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Left and right dislocation

Dislocation:

placement of NP in extra-clausal position (left or right)
presence of coreferential resumptive in host

Examples: (Quirk et al., 1985, p. 1310)

(1) a. That playi, iti was terrible.
b. Hei’s a complete idiot, that brother of yoursi.
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Left and right dislocation

Earlier accounts:

often discussed in terms of Topic-marking (i.a. Gregory & Michaelis, 2001; Lambrecht, 1994, 2001; Ziv,

1994; Ziv & Grosz, 1994)

LD establishes/announces new Topic
RD continues/maintains already active Topic

Topic-marking function rejected by Prince (1997)
no grammatical reflex in English (see also Mackenzie & Keizer, 1991)

no clear definition of aboutness Topic

Topic cannot explain the placement of the dislocated phrase in either the left or right
periphery!
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Research questions

RQ1: Which discourse-pragmatic features determine the placement of a dislocated element
to the left or right of the main clause?

RQ2: What is the prosodic realisation of left- and right-dislocation in spoken British
English?

RQ3: What is the interaction between the prosodic realisation of the dislocated element,
its discourse-pragmatic features and the position relative to the main clause?
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Methodology

ICE-GB: (Nelson et al., 2002)

covers a wide variety of genres (private conversations, interviews, etc.)
includes audio files

Data collection:

search for appositive NPs
manual review of results to identify dislocations
64 dislocations found in total

30 left dislocations
34 right dislocations
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Methodology: Data analysis

Pragmatic analysis:
distinction made between discourse- and host-oriented functions

discourse-orientation: relation of dislocated phrase to discourse context
host-orientation: relation of dislocated phrase to host clause

dislocated phrase is taken to stand in a functional relation to both the context and
the host

Prosodic analysis:
ToBI (Silverman et al., 1992)
IP and PPs only
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Discourse- and host-oriented functions

Table 1: Discourse- and host-oriented functions

Discourse-oriented Host-oriented

Left Dislocation
Introductory Narrowing Preparing
Forefronting Summarising Anchoring

Right Dislocation

Continuation Maintenance Repair
Continuation Reactivation Disambiguation

Afterthought Specification
Phatic Clarification

Interaction
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Data and results: left dislocation

Introductory: (see Tizón-Couto (2012); cf. Prince (1997))

(2) We will go to a cash and carry place and get try and get a lot of the ingredients
cos [My friend Kareni]anchor, heri father has got a cash and carry card

(S1A-023 #322)

Forefronting: (see Tizón-Couto (2012); cf. Prince (1997))

(3) The nature of the work that we do is no different from any other creative arts
group. The way we worki, the way we experimenti, the way we design
choreographyi, uh [all those thingsi]summary I think are similar to other dance
groups (S1A-004 #124)
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Prosody of left dislocation
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Figure 1: Your mother, how old is she?
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Data and results: right dislocation

Reactivation: (cf. Lambrecht, 2001)

(4) Well you see Barry has an endpoint which is very very critical He says you wizz it
until it balls round the knife [: : : ] and the one before it you know it went from
not looking as though it was balling at all to completely balling So iti seems to
exce exceedingly critical [that endpointi]disambig (S1A-057 #192)

Phatic: (cf. Aijmer, 1989)

(5) A: Uh did you say you’ve got a uh a gauze I can put on this ?
C: Yes, I can find you some, I think. Yes.
A: Oh dear, This foot hasn’t <unclear>
B: Has it ... iti looks swollen [that footi]clarif.

(S1B-047#262)
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Data and results: right dislocation

Afterthought (AT): (cf. Aijmer, 1989; Lambrecht, 2001; Ziv & Grosz, 1994)

(6) B: She’s quite sexy in it. Basically she ’s not trying actually. He’s the chap from
Soap isn’t he
A: That’s exactly. Not Soap. Yes. It is but. No
B: It looks like himi you know [the fatheri]repair (S1A-041 #030)
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Prosody of right dislocation
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Figure 2: It looks swollen that foot.
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Prosody of afterthought
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it looks like him <you know> the father
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Figure 3: It looks like him, you know, the father.
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Linguistic marking

Is there a unifying factor that determines the linguistic
marking (i.e. position & prosody)?
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The principle of task urgency

