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H A N N E L E D I E H L 

1. Introduction 

Research o n the interpretations o f quite (e.g. Bol inger 1 9 7 2 ; Paradis 1 9 9 7 ; 
K le in 1998 ) shows that it is a contextual ly flexible i tem which selects for 
gradabil i ty. T h i s paper takes a closer l ook at this i tem in order to a c c o u n t 
for its readings as a degree modif ier o f verbs 1 in written Brit ish Engl i sh 2 . 
T h e theoretical f ramework o f the s tudy is broadly within cognit ive 
l inguistics (Langacker 1 9 8 7 ) , a n d as a start ing point , Paradis ' s ( 1 9 9 7 , 
2 0 0 1 ) m o d e l o f degree modif iers is used. She shows that there m u s t be a 
relationship o f h a r m o n y between the b o u n d e d / u n b o u n d e d m o d e o f 
construal o f quite a n d the adjective it applies to. Fo l lowing Paradis ( 1 9 9 7 , 
2 0 0 1 ) , I p ropose that a similar relationship o f h a r m o n y exists between the 
b o u n d e d / u n b o u n d e d m o d e o f construal o f quite a n d the verb it appl ies to. 
T o exemplify, i f the m o d e o f construal o f the col locat ing verb is clearly 
b o u n d e d , then quite funct ions as a b o u n d e d 'maximizer ' in express ing the 
exact correspondence with what is expressed by the verb, as in / quite 
understand, bu t if the m o d e o f construal o f the col locat ing verb is 
u n b o u n d e d , then quite functions as an u n b o u n d e d 'booster ' 4 , as in / quite 

1 Here and throughout this paper, I use the term 'verb' to refer to the main verb in a verb 
phrase that quite takes scope over as a degree modifier. 

2 The data are based on a random sample of 500 occurrences of the degree modifiers 
fairly, rather and quite in the written part of the British National Corpus (BNC). See 
http://www.natcorp.ox.ac.uk/index.html [4 May 2005] for facts about this corpus. For the 
time being I have only included written data but it is my intention to extend the study to 
spoken data as well. 

3 All examples are mine unless otherwise stated. 
4 The term 'maximizer' is a notional term which can be encoded, for instance, by the 

items completely and quite. A maximizer has the role of expressing a maximum degree, i.e. 
reinforcing totality. By contrast, the notional term 'booster', which can be encoded, for 
example, by the items very much and quite, has the role of expressing a relative, reinforcing 
degree (cf. Table 1). 
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fancy this. T h e hypothesis is that the configurational reading o f the verb 
that combines with quite on a particular occurrence o f use selects a n d 
constrains the reading o f quite. T h e hypothesis is tested against data based 
o n 31 r a n d o m occurrences o f quite as a modif ier o f verbs 5 in the written 
part o f the B N C (British Na t iona l C o r p u s ) . F r o m these, a n u m b e r o f 
representative examples are chosen in order to illustrate the use o f quite as 
a degree modif ier o f verbs. T h e corpus data are used for illustrative 
purpose s only. 

2. Identifying and explaining the readings o/quite as a 
degree modifier of verbs 

T h e purpose o f this section is twofold: (i) to identify the interpretations o f 
quite as a degree modif ier o f verbs, and (ii) to explain these in terms o f 
their conceptual izat ion, which reflects the presence or absence o f 
boundar ies . However , before deal ing with these two purposes , I take a 
br ief l ook at the structure o f the present study. 

2 . 1 Presentat ion o f the s tudy 

I will start by g iving the established readings o f quite according to the 
Cobuild ( 1 9 8 7 ) dict ionary def ini t ions .This is d o n e in section 2 . 2 , which 
will also shed l ight on s o m e semant ic aspects o f quite. In section 2 .3 I 
present the conceptual basis o f the readings o f quite within the framework 
o f cognit ive l inguistics (Langacker 1 9 8 7 ) . F o r a mode l o f degree modif iers , 
Paradis ( 1 9 9 7 , 2 0 0 1 ) is used. Subsect ion 2 .3 .1 takes u p the general 
theoretical b a c k g r o u n d o f the s tudy, whereas subsect ions 2 . 3 . 2 and 2 .3 .3 
g o into details a b o u t what is required in terms o f configurat ional m e a n i n g 
f rom those adjectives a n d verbs which accept quite, subsect ion 2 . 3 . 2 deals 
wi th the m o d e s o f construal o f degree modifiers a n d their adjectives, 
whereas subsect ion 2 . 3 . 3 discusses h o w boundednes s is conceptual ized in 
those verbs that c o m b i n e with quite. T h e actual use o f quite as a degree 
modif ier o f verbs in the B N C data will be examined in section 3, a n d 
section 4 , finally, concludes the study. 

5 All the occurrences of quite as a degree modifier of verbs in the data amount to 95 cases. 
Of these, 31 cases occur in affirmative contexts and 64 in negative contexts. For reasons 
stated in section 2.2, only affirmative contexts are included in the present study. 
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2.2 Quite a n d m e a n i n g 

A s a start ing-point, I have drawn the established readings o f quite f rom 
Cobuild ( 1 9 8 7 ) . T h e entries a n d illustrations are given below. I have 
indicated the synonyms o f quite by means o f square brackets in each entry. 

a) Quite [rather; relatively] m e a n s to a fairly great extent or to greater 
extent than average, e.g. H e was quite y o u n g . . . H e calls quite 
of ten . . . I quite en joy look ing r o u n d the m u s e u m s . 

b) Quite [—] is used to emphas ize the comple te degree or extent to 
which s o m e t h i n g is true or is the case, e.g. I s tood quite s t i l l . . . 
You ' re quite r ight . . . I quite under s t and . . . O h I quite agree. 

c) Quite [entirely] is used with a negative to say that s o m e t h i n g is 
a lmost the case or is very close to the state or s i tuat ion stated; it is 
also used to reduce the force o f the negative, for example for 
reasons o f pol i teness or lack o f certainty, e.g. It doesn ' t l ook quite 
big e n o u g h . . . It s o m e h o w d idn ' t quite fit toge ther . . . I ' m n o t 
quite sure. 

d) Quite [exactly, just] is used with a negative to express d o u b t a n d 
hesi tancy a b o u t informat ion, the nature o f someth ing , or h o w to 
act, e.g. I d o n ' t k n o w quite h o w to deal wi th that o n e . . . D r 
B e n s o n went o u t to C a n a d a , I d o n ' t k n o w quite w h e r e . . . N o o n e 
k n e w quite where to start. 

e) Quite a or quite some [phenomenal ] is used to say that a th ing or 
person is o f a very unusua l , exceptional , or excit ing nature, e.g. It 
was quite a s i ght . . . M y heavens, y o u have quite a m e m o r y . I 'd 
forgotten that song. 

f) Y o u say quite or quite so [—] to express your agreement with what 
s o m e o n e has just said, e.g. 'It does a lot for pol ice-publ ic 
relations. ' — 'Quite.' 

