32. The category of time-correlation. Various interpretations of the Perfect forms. 

The gramm. category of phase or time-correlation built on opposition of perf. and non-perf. forms. 

Non-Perfect – unmarked member. Perfect – marked (strong) member, is built with aux. “to have” and the Past Part. of the verb. the meaning: it expresses priority to a certain moment & correlates the action with that moment => the name of the category – time-correlation.

The problem of the perfect forms is most controversial.

To what gram. category do perf. forms belong? There are 4 different ways of interpreting the Perf.: 
1) Perfect form as tense

This view originates from works by Henry Sweet, Curme, Bryant, Иртеньева, Ганшина, Василевская. 

The perf. denotes a secondary temporal characteristic of an action; it doesn’t refer an action to a certain point of time but expresses priority to the present, past or future. The weak point of this approach – it overlooks the aspective function of the perfect.
Non-perfect forms primary tenses; perfect forms – secondary tenses.

Primary tenses refer an action to a certain point of time in the past or in the future, or they refer actions t the moment of speaking.

Secondary  tenses don’t refer actions to the moments of time, but they express priority to the moments of time in the past/future,  or denote actions prior to the moment of speaking.

Thus, the pres. perf. may be regarded as a form which denotes an action that occurs before the moment  of speaking.
The past perf. expresses an action which took place before a certain moment.

The future perf. – an action that will take place before the certain moment of speaking.

*Later: absolute (=primary) & relative (=secondary) tenses. The treatment is the same.

2) Perfect form as aspect form

Prof. Ильиш: past & future perfect forms should be regarded as relative tenses, because they express priority, but the pres. perfect should be treated as a form of special aspect (the resultative aspect).
Prof. Вoронцова also treats perfect forms within the frame work of aspect (transmissive aspect forms – вид преемственности). Since the pres. perf. shows the action in the past connected with the present, then the most important feature of this form to show continuity (преемственность) between past & present. 

3) *the tense-aspect blend view of the perfect.
Иванова is the author. She treats the perf. as a form of double temporal aspective character. It overcomes the one-sidedness of 2 previous approaches. E.g. I haven’t met Charlie for years. A) the temporal meaning of the perfect can be brought forth by time-test question: For how long haven’t you met Charlie? B) The aspective meaning of the perfect can be brought forth by an aspect-test function: What’s the result of your not having met Charlie for years? Drawback: it doesn’t disclose the oppositional nature of the perfect.

4) Perfect form as a representative of a certain category

Prof. Смирницкий speaks about the category of time correlation.
It’s represented by the opposition of perf. and non-perf. forms.

Perf. forms have noting to do with the notion of tense. Obviously the difference between “took” & “had taken” is not temporal, since both forms denote past actions. 
The difference is not aspectual either. He argued with Ильиш & Воронцова: they recognize the continuous aspect, then if the pres. perf. is a special aspect form, we must admit that the form has been going denotes 2 different aspects at the same time. It’s highly illogical & makes the problem more complicated.
From the view point of a special categorical meaning , the difference between perf. & non-perf. forms is that non-perf. forms denote actions taking place at a certain moment or period of time, while perf. forms denote actions prior to certain moments or periods of time. From this point of view the opposition represents the grammatical meaning of priority found in perf. forms & non-priority found in non-perf. forms.
Non-perf. forms in both aspects (cont. & non-cont.) are opposed to perf. forms in both aspects (cont. & non-cont.).
This theory was favourably accepted by grammarians, but some of them said that there’s a weak point in it. The past perf. & the future perf. on the one hand, and the pres. perf. on the other. The meanings are not the same. The past & future perf. forms denote priority, but th meaning of the pres. pref. is not limited to priority. In the meaning of the pres. perf. there’s always some connection with the present. 
So they think he simplifies the problem intentionally. However, he said that it’s not the only case when a gram. form has an additional shade of meaning. His basic standpoint was that priority is typical of all the 3 forms.

*The category of phase.

The origin of this term is connected with physics, in particular with the theory of electrical current (эл. ток). This theory shows that there’s a special relation between an action & its effect.

The verb in the current phase denotes an action simultaneous with its effect. In other words, an action is in phase with its effect. 

Ex.: By seen he came. (We indicate that he was seen the moment he came)

A verb in the perf, phase denotes an action the effect of which is delayed (the action is out of phase with its effect).

So, when we use the perf. phase we shift our attention from the action itself & relocate it on the effect of the action.
Ex.: He has opened the book. ( The action of opening is a limited duration, it was completed in the past. But the effect of the action is felt in pres.: The book is opened now. So the effect is delayed.) 