Principle of Task urgency: (Givón, 1988, p. 252)

(7) Attend first to the more urgent task

if information is least predictable, it is most urgent to express
has repercussions for word order in languages
→ less predictable information is ordered before predictable information
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The principle of task urgency

Left and right dislocations:

(8) a. A: Is he [=speaker B’s father] treated for blood pressure or anything like that?
B: No.
A: And your motheri how old is shei? (S1A-051 #317)

b. A: Oh dear, This foot hasn’t <unclear>
B: Has it ... iti looks swollen that footi (S1B-047#262)

LD communicatively important → pre-clausal position and prosodically prominent
RD fully predictable → post-clausal position and prosodically integrated/deaccented
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The principle of task urgency

Afterthoughts:

(9) B: She’s quite sexy in it. Basically she ’s not trying actually. He ’s the chap from
Soap isn’t he
A: That ’s exactly. Not Soap. Yes. It is but. No
B: It looks like himi you know the fatheri (S1A-041 #030)

position result of production process
information in final phrase not predictable based on the host → prosodic prominence
may be related to Focus structure, i.e. AT probably in Focus
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Functional Discourse Grammar

General characterisation:

"form-oriented function-to-form approach" (Hengeveld & Mackenzie, 2008, pp. 38–39)

form-oriented: only systematically coded functional elements represented
function-to-form: functions used to explain the form

hierarchical top-down organisation (i.e. directional)
four levels of analysis

Interpersonal Level (discourse & pragmatics)
Representational Level (semantics)
Morphosyntactic Level (morphosyntax)
Phonological levels (phonology)
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An FDG analysis of LD and AT

Left- and right dislocation in FDG: (Hengeveld & Mackenzie, 2008)

dislocated item treated as subsidiary Discourse Act (A1) at the IL
assigned the rhetorical functions prelude (LD) and afterthought (AT)

(10) a. And your mother how old is she
IL: (MI: [(AI –your mother– (AI))prelude (AJ: –how old is she– (AJ))] (MI))

b. It looks like him you know the father
IL: (MI: [(AI –it looks like him– (AI)) (AJ: –the father– (AJ))afterthought]
(MI))

position assigned by rhetorical functions prelude and afterthought

prosodic detachment reflex of Discourse Act status
matthias.mittendorfer@univie.ac.at SLE2023 18/23



An FDG analysis of (integrated) RD

Issue:
Discourse Act status depends on prosodic detachment
currently, no way of representing prosodically integrated right dislocations

Proposal: integrated RDs as (Referential) Subacts (RJ)

(11) It looks swollen that foot
IL: (AI: [(Fi: DECL) (P1)S (P2)A (CI: [(RI) (RJ)bckgr (CmI: [(TI) (TJ)]
(CmI))foc] (CI))] (AI))

position assigned by pragmatic function Background (Bckgr)
integration and deaccentuation reflex of this function
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Conclusion

functional analysis of 30 LDs and 34 RDs conducted
distinction between discourse- and host-oriented functions

Task urgency (TUG) (see Givón, 1988)
most urgent (least predictable) information expressed first (LD and vice versa for RD)
Afterthoughts → position result of production process; prosody result of TUG

FDG analysis
LD and AT represented as subsidiary Discourse Acts with rhetorical function (prelude
and afterthought)
RD represented as Referential Subact with Background function

