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0. INTRODUCTION

This paper discusses the role that should be played in a functional syntax by
functional patterns that include V in a position N of the linear order of the
clause.? We adopt the theoretical framework of Functional Grammar
(henceforth FG) as devised by Dik (1978, 198%). More precisely, we make
use of the typology of pragmatic functions advanced by Dik et al. (1981:
41{f), de Jong (1981: 89ff) and Dik (1989: 268£f); we also draw on the model
of syntactic template and constituent order rule put forward by Connolly
(1991). As we shall see, it is possible to take one more step than Connolly,
since he does not deal with syntactic discontinuity or duplicated
congitituents,

In the methodological dimension, we have opted for OE in order to ex-
plore these phenomena, since it exhibits a range of constructions in which
exbraciated constituents show up wider than that of P-D (Present-Day)
English; moreover, we have concentrated on passive constructions because
they are older than their active counterparts, that is, they allow for iniraverbal
constituents more frequently than active constructions do. Qur qualitative dis-
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cu§sil0n and conclusions are based on a previous quantitative study of g |3
guistic 'corpus,-" much in the way Givén (1984/1990, 1993) does.#
This paper is organized as follows: firstly, we discuss the descriptive ang

n-

explanatory inadequacy of the V2 rule; secondly, we address the question of

relative constituent ordering; thirdly, we tackle the problems posed by abgg.
lute constituent ordering; finally, we offer some concluding remarks.

I. THE INADEQUACY OF THE V2 RULE

This section deals with the inadequacy of the V2 Rule both from a
descriptive and from an explanatory point of view. We resort to the data from
geveral corpora—including ours—to prove the V2 Rule descriptive]y
inadequate; and to a comparison between a pragmatic explanation and 5
syntactic explanation of an example from our corpus to prove the V2 Rule
explanatorily inadequale.

In a formal syntax the VO character of OE clauses follows from the V2
Rule, which moves VT from its base clause-final position to second positicn
in the clause.” As a resuli, objects and complements follow the finite verb
and precede the non-finite verb. OV variants with pronoun objects are ac-
counted for as variants of the VO order.® Fischer (1992) has stated that the
V2 Rule was a productive device throughout the OE period. Koopman (1992)
has argued for an OV rather than a VO order, Although Koopman’s data are
not available, he insists on the high number of exceptions to the V2 Rule
as shown in Table 17; ’ ’

Year Text V2 %
Brown 1970 PC 16%
Smith 1971 ASC 45%
Stockwell 1977 ASC 69%
Bean 1983 ASC 50%
Martin Arista 1997 ASC et al. 42%

Table I: Percentage of V2 clauses according to the figures offered
by five corpora.

Although thert? are some divergencies due to the fact that different
corpora {based on different texts) are compared, it seems beyond all doubt that
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many OF constructions cannot be accounted for by the V2 Rule: even the
most optimistic figures show up to 31% of exceptions to this rule.
Furthermore, the explanatory character of this rule is also questionable. Let
us discuss this character in the light of the following example:

(1) Her was Cnut gecoran to kynge
here was Cnut crowned king

“Iny this year was Cnut crownesd” (ASC 1014)®

Given the linguistic expression in (1), the positions of the finite verb (V1)
and the non-finite verb (Vn) are determined by the V2 rule in the following

Way:

(2) Vi--->P2
Vn--->P4 or P

However, if no further condition is specified apart fom the V2 constraint, the
following placemnts, which do keep to this constraint, are also possible.
Since they are theotetical reconstructions, they have been marked with an as-

terisk.

+Cnut wees her gecoran to kynge
. *To kinge wees Cnut gecoran her
. *To kinge was her gecoran Cnut
. *Cnut wes her to kynge gecoran
. #*Her wes Cnut to kynge gecoran

(3}

oo o

At least, these five linear orders follow the V2 Rule. As a matter ol fact,
(3.d) and (3.e) are the linguistic expressions that most strictly follow the V2
Rule: the complements follow Vf and precede Vn. The presence X in clause-
initial position (P1} may explain the existence of an inter-verbal 8 since X
takes up P1 and pushes S towards P3. Nevertheless, the constituent order
displayed in (3)—to the exclusion of that in (3.e)-—should be justified; in
other words, the question is: why does X undergo exbraciation to oceupy
clause-final position? The presence of X in clause-final position is not the re-
sult of the application of the V2 rule which, in fact, predicts the occurrence
of X in interverbal position,

A similar problem is posed by the following sxample. The V2 Rule
does not predict the exbraciated character of the linguistic expression in (4):
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(4) dar weard ofslegen Harold fagera, and Tostig eorl
there were  slain  Harold Fairhaired, and Tostig ear]

“There were slain Hareld the Fairhaired and earl Tostig” (ASC
1066)

No formal constraint can be derived from the application of the V2 Rule
that acccounts for the occurrence of 5 in clause-final position in the lingnis.
tic expression in (4). So far we have pointed to the inadequacy of the Vo
Rule when explaining clauses that do conform to this rule. Things are evep
worse when we come to explain clauses that lack V2 order, like the folloy.

ing:

(5) a. da se halga wer was getogen
then the saint man was brought to an end

“Then the saint man was slain™ (V)

b. da damt folc  geweard egesan geaclod
then the people were with fear terrified

“Then the people were terrified with fear™ (EDM)

In (5) we have intentionally chosen two clauses introduced by an adverbial (o
show that not even in these examples is the V2 Rule an explanatory princi-
ple of general validity: neither in (5.a) nor in (5.b) does Vf show up in P2,
as we might expect, since the V2 Rule predicts the linearization of Vf in P2
and the displacement of S to P3, which is not the case with these linguistic
expressions. :

In the light of these considerations, it does not seem unreasonable to
state that a functional syntax should not make its explanations dependable on
the V2 Rule; on the theoretical side, in the remainder of this paper we shall
try to improve the model of the functional pattern proposed by Dik {1978,
1989), which, in our opinion, is descriptively adequate but lacks explanatory
adequacy.

