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1. WHAT IS COMMON KNOWLEDGE ABOUT HUNGARIAN SENTENCE STRUCTURE

In the svammatical wodel worked out by E.Kiss (C12+021) the
fuvadamental structure of Hunsarian sentences is the follovwiags

(1) Ce(t,X D, L,CYIWIy that is:
(D T,0,X3AL,0YIW 3 and
(3) LL,L YW1

Thus nototwon Lavolves the followins conventions:

(i) £t “first elemeat {(n C that bedrs wajor stress ond is of
the ordev of the aravwsent or verb”™ “wost emphasized of the parts of
the sentencar carryins nev information™ “the stronsest stress in the
the sentence falls on F”.

(i T: °T s characterized by a relatively stable iontonation of
of awedium height and vwithout strons stresses.”

(Ll €3 “{hose elements in C that follov F set secoadarr stress
attordina to wvhether t1lher exPress nev or seiven 4informoation™r and
“C is pronovnced with o sterrina—dovn iatonation”.

{iv) Y2 “anr arsumeat of the ¥V can act a5 focus™r but “sentence-
stress is Less pProminent with o verbal focvs than vwith o non~verbal one”.
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Accorving ta t1his modelr the treical intonation of Hunsarian
sentences Ls thiss

T FPITCH

HIGH

HIDDLE

LOW

Thies wouel of Hunvarian seontences makes use of ret another positioal
the suvantor-poswvtions which cannot be Ppart of C because of seatences Like

(&) Jdncs wmindeakitdl mesijed.
John of-everrbodr set-friohteaned
(John gets frishtened of everrbodr.)

but “cannot be rerlaced br aar element from T+ either”. “Oetionatlr it
can vegewye stress.” “The @ position is not reserved for one poarticular
rart of sentence.”

2. THE ORDER OF ARGUMENTS aND THE PLACE OF STRESSES IN THE HUNGARIAN

SENTENCE

2.1 The sketch of the structure of a Huasorian sentence ta the
woiel of E.NLss can be seen below?

2.2 Qur opiaion is that this s the sketch of o possible Hunaarian
sentence. Hovevers in this charter ve want to shov that not aill seatences
have E.Niss-trpe prosodic satterns. Thus we will distinguish twvo
boasically different erosoiic skeletons of Hunsarian sentences. The first
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ts  similar to the wodel abover but the second has never been meationed
explicitly ~ as for as ve knov - in the Literature on the connection
betveen srntax and prosodr Ln Huesarian.

2.2.1. We have the pext prososodicol poattern when the sentepce has
one major stresss

FREFARATORY SECTION ESSENTIAL SECTION
- ~- -1 -1

! crx 1" ! * (Y) (VFIN (X*)) !

{ — - —— [
H !

Sowme remorkss

(L) The wmajor stress (") falls on the besinnins of the
Essential Section.
(ti} V designates the verb stem» FIN is the fiatte suffix ond
the parantheses mean ortionalitr.
(iLtl) X is an argsument of the verb or free adverb (adjuncti.
(iv) Y Lis constituted of the next four positions between the
maior stressed element ond the verb:
Y. & the “"verb carrier”s eplace of the lexical rart of the
verb oovtsiile the verbal stemy but insitde the YP.
rosition expressing the “contrastive” semantic valve
position expressins the “purelr emphatic”™ sem. volue
rposition for vords Like Huasarian Tis? (Talso?)

-
LT
[T T 1

O, ami Yy, are shovn to be two distinct positions in complementary
tivstvibulions this is necessarry not for srntax but for L{exical fillina.)

The Freparatovy Seclion ani the Essentiol Section con be Filled in
in the following wars (Janos = TJoha® » tdacolt = Tdanced”s valcert =
*valtz? un accusativer Marival = Tyith Mary®)d

! Y t “Janos. i
{ Y V FIN ! “Janos tdncott. !
! “Y V FIN X ! ~Jdnos tdncolt walceert. |
! * Y FIN ! ” Tdncott. !
' " Y FIN X ; - Thneolt valcert, 1
! X ! *Merival. 1
! L S ! *Marival “Jédnos. ¢
1 ™ Y V FIN 1 *Marival “Jénos tdncolt. 1
i X Y VFIN X ! *Marival “Jdnos tdacolt velcert. !
! *X YW FIN ! *Marivalt ~ tdncott. '
1 Y VFINX ! *Marival ~ tdncolt valcert. 1

I
1
|
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2.2.2 If the stresses of the sentéence are evenly sereads the rarts
wavket out br the stresses behave differently €from those of the previous
(2.2.1) rattera. Therefore ve shell pot vse the expressions Preparatory
or Eszential Sectionr but we wilt distuinsuish Pre-Verbal and Verbal
Sertions.

