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1 INTRODUCTION

In my work | am going to deal with the verbal ididrave gotwhich represents a
semantic parallel to the stative veave! What | mean is that the sentences in
example (1) have relatively the same meaning, botistructions can be used more
or less in similar contexts and many people prefer variant over the other.

(1) a. Hehastwo brothers.
b. Hehas gottwo brothers.

However, my impression is that while the ididrave gotillustrated in (1b) is
fairly known to Czech students, it is not useddtosls in its full verbal paradigm
and it appears in its present simple form as in.{1b

In this work, | intend to examine the usajehe idiomhave gotin Modern
British English. More precisely, | will follow theemain lines. First of all, | am going
to look at the semantic side of the idiom whereill sompare the idiom with the
identical formhave gotrepresenting, however, the present perfect of énbgetand
expressing roughly ‘acquisition’,’ movement’ or amge of a state’. | will also
outline the typical meanings and collocations inclihthe idiomhave gotappears
and, conversely, some semantic restrictions appdiede idiom. Second, | am going
to analyse the structure of the idiom from the rhotpgical and syntactic point of
view and survey its properties in terms of auxyliand lexical verb characteristics.
Finally, I will investigate its usage not only ihet present but also in past forms and
compare its frequency to its alternative statieweand the so called archaiavé
searching in spoken and written language separdtalyhermore, | will go through
some additional topics connected with the idionmely the reduced forrgot and
ain’t got constructionfor which there was no space left in the previchpters but |
find it important to mention.

Generally, | have structured my work in the follog way: the paper contains
two sections - a theoretical part citing relevamérature and a practical part
providing data from British National Corpus (BNCa&)d their analysis. Following
Meyer (2002:30-31), BNC(2) is comprised of approaiety 100 million words. Out

! The term idiom is used fdrave gotby Huddleston & Pullum (2000:111) and | adoptlstoain my
work. The general definition of an idiom is thhétmeaning of the idiom/idiomatic phrase as a whole
is not derived from the meanings of its individpalrts. The constructionave gotcan also have an
idiomatic meaning and then we differentiate th@ndhave gotexpressing ‘possession’ in a general
sense from the non-idiomatic fotmave gotrepresenting the present perfect of the \gabFollowing

this distinction | am going to use the term ‘petifiezhave gotfor the present perfect forms gétto
contrast to the idiorhave got The main criteria which determine the idiom, thee possessive form,
will be discussed in pa&.

2| take into account my own experience as a studegtammar school. For example, the textbooks
Doff, A. and Jones, ChEnglish in Use. Pre-intermedigt€ambridge University Press, Cambridge
2000. and Doff, A. and Jones, Clienglish in Use. IntermediateCambridge University Press,
Cambridge 2001. - both introdudeave gotonly in present simple and when referring to past
possession this is expressed by the semantic depitved

| adopted the term archaicave from Veselovska (2005:128). It refers to an aurylidike
constructionhavewhich is also used to express possession. Morélglataout the archaibavewill

be given in sectioB.1.2.
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of it, 90 percent consists of various types of i@ritModern British English and the
last 10 percent represents different types of spd&rguage. | will compare these
two types of sources i.e. to confront the statesmé&aim linguistic and grammatical
books with the data found in BNC2 and | will try ¢arry out some conclusions
about the properties of the verbal iditvave got

1.1 Methodology

For my research | used the language database BNf&stly applied a software
named SARA but when needed to, | used one callelRRACompared to SARA, it
contains some additional functions, however, thera® background remains the
same. | looked up phrases separately in the spakeh the written domaif.
Nonetheless, | did not deal with any other critémiduding age, sex efc.

It is essential to mention that when looking upbgethey do not compris€“3
person singular forms automatically and these &iras had to be filled in as a
separate entry within one query. | mostly usedsthealled builder quetyto look up
particular structures unless otherwise stated.fifgkngs introduced in the tables are
limited to noun phrases preceded by determiagimn/anyandthe unless otherwise
stated.

Generally, from the total number of findings taery | chose a random set of
100 occurrences. Sometimes there were fewer th@rsd0 downloaded all of them,
which | went through and excluded the inappropriatestructions, i.e. ‘non-
possessive’. The frequency of a particular findimgnarked in the following way
(unless otherwise stated): [x] contains the amadriindings to a particular query;
figures in bold stand for a number of sentenceh tie idiom out of the random set
of 100 (or fewer if not found so many examplesgiaftexcluded the inappropriate
structures; (x) refers to the number of findingst of the same random set of 100,
that cannot be unambiguously regarded as eithadit@ or the perfectivlave got

When | cite concrete examples from BNC2 | markntheith an alphanumerical
code at the end of the line. | also use my own gtesto illustrate certain properties
and such instances have no identification. Examjgsparticular authors are
recognised by their names at the end of a line.

* The concrete form of a query will be introducedwarticular constructions. The term query marks
one individual search containing one word, phraseas in this case, a certain pattern of words that
are required to be found.

® Given the space and time reasons, | will not dischis distribution but | find this topic interiest

for future, more detailed, research.

® One of possible types of query allowing a combisedrch.
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2 DISTINGUISHING THE POSSESSIVE HAVE GOT
FROM THE PERFECTIVE HAVE GOT

This chapter focuses primarily on the semantiqerties of the verbal idiom
have gotand the distinction of the idiom from the perfeethave got! will also give
a brief survey of typical contexts and meaningsmmich the idiom may occur,
commenting on some limitations that appear withuse of the idiom

2.1 Complementation

As mentioned beforehave gotcan be referred to as a verbal idiom. The
definition says that idioms are a group of wordsogér meaning as a whole is
different from what the individual parts mean. limer words, despite the fact that
we understand the individual words we cannot dethe actual meaning of the
whole expression from them. Following this, the nmieg of the idiomhave gotis
not understood as ‘acquired’, ‘became’ or ‘movemr{-idiomatic meaning)but is
synonymous with that of the stative vdrave and covers possession in a general
sense as in (2b).

(2) a. | havean excellent book at home.

b. | have gotan excellent book at home.

However, when we consider the form of the idibave gotthis is identical with
a present perfect form of the vegbt The idiomin (2b) is formed in the same way
as a standard present perfect illustrated in (Bguke verbdHuyandget

(3) a. | have boughtan excellent book. [have+ past participle obuyj

b. | have gotan excellent book from my fatHéave+ past participle ofjef

Moreover, Huddleston & Pullum (2006:112) claimttiiae idiomhave gotin
(2b) is originally derived from the present perfeohstruction in (3b). As such the
instances like that in (4) cannot be identifiedessily as either possessive (2b) or
perfective (3b) and with no clear context can erpreted as both ‘possession’ or
‘acquisition’.

(4) 1 have gotan excellent book.

Although (2b) and (3b) have identical forms, in @uet al. (1991:131) the authors
say thathave gotmeaning possession in (2b) may look perfectivelits form but is
non-perfective in its meaning and (2b) in fact d&afor a present tense form.

The fact that the idiorhave gotis formed as standard perfective forms raises a
problem. In the following paragraphs | will try teet some criteria on how to
recognise the idiomhave gotand the perfectivehave got First of all, both
constructions are transitive and need some compigten. The idiomhave got

" Following Leech & Svartwik (1975:242), the Americapeakers apply the constructicawe gotten
for the present perfect of the vagbtto make the distinction from the idiom.

3



requires the presence of a noun phrase direct tobjieer the verbal predicate
represented in (2b) by ‘an excellent book’. Oncbetrary, the perfective form in the
meaning of ‘moved’ and ‘became’ can appear withsuth a noun phrase, as
demonstrated in (5a/b).

(5) a. | have gotinside/into the house.

b. I have gotangry.

As such the syntactic pattern for the perfechiage gotin the sense of ‘moved’ and
‘became’, is as follows:

(6) get—>» have goV, [ -AdjP/AdvP/PP|

As mentioned above, the idiohave gotnormally requires a direct object in the
form of a noun phrase which is similar to its shaatianthave® The noun phrase
object is, however, obligatory for the perfectibave gotin the meaning of
‘acquired’ as demonstrated in (3b).

(7) a. have have goV, [-NP]
b. get —» have goV, [-NP]

The noun phrase object is about to appear withpdréectivehave gotas well as
with the idiom, which does not enable us to distis one form from the other and
the example, like that introduced in (4), may tstend for either perfective form or
the idiom at the same time.

However, by adding other elements after the diobgect as shown in (8a/b) the
different meaning can become clearer. The exanfd¢ i(lustrates the perfective
have gotwhile that marked as (8b) comprises the verbahichave got

(8) a. | have gotan excellent book from my father.

b. I have gotan excellent book at home.

a. get —>» havegotV,[-NP -PP]
b’. have —» have gotV, [ -NP - PP]

The clarification of the meaning comes out from Bfe following the noun phrase
‘an excellent book’. The usage of the fP6m my fatherequires the interpretation of
acquisition. The prepositioinom suggests some kind of movement from one person
to another signifying ‘acquisition’. On the othear, the PFn the bookcase
excludes the perfective meaning marking the plaber& one has books and thus
stands for possession. The inversed reading wouokt tikely be semantic nonsense
in both instances.

As such the distinction of the two sentences 8) @nd of have got
constructions in general, is mostly a matter of aatias rather than the syntax as the

® In the text | am going to use the term ‘the stiorin have to mark the stativénavewhich in fact
represents a shorter possessive variant to theidéve got
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syntactic structures are identical. | am going @get this problem in the following
paragraphs where | will give more examples of pdgashich may complement the
idiom and the perfectiveave got In the examples below the expression in the right
brackets give the verb presumably usddAVE=idiom have got GET= perfective
have got— demonstrating that in many cases neither of thenunique and
unambiguous in a given syntactic context. It mustgwointed out here that the
following paragraphs offer only some general asdionp and do not cover all kinds
of possible complementation which can appear.

Phrases that may follow the direct object can be dsllows:
(i) VPs

While the examples in (9a/b) are highly probable¢hie senses suggested below,
the (9c/d) remain ambiguous. The latter ones aentdrom Rundell (2002:655)
where the author claims that bdtaveandhave gotare used in such constructions.

(9) a. | have gota right to seemy children. (HAVE)
b. I have gotthe book to increasey knowledge. (GET)

c. We need thhave (got)everyone sitting dowat the same table.(HAVE)
d. Shes gother hair tied upn a bun today. (HAVE)

However, the author introduces the example ino(dy with have Moreover, |
think that in such cases like (9c/d) there is argjrfeeling for the perfectivieave got
rather than the idiom, as the examples seem toestiggccomplishment of some
action. Hence | find theo-infinitival VPs possible with the possessitiave got
while the usage ofing and—edVPs is fairly problematic.

(i) Locative PPs and AdvPs

The examples in (10) demonstrate that most of PiRs are semantically
unsuitable for both forms dfave gotand they exclude one or the other interpretation
although the prepositions are identical.

(10) a. I have gota book in the bookcakm the tabléat homé... (HAVE)
b. | have gota book in the State Librafgt 5th Avenuk.. (GET)
c. | have gotmy handbag insid&Vill you bring it? (HAVE)
d. The terroristshave gotthe bomb insidennoticed. (GET)

To clarify the above statement, | can have thekbnahe bookcase as in (10a)
indicating a place where | have my books but ¥asy improbable to have it in the
State Library as in (10b). The BiPthe State Libraryould require the interpretation
of ‘acquisition’ which is caused by the use of ad@fic noun in the phrase
representing an institution from which I can borrbaoks. Furthermore, | can have
the bookon the tablerather than acquire it there etc. The example$lic/d)
containing AdvHnsideare recognisable by the following context.

5



(i) PPs, AdvPs and NPs of timé

The PPs can be used as a diagnostic because Wween is a certain time
reference like in (11) in combination with the idicdhe structure suggests a future
event. Regarding the perfective folrave gotit tends to refer to the past.

(11) a. | have gota lesson in the/this mornireg five o’clockon Monday.
(HAVE)

b. I have gotthe letter this mornigY*on Monday/*at five o’clock. (GET)

But time locations asn Mondayetc. require the usage of a past form rather than
perfective one. There is only one exception. InrRQet. al. (1991:245), the authors
say that some speakers consider the NPsthilsemorningin (11b) to designate a
period including the present moment and they atsthem with the present perfect
aspect. However, the sentence witiis morningcan be spoken only in the same
morning. Given the facts above the PPs of time fik@se in (11) merely seem to
combine with the idiom and refer to the future. Ytile NPs likethis morningare
also possible with the perfectilave got

The PPs of time witlsinceand for suggest a certain period of time but the
perfective have gotrefers to a single event/accomplishment which ededuany
duration®®

(12) a. 1*have gotthe book since my childhalbar months. (HAVE)

b. * have gotletters_since he has left/for months. (GET)

Similarly, the possessiveave gotrefers to a single situation, a current possession
and hence it should also be restricted in thesescadthough expressed by a
perfective form. The perfective forhrave hads more likely to be appliediven the
arguments above, PPs like those in (12) are nqtamagal to be used with either of the
have goforms.

