Unexpected Adjectival Passives
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1. Introduction

The generalization by Rapp (1996) on the formation of adjectival passives, originally proposed for
German, is currently widely accepted: only participles of verbs denoting states or including a stative
component can be part of adjectival passives. This is the case of participles of telic verbs (1), as well as
participles of certain stative verbs, such as extent verbs (2a), object experiencer psych verbs (2b), or
Davidsonian states (2c), all of them admitting the adjectival passive with estar in Spanish.! Note, by
contrast, that activity verbs cannot be part of adjectival passives (3), as explicitly stated by Rapp (1996).

(1)  El coche estd reparado.
“The car is repaired.’

(2)  a. Lacasa estd rodeada de érboles.
‘The house is surrounded by trees.’
b. Juan estd preocupado.
‘Juan is worried.’
c. El edificio estd vigilado.
“The building is guarded.’

(3)  *El perro estd acariciado.
“*The dog is petted.’

Telic verbs give rise to a resultative meaning in adjectival passives (1), since the state codified by
the participle is understood to start after the culmination of a prior event. In (2), the state codified by the
participle is derived, at least partially, from the stative component of the verbal base (Marin & Fabregas
2021). As far as no stative component is available in activity verbs, the adjectival passive is not accepted
(3). However, we have identified a new group of verbs, those of the type of perseguir (4), which, despite
undoubtedly denoting activities (cf. 82), can be part of adjectival passives (5).

(4)  perseguir ‘to follow, to chase, to pursue’, buscar ‘to look for, to search’, acosar ‘to harass, to
pursue relentlessly’, acompariar ‘t0 accompany’, escoltar ‘t0 escort’.

(5)  Villarejo esta perseguido/ buscado por la justicia.
‘Villarejo is persecuted/ wanted for justice.’
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Perseguir-verbs, then, pose a serious problem to Rapp’s generalization; mainly, because they denote
activities (82). However, they describe a particular type of activities: those referring to motion events that are
maintained in a central coincidence relation (83). It is this central coincidence relation, we argue, what provides
the stative layer needed in adjectival passives (84); so, we can conclude that Rapp’s generalization is still
tenable (85).

2. Perseguir-verbs denote activities

By applying a number of standard tests on dynamicity and telicity, we are going to demonstrate that
perseguir-verbs indeed denote activities. We will show, firstly, that they are dynamic (82.1); secondly,
that they are atelic (82.2).

2.1. Diagnosing dynamicity

Perseguir-verbs show a totally different behavior from (prototypical) stative verbs, such as
pertenecer ‘to belong’ or preferir ‘to prefer’, with respect to most diagnostics on dynamicity (Dowty
1979; Maienborn 2005; Fabregas & Marin 2017).

Unlike states (examples b), perseguir-verbs (examples a) are compatible with the progressive (6),
are available as infinitival complements of perception verbs (7), and accept manner modification (8).

(6)  a. Estan buscando al jefe.
‘(They) are looking for the boss.’
b. *Estan prefiriendo las acelgas.
“*(They) are preferring chard.’

(7)  a. ViakEva perseguir al jefe.
‘(1) saw Eva chasing the boss.’
b. *Vi a Pedro pertenecer a un partido populista.
“*(1) saw Pedro belonging to a populist party.’

(8) a. Evabusca al jefe discretamente.
‘Eva looks for the boss discreetly.’
b. *Pedro prefiere las acelgas discretamente.
“*Pedro prefers chard discreetly.’

Likewise, again differing from states (examples b), perseguir-verbs (examples a) are compatible
with parar ‘stop’ (9), with velocity adverbs (10), and receive a habitual reading in present tense (11),
while stative verbs show the opposite behavior.

(9)  a. Eva ha parado de acosar al jefe.
‘Eva has stopped harassing the boss.’
b. *Pedro ha parado de preferir las acelgas.
“*Pedro has stopped preferring chard.’

(10)  a. Eva persigue al jefe despacio/rapidamente.
‘Eva chases the boss slowly/quickly.’
b. *Pedro pertenece a un partido populista despacio/rdpidamente.
“*Pedro belongs to a populist party slowly/quickly.’

(11) a. Eva persigue al jefe (una vez por semana).
‘Eva chases the boss (once a week).’
b. #Pedro prefiere las acelgas (una vez por semana).
‘#Pedro prefers chard (once a week).’

The examination of the data presented here is conclusive: perseguir-verbs are not stative, but clearly
dynamic.
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2.2. Diagnosing (a)telicity

Now we are going to show that perseguir-verbs are atelic; this, along with their dynamic denotation,
leads us to the conclusion that they denote activities.

Note, first, that perseguir-verbs (examples a) are compatible with for x time modifiers, but not with
in x time (12) or to take x time ones (13), just the opposite behavior of telic predicates (examples b).

