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whichwereproposedbyVendler(1967),Dowty(1979),VanValin&LaPolla(1997),

andVanValin(2005).Especially,thisempiricalstudyattemptedtoinvestigatehow

theverbclassesareacquiredby65EFLcollegelearners.Thesubjectsrespondedto

a20-item instrumentbyindicatingwhethersentencesinwhichverbsoccurinthe

progressiveaspectorco-occurwithsomephraseswereacceptableornot.Their

responsesweresubmittedtoaWinstepsprogram thatisbasedontheRasch

analysis.Theitem fitindicesshowedthateachtestitem followedRaschanalysis

expectations.FurtherRaschanalysisshowedthatthecombinedsemanticfeaturesof

bothpunctualandtelicweremoredifficultthanasinglesemanticfeatureofstaticor

telic,andthattheverbclasswhichisunmarkedforallthethreesemanticfeatures

wastheeasiest.Thisresultindicatedthatsemanticmeaningsmaybehierarchically

organizedsothatverbswithsemanticallymoredifficultfeaturesarelikelytobe

moredifficultthanothers.Inparticular,itwasfoundthatthehierarchicaldifficulty

orderwasfrom theeasiestclassofactivityverbs,whichareunmarkedforallthe

threesemanticfeatures,tostateverbs,toaccomplishmentverbs,andtothemost

difficultclassofachievementverbs,whicharemarkedforbothpunctualityand

telicity.Apracticalapproachforteachingverbmeaningswassuggested,basedona

consciousness-raisingtask.
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1. Introduction

Therearemany waysto classify verbs,depending upon grammatical

behaviorsconsidered.Forexample,onewayofgroupingtheverbsreliesupon

whetherimplicativenessispartoftheirmeaning,whichenablesustocorrectly

understandthemeaningofthesentenceinwhichtheverbinvolvedoccurs

(Givón,1984).Thesentencecontaininganimplicativeverbimpliesthatthe

manipulationexpressedbythemeaningoftheverbissuccessfulwhereasthat

containinganon-implicativeverbdoesnot.Verbscanalsobedividedinto

stativeverbsanddynamicones,whichmakesitpossibletoexplaingrammatical

phenomenon related to theprogressiveaspectand pseudo-cleftsentences

(Greenbaum & Quirk,1990).Stativeverbscannotoccurintheprogressive

aspect.Theycannotoccurinpseudo-cleftsentencesasasubjectcomplement,

either.However,dynamiconescanoccurinbothconstructions.Itisalso

possible to categorize verbs further into four types,considering their

grammaticalbehaviorsincludingco-occurrence:state,activity,accomplishment,

andachievementverbs.Thepurposeofthisstudyistofindhierarchies,ifany,

ofthe four verb classes and,accordingly,those ofsemantic features

characteristicoftheverbclassesinKoreanEFLlearners'acquisition.

2. Four verb classes and their semantic features

Examplesofverbsfrom thefourcategoriesareasfollows(Vendler,1967;

Dowty,1979;VanValin&LaPolla,1997;VanValin,2005):

1)a.States:know,believe,have,desire,love,besick,betall,bedead

b.Activities:run,walk,swim,pushacart,driveacar,march,roll(the

intransitiveversions),think,rain,read,eat,snow,write,drink

c.Accomplishments:paintapicture,makeachair,deliverasermon,

drawacircle,recoverfrom illness,melt,freeze,dry,learn

d.Achievements:recognize,spot,find,lose,reach,die,pop,explode,

collapse,shatter
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Thefirstgrammaticalbehaviortoconsideriswhetheraverbcanoccurinthe

progressiveaspectornot.Letuslookintotheexamples,asfollows:

2)a.*Billisknowingtheanswer.

b.Brittneyissinging.

c.Thesnowismelting.

d.*Theballoonispopping.

Intheaboveexamples,(2a)isungrammaticalbecausetheverbknowisstatic

aspartofitsmeaning.Averbcanbesaidtobenon-staticifitcanoccurina

sentenceasananswertothequestionWhathappened?orWhatishappening?(Van

Valin&LaPolla,1997;VanValin,2005).Suchverbsasknowareclassedasstate

verbsaccordingtotheAktionsartclassification(Dowty,1979).Stateverbscannot

occurin the progressive aspect.Interestingly,the example (2d)isalso

unacceptable.Thereasonisthattheverbpophasnointernaldurationaspartof

itsmeaning.1)Sotheverbswhichhavenotemporaldurationaspartoftheir

meaningcannotoccurintheprogressiveaspect.Thesepunctualverbsare

namedachievementverbsinAktionsart(Dowty,1979).Fromtheexamplesin(2)

above,itispossibletosaythatonlytheverbswhicharenon-staticandwhich

haveinternaltemporaldurationcanoccurintheprogressiveaspect.Inother

words,tousesemanticfeaturestorepresentthesamephenomenon,onlythe

verbswhichare[-static]and[-punctual]canoccurintheprogressiveaspect.

