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Question 1:

Discuss the impact of 

1) irrealis modality, 

2) habitual tense, and 

3) negation on referential interpretation

0)      Prerequisites

1) Forms of irrealis modality

2) Habitual tense: also irrealis

3) Negation: non-referring or 
referring-definite
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Prerequisite: Reference & Definiteness

� Reference

� Involve referential intent

� To be discussed soon

� Definiteness

� Involve the speaker’s assumptions 
about what goes on in the mind of the 
hearer

� The speaker judges that the referent is 
indeed accessible to the hearer →
coded as definite



Prerequisite: Existence v. Reference (1)

Elizabeth II of the United Kingdom

(1953-)

Charles X

King of France

(1824-1830)

Nicholas Sarkozy

President of France

(2007-)

The Queen of England is bald.

(There IS a queen in England.)

The King of France is bald.

(Is there a king in France NOW?)



Prerequisite: Existence v. Reference (2)

I rode a horse yesterday.

(^^) I rode a unicorn yesterday.

(@.@!!)



Prerequisite: Existence v. Reference (3)

� Grammar seem to be sensitive to 
whether entities we refer to have 
been verbally established in the 
universe of discourse.

� In other words, non-existent 
entities can be referred to as well.



Prerequisite: Referential Intent

(4) John married a rich woman…

a. …though he didn’t know her well.

b. …? though he didn’t know any well.

� If John married one, then that particular 
one must have existed. (5)

� The speaker is committed to the 
existence in the universe of discourse of 
the NP in issue.



Prerequisite: Prepositional Modalities

� Meta-modalities:

� Fact: presupposition and R-assertion

� Non-fact: IRR-assertion and NEG-
assertion

� Prepositional modality and 
reference

� Fact: referring only

� Non-fact: either referring or non-
referring



Irrealis Assertion

� Referring or non-referring.
(12) She will meet a man at the bar;

a. …he’s been told to wait for her there. (Referring)

b. …she always picks up someone. (Non-referring)

� Irrealis operators:
� Conditional (if), yes/no question (dummy do), 

command, epistemic adverb(may), modal, scope of 
non-implicative modality verb (wanted)

� Negation (to be discussed later)

� Habitual tense, nominal predicate



Habitual Tense (1)

� This behaves like a non-fact 
modality:
(15) Every Monday John meets a woman there.

a. Referring: …She always waits for him there.

b. Non-referring: …Some woman always 
turns up.

� Neither of irrealis, negation and 
habitual depict the occurrence of a 
particular event at a particular 
time



Habitual Tense (2)

� Implicative verb:
� Does not carry inherent irrealis modality

� Most transitive verbs belong to this set

� Non-implicative verb:

� ‘World-creating’

� Carries inherent irrealis modality

� Does not imply that a specific event indeed took place 
in the universe of discourse

� Nor does it imply that an NP refers to a particular 
entity



Habitual Tense (3)

� (17a) She was dating a rich man.

� Implicative: There is one particular rich 
man that she dates

� (17b) She was looking for a rich 
man.

� Non-implicative: The ‘rich man’ does 
not refer to a particular man in the 
universe of discourse. The speaker 
does not mean that she did find a rich 
man.



Negation(1)

� Either non-referring or referring-definite, not referring-
indefinite

(38) Non-referring

a. He didn’t see an eagle.

(> There existed no eagle that he saw.)

b. He didn’t see any eagle.

c. He saw no eagle.

(39) Referring-definite

He didn’t see the eagle. 

(37) Referring-indefinite

He didn’t see an eagle.

(*> There existed an eagle, but he didn’t see it.)



Negation (2)

� If a referring noun falls under the 
scope of negation, then it must be 
definite

� The speaker presupposes the hearer 
to believe in or at least be 
familiar with the corresponding 
affirmative proposition



Summary

Referential-
Definite

Referential-
Indefinite

Non-Referent

Irrealis
(Neg excluded)

� � �

Habitual � � �

Negation � � �

Example (39) (37) (38)



Question2: 
Based on the examples in (54), discuss the 
interrelationship between definite marking 
and referentiality.

Semantic reference vs. specific individuation

(The usage of anaphoric pronouns)

Interaction between definiteness and referentiality
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Anaphoric pronouns: (1)

� Prototypically used to code referring-
definite nouns.