A s m e n t i o n e d in Cobuild ( 1 9 8 7 ) , quite expresses two different degrees, i.e. 
that o f a modera te degree, s y n o n y m o u s with rather (entry a) a n d that o f a 
m a x i m u m degree (entries b a n d c ) . It is reasonable to a s s u m e that entries 
(b) a n d (c) refer roughly to the s a m e max imiz ing degree, even t h o u g h a 
s y n o n y m is mis s ing in entry (b) . O n e way to test this is to replace quite in 
these entries with o n e suitable m e m b e r o f its cognit ive synonyms , e.g. the 
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maximizer completely, as exemplif ied by / stood completely still (entry b) 
a n d I'm not completely sure (entry c) . 

T h e above binary divis ion o f the readings o f quite roughly 
corresponds to the o n e given in Quirk et al. ( 1 9 8 5 : 5 8 9 - 5 9 9 ) . T h e y 
inc lude quite as an intensified both in the g r o u p o f 'amplifiers' , i.e. they 
scale upwards f rom an a s s u m e d n o r m , a n d in the g r o u p o f 'downtoners ' , 
i .e. they scale downwards f rom an a s s u m e d n o r m . Wi th in the g r o u p o f 
amplif iers , quite functions as a 'maximizer ' denot ing the upper extreme o f 
the scale, as in / quite forgot about her birthday (Quirk et al. 1 9 8 5 : 5 9 0 -
5 9 1 ) . W i t h i n the g r o u p o f downtoners , quite functions as a ' compromiser ' 
a n d as a 'diminisher ' . C o m p r o m i s e r s have "on ly a slight lowering effect" 
a n d they tend " t o call in quest ion the appropriateness o f the verb 
concerned" , as in / quite enjoyed the party, but I've been to better ones. 
D i m i n i s h e r s scale downwards a n d roughly m e a n " to a small extent" 
(Quirk e t a l . 1 9 8 5 : 5 9 7 - 5 9 8 ) . 

As is evident f rom Cobuild ( 1 9 8 7 ) , entries (c) a n d (d) differ f rom the 
other entries in terms o f negat ion: in entries (c) a n d (d) quite is in the 
s cope o f a negative element, which is not the case with the other entries. 
W h e n quite is preceded by such an element, I interpret it as having either 
(i) an a p p r o x i m a t i n g role, or (ii) a max imiz ing role. T h e approx imat ing 
role o f quite is i l lustrated, for instance, by the C o b u i l d - e x a m p l e It somehow 
didn't quite fit together (entry c) . H e r e quite approx imates a required l imit 
a n d indicates that someth ing falls short o f that l imit . T h e r e is, however, a 
suggest ion that the thing in quest ion is not far f rom reaching the l imit ; 
there is thus an impl icat ion o f ' a l m o s t ' present, as Cobuild ( 1 9 8 7 ) notes . 
Quite hence softens the force o f the negative, as Cobuild ( 1 9 8 7 ) points 
out . W h e n quite has this approx imat ing reading, it is often p laced 
immedia te ly after the negat ing particle not, as in It ...didn't quite fit... 
(entry c) . B y contrast , in the max imiz ing reading o f quite (entry d ) , there 
seems to be no such tendency as regards the p lacement o f the negat ing 
particle a n d quite. As Cobuild ( 1 9 8 7 ) notes, quite is in these examples 

6 Completely and quite in its maximizer reading represent a type and a degree of synonymy 
that Cruse (1986: 265—291) terms as 'cognitive synonymy'. This means that they are not 
completely interchangeable but they can express minor differences of meaning. These 
differences, however, do not affect the truth value of the proposition (Paradis 1997: 66— 
71). 

7 An 'intensifying subjunct' is related to the semantic category of DEGREE and it 
"indicates a point on an abstractly conceived intensity scale; and the point indicated may 
be relatively low or relatively high." (Quirk et al. 1985: 589). 
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s y n o n y m o u s with exactly a n d just, a n d it thus has the role o f a focus i tem 
stressing precis ion. 

Quite has s o m e o f the characteristics o f a focus ing i tem also in entry 
(e) , where it seems to reveal h o w the entity in ques t ion has reached the 
l imit o f 'qual i f icat ion' in terms o f what is required f rom a prototypical 
example o f such an entity. In the C o b u i l d - e x a m p l e My heavens, you have 
quite a memory. I'd forgotten that song (entry e) , quite appears to emphas ize 
the high degree o f centrality that can be l inked to the nomina l memory in 
this context. A t the s a m e t ime it also seems to enhance the posit ive 
evaluat ion that is impl ied . Quite can, however, also intensify emot iona l ly 
s t rong nomina l s that are negatively loaded, as in It was quite a shock. 

Finally, entry (f) in Cobuild ( 1 9 8 7 ) exemplifies the role o f quite as a 
response i tem which is used in isolation wi thout a head a n d which 
expresses agreement with the previous speaker. 

T h e above survey o f the established readings o f quite illustrates h o w 
m a n y o f its readings are l inked to completeness a n d perfectivity. 
Diachronical ly , there has been a relation between quite a n d completeness , 
even though there has also been a parallel weakening o f its g rad ing force, 
which has resulted in the two present-day readings o f quite, i.e. the reading 
o f a m a x i m u m degree a n d the reading o f a m o d e r a t e degree (OED s.v. 
quite). F r o m the list o f entries f rom Cobuild we can see that w h e n quite 
c o m b i n e s with verbs (illustrations in entries a - d ) , the interpretat ions, 
regardless o f the fact whether the context is negative or affirmative, result 
in these roughly two different values o f degree. However , in order to 
capture the constraints that govern the semant ic h a r m o n y between quite 
a n d its verb, it is useful to focus o n affirmative contexts only (cf. entries a— 
b in Cobuild). T h e reason for this is that when quite occurs in the s cope o f 
a negat ive e lement , it tends to be less selective in its choice o f verbs. 
Bol inger ( 1 9 7 2 : 2 2 7 ) demonstra tes this, for instance, with the verb 
swallow, the complet ive feature o f swallow can be denied (i.e. / didn't quite 
swallow it) bu t it c annot be intensified affirmatively (i.e. * / quite swallowed 
it). I f o u n d similar cases in m y corpus a n d they are il lustrated b y examples 
(1) a n d (2 ) : 

(1) It didn't quite work. B D F S M 1 5 1 8 

(2) It cannot quite manage. B D H 8 R 3 9 6 7 
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T h e examples (1) and (2) show h o w it is acceptable to use quite with the 
verbs work a n d manage in negative contexts but in the corresponding 
affirmative contexts , i.e. Ut quite worked a n d Ut quite manages, this seems 
n o t to be the case. 