Letusconsidertheexamplestoseewhethertheverbscanco-occurwiththe

adverbactively,asfollows:

3)a.*Thomasknowstheansweractively.

b.Lindsayissingingactively.

c.*Thesnowmeltedactively.

d.*Thewindowbrokeactively.

Intheaboveexamples,only(3b)isacceptable.Theverbslikesinghaveno

inherentterminalpointaspartoftheirmeaningandthusarerepresentedbythe

1)Ofcourse,thesentenceTheballoonsarepoppingisgrammaticalwiththesubjectinplural,in

whichismeanteachballoonpoppinginsequence.
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semanticfeature[-telic].Inthatsense,theyarelikestateverbs.Ontheother

hand,theyaredifferentfrom stateverbsinthattheyarenon-staticwhereas

stateverbsarestatic.Suchverbsassingarecategorizedasactivityverbsinthe

Aktionsartverbclasses(Dowty,1979).Theaboveexamplesshow thatonly

activityverbscanco-occurwithactively.Theycanalsoco-occurwithsuch

adverbs as vigorously,energetically,and dynamically.Activity verbs are

characterizedinsemanticfeaturesas[-static]and[-telic].

Letusexaminetheexamplesinwhichthepaceadverbslowlyoccurs,as

follows:

4)a.*Monicaknowstheanswerslowly.

b.Madonnaissingingslowly.

c.Thesnowismeltingslowly.

d.*Thebombexplodedslowly.

Thelinguisticbehaviorsshownaboveindicatethattheyareparallelwith

thoseintheexamplesin(2).Thatistosay,theverbswhichcanoccurinthe

progressiveaspectalsocanco-occurwiththepaceadverbslowly.Sowecansay

thatonlytheverbsthatare[-static]and[-punctual]canco-occurwithsuchpace

adverbsasslowlyandquickly.

Letusinvestigatetheexamplesinwhichafor-timephraseoccurs,asfollows:

5)a.JohnlikedAnitaforanhour.

b.Angeladancedfortenminutes.

c.Thesnowmeltedforanhour.

d.*Thewindowbrokefortenminutes.

Intheexamplesin(5)above,only(5d)isunacceptable.Thecharacteristicof

theverbbreakisthatithasnointernaltemporaldurationatallaspartofits

meaning(VanValin&LaPolla,1997;VanValin,2005).Thekindofverbsis

representedbythesemanticfeature[+punctual]andthefeaturepicksbreakout

from amongtheverbsoccurringinsentencesin(5).Theverbswhichsharethe

feature[+punctual]aregroupedtogetherasachievementverbsandtheycannot

occurinafor-timephrase,asshownintheaboveexamples.Theotherway
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around,itisalsopossibletosaythatonly[-punctual]verbscanco-occurwitha

for-timephrase.

Sinceitwasexaminedpreviouslywhethertheverbsinconsiderationcould

co-occurwithafor-timephrase,itseemsnaturaltochecktoseewhetherthey

canco-occurwithanin-timephrase,asfollows:

6)a.*RaymondlikedMaryinanhour.

b.*Hillarydancedintenminutes.

c.Thesnowmeltedinanhour.

d.*Thewindowbrokeintenminutes.

Aspresentedabove,only(6c)isacceptablewhiletheothersarenot.The

verbslikemeltoccurringin(6c)havebothinherentterminalpointandinternal

temporaldurationaspartoftheirmeaningandaccordingly,arerepresentedby

thesemanticfeatures[+telic]and[-punctual],respectively(VanValin&LaPolla,

1997;VanValin,2005).Thoseverbsareclassifiedasaccomplishmentverbsand

theyalonecanco-occurwithanin-timephrase.

