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Abstract

This papers addresses information-structural restristion the occur-
rence of what is known as “multiple fronting” in German. Mple fronting
involves the realization of (what appears to be) more thaa amstituent
in the first position of main clause declaratives, a claupe that otherwise
respects the verb-second constraint of German. Relyinglarga body of
naturally occurring instances of multiple fronting withetsurrounding dis-
course context, we show that in certain contexts, multipdating is fully
grammatical in German, in contrast to what has sometimes blémed
previously. Examination of this data reveals two diffengatterns, which we
analyze in terms of two distinct constructions, each ins#ing a specific
pairing of form, meaning and contextual appropriateness.

| ntroduction

German is classed as a V2 language, that is, normally exaedyconstituent oc-
cupies the position before the finite verb in declarativemtéauses. In what have
been claimed to constitute rare, exceptional cases, hoywenge than one con-
stituent appears to precede the finite verb, as illustraiél)(3):

(1)

)

@)

[Dem Saft] [einekraftigere Farbe]gebenBlutorangen.
to.thejuice a  more.vividcolourgive blood.oranges

‘What gives the juice a more vivid colour is blood orangesa/n.oicod

[Dem Frihling] [ein StandchenbrachtenChdreaus demKreis
to.thespring a little.song brought choirsfrom the county
Birkenfeldim OberbrombacheGemeinschaftshaus.

Birkenfeldin the Oberbrombach municipal.building
‘Choirs from Birkenfeld county welcomed (the arrival of)reg with a little song
in the Oberbrombach municipal buildingyizoz/aut.0s073

[Dem Ganzen] [ein Sahnehd&ubchergetztder Solist KlausDurstewitz
to.theeverything a little.cream.hooduts the soloistK.  D.

auf

on

‘Soloist Klaus Durstewitz is the cherry on the cakehos/Fes.os467

There has been ongoing debate in the theoretical literatumeerning the sta-

tus of examples seemingly violating this V2 constraint. €kamples in (4) (from

TThe work presented here was financedd®utsche Foschungsgemeinschuaéint MU 2822/1-1
(Theorie und Implementation einer Analyse der Informastmstur im Deutschen unter besonderer
Berucksichtigung der linken Satzperiph@rand Project A6 of the Colloborative Research Centre
Information StructurdSonderforschungsbereich 632).

1Corpus examples were extracted frabeutsches Referenzkorp(BeReKo), hosted at Insti-
tut fir Deutsche Sprache, Mannheinht t p: / / ww. i ds- mannhei m de/ kl / pr oj ekt e/
kor pora
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Fanselow, 1993) and (5) (from G. Miller, 2004), are simita(l)—(3) in that both

objects of a ditransitive verb are fronted. The grammaticaidgments given by

these authors diverge and, as can be seen from G. MilleEsssent of the data,
such constructed examples tend to be deemed at best mamiralen ungram-

matical if presented without context.

(4) [Kindern] [Heroin]sollte manbessenichtgeben.
to.children heroin shouldone better not give
‘One shouldn’t give heroin to children.’

(5 a. ??[Kindern] [Bonbons]sollte mannichtgeben.
to.children candies shouldone not give
‘One shouldn’t give candies to children.’

b. *[Diesesbillige Geschenk]der Frau] sollte mannichtgeben.

this cheappresent to.thewomanshouldone not give
‘One shouldn’t give the woman this cheap present.

On the basis of corpus data, St. Muller (2003, 2005) showsaltarge vari-
ety of syntactic categories, grammatical functions andasgitn classes can occur
preverbally in such Multiple Frontings (MFs). Building omoposals by Hoberg
(1997) and Fanselow (1993), he offers a detailed HPSG dgdlyat treats the
fronted constituents as dependents of an empty verbal hieasl preserving the
assumption that the preverbal position is occupied by gxacte constituent (a
VP):

(6) [vw [Dem Saft] [eine kraftigere Farbe]]; gebenBlutorangen ; ;.

