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WORD ORDER IN NON-NEUTRAL SENTENCES

0. Introduction

In this paper, I intend to give a non-systematic survey of
Hungarian "corrective" sentences, 1i.e. utterances qccurring
mostly in retorts and answers.

Correctiveness is an important issue in Hugarian:
first, the famous "freedom" of Hungarlah word order (cf.
E. Kiss (1981)) is most characteristically manifested in
this éype of sentence; second, some of the theoretically
interesting phenomenh (e.g. topicalization, focusing, dif-
ferent scope relations, sentence intertwining, etc.) are
observable chiefly in corrective sentences. In what follows,
I shall touch upon these ‘probleﬁs only tangentially, in
the measure required for understanding some semantic op-
positions, :

1, Free Word Order?

All the Hungarian authors who deal with what I call here
corrective sentences agree that they manifest two charac-
teristic features: (1) a very large numbe: of constituent
permutations is possible,‘and (2) distinguished syntactic
positions (topic, focus, etc.) abound in them. The puzzle
is, then, how "free word order" and the importance of posi-
tions can be brought together.

Now, Hungarian'corrective sentences are typically a
~case where a rule system ggnerating all the possible word
order variations has-ﬁo interest in itself (for a learner
of the language, for example), unless it characterizes
each and every variant in terms of usage and intonation,
preferably in a systematic way. This amounts to saying
that word order is not free in Hungarian corrective sen-
tences (with some exceptions, of course) in the sense that
we are usually not free to change the word order in any

particular context. ‘95
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Accordingly, the structure of the present section is
as follows: first I will formulate some generalizations
that do not hold in each and every instance, but are good
guidelines to understand the situation. Then I will touch

upon some restrictions and special cases.

1.1, Contrastive and Emphatic Sentences -

The main characteristics of Hungarian corrective sentences
is the presence of one or several "heavy stresses" which
are not, in fact, neéess&rily “heavier" than normal stress-
es. What distinguishes them from normal stress is that,
when followed by several (mon-heavy—stressed) phonological
words, these have to be unstreased. Consequently, a correc-
tive sentence consisting of a single phonological word
cannot be identified as such in itself. I shall help the
reader to identify "heavy stress" by marking a.double
stress mark ("). i

If a corrective sentence contains one heavy stress
only, that one is usually called the focus stress. The loca-
tion of the focus stress is a main feature of corrective
sentences. Namely, the following quasi-rules, or rather,
suggestions, can be fdrmulgted:

(1) Put the focus stress on the V if you want an emphatic
sentence. '

(2) Put the focus stress on an NP, Adv, or PP preceding
the finite verb (or on the finite verb itself) if you
want a contrastive sentence.

V in (1) is (since Ackerman and Komlésy (1984)) the name
of a constituent lower than the VP but higher than the
finite verb, e.g. prefixed verbs as el-mégy ’away-go; leave’,

or “complex verbs" as killénbsdget tesz 'difference-ACC make;
make a dlstinctlon
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Emphatic sentences presuppose that someone assumes, ﬁ
believes, has said,etc.,the contrary of what we are saying:

(1) "Elment a moziba.
away-went the cinema-into

'(s)he actually did go to the cinema.’

Contrastive sentences, on the other hand, suggest that the

right assuhption (statement, etc.) was made except for one
argument, the one with the focus stress:

(2) A - "moziba ment el.
~the cinema-into.went away A
'Actually, it is to the cinema that (s)he went.’

Notice that the "contrastive focus constituent", as.is
often called, has to precede the‘finite.verb'meediately,
- and the prefix (or anything that would be pre-verbal and
stressed in the unmarked case) has to follow the finite
verb in order for this requirement to be fulfilléd.-
- For a huge class of vérbs, if they are focus-stressed
in a sentence, the sentence will be ambiguous:

(3) "Megszerkesztette a  k8nyvet.
PREF-edited the book-acc
'He DID edit the book.’ |
'What (s)he actuaily did to the book was editing it’
(rather than writing it, for example).

As a special case of contrastive sentences, mention
should be made of multiple contrast, expressed by post-
verbal heavy stress(es): '

(4) "Kati {rt "Péternek.
Kati wrote Peter-dat :
‘It is Kati who wrote to Peter’ (i.e. not the other
way round, or: it is not the case that somebody other
than Kati wrote to somebody other than Peter). ;
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1.2. Pre-Focus Positions

The constituent receiving pre-verbal heavy stress in the
above sentences is often said to be in Focus position. On
the other hand, as multiple-contrast sentences show, focus
stress(es) may fall on other constituents as well. What is
even more amazing, the pre-verbal focus-stress itself may
fall on constituents other than the one in Focus position: .

(5) "Mindig Péternek frt.
always Peter-dat wrote
'It was always Peter that (s)he wrote to.’

Although in (5) Pdteruek is the constituent in Focus, the
focus stress falls on the qnantifier mzndzg. The presup-
posed antecedent proposition is '"sometimes (s)he wrote to
persons other than Peter’. With the verb in the Focus posi-
tion, the sentence gets a different interpretation:

(6) "Mindig {rt Péternek. 2 :
' (s)he always wrote to Peter.’

In this case, the presupposed (and corrected) proposition
is ’'sometimes (s)he did not write to Peter’, The focus-
~stressed position of mindig in (5)-(6) is called the
Quantifier (Q) position. _

The focus stress may. "wander" still farther from the
Focus positionﬁl

(7) "Kati is mindig {rt Péternek.
Kati also always wrote Peter-dat _
‘Kati, too, always wrote to Peter’ (correcting ‘only
. persons other than Kati wrote always to'Peter'].

(8) "Kati is mindig Péternek {rt.
'For Kati, too, it was always Peter that she wrote to’
(correcting ‘for only persons other than Kati is it
true that the person they wrote to was always Peter’ )

The position of “1s-phrases can be occupied by con-
stituents of the form (még) X (is) 'even X'; (mdr) X (is)
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'already X'; X 7e 'also X'; (még) X sem ’not even X'; (mdr)
X sem ‘already X + negative verb’; X sem ’neither X’.
Sentences with their “7e&" and/or "quantifier" posi-

tions filled in are emphatic, i.e. they cannot be continued
by a clause with ‘instead of’ or ‘rather than’.

: As cah be expected from the above, free word order
variations characterize the post-verbal and pre-focus-stress
part only;_Indeed, the same as in neutral sentences, the
“topic" constituents before the focus stress and the post-
-verbal constituents are quasi-free in order. Unlike in
neutral sentenceé; however, even the “"topic" and post-verbal
constituents are 1ntérchangeab1e'to a certain extent; for
instance, the grammatical subject can as easily be in post-
than in pre-verbal position..
' This freedom of word order may be in part. due to the
'fact that all the constituenta occurring in a free. order .
in a corrective sentence are optional ‘The minimal (and
most frequent) Hungarian corrective Bentence contains a
 Focus constituent only:

(9) (Nem,) "Jénos. ’
no John
'(No,) it is John who did!does[will do so.’

(10) (De igen,) "{rt.
but yes . wrote
’(S)he actually did write.’
'What (s)he actually did'vas writing.’

If the Q and/or the ig-position is filled in, then the
finite verb is obligatory. On the other hand, the- verbal
modifier" (which is a convenient notion referring to any
immediate constituent of the V other than the finite verb
itself) may "stand for" the whole V in a minimal emphatic
sentence: '

(11) (pe igen,) "meg.
but yes PREF
"(s)he actually did/does/will do so.'’
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