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Assuming as basic George Lakoff's proposal that manner adverbs
are derived from adjectival constructions, I would like to further
examine the selectional restrictions on manner adverbs and the
paraphrasal relationships asmong the more basic adjectival constructions.
i. It is cbvicgs that manner adverbs take human subjeéfs and cennot
take inanimate subjects. '

(1) Mary cerefully typed the letter.

{2) #The rock carefully rolled down the hili.”
However, it is not quite so obviocus that manner zdverds caﬂ also
teke animste, non-human suhjlects.

(3} The eat meticulously buried its feces.
It has been suggested thet this restriction mey be releted to a
volitional feature of the adve;ﬁ. The following sentences would
then have fo hove snimate subjects and a feature of volition in the
adverb. :

(4) The dog delgberately chewed up my shoe.

{S5) The horse igtentipnally stepped on my foot.
But consider sentences such as - ‘

fé) The cat obnoxiously kneaded the blanket.

(7} The dog heroicly saved the child.
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{8} Tre mule reluctantly moved.
{9} The anteater eamerly ate the ants.

(10} The horse wisely chase the right road.
(The adverbs in 6-10 will be further discussed in section IT.)
In each of the above sentences the acceptability depends on the
volitienal nature of the adverb. Thus, sentences {11) throuzh {15}
are étrange:

{11) The geetle obnoxiously climbed up my leg.

{12) The cat heroicly hissed.

{13) The dog reluctantly ate the fish,

(14) The moth esgerly flew toward the light.

(15) The cat wisely retracted its dlaws.
Although these gentences are grammatical, they are oéd either beecause
the acts invelved are not completely and consciously acts of will,
or because nonR-numan gnimals do ﬁoﬁ do things ralﬁctantly or wisely.

One solution to this problem would be to subcategorize sdverbs

into volitional or non-volitional categories, and ellow animacy to
be the only subject selectional restriction. In this way +human subjeéts
wounld correspond to +animate subject and +volitional adverb. However,
with non-human subjects the problem sfill exists of determining what
can be volitional for a cat, & dog or a beetle. fh& fact thaet sentences
{11) through (15) are not completely unaéééptable, but only odd, indi-
ecates another solution. There are situatioés in which the sentences
of (115-(15) would be perfectly suitable; Tor example, my intense

dislike for beetles could lead me to say The beetle obnoxiously elimbed

ue my leg, or even,
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(16) The beetle mal%cgously “] climbed yp my leg.
dellberately_g

(i.e., T attridbute a volitional act--—that of %rying to frighten me--—
30 the bestle, oltheoush I kaow in faet that the beetle had no such

purpose in mind.)} %his would be similar to saying:

cruelly .
{(17) cats {;uthlessly} kill rodents.

although most people would ecknowledge the cruelty with‘which cats
kill mice is a human, not feliné, attitude.

What I p:ogose then, is-that the adverb aseribed to an acticn
cen either be the speaker's description of how the act is being
comnitted, or the subject's attippde toward the act. This would be
the source of many ambiguities with human subjects as well as non-
human subjects. The sentences

(18) John wisely decided to study linguisties.
mey be Professor Glump's opinion of Jéhn’s decision and John may
think it was a dumdb thing to do. |
II. This brings us to the problem of what adverbs have this
ambiégiﬁy; T think that in fact all adverbs can be apbiguous in
‘this way, but that some ﬁave a much more likely reading as the
susject's opinion of hov.%he act was performed. There are manner
adverbs:derived from both;stative and active adjectives§ thaose
derived from mctive verbs én& having bhuman subjects are much less
likely té be read as the speasker’s opinion. Sentence {20) is less-
likely to be denied than {21):

(20) Jobn deliberately tore up the notice.

(21) The cat deliberately ruined my couch.
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<% seems to me that there are actually three types of manner

@

dverts; (a) those derived from aetive adjectives which are also
volitionel, [b) those derived from sctive adjectives which can
te velifienzl or non-volitionsl, ané {¢) those éderived Zroz stative

adjectives which are pon-volitional. Examples follow.

ACTIVE i STATIVE
+volitional tvolitional “—wolitional
masteriflly heroicly reluctantly
industricusly obnoxiously eggerly

I meticulously wisely
carefully
deliverately
rutnlessl
cleverly

Whether or not heroic and obnoxious are active can also be

v

challenged. They both meet the test for stativity:

. obnoxious. 1»
{22) He seems to be {heroic. B

And there is g definite strangeness in some of the active inter-

pretations:

+
-

N ™
o oia . . obnoxious.
(23) 7?Wnat he &id was be {hez‘o'ic. J

i

(24) 3111 wes deliberately. cbnoxious “%

_ heroic.

R

‘ [ obnexious ».\}-
o LYY . - > S kY .
{(25) 7?%Johr was careful in being ! heroic.
L
but
‘K’Obnoxiously

(26) Max soted i heroicly

-

} and Sam 4id so too.
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(32)

(33)

"T3h)

(335)

(36)

(37)

(38)

(39)

(ko)

(41)
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4 R
} I} ious . .
Herkimer wvas -k“;egzziou ¢ in oréer to win Larry's

-~

ect. “
respect -

obnoxious. |

] s 8 e .
Paul eats bugs because he wants o L*her01c.

3 | cbnoxious l}
e A
heroic!

. . 1 (" N l
. et s cbnoxious.
iDick is siupid instesd of heroice -S
4 \
You are - heroie :ﬁg for my sake
Lou Lo‘onoxious B ~ ‘
—_
. . ¢ obnoxious. |
Portia is being R
?bher01c.

