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Abdract: Thediscourse fundion of the syntactic congruction left didocation in English
has received significant attention. Prior research has identified at least three distinct form-
fundion correlationsundelying left dislocation. This pgpoer examines left dislocation
tokensfrom a corpusof spoken English recorded in South Philadd phia. Fromthis
emerges a fourth type of left dislocation not previoudy identified. We definethis variety
of left dislocation, termed the Unexpected Sulject type, viaa Centering Theory andysis
of thesurroundng discourse. Thisfinding addseven greater diversity to the potential
discourse fundionsundelying theleft dislocation congruction, and thuslendsimportant
suppot to theclaim that the assodation between syntactic form and discourse fundionis
arbitrary. Future research utilizing much large corporawill nat only allow usto honethe
definition of the Unexpected Subject type, but may also reveal tha there areindesd more
discourse funaionsof theleft disocation condruction tha have notbeen identified.
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1. The Discourse Function of Left Dislocation

Thediscourse fundion undelying theleft disocation condruction in English has
received significant attention (Ross 1967,Gundéd 1985,Geluykens1992) A left
disocated NP isoneappearing in an initial pre-clausal postionthat is coreferential with a
persond pronounthat occurs elsewhere in the clause. Theleft didocated phrases are
bolded in (1)-(3).

(1) My turtle, hefroze to death. (CL, 10/14/00)*

(2) My aunt Vicky, she used to get bird poopon he every year. (BB 10/14/00)

(3) The knife, | kept it at school. (BD, 12/6/00)

Left didocation, probably first identified by Ross (1967) istypically undestood
as aconvesationd syntactic congruction that has a particular discourse fundion (or
more often a set of discourse fundionsg. Frequently mentioned as foremos amongthese
fundionsistheintrodudion of referents tha arein some way new to the discourse.
Prince@ (1997 1998)approach to |eft disocation is situated in awider claim that
discourse fundion cannotsimply be @ead offGsyntactic form. Instead, this accourt
asserts tha therelation between thetwo is entirely arbitrary and languaye-specific. In
suppot of thisview, Prince examines arangeof left didocation daain order to refute the
notion tha left dislocation in English has a single @ontrastingGor Gopic-markingO
fundion. Prince clearly identifies three form-fundion correlations described be ow.

Thefirst typeof left didocation identified by Prince is termed Simplifying L eft

Didocation. Consder thetokenin (4).

' References to the South Philadelphia Corpus will be made in this format, with the initials of the speaker®@

pseudonym followed by the date the utterance was recorded.



(4) We went to Floridalast summer, and we went to Disney World. Thebest ride
thewhole time was Jurassic Park. It was so scary. My sister Chrissie, her eyes
were poppnQout (CL 10/14/00)
In (4), the bolded material my sister Chrissie has not yet been mentioned in thediscourse
string, and is therefore discourse-new. Were the sentence in canonical form, theleft
dislocated material would have been in subject postion: My sister Chrissie® eyes were
poppnGout Prince makes use of Gundd@ (1989 and Reinhat® (1981) topic tests and
determines tha this type of |eft dislocation does nat indicate topichood. Prince(3
definition of Simplifying Left Dislocationisin (5).
(5) Simplifying Left Didocation
A 'Simplifying’' Left-Didocation serves to smplify the discourse processing
of Discourse-new entities by removing the NPs evoking them from a
syntactic postion disfavored for NPs evoking Discourse-new entities and
creating a separate processing unit for them (Prince 19986).
A secondfundion of |eft didocation, according to Prince, is entirely distinct from
the Simplifyingrole. Let usconsde thetoken in (6).
(6) So | see my youngest brother alot too. Actudly, all my brothers are pretty
close by. My oldest brothe is achef, like, downtown and my middle brother lives
in Jersey. My youngest brother, he@ afreshman at Newman. (GS, 11/00)
Immediately the contrast between (4) and (6) is clear: my youngest brother is not
discourse-new. In fact, it is mentioned by the spesker several sentences before theleft
didocation. In (4), thereferent of theleft disocated congituent my youngest brother is
actudly amember of aset of entities mentionad in the sentence, induding my oldest
brother and my middle brother. Accordingto Prince, theleft didocation of my youngest

brother has thefundion of indicating therelationghip of this entity to other entitiesin the

discourse. Thisis stated more formally in (7).



