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STRUCTURE BE+-ED

Summary. The English structure be + -ed is
an extremely complex and problematic phenomenon. Among
the issues related to the analysis of this structure, the problem
of distinguishing grammatical homonyms within it should be
highlighted, as it has not yet been definitively resolved.

In modern linguistic thought, two main directions are
noticeable in the interpretation of the nature of this structure.

While the supporters of the first direction see in the passive
voice the possibility of expressing a state, understanding it
as the result of a previously performed action, the followers
of the second direction categorically deny this possibility. Any
state, they argue, has nothing to do with the verb, in particular
with its passive form, and, in principle, cannot have anything
to do with it. The reasons for differences in views on the state
category lie in different, not always scientifically based,
approaches to the interpretation of such defining concepts
for this category as "action", "state" and "process". Action"
is often reduced to the activity of a person, his versatile life.
Other authors expand this concept, understanding by it, in
addition to human activity, the processes that take place in this
or that material object, as well as various kinds of events —
movement, that is, everything that has an element of dynamics.

Regarding the state, it is most often defined as a way
of being of a substance in time and space. The state is the most
general level of a person's mental perception of the world
around him — in the specifics of the existence of the substances
surrounding him at a certain moment or during a certain period
of time.

A person's understanding of the surrounding world is
inextricably linked with nomination, that is, with a person's
desire to convey anything put into words what they saw
and understood This means that every concept, every idea,
which in one way or another reflects the surrounding world,
must have certain means of linguistic representation. The task
of the linguist in this regard is to find them, correctly establish
the relationship between concepts, ideas and linguistic means
that reflect them.

Key words: grammatical structure, state, action, process,
voice, state-property, state-relation, state-non-relation.

Problem statement. The English structure be + -ed is
an extremely complex and problematic phenomenon. Among
the issues related to the analysis of this structure, the problem of dis-
tinguishing grammatical homonyms within it should be highlighted,

as it has not yet been definitively resolved [1, p.203].

Theoretical Background. In modern linguistic thought, two
main directions are noticeable in the interpretation of the nature
of this structure.

Advocates of one direction believe that the structure be + -ed
should be considered exclusively as a state, distinguishing only
two subtypes of state within it: the passive of action and the pas-
sive of state. This viewpoint is held by O. Jesperson, J. Svartvik
[2,p. 107; 3, p. 85] and others.

According to the statements of the representatives of the second
direction, the structure consists of two homonyms: the analytical
form of the verb in the passive state (when it expresses an action)
and a free syntactic combination of a linking verb with a predicate
(when this structure expresses a state). This opinion is held by
the majority of linguists, among whom should be named G. Scheur-
weghs [4, p. 156], F. Palmer [5, p. 68], L. Willis [1, p.2 04] and oth-
ers.

However, some linguists (O.M. Gordon, LP. Krylova) take
a compromise position on this issue. On the one hand, they recog-
nise the passive of action and the passive of state within the struc-
ture, and on the other hand, they also recognise the combination
be with an adjective, which they consider as a nominal compound
predicate. In addition, all researchers agree that it is necessary to
distinguish grammatical homonyms in the structure: in the first
case, one subtype of state from another, and in the second, the pas-
sive voice from the nominal compound predicate, depending on
whether the structure expresses an action or a state.

However, while the supporters of the first direction see in
the passive voice the possibility of expressing a state, understand-
ing it as the result of a previously performed action, the followers
of the second direction categorically deny this possibility. Any state,
they argue, has nothing to do with the verb, in particular with its
passive form, and, in principle, cannot have anything to do with
it. The reasons for differences in views on the state category lie in
different, not always scientifically based, approaches to the interpre-
tation of such defining concepts for this category as "action", "state"
and "process". Action" is often reduced to the activity of a person,
his versatile life. Other authors expand this concept, understanding
by it, in addition to human activity, the processes that take place
in this or that material object, as well as various kinds of events —
movement, that is, everything that has an element of dynamics.
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Similar disagreements are also characteristic of the definition
of the concept of state

1. In our mind, the idea of a certain state in which the object
is located arises only if the feature conveyed by the predicate is
thought to exist for a certain period of time, that is, in other words,
it is characterized by duration in time [1uT. 3a 6]

2. A state is a feature directly inherent in an object. In our
minds, a state is not directly related to time (long or short), but to
a certain object.

Comparing the above statements, we see that in the first of them
the concept of state is associated with time, while in the second this
connection is actually denied.

