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1 Introduction
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2  Where do resulatives come from?
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(1) Bill hammered the metal flat.
(2) Bill {a. made; b. ?had } the metal flat.
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(3) They laughed him off the stage.
(4) They got him off the stage.
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(5) Sue burst into tears.

(6) Sue turned into tears.
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2.2 s resultative predicate an argument or a mod-
ifier? or neither of them?
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# 1 Bill v* the metal flat (v* = {make; get; have})

O-description E[{] R(, j) E[j] S[j1
A-structure | Arg[1,0] Pred[1] Arg[1,1] | Arg[1,2]
L-realization Bill made; ?*had | the metal flat
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2.3 Co-predication Analysis of X make Z out of Y
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(7) Bill {a. made; b. got; c.
matter out of the metal.

(8) *Bill {a. made; b. got; c. had } flat out of
the metal.

??had } a flat
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2.3.2 Resultative predicates are "Co-predicates”
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# 2 Bill v* a flat matter out of the metal (v* = {make; get; have})

(@) E[1] R(,j, k) E[k] E[j]
A | Arg[2,0] Pred[2] Arg[2,1] Arg[2,2]
L Bill made; ?*had | a flat matter | out of the metal

# 3 Bill v* a flat matter out of the metal (v* = {make; get; have })

O E[i] R(@,j, k) E[k] R(j, k) E[j]
A | Arg[2,0] Pred[2] Arg[2,1] & Arg[2*,0] | Co-Pred[2*] | Arg[2*1]
L Bill made; ?*had a flat matter out of the metal
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# 4 Bill v the metal flat (v # v*)

O | EQl R(, j) E[j] Sljl

A | Arg[1,0] | Pred[1] | Arg[1,1] & Arg[1*,0] | Co-Pred[1*]

L Bill hammered the metal flat

# 5 Bill hammered the metal flat (hammer & v* )

0 E[i] R(, j) E[j] Slj1

Al Arg[1,0] | Pred[1] Arg[1,1] Modifier
L1 [explicit] Bill hammered the metal

A2 Arg[2,0] | Pred[2] | Arg[2,1] & Arg[2*,0] | Co-Pred[2*]
L2 [implicit] Bill v* the metal flat
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(16) a. CAUSATION-relation:
Bill hammered the metal and he made
it flat.

b. Bill hammered the metal and it made
it flat.

c. PURPOSE-relation:
Bill hammered the metal to make it
flat.

d. MEANS-relation:
Bill made the metal flat by hammer-

ing it.
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