We have suggested elsewhere (Martin Arista 1994a, 1994b), that the ty-
pology of syntactic functions put forward by Dik (1989) should be enlarged
in the light of the proposals made in Dezsd {1978), Halliday (1985) and
Downing and Locke (1992).° In this view, the linear structure of the clause
involves the matching of clausal constituents that bear semantic, syntactic
and pragmatic functions with parts of the prosodic contour of the clause. As
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is stated in Martin Arista (forthcoming), Old-English constituent order

* pvours syntactic discontinuity, which evidences the relevant character in
4

rerms Of information transmission of the interverbal position: this is the

' gnly functional explanation that can be proposed.® This situation changes in
" more recent stages of the language: as is well known, ME and ModE are

alike in showing sentence-stress and focus-hearing constituents in clause-
;’inal position. In this sense, OF is a period of great change, since the shift

' S0V-SVO is also finished up in passives, which, being older, we have cho-

sen for this study.

A first study of the OE corpus reveals that P1 and 3 are the commu-
picatively most relevant positions (the percentage of TOP and FOC occur-
cence in these positions may amount to 95% TOPum/FOCm'' in Pl and
TOPm/FOCum in P3). Therefore, we propose the following hypothesw: we
shall speak of TOPm whenever this pragmatic function is assigned to a con-
stituent that does not occupy clause-initial position. TOPum, then, is to be
identified with clause-initial position. As regards FOC, its unmarked
position (FOCum) is the inter-verbal position, c]ause—initial,.second and
final positions being marked ones (FOCm). To illustrate this point, we take,
in the light of the evidence provided by the corpus, the most usual template
of passive clauses in O to be as follows'?:

(6)  P1-P2-P3-P4

The placement rules that govern the insertion into this template may be
sketched in the following way:

{7) a. Given TOPum and FOCum; TOPum--->P1/FOCum--->P3
b. Given TOPum and FOCm: TOPum--->P1/FOCm--->P4/P2
¢. Given TOPm and FOCum: TOPm--->P4/P2/FOCum--->P3
d. Given TOPm and FOCm: TOPm--->P2/P3/P4/
FOCm--->P1/P2/P4

At this point of the discussion, it seems advisable te compare this pro-
posal with other hypotheses than can be found in previous research.

On the one hand, this proposal is coherent with the importance of the
pragmatic mode in OE (Bossuyt 1985: 15ff; Tejada 1988: 83ff) and with the
descriptions of OE constituent order made by Dik (1980: 153) and Bossuyt
(1985: 27). As is well known, the order of OE constituents was freer than
that of Modern English, which resulted in a higher number of displaced con-
stituents due to pragmatic reasons, This evidence, then, suggests that, in a
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tu‘nctlona] syntax, explanations of a pragmatic character should be pr

with respect to syntactic explanations of the kind inserr V irl?tr]ma'ry
Moreov.er, one of the basic principles of FG is that pragmatic ru]es‘ o B2,
semantic rules, which restrict, in turn, the operation of syntacticgovem
Furthermore, FG is constrained in the sense that no transformations ar~u]e&
lowed and no explanation can be proposed in terms of a surface order éztg

mined by order-changing operations on its underlyi rder
. : ying order, such as th
proposed by Malsch {1976: 28ff), Lightfoot (1977: 19111) or Reddick (elgggs. E

37l), among others. 3
Dik has stated that OE was a strong V2 language, that is, a language

with basic'* PIVSO/PIXVSO order in which V is always in seconq -

position in the dominant unmarked order of actual sentences. P'1 stands for
special pragmatic position to which TOP or FOC constituents are displaca::clEl

Bossuyt’s description, which is complemc ik’s, hi
: > wh plementary to Dik’s, hints at the markeq . .
character of FOC when displaced to P1, as well as the unmarked character 0(11’ :

TOP in initial position.
On the other hand, our explanation seems to contradict B :
when she remarks that: eun (1963 136)

It could still be argued that OF was a verb-second language simply

on the basis of the percentage of verb-second clauses. One could

also.still argue for a topic-verb language on the basis that SVX wag
a primary order with topical subjects, VSX with non-topical sub-
jects and SXV with pronominal ohjects. However, 1 would like to
argue that OE was neither verb-second nor topic-verb but rather
that it was verb-third,

Nevertheless, further detailed discussion will show that there are several .

poiqts of convergence with Bean: firstly, we do not state that OF was a
Topic-Verb language; nor do we remark that OE passive constructions were

