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ABSTZACT . .
Ihe use Of mhave,”™ "got,¥ "have goi," and altermate .
forms vas invesitigaeted iam the speech of inglo and black grade-schocl

= o

children f:02z lcwer and piddle income neighborhoods in Los 2ngelss.
Techaiques were devised to el>cit multiple cccurrences of the
coastructicn, including questions and negatives. One techaigue useﬂﬁa
vas a cocvergent coampunicatisn tecanique 'in which children were .
seated at oppositie ends of a takle with an opagque screen placad
Ietweep thea and were asked to describe similar or different picturss
from the one which their partzer held. The udge of "have gci® by Anglo
seeped to0 resulf froa a ‘*aﬂsformatlonal "gc*“—lnsertwon
rele as indacated By these two sentences: "Joan has big hands. Joan -
has got big hands." Ko evidence indicat u such a rule ia Black
£ngiish. Acguzsltlon cf the "have got" structure does not seam to be
comrleze for all childrea at the kipdergarten and first-grade lavel.
There ares forms used by these chiidream which do not occur elsewherse,
notakly "haves," and a lack among younqg Anglc children cf "have got."
Sccial differences in use associated with number_ were noted. Childzen
fzor lower inccae black schools usad person-nunber agreeazent much
less fregquentiy Lha* did black csildr=n in middle incoae areas. .
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ABSTRACT .
The use of #AVE/GDT and its alrernate surface realizatioas were ’
imvestigated In the zpeech of. Anglo and Black grade-school children frém
lower and middile inccme neighborhoods. Techniques were devised to elicit
zultiple cocurvances cof the construction in a range oflgiagnos;ic envirpon-
ments, including questions and negatives. The use of have got by Anglo .
children is shosn to result frem a transformational Got-Insertion rule. )
-0 Such rule exists for the Black children; HAVE and GOT are independeat
lexzical items. Scme of th? forms used by yeunger children appear to
represent developrental stages, rather than ethnic dialects. . R
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BAVE/GOT IN THE SPEECé OF ANG10 2D 3LACK CHILDREN#®
Robefg Berdan ) z3-
2 ’ 2
. £3
For the past century HAVE/GUT, as used in (1), has been the sub- -
Ject of considerable ccntention. . _ .

"{t

Writers oI grazcar handbochs and teachers alike have damned the col- .
locaticn have ger with such epitherts as "redundant,” "plecnastric,”

and "nonsensical” (Crowell, 1955, 2- 2). Many iould agree with -Richard
white, wkc in 1870 condesnzd it as nﬂz oniy "'opb, but if righz,
superfiuvous” (RiCc, 1532, p. 284).° These prescriptivists would zllow

Lor l" - . . -

~ .

(1) dHe's gor long hair.

. (2) He has long hair. -

) A. C " Bartlert “1949, p. 28D) described this -proscription as -
coning from the "New Rich English speakers and writers, those who have
learned encugh about their language to be self-conscious but not enough
to be‘terrain of anything.™ Actually use. of possessive have go: dates
back to at least 1516; it was used by Saruel Johnson in his dictionary.
The list of aunthors who have used it in their writings reads like a
bibliography for,an English literature .course..

Not surprisingly, such argumepts have dittle to,do- with what
people, childrep in particular, acteally sdy. Among children, at -
leasz, (1) and (2) are only two of a larger set of alternatives used
for the possessive verb. 311 of the forms in (3) may also occuf:

7 (3) a. He have long heir.
‘b. He haves long hair.

c. He got long hair.

- d. He gots long hair,

Data, for this paper are from studies done at SWRL Educational
Research and Developrent with Angzlo and Black children ranging .in age -
from kindergzarten to 51 <th grade, in schoqls ranging from low. to middle
incore neighborhoods in Los Angeles.

Several elicitation procedures vere erployed to obtain HAVE/GOT
data. The first was adapted from the Baldyin and Garvey's (1970) com=
vergent corrunication studies in ‘Baltimore. In this procedure two
children are seatpd at op0051te sides of. a table. An opaque screen

-
> -

- # .
“\" P!

) *Paﬁer presented to the Annual Méeting of the Linguistic Society
of America, December 27, 1972, Atlanta, Geosrgia.
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iz placel Eetreew th=~ o that they con Tyt see €ach other, Tutf can - J
commenicote Tres 1% o topicel tashk, 2ue child is given 2 set of . .
nicstures, afid :Hc,s: r ¢hill is given cne picture froo the ser. To - .
~erfor- the tas: suc GeSSfE:l? tle childre Tust Jdetercine which pic- .
ture in the set is ifentical te the single picvture. . B
- -

1-3) at relatively high frequency; zuch higher than casual con- . .

