed with the analytical free morphenm®t however, it does not belong to the
modality of that sentence and instead negatesdahe phraséelp?.

We can prove it by doing the negative contractian,transforming free morpheme
not into the bound morphem@t, as in the example (1Cb). We bind to provide
creating the worgbroviden’t and if the contraction is not possible, we cam thatnot
does not belong to the verb.

Table 2-1

Auxiliary verbs Lexical verbs

Primary verb negation + -

2.3.2 Subject-auxiliary inversion

Subject-auxiliary inversion is another propertgttauxiliary verbs have in common
as opposed to the lexical verbs. All three authHrgldleston and Pullum (2002, 94),
Quirk et al. (1985, 124) and Duskova et al. (19924) mention this property and use it
as one of the main properties separating lexicdds/Auxiliary verbs.

(2) Inversion

A. a. Must sheprovide help?

b. *Does shenust provide help?
B a. *Provides shdelp?

b. Does sherovide help?

2 See Huddleston and Pullum, 94.
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Auxiliary verbs perform questions through subjaaidliary inversion, as in the
example (2Aa), where auxiliary verbustswitched position with the subjeshe The
example (2Ab) shows usage dd/doesbefore the subjecheis not permitted. We can
compare it with examples (2B).

Lexical verbs do use the operato/doesto perform the inversion and cannot
inverse themselves, as shown in the examples (2B).

Table 2-2

Auxiliary verbs Lexical verbs
Primary verb negation + -
Subject-auxiliary inversion + -

2.3.3 Emphatic polarity
(3) Emphatic polarity

Emphatic polarity is an operation which deniesvigesly mentioned or implied
negativity. As with Subject-auxiliary inversion jerty, both Huddleston and Pullum
(2002, 97) and Quirk et al. (1985, 124) mentios fhrioperty. However, Duskova et al.
(1994) do not mention this property in their chajote Auxiliary verbs.

A. a. She does not earn much, but she Mp&vide help.

b. * She does not earn much, but she D& St provide help.
B. a. * She does not earn much, but she PROVIDES.

b. She does not earn much, but she D@Efvide help.
C | told you, she PROVIDERelp for poor!

As we can see in examples (3A), the auxiliary verstdoes not requirdo/does
verb to place the stress and has stress on itselfnphatic polarity. Lexical words, as
indicated in examples (3B) do requde/doesas a verb where the stress is placed.

There is another context where lexical verbs carelstress on them, similarly to
auxiliary verbs, as we can see in the example (B83. difference is that this is not the

case of emphatic polarity, but instead a case ghasis on the lexical contént

Table 2-3

Auxiliary verbs Lexical verbs
Primary verb negation + -
Subject-auxiliary inversion + -
Emphatic polarity + -

2.3.4 Code structures

According to Huddleston and Pullum (2002, 99) tbee is a construction where
the sentence is reduced with context providinghal semantics information. All three
authors mention this property.

3 For more information about the difference betweewphatic positive and emphasis on the lexicalaungéee Huddleston and
Pullum (2002, 98) or Quirk et al. (1985, 1415).
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This property has also a very interesting featbeeause the code structure does not
have to contain the same verb that the main cldigsehowever, only Auxiliary verbs
can be inside the code structure. Huddleston afidri?{2002, 99) mention this fact as
“Old-verb stranding vs. new-verb stranding”.

(4) Code

A. a. I must provide help and so must she
b. *| must provide help and so does she

B. a. *| provide help and so provides she
b | provide help and so does she

In the example (4A) we can observe that the aaryilverbmustis performing coda
function by making the shortest verb phrase comtgithe subjecsheand the auxiliary
verbmust The sentence cannot us@doedor this construction.

Instead, the lexical verb, as can be seen in4B&)( does the coda construction
with a subjecsheanddo/doesand cannot use the lexical verb itself (as is showthe
example (4Ba).

Table 2-4

Auxiliary verbs Lexical verbs
Primary verb negation + -
Subject-auxiliary inversion + -
Emphatic polarity + -
Code structures + -

2.3.5 Position of adverbs

Both Quirk et al. (1985, 126) and Huddleston aotui (2002, 102) mention this
property. However, Duskova et al. (1994) do not tieenthis property as one which
could be used to divide Auxiliary verbs from Lexivarbs.

(5) Position of adverbs

A. a. She must ofteprovide help.
b. She often mugtrovide help.

B. a. She often providdselp.

b.

*She provides oftemelp.

The position of adverbs in the verb phase is diffefor the auxiliary verbs and the
lexical verbs. Auxiliary verbs can have adverbshbdmtfore the auxiliary verb and after
it, as we can see in the example (5A)

On the other hand, the lexical verbs cannot hheepbst lexical verb position of
adverbs; therefore example (5Bb) is ungrammatimadauseftencan’t follow after the
main verbprovides

In the table, the “+” sign means that Adverbs tae both pre and post position,
while the “-* sign means that adverbs can only tiddeepre verb position.

4 For more information on the difference betweenpbsitions see Huddleston and Pullum (2002, 102).
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Table 2-5

Auxiliary verbs Lexical verbs
Primary verb negation + -
Subject-auxiliary inversion + -
Emphatic polarity + -
Code structures + -
Position of adverbs + -

2.3.6 Quantificational adjunct

This property is similar to the previous propeRgsition of adverbsn terms that
both Huddleston and Pullum (2002, 102) and Quirlalet(1985, 126) mention this
property, while Duskové et al (1994) do not explyjomention this fact.

(6) Quantificational adjunct

A. All girls mustprovide help.
Girls all mustprovide help.
Girls must allprovide help.

All girls providehelp.

Girls all providehelp.

*Girls provide alla meal.

C Girls provide_all helpyou need.

CooLOoTR

Quantification adjuncts, such all, can occupy three positions with respect to the
auxiliary verb; it can be fronted, before the amaxit verb and after auxiliary verb, as it
is described in example (6A).

With the lexical verb, as shown in example (6B guantificational adjundll
cannot occupy the post lexical verb position gitewvide

However, a special case is shown in the exam@g, (& whichall looks like it is
placed after the lexical vegirovide but it does not belong to the verb phrase. lastea
modifies the wordhelp.

In the table, the “+” sign means that all thresipons for quantificational adjuncts
are possible, while the “-* sign means that only fpositions (at the start of the clause
and before the verb positions) are possible.

Table 2-6

Auxiliary verbs Lexical verbs

Primary verb negation + -

Subject-auxiliary inversion

Emphatic polarity

Code structures

Position of adverbs

+ 4|+ |+ |+
1

Quantificational adjuncts
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2.3.7 Reduced forms

(7) Reduced forms

A. a. She must /as(ty provide help.

b. “Must”/'m ast/ is a modal auxiliary verb.
B. a. ?She provides /pvadZ help.

b. “Provide” /p.i2 vard/ is a lexical verb.

The auxiliary verbmustin example (7Aa) is presented in the normal cdntex
Therefore, the most probable way of saying it wob&l with the reduced vowael
replacing the central unstressed voweHowever, in the stressed (such as citation)
form, as we can see in example (7Ab), it shoulddé with full vowela.

But the lexical verlprovide as we can see in the examples (7Ba) and (7Bb&), th
phonetically reduced form without the stress anth weduced central vowel during
the normal speech, is not very probable. Howewaing fast or casual speech, the verb
can be reduced.

This property can be also observed on the morgiyolevel with some auxiliary
verbs, such asaveandwill. These auxiliary verbs do have a reduced form revhieey
not only reduce their vowels and stresses but &lse with subjects as a bound
morphemeé.

