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A. Basics of Cognitive Grammar

(1)(a) Language allows treymbolization of conceptualizations by phonological sequences.
(b) Cognitive Grammar positsity the minimum needed for this purposemantic
structures, phonological structures andsymbolic links between them.
(c) Lexicon and grammar form a continuum consistingssemblief such structures.
(d) Grammar is thereformeaningful (not an autonmous, purely formal system).

(2)(a) Conceptualization is dynamig interactive andimaginative including: (i) ongoing

conceptual activity (not just established OconceptsO); (ii) sensory, motor, and emotive
experience; (iii) apprehension of the physisakial, and linguistic context; and
(iv) many kinds and levels of mental construction.

(b) Semantic structure is conceptualization recruited and adapted for linguistic purposes. It
flexibly invokes an elabora@nceptual substrateof indefinite extat. There is no
sharp distinction between OlinguisticO and Qegrastic meaningO.

(c) Linguistic meaning depends on both the conceptual OcontentO invoked and how that
content isconstrued (e.g.dynamicity metaphoy specificity prominenceperspectie).

(3)(a) There is a road alongside the coast between Ventura and Santa Barbara.
(b) A road runs along the coast from Ventura to Santa Barbara.

(4)(a)Prices were much higher at the end of July than at the beginning.
(b) Prices {rose / soared / skyrodke} in July.

(5)(a) Specificity: the level of precision and detail at which a situation is characterized.
(b) (scHEMATIC) Something changeéd: Prices rose— Food prices skyrockete(sPECIFIC)

(6)(a) Within the array of conceptual content an expressiokes (thdase, its profile is the
entity it is conceived as designating, or referring to (its conceptual referent).
(b) Expressions with the same content can differ semantically due to profiling.
(c) An expression can profile eithethang or arelationship (abstractly defined).
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(8)(a) Trajector (tr): Theprimary focal participanin a profiled relationship; the entity
conceived as being located, characterized, or otherwise described.
(b) Landmark (Im): A secondary focal participaninvoked for that purpose.
(c) Expressions with the same content and the same profiling can differ semantically by their
choice of trajector and landmark.
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(10)(a)When is the parade?i) The paraddtr) is right after the ceremon§m).
(i) *The ceremonytr) is right before the parad@m).
(b) When is the ceremony®) The ceremon(tr) is right before the paradgm).
(i) *The parade(tr) is right after the ceremonym).
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(14)(a)body > arm > hand > finger > knuckle
(b) fingertip; fingernail; toenail; eyelash; eyelid; eyeball
(c) *bodytip; *armnail; *legnail; *facelash; *bodylid; *headball
(d) He {washed / was washing} his cat.
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(16)(a)l was atthis fancy party, and the mayor was sitting right across the table.
(b) I was at this fancy party, and the mayor was sitting right across the table from me.
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(18)(a) An expression@sammatical categoryis based oiits profile (not its overall content).
(b) A nounprofiles athing (defined abstractly as a productaoinceptual reification
(c) A verbprofiles aprocess(a relationship tracked in its evolution through tjme
(d) An adjectiveprofiles anon-processual relationshipwith a singlefocused participant.
(e) A prepositionprofiles anon-processual relationshipwith multiple focused participants.
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(21)(a) Like a verb, alauseprofiles aprocessLike a noun, aominal profiles athing.
(b) A subject is a nominal that specifiesti@jector. An object specifies dandmark
(c) In a complex expression, theadis the element that imposes its profile on the whole.
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(23)(a) Expressions am@ssembliesf symbolic structures, arabnstructions (grammatical
OrulesO) aoenventional patternfor putting such assemblies together.