. THey cecur in affir-mative statezents, in questions, and with

Analysis of these pro ;5&015 showed that certain kirds of des- , .
nIs 5 he forced with the copula while other -

Tasks of tiids type have Pezn frund o 5cnera£c constrdctions of the

o]

-
e
o 1)

R <)

A
b
(5 o B W]

=]
)

U e 1)
: 2]

t.
a3
oy
[
: W

AR (VR ¥ T
I
rt

OK:
il
l:»'

f #AVE. For xacple, when the child -
shject, e.g., its size on color, "the
cr=-of the copula:
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Pur «ten the descripticn involuwed scge part of the object, it typically
-molored $ome vealizztion oi- ?1\ p .
- - 1‘
- -

(3) He has = pointy hzt and big feet.

Using this. inforzatieon in ;ubsequenh inrerviews, sets_of tasks
constructed -sith pictures of pairs of objects, vith cecbers of a -
differing in Tome <ne pre erty {(Berdan & Piaff, 1972). The chil-
Ten Ware as kcd o desc ribe the difference between the two objects. It )
was possible to develop a fair degree of control over the syntactic
tructions ecploved .in tHP children’s responses, without biasing
the sponse 5y g.ving them any model to repeat. For example, when , ) .
5 j cts differed by thz preseace or absence of some part, if the
oh*e with the part <:as shoun before the dbject without the part, the
ans.er took tﬁe forn -
{s) =z. This
b. This

ne has a uat'and this one doesn’t.
ne have 2 hat and this one don’t.

M\ H-

{ the order of the ijects was reversed so that the object with the -
art was shown last, the response togk the form of (7) with a negated .

wr'h gnd reduced form of the 3fxlrm§Lth. -

»
-

(7) a. This cne doesn’'t have a hat and this one does.
b. This one don't-have a hat and this one do. . o

%

- - A - -

STANDARD ENGLISH HAVE/GOT - . , '

Zwicky (1970) ‘uses two criterfa--suscepribility to contraction .
%nd, tag questxon formation--to establish three classes of HAVE. The
Zirst class may be callod Au :iliary HAVE.s It allews contraction (8ay
and forms tag questhpe with H&‘E (8b) rather than Do (8:) .

- .
hd rd
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{8) " a. Joha's -eaten his sandwich.
) b. John s eatesd his sandwich, hasn't he? 1}
c. *Jcha;g_eaten his sandwich, doesa’t he?
The second class of HAVE includes the main verb HAVE "in its cen- ’
ral senses of possession, location, availability, and the like (Zwicky,

1970, p. 329). Main verb HAVE does not‘norcally atlow contraction {93)
and forms tag guestions with zither HAVE (9b) or DO (9c). The terms °
"auxiliary"” and "main verb™ are used here in a traditional sense.

. (9) a. *Jonhn's a salapi sandwich.
b. John h: has a2 saiani sandwich, hiasn't he?

c. John has 2 salani sandwich, doesn’t he? -~
t -

Zwicky's (p. 329) thiré class includes rhe main verb HAVE "in
varlous restricted, idiomatic, or defived usages." These do not allow
contractlon 7102) and form tag quest ions only with DO (10c), not wieh

-

| HAVE (6b). -~ <= . -

s A o‘ -

(10) =a. #John's 2 drink every-night. ] -
b. *john h: has a drink every night, hasn't he?
c. John has a drlnk every night, doesn t he? | .

*

.0f these three classes, oniy main verb HAVE meaning possess may
be substituted by HAVE GOT wichout change “of meaning. The sentences
of (i1) paraphrase (9), but (1 ) is ungrammazlcal’ and (13), if gram-
maticzl, does not mean the same as (10): = -

<

e
.o e .
- £

(11) a." John's got a salami sandwich. J,
» "b., John's got a salami sandwich, hasn't he? .
c. Joha's got a salami sandwich, doesn’t he?

-

- (12) ' *John's got eaten his sandwich.
i (13) John's got 2 drink every gight. ’ -

-
*

HAVE, GOT, and HAVE GOT ail occur in a variety-of constructions
“ where the meaning is not that of sentences (1-3). 1In (14) GOT has the

meaning obtain or receive, rather than possess. Some American speakers, -

like the British, &lso usk got, rather than gotten, as the past parti-
ciple of get t (15b).

-
s .

s (18) a. ‘Mary gets a lot of mail.
, b. Mary‘got a letter yesterday. -

\Tla) a. Mary has gotten & lot of mail this week.
* b. Mary has got a lot.of mail this week.