The adverbs of time likeecentlyor alreadyare often bound with the perfective
form. 1L1Jnlike recently, the usage oflready is semantically acceptable with the
idiom.

(13) a. | have gotthe parcel recently (GET)
b. *I have gotthe book recentlgt home. (HAVE)
c. | havealreadygotthe CD at home. (HAVE)

° For the present perfect aspect in general armbitsination with similar phrases as in (i), |
consulted Quirk (1991).

19 Sych adverbials would be acceptable with the ptgseriect progressive forave been getting
rather than with the present perfect simple forngligb). The present perfect simple form could be
possible but only in a negative senterftavén’t go}.

! However, the idiom’s past forfmad gotis possible withrecentlyin a sentence liké had got the
book at home recently but | have returned it toePet
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d. | havealreadygotthe CD from him. (GET)

As presented in the examples (13a/b), the saleattufe of the AdvP of timecently
Is that it only combines with the perfectib@ve gotbut not with the idiom in its
present form as it is semantically incompatible.

(iv) PPs and AdvPs of manner

Adverbials of manner realized by either PPs or Pglare likely to be used with
the constructions which perform some action to stioevmanner i.e. they are not
possible with the stativieave got

(14) a. 7?Phave gotthe answer quickly/by mail (GET)
c. *I have gota book_quicklyat home/... (HAVE)

As such the phrases expressing manner could tihedhetbe possible with the
perfectivehave gotbut the past form ajetis generally preferred.

We have seen that bottave gotforms (idiom and perfective) are likely to be
accompanied by a wide range of complementationr aftee direct object.
Nonethelessthe perfective have gotin the meaning of ‘moved’, ‘became’(i.e.
change of a statejoes not requirea direct object in the form of a noun phrase
which the idiom have gotdemands. Hence the examples (5) exclude the
interpretation of ‘have’.

On the contrarythe idiom have gotand the perfectivehave got in the sense
of ‘acquired’, both need the noun phrase direct objectMoreover, further
complementation with various phrases syntactically similar e.g. (10a/b)o it is
the semantics, to the intend of sense, that repreds the chief factor which
makes the other meaning impossibleather than the syntactic structure.

Nevertheless, | have demonstrated in this sectioat there are some
complementations which exclude the interpretation bone or the other meaning.
These arghe PPs of time(11la/b)which are compatible with the idiomhave got
and refer to the future but in the case of the pedctive have gotthey suggest a
concrete past moment which requires the past simpl®mrm. Only NPs like this
morning are accepted when spoken in the same morningther contrastive
complementations are th&dvP recently demonstrated in (13a/b) whidwo-occurs
with the perfective form but not with the idiom in the present tense formAdvPs
and PPs of manner in (14) are bound with some ractod possible with the stative
idiom but the use of the perfectitave gots rather avoided and the past fogat is
used instead.

In the next section | will attempt to find the ¢exts which can help us to further
distinguish the idiom from the perfectitave gotand introduce some standard cases
in which the idiomhave gotappears to be substituting for the short fovame

2.2 Semantics

The following examples in (15) are taken from Aledar (1988). The author
claims that they more or less involve a certainl @égpossession, in which it is
possible for the idionhave gotto appear and may replace the short fovame In
(15) | refer to the specific meanings only in abraviated form and | am not going

7



to examine the various senses in any detail heneafnore detailed discussion see
Alexander (1988: 200-201).

(15)

a) ‘own’ or ‘possess’

| have (got)a new briefcase.

b) ‘be able to provide’:

Do youhaveany ink?Have yougot any ink?
c) have (goth number/quantity:

| have (got)fourteen pencils.

d) possession of physical characteristics:

He has (got)big brown eyes.

e) possession of mental and emotional qualities:

Shehas (got)a quick temper.
f) family relationships:

| have (got)two sisters.

g) contacts with other people:

| have (got)a good dentist.

h) in the sense of ‘wear’:

That's a nice dress yduave (got)
i) illnesses:

The babyhas (got)measles.
J) arrangements :

Sallyhas (got)an interview for a job today.
K) opinions:

| have (got)an idea!

l) in the sense of ‘there is’

Youhave (got)a stain on your tie.

It is obvious from the examples above that therdhave gotcan substitute for
the short formhavein a variety of cases expressing possession enargl sensén
(15d-e), (j) and (I)the semantics prefer the interpretation‘have’ over ‘acquire’
even without any further complementationin contrast to the example in (4) - e.g.
in (15d) ‘I have two sisters.’” but not *| receivédo sisters.’

However, some of the instances suggested by Atktaand presented here as
possessive lik¢hose in (15a-c), (15g-i) and (15k) face the similproblem as in
(4) and could also mean ‘acquired’Even the context of the surrounding sentences

8



does not have to help us to decide whether it $sg&sive or not. | think that the last
instance in (k) is the most problematic in this wByt when we consider the usual
collocation with the short forrhavein this particular casel(have an ided) and the
property of the idiomhave gotto replacehave then | suppose thditave gotmeans
possession here as proposed by Alexander ratheatwpuisition.

Examples in (15) demonstrated typical cases irchwkile idiomhave gotmay
substitute the short forrhave However, there are some more general semantic
restrictions applied to the idiom’s usage which barstated in terms of dynamic and
habitual context. | am going to look at these tweamings now.

2.2.1 Stative versus dynamic context

Lexical verbs, in general, can be divided into igvoups — stative and dynamic.
Some lexical verbs have more than one meaning sénwaich are stative and some
dynamic. Regarding the verbs | am discussing is $hidy, the short forrhavehas
both a stative and a dynamic variant.

Dynamichaveappears in the so called verbo-nominal construstsuth asiave
a showey have furetc. Structures like these express action andviatig Quirk et al.
(1991:132), the short forrhavecan be semantically replaced by ‘receive’, ‘tae’
‘experience’ in such a dynamic context.

On the other hand, whdraveis used in the sense of possession it hstatave
meaning because the possessive meaning involvaestiam. As the idionhave got
alternates the short forhmvein the possessive meaning, it comes under the mateg
of stative verbs. Moreover, Alexander (1988:202pkasizes thatavecan never be
replaced byhave gotin the verbo-nominal structures. The usagé&aife gotin the
same constructions should thus change the mearinigeosentences into a pure
possession. See the distinctions in (16).

(16) a. | have (got)a drink, thanks. [i.e. | have it in my hand — stative]
b. | havea drink every evening before dinneli.e. | drink — dynamic]
(Alexander 202)

Looking for support of the above generalisatiohsgconsulted the BNC2
searching for the idionmave gotin the dynamic context. | chose some of the best
known verbo-nominal constructions listed in Swa@0@&229):have a shower, have
a bath, have a look, have a rest, have a sleepe lsadream, have a talk, have a
(nice) day, have a cup dfea) | tested these constructions witave gof? The
examples below illustrate the results of the search

12 The queries were <have+has+had+'ve+'s> <got> <awp<af _>; <have+has+had+'ve+'s> <got>
<a> <dream> etc. The underscore is used in BNCaifgrword. The following explanation of the
preceding patterns can be applied as well for ojueries later on. <have+has...> marks that these
words were included in one (builder) query usingteat nodes arranged horizontally so that | was
able to find examples which comprise not ohfwebut alsohasand other words introduced in < >,
The link between the content nodes arranged véytica. between < > < >, is always the next and s
< havet+has+had+'ve+'s > are immediately followed<bgot > then by a determiner <>aif applied,
and then e.gdreamfollows immediately. As mentioned in the methodplsection, the phrases were
looked up separately in spoken and written languédger downloading all the examples (not 100
because there were fewer findings), | excludedettamples which meant ‘possessiofihe findings
were:shower -sp [2]0; wr [0]; bath -sp [0]; wr [0];look -sp [1]1; wr [1] 1; sleep -sp [O]; wr [O];
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(17) a. And we went up there and we had justdyeve took the labour rooms
and er of course wead got a cup of teavith them you know(GYU 715)
b. Well you have got, yowe gota cup of teaYes. Like wee having a cup

of tea. (KB6 269)
c. When theye gota bad day!| find they want love. (B32 683)
d. ‘E’s gota good lookon it must be a bit’ayood land. (C98 1617)

e. Oh youve got a Looklook hés got his foot in the handle. (KE3 8309)

The examples above demonstrate the rare casdsich some English speakers
replacedhave with have goteven in a dynamic sense. However, given the very
limited number of such examples we cannot saytttetonstructions withave got
are commonly used.

Apart from overall semantics, there are two marental characteristics which
are typical for dynamic verbs, namely the fact thath verbs usually do not appear
in a progressive aspect and imperative forms. Coenplae instances in (18b/c)
which are labelled stative with that of (a) in ab@nominal construction which
proposes an activity and demonstrates the dynamaning.

(18) a. | havea shower every eveninddynamic]

b. I havea car in the garage. [stative]

c. | have gota car in the garage. [stative]

The examples in (19) show that only the dynamibsaran appear in a progressive
aspect.

(19) a. | am havinga shower right now. [dynamic]
b. *I am havinga car in the garage. [stative]

c. *I am having gofa car in the garage. [stative]

To prove or disprove the above generalisationséduBNC2 to search for
examples like (19c). However, | found no progressirms ofhave gotin BNC213
The absence of progressive forms further confirngs donclusion made above, i.e.
that the idiomhave gotappeares only in the stative context.

As mentioned above, the dynamic meaning is a tiondalso for imperative
constructions. In Alexander (1988:199) the authaints that an imperative with
haveis rare and the idiorhave gotis not possible at all. He further states that the
application ofhave in the imperative forces the interpretation ofkéa i.e. the

dream -sp [0]; wr [1]0; day -sp [O]; wr [1]1; talk sp - [O]; wr [O];rest -sp [O]; wr [O]; cup -sp [3]2

(2); wr [0] 0. The explanation of the numbers is given in methogly. Numbers in bold include, in
this particular case, instances which are highbppble to have a dynamic meaning.

3 The query was <am+is+are+was+were> <having gaie. @xplanation of what these patterns mean
is given in footnote 12. There appeared no findings
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dynamic one. As such the statitiave and the idiomhave gotare not allowed in
imperative formations and the cases in (20) argassible.

(20) a. *Havea book!

a’. *Have gota book!

The theoretical claim of the limitation of the idioto mere stative context was
confirmed with my search in BNC2 as no imperativenfs with have got* were
found.

To concludeas a rule the idiomhave gotis used in stative contextAlthough
it very sporadically appeared in constructions \whace referred to as dynamic, this
usage is not generally preferred. Moreover, thaiweace of the idionnave gotin
stative meaning is further supported by tbenplete lack of progressive aspect and
imperative forms.

2.2.2 Habitual context

Another grammatical phenomenon whiaese gotis said to be rather limited in
its use is the habitual context. Swan (2003:23plams that when we are talking
about repeated eventsave gotis less often used and it is substituted by thetsho
form havewhich has been traditionally used in British Engli® express habit or
repetition*® In opposition, Huddleston & Pullum (2002:113) make claim even
sharper by stating thdtavegot is never used in this context. Also in Quirk et al
(1991:132) the authors say that instances likeetmg21a) could only be addressed
to more than one person in a non-habitual sense.

(21) a. Doyouhavebad headaches? [habitual] (Quirk, 1991:132)
Haveyougot a bad headache?nonhabitual] (Quirk, 1991:132)

b. I've gottoothache. [nonhabitual] (Swan 231)

| ofterhavetoothache. [habitual] (Swan 231)

Have gotrefers here to a concrete moment of ‘now’, a sirsifieation, whereas the
short formhaveexpresses habit and repetition. It is obvious ftbmmexample (21b)

14 Regardinghave gotin imperative forms, | based the query on the faathave gotshould take the
initial sentence position. Therefore the query was <have> <got>. The findings were: sp [02]wr

[3] 0. The explanation of what these patterns mearvisngin footnote 12. ‘s’ means sentence initial.
Numbers in bold include, in this case, instanceghvare highly probable to stand for the idibawve
gotin imperative forms. However, such constructionsemeot found in the findings and there were
only examples which did not include the idiom othathe idiom in its possessive/stative meaning in
declarative sentences. Furthermore, when we takeaocount the form of the idiom which looks
perfectively it is also impossible to appear intsgontexts as none of the standard perfective forms
produce such constructionsHave boughta book! *I am having boughta booB. The non-
occurrence ohave gotin imperative and progressive constructions ingigahe auxiliary function of
have.This topic will be discussed in chapter

> Swan (2003:231) also points out that in Modern Acam English the short forrhaveis not
limited in this way and it serves for both habitaatl non-habitual meaning.
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that the repetition can be intensified by the addibf particular adverbials such as
often, usuallyetc that make the repetitive actions more salient.

| used BNC2 to test the usage of the idibave gotin the habitual context. |
included the adverbs of frequency into the quendsentify the repetition. | applied
some of the adverbs of indefinite frequency liste@&wan (2003:22) namelytever
always usually, normally, ever, often.