While this account by itself correctly predicts certain t®atic properties of
MFs, such as the fact that the fronted parts must depend mathe verb, itis in
need of further refinement. In particular, multiple frogtiseems to require very
special discourse conditions in order to be acceptablecfwibiwhy out-of-context
examples often sound awkward). Relying on findings from @uswnf naturally
occurring data, we have identified two different informatitructural environ-
ments in which MFs are licensed. Section 2 briefly sketchesethwo patterns,
which in Section 3 we will analyze as being licensed by twatesl but distinct
constructions, each of them instantiating a specific pgiohform, meaning and
contextual appropriateness.

2 Multiple Fronting in Context

2.1 Presentational MF

One of the configurations in which MF is well attested in naliyroccurring data

is illustrated in (7) and (8), where the (b) line contains Mie structure and the (a)
and (c) lines provide the context before and after it, retbgedg. We call this type

Presentational Multiple Fronting
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(7) a. Spannung pur herrschte auch bei den Trapez-Kinsfleri Musikalisch
begleitet wurden die einzelnen Nummern vom Orchester dgagBusch
(-..)
‘It was tension pure with the trapeze artists. [...] Eachvea$ musically ac-
companied by Circus Busch’s own orchestra.’

b. [Stets] [einenLacher][aufihrer Seite]hattedie Bubi ErnestoFamily;.
always a laugh on theirside had theBubi ErnestoFamily
‘Always good for a laugh was the Bubi Ernesto Family.

c. Die Instrumental-Clownseigten ausgefeilte Gags und Sketche [...]
‘These instrumental clowns presented sophisticated jakdsketches.

MO5/DEZ.00214

(8) a. ... wurde der neue Kemater Volksaltar ... geweiht. BEdenzierung
haben die Kemater Basarfrauen ibernommen. Die Altarweshaurch
den wirdigen Rahmen fur den Einstand von Msgr. Walter Aiclaie
Pfarrmoderator von Kematen.

‘... the new altar in Kemate ... was consecrated. It was fied by the Kemate
bazar-women. The consecration of the altar also presergailable occasion
for Msgr. Walter Aichner's first service as Kematen’s papsiest’

b. [Weiterhin][als Pfarrkuratorjwird BernhardDeflorian fungieren.
further as curate will BernhardDeflorian function.
‘Carrying on as curate, we have Bernhard Deflorian.’

c. lhn lobte Aichner besonders fur seine umsichtige und engagiéithrung
der pfarrerlosen Gemeinde. jEolle diese Funktion weiter ausiben,
~denn die Entwicklung, die die Pfarrgemeinde Kematen genemhat,
ist sehr positiv”.

‘Aichner praised him especially for his discreet and conieading of the
priestless congregation. He should carry on with his wofét the develop-
ment of the Kematen congregation has been very positive.”

197/SEP.36591

We take Presentational MF to be a topic shift strategy. A netitye(in italics)
is introduced into the discourse and serves as a topic indhencation. On the
basis of a close examination of a large quantity of natuadlyurring data, we sug-
gest that this presented entity corresponds to the depe(atgnment or adjunct)
of the verb that is most topic-worthy and is thus most likel¢ realized as a topic
in other circumstances. We will refer to it as the verb’s igaated topic’, and it is,
typically, the grammatical subject, but non-subjects nakgton this role — as we
illustrate immediately below — in the case of e. g. unacdiussfipsych verbs which
presumably favor spatio-temporal or experiencer topicsicesfocus and new-
ness are not prototypical topic features cross-linguasticit has been argued that
brand new/focal entities often have to be first ‘presentedidte they can function
as aboutness topics (cf. Lambrecht, 1994, for whom the tpkrases introducing
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brand new referents into the discourse are lowest on the etalopic Accessibil-
ity’). Interestingly, then, rather than checking/spadliaut a discourse function of
the fronted material, the motivating factor here is the niseshift material away
from the post-verbal domain to maximize the presentatieffakct. Note that the
pattern is not characterized adequately if the descripti@kes reference to the
subject, rather than to the ‘designated topic’. The reasdhat the presented el-
ement need not be the subject in all cases, as illustrategbin fiere, the subject
is actually part of the fronted material, while the newlyrattuced entity is coded
as a locative PP. Our analysis in terms of designated tomicnaciodates these
data, since the locative phrase, rather than the subjegfs ftis role in the case of
herrschen'to reign’ (in the relevant “existential” reading). It algwedicts that a
subject can occur among the fronted material in a MF contsrudff it is not the
verb’s designated topic.