2 .3 T h e conceptual basis o f the readings o f quite 

T h e p u r p o s e o f this section is to o u d i n e the conceptual basis o f the 
readings o f quite within the cognit ive l inguistic f ramework (Langacker 
1 9 8 7 ) . F o r the m o d e l o f degree modif iers , Paradis ( 1 9 9 7 , 2 0 0 1 ) is used. I 
will first provide the general theoretical background o f the s tudy 
(subsect ion 2 .3 .1 ) before go ing on to identify what is required in terms o f 
configurat ional mean ing f rom those adjectives a n d verbs that c o m b i n e 
with quite ( subsections 2 . 3 . 2 a n d 2 . 3 . 3 , respectively). 

2.3.1 Theoretical background 
C o g n i t i v e l inguists consider language to be an essential part o f h u m a n 
cognit ion. F r o m this follows that there are clear correspondences between 
conceptual structures a n d l inguistic structures, a n d that l inguistic 
knowledge is processed like any other knowledge by means o f cognit ive 
abilities. I argue that l inguistic i tems m a p o n t o concepts in a cognit ive 
network. T h i s network consists o f d o m a i n s , which roughly correspond to 
all k inds o f complex cognit ive structure that we store in m e m o r y . T h e r e 
are two types o f doma ins , i.e. the content d o m a i n a n d the schemat ic 
d o m a i n (Paradis 1 9 9 7 : 4 8 - 4 9 ) . C o n t e n t d o m a i n s represent m e a n i n g 
proper (i.e. l inguistic m e a n i n g and encyclopaedic mean ing ) , whereas 
schemat ic d o m a i n s provide the representations for various configurative 
templates . B o t h these d o m a i n s are conceptual in character a n d reflect the 
way we perceive the world. Apart from the conceptual d o m a i n s , there is an 
operat ing system which consists o f different types o f construals which are 
i m p o s e d on the d o m a i n s by speakers a n d addressees in actual l anguage 
use. Construa l s represent ways o f s tructuring conceptual d o m a i n s in terms 
o f highl ight ing those conceptual areas that are relevant for the m e a n i n g 
that is intended in each particular context . T h e y reflect four general 
cognit ive processes, namely (i) the choice o f Gestalt, (ii) the focus ing o f 
at tent ion, salience, (iii) the ability o f m a k i n g judgement s , comparisons, and 
(iv) the selection o f speaker perspective (Crof t & W o o d 2 0 0 0 : 55—56). It 
shou ld be noted that the construals are kept apart only by definit ion; in 
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actual use they are highly interrelated a n d dynamic , thus enabl ing 
contextual flexibility. 

W h e n l inguist ic i tems activate conceptual patterns, they give rise to 
lexical meanings . W h a t d o m a i n s are evoked a n d which types o f construals 
are i m p o s e d o n the d o m a i n s , determines whether there is semant ic 
contrast or not . O p e n w o r d class i tems foreground concepts f rom the 
content d o m a i n , whereas function w o r d i tems, l ike degree modif iers (e.g. 
quite), f o reground concepts f rom the schemat ic d o m a i n , such as 
boundar ie s a n d scales. 

2.3.2 The modes of construal of degree modifiers and their adjectives 
T h e present sect ion deals with the configurat ional m e a n i n g o f degree 
modif iers a n d their adjectives, i.e. the m o d e s o f construal that they m a p 
o n t o . Previous research on degree modif iers o f adjectives (Paradis 1 9 9 7 , 
2 0 0 1 ) has shown that it is poss ible to predict f rom the m o d e s o f construal 
o f the c o m b i n i n g i tems the h a r m o n y o f a match . I f the degree modif ier 
a n d the gradable adjective m a p o n t o the s a m e type o f construal , the result 
is a successful m a t c h , as in the c o m b i n a t i o n quite/very long, bu t if they 
m a p o n to different types o f construals , the result is d i sharmonious , as in 
^completely long. Langacker ( 1 9 8 8 : 102) calls this m e c h a n i s m 'valence' : " a 
valence relation between two predicat ions is poss ible jus t in case these 
predicat ions overlap, in the sense that s o m e substructure within one 
corresponds to a substructure within the other a n d is construed as 
identical to i t" . Paradis ( 1 9 9 7 , 2 0 0 1 ) shows that the relevant construal 
operat ion in the degree modif ier-adjective c o m b i n a t i o n s is the a s s ignment 
o f boundar ies , i.e. the d i c h o t o m y o f b o u n d e d n e s s a n d u n b o u n d e d n e s s . 
S h e divides degree modif iers 8 into two m a i n types schematical ly: those that 
m a p o n to the m o d e o f construal o f totality (i.e. non-scalarity) in terms o f 
g rad ing a n d those that m a p o n to the m o d e o f construal o f scalarity in 
terms o f g rad ing (Paradis 1 9 9 7 : 2 8 ; 6 4 - 6 6 ) . H e r classification is presented 
in T a b l e 1. 

8 Her definition of a 'degree modifier' encompasses all forms and functions of degree 
words that modify a head (Paradis 1997: 15). 
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Tota l i ty 
modif iers 

reinforcers Maximizers quite, absolutely, completely, perfectly, 
totally, entirely, utterly 

attenuators A p p r o x i m a t o 
rs 

almost 

Scalar 
modif iers 

reinforcers Boosters very, terribly, extremely, most, awfully, 
jolly, highly, frightfully 

attenuators Modera tor s quite, rather, pretty, fairly attenuators 

Dimini shers a (little) bit, slightly, a little, somewhat 

T a b l e 1. D e g r e e modif iers d iv ided according to their degree force, i.e. 
reinforcing or at tenuat ing, a n d according to their type o f grading , i.e. 
totality or scalar (Paradis 1 9 9 7 : 2 8 ) . 

To ta l i ty modif iers , such as the maximizers quite a n d completely, relate to a 
definite a n d precise property o f the adjective: the m e a n i n g o f the adjective 
either applies in a certain s i tuat ion or it does not. F o r instance, there is 
usually no arguing about what quite/completely identical means . O n the 
basis o f the 'either-or' concept ion , totality modif iers are cons idered to be 
b o u n d e d in terms o f their m o d e o f gradability. B y contrast , scalar 
modif iers , such as the booster very and the modera tor quite, are 
u n b o u n d e d as to their m o d e o f gradability, s ince they d o n o t indicate a 
fixed value o f the adjective they apply to but specify a range o n an open-
ended scale o f the quality involved. T h e y are thus associated with the 
'more-or-less ' concept ion. B o t h a m o n g totality modif iers a n d scalar 
modif iers there are those that reinforce a n d those that at tenuate s o m e 
value o f the col locat ing adjective. T h e groups o f totality modif iers a n d 
scalar modif iers can thus be said to form an imaginary c o n t i n u u m , 
respectively, which extends f rom the m i n i m u m degree force-item (e.g. 
d iminisher in the scalar modif ier group) to the m a x i m u m degree force-
i tem (e.g. booster in the scalar modif ier g r o u p ) . T h e m e m b e r s o f each o f 

18 



Hannele Diehl 

these p a r a d i g m s denote m o r e or less the s a m e degree 3 . A s T a b l e 1 shows, 
quite occurs as a degree modif ier o f adjectives b o t h in the maximizer 
p a r a d i g m a n d in the modera tor p a r a d i g m . W h e n w e de termine the correct 
degree reading o f quite, it is necessary to p a y attention to contextual clues, 
which will often, bu t not always, d i s ambigua te the two readings 1 0 . 