matthias.mittendorfer@univie.ac.at SLE2023 20/23



References I

Aijmer, K. (1989).Themes and Tails: The Discourse Functions of Dislocated Elements. Nordic Journal of
Linguistics, 12(2), 137–154
-> dislocation not very frequent in English Descriptive model left-dislocated element -> Theme (Topic
in Lambrecht) right-dislocated element -> Tail (AntiTopic in Lambrecht) Discourse functions of the
theme Theme represents entity that subsequent predication is going to bear upon (cf. Dik 1981: 132)
Theme is an independent tone unit Functions identification: speaker identifies discourse referent (also
called ‘reinforcing’ or ‘foregrounding’) connective/transition marker exemplification (of what
participants have been talking about) addition contrast temporal sequencing Theme introducing new
discourse entity -> less integrated in following discourse (prosody) marked by rising/fall-rise tone
depending on information status, themes can be more or less closely tied to following utterance ->
well-anchored theme more strongly connected than new theme reintroduction: previously mentioned,
but no longer accessible (element in dislocated position not found in the immediate context)
simplification (NOT in Prince’s sense) caused by conditions for planning adaptation of the speaker’s
linguistic behaviour breaks up utterance into more manageable units Discourse functions of the tail
postponed identification (disambiguation) afterthoughts need to be distinguished from tails tails rising
intonation -> not always marked off by tone unit boundary from predication (goes against Lambrecht!)
afterthoughts falling intonation -> Aijmer does not distinguish RD from other elements in tail position!
predication (i.e. clause) has special properties AB event -> predication expresses shared knowledge
between speakers predication has expressive/emotional function element may also be placed in tail as a
result of syntactic complexity.
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Lambrecht, K. (2001). Dislocation. In M. Haspelmath, E. Konig, W. Oesterreicher, & W. Raible (Eds.), Language
typology and language universals (pp. 1050–1078, Vol. 2). Mouton de Gruyter.
4 criteria for definition of dislocation: extra-clausal position possible alternative intra-clausal position
pronominal coindexation special prosody -> 1. is the only necessary (but not sufficient) condition
Article uses Top for LD position and AntiTop for RD position Dislocation and superficially similar
constructions Topicalisation (vs. LD) Topicalised constituent is not extra-clausal, but pre-clauses (hence
still a complement of the verb), i.e. different syntactic positions difference between topicalisation & LD
-> dislocated element can always be omitted! Focus-movement (Focus preposing) (vs. LD) resembles
Topicalisation -> preposed constituent functions as a complement of the verb differs in prosody from
topicalisation -> preposed constituent only point of prominence in Foc preposing a Focus-movement
sentence cannot be converted into LD (unlike topicalisation sentence) Clitic-doubling (vs. RD) does not
exist in English afaik Extraposition (vs. RD) subject/object constituent extraposed to end of clause;
canonical position filled with dummy element extraposed constituent -> typically complement clause
difference to RD -> extraposed constituent is intra-clausal argument (which is the focus and hence
accented) Extraposition sentences do not have LD counterpart Subject-inversion constructions (vs. RD)
subject occurs at the end rather than beginning of clause inverted subject necessarily accented The
structure of dislocation sentences Grammatical functions of the pronominals mostly subjects, but can
also be objects pronominal may also function as adjunct (e.g. [In Ostdeutschland], da) Types of
pronominals mostly personal pronouns (free pronouns in English) but can also be -> morpholocially
bound atonic pronouns (e.g. French), inflectional affix (e.g. Italian), null element (e.g. Turkish),
independent/tonic pronoun forms (e.g. Chichewa) Unlinked topics constituent appears in Top position
without any anaphoric link to an intra-clausal argument/adjunct -> common feature of topic-prominent
languages unlinked topic constructions -> Top constituent has no semantic or syntactic relation to
predicate (interpretative link is purely pragmatic, hence unlinked) there is no unlinked AntiTop
construction -> seems to be categorised as Poset LD in Prince1997 subtype of unlinked topic
construction -> Double-subject construction unlinked Top followed by another nominal (e.g. That tree,
