Grammaticalisation of the Perfect: Perspectives from Ontogenesis and Phylogenesis
This paper discusses findings from an on-going PhD project on second language learning. The main objective is to investigate the role of L1 transfer in the acquisition of the perfect and the preterit in Norwegian. In the data analysis of the learner’s use of the Norwegian perfect a particular interesting result has emerged, which will be the focus of this paper.

The perfect is a complex category that typically serves multiple functions in languages that possess a perfect. The perfect has always been a troublesome category for researchers in tense and aspect, and generalizations concerning its nature as a cross-linguistic category are difficult to draw. According to Lindstedt (2000: 365) this is partially due to the tendency to explore the category in a language-specific perspective, and to pay less attention to its nature as a cross-linguistic category. Lindstedt (2000) gives an overview of typical features of the perfect in European languages, and discusses its contemporary uses in light of the diachronic development of the category. Lindstedt suggest at grammaticalisation path of the perfect, and it is striking to see that the temporal function that was first grammaticalized into a perfect category is the same function that learner’s of Norwegian as a second language use more frequently, and more often correctly, than perfect functions that emerged at a later stage in the diachronic development of the category. 

In this paper I will briefly outline Lindstedt grammaticalisation path of the perfect, and present and discuss the parallel that exist in my data analysis between the diachronic and the individual development of the perfect. I will also discuss the results in relation to the L1 background.
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