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1  Chinese as a topic-comment (not topic-

prominent and not SVO) language
Randy J. LaPolla’

Many linguists in China and the West have talked about Chinese as a topic-comment
language, that is, a language in which the structure of the clause takes the form of
a topic, about which something is to be said, and a comment, which is what is said
about the topic, rather than being a language with a subject-predicate structure like
that of English. Y. R. Chao (1968), for example, said that all Chinese clauses have
topic-comment structure and there are no exceptions. The fact that some of these
linguists, e.g. Y. R. Chao (1968) and Lii Shuxiang (1979: 70-73), used the terms
“subject” when writing in English, or zA#yi when writing in Chinese, for what I
will consistently call “topic” has confused some later linguists who did not pay
attention to the definition of these terms given in those works, and so assumed that
the “subject” referred to was equivalent to what we call “subject” in English. In fact,
those authors were simply talking about topic, not grammaticalized subject. This
confusion has also led some linguists to refer to Chinese as a Subject-Verb-Object
(SVO) language,' that is, one where word order is determined by or determines the
grammatical relations “subject” and “object.” One line of description that differed
from both of these views was that of Li and Thompson (1976, 1981: 15-20), who
argued that “subject” in Chinese is not equivalent to topic, as, unlike topic, it must
have “a direct semantic relationship with the verb as the one that performs the
action or exists in the state named by the verb” (1981: 15), but is also not exactly
equivalent to “subject” in English, as in Chinese * ‘subject’ is not a structurally
definable notion” (1981: 19). In this view, the clause has a “subject” (defined on
semantic rather than grammatical grounds), but there is often a topic (defined as
some topical element other than “the one that performs the action or exists in the

* I would like to thank Professor Xu Liejiong, Professor Janet Xing, and an anonymous
reviewer for helpful comments on a draft of this chapter.

stud of Chinese Book-3.indd 9 2008/11/17 12:51:04 PM



. |

10 Randy J. LaPolla

state named by the verb”) that precedes the “subject” as well. Based on this, they
developed the idea of dividing languages into two types: “subject-prominent” (e.g.
English) and “topic-prominent” (e.g. Chinese). Both types have both “subject”
and “topic,” but the prominence of “subject” vs. “topic” differs in the two types.
This view has been very influential in discussions of Chinese structure. As can be
seen from the quote above, what Li and Thompson called “subject” is in fact the
semantic role of actor, and say that there is no grammatically definable subject. In
saying that there is no grammatically definable subject, they are agreeing with Chao
and Lii, but differ from Chao and Lii in defining subject as agent, whereas Chao and
Lii each explicitly said their concepts of subject are not related to semantic role, but
are simply topics.

As can be seen from this brief discussion, although all three approaches use the
terms “subject” and “topic,” the meaning of those terms differs in each approach.

For a number of years I have been arguing that Chinese is unlike English in
terms of the organization of clause structure, as it has not grammaticalized the kind
of restricted neutralizations of semantic roles in certain constructions which aid in
referent role identification and tracking that characterize what we call “subject”
in English (LaPolla 1988a, 1988b, 1990, 1993; Van Valin and LaPolla 1997, Ch.
6; LaPolla and Poa 2006),” essentially supporting the view of Y. R. Chao and Lii
Shuxiang. I have argued that the structure of the clause is instead based on the
pragmatic relations of topical vs. focal material, with topical material preceding the
verb, and focal material following the verb (LaPolla 1995; LaPolla and Poa 2005,
2006).” In this view, topic is not something unusual and separate from “the one that
performs the action or exists in the state named by the verb”; it is not defined in
any semantic terms; it is simply what the comment is about. There has been much
discussion in the literature about the nature of topics and their different types (see, for
example, Chafe 1976; Lambrecht 1994). In this chapter, I am using the framework
of Lambrecht (1994). I will not consider locational or temporal phrases that are not
directly what the comment is about to be topics, as they simply set the scene.