Table 2-7

Auxiliary verbs Lexical verbs

Primary verb negation + -

Subject-auxiliary inversion

Emphatic polarity

Code structures

Position of adverbs

Quantificational adjuncts

4|+ |+ |+ |+
1

Reduced forms

5 See more about these reduced forms in HuddlestdriPullum (2002, 1613-1616).
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2.4 Summary

In the literature, all the authors | reviewed (ldleton and Pullum, Quirk et al. and
Duskova et al.) do mention at least some of thesersproperties. They usually change
the name of the property but do have it includeddddeston and Pullum (2002) and
Quirk et al. (1985) have all seven properties idelly however, Duskova et al. (1994)
only coverPrimary verb negationSubject-auxiliary inversionand Code structures
which, while sufficient and necessary properties, r@ot visible all the time. If we use
all seven properties mentioned in the previous@ecive can cover a lot more cases.

| will use these seven distinctive grammaticalpemies presented in this chapter as
the most fundamental properties that can diffeadatibetween lexical and auxiliary
verbs. However, these distinctive grammatical priige are identical to both modal
auxiliary verbs and non-modal auxiliary verbs. ®iere in the next chapter, | will list
the properties which can differentiate betweenntioelal auxiliary verbs and non-modal
auxiliary verbs.
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3 DISTINCTIVE GRAMMATICAL PROPERTIES OF M ODAL

AUXILIARY VERBS

Modal auxiliary verbs behave differently in thedlish language than non-modal
auxiliary verbs; therefore they have different pd@s which mark them as modal. In
this chapter, | would like to present a list oftilistive grammatical properties which
only apply to the modal auxiliary verbs and do apply to the non-modal auxiliary
verbs.

3.1 Distinctive grammatical properties

Both main sources | work with, Huddleston and &ull(2002) and Quirk et al.
(1985), have their own terminology for the propestivhich differentiate between the
modal and non-modal auxiliary verbs.

Quirk et al. (1985, 127-128) define those propsrasconstructions with the bare
infinitive, finite functions only, no®person inflectiormndabnormal time reference

Similarly, Huddleston and Pullum (2002, 106-103) five propertiesonly primary
forms no agreement, bare infinitival complement, remad@ditionals and modally
remote preterite

3.2 Methodology

Kukucz (2009, 6-10) presents six behavior pattewrs properties, of modal
auxiliary verbs. The properties she listed at thet ©f the section 1.2 areofily primary
forms, “no agreemefit “bare infinitival complemefit “remote conditionals
“modally remote preteriteand “abnormal time referent€Kukucz, 2009, 6-8).

When we compare her list of properties with theperties both Quirk et al. (1985)
and Huddleston and Pullum (2002) list, we can be¢ it does not follow one of the
divisions. Instead it combines both lists, whichates confusion.

As an example of the confusion caused by the coatibn of both her main
sources can be seen in the fact that two of hégriaj modally remote preteriteand
abnormal time referenc@re according to her text, two different critehawever, those
two criteria refer to the same phenomenon, wherartbdal auxiliary verb in distinctive
preterite form (such asigh

“can be used with the modal remoteness meaning wtittee grammatical

restrictions that apply in the case of other venvbere it is found only in a small
set of subordinate constructidn$luddleston and Pullum, 2002, 107).
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3.3 List of distinctive grammatical properties

In my thesis, | decided to follow the propertietdd by Huddleston and Pullum
(2002, 106):only primary formsno agreementbare infinitival complementremote
conditionalsandmodally remote preterite

I will illustrate these categories with examplegluding both non-modal auxiliary
and modal auxiliary verbs, along with a lexicallver

I will continue to update the table from previotizapter; however, the auxiliary
verbs column will be divided into two columns, mbdaxiliary verbs and Non-modal
auxiliary verbs. Since the properties for modalibary verbs discussed in Chapter 2
apply for both modal auxiliary verbs and non-modaixiliary verbs, both modal
auxiliary verbs and non-modal Auxiliary verbs colsnwill contain the same value as
auxiliary verbs in the previous table.

The notation from the previous chapter will ber@ased by the examples related to
modal auxiliary verbs. Examples labeled with lefiewill show modal auxiliary verbs,
examples labeled with latter B will show non-modalkiliary verbs and examples C
will show lexical verbs.

3.3.1 Onlyprimary forms

One of the properties of the modal auxiliary vasbthe fact that they lack the non-
primary forms. Huddleston and Pullum (2002, 106) tbat ‘modal auxiliaries have no
secondary inflectional forms and hence cannot odouconstructions which require
one” (Huddleston and Pullum, 2002, 106).

Duskova et al (1994, 181) mention that modal laaryi verbs lack the usual verb
paradigm and only have preterite/present form, liysura pairs. However, | think that
while these have historically been real past/presarse verbs, nowadays, especially if
we look at theModally remote preterit@roperty (see section 3.3.5), the meaning of the
tense is disappearing.

(8) Only primary forms

A. * | would like to musprovide help if | can.

*| will mustprovide help tomorrow.
*Musthelp forever!

*| feel sorry for not mustingelp you.

*| have_must/musted/mustprovide help before.
I would like_tobe able to provide help if | can.
| will be ableto provide help tomorrow.

Be ableto help forever!

| feel sorry for not being abl® help you.

| have been abl® provide help before.

I would like_to providénelp if | can.

| will provide help tomorrow.

Providehelp forever!

| feel sorry for not providindpelp to you.

| have providedelp before.

CQOTPPROTPRA0 T
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In the example (8Aa), we can see that the modalliaty verb must cannot
participate in constructions which require the infinitive, while the non-modal
auxiliary be(as seen in (8Ba)) and the lexipabvide (as seen in (8Ca)) can participate
in such constructions.

The examples (8Ab) and (8Ac) show tmatistalso cannot participate in neither
constructions with bare infinitive nor imperativenstructions, respectively, while non-
modal auxiliary and lexical (examples (8Bbc) andCi{B) respectively) verbs can
participate in such constructions.

The gerund construction is also impossible forrttaeal auxiliary verbmust as is
shown in the (8Ad), whilde and provide can participate, as is shown in examples
(8Bd) and (8Cd).

Another construction in which modal auxiliary vetike mustcannot participate is
past participle. In the example (8Ae) we can saénttustcannot followhavein the past
participle meaning, while in examples (8Be) andgB®e can observe that bdik and
providecan.

Table 3-1
Non-Modal Modal Auxiliary Lexical verbs
Auxiliary verbs verbs
Primary verb + + -
negation
Subject-auxiliary + + -
inversion
Emphatic polarity + + -
Code structures + + -
Position of adverbs + + -
Quantificational + + -
adjuncts
Reduced forms + + -
Only primary forms - + -

3.3.2 No agreement

One of the properties of modal auxiliary verbshsir frozen structure. Typical
examples of this property include the fact thattde not show usual agreement with
the subject. According to Quirk et al. (1985, 1283y “are not inflected in the3
person singular of the present tense; ie, they maves form (Quirk et al., 1985, 128).

Huddleston and Pullum (2002, 107) call this progper morphological oddity.
While | have followed the haming scheme as it isluddleston and Pullum (2002), | do
not think naming the property & agreemenis very clear, since there is an agreement
between the modal auxiliary verb and the subjedtickv we can see by observing
example sentence (9Aa). The subjsceis indeed in the subject case, mminative
case, which in the English language is not the wkethcase; therefore, there must be a
case assigner to which this pronoun is agreeingetothe verlimust Therefore, | think
the better naming scheme would be the one propms€lirk et al. (1985, 1280 3°
person inflection

(9) No agreement
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She must provide help.