� The non-referring usage:

If you see anybody there, tell 

him/them/?her …

Anybody who thinks he/they/?she can do it 
is…

Comparing:
If you see any man there, tell him/*them/*her …
Any woman who thinks she/*they/*he can do it is…



Anaphoric pronouns: (2)

� The antecedent is logically referring but 
lexically unspecified:

I bumped into somebody in the street and 

he/they/?she …

Someone came in and said that 
he/they/?she …

Comparing:
I bumped into some man in the street and he…
Some woman came in and said that she …



Semantic reference vs. specific individuation

� The double capacity of anaphoric pronouns:

John wanted to marry a rich girl,

a. Non-referring:…but she also had to be pretty.

b. DEF-referring:…though she wasn’t pretty.



A full four-way contrast 
in the use of pronouns:

John was planning to marry a rich girl,
a. Referring-DEF:              …but she rejected him.

b. Non-referring-DEF:       …provided she was also 
smart.

c. Referring-INDEF:         …and he finally found one.

d. Non-referring-INDEEF: …he kept looking for one.

(in the context where the antecedent is a fully 

specified indefinite noun under the scope of irrealis)

Anaphoric-definite pron.: specific or individuated

indefinite pronoun: not specific-individuated referent

The semantic contrast of referring vs. non-referring is 

thus shown to be irrelevant to the choice of pronoun.

specified indefinite



The pronoun ‘one’
in definite expressions:

John was looking for a white horse,

a. …we were all looking for  the same one.

b. …he didn’t like the one he had,

(i) …he likes this one better.

(ii) …he’ll settle for that one.

c. …and when he finds one he likes,...
Referring to 

a specific, individual horse

The pronoun ‘one’ can also be used in combination 

with a definite article. But such a use automatically 

projects a referring sense.

Combine with a definite DET:

the possible interpretation

Non-referring



Question 3. 

What is the correlation between 

contrast and topicalization?

Presenter: 江姿儀
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What is focus?

� Special prominence given to some element 
in a sentence which 

1.represents the most important new 
information in that sentence (the focus of 
assertion) 
Ex. They vote Obama their president.

2.or which is explicitly contrasted with 
something else. (contrastive focus)
Ex. It is the blue party wins over the 
election.  

(not the green one)
� The sense of focus we deal with here is 

narrow: contrast or emphasis



The relationship between contrastive 

focus and assertion focus: one-way

� “If contrastive focus, then also assertion 
focus.” (but not necessarily vice versa)

The relationship between contrastive focus 

and topicality (referential importance) : one-

Way

� “If contrastive, then topical.”

(but not necessarily vice versa)

Ex. 黃魚是我最喜歡吃的魚 （不是鮭魚不是鱈魚）

l



The difference between contrast and 

topicality (referential importance)

� Importance: involve the speaker’s 
evaluation of the status of the 
information

� Contrast: involve

1. the speaker’s evaluation of the 
status of the information

2. the speaker’s evaluation of the 
hearer’s attitude toward the 
information

<c.f.> if…then. 



Functional aspects of contrastive focus: 
Informational Predictability

� Indentifiability (definiteness)

1.definite: identifiable to the hearer

ex. David Backham

2. indefinite: not identifiable to the 
hearer

ex. a man

� IP also depends on the 
communicative context (perspective)
within which the information is 
transacted. 



•The un-predictability (in each contrast focus) arises 
from the speaker’s assessment of what the hearer’s 
expectations are in the particular context.
����The definiteness is independent of contrast, and 
presupposition. 

(3)a. Joe lent me a bike.

b. It was Joe who lent me a bike

(>You are right, someone lent me a bike. But 
it wasn’t Mary, it was Joe.)

c. It was a bike that Joe lent me. 

(>You are right, Joe lent me something. But it 
wasn’t a car, it was a bike.)

� under assertion focus

� Contrastive focus automatically attracts 
assertion focus



Not contrastive =neutral?

� Any asserted information…

� The speaker’s assessment of the hearer’s 
degree of ignorance or strength of 
contrary belief. (two extreme points)

(6)a. Ignorance (non-contrastive response)
Context: When did she leave?
Response: She left at eight.

b. Contrary belief (contrastive response)
Context: She left at seven.
Response: No, she left at EIGHT. 

(contrastive stress)



Constraints on information flow in 
discourse:

� A. new information: one chunk per 
clause

� B. background information: relatively 
large

two to three chunks per clause.

� Function of old background in the clause:

to establish coherence for the new 
information

� <c.f.>if contrastive focus, then assertion 
focus 

if contrastive, then topical



Question 4. 
What are the 6 topicalizing constructions 
discussed in the chapter? Briefly state 
their respective discourse-pragmatic 

functions.
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6 topicalizing constructions

� Contrastive grammatical devices

� Indefinite-subject constructions

� Left dislocation

� Right dislocation

� Dative-shifting

� Raising

Cleft   &   Y-movement



Cleft

� It’s JOE who will milk the goat.

