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ABSTRACT

This study is conoerned with sone of the problens of classifying
adverbial adjuncts in English, It attenpts to investigate the
primary function of English adverbi al adjuncts, and, on that basis,
to isolate the properties which uniquely distinguish adverbi al

adj uncts fromthe rest of the major classes of English

Chapter one relates the problemof deliniting adverbi al adjuncts
to the wi der problem of objectively classifying the 'parts of speech!
that characterise the English Language. A brief survey of scholarly
opi nion connected with this problemis given to hel p evol ve an
ool cotio and, it is hoped, pedagogioally rewardi ng schene for
classifying adverbial adjuncts and related cl asses.

Chapter two examines various attenpts by grammarians to cope
with the problemof identifying or defining adverbs. It also
i nvestigates the nature and scope of adverbial nodification and in
particular tries to establish the difference between the adjunctive
functions of adjectives and adver bs.

Chapter three studies the formof adverbial adjuncts, their
nor phol ogi cal structure, and howthis is related to or derives from
their primary function as adjunctive nodifiers.

Chapter four attenpts a sub-ol assifioation of adverbial adjuncts
drawi ng extensively upon existing work on the subject, comrenting on
it and suggesting alternative, less fragnented solutions. It triesto
draw attention to the basic simlarity between what on the surface m ght

appear to be conflicting views due to differences in terninol ogy and



approach, and than attenpts to synthesize, them
Chapter five concludes the dissertation by setting down two

criteria for isolating adverbial adjuncts (oriterion of onmissibility

and criterion of optionality) and amnor criterion (gradability) for

di sti ngui shi ng between 'word-nodi fying' and sentence-nodifying'
adjuncts. It alsotentatively explores the possible rhetorical or
stylistic val ue of adverbial adjuncts, their purposeful use for
ef fecti ve communi cation

Final ly, a bibliography containing nmost of the works oonsulted
and sources oited in the course of the dissertation is given at the

end.



I wish first of all to express my gratitude to the Ahmadu Bello
University, Zaria, Nigeris, for sponsering this research,

I also wish to thank Professor Bruce Pattison, Head of the
Division of Language Teaching, for supervising this research and for
giving encouragement throughout, I am in addition grafeful to
Professor Randolph Quirk of University College London for his advice
regarding the content and ferm of this dissertation,

Finally my thanks go to Miss Christine Ressell for personally
helping me to type this dissertation at a mement's notice,



I. Abstract, 1

IT. Acknowledgement, =——ww—eecaeoom——— — 3

LR N ‘

Chapter 1,

0 The Endless Wrestle,
1 Yormal Criteria,
2, Semantis Criteria
53 Punctienal Criteria,.

3(1) Seme proposals
3(44) Conolusions en the selection and
ardering of eriteria,

A

A A R R R R R AL ] 2.0

Chapter 2.

0 Quotations

1 Multiple functioms,

2 Definitions and their limitations,
3 The primary fumction of adverbs,

’(1) Exoeptions.

4 Role in constituent structure

2. 5 Adverbs and adjectives .

2, 6 Adverbs as adjunctive modifiers °

PEPY

A

m 3. m LT 3 pA

3. 0 Morphological structure

3« 1 Derivational processes; -ly suffix
3. 2 . . -wise,

3. 3 Prefimtion

5« 4 Independent forms



il
__E_m_,

_.L.,m;ww.mm )

333833233483 2

|

LR R L L ] 7 0




w5

LA A A L A R LR A R AL L q' l

‘E

The wed to tie up eriterie
Hamo gms

Deai matiens
AMymots and &isjuncts *
Disjmotive adverbs -

L Errrrrorget

LA A A A LA L L A A L R R R L] 7 O

Two eriteria
iner oriterion

;.:
|

R R R R R R R R R R R A R R R R L R A R R R R R R R R A A -? q




GHAPTIR 1
ZNTRODUCTION

The adverd as & 'part of speech’ presents special problems which
grammarians of all schools, traditional and modern, have found rather
hard to solve. It has defied acourate and exaot definition partly because
as a word-class its constituents are noteriously heterogeneous and pertly
because the problem of delimiting the ward-class is closely tied up with
the still unsolved problem of how best to classify all the parts of
speech that charecterise the language ~ i,e. how to devise an integreted
and comprehensive fremework to which they are individually and collectively
related. It is o linguistic vicious eirele. Any attempt to 'tidy up'
or systematise adverbs must take acoount of the other ward classes to
which they are formally and semantically interrelated, this system of
interrelationships being the gramnar of the language.®

The problem tlus exists at several levels. As indicated by Crystal,

'-o‘ﬂmw mgﬂ
& ‘mﬁiu'wm tuem dese not
wwﬂ-hhg:tdam. £

ummmme language involves
explicating its grammar'.2 2

!i

In selecting eriteria for classifying adverbs, therefore, we
naturally have to consider general criteria for classifying the main

R —

1, ec.f. Halliaday (1970).
2, una"ﬂ'
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word classes of English, This is a neooSEary safeguerd against basing
our analysis on the sort of arbitrary or simplistic assumptions that
seem to underlie and therefere vitiste trestments of the parts of
speech in some school grammars,

Three bases have treditionally been used to olassify English words:

(1) ZFermal - classes are established on the basis of their ability to
be inflected for mumber, person, possession, or tense, Thus a
noun is often defined in terms of its ability to take the plural

morpheme ‘s',
noun stem + B Plural noun
girl + B girls
boy + 8 boys
or noun stem + 's Possessive noun
bay + 's  bay's (omed ty a boy)
John + s Joln's (= evmed by John), ete,

1,1 But not all nouns behave this way., Items such as news, sheep,
Ireese, cattle, impertinence which are neither singular or plurel,
and vhich carry the plural morpheme only on special occasions, are
powerful counterexamples, It is not enough to call them 'irrvegular'
nouns, even for convenience of analysis, Nor is it possible to
classify nouns according to thedr endings, e.g. -hile, -phone, -dom,
«isn, -ology, -let, -emce, -scopy, -tieon, eto,j for to do so would
suggest that each ending, hed a meaning., Seme to be sure are
derivational, e.g., -ism in morxism, -dom in kingdom, -ence in
repentence, btut what is the meaning of, say, -tien in convention?
Ang Af all these items belong to the same word-class, the noun, why
can they not have the same forme-ending? That would help the learnmer
qite a lot,



A list of possible nouneendings may be pert of a discovery procedure
or may tell us scmething about their formation, but it does not necessarily
distinguish nouns from other word-olasses. ‘Sentence' may be a noun or
& verd in the same way as "$elephone’ may be & noun or a verb, depending
on context, Similar eobjections mey be raised asainst applying such
techniques to verbs, adjectives, or even adverbs; for the usual adverbe
dosignatar'-ly' may cocur at the end of seme adjectives such as kindly,
motherly, ‘«ly' and ‘~wise', '-wards' and 'ewise' should better be
treated as aiverb-deriving suffizes, useful for classifying adverbs but
not for distinguishing them frem other word-classes,

On the same sort of basis, formal basis, verbs are sometimes
identified as terms which inflect for tense, person, and mmber, For

example,
g0 @going @goes went gome

eat eating eats ate  eaten, ete,

Such a scheme, useful though it may be in the case of verbs cammot be
applied to adjectives and adverbs which on the whole are unaffected by
changes in tense, person or rumber,

1.1.3 Adjectives, on the other hand, are semetimes identified on the
basis of their ability to carry the comparative and superlative
morphemes er/est:

nice nicer nicest
Trave braver  travest
great greater [jreatest
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But of. 'good better best' - how does one prevent a foreign speaker, ar
young learners from saying by analogy, 'good, gooder, goodes#, and from
regarding all adjectives as gradable?

One thing to notice in gll these cases is the lack of uniformity
in the oriteria used. In other words, one does not use the same criteria
even when one uses & single base, in this case a formal ome,

1.2, The second commonly used base is gsementic ~ words ave defined on
the basis of meaning, This criterion is often applied to nouns,
vis; a noun is *the name of & person, place or thing', The working
of such definitions depends entirely on the assumption that we all
know what stands for a person, place or thing, and that all physical
objects neatly sub-divide into these categories: Jack is the name
of a person, London 18 a 'place', and a book a thing, There are
ocertainly many other items which can be identified as 'nouns' on
this basis, but not all of them may be so treated., Consider,
lunger, honesty, Spy, knowledge, ete., and the inadequacy of this
approach becomes self-gvident, Consider in addition the nominal
elements underlined in the following statements:

(1) anmwmmmm

(11) MHe gave me a light,

(141) He has seen the light.

(iv) They have decided to take @ conerete astion,

(v) It's more a govermment of decision than of reflection,

Each of them is normal, but their defining characteristics as

nouns go beyond notional semantic distinctions., They are hard to
gropple with because they relate to different or overlapping levels
of human perception, and defy solution even in terms of the traditional
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sub-categorisation of nouns into concrete or abstract, coomon or proper,
stative or dymamic, eto,

1.2.1.

L.a.2

1.3,

1.3.1.