*She mustprovide help.

*She haveprovided help before.
She hagprovided help before.

*She providéelp.
She provideselp.

Cpopop

Comparing examples (9Aa) and (9Ab), we can seetti'mmodal auxiliarymust
does not follow the agreement rules with the subfgat if we compare examples (9Ba)
and (9Bb) and examples (9Ca) and (9Cb), we carthegenon-modal auxiliary verbs
such ashaveandprovidedo strictly follow the agreement with the subjanotd omitting
such agreement would be seen as ungrammatical.

Table 3-2
Non-Modal Modal Auxiliary Lexical verbs
Auxiliary verbs verbs
Primary verb + + -
negation
Subject-auxiliary + + -
inversion
Emphatic polarity + + -
Code structures + + -
Position of adverbs + + -
Quantificational + + -
adjuncts
Reduced forms + + -
Only primary forms - + -
No agreement - + -

3.3.3 Bareinfinitival complement

The general rule is that if a verb is followingredal auxiliary verb, it must be in
the bare infinitival complemeft Huddleston and Pullum (2002, 107) mention that
lexical verbs can also be followed bybare infinitival complementif there is a NP
inserted between the first lexical verb and thesddexical verb.

Quirk et al (1985, 127) mention four exceptionghebare infinitival complement
part of theonly primary formsproperty. They areused, ought, darand need | will
deal with verbslare andneedin Chapter 5; however, | do not think thestedshould be
listed with modal auxiliary verbs. | think thasedis regular past form of lexical verb
usewith shifted meaning towards modality. It doesuieg thedo operator to perform
negation, inversion and coda; therefore, it cailmeoan auxiliary verb.

While oughtis the only different from the modal auxiliary serbecause it is the
only modal auxiliary verb followed by th®-infinitive, according to Huddleston and
Pullum (2002, 109), the verbught is actually progressing towardsare infinitival

complementespecially in the non-affirmative context.

6 An interesting observation from the combinatidrihis property and the only primary form propersythat it leads us to the
fact that modal verbs cannot ever be followed bylaheerbs, due to the fact that modal verbs dohwte bare infinite
form of the verb. To see more, see Huddleston aifidri? (2002: 107)
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(10)Bare infinitival complement

A. She must provideelp.
*She_must to provideelp.
*She_has providbelp.

She has to provideelp.
| knowit to betrue.

He sawit happen.

B.

C.

Spopow

In the example (10Aa) and (10Ab), we can see rthagtfollowed byto provideis
ungrammatical, whilemustfollowed by the bare infinitivgporovide is not. The non-
modal auxiliary verthavein the examples (10B) shows that it must be folldwg the
to-infinitive and not by its bare infinitive.

However, lexical verbs can be followed by bothebiafinitival complements ani
infinitival complements. In the example (10Ca), kvacal verbknowis followed by the
to-infinitive form of the non-modal auxiliary vette ; however, in example (10Cb), the
verbsawis followed by the Lexical verbappen There are a couple more verbs which
behave like that in the English language

Table 3-3
Non-Modal Modal Auxiliary Lexical verbs
Auxiliary verbs verbs
Primary verb + + -
negation
Subject-auxiliary + + -
inversion
Emphatic polarity + + -
Code structures + + -
Position of adverbs + + -
Quantificational + + -
adjuncts
Reduced forms + + -
Only primary forms - + -
No agreement - + -
Bare infinitival - + -1+
complement

3.3.4 Remote conditionals

According to Huddleston and Pullum (2002, 149)mae&e conditionals are
composed of the subordinate clause, which mustaoat preterite or irrealwere and
the matrix clause, which must contain a modal @aryilverb in preterite, if possible.

There is no mention about this property in thetisecabout differences between
modal auxiliary verbs and non-modal auxiliary vengsther in Quirk et al. (1985) nor
in Duskova et al. (1994).

7 For more information, see Duffley (1992) or Dugk@1994, 553).
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(11) Remote conditionals

A. If she had been in work yesterday, she rhase provided help.

B. *|f she had been in work yesterday, she were alibave provided
help.

C. *|f she had been in work yesterday, she provitede help.

If we compare example (11A) with examples (11BJ &nlC), we can observe that
the modal auxiliary verbmustis located in the matrix clause of example (11A);
therefore it is a correct remote conditional secgerin the other two examplesgre
able toandprovidedare not applicable in the matrix sentence; theegfthose remote
conditional sentences are grammatically incorrect.

Table 3-4
Non-Modal Modal auxiliary Lexical verbs
Auxiliary verbs verbs
Primary verb + + -
negation
Subject-auxiliary + + -
inversion
Emphatic polarity + + -
Code structures + + -
Position of adverbs + + -
Quantificational + + -
adjuncts
Reduced forms + + -
Only primary forms - + -
No agreement - + -
Bare infinitival - + -[+
complement
Remote conditionals - + -

3.3.5 Modally remote preterite

The final property which can distinguish betweeadal auxiliary verbs and non-
modal auxiliary verbs is the modally remote pregerThis property only applies to the
modal auxiliary verbs which have a distinct pregeform, such asould, might, would
andshould

According to Huddleston and Pullum (2002, 107¢sthpreterite modal verbs have
ambiguous meaning in some cases, because thegfesmot only to the past but also
to other tenses without any limitations.

A similar phenomenon called the “Abnormal timeerehce” property is described
by Quirk et al. (1985, 128). The only differencetigat Quirk et al. mention that
backshifted modal auxiliary verbs without a prageform can refer to the past, such as
must.

(12)Modally remote preterite

A. a. | wishyou couldprovide help when he was drowning.
b. Couldyou provide help tomorrgwv
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Couldyou provide help yesterday
| wishyou were able tprovide help when he was drowning.
?Wereyou able tgprovide help tomorro®

Wereyou able tgrovide help yesterd&y
| wishyou providechelp more often...
?°Did you providehelp tomorrov?

CopoTEoO

Did you providehelp yesterday

In examples (12Aa), (12Ba) and (12Ca), we can tbe with the preterite

complement of the verlwish all the preterits have modal remoteness meaning.
However, while all preterite forms of verbs can édlve past meaning (as can be seen in
the case ofvere you able t@anddid you providein the examples (12Bc) and (12Cc)),
only couldin examples (12Ab) has the meaning of presentéuiense, even though it is
in the distinct preterite form. Examples (12Bb) ¢baCb) therefore sound nonsensical
because verbwere able toanddid providerefer to the past while the adverb of time

tomorrowrefers to the future.

Table 3-5

Non-Modal
Auxiliary verbs

Modal Auxiliary
verbs

Lexical verbs

Primary verb
negation

+

+

Subject-auxiliary
inversion

+

+

Emphatic polarity

Code structures

Position of adverbs

Quantificational
adjuncts

+ |+ |+ [+

+ |+ |+ |+

Reduced forms

+

Only primary forms

No agreement

Bare infinitival
complement

++|+] +

Remote conditionals

+

Modally remote

preterite

+
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3.4 Summary

In this chapter, | presented five distinct gramgadtproperties that can distinguish
between the modal auxiliary verbs and non-modailianx verbs. | have also included a
comparison to lexical verbs, and highlighted thet that lexical verbs have the same
properties as non-modal auxiliaries in almost akes. Therefore, it is obvious that
while modal auxiliary verbs share some of the prioge with non-modal auxiliary
verbs (as | discussed in Chapter 2), they are difigrent to both non-modal auxiliary
verbs and lexical verbs, and as such, they hawvedwa category.
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4 SUMMARY

In the previous two chapters, | have presentecetaot properties that modal
auxiliary verbs have in common. These propertieduaded both the properties that
modal auxiliary verbs share with non-modal auxyliserbs and the properties that can
be used to distinguish between non-modal auxikaaied modal auxiliary verbs.