(b) Constructions are themselves symbolic assemblieschataticrather than specific.
(c) In constructionszonceptual integrationis symbolizedy phonological integraton.
(d) Thecomposite structureobtained by integratingomponent structurescan itself
function as component structure at a higher level of organizatomstjtuency).
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B. Substrate, Function, System, and Expression
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(2)(a) Some languaguse is nofinteractive (e.gDamn! Ow!; Ouch.
(b) Expressions used interactively are aimed at gettti@dpearer to respond some way:
(i) with a nonlinguistic action; (ii) by a change in knowledge or attitude; (iii) with a
linguistic responsej\) as part of the offstage spealtexarer interaction (e.g. using a
filler to hold the floor:HeOsEuhEveryEuhEcompetitive).
(c) The minimumpaselineresponsi expected by default in normal iéés simply that the
hearer attend to the expression and in&rpiin accordance with established patterns.

(3)(a) Language hassymbolic function(allowing the symbolization of conceptualizations) as
well asa multifacetednteractive function {nvolving communication, manipulation,
social communion, expressivesssy.

(b) In varying degrees, symbolic expressions hasesariptive andbr an
expressive/emotivdunction (e.g.That is disgustings. Yuck).
(c) Particular expressioms structural elementserve more specific functions.

(4)(a) Theobjective scendO9 is the situation put onstage as the general object of description.
(b) Any portion of our mental world can appear in this OwindowO, even facets of the ground.
(c) Thesubstrateshapes an expressionOs form by determining how much has to be put onstage
and described explicitly (rather than being presupposed dsasisfor description).
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Speech Event

(6) Q: Does {he current US presidentObamal/ he} play basketball? A: Yeshe does.
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(9)(a) In the broad sensegscriptivevs. expessive/emotive even pronouns adescriptions
(b) Questions and commanidsorporatedescriptions, which specify the situation being
negotiatedby the interlocutors.
(c) As mere descriptiorstatementepresents baselineserving as the foundation fother,
more elaboratepeech ad.
(d) A clauseis a basidescriptive uniand a basic unit afiscourse

(10)(a) [WhatOs Obama doirg@Osplaying basketball.
(b) He fouledMichelle / so she picked upe ball/ and she threw it at him.
(c) *Obama. Michelle. / The ball.

(11)(a)Nominals and clauses serve specific functions that contribute to the dgsaiptive
function of language.
(b) A clause describesccurrences bothbounded eveniandstable situation§OstatesO).
(c) Nominals serve to codinatemental reference at least momentarily, the interlocutors
focus their attention on the sariéng (out of all those we might conceive of).
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(13)(a) To some extent, linguistic elements are organizedystemsrepresenting alternate
means of fulfilling a given function.
(b) A function is often decomposable irgobfunctions each with its own subsystem.
(c) For the same function, there may be diffestrdtegies(hence different subfunctions).

(14)(a) One strategy for the functiohreominal referencénvolves the subfunctions ofpe
specificationandgrounding (e.g.this diamongl
(b) Lexical nounscomprise a system of established options for makiggespecification
(c) A determiner systemprovides a set of alternatives foetjroundingfunction.
(d) Proper names and pronouns represent different referential strategies.

(15)(a)Grammar consists in patterns for combining elements to form complex expressions.

(b) Grammar isnotivatedby the functions served, and reflects thisctional organization
to varying degrees, but cannot simplyitentifiedwith this organization.

(c) Alternate strategiegesult in the same function being served by different structures.

(d) By itself, a functional relationship between two elements doedetermine the specific
details of their structural combination.

(e) Elements serving the same function can ocdifigrent structural positions

(f) The elements serving a functioray benon-contiguougnot forminga constituent

(9) A basically reglar correlation between elements and functicans be complicated by
factors likezero membersnalyzability conflation andpreemption

(16)(a)The package that you were expectijpst arrived.
(b) The packaggust arrivedthat you were expecting
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(18)(a)Zero () is one member of the system of indefinite articlele ate {a / sm/ } fish.
(b) The plural demonstratives are only partially analyzahgse! this+-spL.
(c) Peoplerepresents the essentially unanalyzable conflatigeson+ PL.
(d) Preemption: A specific structure is well enough entrenched that it occurs in lieu of
another, more regular structure that would otherwise be expdlctei/§. ?stealey.

