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Information Structure and the Derived Object Constraint
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GEN’EY, Hideaki

In this paper I argue that Postal’s (1974) Derived Object Constraint (DOC) should be
analyzed in terms of information structure as well as the discourse subordinate relations.

My description is based on that of Lopez (2009). I also have recourse to Asher and Vieu’s

(2005) list of discourse relations. I show that the information structure is transparent in the

syntax of a class of English accusative with infinitive construction subject to DOC, where a

raised DP has to be dislocated. Postal (1974) does not present us with contexts in which

relevant sentences would be used, and thus it is impossible to evaluate his claim as it is.

However, I place relevant examples in appropriate contexts to evidence my analysis.

1. F

1.1, BYUETBXICRh 2E)F EHEE - 1§
$E*§ EDHhbHi)

FE TIXR DIk FEFED L OIS %
F'JJ:‘%E &9 5o
(1)a. *I estimated your sister to weigh 250
(Postal (1974: 298))
b.  Your sister, I estimated to weigh 250
(Postal (1974: 301))
(2)a. *He alleged Melvin to have been a

pounds.

pounds.

traitor.
b. Melvin, he alleged to have been a
traitor. (cf. Postal (1974: 304))
(la) & (1b) DEHEMIFE L TH 555, #
7 BABRF DR T b o Postal (1974) 1, (1a)
X, (1b) ® & 9 IZestimate ASAN 8 F A * & C

EE R E RD S L WIERERH R RIS
S DbNE ZEEZHIET . LT 9 Mo
T (la) ®my sister & them=myselfiZ 2 2 T
bIEENTH 575, GHEALZ BT TR
bbb, EPostal (1974) BT Ww5b, L
L. Postal (1974) (&, FHEALE WS 15
WO ez 22250, [HEEE BARIZ1E

BRI, allegeX B DA E # 1 6 H 5T
WZBWTEHOHFEICHD 1A% 724855
Lo FEE (R4 HIEE) 13224 T <
T2 6% wEw)ilH (Derived Object
Constraint; DOC) #7:TCTWwb, TNiIL
PLIBECTERVL, TRTTRTHIAT
3B bN v, 7272 LDOCIZFHR HHK
T\ believeHENG & allegedHBIF D 121X
A% 500 Bk 2R L 9 5725, Zhid
FROFETH Lo FFEFHE R S, (1b)Id, (OU

F—7— NS JRA B BRI, SREML. AR

=2h A
& A H A
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2 L D IZ) Well, I think a girl who weighs
250 pounds is eligible for him. & \»9 Z & {12
Az EZ L LT 2h)IZADGEEE L
T W T, They thought Jonathan and Melvin
were both innocent victims of the terrorist
attack. However - & & o 72 f&12#el) % & B,
EERDBTHSHo —H (1a)B LT (2a) i,
oo [XR] &7 2HETHEICHL LT
AL E V) ZTEDBFR L) K% T,
DOCOBLZDOFHMIZB W TIE, ORI
HHEEOBINZ L) ANDLENHL I L %
9 %o

AimZOHMWIE, »HHOMY LIFHESCT,
IRA: H REHIF %2 80 5 72012, G5k, A
JiteBd oV IIL BRSNS SRR
W C DPostal (1974) D ER% %, Lépez(2009)
O [MEHHEE O IR MR | OB 50
LaBT I Lildbo 4B, Postal(1974) 2
E L& & §2DOCIZBT % LBATHFZEIC B W
T B8 LE 0B NSRS 2 5
NTWi\ve 22 TARWE TR, GG
Bl S TS ORGEREEZ T 5125
725 IR Z A1 2 72 (cf. Lambrecht
(1994: 193))

iz # (dislocation) 13 X N #B O g 3 THE %6
RNERDOLHETH Db, TOREBORLEL
RPD B DIHEED LD L)V OBR AR
LTWwb, XOBRZ 72072565 T b s
FOIEHREE TS, [HEE] OBtk
DIEFZFEFE AW REIC 2 o Lopez (2009)
FEELTHEE~Y Y RFE (BRI, BERMED
TEMMEEICRETH 5 & 5 Catalanih
ANV CTHEREN 22 B 2 %o
TW 25 K% TldE#: LFBE LDoco
B E T B 720 OFE L, )RR E). 5
BENICOWTHRBICENEZ BT, ZOME®E

DRLELEZZDLZDIZHED LOL VD
BRPEHNTND 2 EEZRTOPZDOHNT
bb, 2%, ko (FiallegeHB)F D)
AR E RS HATREE ST e
7 FIEFROBRICH 2 LONIBIZH S & &
. MRS, BATE S (55<) HUSHY
THbHZLuERT [novelty] &RILELT
H5HZ L %ERT [+contrast] &9 FEHH

FELTEHEEDLVIIRIE L TE bR
WEW) RUTHRESE Z LR wvw, v
IR ZIRET Do

% BARGE Tl [ (dislocation) ] 1X 7
LR LT B D W T, [Hi#E (fronting) |
FHESEREHOG COICBET 5 8/EICD
WTHWS (N.B. Lépez (2009: 8,26) )