Taking an insight from Shen (2006), I would like to argue here that since
the view of Chinese clause structure as simply topic and comment, with no
grammaticalized categories we might call “subject” or “direct object,” can explain
all of the clause patterns found in Chinese, assuming any other analysis that posits
categories for which there is no need or justification would violate the application
of the principle that theoretical constructs should not be multiplied beyond
necessity (“Occam’s Razor”). In this chapter, I will take a few paragraphs chosen at
random from different sources to show how a simple information structure analysis
can explain all of the structures used, without the need for the grammaticalized
categories of “subject” and “direct object.”
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The following paragraph is from the novel San Jia Xiang, by Ouyang Shan
(1959: 245) (I will first present examples in toto in Chinese characters, then go
through the text line by line):

(DIEWH - TISNERE T RERFREI S 2RI o Q)R ZAEMHERIRIE T > #
ZWRHGER T - QWNEFET 7B T N SRR — A TR o (4) e
MRFUL : (5) “RENEIK o BeA 2 \H | A A REAZEEIC A SRS T
PO (OERIGM A ZIT1] > A CubFER AT > MR E AR RICTI R > 18181
o (T)FURHIZE 74T AT - FTOF TR > @)tk — N EEsmhfa > KR - K
WEEL AR IMK T > () FURIEMRRE » (10) AT AR —5 > il et » <2k
A - (1) “HT > W IEILT L RS AT T REIE B EIE

() IEWE > TN SRIE T RPRERF I S 2RI -

zhéng shuo-zhe, mén-wai hiran xiang-qi-le
just  talk-DUR door-outside suddenly make sound-INCHO-PFV
péngpéngpéng de Jiji de qido-mén-shéng.

[ONOMA ASSOC urgent-urgent ASSOC knock-door-sound]
Just as (he) was talking, suddenly outside there was the sound of urgent knocking on the door.

In this first sentence a character named Zhou Rong is speaking, when suddenly
there is a knock on the door. The way this is expressed is with the verb xidng “make
a sound.” When using this verb, the reference to the thing which makes the sound
can appear before or after the verb, depending on whether that thing is topical or not.
In the case of (1), the making of the sound of knocking is presented as an event. As
discussed in LaPolla (1995) and LaPolla and Poa (2005), events are often presented
as thetic statements, that is, statements without topics. To achieve this effect, any
referent mentioned must appear in post-verbal position, to avoid it being interpreted
as a topic, such as the yi “rain” in xia yu le [fall rain CSM] “It has started raining.”
In (1) the sound of knocking is not presented as a topic, and so appears post-verbally.
In other cases, such as if we were talking about the phone and then wanted to say
that it rang, we would say dianhua xidngle [telephone make.sound-PFV] “the phone
rang,” with the reference to the telephone in topic position. The information structure
principle can explain the reason for the structure of (1) and the difference between (1)
and other possible structures involving the same verb, whereas the assumption of the
grammaticalization of “subject,” topic-prominence, or SVO word order cannot.

() REBREHEIRAE T » A BREIKEEK T -
"dajia  de Jjingshén dou zhénzuo-le, * shénjing yé  jinzhang-qildi-le.
everyone ASSOC spirit all rouse-CSM nerve also tighten-INCHO-CSM
Everyone roused up, and started to get nervous.
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In the first clause of (2) we have a topic, ddjia de jingshén “everyone’s spirits,”
and the comment dou zhénzuo-le “all roused.” This clause is interesting in that the
same verb, which is an activity verb, can be used with an actor controlling the spirit
as topic, as in dajia yao zhénzuo jingshén [everyone want rouse spirit] “Everyone
should rouse up,” or dajia yao zhénzuo (without the mention of spirit), but in (2)
it would not be possible to add an actor argument, as the actual actor appears as
the possessor of the spirit. This is not a passive clause (Chinese in fact does not
have true passive clauses; see LaPolla 1988b, 1990); it is simply a different topic-
comment structure, with the spirit(s) as the topic as opposed to having the actor as
the topic. In the second clause of (2), there is a topic shénjing “nerves,” and it is
understood as having the same possessor as the spirit mentioned in the first clause
(i.e. “everyone”). This is followed by the comment that they began to tighten up (i.e.
the people began to get nervous—the topic here also could have been “everyone,”
but the author chose to contrast everyone’s spirit and nerves as topics in saying the
people roused up and got nervous). The verb in this clause is a state verb, but the
clause has the sense of an achievement predication with the addition of the change
of state marker, and this allows the parallel with the predication of the first clause
marked by yé “also.”

(3) Wﬁ’?%ﬁ%‘?ﬂt??ﬂﬁ JE 7t W) 3 — P TRk
llang -ge qingnidn ndnzi tiao-le-xia di,
[two-CL youth  male] jump-PFV-down ground
% Zhou.Bing yé shua-de yi-shéng  zhan-le-qgilai.
PN also ONOMA-ADV one-sound stand-PFV-INCHO
Two male youths jumped down to the floor, Zhou Bing also stood up with a

swoosh.