Topic-first. What we argue for is a non-marked initial position of TOP in

QOFE passive constructions. Secondly, although we do not think that the
statement that OF was Verb-third is applicable to passive constructions, we
do find several instances of Vf/Vn in P3, Nevertheless, we insist on t,heir
marked character. Finally, we do agree—although for ditferent reasons—with
Beatp as regards the inadequacy of the V2 Rule, to which we have devoted this
section. '
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9, VN IN RELATIVE. ORDER

The evidence from the corpus suggests that a high percentage of OF passive
clauses quality as discontinuous (see Table 2). Passive continuity can be real-

ized either as Vi-Vn or as Vn-VT (this topic is dealt with below). We define

continuity (or adjacency, in the terminology used by Connolly (1991: 7)) as
e characteristic that shows the constituents, especially the verbal complex,
which are not interrupted by other constituents or by elements belonging to
other constituents. These examples of P-D English illustrate this definition:

(&) a. The village was completely destroyed by the army
{McCawley 1987: 194).
b. Tom serves more expensive liguors than Dick
does fo guests (McCawley 1987: 194).
c. Everyone came who [ invited (Jacobson 1987: 62).

In examples (8.a), (8.h) and (B.c) the constituents in italics are interrupted by
the adverbial, the second part of the discentinuous modifier and the verb re-
spectively. These instances conspire against Dik’s (1989 343) Principle of
Domain Integrity, which states that domains prefer not to be interrupted by
constituents from other domains. It is necessary, however, to insist on the
communicative rather than the structural effects of the phenomena of dis-

lacement, In other words, we must find a functional explanation for the fact
that (8.a), (8.b) and (8.c) are preferred to their paraphrases in (9.a), {9.b) and
{9.c), which do not show syntactic discontinuity: -

e} a. The village was destroyed by the army completely.
b. Tom serves more expensive liquors to guests than Dick does.

c. Everyone who 1 invited came.

The functional explanation for these diplacement phenomena we provide
will be based on the special communicative value of the displaced con-
stituents, which we shall explain in terms of pragmatic function assignment.

Let us give an example:

(10) Her Herebriht aldormon wes ofslegen from hzdnum monnmum
here Herebriht earl was  slain by heathen people

“Iny this year ealdorman Hereberth was slain by the heathen” (ASC
838)
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We consider the order of the constituents found in the linguistic expressi
5100

in (10) a marked one due to its low frequency of occurrence in the corpug, g,
s

mar‘kfad character may be put down to the presence of FOCm in clauge-f;

position. We assign TOPum (o the adverbial in clause-initial lcs)e'—flma]
wh'ach seems preferable to assigning TOPm to S, because this a1$ -Smsm’
assignment would be characteristic of a highly marked constructi whidh
not tj}:‘e cz;lsc with the one under consideration, o which s

At is point, we may propose the hypothesi

Hierarchy as {*egards pragmatic function assi)gr)lment rsmt;;ltt b?a NLIletlrf]‘(E(jness
Our proposal is that such a hierarchy might have this form': put Tonvand,

(11)  Markedness Hierarchy
HIGHLY MARKED=TOPm+FQOCm
MARKED=TOPm+FOCum/TOPum+FOCm
UNMARKEDSTOPum-+-FOCum

In section 2 and section 3 we try to prove this hi
demonstrating that the constructions \A?,e calli /tig{:zl;hrlfrszak;;;l;fe}ll\?e E;Clcotiiﬂtﬂfhy
quency of appearance in the corpus than the ones we call marked Whie rh i
turn, offer lower percentages of appearance than the constructions, we dC f" ,
as .m.marked. We illustrate the Markedness Hierarchy by means of thell'ne
guistic expression in (12), which is modified in (13), for the sake of t!c .
gument, in a rather ad hoc way: , e

{12) dy ilcan geare Tatwinc was gehalgod  to arcchbisc
ahat same year Tatw_ine was consecrated archbishop
The same year Tatwine was consrerated archbishop” (ASC 731)

{13y a. UNMARKED=TOPum+FOCum; dy llcan geare was
Tatwine to arcebisc
gehalgod
Tatwine dy ilcan geare
was fo arcebisc gehalgod
dy ilean geare Talwine
was gehalgod to arcebise
d. HIGHLY MARKED=TOPm+FOCm: Taiwine dy ilcan geare ‘
was gehalgod ro arcebise

b. MARKED=TOPm+FOCum:

¢. MARKED=TOPum+FOCm;

. Although the‘e"xan?ples in (13) have been obtained by applying a func-
t%onal Fest of modification to (12), this reasoning is not a gratuitous specula-
tion, since, as we shall see in the following, we find instances of all tF})'Je lev-
els of the hierarchy we have proposed in our corpus: from unmarked up to
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highly marked. This point is suitably iltustrated by resorting to cases of dis-
continuous passive. According (o the figures we get from our corpus, OE
favoured discontinuous constructions in which énly one constituent was dis-

placed outside its proper domain (see Table 2),

Let us consider the following linguistic expression:

(14) dmr  weard Orcheh cyninges degn  ofslagen
there was Ordheh king’s  thane slain

“There was Ordheh, the king’s thane, slain” (ASC 893)

This is an instance of unmarked construction. As we have suggested in the

revious section, this example is not described as the output of the operation
of the V2 Rule but as the result of the assignment of TOP and FOC: the
unmarked character of this construction is justified by the presence of
FOCum (Ordheh cyninges degn) in interverbal position.

