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Sein + participle constructionsin German

Whereas the Eng. auxiliatp bein combination with a past participle always obtaa passive or stative
reading (cf.Peter's key is lost / is gopethe corresponding Ger. auxiliagein is ambiguous in such
combinations between (at least) three interpratatia. perfect tense (with intrans. verbs) lik®e&r Hund

ist (gestern) entlaufefiTrhe dog ran away (yesterday)’, b. stative (witlréans. verbs) like iber Hund
(hier) ist entlaufen'The dog (here) is a stray’, and c. passive (viims. verbs) like irDer Hund ist
verwundetThe dog is injured." WNDERLICH (1997:2) discusses the question whether the participle "is
ambiguous between perfect and passive, or whetleee exists a more basic representation that affoevs
multiplicity of functions.” He argues that the peifile may optionally have passive reading, butt tha
everything else is contributed by the auxiliariedp conditions under which the attributive constion is
licensed. Advocating these hypotheses, | investigdiow they could be adopted to include perfect
constructions not designating a posterior situatdod a type ofein+ participle constructions that have
neither perfect nor passive meaning. After dividihg seinconstructions into perfect and non-perfect
constructions (which are in most respects cleaityirgjuishable), the non-perfect constructions ban
subdivided into three subtypessi®wn in table 1This division is fairly subtle and by no meansacicut.
There seems to be a scale reaching from (statasiye constructions likeer Schaden ist behobéie
damage is eliminated’, which have verb-like anceetiye-like features, up to clear adjectives ldadiebt
andverriickt which have been totally isolated from the veheytoriginally were derived from.

Table 1: constructions formed with sein + past participle
sein+ Part.ll

Pefect \Nﬁnperfect

Perfectic Non-perfectic mns Copula constructions
(ist gekommei) (|stgekomry / \

Passive Stative Predicative
(ist verschlossen (ist verreist) (ist beliebj