In (3) we have a topic in the first clause, two male youths, with the comment
that they jumped down to the floor, and this first topic is contrasted with the second
topic, Zhou Bing, with the comment that he stood up with a swoosh. The use of
yé “also” shows that the author is treating the second comment as parallel with the
first one, even though it is not the same sort of action (both reflect the coming to
attention and nervousness mentioned in the previous two clauses). It will be noticed
that the topic in the first clause is represented as if it is an unidentifiable referent.
Though it is possible to understand this clause assuming the two men mentioned
are unidentifiable, in fact given the larger context of the book we can infer that the
two young men referred two are Zhou Jin and Zhou Rong, who had been said to be
lying on the beds in the room. This sort of reference probably would only be made
in a written genre such as this passage.*
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@) FEXREU - AERIK o HA 2 A 2R EEAR Z I A

PeE N

Zhou.Jin dui dajia shuo:

PN towards everyone say

' “Bii-yao huangzhang.  * Méi-you shénme képa de!
NEG-want fluster NEG.PFV-exist what  frightening ASSOC
* Shénme shihou dou bii-ydo wangji ziji  shi géming nanzihan!”

what  time all NEG-want forget self COPULA revolution male
Zhou Jin said to everyone: “Don’t panic. There is nothing to be afraid of! (You)

should always remember you are revolutionary men!”

In (4) we have a new topic, Zhou Jin, and the comment that he said something
to everyone, and then the quote of what he said. There is no reference to anyone he
is talking to (other than ziji “self”), but we can infer that in the first and third clause
of the quote he is talking to and about everyone. The middle clause is an existential
clause, where the existent appears after the verb, again because it is not topical, but
instead focal. This same sort of clause could instead have a preverbal noun phrase,
if that noun phrase represented a topical referent, e.g. naxie huo yijing méi-you-le
[those goods already NEG.PFV-exist-CSM] “Those goods are gone (no longer
exist).” Again, the information structure principle can explain this difference, and
also show the cognacy of these two clause types, but the assumption of “subject,”

“topic-prominence,” or SVO structure, cannot.

(5) RIEMFABEIFTT - ACITERRT > MWEHARITITHIRZS - 1218 M
" Rénhou jido Zhou.Bing qii kai  mén,
after.that tell PN go open door
*ziji zhan zai  chudng  qidn,
self stand LOC window before
} ydngwang-zhe na  héichénchén de tiankong,
look.up.at-DUR [that very.black = ASSOC sky]
*manman de  xiyan.
slow ADV smoke
Then he told Zhou Bing to go open the door, (while) he himself stood in front of
the window, looking at the dark sky, slowing smoking.

In (5) we have a topic chain with four parallel clauses all about the same topic,
Zhou Jin, who had been mentioned in (4), but is simply assumed in the clauses in (5)
(the quoting clause, but not the quoted clauses of (4), is part of the topic chain that
includes the clauses in [5]), and there is the comment in the first clause that he told
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Zhou Bing to open the door, and a comment in the second clause, that he himself
stood in front of the window. In this second clause the word ziji “self” appears in
apposition to the unstated topic, Zhou Jin. In the third and fourth clauses the same
topic is assumed, and two comments are made, that he looked up at the dark sky and
slowly smoked, but the comment in the third clause is understood (because of the
appearance of -zhe, which in this context marks simultaneous action) as modifying
the action of the fourth comment, and so the two clauses together are understood
as “(he) slowly smoked while looking up at the sky.” This is also understood as
happening while he stood in front of the window, so these last three clauses are
semantically more tightly related to each other than any is to the first clause. Notice
that in the third clause we have the opposite situation of what we saw in (3): here
the noun phrase “that black sky” is overtly marked as identifiable, yet appears in
focus position, showing that identifiability and topicality are separate statuses.’