OE favoured discontinuity degree 1 in passives (see Table 2). The next
question is: which constituent usually breaks into the verb complex? Table 2
shows that more than half of the intrusive constituents bear the function ad-
verbial, S, as is the case with the following example, which constitutes an
interesting occurrence, is also inserted into P3:

(15) Ongdam waron eac 0a men  ofslegenc buton fifum
in this were all those men  slain but five

“Ip, this ship were also all the men slain, but five” (ASC 896)

The treatment that we put forward here is to consider the second part of S
an afterthought, thus constituting the tail of the utterance. The unmarked
character of this construciion is based on the presence of TOPum in P1 and
FOCum in P3. There is another possibility, althcugh it is a less likely one:
if we integrated the constituent buton fifum into the clause structure we
should have to admit a double focus construction consisting of FOCum +
FOCm (eac da men... buton fifum). Since the resulting construction would
be 2 marked one, and this point could not be statistically demonstrated on the
grounds of the corpus, this is not the course we pursue.

Intimately related to the appeareance of § in inter-verbal position is the
presence of § complement, which is very frequent when hattan is involved,

as the following example illustrates:
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(16} Sco is Legaceaster gehaten
it .is Chester called

“It is calied Chester” (ASC 893)

From what we have said, it follows that S-COMP in fi ifi
aid, - in final position ig
analysed as a case of FOC i is i th the oxan
e m assignment. This is the case with the example
. z'As Table 2_disp1ays,lm(_)re than half of the constituents that enter (1,

verbal CQITlp]SX in discontinuity | passives are adverbials. The following e ‘
ample .01f inter-verbal adverbial is worth commenting on since it sho e
our opinion, TOPm and FOCm; e

(17)  da hergas wxIon da i
$ g f gegaderode  begen to Sceobyri
then the hosts were  then concentrated at Shoebury vrieon

Eastseaxum
in Essex

“TI wer antp .
893}?] the hosts were concentrated at Shoebury in Essex” (ASC

We favolur the TOPm/FOCm explanation to the exclusion of an alternatiye
explanation consisting of the existence of a double Topic construétiVc
(TOPum+TOPm, assigned to the adverbial of time) and FOCm assi nedin
the adverbial of place. Qur point is that the explanation we have provi%ed "lc(f
counts more accurately for the marked character of the linguistic expre%si(o
in (17) since the constituents that are central to the informative slructu\re 0?'
the clau;e (hergas and begen to Sceobyrig on Eastseaxum) are assigned th
pragmatic functions FOC and TOP., gned fhe
) Up to this point, we have been dealing with passive clauses that show
V['-an continuity or degree 1 discontinuity. Now we deal with clauses in
which the Vf-Vn continuum is interrupted by more than one constituent. As
Table.2 shows, most discontinuous passives qualify as discontinuity | (;on-
structions, the cases of discontinuity degiee 2 and 3 being statisticall
1|narked. In (18) an example of discontinuity degree 2 is given. We accoun)é
for the low frequency of appeareance of these constructions in thle corpus and,

therefore, for their marked character, b i X [
o . » by resorting to the presence of TOPm
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(18) 9a waron hie mid metelieste gewzgde
then were  they by want of food reduced

“Then they were reduced by want of food” (ASC 893)

In (18) TOPm is assigned to S in P3 and FOCum is borne by the adverbial
in P4. .

The instances of degree of discontinuity 3 we find in our corpus are usu-
ally associated with the presence of a constituent which undergoes duplica-

tion, as is the case with:

(19)  Waes he se mon in weornihade geseted
was he this man in a lay condition restored

“He was restored to a lay condition” (V)

Clauses like (19), in which a combination of degree of discontinuity 3 and
V{ initial is found, show an extremely low frequency of appeareance in the
corpus and, as aresult, a highly marked character, Thetefore, we describe this
clause as having been assigned TOPm and FOCm to S and Vn respectively.

Relative order:

syRtactic_continuity examples total %
Syntactic continuity 432 720 60
Svyntactic discontinuity 288 720 40
Lst. degree discontinuity 166 288 57.6
Interverbal S 36 166 33.7
Interverbal adverbial 23 166 13.8
Other interverbal cons. g7 166 32.4
2nd. degree discontinuity 77 288 26.7
3rd. degree discontinuity 435 288 15.6

Table 2. Syniactic {(dis)continuity in the corpus.