A further weakness of meaning - based definitions is the aifficulty

in rigorously stating the differences in the meaning of some items
which, however, are distinguishable grammatically. For instance,
run/run (e.g. they yun; they made & ywn), deliver/delivery, sot/sctien,
arrive/arrival, decide/decision, house/house, try/try, tey/tey, Men/
man, ete, The first of each pair is a verb and the second a noun, but

their meanings are basically the same.

mummgﬂ.mumm
cannot be defined on the basis of the frame(X is the name of Y'),
Such a frame is limited to nouns and even if it is a useful
mnemonic device it does not cover all nouns, as we have seen in
1,1.1,

The third base widely used is functignal - classes are defined in terms
of their grammatical function in the clause, For example, 'nouns'
nay be defined as items that can function as the subject or object

of a sentencej 'sdjectives’ as items that qualify a noun or noun
phrase; 'verbs' as itemsthat express the relation holding between

the subject and object or camplement of a sentence; and adverbs as
items that "modify a verb, an adjective, or another adverd",

Such definitions are ¢ircular in many respects, For ocne thing, each
word-class can be defined only with reference to the other worde-
classes; a prior knowledge of them or ability to identify them is
necessary for the definitions to work, Fer another, such definitions
assume that the reader or learmer "mows' what functioning as subject
or object 'means', and that he can appreciate the difference (a rather
misleading one) between modification and qualification, otherwise
the whole thing would be meaningless to him, Taking the definition
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of adverbs s an example, we should note that their characterisation
as words that "modify a verb, an adjective, or another adverbd” gives
the mistaken impression that adverbs can modify all verbs, all edjectives,
and all other adverbs, and that this is their only function,

In the first place, the definition should specify that there is
& constraint on the number and type of verbs, adjectives and other
adverbs, that adverbs can modify, the comstraint of wordeorder and

collocation, Thus in well-fod, newly arrived, hastily comoclude

(of. *well mistaken, *wtberly well, “yery excellent, *fast new) the
~adverd modifies verbs, but not adjectives. In yery experienced, very
Softly, guite nice, utterly wrong, yery briefly (ef. ‘yery married,

*rather underteken, *yery eaten) the adverd modifies adjectives or
adverbs, but not verbsl

In the second place, the definition makes no mention of the fact
that adverbs also modify whole sentenses or clauses and that their
placenent determines the nature of their function as well as their
semantic interpretation (we shall have more to say on this in later
sections)

Punotional definitions, like semantic ones, can tlus be simplistically
notional, and therefore equally wnreliable unless function is interpreted
syntactically, That is, words should be classified on the basis of what
positions they ocoupy in perticular sentences, and on what kinds of
syntactic relationships they consistently have with other words, and how
this affects their semantic force, Hence their names, if we mst give
them any at all, should only refer to particular syntactic/semantic
properties, louns, verbs, adjectives, adverbs should have no meaning
or function in iseclation if we want our grammer to be explicit. A 'noun'
is not a noun merely because it denotes persons, places, or things in
isolation but because it comsistently refers to the syntactic properties
of words which ocoupy the positions we choose to call 'Subject' and
'‘Object' in a sentence,

1 I owe this insight to Bolinger, 1968, p. 291,



Thus in John is & boy we cannot say John and boy are nouns, and
consequently function as the subject and object of the sentence. We have

to begin by saying John and boy respectively have the syntactic properties
that we characterise as subject and object; and as they share these
properties with many other words and like them denote physical objects
or living beings in these positions, we may call them nouns, Similarly,
an adverd, is not a modifier because it is an sdverd; rather it is an
adverd because it is a modifierj; that is, it has the syntactic and
semantic properties which a particular set of words we call modifiors
tend to display.

2. In this section I shall byiefly discuss proposals made by some
linguists on the classification of adverbs end other words classes
and comment on their adequaocy.

First among them is Gleason., He suggests a compromise formula
to explicate such overlapping categories in English as cannot be
asdeqately accounted for by applying any one single oriteriom,

For example, Gleason observed that gattle, handshake snd
perseverance may be ‘nouns by some definitions but not by all’',

He suggests two ways to cope with thems

(a) the eriteris might be found within the word, i,e.
in its types of inflection, derivational suffixes,
or other features; for example - s, - ance, ~ity,
«ism, eto, for nouns, singular or plural; -ly, ete,
for sdverbs; ~isze, -ate, ete, for verbs; eto,
(The wealmess of this system has already been indicated)
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(b) The criteria might be found outside the word, €.g. in
its use in large structures such as phrases or sentences,
This allows the use of the frame (the - is/are good) to
indentify nouns, for exsmple. Roberts (1955) in fact
describes a noun as a word that can ocoupy the empty
space in such a frame,

This is a very useful teaching device, and it is in accord with
the findings of psychellinguists who, using the word association technique,
have shomn that 'the responses of adults and children above the age of
seven or eight are predominantly paradigmatic. That is, their response
to the stimulus word is of the same form olass as that stimulus word'
(oef. Herriott 345, 82)

This guarantees that only a word belonging to the class of nouns,
that has the grammatical properties of nouns, may be substituted in the
space provided.

The only difficulty is that the determiner the ccmplicates the
cholce of nouns; perseverance, for instance, cannot ocoupy the noun-
determining slot in the frawe above., For the frame to be useful for all
oclasses of nouns it has to be restructured, using, for example, 'lexical
props' (o.f. Crystal, 1967, p. 44) in place of specifying deterniners or
restrictive predicators: thus the frame may be either ['such - and - such’
is/are good/, or /a/the =~ is/ave 'such - and - such'/.

Otherwise an uncontrolled use of subsitution frames may have
certain unwanted results, as Quirk has indicated:



Such applications may, among other things ‘inveolve the linguist in a
proliferation of forms in a misleading guise of free variation, and
obscure the necessary distinction between' the merely and marginally
possible and the actually normal! (1968, pp. 161-2, 165),

As a practical way out of the problem of finding satisfactery
eriteria for classification, Gleason suggests the use of a jeoint
definition exploiting the potentialities of the two possibilities he
posited above, Gleasen rules out the possibility of adequate definitions
of the parts of speech, but insists that they can nevertheless be
‘charecterised’, That is, features can be listed by which, taken
singly or in combination most words can be assigned to an appropriate
part of speech. Occasional refractory cases may defy any such easy
classification but the difficult cases are generally recognisable as
such by the faoct that they fit the characterisations in ambiguous or
conflioting ways' (of. the conoept of gradience and serial relationship
as defined and used by Quirk and his associates to determine ’'lridge-
olasses'; this will however, not be gone into in this study because we
are concerned with broader issues),.

P.&W“M“Muﬂdmmtom

descriptive sdequacy. He indicates that the parts of speech no longer
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occupy the central position they did in traditional desecriptions, and that
a8 & gramar is inoreasingly thought of as a system of rules, or at least
as a system of relations between categories, rather than as a system of
categories alone, the definitions or desoriptions of the various items
need neither exhaust the lexiocon nor be homogeneous, Indeed it seems
most likely that they should be most heterogeneocus}

A few lines later he adds: '"Purthermore, some definitions may be
mixed in character; say, partly 'notional' and partly 'formal’ or partly
‘morphologic' and partly ‘syntactic’]

This assessment of the problem is quite realistic, but an uncontrolled
mixing of criteria as suggested by Mathews could complicate rather than help
matters; its lack of rigour betrays the tendency for some grammarians to
treat lexical units as though they belong to predetermined slots or ocells,
At one extreme, traditional gramarians concerned themselves largely with
classifying units on taxonemic scales, At the other, generative grammarians
tend to pre-occupy themselves with contruoting synteactic structures and
rules governing the entry of lexical units into mechanical slots, Neither
seems to pay much attention to the significance of gontext in determining
the characterisation of individual units o groups and their overall
meanings, Contextual features should be taken account of first before
proceeding to syntactio analysis, In other words, the internal organisation
of words in a series of utterances and the impact of the enviromment
(semantic end extralinguistic) should be decisive in constructing any
general theory, We should begin with words as used within particular
contexts and characterise them on the basis of their behaviour in such
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contexts., The cbservation of actual usage should precede analysis, not the
reverse, Starting with rules and then turning to usage te provide
convenient examples, often idiosymoratic, has the disadvantage of making
the anslysis mechanical and the output artificial or idealised,

This is the more so in cases where a word mey have varied usages
and hence varied meanings, Jm-mm,mm
rather curicus view that the distinetion between word-classes "is not
obliterated in English® by this abddlity of a word to behave differently,
"for in each particulsr combination the form concermed belongs decidedly
to ome class only, but the form should not be locked at in isclation"
(».72).

For one thing, the statement is contradictory, If the word 'belongs
decidedly to one class only' there is no reascon why it cennot stand being
'looked at in isolation'., For mmother, it is inconceivable how a word
can have 'regular' as well as 'temporary' roles in a langusge. Jespersen's
distinction between primary, secondary and tertiary functions of words is
invalidated by his failure to treat homophemes as words having parellel
or independent values even though "the context shows in most cases
unmistakably vhat part of speech is meant", He writes:
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In the same originally meaning 'godf ather’ o
has come to mean ':'im-'. “Mlmmhfa!k:d?r ha
t%o substantive meaning 'idle talk' is formed,

A

The apparent eircularity of this deseription stems from the notion
that the substantive is the starting point of all semantic and formal
variations - from nouns to verbs, to sdjectives, then to adverbs,
in order of significance on a normative scale,

But there is no apriori reason why we should not start with the
use of items as verbs or adverbs and then work our way up or down the
scale to nouns and adjectives if such an approach is empirically scund.

e.g. nouns, verbs (transitive and intransitive) and adjectives, and
functions, e.g. subjects and predicates, in this way (1969, pp. 320-2).

Lyons, however, comtends that 'formal' definitions (i.e. definitions
based on syntactic oriteria) need not conflict with 'notional' ones, On
the contrary he feels that the circularity of traditional definitiens
oan be remedied or overecns By marrying farmal and notienal elements in
the language, visz; formal elements hould be used to determine olass

|

{ been derivedd oud Svew whik verbh a'new
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membership - only words having a similar distribution and function may be
members of a designated class, Notional elements, on the other hand,
should form criteria for naming the class, That is, if the vast majority
of the members of a class of lexical items commonly share certain
charecteristics of referemce, say, denote certain categories of 'persons',
'places’ or 'things', etc., then that class may be given a name feflecting
those characteristics, Hence nouns are appropriately called ‘'nouns'
because they denote places, persons or things; and adverbs are appropriately
called 'adverbs' because of their commection with verbs in gemeral, ete,

mnmum;wwumum
overboard lexical items which do not fit in, which are 'irregular' or
blend into other categories (ef. 1,3.1. above).

As fur es I am aware no one has yet given a satisfactory answer to
the problem of overlapping categories, items whioh cannot be said to
belang to any single category but which are connected in meaning. Far
exanple,

(i) It's a good buy of. Buy me a newspaper,

(41) It's good pedio, of, He has & good radio,

(141) Tt's & good pead,

(iv) It's good theatre, of, I went to a good theatre,
(v) Give me a ring, Ring me when you can,

Or such pairs as run/run, cut/out, man/man, ete. already mentioned in
1.2.1, Crystal has discussed at length the problem of ‘homphomes’ and
other forms of overlapping(1967, vp. A7-9). He came up with a somewhat
inconclusive, tut perhaps the only prectical answer to this vexed question:
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he suggests reliance on their ccourrence in two or more structurally
dissimilar contexts,

This btrief survey of scholarly opinion reinforces the view
already expressed that whatever method one adopts in classifying the
m«:mnut—tbummcmmum
places, Hence one can at best justify ome's choice of oriteria only on
empirical grounds. It seems reasonable, in selecting and ordering our
eriteria, to regard syntactic eriteria as superior to morphological ones,
and to use semantic and/or notional eriteria where relevant to relate
the one to the other, In practice this means tying up form and grammatical
function, but starting with form because it is procedurally sound - it
makes the switch to syntactic desoription easier.