(6) JAMHSE T HUT AT > FTIT T ORI
' Zhou.Bing niti-liang-le  shén-ting-dian-déng, * dd-kai-le  da-mén,
PN twist-bright-PFV spirit-hall-electric-light  hit-open-PFV big-door
Zhou Bing turned up the shrine hall light and opened the main door,

In (6) we have a person who can be understood as an actor as topic of both
clauses, and except for the actor not appearing overtly in the second clause (it is
assumed to be the same as the first, but this is not an obligatory understanding
forced by the grammar the way it is in English cross-clause coreference), they seem
like simple SVO clauses. The question is why these clauses are the way they are.
Is the reference to Zhou Bing before the verb because he is subject, or because he
is topic? Is the reference to the light and the door after the verb because they are
objects or because they are focal? The references to the light and the door could
come before the verb, but then they would be understood as topics, that is, what
the story is about. This part of the story is not about the light and the door, but
about Zhou Bing, and so they appear after the verb. As for the initial noun phrase,
it seems very much that in the structure NP1 V NP2, where one of the noun phrases
can be understood as agent of a transitive clause, that noun phrase must precede the
verb. This is probably the reason why Li and Thompson (1981) still had “subject”
as part of their description of Chinese (but defined in semantic rather than structural
terms), even though they understood the pragmatic influences on word order.
In earlier work (e.g. LaPolla 1990), I also said that aside from the information
structure principle, there was also a semantic rule that agents of transitive clauses
appear before the verb. This was certainly not a syntactic rule, as it is not a matter
of NP1 in an NP1 V NP2 always being an agent, as in English, but only said to
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hold in clauses where NP1 can be understood as an agent, and does not include
the agents of intransitive clauses, so even if there were such a rule, it would not be
related to “subject” as a category of all clauses. If it were a syntactic rule related
to “subject,” the way it is in English, NP1 in any NP1 V NP2 structure or NP1 V
(where the verb is not marked as passive) structure would have to be understood as
agent, but this is obviously not the case in Chinese. I later realized this rule does not
exist, as Y. R. Chao had said if there exists N1 V N2, it is not necessarily the case
that N1 is the agent and N2 the patient: “A corollary to the topic-comment nature
of predication is that the direction of action in an action verb in the predicate need
not go outward from subject to object. Even in an N-V-N" sequence, such as Ji%
N gdu ydo rén [dog bite man], it is not always certain that the action goes outward
from N to N (1968: 70, with pinyin replacing Chao’s transcription). Lii Shuxiang
(1979: 70-72) also argued against any sort of determination of zhuyu (“subject”)
on the basis of semantics, and he gives examples such as that in (11), below, as
examples of an agent appearing post-verbally. Examples of the type X1z T =
N zhé gué fan chi-le san-ge rén [this pot rice eat three-CL person] “This pot ate
(fed) three people” are also relevant here. Given these examples, we cannot say that
in an NP1 V NP2 structure where one noun phrase could be understood as an agent
NP1 must be understood as the agent, unless, as some have tried with the last type
of example, we say there are really two different verbs involved. For me it is much
simpler to assume the null hypothesis, that there is no difference in the verb, but a
difference in what appears as topic. This was Lii Shuxiang’s position, and it allows
us to explain much more of the grammar of Chinese with a single general principle
than to have ad hoc unmotivated explanations for each structure.

(7) BEHER AN ERIEILAE  RIRES ~ RBFEAER/AIMRT > FORE MR ©

! tigo-jin-lai yi-ge piaoliang ér  zhuangjian,

jump-enter-come [one-CL beautiful and strapping
da ydnwo, da ziiba de nianqing xidohuozi
big eye.socket big mouth ASSOC young fellow]

2 yudnldi  shi Yang. Chénghui.
originally COPULA PN
and a good-looking and strapping young fellow with big eyes and a big mouth
jumped into (the room); it was Yang Chenghui.

In the first clause in (7) we have the same verb as in (3), tiao “jump,” but
unlike in (3), the reference to the one who jumped does not appear before the verb,
but after the verb. This is because the utterance is not about the young man that
jumped in, i.e. he is not the topic of the utterance, but is presenting an event, the
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entrance of this young man. At the same time it is introducing the young man into
the discourse, and then he becomes the topic of the following clause, where his
name is given.

(8) MAEFA— > Bhrh AR » S AWM - BT > BT L lEILT !
REMSTHTFT | PGER > E# > EWE!
"Ta ba yiyt yi  reng,
3sg BA raincoat one throw
2jir chong-jin shén-l1ou-di,
then rush-enter spirit-house-bottom
? gijibaihuai de  shuo:
flustered.and.exasperated ADV say
' “Hudgi-le, > huai-le!  ° Chi shir le!
bad-CSM  bad-CSM  exit affair CSM

4Fdngémingfénzi dong shou le!

reactionaries move hand CSM
5 Kudi zou ba, ® z6u ba, Tzou  bal”
fast leave HORT leave HORT leave HORT

As soon as he threw aside his raincoat he rushed into the room behind the shrine
hall, and in a very flustered and exasperated way said, “Something’s gone terribly
wrong! Something’s gone terribly wrong! Something bad’s happened! The

reactionaries have taken action! Leave quickly, leave, leave!”