We go on to raise another problem concerning relative position in the
clause, namely the relative order of Vf and Vn. As Table 3 shows, OE
favouwrs a relative order of Vfand Vn in which Vf precedes. Therefore, accord-
ing to our data, orderings like (20.a) are preferred to others like {20.b):
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(20) a. Crist s magenum namarn genemned

" The passive continuity/Vn-Vf combination also appears in the corpus.
Christ is by many names called

. Table 3 shows, there is no clear tendency as regards qontiququs passives
P]ﬁ wing VE-Vn or Vn-VT; both orderings qualify as having sumlar figures,
IS_J}? us give an example of ¥Yn-Vf ordering in a continuous passive construc-

e . .
tion:

“Christ is called many names”(V)

b. ..&r sio fierd  gesamnod weere
- before his levies divided  had been (24)  Se swide gewundad waes

he seriously wounded was
“... before his levies had been divided” (ASC 893)

“He was severely wounded” (ASC 755)
The comparison with P-D English is straightforward: the V-V of

dering j | .
restricted to highly emphatic constructions like the following: gis By assigning FOCm to X we draw att‘cntion to the fact that t!ns con%tl tl)i]cll;))n
l is marked, as the evidence extracted from the corpus suggests (see Table ).
}Igh co-existing variant Vn-Vf of continuous passives does not show up in
diszontinuous passives, in which only the Vf-Vn relative order is found (see

Table 3). Two examples of this phenomenon follow: -

(21}  The boss ordered that he should be fired; and fired he wag

Our point is that the degree of markedness of Vn-VT constructions i
lower in OF than in P-D English. Let us discuss an example in detail, Iy,
(22) we offer an instance of continuous passive presenting V{-Vn order:

{25) a. hie wurdonda gebrohte to dem bi.scope
they were then taken  to that bishop

{22)  Adelwulf aldormon weard ofslegen
Adelwulf  earl was  slain

“They were then taken to that bishop “(ASC 1014)
“Earl Edelwulf was slain” (ASC 871)

b. da wurdon hi ofwundrode g=s wulfes hyrdredenne

then were they amazed of the wolf’s guardianship

This example of constructions involving P1-P3 templates reinforces our . sanshin® (EDM)
remark that when P3 templates are involved, P3 is also considered the yn. “They wete amazed at the wolf's guardianship
marked FOC position, P1 and P2 being the marked ones; otherwise we -

would be forced either to analyse weard as FOCum (which does not
to closer examination becayse Vf is unlikely to carry
to characterise ofslagen as FOCm
clause, which is not advisable on ¢
Let us give another example, this ti

bear up
relevant information) or
(thus describing as marked a V£-2/Vn-3
he grounds of the corpus—see Table 3),
me one involving a P1-P4 template;

i i : ; a) ds the latter, we have
ur view, (25.b) is more marked than (25.a): as regar ha
iZS?gned FOCm to X (fo dem biscope), TOP remaning unmarked, whcr;:as
i1; the case of the former we assign TOPm to S and FOCm to X (dws wulfes

hyrdradenne).

Relative order:Vfand Vi examples total | %
(23)  Betwux dam weard ofslagen Eadwine his eam Vi-Vn 493 720 | 68.4
while that was  slain - Edwin  his uncle VE-Vn: syntactic cont, 205 jgg ;Lflgi
~r svntaotic di 288 .
“Meanwhile his uncle Edwin was slain” (OSW) xt"\(f? syntactic discont. 227 720 | 31.5
n_
L y 100
: As regards (23), we propose assigning TOPm to Eadwine his eam and Vn-Vf: syntactic cont, 227 ;i; ;
, FOCum to ofslagen. This explanation is preferable to another stating that Vn-V{: syntactic discont. 0
: TOPum is assigned to X, which fa

lIs short when it comes to accounting for . Vit in the cormus
the statistically marked character of S-final constructions. Tabie 3: Relative order of Vf and Vi in the corpus.
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3. VN IN ABSOLUTE ORDER

In the previous section we dealt with relative order problems. Tn the remgip
der of the paper, we tackle absolute order problems, namely V-initial, v.,
and V-final clauses, as well as S-final clauses. In the first place, we addregg
the question of the order of VI/Vn-initial clauses.

According to the figures we have offered, only 5% of the clauses in the
able -

corpus qualify as V-initial clauses, either Vi-initial or Vn-initial {see T
5). This percentage reflects, beyond a doubt, the marked status of V-initia]
clauses. Among these clauses, Vi-initial clauses like (26.a) constitute a yag
majority with respect to Vn-initial clauses like (26.b):

(26} a. Westodzled in foreweardum Danieles dagum in tug
was divided on the following day of St Daniel’s into (we

bicscira West Seaxna lond
bishoprics  the West Saxon land

“The West Saxon land was divided into two bishoprics on the
fellowing day of Saint Daniel’s” (ASC 959)

b. Idonked wurde he
thanked be he

“May he be thanked” (V)

Since the clause operator OPT is present in the linguistic expression in
(26.b), we have found it convenient to analyse idonked as FOCum and he as
TOPum so as to draw a distinction between marked clauses with clause oper-
ator DECL, which are regarded as marked if TOPm, FOCm or both are pre-
sent, and those with clause operator OPT, One implication of this soution,
however, is that the framework proposed above has to be justified: whenever
the clause operator OPT is present, the unmarked FOC position is Pl
whereas the unmarked TOP position is P3; the marked positions, on the
other hand are as follows: P1 and P2 for TOP and P2 and P3 for FOC,

The question we must address is that of how NEG and IMP clause opera-

tors are refated to V-initial passive clauses. To start with, we focus on NEG
OPT clauses in (27):
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{27) Ne bid us geborgen
' not be we saved

“May we be not saved” (V)