*I sew him being {g‘g;giczous}

o obnoxious.
Giula persuaded Hilda to be s:éeroic. i}

" 2Cassius will be {;b‘;g’i‘z“s'}
(= a

?%le used masks to be %:ébn°§l°“sz}
heroic,

obnoxious .
He was ) with a gun.
‘heroic

e ; ‘
?5he was ;Z?g::ou{}’tw'(means of) taking LSD.

They are {E;:::?iousj} together.

. obnoxious .
is . v with Zelda.
HenI'Y {n‘ero].c } v

#g ) obnoxious (" bnoxious.
sue was heroic and vas 'ihheroic. _

Sue kxept on being irbbnoxiousTL
* ) heroic. _;

S
Iy N
R obnoxicus |
?Laura happened to be 4. . r
- Y heroic. J
L.
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{" obnoxious |
IR v . =~
(4k)  2Amy is % hepoie % in the park.
(. "
:

This lack of agreement indicates that pernhaps there is a further
subcavegorization of verbs needed. Although I have no definite

proposal at the present, I suggest it be in terms of volitional

acts, sirce both hercic and obnoxious have the property of being
aither intentional or unintentional.
III, There is yel another problem with adverbs; if we assume they

y - - K -
arz peraphroses of

adiectival conmstrueciicns as Laxof? (19635) proposed,
we get
(k5) Mort cleverly reads tea leaves. .
coming from |
(L&) Mort is clever in reading tea leaves,
For me, this sentence is ambiguous; it can mean either (48) or (Lg):
- {47) Mort reads tea leaves in e cl;;er manner.
(48) Mort is clever in that he reads tea leaves (i.e.,
he makes & lot of money doing it.)
Since this ambiéuity exists, the deep structures of (547) and (u48)

must be different. Svecifically, the deep structure of (L8) must

be sensitive to for-to and Poss~ing complementation (as deseribed

by Rosenbeum, 1967 )l.since sentence (hg}kgnd {50} are paraphrases of
(16): ’ '
(49} For Mort éo read tee leaves is clever.
§
(50} HMort's reading of tea leaves is clever;

A deep atructure such as {51) would allow the transformational

derivation of (k) and (50).
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(51) S

1P /\\\-\vp
| v’/ \\NP

¥ort
+¥

.- S
.+Rd3 I ‘ J//I’EI#JIA\REE‘H\\Mm
clever

Mort reasds tea leaves

Such a deep structure would alsB‘pgrmit the derivation of the related

_scntences:
{32) It is clevar of MNort to read tes leaves.
(53] Trat Mor:t reands tee leaves is clever,
{(5k) Mort is clever to read tea leaves.

The fact that transformational rules of complementation and extra=-
position arply to the deep structure {51) indicates that it is not
excegtional, and the mein problem was to differentiste that structure
Tfrom the one underlying ééntence (hT% {Mort reads tee lesves in a
clever manner.). Since sentence (47) obvicuszly cannot be sensitive
to the rules mentioned above, and, siﬁce these rules appear to have

.a wide range of application in English, the deep structure of sentence
(L7) is actually the exceéﬁional (&ﬁ@ problematic) case. For

sentence (47), I propose a%deep structure on the order of (55):

i

(55) .5 3
’f,"

P -
i _,w""ﬂﬁ7ﬁwh-‘“‘“h-_H‘
Mort v NP PP
reads tea leaveg Prep HP

| /\s

in :
manner /\

manner is clever

——
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Whether or not the phrase containing the adverbial element is in
faci g prepositional phrase is debataole.

5} eliminates the need for a speeial

h=4

However, a structure iike (
edverb node (if the prepositionsl phrase caﬁ be accepied) and in
addition provides a means of distinguishing the two uses of
cleverly-type adverbs. Unfortunately I can find no overwvhelming
syntactic arguments in favor of (55); howeve}, the semzntie funetion
of cleverly in Mort reads tea-leaves clevérly is definitely related

to the verdb thrase of the sentence rather than the sentence as a

h
n

ct

wholsa or the mzin noun phrase. 8o, 2lihouw he specifics of {55)

G4

1,

ubs, the general structure 1s p:cbabij correct.
¥inally, there are two adjectival paraphrases of manner

aéverbials;

{56) Jchn wes careful in playing roulette.

(57) Jehn was careful-at playing roulette.
As far as I know, the differsnce between in and at in these cases
has not been discussed. The first fact to be noticed is that gt
cannot occur w{;L the non-velitional or #volitional adjectives:

(58) *Marvin was heroic at saving the child.

(59) *%Lilly was obnoxiou% at making faces.

{60) *ﬁinnie ves reluctaﬁ% at leaving.

{61) *Winnie was eager at ieaving.

{62) #Phil was wise at deciding to stay.
However, the sentences {58)_through (62} are.ali okay with ig'(with
the possible except;on of (65) and (66)):

{632) Marvin was hereoie in saving the chilg.
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(6L} Lilly was obnoxious ‘in meking faces.
(65) ?Winnie was reluctant in leaving.
(66) ?Winnie was eager in leaving.

(6T) Phil was wise in ceciding to stay.

Tae ective, volitional adjectives can take either in or at:

//,masterful

¢ industrious
! meticulous in
(68} Jim was ‘<; careful {j‘ﬁ:} playing chess.
. '\ clever a
! deliberate
k ruthless

There does, however, seem to be a difference in meaning between
sentences with Eg_ana sentences with in, and the difference seens
to te reisted to the habituel or fegular manner in which the
subject performed the action. So, althoug:z

(69) Jim is careful ;t ﬁléying chess.
is all right, ) 2

(70} *Jim was careful at playing that game of chess.
is strange.

Admittedly there are many unsol%ed probleme in manner adverbs,

but I think further researép centered around the notions of
volition, reference or attribution,_an& habitual or regular ection

will provi&e some answers.
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