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ABSTRACT

In this paper1 treattheproblematiestatusof instrumentsin currenílinguistie inquiry,
by lookingat sornedatafrom four Indo-Buropeanlanguages:Spanish,French,English
and lvlindi. The datapresentsa samegrammaticalcoding wbenconveyingapparently
different thematicroles.In my analysis1 treatsimilargrammaticalrealizationscoding
different thematicparticipants,as revealingthe scrnanticcommonaltiesfound in our
understandingof the role of dieseparticipantsat a conceptuallevel. 1 accountbr the
datapresentedin termsof differentinstantiationsof a new macro-role1 amputting
forward, which 1 havelabeledas Effector, andwhich accountskw differcnt sernantie
notions including insírumentais,intermediaries,causees,anddefocalizedagentsin
passives.This is a preliminary analysis,hardly an exhaustiveene, te acceuntter te
whole complexity of the phenomenonas found acrossnatural languages,and
consequently,futureresearchstill remajustobedonein otherlanguages.

L INTRODUCTION’

In this paper1 provideanunifiedanalysistoasetof thematicrolesrendered

by similar instrumentalpredicatesin Spanish(French),EnglishandHindi. As
an illustrationof sorneof the Ihematiecategories1 wilI be treatingthroughout
the paper,considerparticipantsin boid in the following senteneesin Spanish,

Englishand1-Iindi. Notethata similargrammaticalcodingappliesto te different
semantienotionsin eacbparticularlanguage:

EstudiosInglesesde/a UniversidadComplutense,4,67-90.ServiciodePublicacionesUCM, Madrid, 1996



68 EnriquePalancar

1María conoció a ~nucha
Mary met-3S0 to many
«MarymetmanypeoplethroughJohn»

2 a. el ladrón mandó la misteriosa
the thicf sent-3SG Ibe mysterious

b. Thethiefsentdic mysteriouslettcrby(he mali

3 a. La casa, que fue diseñada por
the bonse that was-3S0 designed through

b. se hundió por estar mal
REEL sinked-3SG through be-INF badly

e. Thehouse,which wasdesignedbya Gormanarchitect,
collapsedbecauseit masbadlvbuilt

un arquitecto
an architect
construida
built

alemán
german

4 Seniproniuspasredhappily unnoticedby notutteringa wordin (hemeeting

5 mai,n qalam se
1-NOM pen INSTR

1 shall write theIetterwith apen»

6 mujh-se abhi bazar nahi,n
me-1NSTR now bazaar not
«1 shan’t beable to go to the bazaar»
(lit. it won’t begonenow by metothebazaar)

patr ikhumga
bitor write-FUT- 1 SG

(MeGregor,1977: 30)

jaya jaega
gone goesYUT

(Ibid. (S)p. 117)

In theSpanishsentencesin (1-3), asimilargrammat¡calcoding,apor- phrase,
rendersvarjeuspartieipantswhichapparentlyinstantiatedifferentthematicroles.
In (i)theparticipantMwy canbe treMedasanintennediarywhomakesitpossible
for thepartieipantJohn to getto meetalot of people.Somehowrelated,in (2.a)
the mail is seenas the meansthat makes he mysteriousletter travel to an
unspecifieddestination.In (3.b) thepor-phraserendersthecausewhy hehonse

collapsed,while in (3.a) it conveysthe so-calledagentparticipantin the pasYve
voice. In sentences(2.b- 3.c) and(4) in Englishweencounterasimilarphenomena
as in the Spanishexamples,this time renderedwith a by-phrase.In (2.b) the
participantmail conveysIbe rneansas in (Za). As in (3.a) in Spanish,0w by-

phraserendersin Englishthe traditionalagentiii thepassivevolee,while in (4)
theby-phraserendersanaction,whathasoftenbeentreatedasthemeans(Croft,
1991)for the agent participantSemproniusto achievetite eventof not being
noticedby sorneunspecifiedentities. In sentence(5) the pen is treatedas a
prototypical instrnment, aud it is codedin Hindi with the so-calledinstmmental
postparticlese.Tlie samecodingapplies¡o Ihe participaníin (6), which renders
no obviousinstrumentalreadingsas doestbe participantin (5), ami which is
treatedas a caseof passivc-agentof an impersonalconstruction(Hindi lacks a
fully produetivepassiveparadigm).Whenthesephenomenaareput together,we
noticethat similar grammaticalcodingsapply to rendermismatchingreadings

gente por Juan
peopie through John

carta por correo
Ietter through mali
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betweeninstruments(means),causeandagency,to thedegreethatthepartieipants
involvedbaveLong lieenregardedasinstantiatingdifferentroles, i.e. instmments

means(2.alb-4-5);intermediaries(1), cause(3.b) andagents(3.alc-6).
In aceordwith mostcognitiveorientedanalysts(Croft, 1991; DeLancey,

1990; Lakoff, 1987;Langacker,1987/1991;Talmy 1985), in thepresentanalysis,
1 takemorphosyntacticrealizationof thematicrolesasmeaningfiul.Consequently,
grammatiealcodingis not regardedhereas arandomandformally independent
syntacticalphenomenon,which barelyservesas rnarkingof deepunderlying
structuresorganizing linguistic information. Instead,1 treat grammatical
realizationas both ernergingfrom andreflecting our understandingof tite
energetierole of aparticipantat aconceptuallevel. As it follows, 1 regard the
comrnonaltiesatagrammaticallevel shownin sentences(1-6) asresultingfrom
existingcommonaltiesat aconceptuallevel concerningtbe understandingof
theenergetierole of theseparticipants.The goal of this paperis to provide a
frameworkto accountfor the way thesedifferentthematicnotions emergeand
link as polysemyrelated.In orderto achievethis unified analysis,1 makethree
fundamentalclaims concerningthematicroles, (i) 1 proposea newthematic
role, the effector(EFF)2,in the attemptto unify the problematicphenomena
concerningthe analysisof discussedparticipantsin (1- 6), which 1 will treatas
specialcasesof EFEs, (see§.3 & 4); (u) theEFFis built on athematiesub-role
which servesas highly schematicstructurefor activeparticipantsin events,
which 1 havecalledenergizer(ENE)(see§2); (111)1elaimfor acognitiveproeess
to be takeninto accountin linguistic analysiswhich concernsourdynanzic
understandingof thematic roles (DU), which allows a given participant
construedas EFFin a givenevent,displaythis rich arrayof thernaticnotions
(see§.9).