This scheme however is likely to be most helpful in identifying
the basic classes of the language only. In this study consideration
of the function of adverbial adjuncts has been allowed to precede
treatment of their form in order to demonstrate that the later derives from
the former,



2.0

First, it is instructive to begin with a few quotations:

"An adverd is a part of speech Joined to a verb, an adjective, and
mai:‘-nh:.m,h“::o quality or circumstance
respecting it: as reads Yery sorrectly.

A truly good man," i |

"An adverb, as indicated by its nwm%._mi
or

is an appositive to a .0, is before & ver
much as
noun
foarm
adverb and
here not
girl is
s modifies not only thus a single word, but of'ten
tional independent
. ail .ﬁu"::m b | hon::.l'::ﬁ'
I arrived : L
it to hw’ﬂy'a' (Curme Bﬂ).

"The adverb is a good example of the over-inclusiveness of the
traditional classes, It is defined in grammar books as a word
that modifies a verb, an adjective, or another adverdb, Yet ome can
easily find adverbs that fit one form of the modification and

not

The difficulty from the linguist's point of view, then is not
in the form of the definition, but in the fact that there is no

|
-
:
:
?
E
:



Such a bewildering divergence of opinion is characteristioc of most
statements about adverbilal usage, Its negative tone tends to discourage
fresh efforts, or at best to serve as a warning against expecting too
much from any "new' approach to the special problems of this rather
intractable yet faseinating wordelass, Part of the difficulty in dealing
with adverbs arises from the tendency for gramarians to account for
them in the same way as they would the other English ward-classes. It is
necessary, however, to determine what uniquely distinguishes adverbs from
other classes, in particular from nouns, verbs and adjeotives, and whether
such factors which justify constituting adverbs as a primary form class
in any way resemble grounds on which other classes have been categorised.

2.1 All the quotations above suggest that the adverd, as a
complex word-class, does more than just modify verbs, a gremmatical
funotion which its name attributes to it and which is often regarded

es its raison detre, viss

1. The westher has worsened gonsiderably,

2. The demand exceeds the supply, in which o
may be ﬂnu'mmu‘%‘

hdwbﬂdﬂﬂ”ldﬁlﬂm:

She is surprisingly intelligent,
The paper was much tougher than expected.

I'n awfully sorry.

Frry



An sdverd is unique in its ability to modify itself:

6. They behaved incredibly decently,
7. The Government acted pather rashly,

8. M“mm?“
halnrbmnll.fyn'ﬂnunt

9. He read underground literature.
10, It 4is kept in the office upstairs.

sentences (o.f, Curme above),

11, Juckily, she did not dromn,

12, Seriously, I see no point in discussing the matter further,
13, The report, nsturelly, is dull end uninspiring.

i This, to say the Jeast, is infolerable!

Ve can use the technigue of paraphrese’ to establish the connection
between the adverbs underlined in 11l-13 and the rest of the sentence:
/117 may be parephrased - 'she is lucky that she did not drom' oar 'we
are/I am lucky that she.esess
[12] may be peraphrased,

'Sericusly speaking, I s€e NOssee
or, 'If I may speak seriously, I 856¢ NO seeevese’
/137 is embigucus, and may be parephrased either as

1 e.f, ch, 4 of this dissertation where paraphrasing is used
mwhmm.mm



(a) *The n:stumumuunu
(b) By virtue of its matter, the repart is &ull and
uninspiring®, o :

(e) 'It is natural that the report 4s dull and uninspiring.'

In [l to say the least is taken to be an adverbial phrase modifying
the whole sentence because it refers to the mamner in which the whole

utterance is made, as well as to the speaker's attitude to what he is

saying,
An adverb can glso function as the anaphoric substitute for a

temporal adverbial phrase oocwrring in & previous sentence,

15. They used to live n trees. They had no homes then.
Ihen herve means ‘st that time' or "in those dayn'
implied in the first sentence,

Adverbs in addition premodify certain participle
forms: e.g« "tightefitting trousers®, 'degpeset eyes’,
‘a newebom baby', Such forms are often interchangeable
with adverbial forms with «ly suffix:

16, She wears a Hightlyefitting tra.
18, I admire their newly-barm baby,
19. They are a newlyemarried couple.

Finally an adverd can be used not only to modify single words end
whole sentences, but also to "intensify what might be otherwise pale,
cclourless, unemphatie’, (Darbyshire, p. 136). Thus in

20, He omme right into the room.
21, He ignored gven his mother.
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ritht and even respectively intensify the 'semantic effect' of the
pirases following them,

In terms of function therefore, the adverb may be said to be
capable of modifying almost any content~word in the language. The
traditional definition of the word class as oited above is undoubtedly
insdequate (of, Gleason's and Bolinger's comments) and the name of the
class itself is most insocurate. Its over-inclusiveness is partly
responsible for much of the difficulty encountered in analysing adverbs,
In actual fact they have very little in common except for the kind of
overlapping relationships which are not peculiar to them but whioh apply
to all the content - contelning words® in the language. In other words,
the language being a whole, Treaks up into parts and sub-parts with a
series of interlocking relations at various levels,

There is thus no rigme or reason in giving such a 'miscellaneous lot'
& common neme. But we shall follow the example of our predecessors in refa(ing
the class name for lack of a better word, though keeping in mind its
shortcomings, Barbara Strang sppropriately speaks of the 'spectrum
of sdverbs' for under them we are dealing not with a class of items in
the ardinary sense of the word, but with different groups of items, each
large enough to be interpreted syntactically and semantically as a separate
olass - though, naturally (as said above) related to one another in scme
ways.

2.2, In interpreting sdverbs definitions are not very helpful,
Several attempts, including Jacobsen's, which Strang considers the mest

oomprehensive, are doomed right from the start because of the normative
1 Adapted frem Bolinger (1968).




assumptions that underlie them,
Jacobsen defines adverbs as

This is an attempt to give a functional, alleinclusive definition and as
Jacobsen hinself admits it *requires too much explenation'i The length
and complexity of it reflect the sise and complexity of the problem he
is trying to grapple with, One gets from this definition an impression
of adverbs as a versetile multi-functional word elass, tut the factors
wiich enable them to do so are unfortunately left unexplained,

In order togin some insight into this question we must take
certain steps in our analysis,

2.3, The first is to determine the primery function of adverbs,

There seens to be little or no doubt in the minds of all those
who have exanined the problem of adverbs that their main function is
to modify other words or groups of words, This is reflected in the
traditional definition of the adverd as indisated in Curme and in
Jacobsen above, and in the lexical meaning of the term adverd (= 'attached
to and modifying a verb' Lyoms, p. 235).

The adverb is primarily a modifier. This is what relates it to
cther English wordeclasses, 7That is, it is a word attached to another to
amplify or qualify it, It is thus subordinate to the matrix word,
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In such instances adverbs are not obligatory in the basic structure of
s simple declarative sentence S V C (A) of.

22, He ate his food (greedily)
S vi'v'¢ optional adjmet
23, He read the letter (carefully)
24, They like it (rery much)
25. The case will be (urgently) comsidered,

In each case the items in lrackets can be cmitted without making
the sentence ungramnmatical, This suggests that the essence of adverbial
usage is not merely grammatical, Adverbs are introduced (often consciocusly)
into the sentence in order to achieve greater ascuracy or effect, This
purposive aspect of adverbial usage will be considered in greater detail
later.

2.3.1. Note, however, that there are important exceptions in which
an adverbdal particle is necessary to complete the meaning of a certain
olass of verbs or phrases, variocusly called 'two-word' verbs, phrasal
m,mamm"uwmmm
force®, as in

26, He put it (in his pooket
:thhhh
27, He put gut the light

1, B, Strang, pp. 177-80,
2,  Chomsky - Aspects, pp. 101-3.



28, Bluun-t-
29. He lives in the country/st home
30, I'11 stand by you

31. You can rely on hin

32, Turn off the light, please
53, It stands in the corner
34, He likes to lie on the sofa

Thepe are important exceptions, but exveptions widch seem rather to
prove the rule, for they do not invalidate our hypothesis, The items
underlined are 'adverb-like' or adverbial only by virtue of the fact that
they can ocoupy similar positions as adverbs. The two farms are established
on different grounds because they are quite different, There is difficulty
in determing which word each particle is syntactically and semantiocally
related to, the verb or object, This is not the case with the majority
of adverbs established on derivational gromds®, (of. definition of
derivation in 3.0.)

2.4, Ve can then go on to suggest that what distinguishes adverbs
from nouns and verbs, and to some extent adjeotives, is basically the
fact that the last three are obligatory in the constituent struoture of
& grammatical senténce, while adverbs of'ten are not, This fact was
partly the reason why earlier gramarians (e.g. Plato) isolated only
nouns and verbs and regarded the remaining elements as function-words or
functors; and it presumably underlies the view now held by some modern

——— e

1¢f Christophersen and Sandved,




gremmarians, especially those belonging to the trensformational-
generative school, that adjectives and verbs have the smme deep structure
representation - hence the tendency to regard them as verbals plus or
minus, In other words the feature (+ verbal) specifies that an item 1s a
verd in the matrix sentence; and the feature (~ verbal) specifies that
it s an adjective,”

A pregmatic, perhaps pedagogically rewarding, answer to the problem
is to regard both adjectives and adverbs as 'function-classes' (as distinct
from 'function words') on the ground that they can be defined only in
terms of their actual grammatical function as modifiers of other worde
classes in the sentence; wherees nouns and verbs have both gremmatical
function as well as distinet lexical meanings or to borrow a temm from
Kransky, adverbs and adjectives have "agtual" meaning only; nouns and verbs
have ‘aotusl’ as well es "pobential” meaning'. (p., 47-8).