This example shows that our hypothesis hg[ds in accounting for NEG OILT
clauses. The assignment of pragmatic functions to NEG OPT clauses mlgii/ (‘:?
marized as follows: P3 is the unmarked posmon.of TOP aqd 0
S%T(I: This description calls for two remarks: firstly, no instances of marked
Fl.agfnatic functions in NEG OPT c!auses have entered the COI‘pL(ljS; Vt;le§e
Iglausas undergo discontinuity of \]t and Vn but not of -NEG an . .thanL
rating this, we do not deny the existence of sgch clauses: our point is.
" rked and highly marked NEG OPT clauses, in the way in which we have
g]eelltined thein, are very unlikely to occmi;IAnd secondly, we have assumed that
(G-~ which is statistically feasible,

NEGAS ?:;]a’rds the clause operator IMP, which' is the only one we Pziav_e‘nlc))t
commented on yet: in principle, it should not trigger a constituent (;lr er htl.l —t
stantially different from the one triggered I?y OPT. Let lllS see to what exten
this a priori statement is correct. Take, for instance, (28):

{28) Wes du gebletsod betuh  eall wifa
be you blessed between all women

“May vou be blessed among all women” (V)

As (28) evidences, the difference concerning order beFWeen QPT and ]IMPrls
that TOPum is assigned in P3 in OPT clauses and in P2 in IMP c agls‘cs,
FOCum being assigned in P1 in both cases and the othF:r posslt‘nlme‘s fﬁ:ﬁ%
marked ones. Therefore, the assignment of pragmatic functions 1?
clauses is the same as that of OPT. Now, we Wl]l loo}c at NEG IMP ¢ auafl:sE
They are identical as regards pragmatic function assignment o c]aluées a
have a clause operator OPT and NEG OPT. There follows an example:

{29) Ne beo du, Maria, geunroted
not be you, Maria, sorrowful

“Don’t be sorrowful, Maria” {V)
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Absclute order: VI examples total %
V1 37 720 5.1
Vil 31 37 83.7
Vil: DECL 25 31 80.6
Vil NEG 6 31 19.3
V{1-Vn2 0 6 0
VI1-Final Vn 13 37 48.6
Vnl 6 37 16.2
Vnl-Vf2 6 6 100

Table 4: VI in the corpus.

With reference to Vf and Vn in V2 position, the data offered by the cor-
pus evidence that the V2 construction is relatively frequent (43% of the
clauses in the corpus qualify as V2) and that most V2 passives are V2 ones
(see Table 5). Another fairly frequent pattern is V2-VF (see Table 6}, It is
worth noticing that all the clauses that accommodate to this pattern are Vi-
2/Vn-VF. Of course, P1-P3 templates, in which Vf occupies P2 and Vn ljes
in P3, are included here. As is the case with other possibilities of ordering,
ne different order is triggered by the use of wesan to the exclusion of
weordan or viceversa. This point is illustrated, with reference to V2, by
(30:

(30) a. Seo stow is gehaten Heofonfeld on Englisc
this place is called Heavenfield in English

“The placc is called Heavenfield in English” (OSW)

b. Him weard das getidod
he was  that given

“Him was that given” (OSW)

It has been shown, then, that no different order of the constituents is
triggered by either copular verb. The next question is whether the appearance
of Vn in P2 can be attributed to the dependent or independent character of the
clause. A V2 independent clause with Vn2 is exemplified by (31):
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.{31) der  geflemed weard Nordmanna bregu
there forced to flee was  the Northmen leader

“The leader of the Northmen was forced to flee” (ASC 937)

The assignment of TOPm and FOCm and the highly marked character result-
ing from this assignment are coherent with the low frequency of appeareance
in the corpus of these constructions (see Table 5). Therefore, no modification
of the proposed framework is demanded by these examples. Let us now look
at dependent clauses with Vn2. As a general rule, the dependent clauses in
gur corpus offer a paitern S/TOP-(X)-(Y)-Vn/FOC-(NEG/EQC)-VT, as the
following example illustrates:

{(32) ..0wmt hit bebyrged ne wurde
...that he buried not were

“..that he were not buried” (EDM)

‘We may state then that no modification of our hypothesis should be put
forward if P1-P4 templates are involved. Indeed, the pattern
/TOPum/FOCm-X/TOPm/FOCm-V1/TOPMFOCum-V{/TOPm/FOCm ac-
comodates to the general schema we have proposed for DECL clauses, the
most common sequence being TOPum-(TOPm/FOCm)-FOCum-V{. This
pattern, however, is based on the assumption that VT is not relevant from an
informative point of view, as is normally the case, and that we always find
DECL and P1-P4, which is not always the case. When NEG or P1-P3 tem-
plates occur, the unmarked character of FOC in P2 in P1-P3 dependent
clauses is due to their dependency. In other words, the difference between de-
pendent and independent clauses with P1-P3 templates is that while indepen-
dent DECI. clauses show FOCum--->P3, dependent DECL clauses qualify as
FOCum--->P2 (T'OPum occurs in P1 in both types of clause). [t might be
argued that this is tantamount to saying that VF appears in P2 in independent
clauses and in P3 in dependent clauses while Vn occurs in P3 in independent
clauses and in P2 in dependent clauses. Our pragmatic explanation, however,
is more comprehensive than the structural one just mentioned, since a struc-
tural explanation is not accurate enough to account for clauses that, in spite
of being marked, do occur in OF, as the data yielded by our corpus indicate.
In a structural explanation, these instances wonld be described as exceptions
to the rule that states that VI(INDEP)-~->P2 and Vi{DEP)--->P3, etc. The
framework that we have proposed seems wider since it can account for all
these orderings; and more accurate, since no ordering is done away with for
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not accomedating to a given pattern, Our proposal has a drawback, though:
we must admit that the unmarked character of FOC in P2 in P3 DECY,
clauses is to be attributed to their subordinate quality.