FRE-VERBAL SECTION VERBAL SECTION

VSO | 1]

{ trx1* 1P () VFIN () )

t - i o [] ]

The unternal stvucture of ¥ differs from thot ia tyee 2.2.1»
be.avsc tn 2.2.7 Y does not contaoun a Position corresponding Y,.

This ratters con be fFilled in the follovins war (Jdaos = 'Janos’y
mes = Férfective verbol prefixy vdrta = Twaited for?s Marit = "Marr'™ in

grcusaleved s

YO FTM t * Mesvarta. 1
Y Y FIN X t * Megvdrto ? Marit. ¢
* Y IH ! 4 Virta. i
' Y TN Y | ’ Virta * Marit. ¢
1 Y 'Y Y TN ' t Jénos ' mesvdrta. t
i T tY U FTH X ' * Jdnoe T meavdrta * Mart, !
! XY YT 1 * Jdnas ? vorta. i
! Y Y rIN X ! t fdnos ' virta * Mo it. !
' ' '

In sentences of the 2.2.2 tyepe the stresses are evenly sepreads so we
sha:l call theur prosody the Ll evoel Pprosody . Insentences
of trre 2.72.1¢ the Fessential Section introducerd by o moJor stress after
whueeh nao further masor stresses con arpear? ite as it veres eradicates
all furiher stresses. We shall call this the er o d i caet inao
FrYosody .

Tvo further remarks mary be necessarys
() The eradicating stress neeti not be stronser then aar even
stress,
{Li) UWe ianarre here other prosodic patterns characteristic of
Hyngaivane a3 thess ( anti-focuse auestion-yord arsumeats £82 )} do aot
pccur vn simple declarative sentences.
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Based on the cohover we can sum ver the possible word-orider and
Frsoils variante of the sentences

Jénos  meoldtogatta HMarit.

Joha (perf)-visit—-(past) Marr-{acc)
= John visited Marry.

WITH LEVEL PROSODY:

' t Jinns ' maalgtoasatta T Marit. !

WITH ERALICATING PROSODY:

! tJdnos ~ mesldtogatta Marit. '
! *lénos ” Marit tatosotta mes. '
] *Mari mealdtosatta Jianost, !
! *Mari ~ Jdnost Lotosatta mes. !
! tJinos T Marit ¥ mesldtooatia. 1
! Marit ’ Janos ” mesldtonatta. !
! ~ Jdnos Litosatta wes Morit. 1
i “ Jdanos Lotosatta Harit meo. !
! * HMar it tdlougatta mes Jdnos. '
1 " Maril Ldtosatta Jdnns mea. t
! ” Mealdtomoatta Jdnos Marit. {
! “ Mestdtosatta Marit Jénos. !

- -

o e e e e —— e i —— .- -

The motiel showet iLn 2.2 based on ¢distisuvishing the tvo patternsy
comes to contracict model 2.1 at the following pointst

(1) With Level Prosodryy the sentence has no strongest stress.
(Li) With level erosodry C does not hove sterpina-down intonotioa.
(ivl) In an Essential Section eith eradicating erosodryr the
moverhemes ofter the {inite suffix can never be “nevw”.
{uwv) I there is o dominant stress in the seatencer antd it haprens
to fale on the Vy ot will be exactiy as stron? as vhen Lt fell on any
aracaeat.

3. FINITES OCCURING WITH THE INFINITIVE ANIC THEIR CLASSIFICAYION

As the practice of Hunserian srammar vwritins has never recosnized the
existence of auxiliaries ¢ save for the foture auvxiliary ?fos? aod
occasionally one or tvo othersdry ve have to define:
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(a) the cor e us » the arour of. verbs elislble for our

examinations
(b) the c¢v i t e v L a that ve hold relevant in testing

ouxitiarihoods
{¢) the me t h od thaeat ve emplor to select from the corpus those

elements satisfrinas the criteria.
3.1 THE CORFUS

Those finite forms (finite verbss elain adiectivesy phrases) aext ta
vhich in the sentence there <con be a verb ending in *al? or its allo-
worrhs {(e.9. "nom’s Tnod?s Tala'r L..).
1.2 CRITERIA OF AUXILIARIHOOD

We trr to state the criterie of ouxitiarihood by reference to the
rrorerties of 'fo3' (*will?)r tommonly held to be an auxiliary [7].

