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f.A glance back (o theticity

Theticity isa topic it has received prowine atfention i recent vears espreciatls mv( o
man Hgistic midicns® The contemporary cultural setting of this e ol veearchoe e
esting initsell and docs ot appear acerdenials Towas throuehadehate involsine philono
ph\'x; and Tingists rome Mittelewropa that the thetiseb/kategoviceh dichotomy became lw.l
evant from alinguistic point of view i the seeond hall ol the Betcentmn, One of the main
points nnder disenssion was frow o envisaee te relationship hetseon oeeat judeenent "'f“'
lineuistie expressons, A n time when the hoondnries hetween prhvilessogdn vl Beaeatie:
wore being redelined, B s an enpecsatiy ditienle paobicons Swon '||\~\\\ ver, ihe ‘I,\ Lt
ook a speciiically linpnistic shape bringine into focucamoene other things, l.hv \““.j‘“‘:.” of
whether impersonal imd existentiad constructions were to be analvsed aceording to the Sab
jectPredicate pa Gtion. Jts importanee canalso be recopnized by the names ol ‘w‘hn!;nx o
tieipating in this debater Pave AVEND NI osten TRENDEEEREURG o mention D hew

Although the thetiseh/ategoriseh dichotomy was lirst developed i a philosophical con
text and x'L‘uci\ctl a strong impulse in Prague and then in Gy fron Brisviavso™s philo
sophical theory of Togical judecent L itwas deiven toa border area lm“t\\u‘n ;vhil«fmph\ zt}mi
finguistics by Axtox Mariy, a Swiss pupil of Printano™s: To his work aninteresting
:xllzzmpl \\':1\‘lh'\x:lﬁ;n'«l at finding a link between the theory ol fopiend ilulsrzunu‘nl and 1.[1«' fop
ical analyvsis ol laguistic expressions. This was amajor shiltin perspective. Not fess o
fantwas Mk s awareness of the Tundamental ass et vhotween the logicaband the hin
auistic levels. as well as his assamption that the Tormer s to he constdered attonomons ol

o Ome may think ofa cuttnead areawhich has heen orcated by shared scientilie traditions an T e
crabiy, by tie cireubation of ideass Althone i aoenewed interest in the - hetice eategonieal™ dichotony
can be dated hack ton paper by Koo (el Kerona 1970 atiention e moie recently boeen “)x‘\\ v
to this topic inaomonogiaph by Ui n (ol Ui ricin f9R5) and o sty Dy Sassn (el S fonTy

; ; L 1. v RS
alsoworthmentionme s the sost recent prosentation ol te probfem b Thvnr v el Finvi

AN (993 »
See NeA VIS R (19700 Tor anovenvesy ob vartore asp ete ol B s Seotheony

Sprachivpol Univ Forseh (STEE) 48 (1995) 12 73

the Iatter®, This point seems of crucial importance to the understanding of more recent
t‘k\L]()PIH( nts i the reflection on thetie structures and the problems that the notion ol
SHheticity™ poses to comemporary linguistics.
W shall now approach the question more closely in order (o be able (o consider these
problems on the evidence ot real dinvuistic data,

Assumptions and problems in the theory of theticity

Mariy singled out two main Linds of judgement, the two-membered or synthetic judpe-
mentand the oneomembered o indivisible judgemoent, The firstis set up through the com
bination of twa conelative units, 1o coadogical subject and a logical predicate. while the lat-