(19)
(a) Zero Member (b) Partial Analyzability (c) Conflation
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(21)(a) Often a tightly integrated system has a privileged member #eabis terms of itform
and thedefault in terms of easeikelihood, or frequencyof occurrence
(b) This member may be best analyasdibaselinein terms ofconceptual complexitfa
point of departurdor characterizing other members).
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C. Basic Clauses
(1) Basic clausegdescription)
| like her. (baseline 1)
He bought a shirt. (baseline 2)
She was followed. (perspectival adjustment 1)
She was being followed. (perspectival adjustment 2)
She had been being followed. (perspectival adjustmen) 3

She may have been being followed. (modality 1)
She might have been being followed. (modality 2)
Elaborated clausegnegotiation)

She does like him. (polarity 1)
She wasnOt followed. (polarity 2)
Had she been being followed? (questioning)
(2)
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(3)(a) In thebaseline substratethe interlocutors are together in a fixed location, from which
theyobserve andlescribeoccurrencesn the world around them.
(b) Since merelescriptionis involved, thespeech acis that ofstating (the baseline).
(c) In the absence alegotiation the description is aimed at the minimbearer response
the baseline ochttendingto the description andterpetingit in the normal way.
(d) Since the interlocutombservethe occurrences they describe, these occurrences must be
real (the baselinepistemic statys

(4)(a)Out of all the conceivable occurrences in ourldiosnly some are actualliyealized, i.e.
manifested through time. Thpassage of timthusestablishes a particulhrstory of
realized occurrences (the Ocourse of eventsO).

(b) Each of us has partial knowledge of this histéiyr a given conceptualiz€C), reality
(R) is what C accepts as thstablished history of occurrergévhat CknowsQ.

(c) We have direct access to fhieesent so we calknowof present situatiathrough
immediate experienc@his constitutedaseline knowledge

(d) Thepastcan only be accessed indirectly, via memory. Still, wekeemvof past
occurrences becautieey were at one time immediate and directly accessible.

(e) We cannot reallignowof future events. Since the future has not yet arrived, they do not
now belong tahe history of occurrences established by their temporal realization.

(5)

-.1a" " HEH
(O #&%e

©

H1 UABHS(39B. 4+(. . 66744 BHL 7 SHHL VS

(6)(a) Abaseline clausgresupposes and conforms to the baseline substrate, so there is no need
for any element serving to make the baseline explicit or indicate any deeotarné
(b) Such a clause need only have a verb, to specify ajirasiess typeand nominal
expressions to identify central participants not evident from the discourse context.
(c) Not required are elements like negation, modals, or explicit indicaitibre speech act.
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(9)(a) In baseline clauses, tense (indicating epistemic status) is registeredeiciddeverb (v).

A verb profiles grocess a relationship tracked in its evolution through time.

(b) In lieu of a lexical verb, theemantic function of specifyingmocess typecan be
fulfilled by usingbe plus an adjective or prepositional phraSke is {tall / in the yard}

(c) Beprofiles aschematic processan unspecified relationship is scanned through thme.
adjective or pepositional phrase profilesspecific butnon-processualrelationship
(one fully manifested at a single point in timBg gives it temporal extension.

(d) Thusbe + {ADJ/ PP} tracks a specific relationship through time, making it a complex verb.
The comstruction factors out, for separate expression, conceptual elements that a lexical
verb conflates in a single morphological package.

(10)(a)BE- andHAVE-type verbs commonly indicaexistence(hay; il y a; there i9.
(b) For an object, existenceriganiestation in spaceAnalogously, existence for an eviint
what we call iteoccurrencel is manifestation in time
(c) A processis just the existence of a relationship (its temporal realization). Every verb
incorporates the existence of a relationship asditsmatic conceptual core

(11)(a) Aclause profiles a process, so it describes (Opredicates&istiiece of a relationship
(b) In baseline clauses, existence is predicated by either a lexicalyerhdcopularbe.
(c) Tense specifies thepistemicstatus(immediate vs. naimmediate) of this predication.
(d) The verb bearing tense is called éixestential verb (He boughta shirt Sheis tall).