00000 T 20U 36T U U6 2 D0 U 6 0 0 D O 060 0 33 I IE I 0L 0 200 060 - 3

# DEF (1st arproach) »
* Those finites are auxiliaries which are vnstressed %
* yniiey neytvel conmiitioans. (Ther avoid the first mojor o
#* stressed Position before the finite suffix.) *

06 003 0606 0 T U N 00T 0 T U0 690066 06 36 D D00 906 3 T B 060600 0 22

We included the expression “in nevtral coeditions”™ ie the definition
(see 195-1&)» becavse under special coanditions eractically all finites cdn
be unstressed {cf. 17).

{15) Y Maori * tdncolet foo.
Mary to-dance will
= Mary will dance.

(14) * Mari ' tdncoini okar.
Mary to-dance vants
= Marr vants to dance.

(17 ' Mari T téncolni imad.
Hary to-dance toves
= MHary Loves to dance.

The verb Takar® (Twant’) behaves Like *foe' (Twill’): ther are both
enctitic after the infinitive in a nevtral sentence with level prosodr.
The verb "imdd’ (*love') can 0 so only in a contrastive sentence?

(18) Mari téncotani imdds nem rPedis éaskelni.
Mary to-dance Loves not hbut to-sine
= Jt is dancing that Merr Loves and not sinsina,
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Thes dudfevence coa be araseed esasily by the framevork eresentes in
ouv chartey on the rrosotdlc structure of Honsarian sentences. Let ys put
furthev elements into these examples:

{19 * Mart " tancolni fos a ' tévében.
Mary to-doance will the TVU-in
Marr willt dance on TV,

n

20 * Mari ? tdncolat akar o * tévébea.
Marr to-dance wants the TYV-in
= Mary waonts to dance on TV.

(21) * Mari * tdncolot imdd o ? tévdben.
Mary to-dance loves the TV-ia
= [ imrossible sentence ]
Sentences (19-21) have identical word-ordery and level prosody, Their
diffevent accertability must be ascribett to inherent Prorerties of *fos?
and Taekor' on the one hanily and Timdd® on the other.

The same arsvments hoveverr (s gccertable with all three sentences if
the prosatiy Ls eraiicatine:

22> * Mari " tdncolni fos a téveben.
(23) Y Hari * tancoini ekar o tévében.

(24) * Mari * tdncolai iwdd o tévében.

silt
( = It is dancins thaot Mary { vants o} do on TV.}
Laves to

Our definition of auxiliary graseed the difference noted in (4P ~-(21),
We con now re—word it by veferrins to sentence Prosodrt

3966 2030336 96 96 363606 3696 36 3030 36 360696 30 06 00 0606 0006 36 36 366 269096 06 0606 36 96 96 0606 9696 30 36 36 36 96 36 36 96 96 96 99090 96 3436

® DEF (2n¢ appraach) *
* Those finites are ouxiliaries which can be vastressed ¥
#* in Level eprosodr. *

T I0IETE 3 T2 I HE eI B0 T U I ETE B I TP 3T I IC I T 32U S0 30 T BB U299 2N A

fAs the avxiliary forms 6 sinale composite VP vith the iLafinitiver it
is relevant to note that all comrosite VYPs so far known by Hunsarias
srammars have their fiaite nmember vwnstressed in Level prosody (e.s,. verbs
neanina "be”r "seem” s “betome”r “remain”r "tura”).
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Verbs havine o verbal prefix are themselves also encliticy attached
to the erefix this time:

QM * Elmesrek * bevédsdrolni.
(perf)-so-1 (perfl-to-shor
= 1 9o shoprring.

In fact sowe verbs are <characterizes by beins eanclitic altosether not
only after their “own verbal prefix”y so mvch sor that sowe fiaites can
be enclitic after another verb’s prefixs

(30) ' EL akarok menai ' bevdsdrolai.
{Pperf) want-1 to-so (rerf)-to-shor
= 1 vant to g0 shoering.

Let us nov examine the raletionshir between our chief criteria gad
the information structure of the seantence!