(12) a. Eva ha perseguido al jefe *en/ durante una hora.
‘Eva has chased the boss *in/ for an hour.’
b. Pedro ha pintado un cuadro en/ #durante una hora.
‘Pedro has painted a picture in/ #for an hour.’

(13) a. *Eva ha tardado una hora en perseguir al jefe.
“*Tt took Eva an hour to chase the boss.’
b. Pedro ha tardado una hora en pintar un cuadro.
‘It took Pedro an hour to paint the picture.’

Second, telic verbs are allowed as complements of acabar (or terminar) ‘to finnish’; perseguir-verbs
are not.

(14) a. *Eva ha acabado/ terminado de perseguir al jefe.
“*Eva has finished chasing the boss.’
b. Pedro ha acabado/ terminado de pintar el cuadro.
‘Pedro has finished painting the picture.’

Third, the progressive of telic predicates does not imply the perfect (the imperfective paradox; cf.
Dowty 1979), whereas the progressive of perseguir-verbs does.

(15) a. Eva esté persiguiendo al jefe - Eva ha perseguido al jefe.
‘Eva is chasing the boss — Eva has chased the boss.’
b. Pedro esta pintando un cuadro + Pedro ha pintado un cuadro.
‘Pedro is painting a picture -» Pedro has painted a picture.’

As illustrated in (15), if we interrupt Eva while she is chasing the boss, it is entailed that she has
chased the boss (15a); but, if we interrupt Pedro while he is painting a picture, it is not entailed that he
has painted a picture (15b).

3. Perseguir-verbs do not denote canonical activities

In this section, we will show that perseguir-verbs constitute a hitherto unnoticed class of activity
verbs. We will first point out the distinguishing property of these verbs (83.1) and, after that, we will
offer a structural account that naturally derives their particular behavior (83.2).

3.1. A new type of activity verbs

So far we have demonstrated that perseguir-verbs behave as activities. However, these verbs differ
from canonical activities in a crucial fact: they cannot be telicized or coerced into a telic reading. As
noted by Rothstein (2008: 194), activities can be interpreted as telic accomplishments when a limit to the
event is contextually determined, as in (16), where the quantized object (16a) and the hasta-headed PP
(16b) delimit the extent of the event. By contrast, perseguir-verbs cannot be telicized by contextually
delimiting their extent, as illustrated in (17), and so their denotation is always atelic.

(16) a. Luisa ha corrido tres quilometros (en diez minutos).
‘Luisa has run three kilometers (in ten minutes).’
b. Empujo el carro hasta la esquina (en cinco minutos).
‘(S/he) pushed the cart up to the corner (in five minutes).’
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(17) a. Juan la acompafi6 tres kilometros (*en veinte minutos).
‘Juan accompanied her three kilometers (*in twenty minutes).’
b. La policia persigui6 al ladrdn hasta la frontera (*en dos horas).
‘The police chased the thief up to the border (*in two hours).’

Besides, even though activity verbs are disallowed in adjectival passives, they can be used in such
constructions when coerced into a ‘job-done’ reading (18) (Kratzer 2000, Anagnastopoulou 2003, Garcia-
Pardo 2018). Perseguir-verbs are naturally used in adjectival passives with estar, but they do not give
rise to a ‘job-done’ reading, denoting instead a situation in progress where no final state is available (19).

(18) a. El carro (ya) estd empujado.
“The cart is (already) pushed.’

b. El perro (ya) esta acariciado.

‘The dog is (already) petted.’

(19) a. El ladrén (?ya) esta perseguido.
“The thief is (?already) chased.’
b. La secretaria (?ya) esta acosada.
“The secretary is (?already) harassed.’

What distinguishes perseguir-verbs from canonical activities, therefore, is that the former have no
possible endpoint: they encode a dynamic motion event that lacks a natural culmination. Hence, despite
being fully dynamic, the event they denote is understood to be maintained, a property which approaches
perseguir-verbs to non-dynamic eventualities.

3.2. A structural account

By adopting Ramchand’s (2008, 2018) syntactic approach to the verbal domain, we derive the
special nature of these predicates from their subeventive hierarchical configuration. As extensively
illustrated in the previous sections, perseguir-verbs belong to the aspectual class of activities (they are
dynamic and atelic), even though they differ from canonical activities on the impossibility of being
coerced into a telic reading.

We assume, in line with Ramchand (2008) and Fabregas & Marin (2012), that the dynamicity of
these verbs lies in the presence of a PathP at the complement of the event-introducing head (i.e., Proc)
that defines it as an event involving motion. Evidence on the presence of this Path component is provided
by the ability of the verbs under study to co-occur with adjuncts that focus on the route followed in the
course of the event (20a), on its direction (20b), or on its extent (20c).