= ~
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Zesides the possessive
sense of gbrain in {i5b) HAVE GUI is used as a quesi-:

cion (14):

-

(ie) -

This paper, hisever, W
°f HAVE, GOT, and HAVE GDI, as in sentences {1-3}).

fain verb #IAVE retains the
;enbe autx‘zarzus 1n (171):

“r (17) a.
b.
<.
d.

This is not truc with GOT.
obtain only in the seguence HAVE GOT (18a).
had (18b), nor eny cther terse auxiliary may be used and retain the

Deauing possess.,
‘ (18) =a.
- b.

- c.
4.

»

There are other syntactic and somantlc restrictions on HAVE GOT
that do not apply to main verb HAVE. .Rosenbaum (1967) argue&’that
verbs may be -categorized according to which complementizers
dominate. The restrictions on HAVE GOT appea® to be rather

meatizers by which it may be dom1nated.
any of the complement constructions of (19).
only be dominated by the that complementizer (20a).

(19) -a.

-b.

- « C-
20) a.

b.

- The restriction on the use of HAVE GOT with the conplémentizefﬁ
in (20b) and (20c) is not a general restriction on a sequence of
‘auxiliary ‘and main verb, even with auy111ary HAVE and -main verb get in

He's got to finish before midnighr.

-
a

-

¢
-4

sentences in (11) and the possible perfec:i&e
~=cdal-of obliga-

114

>
-

Joha
John

John
John
John
Jahn

Johon hcs got his billfeold in his back pocxe;.
*Jolim had got his billfold in his back pocket.”
*John will get his billfold in his back pocket.
*#Jobn will ‘have got his billfold in his back pocket.

Richard pretends that he has an idea.
Richard pretends to have an -idea.
Richard discourages having ideas.

consSidey

¥

in detail only .the possessive uses

meaning possess

- - -
with any sequence of

hzs his billfold in his back pocket.
nad nls bilifold in his back pcckec.

has had his billfold in his back pocket.
had had his billfold in. his back pocket.
will have his bilifold in his Hack pocket.
will have had his bilifold in his back gockec.

GOT has the meani?g-gossess, rather t?a?
Jeither the past auxiliary

Yain verb HAVE may
However, HAVE

they may
the comple-
occur in
CGOT may

Z -

Richérd pretends that'he has got an idea.

*Richard pretends to have.got -an idea.-
c. *Richard discourages’ having got-ideas.

:Hu sense of obtain as shown in (21):

N
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= . (gl) “a. Richard pretends to have gotten the idea. .
4 *b. Richard dislikes having goften secret infefwation.

-
£

A sizmilar pérfe'n occurs‘witb J%dals and quasi-modals. Either
apxiliary HAVE (770) or main verb HAVE (?73; may folléw modals, but
HAVE GOT (22c) may not.

ERIC
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(22) a. 1= Ypec;cd thar Jchn would still have his old car.

- “b. 1 nxpoc:eé that John wculd have gotten his _eld car
~~ b;x.;s.‘ s . ; ’
o c. *1 expected that John would still have got his old
. < - car. P .
» -

. 13

Each of these syntactic facrs about the differences between the
distribution of main verd HAVE %4nd HAVE GOT way be accounted for by
one genéralization: HAVE GOT may not occtir in any context in_which
BAVE is not subject to parson-number agreerent. This precludes any
tense exrept simple presenr tense (17-18); the P0SS-ing complementizer
of (20c) which requires the partitiple; the for-to complemen51zer of
(20b) which requires the uninflected infinitive; and the modals and
quasi-zodals;,” which also require the infinitive. -

-

There are also sedantic restrictions on HAVE GOT that do not apply
to HAVE. The restrictions more of léss parallel Zwicky's distianction
tetween mzin verb HAVE and other peripheral meanings of HAVE: the sen—
tences which do not allcw HAVE tag questions cannot have HAVE GOT.

> M
{23) a. Héhry always has‘a geod time, doesn't he?

.7 be *Henry always’ has a good tine, hasn't he?
c. *Henry always has got a good time.

i

-

. (24)" 2. Henry's wife has a baby ‘every twelve months,
: - . doesn't she? §
b. *Henry s wife has a baby every twE€IVe months,
hasn't she? . . ’ ,
c. *Henry's wife has got a baby every twelve months.

