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1)
a
John bought a TV and aradio, but he returned the radio.
b.
John returned the radio he bought yesterday.
C.
the earth, the world, the human race, etc.
d.
the television, the news paper, the train, etc.
e.
Thetiger isafierce animal.
@)
a. one
Wait a minute
b. 1
| needaruler.
C.
Atigerisafierce animal.
d.

She writes to her mother once a week.

Du Bois (1980)
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1)

3) 4)
(Karttunen 1976)

(3) a You must writea letter to your parents. * They are expecting the letter.
b. John forgot to writea term paper. * He cannot show it to the teacher.

(4) You must writea letter to your parents. It hasto be sent by airmail. The letter must
get there by tomorrow.

(reference tracking)

2.1. (unigqueness theory)
Russell (1905)

(5) The professor is drunk.
X [professor (x) -y (professor (y) x# y) drunk (X) ]
(Thereisan x such that x isa professor, and there is no professor y such that y is
not x, and x isdrunk.)

(6)We went to the party held at King's College last night. There were one professor and ten
students in linguistics. The professor was drunk.

(universe of discourse)
(domain of individuals) (6)



professor
Hawkins (1991)

(7) Theconventionally implicates that there is some subset of entities, { P}, in the
universe of discourse which is mutually manifest to Speaker & Hearer on-line and
within which definite referents exist and are unique.

{P} the
Theory of localization
Hawkins

the

(8) "Still more strange is the sentence : towar ds evening we came to the bank of a river.
Every river on earth inevitably has two banks. Here, however, only theis possible..."
(Christophersen 1939)

2.2. familiarity
(familiar)
Christophersen Heim
(8) thebank of ariver

(9) "The most influential traditional attempt to answer this question was Christophersen's
(1939) ‘familiarity theory of definiteness, according to which the essential function of
definitenessisto signal that the intended referent of an NP is a referent with which the
audience is aready familiar at the current stage of the conversation." (Heim 1982)

2.3. identifiable
(identifiable)
familiarity

(10)"The definite article has no content. It merely indicates that the item in questionn is
specific and identifiable; that somewhere the information necessary for identifying it is
recoverable. Where is this information to be sought? Again, either in the situation or in
thetext. " (Halliday & Hasan 1976)

(11)



(uniquely identify)

( 2002)

(12) a Shewent to arestaurant and asked the waiter for the menu.
b. Every time | go to the clinic the doctor is someone different.

C. It's hot here. Open the window.
d. George ! Beware of thedog !
e. [Nurse entering operating thestre]

today. (Lyons 1999)
a the waiter
b.
C.
the window
e
identifiability
24.
the that

| wonder who the anaesthetist is

the doctor

the anaesthetist

ille

(existential presupposition)
Ducrot (1972)

(13)"...I'emploi des descriptions définies pour la désignation est tout a fait secondaire — et
presque occasionnel —, alors qu'elles comportent d'une fagcon quasi constante des
indications existentielles. L'emploi désignatif n'est caractéristique, selon nous, que des
noms propres et des démonstratifs... " (Ducrot 1972)

2.5.



theN

(5) (6)

(14) (interaction)
(incremental) (mental
representation)

(1998, 1999, 2000, 2001, 2002)
(Discourse Model)

(discourse referent)

a Shared Knowledge

al. Encyclopaedic Knowledge

a2. Personal Epsodic Memory
b. Context of Use

Linguistic Context

(15) a. Columbusdiscovered Americain 1492. [ ]
b. The earth goes around the sun. [ ]
c. Have you heard of Paul ? [ ]



(16) a. [ ] Pass me that hammer.
b. [ ] Shut the door .

awizard
the wizard
(17) Therelived awizard and awitch in Africa. The wizard had a son.
DM-S
DM-H DM-S DM-H
DM S DM H
discourse referent
Tom

(Galmiche 1989)
(18) a Didn't you see{ thecat/ Tom} ?
b. Didn’'t you seemy cat ?
C. Didn’'t you seea cat ?
a
(29) Didn't you see{thecat/ Tom} ?

DM-& DM-H




al
thecat / Tom

Tom

the cat

(20)

Tom

Tom

Didn’'t you seemy cat ?

DM-S

OO
(22

R R

anN

theN

(ex. this,

DM-H

DM-H

)

Didn’'t you seea cat ?

DM-H

(OO

Tom

aca

aca

DM-H

acat



3.2 double grounding
b.
(associative anaphora)

(21) a I got on abusyesterday. The driver was drunk.
b. She went to a restaurant and asked the waiter for the menu. (= 12a.)
c. Every time| go to the clinicthe doctor is someone different. (= 12b.)

a abus thedriver
the driver

(cognitive frame)

(21) a
DM-S DM-H
DM-S (al)

DM-H | goton a
bus yesterday. The driver was
drunk. the driver a2

al a2
a3 a3
a4

(21) b. (=(12) a.)

(12)a.  thewaiter arestaurant - thewaiter



(12)a.

4. Functionals
Fraurud (1996)
(A) Individuals: Who ?/ Which one ?
Charlie Muffin tried to prove hisinnocence. Charlie
Muffin Charlie Muffin
(B) Functionals: anchor
Whose ?/ Of which ?

eX. the postman [of a certain district] [at a particular day]
the mother [of someone]
the author [of abook]
the carburator [of a car]

relational nouns
(C) Instances:
What ?
ex. What isthis?— Thisisa palmtree
Individuals ( )

Functionals Instances
Functionals

(22) John can't use his car today. { The carburator / *A carburator } broke down.

the (his) car



(his) car
(Which one?)

(23) A : Qui est cette étudiante ? (Who is that student?)
B: CestlafilledeJean. (SheisJohn'sdaughter.)

(24) a. Hasthe postman already passed ?
b. I hit my head against the corner of the table.

2.2.
identifiability Which one ?
5.
(25)
(25) George ! Beware of thedog ! (=(12) d.)
(26)
Attention ala voiture! (Beware of the car !)
b. ??Attention aune voiture ! (Bewareof acar!)
c. 7?Attention acette voiture ! (Beware of that car !)

voiture

a carburator

lafille

identifiability



(exophora)
(1982)

the +

()

Don't go in there, chum. The dog will bite you.

@[ 1]

George! Bewareofthedog! Attention alavoiture!
( 1973, 1992)

the dog, la voiture
Lewis (1979)

Accommodation of presupposition

"If at timet something is said that requires presupposition P to be acceptable, and if Pis
not presupposed just beforet, then - ceteris paribusand within certain limits -
presupposition P comes into existence at t."

Beware of the dog !
the dog
the dog
Beware of the dog !



DM-S DM-H

l accommodation

DM-S DM-H

a3=the dog DM-H
Beware of the dog !
the dog
a4
(familiarity) (identifiability)
Lewis

(27)Six heures, leréveil sonne dans la chambre de Peggy Schneider. Elle se leve, prépare
lecafé, pose le pain, le miel et la confiture sur la table dela cuisine.
6
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