(22) Table 1: The occurrences dfave gowith adverbs of frequenty

have got always usually normally often never ever

spoken E [56] 31 (9) 1319 [3] 2 [ o [27] 8 B8] 1@
written E 451 21 (2 [3 2 [0 5] 1 [42] 1 [12] 0 (2)
in total [101] 52 (11) [16]11 [3] 2 6] 1 [69] 9 [15] 1 (2

The following examples demonstrate the concretgeausdhave gotin the habitual
context.

(23) a. I've normally gottelly on in the evenings. (KCX 2566)
b. Shehas never gomuch energy in the morning as you kn@bM 3345)

c. Well of course dictaphondmve always gotecords on them, that's why
they’re called dictaphones. (KPO 603)

d. But I've always gothampagne in the fridge. (HJ4 5138)

We can see that even the omission of the adverbepetition themselves would not
change the meaning of some sentences into a swglat as in (24a/b). In (a) the
repetition element is actually involved in the pluof the noun which follow the
verbal predicate and suggest the repetition ofsdn. In (b) it is signified by the
clause at the end which suggest that the situatoknown because it happens
regularly. But not in all sentences is it possitierefer to the habit or repetition
without the adverbs and the absence of them may the meaning into a single
situation as in (c/d).

Given my corpus search summarised in Table 1 ahbogkaim that the idiom
have gots not strictly limited to mere non-habitual situations and has the ability
to replace the short formhavein repeated actions.Some British speakers also use
the idiom in the habitual meaning as the exampie@8) demonstrate. The claim
made by Huddleston & Pullum is therefore too staictl Swan’s statement has got
empirical support.

1% The queries were <have+has+had+'ve+'s> <always>t>gohave+has+had+'ve+'s> <usually>
<got> etc. The explanation of what these pattereanrs given in footnote 12. | did not limit the
queries with determiners so that | got more possi¥amples as the resulting numbers to the queries
were low. For the explanation of numbers in thdetatee the methodologgiven the results of the
search | downloaded all the examples and excluttedtsres | identified as perfective forms &nod
infinitives marking semi-modal verbave got toand meaning ‘necessity’ as these are structures
irrelevant for the discussion here.
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It seems, from the examples in (15), that thetdloom haveand the idiomhave
got are largely interchangeable in a range of meanirgferring to general
possession. In chapt8rl will concentrate on the morphology and syntaxha two
forms.
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3 MORPHOSYNTACTIC CHARACTERISTICS OF
HAVE GOT

The previous chapter examined the verbal idi@we gotmainly as far as the
semantics is concerned. Now | am going to analysddrm of the idiom itself i.e. its
morphological and syntactic properties. For theatgst part, | will follow
Huddleston & Pullum (2002:92-115) as backgroundtfes topic. To support the
theoretical claims | will use data from BNC2. Thancrete number of the findings
will be introduced in chaptet, dealing with tense morphology and its frequency.

3.1 Lexical versus auxiliary verbs

It is generally known that English verbs can bad#id into two different types:
lexical and auxiliary verbs. Lexical verbs differofn auxiliary verbs in their
morphological and syntactic properties. Auxiliaerlys have the ability to participate
in syntactic process€swhile lexical verbs do not and generally requiesupport
(when already not preceded by any other auxilisegbvas inhave boughin the
scheme (24) below).

As for the verthave it may have the status of either an auxiliaryover that of a
lexical one as demonstrated in (24). For compayiiom scheme gives the lexical
short formhaveand the perfective forrhave boughwith an auxiliary verbhave
suggestindnaves different syntactic functions in terms of lexiead auxiliary.

(24) Scheme 1Different status ohaveusing the terms auxiliary and lexital

AUX LEX
| (do) have a book.
| have bough a book.

The schematic structure outlines different prapsrof the two types of verbs in
general. Since the lexical verbs require the ir@erdf what Huddleston & Pullum
(2008:51) call dummy auxiliarglo (suggested by brackets) which participates in the
syntactic processes, the auxiliary verbs undergtasiic changes themselves.

As already mentioned in the previous chapter,idien have gotalthough non-
perfective in meaning has in fact a perfective fofrhis would qualifyhavefor an

7 A verbal predicate may convey more auxiliary vethen it is the first of them which undergoes the
changes.

18| was inspired with a scheme introduced in Vessdv(2005:129). However, the author uses the
term VERB instead of LEX that | chose. | applie@ tlabels AUX and LEX to demonstrate the
contrastive qualities of auxiliary and lexical verim general. Auxiliary verbs themselves may be
further divided into modal auxiliaries and non-mbdauxiliaries (terms used by Huddleston &
Pullum) but | am going to use here the general teaxiliaries marked as AUX to stand for both of
them.

19 Exceptions to this general classification of Eslgliverbs concern the copular véseand the so
called archaihave Although they are not preceded by any auxiliagybvthey act as auxiliary verbs
themselves and do not acceptsupport. Archaitavewill be discussed later on B11.2.
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auxiliary component. On the other hahdye gotepresents a semantic equivalent of
the stative verthave which acts as a lexical verb. Would this semasimilarity
betweenhave gotand havejustify treatinghavein the idiomhave gotas a lexical
verb?? In other words, is the idiom located as one unitsat distributed between
the two elements (AUX and LEX)? And if the latter true, doedhave exhibits
identical properties as the standard auxiliaawein have boughor rather shows
some specifics?

Before we move to the main contrastive criteriaMeen auxiliary and lexical
verbs | would like to mention the general charastes of verbs in a verbal
predicate as illustrated in (24), with respecth® idiomhave got An important note
must be carried out: the first phonetically realiseerbal element reflects tense
changes, except for the ‘defective’ properties efitcal modals in (25a), while the
other (non-first) parts of the predicate remain arkad for tense and agreement
morphology. This property does not always contlesical and auxiliary verbs as
illustrated in (25d). Here the lexical verb, preegdby no other verbal element, takes
the inflection itself.

He will(*s/ed) buy(*s/ed)a book?*
He has/hadbought(*s/ed)a book.
Heis/was buying(*s/ed a book.
He buys/boughta book.

(25)

a0 T g

Following the rule concerning tense and agreemenphology, the examples in
(26) show the theoretically predicted forms in whitis havein the idiomhave got
that is marked by the inflection whiggt remains uninflected.

(26) a. Hehave gotgotteda book.

b. Hehas/had gota book.

To confirm the above criterion, | searched BNC2 &mtbw | demonstrate some
examples that illustrate the concrete usagbave gotin the uninflected and also
inflected positions.
(27) a. | have gofa seriously black sense of humour. (J1F 220)

b. Hehas gotan angel’s face but devil’'s brain. (CBF 8339)

c. But wehave gota meeting on Thursday, so perhaps we could make a

point of er coming forward with some poks#guggestions. (FYB 93)
d. Hehas gotcurly hair. (KDM 10194)
e. Butthen, | mean, it was quite common that thederiof Wale$iad got

2| was inspired in this matter by HaegengaiGuéron (1999:164).

! Following Huddleston & Pullum (2002:107), they imathat the preterites of modal auxiliaries
could should would might are more common with the modal remoteness medhaérgthe past time
meaning and especialhouldandmightare no longer used with the past time meaning.
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several ladies. (KGP 542)

The examples in (27) confirm thaénse and agreement morphology always
appears with have As for havein the idiomhave got it accepts the agreement
morphology but it does not show any specific prapsrsimilar to modal auxiliary
verbs which remain uninflected. The morphologyetiitn, however, distinguishes
only the first phonetically realized verbal compone\s | demonstrated in (25d), the
first element may be both auxiliary and lexical.eféfore | have to apply other
diagnostics, namely contractions.

In English, besides its full form some verbs h#we property to be contracted.
This property is typical for auxiliaries and comtians do not usually appear with
Iexicalzé/erbs. However, this feature is not shdvgdall auxiliary verbs to the same
extent:

(28) a. I'd like to have a book. [would]
b. I'll have a book. [will]
c. I'm going to have a book. [be]
d. I've boughta book. [auxiliary have]

Havein the idiomhave got may occur in its contracted forms too. The examsple
below demonstrate the concrete usage.

(29) a. I know you think Carolife gotthe perfect parents, her mum not working

and..]’® (BMS 966)
b. Marie’s gota husband and a baby (A74 813)
c. | really must hurry along,'Ve gota busy day in front of me(HNJ 3454)
d. Well, sh&d gota date with someone. (H8Y 3437)

The examples above support, to a certain extemtadixiliary function ohavein the
scheme (24). Below | propose syntactic structureghvcan be used to identify the
characteristics ohavein the idiomhave gotin terms of lexical and auxiliary more
contrastively?*

2 |n addition, in Swan (2003:231) the author stakes contracted forms are also possible with the
short formhavebefore determiners like/an, someetc. A copulebe may undergo contraction, too.

i. I've a book.

ii. I'm ateacher.
% The square brackets mark my modification of thgioal text. In this particular case the sentence
was too long.
4 The criteria listed below are largely taken fromddleston & Pullum (2002). The authors introduce
four main constructions in which auxiliary verbse adistinguished from lexical verbs. These are
included in the acronym NICE standing for negatimwersion, code and emphasis. In my list | did
not add emphasis as there is no specific way tk lgnand recogniskavein emphatic positions as
the form in such constructions is identical wittcldeative forms. | can only make a claim here that
given the data from BNC2ave gotis not used with the emphatio as seen with lexical verbs. The
guery was <do+does+did> <have> <got>. The explanatif what these patterns mean is given in

16



Insertion of (medial) adverbs
Negation formation
Question formation
Question tag formation

PwonNE

| intend to confront the idiorhave gotwith the short formhavein the first line of
(24) as a representative of a lexical verb andnaaséic equivalent to the idion
will also compare the idiom withave boughtvhich is identical in form and which
uses the perfective auxiliahave.

3.1.1 Insertion of (medial) adverbs

Following Huddleston & Pullum (2002:102) the authcsay that there are
differences between auxiliary and lexical verbsheir position relative to (medial)
adverbs. While auxiliary verbs generally precedenthlexical verbs go after these
adverbs. To be more concrete, in Quirk et al. (1483), the authors state that it is
usually the first of the auxiliary group which appe in front of the adverbs. The
theory based examples are given in (30).

(30) He will probably buy a book.

He will probably have bought book.
He has_probablyboughta book.
He probablyhas boughta book.(only emphatic)

® o0 T g

He probablybuysa book.

The table below gives the frequency count regartiegposition of adverbs within
the idiomhave got”®

(31) Table 2 Frequency of adverbs distribution within thepitihave gof®

footnote 12. There appeared no findings. The cayegb code comprises the phenomenon called
stranding which can be exercised e.g. in short arswHowever, | chose the criterion of questiorstag
which some other authors, e.g. Swan (2003:230) tioretogether with short answers as a position
where lexical verbs do not appear. Moreover, Ikhimt question tags are very similar and can be
regarded as code classification (see the defindifocode in3.1.4). In addition, it is easier to look up
guestion tags in BNC2 than short answers. The phenon of adverb insertion is also introduced by
Huddleston & Pullum (2002) as one of other criteria
% Following Huddleston & Pullum (2002:102), | contrrted on frequency adverbs suchahsays,
usually, often, sometimetc. and modal adverbs suchpassibly, probablyetc. Then | also studied
adverbs likecertainly, alreadyetc. mentioned by Swan (2003:22-26) to be mediatebs.
% The queries were <havethasthad> <AVO> <got>, <AVQRhavethas+thad> <got>;
<have+has+had> <got> <AVO>. The explanation of wihate patterns mean is given in footnote 12.
The explanation of the numbers is given in methogyl | used XAIRA for this search which marks a
general adverb with letters AVO. | did not limitettqueries with determiners so that | got more
possible examples. In addition, | did not apply tbetracted forms because they would be impossible
with the structures where adverimsmediatelyprecede the idiomThe adverb would appear in the
position which is already occupied by a noun or@pun. To treat all the constructions the same |
did not seek the contracted formshawve+ADWtgotandhave got+ADVeither.