-
- -
- . -

“(25) a. Henry always has a drink before he goes home,

doesn't he? ‘
b. *Henry always has a“drink before he goes home
; hasn’t he? S

c. *Henry always has goﬁka drink before he goes home.
At least part of the distinction noted by Zwicky- appears to be the
difference between the stative and non-stative ase of HAVE. Sentences
which do not allow HAVE tag questions and do not allow HAVE GOT, gener-
ally can occur in the constructions claimed to be diagnostic of stative
verbs (Lakoff, 1966) : i

LR

k-l

-
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& - - -
- (26) a. -t;senééc;eft) “hat Henry did was have a good tice.
b. . (cooplexent of persuade) 1 persuaded Henry to have

. a gocd time.- * & -
. . c. (Do-so) Henry had a good time %nd Richard did so too.
- d. (Progtessive) Henry is having a good tize .
. e. ,(1mperat1ve9 Have a gooé7r1me, Henry.

T e el e - -

y

[}

BLACK ENGLISH HAVE/GOT ' o .

Gn uhe other hand sentences which.- do,allow HAVE tag questions- and
HAVE GOT (27) do not occur in these environments (28):

(27) a. Joha has 2 ruptured appendix, hasn’t he?
- b. Jechn's got a-ruptured appendix. -

-
. - -
H -

* " (285 a. *{hatr John dld,nas have a ruptured appendix. . "
- hY b. *1 persuaded Jonn to have 2 ruptured appendlx.

c. *John had a ruptured appendlx and Mary did so too.
d. *John is hav1ng a ruptured appendlx. .
e. *Have a ruptyred appendix, John.

- - - & . '. -

There dre othef syntactic restrictions on main verb HAVE and HAVE

GOT. They do not occur in the passive except in certain idioms (29, 30).

- N . LR en
) (29) a. *The-books were had by John. T
. b: *The“books have becn got“by .John. i .
“ . . - - .7 ¢ -
*r (30) I've been had. N -

- L *

YNeither main verb HAVE nor HAVE GOT allows indirect ob3ecr inversion,
although 1nvers1on can occur wlth get in the sense ‘obtain (Bates, 1970):

%

(31) a. 1 have a bear for Bildl.

.b. *1 hgve Bill a bear. . . _ .
- “ B . c .
(32) “a. 1I've got a bear for Bill. i - -
. -.'p. *I've got Bill a bear.
L2 . (33) a. I've‘gotten a bear for Bill. )
** b. I've gotten Bill a bear. . ’ o

It appears that GOT add? no lexical information to the stative,
main vert HAVE, and occurs only in constructions in.which HAVE would .in
fact have the meaning possess in some stative sense. Further HAVE GOT
is restricted to surface syntactic constryctions in wh1c§.Staﬂdard
Engl1sh marks HAVE for person agreement. z .

-

rd - -
*

As already stated, :thée actual spezech of the children, as expected,
departed in sofie respects from this idealized standard. Sentences with

>,
134
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. have goc cozparable ro the taboo sentence (1) were not used by the
‘Black childrer, though'not for any of the reasons which would be coun-
tepanced by the prescriptive grarmarians. All of the rest of the forms
in (2) and (3) wbire uszd by Black children.

- - kY - = N F
- . The difference between (2) and (3a) is obviously, the presence or
apsecce of person/number agreemzat. Dillard (1972) and others claim

"t

. . that in Black English there is :0 marking for number agreement. FOT
. Ssoxze Blank children this appears to be true, though definitely not for
- all, pargicularly the uh1}dren of the Black middle class. .

- -

. The agreemen; marxzers for HAVE and DO iﬁescandard English are
irregular; has ana dnes rarher thaa haves aﬁd do'$ as one might expect
< fron the geﬂeral rules : applying to other vefbs. It was found that
children whe usné uninflected HAVE also used uninflected DO. Sentence
{34b) is the SSLDLLQﬁ equivalent d: (34a), and (34c) is its negatiom.

4 »
Y. .- - _ < {(34) &a. Tuis cone have a window.
b - b. Do this cne have a window. ’
. $°  c¢. This one don’t have a window and this one do. -
, - : a
Some of the children showed variation between the use of unlnflected
forms (34) and the inflected forms in (35). However, most c0ﬁs1stently
.either did or did not use inilected forms of HAVE and DO. .
) « - , 9 - 14 - -
*  (35) -a., This one has ‘a window. - ‘
* b. This .oné doesn't have a w1ggow and' this.one doeS'
- . . 4 .
.. The use of inflection with other main verbs-was alsd examined and
it was found that children who do not inflect other main verbs do not
inflect -he irregular HAVE and DO. But there are,some children who do .z
. ) ifgflecr regular verbs and do not infléct HAVE ox”DO. R :

- The situation with haves- as in (3b) is not quite so c¢lear. .It was
’ used only by Black children and only by children in the Iower®grades,
primarily from the middle income school. Children who used haves .also
' inflected DO and the regular verbs. Some of. these children also’used
. has. "For- these children who alternated between haves” and has, it was
- very tempting to say that they showed -variation between regular and
. irregular use of agreement. However, it may have been the case that,
- for these children at least, has represented not the Standard English
. \ﬁ\‘~ has but the application of consonant cluﬁter simplification to ‘the final

consonants of third singular haves. The rface results are the same,
.of course. .one of the ¢hildyen who showed this alternatlon ‘between

. has and havés also used do's. The children's treatment of other final *
- . sequences of sibilants has nots yat been txamined and until that has

v been done, the status of has for ‘these children will remain unclear.