(9) a. Gesucht? Schnelle Sprinter
‘Wanted: fast sprinters’

b. [Weiterhin][Hochbetrieb]herrschiam InnsbruckerEisoval.

further high.traffic reigns at.thelnnsbruck icerink
‘It's still all go at the Innsbruck icerink.’

c. Nach der Zweibahnentournee am Dreikdnigstag stehereaardi\Woch-
enende die 6sterreichischen Staatsmeisterschaften int &prProgramm.
‘Following the two-rink tournament on Epiphany-Day tharebw the Austrian
National Championship in Sprinting coming up at the weeKetudan.oo911

2.2 Propositional Assessment MF

The second configuration in which MF occurs is best descrasgeropositional
Assessment MEExamples (10c) and (11c) illustrate this type of structure

(10) a. Bauern befurchten EinbulR3en
‘Farmers fear losses’
b. [NachBrussel][zum Demonstrierenjst GerdKnechtnicht gefahren
to Brusselsto demonstrate is G. K. not gone
‘G. K. did not go to Brussels for the demo’
c. aber gut verstehen kann der Vorsitzende des Lamperth&egrnver-

bands die Proteste der Kollegen.
‘but the president of the Lampertheim Farmers’ Associatian well under-

stand his colleagues’ protestidores.12802
(11) a. Im Schlussabschnitt war den Berlinern das Bemuhehdus anzumer-
ken, vor ausverkauftem Haus ein Debakel zu verhindern.
‘During the last phase of the match, it was clearly visiblgt the Berlin players
were struggling to fight off a debacle in the packed arena.’
b. [Dem Spiel] [eine Wendelkonntensie aber  nicht mehrgeben.
to.thematcha turn could theyhowevemot moregive
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‘However, they didn’t manage to turn the match around.’

c. Rob Shearer (46.) traf noch einmal den Pfosten, das r&tbserzielten
aber wieder die Gaste.
In the 46th minute, Rob Shearer hit the post again, but it Wwagytiests who
scored the next goahiuzozmar.o13e0

We analyze Propositional Assessment MF as involving a TGimiment struc-
ture plus an assessment of the extent to which the Commeds loblthe Topic.
More precisely, we are dealing with an inverted Topic-Comto®nfiguration, in
which the fronted material constitutes (part of) the Comtnesnile the Topic is
instantiated by a discourse-given element in the middt&fidllso in the middle-
field, we regularly find an ‘evaluative’ expression, genlgrah adverb or particle,
frequently but not exclusively negation. It must be prosally prominent (i. e., it
must probably receive the main stress of the sentence)} angriesses/highlights
the degree to which the Comment holds for the Topic. Besnile# ‘not’, parti-
cles/adverbs frequently found Rropositional Assessment Micludenie ‘never’,
selten‘rarely’, oft ‘often’.

3 An HPSG account

3.1 Identifying casesof MF

To account for the data within HPSG, it is necessary to apjatgby constrain
syntactic, semantic, and information-structural praperof a sign whenever it in-
stantiates a multiple fronting configuration. Thus, in oridebe able to specify any
constraints on their occurrence, instances of multipletingg must be identified in
the first place. Since we base our proposal on Miller's (2@9&jactic analysis
of multiple fronting, this is not a major problem: on his apach, the occurrence
of elements in the preverbal position in general is modeted filler-gap-relation,
where the non-head daughter corresponds to the preverbatiahdprefield) and
the head daughter corresponds to the rest of the sentertbe timpological model
of the German sentence, this would be the finite verb, the lefidttd, and the
right bracket, and the final field). In Miller's (2005) forriztion, filler daughters
in multiple fronting configurations (and only in these) hamEeEAD|DSL value of
typelocal, that is, conforming to the analysis sketched in (6) abdwey tontain
information about an empty verbal head, as shown in{12).