After downloading the random set of 100, or feufenot so many, | excluded constructions
where have gotwas followed byto-infinitive marking a semi-modahave got toand expressing
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spoken E. written E
have ADV got [145] 15 (3) |[439]5 (1)
ADV have got [95] 12 (5) [[123]3 (3)
have ADV got [116] O [392] O

Derived from the findings in the table above, thdveabs are primarily placed
betweerhaveandgot (medial position) which signifies the auxiliary fttion ofhave
in the idiom. The idiom copies the behaviourhalve boughtutlined in (30c).The
following examples illustrate the concrete disttibn of adverbs within the idiom
have got
(32) a. Sothatit's it ithas certainly got lot of value an exercise like that, even
with entirely good conditions. (HEF 75)
b. As there has been very little traffic today, | jtreaught | would comment
on somebody’s statement that Lbasle possibly gaihe best squad in
the premier league. (J1E 1828)
c. But that's what, but The Sunday Tinmes always goa world news
section at the back of it. (KPV 5906)
d. For this is the beach club thegally has gotEVERYTHING for the

family (AMW 206)

The option when the adverbs precddereis mostly with the adverieally which
represents rather an emphatic use as in (30d) @ah@mdency to trediavein the
idiom have gofas a lexical verb.

Based on theoretical assumptions and the BNCZ2clse&@cheme 2 below
demonstrates illustratively the contrastive behawiof the idiomhave gotand the
short formhaveafter the insertion of an adverb.

(33) Scheme 2 Standard distribution of adverbs with respedh®idiom and the
short formhave

AUX ADV LEX

I probably| have a book.
I have probably\ got an excellent book at home.

necessity, then structures that | identified aggoéive. In cases where the adverb stood in frémhe
idiom | excluded constructions preceded by a meadediliary which influences the position of the
adverb. Adverbs placed behind the idiom were mdstigk, away, theretc. marking the perfective
have got.When the idiom occurred it was followed by an adlveerving as an intensifier (such as
very, so, quitgof the following NP which cannot be classified awnedial adverb.
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Talking about the distribution of medial adverhayein the idiom have gotshows
the property of an auxiliarpecausehave generally precedes the adverbsThe
lexical position in the idionmave gois occupied by the elemegot?’

3.1.2 Negation formation

A similar conclusion can be made when we constter distribution of the
negative particlenot In negative constructions it is the auxiliary lvefin first
position) that precedes the negative partiodé while the lexical verbs follow it.
Moreover, only auxiliary verbs are capable of atiogpnot as a bound morpheme
n’t.

(34) a. Iwill not/won’t buy a book.
b. | have not/haven’tbought a book.
c. Heis not/isn’t buying a book.

d. | *buynot/buyn’t a book.

When lexical verbs are not preceded by any auyildement, in contrast to (34b)

where boughtis preceded byave they requiredo-support in negative statements
(35b). On the other hand, auxiliary verbs as iraj3®sisido-support and take part in

the negation formation process themselves as i (3%

(35) a. *1don’t/do not have boughé book.

b. 1 don't/do not buya book.

To demonstrate the above phenomenon | used BN@EZe in the idiomhave got
follows the pattern ohave boughtin (34b) when it accepts the negative particle
either as a free or a bound morphéthe.

(36) a. *I don't/do not have goan excellent book at home.

b. | haven’t/have nogotan excellent boolt home.

The examples below show the concrete usage ofdioenihave gotin negative
statements.

(37) a. We definitelyhave not gota problem. (F7J 421)
b. Shehas not gotbad skin. (KBM 506)

2" The lexical status ajotis also evident from the occurrence of the redwdt=inativegot which can
be also used for expressing possesssmwill be discussed in chaptér
%8 There are constructions with specific behavioune-archaihaveand the copulae which also do
not acceptio-support.

i. | haven't/have nota book.

ii. Heisn’t/is nota teacher.
2 The query was <do+does+did> <not+n’'t> <have> <gdfhere appeared only one example with
the prefectivehave gotThe explanation of what these patterns mean isxgivéootnote 12.
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c. Apart from her golf, shkasn’t gotmany interests. (GVP 968)
d. | haven't gotan adventurous spirit, said Camille. (G1D 1385)
e. Shehadn’t gota broken arm. (KBB 10729)

Based on theoretical assumptions and the BNCZXlsethie scheme in (38)
covers the insertion of the negative partiolg. It describes different possibilities
how to express possession in negative clauses.

(38) Scheme 3 Have gotcompared to the short formveand archaichave in
negative clauses

AUX NEG LEX

He has/had not/n’t got an excellent book at home.
He does/did not/n’t have | a book.
He \%has/ha not/n’t a book.

With the short formhave like with standard lexical verbs, the auxiliatyappears to
accept the negation. On the other hand, litaigein the idiomhave gotwhich acts as
an auxiliary verb. The archalavecontrasts to the short forhaveand behaves like
an auxiliary. Thus we distinguish three differetrustures to express possession.
Following Quirk & Greenbaum (2004:38), the ididrave gots typically British, the
short formhaveis a dominant variant in Modern American Engliskl éalso used
in Modern British English. The archal@ave presents an exclusively British form
which is now considered formal and old-fashioned.

To concludehavein the idiom have gotmeets the function of an auxiliary
verb as it precedes the negative particlaot and is capable of binding with the
contracted form n't.

3.1.3 Question formation

A standard way of creating questions is the ineeref an auxiliary. If there is
more than one it is the first one that is inverfBide theory based examples are given
in (39).

(39) a. Will youbuya book?
b. Will youhaveboughta book?

c. Haveyouboughta book?

On the contrary, if a lexical verb is not precetigdany auxiliary verb it does not
invert but requireslo-support. The example in (40c) shows that the coasbns

20



with auxiliaries never accepto-support given the ability of auxiliaries to invert
themselveg?
(40) a. *Buyyou a book?

b. Do youbuya book?

c. *Doyouhave boughta book?

To identify the behaviour of the idiohmve gotin questions | consulted BNC2.
It proved that the only possible way for the ididm build up questions is the
inversion ofhave! A variant like (41b) is not acceptable ahave gotcopies the
pattern ofhave boughin (39c).

(41) a. Haveyougotan excellent book at home?

b. * Do youhave gotan excellent book at home?

The examples introduced below represent the camaushge of the idiomn
guestions as | found them in BNC2.

(42) a. Haveyougotyour own teeth? (HYP 154)
b. Yeah, buhasshegotany kids? (KDG 1458)
c. Had hegottime to get a cup of tea? (JYF 445)
d. oh Jimhavewegota meeting tomorrow? (KBB 9414)
e. Haveyougotthe stomach for that, or are you only brave wheun'ng
threatening a woman? (GOP 3127)

Based on both theoretical assumptions and thefdatal in BNC2 | claim the
following distribution of the idiomhave gotn questions compared to the short form
haveand the archaibhave

(43) Scheme 4Have gotcompared to the short forhraveand the archaibavein
questions

AUX PRON LEX

Do/Did you have a book?
Have/Had you got an excellent book at home?
oHave/Ha you a book?

% The copulabe and the archaibavebehave specifically.

i. Areyou ateacher?

i. Haveyou a book?
31| tried the query <do+does+did> <l+you+he+she+g+ihey> <have got> but there appeared only
one example with the perfectitave got The explanation of what these patterns mearnveangin
footnote 12.
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To concludehavein have gotshows the property of an auxiliary verb as it is
inverted to form a question and there is no need afo-support.

3.1.4 Question tags

The criterion of code, where we can find auxiliand lexical verbs contrasting,
was covered in Huddleston & Pullum (2002:93) whdledathe phenomenon
stranding. While auxiliary verbs can be strandedchd verbs cannot. One way of
stranding can be performed in short answers whegespeaks in a ‘code’ i.that the
verbal predicate is reduced to a mere auxiliarypvétowever, the authors do not
mention question tags which, | think, work undex #ame principle - ‘the semantic
content being recoverable from the context' of thevious clause. As such,
auxiliary verbs are attributed to the property aedur in the question tags. On the
contrary, lexical verbs are not repeated therevameh they are not preceded by any
other auxiliary element in the main claude;support is required instead. The theory
based examples are given in (44).

(44) a. Youwill buy a bookwon’'t you?

b. Youhave boughta bookhaven't*boughtn’t you?

c. Youbuya bookdon't/*buyn’t you?

It can be seen in the examples above that an aniterb is the only one which can
be repeated in question tags and lexical verbsaloappear there. To search the
above phenomenon in regard to the idibave gotl consulted BNC2. The survey
showed that the idiom copies the behaviour of théegptivehave boughin (44b)
and does not requidn-support becaudeaveappears in the question tag itself.

(45) a. Youhave gotan excellent book at honmtegven’tyou?

b. *Youhave gotan excellent book at hondon’'t you?

The following examples show the concrete distrirutof have gotin question tags

found in BNC2*

(46) a. ‘So youve gotproblemshaveyou? (EVC 2504)
b. Dot wanted to ask, Heasn't gota wooden ledpashe? (AC5 3119)
c. [.] I've gotmuch bigger feet than you've dgaven't1?  (KB8 10051)
d. We've g wive gotfive minutedaven’t we? (KLW 1444)

% The queries were <have+has> <l+you+she+he+we+the®> sp [1284]5, wr [354] 1 (2);
<have+has> <not+n't> <you+she+he+we+they+I> <?>:[Ep32] 15 (7), wr [310] 11 (2). The
explanation of what these patterns mean is givefoatnote 12. The figures are exlpained in the
methodology.After downloading the random set of 100, | excludbd examples which did not
include the idiomhave gotin the preceding clause, i.e. present perfect $ooh various verbs
including the perfectivlave got
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From the suggestions made above we can outlindotlweving distribution in
guestion tags as regards expressing possession.

(47) Scheme 5Have gotcompared to the short fortmveand archaichavein
question tags

AUX LEX AUX
You (do) have a book,
You an excellent
have got
book at hom
You a book,
have

To conclude, we caoonsider havein have gotto be an auxiliary verb as it
appears in question tagsOn the contrarygot behaves like a lexical verb as it is not
repeated in these structures.

3.1.5 Other grammatical limitations and specifio§ the idiom have got

To classify the behaviour of the ididmave gotin more detail | introduced some
other constructions. | followed Huddleston & Pull&®02:106) in this matter. They
divide inflectional forms into two categories —rmpery** and secondary. The latter
includes infinitival andto-infinitival structures,-ing participle and past participle.
These forms are not produced primarily by modallauies as demonstrated in (48).
Non-modal auxiliaries likdoe andhaveusually have these forms. Only the auxiliary
haveis not used in the past participle. Examples ir) &8 taken from Huddleston &
Pullum (2002:106).

(48) a. *d like to canswim.
A will can swim soon.

*| regret notcanning swim.

*| have couldswim for six years.

| will be able to swim soon.

b

C.

d

a’. I'd like to beableto swim.
b’

c’. | regret notbeingable to swim.
d

I have beerable to swim for six years.

However, Quirk et al. (1991:147) and other autrstede thahave gotdoes not
generally produce these forms and according to tiwentannot saytd have got a
headacheor *having got a brotheetc. In the following paragraphs | am going to
examine the occurrence of the ididrave gotin the structures mentioned above.

% Under the primary forms they span plain presemsee3' person singular and preterite which were
discussed in the previous paragraphs.
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3.1.5.1  Combination with modal auxiliaries

The characteristics of the idiofmave gotcan be further clarified when we
consider its distribution after modal auxiliariekel will, must may etc. where a
standard auxiliarjpavecan appear as a part of the past infinitive.

(49) Hewill/should/... have bough#a book.

If havein the idiomhave gotis like the (non-modal) auxiliary vetavein (48) it is
then supposed to follow a modal auxiliary. But adong to what was stated above,
the usage of the idiom after modal auxiliariesridesirable.

On the other side, Swan (2003: 230) claims thairtfinitive form is sometimes
possible after modal auxiliaries as in (50).

(50) Shemust have goa new boyfriend. (Swan 230)

However, the example (50) may well represent a @oation of modal + past
infinitive of getwhich is the structure irrelevant for the discussiere. Looking for
more support of Swan’s claim, | made a survey BIMC2. The following example
in (51) demonstrates some of the occurrences inBXC

(51) a. Mind you I heard he could hear it in the backgrowadhemust have got

a few kids. (KDP 2450)
b. The sinkmust have goa leak in. (KC6 657)
c. Theymusthave gota piggy bank somewhere. (KRL 382)

There appeared several casd@sthe idiom have gotin the presence anodal
auxiliary must which seems to be the only acceptabie.The usage of other
modal auxiliaries is rather limited as the perfective form is preferred in such
structures.