As regards P4 NEG dependent clauses, on the other hand, no modifica.
tion is needed if we accept that FOCum is assigned to NEG. Two remarks
should be made as regards this solution; in the first place, hy assigning
FOCum o NEG we avoid assigning FOCm to Vn, which would entail de-
scribing as marked a construction which the evidence from the COIPUS proveg
to be unmarked {see Table 6), Furthermore, we follow the general patterp,
FOCum--->P3 (if the template is P1-P4) and no modification of our hypoth-
esis is called for. In the second place, the occurrence of Vf in P4 and Vn ip
P2 must be explained in terms of dependent vs. independent clauses; other-
wise, the allernative order would be equally acceptable, which is not compat-

ible with the basic principle that different patterns are the result of different
communicative values.

Absolute order: V2 examples total %
Vi2/Vn2 315 720 43.7
V2 291 315 92.4
V2-V Final 149 315 47.3
V{2-Vn Final 149 149 100
Vil 24 315 7.6
Vn2: independent clauses 13 24 54.1
Vn2: dependent clauses 1 24 45.9
Vn2-Final Vf ~ 0 149 0

Table 5: V2 in the corpus,

We consider V-Final constructions, with special emphasis on the fact
that the occurrence of Vf in P4 must be regarded as a result of clause depen-
dency. As the evidence from the corpus suggests, most OE V-Final passive
clauses are Vn-VF ones (see Table 6), VI-VF constructions are either marked
independent clauses or dependent clauses. Let us discuss in the first place Vi-
VF independent clauses by giving one example:

{33) oa Deniscan scipu aseten’ wzaron
the Danish ships captured were

“The Danish ships were capiured” (ASC 893)
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. e already remarked, whenever P3 templates are involvt.:d, it is
ce[:;a:;etgagonsider %3 the unmarked FOC position, P1 and P2 being the
” ked ones. In (33), a P1-P3 independent DECL clause, Vn has been as-
1T'm:]cd FOCm, which accounts for the statistically marked character of these
Slgnstructions Esee Table 6); assigning FOCum to Vf would be L}nacceptablle
cot only from a statistical point of view but also from a semanuc/lpragn?atlc
ggc: V{-VF independent clauses are very scarce an.d, moreover, ¥ lS. uql'llcgllly
(o stand out pragmatically. This reasoning makes it unnecessary to 1?\%515 (Lj &
framework we have proposed above. Now, let uslconcentratc on Vf- e-
pendent clauses. In (34) a P1-P3 dependent clause is shown:

(34) ..de @r W& forslegen
..who before had been killed

“ . who had been killed before” (ASC 1014)

is le, the marked character of the construction is not deﬂneq by
{ﬁedzllgp?;adr:r?cy of the clause but by the assignment of FOCm to the time
adverbial, for this is a P1-P4 clause (see Table 6).. . . -

Once we have explained the presence gf VT in final position both in 01;
pendent and independent clauses, we examine marked and unmark:ad Vn-V
clauses. The clause in (35) is an instance of Vn-VF unmarked order:

(35) owmr wms micel wal gcslimgen
there were many people slain

“There were many people slain™ (ASC 823)
In (36) we find an instance of Vn-VE marked clause:

(36} From Offam kyninge Hygebryht wes gecoren
by Offa king Hygebryth was appointed

“Hygebryth was appointed by king Offa” (ASC 785)

i : | i truction, which is

We have attributed the marked character of this cons s
statistically justifiable (see Table 6), to the asmg_nmen_t of TOPm to S aqcl
FOCm to X. This example puts an end to the discussion of Viand Vn in
clause-final position.
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Absolute order: Final V examples | total %
Final V{/Vn 340 720 47.2
Final Vf 71 340 20.8
Final Vf: independent clauses 12 711 6.9
Final Vf: dependent clauses 59 71 83.1
Final Vn 269 340 79.2

Table 6: V-Final in the corpus.

We end section 3 by giving an explanation for the instances of S-fing]
clauses In the corpus. S-final clauses are marked constructions resulting from
the assignment of TOPm or FOCm, as is the case with the following exam-
ple, or both TOPm and FOCm:

(37)  On dara Deniscena healfe weard ofslegen Bohric hira cyng
on the Danish  part was slain Eohric their king

“On the part of the Danish Eohric king was slain” (ASC 871)

4, CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this paper we have argued for a change of perspective in the descriptive and
explanatory character of functional patterns in which VN and X show up: the
element which constitutes the starting point for formulating expression rules
both in synchronic and in diachronic terms is X, not VN. As we have seen,
X bears unmarked focus, receives sentence stress and occupies an outstanding
syntactic position, in such a way that the syntactic organization of the clause
iconically reflects the distribution of the information at the pragmatic

level. #FC

THE ROLE OF VN IN FUNCTIONAL SYNTAX 189

NOTES

|. The reseach 1'_csu1ting in this paper has been funded by the Vicerrectorado de
investigacion de la Universidad de La Rioja through the research project entitled Aspectos