2,5. The affinity between adverds and adjectives is nc mere
coincidence, The transformational relationship between adjeotives and
manner adverbs, the conmonest members of the adverbial group, can easily
be demonstrated. Consider,

35. Mary is a graceful dancer
36. Mary dances gracefully

36 is transformationally parallel to 37 because the one generates the other,

I of, Jacche & Rosambeumj Lyons, 4L35-40; also Darbyshire for 'lexsmes’
and 'Functors',

1 Jiri Kremsky - a (Mouten, 1969), p.A7-8,
for distinction and meaning of a word.
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For this reason Lyons suggests that graceful end grecefully (like
W“Mh&m)mnwu

“eantextually - deternined verisnts of the same part of speech"

(e 327) (of. Quirk, 1968s, p. 216).

2,6, But there is one sense in which adjectives differ fram
adverbs and seem to be related to verbs., This is in their ability to
funotion as predisstors.

In the phrase a good man, good occupies the slot normally assigned
to adjectives. Presumably it is on the basis of their ability to ocoupy
this position that adjectives have conventionally been defined as
'@alifiers’ of noun phrases, But there is good reason to suppose that
£ood in 'a good men' indigates that a reduotion transformation has been
performed on an underlying sentence The man is good. Such operation, or
noninalisation &s it 1s now commonly called, may be said to apply to most
ad jectives modifying nouns or noun phrases on the surface structure,
This leads us to assume that adjectives are essentially predicators, or
wmmuutm,m". (But note that the transformation does
not affect meaning: the neminalised phrase has the same meaning as the
ariginal/underlying sentence).

Adjectives are generally more easily distinguished if they can
appear in the predicate phrase of an underlying sentence as in The man
s good above. Mhﬁhmum-u.uh.

1 cf.!uth.wp.ﬁ (olc-sm Pe 322) tut which use of adjectives
hmmam Moreover, not all adjectives
mm a:.+udmm)-(l-.m

e.g. driving licence, ete.



37. She is upstairs (= that is where she is)

38. Theresults are cut (where gut = have been released)
+ 'out' for everyomme to see.

But as regards their function as modifiers of other words, including
members of their own class, there is no divergence of opinion among
linguists, (The divergence seems to relate to the soope and significance
of the modification,) Yet as modifiers are essentially adjunctive,
they have no place or largely only a peripheral one if any, in the
basic pattern SVC or 5VO of & simple declarative sentence., And as
adverbs are modifiers per se they have no obligatory slot in the
structure of such a sentence, Por all prastical purposes therefors
adverbs should be treated as adjunctive modifiers in a sentence’,
tautologous though it may sounds fhis fits in with the gremmstical and
lexical meaning of 'adjunct' defined in the Oxford Xnglish Diotionary -

vy "something joined to another, tut subordinate, as

auxiliary, or dependent upom it,"

and in Mario Pei, Glossary of lLinguistioc Terminology as " a modifier)
a word or word-group that qualifies, amplifies, or completes the meaning
of another word or word-group, but is not itself one of the chief

2 The same applies where adverbs serve as linkers or o
One can argue that such items have both semantic gramatiocal

funotion, In each case are introduced to serve a
and conjunctive whoun.hw

§

purpose. Adjunctive uses

however, because their force is different, But as we are concerned
mainly with adjunctive uses of adverbs we do not have to desoribe
conjunctive adverbs in detail.



structural elements in the sentence,

An adjunct can only be an adverd in the light of the distinotions
between adverbs and adjectives that we have mede above, Their nature
and function as adjunot is what in sdditiem, distinguishes adverds from,
unnunlnuﬁ-ﬁ.m-lm‘llo

This is the hypothesis on which adverbs will be treated in this
study, They may for convenience of analysis and in conformity with
muuummmpmmww.m-
clearly different grounds,



urgent + «ly urgently
time + ~ly tinely
affectionate + ~ly affectionately
amusing + «ly amusingly, etc,

but such a process is not mechanical, The new word, or derivative,
usually aoquires a new gramatical function and thus a new meaning
different from that of its derivant,

The suffix ~ly therefore is a derivational morpheme (or a 'source
morpheme’ ascording to Bolinger, p. 58f) which converts one word into an
adverdb, which adds the semantic feature (+ adverbdality) to the derivative,

The presence of this feature enables us, among other things, to
establish correspondence relationships between adverbs in particular
positions and econtexts, Thus strangely in 'He shouted strangely', may be
paraphrased, 'He shouted in a strange mamner' whilst strangely in 'strangely,
he shouted' may mnly be paraphrased: 'It is strange that he shouted'.

Thus strangely is used in two different senses here, yet because
1t has the feature (+ adverblality) inheremt in it, its parephrase
'retains at least part of (its) morphemic identity' (Greenbaum, 1969
pe 7 = we shall have more to say about correspondences later on)

Z2l. Let us mow disouss in scme detail the processes involved in
the derivation of adverbsZ,

2 This section depends heavily on the wark of Knud Schibsbye,
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In 2,5 and J,0 above the point was briefly made that most adverbs
are formed from adjectives simply by adding' -ly' to the adjective stem
of the word, e.g. right/rightly, serious/sericusly, nice/nicely,
light/lightly, wilful/wilfully, sagacious/sagacicusly, conventionel/
conventionally, ete,

The same process applies to stative adjectives: farsighted/farsightedly,
exoited/excitedly; heavyhandedly, half-heertedly, narrow-mindedly, ete,

Some nouns underge the same process: night/nightly, late/lately =
but markerless forms are more widsly used in spoken Pnglish,

Other regular formations include the affixing of -ly to participial
forms: interestingly, smusingly, amnoyingly, surprisingly; end to

adjectives ending in -al, e.g. pasally, annually, casually,
Other instances of adverb-farmation invelve cansiderable arthographie

changes. Thus in the case of adjectives ending in ~y; tidy, easy, funny,
steady, pretty, hapoy, merry, ete, the adverd is formed with -ily if the
-y follows as censcmant, vis. idily, easily, funnily, stesdily, pretiily,
happily, merrily, ete, But after a vowel the -y is retained, as in the
rare oase{ogrlr

There are a mmber of words whioh do not form adverbs in this way,
however, for instance, gay/gaily, shy/shyly, sly/slyly, ary/aryly,
day/daily., Other changes include (1) the &ropping of -e in dus, true
to drive duly; trulys (2) replacing <le with syllabic velue in such
adjectives as poble, possible, simple, terrible, by -ly to derive nobly,
simply, terribly, possibly, ete., losing its syllabisity in the process.
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Por adjectives ending in -ul, only =ly is added: bemutiful/
bomubifully, cereful/serefully, faithful/Saithfully, resentful/
zesentfully, eto, Exoeptions are some adjectives ending in -1l which,
however form ocrrespending adverbs in the same way; for instance, dull -
@ully, full - fully, Finally, adjectives in -ioc commonly generate
VAP

majostically, systematically, ironically, stc.

An important exceptien is publioly.

sl But even though =ly is the commonest adverb-forming suffix, it
is not the only eme. A relatively new suffix - wise is gaining ground
as an alternative %o =ly, especially in those instances where the
carresponding adverb camnot be derived by adding -ly to the basio
word, e.g. noney-wise, marrisge-wise, ability-wise, etc,, -wise in easch
case meandng roughly 'as it affects ..eesvesvsecss’

There are cases in colloguial usage where the -wise form is
proferred, even where a regular adverd in -ly, or its corresponding
adverbial phrase, is acceptable, because it sounds 'progressive' or

impressive:
'The book is syntactically ' = the book is
adequate in matters comnected syntax, i.e,
fsyntax~-wise',

Ernest Pulgram illustrates the tendency fully and explioityly:



'Our tusiness is in trouble Mudget-wise', admitted the
secretary-treasurer, 'We are discriminated sgainst

wise', agreed the teacher, 'tut not language-wise'.
'"The season 18 in & mess theatree-wise' lamented the

oritiCessccssssssncsnnes’

Pulgram olaims that these comstruets, in which & noun is turned into
an adverd by adding -wise to its stem, come from 'actuslly heard examples'
in colloquial American English; and as they are steadily gaining ground,
he forecasts that, substandard though some of them are at the moment,
-wise forms will with time gain acceptance in the same way as -ly forms
have long been accepted as adverbederiving suffixes,

The tendency has been operative in English, however, It is
reflected in such words as glock-wise, lengthewise, coast-wise, and
in this century in such words as gyntaxewise and moneyewise (above).
But its important present effect, sscording to Pulgram, is that it
renders open-ended & group of words that used to be a closed list,

Deriving adverbs in this way has a further advantage: it
'potentially inoreases the available stock of adverbs by the number of
nouns in the language'.

3.2,1, Another suffix used in the derivation of certain adverbs,
place-adverds, is -s, o.g. bagkwards, forwards, upwards, downwaxds,
especially when they modify verbs of motion: pove backwards and forwerds;
rise upwards; fall dowmwards, eto.
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Here it is instruotive to note that there are adjectives ending

in -1y also: goodly, kindly, friendly, Mkely, vhose corresponding
adverbe can only be phrases of the form: in & ... mamner; though goolly
ul“;maﬂymmwmthuﬁm.

Note also that there are markerlef§ adverbs: fast, slow (as 'go
slow') hard (e.s. mm')w:m(-umm
works', though quite rave).

Finally some adverbs can be compared in the same way as adjectives,
i.e, they take comparative and superlative degree morphemes er/est.

For example,
He arrives scon
fie arrived sooner
The one who finishes the socnest will get a prise.
I an gast,
You run faster.
Ve are the fastest guys in tom,

But as there are only a handful of adverbs which behave in this way, i.e,
take the er/est comparative suffixes, and as adverbs gemerally do not
inflect for tense, person, gender or mumber, they cannot be defined
inflectionally, unlike the other word-classes (nouns, verbs and adjectives).

There are instances when adjectf¥es or adjective phrases may be used
adverbially; that is, they may have adverbial force when they are prefixed
to certain participle fome, €.8.



a tight-fitting blouse
deep-set eyes

a new=born baby

& new-married couple
home-made Janm, etc,

Some of these seem to have the same meaning as corresponding adverblal
forms ending in «~ly:

o.f., examples 16-19, p. 23f. above:

16, She wears a tightly fitting btra
17, His eyes are deeply set.