the leaves are big) semantic relation between frame and element of frame (so POSETS?) more common
-> double subject sentences in which topic and subject stand in possessive relation e.g. and this guy, his
fishing pole fell down the water Criteria above -> criteria 2. & 3. not satisfied by unlinked topic
constructions (adverbial phrase in Top position does not satisfy number 3) Multiple dislocations often,
more that one dislocated constituent in a dislocation sentence usually no more than two dislocated
phrases allowed -> Lambrecht 1994 suggests processing explanation (dislocation sentences are
construed as conveying information about Top, AntiTop) -> interpretation becomes difficult if there are
several Topics (goes against one Topic a time constraint tho) -> however, number of dislocated
constituents is matter of degree (can be more than two under specific circumstances) Mad-Magazine
sentences Top position always filled by two constituents (one argument, the other predicate of canonical
sentence) e.g. Me, worry? -> analysed as LD -> dislocated elements are in predicate-argument relation
(clausal portion may remain unexpressed) Syntactic categories of dislocated constituents NP (including
pronouns), PP, AdvP, AP (not in English), VPs, (e.g. finite complement clauses) vocative phrases (e.g.
Mary, I love you) The syntactic status of dislocated constituents Clause-external position of Top and
AntiTop phrases dislocated constituens -> optional (omission never causes unacceptability) not
coextensive with category adjunct (see page 1066 for argument) Lambrecht gives a number of
arguments for clause-external status of dislocated constituents position of discourse particles position
relative to Focus elements (which always appears clause-internally) -> hence Top must precede, and
AntiTop follow focus elements! information questions with fronted question words (e.g. Uncle, this pair
of scissors, how come . . . ) interrogative particles, negative particles dislocated elements can be ordered
freely (unlinked always first though) Differences between LD and RD -> AntiTop more tightly
connected with predicate-argument structure than Top Locality LD -> constituent in Top can occur at
indefinite remove from clause RD -> AntiTop constituent must be adjacent to clause (called
“Right-Roof” constraint) Embeddability LD main-clause phenomenon (root phenomenon?) Top
constituents cannot freely occur within subordinate clause Case marking LD -> Top elements need not
have same case as coindexed pronominals RD -> AntiTop elements must have same case as cataphoric
pronominal Pronominal coindexation RD -> AntiTop phrases must be coindexed with intra-clausal
pronominals,i.e. cannot be unlinked Prosody Top phrases -> some degree of prominence (constitute
independent phonological units) AntiTop phrases -> always unaccented (are syntactically connected
with syntactic units containing focus -> i.e. no independent phonological unit) Discourse functions of
LD and RD Dislocation as Topic marking LD and RD topic marking constructions (Prince 1997 sees
this differently and gives a lot of data against this view though) see Dik 1978, Lambrecht 1994, etc. LD,
RD have topic relation to proposition -> hence they are non-focal elements in order to be interpreted as
a topic there must be some mental representation, i.e. expression must be identifiable -> however,
Prince 1997 gives lots of examples where this is not the case -> maybe topic marking function only one
aspect of LD? in languages that have definiteness, Top, Antitop expression needs to be definite (or have
generic interpretation) Top, AntiTop referent must also be salient/have a degree of salience or topicality
Lambrecht also claims that Topic referent must be hearer-old and discourse-old (but see Prince, who
claims that there is LDs with discourse-new referents) Functional difference between LD and RD choice
between LD or RD explained in terms of the iconic ordering principle Topic-comment order signals
announcement/establishment of a new topic relation comment-topic order signals continuation or
maintenance of already established relation if there is some contrast involved -> always LD announcing
new topic is not equivalent to introducing new referent functional difference reflected in grammatical
differences locality, embeddability, case-marking, coindexation, prosody (see p. 1975 for details here)
Topic role of LD/RD and accessibility state need to be distinguished accessibility is only necessary
precondition for dislocation construction does not determine choice.