L ike degree modif iers , gradable adjectives can be conceptual ized in 
terms o f their m o d e o f conf igurat ion. Paradis ( 1 9 9 7 : 63 ) divides them into 
three g roups , which are based o n two criteria o f gradabil ity, i.e. (i) the type 
o f degree modif ier the adjective m a y c o m b i n e with, a n d (ii) the type o f 
oppos i teness involved in the conceptual izat ion o f the adjective. Ba sed o n 
these criteria, gradable adjectives fall into three g roups which are presented 
in T a b l e 2 . 

D e f i n i n g Scalar E x t r e m e L i m i t adjectives 
features adjectives adjectives 

D e g r e e modif iers scalar totality totality 

O p p o s i t e n e s s a n t o n y m y a n t o n y m y complementar i ty 

T a b l e 2 . Cri ter ia for the division o f adjectives into scalar adjectives, 
extreme adjectives a n d l imit adjectives (Paradis 2 0 0 1 : 5 3 ) . 

Scalar adjectives (e.g. good, long a n d interesting) f o rm the m o s t typical 
g r o u p o f gradable adjectives s ince they fulfil all the criteria which are 
tradit ional ly used for gradabi l i ty (Paradis 1 9 9 7 : 6 4 ) . Fur thermore , they 
mani fes t all the features that C r u s e ( 1 9 8 6 : 2 0 4 ) defines as typical features 
o f a n t o n y m s . Apar t from being fully gradable , i.e. be ing able to occur in 
the compara t ive a n d the superlative, the m e m b e r s o f an a n t o n y m i c pair 
denote s o m e variable property, such as length, speed or merit . W h e n 
intensif ied, the m e m b e r s o f a pair m o v e in oppos i t e direct ions a long the 
scale which represents degrees o f the relevant variable property. For this 
reason, examples l ike very heavy a n d very light are m o r e widely separated 
o n the scale o f weight than fairly heavy a n d fairly light. Another feature o f 

9 In this respect they are 'cognitive synonyms' (Cruse 1986: 265—291); see footnote 6. 
1 0 Out of context it is impossible to say what quite means. Even with contextual clues it 

may sometimes be difficult to interpret the correct reading of quite. In such cases the 
international patterns of the speaker may be helpful. 
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an tonymic pairs is that the m e m b e r s o f a pair d o not strictly bisect a 
d o m a i n but there is a region o n the scale relating to a range o f values o f 
the variable property which does not apply properly to either term o f the 
pair. A s ta tement like 'It is neither long nor short ' refers to such a region 
a n d is, therefore, not paradoxical . A n t o n y m s a n d scalar adjectives can thus 
b e conceptual ized in terms o f 'more-or-less ' , i.e. in terms o f an u n b o u n d e d 
range o n a scale. In consequence , they c o m b i n e with scalar degree 
modif iers , as exempli f ied by quite/very/fairly long. 

Extreme adjectives (e.g. excellent, huge a n d brilliant) are like scalar 
adjectives in that they are antonymic a n d conceptual ized in terms o f a 
scale. O n this scale, however, they d o not denote a range like scalar 
adjectives do , bu t an ul t imate point . In this respect, they can b e descr ibed 
as implicit superlatives in that they express a superlative degree o f a 
particular feature. O n the basis o f this characteristic, then, extreme 
adjectives are cons idered to be gradable b o u n d e d adjectives. T h e y thus 
c o m b i n e with totality modif iers , as exemplif ied by absolutely excellent or 
totally brilliant. 

Finally, l imit adjectives (e.g. dead, true a n d identical) are only 
marginal ly gradable as they fulfil only o n e criterion o f the criteria 
traditionally used for gradability, i.e. they accept degree modif iers (Paradis 
1 9 9 7 : 6 4 ) . M o s t l imit adjectives have what Warren ( 1 9 9 2 : 19) calls 'fixed 
reference' l anguage users tend to agree b o t h on the m e a n i n g o f the 
adjective and o n its appl icat ion. A dead body is usually a dead body for all 
l anguage users. T h i s characteristic reflects the complementa ry nature o f 
l imit adjectives: they are conceptual ized in terms o f 'either-or'. T h e y can 
thus be descr ibed as be ing associated with a definite bound ary and , in 
consequence , they c o m b i n e with totality modif iers , as exempli f ied by 
completely dead or almost identical. 

M o s t gradable adjectives have a biased reading o f gradabil ity. For 
instance, the biased reading o f clear out o f context is as a l imit adjective, 
s ince its m e a n i n g can be paraphrased as 'not unclear' . It is the content 
d o m a i n that governs the bias for, in this case, the b o u n d e d 'either-or' 
construal . S o m e t i m e s , however, the adjective clear can be coerced into an 
u n b o u n d e d m o d e o f construal , as in By now I have a (fairly) clear idea 
about the recipe Benjamin used. In this example the modera tor fairly 
restricts the u n b o u n d e d interpretation o f the adjective clear. Paradis 
( 1 9 9 7 : 59) terms such a process 'contextual m o d u l a t i o n ' a n d po int s out 
that it takes place within m o n o s e m y , i.e. it does not usually alter the 
establ ished or biased m e a n i n g o f the adjective. 
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T h e way the gradable adjective is conceptual ized in terms o f its m o d e 
o f construal determines its choice o f a degree modifier : adjectives with 
u n b o u n d e d m o d e s o f construal (i.e. scalar adjectives) tend to select degree 
modif iers with u n b o u n d e d m o d e s o f construal (i.e. scalar modi f iers ) ; 
whereas adjectives with b o u n d e d m o d e s o f construal (i.e. extreme 
adjectives with a scalar conceptual izat ion a n d l imit adjectives wi th a n o n -
scalar conceptual izat ion) usually choose degree modif iers with b o u n d e d 
m o d e s o f construal (i.e. totality modif iers ) . O n c e a particular degree 
modi f ier is chosen, the actual use o f this degree modif ier restricts the 
interpretat ion o f the adjective a n d thereby makes the interpretat ion o f the 
adject ive u n a m b i g u o u s (Paradis 1 9 9 7 : 1 6 2 ) . F igure 1, which is a d o p t e d 
f r o m Paradis ( 2 0 0 1 : 5 4 ) , demonstra tes the patterns that degree modif iers 
a n d adjectives form in terms o f gradabil ity, oppos i teness a n d boundednes s . 

S C H E M A T Í C I T Y IN A D J E C T I V E S 

Sradafeility »»H-gradabtø 

Boimdedn«ss 

daisy 

Degres modifiers {none] bounded unbountisd bounded 

completely very absolutely 

Figure 1. T h e non-gradable a n d gradable d i c h o t o m y a n d the three bas ic 
types o f boundednes s (Paradis 2 0 0 1 : 5 4 ) . 