The main verb (just like nounss aifjectives etc.) Ls normally wastressed
vhea it is "siven™ in the Previous sentence or in the context, In (24
for exameles it must have been the suvbject of conversation whether Mory
Loves talkias — thot is» “loves”™ was 9ivenr and nov ve add to it the
nev informotionr “to dance”. On the other hands in (20) anrthin® can be
“new”» includins takar’: thoush t is unstressed., This has no outside
justificationr ant haes to be seenr a5 an inhereat wrorerty of Takar’. The
third form of our defialtions thear ise

3006363 3606 36 96 36 96 96 36 30 DE I3 36 36 3 T 969636 6 96 36 3036 T 36 0 96 36 3 263696 36 2626626 963K 36 06 3 I 36 06 96 36 93K 06 96 3690 96 96 36 30 ¢

*  DEF (3ri erpvoach) *
% Those finites are auxiliaries which can be unstresseil *
¥ even when “new”. »
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3.3 & METHOD TO SELECT THOSE FINITES WITH A TENDENCY TO ENCLISIS

The senteaces vsed as envivronmeats have to be

(a) declarative

{b) Peositive

() simple
septences? Hunsarian sententes have such poverful averridiaz rules for
iaterrosotionr aesalionr imperatives and complex arsuments» thot these
voulii neutroalize the differences steuming from the inhereat pProeevty ave
shovn Ln the follovias table (V = verbrs VC = verb carvier of the Vv INF =
= infinitive)t
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LEVEL FPROSODY ERADICATING FROSODY
R t-- —— !
! ! ' vV * INF 1 * vV IM !
! ! *YINC V T ... ! *INF OV !
I * INF ? v or oL ¢ *INF vV ... !
lz=zi== == | = srnrsstzzoz== sez==x|
t ! 4 Vv T VC INF ! * V VT INF i
! ! *VYC OINF VT ., ! TVYC INF WV !
1 %1 * VC INF ? v r ... ! * UC INF " L N t
looolne ! 1
1 2 ’ V * INF * VUC 1 * U INF VC !
it s ! *INF V U ! “INF UV \VC !
I % * INF ? Vv oy t * INF © v v !
LI FINF T VUC vV T .. ! TINF "V OV ... |
T 1 * INF*VC? v ! .. 1 *INF P VC " V . i
tomm1- : !
b ’ vV T uUC " INF ) - vV U IN
! t LY » Vv T INF H “VvC Vv INF !
t % rye Y vV ? INF | rve ” V INF !
LI *VC T INF OV ! *VC " INF OV 1
LI I Y VL INF T vV ... L ? VC INF Vv ... t

The arransements marked with stars do aot occur with Level prosoiiry
but do occur with eradicatine erosocdry. In this case theur reading s

due to the pattern
LN R ] ,x “(Y) u FIN - e

and not to the finites ia thew. Such sentences will be said to have
post-erodicating Prosoidyr . This case (named
- "contvastive toric¢” in L&)y “couater-toric” in [43) is irrelevant in
tletermining auxiliarrhood.

We shall not examine the structures wmarked br “$° vith either
eradicating or Llevel prosodryr as in these the verbal prefix it reallr
an aiverb <(homonrmous in form with o verbal eprefix). We shall ignore
ity becavse the finites in both rrosodiess cen be folloved by anr member
of X» ant that Lacludes aciverbs.

Nor sholl ve examine cases where the evadicating stress tdoes pot fall
on the finiter the infisitive or the verbal eprefix (or “reduced

arsumeat™)y e.9.2

(31) * Mari ~ valcert imdd tdncotni.
Mary waltz-Cacc) loves to-dance
= It is the valtz that Marr Lloves to dance.

Such «c¢ases are really Ppr e —~evadicatins prosodies
fs fialtes caanot be ervoclitic itn Hunasarianr all finites in first
(that iss before the Lnfinitive) vill be stressed.{Unless pre-eradicatedy

of couirse.?
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The foltowins criteriar thenr vill be vuseid to determine auxiliarkhood:

{L) Prosodrs -~ eradicating
- Llevel

(i) Place of finitte within the structure: - first eposition
- eaclitic position

{Lil) Forw of the infiniltive: ~ plain {(vithout a verbal erefix)
- prefixed - uniterrurted
- tterrupted