3.1.5.2  To-infinitives and -ing participles

To4nfinitives and-ing participle clauses represent other constructionshith
the standard auxiliaryaveusually appears.
(52) a. They seemei havedisappeared (Sinclair 187)

b. Neither Rita nor | recalled evdraving seerher. (Sinclair 185)

% The queries were <will+must+can+may+could+shouldtia+might+shall> <have got> <a+an>:
sp [24]5 (5), wr [40]3 (7); <will+must+can+may+could+should+would+mighta#h <have got>
<the>: sp [12D (6), wr [45]1 (7). The explanation of what these patterns meaiven in footnote
12. After downloading the examples | excluded ssees | identified as perfectiveve gotand also
sentences which were fragmented suchhas/e (got) a

% Such constructions have epistemic meaning.
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Looking for more data in BNC2, the instances bettemonstrate the concrete usage
of have gotin —ing participle clauses artd-infinitives.*®

(53) a. Having,having gotthe manifest content, what, what does Freud'srtheo
of dreams tell us we need to do next? (HUL 393)
b. But | would have liketb have gothe napkins to match, but she said they
don't come in with the napkins. (KDA 7509)

It must be noted here that both constructions B) (gpresent rather some kind of
idiomatic phrases. Moreover, given the very limitgata, the BNC2 search thus
support the claim that the usage of the idio&ve gotin —ing participle clauses and
to-infinitives is generally infelicitoud’

To summarize have in the idiom have gotexhibits the properties of an
auxiliary verb in the sense that it accepts the auxiliary fumciio (24) and thus
participates in the syntactic processesThis property is shared by English modal
and non-modal auxiliaries. However, one clearimtitbn between English modal
and non-modal auxiliaries can be stated as a digimin morphology: modals have
a very restricted paradigm, while non-modal auxiig, usually have a full verbal
paradigm as demonstrated in (48). It was shown ttieatidiom is limited in its
verbal paradigm. The progressive and imperative fons do not appear at all,
other structures like —ing participle clauses together with to-infinitives are
rather avoided, which moves the idiom closer to the properties otlal auxiliaries.

However, it does not share one of the basic modataracteristics ashavein
the idiom accepts tense and agreement morphologyontrary to modal auxiliary
verbs as demonstrated in (27). The idiom also sHos@me indication of the
possibility of being able to appear with the modaixiliary verb must but the
combination of two modal auxiliaries is impossible.

The secondary inflectional forms bfve gots paradigm seem to be greatly
limited. Hencein chapter4 | will look in more detail at the primary forms,
concerning its frequency. | will also mention soegivalent forms of the idiom
have gotwhich may appear within this category.

% The queries were <having> <got>: sp [33wr [99] 0 (7); <to have got>: sp [30] (1), wr [164]

(1). The explanation of what these patterns meagivien in footnote 12. What was excluded is
clarified in footnote 34.

3" Speaking about past participles these forms docwir at all. The query was <have+has+'ve+'s>
<had got> but there were no findings. The explamadf what these patterns mean is given in
footnote 12.
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4 TENSE PARADIGM OF THE IDIOM HAVE GOT

In this final chapter | will investigate the freency of primary paradigmatic
forms of the idiomhave gotin comparison with the short forhraveand the archaic
havewhich all may express possessibmvill concentrate on present and past tense
including different forms discussed previously inapter3 i.e. the occurrence in
positive, contracted, negative constructions andstions. | will also survey the
frequency of the alternative forgetandain’t got

Constructions were looked up in spoken and writeerguage separately. The
findings in the tables are limited to noun phragesceded by determineas an/any
andthe It must be pointed out here that the final numibeported in the tables (i.e.
those in bold and brackets) are not absolute. Titeria for the distinction of the
idiom from the perfectivéhave gotwhich were discussed in chap®&rdo not cover
all possibilities which may appear and what maidicides this distinction is
semantics. Despite this fact | tried to locategbssessivlave gots far as possible.

4.1 Presenttense

In this part | am going to explore the frequenéyhave gotas it appears in the
present tense. The following chapter is divided isections dealing with these
aspects: positive declarative forms, negative see® questions and structuggs
andain’t got.

4.1.1 Present positive declarative forms

Alexander (1988:199¥tates thathave gotis the preferred alternative to the
stative/possessive short folmavein spoken, idiomatic Modern British English. As
such have gotappears mainly in the informal context. To provedesprove the
statement | searched BNC2. Table 3 shows the frexyuef have gotoccurrence in
present positive declarative forms in comparisoitstghort alternativhave

(54) Table 3 Frequency ofhave and have gotin present positive declarative
forms in BNC2®

% The queries were <have+has> <got> <at+an>; <hawetk@ot> <the>; <havet+has> <a+an>
<have+has> <the>. <have+has> marks that these weeds included in one (builder) query using
content nodes arranged horizontally so that thevaef was able to look for examples which comprise
not onlyhavebut alsohas The link between the content nodes arrangedcadiitj i.e. between < > <

>, is always the next and so <have+has> are imreddifollowed by <got> and then by determiners
<a+an>. The figures in [ ] answer to the numbefiredings to a particular query; numbers in bold
include constructions that are highly probable Bampossession in a general sense in the random set
of 100, however, in some cases there were not ay a® 100 findings to the query so | downloaded
as many as possible; figures in () contain constns out of the same random set of 100 that are n
unambiguously possessive or perfective. These amecally constructions with no further
complementation as in (4) where even the contexthefsurrounding sentences did not help. After
downloading the examples | excluded structureehiified as the perfectidieave got In the case of
the short formhave | excluded sentences comprising dynamic meaningathe sentences and
constructions which appeared in questions usingladdt/e sentence. There also appeared
incomplete, fragmented sentences suchhawe (got) avhich | excluded as well.
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HAVE=haveandhas

HAVE got spoken E written E HAVE spokenE. | written E

AIAN [317] 52 (28) |[262]67 (8) AIAN [11071] 60 [49039] 90
THE [111] 57 (16) |[222] 24 (24) THE [2562] 65 ([16626] 86
total [428] 109 (44) [484] 91 (36) total [13633]125 [65665]176

As presented in the tables abolkiaye gotis much less common than the short
form havein both written and spoken language® As suchhaveseems to be a
preferred choicen present positive declarative forms even in speech. However,
this does not correspond to the above statement rbgdAlexander, at least in
positive declarative forms.

At the same time, the idiomitself is more frequently used in the spoken
domain than in the written which emphasizes its indrmal usage.We should not
forget that BNC2 includes only 10% spoken textslevthe remaining 90% consists
of written texts i.e. there is nine times as mugtitén data. As such there has to be
about nine times as many findings in written largguto conclude that the frequency
is more or less the same in both registers.

4.1.2 Contracted forms

The informal status ohave gotmay be underlined by its occurrence in
contracted forms’s/'ve got In Swan (2003:132), the author states that the
contractions in general represent the pronunciatiomformal speech and they are
generally avoided in a formal style. To explore piienomenon | used BNC2. Table
4 below gives the data of the contracted form#iefidiom.

(55) Table 4 The frequency dfiave goin contracted form$

'VE="veand's

'VE got spoken E. written E
A/AN [4283] 57 (28) [1910] 67 (26)
THE [1494] 55 (17) [569] 53 (20)

total number |[5777]112(45) | [2479]120 (46)

Derived from the findings reported in the table aband compared to the numbers
of full forms in (54), it is evident thatontractions’s and 've gotare numerically
stronger than the full forms. Naturally, the contractions appear primarily in
spoken language.

%9 Although the findings in the random set of 100 abeut the same amount, the results to particular
queries are much higher with the short fdmave | restrained myself from bringing about the final
numbers as | did not go through the rest of theirfigs but only the random set of 100.

0 The queries were <'ve +'s> <got> <a+an>; <¥&s> <got> <the>. The explanation of what these
patterns and numbers in the table mean is givéoaimote 36. After downloading the random set of
100 | excluded structures | identified as the peife have got | also eliminated fragmented
sentences (see footnote 38).
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4.1.3 A comment on the reduced form got

Speaking about the informal use of the idibave gotit can occur in its even
more informal variangot. The auxiliaryhavein the idiomhave gotmay be elided
retaining meregot Following Biber (1999:466), the instance (56)ngigs a current
possession rather than something that was acquitbé past.

(56) Oh Igotloads left. (Biber 467)

Swan (2003:231) states thgbt constructions like (56) appear in very informal
Modern American speech. In Quirk et al. (2004:132¢, authors do not mention the
distinction between Modern British and American Esfgbut agree on the fact that
the omission ohaveis non-standard, especially in the written langudgesupport
the phenomenon gfot numerically, | searched BNC2. Table 5 reportsfitngings.

(57) Table 5 The occurrence of the reduced fogotin BNC2*

Got=gotVVD

got spoken E written E.
A/AN [1133] 34 (1) [1495] 6 (2)
THE (7771 7 (5) [1258] 7 (7)

total number  |[1910] 41 (6) [2753] 13 (9)

The frequency count reported in Table 5 show thatreduced form got is used
particularly in speech. Its occurrence in written language is much lessroon (see
also the note in the last paragraph of the secfidn]). The examples below
demonstrate the concrete usaggatfforms in BNC2.

(58) a. gotan advantage shgota fax at home (JN6 952)
b. Yeah but you can go like that cos ymilong arms. (KCT 13287)
c. Yougota clever old dad! (KBF 3352)

A specific feature of the reduced forgot is that it does not accept agreement
morphology as can be seen in (58a). This is aaegridi Veselovska (2008:4.3), the
only W4a2y to express™person singular. No such variant like in (59a’)swiaund in
BNC2.

(59) a. Hebuysa book.

4 The queries were <got VVD> <a+anzgot VVD> <the>.The explanation of what these patterns
and numbers in the table mean is given in foot86teThe marking VVD is used in BNC2 and refers
to past tense forms. | chose to empimt marked as VVD to eliminate the structures which are
preceded byave After downloading the random set of 100 | excllidéructures | identified as the
past form ofget | also eliminated fragmented sentences (see dt®8). Questions using declarative
sentence were excluded as well.

“2| used a phrase query for this search to fifjansbut no findings resulted.
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a’. *He gotsan excellent book at horfié.

To demonstrate the above mentioned phenomenond BSEC2. The instances
introduced below in (60) show the concrete usaggtih the inflectionajposition?*

(60) a. And shegota younger sister (KBU 884)
b. Shegota little boy. (KB6 471)
c. Shegotno light on her bike! (KST 624)

In have gotthe negative marker is taken by an auxiliary viedve Given the
limited data from BNC2, negation witljot seems to be formed mostly in the way
that the negative particteot precedegot*® In one exampleotwas accompanied by
do-support®

(61) a. Not gota penny in his pocket. (KBE 9035)
b. Younot gota mind of your own, do what you want to do(KCP 6677)

c. |l don't gottime cos he’s so busy running these man manageroerges
(K6W 545)

Looking at the form of questions in (62) they ctenmade in two ways: either as
standard questions withavebut without the auxiliary vef as in (a) or we can see
the tendency to drop the pronoun as in*fb).

3 In addition, when we consider the fogot as a past participle afetit is fairly improbable that it
will be combined with subject-verb agreement atHa boughtsa book.

* The queries were <she+he> <got-VVD> <a+an>: sAJ1¥, wr [222] 1; <he+she> <got-VVD>
<the>:sp [78] 2 (1), wr [199]5 (5). The explanation of what these patterns and numineen is
given in footnote 38. For the clarification of VVd@hd for excluded structures see the footnote 41.

* The queries were <not+n't> <got-VVD>: sp [36](7); wr [5] O. The explanation of what these
patterns and numbers mean is given in footnoté=86the clarification of VVD see the footnote 39.
After downloading all the examples | excluded dtmaes which | identified as past form gbt, also
the constructionsin’t got and n’'t/not got tomarking the reduced semi-modakgg got ta For the
query <got-VVD> <not> there were no findings. | didt limit the query with determiners because
the numbers were low.

6 According to Veselovska (200@jo-support is possible although restricted. For matits see
Veselovska (2009:4.3).

" This form may as well represent an question udeajarative sentence.