F igure 1 suggests that the degree modif ier quite can c o m b i n e wi th any 
type o f gradable adjectives. It co-occurs with u n b o u n d e d adjectives when 
it is u sed as a modera tor (e.g. quite long), whereas it c o m b i n e s wi th two 

complementarity 
(non-scalar) 

bonneted 

antonymy 
{scaiar} 

unbounded 

long excellent 
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types o f b o u n d e d adjectives when it is used as a maximizer : either with 
extreme adjectives with a scalar conceptual izat ion, e.g. quite excellent, or 
wi th limit adjectives with a non-scalar conceptual izat ion, e.g. quite dead. 

2.3.3 How is boundedness conceptualized in those verbs that combine with quite? 
T h i s section focuses o n the relationship between quite a n d the verbs it 
combines with in terms o f their conceptual izat ion.As the preceding survey 
o f degree modif iers o f adjectives based on Paradis ( 1 9 9 7 , 2 0 0 1 ) shows, the 
relevant construal operat ion in degree modifier-adjective combina t ions is 
the a s s ignment o f boundar ies , i.e. the d i c h o t o m y o f b o u n d e d n e s s a n d 
u n b o u n d e d n e s s , which in adjectives is l inked to scalarity/non-scalarity and 
gradabi l i ty in general. Gradabil i ty , however, is not only a feature o f 
adjectives but it can also be found in nouns a n d verbs (see e.g. Bol inger 
1 9 7 2 ) . W h a t is shared by all gradable p h e n o m e n a is that they have a 
feature which varies in intensity a n d which can be reinforced. T h e m o d e 
o f gradabil i ty in nouns , i.e. the d i c h o t o m y o f u n b o u n d e d n e s s and 
boundednes s , is traditionally associated with countabi l i ty (mass 
nouns / countab le n o u n s ) , whereas in verbs it is usually related to 
aspectual i ty" , e n c o m p a s s i n g the type o f s i tuat ion expressed by the verb 
(the aktionsari) as state/activity verbs or events ( cont inuous /non-
cont inuous , or telic/ non-tel ic) 1 2 . S tate a n d activity verbs tend to function 
as u n b o u n d e d entities (comparable to mass n o u n s ) , whereas event verbs 
usually function as b o u n d e d entities (and hence like count n o u n s ) . As 
Br in ton ( 1 9 9 8 : 3 7 ) exemplifies, event verbs typically give rise to c o u n t 
n o u n s (e.g. arrive > {an, *much} arrival; perform > {one, *a great deal ofi 
performance), while state a n d activity verbs characteristically yield mass 
n o u n s (e.g. live > {a quantity of *one} living, run > {much, a*} running). It 
shou ld be noted again , however, that such generalizations can b e 
overridden by the way a particular s i tuation is conceptual ized. For 
example , s o m e state a n d activity verbs can give rise to both c o u n t a n d 
m a s s uses o f nouns , depend ing o n h o w the s i tuat ion is construed. T o 

" I adopt Brinton's (1998: 38) definition of aspectuality which encompasses both aspect 
and aktionsart. By 'aspect' is meant "the view taken of a situation, either as a 
whole/complete (perfective) or incomplete/ongoing (imperfective)". By ''aktionsart' is 
meant "the inherent temporal nature of a situation, whether static or dynamic, punctual or 
durative, and telic (having a necessary endpoint) or atelic". 

1 2 The term 'situation' is used in this paper to refer to "a conceptual relationship which 
involves a relation and participants and contains a temporal dimension" (Dirven & Radden 
1999: 549). 
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illustrate, the verb run can yield b o t h a mas s n o u n , e.g. much running, a n d 
a c o u n t n o u n , e.g. a run, with a clear difference in mean ing : the mass 
n o u n running in, for example , Too much running will do you no good, is 
conceptual ized as an u n b o u n d e d , internally h o m o g e n e o u s s i tuat ion, a 
s egment o f which seems to represent the whole s i tuation. B y contrast , the 
c o u n t n o u n a run, in, for instance, After a five-mile run, Benjamin was 
exhausted, is conceptual ized as be ing heterogeneous a n d as hav ing well-
def ined boundar ies , i.e. a beg inning a n d an end. 

O n e tradit ional way o f deal ing with verbal aspect is Vendler ( 1 9 6 7 ) , 
which proposes four s i tuat ion types. T h e y are s u m m a r i z e d in Br in ton 
( 1 9 9 8 : 3 8 ) , on which T a b l e 3 is based , with o n e omiss ion . 

C la s s Aspectual i ty Example s 

1 states (static, durative, nontel ic) e.g. live, know, hate 

2 activities (dynamic , durative, 
nontelic) 

e.g. swim, play 

3 accompl i shments (dynamic , durative, 
telic) 

e.g. grow up, run a race 

4 achievements (dynamic , punctua l , 
telic) 

e.g. arrive, die, win a race 

T a b l e 3. T h e Vendler-classif ication o f s i tuat ion types 

W h e n deal ing with these, o n e should note that the whole verb phrase 
enters into the expression o f aktionsart. F o r instance, the verb run in 
Benjamin ran is an activity verb, whereas in Benjamin ran home it is an 
a c c o m p l i s h m e n t verb. In consequence , m a n y verbs be long to m o r e than 
o n e class by virtue o f having several related uses. O n the basis o f 
dynamici ty , o n e can dis t inguish three classes: activities, a ccompl i shment s 
a n d achievements . W h e n def ining these classes, I m a k e use o f The 
Cambridge Dictionary of Philosophy (henceworth CDP; s.v. action verb), i f 
n o t s tated otherwise. 

A n activity verb (e.g. drive, laugh, or meditate) describes someth ing that 
goes o n for a t ime but has n o inherent endpoint . It is possible to s top do ing 
such a thing but it is not possible to complete it. It is, however, possible to 
have d o n e it as soon as o n e has begun do ing it. A n accomplishment verb (e.g. 
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paint a fence, solve a problem, or climb a mountain) describes something that 
goes on for a t ime toward an inherent endpoint . S ince it takes a certain t ime 
to do such a thing, one cannot be said to have done it until it has been 
completed. Accompl i shments are thus b o u n d e d by their inception a n d 
complet ion points (Croft 2 0 0 0 : 13) . Frawley ( 1 9 9 2 : 1 8 3 - 1 8 4 ; 192) calls 
accompl i shments 'resultatives' a n d shows that they are ambiguous with 
almost. For example , in Benjamin almost painted a fence the interpretation 
depends o n what almost has in its scope, i.e. either the inchoative process 
itself — the event d id not occur at all —, or the end-point — the event is 
c la imed to have occurred but was not quite completed. A n achievement verb 
(e.g. reach a goal, drop an egg, hear an explosion), in compar i son , describes (i) 
the culminat ion o f an activity (e.g. finish a job), (ii) the effecting o f a change 
(e.g. fire an employee), or (iii) undergoing a change (e.g. forget a name). Such 
an activity does not go on for a period o f t ime but it m a y be the culmination 
o f something that does. Croft ( 2 0 0 0 : 11) observes that in an achievement 
only the first po in t o f the result state is profiled, i.e. the point which 
represents the transition from the rest state to the result state. T h e focus is 
thus on the fact that a boundary has been passed; it is not on the new state. 
T h i s does not, however, block the semantic interpretation o f the result state 
having been reached. 