-

-

The use of GOT in Black English is quite different from its use
in Standard English. None of the sentences in (36) occurred”

» -
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. i (36) a. Tris-one's got a window. ) N
) - b. Has this one g a~W1ndow7 ’ ~
" . - c. This one hasn't got 2 W1ndow. - ’
% [} ' r-) .
- Instead.GOT, like any other main verb formed questlons “and negation
with DO (37) s 1 . ¢
& - ‘ .
. (37) a This one got a window. - . g N
*b. Do this one g a window? -~
R c. This one don't got .a window., -
. . . d. This one don't got no window and this_one do._
‘e - - 2 . » I -
This 18adS to the 1ncerest1ng, but potentially”confusing situation, in -
which Black English possessive ‘GOT in (37a) can only mean obtained in .

Standard English, while the sequence HAVE GOT, ‘which is only possegsive .
in Standard English, can mean either possess or have obfalned in Black

Pnglish.

~

- ”~
- . - - 3
P . : e, . . s
rd

. Some children whé used agicement with other main verbs also used , .
agreement with DO, g1v1ng the sentences of {38) rather than those of . -

i (37): . . s ) _ .
. - . - . - N _( . ,
, (38) a. ’Does this one got a window? . o
. T b. .This one doesn’t got a window.
' A few of these children who used agreement dlso 1nf1ected*G0T in .
the affirmative statement (39): S & $°
. . K [ - " . - . -
(39) This one gots a. window. ~ - ’
; Clearly, for, these children GOT. is a regular main’ verb whlch inflects 5

for agreenent and requ1res Do-Support. . - ) . P
. _' I ) ‘\

; However, there were some other children who used gots in sentences ) >
like (39) who‘also used it-in- (40). For these chlldren gots, rather, -
than got, appears to be the underlylng form. ) . -

’ -

(400 a. Do this one gots a window? oo R
/ "b. This one don’'t gots a window. ¢ - _ Lo : Zjl:m .
= - == - ™ £

v . 7(,.—@.;,‘7 B '0 ’:,
Most of the children consistently used Forms ewith GOT or forms with .

__ HAVE; few used both. P . .,
- - / . * . H

- ANGLO ENGLISH HAVE/GOT - - u . )

°

The Anglo children interbiewee never, used.ﬁﬁihflecLea haver in
third singular contexts; none used*the inflected form haves. 'HOWever,
this is not to say that all Anglo children -use oﬁly Standard Engllsh ,

’ N - - -

- -
+ » . ”
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forms. No klndergarten or first- grade chlldren used the sequence HAVE o
GOT; older Anglo cnpldren did. When younger Anglb children used’ gor
‘ . «+ it was used ds a main verb, as by Black chlldren but always*‘with agtee-
’ ment,, as in (38) and (39).  The exception to this was the use of don't
. . got. Don't is the negac1on of both do and does for some Anglo children, .
and some who used aﬁflrwatlve'has got and have got used only don't got

14 L -

. id the megative. K - ,

. . pe

. In env¢ronments where contractzon is pOSSlble, affifmative state-

~mencs, the {IAVE of HAVE GOT '‘was always contracted; none .of the, children

. used "the’ full forms. have or has in these environments. _In the environ-

Yoo~ " " ents which alluw contracted HAVE, some cHildren used. GOT with no Tauxil- - 4
2 ¢ iary; this happened only with haéé-for Anglo chlldren, never where . .,

. ) * agreement requfred has. . R ] e

» - - .