2. THE ENERGIZERAND hilE BASIC TRANSITIVITY ARCHETYPE

The ENE is ahighly-schematiccategorywhich servesassubstructureto alí
roles wliich renderdifferentdegreesandqualities of active notionswithin a
given event~ . 1 regardthis substructureas a thematicsub-rolewbich playsa
salientpart in ourunderstandingof theseactiveroles. Ihe ENE evokesanenergy-
transferscenario,andit correspondsto te role of anyenfiuy which is conceived
as impingingsornesort of energytoanyotherentity, in otherwords:oneentity
(A)- is conceivedas impinging sornesortof energyonto a secondentity -(B).
Entity (A), the energyimpinger,an ENE, is treatedas active, whereas,entity
(B), tite receiverof the energyis viewedaspassive.With theENE, 1 attemptto
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sited sorneligitt onto ourunderstandingof tite relationbetweenthenotions of
agencyandcause,whicit in my opinion hasnot beenproperlyaccountedfor in
laterlinguistie inquiry ~. In my analysis,an entity construedas ENE is treated
asdisplayingbotit agentialandcausalenergy.In titis light, tite citaracterof the
energybearsa different semantiequality dependingon two differentfigure-
groundconceptualperspeetivestakenupontite directionalityof theenergyflow
betweentite two entitiesinvolved in tite energyframe:Perspective1: If entity
(A) is morecognitivelyprominent,weactivateit firstwith respecttoentity (B),
in titis casetite citaracterof theenergytransferredfrom entity (A) to entity (B)
is viewedasagential energy. As a metonymicconsequence,tite energetierole
playedby entity (A) is regardedas agential.Perspective2: In asymmetrical
fasition, if we activateentity (B) first, namely itecauseit is moresalientto us,
andtitenrelateit to entity (A), tite citaraeterof tite energytransferredfrom entity
(A) to entity (B) is treatedas causalenergy. In a similar fasition, following
titesecognitiveprofiling stages,tite activerole playedby entity (A) is regarded

ascausal.Figuresin (1) attempttoillustratetitesepossibilitiesin a similarnotation
usedin cognitive grammar(Langacker1987/90/91):

FIGURE (1)

Fig. 1. a

Fig. 1. b

Pig. 1. e

O

st
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Fig. (la) representsan abstractscenarioof energytransfer.Tite circíes
representtite entitiesinvolved in tite scenario.Tite enitancedcircle represents
an entity -(A)- in its role as ENE.Tite circlewith tite wiggling arrowrepresents
an entity -(E), tite titematicparticipant (TH) (Langacker1991:554),in its role
aspatientreceiverof tite energy-transfer,whicit is representedwith anenitanced
arrow. Tite directionalityof tite arrowrepresentstite directionalityof tite energy
emanatingfrom tite ENE. mecitaracterof titis energyis treatedasbothcausal
andagential.Forpureanalyticalpurposes,1 refer to titis compositeenergyas
causagential,altitougit 1 am awarethatit mayhaveno titeoreticalrelevancern
cognitiveterms,becausein the onsetcompreitensionof energytransfersin real
timeandspace,oneof tite perspectivesis alwaysfavored.Tite agentialcitaracter
of tite energyis illustratedin fig. (1.b), witeretite conceptualperspective(Greek
psi ) upon tite energytransferis takenfromtite ENE’s locus.In contrast,when
the recipientis moreprominent, so titat tite conceptualperspectiveupon tite
energyis takenfrom titat locus,tite citaracterof tite energyis causal,as shown
in fig. (1 .c). (Fortite grammaticalcodingof the energizer,seenote5).

Tite conceptualframein fig.(1 .b) servesasschematicarcitetypefor tite basic
transitivity schema6.The prototypicalconstmalof atransitiveeventprofiles,
tite ENE entity as ahumanbeinginitiating a energy-transfer(treateditere as
head-ENE),andtite patiententity asa3-dimensional(3-DIM) object7.Sentence
(7) instantiatesthe seitemain Englisit:

7 (heman extinguishedtIte cigarette
8 (hebali broketIte long’
9 yourgoingawayscaresme

In accordwith mostanalysts(Smith1985; vanOosten1986;and Nisitimura
1993), 1 treattite participantconstruedas itead-ENEin (7) as a prototypeof

agent: it is construedas a itumanbeing,believedto actvolitionally, andableto
exerta force, witethermentalor pitysical.Nevertheless,in this basicarcitetype,
tite itead-ENEdoesnot needto be conceivedas a humanbeing,for it canalso

be treatedas an object,as in (8), orasan event,as in (9).
In my analysis,and in accordwith Nishimura (1993), 1 regard titese

participantsas specialcasesof agentsthoughrankinglow witit regardto the
prototype.However, for tite sakeof making an analyticaldistinctionbetween
tite quality of tite energytheydisplay,1 will treatprototypicalagentsasrendering
agentiveenergy.Tite directionalityof theenergy-flowin transitivityarchetypes
is cognitively unmarkedas agential,andwill be referredhereas tite active
perspectiveupontite event. In §.7& 8 , 1 treattite pitenomenonfoundin causative
andpassiveconstructionsas a reversalof titis active perspective.It follows,
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within titis framework,that agentsarefigure-groundreversalof causers.In titis
ligitt, witen tite conceptualperspectiveupon the directionalityof tite energy-
flow is reversed,tite causalperspectiveis itigitligitted, andtite conceptionof tite
energydisplayedby theENEsalongtitecitain is seenascausal.Witentite ENE
is construedas a ituman beingit will be¡hus treatedas displayingcausative
energy8. In titis sense,and for pure analyticalpurposes,1 will refer to tite
compositecitaracterof tite energydisplayedby a humanor animateenergizer
witit tite generalterm causagentiveenergy.

3. THE EFFECTORAND THE EFFECTOR-ARCHETYPE.

Fromtite basicarchetype,involving two entities,titereis afurtiter extension
toanenergy-transferseitemawhicit incorporatesyet anotiterENE witich is viewed
as amediatorfor the energy-flowbetweentite head-ENEandtite TEL. In titis
paper,1 treattite titematicrole displayedby thissecondENEas anEFE andcali
titis archetypeastite effeaor-archeype.In my opinion,tite pitenomenastatedin
§1 ariseasproblematieduetotite commonbosetreatmentof tite titematicrole
playedby titis secondENE as instantiatingjust an instrumentrole. 1 treattite
instrumentalreadingthat titis secondENEpartieipantrendersas asalientpaúof
its semantiestrueture,butin anycaseasthe uniquetitematiereadingtite participant
dispjays.Due to its particularlocus in tite arcitetype,tite secoadENE hasa
cognitiveprominentstatusin our compreitensionof its energeticrole wititin a
transitiveevent.Via tite cognitiveprocessof DU (dynarnieunderstanding),tite
role of tite EFFcan renderdifferentnotionswitetiter tite partieipantis focusedas
an energyreceiverentity witit regardto tite itead-ENE,or whetherit is viewed
a&anENEwititsegardtc~ the~titematicentityl?htformerfocalizationwillrender
instrumentalnotionswitereastite later renderscausagentialnotions.Titere are
threefundamentalconceptualtiers titat serveas scitematizationof tite EFF:

3.1. Tite itead-ENEis eonstmedasahumanbeingwhich volitionally initiates
anenergy-transferonto asecondentity to intentionallyacitieveachangeof state
onto anotiterthird entity. In titis seenario,tite energetierole of tite secondentity
is backgrounded,witile its role as patientreceiverof energyis itigitligitted. Titis
is tite conceptualseenarioscitematizingour understandingof use,tools and
instmmentsin general.1 will referto thissehematizationastite tierof use(USE),
witeretite EFF’senergyis profiledasbeingmanipulatedby tite agentattite itead
to achieveiter action-goal,audwiticit renderstite instrumentalreadingsof tite
EFEparticipant(INSTR:EFF).Considerfor this purposesentence(10) which
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intantiatesan EFFparticipant,andsentence(11) witich elaborateson our
reasoningof tite role of the participantby itighligitting tite USEtier:

10 tItefairy openedtIte duor wdh (heguldenkey
II tItefairy used (hegoldenkeyto opentIte duor

3.2. Tite itead-ENE’sagentiverole is backgrounded,howevertite conceptual
perspectiveupontite eventis still agential,becausetite presenceof an intentional
agentparticipantis still relevant.In titis light, tite secondentity is construedas
an ENEtitateffectsachangeontothestateof the TH in favor to tite head-ENE.
Tite energetierole of tite seeondentity is highlightedasbeingactive. Titis is tite
conceptualscenarioschematizingourunderstandingof itelp/aid andenablersin
general.In asimilarfashionasin (3.1), 1 will referto this sehematizationastite
tier of enablement(ENABL), whicit renderstite enablingreadingsof tite EFF
(ENABL:EFF)9. Considerfor titis purposesentences(12) and(13) in Englisit
whicit elaborateon our reasoningof tite role of the participant in (10), by
itigitligitting theENABL tier:

12 (hegoldenkeyenabled(hefairy tu upentIte duor
13 tItefairy openedtIte duorwúh (hehelpof(hegoldenkey

Figuresin (2) attemptto illustrate titeseconceptualfocalizationson tite role
of an EFFas botit renderinginstrumentalandenablingnotions:

FIGURE (2)

st

st

u.

Fig. 2. a

Fig. T it
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3.3. Notice that in fig. (2.a) tite citaracterof tite energydisplayedby tite
INSTR:EPFis treatedas agential.Thetreatmentof tite INSTR:EFFas agential
is at oddswitit the well-establisitedaccountsfor instrumentsin casegrammar
(Filímore, 1968/78)andwith Croft’s (199]) views upon the instrumentasan
antecedentparticipantin acausalcitain. Theseapproachestreattite instrument
astite secondimmediatecausein tite event,le.: in aneventas in (10),tIte go/den

¡«y is both treatedas insu-urnen¡’andviewedastite irnrnediaecauseof tite event
of openingthedoor.In titeseanalyses,tite thematicrole of tite instru¡nentis not
víewedas compositein nature,and instrumentalnotionsget confusedwith
causagentialnotions.In my analysis,1 claim thatinstmmentalnotionsarealways
agential,andsitouldberegardedasdependentconceptualconstmals(in tite sense
of Langacker 1987:8.3) witich need an agent for titeir fulí semantic
implementation.Tite causalnotionsrenderedby an EFFparticipantsitouldnot
be treatedas instrumental,becausetheyresult from itigitligitting tite natural
energeticrole of tite participantas an EFF ENE, and from backgroundingtite
role of tite agentattite itead. As illustrationof thispitenomenon,considersentence
(14) witich rendersan anticausativeconstrualin English (Siewierska,1984;
Moreno, 1985)of a similareventtreatedin (10):

14 dic dooropenedwftha go/denkey

In sentence(10) aboye,tIte go/denkey is understoodaseffectingtheopening
of dicdoor for thefairy and instantiatestite prototypicalconstrualof aparticipant
asINSTR:EFF10.However,tite energeticrole of tItefairy as agentis salient,and
tite USE tier is highligitted, so titat tite passivesideof the EFFparticipantis
prominentandthe titematie notions renderedare instrumental.Tite USEtier
itas an essentialagentialquality, andconsequentlya participantconstruedas
INSTR:EFFrcndcrsalwaysagentialenergy.In contrast,the eventprofiled in
(14) is takenasintransitiveandtite TEL asprominent,tite conceptualperspective
upon tite energy-flow is causal.The participantdic go/den¡«y is still rendered
witit tite prototypicalcodingfor inanimateparticipantstreatedas INSTR:EFFs.
However,in thisconstrualof tite event,theparticipantdoesnotrenderprominent
instrumentalnotions,but higitlightedcausalnotions,mainly becausethe agent
15 unspecifiedandis titereforecognitively irrelevant,otherwisetiterewould be
no conceptualmotivationfor the constructionsitown in sentence(14). Tite causal
perspectiveupon the role of tite participant in (14) is furtiter elaboratedin
sentences(15) and(16):

15 tIte door openedthanks(o (hego/denkey
16 (hego/denkeycauseddic door to open
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Tite causalreadingsof tite EFFemergewhentite TEL is tite mostprominent
entity in the event,sothat tite conceptualperspectiveupontite directionalityof
tite energy-flowis sitifted, and the secondENE is viewedas renderingcausal
notions.Figure(3) attemptsto capturethe conceptualschematizationof titese
causalnotions:

FIGURE. (3)

O-HO

4. DIFFERENTCONSTRUALSOF THE EFFECTOR

Up titis point in tite discussionaboutEFFs,1 amablenowto accountin my
own termsfor tite differentconstrualof participantsin sentences(1-6) in § .1.
In my analysis,1 treattite following participantsas specialinstantiationsof
ENEs.Foranalyticalpurposes1 havegroupedthemin fourdifferent categories:
(i), Mary in (1), thehouseassubjectof(3.b),Semproniusin (4), andtite speaker
in (5); (u), tite eventof tite itousebeingbadly built in (3.b); (iii), John in (1),
ithe mail in (2), tite eventof Semproniusnot beingnoticedby anyonein the
meetingin (4), andthepenin (5); andfinally (iv), thegermanarchitectin (3.a/c),
andtite speakerin (6). TheENEsin (i) are treatedas head-energizers.In (u) the
ENE is renderedas a cause,witile ENEspresentedin (iii) are casesof second
ENEsin events,andtitus instantiatedifferentconstmalsof EFFparticipants.1
will treat(iv), commonlyregardedas instantiatingpassiveagents,as special
casesof head-energizersbeing construedas EFFs,see §8. The EFFcanbe
construedas aitumanbeing, i.e. Johnandthe Germanarchitectt,andtite speaker
in (6), instantiatingacausagentiveENEjust asMary, Semproniusandtite speaker
in (5). It can be construedasa 3-DIM objectas thepen in (5), justas tite itouse
in (3.b).Tite EFFcanalsobetreatedasaneventasin (4)justastitecausalevent
ENE in (3.b), orasamoreabstractentity, i.e.: tite mail in (2).
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We understandaninnteentitiesin a cleardistinct fashion titan inanimate
entities,mainlybecausetite first are seenascapableof self-emanatingenergy