2. Lopez(2009) DETFILOBE

(3) DISCOURSE
n
2
n
3< PRAGMATICS
t Cu
LEXICON  (Lépez (2009: 23))
PLF U2, Chomsky (1995) Dlfgd I == 1)
AL TUT T AR AITHED L, Lépez
(2009: 22-23) OMEEMAL TH L 1§
i L3R R ICHLA AN S DICBIR T
5L LFEOMETH %0 H5HOLOMEER
I H HHOHRFITHEYIHAANS NS DS
D LNEZENDTE 2\ ka3 AR
& o Tl AfbE THEBILL Tw <G
HEYV2—NVThH% (CHL= AHEFHEDEEH
¥ A7 L (Chomsky (1995)). [kl &1d3X
ZRLAG DR THEFERBEICT 2R E
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Y 2 — )V TdH % (Kamp and Reydel (1993)),
S BT, Wan i RS 2 SRR I AT
L5 LICHBRT AR, HHMEICH DM
WFET 5 [FEHE@w] L) ET2—
ZWET Do WA IHEEEY O [ TEHREE ] 31,
S THbo Iyl Lo ThH R b7z
FEW2RDL, 1o THEIHEGEIZBRT 5 B
ARz, [ UGBS Ch 5o G
T 2 ERIROFEHGRO T 712 —F Tl
[FEEOBMHEFVPA-oTnE I EICH
THEBOMRE] [FEEPHEFIHEER
o THRLWERSTWEZ L] A2
5o OV TUE, T & I
Wi 2 5B D 2 2 A DOIREIZEBR T 55
bbb,

2.1. CLLD, CLRD, FF, HTLD & 55581t &4
IR

Lépez (2009:2) OFFET— 7 idmua~ v
AFET, & IR ER G E IR B FET
H HCatalaniE VN EHETH b, Kimks & HH
THDIF, ERHEEOENICE > T, ME
PR L. HEOFEE» ST 5 (LT3
RCTH b, (4) 1ZCatalanik o ¥ il 0 75 JIH T,

(4) Regular Focus/Rheme
Trobo molt maca aquesta samarreta.
find. 1*very pretty this T-shirt
‘T find this T-shirt very pretty.’
(Lopez (2009: 24))
CHIZZ 4 DDERED D o
(5)a. Focus Fronting (FF)
AQUESTA SAMARRETA trobo molt maca
this T-shirt find.1* very pretty
b.  Clitic Left Dislocation (CLLD)

Aquesta samarreta la trobo  molt maca.

this T-shirt
c. Clitic Right Dislocation (CLRD)

Clacc find.1* very pretty

La trobo molt maca, aquesta samarreta.
Clacc find.1" very pretty this T-shirt
(Lépez (2009: 24))
(6) Hanging Topic Left Dislocation (HTLD)
Aquesta noia, a ella si que no
la vull  veure mai  més.
this  girl ACC her indeed that NEG
Clacc want.1” see.inf never more
“This girl, I do not want to see her again.’
(Lépez (2009: 26))

FFCIX, CHICH SN2 b ORI E S

&L CLRDIEFGE (topic) TH b & FlHHT &
N5 (Lopez (2009: 24)) o

Lopez (2009:11) DA OEEIE, T
BelZ 7 50 F T RIizzi(1997) L FHERIC, Hio
f# 1% & L CCP% Finte Phrase & Force Phrase
125083 % (Forceld [FEGON | #F L [H
HEERE ] 12, Fin(te) @IS T 2, &
72Fin’7Zs SAEFIIH YT ).

(7) [rorcer Force [pp Fin [rp T Lo« [vp V 1111]

(Lépez (2009: 11))

Trz—AF BRVATFLEDAL V7 —
Tx—A%% L, 7= XAFEPOMMHK%E
Chomsky (2000) PABED et DT (fif
M A7 2100) [#%k] §5, 7=—A0FE
PEBIIvEFInTH % (Lépez (2009:16) ) o

X 5 12L6pez(2009) 1. OIEATH % B
e, @QL2HEATHAICRY ) SHHDT—
FENDDE LY, QAT LKA EROM
TR L oI RREEA 2 v & iT v,
V) 3ODEMD D 5 < ] BB 7Z%
([+a(naphoric)]) % # #%, CLLDX°CLRDT
BT A, L#HL TS, F7-CLLDIZ, wh
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L FBRIC, MiokmEcliahnsd (BHEIC
S L L CFinPE THD LA C
[+c(ontrast)] & \» 9 FPEASEEH GO AT
L2 515)., &Lopez(2009:9) 139, ik
DFEEAL & E B, CLLD & HTLDIZ &
& 3 % (Lépez (2009: 7), Van Riemsdjik
(1997)) 7272 LL6pez(2009: 7) 3. & D%
Mawa~ v ABE DO FIEIITEHE LR,
FE LTV A, EESEOBLEL S, il
DOEEDHPOREEZFOIZTTH L, &b
BRTW5E, RigEOHMIE, elicEL%
B\ T, Lopez(2009) D541 &, HiEIZ b @
HTsZkilhsb,

3. BEDEGER—EHBEISIRALD
L =DOC

ZOXr T arTid, allegelHBhE O
THESLEDOCRIRAS, [£a]l HoHWIE, Th
XXy bR [xnoveltyl & [£c] &) FE
D F M &, Asher and Vieu (2005: 596)
DR BR % BRI ANTZHANEETH 5
M EH H, B X OVillalba (2000) D ERGHEA
WMES, LA E, 2k Mo lwvo
FTI) —DWFIH,IZ (Lambrecht (1994)T
FIELITAD) ) v ENLVEEELAYS T
FEBNED D ATOWTHREET 5o

3.1. FXFEBIRLDOC LFEREIE (1)
9. ROBIZRTHL )

(8) The husband at first contended that his
father-in-law had incited his daughter
against him — just as he alleged him to
have done in the case of his brother -+
[Ahron Layish, Marriage, Divorce, and

Succession in the Duze Family, 1982.]