“hestehe L cinzig und alicin im o Ancrkennen” (bzw Verwerlen') cines vorgestellten
Il so that it contains neither a logical subject nor togical predicate, 1is the one
membered judecement that is cadlled “thetiseh ™, As has been underlined by Urnaon, Makn
hinisell sanacnamber of ditficultios in comparing the logical and the linguistic level, One
such difticulty which concerns us here is that, although a thetic, onc-membered judpement
15 indivisible, the cor u\pumllnu thetic expression at the linguistic level gives rise to “den
Schemder Zweiglicdvighkeit™ This eifect is due (o the fact that the linguistic expression shows
a primmmatical sabjeet and o grammatical predicate®, The solution offered by Marry
deserves attention, as it is full ol imphcations for contemporary rescarch, Uiiacr sums it up
ander three main points: ) er aul die Diskrepanz zwischen sprachlicher Form und logi-
schem Tihalt hinweist 2) zur Betictung des Urteils von dem *Sprachlichen Gewand (Fas-
stng) bt und 3) als wichtig nicht die sprachliche Form, sondern die Bedeutung jener
Formeln, den o ihnen ausgedriickien Gedanken ansicht., dic keineswegs cine Zawci-
shedrigheit bembmiren™ »

Mooy maintsined that it is ot inappropriate in this cise W speak in erms of "Subject”
and = Predicaie ™ with the proviso that the terms be assigned a meaning dilterent from and
onfy “sinikr™ fo the one they have in the two-membered judgement”, As Mariy observed,
in fact, das Sabjeht oder der Triiper cines Vorgangs ist ctwas anderes als das Subjekt des
Uhrtcils, sworin der Vorgang beurteile wird, und es wiire nichts Besseres ‘ll\ cin Sophisma per
acquivocationeny, dem cinen ohne weiteres das andere zu substituiren™

The logico-philosophical source of the thetiseh/kategorisch LllChUl()Iﬂ_\’ has exerted asub-
e amd powerlful influence even on contemporary research on the problem. In particular.
recent approaches seem to share the implicit assumption that the existence of g “thetic”
Tunction need not be demonstrated on empirical grounds, being rather the result of a theo-
retical specnlation. This is eeflected in the methodological procedures in works on lhumly
which start from the definition of thetic function and then tr y toanalyse aset of means (i,

Moty (FO18:16) explivity savs that the Jogical judgement is “unabhii ingig von jeder Art Sprache™
FoUleRIC (FUSSIS0),
SO MAaRY (1918115
"o RIcn (J98A:AN)
TOCE NIRRT (IOI870) this pomt i mentioned Dy U RICT (TOS3). 38, M 4.
NARTY (T918:[58)
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i ' Hest eetiemions oF esns hove bheen prescoted
lineuistic structures) that realize it Interesting Jiserssions o e N |

By various schobirs, with cmplhiasis on ditferent gronps ol [HETRIRINE, X
11 is the delinition of thetie function i finguishic fenms owes o thart canses o proble |
o . . e e

IF. follosv i o swide consensus it s delinedas the properiy of Tnon predicativiey Tand s

: comatler i Cplaced o
i considered o Tuadamental facet of geanumar. the burden of the miatler is only placed on

. o R dation®
one of the most complicated and conbioversial coneepts i linenidion oo prodicatd n |
IRCIGRSHTIE S Ao hieh s
Fven the exploration ob means, on the other hand, peeds catien VS arder sohich
Been considered atypical deviee coding Weticity in cortain laneuase may prove fo e man
disputable than previoush thonehi o
N Lo o .
With these ideas i mind. we o tunn to the andvsin of A bieiies i o
suarcs. an e of teseareh o word order which s heen esterings Bonnvestipated. Soun
. NG staettres show o hack ol

cin

ceholars interested in theticity have proposed that Renvanes i A
witactic predicativity™ o which is relinted 1o sort ol desubjectivization™ i In'n“"l;\\u‘u
added that VS structures as matkers of thetieiny shoild ol be «v|.xu|tl(~xr'd Slateiments »«»}.l
new \n]»it\"," We will see in 60 that these claims, thoueh nterestine and stimulatine, pos
some problems. I

o the following puragraphs VS stroctures fronn e aldataad b anahvzed i orden t ) \
these chaims empiviend . Two Romanee Tangamges i arelativeb free order oty NSt il ‘
hine been selected, Tatin and Spanish.cach represented by eorpo ob hoth sy dten an

spoken tents '