� It’s THE GOAT that Joe will milk.

� subject

� object

1. Contrastive (1):



Contrastive pseudo-cleft

� The one who will milk the goat is JOE.

� What Joe will do is  MILK it.

� What Joe will do is MILK THE GOAT.

� What Joe will milk is THE GOAT.

� subject

� verb

� VP

� object



� associated with stress focus only

Cleft

vs. Pseudo-cleft

� associated with contrastive stress

� the most restrictive 

� apply primarily to nouns

� apply more permissively than cleft, 
not as permissively as stress-focus



The Y-movement

� also referred to contrastive topicalization

� restricted most commonly to nominal 

or adverbial elements 

� the speaker sets up the context

� the fronted element is stressed

� much like the cleft construction

� syntactically involves fronting the topical  

element � clause-initial

1. Contrastive (2):



The Y-movement  (A typical example)

… After buying a copy of The Racing Times at a 

Manhattan newsstand, Ed Piesman, a dentist and 
an avid horseracing fan, said he preferred the new 

paper to the venerable Daily Racing Form because 
“the columnists are much better” and some of the 
statistics “are much much better.” But the news 

dealer who sold him the paper said people like Dr. 
Piesman are few.  “The Racing Time, I sell two a 

day, maybe five when there is a big race,” said 
Ashok Patel, whose stand at 72nd Street and 
Broadway is adjacent to an off-tract betting parlor.  

“The Daily Racing Form, I sell 40 or 50 a day”…



2. Indefinite-subject construction (1)

� used to introduce new referents, 

that are thematically important 

and thus tend to persist in the 

subsequent text 

���� (2) Text-frequency and thematic importance

“Thematically important referents are likely 
to be talked about more frequently –
persistently – in the discourse.”



2. Indefinite-subject construction (2)

� Indefinite articles in spoken English

A：：：：Subject with ‘this’:

B：：：：Subject with ‘a’:

C：：：：Object with ‘this’:

D：：：：Object with ‘a’:

‘…there’s this guy…’

‘… and there was a fly to first base…’

‘…he saw this great bear…’

‘…he saw this monkey holding a candy bar…’



2. Indefinite-subject construction (3-1)

� The existential-presentative clause (EPC)

A. Verb type

a. There is a man here who wants to see you.

b. There exists one person who could answer this.

c. There once lived a king in a faraway land…

d. There stood one man there who…

e. There remains one issue we need to resolve.

f. There comes a time in one’s life when…

g. A minute later there arrived three guys who…

The EPC is used to introduce thematically-important 

new referents into the discourse.



2. Indefinite-subject construction (3-2)

B. Loss of verb agreement

a. There’s a guy in there lookin’ for you.

b. There’s two guys in there lookin’ for you.

There is a strong tendency to use the contracted singular 

form of “be” - there’s – for both singular and plural 

subject.



C. Inverted word-order

The bookshelf is near the wall.

There is a bookshelf near the wall.

The man is there, waiting for you.

2. Indefinite-subject construction (3-3)

a. Normal S-V-O order (DEF subject)

b. LOC-V-S order (INDEF subject)

c. Normal S-V-O order (DEF subject)

d. LOC-V-S order (INDEF subject)

e. Normal S-V-O order (DEF subject)

f. LOC-V-S order (INDEF subject)

There is a man waiting for you there.

So all of a sudden that woman walks in and…

So all of a sudden in walks this woman and…



D. An attached predication

… there’re big wrought-iron planters placed along the sea-wall…

There was a sudden explosion.

…there were about thirty in the two countries…

2. Indefinite-subject construction (3-4)

a. REL-clause:

b. Adjective:

c. LOC-phrase:

d. N-complement:

e. Possessive phrase:

f. Associative phrase:

…there was still doubt about the nature of…

…there was the sound of rushing water…

… there was a park with gardens and shade trees…



2. Indefinite-subject construction (4)

� The fronted-locative clause

a. And right there near the bar stood a giant biker…

b. Right in front of us towered the cliffs…

c. At the table sat three judges wearing dark robes…

d. And right there on the ground lay my friend Joe…

e. On top of the house was a small zoo…

� a variant of the EPC that requires no use of 

the fronted ‘there’ ���� a fronted locative 
phrase instead

� the subject is placed after the verb
� verbs in such clauses are of the same 

general type as in EPCs – locations, being, 
or emergence onto the scene.