2 % H O i Dhe allege him to VPD T 7513

The husband% i L. H M & Ohimidhis
father-in-law % 5547 5 I WL - T W %, Lépez
(2009: 48) 1251 X LT % Asher and Vieu
(2005: 596) DKL (RETRIER) 1S
LTS L, BTz st iz &t
i3 [ %4 (coordination) | ®BIFRIZH V.
W& x [T (parallel) ] THAB. LWz b,
2 DODHi % D% Hfialldjustas ~TH B 2
EHFNEFEMNIT TV B, allegedlt FIFHEST
TEMOHMERIHD B oh7z(E3h5)
DP (him) i&, §§WRAFATH %o §5\ R4
(¥L6pez(2009: 53) 12 & AL [ 55 v BUS T
TH Y HEHIZ BT BHEE LI hRtE & 13
Db 5 7\ I PRI it & 13, e L ED
D BIFR (FGEBIAR) 25, [ 18 (subordination) |
TdH o T [ (coordination) ] Tl 7\,
W) Z & THb (Asher and Vieu (2005:
596)) o Lépez(2009: 47ff.) 12 L MR, (EFE D)
BBOEME [#a Lotk BRTH %,
- FC Dallegeit LT HEL % WL % &£ 1. The
husband ... T4 F % X &. 2.just as he
alleged him ... TIZ U F 2301& [S0] Sh
72X ThHAH (EMEIIE [PPAT] OGEERRIC
H2%)o #o T (22HDOLD) himlZF5E
fbe@M L ThELABET S L. HGEHERICE
J % [HEE LI FFCEbRNT
LB o T ROFRIChimZ 7277 B H)
T5HZELIFNEYTH S ¢
(9) The husband at first contended that his
father-in-law had incited his daughter
against him — #just as, him, he alleged to
have done in the case of his brother ...
HHE, EHITIE, himFMBEICH T - T
Who 20 (allegeHBYE D) A EF ) S kf
BN G (§50) ROV TH 9
AL Y) TUIFTAR L 9o Lépez (2009: 2-3) 1.
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B E hoERELMEE LT (MY s WAL ENTVEO0E LAk, &
(BEAE#H) | = [HA (whiERMIH § 2 % BRTVDLHETH S, F 7Loépez(2009:
ZAIM722%) ] Db Y I2) kR Lo THUE 70) 1Z\ Catalanaf THAFE 3 5 55\ U4 G 1 [+a)
& [xE] 2#3REL, NI T AiEHm Lo®k Th DA, FETIEIHFLEIT 72~ b
PE[ +a(naphor)] & [ + c(ontrast)] 2% H i D RV ENENICHIET 5. LB LT
BUHNC & o TR T3 5 BHRK (A Wb,

BN LofifE) 125 2on5, e S 5 allge OB LIFHEX oMY RiFsh
5o (8) OBIT, LRV RATIZHEN 72DPiZ. Bogkovi¢ (1997: 59) & XA [HEEE ]
RIS Z2 R TERAmOFEY [+a (naphor)] Lasnik (2008) 12 L AU [59WR4&F] TH 5,
¥z % v (Lépez (2009: 66, 68-70)) . fit- EVIIEREYH D, IhSOR&FIET 7 X
C. allege pronoun to-VP®pronoun® i i& i, YhEEZLNTOWREWRATFDOZ L TH D
RIS, FEXFFRAY & v ) & ITxHR T 5 # X9 TH 5o 7275 LBoskovic(1997: 59) =
P [-a, -c] 2SFEHGROBACL > THT = — Lasnik (2008) %&b 2 ZE L TV 2w,
ZOKDbVIZG 2 HND Z O % ERIE L) HTCTHMETH 5. L ZET
FEOMA H#E X THhIzve AT HE IR 5 L RO ERVWRETH S, 77 b
52ty HDHH. —MIC (SchwarzchildZ @ D RAFNE, BUSTEOBEEICB T 5 53

fiiz ) RAFITNERICETENTD 5. D) B, (1) AT & BN R AMAF R D
w2k THAH (Lopez (2009 :66, 67))o Dy (D) RIS —FECETHCE R L%
&% ARWICIHERTH B, L — KIS CTEHESRWV, EWHREEHALT, Ln

BE SN T WA IRIEHIE [ BIFR O & 9 2 & %Lopez(2009: 68) ASHI/R L T %o
E DI % S o 5 BRI RS allege B3 D EIFHESLIZ DWW TH k2
MWldbzdEw) T ELEPLTWD (cf 52T, BRI 5 LT ORICR S,

Loépez (2009: 66-67), Schwarzschild (1999: (10) Context: Yesterday Maria and Melvin
145)) s fit o T.DP allege pronoun to-VPIZH were upset at the report. Did you allege
N 545 (pronoun) . BEH (HIE#HR) Melvin to be a pimp?

TdH D AT & OIS - o IR Fit 2 — Yes, I alleged him to be a pimp.
Fzew) [eRietE] 2Rl Twa, & — #No, I alleged her to be a pimp.

B LT RMEIZ v KiE Tld, RO himid 7 7 € ¥ b O WRAFTH 5 DT,
55 BUS D v Tld[-ald 5 W iE[-novelty] — AL VIEATIMelviniC SR LA TE %S
Ew)FEEROL, ELTEL, I "o ZOFREFIED L 72Postal (1974) @
[-novelty | EF 3 L 2w, ERGE L TH DOCAS, TEHMEDMETH S Z L 2R L
&9 Lépez(2009: 83) 1%, FLFETIL, Catalan TWwWh,

FEOMRIZ[+al B 5 9 72®1TSpec, v~ (DP

) BT B AEIUE 7, & v 9 o Lopez (2009: 3.2. FkFERBEFREDOC L EEREAIL (2)

83) 1%, EEEOEFEIZIZ[+al B A TBE ST, allegeH B 5 O — D> T dH Sdiscover& \» 9
Kb YIZ, b )P Lk Enovelty] &9 BYF O TR TREEALDSE & M5
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HTHRL I,
(11) Bruno regarded him curiously. “Oh, you
mean these footprints! Well, Miss Smith

saw at once that old woman [Mrs. Hatter]

was dead, and she thought Louisa was

dead, too. So she screamed, being a
woman after all, and her screams aroused
Barbara and Conrad Hatter. They ran in,
took in the situation at a glance, and
without touching anything —”

“You're positive of that?”