(7) Post Left Didocations

A Post left didocation trigge's an inference onthe part of the hearer that the

left dislocated NP represents an entity standing in a salient patially-ordered

set relation to entities already evoked in thediscourse. (Prince 19986).
Thethird role of |eft didocation asidentified by Prince is actudly topicalizationin
another guise, or Isand Amnesty (Resumptive PronounTopicalization). According to
Prince, these types of left dislocationsoccur when topicalization would have been
appropriate, except tha the extraction site isungammatical. A resumptive pronounthus
salvages these ingances of topicalization, and makes them appear as |eft disocation.

Prince cites thefollowing example from Terkel:

(8) My first book, | pad hdf of each trick to the personwho gave it to me.
After tha, it was my book' (Terkel 197495)

In (8), the site of extractionwould have been indde arelative clause, and so
topicalization would have been impossible. Since this fundion of left disocationisless
relevant to this paper, | will simply restate Prince@ characterization tha this particular
type of |eft dislocation occurs when: Oropicalization is warranted on discourse grounds
butisdifficult or impossible on grammatical grourdsand where a resumptive pronoun

occursin the extraction site, giving theilluson of a Left-Disl ocationQ(Prince 199815).

2. A New Type of Left Dislocation in the South Philadelphia Corpus

The South Philadd phia Corpus(Manetta, Johnon, and Stetler 2001)conssts of
approximately 250 minutes of spontaneousspeech, recorded in 20002001 Thedaain
the corpuswas primarily produced throughthe use of theface-to-face sodolinguistic
interview in which linguistically nasve subjects are asked arangeof questionsaboutthear

neighboihood,background and important persond experiences.



The speakersin the corpusare themselves al naives of South Philaddphia,
inhabiting afour-block section of thetight-knit Italian-American neghbohood.The
subset of the corpusused for this pgper conssts of individud interviews with three adult
males, ages 19, 21, and 46, as well groupinterviews with eight children of both gendea's
rangingin agefrom 8 to 13.

There were asignificant number of left didocations(61) in this segment of the South
Philadd phia corpus givenits size. Table 1 shows a breakdown of theleft didocationsby
two of thethree typesidentified by Prince (1998} Simplifying, and Poset. No tokens of

the Amnesty typewere identified.

INSERT TABLE 1 HERE

As Table 1 shows, themajority of theingdances of |eft didocation were of the
simplifying type (62.9%), such asthetoken in (4). A smaller, butappreciable nunber of
Post |eft didocationswere also identified (30.6%), induding thetokenin (6). Of
greatest interest to this pgper are thefouringances, discussed in detail bdow, which did
not appear to fall unde either the Smplifying or Poset types as defined by Prince (nor
were they Amnesty examples).

Table 2 breaks down theleft didocationsby speaker and further by left
dislocation type. Initials of each speaker® pseudonymare given for the adult speakers,

while the abbreviation KIDS standsfor all thechildren in thegroupinterviews.

INSERT TABLE 2 HERE



AsTable 1 indicates, there were four left dislocationsin the corpusthat did nat
conform to any of the definitionsof thethree left didocation typesidentified by Prince
(1998) Tho= four tokensare listed bdow in (9)-(12):

(9) Speaker A: Tell him aboutBinga Tell him about youriguana

Spesker B: My iguana Bingo, heamost bit my finge off. (CL, BB
10/14/00)

(10) Speaker A: He brokehisleg and hehad a cast up to here.
Spesker B: My cast, it had signauresall over. (CL, GL 10/14/00)

(11) He didn®need themoneyEH e said, | want youto buyit @ause | know
you@ keep it open. My dad talked to theguy. And the guy who owned it, he got
aloan. (GS, 11//00)

(12) 1 called him onthe phone to like meet him for thefirst time. Like, helivesin
New Hampshire. He went to boarding school. Boarding school, it where like
big rich kidsD[cutoff] (BD, 12/6/00)

Theleft-didocated NPs are bolded in (9)-(12). Noneappear to beof the Simplifying
type asdefined in (5). Althoughthe persond pronouncoreferential with al of these NPs
isin subject postion (tha is, these NPs would bein subject postion were thesentence in
canonical order), noneof these NPs can strictly becalled discourse-new. In the case of
thetoken in (9) the prope name Bingois mentioned in Spesker AG utterance, followed
by amention of iguana so tha theentire NP |eft dislocated by Speaker B is discourse-
old. In (11), thereferent denoted by the guywho owned it isidentified usng the pronoun
hein thefirst and second sentences in the discourse string reproducd here, then asthe
guyin the sentence immediately preceding theleft didocation. (10) and (12) have smilar
characteristics.