The same referent (the young man) is assumed as the topic of the first three
clauses of (8). This is a new topic chain, and so there is reference to him in the first
clause with a third person singular pronoun, and the same referent is understood as
the topic of the next two clauses (again, not obligatorily, but inferred from context),
the last of which introduces a quote. In the first clause of (8) there is a new referent,
the raincoat, but it is not introduced and treated as a referent of concern; it appears
as if it was already in the scene, as a secondary topic following the auxiliary verb
ba, which gives a sense of disposal of the raincoat. This requires some pragmatic
accommodation on the part of the reader, relying on background assumptions that
it is raining and so anyone coming in would be wearing a raincoat and need to take
it off when they come in. The reference to the raincoat appears in this position in
the clause because the action is what is in focus, and so the verb appears in final
position (the first, second, and third clauses of [8] are a series of actions by the
young man), and mentioning the throwing of the raincoat adds to the sense of
urgency of his actions. In other contexts the reference to the raincoat could appear
in post-verbal position, but if that structure were used here there would be more

stud of Chinese Book-3.indd 16 2008/11/17 12:51:04 PM



. |

Chinese as a topic-comment language 17

a sense that the raincoat is what is in focus, and we would expect the following
clauses to say something about what happened to the raincoat or as a result of
throwing the raincoat. In the second clause we again have an action like in the first
clause of (7), rushing into a room, and by the same referent, but in this case the
rushing into the room is not presented as an event, but as one of a series of actions
by the same topic, and so if there were representation of the referent, it would
appear in topic position.

In the quoted part of (8), there is no reference to the topic of the first two
clauses, but we can understand that it is the general situation that is the topic. In
the third clause of the quote, there is no topic; again an event is presented, that
something bad happened. The fourth clause of the quote explains what that event
was, taking the reactionaries as topic, and saying that they have started to do
something (arrest people). Having the reactionaries as topic with the pred-leaﬁelijj
F T dongshou-le “took action” gives the impression the men had been anticipating
such an action by the reactionaries (we also know this from the larger context). The
last few clauses of the quote are imperatives, urging everyone to run away.

Consider also example (9) (from blog.ytcnc.net/userl/abc0805/
archives/2006/2275 html):

(9) FlERTE « BT HfEAEEN— A RAG RS - 7 B SFNE
FHRATE !
! Tebié xthuan xia xué.
especially like fall snow
* Xthuan xia xué  hou baimangmadng de
like fall snow after glisteningly.white ASSOC
yi-pian hen chunjing de gdnjué.
one-CL very pure ASSOC feeling
' Xiwang jinnidn  de di-yi-chang xué zdo didn xia ba!
hope  this.year ASSOC ORD-one-CL snow early a.bit fall HORT
(I) especially like snow (lit: “the falling of snow”). (I) like the feeling of purity of
the glisteningly white snow after a snowfall. (I) hope this year the first snow (of
the season) will fall a bit earlier!

In this example the same noun, xué “snow,” appears after the verb in the first two
clauses, but before the verb in the last clause. This is because in the first two clauses
“the falling of snow” is presented as an event, and so the reference to snow must
follow the verb in order not to be interpreted as a topic, while in the last clause the
snow is a topic, and the comment about this topic is that it falls early (in the year).
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As discussed at length by Lii Shuxiang (1979: 72-73), in many cases where
a clause has representations of two referents, the two representations can appear
in either order, with no difference in the interpretation of semantic or grammatical
roles. The only difference is which of the two referents is topical and which is focal.
Professor Lii gave examples such as those in (10) and (11):

(10) a. B EEM T4
chuanghu yijing  hu-le zhi
window  already paste-PFV paper
The window has already been pasted with paper
b AREEM T &
zhi  yijing  hu-le chuanghu
paper already paste-PFV window
The paper has already been pasted on the window

(1) a. XMAEFE RS
zhe-ge  rén méi-you qi-guo md
this-CL person NEG.PFV-exist ride-EXP horse
This person has never ridden a horse
b. X T BA ik A
zhe-pi md  méi-you qi-guo  rén
this-CL horse NEG.PFV-exist ride-EXP person

