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Theinterrogative mental state predicates do you think, do you suppose and do you believe
A corpus-based synchronic study of grammaticalization

Julie Van Bogaert (Ghent University)

The study of mental state predicates (MSPs) suchishas largely been restricted to first
person singular declarative uses (e.g. Urmson 18B@mpson & Mulac 1991; Aijmer 1997;
Thompson 2002). Urmson was the first to systemliitickescribe the special properties of
these “parenthetical verbs”, i.e. verbs which,ttie first person present, can be used (...) fol-
lowed by ‘that’ and an indicative clause, or els@ be inserted at the middle or end of the
indicative sentence” (1952: 221). He shows thay tieeve two readings, a parenthetical and a
non-parenthetical one — which can be understooda agrammaticalized and a non-
grammaticalized reading — and when used paren#tigtithey do not describe psychological
conditions but they modify the claim to truth madethe complement clause (1952: 223-
224). Grammaticalized MSPs can be said to havergode a shift from propositional to in-
terpersonal (cf. Traugott 1982).

Unlike the vast majority of studies on MSPs, théper concentrates on second person
singular interrogative uses tfink, suppos@ndbelieve Seeing that think, | supposend|
believeare used to express the speaker’s subjectivedsfitomment or stance (e.g. Aijmer
1997; Scheibman 2002; Thompson 2002; Karkkainer8R@bis paper wishes to examine to
what extentdlo you think, do you suppoaaddo you believare the first person MSPs’ inter-
actional correlates, inquiring about the interlocig stance. It will be seen that this stance-
inviting function is highly intersubjective (Trauja& Dasher 2002). The question will be
asked whether it is legitimate to call the paiteink — do you think, | suppose — do you sup-
poseand | believe — do you believexpressions of subjective modality as defined by- Ve
straete (2001).

This study employs corpus data from the ICE-GB t#edBNC to see whether the func-
tion of inviting the interlocutor’s stance is aggmaticalized as the more familiar function of
expressing speaker stance and to identify anyrdiifees between the three MSPs regarding
their respective degrees of grammaticalization. Ualigative as well as a quantitative ap-
proach will be adopted to deal with these issubg. ualitative analysis consists in a descrip-
tion of the different formal and functional typelimterrogative MSP, taking into account pa-
rameters such as, amongst other things, pol@tayou think — don’t you thinkposition(Do
you think Frank will help us? — Will Frank help wg you think?)the use of the complemen-
tizer (Do you suppose (that) all those books are Vivianand the semantics of the host
clause (factual, evaluative or deontic, cf. Simamulenbergen 2000). As regards the quanti-
tative side of this study, the frequencies of titerrogative pattern as compared to that of the
declarative one will receive due attention as Wk proportion of grammaticalized as op-
posed to non-grammaticalized uses.
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