3. VS order in Balian and Spanish
Y Mone-argumnenialin

A close inspection ab various textiypes shows that Vs u‘vnli;*u»m(mn i Romam k‘~ r‘.mvln
determined by awide vanee of factors, The iestand most mllll:'nlm [actor seomis o b w {1.|l
[ will cald “anw:n‘gllmcm:xii\y" (cf.also Crnmantos this vol s B prape (v coneer i
(he nature of the verbe e its predicate frame: it has tun nedout thatin !hvvg*:n';\l o 11\‘ ol
VS structires in onr corpora of Ttadinn, the main verh i< cither an mtransitive or an vmimn‘
Stive reflesive foven more penerally s construction’) o olse an agentless pissie, A\
appatent these areall verhs that cither atthe deveb ot hasic represeattion o al ,\.\n..\ ‘
Crestlt crerecd front the serating of

fopived
Jevel, have @ onc-argument predicate frame, The san

our corporit ol Spanish.

S Gee FLam vEARD CLO93 ) o anovervivw ol the contemporany ok “nl‘ ety e

WOCE Ui (19831, chapten X fespecially on pp. 95 11D and chapter St adiene o b «l r
Romanee structures and Sass (1987, who otfers o bronder e e OF o Lram ey v pedoes
cally different langages.

i Por a discussion of This paintsee Sasst [OST:55 )
CFSAassl (1987530 35), S -
Ihe corpora ol newspapet xqmll\u\m‘vmvl‘n:nln’h-\Im~*:|rh|:uw‘ma‘< . e
faneuaee. 1 texts of naplanied conversidions have beon selected forcoh e

approximateny 13 minutes, The speakers are Talian andd Fatin Anverican nnnersity stidents

Ve to the corpotin ol spoden
Foach tost bl

: i : e crosew Crcoado gtheovebd
1 For an analysis of the behi four of these constuctions, reeardine Vs order see Criaago .
vesti B v me VS ordet with e e mtraasinee pe bl
: sstieation o eeierad g [ramevwaork of ‘
e vt Pty jor s diseesion ol sonn

and passive verbs can be tond i Brigzio (19861 See Sorscor s
problems i the application o his modet toreal dinta

Sprachtypol, Uiniv Forseh A8 TET) I8 (Twasy 170
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Here bwill guote a few examples from the corpora ot written Ttalian and written Spanish:

(0 Ma, grazic ad o munero, ¢ arrivata la o traceia ligtire
but  thaoks 1o o number is arrived  the connection  Ligurian
hut thanhes to o ttelephone) number  the Liguvian connection arrived’

(2 Desde haee i ey no o queda Aibre i wna  pleza de hotel

since Adperson o month nol remains vacant noteven singleroom of - hotel
SGLool the

verh todo’
Sor the pastmonth. not asinele hotel room has remained vacant’

(N ape o aovo fronconces quetlo dell’ ospedale dio Leceo
Woperson opens a new section: that ofithe hospital of 1eceo
SO R
PRONOUIN

“new section s opening: that in Leceo’s hospital”

th v CcHesfos omentos va no o se hacen pronadsticos
and at these nies byvnow not 3dperson make  forecasts
RUEL.
PRONOUN

sand at this time forecasts are no longer made”

Sy n i D sono viporiati ! valori formantici pelaiivi o tali vocal
In figure 1 oare  represented the values of formants refated o such vowels
e Lo formant values of such vowels are represented” .

0y tan salo habian sido recuperados 20 cadadveres
only hadd been recovered  twenty bodies
only twenty bodies had been recovered’

Mono-argumentality can be considered as a powerful, though not necessary, condition.
Other factors, however, play a role in the determination of VS structures. They are of vari-
ous natures chyvthimiealosyotactic, semantic and pragmatic. Such factors seem to enhance the
ciicctof mono-argumentadity cather thanwork independently of it: in other words, they suc-
ceed il the mono-wrpumentality condition is met. What scems especially worth noting is the
fact that none of them (strictly speaking, not even mono-argumentality) conforins Lo the
cause and cffeetmaodel Rather they all seem to be consistent with a multiple conditioning
modelwhere cach Tactor eserts a partial and variable influcence on the phenomenon.

el first ey o illustrate briefly the Tactors mentioned so far and then point out the
“weight™ e the frequencey of cach in the corpora.