The complete list of all the properties from Cleapt2 and 3 is:

* Primary verb negation

* Subject-auxiliary inversion
* Emphatic polarity

* Code

» Position of adverbs

* Quantificational adjunct
* Reduced forms

e Only primary forms

* No agreement

* Remote conditionals

* Modally remote preterite

In the following Chapter, | will uséen8 of these properties and test two modal
auxiliary verbs which are labeled by Quirk et 4985, 138) as marginal modatiare
andneed These modal verbs show both the properties atdéxand modal auxiliary
verbs; therefore, | propose that there are homanwariations of the verbdare and
need both lexical and modal auxiliary, and so | wollke to find the properties which
are sufficient for the distinction between lexiaald modal auxiliary variants.

8 | will, however, omi thet Reduced forms propetitye to the fact that | am unable to confirm ithe corpus because the corpus
does not preserve phonetic data and because bottalnaaixiliary variants of dare and need do not hagduced forms;
however, that is common within the realm of modgdileary verbs.
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5 DARE AND NEED

(13) Differences between lexical and modal auxiliagrbsdareandneed

A. a. Dare he speak of him in my presence?
b. Needhe speak with me?

B. a. Doeshe dareto speak of him in my presence?
b. Doeshe needo speak with me?

Both verbsdare and needbehave strangely in the English language. Quirklet
(1985, 198) label them &garginal modals The reason behind this is that both of these
verbs have more than one behavior pattern.

In certain cases it could appear that lidhe andneedare lexical verbs, such as in
examples (13B), but they can also appear to belieenodal auxiliary verbs, such as
in examples (13A).

Since both previous example sets are correctswate andneedare unable to fit
into the general auxiliargnd lexical verb categories. However, | do not éyai that
there is no system in the English language; thesgfoagree with Quirk et al. (1985,
138), who claim that there are two distinct homagphdae forms of both verbdare and
need One is lexicaDARE and NEED, which behave as lexical verbs. The other is
modal auxiliaryverbdare andneed which behave like modal auxiliary verbs

51 Dare and Need and their properties

In this section, | will test these two forms of therbsdare andneedagainst the
properties | have presented in Chapters 2 andr3c{foplete list see Chapter 4) and
illustrate them with the examples. | will, howevemit the Reduced forms property,
because | am unable to confirm it with the corpus.

To evade confusion between homomorphic variantsilll use the following
notation:

e dare, need — Modal-Auxiliary verb variant of dare, need
 DARE, NEED — Lexical verb variant of dare, need

For the example notation, | will use examples Aiflustrating the verldare and
examples B for illustrating the verieed

5.1.1 Primary verb negation with verbs dare and need

Quirk et al. (1985, 138) mention that modal auxyligariant ofdare andneedonly
appear in “non-assertive contexts”, thus they showlt appear in positive declaration
sentences.

In primary verb negation, the distinction betwetareneedand DARE/NEEDis
clearly shown in the examples (14). Both typeslafisal negation is possible with both
dare and need Therefore, | conclude that the examples usingdih@perator (in the
example (14AbYo not dare lingerand in the example (14Bbp not need linggris the
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lexical variantDARENEED, while dareneedin the examples (14Aajare not linger
and (14Baneed not lingeare the modal variarts

However, because of the possibility of the lexieatb being followed by the
particlenot, | do not think this is a sufficient property fibre difference between Modal
auxiliary and Lexical variants afare andneed.even if it is necessary property.

(14) Primary verb negation dare and need

A. a. We dare notinger here to debate.

b. We _do not dar¢o linger here to debate.
B. a. We _need ndinger here to debate.

b. We _do not neetb linger here to debate.
Table 5-1

dare DARE need NEED

Primary verb + - + -
negation

5.1.2 Subject-auxiliary inversion with verbs dare and need

Subject-auxiliary inversion is another basic propehat is used to differentiate
between modal auxiliary verbs and lexical verbsexample (15Aa) we can see that the
verb dare is modal because it performs the inversion with shibjecthe however in
example (15Ab), the veriare does not perform inversion, and as such it islekical
verb DARE

The verbneedhas, as we can see if we compare examples (158a)1&Bb), two
different behavior patterns. In the first, it dd&gbject-auxiliary inversion, and in the
second, it instead uses tth@-operator for the inversion.

(15) Subject-auxiliary inversion dare and need

A. a. Dare heoppose me?

b. Does he dar¢o oppose me?
B. a. Need heoppose me?

b. Does he neetb oppose me?
Table 5-2

dare DARE need NEED

Primary verb + - + -
negation
Subject- + - + -
auxiliary
inversion

9 There are, however, possible grammatically cdree@amples such as “He darest to eat.” which have DARWith the particle
not All of these cases can be taken as form of nbaveregation or old usage of particle not, such'las knows not”. For
more information about non verbal negation see Hestdn and Pullum (2002, 806). For the old usageatticle not, see
Quirk et al. (1985, 122).
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5.1.3 Emphatic polarity with verbs dare and need

Emphatic polarity is similar to the previous Subjauxiliary inversion property.
The verbdare, similar to its behavior with the Subject-auxifiainversion property,
shows two distinct behaviors. In example (16Ahg Emphatic polarity is performed
by emphasis on the vertare however, in example (16AbPARE requires thedo
operator to perform the emphasis.

The verbneedfollows the previous property as well, having tiehavior patterns.
Example (16Ba) shows emphasis on the vedd marking it as a modal auxiliary verb,
and in example (16Bb)NEED uses thalo operator, thus marking itself as a Lexical
verb.

(16) Emphatic polarity dare and need

A. a. He dareoppose mel!

b. He doedare to oppose me!
B. a. He needppose me!

b. He doeseed tooppose me!

C. * He doeseedoppose me!
Table 5-3

dare DARE1 need NEED

Primary verb + - + -
negation
Subject- + - + -
auxiliary
inversion
Emphatic + - + -
polarity

5.1.4 Code structureswith verbs dare and need

Code structures with the verbs dare and needimitaisto previous properties, in
theory. The modal auxiliary vextare will behave as in example (17Aa), and the lexical
verb DAREneeds thelo operator to perform coda, as in example (17Ab).

Needbehaves similarly as well, with example (17Ba)vging the verbneeddoing
the coda structure, thus, it is marked as a moatsliary verb. In example (17Bb), it
needs thelo operator for the coda structure, thus, it is marée the Lexical variant of
verbNEED.

However, all those examples are only illustratiodae to the fact that either
because of the search limitations and/or no exanpfeneither lexical nor modal
auxiliary variants in both BNC and COCA.