THE GRAMMARS OF HAVE/GuT e © - T e

Standard English ,

These facts have several implications for the construction of e
grammars. First the grammar for Standard English. )
K o :

There is no semantic motivation for idenEifying main verb HAVE ]
N with auxiliary HAVE. There is no notion of" the.perfect in possession, ;
.nor 1s any sense of possession inherent in the’ temporal notion of per— ]
' " fect. This becomes even more apparent when one looks at.languages
othék than Epglish. Few ‘show . any lexical slmllarlty betwegn perfective ...
* auxiliary and possessive verb if in’fact such a Verb exists in the, :

- . £ "o -,

1anguage.1 L Lt - -
. B . . L4
"There also seems to be no syntactic métivatidn .for identifying the
- main verb with the auxiliary. Many of the parallels that obtain”between -
« ) . the copula BE and che _tense auxiliary BE do not hold for”the auxiliary
HAVE ,and the main verq HAVE. .Consider the paradigms (41) through 47, .
. "JIn each of these auxiliary. BE, copula BE,-and aux111d?§\HQ¥m -exhibit i

. . ,one. type of behavior while possessive HAVi\iiiiFLts anotheY behavior
. € ¥

1dent1ca1 to other main verbs. .
. 3 ,
- .’L. Questions. BE is preposed in questions whether it is used as-
v . a copula*(hlal_ax_ggugp au Lllary (41b). Auxilidry HAVE (41d) may be - . o
- ) preposed, but not main verb HAVE (41ey. HAVE may .bé preposed in HAVE oL
< 7. 60T (&1e) . . - °, ’ Lo \
- ’ ’ .,: ) ’ \“‘—.
. / ) ' . N
. S . Iyt
. L lArguments for, deriving main verb HAVE and’ auxiliary HAVE from
ST . a common source are presented ifi Bach (1967), That paper does not

.. * consider’ any of the synLacticaatgggeqts pre ented here, nor does it
. deal with have .got. v . ) .
e ‘. s . -
T e

» ’ ¢ . - . P - .

111 - - A

<

-




L4 - - *
- e - » ¢ 4 s
e < - -
« - . * A
- "“ N . R . R i
- - ’:o‘t - 10 ~ - - 4 - T M
~ H L L] - »
1 hd hd ’ 1 « > ’
. : . 5 . .
- 4 . . * ) . *
. . s , ./ . o, . . ’ . & s .
Yo . - I 2 . .
- . . (41) a. Is John the iew vige president° .. ; .
N \d M |
S Is John rundlng for vice pte51dent° e . . |
° - . .|
. c. *Has John hlS instructigns? . . ’ -, ) . J
e . e - 7
$a, d.,, Has John recelved his instructions? . N
3 ; e. Has John got his 1nstruct10ns° . . : ( xd
. o . N ) S oL
. - "Like ather main verbs, HAVE forme questlons with Do—Support in . : i
- —American Anglo English< .- " . 3 . -
.. v * . .
. . o 3 ] < 3 s . ; )
{42) a. Does John like his instructions? . Lt s .
' . b. Does John have his instructions? 3 .
- » - Y ]
¢ . v - *
L M . d

"--2. Contractéd Negation. The sdme pattern is apparent w1rh Neg
¢ ~contraction: BE may® be attached to the.'contracted Veg, either as .

—_ . auX;lxary or as copula Main verb HAVE (43c) Tequires Do—Support (44) .
- . . . - ) v » .. o -
A (43) a. Johy isn't the new vice- president . % /
L. , ' b. Johmiisn't running for vice president. ) ..
z, . .. c. *John hasn t hig 1nstructmcns. - . L
S . ) o d. John hdsn't received his insttuctions. 7 " S
- ] e. .John hasn't got his’ instructions. ' " e £ - .
y . . . vﬁ\‘.-‘ .o 7. ’
. (4%)  a. John.doesn't like the new vice president. °1 - © e
> T b. Jphn-doésn't have his dnstructiogs.
* Co., 5 3. Aux111aty Conttaction. L1kew1se W1th auxiliary contractlon. ) . -
-BE may coptract either as verb or aux111ary HAVE may contract only * ‘wy
i .as aux1113ry (45) c « @ e - o K .
- o (45) a.' John's the néw vice president. .
- ’ b. John s running for vice pre51dEQ\\ v . N
s . I *John's his instructions. | oL B N
A . o~ ds John_§'rece10ﬂ his ingtructions. - v e
) | ST e. John's got h: 1nstruct10ns. o s, -
» 7 - 4 . < ) . : - *
.. 4. Auxiliary Shift. This rule is used by Baker (1971) to trams- .. & N
: pose the auxiliary and certain preverbs if the auxiliary is.not stressed: s
, g >
’ " (46) a. John is glggggyoangry HCIN . o o
) . b. John is already running for-vice president, : -
~ o c. *John has already his instructions. .o
s d. John has alreacy received his instructions. - 5 -
e. ‘John has, glggggx got ‘his instructioms., 's > - . .
P " . ?
5. Aux111ary Attraction. Certain negative preverbs allqw the .
oY aux111ary to~be ,preposed (Flllmore, 1966) . . L e
P/ \ , . > . I . .. ) -// -
o (47) a. Oﬁ{y rarely‘ls the buf ‘on time.: ’ e " .
’ o b. Only rarely. is anyone actually working. - oo S, )
. “ . ¢. *0Onlv rarely has John his instructions™ ° T :
» ) - . [ » e
'y y N . ! 5 .
- ~ [ ° * . a s
X b { q - &, ‘ .
. © * * [ . . . - ' v ’ g ; <
. 1" . . ,. ) . . V4 ¢