Letustakestockofthediscussionsofar.Verbscanbedividedintosuch

fourdifferentcategoriesasstate,activity,accomplishment,andachievement

verbs,accordingtotheAktionsartverbclasses(Dowty,1979).2)Theclassification

isjustifiedsincethefourgroupsofverbsshow differencesintheirlinguistic

behaviors.First,stateandachievementverbscannotoccurintheprogressive

aspectwhereasactivityandaccomplishmentverbscan.Second,onlyactivity

verbscanco-occurwithsuchverbsasactively,vigorously,dynamically,and

energetically.Third,activityandaccomplishmentverbscanco-occurwithsuch

paceadverbsasslowlyandquicklywhilestateandachievementverbscannot.

Fourth,onlyachievementverbscannotco-occurwithafor-timephrasewhereas

theotherscan.Lastly,onlyaccomplishmentverbscanco-occurwithanin-time

phrasewhereastheotherscannot.

Thefourverbclasseswhich show differentgrammaticalbehaviorsare

representedbysemanticfeatures,asfollows:

2)MoreverbclassesareputforwardinVanValinandLaPolla(1997)andinVanValin(2005)

thaninDowty(1979),butthispaperfocusesonthefourverbclassestoserveitsown

purpose.
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Table 1. Verb classes and their semantic features

Static Telic Punctual

State ＋ － －

Activity － － －

Accomplishment － ＋ －

Achievement － ＋ ＋

Asseeninthetableabove,activityverbsareunmarkedforallthethree

semanticfeatures,bothstateandaccomplishmentverbsaremarkedforonlyone

feature,andachievementverbsaremarkedfortwofeatures.Basedonthe

un/markednessoftheverbclassesforthesemanticfeatures,itispossibleto

predictthatactivityverbsaretheeasiestonesandachievementverbsarethe

mostdifficultonesinKoreanEnglishlearners'acquisition.Inotherwords,itis

hypothesizedthatactivityverbsareontheleftmostside,achievementverbson

therightmostside,andbothstateandaccomplishmentverbsinthemiddleof

thecontinuum ofacquisitiondifficulty.

3. Research questions

Acknowledgingthefactthatverbscanbecategorizedintofourclassesand

thefourclassesofverbsshow differentlinguisticbehaviors,thisresearch

addressesthefollowingquestions:

First,arethereanydimensionsofmeaningamongverbsandifso,docollege

studentslearningEnglishasL2distinguishtheverbclassesfrom oneanother

withrespecttowhethertheyarestate,activity,accomplishment,orachievement

verbs?Alternatively,dointernalsemanticstructuresofverbsexistandifso,do

collegestudentsdistinguishtheverbclassesfrom oneanotherwithrespectto

suchsemanticfeaturesas[static],[telic],and[punctual]?Isitpossibletoconfirm

theinternalsemanticstructuresoftheverbclassesthroughtheRaschanalysis,a

typeofitem responsetheory?

Second,isthereanyhierarchyoftheverbclassesinthedegreeofeasinessor

difficultyoftheirmeaninginrelationtotheirgrammaticalbehaviors?DoEFL
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learnersfindaspecifictypeofverbalmeaningeasierormoredifficultthan

others?Ifso,whatistherootofthephenomenon?

Third,whataretheimplicationsofthedifferentdimensionsofverb

meaningsforteachingverbs?

4. Method

4.1. Subjects

A totalof65 subjectsparticipated in thisstudy.Allofthem were

undergraduateEnglishmajorsatalargeuniversity.Theyincludestudentsat

fourgradelevels,first,second,third,andfourthyearstudents.Atthetimeof

thisstudy,thesubjectsweretakingcoursesonEnglishteachingandlearning,

linguistics,andEnglishgrammar.TheyhavebeenstudyingEnglishasaforeign

languagesincetheirthirdyearinelementaryschool.AlthoughtheTOEICor

TOEFLtestscoresofthesubjectswerenotknown,theirEnglishabilitywas

consideredintermediateoraboveintermediatebynativespeakerteacherswho

hadbeenteachingthesubjectsforanumberofsemesters.Thesubjectswere

takingthecoursesinwhichthemedium ofinstructionisinEnglish.