(17) Code structuresdare and need

A. a. He dare say that, daren’t Re

b. He dares to say that, doesn’tthe
B. a. He need say that, needn’'the

b. He needs to say that, doesn’fhe
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Table 5-4

dare DARE need NEED

Primary verb + - + -
negation

Subject- + - + -
auxiliary
inversion

Emphatic N/C N/C + -
polarity

Code + - + -
structures

5.1.5 Position of Adverbswith verbs dare and need

There are 40 hits for pre adverb with lexical aatiof the vertbARES0 and only
7 hits for the veribARESfollowed by adverb in the corpus. After checkihgge seven
examples, it can be seen that those adverbs &er edlated to the plural form of the
noun “dare” or with the following phrase, not wite verb phrase. Thus we can see that
example (18Ab), as compared to example (18Ac)asngnatical, while the other one is
not. Lexical variants aflare can have both pre and post position of adverbs.

If we compare corpus search foeeds ofteras compared toften needsoften
needshas 25 hits andeeds oftemas12 hits. All 12 hits of the second are notteeldo
the veroNEED but are related to the plural form of the nounétiieand is thus
unrelated to our verb property. Therefore, the gdani18Bc) is ungrammatical while
(18Bb) is possible for lexical variant of veMEED. Modal auxiliary variants of the
verbneedcan have both pre and post verb position of ag\sshwe can see in example
(18Ba).

(18) Position of Adverbsdare and need

A. a. She often dare/dare ofteefuse you.

b. She often daret® refuse you.

C. * She_dares ofteto refuse you.
B. a. She often need/need oftafuse you.

b. She often needs refuse you.

C. * She_needs oftdo refuse you.
Table 5-5

dare DARE need NEED

Primary verb + - + -
negation
Subject- + - + -
auxiliary
inversion
Emphatic + - + -
polarity

10 The reason for searching third person singusatol be sure that we are searching in terms ofdaxiariant of DARE/NEED

28



Code N/C N/C + -
structures

Position of + - + -
Adverbs

5.1.6 Quantificational Adjunctswith verbs dare and need

Due to the facts that the vedareis not frequently used in the language and that
COCA does not have a tag for quantificational adjunkctsas unable to find relevant
data from the corpora. While the combination of tleeb needand quantificational
adjunctall will yield enough examples, none are related i® pinoperty, and the rest are
quantification of following constituent instead. ®wo the fact that | was unable to
confirm this property because | was unable to fimel modal auxiliary variant of the
verbsdare/needollowed by quantificational adjunct, | will nob¢lude it in the testing
nor in the final table.

5.1.7 Only primary formswith verbs dare and need

In the corpus, there are both variants with thénfinitive and bare infinitive
following the verbdare which itself is not in the primary form (it isstead in the to
infinitive/gerund form). However, due to the fatiat there are two variants of the
lexical verb DARE one that is complemented by the bare infinitivel @ne that is
complemented by the to infinitive, we cannot usis troperty to clearly determine
whether it is modal auxiliary or lexical varidAt Thus examples (19A) are only
illustrational.

However, the situation is clear with the verbed There was only one example
with needin the non-finite form (thus lexical) and followéy the bare infinitive (thus
modal auxiliary) in the corpus, compared to the 2&85ults ofneedin non-finite form
followed by the to infinitive complement. Thus, vean conclude that the modal
auxiliary variant ofneedcan’t be in the constructions that require nomrary forms,
such as in example (19Ba); however, the lexicabwaican, as in example (19Bb).

(19) Only primary forms dare and need

A. a. She was going damefuse you.
b. She was going to dare tefuse you.
B. a. *She was going to needfuse you.
b. She was going to needrefuse you.

Table 5-6

dare DARE need NEED

Primary verb + - + -
negation

Subject- + - + -
auxiliary
inversion

Emphatic + - + -

11 See more in the section 5.1.9
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polarity

Code N/C N/C + -
structures

Position of + - + -
Adverbs

Only N/A N/A T ;

primary
forms

5.1.8 No agreement with verbs dare and need

Both dare and needclearly show the difference between modal auxiliaariant
and lexical variants. There are no examidles either modal auxiliarglare nor modal
auxiliary needthat is followed by the to infinitive (see moredaction 5.1.9), but there
are both variants with the lexical verbs. Thus, ve® see that examples (20A) and
(20B) show that the modal auxiliary variants of tbalare and need do not show
agreement with the subject, while lexical varidD&sRE, NEEDwill.

(20) No agreementdare and need

A. a. She dareaefuse youl!
b. She dareso refuse you!
B. a. She needefuse you!
b. She need® refuse you!

Table 5-7

dare DARE need NEED
Primary verb + - + -
negation
Subject- + - + -
auxiliary
inversion
Emphatic + - + -
polarity
Code N/C N/C + -
structures
Position of + - + -
Adverbs
Only N/A N/A + -
primary
forms
No + - + -
agreement

5.1.9 Bareinfinitival complement with dare and need

One of the most interesting results of previouspes searches was ttzare
infinitival complement propertyAccording to my section 3.3.3, modal auxiliaryhe
should have a bare infinitival complement whilei¢@k verbs should have, in general,
to-infinitival complement. However, as | mentionedsection 3.3.3, not all verbs follow
12 There are more examples with the raw search;gvew they are only inversions with lexical vargnt
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this tradition. There are many verbs, suchhaar, which do have both bare amot
infinitival complements.

The interesting point, however, is the fact thdtileDARE is bothto and bare
infinitival, the modal auxiliary verldare only has one, as | will try to examine in the
corpus. | will also try to confirm the duality di¢ verbDAREand include it in the table
as DARE1and DARE2,where DARElindicates that the verb is followed by tte
infinitive, andDAREZ2indicates that the verb is followed by the barénitife.

Need is not affected by this duality of infinitsjeand as we can see in examples
(21B) and all previous examples in section 5.1, ttadal auxiliary varianheedwill
always have the bare infinitival complement, angl léxical varianNEED will always
have thdo-infinitival complement3

(21) Bare infinitival complement dare and need

Due to the duality of the velDARE | will need to check previous sections 5.1.1-
5.1.8 to see whether it will always show the dwedidvior or not.

5.1.9.1 Primary verb negation

All four examples wheredare is followed by not then the to-infinitival
complements are related to non-verbal negationyevtiee next constituent, and not the
verbdare is negated. Also, there were only four examptethe corpus, compared to
whendareis followed bynot and bare infinitival complement, which has 208regkes.
Thus, we can see that the modal variandafe can only be followed by the bare
infinitival complement, thus making example (21Aadgrammatical.

For the lexicaDARE both to and bare infinitival is possible. In tb@rpus, there
were 273 examples witDARE followed by bare infinitival complement while there
were 291 examples witBDARE followed by to-infinitival complement. Thus, werca
conclude that both these variants are grammatical, so are examples (21Aa3) and
(21Aa4).
A. a. 1. She_dare notefuse you.

2. * She_dare not teefuse you.
3. She_didn’t dareefuse you.
4. She_didn’t dare t@efuse you

5.1.9.2 Subject-auxiliary inversion

With the modal auxiliary variant oflare, there are 972 examples of it being
followed by a bare infinitival complement when mversion. Comparing it to the 129
examples oflarein inversion with &o-infinitival complement, it would not be a sign of
ungrammaticality. However, all of those examples anrelated to subject-auxiliary
inversion, mainly because the vethre is not the main verb nor is it inversed, even
though the query would suggest otherwise. Therefeeecan conclude that the example
(21Ab2) is ungrammatical.

13 The corpus will show about 3373 examples of :ieethg followed by a verb, however, after exangiriome of the results, it
appears that needs is plural form of noun “needdf a 3rd person singular agreeing form of verb NEED
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There are 114 examples DIARE being followed by theo-infinitive with a do-
operator. When we compare it to the 413 exampld3ARE being followed by a bare
infinitive with the do-operator, we can conclude tHAAREZ2 is the more prominent
variation out of two. However, the 114 examplePD&RE1lare a large enough sample
to conclude that both variants are grammatical,a@es the examples (21Ab3) and
(21ADb4).

b. Dare she refuse you?
*Dare she torefuse you?
Doesshe daraefuse you?