Mackenzie, J. L., & Keizer, E. (1991).On assigning pragmatic functions in English. Pragmatics. Quarterly
Publication of the International Pragmatics Association (IPrA), 169–215.

Mann, W. C., & Thompson, S. A. (1988).Rhetorical Structure Theory: Toward a functional theory of text
organization. Text, 8(3), 243–281.

Nelson, G., Wallis, S., & Aarts, B. (2002). Exploring natural language: Working with the British component of the
international corpus of English. John Benjamins.

Prince, E. F. (1997). On the functions of left-dislocation in English discourse. In A. Kamio & D. Daigaku (Eds.),
Directions in functional linguistics (pp. 117–143). John Benjamins.
Left dislocation: form and previously claimed functions first identified in Ross (1967) most discussions
so far have involved notion of ‘topic’ -> LD introduces either new topic or marking a topic associated
with unplanned, oral discourse (Keenan 1977) marking new information unit (Halliday 1967) marking
contrast (Chafe 1976) argued in article: three different form-function correlations simplifying LD poset
LD amnestying island violation LD Three discourse functions of LD Simplifying discourse processing
(simplifying LD) usual Topic tests (as for, speaking of, etc.) fail for examples neither definiteness,
shared knowledge, hearer-status are relevant what is relevant: discourse-status of entity Simplifying LD
only involves discourse-new entities (not a sufficient condition though) position of initial NP crucial ->
if that position disfavours NPs evoking discourse-new entities -> LD likely See defintion of ‘discourse
processing function of LD’ on page 124 -> this type of LD is probably what Halliday (1967) had in
mind Trigger a poset inference (Poset LD) Poset LDs are not restricted to unplanned, spontaneous, oral
discourse entity not necessarily discourse-new original position not disfavoured in any way Poset LD ->
triggers inference that entity represented by initial NP stands in salient partially ordered set relation to
some entity already evoked in discourse-model Contrast contrast is not a necessary effect of Poset LDs
(i.e. contrast is irrelevant to LD) inference of contrast can arise, but not directly induced by LD Poset
LD vs. Topicalisation Poset LD has one of the two functions of topicalisation (i.e. presence of a salient
partially-ordered set relation) for Poset LD, no marking of open proposition necessary (marking of open
proposition is second function of topicalisation) Amnesty and island violation (resumptive pronoun LD)
result of an attempt to produce syntactically impossible topicalisation RP LD indistinguishable from
Poset LD.

Quirk, R., Greenbaum, S., Leech, G., & Svartvik, J. (1985). A comprehensive grammar of the English language.
Longman.

Silverman, K., Beckman, M., Pitrelli, J., Ostendorf, M., Wightman, C., Price, P., Pierrehumbert, J., &
Hirschberg, J. (1992).TOBI: A standard for labeling English prosody. International Conference on
Spoken Language Processing, 867–870.

Tizón-Couto, D. (2012). Left dislocation in English: A functional-discoursal approach. Peter Lang.
good literature review -> summarises the most important publications and compares them/contrasts
them!

Ziv, Y. (1994).Left and right dislocations: Discourse functions and anaphora. Journal of Pragmatics, 22(6),
629–645
Left Dislocation characterised by initial non-vocative NP, followed by coreferential dislocated NP
displays characteristics of extra-sentential constituent must occur in left periphery no preposing can
move material over it -> suggests that dislocated expression is outside of sentential domain A
pragmatic account of anaphoricity in LDs Referring expressions and activation of discourse entities
referring expressions differ in capacity to access different discourse entities hierarchies rating degrees of
accessibility established unstressed pronouns (highly accessible) > stressed pronouns > proper
nouns/definite descriptions (least accessible) The discourse functions of LD introductory function
(construction either introduces or reintroduces referent) three distinct functions according to Prince
marking entity as evoked (Poset LDs) simplifying LDs amnestying island violation LDs first two of these
functions continuation of discourse in particular direction makes new/already evoked referent into
potential topic Discourse anaphora and LD ad 1) dislocated NP typically is referential expression that
designates less accessible referents (anything else would not serve introductory discourse function)
stressed pronouns may occur as dislocated NP, but only if second NP is unstressed pronoun may only
be used if they are used contrastively linguistic marker of lower accessibility mus tprecede the one of
higher accessibility ad 2) associated with processing unit creation of discourse-new entities used to
introduce discourse-new entities thus, dislocated NP typically designates inaccessible entity stressed
pronouns contrastive use -> non-new discourse entity, hence contradict discourse function deictic use
-> possible, as they can introduce new entities no unstressed pronouns as dislocated NP ad 3) proper
names/definite article in dislocated NP rationale for structure purely syntactic -> to avoid
ungrammatical topicalisation Right Dislocation RD displays sentential charateristics (unlike LD) needs
to be distinguished from afterthought RD is a single contour, no pause preceding dislocated NP
(fall-rise intonation) afterthought displays pause two different intonational units in RD -> dislocated
NP in clause-final position in afterthought -> may be added as parenthetical A pragmatic account of
the anaphoricity in RD The discourse functions of RD afterthoughts by definition ‘corrective’ RDs
function in recovering entities which are either ‘situationally evoked’ or ‘textually evoked’ situation:
instructions to addressees to search surroundings for appropriate situationally evoked entities (drawing
someones’s attention to entity) textual: entity referred cannot occur in immediately preceding linguistic
context for RD (retrieval and reintroduction) Discourse anaphora and RD generally, dislocated NP is
realised by proper name/definite description coreferential expression cannot be proper name/definite
description -> function is to enhance informativity.