* netodoldgicos de la investigacion lingiiistica en un paradigma funcional: diacronia y sincronia

(1996},

2. The following abbreviations appear threughout this paper: OE (Old English), ME
(Middle English), ModE (Modern English), P-D English (Present-Day English), S (subject), O
{chject), ¥V {verb) VI {finite verb), Vn (non-finite verb), VF (verb in final position), X (a ma-
{5y constituent of the clause other than subject, object and verb), NEG (negation morpheme),
TOP {topic), FOC (focus), m {marked), um {unmarked), PX (syntactic position number x}, VX
{verb in syntactic position number x), DECI. {clause operator declarative}, INT (clause op-
erator interrogative), NEG (clause operator negative), IMP (clause operator imperative) and
OPT (clause operator optative).

3. The corpus comprises 800 passive clauses from the following OF (up to 1100 AD)
texts: from The Anglo-Saxon Chronicle (Macintosh file by Dr. Santiago Gonzélez Ferndndez-
Corugedo, Universidad de La Coruiia, quoted as ASC); from St. Edmund, King and Marsyr (in
Needham 1966 43ff, quoted as EDMY}; from Visser (1984: 2091ff, quoted as V).

4, See also Hopper and Traugott (1993: 32ff) and Harris and Campbell (1995: 61£f).

5. For more technical details, see¢ Lightfoot {1991: 42ff) and Denison {1993: 25ff).

6. Thus Mitchell (1985: §3907),

7, Saitz’s (1955) figures in Bean {1983: 115) are also worth taking into account:

Sth century 12th century
SVO 49% 2%
S0V 3% 16%
V50O 12% 6%

The figures correspond to full-nominal subjects and objects. With pronominal subjects, SOV is
the crder found in 70% of the total and with pronominal objects there are ne instances of SVO

in the 9th century.

8. The translations from ASC have been taken frem Garmonsway (1972).
9, For an alternative proposal, see Hannay (1990) and Mackenzie and Keizer (1991).

10. This implies that in Pre-Old English sentence-stress and focus-bearing constituents
must have been in interverbal position and that the shift of sentence stress to clause-final posi-
tion is previous to the shift of focus-bearing constituents to the end of the clause, although this
pbservation might not be entizely original, for several scholars, whose work we acknowledge
in this paper, have drawn comparable conclusions.
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. L 1. In line with Dik {1989), Croft (1990) arid Givén (1995) we use the term markedness
in such a way that the correlation between structural (qualitative) and statistical (quantitati\,},)
matkedness is stressed. For mors information we refer the reader to Andrews (1990: Sff),

12. In describing the template in this way, we admit, unlike Connolly (1991), the variaij,
status to the syntactic template.

13, Lightfoot (1977; 192) has pointed out that OE was an SOV language with an V-fing]
underlying order and an NP Postposing rule. Malsch (1976: 28) has stated that OE was a V0
language having a verb-initial underlying order and a V Postposing rule, Reddick (1982; 54.
55} argues for an underlying VO order on which three leftward movement rules operate.

14. As Brody (1984: 7LIff) has remarked. the concept of basic constituent crder poses
several problems as regards the assumptions that all languages have a single basic word ordey
and that basic word order is a basic phenomenon across all languages. Brody’s conclusion tg
that basic word order sentences have different functions in different languages and that there-
fore the notion of basic word order is not uniform across all languages.

15. This hierarchy is in line with Bossong (1989: 27ff), who has dealt with the
{morphemic) marking of TOP and FOC and has drawn the conciusion that partial marking
means that TOP alone is marked whereas total marking covers both TOP and FOC,
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'NARRJ\TION-PARODY-INTERTEXTUALIT)’=
REWRITING THE. PAST IN

CHARLES PALLISER'S THE QUINCUNX !

MARIA TESUS MARTINEZ ALFARO
UNIVERSIDAD DE ZARAGOZA

C'ome with me now, gentle reader, and let us
return to the Victorian heyday of the British
novel, a lime when villains spoke in Cockney
accents and escapes were hair's-breath and
maidservants were either traitorous or eter-
nally devoted, where heroes were young and
plucky and gained something {as opposed, in
the contemporary novel, to losing it} in the pro-
cess of growing up, when plots hinged on
stolen wills and a book had only just finished
laying the groundwork when it reached page
300, (Walton 1990: HO1)

In this way starts a critique of The Quincunx, emphasizing what early British
and American reviewers of the novel immediately recognized: its striking
Victorian quality. Robert Taylor (1990: 38) describes it as “a Victorian three-
decker gone back to the future” and a Ballantine executive calls it “a Wilkie
Collins or Charies Dickens novel written by Umberto Eco” (Stephenson
1990: E12). :

At the end of the twentieth century, in a wotld experienced as totally
contingent and random, and on a level of consciousness that no longer allows
us to regard reality as something to be experienced directly and immediately,

Misceldnea; A Journal of English and American Studies 18 (1097): 193-212.