At the same time, noneof theleft-didocated NPsin (9)-(12) arein asaient

patially-ordered set relation to other entities evoked in the discourse. For ingance, my

iguanaBingois notin a post relation to other pes, other iguanas, or even other Bingos



In fact, thediscourse in this case is concerned with dangeousthingstha hgppened to the
speakers. Theleft didocationsin (10)(12) are much the same in thisrespect. Findly,
since noneof these left didocationsrepresent environments in which topicalization
would have been appropriate but was impossible, as defined by Prince, these are also not
left dislocationsof theldand Amnestying type?

At this point we mug agree tha theleft didocationsin (9)-(12) are of an as yet
unidentified type, and require closer examination. However, in wha follows | will choos
to disregard thetokensin (9)-(10). Because in each case theleft didocationis uttered at
the outset of anew speaker turn, it could be claimed tha theleft-disocated NP isin fact
discourse-new in that specific discourse segment (see Keenan and Shieffelin 1976. If
thiswere the case, it could potentially beviewed as aleft didocation of the Simplifying
type | will focusingead on defining and identifying the characteristics of theleft
didocationsin (11)-(12).

It isimportant to note here tha there isnoreason to bdieve tha this new type of
left didocationis limited to the variety of English recorded in the South Philadd phia
corpus Geluykens(1992)groupsleft disocationstha do notappear to bereferent-
introdudng into an GDtherOcategory, such asthetoken in (13).

(13) This guy, if hedid gothroughthreefiling cabinets looking for where the

petty cash was, hewas either extraordinarily neat and taking histime, or else
he didn® bather. (Geluykens 199295)

2 Since, as discussed in the paragraph above, these |eft dislocated NPs do not stand in any poset relation to

entities already evoked in the discourse-model, this cannot be a failed Topicalization environment.



Geluykensinforms ustha theleft disocated NP thisguyin (13) is nat discourse new. It
isnot being contrasted to any other entity, or in a poset relation with a set of entities.
Also, the coreferent pronounisin subject postion. While it is difficult to be certain
withoutaccess to the entire discourse string, thistoken is possibly aleft dislocation of

this new typeas well.

3. A Centering Analysis of Left Dislocation
Let usnowtake acloser look at thediscourse surrounding theleft dislocationsin
(11)(12), repeated here. Theleft didocated NP has been bolded, and al previousNPs or
pronounsreferring to the same entity astheleft disocated NP are italicized.
(11) He didn®need themoneyE He said, | want you to buyit @ause | know
you@ keep it open. My dad talked to theguy. And the guy who owned it, hegot
aloan. (GS, 11//00)
(12) 1 called him onthe phone to like meet him for thefirst time. Like, helivesin
New Hampshire. He went to boarding school. Boarding school, itG@ where like
big rich kidsD[cutoff] (BD, 12/6/00)
Because these two tokens of left didocation do not conform to any of thethree types
identified by Prince, we need to find away to identify the discourse-fundion employed
here. In this section | will show tha Centering Theory (Grosz, Joshi, and Weindein
1995)provides away to definethisfourth type of left didocation and undestandit in
relationship to thetypes already identified, by offering ingghtinto theway each utterance
in thediscourse relates to adjacent utterances.
According to Centering Theory, each utterance has centers linking it to the

surrounding discourse. For every utterance there is a set of forward looking centers C,

(U), andthereis abackward looking center C, (U). Here | will use C, to indicate the most



highly ranked forward looking center. Theforward looking center of an utteranceis
entirely dependent onthe expressionsin tha utterance. An entity in the subject postion
in an utterance islikely to bethe C; of tha utterance (Grosz, Joshi, and Weindein, 1995)
Thebackward looking center of an utterance U,,, ; isthemod highly ranked
element of C, (U,) tha isrealized in U, ,,. Thebackward looking center of an utterance
connects in an important way with theforward looking center of the previousutterance.
Grogz, Joshi, and Weingein definethree different types of trangtionsbeween utterances:
(14) CONTINUE - C, (U, . ,) = C, (U,) and this entity isthe C, (U, . )
RETAIN - C, (U,,,) =G, (U,) andthisentity isnottheC, (U, . ,)
SHIFT-C, (U,.,)! C,(U,)
A CONTINUE ischaracteristic of the smoothest discourse, and is more desirable than a
RETAIN trangtion, whichisin turn more desirable than a SHIFT. We can now explore a
centering andysis of theinteresting | eft didocation tokens
The sentence-by-sentence breakdown in (15) presents a centering andysis of the

discoursein (11).