to initiateenergy-transfers.In titis light, theDU of tite roleof tite EFEasrendering

instrumentalor causagentialnotions,itighly dependsto tite degreetite participant
construedas EFE ranksto tite prototypeof animateentities,namelyhuman
beings.Tite USEtier is naturally activatedwhena 3-DIM entity getsconstrued
asEFF, ami tite participantshould be accountedasINSTR:EFF,as hepen in
(5), or hego/den¡«y in (10). However,ifa humanbeingis ceivedasEFFin an
event,its naturalconstrualasfully causagentiveENE triggerstite interpretation
of tUs participantas eititerENABL:EFF or causativeEFFasJohn in (1).

Titere are substantialdifferencesacrosslanguagesconcerningtite coding
of titeseeffectivecategoriesin relationto tite passiveagent.Asway of illustration,
in Spanisitthepassiveagentin (3.a)receivestite samecodingasintermediaries
in (1), witereasin arelatedlanguagelike Frencit,witere thepassiveagentis also
codedwith the cognateprepositionpar,as in (19.a)below, tUs coding is only
marginalwiten expressingintermediaries.Similarly, in Englishtite by-phrase
conveysbotit tite passiveagent(3.c) andan eventEFF, as in (4), whereastitis
is not applicableto eititerSpanisitnorFrench.Lastly, in Hindi the samecoding
is applicableto conveyingboth the the passiveagent(6) and aprototypical
INSTR:EFF(5). At a first sigitt, tite datasuggestsa differentsemanticnatit
citosento rendertitis participantin EFF’s terms, however,alí titeselanguages
seanto sitarein eommontite fact thateflectivepredicateseodingtite passive
agentarealso applicableto construetite causeein causativeconstructions,see
§7. Sentences(17-20) serve as evidencefor titis claim. Note tite same
grammaticalcodingappliesto botit participantsin (17.a)and(3.a) in Spanisit.
Tite sameis applicableto Frencit sentences(18.a)and(19.a), andto English
(17.b-lSt) aud(3.e-19b),andto I’Iindi (20) in relationto (6):

17 a. El mercader se hizo reparar las botas
the merehant REFL made-3SG repair tite boo<s
por el mejor zapatero de la ciudad
throughthe besÉ shoe-maker of the city

b. «Themerchantliad Itis boos repairedby (hebestshoe-makerin (hecity»

18 a. j ai fai( nettoyer les toilettes par le général
1 have made clean-INF thc-PL toilets through the general

(l-Iimman & Zimmer, 1976: 199-200)
b. «1 liad tIte toilets cleanedby(hegeneral»

19 a. II a été mordu par en chic,,
he has been bitten through a dog

it. «hehasbeenbitienby a dog»
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20 mainee raam.see masaala cakh.vaa.yaa
I-AGT Ram-INSTR spice taste-CAUS-PAST
«1 hadRamtastethe seasoning»

(Saksena,1982:827)
«1 gottbe seasoninglastedby askingRamtodo fi»

(Kemmer& Verbageosrephrasing)

1 treattitese thematicreadingsas semanticallyrelated.In the following
sections,1 useDU as a relevantanalyticaltool to accountfor their emergence.
In the nextsection(§5), 1 presenta brief accountfor tite EFFconstruedas an
event,witich 1 believeis relevantto tite discussionconcemingEnglisit data.In
§.6, 1 introducemy analysis of sorne effective readingsdisplayedby tite

prepositionpor in SpanishwhenrenderinganEFEconstruedas aitumanbeing.
In § .7, E attemptto introducemy accountfor construalsof tite causeeincausative
constructionsin effective terms,andin §8,1treattite passivizationpitenomena
concerningthe codingof tite iteadenergizer.Finally, in §.9,1 give notationfor
titesevariousthematicextensionsdisplayedby tite EFFin termsof semantic
spacesby usinga topologicalmap basedon acuspidcatastropbe(Tbom 1981,
Wildgen 1982).Titesenotionsemergefrom ourDU of tite EFEas regulatedby
titreeconceptualparametersdiscussedin the section.

5. TELE EFFECTORCONSTRUEt)AS AN EVENT

In titis section1 briefly trealtite role of tite EFFwhenit getsconstruedas
an event.Titis eventis normallyportrayedas profiling an actiontitat an agent
itasperformedin atemporalprecedenceto tite actionprofiledin tite mainevent,
as illustratedin sentence(22):

21 TIte manItung tIte pictureon tIte waltby nailing it wi(h a hammer

Sentence(21) instantiatesthisgeneralpatterninEnglish.Tite eventof nailing
is treatedas asub-eventwhich precedestite eventof itangingthepicture.Talmy
(1991), regardstitis sub-eventas a«supporhveeventv’,witich 1 treatasanevent-
EFE.BeinganENE, it couldalsobeprofiledas aagentialhead-ENE,asillustrated
in (22), from Talmy (1988: 60):

22 (heha/Vshitting it broketIte vare

Although, Talmy (1978/1991:464)treatscausalityandmanneras the most
promineulreadingsof tite sub-event,1 believetitat instrumentalreadingsneed
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to beaccountedaswell. Tite sectionattemptsto showsorneligitt uponitow titese

different instrumentalandcausagentialnotionsemergewiten beingtreatedas
effective. If theenergetieroleof tite agentis itigitligitted, andtite action of tite
main event is portrayedas the agent’saction-goal, tite sub-eventrenders
instrumentalnotions: i.e. he¡nonnailed(hepiaure witit tite intentionof acitieving

tite event-goalof itangingihe pichtre.However,enablingreadingsarepossible

by backgroundingthe agentivevolitional energyof tite head-ENE,so that tite

agentialenergyof tite sub-eventis prominent(event-ENABL:EFF):i.e. titesub-
eventenablesdic man to itave dic pidure itung on tite wall. If tite agentis not

profiled, sotitat it getsback-groundedfrom theconceptualization,tbeenergetie
role of tite event-EFFis moreprominent.Sincetite outcomeof tite eventis

prominentto tite conceptualization,tite causalperspectiveis activatedandtite
event-EFFis seenascausal.Titis typeof anticausativeconstructionis illustrated
in SpanishandEnglisit in sentence(23):

23 a. la ventana se rompió (irándo.le una piedra
the window REFL broke-3SG throwing-it:DAT a stone

b. ¡he windowbrokeby (hrowing a stoneal it

In Spanish,as sitown in sentence(23.a), the event-EFFis codedwitit a

gerundivepredicate,whereasin English, in (23.b),tite eventis codedwith aby-
prepositionalphrase,which alsoservesto codeboth tite causeeand tite passive
agentas sitown in (17.b-18.b)and(3.c-19.b)respectively.