(12)(a)Aux — TNS (M) (have+ -en) (be+ -ing) (be + -ed)
(b) [NP] [[TNS M have -en be-ing be-ed [V]]
(c)[NP TNS M] [have -en be-ing be -ed V]

(13)(a) She may, unfortunately, have been waiting.
(b) ?*She may have been, unfortunately, waiting.

(14)(a) Whereas tenseNs) and the modalsv) serve agrounding functon, specifying the
epistemic statuef a profiled occurrencey, the passive, progressive, and perfect
constructions imposeraon-neutral perspectiveon the lexical process.

(b) Theperspectival constructions are parallel in form (schematic verb + participle), occur
contiguously in a rigid order, and are permitted in complements markiedabg-ing.
(c) Passivebe + ved Progressivebe + ving Perfecthave+ ven
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(15)(a)He is likely [to have been being criticized]Cf. *He is likely [to {fails/might fail}].
(b) He dislikes [having been being criticized]Cf. *He dislikes [{faileding/maying fail}].

(16)
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(17)(a) Since evolution through time is backgrounded, the parti@péesorprocessual and can
function as adjectivesin antelope chased by ligrtee monkey climbing that tree
(b) For clausal us¢hey combine wittbe or have which serves to track thmrticipial
relationship through time, thus producing a deriystispectivized process.

(18)(a) [Perfect [Progressive [Passive [LexicalM]]] (have been being pursued
(b) This layering is indicated morphologically: the passeaappears on, the progressive
-ing appears on passibe and the perfecenappeas on progressivee
(c) The layering is iconic, reflecting how intrinsically the lexical process is affected.
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(23)(a) Modals aréorce-dynamic: they specify someendencyfor p to be realizegwith the
different modals indicating the relatigerengthof that impetus.
(b) Root modalsexpressocial forcedirected at the hearer, who realipest theeffective
levd (i.e. by acting in the world)Y ou {must/ should/ may} buy those shoes.
(c) Epistemic modalsexpress thenental forceexperienced by the speakersimulatingthe
growth of reality so that it comes to encompaswhich is realized by being accepted
in the speakerOs conception of realftgey{must/ should/ may be home by naw

(24)(a) Tense and the modals form a basic system subserving the function ofgiausding.
(b) Each invokes a facet of tiheound (or @eictic centeD)and situateg in relation to it: the
time of speaking and the speakerOs conception of redlity (R
(c) They function alike in complementation [sé&)(.
(d) They fuse into words with specialized meaninggt could would should.
(e) They do not profile this grounding relationship, putself (schematically characterized).
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(25)(a)A: You shaild buy those shoes. B: Yes, should.

(b) A: Will they finish on time? B: Yesthey will.
(26)
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(28)(a) The norimmediate forms of the modals consistently indicate gregistemic distance
than the immediate forms (elgwill quit if | can vs.1 would quit if | could.
(b) With modals, immediacy vs. nammediacy is a matter of whether IR functiatigectly
or onlyindirectly as thebasis for modal assessment

(29)(a) Theexistential verb (V5) can be characterized as therd expressing the process
profiled at the highest level of conceptual organization.

(b) Starting from the lexical verlgrounding (where only modals are words) represents the
highest level, i.e. the outermost layer in regard to conceptual elaboration (semantic
scope): [Grounding [Perfect [Progressive [Passive [Lexieab){]]].

(c) Modals depart from the baseline by invoking a more elaborate conceptual substrate in
which we not onlyobserve and descril®currences, but are also ablenagine
occurrences outde the established course of events.