S22 Rhvtlunical factors
At the moment, the exact role of rhiythmical factors 18 not at all clear. They require a

broader and deeper discussion than can be presented heres Tn the corpora, they appear to
operate especinliv in VS stroctures with “verba dicendi™
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Oyccasionathy i Bt inthe lding tolls fothemon

Jo sionova Dclton

Mis. beltin

“Orecusionallv Tmet hioy i the Tindine oadds A Dyt

! .

() oo accidenies e prodicen poigin fron ot oo

the ciacerdents S peronenase v TR ER Y IRIEIE
'R
[PROMOTIN

oy T relato ol wechdeniado
bad repotted the nrves ho b becninpueed

] . R N ! RETOR l"‘("l'\l“l]‘.
“Car accidents happen beeause theee ae bad deness ow | Bire 7 repos

mart who had been inped

H N . . NN N G o \
Alouel in other structures of this kind S has (e dempue frofes fandis tocalesang fos
l ) . e vy ol S o Lot
and (81 i which S s ) New [ amd notin foeus, Chowe thoat e nes e (locabity y of N Vo
be considered i the nrin factor atlecting VS order pmstrictnrovain. s Thidieendi

L3 Nviactic factory

Y ‘e \ dend
P main syntac e ctoss can be detected i the corpora, Pl et <hiov e ro by
' . H . C . e relal
Hate sentences refative sentenees (especialhy relntive Toentive sontencesndebimite

centences, indirect mteriogattoes completives seonm o Lo A vondie

(‘H oo abrano alcne aniiche delle ava ce
i which dise come Trends ol the vl
i hich cone Triends ot the picds e

N B "
(Y oen da e vivgaha o evpedicion demagrchoes

in the swhich travelled the expedition of Movtho N ncans

“in which the expedition of North Atricans faveliced

- — Mo, .
11y ovedere come variane e aliezze delle fon i
tosce tow o vany the pitches obthe lovmants

‘o see how the pitel ol formants vy

(12y v ver a que clase pertenicce o
and (osce 1o what class belonges one

‘o see tow hat chass one belones”

oneer :par octnre precedine the verbs when s ocon
Another relevant factor concerns the part ol strovtire pree ] . - |

i ] i e ¢ U -~ R R ERIDAN
picd by aconstituent which s not the stubject. the subjeet tends to occur e postarrhaly
tion:

] ' v sevinale
(13 ad o posizione dello snlon passa pi et i dvena del » ‘I

» . . I N NSRS TN
(or cach position oithe stvhie passesa ! Aith L at olthe )

“for cach position of the sivius.aditferent pand Gl the qennl prsaes

Speachtypol U Torseln (SEE Ty 48 (19953 172 77
Chh a Bylmermceer vivens sobre tado immiigranies del Surinam
e Blmenmeer live above all immigrantes  from the Surinam

S Bilmermeer five mostly immigrants from Surinam’

Sl Senianitie factonrs

Beosemantic fctors prevail i the corpora, ‘The Tirst concerns Aktionsart: the fesical
matricof the verh contiios one of the features [ Ingressive ] [ Punctual || e Resultative |
(Y L seatraio 1 aevnato

i~ sprung  the ambush
Hhe ambush has been sprang”

(1) Resilig clura la creciente sensacion  de o deterioro e

Uoturns ont clean the incrcasing, pereeption of — deterioration of

riestra sitiacion politica

o situation  political

“the inereasing pereeption that ou political situation is deteriorating is clear™
Fhe Aktionsaet factor can be formudated ina more general way with the condition that the
verb has one of the featwres | Darative] /[ - Stative].