4.2. Instrument

BasedonthetheoreticalassumptionofverbtypesproposedbyVendler

(1967),Dowty(1979),VanValin&LaPolla(1997),andVanValin(2005),oneof

theresearchersdevelopedthe20-item instrumentthatwascomposedof4

differenttypesofverbs,asintable2below.Theinstrumentwaspreparedfor

thefivetestsinsuchawaythatasentencewithaverbbelongingtoaverbclass

doesnotoccurinsequencewithanothersentencecontainingaverbbelongingto

anotherverbclassforthesametest.Thiswaysubjectsarepreventedoratleast

hinderedfrom realizingwhattheyaretestedfor.Inaddition,verbswhichare

consideredfamiliar,from thepointoffrequency,tothesubjectswerechosen

from eachverbclass.Finally,thesubjectswereaskedtoindicatewhethereach

item intheinstrumentwascorrectorincorrect.
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Table 2. Test items

1)Madonnaissingingquickly.( )

2)RaymondlikedMaryinanhour.( )

3)Angeladancedfortenminutes.( )

4)Billisknowingtheanswer.( )

5)Thesnowmeltedinanhour.( )

6)Brittneyissinging.( )

7)Thewindowbrokefortenminutes.( )

8)Thesnowmeltedactively.( )

9)Thomasactivelyknowstheanswer.( )

10)Thesnowismelting.( )

11)Thebombexplodedquickly.( )

12)Thesnowmeltedforanhour.( )

13)Thewindowbrokein10minutes.( )

14)Thewindowbrokeactively.( )

15)Theballoonispopping.( )

16)Monicaquicklyknowstheanswer.( )

17)Thesnowismeltingquickly.( )

18)JohnlikedAnitaforanhour.( )

19)Hillarydancedintenminutes.( )

20)Lindsayissingingactively.( )

4.3. Measure

Thereponsesbythe65subjectswerecodedeither1foracorrectansweror0

foranincorrectanswer.Thisprocedureofcodingtheiranswersintodichotomous

datawasrequiredtoapplytheRaschmodelanalysis.Winstep3,aRaschanalysis

softwareprogramwasusedtoanalyzethedataforexploringanycompositionof

verbmeaningsindicatedbyhowdifficultthesubjectsfeltinjudgingtheusageof

verbsintheinstrument.Thecollectionofdichotomousdatabasedontrueorfalse

choicesthesubjectsmadewerenecessary,althoughthedatathemselvesreflected

declarativeknowledgeofEnglishratherthanproceduralorunconscioustypeof

knowledge.Accordingly,anyresultbasedondichotomousdatashouldbelimited

toaninterpretationintermsofdeclarativeknowledge.

IntheRaschmodelanalysis,dichotomousdataaretransformedintonatural
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logs.Throughthisprocess,theabilitiesofsubjectsandthedifficultiesoftest

itemsarearrangedonthesameprobabilisticlogitscores.Thistransformationof

actualdataintologitscoresenablesresearcherstoidentifymisfititemsthat

behaveerraticallyinpersonabilityanditem difficulty,todirectlycompare

personabilitywithitem difficulty,andtounderstandanyhierarchicalrelations

amongitemsimplicated by item difficulties(McNamara,1996;William &

Slawski,1982;Wright&Masters,1982)

5. Results 

5.1. Fit statistics of items 

Goodness-of-fitwasexaminedbyaMnSqinfitstatisticrangeof0.80to1.2,

standardizedvalueofinfitZSTD rangeof-2to2(Li& Olejnik,1997;Lord,

1980).Accordingtotheseguidelines,alltheitemsexceptforitems13and18

followedtheRaschanalysisexpectations.Yet,sincethosetwoitemswereonthe

borderline,itwasdecidedthattheycouldbeincludedintheanalysis.

Table 3. Item Statistics: Measure Order
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5.2. Item map analysis

Basedonitem difficultylogitscaleandpersonabilitylogitscale,anitem

mapwasconstructed.Ingeneral,anitem mapgivesinformationonhow

difficultitemsareincomparisontopersonswhohavetakenatest.This

comparisonispossiblesince item difficultiesandpersonabilitiesarearranged

onthesamelogitscaleasshowninFigure1,asbelow:

Figure 1. Item map
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TheitemmapabovewasexpressedagainintermsofverbfeaturesinTable4.

Table 4. Logits of difficulty and semantic features of verbs

Item No. Verb
Logitof

Difficulty

Feature1 Feature2 Feature3

Static Telic Punctual

11 explode 2.60 - + +

13 break 2.35 - + +

18 like 1.91 + - -

15 pop 1.77 - + +

8 melt 1.09 - + -

5 melt .95 - + -

12 melt .88 - + -

19 dance .88 - - -

1 sing .81 - - -

16 know .66 + - -

14 break .33 - + +

2 like -.52 + - -

7 break -.52 - + +

9 know -.83 + - -

17 melt -1.01 - + -

3 dance -1.47 - - -

20 sing -1.79 - - -

6 sing -2.22 - - -

4 know -2.95 + - -

10 melt -2.95 - + -

6. Discussions

6.1. Dimensions of semantic meanings of verbs

Letusconsiderfigure1,andtables3and4above.First,theyshow that
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items3,6,and20,whicharebelowtheitemdifficulty-1,andwhichareinthe