(12

head-filler-phrase
NON-HD-DTRS <[HEAD|DSL Iocal]>

This specification then allows us to pick out exactly the stilo§ head-filler
phrases we are interested in, and to formulate constraiicts that they are only

2The psL (‘double slash) feature is needed to model the HPSG ecprivalf verb movement
from the sentence final position to initial position. Cf. thdices in example (6) above.
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licensed in some specific information-structural configiore, to which we turn
next.

3.2 Information structure features

Various approaches to information structure have beerogexpwithin HPSG, dif-
fering both in the features that are assumed to encode asgfd&, and in the sort
of objects these features take as their value (among oteegslahl and Vallduvi,
1996; Wilcock, 2001; De Kuthy, 2002; Paggio, 2005; Webdih@0D07). The rep-
resentation we use here is based on Bildhauer (2008): flpwroposals such
as Krifka (2007), topic/comment and focus/ground are éekais two information
structural dimensions that are orthogonal to one anotherths introduce both a
ToPIC and aFocusfeature, bundled in & path, which in turn is an attribute of
synserobjects® These take as their value a list of listsedémentary predications
(EPs, for short), as used in Minimal Recursion Semantics Capestt al. (1999).
In the basic case, that is, a sentence that has one topic amgleafecus, theropic
andFocuslists each contain one list &Ps which are structure shared with el-
ements on the sign'gELSlist. In other words, we are introducing pointers to
individual parts of a sign’s semantic content. By packadireEPs pertaining to a
focus or topic in individual lists, we are able to deal withltiple foci/topics. The
feature architecture just outlined is shown in (13), and {lldstrates a possible
instantiation of theroric, FocusandCONT values.

[sign
[Loc local
NONLOC nonloc
(13) -
SYNSEM is
IS |TOPIC list
| |Focus list
[sign
[ Tis
(14) s [Topic (@)
SYNSEM
|Focus << [38)) <>>
I | Loc|conT|RreLs ([, [2],[3],[4], [E])

Next, we introduce a subtyping & given in (15). These subtypes can then be
used to refer more easily to particular information-stusak configurations, that
is, to specific combinations aforic andFocusvalues? The subtypes that are

SInformation-structure should be insidgnsenbecause at least information about focus must
be visible to elements (such as focus sensitive partictes)delect their sister constituent via some
feature 1OoD, SPEG COMPYSUBCAT). Possibly, the situation is different with topics: we ai n
aware of data showing that topicality matters for selectipmodifiers or heads. We leave open the
guestion whetheroricis better treated as an attribute of, ssignrather tharsynsem

4These types are thus used as abbreviations or labels fdfispembinations of attributes and
their values. From a theoretical perspective, they aretniotly necessary, but we use them here for
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relevant for our purpose apees(‘presentational’) and-top-com(‘assessed-topic-
comment’, a subtype of the more gendrgic-commentype.

is

(15) pres/topim .
N a—topm .

Thosehead-filler phrases that are instances of multiple fronting can then be
restricted to have ars-value of an appropriate type, as shown in (16).

head-filler-phrase
(1 [Is presV a-top-comv ...]

NON-HD-DTRS <[HEAD|DSL Iocal]>

3.3 Modeling Presentational MF

In order to model Presentational MF, we introduce a pointethe Designated
Topic as a head feature of the verb that subcategorizes.foftie feature DT
takes a list (empty or singleton) efnserrobjects as its value, and it states which
element, if any, is normally realized as the Topic for a jpattir verb. This is not
intended to imply that the Designated Topic must in fact ladized as the topic in
all cases. Rather, it merely encodes a measurable preéeretapic realization for

a given verb. The statement in (17) is intended as a genematraint, with further
constraints on verbs (or classes of verbs) determiningwéliement orARG-ST s
the Designated Topic.