Phe second tactor concerns a semantic property of the noun with subject function: In
some cisesathas the deature | Aninate}:

(I7y Alle IS ¢ scoppiato b altro incendio
At Opoae s brokenout another  fire N
o pontaonew e broke out”

(I8 Segiin testivos aver cayveron  porlo nienos: cincucnta orteros
According (o witnesses yesterday felf at least [ty ‘mortarshols

secording to witnesses yesterday, at least 50 mortar shots felf®
Sowmctimes the noun has the feature [+ Abstract] in addition to the feature |- Animalel:

(19)y Neiopalazzio o federali invasi da stwoli di esperti e consiglicri
I buildings federal invaded by acrowd of experts and advisers

i

ristonava  la o cadenca lenta e strascicata del Sud ’
cohoed the accent slow and drawled  ofthe  South

nlederal buildings. which had been invaded by a crowd of experts and advisers, the
stow and drawled southern accent echoed®

(20 Por contra, respecto. deda politica econdmica de la - CIE, predomina
onthecontriny asregards ofithe policy  cconomic  of the CE - prevails

e nnestra cindadana o idea opuesta
mnooti citizenship - ihe idea  opposite

The Spanesh v Bireralls means resaltsy”
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“on the contran tegardine e cconomic pobioy ol the b Phe oppoestte yies prevat

in o citizenship’

179 (20) are examples ol hat o ditionally hecnconsideiodmcventpee - or T prrocess ol

i

; ; ; {1he
cnted T VS structires, b thesesbructinres the subject noun fuypeontoss detormmatiom ol th

vord

S5 Praciaric faerors

N i anee b e SNt e ' acde hefvween
In the Titernie on VS order in Romanee faneoaees i it tron e olten i

' p N Wl . N N
ot uctures inowhich onh tie sobjeet noso bas thie featore [+ Mo ] and st s Bl

this feature is distributed over the entire sentencee (s he so eallbed »
st or the second property T the follony iy

Al e sentenees T

VS arder, in fact. can appem with cither the d

examples, @iy the subject now b Ui featur [+ Mewd
(M Arrivane vipili el frice oo le bt
ArCive the  tiremen and he ambalanee

i 1 ) o [T ]
Tiremen and ambabinees arvive G the co ot e e s IEnpeaph

arrivine at the place where the Hire )

; Pt . . . . : N {
Oy Lnbicn esiaba a prmo dedesbordarse Iorio il
i 1 o < .
wanoat o peint o of overtlowing the river Sella

HIE ’ »
hecol riversw hich had oven

“also the Sl River was about to overtiow Tl co oSt
Howed: note, however that the name of - Rio s cfla ™ et ot Becn mentioned betoren
o each of the faltow e examples the sentenee s all pes

OV T it toned preovede e
Is arrbed pleasant picce obness
Spleasant hit ot news arised’

(h v cHese cpocd natindlniente solamieite tha gconie e e estracion ‘-.m.l.ul
and at this tme olcotase only went people of this origin social
cand At that tme. as is natural, only people of thissocial ergin s dHtoen

Structures like (23) (20 seem o oceur especinthy wien the subject nown has (the feature

| Animate] andior [ Generic], Purthermore itis pevhaps notfottuitous that they are Lies

quently found in parrative contexts.

depthas o clearcat distinetion Letween sentences with o] .

{ always possible when real texts are analvzed, Ty panticutac the impact on

: and of the marrtive context on the other

The phenomenon, however deserves o he stushicd in
e | subpeet and all new sen
lenees is no the
VS order of the animaey Feature on the one haad,
hould be tested on o targer and more ditferentiated corpus. ‘

I seens even more probiviatic to ascertain the robe played by foealitv g v ‘
o partialhe overlapping with

wopcrtywhich

hias often been considered cither as comnciding s Hh newness

i i pasticular seemding erminotogical problensseme scholus preler to ferm the phe