No less controversial is the interpretation of concepts “action”,
“state” in O.M.Gordon and LP. Krylova's “A grammar of Pres-
ent Day English” Thus, when defining the verb the authors treat
the notion of “state” as such that is included into the concept
of “action”, whereas in other cases, particularly, when it goes about
passive, these two notions are mutually exclusive .

The disagreement of the scientific definitions of the notions
“action”, “state”, and “process” is partularly evident when analyzing
practical materal. It can be illustrated by the attempt of L. Ryndma
to interpret a sentence The earth was surrounded by oceans. The
English structure be + -ed, according to L. Ryndma, may also
express action ...which is perceived as a process and is a passive.
The action in this case is a well-known fact characterized by a cer-
tain duration which brings it closer to state [1uT. 3a 6].

So, action in this sentence has simultaneously three meanings:
of an action, of a process, and of a state. So, this conclusion does not
give an answer to the question of the actual expression of the struc-
ture be + -ed but once again it makes us think about the essence
of concepts “action”, “process”, and “state”. It should be noted that
the analysis of statements like The earth was surrounded by oceans,
in general, is a "stumbling block" for linguists, regardless of what
views they hold on the category of state. since this statement does
not fit into any of the existing interpretations of the structure be
+ -ed. It is significant that linguists in their writings mostly prefer
not to mention them at all, or, in the worst case, try to artificially
squeeze them into a certain system, thereby actually showing their
helplessness.

Goal of the article. In general, the question of the status of such
constructions still remains open, and in the meantime its solution
would be tantamount to solving the problem of the state (voice),
because in such cases the whole range of contradictions associated
with this category — starting from contradictions of a purely theo-
retical nature — was concentrated in the definition of the basic con-
cepts, grammatical status of the structure be + -ed etc. and ending
with the fact of inconsistencies between the actual use of this struc-
ture and the methods of its interpretation.

Material Presentation. So, as you can see, everything is
based on the concepts of "action", "state" and "process." Let's try
to understand these complex philosophical concepts. It is unlikely
that today any of the philosophers will be able to deny the truth
that the world is a single continuous universal substance in eternal
motion, changing in nature and time. In other words, the world is
a continuous global process, or more precisely — a set of processes
[, 3a 6]. Outside of the process, the existence of the world, that
is, the substance, is unthinkable, since it is the only possible way
of its existence. Thus, the concepts of "substance" and "process" are
inseparable concepts, inconceivable one without the other. Hence,

a process is one or more substances (or the relationship between
the latter) that change in time and space. And that's why you can
completely agree with U. Quine, who in his well-known work "The
Word and the Object" states that material objects, which are under-
stood in four dimensions in space and time, should not be distin-
guished from processes [7, p. 221].

Regarding the state, it is most often defined as a way of being
of a substance in time and space. In other words, it is the same
process, but "suspended" in time, grasped by human consciousness
as such — in the specifics of its existence at a certain moment (or
in a certain period of time). If a process is the existence of a sub-
stance in general, regardless of the specifics of its flow in time, then
the state, on the contrary, implies the very feature of this flow, it
is a process, the specifics of the flow of which is realized by man
at a certain moment or period of time.

Thus, the definition of a state is, in fact, nothing more than
the definition of a process, but from the standpoint of a person's
awareness of it. Awareness of the specificity of the process, the exis-
tence of a certain substance as a whole occurs due to the ability
of the human brain to "suspend" (deaden) matter and split it, grab-
bing this or that process from it.

Therefore, the state is the most general level of a person's men-
tal perception of the world around him — in the specifics of the exis-
tence of the substances surrounding him at a certain moment or
during a certain period of time.

The concept of action should be understood only as a special
case of a state in which a characteristic feature of the existence
of a substance is dynamism: a certain manifestation of energy,
movement in space, transition from one state to another.

A similar understanding of the relationship between the con-
cepts of "action", "state" and "process” can also be found in L. Tenier.
Processes, he points out, are states and actions by means of which
objects manifest their existence [1ur.3a 6].

A person's understanding of the surrounding world is inex-
tricably linked with nomination, that is, with a person's desire to
convey anything and, first of all, to put into words what they saw
and understood nothing more than the direct reality of thought. This
means that every concept, every idea, which in one way or another
reflects the surrounding world, must have certain means of linguis-
tic representation. The task of the linguist in this regard is to find
them, correctly establish the relationship between concepts, ideas
and linguistic means that reflect them.