(d) Thus theygualify the existential predication by indicating thasibnly found inthis
much broader epistemic landscapaalizationof the profiled occurrence (acceptance
by the speaker as part of the estalglisbourse of events) is at bpstential



15

(30)
I' ) " HAL
"0L0) 3 W528/8
P e e 0.0 : 4956)
$ ! . (10" 2 36) B756) 83¥'5
"Gh(B) "28) 69 ' B0 =229 =
I1#Q " " HSVOA & () 3 95288
I"# | "0/ I " 'aQ < 3ti)=0: 49 56)
Ll el e - >0 -~ - >0 D S79 5% 3D+
Y+, - &() !
(31)
L * +-/0 "#R ()* * +-./0 I/ #3/ 5+ .
! ! 2)34 !
---->e ---->e<--->0
1 ( 1

___'_;,?
|
1

D. Elaborated Clauses

(1)(a) Afinite clause expressegeoposition: it profiles a procesj and, through grounding,
indicates its epistemic status. Whether this propositioaatsfthe speakerOs actual
view depends on how it is used at higher levels of organization.

(b) By itself, a finite clause does not represent a speech act or reflect the reality conception of
any particular conceptualizer. Its canonical interpretationséast@ament reflecting the
speakerOs actual view is due to the defaisk status of tHeaseline substrate

(c) Being independent of any particular conceptualizer, a proposition is sulbjecfaimation
by the interlocutors. Fromlzasic clausenegotiaton derives arlaborated clause

(2)(a)Bush is honest, intelligent, and welformed.
(b) Bush is honest, intelligent, and weiformed? YouOve got to be kidding.
(c) Cheney maintains that Bush is honest, intelligent, andinfelimed.
(d) ItOs blatatty false that Bush is honest, intelligent, and viribrmed.
(e) Bush is honest, intelligent, and waiformed. And I0m the King of Spain.

(3) Negotiating stancem regard to thdasic propositionx@ressed by a clause:
(a) Question (Q): Has Bush eveaccepted responsibility for his actions?
(b) Negative (NEG): No, he hasnOt ever accepted responsibility for anything.
(c) Affirmative (AFF): He HAs however claimed credit for deposing Saddam Hussein.
(d) Positive (POS):He has always avoided responsilyilit [baseline; nomegotiation]
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(6)(a) [[[[Existential Predication] Tense] Polarity] lllocutionary Force]

(b) HadnOt waited? = [[[[ havd PAST] NEG] Q]
(c) I hadnOwaited. = [[[havd PAST] NEG]
(d) I had waited. = [[havg PAST]

(e) I havewaited. = [havd

(7) Existential \érb (\4)

AFF/NEG

(8)
! "l | #$%! [ & | 0!
w1 | HHHSI%E )] | *HSIS%& A& (+] XS )« 190& (+]1 *HSIS" P& (+]
FSL| 4, - RS0 (ST M8/ -8 1968/ (ST 5Bk o 1196R7 (G HBT,” 19683
S |)-TASI%&ITO) 1 #48."-& (%8 (TO+] "\ *H#$)11%&TTOH  HST-1%&(T0+]
1T [ 231 ESI6&N()! T *#$.3"3&(%& (+! | *#P2)21%& (+! | 2*#$B"I%& (+!]
9)
! "l | #$%0! [ & | 0!
w1 | HHHSI%E )] | *HSIS%& A& (+] XS )« 190& (+]1 *HSIS" P& (+]
FSL| 4, - RS0 (S7)] M8/ -8 1968/ (ST 58k 0 1196R7 (G %31, 19683
|- ASI%&TO) 1 #48."-& (1%&T0+ \ *#$)11%& 10+  HSI-1%& 70+
10 | 2"3MHSI6&' () | *#$.3"3& (& (+! | *#B)2196& (+! [*HS1$, (43 +!