D i rven & R a d d e n ( 1 9 9 9 ) survey s ituation types within a cognit ive 
l inguist ic f ramework and they e m p l o y the following three criteria when 
di s t inguishing between them: (i) the property o f changeability, as defined 
in terms o f involving a change or not ; (ii) the property o f duration, as 
def ined in terms o f the length o f t ime which an event takes, a n d (iii) the 
property o f boundedness, as def ined in terms o f l imitat ion in t ime by 
m e a n s o f a beg inning and an end. Dirven & R a d d e n ( 1 9 9 9 : 5 5 0 ) argue 
that changeabi l i ty is the m o s t impor tant property o f s i tuations because 
" [a ] change in a s ituation attracts our attention m o r e than anything else" . 
T h e y classify events as changeable s ituations and states as non-changeable 
s i tuat ions. Dirven & R a d d e n ( 1 9 9 9 : 5 5 2 ) illustrate, a m o n g other things, 
that the two m a i n s ituation types differ in terms o f their temporal 
structure: events al low one to ask by means o f a when-<\uesúon for the 
m o m e n t in t ime at which someth ing h a p p e n e d (e.g. When did she smash 
the winning ball?) whereas states d o not (e.g. *When does she love tennis?). 

Previous research (e.g. H a y , Kennedy & Levin 1 9 9 9 ; T s u j i m u r a 2 0 0 1 ) 
has shown that the traditional ways o f dealing with verbal aspect (e.g. 
Vendler 1967) d o not account for the behaviour o f various degree verbs. 
F r o m the point o f view o f the present paper, what seems to be problematic 
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is the mismatch in terms o f conceptualization between quite a n d the degree 
verb it combines with. T o illustrate, quite expresses a m a x i m u m degree, i.e. 
is conceptualized as bounded , when combin ing with s o m e state verbs, 
which are usually conceptualized as u n b o u n d e d , as they tend to last 
indefinitely. T h e examples / quite agree/understand, i.e. 'I completely 
agree/understand' (cf. entry (b) in Cobuild; see section 2 .2) illustrate such 
problematic cases. In order to approach the prob lem a n d to survey in 
general how boundedness is conceptualized in those verbs that c o m b i n e 
with quite I have used K e n n e d y & M c N a l l y ( 1 9 9 9 ) as a starting-point, 
which considers the relation between event structure a n d the scalar structure 
o f gradable properties associated with the situation. K e n n e d y & M c N a l l y 
( 1 9 9 9 : 174) demonstrate that deverbal adjectives with totally closed scales 
correspond to ' incremental theme ' 1 3 verbs. T h e y argue that there is 

a homomorphic relationship between the events they denote and 
(some measurable property of) their incremental theme arguments 
. . . [I]t is precisely this homomorphism that is responsible for the 
scalar properties of the derived adjectives, because it provides a 
template for building a closed scale, specifically a scale with a lower 
endpoint that corresponds to the minimal (sub)event involving (a 
minimal part of) the incremental theme or the relevant measurable 
property, and an upper endpoint that corresponds to the maximal 
event involving (all of) the incremental theme/property. (Kennedy 
& McNally 1999: 174) 

T o illustrate the close correspondence between deverbal adjectives with 
totally closed scales a n d incremental theme verbs, K e n n e d y & M c N a l l y 
( 1 9 9 9 : 175) prov ide examples such as a partially eaten meal a n d a fully 
understood problem. In a partially eaten meal, the meal is the incremental 
theme in the s i tuat ion described. T h e r e is a m a p p i n g between the progress 
o f the event o f eat ing a n d a property o f the meal , i.e. the quant i ty /vo lume 
o f the food that it includes/holds . In consequence , the degree to which the 
meal can be sa id to be eaten corresponds to the degree to which it has 
progressed through an event o f eating. S ince it is poss ible to define a 
beg inning p o i n t a n d an e n d p o i n t for this event (i.e. when the mea l is 
u n t o u c h e d a n d complete ly eaten, respectively), it is also poss ib le to 

13 Dowry (1991) describes the entity undergoing the incremental change the incremental 
theme. For instance, in mow the lawn, the lawn is the incremental theme since it is possible 
to determine the progress of the entire event by looking at the state of the lawn. 
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F igure 2 . A totally closed scale, as illustrated, for instance, by a partially 
eaten meal a n d a fully/well understood problem (examples by K e n n e d y & 
M c N a l l y 1 9 9 9 : 175) . 

In compar i son , the participle understood (e.g. a fully understood problem) 
does not, at first sight, seem to correspond to a prototypical incremental 
theme verb, as K e n n e d y & M c N a l l y ( 1 9 9 9 : 179) po int out . However , i f 
w e consider h o w it is poss ible to measure the progress in our 
unders tand ing in terms o f the quant i ty o f the facts/issues that we 
unders tand , then the relation to an incremental theme verb seems perhaps 
to be clearer. O t h e r examples o f totally closed scale-participles that I can 
think o f are, for example , a fully known fact a n d fully agreed standards. T h e 
fact that these participial adjectives are c o m b i n e d with a proport ional 
modif ier like fully indicates that the adjectives are associated with totally 
c losed scales. S u c h adjectives also tend to accept the modif ier well 
( K e n n e d y & M c N a l l y 1 9 9 9 : 173 ) . 

A participial adjective like needed, by contrast , does not refer to a 
totally c losed scale since it does not accept fully, as exemplif ied by ?a fully 
needed rest (Kennedy & M c N a l l y 1 9 9 9 : 174) . It does , however, accept the 
modif ier much, as in a much needed rest, which in K e n n e d y & M c N a l l y 
( 1 9 9 9 : 1 7 3 - 1 7 6 ) is l inked to a scale that is only partially closed, i.e. it is 
c losed only o n the b o t t o m end. Such a scale is i l lustrated in F igure 3: 

> 
Figure 3. A partially closed scale, as exemplif ied by a much needed/wanted 
rest (examples by K e n n e d y & M c N a l l y 1999 : 1 7 4 - 1 7 6 ) . 
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T h e lower e n d p o i n t corresponds to a min ima l (sub)event or state which 
m u s t be reached before the adjectival property can be appl ied to its 
a r g u m e n t ( K e n n e d y & M c N a l l y 1 9 9 9 : 176 ) . F o r example , an entity 
cannot qualify as needed until it shows s o m e m i n i m a l need relation to 
s o m e o n e / s o m e t h i n g . A c c o r d i n g to K e n n e d y & M c N a l l y ( ibid . ) , such a 
structure o n the adjectival scale mirrors the origins o f participial adjectives 
l ike needed/wanted: they are often derived f rom atelic verbs which describe 
s i tuat ions where there is no m a x i m a l event or state. In the s a m e way, there 
is n o natural upper endpo in t o n the adjectival scale. 