~EMC ) ) - .' e bt R ".6 Y . T
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_ Sentences (38a, 49a) foilaw the patrern of an auxiliary;

- - -
v
- #
£ » u hd -
- - 11 - :
- - “m
B =~ -
T o -
d. 9nly rarely has John received 211 the instructions
he needed. -
: ¢. OUnly rareiy has Jokn got all the instructions he .
O . ’ needs. -

N -
" In each of these five cunstructions possessive HAVE is unlike auxiliaries,

HAVE GOT appears to be a segquence of auxiliary

bur like other main verbs.

and Dain verb. In the two folicwing censtructions HAVE has properties both-
of an auxiliary and ef a main wverb.™ -
A r 4
6. Tag Guestion. N
Y - : . . -
N {48) a. John has a2 new car, Hhasn’t he?
b. Juhn has a new car, doesn’t ha? -
{59) a. John has got 2 new car, hasn't he? .
b. Jchn has got 2 new car, deesn't he?

(48b, 49b)

fsllow the patzern of a-muin verb. However, if the main sentence is =

negated, only the auxiliary

t7 wiich the negative is attached may -

occur: in the tag question (50):

'

(59) 2. *Jobn

doesn t have 2 new car, has he?

b. John ﬂ@es 't have 2 new car, does he? ) B
- - - - = -
* . - ’
N (51) a. John Qgsn't‘got a new car, has he?
— L, - . b. *John hasn't got & new car, does he?’

LS - .
» 7. Conjunction Reduction.
pattefn similar to Tag Questions except

Reduced conjoined sentences show a
that negative hasn’t got may =~

be replaced either by has (55a) of does (55b). ’
. (32) a. Joha has a new car ané so has Mary. s .
) b. John has a new car and so does Mary. . -
) {53) ‘a. Jchn has got a new car and so has Mary.
- b. John has got a new car and so does Mary. -
* = , y
(54) 4. *John doesn't have a new car apd neither bas Mary.-
: C b. John doesn't have a new car and neither does Mary."
(55) a.. John hasn't gat a new car and neither hds Mary. )
) b. John hasn 't gFot 2 new car and neither does Mary. -

~

In clearly possessive contexts the verb HAVE exhibits the char-~

acteristics_of a main verb, not of an auziliary. These facts warrant
P £ e “ - - - -

rigiting at ‘least one main verb HAVE in the grammar of Standard Eng-

»

lish. And given the acceptability of sentences like (56) bur the . .
strangefiess of (57), one mlght want to claim there is more than one ™
such verb. IR . .
. r -
. . . 7
- - -y = ’
¥ -
.. ’ - ’ -!-3 .~ .
. T . ’ . 4




(56) Every night John hhs 4 scotch and soda, Bill a Man-

fiattan, and Martha a Tem Coilins.
.- {57) *Every surczmer John has a new car, his wife a bab&,
their scn a drink, and their daughter 2 cold.

- 7

|
|
\
\
|
|
|
|
|
\
|
\
|
%
. \

The stagus of HAVE GOT may be considered next. Firsty in each of .

these construc .ions GOT is semantically void; it- adds nothing to the |

zeziing of the sentence. Second, 2lchough HAVE does not take on the i

. zeaning of the perfective in HAYE GOT, it does function syntactically

as an auxiliary. Third, chere are restrictions on the occurrence of

HAYE GOT that are not normally nor easily stated in the lexicon. Eor |

example, cne must account for the fact that (583) is possessive but - |

(58b), if gracmatrical, is not. . -
i2
»’ —
(38) a. 1t se that John's got sere more, ooney.

5. 2JohpsSeexms to have got some nore money.
4 -, - - ®
All of this suggests that GOT may best be inserted by transforma-
ional rale. These argucents are similar in forn to the arguments
which have been advanced for There-Insertion and Do-Support. .

.

- T
% -

The Goi-Insertion rule cust perform two cperations. It moves HAVE' -
- to the auxiliary and inserts GOT ir its place, converting (59a) to (59b).

