LASZLO KALMAN
WORD ORDER IN NEUTRAL SENTENCES

¢, Introduction ;

Hungarian sentences that show a level prosody, unless con-
sisting of a single word only, have several main stresses,
i{.e. there is no distinguished “"sentence stress"” in them. 1
In Hungarian, 1evel~prosody sentences are neutral, as op-
posed to corrective sentences that have one or more eradi-
eating stresses.

In the present paper we are not concerned with the
discussion of the literature of Hungarian word order;
instead, we intend to give a brief descriptive survey of
the problem. The paper, however,‘starts with the necessary
theoretical and terminological background (Section 2 B o
to be followed by the description of Hungarian level-prosody
sentences: their logical predicate--argument structure

(Section 2), the distribution of NP types in them (Section 3},

and their constitutent structure (Section 4).

1. Some Remarks on Hungarian Sentence Articulaiion

1.1. Terminology

Besides the characteristic prosody patterns, thé immediate
neighborhood of the finite verb is also of utmost impor-
tance in a Hungarian sentence. As a rule, the finite verb
is a V (i.e. a complex verb: a verbal modifier plus a finite
verb),3 where the verbal modifier is stressed and the verb
jtself is unstressed. In a level-prosody sentence, the
stressed position before a finite verb ié the so-called
Hocus position (as opposed to the Focus posiiion of correc-
tive sentences); see Kalman et al. (1984b). The pre-verbal
part of a sentence precedes the Hocus position.

; There is a special type of level-prosody sentence,
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where the verbal modifier immediately follows the stressed
verb, called tmperfective sentence, because of the aspect

it most often expresses. Another special type to be men-
tioned is the so-called tdentifying sentence, whose un-=
stressed finite verb is preceded by an argument or adverbial
(neither of which is a verbal modifier); any verbal modifier
will follow the finite verb immediately.

1.2. Pre- va. Post-Verbal "Arguments"

If asked, a Hungarian speaker will say that.the reason why
an argument precedes the verb while others follow it is

that the pre-verbal argument“ denotes the thing that is

- spoken about, whereas the ve&b and the post—verbal arguments
denote what is said about it:

(1) A ’baratomat ‘megharapta ‘a 'kutyéam,
the friend-my-acc pref-bit-3dsSg the dog-my
‘My friend was bit by my dog.’
(Pre-verbal part = a bardtomat; verbal part - megharapta
a kutydm; Hocus element = meg (a verbal modifier). )

(2) A ’kutyam ‘megharapta a ’baratomat
'My dog bit my friend.’

Sentence (1) is about my friend, “adding" that my dog bit him;
sentence (2), on the other hand, is about my dog, "adding"
that it bit my friend.

The above facts allow two possible interpretations:
we can either translate the verb megharap ‘bite’ by a two-
-place predicate into a semantic metalanguage, assuming
that an independent, e.g, theme--rheme, articulation is
defined over the parts of a sentence, or else we are to
assign different logical predicate—-argument structures to
the two sentence types. (For reasons to be mentioned in
Section 4 we ignore here a third solution which would entail
a distinction between their syntactic Constituent structures.)
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. In the following we shall present two pheanena that
. constitute independent evidence for the second solution;
further evidence will be given in Sections 2, 3 and 4.

i.s;z. Verbal Sentences

Verbal sentences, i.e. sentences without a pre-verbal part,
tend to express simple events rather than n-ary rela-
'-tions.4 The idea that verbal sentences are simply complex
predicates is supported by the fact that in most cases
they can be re-formulated by a single lexicdl predicate in
_Hunqarian or other languages.

(3) 'Esik-qz 'esd., = "Esik.
fal}s the rain '
’It-is raining.’

- {4) *Esik a 'hé. = 'Havazik.
falls the snow
'It is snowing.’

Na£1VE speakers tend to expréss'the intuitive view that
verbal sentences say nothing about anybody or anything in
particular, they just refer to events:

(5) ‘Kigyulladt . az !'iskola.
out-fire-caught-3dSg the school
‘The school caught fire.’

A verbal sentence may contain any type of verb. (stative,
1nstantaneous, movement, etc. verbs); neither is the "deep
case of the post-verbal arguments relevant'

(6) 'Jﬁn a 'tanar url
comes the professor Mr.
‘The professor is comingl’

(7) ’'Megharapta a ’baratomat a 'kutyém;
'My friend was bit by my dog.’
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1.2.2. The Behavior of I&iOMs

In Hungarian, idioms are never split, that is, they never
have their first part in the pre-verbal 8ection and the
second in the verbal part (an observatiOn due to I. Kene-
set). Since idioms are semantically simple, non-composi-
tional predicates, this fact strongly. supports our hypoth=-
esis: :

(B)I'Veri az ‘brddg a  ‘feleségét.
~ beats the‘devil the wife-his-acc
"It is raining and the sun is shining.?_
(9) 'Brasg veri a ‘feleségét,
: 'Id. i " . S
(10) Az '5rasqg 'veri aw}feleségét.;fl) e
‘The devil is beating his wife,’
;no idiomatic reading is possible)

1.3, Subject--Predicate va.'Hodifier--Predic&te'
: Relationships '

Among others, the above considerations have led us to

- describe Hungarian sentence structure in a terminology
‘where (Aristdtelian)'subjeCté—prgdicate relationship and
modifier--predicate relationships are_distinguished. The
snbjéct—-predicate relationship is something that is some-
times called topic--comment relationship, with two crucial
differences: (1) it is not’ superposed to logical predicate--
argument  gtructure but rather follows from the latter;
(2) it has nothing to do with the given/new nature of the
meaning of the constituents., A complek predicate ig a
modifier plus a predicate; a sentence, on the other .hand,
is a subject plus a Predicate.

In view of the above, the logical predic&ée——argument'

Sstructure of (1) and (2), respectively, are as follows:
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