N R RTINS L Syl
o lon ;xmmvnl;\lmnui [mvlvirmwwm1mnstIlinh.lnnl,\rn«, TR Vo ith e suroey ot
vantiteratune
1 cannot discuss this prablom heed

(1, s SoRN e s T

i Yy cooony thean
e Lo space viaons, o g en s iesy ob Phvopies o the o

sSprachtypol Ui Forseh (S TUR Y I8 (1995 172 749

nomena uoder discussion sentences Twith subject e focus™ and all focus™ sentences,
respectively

A Tiestand aeneral difficulty concerns the definition of focus itsclfz il it is considered as
the Tunction of “hiphlishting ™ one his to ke into account the possible diserepancy between
what is highlighted for the speaker and what s highlighted for the fistener I theticity has to
b defined i terms of Tocus properties, it risks falling apart.

A second problem concerns the common association between theticity and adlfocus sen-
tenees. This association is based on the assumption that pragmatic structure is isomorphous
to the semantic one. Tnothe some ways as eventivity/orientation on the process niakes the
structnre indivisible from asemantic point ol view: foeality should be distributed over the
whole sentence mnking this inseparable at the pragmatic level This isomorphism, however,
i iphiy disputabie. To po bhack to our examples, one should conclude that (21) and (22) e
not thetie strnctures, while (23) and (24) are. 'This is o highly undesirable claim since, from
the semantic point of view, (22) and (23) - sharing the property of [- Animate] subject ~can
be grouped together, while (21) and (24) = whose subject nouns have the features |1 Ani-
mates - o] e inaoway more similar'®,

Oy thic other hand i theticity is defined in terms of onicntation on the process/eventiy
i /nonspredicativity, (G030 G may well conform to it o, at feast, better than (21). 'The
latter sentence offers some problems as to whether it may be considered “thetic™, due to the
conjunction of features {)+ Animate], [+ Human]. [+ Detinite]}.

Sofar we hanve discussed two pragmatic factors influencing VS order. There is a thivd one
temining to be mentioned i co the type o testual progression. tn Halian newspaper reports,
lorexample, SV olten characterizes deseriptive progressions or, more generally, background
inforniation, while VN often oceurs in narrative progressions or in foreground parts ot the
texts

(S)y Pochie giornd prinaa cingue ricoverate dell’ Istineo  geriairico »

N Lo iy Dhetore five paticnts  ofthe  Tastitute forihe.chderly
Radacllc ~ouno miorte el giro di 72 ore +
Raduacellt are died within 72 hours

e few davs betores five patients of the Radaclli Institute for The Elderly had died
within 7.2 houry’

(20) I dinove ¢ intervenuta la o polizia
amdaeain v intervened  the  police
“and the police intervened agan’

Fhave to admit however, thad this factor would require a much more detailed analysis, espe-
clallv ifone considersits variability across ext types.

Necdless tosan the st conple of examiples is differentiaded by =0 or 7 value of the feature [Deti-
nitc This can possibb atlect thetieity conceived as asemantic notion, i that a subject which is
[ Detinire] iomore sutable o absorption asa determination of the verh,
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Belore dimving some conchusions of amore generad natone e el ool the g
Gtative data on VS order in Hadinn und Spanedvand the incidenee ol varioms factor,

Phe toxt tvpe canindhuence s toacertin extent, the fregueney of the orderwath prooves ’
fal subject, as wellas with postovethalsubject A s prisiog restbUes that hoth b Taheand

\ i il valies e aehielh swere analy e
Spanish corporishow ey Cpmilat values tor the text iypes swheh were analyyy
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Both Halian and Spanish spoken texts exhibit Begueney values of \:\' u.ul\-x \\vnn‘ll:mllx
higher i those obtained for newspaper seports, by nore mteresting i the “wewhit ol
l||‘n‘ ditferent factors cxamined reparding VS ordar