17

(10)(a)Preemption: The lexical verb\{) appears in lieu aio + v in simple positive statements.
(b) As the only verb in its clause,is theexistential verb and bears tense.
(c) It camot serve a¥; when existence is being negotiat&dfaited she?*She waited not
(d) The preemptive role of reflects the defaultase status of tHeaseline substratevhere
the interlocutors merelgbserve and describeal occurrences.
(e) With a deprture from the baseline in any dimension (modal qualification, perspectival
adjustment, negotiationy, is superseded byhagherlevel existential predicate

(11)(a)Do profiles amaximally schematic processlt is equivalent to the existential prediocat
serving as thechematic conceptual coo# lexical verbs.
(b) The combinatiomo + Vv is redundant, sincgo andv are schematic and specific
representations of theame occurrenceln the baseline situation,suffices.
(c) Do appears when existenceat issue and beingegotiated indicating departure from
the baseline in this respect. With its central status, existence needs separate expression.
(d) Do is mutually exclusive witlhave be andm: *She does have waitgtShe has done
wait; *She does & waiting *She is doing wajt*She does may waitShe may do wait
(e) Withhave be, orm, do would be superfluous, since they themselves express existence.

(12)(a)v functions as the existential verb only in expressions that conform to the baseline
substrate in three respects: ijs apprehended in neutral perspective; (ii) it is
viewed as real; and (iii) the clause is offered as a simple, positive statement.

(b) Do functions instead as;Wvhen only conditions (i) and (ii) are satisfied.
(c) Otherwig, the existential verb lsave be orwm.

(13)
|54
"4 1 "4
—_———— ._ —_———
$ %0123
|/ # L#
I"# 1
$

(14)(a) Accent and word order are basic ways of symbolizing aspertfahation structure .
(b) New information (full description) vsold information (reduced description, including
anaphora). Q: Does Obama play basketball? A: Yes, heOES.
(c) Thefocusin an expression is the most informative element or the center of interest.
(d) Thetopic of a sentence is Owhat the sentence is aboutO.
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(15)(a) Many aspects of language structure exhifvacal arrangement, whereby analogous
configurations occur at multiple levels of organization.
(b) A topic can function at the discourse, sentence, or clause level.
(c) Q: What do you think abo@bam&  A: Well, he plays basketball. He has a nice

family. I—tgf)s tall and thin. He has had trouble giving up smokingE
(d) Obama heOs always playing basketball.

(e) Basketballhe really likesTennishe doesnOt.

(16)(a){The president / In his private office / Right now / With his advisors / Patiently /
Evidently /Because he has toheOs working on the new budget proposals.
(b) An anchor is an instruction to interpret a proposition with respect to a particular domain
of knowledge or a certain aspect of the situation described. It OframesO the proposition
and serve as initial point of access (reference point) for presenting or apprehending it.

(17)
1468 () 8, -4 "/ 08,
o
(18)

" HBE K)o (. (P88’ 283 4 (56

1$.-04, - 0/ (5408
CHYES0*, - 0 (BHO&)
2-/ () 0/83.)

4)/(/0)

(19)(a) Thebasicexistential coreof a clause is tunctional groupinghat includes the subject,

the existential verb, polarity, and illocatiary force(as indicated by word order)
(b) Theelaborated existential corencludes a variety of additional elements allowing a
more refined expression of negation or questioning:
(i) Question words:wha what, why, where when how, etc.
(i) Negatives not evernever nor, neither, in no way

(i) Restrictives: seldomhardly everscarcelyever,only X barely

(20)(a)A: The president shouldnOt be lying teshsuld h@  B: No, he shouldnOt
(b) A: YouOve finished your homewtikve yo@  B: Yes| have

(c) A: The students are still complginirgenf)t théy B: Yesthey are
(d) A: HebiD fix the computerdidnOt H2 B: No, he didnQuctually.
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(21)(a)You will I think, be pleased with the results.
(b) Are they perhaps, Iss trustworthy than we thought?
(c) He did not apparently, notice that anything was wrong.
(d) She hasit seems, been working hard all afternoon.
(e) ??She hadeen, it seems, working hard all afternoon.

(22)(a)With a subject pronourhe basic existdial core provides achematic representation
of the proposition being negotiatdtgives apreviewof the clause as a whole.

(b) This preview contains the most essential elements relating to knowledge and negotiation:
() the highestlevel existential pedication (ii) its epistemic statugt{roughbasic
grounding) (iii) the nature of the negotiation (interactive groundjrag)d (iv) the
central participant (subjet)the nominal referent to which it all pertains.