Ziv, Y., & Grosz, B. J. (1994). Right dislocation and attentional state. In A. Mittwoch & R. Buchalla (Eds.), The
Israel Association for Theoretical Linguistics. Proceeding of the 9th Annual Conference and workshop
on Discourse (pp. 184–199). Akademom.
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Left Dislocation

Discourse-oriented functions: (cf. Prince, 1997; Tizón-Couto, 2012)

Introductory: dislocated phrase introduces new referent into discourse
Forefronting: dislocated phrase brings referent to foreground

Host-oriented functions: (cf. Mann & Thompson, 1988; Tizón-Couto, 2012)

Preparation: fall-back; prepares topic for the host
Narrowing: based on part-whole relationship between initial NP and resumptive
Summarising: several (dislocated) NPs summarised by resumptive in host
Anchoring: initial NP functions as referential anchor for resumptive
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Right Dislocation

Discourse-oriented functions: (cf. Aijmer, 1989; Lambrecht, 2001; Ziv, 1994)

Continuation Maintenance: maintains already active Topic
Continuation Reactivation: reactivates Topic that has receded into background
Afterthought: by definition corrective; speaker realises error and repairs it
Phatic: used to build rapport between speaker and addressee
Interactional: expresses counterexpectancy in the host
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Right Dislocation

Host-oriented functions:

Clarification: fall-back; clarifies the referent of the resumptive in the host
Repair: repairs host utterance in cases where there is no potential referent in the
context
Disambiguation: identifies the referent of the host in cases where there are several
potential referents in the context
Specification: variable - value relation between host and dislocated phrase
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More examples:

Introductory LD:

(12) A: Yeah, but you haven’t been in the past in hospitals for anything.
B: No.
A: No. Now [your parentsi]prep, are theyi alive and well?

(S1A-051 #305)
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More examples:

Forefronting LD:

(13) And the cost is that a number of these infants [= pre-term infants] come through
with disabilities of some form. These disabilitiesi [some of themi]narrowing are
major and obvious such as uh quadriplegia.

(S2A-046 #114)
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More examples:

Maintaining RD:

(14) I mean the the way Mr Griffiths fastens on his heroines and the camera from that
moment on exploits women in a particular way right the way through the whole
of cinema up to this day Very rarely has that been uh as it were subverted [: : : ]
uh Iti’s very hierarchical [the cinemai]clar

(S1B-045 #086)
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More examples:

Interactional RD:

(15) C: [: : : ] there’s all these numbers that you can dial for all, all the different sexual
pleasures that you want. [: : : ]
D: Mm, they’re just <unclear> Are theyi are they classified [the sexual
pleasuresi]spec

(S1A-027 #181)
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More examples:

Maintaining RD:

(16) I mean the the way Mr Griffiths fastens on his heroines and the camera from that
moment on exploits women in a particular way right the way through the whole
of cinema up to this day Very rarely has that been uh as it were subverted [: : : ]
uh Iti’s very hierarchical [the cinemai]clar

(S1B-045 #086)
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Phonological representations:

(10a) And your mother how old is she
IL: (MI: [(AI –your mother– (AI))prelude (AJ: –how old is she– (AJ))] (MI))
PL: (ui: [(ripi: (lrppi: –and your mother– (ppi)) (ipi)) (fipj: (hfppj: –how old is
she– (ppj)) (ip))] (ui))

(10b) It looks like him you know the father
IL: (MI: [(AI –it looks like him– (AI)) (AJ: –the father– (AJ))afterthought] (MI))
PL: (ui: [(fipi: (hfppi: –it like him– (ppi)) (ipi)) (fipj: (hfppj: –you know the
father– (ppj)) (ip))] (ui))

(11) It looks swollen that foot
IL: (AI: [(Fi: DECL) (P1)S (P2)A (CI: [(RI) (RJ)bckgr (CmI: [(TI) (TJ)] (CmI))foc]
(CI))] (AI))
PL: (fipi: (hfppi: –it looks swollen that foot– (ppi)) (ipi))
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