This horse has never (been) ridden (by) a person

Examine the following natural example (from bulo.cn.yahoo.com/blog/blog_article.
php?bname=hungtoyeung&mid=347):

(12) BR—MEET 2N, (13) —EBR KT THNE KL 124 R, (14) 1100
NI FE > —4F S SL P e LA 41800°F-J5 K 1 — AN 23 [l BL, (15) EABA]
AT 28 AR T ERRARF- R AL >

(12) BER—EAET +Z DA
suiran  yi-jian wil zhu-le shi-dué-ge  rén
although one-CL room live-PFV ten-more-CL person

Although one room housed more than ten people,

In this example, the initial topic, mentioned in (12), is a room, and the
comment about this room is that more than ten people live there. The room is the
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topic and the people who live there are within the focus. Although generally topics
are specific and identifiable, in this context, the room talked about is not specific,
but “a room” of the building in the generic sense. Notice that in Chinese the same
verb zhu “live” can be used whether the topic is the place lived or the people living
in the place (see [16] below), whereas in English two different verbs, live vs. house,
must be used to achieve the same effect. This difference is also due to the difference
of topic-comment structure vs. subject-predicate structure.

(13) —JZRERRERTTNA R 12DE,
yi-céng  lou I da tié-mén  nei you dayué 12 ge wi
one-floor building within big iron-door inside exist about 12 CL room

On one floor inside the big iron door were about twelve rooms.

The clause in (13) is an existential clause, stating that on each floor there are
about twelve rooms. Here the floor is a locus rather than a topic (it has a scene-
setting function, i.e. identification of a time or place).’

(14) IT100 APZMEHIH - —4FB L1 R A £9800°F-J5 K i — 23 i) L,

' jin 100 rén chi-hé-la-sa,

close.to 100 person eat-drink-shit-piss
*yEnidn  dao-tou  yongji

one-year arrive-end crowded

zai zhi you yué 800 pingfang mi de yi-ge  kongjian Ii,
LOC only exist about 800 square  meters ASSOC one-CL space within
close to 100 people doing all of their activities all year long crowded into a space
of only 800 square meters,

The two clauses in (14) express the logical consequence of ten people per room
and twelve rooms on one floor: that close to 100 people carry out all their daily
activities within a mere 800 square meters of space. In these clauses the people
have become the topic, rather than the space, which is now within the focus. All
four of these clauses are within the scope of the initial suiran “although.”

(15) (ELABA 1O 2 M A T AR TR TR - -

dan tamen de qingxu cong bidomian shang kan
but 3pI  ASSOC mood from surface on look
shi hén pingjing hé anxiang de, . ..

COPULA very peaceful and serene NOM

but their mood was seemingly peaceful and serene.
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The last clause, which takes the mood of these people as the topic, is the
contrasting statement, that their mood is seemingly peaceful and contented.

We can also contrast the structure of (12) with the following example, the
title of a news item on an on-line news service (www.epochtimes.com/b5/5/3/23/
n862553 htm, February 19, 2007), where the order of the two noun phrases is the
reverse of that in (12):

(16) H[E % T8 HR M & T AME—FE
' Zhénggué nyii-gong Maoligiusi zao-yu:
Chinese ~ woman-worker Mauritius suffer-meet
* jin qian rén zhu yi-jian wi.
close.to thousand people live one-CL room
Chinese female worker suffers in Mauritius: close to a thousand people live in

one room.

Here we see that the people are taken as the topic rather than the room, but
other than that the semantics are the same.

We can see from these short passages that there are many instances where the
reference to some referent can either precede or follow the verb, and the deciding
factor is not whether the referent is “subject” or “direct object,” and not whether it
is identifiable (“definite”) or unidentifiable (“indefinite”), but whether it is topical
or focal.

This sort of analysis can in fact explain all of the other types of “odd” clauses
in Chinese, such as the double topic structure and the “split referent” structure.
Another type it can explain easily is the type as in (17) (from Lidn Chéng Jue” (iE
P, by Jin Yong (%)), Chapter 6; http:/louisville edu/journal/weiming/wuxia/
lian06.txt):

(17) WFE T —PC oy, fEix 2 A AME -
“1a  si-le yi-pi md, > bian zhéme kii ge bu-zhu.
3sg die-PFV  one-CL horse  then this.much cry CL NEG-stop

She had a horse die on her, and she cries this much without stopping.

