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Chapter 1 Introduction

1.1 Background of the Present Study

Anaphora has been for long one of the most fascinating
phenomena both in philosophical and linguistic academia since it
constitutes a unique and universal property of human mind and
language. Every single natural language has a rich variety of
linguistic means which can help speakers to refer to entities in the
world. The multidimension and complexity of anaphora will
provide us a window through which the nature of working
machinery of human mind and language can be viewed. This also

explains the multidisciplinary nature of anaphora research,
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because no discipline may be complete without covering anaphora.
It has aroused great interests from philosophers, psychologists,
cognitive scientists and artificial intelligence workers, etc.

“ Anaphora”® may be defined broadly as reference to
something mentioned or implied in previous discourse (Green,
1989). Lust (1986, p. 23) defines anaphora more explicitly as the
relation between a proform, called an anaphor, and another
expression, called an antecedent. By pairing the anaphor with its
antecedent, the former repeats the reference or the sense that the
latter has already established.

Chomsky (1981, 1995) examines extensively the phenomenon of
anaphora and he considers the part of grammar that deals with
anaphoric relations ( Binding Theory) to be in the core of
Universal Grammar. Chomsky believes that a thorough
examination of anaphora can be a useful tool for the understanding
of the nature of the language faculty. Furthermore, the
phenomenon of anaphora expands in syntax, semantics,

pragmatics and cognition. Huang (2000) holds the similar view

@ Huang (2000) suggests that from a cognitive perspective, anaphora can also be
defined as a relation between a linguistic expression and the mental entities the linguistic

expression evokes in the listener’s/reader’s mind.
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that anaphora “provided a testing ground for a number of
competing hypotheses concerning the relationship between
syntax, semantics, and pragmatics in linguistic theory” (p. 2).
Therefore, the study of anaphora can throw fresh light on how
these components interact with each other. In a nutshell, the
study of anaphora is considered to be an effective way of

furthering our understanding of the nature of human language as

well as of the human mind/brain.

1.2 Basic Notions and Terminology

1.2.1 The Definition of Anaphora

In modern linguistics, anaphora is commonly used to refer to
a relation between two linguistic elements, wherein the
interpretation of one (called an anaphor) is in some way
determined by the interpretation of the other ( called an
antecedent) (e. g. Huang, 1994, p. 1; Lust, 1986; Wasow.
1986).

Broadly construed, the term “anaphora” is used to cover
myriad disparate cases of a linguistic expression receiving part, or
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all, of its semantic interpretation via a dependency upon an

antecedent, rather than from its internal lexical content.

1.2.2 Classifications of Anaphora

1.2.2.1 Hankamer and Sag’s Classification

According to Hankamer and Sag (1976), anaphora falls into
two basic types. Surface anaphors are syntactically controlled, in
that they require a linguistic antecedent of a particular syntactic
form. Examples of surface anaphora include gapping, verb phrase
ellipsis(VPE), and so on. Deep anaphors, on the other hand, do
not require an antecedent of a particular syntactic form, but only
a referent that is of the appropriate semantic type. Deep anaphoric
reference may be pragmatically controlled, whereby the referent
is evoked situationally without any linguistic introduction.

Crucially for Hankamer and Sag, whether an anaphor is deep
or surface is independent of whether it has an overt phonological
realization or not. For the most part, later research has backed up
this claim. Do it anaphora (Kehler & Ward, 2004) and Null
Complement Anaphora (Depiante, 2000) are instances of overt
deep and nonovert deep anaphora respectively, while VPE and

Sluicing are nonovert surface anaphors ( Goldberg, 2005;
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Merchant, 2001). The exception is the overt surface category.
Hankamer and Sag’s only example is anaphoric so, e. g. Adrian
played chess and Roxanne did so too.

To sum up, surface anaphora requires an antecedent of an
appropriate syntactic form, which in turn implies that its referent
must be linguistically evoked. In contrast, deep anaphora only
requires a semantic referent of the appropriate type and allows for
such referents to be situationally evoked.
1.2.2.2 Ariel’s Classification

Ariel (1990, p. 58) holds that deep anaphora, whose
retrieved referent is required to be semantically coherent, is
pragmatically controlled. She further points out that deep
anaphora can be used not only in physical context but also in
linguistic context, and the antecedent can be a linguistic unit of
discourse.

Deep anaphora can be formally divided into three types:
anaphora without explicit linguistic antecedent, zero pronoun,
ambiguous anaphora.

(1) Anaphora without explicit linguistic antecedent/
antecedentless anaphora

Anaphora without explicit linguistic antecedent means the

reference of anaphor is beyond the discourse.
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(2) Zero pronoun (zero pronominal anaphora)

Zero pronominal anaphora occurs when the anaphoric
pronoun is omitted but is nevertheless understood.

Why use zero pronoun? Because the referent of zero pronoun
anaphor is the topic of a communicative event, which has become
the salient entity in the mental representation of addresser and
addressee before zero pronoun anaphor occurs. The interpretation
of the referent may resort to the activation of cognitive context.

(3) Ambiguous anaphora

Ambiguous anaphora refers to anaphor in the linguistic
context having two or more possible antecedents. The ambiguity
in the resolution can not be excluded by syntactic relations.
Hence a dynamic cognitive context is required.

Under Transformational-generative (TG) grammar, surface
anaphora reference tracking can be resolved by indexing at the
surface structure, and pragmatic inferencing is not involved in the
tracking process. Two conditions are supposed to be satisfied to
realize surface co-reference: (a) Anaphor must have explicit
linguistic antecedent; (b) Anaphor is expected to agree with
antecedent in terms of person, gender and number,

However, as to the three types of anaphora mentioned
above, the two conditions can not be simultaneously satisfied and
are not automatically resolved. Therefore we should take

cognitive and pragmatic dimensions into account in the study to
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handle the resolution of deep anaphora.

1.3 The Aims of the Research

The research is intended to build a metonymic model of
anaphora resolution and derive some principles to account for
discourse anaphora in stream-of-consciousness discourse.

Based on observation and intuition on the characteristics of
anaphora in stream-of-consciousness discourse, a hypothesis is
made about the building of a metonymic model and principles of
anaphora resolution to cover peculiar and unusual anaphoric
distribution in SOC discourse.

A corpus comprised of both Chinese and English stream-of-
consciousness novels is used to first explore the basic
distributional patterns of surface and deep anaphora and second
testify the adequacy and validity of the proposed model and
principles. Then some constraints on anaphora resolution are
pinned down. Last, some revisions on them will be made to get a
comparatively viable and reasonable account of anaphora

resolution in stream-of-consciousness discourse.

1.4 Research Questions

Two questions will be probed into in the present study.