Here Twill confine mysell to the presentation ol some resalls o the corpota ol newspa
per reports from the two Tanguages investigated. B the Tralinm corpus, 98 ‘ ol VNS vlll'(l‘i\"
(51 cuses oul of 323 have @ one argument verb The inHuence ot syptactic [vetons s weal

e t
(1270 o mono arenmentab Vs stracties T

: Crat O f f i N
PO SORNC oA (T Ty e Grhis vol) foraomore detailed te trostion ol mone areumesiadit

in coroors ol Jalim.
TR Brrsast Ghisvoly foradis ‘
Al pareentases have been alobated o the Buasds of the vhol

Al
dedon of Fositlts based on other corperrob Tt

Do oo aretnenial strae o

Sprachtvpol Unis Forael oS TUH 38 (1993) 122 S

Semanticdeatires show the following pereentages:

Subject {8 Animate] [ Human|
Subject | Animate [ ([« Abstract])

37 0% (19 anstances)
03 06 (32 inslances)

The [GivenlINew [ features show the following pereentapes:

Subject | New) 47 % (2 instances)

Subject -]+ Given| 229% (1 instances)

Fhie sentence is all new (albin focus) 31 % (16 instances)

An nteresting correlation is that,in all the cases of all-new sentences. S (- Subject) s
[ Animate].

I the Spanish corpus, 100 % of the VS structures (52 cases oul of 52) have a one-arpu-
mentverhoSyitactic factors show astronger influcnee heve thanin the Talian corpus, as they
appearin 2% of allmstances (H cases out of 52). These differences, of course, cannot be
evaduated as the size ol the simples is too small.

Semntic features have the following percentages:

Subject e Animate] s [ Human) 27 % (1 instances)
Subject |- Animate| and/or [+ Abstract | 73 % (I8 Instances)

Fhe features [Given /I New ] have the following percentages:

Subject |1 New|: 23 % (12 mstances)

Subjeet =] Givenl: 4 % (2 instances)

I'he whole sentence contains material

whichis {1 Given] or partiatly Given: 15 % (8 instances)

Fhe sentence s all-new calt in focus): S8 Y (30 instances), *

b the Spanish corpus the great majority ol all-new structures (87 %) —if not all of them, as
. . N . i3 .
inthe Hatian corpus - have the features |- Animate] ([+ Abstract]). However, stTuctures with
the conjunction of features:

I Subject Sentence
. i e
l l[ Animate] [All-new)]

comprise 50" of all VS structures,

The various factors discussed so far regarding newspaper reports seem to conform 1o a
hicrarchy of influcnce on VS order. Fhis hicrarehy is partly differentin the two corpora inves-
tigated. In both corpora, the factor occupying the highest position in the hicrarchy is mono-
areumentalite The feature | Animate] foltows:

Italian Spanish
I Mono-argumentakity 98 Y% 100 %
1T Non-animateness 63 % 73 %



0 FOSoe e on N S order and the interplac of ot s et and e e

. -~
he Babian and Spanish corporaditter s o the brctor ocoips e the thind ansd Tomth o
trom in the hierarehn s they <how areverse onder of the deatoecossbio cr FeNew fand Sen
tence A new):

Htalinn Speanish

HESubject [+ New| [ TH Sentenee [ nea )
IV Sentence - [ATEnew ] 3 IV Subject [ New L

Tn both corpora, however, svnlactic lactors ocenpy a fower position.

Heconsidered Dy siselt, none of the Tactors diseussed sodar can e bated I'.‘»‘I]l\' ol ios of
(heticity, This is obvions for both svntactic and rhvihmicad ctor el s for stractures
where fhe stubject only exhibits the featwre J o New ] eseenms iepor it on the l\lll.t'} hand
1o justify the previons assunption tor factors such s mono arenmmenialie non ey e
webbas the sentence’s “atl-newness™