Doesshe dare toefuse you?

BwNR

5.1.9.3 Emphasis polarity

Emphasis polarity is impossible to distinguishnirohe regular use of the modal
auxiliary variant ofdare due to the fact that the corpus does not providsstdata and
that most of the texts are written language as.Wdilus, examples (21Ac12) are only
for illustration; however, there is no indicatidrat a modal auxiliary variant would use
to-infinitival complement.

The lexical variant oDARE1has only 8 examples in the corpus, wiDi&RE2has
only one example. Therefore, we cannot confirmdteclusion with a high degree of
certainty. While there is no indication tH2ARE2is not used, more data is needed to be
completely sure.

1 She DARE refusgou!

2. *She DARE to refusgul!

3. She DOES dare refuseu!

4 She DOES dare to refugeu!

C.

5.1.9.4 Code structures

There were no examples of the modal auxiliary vdriaf dare in the coda
structure, with any infinitival complement. This dsie to the fact thdfThe auxiliary
construction with dare and need is rarer in AmEn&E, where it is also quite rare.”
(Quirk et al., 1985, 138). But checking for codaustures in the BNC will yield at least
one usable example that does not use-iafinitival complement. This is not enough
data to include; however, again, there is no irtthoathat modal auxiliary variants
would be deviant in making code structures comp#redl other modal auxiliary verbs.
Thus examples (21Ad12) are most likely correct.

Unfortunately, due to the difficulties with buitdj query and/or the fact that there
are no examples for lexical variantsAREin both the COCA and BNC, | am unable
to confirm the status db/bare infinitival complements for Code structur&€berefore,
the examples (21Ad3) and (21Ad4) are only inforovadi.

d. 1. She dargefuse you, daren’t sRe
2. *She dare toefuse you, daren’t sRe
3. She dargefuse you, doesn’t she
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4, She dare toefuse you, doesn'’t she

5.1.9.5 Position of Adverbs

The position of adverbs is not as easy to confisnother properties, mainly due to
the fact that you cannot use this property to westther there ar®-infinitive vs. bare
infinitive lexical variants oDARE However, since the post verbal position of aneablv
is only possible for the modal auxiliary variantd#re, we can use the corpus data to
test the bare infinitival complement of the modatiiary dare variant.

There are 17 examples of the modal auxilidaye followed by ato-infinitival
complement; however, all of them are unrelatedhi terb-adverb position and are
instead related to the next constituent. Howevesret are 34 examples of the modal
auxiliary dare followed by adverb and by bare infinitival complemt, thus we can say,
that example (21Ae2) is ungrammatical.

The only possible way to confirm the vs. bare infinitival complement for lexical
verbs is with the 3rd person singular agreemem$oof verbs; however, that will limit
the number of searched results. There are 40 exangdl an adverb preceding the
lexical variantDARE1which is then followed by #o-infinitival complement. There are
only 4 examples dDARE?2

e. 1. She _dare ofterefuse you.
2. *She dare often teefuse you.
3. She often daresefuse you.
4, She often dares t@fuse you.

5.1.9.6 Only primary forms

Again, this property is somewhat tricky to examinghe corpus data. The initial
search yields 119 examples whefare is directly proceeded with another verb (the
most frequent wasvould and is then followed by &o-infinitival complement and
another verb. There are 168 examples wiiene is directly proceeded with another
verb (again, most frequent is venbould) then followed by a bare infinitival
complement and another verb. According to the previdata, the one which has the
infinitival complement must be lexical variabfAREZ however, it is impossible to
distinguish whether the bare infinitival complemembup isdare or DARE2because
both are possible. However since the modal auyila@rbdare has no primary forms, it
must beDARE2,which is the one pairing up with the bare infivéti complement and
not the modal auxiliargare

Thus, the examples (21Af) are only possible whih ltexical variants adare

f. 1 *She_will darerefuse you tomorrow!
2. *She_will dare taefuse you tomorrow!
3. She will DAREZefuse you tomorrow!
4 She will DARE1 twefuse you tomorrow!
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5.1.9.7 No agreement

The situation is bit clearer with No agreementperty and its relation to the Bare
infinitival complement property. There are 23 résubf dare without agreement
preceded by a'@person pronoun and followed bytainfinitival complement and a
verb; however, all those results are questionsumadthe lexical verDARE1Llinstead.
There are 4 examples whetareis in the same situation as previous results; wewet
is followed by a bare infinitival complement. Thes,en if the numbers are little on the
small side, we could agree that only bare infimiticomplement is possible for the
modal auxiliary variantlare, thus making example (21Ag2) ungrammatical.

There are 33 results of bare infinitival completnfen the lexical variant oDARE
in the corpus. If we compare it to the 56 exammédo-infinitival complement of
DARE we can see that even thougAREL1is a little bit more frequenDARE2is also
present in the English language, making examplead3) and (21Ag4) both correct.

g. 1. She dare refuse you.

2. *She dare to refuse you.

3. She dares refuse you.

4, She dares to refuse you.
B. a. She_need*{o) refuse you.

b. She_needs trefuse you!
Table 5-8
dare DARE1 DARE?2 need NEED

Primary verb + - - + -
negation
Subject- + - - + -
auxiliary
inversion
Emphatic + - - + -
polarity
Code + N/C N/C + -
structures
Position of + - - + -
Adverbs
Only N/A N/A N/A + -
primary
forms
No + - - + -
agreement
Bare + + - + -
infinitival
complement
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5.1.10 Remote conditionals with dare and need

I have found 0 examples of batlkkedanddare used in the remote conditionals due
to the corpora limitations and their infrequencytbé use. Thus | cannot use this
property in my final table.

5.1.11 Modally remote preterite with verbs dare and need

Modally remote preterite is another one of thosapprties that are impossible to
confirm correctly because of the corpora limitaioRlowever, we can at least examine
the preterite form of both verlmlare andneedand see whether they hateeinfinitival
or bare infinitival complement, or both.

There are 413 examples ofared followed by bare infinitival complements,
compared to 809 examples adiredfollowed byto-infinitival complements. However,
since both modal auxiliary and lexical variants teve bare infinitival complements,
we cannot decide on whether there is modal auxilrariant ofdared from the results.
However, we can decide that there is lexical varddiDAREDin the English language
due to the presem-infinitival complementation.

The frequency betwedn-infinitival complement vs. bare infinitival compteent is
huge betweeneed(1887) andNEED (16853); however since both are possible, we can
deduce that both lexical and modal auxiliary vasamave distinct the preterite form
needeNEEDED and they can be told apart based on the infiditeanplementation.

