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Abstract: Languages exhibit typologic variation in resultative construction formation. This paper holds the view that thereis no principled way to

account for this variation in terms of semantic and/ or aspectual operations available in some languages.The paper provides a lexical —syntactic explana -

tion for the variation:it is the morphological properties associated with the lexical —syntactic element corresponding to the path relation that cause the

vanation.
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(1)a.The waiter wiped the dishes dry. ( )
b.T he dog barked the chickens awake. ( )
¢.The river froze solid. ( )
a’ . *El cambrer frega els plats secs. ( )

The waiter wiped the dishes dry — pl“The waiter wiped the

dishes dry.”

b’ . *El gos borda els pollastres desperts.
The dog barked the chickens awake—pl
“The dog barked the chickens awake.”
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“The river froze solid.”
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(11)a.Sam joked his way into the meeting.
b.Tom twisted the night away .
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(12)) ai mou€ les lacets de mes chaussures

I tied the laces of my shoes

bien serr€:yery tight.
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s . “I tied the laces of

my shoes very tight/tightly”
(1a) “The waiter caused the dishes to
become dry by wiping them”,  “I tied the kces of my shoes very tight”
“I caused the laces of my shoes to become tight by tying

them ”.
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s (epiphenomena) .
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