6. CAUSATIVE EFFECTORS

Whena humanparticipantis treatedasEFF in an event,the energeticrole

of the EFF is salient,andsinceit hasa prominentstatusin tite energy-transfer,

it also rendersa rich displayof different semanticnotions.For titis purpose,

consideragainsentence(1) in Spanisit:

1 María conoció a mucIta gente por Juan
Mary met-3SG to many pcoplc through John

Tite boldedparticipantin sentence(1) canrendervarioussemantiereadings,
elaboratedin (A) and(B) below.In my analysis,1 treattitesereadingsas related
throughpolysemy,andaccountfor titem as emergentfrom our DU of therole

of theEFF:
(A) theparticipantis treatedas a causagentive-EFF,so thatJohnis regarded
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aseffecting Mary gettingto know people.However, a DU upon the role of
participantsin the event, triggerednamelyby contextualknowledge,allows a
differentprofile on tite role of tite EFF:

(A.1) Tite agentiverole of Maty canbe higitligitted asvolitional, in sucit
a fasition,sitemanipulatestite agentivesecondENEto acitieveiter goal. In tUs

sense,tite USEtier ishighlighted,Mary acitievesiter action-goal:meetingpeople,
bymeansof John (namely,Joitnsactive introductions).Tite USE tier applied
involvingitumanentitiesrendersourunderstandingof conceptssuchasEnglish
“to manipulate/takeadvantageof someonetodo something».In this case,John
is treatedas an agentive-INSTR:EFF.

(A.2) Tite participantcan be overtly seenasgetting involved in social
interactionsto enableMary to know a lot of people.1 will accountfor this

construalas an agentive-ENABL:EFF,whicit may be codedin Englisit with
theprepositionthroughas in (13)aboye:Mary me manypeoplethroughJohn.

Titis correspondsto our naturalcomprehensionof theroleplayedby so-called
in(ermediaries

1t.mis construalis oftentreatedacrosslanguagesfrom adifferent
andsomewhatmorenaturalperspective,witereJohnstandsashead-ENEof a
differentpredication,as in Englisit, John introducedmanypeopleto Mary.

(A.3) However,tite completionof the actionmay reachaprominentstatus

in the conceptualizationof tite event, say that Mary would itave nevermet
anybody,it’ it itadn’t beenbecauseof John. In this case,the perspectiveis
shifted into causalreadings,and the EFF participantis titus viewed as a
causativeEFF, andthe event canbe nicely rephrasedin English witit the

following causalpredicatesMary go( (oknowa lotofpeoplebecauseoflthanks
to John.

(R) Tite participantis treatedas a benefactiveparticipant,so thatMary is
seenas gettinginvolved in thementalactionof gettingto knowpeopleto benefit

John. 1 treat(B) as a naturalsemantieextensionfrom (A.3), whereeffective
notionsarebackgrounded,while causativereadingsareprominent.Croft (1991)
treatsbenefactivesandrecipients,as in (B), as subsequentroles,witicit falí after
tite TEL in acausalcitain, andclaims that titesesubsequentparticipantsseldom
mergewith antecedentparticipants,asin (A), witicit underitis analysisaretreated
as falling beforetite TEL in the causalcitain. My analysisprovestitat Croft’s
claimsdo notapplyto tite Spanishdatapresentedin (1). Benefactiveparticipants

aretreateditereas sentient(ituman)ENEswiticit alwaysrendercausativenotions,
becausetitey work asprominentconceptualtriggersfor tite volitional actionof
tite agentparticipantto takeplace. In this sense,it is not titat surprisingthata
samegrammaticalcodingappliesto notionstreatedasratiterdistinctivewititin

titeirparticularinterpretativecontexts12
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7. TELE EFFECTORIN CAUSATIVE CONSTRUCTIONS

Anticausative,asiasentences(14) and(23.b), causative,in (17-18-20),and
passive,(3.a/b-6-19) areclosely relatedconstructions,becausetheyemergeas
grammaticalconstructscodingdifferentconstrualsuponeventsundertite causal
conceptualperspectiveon tite directionalityof tite energy-flow.Two special
causativeconstructionsitavelong beennoticedacrosslanguages(Comrie 1976;
KremmerandVeritagen1994; Palmer1994),witicit eititer treattite causeeas
objector dative,orasinstrumental.Asanillustrationof titis pitenomenon,notice
the following well knownsentencesin FrencitandHindi:

24 fi ai fait nettoyer les toilcues au général
1 have made clean-INF the-PL toilets to:the general
«1 ¡nadethegeneraleleanthetoilets»

(Himman & Zimmer, 1976: 199-200)

25 mainee raatn.koo masaala cakh.vaa.yaa
I-AGT Ram-DAT spiee taste-CAIJS-PAST
«1 hadRam tastethe seasoning»

(Saksena,1982:827)

In botit sentences(24) and(25) tite causee,(hegeneralaudRam,is treated
as adative-objectandrenderedasamoreaffectedparticipant.In (24) (hegeneral
is tite onewho directlycleansthe toiletsandin (25) Ramis tite onewhotastes
the seasoningfor itis own benefit. In tite samelanguages, in sentences(18.a)
and(20) aboye,theparticipantsare treatedwith so-calledinstrumentalpredicates,
and titey areseenas lessaffectedby the action,in (iBa) tite stressis on tite
cleaning,andthe general’sparticipationis accidental,in (20) tite tasting is
relevantandRamis seenasthe accidentaltasterfor somebodyelsesbenefit. In
KemmerandVerhagenownword’s “WÚh instrumentalparticipants,... thefocus

is no on tite experiencingofan effectby tite participan buton tite nodiingmore
dwn itsintermediarymíein accomplishingtheeffecttedevent” (1994:135,bolding
is mine). Sincetite main concernof titis paperis instrumentalor intermediary
participants,1 will befocusingmy analysison constructionsrenderedin (IBa)
and(20), leavingasidetite discussionconcerningdativeconstmctionsasin (24)
and(25).