(22) Distinct preterite form dare and need

A. a. She dared refuse you.
b. She dared to refuse you.
B. a. She needed refuse you.
b. She needed to refuse you.

Table 5-9

dare DARE1 DARE2 need NEED
Primary verb + - - + -
negation
Subject- + - - + -
auxiliary
inversion
Emphatic + - - + -
polarity
Code + N/C N/C + -
structures
Position of + - - + -
Adverbs
Only N/A N/A N/A + -
primary
forms
No + - - + -
agreement
Bare + + - + -
infinitival

35



complement

Distinct
preterite
form

N/C

N/C
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6 NECESSARY AND SUFFICIENT DIAGNOSTIC PROPERTIES

In Chapter 5, | have presented 9 properties whielsammarized in Table 5-9. Out
of the 11 starting properties, | have decided agdiaving two of them included in the
table due to technical limitations of the corpushkvo

Some of the properties, however, can't be usedlistinguish the difference
between Modal auxiliary and Lexical variants, esgcnot in all the contexts. For
instance, we cannot decide between stress on legaatent of DARE/NEED or
emphatic polarity when we have stresdade/needn the sentence. However, when it is
emphatic polarity with lexical variant, it will hava distinctdo operator which will be
used as a place where the stress will be applied.

Thus, in this section, | will go over all the résuand find all the necessary and
sufficient properties. Necessary properties ares dhat will always be followed by any
operation, and sufficient ones are those which lmamused to determine the variation
between variants in the most cases.

6.1 Sufficient diagnostic properties

If we look at the corpus data with the verded one of the properties is unchanged
for the variation no matter the circumstances.slithie bare infinitival complement
property. No matter the construction, the lexicatbyNEED always requires &o-
infinitival complement while the modal auxiliary Neneedrequires bare infinitival
complement. Therefore, with the verbed should we need to decide between lexical or
modal auxiliary, the best property to look ab&e infinitival complement.

The same property is not true for the vdere, because both modal auxiliary and
one variant of lexicaDARE share the fact that they both do not requirénfinitive
complementation. However, we can look at it frore thifferent point of view, and
decide that verb is lexical if it has to-infinitiv@omplementation, because modal
auxiliary variant of verbdare will never under any circumstances haweanfinitival
complementation

6.2 Necessary diagnostic properties

The most basic diagnostic property is the relatignso the do operator that lexical
verbs have and modal auxiliary verbs do not. Iflae@k at the table, we can see that
there was no deviation neither for modal auxiliagy lexical variants of botbare and
need Thus under the circumstances that show the neethé do operator, such as
negation, polarity questions or coda, we can be that if the verldare or needuses
the do operator, it will not be the modal auxiliary venmsibut the lexical version, and
vice versa.

However, if we have a positive sentence, we canuss these properties to
determine if the verb is modal auxiliary or lexicBUt if the subject is in the®person
singular case, we can observe the agreement arttievtieshows on the verb. If it does,
it is lexical, and if it doesn't, it is modal.

These two properties, under normal circumstanskeuld provide enough data
about the verbs to determine whether they are maabaliary or lexical variants. We
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can useposition of adverpquantificational adjunctsif we need to do so; however, their
frequency is limited.
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7 CONCLUSION

In my thesis, | focused on the phenomenon of hommiryso-called marginal
modalsdare and need My inspiration came from the work by Marta KukigZThe
characteristics of the English modal verbs”, whigks her master’s diploma thesis. She
presented various properties of modal auxiliarybgein her work and analyzed how
they differ from lexical and non-modal auxiliaryriae in particular. However, a lot of
corner cases were simply marked as “both can bele#ther as lexical verbs or
auxiliaries” (Kukucz, 2009, 59). | disagreed witarhstatement and instead supported
the theory that there are two homonymic variantbaih dare andneed Additionally
during the corpus search, | have found that thezenat two variants of vertlare but
three.

All the properties | discussed in chapters 2 andeBe used as the basis for the
corpora examination which | did in chapter 5. Hoeme\ had to remove three of those
properties due to the technical limitations. Theafilist of properties which | included
is:

* Primary verb negation

* Subject-auxiliary inversion
* Emphatic polarity

» Code structures

» Position of Adverbs

e Only primary forms

* No agreement

« Bare infinitival complement
» Distinct preterite form

In chapter 6, | discussed the application of tha®perties in situations when we
need to decide whether the verb is lexical or maigdiliary and came up with the
sufficient diagnostic propertypare infinitival complement. Even though there were
both modal auxiliarydare which has only bare infinitival complement and idex
DARE2, which, too, had only bare infinitival complemetite lack ofto-infinitival
complement is what we can use to determine thed#rmodal variety. If the questioned
verbdare does indeed haue-infinitival complementation, it is most certairdylexical
verb.

The same applies to the varbed however, the ambiguity between lexical forms is
gone. There is only one lexical variant of the vREBED, which does useo-infinitival
complementation and cannot use a bare one. Thelraoglifiary variant ofneed,too,
can only use one form of verb complementationiidue infinitival one.

There is a difference between vedsre and DARE1,denoted aDARE2,as we
can see when we compare the results in table S9eAcan see in the comparison table
7-1 (7-2 forneedandNEED) where the verbdare are placed on the opposition to the
Modality-Lexical scale, we can see that the veae will follow all the properties of
modal Auxiliary verbs whil®ARE1will follow all the properties of lexical verbs.

39



If we focus on the property changes, we can satdtire is very different from
both DARE1and DARE2 Thus, they should have different usage pattesn€hglish
speakers. According to Quirk et al. (1985, 138) niedal construction is restricted to
“non-assertive contexts, i.e. mainly negative anirrogative sentences.” However,
there are examples in the corpus suchaslare [v] which suggest that it is not true.
However, they are always lexical variantddafe which are in the inversion form.

Then what about the difference betweBPARE1 and DARE2? The formal
properties are nearly equivalent, and the onlyediffice is between their bare infinitival
complement ando-infinitival complement. | have found two possitdgplanations for
this phenomenon.

One way to look at it is through semantics. Dyf{{£992, 103-104) explains it with
respect to the “realities” or “before-positidi’and (this one applies for botare and
need

“When, however, need and dare are used non-asebjfivt is possible for
speaker to feel that there is nothing real (no reaed or daring) ... The
difference between need and dare and the modalsgly that the latter are by
the very nature of their lexical meaning incapabteevoking a reality, while the
former can evoke potentialities only in non-assertise”Duffley (1992, 104)

For the difference betweddAREland DARE2,Duffley (1992, 113) explains that
there is a similarity betweeatares to/needs taith how toand that

“all of these uses evoke the speaker’s view optiesibility of someone being so
audacious as to perform the event denoted by theitine, and all imply a
negative prejudice against such a thing being fmssiThis relates them to all
the other uses of blend and modal dare seen alolare, itself being conceived
as a mere possibility, thereby negating or questignts existence as reality
constituting a before-position with respect to #went performed die to the
daring (that expressed by the infinitive). Since #peaker is discussing the
possibility and not the reality of daring, he feéhst there is no real daring
occupying the before-position that daring normaltcupies with respect to the
event dared, and consequently does not use teesetbontexts.Duffley, (1992,
113-114)

However, Veselovska (2010) presents a differeimtpaf view on the differences
betweerDARElandDARE2 She claims that

“On the other hand, the distinction between the Bd aC forms, i.e. the
distinction within one class, is between two kimddexical Verbs, the forms
showing characteristics of grammaticalised itembging restricted to unique
subcategorisation. The process of grammaticalisaice. lexical verb becoming
a functional verb) is a diachronic process which dz signalled by a possible
gradual loss of some (semantics) characteristiagsbdacomes evident above all
by a distinct syntax, e. g. a specific change btategorisation frame. However,
subcategorisation frames of lexical Verbs are acgpliindividually and once a
lexical entry is acquired with a specific subcategloframe, there would seem

14 before-position is term used in the book, whiclild mean temporal position of previous verb ifotethe verb pointed by to,
while if there is bare infinitival complement, iflmbe just two coexisting verbs with no time franeéerence. For more
information, see Duffley (1992, 15-19).
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no big reason to modify it, especially if the ipietation distinction is minimal
or perhaps non-existentVeselovska (2010)

These two points are not in agreement with ealsbrain the points of meaning and
how it applies to form. | agree with Veselovskadese | do not believe that a normal,
conscious mind would, during normal speech, trydifierentiate between subtle
versionsDARE1andDAREZ2 and most of the examples from Duffley were takem
literature, which make stylistic changes and isthanatural and only perceived change.