majorityoftheitemsinthesamerange,areactivityverbs.Activityverbsarethe

easiestonesinthehierarchyofdifficultyandcanbesaidtobeunmarked,

congruenttowhatwashypothesizedatthebeginningofthispaper.Second,

items2and9,whichareplacedbetween0and-1ofdifficultylevelsarestate

verbsandtheyare[+static].Third,oftheitemslocatedbetweenalittleover1

and0ofitemdifficultylevels,5,8,and12areaccomplishmentverbsandthey

outnumbertheotherverbclassesinthesamerange.Accomplishmentverbsare

marked+forthesemanticfeatureof[telic].Last,items11,13,and15are

locatedontopofitem difficultyandaccordingly,themostdifficultinthe

hierarchyofdifficulty.Theybelongtotheachievementverbclassandare

representedbythesemanticfeatures[+telic]and[+punctual].

Onthecontinuum ofdifficultyhierarchyliesactivityverbsastheeasiest

ones, achievement verbs as the most difficult ones, and state and

accomplishmentverbsinthemiddle.Thedifficultyhierarchyofthefourverb

classesisasfollows:

7)achievement>accomplishment>state>activity

Sinceactivityverbsareunmarkedforallthethreesemanticfeatures,itseems

naturalthattheyaretheeasiestones.Asshowninthetable1above,stateand

accomplishmentverbsaredistinctfrom activityverbsinonevalueofthe

semanticfeatures.Stateverbsaredistinguishedfromactivityverbsinthevalue

ofthesemanticfeature[static]whileaccomplishmentverbsareinthevalueof

thesemanticfeature[telic].Takingintoconsiderationtheverbhierarchyin(7),

thefeaturemarkedfor[telic]or[+telic]seemstobemoredifficultthanthe

featuremarkedfor[static]or[+static].Achievementverbsaredifferentfrom

activityverbsintwovaluesofthesemanticfeaturesandsotheymaybesaidto

bemoremarkedthanstateandaccomplishmentverbs,assumingthatactivity

verbsareunmarked.Sothecombinedfeaturesmarkedforboth[telic]and

[punctual],or[+telic,+punctual]seem tobethemostdifficult.Thedifficulty

hierarchyofthethreesemanticfeaturesisasfollows:

8)[+telic,+punctual]>[+telic]>[+static]>Unmarked
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Intheirfivelinguisticphenomenapresentedabove,achievementverbsshow

thesamelinguisticbehaviorasactivityverbsonlyintheco-occurrencewithan

in-timephrase.Soitispossibletosaythatachievementverbsaremoredifferent

fromactivityverbsthanstateoraccomplishmentverbsareintheirgrammatical

phenomena.Thisiscongruouswiththedegreetowhichactivityverbsare

differentfromotherclassesofverbsaccordingtothecalculationofthevaluesof

thesemanticfeaturesforeachverbclass.

Thereare,ofcourse,limitationsofthisresearch.Eventhoughthisstudyaims

atfindingageneralhierarchyofthefourverbclassesinKoreanEnglish

learners'acquisition,itdidnotconsidereachlinguistictestseparatelyforthe

classes.Itwouldproduceamorevaluedresearchtoexaminethefourverb

classesforthesamekindoflinguistictest,forinstance,fortheprogressive,and

todothesamethingforanotherlinguistictest.Althoughthisinvestigationis

mainlyconcernedwithverbclasses,notwithindividualverbs,itwouldenhance

thevalidityandreliabilityofthestatisticstoaddmoreverbstoandtousethe

samenumberofdifferentverbsforeachclassinthesurvey.Withthese

limitationsexcluded,or,atleast,reduced,thefutureresearchwillbecarriedout.

