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In this paper, we present a corpus-based analysis of the do so construction. This analysis aims 
to establish the factors which drive speaker's choice of the do so construction in preference to 
alternative anaphoric devices such as auxiliary stranding and forms such as do it, do this, do 
that, do likewise and do the same. Examination of authentic data reveals the existence of 
counterexamples to each of the factors which have sometimes been considered categorical. For 
example in (1) we see a natural sounding counterexample to the well-known constraint that 
"orphans" must have adjunct status: 
  

(1) And nice to see the end of Tony Blair apologising for things which clearly weren't his 
fault, while failing to do so for any of the things which clearly are. 

  
Here we believe it plausible to analyse apologise for as a prepositional verb, and the underlined 
"orphan" as a prepositional complement.   
 
Such counterexamples suggest that the grammatical space occupied by the do so construction 
has been understimated, and that a probabilistic model is appropiate. We therefore invoke the 
logistic regression method, as used for example by Bresnan, Cueni, Nikitina & Baayen (2005) in 
an analysis of the dative alternation, in order to quantify the importance of the various factors 
involved. 
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