“Well, they were all checks on each other,

so we've got to believe them. — Without

touching anything they ascertained that

Mrs. Hatter was dead. She was already

stiff, in fact. Louisa, however, they

discovered to be merely unconscious;

they carried her from this room into Miss

Smith’s.

[Ellery Queen (1933) Tragedy of Y, p.68,

my emphasis]

FROFREVWHKETH L05, BB T L
AR ST S NH Y | SEATE L i ER
VT 2LENLEVE VW) T EERLE
Lopez(2009:51) DB &2 Z T AN B T LITL
L9 (FHEBD) LIcFHFF Z > T, 1. Well,
Miss Smith saw at once that old woman [Mrs.
Hatter] was dead, and she thought Louisa was
dead, too. & 6. Without touching anything they
ascertained that Mrs. Hatter was dead. 7. She
was already stiff, in fact. 8. Louisa, however,
they discovered to be merely unconscious7
JIZAEH LTH 2 (e BETISHET L ik
2-5IFSF L BIAR (FF ISR 2 D e 1F T L[5k
(narration) JOFKGEHRET ) » 7 S [5H47
BRICH D)o 6.£71% [FED (naration) | & W

9 PRAEHERE TR, [ %541 (coordiation) ] @
BRICH D, XOBRZ I2WT, THO
6-80XiE, 1FHOXLZ Ltk LT . Zh
2 E5IZ[FE L < BT 5 (elaboration) |
T OMIZHERBERARLL T 5.2 X
0. 1% U®idMrs. Hatter & Louisa® i /5 338
ATWD EBSTW/5, Louisa® Hid F 72
BAidH o7 v T, H475 (Louisa) & &
LEfTHAEZ, SHICHLIBRTVS
(ELABORATION) @ T & % % b #t &
(SUBORDINATION) ® B4R ASAL L AL
(2 Xk 2 )4=% 7 CLLD) O 5k %72 L T
WH I eI b FBEEET HHI (NOER)
[ 12 1T 5 B (contrast) |0 BIARIZ 3 5 (7 7
W L AR S N2 F 726,
Mrs. Hatter was dead. 7. She was already stiff,
in fact. &£ 8. Louisa, however, they discovered
to be merely unconscioust&. Mrs. Hatter &
Louisa% & & xf B 1Y 7% & I (symmetric
contrast) M. L TW5, Tbid [F47]
DT D %o

BIPL—ILLTED EUTDRRICR S,
LI X o THEICE > SN B E S0
3 b Do DEREFLREE T S H &R
2R HBRICH 20 £ LTI D 200D
B ) LOoREE BRI [5500] TH B, T
D 2 D OHHIFATEH & & T3 & ITAEE BRI
B BHo Z N & Lopez(2009: 50-51) D Catalanih
DCLLD® S 1 7 BL A & 1 b9 % & BLIREE
WEUERENP T LA TL %, T, 20
TEEFHLOMBREZ LT D,

Kiw# CEEE 1L (TOPICALIZATION)
DEBDH uﬁ%l_ I BISAHAET % a3
B B h YhOFEILER 2 &30 il
sropicauzanion & F N & [ & (Contrast) |
SN [%4% (Coordiantion) ]| OBRIZH S B
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) —DODL I, Zhbe [H#R
(subordiation) | (%> L [1#4F (dependence)
D) BIERIZ S %30 5 I iawec D WHRIZ 3 %
AT 2 AT HEIIEE DD, D F D IEAT
EEGELMELZNICHIET 5 200678
(RO 2\ il & SO BIARIC & 5 56 AL
ZEtarE) O RIZK Y SLOME RO LT
DRk XA TN D o IKF-DRENLEAL
ZRL, FEORMIEEZEDL L, [Liddr
BE2ERL, MM EXFEIBLoF T2
(12) I o= 11, = 11— 11, — 11

N\

IIs Igropcanmamion

!

I,

Contrast

2-3-4-5 (I, I, II,—II,) Z%A7
DREHBIRICH B L DK TH 5o

F7:, Wk L RO VY —7 2 —
REVHBENH V) b, FHELINEHR
(Louisa) & FEATHGEG D HMOEFE (Mrs.
Hatter) & [ &} B (contrast) ] & L CTw T,
Z D7D [A 5 (left periphery) | 12}
ENTVB, W) T ETHB, Lopez (2009:
65) 12 XX, (Fio) L (left periphery) .
[+c(ontras) I FE O L VW) T & TH
5o T 5 EFFEDalleget D P X DFEEAL
EN/DPIE, D-V ¥ 7 SR wwhiRFF&
AR [-a, +c] &\ ) FMEZFFOWRRIED D
% (cf. Lopez (2009: 69))o LA*L. Lo
BlERARY, HEFETHREIILETA LY &
O L FHELER B ORI OMICHKEE#ED
FEXFFREEASE V) 325 TW B DT, [HEV IS
Pl 2D o TV B RN B, 72720,
CoOREXB D (R4 &35 % ) i O