6.2. A practical approach towards teaching verb meanings; 

    a consciousness-raising task

Consciousness-raisingtaskshavebeenproposedbyEllis(2003).Ithasbeen

suggested thatconsciousness-raisingtasksfacilitategrammaticalcompetence

whilestudentsareengagedinconversationsthroughnoticing,comparing,and

integratingagrammaticalfeature(Schmidt,1990).Aconsciousness-raisingtask

forthisstudywasselectedforthefeasibilitiesofsubjectsnoticing,comparing,

andintegratingverbalmeanings.Inotherwords,inthecontextofthisstudyof

verbmeanings,itisplausibletosaythatstudentscometonoticefeaturesof

verbmeaningsthathavebeenintroduced,tocomparethegapbetweenwhat

theyhaveknownandhow theverbsactuallybehave,andtointegratethe

meanings of verbs into their interlanguage, all of these through a

consciousness-raisingtask.Inparticular,itwasbelievedthatverbmeaningsmay

betaughtmosteffectivelythroughtheprocessesofnoticing,comparing,and

integratingmeanings.Furthermore,inliterature,thereexistednosuggestionas
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toteachingsemanticmeaningsthroughtraditionalteachingmethodssuchas

GrammarTranslationMethodandAudiolingualism.

Inliterature,therearetwoapproachesofdoingconsciousness-raisingtasks;

thatis,inductiveordeductivemethods.Iftheteachergivesstudentssome

linguisticdataandasksthemtoworkoutaruletoexplainthedata,itiscalled

aninductiveapproach.Onthecontrary,iftheteachergivesaruleaboutsome

linguisticdataandhasstudentsapplytherule,itiscalledadeductiveapproach.

With some applications of Task-Based Language Teaching, the

consciousness-raisingtaskforthisstudyconsistedofthreestepsofpretask(i.e.,

noticingafeature),task-cycle(i.e.,workingoutcertainrules),andlanguage

focus(i.e.,applyingrulestolinguisticdata).Thefollowingisataskprocedure

thatcanbeusedtohelpstudentsingroupsof4or5integrateverbmeanings

intotheirinterlanguage:

Task1.Studythefollowingverbs.Whatforms(e.g.,for-time,-ing,adverbs

suchasactively)tendtobeusedwitheachverb?Wrongsentencesaremarked

with(x)andcorrectsentenceswith(○ ).

Billisbelievingthattheearthisround.(X)

Brittneyissinging.(○ )

Thesnowismelting.(○ )

Theballoonispopping.(X)

Thomasactivelybelievesthattheearthisround.(X)

Lindsayissingingactively.(○ )

Thesnowmeltedactively.(X)

Thewindowbrokeactively.(X)

Monicaslowlybelievesthattheearthisround.(X)

Madonnaissingingslowly.(○ )

Thesnowismeltingslowly.(○ )

Thebombexplodedslowly.(X)

JohnlikedAnitaforanhour.(○ )

Angeladancedfortenminutes.(○ )

Thesnowmeltedforanhour.(○ )

Thewindowbrokefortenminutes.(X)
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RaymondlikedMaryinanhour.(X)

Hillarydancedintenminutes.(X)

Thesnowmeltedinanhour.(○ )

Thewindowbrokeintenminutes.(X)

Task2.Comeupwithrulesaboutwhatformsmaybeusedwiththesetof

verbsin Task 1.Usemetalinguistictermssuch asadverbs,progressives,

prepositionalphrasesoffor-timeorin-timeinyourrules.

Task3.Writeasentenceforeachverbsurveyedintask1.Shareyour

group'ssentenceswiththewholeclass.

7. Conclusion

ThisstudyhasfocusedonhowKoreanEFLlearnersacquirethefine-grained

meaningsofsomeverbs,basedonthedimensionsofverbmeaningsproposed

byVendler(1967),Dowty(1979),VanValin&LaPolla(1997),andVanValin

(2005).Theempiricaldatadrawnfromthesubjectshaveconfirmedthedifferent

dimensionsofverbmeaningsasshowninthehierarchicalorderofverbfeatures

andaccordingly,verbclasses.Inaddition,ithasbeensuggestedinthisstudy

thattheteacherprovidestudentswithaconsciousness-raisingtasktofacilitate

thesemanticknowledge.

However,moreempiricalstudiesontheacquisitionofverbmeaningsby

differentlevelsoflanguagelearners,forexample,byhighschoolstudents,seem

to beneeded.In literature,therearefew studiesthathaveinvestigated

secondaryschoolstudents'acquisitionofverbmeanings,althoughthecomplete

acquisition ofthosesemanticfeaturesisaprerequisiteforacquiringverb

meanings.Also,teachersinsecondaryortertiaryschoolsshouldbeinformedof

semanticmeaningandinstructedtoteachsemanticmeaningaspartoftheir

grammarteaching in addition to form (i.e.,syntax)and function (i.e.,

pragmatics).Othermodelsofteachingmeaningmayneedtobeexploredsothat

learnerscanpayattentiontosemanticaspectsofcommunication.
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