If we assume an SVO or any other “subject”-based analysis of Chinese, we run
into serious problems with the type of structure in the first clause of (17), which
is quite common in Chinese. If we try to say that “she” is the “subject” and “one
horse” is the object, then we must assume that “die” is a transitive verb, or at least
has a transitive use. But this goes against what Chinese speakers feel about this
sentence. It is not that “she” caused the death of the horse, but that the horse died,
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and this has affected her in some way. If we use the topic comment analysis, we can
see that “she” is the topic, and “die a horse” is presented as an event. It is the horse
that died, but the dying is not presented as a comment about the horse, that it died,
but as an event of horse dying, and this event functions as the comment about “she.”

In most discussions of Chinese, the double topic construction, as in (18), and
the “split referent” construction, as in (19), are not discussed together, and it is
not felt that they are related, but they are in fact explained by the same principle,
that topical elements come before the verb and focal elements come after the verb.
(Example [18] is from an online diary: http://spaces.huash.com/?111533/action_
viewspace_itemid_210107.html, posted January 25, 2007, 22:44:40; (19) is from
http://book.msn.com.cn/n/a/34198/326436.shtml, both accessed February 23,
2007.)

(18) 7 SAARfe TANREAR ™ > MEGEATIREE — T A EAE T,

ERMAERM T - FrUARESErZ 7 o

"Yatou ni  ti-le ge  wenti hén  ydnzhong, ...
girl  2sg raise-PFV CL question very serious

> danshi  xianzai wé  dizi 8, 3 suoyi wo yao xian chi dongxi.
but now 1sg belly hungry SO Isg want first eat thing
Girl, you’ve raised a question that is very serious, . . . but now I am (my belly is)
hungry, and so I want to eat something first.

(19) ZEABAC TS/ NSEABUF R % > RO K YURHSE T o RV TERNE > FR
T IEF > ABEEFIRSA L - 18 T 2R TR !
... W6 maiyuan ta dongzuo  tai man, hai wo é-le duzi, . . .
Isg complain 3sg movement too slow harm 1sg hungry-CSM belly
... I complained that his movements were too slow, (and) caused me to get

hungry, . ..

In these two examples, though both involve the expression for saying one
is hungry, which involves reference to one’s belly, there is a difference in the
placement of the reference to “belly.” In (18) it appears in preverbal position as
secondary topic in a double-topic structure of the type [topic [topic-comment].men] -
In (19) it appears in post-verbal position. This difference is due to a difference in
information structure. In both cases “I” am the main topic about which a comment

" but in

is being made, and in both cases the other referent is the same, “(my) belly,
(18) the comment about “I” includes a secondary topic, as “I”’ am saying something
about “(my) belly,” that it is hungry, and this statement about “(my) belly”

constitutes the comment about “I.” In (19) there is no secondary topic; “I” am not
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saying something about “(my) belly.” The referent “(my) belly” is still involved
in the comment made about “I,” but in this case the comment takes the form of an
event, getting hungry, and as “(my) belly” is not topical, it appears in post-verbal
position.

Notice also that in the first clause of (18), rather than saying ti-le ge ydanzhong
de wenti [raise-PFV CL serious ASSOC question] “raised a serious question,”
with “serious” in a relative clause structure modifying “question,” the author has
“serious” as a second predication. This can also be explained with an information
structure account. In the relative clause structure, “serious” is treated as part of the
same focus as “raise a question,” whereas in (18) “raise a question” is presented in
one focus, and the fact that the question is serious is presented as a separate focus,
a separate comment on the referent just introduced. That is, it is equivalent to two
clauses, where the first introduces a referent and the second makes a comment
on it (“raised a question” + “the question is serious”), but it is collapsed into a
single structure with two foci (see LaPolla 1995). This sort of construction is most
common with an existential verb as the first verb (e.g. wo you ge péngyou chii-le
chéhuo [1sg exist CL friend happen-CSM car.accident] “I have a friend who had a
car accident” —from www.pcauto.com.cn/playcar/owner_report/rcgs/0410/153172/
html).

In this chapter I hope to have shown that an information structure analysis
can elegantly explain all of the clause patterns found in these Chinese passages,
including many that are problematic for other analyses. As that is the case, there is
no need to posit any grammaticalized categories, such as “subject,” to explain the
structure of the clause in Chinese. In fact assumption of “SVO™* structure would be
problematic given the clause patterns we find in Chinese.
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