Authorscomeup witit differentaccountsforconstmctionsin (17-20), whicit
stem from different theoretical approachesand metitodologies.Comrie
(1976/1981) and flimman & Zimmer (1976) propose mechanismsof
passivization,sincetite so-calledagentparticipantin tite passivevoice receives
tite samecoding. Sucit a view itas beenrigittly criticized by Kemmerand
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Veritagen(1994:136)whopointouttitat verbalmorphologydoesnotshowtraces
of passivization,andÉhaÉa similar pbenomenonoccursin tanguageswhich

outruleany instantiationof the passive-agent(Finnisit). The authorsclaim
convincingly titat causativestructuresaremodeledon more basictransitive
structuressuchasditransitives(dative-markersin (24) aud(25)) andconstructions
mvo]vinginstruinents,so tliat criteria of affectednessanddegreeof topica]ity
aremappedfrom tite morebasicconstructionsontotite causativeones.1 basically
agreewitit this analysis,itowever,KemmerandVeritagenstill regardparticipants
in (17-20) as causees,witich 1 believeit is someitowa misleadingtreatment,
resultingfrom imposingabiasedframeof causationin tite reasoningaboutthe
participant’srole asbeingcausedto performedan actionby acauser.Takingtite
effector-archetypeasmodel, in my analysis,1 proposearatiter innovativeview
upontitese controversialcausativeconstmctions,andwill treatthe so-called
causeras an agentandtite causeeas acausativeEFF.

Via our DU of the participant’srole, we may obtaina consimalin witich
tite USEtier is highlighted,so titat theparticipantrendersinstrumentalnotions:
tite agentattite iteadis seenasitaving agoal: the eventto itappen,andsite“uses”
tite participantastite meansto acitievethisgoal.Titis suggestionhasbeenmade
by Palmer(1994:237).SomehowamorenaturalinterpretationrenderstiteEFF
as astableactiveENE,sincetheparticipant is construedasa humanbeingand
its energeticrole is highligitted.Theparticipantis titusreasonedas intermediary
(KemmerandVeritagen1994),witicit 1 accountitereasemergingfrom viewing
theparticipantasanagentive(ENABL):EFF,treatedappliedto construal(§.6.A.2)
in sentence(1) aboye.However,tite causativeconstructionprofiles an agent
whichwantsto haveanactionaccomplished.The accomplishmentof tite action
is prominentandthe conceptualperspectiveis shifted, so tbattite characterof
the energyrenderedby tite humansecondENEis reasonedascausative.En this
sense,somelanguagesprefer to construethis causativeparticipantas a more
prototypicalcause’3.En other languagestite participanteffectingthe eventis
construedas acausative-EFE,whichis codedwith aprepositionelaboratingon
a transit-schemain FrenchandSpanish,as in (iBa) and(17.a) 14 respectively,
whereasin Englisit apatit-prepositionis preferredas in (17.b-lBit).

However,otherlanguageslike Hindi in sentence(20), makeuseof a so-
called instrumentcase-marker.In my opinion, part of tite problemsraised
concerningeffectivepredicatesemergefrom treatingthemwitit tite uniquelabel
of instruments,so thattite constmalof the EFE as a non-animateINSTR:EFF,
is taken as prototypical,andconsequentlyotiter readingsare regardedas
extensionsfrominstrumentalconstruals.Asanillustrationof thisclaim, Kemmer
andVeritagen(1994) accountfor ins>trumernal-markedcauseesandinstrumernal-
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markedpassive-agentsas metapitoricalelaborationsof instruments.On these
grounds,1 believesucit an analysisiacksexplanatorypoweriii accountingfor
tite way instrumentsmergeinto causeesaudthemluto causeN.En ruy analysis,
1 accountfor instrumentcase-markersas codingeffectivenotions,andbelieve
sitouldbetreatedas effectorcase-markers.witich mayrenderdifferentthematic
readingseitherinstrumentalor cansagential,dependingon itow the role of the
participantcoded as suchis understoodin tite event.Figure (4) attemptsto
capturetite scitemafor causativeconstruals:

FIGURE(4)

1 havetreatedfig.(4) as afurtherelaborationon fig. (3). However,tite EFFis
treatedas causative,that is to say it is construedas animatesentiententity which
canmitiateanenergycitain.Tite c~ <~r of tite energyitasbeengiven aeomplex
notation,becausetheeventconst’ taled in causativeconstnictionsrenders,
in my opinion, aitigh degreeof tal complexity.Tite agentialenergyis
displayedon a first stagewitere ENE is seenas an agentthat initiates
acitain towardstite achievemen¡ :tion-goal,itowever,on a secondstage
of tite conceptualization,the acc. .sitment of the event is prominent,and
triggersasitift of perspective,witert esecondhumanENE effectingtitis event
15 viewedas causative.Ihesetwo ¿esarecapturedby tite crossingarrows.

8. THE EFEECTORIN PASSIVECONSTRUCTIONS

In accordwitit cognitivegran
passivizationpitenomenonasemer
predicationsarenot viewedas syn
actives.Activesandpassivesare v1~.

n~4r (Langacker,1982/87/90/91),1 regard
g from aconceptuallevel, soxhatpassive
ymous nor as structuralderivativesfrom

wed as counterpartstructureswitich sitare
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asamecompositesemantiestructure,but arrivedatit by differentcompositional
patits (Langacker,1990: 127 & 1982: 57). la tite cognitiveorganizationof an
event,agentialperspectiveis naturallyunmarked,becausein sucit energetic
seenanos,activeentitiesas ENEsaremorecognitively salienttoustitanpatient
entities.Tite activevoiceresultsas the grammaticalconstructionto codetitis
prominentperspective,and it is titereforetite mostunmarkedgrammatical
structureacrosslanguages.The passivevoice, on tite otiter itand,corresponds
to tite codingof causalperspectivein accusativesystems,andaccordinglyit is
a itighly markedgrammaticalstructure,witicit revealsits markedstatusvia tite
greatmorpitosyntacticalvariation shown acrosslanguages.