In the examinotion ve shall test each finite (with anr infiaitive) in the
follguwias eavivoameatss

m Em e Ry mm e e  me b e e e e T e e S e s —————— e .-

1 evaiicating prosody ! Level prosodyr

le i om s itmmr i mrwrama o | —— e - —-———
d H

V first ! V eaclitic ¥ V first | V enclitic

1
srrazssszi{sssnzssnsos (| =xrasn
I "V INF ! TINFV 1 ' PINF ! TINE 'V T...
D ] P PRRS mmm
Pouainterropted ! VP INF Ot TP INF UV 1 TV P INF } TP INF 'V 7,..
! prefixed ------ fomomome e l=ormmme ! !
! interrurted | tO"PVINF ! ! PV TINF

e e e e ————— e i e ke e s i —

In those eavironments where the finite is accertabler the "prosmatic”
valve of the sentences mar still differ? it canbe ne v troal (NY»
earhati ¢ (E)s contvyastive C)y imPper fect
(I)» ewmpPhatitc-ilmpPpev fect (EI}. These valuves are to be
fouonw ia the followins eanvironmcnts:

m e e r e e ek m e e

t L/CI/C VO E/C/9 T N/T Y N/B )

e R P P

t
| E/EI/C } C/8 ' NI\ OWB
1
I

Lo s e | e —— = Ymu
! ' 1 !

! E/L/8 ! N/B

i ——-———

As we are ipterested in the arrearence of the ne v tral valver
ve shall canceatrate on Level Frosodry as neutral vaelues arrear her only.
Which Level arrengsement the finite chooses to express its neutral valee
depents entivrely on its iehevent rroperties.
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Hovevers Level erosoir is onot alvars nevival. With finites that
arrear both in first position and enclitic Positions only the Latter will
have rprure oneviral valuves while their first position (thus “freed” from
expressing the aevtral) will express somethina more complexs

7

(44) * Mari ' téncolni probét a ' maceddnokkal.
Mary to-tlance tries the Macedonians-vith
= Mary tries to dance with the Macedonians.

(45) T Mavi * eprébdl * tdncolni e ? maceddnokkal.
Mary tries to-dance the Macedonians—with
= Moary tries to dance with the Matedonians.

This is not Limited to infimitival constructions:
(4&) 7 Mari ’szuvenirt hoz * Maceddaidbédl.

Hary sovveair-¢ace) brinss Macedonia-from
Mary brinss sovveair frowm Macedonia.

fl

47 * Mari Thoz ' szuvenirt * Maceddaidbbl.
tiary brinss sovvenir-(acc¢) Macedonio-from
= Mary briass souveniy from Macedonia.

We expecled to aet tvo closses of finitesr pamely ideal auvxiliaries of
the {vre

! $ P T Nt

JE—— fommem e | PE—— |

' ! L R R

...... ( 1 1- |

I I I

ont tieal main verbs of the tree

f } N g !

bomm H !

g

— e - -
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Howevers 6 thivd class emersetis which ve teven s v ¥ f L x 0L d ¢ £31:

- o o o e o T B T ——

4, THE RELAVION HETUELH COMMUNICAYTIONAL STRUCTURE  AND HE CF AGLES (1
TINITLG

(L) When members of the avxiliary class are put in focusr ther moke
the structure itme er fect Lnvalve.

(L} Some siembevs of the auxitiary and svffixoid classes have ¢
in their Jirst positionss such finites never stand in the focus. With
suffixoits {(uhich o aot have the ortion of intrutdins betveen the verbal
prefLx ang the verby this entails haviags no Emphotic occurence at all.
{Soar  wmait verbs also Llack Emphatic veesy hut ther are corable of
stuniing vn the focus Lo Level prosoidy first position.)

Av.ws LomFGivie  any Frycefived  verbt have a focus component and a
TeaLie (owkongniy lhese wolY Do tevoed @ uvtofocol wverbs.

Ghes Livinoloer Lo 0 property of all Hunserian finitess not Only
Uiva.,  tunobeue? woih an toafeaitive. Kombldsy €57 has arviven at similar

Luder Ui nhaa

dhe eaecavous of  sudfixoivs to be enclitic after any argument (¢
mu. Chiew b Romidsr?s slem~redecting verbs.