(20) a. La policia buscé al ladrén por toda la ciudad.
“The police looked for the thief throughout the city.’
b. Maria acompafi6 a Cristina hacia la salida.
‘Maria accompanied Cristina to the exit.’
c. Lo persiguieron hasta la frontera francesa.
‘They chased him up to the French border.’

As for the necessary atelicity of these verbs, which denote motion events that never entail an endpoint
(cf. 83.1), it emerges if the Path at the complement of Proc is non-bounded and, in addition, cannot be
delimited by adding material at its complement. Based on insights in Fabregas & Marin (2012, 2017), we
claim that this effect is obtained if a central coincidence preposition (Pcc) (Hale 1986; Hale & Keyser
2002) is merged at the complement of Path, in a way so that a phrase defining a limit cannot be added
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directly at the complement of the Path projection to provide it with a boundary (since this position is
already occupied by the Pcc).?
The structure we propose for these verbs is illustrated in (21).

(21)  Analysis of perseguir-verbs (cf. La policia persigue al ladron ‘The police chase the thief”)

EvtP

T

la policia Evt’

S

Evt InitP
Init ProcP
al ladron Proc’
Proc PathP
a-tadron Path’
Path PccP

alladrén  Pcc’
/\

Pcc \PERSEG

Our analysis captures the nature of this particular type of activities, which encode the initiation (Init)
of a dynamic process (Proc + Path) that is steadily maintained in a central coincidence relation (Pcc). As
volitional activities, their internal syntax must contain a causative subevent (Init), in addition to the
Proc(ess) subevent. The agentive Initiator of such an activity is the DP merged at the specifier of EvtP,
the projection that introduces the utterance situation and licenses the external argument (Ramchand
2018). As for the internal argument, it corresponds to the DP at the specifier of Proc, which is
configurationally identified with the Undergoer of the process but which, being first merged at the
specifier of Pcc and Path, is also understood as a Figure moving through a non-delimited Path. The Path
head at the complement of Proc defines the event as dynamic. Finally, the presence of a central
coincidence preposition (Pcc) at the complement of Path yields a non-bounded Path, which accounts for
the necessary atelicity of these verbs and explains the idea of maintenance that they all involve. Crucially,
this central coincidence P provides the stative component needed to be part of adjectival passives, as
explored in the following section.

4. Perseguir-verbs in adjectival passives

As we have seen in section 1, according to Rapp (1996)’s generalization, only participles from verbs
including a stative component are allowed in adjectival passives; and there are essentially two ways for
participles to include such a component: (i) be related to verbs denoting (at least partially) states, as is
the case of extent verbs, object experiencer psych verbs or Davidsonian states, or (ii) be related to telic

2 At this point it is important to bear in mind that the notion of central coincidence is crucially different from that of
Place. Place defines a locative stative relation between a Figure (the located object) and a Ground (the location or
reference object) (on the terms Figure and Ground, see Talmy 1975). When a Path projection takes Place as its
complement, such a Place is by default understood as a final location (Jackendoff 1983; Svenonius 2010), and
accordingly it defines a terminal coincidence relation, thus allowing for a bounded interpretation of the Path. By
contrast, a central coincidence relation is one in which the center of the Figure coincides with the center of the Ground
(Hale 1986: 239). As noticed by Real Puigdollers (2013: 31), the notion of central coincidence also covers cases in
which the Figure moves along a Path but never leaves the limits of the Ground, thus describing an unbounded Path.
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verbs giving rise to a resultative meaning, in which case the participle codifies a state that starts after the
culmination of a prior event.

In section 2 we have shown that perseguir-verbs are not found in any of these two cases, since they
denote activities. Yet, in section 3 we have shown that perseguir-verbs denote (non-canonical) activities
including a central coincidence P, which provides a notion of maintenance, i.e., the stative element
needed in the adjectival passive.

In this respect, it is interesting to observe that adjectival passives with perseguir-verbs give rise to a
progressive reading, which is not the meaning that we expected in these constructions, since the Spanish
adjectival passive with estar is typically used to express a result state (cf. Alcina & Blecua 1975). Thus,
(22) is roughly equivalent to E! ladrén esta siendo perseguido por la policia ‘The thief is being chased
by the police’.®

(22) El ladron esté perseguido por la policia.
‘The thief is chased by the police.’

The progressive (or continuous) reading characteristic of this type of passive construction emerges
from the Aktionsart of the underlying verb: perseguir-verbs are dynamic activities (Proc + Path), but the
dynamic event they encode has no possible telos, and hence it is understood to be maintained in a central
coincidence relation (Pcc). Given that the event of the underlying verb lacks a limit, the state codified by
the adjectival passive cannot be interpreted as starting once the event has culminated (the resultative
reading), but as being simultaneous to the event (the progressive reading). This is summarized in (23)
with the analysis of (22).