W h e n w e look at the scale types, i.e. a totally closed scale a n d a 
partially closed scale, a n d the degree force they seem to evoke 1 4 , w e can 
discern two analogies : (i) an analogy between a totally c losed scale a n d an 
express ion o f a m a x i m u m degree, which is reflected b y the c losed upper 
b o u n d a r y o f the scale; a n d (ii) an analogy between a partially c losed scale 
a n d an express ion o f a relative reinforcing degree, which is reflected b y the 
o p e n upper b o u n d a r y o f the scale. W h e n w e app ly the analogies to the 
type o f g rad ing d e n o t e d by degree modif iers o f verbs, w e can see that the 
c losed upper e n d p o i n t o f a totally closed scale corresponds to the not ion 
o f a 'maximizer ' which can be encoded by, for instance, completely or quite, 
as in 'I qu i te /comple te ly agree/understand' . In these examples the 
m o m e n t a r y events o f agreeing a n d unders tanding can b e conceptual ized as 
involving a transit ion from the states o f not agree ing/not unders tand ing to 
the states o f agree ing/unders tanding . T h e transit ion can be conceptual ized 
as a definite b o u n d a r y the pass ing o f which is foregrounded a n d o n which 
quite!completely focus as maximizers . S ince there is an event, i.e. a 
changeable s i tuat ion, involved, it is poss ible to ask for the m o m e n t in t ime 
at which s o m e t h i n g happened , e.g. At what point did he completely 
understandi agree? (cf. D i rven & R a d d e n 1 9 9 9 ) . T h i s m o m e n t in t ime can 
be conceptual ized as a definite point . 

A s for the partially c losed scale, it appears to correspond to the not ion 
o f a 'booster ' which can be encoded by, for instance, very much, a n d which 
has the role o f express ing a relative reinforcing degree. A s discussed earlier, 
K e n n e d y & M c N a l l y ( 1 9 9 9 : 1 7 4 - 1 7 6 ) connect the participial adjectives 
needed/wanted with a partially closed scale bu t the corre sponding verbs 
need a n d want d o not s eem to harmonize with quite, as exempli f ied by 
?Benjamin quite needs/wants to do this. However , quite does s eem to accept 

14 Based only on the existence of an upper boundary or not. I have disregarded the lower 
boundaries altogether as they lie outside of the focus of quite. 

27 



Quite As a Degree Modifier of Verbs 

s o m e other verbs that express des ire 1 5 the way need a n d want d o , i.e. the 
verbs fancy, hope a n d wish (e.g. I quite fancy him; I quite hope that you will 
attend the meeting, I quite wish you would attend the meeting). L ike need 
a n d want, these verbs can be associated with a partially closed scale (e.g. / 
fancy him very much; I hope very much that you will attend the meeting, I 
wish very much that you would attend the meeting). Apar t f rom classifying 

fancy as a 'verb o f desire' , Levin ( 1 9 9 3 : 191) also classifies it as an ' admire ' -
verb , inc luding in the s a m e category such verbs as appreciate, envy, enjoy, 
a n d like. All these verbs accept both quite a n d very much, which illustrates 
that they harmonize with the u n b o u n d e d m o d e s o f construal o f these 
degree modif iers (cf. H completely like him etc.) . W h a t seems to be 
foregrounded in such situations is the lack o f a change which can be 
conceptual ized as the lack o f a definite boundary on a scale. Such 
u n b o u n d e d n e s s is often associated with relativity. O n e can ask, for 
instance, 'How much d o y o u like h im? ' a n d get answers like 'I like h i m a 
bit' or 'I like h i m very much', which specify a range, respectively, o n the 
imaginary scale o f ' l i k i n g ' . O n e cou ld also be given the answer 'I don't like 
h i m , but I don't dislike h i m , either'. A n answer like this reveals that there 
seems to be a region o n the scale that lies between those covered by the 
oppos i t e verbs like and dislike. In this respect, then, u n b o u n d e d verbs like 
the ones above, seem to behave like u n b o u n d e d adjectives (see section 
2 . 3 . 2 ) . 

T h e above survey seems to suggest that boundednes s in those verbs 
that c o m b i n e with quite can be conceptual ized as the foregrounding o f the 
proper ty o f changeability. I f the s i tuation involves the foregrounding o f a 
change , i.e. the m o d e o f construal o f the verb is clearly b o u n d e d , then 
quite functions as a b o u n d e d maximizer , as in / quite agree/understand. I f 
there is no foregrounding o f a change involved in the s i tuation, i.e. the 
m o d e o f construal o f the verb is u n b o u n d e d , then quite functions as an 
u n b o u n d e d booster, as in I quite like/fancy this, i.e. 'I l ike/fancy this very 
much'. Such observations allow m e to formulate the hypothesis that it is the 
configurational reading o f the verb in terms o f boundedness /unboundedness 
o n a particular occurrence o f use that selects a n d constrains the reading o f 
quite. T h e actual use o f quite then confirms the interpretation o f the verb 
a n d thereby makes the interpretation o f the verb u n a m b i g u o u s . T o 
illustrate, in / quite like this, the verb like selects the use o f quite as a 

15 Levin (1993: 194-195) classifies the verbs need, want, fancy, hope and wish, among 
other things, as 'verbs of desire'. 
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booster o n the basis o f its o w n u n b o u n d e d conceptual izat ion, a n d quite 
then conf irms this interpretation. Because o f the conceptual izat ion o f the 
verb like, the use o f quite c annot be interpreted in any other way, i.e. ' * I 
completely l ike h i m ' . T h e next section takes a l ook at the actual use o f quite 
as a degree modi f ier o f verbs in written Brit ish Engl i sh . 

3. Quite as a degree modifier of verbs in the BNC data 

T h e p u r p o s e o f this section is to examine the actual use o f quite as a degree 
modi f ier o f verbs in the B N C data . A s no ted earlier, quite is used as a 
max imizer when it takes scope over a verb which m a p s o n t o a b o u n d e d 
m o d e o f construal , a n d it is used as a booster when it takes scope over a 
verb which m a p s o n t o an u n b o u n d e d m o d e o f construal . 

3 .1 Max imizer 

I will start by present ing cases where quite c o m b i n e s with various menta l 
verbs a n d in these gives rise to a maximizer reading, i.e. it can be replaced 
b y a suitable m e m b e r o f the maximizer p a r a d i g m (see T a b l e 1) . C o n s i d e r 
examples (3 ) - (7 ) : 

(3) I quite understand. B D J 4 0 0 0 8 6 

(4) M r . Walker : I can quite understand the H o n . G e n t l e m a n ' s neurosis . 
B D G 3 H 0 0 6 6 

(5) 'I quite agree.' B D J X S 2 0 5 5 

(6) O n e quite sees that she cou ld not . B D H 7 P 0 9 4 6 

(7) 'I quite forgot that y o u d o n ' t l ike it. ' B D H G D 3 4 4 1 

I have interpreted examples (3)—(7) as cases o f menta l verbs with an 
achievement sense which all involve m o m e n t a r y events. W h a t is 
fo regrounded is the pass ing f rom o n e state to another which can be 
conceptua l ized as a boundary . In examples (3) — (7) there is thus a valence 
relation between the b o u n d e d m o d e o f construal o f the verb a n d the 
b o u n d e d m o d e o f construal o f quite. Apar t f rom c o m b i n i n g with quite, 
the above verbs also accept another totality modif ier , i.e. the approx imator 
almost (e.g. / almost understand/agree/forgot) f rom the p a r a d i g m o f 
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attenuators (see T a b l e 1). T h i s shows that boundednes s is foregrounded in 
examples (3) - (7) . 