RRHED 5 Tw5b) RFEHLouisads. Fh
L FIEXF LI 7% 3 1 DLouisak [/ UiER
WEE DL, (Catalanifi TR ERICE X 5
NS EZ R Y [+a (naphoric)] &w
IFEHORDHDIZ) [novelty] &) EW%E
FEHEAL DLW, BREEZIL L, L)
g% L7z ids & v,

wigIZ, ERCOMGEEBROBEI & . HFIET
% Catalamif O # # /c. /7 B BCLLD O 4 B 1y
7B (BISCIZ B W) & % R IR & 7z v (Lopez
(2009: 50))o
(13) I iagec

N\
I, oim — Macun (Lopez (2009: 50))

CLLDTA Hisf S N7 #Kik (3L AL
WOLRIEDBEIL) b —Do0RFLN
Wzt BRI H B0 T LTI D2 DDk
ORI ) LoBRIE [FHh] THE,
D 2 DDHEIIEATEHE FL L EEBRICDH
% (Lépez (2009: 51))o & HIZROYH. 11,
&0, &, AR (symmetric contrast)
DBFRIZ B % (Lépez (2009: 53))o
(14) I Antec

N\
In,—I,—~I1, II;
e —
Contrast (Lépez (2009: 53))
3.3. EXFEBIfR & DOC LRERETE (3)

% 72, DOCIZHED & SN2 Bid i3 A5 7l
X2 tbv, ZBETHWONS Z D%\,
(I5)Extracts from The Waco “Weekly

Tribune,” Issue of Saturday, April 2, 1898.
A CHAPTER WRITTEN IN THE LIFE
BLOOD OF (DW. C. BRANN AND THOS. E.
DAVIS. THE STREET DUEL TO THE
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DEATH IN WACO STREETS. THERE ARE
TWO MORE WIDOWS AND EIGHT MORE
ORPHANS. (1)

To trace the movements of @ the two men
during Friday afternoon appears easy at
first, but as the investigator proceeds in
his search for information he meets
conflicting statements.® Tom Davis left

his office on South Fourth Street, No.

111, about 5 o’clock or a few minutes

later. @Brann, accompanied by W. H.

Ward, his business manager, is alleged to

have been standing at the corner of

Fourth and Franklin Streets as Davis

passed to the postoffice corner, en route
to the transfer stables.

[THE COMPLETE WORKS OF BRANN
THE ICONOCLAST VOLUME XII, my
underline]

Z AU B TiE X 7zDavis & Brann &\ ) 2
NDY O PLEF 2 i U 5 B rlF ook T
H%. HHLTHEIC, Davis& Brann® %428
MR, FOhthe two menTA2 ) Ty KIZ
T U'Davis&BrannAS b ¥y 7 & L CTHEA S
L T\ %, A CHAPTER WRITTEN IN THE
LIFE BLOOD OF W. C. BRANN AND THOS. E.
DAVIS. TId L £ 2 A LD LT, @Tom
Davis left his office on South Fourth Street,

No. 111, about 5 o’clock or a few minutes
later.8 & UF @Brann, accompanied by W. H.
Ward, his business manager, is alleged to have
been standing at the corner of Fourth and
Franklin Streets:--& 39 22031 [HE)E ]
DHRFEBARIZH B (B D@the two men#k
L 3E.O% [Fk (elaboration) | 375 [
ik (elaboration) ] D EHRIZDH % ). Davislc

DV TOFLR@IIZFEEE T, BranniZ oW T
DB @IZZEE THE LN, Davis & Brann®
B [OOSR ] 232 S, 2200
i3 5] ORGEIRICH 5. SHIZ@L

@i, KfrazE&C AR LOIEE L Twb,

(16) I antee

/ N
[M,—=II;  Iypassive
[
Contrast

LR TG RGBS R (B
WEIDOT 7 L ANES O TIHER b
Yy 7 AR S) OIE L L CEiEL L
ZEIEND L, Litop T, 8L (Brann,
they alleged to-VP) Tid7 <. ZHEZ EIN
L7200, BfEE2RE2EBH2H 5720,
Ll bbb,

M AT B o # S & & OPPhY (IH1H
WELT) ABBT LA E6bHL, PEY Y
JIAEHIE T 7 2 A LR T VO THICH 572
DThHb, LTOBTIZINE Yy 7 /IHIEHRE
L CTOPP( = To them)?s [ABH) | LT, Hi
DTG DI D B A DALE I LT
Wb, 72720, ZOANBENIHIR S Wz
BAETH Y URDPGIEEIR 5%\ EJEH)
SN,

(17) She holds up another book to show Van
Goh’s “Starry Night.” The students
move 1 closer to look at it.

Katherine: People didn’t understand. To
them, it seemed childlike and crude.
[Mona Lisa Smile, Screenplay, p. 116,
my underline]

b, TR E S 1 FHoOLE, BRI
2EC2HHOE, TR IOMEEHIRICSH
%78 5, 27 H O HiH (explanation) ]
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122472 % %5 T % (People didin’t understand.
Because, to them, it seemed childlike and
crude.® X 9 IZbecause #i ) L B 5% %),
KOBUNE2FHOXH» 1 FHOL % [FRb
(elaboration) | 3 % O CTEREHIEIB AL Y .-
T (HiOBEHIC. S iz sz
EWpn, LB LEHHRBRO-MTH D),
ito T, P¥ vz JIHIEHRE LTOPP (=
To that) % [ARE)] LT, HioEEEOs
2B HHE A OMIEIZEET 5 2 LS HET
Hbo
(18) Gromyko: Premier Khruschev’s statement
of September thirteen remains the
position of the Soviet government. To

that, I have nothing to add.