The first steps on this path have already been taken. It was
established, in particular, that the state (process) is related in the lan-
guage to the structure of predication, and its components (substance,
changes occurring in it) to the components of the structure of pred-
ication (with subject and predicate, respectively [8]. Depending
on the number of substances and the nature of their relationship,
the human mind distinguishes two types of state (process). The first
type involves one substance and the changes that occur in it. It can
be conditionally called a state-(process-) non-relationship.

The second type involves at least two substances and changes
in the relationship between them, which occur in time and space.
Accordingly, this type is called a state-(process-) — relationship. In
the language state non-relation is conveyed by two types of predica-
tion structure (He laughed; They were surprised), state-relation by
one (I have new shoes). The structure of predication (He laughed)
contains only one element that can be correlated with the substance,
and the structure of predication (I have new shoes) — two.
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The human mind distinguishes not only this, but also another
aspect of state. Splitting the processes (states) of the objective envi-
ronment into components, the human brain is able to focus attention
on one of them — either on the substance itself, which has certain
properties, or on the peculiarities of its existence (being) in time
and space. Accordingly, the states can be divided into two types:
the state of the property of the substance and the state of existence
(changes) of the substance in time and space. This type of state is
called "verb state " [9].

The first type of state can be conventionally called a state-prop-
erty. This is a process that is reflected in human consciousness as
a substance that exists in time and space and has a certain property.
In other words, the way of being of this substance is determined by
its property. The property itself can be perceived as something con-
stant, unchanged in time, or something that was added to the sub-
stance from the outside, as an imprint of a previously committed
action. In the latter case, this state always has a performance value.
A characteristic feature of a state-property is that it is a state-non-re-
lation.

The second type of state conveys the nature of the changes that
happen with the substance over time. A person's attention is focused
on the second component of the state — on the nature of the sub-
stance's existence in time, which actually determines the qualitative
difference of this type of state from the state- property.

The state-existence, unlike the state-property, can be both
a non-relational state- non-relation and a state-relation. State-prop-
erty and state-existence are correlated at the language level with two
types of predicate — a compound noun and a simple verb. Thus, in
the expression They were surprised, the pronoun they corresponds
to a certain substance, surprised indicates its property, the verb
were — to its existence in time as having this property. As we can
see, the way of existence (being) of a substance is determined by
its property, which means that we have an expression that correlates
with state-property. At the same time, it should be considered in
relation to the process (state) of non-relation. If, during the semantic
analysis, we do not regard each element of this statement separately,
but the components of the structure of predication, then the relation-
ship with the components of the state will be as follows: the sub-
ject they is correlated with the substance, the nominal compound
predicate were surprised characterizes its way of being at a certain
moment (or interval) of time due to the presence of a certain prop-
erty in it, perceived by the speaker. As we can seg, it is the predi-
cate — nominal compound predicate — that takes on the main seman-
tic load, which determines the specificity of this state. This gives us
reason to consider it a linguistic means that expresses a state-prop-
erty.

Let us consider the expression He laughed. Like the previous
one, it is a subject non-relation. The subject of the sentence /e is
related to a certain substance, the predicate verb laughed indicates
the way this substance changes in time. Attention is focused here
not on the substance, as in the previous statement, but on the spec-
ificity of the changes that happen to this substance. So, before us is
a state of existence expressed by a simple verb predicate.

The state-existence also has different manifestations. In some
cases, changes with the substance proceed dynamically, they are
accompanied by its movement in space, associated with energy
costs, etc. In others, they are so slow that a person perceives them
as being of a substance in a state of rest — in statics. Accordingly,
we will call the first type of state-existence a state of dynamics (or

action), the second a state of rest (a state of statics). It is quite obvi-
ous that the state of rest cannot be associated with the result of a pre-
viously committed action, and therefore it is always unresultative.

Thus, verbs are capable of expressing not only action, as is
sometimes believed, but also a non-resultant state. In respect that
the non-resultant type of state is peculiar to the verb, we will use
the term verbal state instead of the term non-resultant state (or state
of rest) in some cases. At the same time, we note that an action
is, in fact, also a state, and more precisely, it is nothing more than
a special case (aspect) of a state (state-existence). Any action can be
realized as a state (The girl is smiling — The smiling girl), although
not every state is an action.

The relationship between the main types of states (processes)
and the linguistic means of their expression can be presented as fol-
lows:

1) state-property (non-resultative /resultative) — nominal com-
pound predicate;

2) state- existence (action /non-resultative state — simple verb
predicate).