18, I admire their newly-born baby,
19, They are a newly-married couple,

The adverbial forms are, however, less commonly used in ordinary speech,
Clearly the form of all the adverbs we have been considering is
restricted largely by the words they modify - a further evidence to
suppert the hypothesis that adverbs as adjuncts are not only optional
in sentence structure but also that the derivatives themselves have no
independent existence outside the sentenoce,

3ske However, there are forms that exist independently, that is,
they are not derived from any other structures. For instance,

out, after, back, dowm, just, there, then, along, apart, so,
around, early, here, in enough, yet, too, now, soom, not, on,



often, right, seldom, through, up, very, much, far, close,
once, well, therefore, nevertheless, tlus, moreover, ete,
(The list is not intended to be exhaustive,)

There is nothing in the form of these items which characterises them
commonly as members of one wordolass, But they can be used in such

a way as to have the feature (+ adverbiality) added to their meaning,
In other words, they may function in the same way as or in place of
edverbs, as generic substitutes (to borrow a term from Strang). They
are better designated adverbials to distinguish them from what we would
like to call adverbs; that is, words which have the force of adverbs,
and which have been derived through the affixation of the derivational
suffix (~1y) to the stem of & basic word (o.f. Christophersen and
Sandved, p. 60).

Such a distinction is in keeping with Gleason's ideal of ‘maximum
homogeneity' as a eriterion for oclassifying adverbs and other word groups,
'-ly' adverbs are homogenecus in respect of their derivation and
distritution, The rest can only be characterised distritutionally, They
are adverbial or 'adverb-like' (o.f. 2,3.1. above),

nmunnhmﬁmwmmwh
sub-glassified, But whether in distinguishing adverbs from other word-
classes in English, or in sub-classifying sets of adverbial adjunots,
we must bear in mind Jespersen's warning that 'in order to find out
what olass a word belongs to it is not enough to consider its form in
itself; what is decisive is the way in which the word in comnected speech
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behaves towards other words, and in which other words behave towards
it* (1933 section 7.7; also mentioned by Crystal 1967, p. 27).



SAPTR &
SusCLagses oF AMNERRS

4,0, For the purpose of sub-oclassifying adverbs it is necessary
to tie up their semantic with their farmal and syntactic properties
(but noting taat their formal properties are relevant here anly in so
far es they influence the latter), In this way we can avoid setting
up 1ists of notional funations develd of meaning’, or of memings based
more on logic than on gremmar,

The point has already been made that adverbs canrot be isolated
or classified inflectionally (3.2.1. above); for only & handful of
adverbs are affected by changes in the form of the word ar words they
modify, or changes in their surrounding context. Also a positional
classification of adverbs which does no more tian tell us that they can
ocour in certain positions in the sentence -« e.g. initial position,
pre-verbal or posteverbal position, and end - position - is worthless
unless it relates such changes of position to possible changes of
meaning or significancej and ideally to the properties inherent in
adverbs which enable them to behave that way, and which enable speekers
t.wtmmmgm

1 C.f, Treble & Vallins p, 12: 'The adverbd modifies (1) a :
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In other words, one must avoldd the temptation to sub-classify
adverbs on the basis of what merely seems to be analytically convenient or
pedagogically expedient, Such & scheme, and this appliss to the other
word-classes, may in the long run prove to be self-defeating: the
mmmmmhcwmum-mm
ammmmhm,mmm

M‘hmﬁ-ﬂm¢mw.dﬂu
primacy to the speaker's intentions as refleoted in his choice and
ordering of words, and to language as a means of communication, we can
easily, and safely, harmonise the semantic force of adverbs with their
syntactic features whenever such features help to reinforce the distinotions
we wint to make,

4.1. By virtue of their extreme mobility many adverbs acquire
new meaning or function with every change of position. That is, mapy
adverbs have hamonymous® forms; for example,

1,1 Strangely, he answered the questions,
1.2 He answered the questions strangely.
1.3 He strangely answered the questions,
2.1 JNaturally, he walked.
2,2 He walked naturally,
2.5 Ve walked with a naturally proud air.

-

1 rcumm*umnﬁqmu
adverbs o,f, Greenbaum




3.1 le enjoyed the film, though,
3.2 He is therefore rather unhappy.
3.3 Moveover, they refused to pay his debts,

uuuuxﬂf—l&ﬁmmnmum
Strangely and paturally can be used. The differences in meaning
produced by their ability to occupy various positions can be intuitively
established by parsphrasing., Thus

1.1 may be paraphrased ‘It 45 strange that he..seevsvnaes’
mnuwumw...o.o-ooo “lm-ld.

Thus 1,1 and 1.2 may be said to differ syntastically and semantically,
1.1 relates the speaker's observation or attitude; whereas 1,2 relates
to the manner in which the act of answering was made,

Strangely in 1.3 is ambiguous between the two senses of strangely
in 1.1 and 1,2; that is, it refers to the fact thet the guestions were
answered in a strange manner/way, and simultanecusly to the fact that
the strangeness of the answering was perceived by the speaker/reporter
himself,

The same may be said to apply to the interpretation of the
meanings of naturally in 2:

2 Taken from Greenbmm (1969) and Quirk (1968m).
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Therefare in 3,2 has what Greenbaus temms an illative funotion
indicating that 'what is being said is a oconsequence or result of what
has been said before'. It ineludes thus, hence, accordingly, now, ete,

muihuﬁ““mmt'mmm
being made reinforces what has already been said'. More, further, and
furthermore function in the same way. They all have a transitionsl
function,

An overall lock at these items, and others which funotion like
them, reveals that they all serve to establish a link, syntactic and
semantic, between one sentence and ancther, between one assertion and
a previous one, Therefore it is possible to distinguish between the
set of items represented by moreover, though end therefare, and the set
of items represented by strangely and paturally, The former are different
lexical items but with similar syntactic and semantio roles, The latter
mmhuwmm-ﬂqmdnomm;
Muthqﬂugmcwmcnmuthmohmnd
pu.iﬁmtb:lhuﬂihmuwmitmsrlyntuﬂo
homonyms in each new position,

It is in respect of the observable differences in the meanings and
funotions of the two sets of items above, and in the still further

variation in the meanings of the set represented by strangely and

naturally, that Greenbaum classifies adverbs into &djuncts, conjuncts
and disjuncts. He formulates three dlagneostic eriteria to test their

behaviour:
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unit with a m.-';:!umdm'm
when the clause is negated.
L Always# he aidn't take me by surprise. c.f, Incidentally,

Ability to serve as the foous of clause interrogation

5. DAd ke reply to them pelitely ar 14 he reply to then rudely?

Ability to serve as the foous of olause negation, as
demonstrated by its abllity to be contrasted with another
foous in altermative negatien,

6. He 4iA not reply politely, but he aid reply
politely

Accordingly an edverd that sstisfies at least one of these criteria is
regarded by Greenbaum to have an 'adjunoctive' function in the clause,
end the adverd is said to be the Adjunct of the clsuse,

On the other hand, adverbs which do not satisfy these criteria
are not adjuncts., Consider, for example, the functions of lriefly,

probably, again, however and now in the followirng citations (taken from
Greenbaum p. 16),

7.

8.
9.

10.
1.

India faces famine because there are too many
and too little food.

He'd probably enjoy it.
ﬁ.ﬁ?ﬁlﬂ; t bears His testimony in and through fhe

m, the m is m.otoocooooo

N.P.s will have to wait until next year for any rise
in their
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Greenbanm argues that (and I quote him at length) 'semantically lwiefly
in 7 and probebly in 8 express an evaluation of what is being said
with respect either to the form of the cammmniocation or to its content.,
On the other hand, again, however and now express some connection with
what has been said befores Ny enalogy with the terms 'adjunotive'
and 'adjuncts', the olass of items represented by briefly end probably
umumuwwmumnmmmm
DISJUNCTS (a term suggesting their lack of integration within the
clause to widch they are subordinate), while the class of items
represented by again, however and now is said to have a 'conjunctive’
function and the items are termed CONJUNCTS, Though, moreover, and
therefore in 3 above are similarly conjuncts,

Both disjuncts and conjuncts may be said to stand in complementary
gposition to adjuncts because they satisfy the corollary to the three
diagnostic criteria on which adjuncts have been isclated above,

Disjunocts may be differentiated from conjuncts by applying a simple
test: 'disjuncts can serve as a response to a yes-no question, though
sometimes they require to be acoompanied by yes or no; conjhmnots camot
serve as & response %o a yes-no gquestion even if accompanied by yes or no:
Thus briefly satisfies this test,

Does India face famine? Nriefly, yes.

However as a conjunct carmot serve as a response:

Is analogy helpful? *However, yes.
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4s2, Creenbaum's terms (adjuncts, conjuncts and disjuncts)
are apparently meant to refer to semantic but not grammatical categories;
in-whieh they represent semantic units specially set up for making
purely semantic statements, He implicitly follows Leech's 'autonomy
of levels' principle by which syntax is placed at the service of semantics,
Hence his rejection of such terms as 'sentence modifiers' or sentence
adverbials’ beceuse as units identified in the grammar they would render
semantic statements madle about them merely interpretative (leech 1969b,
p. 28).,

I think a synthesis of the approaches is possible, and, indeed
desirable, for such a synthesis would ideally reflect the simultaneity
with which semantic, grammatical end other features ocombine together
t.-mmm-mnnu;u. uiwmmmem.
Professor Quirk has asserted that 'words are related both by grammar
MM&(ﬂ)Mmmmﬂmm
operate when we use language' (Quirk, 1970).

I shall use the term 'sentence adverbs' (adapted from Schreiber -
c.f. 4.5.1 below) to refer to all adverbs optionally introduced into
the sentence structure - and therefore omissible without making the
sentence ungrammatical or semantically incomplete - and having an
inter-sentential or intra-sentential relational role., They should be
distinguished from word-modifying adjuncts which only modify or focus
single items,
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4e3. Having distinguished his three major sub-classes, Greenbsum
goes on to sub-divide Adjunots into Intensifiers and Jamer Adjuncts;
end disjuncts into Style and Attituddnal aisjuncts’.

Ithhmﬂntthﬂhm“mmmsm
sub-classes, making it extremely difficult to set up coherent syntactic
and semantio rules to distinguish them individunlly, A synthesis along
m:mmmhz-uuqu;mmmhmmm
answer to the problem. Greenbaum's scheme is faulty because it does not
ccmpletely harmonise the semantic with the syntactic in adverbial usage,

4s3.1. The distinction between intensifiers and menner sdjuncts is
a distinotion between two homomyme of the seme part of speech made possible
by its ability to ocoupy @ifferent positions, and by the change of meaning
that this brings about,

For Greenbaum an intensifier is an adverd that may be placed before
the verb end which, semantically, has 'some heightening effect on the
farce of the verd' (1969, p. 23).