(c) The core is thus a natuistarting point for presenting the clausal material.

(d) In its basic word order, English quite efficiently begins a clausetwiamatural starting
points: thebasic existential coreand within that, theubject

(23)(a)Floyd brokethe glass.
(b) ??Floyd broke I think, the glass.
(c) *Floyd didnObreak the glasdroke he
(d) Q: Did Floyd break the glass? A: ??YesFloyd did

(24)(a)*Your parents seldom complaido theyseldon?
(b) A: Your parents seldom complain.B: No,theyseldomdo. Neither dol. Why would I?

(25)(a)He has{never / seldom / barely / only recentlyt seems, been able to walk very far.
(b) She can play the piano, kghie{never / seldom / hardly ever / scarcely eveoes

(26)(a)Who was shewvaiting for?
(b) Neverwill shewait for herbrother.
(c) Seldomhas shevaited for me.
(d) In no waywas shewilling to wait.
(e) Only with her iPoddoes she nahind waiting.

(27)(a)Me she would nevewait for.
(b) Thereshe waitedor several hours.
(c) Finally she gotired of waithg.
(d) For several hourshe waitegatiently.
(e) With her iPodshe didnGhind waiting.

(28)(a) As a case dractal organization English shows the same basic scheme for word order at
the sentence, clause, and core levélachor > Existential Elemenh> Remainder].

(b) The whole at one level functions as the existential element at the next higher level:
(i) Sentence FAnchor > Clause> Remainder]
(i) Clause s{Anchor > Existential Core> Remainder]
(i) Existential Core §Anchor > Existential \erb> Remainder]

(c) At each level, either participant or acircumstantial element can serve as anchor.

(d) In each case thexistential elementan itself serve aanchor, thusconflating the roles.




(29)(a)Participant anchorder brother, she was waitig for him all morningevidently.

(b) Locational anchottast night, she was waiting for her brotheshe says.
(c) Existential anchorShe was waiting for her brother all morningt turns out.

(30)(a)Participant anchorder brother she waswvaiting forall morning.
(b) Locational anchorAll morning she waswaiting for her brother.
(c) Existential anchorShe waswaiting for her brother all morning.

(31)(a) Participant anchoShehasnOe¢ver [waited for you].
(b) Locational anchoNeverhasshe [waied for youl].
(c) Existential anchotdasnOshe ever [waited for you]?

(32)
L H#S#Y%
H%- .+ Clause &" ("4
Anchor Existential Core Remainder
Anchor | [ V5 | | Remainder
Your sister, me she has seldom waited for, it seems.
(33)
(@
Sentence
Anchor Remainder
Clause
Anchor Existential Core Remainder
Anchor | | V, Remainder
Me she has seldom waited for, I'BR6.$
(b)
Sentence
Anchor
Clause
Anchor Existential Core Remainder

Anchor | | V; Remainder

Me she has seldom waited for.
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(34)
Clause
Anchor Remainder
Existential Core
Anchor V3 Remainder
She hasn’t ever waited for me.
(35)
"#$%&'
()*+,-./01%2&)21#"!,-&' K
(O*+,-' 37 48&5#1)6&- 4&5#1)6&
I"#3$ %&'(#)9 $ *+,$+./$
I"#$ ))0L($ $ %&'($*+,%-+./$
I"#$ 2% $ %&'('03%*+,5-+./p
I"#$ 4&-$ O+($#5#,4 %&'($*+,5-+./$
I"#$ "&201($ #5#,% %&'(#)$*+,5-+./$
6#5#,% "&2% 2"#$ %&'(#)$*+,$-+./$
I#7)+4% ))$ 2"#$ %&'($*+,3-+./$
807-$("#0p %'77$ 2"#$ %&'($*+,3-+./$
9"&($ 2% 2"#$ %&'('03%,:$
S 2"#80+($]  %&'($*+,$-+.:$
<&201(% 2"HSH5H#, Y &' (#)$*+,$-+.:9

(36)(a) The configuration in (34), with no differentiation between anchor and existential element,
is thebaselinesituation with respect tmteraction and information structure
(b) Without special framing, it is optimal for a clause talbably anchoredby its existential
core (offering a preview of the whole) and the subject (the natural starting point).
(c) This is the baseline forsystenof clauselevel anchoring and framing.
(d) *Me seldom has she waited for.