(15)a Hesaid, | want you'to buy it. [want segment] C, = theguy/ C, = theguy
b. My dad talked to theguy. C,, = theguy/ C, = dad [RETAIN]
c. Andtheguywho owned it, hegotaloan. G, = theguy/ C, = theguy

In thetrangtion between (158 and (15b)thereisa RETAIN. This meanstha the hearer
expects the topic to changefrom the guyto dad as the discourse continues. However, the
utterance which follows flouts this expectation Bin it both Cy, = theguyand C, = theguy.
That is, the hearer does not expect tha the subject of (15¢) will bethe guy:

The sentence-by-sentence breakdown in (16) is the centering andysis of

thediscoursein (12).



(16) a Helivesin New Hampshire. C, = friend/ C, = friend
b. He went to boarding school. Cy, = friend/ C, = friend [CONTINUE]
c. Boarding school, it@ where like big rich kids -- C,, = boading school

Thetrangtionfrom (169 to (16b)isnota RETAIN, butingead a CONTINUE. That is, it
is the hearer@ expectation tha the spesker will go on talking aboutthe friend. (160
flouts this expectation Bthe spesker SHIFTSto boarding school. Again, the subject
boarding schod is not expected by the hearer in (16¢).

In both (11) and (12), theleft disocated NPs are in some sense unexpected as
subjects of their respective sentences.® That is, thehearer is unprepared for these subjects
dueto the structure of the preceding discourse. | will term this type of |eft disocation the
Qnexpected SubjectCtype and will defineit asfollows:

(17) Unexpected Subject Left Didocation

An Unexpected Subject Left Didocation serves to smplify thediscourse
processing of entities which the hearer does not expect in subject postion due
to the structure of the preceding discourse by removing these NPs and
creating a separate processing unit for them.

In left disocationsof the Unexpected Subiject type the discourse-fundion of theleft

didocationis very similar to tha of the Simplifying type* Simplifying left dislocations

3t may be possible to formulate a Centering definition of the Unexpected Subject type. Perhaps C, (U,) =
C, = (LDU,,;) would suffice, although many more tokens would need to be examined.

* A reviewer has pointed out that we could potentially state the Simplifying discourse function in Centering
terms such that it includes the Unexpected Subject function (many Simplifying left dislocations seem to
follow aSHIFT). Again, alarge number of tokens would need to be examined to test any such definition.
We should also note that a centering definition alone may not allow us to distinguish between discourse-

new and discourse-old (but unexpected) dislocated constituents.
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serve to remove adiscourse-new NP from a postion disfavored for such NPs.
Unexpected Subject |eft didocationsserve to remove an NP which would otherwise bean
unexpected subject in the discourse from tha postion. According to Prince@ logic, in
both cases theleft didocation condruction serves to create separate unit fromthe
problematic sentence in which the NP can befirst processed.
Given the addition of left didocationslike thosin (11)-(12), we can now
designae at least four known discourse fundionsthat correspondto this syntactic form.
(18)i. Simplifying Left Didlocations
ii. Unexpected Subject Left Didocations
iii. Poset Left Didocations
iv. Idand Amnesty: Resumptive PronounTopicalization Left Didocations
Theimplicationsof thisfinding are largely conaerned with Prince@ (1998)core
claim: tha the connection between syntactic form and discourse fundion are languaye-
specific and arbitrary. Throughher origind classification of |eft didocation condructions
into three types, Prince attempted to show that the syntactic congruction left dislocation
plays no single discourse-related role. The addition of afourth type of left didocationin
English servesto lend further credence to this claim Bleft didocation seemsto serve a

widevariety of discourse fundionsand is motivated by arangeof discourse

circumstances.
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TABLES

TABLE 1: Left Didocation by Typein the South Philadd phia Corpus

TYPE NUMBER
Simplifying 39
Poset 19
Othe 4
Total 62

TABLE 2: Left Didocation by Speaker and Typein the South Philadd phia Corpus

SPEAKER NUMBER Simplifying Post Othe
BD 14 9 4 1
GS 8 2 5 1
JC 11 4 7 0
KIDS 29 24 3 2
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