Shibatani(1985)accountsconvincinglyfor the conceptualmotivationof
passivizationin termsof apragmaticprincipIe of agent-defocusing.In accord
witit him, 1 taketite defocusingof causagentiveenergyasonerelevantparameter
to treattite itead-ENEundertite passiveperspective.Tite EFFis the secondENE
within an energy-transferscenarioconstruedwitit the effector-archetype(see,
§3). Havingsucit apositionin the frame,theenergeticnotionsdisplayedby the
participantare backgroundedby tite salientenergetierole of tite itead-ENE,
accordingly,tite participantconstruedasEFFcanalsobereasonedas acaseof
defaultdefocusedcausagentialenergy.Sincetitegoalof the passiveperspective
is to treattite causerof the eventas abackgroundedENE, it follows titat an
optimal citoicefoundacrosslanguagesto profile tite head-ENEis to construed
tite participantasacausal—causativeEFE In this ligitt, 1 taketheso-calledpassive-
agentasawrongtitematic labelto referto tite energeticparticipantin tite passive
perspective.On tite onehand, sucit a terminologicalview emergesfrom oid
biasedtreatmentsof the passivizationpitenomenaas emergingfrom active
underlyingstructureswiticit areseenasgroundsfor linguistic organization;on
the otiter itand, tite participantis not an agent,becauseit is not treatedas sucit
for grammaticalpurposes,otiterwise, titere would be no reasonat alí to taik
aboutapassivevoice.Figure(5) attemptsto capturethesesemantiesubtleties:
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FIGURE (5)

Tite scitemais instantiatedin sentences(3.a) in Spanisit, (1 9.a) in French,
(3.c-19.b)in Englisit, and(6) in Hinál. Note titat tite samecodingappliesto
causative-EFFsin causativeconstructionsin tite titree languages,as sitown in
(17.a), (iBa), (17.b-1B.b)and(20) respectively.However,tite semantiepatit
differs acrossthesystems,inSpanisitandFrenchtite causalhead-ENEis treated
as ahumanEFF.In Englisit tite samecodingappliesto anevent-EFF,astreated
in §5, andto otitereffectivenotions asin (2.b).In Hindi tite itead-ENEis coded
with an EFF (instrumental)case-marker,which also conveystite prototypical
construalof a non-animateINSTR:EFF, as in (5). As 1 haveshown, in passive
voicetite perspectiveupontite energy-flowis sitifted, andtiteenergyis viewed
as causal.Languagesmayopt to constmetite head-ENEasacauserandnot as
anEFE In thislight, ¡he participantgetscodedwith grammaticalpredicatestitat
elaborateon source-spacescitemata15.

9. CONCLUDINGREMARKS AND DYNAMIC UNDERSTATINQOF TELE
EFFECTOR

En thispaper1 itaverevisitedtite questionof tite problematicthematicmerging
betweenagents,causersandinstrumentsaspresentedin sentences(1-6). 1 itave
regardedtitis grammaticalcodingasemergingfromconceptualgrounds.1 itave
suggestedtite energizeras atitematicsub-role,witich servesasahighly-schematic
conceptualsub-structureto titesenotionsas activeparticipantsin events,(§2).
This solutionservesas an analyticaltool to accountfor titesemergingphenomena
in aunified motivatedfashion. E havetreatedthe traditional instmmentas a
specialtitematiereadingrenderedby amucit broaderrole of tite cifedor, which
corresponds¡o the titematicrole of tite secondENE participant in an event
construedwitit tite effector-archetype(§3).En titis ligitt, in sentences(1-6)bolded
participaniisareviewedas casesof EFEs, andtite differentthematicreadingsare
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accountedas emergingvia ourdynamicunderstandingof participantsinevents.
In this fasition,an EFF,by itaving a prominentpositionin ¡he arche¡ype,can
renderinstrumentalnotionsif its role as patientenergyreceiverof energyis
itighlighted, as in (2), (5) aud(10) aboye.However,beinganENE, ¡heEFFalso
rendersarich displayof causagentialnotions,witicit serve¡o treatparticipants
acrossanticausative,as in (14), andcausativeconstructions,asin (17-20).Ihe
EFEhasalsobeen¡reatedas acaseof defaultdefocusedenergy,andin thislight,
it itas beenaccountedfor as an optimal citoiceto construetite back-grounded
causalitead-ENEin aneventtreatedunder¡hepassiveperspective,as shownin
§.8.

In titis section,1 introduceatopologicalmapto capturetite dynamicsof tite
various titema¡icreadingsrenderedby tite EFFparticipantvia the processof
DU. Tite mapis basedou acuspidcatastropliefromtite modelof Catastropite
Titeory (Thom 1981).Tite model,witich hasbeenapplied¡o semanticanalysis
(Wildgen 1982/1994,Bernárdez1994), is basedon topologicalgroundsand
providesan accurateaccountfor tite dynamicsof suddenqualitativechanges
occurringin dynamicsystems.Tite cuspidcatastropitetopologicalmapin fig.(6)
representstite seman¡icspacescoveredby effectivereadingsof ¡he secondENE
in an event.The locationof acertainsemanticregion is regulatedby the titree
main conceptualparameterswitich align in tite titree axessitapingthe mapas
3-DIM. Thecatastropheor suddenqualitativechangein titesemanticsrendered
by the participantis representedby thefolding andcorresponds¡o ¡he sudden
thematiccitangefrom tite instrumentalreadingsrenderedby the EFFwiten
constmedasabackgmundedENE, in relationtotite ac¡ivereadingstheparticipant
renderswhenits role as secondENE is activated.Foranalyticalpurposes,tite
parametersarerepitrasedas follows: Parameter(1), witich accouutsVer tite
dynamicsof the Z-axis in tite map: «degreeof conceptualprominenceof the
agentparticipant in tite energy-transfer».Parameter(2), whicit accountsfor
tite dynamicsof the X-axis in the map: «degreeof conceptualprominenceof
theTU in tite energy-transfer».Paranieter(3), witicit accountsfor tite dynamics
of ¡heY-axis in tite map: «degreeof construalof tite EFE asENE(itigh values:
the EFFas itumancausagentiveENE; middle values: the EFFas causagential
ENE (non-animate);low values: tite EFE as a backgroundedENE (its role as
passivereceiverof energyis itigitligitted).
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FIGURE (6)

o o

In the topologicalnotation,1 havealsotentativelymarkedtite critical unstable
semanticspacewiteretite citaracterof tite energysitifts from agentialinto causal
renderingsandvice versa.As it wasclaimedin §3,1 treat tite instrumentaland
enabling¡hematiereadingsrenderedby tite EFEas agentialbecausetite presence
of ¡he agentis prominent.The otiter thematicnotions falí wititin tite causal
regionbecause¡beyemergefrom aframewheretiteTH is conceptuallyrelevant.
Tite following paragraphs(1-5) serveas interpretativetools for tite different
semantieregionsin tite catastropite:

1. Tite prototypical instrumentalreading(INSTR) of tite EFE is rendered
whenvaluesarehigit in parameter(z), andlow in both parameters(y) and(x).
Tite agentivevolitional citaracteron tite role of itead-ENEis prominent; tite
participantis construedas low energetieENE¡o initiatean energy-transfer,
namelyan inanimateentity (3-DIM object);andtite TH is construedas ground
of tite conceptualization.

(2>

01.

<1
Causal
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2. Tite enablingreading(ENABL) coverstite semanticregion renderedby
flexible medium-levelvalues in alí parameters.So that in (z) tite agentive
volitional characteron ¡he role of itead-ENEis presen¡but it is not itighly
prominent; in (y) the participantgetsmoresalientlyconstruedas ENE, frorn
agentialto agentiveor from causal¡o causative;in (x) tite TEL acquiresagradual
degreeof conceptualprominencewhich at itigh valuesmergesinto causal
perspective.