[Thirteen Days ™, Screenplay, p. 56, my

underline]

DOAHBIEH N, L) 2 & & Lépez(2009: 76-
8) MR LT 5, FENICHEILI NBEHR
FEITHTLMBERE R LTI RS RV,
FEROREED O IRBONLE R, WD NLE D
CELAOMEEZ FNT 22 LIIATETH S
£ 912 2 %, Lopez(2009: 76) iE4&HH L
TWhe ZOZLIERD, RAMIE, ET
MDA T T =Tl & v 9 Lépez (2009:
)OI EMBRTLBDOTH L, L),
A E & T DLopez(2009: T61f.) D 53 H7 %
ZTANDL Z EIZT 5,

% 72, Postal (1974) %%, DOC%Z#kih %72
DR FoneselfASFEREIL I N B Bl %2, T
k72 LT P T %o
(19) a. Himself, Bob estimated to be worth

over 300,000 escudos.
b. Herself, Mary estimated to be five

feet tall. (Postal (1974: 304))

c. *Bob estimated himself to be worth
over 300,000 escudos.
d. *Mary estimated herself to be five feet
tall. (Postal (1974: 303))
Lépez (2009) 13 7 /& oneslf O 85 £ (2D

WTIEHk o T ve B4 Foneselfld,
P RATIDS % TE AR 6T, 207
—HEL LD D b DT, AT & HmaE
D HTHEE LI FED v EniF v,
L) HT <] BIBW ([+al) TH2
WREMEDSE Ve 72 ERCOBITIEEREIL L T
Wb DT, v (left periphery) ~#HjL T
W5 DT [+c(ontrast)] TdH %, Postal (1974:
304) WIR%E 52 TR T, ZoER
EZOEFECTIMET 52 L3 TE ARV, R
G525 EUTORICRETHL ),
(20) Context: In Bob’s estimation, his collegues

were worth well below 100,000 escudos.

Do you think that is fair?

— No. The reason is this. Himself, Bob

estimated to be worth over 300,000

escudos.

3.4. DOCOER L1EHIBE
[l Callege$ B O #: LTS, THH

Bk & O2hb ) X5 T DOCK) RS

RONBWEabdb ) s 2 e FHlENL,

K% TlE, TOMBRERE L TRO/PNHD

— i % 2513 T B <, discoveridPostal (1974:

305) CallegefBIFH D 1> LTY AT v

TEINTWD,

(21)“Have you any theory concerning the
attempted poisoning of Luisa Campion
and the murder of Mrs. Hatter, Doctor?”
“I should not be surprised if you

discovered the murderer and poisoner to
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be any one of the Hatter family,” Merriam

said in a toneless voice.
[Ellery Queen (1933) The Tragedy of Y,
352, my underline]

TR, HBE. DOCOERIZ % 5 & &
NLEETH D, ROPIEANRTZ L L5
%o
(22) *John wagered the students to know
(Bogkovié (1997: 59))

Bogkovi¢ (1997: 5913, [ AAT D T 5k
BHREEG IR ETHY ., HHETHND
HWVWXPEHZ (THDHZOEFE) EEHBH
wagerlCMASNLZ EHTEST 740V
7 —T) sz ] LI FEHHAEL 2 Tw
% (cf. Pesetzky (1992)) %€ - Tdiscover the
murder and poisoner to be DPOFEHIE, R
IO CHBHICE 5 TIE (FORLOED
HEZ LEVIRDY) e n) ZLilhs,

& 5 ZPostal (1974: 305) CallegeH By & @
—D & &N bfeellDWVT b, DOCIZEK T
LIRDKRRFEBID D B, Lanek V9 FANFE
DT DGR & %2 B e 5 2T
Hbo JackielIHRHED—NTH b,

(23) Before I knew that the plot was York’s, at

French.

the time when I felt Jackie to be the

criminal, I said to myself: ‘It was Jackie,

who, seemingly by accident, forestalled
the poisoning attempt in the egg-nog
incident.’

[Ellery Queen (1933) The Tragedy of Y,
352, my underline]

EREoF O THRERIZ, WHE. DOCO#E X
X725 & SN BHEE(22) LR UHEETH %,
Boskovi¢ (1997: 52) (ZHE 2 XHE LD EFE D
KA SN2V OTHRENS 13T O T
H5bo

Asher and Vieu(2005: 596) ¥ & UF Lopez
(2009: 47£.) I2HE 21X, CLLDORifR 4 1d %
IR TH Bo BFETCLLDICKHIR T % D1
AL T 5 (Lopez (2009: 7))o T %
DOCIZHE§ % g L T ERL OB O Tt
o, Kiry s [HUR] oBfRIC%
WOT, (Jackiex HiOFEHIZHT) FhELDS
BH T & V72912, DOCOE R A35] & 2
ZEN L LaBhoEiEThb, L)
DLHE KB E TIERET 5. Before 1 knew
that the plot was York's% X 1 & L. at the
time when I felt Jackie to be the criminal % 3
235 L, MFHEE [FEM] OBRICH 5,
LAbL 2. X1 ERKEEREZEDTOTME
17 (parallel) ] BIFR IS % O THEE o FExt
FRERL D M7z v, W R B, o T, 2O
B&id, /2L 2DOCICH# » TWT dH, Tk
Mg B33 2 TREEAL 2 A S 5 5 A3 kg
b, TOZEF (24) IWRLTHAB, T
D K7 BT A JEATWEJE (Postal (1974, 1993),
Lasnik (2008)) Tl KIF CW7z 2 L ASHE T
HbHIEERwETIIHHEMT %,

(24)1. Before I knew that the plot was York’s,

2. #at the time when Jackie, I felt to be

the criminal,

3. I said to myself: ‘It was Jackie, who,
seemingly by accident, forestalled the
poisoning attempt in the egg-nog
incident.’