2. Indefinite-subject construction (5)

� Simple REF-indefinite-subject clause

a. An immense man came in yesterday and…

b. Two guys with no clothes on stepped in and…

c. A brief message about the incident flashed on the screen....

d. Someone who couldn’t figure out what was going on
finally raised his hand and…

e. A woman I last saw in 1973 called yesterday and…

� an indefinite subject in the normal SV word-

order is used without an appropriate 
presentative verb

�an extra predication is associated with such 

presentative clause



3. Left dislocation (1-1)
� Functional aspects:
� used to mark anaphorically accessible 

referents- commonly either definite or generic,

never referring-indefinite

A. Definite

B. Generic

C. REF-indefinite

John, I saw him there yesterday.

Politicians, I’ve never met one I could trust.

* A politician, I saw him there yesterday.



3. Left dislocation (1-2)
� the anaphoric gap of an L-dislocation referent

– the referential distance (RD) to its antecedent 

in the preceding discourse - is relatively large.
(15)

H: … well my dad was born in Sherman, […] And my  great grandfather, 

they came in here, I think, y’know [...]. And I don’t relaly know much 

about that far back, Tom.  But my grand-dad, he was a hard-shelled 

Baptist preacher…

T:… H:…

T:… H:…

T:… H:…

T: In Texas…

H: And of course we, my dad, all he ever did was farm and ranch…



3. Left dislocation (2)
� syntactic characteristics

A. a separate intonation contour for the dislocated 

NP, signified in writing by a comma;

B. neutral case-marking of the dislocated NP

Also be associated with devices used in the written register

a. Subject: John, he wasn’t there.

b. Direct object: John, I didn’t see him there.

c. Indirect object (dative): John, I talked to him later.

d. Indirect object (associative):

John, I argued with him about it.

C. an anaphoric pronoun referring to the dislocated 

NP inside the clause.



4. Right dislocation (1-1)
� syntactic characteristics

A. intonation break between the break and the 

dislocated NP;

not associated with devices used in the written register, but 

spoken one

a. Subject:

CONTEXT:…We called him ‘Cotton’.  He was 

always a white-headed liittle kid, and is still pretty 

much white-headed and all curly-headed, y’know.

R-D: He lives in California, Ol’Cotton-Ground. But 
I…



B. non-distinct case-marking of the dislocated NP;

C. An anaphoric pronoun inside the clause referring to 

the dislocated NP.

b. Direct object:

CONTEXT:… and [my Dad] looked down there and 

one of the ol’ mares come in a-leadin’ about, oh I 

imagine about fifteen, twenty head of horses, y’know.

R-D: she brough them back, yeah, some of those 

ol’mares. And so…

4. Right dislocation (1-2)



4. Right dislocation (2-1)

� Functional characteristics:
� shares with L-dislocation the restrictions on 

reference and topicality.  An R-dislocation NP is 

definite or generic, never referring-indefinite

A. Definite

B. Generic

C. REF-indefinite

I saw him there yesterday, John.

I despise them, politicians.

* I saw him there yesterday, a politician.



L-dislocation R-dislocationvs.

� chain initial � chain final

�assume that the  

referent is fully accessible, 

given its minimal RD, and 
therefore can be coded 

as an anaphoric pronoun

�after brief reflection, decide  

that maybe the referent is

not so fully accessible after
all, so it should better be 

re-coded as full NP

� anaphoric � cataphoric



Context:

So Mary left John and went on to become an accomplished 

theoretical  physicist.  She built herself a hot career in low-

temperature physics, and proceeded to dazze the world with her 

discoveries.

L-dislocation R-dislocation
vs.

Possible continuation:

a. She was quite a gal, Mary was.  (R-dislocation)

b. * Now Mary, she was quite a gal. (* L-dislocation)
c. Now John, he didn’t do so well .(L-dislocation)

d. * He didn’t do well, John. (*R-dislocation)



5. Dative-shifting (1)

� Semantic aspects:

a. She gave the book to him.� She gave him the book.

b. He told the story to his son. � He told his son a story.

c. She taught French to her children.

� She taught her children French.

d. She show the house to him. � She showed him the house.

The promotion of indirect to direct objects is limited to 
dative and benefactive objects.  The most common bi-

transitive verbs are give, tell, ask, show, teach, send, 
sell, promise and bring.



5. Dative-shifting (2)

a. He hit the/a guy for her.

b. * He hit her the/a guy.

c. Kiss your sister for me!

d. * Kiss me your sister!

When the verb typically has a human patient, 
promoting another human to direct object may 

create semantic case-role confusion as to whom is 
the patient and whom the benefactive:

e. She killed the general for them.

f. * She killed them the general.

g. Save my brother for me!

h. * Save me my brother!



