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The Semantic Relationship Between the Te-Clause
Eventuality and the Main Clause Eventuality from the
Viewpoint of Lexical Aspect

Tang, Ting-Chi ~  Saeki, Masayo ~
Abstract

In the present paper, we try to investigate Watanabe’s (1990, 1994) theory, which
clarifies the peculiar semantic functions of the_te-clause from the viewpoint of verb’s
“lexical aspect,” as well as examine the merits and demerits of the theory. Watanabe
(1990, 1994) considers that “a te-clause contains the meaning of conveying the
consequent eventuality based on the acknowledgement of the realization of the
antecedent eventuality,” and that the semantic relationship between the te-clause and
the main clause is deeply involved with whether or not the predicate verb in the
te-clause is a “telic verb.” Moreover, this exposition is applied to the te-clause
preceding a subsidiary verb as well as the te-clause appearing at the end of a sentence.
However, this explanation cannot account for all types of relationships between the
te-clause and the main clause, nor can it apply to all types of te-forms of “activity
verbs,” “accomplishment verbs,” “achievement verbs,” “stative verbs, adjectives,”
“adjectival nouns” and “nouns.” The semantic relationship between the eventuality of
the te-clause and the main clause is determined not only by the “lexical aspect” of the
te-clause, but also by the “lexical aspect” of the main clause, as well as by the overall
meanings of the “te-clause’s eventuality” and the “main clause’s eventuality.”

In this paper, we propose the generalization that “a sentence which contains a
te-clause states the ‘establishment of the consequent eventuality’ on condition of the
‘existence of the antecedent -eventuality.”” Under these circumstances, a
comprehensive and overall explanation of various semantic relationships between the
“te-clause’s eventuality” and the “main clause’s eventuality is attainable.
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