Accarding to this definition intensifiers collocate only with verbs
and usuelly precede them - his omm examples suggest this, How then are we
to interpret items in citations such as 12-1, below:

1 mmmoummmm.mtmuommn




12, 'Mﬂl,ﬁﬁmwaﬁ&ﬂm
nagabre tWrNeesves’

15, 'It's & moral - and political -~ tale and a thinly
veiled one at that.sececoees.’

L. 'The book is m episodic.eeess’

For oue thing the items underlined premodify adjectives, or words with
the force of adjectives, e.g. yeiled in 13. For another, they too seem to
have a 'heightening effect' on the force of the adjectives following them,

Mhmﬁmandwm“lmmun:
it suggests the manner in which the tale is 'episodic', that is, it
implies the intervention of a Iuman agent to make it so,

Decidedely in 11, 1s in addition partially evaluative, synanymous
with incontestably: its force is determined by the details put into it by
the narrator and/or by the reviewer as he perceived them,

Anbiguity as demenstrated in the use of decidedly in 11, and
caloulatedly in 1. is similarly apparent in the function of patiently,

irritably, sbsently in 15 below:

15, ‘'Adults usually qualify their their why questions,
Ve ask "why d4id you do 1t?" "why shouldn't I?"
wwm ‘Iu.:lﬁkuu - “m’ > Em,

on,
wwmmmwm. e
huliu m.:o:“m 80 h;m
an’m?!numm- (The Times 2/12/70,
t--’.
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These adverbs would nommally be placed in a post-verbal position, i,e.
af'ter answer in this example, Their function would then be to express
the manmner in which the answering was made, The effect of their
inversion, however, is to focus the items themselves and make them
uwmmmm-lm. One could argue that
part cf their great effect on the sentence is achieved through this
smbiguity in the meaning of the adverbs’.

Perhaps the clearest distinction between & manner adjunct and its
homonymous intensifier is provided in the purposive use of honestly in
the closing sentence of citation 15t

We all know you must answer children's questions
Mhuhmﬁ".mm“
you have no idea being asked?

The two uses of honestly are interesting both syntactically end stylistically:
the speaker/writer is no doudbt awere of the semantic significance of
inverting or varying the normal order of words,

Another instance of a olever, perhaps deliberately substandard
use of adjuncts to persuade was observed in an advertisement on the
students' notice board:

16. ‘'SPARE TIME CASH FOR GIRIL STUDENTS,

Honestly, morally, sasily, and it's yery interesting,
Sell higheclass cosmetics on commission,'

1 For a discussion of the stylistic value of ambiguity, especially in
literature, see Louis B, Salemon p. 36, 121,




But consider 17 and 18:

17. The whole thing is surprisingly wordy.
13, The whele thing is wordy, surprisingly.

The two sentences are not symonymous, 17. focusses as well as intensifies
the adjeotive; 18, represents pure evaluation, The latter may be
paraphrased 'It's swprising that.....' ar "I'm swprised that the whole
thing is wordy.' The former may be paraphrased only Yy 'The whole thing
is wordy in a surprising (=amasing) sort of way.' Or, ''t's wordiness
is such that it surprises me,'

The difficulty in delineating the exact relationship of an adverd

to the rest of the sentence is further highlighted in the following
oitation:

19, 'To caricature a person, emphasise his most deminant
feature; to caricature a nation emphasize its most fervent

occupation, then, David Kaye's
&mwknmw
has assumed the of a religion.' (a TLS review 1970)

Unsurprisingly is decidedly evaluative in this contoxt, It's meaning
would have been ambiguous between approval and detachment, however, if
appropriately was omitted. But as it is, appropriately disambiguates
it in favour of approval by the speaker of the mriter's handling of his
subject-matter, Thus sppropriately cannot just be said to intensify or
modify gruel; it has at onse an inter-sentential as well as an intre-



sentential modifying role.

beks Tebe we shall take a oloser look at 'disjunctive adverbs’',
that is, adverbs having a disjunctive function in the sentence, and
distinguish between them on the basis of what kind of attitude they
express,

In 4.3, mention was made of Greenbaum's sub-division of disjuncts
into style and gttitudinal ddsjuncts, ‘Style disjuncts' refer to the
form in which a speaker reports or records a discourse subject, Greenbeum
distinguishes two sets of such disjuncts:

(1) those that the is making a rough
upual!...r a
generally,
(2) htwummamt
hﬂ' honestly, truthfully,
mm

The difference between the two types of disjunct can be determined by
a simple test: an item is a style disjunct if it collocates with say,

mﬂmu:«mm.rm.l The majority
of attitudinal disjuncts do not collocate with a verd of speaking,




Examples,

20. Generally, I have nothing against him,
= Generally speaking, I have nothing against him
or In general, I have nothing against him,

C.t.

21, Asasingly, he finished first.
# Amazingly speakingy he finished first,

But ‘[t is smasing thabe...eessses' 18 acoeptable because it underlies
and therefore expresses the same attitude as the source sentence.

Similar restriotions apply to questions, But here the disjunct may
refer to the form or content of the question asked, or to the form or
content of the answer being elicited:

22, PEriefly, did you emjoy the concert last night?
= To put 1t briefly, d4id you enjoy the concert......?

In brief, 4id you enjoy the congert ...ceeeceeveee?
I ask you to tell me triefly, daia YOUsseovosssssnn?
If I may ask you Wriefly, 4id you.eeesscessccsecas?
ir 3 noy be m. daia you m.lo-.oaaloco-o..oo?

All of which are semantically equivalent to the disjunct in the source
sentence, C.f, *Delightfully, @id you enjoy the concert last night?
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Frankly is perhaps the most productive of the style disjuncts,
In a simple declarative statement, negative or positive, e.g.

2. Trandy, I enjoyed the congert last night,
25, Frankly, I didn't enjoy the concert last night,

frankly may be interpreted gither as

2.1 To befrank (with you) (I would say that) I enjoyed .eesees
25,1 To be frank (with you) (I would say that) I didn't enjoy the concert,...
o=

2.2 1 mﬂm”“l“ﬂm.uuu
”o’ I would say m that I didn’t m the.seeecnese

Alternatively,

243 mmz-ﬁummmm.
25,3 Frankly speaking, I didn't enjoy the concert.......

C.f. 26, Surprisingly, I didn't enjoy the concert last night,

‘ I'n surprised that I didn't enjoy the consert......

Wm. I M.t nhooou--ol-ot
But "o my surprise I 4idn't enjoy the oomoert,.....'

o i

Both frankly end surprisingly satisfy the geseno questian test, but the
lattor does not collocate with speak, put, say or tell,
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In a question frankly can be interpreted in two ways if the
superordinate clause is negative:

27. !mklv.s-.'ihosm te?
27.1 = If I may be fyank, isn't bloody hypoorite?
or,

27.2 If I may ask to be frank, tell me: isn't he a
A you ’ bloody

A further correspondence to frankly is

27.3 If I may ask you frankly, ﬁ"hammm

In this interpretation it is clear that fyankly is a mamner adjunct in
the carresponding clause, even though it is a disjunct in thd surface
structure of the matrix sentence, This suggests that frankly is what is
left of an underlying conditional clause truncated in the deep structure
of the sentence.

In this respect style disjuncts, and perhaps some attitudinal
disjuncts, may be said to have a disjunctive function only in the surface
structure of the sentemce. Thus in ‘Confidentially, she is very stupid'
Confidentially mey farm its correspondence in collocation with any of
the saying verbs, Similarly in

26, Dissppointingly she is very stupid
disappointingly may be parsphrased: 'It is disappointing that,..'
It also imples 'I'm disappointed to say/declare that.....'
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The difference between the two disjuncts diminishes comsiderably if,
following Ross, we assume the presence of a token-reflexive in their
underlying structure (memtioned in J, ¥, Staal, and in MaocCawley):

27a. I'm saying it to you confidentially (that) she is
very stupid.

This generates

I tell confidentially (that) she is stupid
nim,hﬂl ( ’ v

Confidentially, she is very stupid.

Similarly , 28a, T say I am @isappointed (to observe) (that) she is very stupid.
—> It is disappointing that she is very stupid.
~———>Disappointingly, she is very stupid,

bolio2. Attitudinal disjuncts according to Greenbaum, are those
sentence adverbs which 'express the speaker's attitude to what he is
saying, his evaluation of it, or shades of certainty or doubt about
At (p. S4).

These he further sub-classifies into two semantic sets (pp. 202-11),
Attitudinal disjuncts under semantic set I express an opimion on the
truth-value of what is being said', and can be sube-divided into two sub-
sets:

a, those ‘shades of doubt or certainty about
what is said' - undeniably, incontestably
ascidedly, arguably,



b.

thou“ state in vhat sense Judges it to
.ﬂ.-m. »
.m,m.um.

nominally
theoretically, etec.

Under semantic set 2 we have most disjuncts which are not members
of set 1, and vhich "convery a judgement about shat is being said',
implying that

it is fortunate or unfortunate; sadly
wnhappily, fortunstely, loakily, tely, wnluckily, ete.

what is bedng sald causes satisfaction or not: om.

m mw. '

it is strange or unexpected: m:lnﬂy

m M“&.

strangely, paradoxically, suspioiously
mmw”hlym

it is expected or appropriate , wnsurprisingly, appropriately
inevitably, suitably, typleally, nsturally, predictably, ete,

others pass judgement on the rightness or wisdom of the action
described, or on the wisdom with which it has been performed:

carrectly, rightly, justly, wrongly , oleverly,
mm:mm&y.mvﬁm.-hm.xo. -

The relationships between the various sets and sub-sets and the
clause are diseovered through ecorrespondences. Some attitudinal
mmmwuhmmwmu
a8 deseribed in 4.1 above, Thus in 29, Naturally, he refused to buige’
naturally may be replaced by 'it is natural that he.....' which is
therefore its correspondence, This technigue helps to establish the
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semantio and syntactic properties of the disjuncts, TFor those disjuncts

which do not form correspondences this way, pereplrasing reveals only

their negative semantic properties, i.e. what they do not mean:
Outwardly he seems self-satisfied,

="It is outward that he seems,.....
or *He seems self-satiafied in an ocutward manner

*Outwardly speakinge.csesscees
are unacoeptable as correspondents of gutwardly.