HEAD | DT ([1])

(17) verb-stem — [HEAD|DT ()] ARG-ST (... [0 ...)

The constructional properties of Presentational Multiptenting are defined
in (18): the Designated Topic must be located within the head daughter and
must be focused. Figure 1 shows the relevant parts of thgsasaf sentence (7)
above.
(18) head-filler-phrasT_) !SS|L|CAT|HEAD|DT <[|_ | CONT| RELS >]
IS pres HD-DTR|ss|Is|Focus ([1])

3.4 Modeling Propositional Assessment MF

For Propositional Assessment MF, we use a special subtypgepaf-comment
namelya(ssessed)-top-camVe then state that the designated topic must in fact

clarity of exposition.
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head-filler-phr
PHON <Stets ,einen, lacher, auf, ihrer, seite , hatte , die, bubnesto, famil)}

s |Pres

Focus ([I)
_ |cAT|HEAD DT <[L|c0NT|RELs >
CONT|RELS [B@[2@[1]

SS

%

PHON (hatte , die,, bubi, emesto, fam

PHON (stets,einen, lacher , auf  ihrer, sej 1| Focus (@)
ss CAT|HEAD | DT ([4))

CONT|RELS [2]®[1]

ss|L

CAT |HEAD | DSL local
CONT|RELS

word

PHON (hatte)
car |HEAD |oT (4

ss|L suscaT ([, ...)
CONT|RELS

PHON (die, bubi, ernesto, famij

ss @ Is|Focus ([
L |CONT|RELS

Figure 1: Sample analysis fresentational Multiple Fronting

be realized as the topic, and that it must occur somewherenitie head daugh-
ter (which comprises everything but the prefield). Most imgotly, the head-
daughter must also contain a focused element that has thepaisppe semantics

(i. e. one which serves to spell out the degree to which thenvemh holds of the
topic; glossed here asadv-re). However, the mere presence of such an element
on thereLslist does not guarantee that it actually modifies the highedi in the
clause (e. g., it could modify a verb in some embedded clasiseci.) Therefore,

the construction also adds a handle constraint specifyiagthe focused element
takes scope over the main verb. This handle constraint nedols added rather
than just be required to exist among the head-daughter'dldaonstraints be-
cause theutscopedelation need not be an immediate one, i. e., there can be more
than one scope-taking element involved. An appropriatelearonstraint can be
introduced via thec_conT-feature, i.e. as the construction’s contribution to the
overall meaning. If the relevant element does not in fact@ye the main verb,
the MRS will contain conflicting information and cannot beoge-resolved. In
that case, the phrase’s semantics will not be well-formddclvwe assume will
exclude any unwanted analysis due to focussing of the wrtamgent. The neces-
sary specifications are stated in (19). A sample analysisriesce (10c) above is
given in Figure 2.
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L | CAT|HEAD|DT <[L | CONT| RELS ]>

Ss Topic ([1])
FOCUS <<>>

(19) head-filler-phras . qeq
Ss|Is a-top-com C_CONT|HCONS< HARG >
LARG
LTOP
HD-DTR|SS|L|CONT a-adv-rel .
RELS ( [3 1O list
(a2 Yoo

4 Conclusion

In the way outlined above, the relative freedom of the frdnteaterial in St.
Muiller's analysis of German MF is appropriately restricteith respect to the con-
texts in which MF can felicitously occur. While we are notigiang to have iden-
tified these contexts exhaustively, the two configuratiomsl@ed here, if taken
together, account for the majority of naturally occurringqueaples in our database.
In sum, then, the present paper underlines the importanesarhining attested
examples in context and demonstrates that it is possiblgrtioer constrain a syn-
tactic phenomenon which in the past has even been deemeahumgitical in many
(decontextualized) examples.
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ss[1]|L | CONT|RELS

]

PHON (nicht) PHON (gefahrer)

[PHON (nicht, gefahren

|:PHON (gerd, knechy } 55 is| Focus <<>>
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. [|s| Focus ((3)) } sl {cm HEAD | DT <>}

L | conNT|RELS ([3])
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