5. Dative-shifting (3)

a. Save a seat for me.
b.  Save me a seat.

When the patient is not human, promotion seems 
less problematic:

a. Kill me a goat!

b. * Kill me the goat!

Some of the restrictions are in pragmatic: 
promoting a benefactive to direct-object seems 
much more natural when the patient/direct object is 
indefinite, i.e. less typical:

a. He built them the house!

b. * He built them the house!



5. Dative-shifting (4)

a. She sprayed the paint on the wall.

b. She sprayed the wall with paint.

Instrumental-locative alternation:

a. She stuck the knife into him!

b. She stabbed him  with the knife!

Most-frames that display this alternation require 
different lexical verbs in the two variants:

c. He poured the wine  into the glass!

d. He filled the glass with the wine!



5. Dative-shifting (5)

a. She put the book on the table.

b. * She put the table a book.

Instrumental, associative and locative 

objects in English typically cannot be 

promoted to direct-object along the same 

pattern as dative-benefactives:

c. She cut the meat with a knife.

d. * She cut the knife the meat.



6. Raising (1-1)

� general characteristics
A. A verb of mental - knowledge, perception, intention, 

belief, utterance etc. – has two senses, one involving 

a nominal argument, the other a clausal argument.
B. Within the clause argument, one NP is the important 

topic, thus typically the subject.

C. That important topic is highlighted through raising, and 

is converted from an argument of a subordinate clause

to an argument – either object or subject – of  the main 

clause.

D. In English, such raising also entails moving the 

nominal argument to an earlier position in the clause.



6. Raising (1-2)

E. analogical extension: the syntactic patter of the verb-

sense taking a nominal object is extended to a clausal 

complement.

a. Nominal object:

John wanted an apple.

b. Clausal complement:

John wanted to eat an apple.

a. Nominal subject:

John is terrible.

b. Clausal subject:

That John did it is terrible.



6. Raising (2-1)

� Syntactic aspects

A. Raising to object

a. Nominal object: She saw Joe.

b. Verbal complement: She saw that Joe left.

c. Raised blend: She saw Joe leave.

a. Nominal object: She wanted him.

b. Verbal complement: She wished that he would leave.

c. Raised blend: She wanted him to leave.

a. Nominal object: We considered him (for the job).

b. Verbal complement: We considered that he was honest.

c. Raised blend: We considered him honest.



6. Raising (2-2)

B. Raising to subject

a. Unraised: We saw that John was leaving.

b. Raise to object: We saw John leaving.

c. Raised to subject: John seemed to be leaving.

d. Theme proposition: John was leaving.

a. Unraised: To please John is difficult.

b. Post-posed: It is difficult to please John.

c. Raised to subject: John is difficult to please.

d. Theme proposition: X pleases John.



6. Raising (3-1)

� Functional aspects

A. Semantic dimensions

a. Un-raised: It struck me that Julius Caesar was honest.

b. Raised: Julius Caesar struck me as honest.

a. Un-raised: She wished that he had left.

b. Raised: She wanted him to leave.

a. Un-raised: She saw that he (had) left.

b. Raised: She saw him leave.



6. Raising (3-2)

B. Pragmatic dimensions 
– promotion rules

(a) The raised or “promoted” referents are more topical 

than their un-raised or “unpromoted” counterparts.

(b) Referents raised or “promoted” to subject are more 

topical than those raised or “promoted” only to object.



6. Raising (3-3)
a. Definiteness and referentiality

Much like Y-movement, L-dislocation, and clefting, 
raising seems to select definite or generic referents, 

and to reject REF-indefinites

Raising to object:

a. Generic: We consider in-laws family.

b. Definite: We consider our in-laws family.

c. REF-indefinite:* We considered an in-law family.

Raising to object:

a. Generic: Men are hard to please.

b. Definite: This man was hard to please.

c. REF-indefinite:* A man was hard to please.



6. Raising (3-4)
b. Subjecthood and accessibility

It is impossible to raise an NP to object unless it is the 
subject of the underlying theme clause.

a. Unraised active complement:

They report that John rejected Mary.
b. Raising to object:

They report John to have rejected Mary.

c. Raising to subject:

John is reported to have rejected Mary.

d. *Raising object to object:

They reported Mary John to have rejected her.

e. *Raising object to subject:

Mary is reported John to have rejected (her)



One syntactic structure is unlikely to be a 
mere stylistic variant of another.  Variant 
grammar entails a variant 

communicative effect, and thus 

presumably a variant communicative 
goal.  Subtle options of style are nothing 

but subtle options in the communicative 
use of grammar.

conclusion



The End

�Thank you.