. {59) a. John fnresen:] [HA’L] oig hands. ) .

E : b. John {prgse1: HAVE]au" [GOI] b1g hands
b

-

- ’ As desired, this allows HAVE to function ‘as an auxiliary but assigns it
no notion of the perfect. There are some restrictions in the structural
index on the application of the rule. It must occur in the -environ-
ment of_ present tense. Thnis precludes the ungrammatical sentences of
L;) _{18). #-d if thé rule is made last cyclic, it precludes (58b) as well -
as (20b, c) where the complzment process deletes tense.

- . . 7
Anglo English ’ .

- - -
-

This Standard English grammar accounts for most facts observed in Y,
speech ot the Anglo children without modifications. However, for the -
_kindergarten and first-grade children who inflect GOT in the third .
- 51ngu1ar to gots and form questions with does got, -there seems no °
- . reason to posit any rule of Got-Insertion. These children seem to have

‘two possessive verbs: HAVE and GOT. Each of them functions for the
child 1ike any other main verb-. '

The other fact which needs explanation for Anglo children is the
use of HAVE 'GOT in questions, but don't got in negation. For these
children the use of GOT reflects some of the characteristics

-

Laa)

v
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gram=ar and scze of the charzcteriszics of
% the younger children.

[

5lalx English .

" cccurs only with D0 auxiliary, not HAVE. The contraction and deletion

[

- In the sgeech of the

@ 31 dren there appear to be two Inde-
sendent verbs of possession: GGT J HAVE. There is no —otivation
i forzari i )

for any rind of transforzarion relation between thez. .

Loflin (1979) ‘escribec Black English as having ne auxiliary HAVE
Bis Jdata were drawn largely fres the spezsh of one lé-year-old boy.
Based un the assuzpticn that there is no*Hi'r auxiliary, Loflin devel- . *
cped 2 tense sysSien ior 31 ¢t Inglish different from the Standard Eng-
lish temse svystexz. - - 3 ,

+

If the A8\E of VAVE 0T is in fact identical to auxiliary HAYE
<itlr other verbs, ard if Lofli~ is correct that Black English has no
auxiliary HAVE, it iIs possible to account for the Black English GO+
rather than Hﬂlt GOT from the general sbsence of HAVE auxziliary, assus-

° of course that black Engldish hzs_no Got-Insertion rule ss has been
suggested for Standard English.

However, other studies by Labov and others (1968) have shown that
HAVE auxiliary ddes in fact e 15t in Biack English. In this study the
zme children who pever used HAVE GOT did vuse auxiliary HAVE with

ther =ain verbs. But as rabev has also shown, the HAVE auxiliarv was
frequently delered. . . .
% One. could argue that Black English is just 1like Standard Eng:ish -

"with respect to HAVE GﬂT exrept “that the independently motrivated

rules of guniliary contraction and deletion delete HAVE from HAVE GOT.
However, the auxiliary contractign Znd deletion rules do not operate in
2 1 environments. For example, whén the auxiliary is preposed in
nuestion or when it pecurs with contracted negation the contraction .

3} deletion rules block, giving (60): -
. (60) Have wou ever eaten pork? i <

~ * .
- # P

It is ezactly these envirouments, gquestion and negation, in which GOT

rules™>cannot be used to €xpiain Black Ewglzsh GOT. .

CONCLUSION .-

“The facts of HAVE/GOT are somewhat confounded by the multitude’of
nonpossessive uses, both of HAVE and of GOT; and by the dizlectical
differences in their use. Within the speech of children, at least,
many variations occur. Some of these appear to result from different

i -

.
; - -
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.wxizal representarions, such as the use of GOUIS in 211 instances,y

rather than GOUT. 3cze i fferences resulr frem differences in rules:

The difference betwzen Anglo-English HAVE 6O7 znd Black English GOT.

F-r zcz< forms, sush s the,use 2f haves, iz is difficult o de:er;

whether there is a differcnce in the —orphology or a differenfe .
IE: cts of Standard English seem best des-

in srderlving forms. The Ifa
ribed by pos e of Got-Inserticon. There is no evidence for
- -

-

T
f

iix

-
-

Acguisiticn of rhis consrruction does pot seex €0 be ceoplete for
=11 childrenm at the kindergarten and first-prade level. There are
Irrz=s used br,rhese children which do not occur elsewhere, notably |
n3ves, «xd 2 lack azong weung Angle children of HAVE GOT.

« TheTe 3Te alsc scrial differences in use assccxa:ed with inccre
~rell Pax hildren from lower inceme Black schools use

frequenzly than did Blatk children

i

1

"

l

i

|

i
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