O t h e r cases o f quite as a maximizer o f verbs are illustrated in 
examples (8) - ( 1 1 ) . Aga in it is possible to replace quite with s o m e suitable 
m e m b e r o f the maximizer p a r a d i g m . 

(8) B u t curiously enough the regret she felt, not for anything she had 
d o n e but for what she hadn' t , quite put an end to the o ld wear i some 
illusion o f prosecut ion a n d trial. B D H O R 2 6 2 3 

(9) However , she mainta ined the moral impetus o f her early years, 
a l though she had quite cast off its derivations a n d turned her back 
u p o n its fraudulent source; the narrow fervours a n d disapprovals were 
there, but their objects h a d subtly altered over the years. B D E F P 0 0 4 

(10) N o w that Bernard left industrial act ion to others, the heart had quite 
gone out o f the s ta f f s work-to-rule a n d normal relations were 
resumed. B D H G J 2 4 6 5 

(11) Ca th ie h a d recovered complete ly f rom her near-abort ion, a n d to 
D o u g l a s she seemed not only to be g lowing with health, bu t with 
someth ing else as well, a k ind o f radiance that h a d quite transformed 
her. B D J O S 3 0 3 0 

W h a t is c o m m o n for examples (8) - (11) is the foregrounding o f 
boundednes s which is achieved by construing the s i tuations as non-
durat ional events which can be captured by a when-o^ssuon, e.g. example 
( 1 0 ) : When had the heart gone out of the staffs work-to-rule? When Bernard 
had left industrial action to others. As for example (9) , however, it is also 
poss ible to construe it as a durat ional event, i.e. How long did it take for her 
to cast off its derivations?, but in that case the event w o u l d still be construed 
with boundar ies , i.e. as an event c o m p o s e d o f various b o u n d e d subevents 
as the person in quest ion deals with each derivation at a t ime. 

Relat ing to the property o f boundednes s , it was m e n t i o n e d in section 
2 . 2 . that the use o f quite is often l inked to perfectivity. T h i s is also the case 
with the examples above in s o m e o f which a sense o f perfectivity is created 
by means o f a perfective particle, e.g. off in example (9) a n d out in example 
( 1 0 ) . T h e s a m e effect can also be achieved in a s i tuation which involves a 
n o n - h u m a n be ing as it often implies an unintending agent, a n d 
consequently , less focus on a d o i n g than o n a result (Bol inger 1 9 7 2 : 2 2 6 ) . 
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T h e nomina l s regret in example (8) , heart in example (10) a n d radiance in 
e x a m p l e (11) illustrate such cases. 

T h e da ta show, then, that quite is used as a maximizer when it 
c o m b i n e s with a verb that m a p s o n t o a b o u n d e d m o d e o f construal . Le t us 
n o w turn to cases where quite is used as a booster. 

3 .2 Boos ter 

E x a m p l e s (12) — (14) illustrate h o w the not ional term 'booster ' is e n c o d e d 
b y quite, which has the role o f expressing a relative reinforcing degree. It 
can be replaced by a suitable m e m b e r o f the booster pa rad igm, e.g. very 
much. Cons ider : 

( 12 ) R ichard was a nice m a n , a n d ordinari ly she w o u l d have quite looked 
forward to an evening with h i m . B D H A 7 2 5 1 7 

(13) Lou i se isn't interested in m o n e y as such, b u t she quite likes things . 
B D G O Y 

(14) I quite enjoy shopp ing . B D E B R 0 9 4 2 

T h e examples (12)—(14) are s imilar to examples (3)—(7) in that they all 
consis t o f menta l verbs. In examples (12)—(14), however, there is n o 
change foregrounded as the s i tuations involve last ing states which can be 
conceptua l ized as u n b o u n d e d . In consequence , when-cpiesúons d o n o t 
general ly apply to such cases, e.g. *When does Louise like things? ( example 
13 ) . E x a m p l e s (12)—(14) show, then, h o w the u n b o u n d e d m o d e s o f 
construal o f quite a n d the verb it applies to harmonize . 

In short , the B N C - d a t a suggest that quite as a degree modif ier co-
occurs with verbs that m a p o n t o b o u n d e d or u n b o u n d e d m o d e s o f 
construal . T h e r e are two types o f gradable verbs: those which are 
associated wi th a b o u ndar y a n d those which are not . I f the m o d e o f 
construal o f the col locat ing verb is clearly b o u n d e d , then quite funct ions as 
a b o u n d e d maximizer , as in / quite agree/understand, bu t if the m o d e o f 
construal o f the col locat ing verb is u n b o u n d e d , then quite functions as an 
u n b o u n d e d booster , as in / quite like/fancy this, i.e. 'I l ike/fancy this very 
much\ F ind ings in the data suppor t the hypothesis that the 
conf igurat ional reading o f the verb that c o m b i n e s with quite o n a 
part icular occurrence o f use selects a n d constrains the reading o f quite. It 

31 



Quite As a Degree Modifier of Verbs 

should be noted , however, that the findings are based o n posit ive evidence 
o f which there is never enough . 

4. Conclusion 

T h e present s tudy investigates quite as a degree modif ier o f verbs in 
written Brit ish Engl i sh on the basis o f the B N C . It explores the constraints 
that govern the semant ic h a r m o n y between quite a n d the verbs it applies 
to . T h e s tudy is conduc ted in the f ramework o f cognit ive linguistics 
(Langacker 1 9 8 7 ) , a n d for a m o d e l o f degree modif iers , Paradis ( 1 9 9 7 , 
2 0 0 1 ) is used. T h e data are based o n 3 1 r a n d o m occurrences o f quite as a 
degree modif ier o f verbs in affirmative contexts. T h e hypothesis is that the 
configurat ional reading o f the verb that c o m b i n e s with quite o n a 
particular occurrence o f use selects a n d constrains the reading o f quite. I f 
the m o d e o f construal o f the col locat ing verb is clearly b o u n d e d , then 
quite functions as a b o u n d e d maximizer , as in / quite understand, but if the 
m o d e o f construal o f the collocating verb is u n b o u n d e d , then quite 
functions as an u n b o u n d e d booster, as in / quite fancy this. T h e data 
suppor t the hypothesis in so far as they are based o n posit ive evidence. 
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