Having defined the content of the basic concepts and established
the relationship between the types of states (processes) and linguis-
tic means of their expression, we thereby created the necessary pre-
requisites for the analysis of the actual material. However, before
starting it, we note that we will support the semantic analysis with
a formal, in particular, transformational analysis.

Let's return to the statement The earth was surrounded by ocean
and try to analyze it. This expression correlates with the state-re-
lationship of earth and ocean — the substance, was surrounded —
a certain spatial relationship between them. By its specificity, this
relationship is a state of existence that does not have any signs
of action — the movement of a substance in space, energy costs, etc.
It cannot be realized as an imprint (result) of a previously performed
action. So, before us is a typical case of a rest state, or a verb state.
The verb character of this expression is also confirmed by its ability
to transform itself into an active state. Oceans surrounded the earth.
Since the deep structure of the original statement and its active
"transform" coincide, was surrounded corresponds to surrounded,
which means that was surrounded and surrounded are the stative
forms of the verb to surround.

Let's give a few more examples of the verb state: He is known
to be one of the most influential member of one of the most secret
societies in the country [AJ. Cronin] — People knew him to be
an influential member...

This is meant to be part of my chest. [T. Capote]

He will be here when he is needed. [E.Hemingway|
[ guess it is supposed to be me. [G. McCullers]

Let's check the effectiveness of the proposed analysis proce-
dure on other examples, in particular in cases of using the be + -ed
structure, which expresses the resulting state (process). These cases,
as already noted, are also problematic: some linguists consider them
to be nominal compound predicates, while others consider them to
be simple verbs. Let us consider a segment of speech She lay in
the lower bunk very big under the geiet. Her head was turned to
one side. In her lower bunk was her husband.[E. Hemingway]. As
the analysis shows, a segment of speech her head was turned to
one side, in terms of its semantics, is analogous to an utterance they
were surprised, where her head is a substance turned- to-one —side
its property was indicates the existence of a substance that possesses
the specified property. So, this segment of speech is correlated with
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her head as a state-non-relation: a property state. Since the sub-
stance acquired this property as a result of an already performed
action (The woman had turned her head to one side), it (this prop-
erty) has the meaning of effectiveness (as opposed to They were
surprised). As we can see, in terms of the number of components
and its content, the semantic composition of the expression her
head was turned to one side corresponds to the expression They
were surprised. Since They were surprised is a nominal compound
predicate (this is generally recognized), then was turned should also
be qualified as a nominal compound predicate and not as a subtype
of the passive state, as some linguists believe. The semantic analysis
of the statement her head was turned to one side is fully consistent
with the result of its transformational analysis, namely, the impossi-
bility of transformation into the active state (The woman had turned
her head to one side) and the possibility of transformation (was
turned to one side head).

For greater persuasiveness, let's compare the previous segment
of speech with a segment of a different nature, in which the structure
be +-ed has the same lexical content — was turned Doors banged,
keys were turned in flour and sugar bins[K.S.Prichard]. Semanti-
cally, this segment is qualitatively different from the previous one.
It correlates with the state, in which the specifics of the existence
of a substance, or rather, a set of substances, is connected with
energy costs. In other words, we have a state of dynamics, state-re-
lation, although at the level of the surface structure the previous
substance is absent. As for the grammatical status of the structure be
+-ed in this statement, there are no problems here — the predicate in
sentences of this semantic type is always defined as a simple verb,
therefore was turned is the analytical form of the verb in the passive
voice. The result of the semantic analysis is confirmed by the possi-
bility of transformation of this segment of speech into an active voice
(The servants) turned keys in flower and sugar bins and the impos-
sibility of transformation of the nominalization (turned-in-flower-
and- sugar-bins). All grammarians, without exception, consider
the structure be +-ed, which expresses an action, to be a simple verb
predicate (passive voice).