Table 7-1

Modal dare DARE?2 DARE1 Lexical
auxiliary verbs
verbs
Primary verb + + - - -
negation
Subject- + + - - -
auxiliary
inversion
Emphatic + + - - -
polarity
Code structures + + N/C N/C -
Position of + + - - -
adverbs
Only primary + N/A N/A N/A -
forms
No agreement + + - - -
Bare infinitival + + + - -+
complement
Table 7-2
Modal need NEED Lexical
auxiliary verbs
verbs
Primary verb + + - -
negation
Subject-auxiliary + + - -
inversion
Emphatic + + - -
polarity
Code structures + + - -
Position of + + - -
adverbs
Only primary + + - -
forms
No agreement + + - -
Bare infinitival + + - -+
complement
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These so-calletharginal modals dare andneedare fascinating verbs due to their
homonymic appearance, and therefore, | believeghewyld be studied in more depth.
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8 ZHRNUTIE

Gramatika anglickych modalnych slovies j¢mé komplexna problematika, ktorej
vysvetlenie je narmé i pre jazykovedcov zaoberajacich sa anglickyraykam.
V magisterskej diplomovej praci ,Characteristicstioé English Modal Verbs" sa o to
pokuSa autorka Marta Kukucz. Jej praca vSak nieaje’ko komplexna, aby svojou
analyzou dokazala pokiyvSetky aspekty problematiky. Vo viacerychlatioch sa
nevenuje zaujimavym prvkom, ako je napriklad vyazinglickych modalnych slovies
dare aneed ktorych spdsob vyuzitia poskytuje vhodné udajedalyzy a jej konsého
vyhodnotenia.

Tato praca nadvazuje na uz rozpracovanu analjmaci Marty Kukucz, ptiom sa
pokuSa ucetfi problematiku a hlbSie analyzavaspekty vyuzitia sloviedare a need
Jedingnog’ slovies dare a need spaiva v odliSnosti ich pouZzitia v porovnani s
ostatnymi modalnymi slovesami v anglickom jazyke. \lBak nutné zdoérazhi ze
modalne slovesa tvoria v jazykulve heterogénnu skupinu, pom v ich pouzivani sa
prejavuju ukité odliSnost. V pripade sloviedare a needje tento rozdiel pomerne
vyrazny, a to do takej miery, Ze slovel#e aneedsa javia ako dve dvojice homonym,
ktorych pouzitie ich v jednom vyzname formalne arngaticky zarduje do kategorie
slovies modalnych, v druhom vyzname do kategorwist lexikalnych. V pripade
lexikadlneho variantu slovesdare je evidentné, Ze existuj0 dve homonyma, ktoré
vykazuju charakteristiku lexikalneho slovesa a ngdi rozdielom v ich pouziti je
skutanog’, Ze neutitok jedného tvaru sa tvori s vyuzititasticeto a druhého tvaru bez
nej.

Na zaklade literarnych zdrojov sme v kapitole 2 farmulovali celkovo 11 kritérii,
pomocou ktorych je mozné v rozhodujucej miere pasiatliSnosti v pouZivani
modalnych slovies v porovnani s pouzivanim sloleggkalnych a pomocnych. Tieto
kritéria su:

* Primarna slovesna negacia

* Inverzia podmetu a pomocného slovesa
» Empaticka polarita

» Koda

* Pozicia prisloviek

 Cleny vyjadrujice peet

o Skratene formy

* Iba primarne formy (dokonavt)s
+ Ziadna zhoda

» Vzdialené kondicionaly

* Modalne vzdialené preteritum

Pri vyiadavani fraz v korpuse vSak niektoré kritéria neimMmJt posudené a preto
boli z vyslednej tabiiky vynechané. (Tab. 8-1: slovedare, Tab. 8-2: slovesoeed.
Vysledky analyzy vykazuju jednozfray rozdiel medzi modalnymi a lexikalnymi
formami sloviesdare a need z ¢oho vyplyva, Ze v anglickom jazyku existuju
homonymné tvary tychto slovies, ktorych pouzitie gdliSné. Na zaver sa v praci
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shazime uvazoveo aspekte rozdielnosti medzi homonymami. Je moloménieva sa,
Ze odlisnosti v ich pouzivani sat@huju len na Styl pouzitia, gom uvedeny rozdiel
medzi lexikalnymi formami slovesiare je mozné povaZzovaza zanedbatey.

Table 8-1
Modalne dare DARE2 DARE1 Lexikélne
slovesa slovesa
Primarna + + - - -
negacia
Inverzia + + - - -
podmetu a
pomocného
slovesa
Empaticka + + - - -
polarita
Kédove + + N/C N/C -
Struktury
Pozicia + + - - -
prisloviek
Iba primarne + N/A N/A N/A -
formy
Ziadna zhoda + + - - -
Holy infinitiv + + + - -+
Table 8-2
Modalne dare DARE2 DARE1
slovesa
Primarna + + - -
negacia
Inverzia + + - -
podmetu a
pomocného
slovesa
Empaticka + + - -
polarita
Kodové + + - -
Struktary
Pozicia + + - -
prisloviek
Iba primarne + + - -
formy
Ziadna zhoda + + - -
Holy infinitiv + + - -/+
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9 ANOTACIE

Ptijmeni a jméno autordeter Vausanik

Nazev fakulty Filozoficka fakulta Univerzity Palackého

Nazev praceFormal properties of the English verbs dare andex
Vedouci pracedoc. PhDr. Ludmila Veselovska, MA, Dr.

Poet znak: 71763

Padet titula pouzité literatury8

Kli¢ova slova modal auxiliary verbs, auxiliary verbs, modal b&rdare, need, lexical
verbs, primary verb negation, subject-auxiliary drsion, emphatic polarity,
quantificational adjuncts, position of adverbs,yoptimary forms, no agreement, bare
infinitival complement, remote conditionals, mogakmote preterite, code structures.

Charakteristika diplomové pracerato bakalarska praca sa zaoberd Specifikami
pouzivania anglickych modalnych slovies, menovitevesa dare (vyjadrujuce g,
odvazt' sa ni€o vykona) a slovesa need (vyjadrujuceho potrebutmieykona), ich
unikatnym spdsobom zaradenia do skupin anglickimhes. Vysledky vyliadavania v
korpuse su konzultované s teoretickymi zasadamizdadade komplexnych kritérii
formulovanych napr. Quirkom a spol., pripadne Hedttinom a Pullom. Na zaklade
tychto vysledkov je mozna blizSia Specifikacia tygctivoch slovies.

Characteristics of the diploma thesiBhis bachelor's diploma thesis focuses on the
details of the English modal verbs, specificalle therbsdare (which express the
boldness of such an action) ameled(which specifies necessity in the action) andrthei
unique system of interpolation into the scale oflishm verbs, The results from searches
in corpora are incorporated with theory on the caghpnsive set of grammar rules of
the English language published by Quirk et al. adéleston and Pullum. A more-
precise classification of these two verbs is pdsshiecause of the results from the
corpus.
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