(37)

| "H$O&
'+,
C PR(OFL 4.8
"0+, 2,
B #5968/

{J_-*




(38)
AO8( &+ 1( B, U+ <(:+8 #HIH 20%) B, &

| "H$O&
'()*+, 78 #(9&
- 9R(0F'1 +,&
0™, 1
234516
OBDH HRBY) "HEH B ) *+, 7 Yo (H BEHS OB, /9RO B() *+,
Ve N
L W
| "H$O& | "HBO&
'()*+, - 9R(0#1 +& || 788 #(9& '()*+, 788 #(9&
0+, m - 9R(0#1 +,&
234516 ')+, "
=>=72345'16
@8,/ AHIAKB
@8,/ AHOAC
(39)
v Clause 5% Clause
Anchor Remainder Anchor Remainder
Existential Core Existential Core
Anchor | | V; Remainder Anchor | | V;
Where is she waiting for us? Who is waiting for us?
(40)
Clause
Anchor Remainder

Existential Core

Anchor | | Remainder
VEI
Is she waiting for us?




(41)
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$

$

"#$%&'
O*+,-.101%28&)21#"1,-&' .
0+, 3, [ 4&5#1)6&- 485#1)6&
I"#$ %& ' (#)3 $ *+ $+./$
I"#$ 010$ %&'($ *+ $+./$
I"#$ ))23($ %&'($ *+ $+./$
Ar#S | %8 (#)3 2+($ “+ $+./%
458'(#)$ 6"#$ *+ $+.7%
0% 6"#% | %&'($*+,5-+.7
5"+$ %&'(#)9 $ *+ $+.7%
45"+$ )% $ %&'($*+,$-+.7
5"+$ 010$ $ %&'($*+,$-+.7
5"+$ ))23($ 3$ %& ' ($*+,$-+.7
45"+$ | %&'(#)S 2+($ + $+.7%
A5"# #S | %&'(#H)$ 6"#$ *+ $+.75
5'# #$ ))$ 6"#35 | %&'($*+,$-+.7

$

(42)(a)The lexical verb serves as existential verb only irbgmeeline situation theabsenceof
(i) modal qualifcation, (ii) perspectival adjustment, (iii) negotiation of the existential
predication, and (iv) special framing (resulting in a4sabject anchor).

(b) Do functions instead as;When(i) and (ii) are satisfied, but not both (iii) and (iv).

(c) Otherwisethe existential verb isave be orwm.

(43)(a)Conditions (iii) and (iv) are both satisfied only in simgesitive statementgShe

waited andpositive subject questiongWho waited?.

(b) A positive statement lacks negotiation and the subject apjpeanchor position.

(c) A positive subject questigeresupposesccurrence of the profiled procébaegotiation
is directed at identification of the central participamdAn subject questions, the
special framingassociated with question words doesresult in a norsubject anchor.

(d) In affirmative and negative subject questionghppip wait? Who didnOt wai}?

existence is being negotiated in the sense that the presupposition of each is considered

in relation to its opposite (e.w/hobiD wait?, with its presupposition that someone
waited, is used in response to the proposition that others didnOt).
(e) Yesho questionsljid she wait? violate condition (iii) asexistence is being negotiated.
() Non-subject content questions (eWidhere did she ait?) violate condition (iv) because
their special framing results in a renbject anchor.

(44) Grammar is meaningful. To make sense of it, we have to view it in terms of semantic
functions, conceptual substrates, baseline configurations, and depfdordisese
in various dimensions and at multiple levels of organization.
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