8 The queries were <l+you+he+she+we+they> <got-VVD»+any>: sp [833B (4), wr [731] 2;
<l+you+he+she+we+they> <got-VVD> <the>: sp [6(®]2), wr [658]0. The explanation of what
these patterns and numbers mean is given in fan8&tFor the clarification of VVD see the footnote
41. After downloading the random set of 100 | eseld cases which were not questions or
represented past form gkt For the query <got-VVD> <you+she+he+we+they+Ip:[201] O; wr
[68] O all of the downloaded examples | excluded caseshwivere not questions or included the past
form get | tried the possibility whergot appears in the first sentence position <s> <gotsaxg>: sp
[319] 6 (4), wr [60] 20 (3); <s> <got> <the>: sp [8@ (4), wr [10] 2 (2). It was not necessary to
specifygot to VVD becausegot cannot be preceded thavein the sentence initial position. After
downloading the examples | excluded sentences wii@rie not questions or included the past form
get For the query <do+does+did> <you+she+he+we+threygot-VVD>: sp [10]0 (2), wr [1] 0. In
some cases | did not limit the queries with detaars because the numbers were low.
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(62) a. Yougotany hobbies? (J8F 130)
b. Gota wife? (CD2 259)

Although the number of findings witbot in the inflected position, negative
statements and questions is rather low, the exampal®ve indicate thagot
represents a structure with the auxilitagve literally omitted. What | mean is that
the sentence structure remains the same as inadeewithhavei.e. got does not
accept agreement morphology, negation is madedtyprecedinggot while do-
support is restricted. Also in questiayst appears alone.

4.1.4 Negation

Turning back to the unreduced form, it was founti tbat the idiomhave gotis
used fairly frequently in positive declarative samdes, especially in its contracted
forms. Despite this, the short forhave appears more often. Now | would like to
examine the occurrence of the idiom in negativéestants. In Duskova (1988:177)
the author says that the idiorm particularly common in negative sentences and
questions. The short forrhave requiring do-support is considered by Quirk &
Greenbaum (2004:38) to be an American English mafdich is now common in
Modern British English. The option bfaveconstructed as an auxiliary in the archaic
haveis rare according to Leech & Svartvik (1975:242).

Looking for more details | searched BNC2. Thedwiing tables in (63) show
the frequency of the idiom, the short fotmave and the archaibavein negative
statements.

(63) Table 6 Frequency of the idiom, short forhmve and the archaibavein
negative sentencEs

NOT=not andn’t; HAVE=haveandhas DO=do anddoes

have NOT got spoken E written E do NOT have spokenE | witten E

A/ANY [806] 53 (30) [308]67 (22) A/ANY [336] 92  [1103] 97

THE [246] 67 (16) | [122]54 (20) THE [117] 97 [[721] 100
total [1052]12046) [330]121 (42) total [453]189 [1824]197
have NOT spokenE. | written E

A/ANY [74] 71 [208] 98

THE [37]1 33 [223] 92

total [111]104 [431]190

4 The queries were <have+has> <not+n’'t> <got> <a+amryrave+has> <not+n’t> <got> <the>;
<do+does> <not+n’t> <have> <a+any>; <do+does> <mtt<have> <the>; <have+has> <not+n’t>
<a+tany>; <have-+has> <not+n't> <the>. Tdweplanation of what these patterns and numbeiabies
mean is given in footnote 38. After downloading thadom set of 100 | excluded sentences which
included the perfectiveave got In the case of the short folnaveand the archaibavel was forced

to exclude also verbo-nominal constructions asetha® structures not relevant for the discussion
here. Fragmented sentences were eliminated agsgelffootnote 38).
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Regarding the negatian written language, the formsdo + not/n’t haveare a
majority choice. However,the idiom have + not/ n't gotseems to be a bit more
common in spoken language than its equivalerghort form have The findings
reported in the tables above demonstaatendency to adopt American forms with
do to a large extent in Modern British English The archaic have in contrast to
the other two forms, represerite least common option in speech, however, in
written language it seems more acceptable than thieiom have got Below |
propose some examples of the concrete usage afthaichave

(64) a. | haven'ta chance in hell. (KBF 4914)
b. I'd like some new ones bhaven'ta clue which to buy. (C9X 745)

Generally, the archaihave seems to collocate preferably with abstract nouns,
especially withclue as in (64b) when opened with an indefinite artidi¢hen a
definite article follows it mostly collocates with nounidea preceded by the
superlativeghe faintest/the foggiestndthe slightestThis supports the tendencies
which Biber (1999:162) mentions in his study.

4.1.4.1 Other forms of negation
The idiomhave gothas more negative forms than suggested above glhibie
one with the negative particleot is the most frequent. Another less common
possibility to express negative statements is geaf a negative elementd which
precedes the following noun phrase.
(65) a. And now here we are again with yet another wondeaicte drug, which
they sayhas got noside effects and which is wonderful and is gonaen
all these people really happy. (HVL 27)
b. It's scandalous, scandalous, that means that peiogieis countryhave

got ngprivacy at all. (HE7 235)

There is also an option to combine both negati@mentsnot andno within one
clause. Double negation in (66) marks an interediftcé and does not change the
final polarity here i.e. the polarity remains negat®

(66) a. | haverit got nobrothers or sisters. (ACB 567)
b. Only thing is, hdrasn’t got nothingon his head! (KCA 1773)

Krejcova (2004:37) proposed in this matter that doulggation sentences are not
semantically different from standard sentences waitbingle negation because the
second negative marker is only a copy of the oaiginot This copy was

incorporated into the indefinites likmyone anythingetc. because they are sensitive

* This seems to be a rather substandard construasidginclair (1990:207) claims that the usage of
two negative words is almost unacceptable.
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elements for the negative particle. The table beflemonstrates the frequency of
double negation compared to mere

(GQ Table 7: The frequency of negative constructidra’e goino andhaven’t got
no

HAVE=haveandhas NO=no, nothing, nobody, no-one

spoken E. written E
have got NO [35] 20 (13) [23]116 (3)
haventgotNO [30] 9 (17) [7]1 4 (3)

Double negation represents an influence from MwodA&merican English.
However, negative statements with a merano element seems to be preferred
over double negationin Modern British English. Buh contrast to not negation in
(63) they are both marginally used

4.1.4.2 A comment on ain’t got

Ain’t got represent@another substandard construction. In this constnicin’'t
replacesdhaven’t Following Biber(1999:243), it originally represented the contrécte
form of am not Later its usage was widened alsodog not is not have notandhas
not

(68) 1 ain't gotmy bag. (Alexander 200)

To demonstrate the above phenomenon numericaigd BNC2. Table 8 shows the
results of the occurrence @iin’'t gotin BNC2.

(69) Table 8 The occurrence of possessaig’t gotin BNC2?

NO=no, nothing, nobody, no-one

ain't got spoken E written E
AIANY [98] 43 (35)  [16] 8 (5)
THE [38] 14 (13) [11] 5 (4)
total [136]57 (48) [27113 (9)

Ain’'t got is very informal and it predominantly appears in goken registers The
following examples demonstrate the concrete us&gend got as | found them in
BNC2.

(70) a. | suppose she comes here every night with her &ad$hings cos she

1 The queries were <have+has> <got> <no+nothing+nphuoalone>; <have+has> <not+n’t>
<got> <no+nothing+nobody+no-one¥he explanation of what these patterns and numinethe
table mean is given in footnote 38. After downloagdihe examples | excluded sentences which
included the perfectivhave got

2 The queries were <ain't> <got> <a+any>; <ain't>otg<the>. The explanation of what these
patterns and numbers in the table mean is givéooimote 38. After downloading the examples |
excluded constructions which | identified as thefgaiveain’t got.
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ain’t got a telly at home. (A74 1791)
b. Looks like hain't got any front feet. (KBL 4221)
c. Miss, lain’t got a diary I've gotta buy a new one. (KPG 4788)

Ain’'t got represents a unique construction suitable fopatkons, i.e. it does not
accept inflection in "8 person singular as noticeable in (70a/b).

Whenain’t occurs in a clause it is then replacedhayein a question tag as
demonstrated in (71a). Furthermoaén't itself can appear in question tags (Bfc).
Instances (71a/b) confirm that it is the auxilibawe+ n’'t for whichain’t stands. At
the same time it demonstrates that't represents only a pronunciation variant rather
than proper verb as there exists nothing l&ethat would appear in question tags or
in positive statements in genertal.

(71) a. no weain't got much time for pintingpaveyou? (KB2 2388)
b. I mean, h&s gota very dubious pastin't he? (KBC 2758)
c. He's looking good tonightain't he? (CK4 1306)

As mentioned beforgin’t can replace not only auxiliahyave Look at the example
(71c) whereain’t replacede + not/n’t

Ain’'t got can also appear with another negative particle.démonstrate the
phenomenon | searched BNC2. Table 9 below giveddte

(72) Table 9 The occurrence of possessiaf’t got with another negative
element®

NO=no, nothing, nobody, no-one

spoken E. written E.

ain't got NO |[87] 52 (19) |[35] 27 (7)

Double negation is common withain’t gotand it ismore frequent than with have
+ not/n’t gotin (67), showing the scale from more standard to more collagal
form. The following examples illustrate the concrete @safya such construction in
BNC2.

%3 The query for this search was <have+has+'s+'veptxgrain't> <l+you+she+he+we+they> <?>:
sp [341]5; wr [28] 0. The explanation of what these patterns meanvisngin footnote 38. | applied
this kind of query as the best way to locate thestroictionain’t in question tags. The link between
<got> <ain’t> is not the next but a ‘one-way’ mantithat have gotetc. precedeain’t but not
immediately. After downloading the examples | exed those which did not involve the idiom in the
clause which preceded the question tag i.e. thasethe verbbe etc. and with the perfectivieave
got

** The query was <ai>: sp [2298] wr [1711] 0. After downloading the random set of 100 there
appeared only sentences in whadhwas a part of thain’'t construction or represented an abbreviation
‘Al' standing for an institution.

% The query was <ain't> <got> <no+nothing+nobody-me>. The explanation of what these
patterns and numbers in the table mean is givéooimote 36. After downloading the examples |
excluded constructions which | identified as thefgaiveain’'t got
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(73) a. No yours is okagin’t got noplayschool next week, have wW&bD1 1518)
b. Limeysain't got no sense of humour. (ALL 2259)

We can notice that such sentences preserve thévesgalarity.

4.1.5 Questions

As mentioned in the previous section the iditvave gotis, according to
Duskova (1988:177), also common in questions. W maentioned thato-forms,
i.e. the short formhave are considered as rather American structures thad
auxiliary-like archaic have appears sporadically. To prove or disprove this
phenomenon in questions | searched BNC2. The tdidsv show the frequency
count of these particular forms in questions.

(74) Table 10 Frequency of the idiom in questions, comparethto short form
haveand the archaibave®

HAVE=haveandhas DO=do anddoes PRON4, you, he, she, we, they

have PRON gotspoken E written E do PRON have spoken E written E
A/ANY [495] 50 (44) [150] 64 (32) A/ANY [176] 100 [337] 96
THE [123] 35 (59) [34] 17 (15) THE [21] 21 [52] 41
total [618] 85 (103) [184]181 (47) total [1971 121 [489]137
have PRON spoken E written E

A/ANY [90] 78 [254] 97

THE M 4 [31] 26

total [35] 32 [99] 91

As presented in the tables abogaestions with the idiomhave gotrepresents
a majority choice regarding a spoken languageOn the other sidajo-forms are
more common in the written registers Both constructionsre preferred over the
archaic havein speechbut written English seems to have more proportion®f
archaic phrases than idiomsThe following instances in (75) illustrate the caete
appliance of the archaic constructions.

(75) a. Have youan alibi? (H97 2114)
b. Er, just so that we can see which waymevorking, John, can | just

% The queries were <have+has> <I+you+she+he+we+thegoet> <a+any>; <have+has>

<l+you+she+he+we+they> <got> <the>; <do+does> <iutyghe+he+we+they> <have> <atany>;
<do+does> <l+you+she+he+we+they> <have> <the>; e&hhas> <Il+you+she+he+we+they>
<a+any>; <have+has> <l+you+she+he+we+they> <thdwe. explanation of what these patterns and
numbers in tables mean is given in footnote 38erAflownloading the random set of 100 | excluded
constructions which | identified as the perfecthave got In the case of the short folaveand the
archaichave | was also forced to exclude verbo-nominal congions as they are structures not
relevant for the discussion here. There also appeamstances which were not questions and
sentences which were fragmented (see footnotd 8&kluded these as well.
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check outhave youthe faintest idea what the hell she’s talking affou
(JJ7 328)

The archaichaveis consistent with a collocation choice in negatieens i.e. the
abstract nounslueandideaare considerably common.

4.2 Pasttense

The BNC2 data showed thaave gotis fairly largely used in present tense
forms. In the following chapter | will examine these ofhave gotin past tense
structures. The chapter involves sections covepast positive declarative forms,
contractions, negative structures and questiomeotisely>’

4.2.1 Past positive declarative forms

Besides the occurrence of the ididrave gotin the present tense, the folmad
gotis possible when referring to the past possesslowever, Huddleston & Pullum
(2002:112) state that the past forms of the idiar@ not common. Looking for
support of the claim | searched BNC2. The followtagle introduces the frequency
count regardingnad gotappearances.

