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A Research on Sequential Order of Setting-subject Construction and Affecting Factors
Guo Wei Wang Yina
( Beihang University Beijing 100191 China)

Markedness of setting-subject construction resulting from the raising of its conceptual role from adverbial to subject with the
diversity of its types causes great difficulties and complexity to second language acquisition. This study attempts to explore the
sequential order of acquisition and its affecting factors. Five typical setting-subject constructions are studied through two comple—
mentary tests! grammatical judgment test and translation test. Research subjects are college students from two language level
groups in the same university. Results show that in learning setting-subject constructions there is an acquisition order for Chinese
learners. The sensory verb construction and abstract setting It construction are acquired significantly easier than container-content
setting-subject construction and dynamic setting-subject construction. Results also show that factors such as semantic relation
language level native language transfer and markedness of construction are all functioning interactively in determining the diffi—
culty degrees for learners and this to a certain extent confirms the emergentist view of acquisition.
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( Langacker (5)
1999:67) . a. It is hot in California.
o b. Tt’ s amusing when he tells crude jokes.
(1) see wilness experience
( 2011) .
o ;1 (2) - -
( Biber et al 1999; Quirk et al 1985) . / / - (1)
Langacker (2) 1 (3)

( Langacker 1999 2009 ) .
« "( 2010: 98 — 100)

1 (2)

Langacker
( Langacker 1991: 346) 5

(n

a. Thursday saw yet another startling develop—
ment.

b. Independence Hall has witnessed many his—
toric events.

c. Florida experiences a lot of hurricanes.

(2) /

a. The dam contains 2000 acre feet of water.

b. The tent sleeps five people.

c. The auditorium seats 450 people.

(3)

a. The garden is swarming with bees.

b. My cat is crawling with fleas.

(4)

a. There was a dead rat lying in the middle of
the kitchen floor.

b. There stands a vase on the table.

c. There are said to be people dancing in the

street.
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291 [2.6667 [1.06782 | 237 |3.3249|1.00419 p
- 291 |2.6220|1.15433 | 237 |2.6203|1. 16048 Saw vs witness -.76136" | .11167 | .000
388 [2.2139(1.07742 | 158 |2.5000 |1.18778 Saw vs experience 01136 | 11028 | .999
291 |2.6838|1.26070 | 237 |2.8397|1.20012 Witness vs experience V772737 | .09809 | 000
It 194 |3.2887 .96529 | 158 |3.6139| . 65545 Contain vs sleep 1.18750" | .10556 | .000
145512.6234 |1.16092 1027 [2.9679 |1. 14620 Contain vs seat .49432° | 10841 | .000
Sleep vs seat -.69318" | 12125 | .000
§ There be vs there stand | . 38068" . 09467 .000
I
/ ' There be vs there is said |1.86932% | . 09660 .000
% % % %k k|, % % % -, #
TH64 i #30 203 There stand vs there is said |1.48864* | . 10440 .000
/ .12025 -21941 | -.99367% % %
%.x:P <0.05.
-.33966% |-1.11392% % %
= 171426 % % % 4 It
04467 1 A5275% kx| - 01718 | -.62199% % % T
/ A0808% % % | -.06186 | -.66667% % % T P
U603 % % % |- L0 % % Swarm 2.5767 | 1.14221 0.135| 409
Crawl 2.5636 | 1.11057
-~ B481LK ¥ % It is hot 3.7670 | 56289
- - 7.909 | 0.000
FiE: Kk * *p<0.001, % *p<0.01,* p< It It is amusing | 3.1023 | . 96261
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73 : (1) The Hall of
Independence witnessed many historical events. (1)
; (2) The
Hall of Independence is a witness to a lot of historical
events. (2)
; (3) Many histori—

cal events were seen by this hall of independence.

(1)a|68(77.2%) |1(1.1%) | 8(9%) |5(5.7%) | 1(1.1%) | 5(5.7%)
(1) 51 (57.9%) [1(1.1%) [1(1.1%) [2(2.3%) | 8(9%) |25(28.4%)

(1)e| S9(67%) 4(15.9%)|2(2.3%) [2(2.3%) | 7(7.9%) | 4(4.5%)

(2)a|54(61.4%) |4(4.5%) |2(2.3%) [10(11.4%)| 4(4.5%) |14(15.9%)

(2)b | 17(19.3%) [10(11.4%) | 1(1.1%) |15(17%) | 27(30.7%) |18(20.5%)

(2)¢|17(19.3%

B3(37.5%)| 2(2.3%) | 4(4.5%) | 22(25%) | 10(11.4%)

(3)al 1(1.1%) [11(12.5%)| 6(6.8%) [12(13.6%)| 37(42%) |21(23.9%)

()b | 1(1.1%) [16(18.2%) | 15(17%) |3(3.4%) | 35(42%) | 18(20.5%)

(4)a|65(73.9%) |1(1.1%) |3(3.4%) | 0(0%) |18(20.5%) | 1(1.1%)

(4)b| 16(18.2%) P8(31.8%)| 0(0%) |2(2.3%) | 39(44.3%) | 3(3.4%)

(4| 1(1.1%) | 0(0%) | 0(0%) | 0(0%) |85(%6.6%) | 2(2.3%)

(S)a| 4(50%) | 0(0%) | O(0%) | 0(0%) |35(39.8%) | 9(10.2%)

(5)b | 26(29.5%) | 0(0%) [1(1.1%) |1(1.1%) | 49(55.7%) | 11(12.5%)

36.7% 10.3% | 3.6% 4.9% 32.2% 12.3%

35.5% 4.5%
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