3. Tite causativereadingof ¡heEFF is renderedwhenvalues are itigit in
alí parame¡ers.Sinceparameter(x) is itigit, because¡heaccomplishmentof tite
even¡is mostprominent,the casualperspectiveis adopted.In (z) tite volitional
characteron tite role of itead-ENEis prominent,itowever, it is regardedas
causative.In (y) tite participantge¡s salientlyconstruedas a causativeENE.

4. Tite passive-causal:EFFis renderedwiten valuesarehighestparameter
(x) anditigit in (y), andlowestin parameter(z). So that in (x) tite TH is taken
asfigure; in (y) tite head-ENEparticipantgetssalientlyconstruedas acausative
ENE, with furtiter extensionsto causalreadings;andin (z) tite topicalityof tite
itead-ENEas agentis non-existent.

5. Tite anticausativereadingsare renderedwiten valuesare itigit in
parameter(x), mediumin parameter(y), and low in parameter(z). In sucha
fasition thatin (x) tite TEL is as prominentas in (3) andit getstreatedas figure;
in (y), tite EFFENEis construedas causalratiter titan as causative;audin (z)
tite head-ENEis not instantiated,becauseit plays no role in tite conceptualization.

NOTES

amthankfulte EnriqueBernárdezfor suggestingthat1 write this article,obligedteRoIf

T. Endresenfor his invaluablecommentson an earlierversionof this paper,audindebtedto Jan
Erik Rekdal:go raibh mílemaithagcuasanspreagadhagusasantacaíoclit afi¿airmeua,t.

2 haveboríowedthetermcifectorfrom Role andReferenceGrammar,whereit is defined
as: «a participarnwhichdoessorneactionandwliich is unrnarkedforvolitionandcontrol» (Van
Valin, 1993:40).

~ The energizerhereis takenasa sclieína, in Langackersterms(1987:371),whieh ah
rnembersof thecategoryelaborateandgivefiutherspccification.Thehighly-sehemariestructurc
is also eneof theprototypestrueturesproposedby Roseh(1975).

In ¡ny opinion,the relationbetweencauseandagencyhasnoÉ beenstatedin cleartemis
‘u laterlinguistie inquiry, andauthorstendto regardpartieipantsasboth agentsandcauseiswithout
anyapparcntmethodologicaldiscipline.In ¡ny analysis1 havetakenTalmy(¡985) asaninvaluable
inspiration. However,Talmy’sanalysisdoesnot showanylight on theprobleni (bateencemus
new,becauseit mainly concentratesenthestudyof causation.

Theconceptualsíructureeoncerningtheroleof participantsaidthedirectionalityof the
energyflow in thcENE energy-transferis baseden a topological iniage-sehema(Lakoff 1987;
Johnson1987).In (heagentialreadingtheparticipantsarecomprehendedasalignedwith a starting
locus.- targetlocassehema,whereasin thecausalreadingwith asource— achievedlocusseherna.
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Grammaticalcodingof participantsin this energeticframeelaberatesen¡hesetweimage-schemata.
As a way of illustration considersentence(a) in Spanish,wherethe a-prepesitienrendersan
anirnatethematicparticipant,while it is alsocommonlyused(ocedeallativenotiens:(a) el ratón
se comióal gato ysesalió a la calle (the/rnouse/REFL/ate3SG/to:the/cat/and/REFL/exited-
3SG/to/thdstreet)«themeuseswalíewedthe cat andwentout». In sentence(b) tIte de-prepositien
cedesa causalparticipantandrendersabíativenotionsaswcIl: (b)mefui de tu casaporquerae
moríadeaburrimiento (I-DAT/ went-ISG/froni/your/house/because/l-DAT/ die-IMPERF-
ISG/ froni/ boredom)«1 left yourplacebecause1 wasdead-bored».

6 Croft (1991)treatstransitivily asbasicaílycausalin character,in contrast(o Langackers
(1991)accountfor action-chainswhichis agential.In ¡hepresentanalysisboth readingsare
accountedfor with ¡he tigure-groundconceptionupen¡he energyflow.

Lakeff(I 977)andLakoff & Johnson(1980)trent ve¡y insightfully theprotetypicaltransitive
eventasacempositecategorybuiítupasanexperientialgestalt.SeealsoLangacker(1991:302),
andHepper& Thompsen(1980)

Croft’s analysisdoesne( incerporateagentialandcausalconceptualperspectivesupenan
even¡,sehe is fercedte regardthe agentin causal(erms: «an initiator of an actof volitional
coasation»(1991:176).

Thenetatienin Palancar(1995)as EFF:INSTR andEFF:ENARLis rejectedhere.This
oid netatientriggers(hereadingof theFFF asapredicativeof instn,n,cn¡sandenablers,whereas
¡he Iheerelicalclaimhereis quite thcoppositc.

Theconventionalconstrualof ¡bis pretotypicalrcadingof theFFFasINSTR:EFFis based
en prepesitionselaboratingenaneighbering-spaceschemain analyticallanguage~,asillustrated
in, Peterlaid tIte vasewith (hecandíesaEnglish,wherc¡heprepositionwith construes¡he entity
vaseasa trajectorbeinglocatedin theneighborheedof ¡he entity cantiles whichfuncUeasasthe
landmark,

Noticethat ¡hee¡ymologyof ¡he word (Latin, intermediarius)revealstheelaberationof
this cenceptenamiddle-spaceschema,it literally transíates:«onewhogoesin belweentiten,iddle
5¡hIce»

2 Frenithis prototypicalcase,in whichtheEFFparticipantis construedasacausativeENE,
extensienscouldoccurteothercasesjawhich¡heparticipantis censtruedasacausalentity, such
aseventsorebjec¡swhichareimputedof prominen(causalenergy,asillustratedla sentence(2.a)
in Spanish.

~ Hence¡heablativecediagfouad in Italian, as illustratedin sentence(c) (Burzie 1986):
(c)farótelefonarea Maria da Giovanní, (make-FUT-1 SG/phone-INF/tel Mary/frorn/ Giovanni)
«ilí makeGiovanni cali Maria».

~ In CastilíjanSpanishtheparricipantremainsuninstantiatedin a merenaturalway. The
censtructienseundssemehowarchaicte the inodoranativespeakerof Spanishfrom Spain,
attheughthepat¡ernis preductivein etherdiatectsfromSpanishtremCentrataidSouthAmerica.

~ As illustration ter(his claimLatin andNerwcgiancede(hepassive-causerwith ablatives.
A similar phenomenenhasbeenpointedou¡by DeLanccy(1990:313).
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