However, the homonymic composition of the structure be
+-ed is not limited to only two grammatical homonyms — nominal
compound and verbal predicates. Such a structure contains results
of a double semantic and grammatical interpretation, and some-
times acts as a synonym for the perfect, which can be the object
of a separate study.
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Kaodoprok O., Kadoprok I., bBoesa E. I'pamarununi
oMOHiMH aHriIilicbkoi cTpykTypu BE + -ED

AHoTtamnisi. AHniiiceka cTpykTypa be + -ed € Haa3BUYAl-
HO CKJIAagHUM 1 mpoOieMatnyHuM siBumieM. Cepel NMUTaHb,
OB’ sI3aHUX 3 aHAII30M Ili€i CTPYKTYpH, CIIiJ 3BEpPHYTH OCO-
OnMBY yBary Ha mpo0OieMy BHOKPEMJICHHSI B Hill rpaMaTHIHUX
OMOHIMIB, OCKUJIbKH BOHA II[e OCTATOYHO HE BUPIIICHA.

CydacHa JIHTBICTMYHA JHTepaTypa IIPOIOHY€E JBa
OCHOBHUX HaNpsIMK{ Y PO3yMiHHI TIPUPOIH Li€T CTPYKTYPH.

SIKIIO MPUXMUIIBHUKH MIEPIIOro HampsMy OadaTh y macuBi
MOXJIMBICTDh BUPaXKEHHSI CTaHy, PO3yMIiIO4M HOTO SIK pe3ylib-
TaT paHille BUKOHAHOI [ii, TO MPUXWIBHUKA JPYroro Hamps-
My KaTe€rOpHYHO 3alepeuyloTh TaKy MOXJIHMBICTb. Byab-skuii
CTaH, Ha iXHIO TyMKY, HE Ma€ HiY0T0 CHiTLHOTO 3 MACHBHOIO
(bopMOIO JTiECTIOBA B MPHUHITHITI.

IMpuurHM TakuX pi3HUX TODISAIB HAa KAaTETOPII0 CTaHy
MOJISTAIOTh y PI3HMX, MiX0AaX 0 TIYMAueHHs TaKHX Bax-
JIMBUX TIOHATH JJISI KATETOpii CTaHy SIK «JIis», «CTaH» 1 «IIpo-
mecy. Jis" yacto po3yMieThes JHIIIE, SIK TiSUTbHICTD JIFOIUHH,
11 piI3HOMaHITHOT KHUTTEMISUIBHOCTI. [HIIII aBTOPU TiTymMadarsb 11e
MOHSTTS IIMPIIe, KPiM JisUTbHOCTI JIFOIMHU, BOHU 1€ MalOTh
Ha yBa3i MPOIIECH, IO BiJIOYBAIOTHCS B MaTepialbHOMY CBITI,
a TaKoX BCUISKI MOAIT — BCe Te, 1110 Ma€ B cOO1 eIeMEHT JuHa-
MIKH.

CraH HaW4acTillle TPAKTYHOTh SK CHOCIO OyTTs marepii
B yaci Ta nmpoctopi. CtaH — 1ie¢ HalWOIbII 3arajibHUI PiBEHb
CIPUMHSATTS JIIOAUHOX HAaBKOJUIIHLOIO CBITY — y crenudini
iCHYBaHHsI MaTepiajJbHUX MPEIMETIB, 1O ii OTOUYIOTh Y KOH-
KpPETHHI MOMEHT a0 Ha MPOT#3i MEBHOTO Yacy.

JlronuHi MpUTaMaHHe OaKaHHS TIePeIaTh CIOBaMH Te, 10
BOHa M00aumia i 3po3ymijia B CBOEMY OTOYEHHIi, TOOTO HOMI-
Hailisg. TakuM YMHOM JIFOTUHA TIparHe 3p03yMiTH HABKOJIUIIHIH
cBiT. lle 03Hauae, 1110 KOXKHE TOHSTTS, KOKeH 00pas, sKi SKUM-
Chb YMHOM BiI3€PKATIOIOTH CBIT HABKOJO HEi, IIOBUHHI MaTH
CBOI BIIacHI 3acO0M MOBHOI penpe3eHTallii. 3aBIaHHs JIHrBiCTa
B I[bOMY BiJHOIICHHI — 3HANTH 1X, MPABUIHHO BCTAHOBIIOIO-
YH 3B SI3KU Ta B3a€MOBITHOMIECHHS MiX ITOHATTSIMHU, 00pa3aMu
Ta MOBHMMH 3ac00aMH, 110 CIYKaTh JJIS iX BiTOOpaKeHHSI.

Kuarouosi ciioBa: I'pamatudna CTpyKTYpa, CTaH, [isi, Ipo-
[IeC, TICCHIBHAN CTaH, CTAH-BJIACTHUBICTH, CTAH-BiIHOIIEHHS,
CTaH-HEBiTHOIICHHSI.
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