4e5 As attitudinal and style disjuncts are both expressions of the
speaker's attitude they overlay semantically., The syntactioc differences
hmmﬂWM‘hw.ﬁfuMhﬂc
surface gramiar,

Some grammarians in fact do not distinguish sentence adverbs
syntactically, but explore mainly the differences in their semantio
interprotation, using syntactic features only vhere they help to clarify
or reinfarce such interpretation,

4¢5.1. For instance, Peter Schreiber, working within the framework
of transformational - generative grammar, identifies two sub-classes of
sentence adverbs: modal and gvaluative adverbs.

(I shall first of all give & brief exposition of Schreiber's
arguments, then oriticise them, and finally attempt a synthesis of his
and Greenbaun's views on the basis of other available evidence.)

. -



As instances of modal adverbs, consider

e & Nixon is beholden to Strom Thuwrmond,

For gvaluative adverbs, consider

the war has been extended to Cambodia the
Predictably army has taken over the government

Other representative forms of modal adverbs include: allegedly,
certainly, conceivably, evidently, possibly, presumably, probably,
undoubtedly, unquestionably, ete,

Fvaluative adverbs are more mmerous and include: astonishingly,
fortunately, ineredibly, interestingly, ironically, luckily, naturally,
0ddly, paradaxically, strengely, surprisingly, unbelievably, understandably,
unlueckily, ete.

Schreiber sets up four main eriteris to distinguish the two
sub=classes:

Criterion 1, semantic interpretation - an evaluative adverbd
‘presupposes the positive truthevalue of the (surface) predication with
which it is in construction and offers an evaluation (value=judgement)
of 1t'; & modal adverd, on the other hand, 'assigns a degree of likelihood
(a probably truth-value) to the associated predication’',

Compare 3J sequences below:



m Thurmend is extracting his pound of flesh,
He prosumably,
probably is extracting Ms pound of flesh

noummmcmw’

Schreiber suggests that in all these the fact or act of extraoting
the pound of flesh is probable, though not necessarily true., The adverbs
are modal by his definition,

oF - B w;uummmcm
Thumond, (PSP ), 18 extraoting his poundesess

He is extracting his pound of flesh, fw

Heree the speaker evaluates the fact or act of extracting the pound
of flesh, The adverbs ave factive or gvaluative and presuppose a positive
truth~-value,.

Criterion 2, Ocourrence in interrogative sentences: modal adverbs
can osour in interrogative sentences; evaluative adverbs camnot,

35 Ilhomscm

Cofs mm&‘
36, mhm&.m
m_,



mmmtmmmummmh.

Critericn 3, Ocourrence in certain complement constructions:
nodal adverbs can; evaluative adverbs camnot.

3 x*whmmmm

Cufe 38, *T wonder whether he m; Xnew the answer,

Criteriom b, Other structursl differences between the two sub-
olasses resulting in differences of meaning, ns revealed in certain
predicete oamplement constructions, Thus in 39, Same peple feel that
mtnomvdtwuuﬁrﬂlw;

= Some people feel it 1s possible that Roosevelt ....ee

C.f. 40, 'Bmm foel that unfortunately Roosevelt wanted to enter

’
the war,

Here two 'facts' are being judged at once, making unfortunately
anbdguous s

8. It night represent an evalustion of Roosevelt's policy =
how it affects the country:

Seme people feel that t's desire to enter
the war was unfortunate (= mistaken)!

b. It might, on the other hand, suggest that such a feeling is
M‘DM'I . in which case the range of
would have specified by, for example,
and a pronoun co-referent with Roosevelt:

T e o
R _ to the war,



keS.2, Sohreiber's arguments for distinguishing the two sube
classes are on the whole fairly convineing, It is his attempt to
derive sentence adverbs transformationally, to prove that they are
'derivationally related to cognate constructions with adjectives' that
is dudious,

He presents four arguments to support his view:

1. The synonymy of the scurce sentence containing a sentence
adverdb and its correspondence (to barrow a term from
Greenbaum), 6.8

41, m Nixon is beholden t0.eeseess
=42 muh“ beholden t0.sveeccesse

'If we assert that A1, and 42, are derived from one underlying
structure, we thereby autamatically ascount foar the synonymy
of these sentences',

2, Imperative sentences: sentence adverbs do not occur in imperatives,
This is explained by the fact that they are derived from the
structure also underlying the adjeotival constructions, Hence
the unacceptability of

u..m’”m.
because glearly here has no appropriate underlying structure

containing its adjective base, A further restriction is that
imperatives require underlying you as subject,
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The third argument is a oonsequence of 2, that is, the none
oucurrence of sentence adverbs in imperatives prokibits their
oocurrence in certain types of cemplement constructions, Far
instance, the unasceptability of

*I comand you probably to leave
*I comnmand you conceivably to leave

& F

is a logiocal conséquence of the faoct that one does not find
46, °*I conmand you (for it) to bde probable to leave,

b Finally, such a position helps to impose restrictions on the
formation as well as the delimitation of possible sentence
adverbs, The relationship between the adverb and the underlying
ad jective which generates it must be such as to make the two
forms synonymous, For instance the non-occurrence of

47, "Wermly, John was at fault,
follows automatically from the fact that 48, is also not possible:

4Ba, *"That John was at fault was warm,
4Bb, *"That John was at fault was easy,

46,3, Sohweiber notes the existence of other sub-olasses of
sentence adverbs, but does not discusss them, Ironically, such forms
may serve as powerful counter-examples to undermine his position., He
makes a passing reference to them in his notes and they are exemplified
by

49, Frankly, I don't understand the questiom,



50. FEeonomically, Appalachia is a disaster area.
51. Consequently, John will not returen,

None of these may be replaced by ‘it 48 ......that', Vis:

*It is frank that I don't understand the questien
*It is economic that Appalachis.csecees
*It is consequent that JohN.ssesevcsses

These paraphrases are unacceptable either as representing the underlying
forms from which the adverbs have been derived, or as manifestations of
their underlying semantic structures.
Prankly in 49, 18 what we have alveady characterised as a 'style disjunot
following Greenbaum, and corresponds in this context to one of the following:

or m..coooo

Economically in 50. represents what Greenbaam would call an 'aspectual
d4s junet' commtable with 'from an econcmic point of view'.
Consequently in 51, is an instance of 'illative' conjuncts meaning
‘as a consequence' in this context.
These examples suggest that the underlying semantic structure of
a disjunct (or sentence adverd) does not always reveal the processes
by which it has been derived., The structural differences that we have
observed between modal and evaluative adverbs as exemplified by possibly

and unfortunately further suggest that the basis of the synonymy of some
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mmummn—-mmannm
from their adjective frames in such clauses tut from the structure and
context of the predication as a whole, Transformational formulas cannot
acoount for the wide range of meaning of adverbial adjuncts, (C.f,
Eschilmen et al, ps 15.)

4o6. Schreiber's modal and evalustive adverbs come under
*attitudinal disjuncts’ in Greenbeun's classification; they roughly
correspond to the two major groupings into whi h he sub-dividesd
attitudinel aisjuncts (pp. 211-12):

a, 'those that convey an attitude towards the truthevalue
of what is being said', e.g. glearly, certainly, outwardly,
seemingly, decidedly, perhaps, gstensibly, superficially, ete.

~ I.,mmwmmﬂmh
“" Sohreiber's system,

be ‘'those that convery any other attitude towards what is being
said', e.g. tregioally, delightfully, oddly, rightly,
blessedly, justly, paturslly, ete.

Schreiber would call these evaluative (or 'factive')
adverbs,

Greenbaun distinguishes the two groupings by means of & simple test:
disjunots in (a) do not allow the special use of should in their
correspondence, as defined by Palmer - 'in this use should is restricted



-67=-

to utterances that express swrprise or some other kind of emotion',
Disjuncts in (b) do, For instance,

52, Clearly, he is behaving badly
A It is olear that he is behaving badly.

55. It is decidedly a wellemade play.
£ It is decided that it is a wellemade play.

Cofs She Oy

m.h”mw

= It is odd

— .
that he should be hewaving badly

Note that style disjunots are like ddsjuncts in (a) in not allowing
the special use of should:

- i.humw

* i drief
=y }uhmhmw

‘!hnmudnmm hmum,
mmmmwu.

It is no coincidence that 'style disjunots' should behave like
‘modal adverbs' in some instances, Semantically they both refer to the
form, mode or 'style’ of the commmiocation, to the speaker's confirmation



=68

d.cM&WhMﬂi&Wﬂcw. To bharrow
s term from Kruisings, they may be/to express modality (124). Conveying
an ‘attitude towards the truthevalue of what is being said' is, for me,
senantically equivalent to making a "rough generalisation' or 'being
frank' (Greenbaum's definition of style disjuncts), and involving the

same activity as assigning 'a degree of likelihood (a probable truthevalue)
to the associated predication' (Schreiber's definition of modal adverbs),

Poutena designates as 'Molal Adverblsl Adjuncts' those adverbs
which 'express the speaker's attitude with regard to the fulfillment of an
action or state' (p, 103), Greenbaum criticises this view on the grounds
that Poutama 'seams to be restriocting the class of "modal adverbs" to those
that have modal auxiliaries that oorrespond semantically to them' (vide
his notes, p. 100) such as possibly,

This inadequacy in Poutama's definition, however, does not rule ocut
the value of the term modal for our purposes, Broadly, such adverbs are
'modal’ not simply because they 'have modal suxiliaries that correspond
semantically to them' but also becsuse they may collocate with other
verbs to refer to the form, mode, or style of the communication, or
in Kruisinga's words 'to confirm’, 'to deny', or to 'express or emphasise
probability, ete., all these being forms of uncertainty' [p. 124). C.f.,

56, Me will m

$7. He nows about it, apparently.

Clear.
o&db

¥

58. w)hmumm.