(76) Table 11 Frequency ohad gotin comparison ttad®

had got spokenE written E had spoken E. written E.

A/AN [33] 22 (4) [46] 9 (5 A/AN [5373] 80 [25530] 82
THE [15] 3 (8 |[94]1 10 (2 THE [1298] 79 [8576] 85
total [48] 25 (12) |[140]19 (7) total [6671]159  [34106]167

Comparing the data abobtd gotgiven in the tables above with those in (54) the
idiom have gotprimarily occursin present tense constructiomdthough the past
forms are possiblehad on its own represents nearly an absolute option.

4.2.2 Contracted past forms

Similar to present tense constructionad gotmay appear in its contracted form
'd got The contractiord is also used for the modal auxiliampuld but it cannot be
confused because in such a cakeis followed by an auxiliarjnave (to form past
infinitive) or by a bare infinitive of a verb. Asush (77a/b) markvould while (c)
contains the idiom.

(77) a. would get —» ’'d get
b. would have got —  ’d have got

" For the determination of the possessiad gotl applied the same criteria aspresent forms.

8 The queries were <had> <got> <a+an>; <had> <gdte> <had> <a+an>; <had> <the>. The
explanation of what these patterns and numbersaliled mean is given in footnote 38. After
downloading the examples | excluded constructiohighvl identified as the perfectivead got In the
case of the short fornmad and the archaidhad | was forced to exclude also verbo-nominal
constructions as they are structures not relevamthie discussion here. The short folnad was in
some cases precededhmvemarking the present perfect form. These were edstuded.
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c. had got —> 'd got

Table 12 illustrates the frequency of contractest fams of the idionthave got

(78) Table 12 Frequency of the contracted forghgot™®

'd got spoken E. written E.

A/ANY  [148] 43 (12) [63] 23 (16)
THE [52] 10 (8) [60] 12 (5)
total [200] 53 (20) [123]35 (21)

It is obvious that theontracted forms’d gotin Table 12are more frequent than
the usage of the full formsin (76). It copies the tendency in present tenseipg
that the idiom is rather informal construction.

4.2.3 Negation in past tense

Past positive declarative forms, in comparisonhi® short formhad areused
minimally. Now | will look at the use of the idionm past negative statements.
Had+n't/not got constructions can be used as an alternativdiden’t/not have
Table 13 gives the relevant data from BNC2. It carep the frequency of the three
possessive forms, namely the ididrave got the short formhaveand the archaic
havein past negation.

(79) Table 13 Frequency of the idionmave got the short formhave and the
archaichavein past negative claus8s

NOT=not, n't

had NOT got spoken E. written E did NOT have spoken E | written E.
A/ANY [71] 37 (17) [33]112 (9) A/ANY [303] 98 [647] 100
THE [30] 19 (7 [21] 9 (¥ THE [93] 93 |[473] 100
total [101] 56 (24) [54] 21 (15) total [396] 191 |[1120]200
had NOT spoken E. | written E

A/ANY [27] 27 [144] 100

THE [10] 10 [217] 93

total [371 37 [261] 193

% The query was <'d> <at+an>; <'d> <thePbhe explanation of what these patterns and nurmibers
the table mean is given in footnote 38. After davawling the examples | excluded constructions
which | identified as the perfective ones.

0 The queries were <had> <not+n't> <got> <a+any>; cchacnot+n't> <got> <the>; <did>
<not+n’t> <have> <at+any>; <did> <not+n't> <have>her; <had> <not+n't> <atany>; <had>
<not+n’t> <the>. The explanation of what these gratt and numbers in tables mean is given in
footnote 38. After downloading the examples | edeld constructions which | identified as perfective
structures. In the case did +n’t/not haveand the archaibad+n't/not| was forced to exclude also
verbo-nominal constructions as they are structnoeselevant for the discussion here.
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We can see thathe short form have is more commonto the extent that the
negative past formshad + not/n’'t gotare fairly low in frequency. In addition, the
archaic construction had + rt/not represents a minimal choicein spoken

language but in written registers it is more frequent than the idiom. The

examples in (80) introduce the concrete usageeoatbhaithave

(80) a. I'would have tried to contact you, butad’'t a phone numbgiGUF 221)
b. I hadn’t a clue about such things in those days. (BN6 657)

Negative clauses with the idiofad got + noand double negation are
extremely rare in comparison to thbave +(not/rt) got+ noin (67) andain't got +
noforms in (72). The table below gives the more ceteenumbers.

(81) Table 14 Frequency ohad gotwith noand double negatih
NO=no, nothing, nobody, no-one

spoken E. | written E.
had got NO [4 1@ 2] 1
hadntgotNO [4] 1 (3) [21]1

The instances in (82) show the ididrad got in negative forms witmo elementand
double negation as | found them in BNC2.
(82) a. Theyhadn't got nokids, yelling and nagging at you the minute youige
crawling all over you in the nightdaeise they're cutting their bloody teeth.
(A73 3027)
b. Peoplehad got nomoney you see having a load of kids and they keep
always being in the family way [...] (FXX 526)

4.2.4 Past questions

Had gotformsturned out to be not common in positive declaratind negative
statements. | next searched for the occurrencbeoidiom in past questions. Its use
is one of the possible options of how to ask alpasgt possession. The following
table demonstrates the occurrence. The table ce®he frequency of the idiom
had got,short formhadand the archaibadin past questions.

(83) Table 15 Frequency ohad gotin questions compared to the short fdrad
and the archaibad?

®1 The queris were <had> <got> <no+nothing+nobodyene>; <had> <not+n't> <got>
<no+nothing+nobody+no-one>The explanation of what these patterns and numivetbe table
mean is given in footnote 38. After downloading #weamples | excluded constructions which |
identified as the perfectiveave got

2 The queries were <had> <l+you+she+he+we+they> >getid> <I+you+she+he+we+they>
<have>; <had> <l+you+she+he+we+they> <at+any>; <hatkyou+she+he+we+they> <the>. The
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PRONS4, you, he, she, we, they

spoken E. written E. had PRON spokenE | written E
had PRON got [[12] 2 (4) [61] 6 (8) A/AN [4] 4 17111
did PRON have [649] 76 [492] 74 THE [0] @ 1

The frequency count in the tables above demonstrttat thereis a general
preference for the short form had in past questions The idiom had got is
marginal and the archaic have seems the sam& The following examples show
the concrete usage of the archi@wein past questions.

(84) a. Had he any problems, for example? (HA2 1989)
b. Had you anyhad you any clue at all that they were going to gok¥ac
(HMM 145)

To conclude, the idiorhave gotreplaces the short fortravein various contexts
as proposed in secticgh2 Given the data from BNC2 the idiohave gotappears
predominantly in present tense while its applicatia past forms is fairly low
compared to the short forirad In addition, when the idiom appears it is esfdicia
common in speech which supports its rather inforstatus suggested by cited
authors.

explanation of what these patterns and numbersbies mean is given in footnote 38. | did not
specify the queries dfad gotwith particular articles because the number offingings was too low
even without them and | was afraid that | would get any examples with the idiom. As such | had to
treat the short forrhad in the same way. But in the case of the archadtthe articles had to be used
to identify this structure. After downloading theaenples | excluded constructions which | identified
as the perfectivdad got In the case of the short forhad there also appeared sentences woth
infinitival complement standing for the semi-auxily had toand expressing necessity and these were
excluded. | also eliminated sentences which wergnfiented (see footnote 38).
83 We have seen that the appearance of the idiane gotafter modal auxiliaries is fairly limited.
Will have gotconstructions are avoided as there were no candirdings in (51).Nevertheless,
future can be expressed by adverbials of time. Bsedhere is no effective way to look up such
sentences, the example below is taken from thénfjysdof present positive declarative forms.

i. Hugh and lhave gota meetingat tenwhich will be clear by eleven. (FUJ 2270)
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5 CONCLUSION

| proposed here that the idiomave gotrepresents a semantic equivalent to the
stative/short formhave and expresses possession in a general sense. It was als
mentioned in chapte? that the idiom may look perfectively but its meapis non-
perfective. The agreement raises a problem beddesérm of the idiom is thus
identical with the present perfect of the veget whose meaning is roughly
‘acquired’, ‘became’ or ‘moved’. The two last meags can be distinguished from
the idiomhave gotin the way that contrary to the idionave gotthey do not require
a noun phrase object and follow the syntactic patlemonstrated in (6).

(6) get—» have goV, [ -AdjP/AdvP/PF

However, the noun phrase object is also compulBoryhe perfectivehave got
marking ‘acquisition’. As such the idiomave gotand the perfectivlave gotwith
this meaning share the pattern given in (7).

(7) have got[-NP ]

These two expressions are therefore mostly diffimitecognise. The clarification of
the two meanings can come out from complementdttowing the noun phrase
object. There is salient feature in the applicabb®Ps of time. They appear with the
possessivéave gotalthough referring to the future but the perfectiven excludes
this type of complementation as these phrases stiggst events and thus require a
simple past form. Only NPs likénis morning according to Quirk (1991:245), are
accepted by some speakers if the utterance is spwkdéhe same morning. In
addition, the AdvP of timeecentlytraditionally co-occurs with perfective forms. It
is possible with the idiom only in its past formutRjenerally, it is the semantics that
make the interpretation of one or the other meanmagceptable.

Furthermore, in (15) | demonstrated in the examphlken from Alexander
(1988) that the idionmave gotmay cover a wide range of meanings attributed ¢o th
short formhave In some of these the semantics prefer the irg&apon ‘have’ over
‘acquire’ even without any further complementatiere.g. ‘I have two sisters.” but
not *‘| received two sisters.” However, not all egsare unambiguous and some of
them could also mean ‘acquisition’ and they faae gimilar problem as proposed in
(7) above.

Regarding the usage of the idiom, there are soemergl semantic restrictions
applied to its usage i.e. a dynamic and habituatecd. The BNC2 search revealed
only a very limited number of examples in verbo-fmah constructions - a dynamic
context. As such the verbo-nominal structungth have gotrepresent a rare choice
but not general acceptance. The rule that the idiane gotis limited to a mere
stative meaning was further supported by the commpleck of two more formal
characteristics - progressive and imperative forimshabitual context, suggesting
repetition, the idionhave gotproved wider realization despite the fact thave got
is said to refer to the current possession. Theckea BNC2 confirmed Swan’s
claim about the possibility of the idiotmave gotto replace the traditionally used
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short formhavein this context and disproved Alexander’s too stsimtement that
the idiom is never used here.

The non-occurrence in imperative and progressimeng mentioned above
outlined the topic of chapt&:. It was proposed that the impossibilitylave gotto
produce imperative and progressive forms also eedeirgm its originally perfective
form. In chapteB, | dealt with the morphosyntactic properties af tiom in more
detail. What | mean is the analysis of the idiomtenrms of auxiliary and lexical
characteristics. | suggested tlave gotwas originally derived from the perfective
form. This would qualifyhavein have gotas an auxiliary element. On the other hand
it represents a semantic equivalent to the sham favewhich is a lexical verb. It is
generally known that lexical and auxiliary verbsoyw different properties in
syntactic processes. The scheme in (24) indicheedifferent qualities of lexical and
auxiliary verbs, illustrated here flavewhich can have the status of either a lexical
or an auxiliary verb.

(24) Scheme 1Different status ohaveusing the terms of auxiliary and lexical

AUX LEX
| (do) have a book.
I have bough a book.

Since the lexical verbs need the supportive auyililn which participates in
the syntactic processes (suggested by bracketsgutkiliary verbs undergo syntactic
changes themselves. To demonstrate the propeftieavegot | used BNC2 which
proved thathaveis treated as an auxiliary verb. First | demonstiahe ability of
havein the idiom to be marked by tense and agreemempmatogy signalling its
classification only as a first element in the vénpeedicate. This criterion may be
applied to both auxiliary verbs and lexical verlmsnon-emphatic positions as |
proved in (25d). Another criterion | introduced viths ability of the idiom to appear
in its contracted formge/’s got It supported the auxiliary position dfave more
convincingly, however, this feature is not shargalb auxiliaries and even the short
form have may be contracted. The BNC2 results further protheat havein the
idiom have gotprecedes a negative particle and is capable dframiimg with it
without requiringdo-support. In additionhaveis inverted in questions and o
support is allowed in this process. Both propersiegport the auxiliary function of
havein the idiom. Moreover, the repetition bivein question tags also proves its
auxiliary function. Another syntactic property reld to auxiliary verbs and shared
by the idiomhave gotis the distribution of medial adverbs after the ibary i.e.
their insertion betweehaveandgot Generally speaking, the idiohave gotbehaves
differently from the short fornhaveregarding syntax even though they represent
semantic parallels.