(23)  Analysis of (22).

PredP
/\
el ladron Pred’

Pred AspP
estd

Asp InitP

-do

InitP por la policia
Init ProcP
eladron Proc’
Proc PathP
el-ladrén Path’
Path PccP
/\
el-tadron Pcc’

S

Pcc \PERSEG

The adjectival passives obtained from perseguir-verbs keep the subeventive configuration of the
underlying verb but for the EvtP licensing the DP external argument, thus forcing such a constituent to
be introduced as an adjunct by-phrase at InitP (cf. Ramchand 2018). The AspP dominating the

3 Other verbs that also give rise to a progressive meaning in adjectival passives are those of the type of vigilar ‘to
guard’ or proteger ‘to protect’ (Bosque 2014; Garcia-Pardo 2017), which have been analyzed as a subtype of
Davidsonian states (Maienborn 2005) by Fabregas & Marin (2012, 2017).
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subeventive configuration converts it into a state and provides the participial morphology (Embick 2004).
As far as the state encoded by the participle is derived from an eventive configuration, we do not obtain
a ‘pure’ individual-level state, but a stage-level one, which explains the compatibility of these participles
with estar. Finally, the PredP merged on top defines a (non-verbal) predicate (Bowers 1993; Baker 2003)
and introduces the copula (cf. Den Dikken 2006), licensing the subject of predication at its specifier.
The restriction by Rapp (1996) can be formally captured by assuming that the projection that defines
the adjectival passive (in our analysis, Asp if dominated by Pred) requires a stative layer in the
subeventive configuration to be licensed. In the adjectival passives of perseguir-verbs, the required
stative layer corresponds to the central coincidence P that defines the Path as unbounded. Asp picks up
the central coincidence P, in a way so that this component gets focused, thus yielding a stativized reading
of the underlying activity. Evidence that this is the case is given by the fact that the Path component of
perseguir-verbs (which is the locus of their dynamicity) gets blurred in the adjectival passive, and
accordingly the modifiers that focus on this component are not always licensed (compare (24) with (20)).

(24) a. El'ladron esta buscado (por la policia) ?por toda la ciudad.
“The thief is looked for (by the police) ?throughout the city.’
b. Cristina estd acompafiada (por Maria) *hacia la salida.
‘Cristina is accompanied (by Maria) *to the exit.’
c. Estuvo perseguido *hasta la frontera francesa.
‘He was chased *up to the French border.’

At this point, it is interesting to remark that the adjectival passives of perseguir-verbs involve a
progressive reading but are crucially different from the corresponding progressive be passive
constructions. Hence, whereas in the former case the dynamic meaning of the underlying verbs has been
partially lost (24), this dynamicity is fully preserved in the latter case (25).

(25) a. El ladron esta siendo buscado por toda la ciudad.
‘The thief is being looked for throughout the city.’
b. Cristina esta siendo acompafiada (por Maria) hacia la salida.
‘Cristina is being accompanied (by Maria) to the exit.’
¢. Estuvo siendo perseguido hasta la frontera francesa.
‘He was being chased up to the French border.’

In a way, it seems that adjectival passives of perseguir-verbs such as (22) and (24) have a sort of
generic flavor that prevents them from being properly ‘actualized’. Thus, estar perseguido por la policia
means being in a state of persecution by the police —mostly out of spatial and temporal frames— rather
than being actually chased by the police.* Space prevents us from delving into this discussion here, so we
leave it for further research.

5. Conclusion

It is the received view that only verbs including a stative component (i.e., telic or stative ones) can
be part of adjectival passives (Rapp 1996). However, we have identified a group of activity verbs —those
of the type of perseguir— which, despite being atelic and fully dynamic, are found in adjectival passives.
Perseguir-verbs constitute a special type of activities: like canonical activities, they are dynamic and
atelic; unlike canonical activities, the dynamic event they denote is maintained in a central coincidence
relation and cannot be telicized. We claim that such a central coincidence relation provides the stative
layer needed in the adjectival passive, according to Rapp (1996)’s generalization. The adjectival passives
obtained from perseguir-verbs, though, involve a progressive reading, rather than a resultative one, given
that the underlying verb encodes a non-culminating event that is interpreted as simultaneous to the state
codified by the adjectival passive.

4 Observe that this is expected given our analysis in (23), since EvtP, the projection that introduces the utterance
situation and converts the subeventive configuration into a Davidsonian event (Ramchand 2018: 16), is missing in
the adjectival passives of perseguir-verbs.
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