The wgen choracteristic of avxilieries ~ ds must have become clear
b, wow - L3 aoi  Just that ther ave en¢litic in seaeral or dvoid of the
iccus rosclion «thus s wmove true of syffixoids)s but that ther insist
oa stonding  wemediolely oafter the focus. Considering the overaitl
regulariiies ol the Hunsarien Lanszuvagey (it is the cose of auxilieries
that s unmarkeu.
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S. GENERATIVE SKETCHES

5.1 Aa examrle of E.Kiss from £2]2

Jinos oda fosia adni o jesrzeteit Mariaak.
John (perf) witl sive the Lecture-nctes~his Marr—-to
= John will sive his Lecture-notes to Marr.

T S
Jdnosj F s .
otay INFL W
~ia vV VP

fos v X*x x* x*

adni e € a jesrzeteit Marinak

5.2 Instead we rrorose the following structure (this does not mean
thot we aovee with the basic order VSO and its coaseauvences: the post-
verbal rpasitions of the main arsuvments)s

Z.2.1 AUXILIARY + VERE STRUCTURL:

— Oda fogie atini ___
—— (Porf) will to~9ive

e T T g e S 2
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Hela2 TWO-VERE STRUCTURE:
Jinos imadia odaadni o Jjegrzeteit Marinek.
John Loves (perf)-to-sive the lecture—notes-his Marr-to
= John Loves to sive his Lecture—-notes to Marr.
— twdd o OUQGAINL
raa - LOves 10-9ive sum
- s
INFL Vr
INFL Ve Vv X" x*
~Jo indd: ¢ 8

N S W e

é. CONCLUSION

Having defined the funidamental vord-order and erosodic patterns of
Hunsariaon sentencesr we have described the sretactic behaviour of a
tlass - that of finites seekina to be eaclitic -r o ctlass whith seems
to be besed on Lexical prorerties.

It has turased out thot anr senerative srammar not possessing know-
ledse of these features will be able to senerate nopexistant structures.

By analrzing eprosoilrr we found that the most widely knovn trans-
formationsal sodel for Hunsarian does not speak of level erosalr sentences
(whichy howevery» ore vandouvbtedly the wmore vnmarked trre}? wore preciselyy
vt mixes them with eradicatins ones in certein coasess

(48) FPéter almit eszik. (a) ? Péter Talwmdt eszik.
Feter is arrle-eatins.

(b} * Péter “almdt eszik.
It s apples that Peter is eatins.

(a) and (b ) do not wmean the somer but the difference can be seen
oaly in (&) aad ()2



-176-

(c) ' Péter ’almdt eszik a 'konrhébaen.
Peter iLs aprple~eating in the kitchen.

(3) " Péter “alwmat eszik a koarhdban.
It is apples that Peter is eatins in the kitchen.

(49) Alwmat ﬁéter eszik. * Almdt * Péter eszik.
As for the arrles it iy Peter gho eats then.

(50} FPéter eszik almdt. * Péter “eszik almdt.
Peter does eat arples.

The Last sentencesr oOf courser has another reading ("Péter eszik
alamdt. = It is Peter vho is aprple—eatins.)r but it hos pre-eradicatias

prasoiry see 3.3.

The semantic or losital form iLaterpretation parteining to the E.Kiss
moiiel cannot adequately rerresent the Hungarian sentence unless prosodic
relations are classified.

It seems necessary to examine the whole coreus of Hunsarian verbs on
the same Lines as the auxiliaries to aoke it eossible to incoreorate
into 3generative models not only the possible or oblisotory arsuments of
verbsy» but alsc the vord-order am! erosodic relations the verbs enter
into with their arsvments.

Infinitives con come into extstence in two varst
(L) as arsuments of the wain verbr or
(L) as the wmain verb of the clavser vhose suffix has been removed
entl ottached to the auxiliarys aad then the “oren”r non-finite stem comes
to terminate iLn the ?ni? suffix of the tnfinitive.

The criticism vecently raised azainst senerative models of toric-fogus
rromineat Lansvasesy seems to bhave some validity? these woilels shovid
fill the positicoas of some kiadl of communicative strocture during
generatioar rather than senerating parts of the seatence (n the
traditional fashions producing the vamarked or Less marked structures by
transtormations from one of the wost marked structure of the lansvoge.

Such o {ramevork (certainly wmovre atequate {or Hunsarian) has to
take into account cevtain (extra-lexical and extra-srntactic) eproperties
(commvaicational aim etc.) of the seatence to be vttereds, ond thus eill
necessarily derart from the basic tdee of the ESTr eand indesdy of all
senevative srammar.,
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