As the term 'attitudinal' has such & wide semantic range, we can use
Schreiber's term evaluative to desoribe all the disjuncts which value-
Judge a predication. In other words, we can regard all disjuncts as
expressing a wide range of attitudes ( - in this respect Greenbaum's
detailed sub-classification of such attitudes is extremely valuable),
Therefore all disjuncts may be said to be attitudinal, We can then
sub-divide them into gvaluative and moda) (subsuming 'style') disjuncts.
Disgrammatically this may be represented as a tree-branchj

ATTITUDINAL
DISJUNCTS
MODAY, (+ style)
EVALUATIVE Doubt or certainty
value-judge true or false
‘Pacts’ rough generalisation
"Pmotive' or being frank
"Expressive’




530« It appears from the results of our analysis that the
eriteria for isolating adverbtial adjuncts may be reduced to two,
the

(1) Criterion of ty = as/items are adjunctive
their in all possible positions in the
sentence structure is accordingly optional,

(i4) Criterion of omissibility - the items being adjunctive,
may be omitted without the sentence
unacceptable grammatically or semantically,

Items which violate these criteria may be regarded as obligatory

in the clause or sentence structure (o.f. sequences 26=35 in chap 2)

and are therefore not necessarily adjunctive in function,

5.1, In sub-olassifying sdjunots” & minor eriterion for
distinguishing between 'word-modifying' and ‘sentence modifying' adjuncts
is gredability, & characteristic determined on a semantic rather than on
a syntactic or morphologic scale (as put forward by Bolinger, 1967, as
implied in the consept of antonymy suggested by Sapir, discussed by
lyons pp. 465~67.) Employing the insight it provides we can say that
generally, only items that are gredable (nouns, verbs, adjectives) may
be intensified. The item so intensified may also be said to be implicitly
compared to the item immediately below itj; that is the intensification
almost always involves comparison, For example very in:-

1 Dis ascording to the two oriteria above are adjuncts
intonationally and attitudinally,



58. It's yery nice.
59. She was yery upset.

is being implicitly compared to a recognised norm of niceness, or to a
norm related to the extent by which people's emotion is measured, In
each case very implies 'beyond-the-norm’,

Intensifiers themselves are gradable; for instance 'sbsolutely-words',
i.e. words which can be intensified by sbsclutely are higher on the scale
than ‘yery-words', the former are highest, the latter are lower than
highest,

Merner adjuncts too are gradable - loudly in

60, He sang loudly,

implicitly contrasts with a singing 'levelenom',
Downtoners are appropriately so-called because on the basis of
this semantic scale, they tend to make the implicit contrast less marked -

0.8+ Quite and rather are lower than yery, as in

61, It's rather @ull today isn't 1t?
62, We were guite pleased with our performance.

But yather does not refer to sny fixed degree., Yet while it is 'lower
than' yery it still appears to be 'more than' the norm modified by other
downteners, like guite,

Disjunots do not seem to be so constrained in their function. As
they modify more than one word, i,e, are sentence-modfying, they cannct
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inply any graded comtrast, If there is any contrast in their meaning
and function at all, it must be in relation to the speaker/writer's
attitude to the situation only, to what he is saying or to what is being

seid about it, Such a contrast would only hypothetically relate to
what the reader's attitude would be if he found himself in such a situation,

5.2, Ve may now in sumary drew a diagram incorporating the
distinctions we have made in cur classification of adverbial adjuncts:-

sentence-gonnecting
CONJUNCTS (uumnu)

s



-75-

s
-

This elassification, & modified version of Greenbaus'syhas the advantage
of being explicit without over - simplifying, It avoids the temptation
tommm“"m&lﬁﬂhmhmmu
of adjunctive usage.

mmhwnm-uuumm.
enable us to relate the maning and the function of adjuncts to
Wﬁo“-ﬁmwwmtoMﬂ.
greater effect in communication.

Adverbial usage, especially as it helps to convery a speaker's attitude
to what he 45 saying or what is being said, may be regarded as stylistically
significant, And from this point of view ocne can argue that most adverbial
m-.mmmnqmmmcmmu-m-
markers', This brings us to & consideration of the possible rhetorical
value of adverbial adjuncts, but it must be borme in mind that the
following discussion though emanating from the limited theme of this
dissertation is only speculative and tentative,

5.3, Ve always spesk of the syntactic and semantic features of
ﬂliﬂllﬂﬂllﬂlh)ﬂ.*lﬁl“ﬂtﬂﬂmmhw
mmamm.uhﬁﬂmmm-,mu
the terms, usually exploited by users of the language?

It hardly needs mention that *the primary function of language is
ho;bym. (and that) gremmatical structures exist for this
m'lnl:. We consciously manipulate the grammatical structures

1 e.f., R. B, Long, pp. 1-2,




of our langusges, the aystem of options they make available to us, to
cmvey particular meanings or desired effects, This may be regarded as

an aspect of purposive usage, stylistio in quality, because extrinsically
determined, It complements the presence within the grammsr of certain
optional sub-structures, sdjunctive forms such as intensifiers, (e.g.
extremely, greatly, absolutely), modifiers (mammer sdjuncts, eto.),
downtoners (e.g. nesrly, fairly, guite), evaluative and modal disjumets, ete.,
which in meaning and function are inherently stylistic. |

Werner Winter concieves giyle as an aspeot 'characterised by a pattern
of recurrent selection from the inventory of optional features of a
language, **

h'M'MMMhMﬁM#&
mmmtmu.mm-wtuhw.au'mh-
markers' in Winter's sense of the tem ‘style’.

Adverbial adjuncts generally have the effect of clarifying ar
underlining the meaning of a text. Thelr extreme mobility and the
variation in their meaning potential which this makes possible, enable
the speaker/writer, in the words of Eschilman, et al, 'to vary the syntactic
pattern to avoid monotony of style', and to 'emphasise units (words, phrases,
or olauses), elevating the importance of the bridge,> or relationships of

1 Quoted by Mils rik Mukvist, Iinguistics and Style, p. 35.

2 The term "Wridge' refers to the author's conception of adverbial usage:
"Adverbs are actually semantic bridges relating !P + VP to space,
Sine, freguency probability csuse and so forth®, p. k.
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phrase, or olause (Pu-l4).

Sentence adverbs (ﬁnhmm)hmzmémtomm.-
mtc'cgtuwsc“hﬂuﬂl.uhmwuumm
m-unmntmnmmwmww.nlotw
difference to the effect or meaning of & whole or part of a text, e.g.:=

ol

(1) 1'a acknowledge that the iremendously academic ohild may
beoame interested in sbsolutely anything simply because
he is a glutton for learning or getting things right.
But poteriously, the argument for broadening the
syllabus is used not only with rererence to the acedemic
mnﬂpu“m-mmum
non-scadenio who is then supposed to carry the acadenic
in tow, Dut it seems to me absclutely obvious that if
non-acadenically - inclined members of the sixth form
are now boved by working for two A levels which they may
or may not get, but which perhaps they have to work for
beosuse there's nothing else, they'll be more - not less -
bored by working at five subjects', (Mery Warnock -
'*Personal View' The Listemer 1, 1.71)

Now try reading the passage without the adverdials underlined,
The effect, it seems to me, is to make the passage flat and ambigucus
(if not meaningless) in some places. For example the excisan of
soadenically from non-scademically inolined renders it imprecise. Also
notariously has no comnection with the ohild's gluttony, but with the
— —————— e

3 'not only ... in faot® is conjunctive + modal - but outside
our area of reference,




-”.

benefit of both the academic and the non-sdademic child, lNotoriocusly
refers to the wikiter's attitude and can b persphrased:-

'it is notorious that the argunent for.ccccces’
or 'it seems to me notariocus that the........'
or

‘it is notorious of some people to use the argument for
btroadening the syllabus not only with referenge....’

ot

But/* I'm notoricus that the argument.....'
Such a persphrase would however, be aceceptable if surprisingly is
substituted for notoriously:

'"I'm surprised that the argument for ....' = the reference then
would not be anaphoric, but would directly related to the cognitive
content of the matrix sentence.

There can thus be no doubt that adverbs have the effect of varying
the interpretation, of properly modifying the meaning of a whole or part
of an utterance, Their use is therefore stylistically significant:

To take another example, intensifiers themselves do not merely
serve to intensify the items they collocate with; they are focussing
devices also. Ini-

(2) 'We told him to go to school, but he absolutely
stared at the Post 0ffice Tower'

the act of staring is fiot what is being fooussed but the total none
execution of the original order; absolutely confers definiteness as
well as surprise on its collocate, and in this way suggests the intensity
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of the speaker's attitude. This is further indicated by its carrying
the muclear stress in the conjoined elause.
A similar effect is achieved in 3, below:-

(3) ‘He sbsolutely ran round and round the track.'
In addition, consider the following sequences:

(4) Mary is gertainly extremely beautiful
(5) How greatly they all admire the Professor!
(6) How thorcughly @id they enjoy themselves?

(7) 'His interpretation of Tohaikovsky is patently obviocusly
exaggerated' ' (T,V, remark on Ken Russell's film:
"The Musiec Lovers')

In (4) the degree of Mary's besuty is not in question, nor is it
the most important piece of information; gertainly is the information
foous expressing the speaker's conviotion, affirmation and emotion.

In (5) greatly in addition to intensifying its collocate connotes
surpride and evaluation - the exclamatory structure of the sentence
embodies this,

In (6) there is no question about whether the subjects of the
umunjwu-nhu;mrm-umthgm#m
enjoyment (faotive bosause assused b the spesker).

Finally, in (7) we have total assertion - the speaker leaves the
listener no room for doubt on what he thinks and the listener is called
upon to agree with it - though even this does not seem to be the concern
of the speaker. His primary goal is to make his views clear and
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unequivocals how the listener takes them does not matter very much,

Adverbdial adjunots thums serve to intensify or modify a word,
clause or sentence, and simultanecusly help to focus the major
information peints in the eclmse or sentence. In other words speakers
are aware of all the possible effects that can be gained by choosing one
position rather than another. Their use is part of the process of
making one's discourse 'stylised'. Some modifiers, for instance,
undoubtedly, decidedly, presumably, eto. have in fact been observed to
mark idioclects. The frequent use of such and other markers in a
personalised way seems to underlie the usual olaim that style is the
expression of a speaker's/mriter's personality’, and the relsted view
that one can learn a lot sbout another person through his speech habits -
the mode or form in which he habitually expresses himself,

—————r——— -
1, linguists tend to use p eto, to indicate the tentativeness
of their statements, eriticism on the other hand

ﬂ“mlly“wmnmmh
oeour quently, This indicates t professional styles,
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