72, JackieldHFEREO— AL LT LT
EHEFICE T [BEH(given) ] TH 5 K4
BUEITRETH D, FEALFAPBEAIOER
ERBENIMIZD BB, BlZIE, KORH &
") ‘TSpencerldBetty®JTdH V) . Mrs. Warren
(BettyD £} DFHO BT TH %,

(25) MRS.WARREN: Spencer won’t mind?
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BETTY: Spencer won’t notice. He’s in
New York again. Working.
[Mona Lisa Smile, Screenplay, P.164]

Reinhart (2006: 144)iZ“when a DP (or
other constituent) denotes an entity already
in the context set....A denotation of this type
is often found with definite DPs..., but is most
noticeable with pronouns” (DP( 7% \» L fh ®
THF)HROEGOTIZBEZH 5 b D&
RY BEEL 2D F A T OIRWIELF D
BEELIENL VLR LREAE LD
L= ) LB RXTw b (Lépez (2009:
82)). you discovered the murderer and
poisoner to be any one of the Hatter family (Z
B I} 5 the murderer and poisoner 1 felt
Jackie to be the criminallZ 3t} % Jackie d 3
NRDEBIZTTIZH S DD (entity) TH D
(the murderer and poisonerid F 4 2%i# % 72
BCTIIMMOERIZ L D) Kk o450
TRITEIRNEERKTH Do il — ik Lok
SHRRPEDTR O 3772 2w RS, EERERE B, AC
G LR CHNE LB DT, (23) 1ZDOCE
b EbFR 5,

T 720 ROBNIwWhEERSLIZ$ % £ DOCD
ERBEGES NS Z L ERTHIE L TPostal
(1974: 305) 3T TV B b DTH o
(26) Who did they allege to be a pimp?

(Postal (1974: 305))

LU, fEHiEEOBE,r O REL TAD
L. T ORMEERDLBRTH
5o

hDBHHDTHAS (Jackendoff (1972), Lépez
(2009: 34))o ft-> T, LEiELOBNIRDOER
RDENDOHTRZLEREBLTH S,

(27) Context: Who did they allege to be a

pimp? [x | they allege x to be a pimp]
A;: Melvin. [x = Melvin, ‘Melvin’ is focus]
A, Melvin, they allege to be a pimp.
Az *They allege Melvin to be a pimp.
(cf. Postal (1974: 305))
ZOR) &Y TIE, whEElZIZ X - T
TOHNTZHFTED, TOHERO—E RED X
FIZLTWS, ThEXTHERLTH D, [
o B2 (A) o TEROEE T 55
CH b
COMEEZEZDRT T, & ZA;: *They
allege Melvin to be a pimp.2S#EY) T4 VD i,
DOCE V9 X 0 b & L A% o REIC
DD TIERNTED ) D
A AJTEY) T AJIAEYTH B HLH
3 ATTH A ) Ao FERLE R BDPRETE
AERBAEMELR Y, EEbNR B, AL,
WHEEM SC & 12 [ - ZF X7 | BRI
&% DT, Asher and Vieu(2005: 596) [ZHE 2.
EMERDLEEZ L BDLLOMIC [1EE ]
DO REEBARDE Y 322 (Lépez (2009: 47) T
W) BRGSO 18T d 2 HE B IR
PEDIE D 3o T 5), FEEILAERTH B
72O DRSS [1EE] TH Y, G
NI2RERDIATT B30tz i, &
gL ThLHo T NADOCHFH%IC
HHFEHTHEEEXZTAHAL I THE,
ATFHE AL EH S B TH B Z LIk
Ho LUy Agdy B—12, (Melvinl2) &6
feAsdEm s (FEITHEh) 2500385 C
WAL PhDbET, WEELENEVOTA
WY B VW) T EDRVR D, F A,
DAY allege AN & 7l & W45 D[ 4%
DP (Melvin) | #% [ % I £ ri (contrastive
focus) | TH Y. MILHENERKIIEHTHH
D~ B3 L, EARGE T IUTEW]T &
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% (cf. Lépez (2009: 55)) o FrEDFEGE[LIZ
T (772 v M5 26N) MoWEEEE O
(BTEWZ%) MLz HREBTH S
(Hengevelt and Mackenzie (2008: 92)). it -
Ty Alx T N2 TliZa pimp7Z & v 9
CLIEFEVATRVA, MelvinlZ DWW Tida
pimp7ZE F WV TAhA] W) 2 ETH b,
SO BRI, EEETIX, RO EN
[-novelty, +c(ontrast)] & & 5 9 72DI2# Y L
WhH, EIRET S, T 5 &Azd[-novelty,
+c(ontrast) ] OEEH, TMEICEE->Tw
5 ENPAHWY R BERTH S, LFHT

b X v ® Tlnovelty] & 3 % (N.B. Lépez
(2009: 78))o #- T, Postal (1974) ®DOCK)
Rz, XL L RDIBLTHL, &
Brbo bIBL—MLLTED &, ik
I TRV DDORXFDVH > T, TNEFIhD
SHETEHORLELICEEL TV, tu
VBAEDSIECTE Z DM T & OB,
allege N E T E AL EN L &
VL THbD, ZOERTEFEOAET X
SHEME LD K ERE . BT & T, 1E
WHEE ISR VRETH L, LEZD (2O
FAZD W T, Lépez (2009: 79) ®Catalan
FEDGHT XIS B & BRI . RGO
HERTEDLT EUTOMICR S, EEOK
Al [ehR] 2#£b7,
(28) IT e

|

o roprcavization)

B LR OMERE THE D o ARV EBRD L
LB ThHb, TOWMEORLELZID
LDIHEEDO LO LIV ORR AR L T
Bo LOBRE I WIEFRETOHE LI
SHFPERE TV B, [HEE] OBtRORE72

TR REIC 7 b Lépez(2009) i3 & L
TCatalanif % 5 7l BRI W CTHERER 7 OF
JeR BT o TWVDA, KiE TIIIGEOM:
FFEE EDOCO X % #ELT 5 720 DG E
1t ZEHBE). GHBENCOWTRBRICTE R
EBVWT, TOMEDRLELEZEZDLDIC
HAEDO LDV RVOERDBFHNATNEZ L%
RL72.