As o miono argomeniality. Gie coald apne that Homany one areonnent \v-.‘xlv.‘l\.u\w o
eventive (e process-oricnted) interpretation. this coutd be vekaed h\.lln‘lml\ ! I.n\ con
clusion scems wrong for at feast two reasons. Tarst mono argumentaling i snch s mA»I i
semantic propertveitis, in et o property of syptactio stonetine Eosely |.<']:|lul toy this e !
the fact that the eventive value of some one area ent verbaor sot corvied by the verh
isellzitis the whole VS structure that determines the vidue. Ao Ivl!.’lllx'l ol fact the cven
tive interpretation can be ascertained more «‘51‘;.11 v when the Subye t h'il\ O o {1|1||«| (.M
the features ] Animate] [+ Abstract] ) Definite]. On the contian.itis pres cntedw l.L””
the Subject has one or more of the following features: | : \mm:wtv] ' II1|‘|n:||||. [ l)n‘lx
niel Inother wordsothe hicrarchues of animacy ;.m(! defintoness e crncial Iu; t.'\.t.:?ll\‘«l
intcrpictation (Notes hovwesor that non aniniaey instee b ot acfeetor ot cam he rebate

to theticity) .

A Turther contirmation of the view that it is the conjunchion ot the wm;n‘Mu foatines ol
both verb and subject that isaesponsible Tor the eventive interpretation s disploved by the
fact that such merpretation can be assiened to strovtnres \‘._xl.h A One T REment band S\
order, provided that the Subject satisfies the semantic conditions spectficd betore Hoye an
afow examples from the DTalian and the Spanish corpornsrespecinehy:

' .
3 iei ! e 5 / i flo //I volicia
(27 83 fra paitifici ¢ pancuerie sono finii nei o della

S3among bakerics and bakershopsare ended up underthe control ofithe polic
A total of 83 bakeries and bakershops caded up under the contiol ol the police

(28Y Lo veritd ¢ conigiie ciiersa

the truth s anvway cmereed
CUhe trath finally cimerecd’

(29Y Al menos tres edificios vacios coniigrios arduan
At lcast thiee buildings cmpty adjoining were hurning
‘Atlcast three adjoining empty buildings were hurning

1 / o ’ { ren HOrnaii T arse
(A Hacia  las dos delatarde et cirendacion conrenson o norn I
3 t . N .y

Atabout two o'clock i the afternoon the traftic began to becom norma

Ataboul two o’clock pom the tratfie began to become normind

i Ssubject are responsihle heticity net
I none of the semantic features of the verby or the subjectare responstble Tor theticits

1 icpr “ol the sentenee s wnessT (oeality ) The analvsis o Tl
ther is the pragmaiic property ol the sentenee s “all newness™ (tocality) Asis

Spachivpol Uniy Porsel (STHE) JB (1903) 1,0 N3

rand Spanshnewspaper reports shows that it has a strong correlation to the subject’s non-
animacy Hhe reverse however, is not trues in both the Talian and Spanish corpora, a subset
olseatenceswith s [ Animate] has been identificd whicly are not all-new. 1n other words,
thereis noone taone relation between the sentence’s “all-newness™ i eventivity.

We cimnotavoid observing, in conclusion, that the very coneept ol 'theticity ' is problem-
atic to praspowhen one tries o cheek it in real texts. As alrcady mentioned in .. MARIY'S
idvaswas that thetic expressions are indivisible, 1o was aware that this is a property con-
cerning the logical judgement and not linguistic expressions per se. In his view, the asym-
metry between the logical and the linguistic levels could be overcome by considering lin-
auisticcontent: this conforms most closely to the logicat property ™. More recently. it has been
claimed that the pragmatic levelis what reflects the theoretical properties of theticity best™,

Phroush this stidy, we have seen that (1) VS order as such is not related (o theticity in
Rontmee ingnages: () The semantic concept ol “eventivity” and the pragmatic concept of
Sl newness” should be considered as independently retated 1o the logicat notion of thetics
v (3) It is notelear how eventivity and “all-newness™ are related (0 each other. A method-
ological caveat imposes itselt: real linguistic data often show that very general principles can
ondy beapplicd at the expense of adeeper understanding of the facts.
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