But contrary to the standard auxiliamaveor be, havein the idiom is rather
limited in its verbal paradigm with respect to wkatddleston & Pullum (2002) call
secondary forms. The usage of the idiorimg participle clauses an-infinitives
is rather avoided, which moves it rather closermodal auxiliary properties.
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However, the idiom does not share other modal cheriatics as the co-occurence
with modal auxiliaries is not completely restrictaald first of all,havein the idiom
have gotaccepts tense and agreement morphology.

In chapter4 | investigated more of the tense morphology ofithem regarding
the frequency. | compared the numbers with theukeqy count of the short form
have and the archaihave Together they represent three possibilities inddta
British English for expressing possession in a gdreense. Howevedoforms with
the short formhave are said to be American constructions and the ardhave
representing an auxiliary-like construction is ddesed old-fashioned. | searched
BNC2 to prove or disprove the theoretical claimsdemabout the frequency of the
three forms, concentrating chiefly on the ididrave got The conclusionis that,
besides some semantic and paradigmatic limitatiiiesussed in part® and 3, the
idiom have gotalso tends to be limited to some extent in itgdiBEncy in some cases.
Given the data from BNC2ave gotappears predominantly in present tense forms.
In addition, it is especially common within the &pa registers, which supports its
rather informal status proposed by the cited asthdowever, compared to the short
form have its occurrence in present positive declarative ®rsnlow in both spoken
and written language. In past tense forms the réififee is even sharper and the short
form have basicallyhad, is preferred by the majority of speakers over ttiem
which represents a minimal choice. Future form&afe gotcontainingwill seems
to be generally avoided.

Nonetheless, in present tense negative clausdsthiegs show thahave gots
a preferred alternative in speech. In written riegssthe short forrhaveis, however,
more frequent. Similar tendencies are shown in tiues In both structures the
archaichaverepresents the least common choice in speech buttien language it
is about the same or even more frequent than tioenitiave got Generally, the
archaichaveseems to collocate preferably with abstract noaspeciallyclue when
opened with an indefinite article. When a defiratticle follows the archaibave
mostly collocates with the noudea preceded by the superlativse faintest/the
foggiestor the slightest.

BNC2 based research proved further tite gotis considered rather informal
and as such it is abundantly used in contractibhsse are more frequent than the
full forms in both present and past constructionsaddition,havecan be omitted in
very informal language and occurs time got form. The reduced forngot shows
certain specifics agotis not marked for the agreement morphology indf@erson
singular.Got also may appear alone in negative sentences arsiansei.e. without
do-support which is considerably restrict€bt preserves the position as in the non-
reduced formhave got There are two other non-standard options in megat
statements - double negation ad't got. Both are dominant in spoken registers.

Overall, it is worth drawing attention to the faittat do-forms are widely
adopted in Modern British English although they arensidered American
constructions.
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SUMMARY

Cilem této bakal&ké prace je prozkoumat uZziti slovesného ididrave got
ve vyznamu ,mit" v moderni britské angin¢. Na gymnaziich je &Znou praxi, Ze
se have gotuvadi pouze v iftomnémcase jako alternativni forma ke statickému a
plnovyznamovémtihave zatimco jeho pouzivani v minuléfase se iz nezniuje,
nehle@& na dalSi slovesné tvary. Toto bylo jednimixatii, prod jsem se rozhodla
danou tematiku prozkoumat. Nejprve jsem se&danna sémantické hledisko, poté
na morfologické a syntaktické vlastnosti idiomu akonec jsem se zabyvala
prizkumem frekvence idiomu v moderni britské attgie v porovnani s
plnovyznamovou kratkou formobave a také s tzvarchaickou formothave Pro
teoreticky zaklad jsem zvolilafiglusné lingvitické frucky, studie a gramatické
texty, které uvadim v seznamu literatury. Prakti¢&st Fedstavuje préci s Britskym
narodnim korpusem (BNC2), ¥mz jsem jednotlivé tvarjlave gotvyhledavala. Ty
jsou vS8ak omezeny titym nebo neufitym clenemthe a, an, pogipact any v
otazkach a zapornychkétach. Analyzu dat pak konfrontuji s tim, co danioéutvrdi
a dokladam nazornymiiklady.

BNC2 obsahuje jak psané texty (90%) tatepgsané texty mluvenéei
(10%). Pro svou préaci jsem hledala v mluvené a @8asti BNC2 zvlag. Have got
je povazovano za neformalni vazbu a da se prigdpokladat, Ze frekvence tohoto
vyrazu bude v obotiastech BNC2 rozdilna.

Idiom have gotsvou formou napadnpripomina perfektum slovesget Abych
rozliSila tyto dva tvary, uzivdm v textu oztemi idiomhave gota perfektivnihave
got. Perfektivnihave gotmiaze mit vice vyznain dostal/ziskal/sehnal jsem,uie
vyjadiovat znénu stavu nebo dgity pohyb. Od poslednich dvou zmsiych vyznani
se da idiomhave gotrozpoznat tim, Ze tyto dva vyrazy nefiiuji @gimy prednet,
zatimco u idiomthave gotie nutny. Zbyvajici vyznamy vSak nelze rozliSitjsyen
zpiusobem, protoZe na sebe také vazobmp predmeét. Pokusila jsem se proto rozlisit
tyto dva tvary podle toho, co by mohlo po danémdpttu nasledovat. Uk&zalo se
vSak, Zze ob vazby jsou si i v tomto ohledu podobné. Mnohdy mafize napowdét
sémantika, tedy jestlidta pi uZiti dané interpretace dava smysl, nebo ne. jEim
mozno vylodit druhou variantu. Jedno z omezeni pro idibave gotpredstavuje
uziti prislovce recently které je ze sémantického hlediska vyleno. Naopak
piisloveétného utenicasu je v kombinaci s perfektivninave goneakceptovatelné a
v tomto gipack je nutno uzit minuly tvar od slovegat Jedinou moznou temporalni
frazi jethis morningapod., avSak mluwy ji musi pronést je8ttéhoz rana. Alexander
(1999: 200-1) uvadi gt situaci, v nichhave gotmizZe alternovat kratkou formu
have | v r¢kterych €chto gipadech je vSak moznd interpretace ,dostal jsem”. V
urgitych kontextech je vSak ze sémantického hlediskepak tato moznost
vyloucena. Nap. ,mam hrgdé a@i”, ,mam sestru” atd., ne vSak ,dostal jsem”.

Have se vedle statického vyznamu ,mit“ tde objevit vtzv. verbo-
nominalnich konstrukcich, jako naghave a showewryjadiujici &&j. Have gotse
tradicné uziva jako alternativa kratké fornmave Idiom have gotse v BNC2 objevil
i v jiz zmirénych verbo-nominalnich vazbach, avsak jen velmizene Have gotse
ale neobjevuje vimperativu anigméhovém tvaru, kde seéppva slovesa &ne
vyskytuji.

Have gotse navzdory tvrzeniéhterych autai vyskytuje v obvyklych a
ustalenych situacich, které nazoj opakovani. Opakovanost je vyféda pomoci
adverbiialways, usually, normallgtc.
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Nasledujici schéma znazoje rozdilné funkce sloveshave V prvnim
piipadt se objevujehave ve funkci plnovyznamového slovesa a roli pomocného
slovesa zdefgbirado, které je v pipact kladnych tvaill sloves nevyjaikné, tak jako
ve schématu (tato skuteost je nazngena zavorkami). V druhéntipad vykonava
havefunkci pomocného slovesa a hraje roli v@nych procesech (tzn. tvorba otazek,
zapon atd.).

AUX LEX
I (do) have | a book
I have got a book

Jakou funkci vSak vykonavhavev idiomu have go? RKi shod podnttu
s prisudkem pbird have morfém —s Tuto vlastnost vSak maji i plnovyznamova
slovesaPodobi jako réekterd pomocna slovesa,uge mithavev idiomu have got
stazenou formuve/’s/’d. Tuto vlastnost ovdem nesdileji vSechna pomoanéesh
jak modalni tak nemodalni. | kdyiave gofpredstavuje sémanticky ekvivalent kratke
formy have,netvdi zaporné wty, otazky ani dostky pomocido, ale samotnéave
jedna jako pomocné sloveso, tziiegchazi zapornotastici not, zejména stazenou
formun’t, invertuje v otdzkach a vyskytuje se v &mich.

a. Youhave not got/haven’'t gatin excellent book at home
. *Youdo not have got/don’t havgot an excellent book at home

. Haveyougot an excellent book at home?

b

c

d. *Do youhave gotan excellent book at home?

e. Youhave gotan excellent book at homeaven’tyou?
f

*Youhave gotan excellent book at honagn’t you?

V pripact vyskytu gFislovci sehavev idiomu nachézi igd €mito prislovci,
zatimco plnovyznamova slovesa je nasleduiji.

Have gotlze uzit i po modalnich slovesech, konk&po modalnim slovesu
must které se zda byt jediné akceptovatelnéty\sto-infinitivem a prechodniky se
témef nevyskytuji, v op&ném gipads predstavuji spiSe idiomatickou frazi.

Have gotse nejastji pouziva v pitomném ¢ase. Na rozdil od svého
protéjSku, kratké formyhave je povazovan za neformdlni vyraz a jako takovy se
vyskytuje pedevSim v mluvenéieci. | kdyZz se jedna o typicky britskou
formu, v kladnych wtach gitomnéhocasu se kratky tvahave vyskytuje jak ve
psané tak v mluven&asti BNC2 mnohentastji. Zkracené tvaryve/’s/'d gotjsou
jazyce. V neformalni angliiné lze 've rovnéz vypustit a uzit redukovanou formu
got Got se vyskytuje i po 3. osétsingularu, ale nedochazi zde ke shpddnetu
s prisudkem ggot nenese flektivni morféms. To je dano jednak samotnou formou
got predstavujici minulé ii¢esti (morfém—ed a tedy znematuujici piijmout dalSi
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morfém-—s. | po vynechanhave zachovavgot nadale stejnou pozici veit¢, jako
tomu bylo v pipadech $ave V kombinaci s pomocnym sloveseto se redukovana
formagot objevila pouze jednou.

V zapornych wtach preferuje &Sina mlugich v mluveném jazyce idiom
have got Naopak v psané angtin¢ je uziti kratkeho tvarunave frekventovasjsi,
coz podtrhuje jeho formadsi charakterVedle standardni negativni fornmaven't
got se vyskytuji také vazblyave got nphaven’t got na@i ain’t got. | ain’t got muze
byt uzito se zaporno&asticino, aniz by se zinila celkova polarita &y. Podobné
tendence jako v zapornychitdach se objevuji i v otdzkach. Zatimco v mluvené
Archaické have které se chova jako pomocné sloveso, se ze v&ecdhariant
vyskytuje v mluvené forthnejmért, avSak v psaném stylu §astjsi nez idiomhave
got jak v zapornych tak tazacichétach. V minulémcéase ve vSech typechétv
jednozné&né dominuji tvary kratkého slovedaave Have goti archaickéhave se
uzivaji jen velmi omezen

Z vysledki hledani je patrné, Ze posesivni formgos(tedy kratka forma
have, i kdyZz predstavuji americkou variantu, jsou v britské aftglé velmi casté,
v mnoha pipadech dokonce preferované zwaspsaném jazyce.
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ABSTRACT:

The main topic of this work is a verbal ididmve gotl intend to examine the usage
of this construction in Modern British English. Moprecisely, | will study their
formal properties including semantics, morphologgt ayntax and explore the
frequency of its tense paradigm compared to theasgmparallels — stativieave

(the short formhave and the so called archaiave— as it appears in BNC2. | will

also give a comment on the alternatigesandain’t got.

Key words: have gotstative verb, stativeave the short fornmhave archaichave

dynamic meaning, habitual meaning, auxiliary véskical verb

ANOTACE:

Hlavnim tématem této bakd#ské prace je verbalni idiohmave got Zabyvam se jeho
sémantickou, morfologickou a syntaktickou strankoale zkoumam frekvenci
vyskytu tohoto idiomu viznych slovesnychtasech v databazi BNC2 v porovnani se
stavovymhave(kratka formahave a tzv. archaickynmave Zminuji se také o

alternativnich tvarecpotandain’t got.

Kli ¢ova slova:have gotstavovénave kratka formehave archaickéhave ustalené

situace, dynamicky kontext, pomocné sloveso, ldrikgloveso