35. U &hKHWHRE Y7 (Lambrecht
(1994)) IZ2W T
Zotr var TR, AEHEDSAOFEEL
122\ T L6pez (2009) DBLE 2 5 FE £ % N 2
%o WFEOFHEALICIE. [V v 7 8w b
¥y 7 5% % (Lambrecht(1994: 193)), Z
NORHEZIWTRHFSINLZVPRFE L LFFS
Na, Lo, My ZIZFNHEEET 5
NHAYITRYLNTVEDY, ZOoHh U=
LT LHRIEZERT 5 DI Tldiw, &
Labmbrecht (1994: 193) i3\ 9 o
(29) Context: (Talking about how to grow
flowers)
Tulips, you have to plant new bulbs every
year? (Lambrecht (1994: 193))
(30) Context: (Lecturer in an introductory
linguistics course)
Other languages, you don’t just have
straight tones like that.
(Lambrecht (1994: 193))
Lambrecht (1994: 193) i3, Zh 5 DB
W, FEY 7 E%BDPH, (WRTHAS
) EEEITTH A L) HEBRISHIZIZY ¥
7 ENTVHRWVERRTWE.DE), FEY
Z7DPi. FNPHETOLLHHNOEHTIED D
ARWVEWVWIDIFTHSH (Lambrecht (1994:
193))o
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INSOFNIOVTIE, UIRMICH 55647
i L EEAL S N, S HITIZENOEER
ORI, THRRA ] DEES ] RGO
Bl BLO [eth—ika] ORI o
TV Z LB TH L, EAGmE TIIR
L THBL WIRNIZH 52 DH47E &
CLLD T/ i s & 7z D BIARIZ D W T,
(e L DBES L TREGOMEER] B
O [Eth—8or] L) A7) — 28RS
N2 BIERASHL D) 37D & Lopez(2009: 42ff.) 75,
Villalba (2000) (2 &2V T L Tw %, Bl
OFNZDWTIE, HISSTIRNIC B 5 T30 &
LR 72T T L HINIZDH a8 L S
N7-EHFR LS 2 HFE L) 3E RO BR
AERTRETHD, L) OPKWREDE
RTH5bo

(29) DFNZDONWTERZTH L)oo LRI
flower?s® V). FEEALEZE IZtulipTH 5 D T,
SefTEfower N EA (set) Ty FHEALE Ftulip
HEB 544 (sub-set) TH bo S H I, FHE
b Ftulip& . HNObulbld, FREHHE L
TFa—=Y vy FilhoTd, MuLIZEHRIZ
FoTwad, x5 L. [Eh—HB5] Ol
B Lo TwbHEWVnZDE (HbHWiE, %
47 Fltulip & bulbid # [f] — (quasi-identical) &
WRDLEMPELNBV), WFRIZLTH, &
AR, WY ATz R EHREI NS 2
ElWl %o BIZIE, LT OBNIAEN 2 5,
EFHE N5 (cf. (Lépez (2009:: 45))0
(31) Context: (Talking about how to grow

tulips)

#Flowers, you have to plant new bulbs
(Lambrecht (1994: 193))
(32) Context: (Talking about how to grow

every year?

flowers)

#Bulbs, you have to plant new tulips every

year? (Lambrecht (1994: 193))

72 BL6pez (2009: 17) ix. aboutness topicd
% W iZold information topic Tk, $&F D i
) FLREMT LN LTV S,
fit > CTTopic Phraseld LLHETIIARETH 5
v, focus& W) BERITOWT b, [AERIC,
FNHIMBEICE T 00, ThEbEET
Dh, TOWDIFENZ T 5T EHHIR
e LTHBRLTWS, b2, [+a],
[+c] &) T TIEMZLR PR S &
o KRimEIL, EFETH NS OEMEDHLR
FTENEIPEMIEL TWE DI TH DD
M)yryrzasnzw ¥y 7 [O5HICBW TR,
[+a] &\ ) REIEBIRTD 5, KAl
VrrENBW MYy Zid, LLNVOEHR
T3 7 < (BEIC & 59) ZemlZ IR RA L S
LERENLTHD, EERWETIIEZ Do

4. #&

2

KimZix, GESE@Eic®E . [+a]
B LR TER B R, L) 1Tk
&N EHREEICEETHL LENS
Catalanifi (B X 04 % U 7k, A4 V§F)
(2D T DLépez (2009) D534 O 8 HAL T 23
MTIFE LB LT, HiED (allegedHE)
FO) A E T &R T, DOCOTFRIZH 5.
EARGETEZ D, LOBER % T 720 723k68
THEE EOIEF LA < 2 & 1T & D FHEAL
RS A HERPFFNCEH S A H4
b A EA R I RETHL LD
HbhThib, L VIWHERE L. T2
g A2 Lambrecht (1994) @) ¥ 7 &
BWRE Y ZIZOoNWTHEELT,
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MR OB L, PRHE - RS
Y%, SUEIRT - BOEKRFEAZ % S ONTRE
HACHE - BEHESRRR F B O B S i IE T
BT 2##RLVZDbDE/ I, T2
AMLTEHHL ETARETH B
AMEEE) F TR TRTCROEMET
»5b
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