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1b. Title of research proposal

Exploring the Outer Limits: from Sentence to Discourse in Hittite

1c. Summary of research proposal (287 words)
This project aims to give an account of the Hittite
 coordinating and subordinating conjunctions based on their interaction with clause-level Information Structure (IS) and Discourse Structure (DS).  To achieve a unified account of the conjunctions in relation to IS and DS a multiple-level analysis will be used based on the layered model of the discourse as formalized in Functional Discourse Grammar.  The use of a corpus that contains all securely datable Hittite texts, covering 500 years, will allow a diachronic evaluation of the results thus obtained.

IS and DS interact especially in clause-initial position (P1), the site of communicatively important constituents. For example, the function of a ‘contrastive Topic’, often occurring in P1 together with a conjunction, can only be explained by integrating IS and DS. The relationship between IS and DS has become one of the major issues in current linguistics.

By including many different text-genres, this proposal will widen the scope of the investigation of the relationship between IS and DS. By covering a large time span it will also serve as a basis for its diachronic study, something which has not been attempted before.

Furthermore, a systematic analysis of the conjunctions is a desideratum of Hittite grammar, as the exact nature of several of these conjunctions is unclear.  This ultimately results in lack of understanding of the rhetorical structure of Hittite discourse.  Secondly, the study of IS in Hittite is in its infancy, leading to diminished insight in the intention of the Speaker/Writer.  A combined approach will enhance our knowledge of the oldest attested Indo-European language by adding an important dimension: instead of being confronted with rhetorically bleak texts, we will be able to discover the means a Hittite had to play his audience.
keywords: Hittite, Information Structure, Discourse Structure, clause initial position, conjunctions.
1d. NWO Council area GW (Humanities)
1e. Host institution (if known) —

	Research proposal


2. Description of the proposed research (total: 1926 words)

2a. Research topic (1308 words)

The long forgotten Hittites were brought to light in the year 1906 with the discovery of the central palace and temple archives of the capital Hattusa, 150 km east of Ankara. The decipherment of the Hittite language and its unexpected classification as Indo-European in 1915 was soon followed by a series of grammars of which the most important one is still Friedrich 1960. These grammars are usually moulded on the pattern of classical grammars, mainly concentrating on phonology and morphology.  The past two decades more attention has been paid to syntax and other sentential phenomena, but detailed studies especially concerning Information Structure (IS) and Discourse Structure (DS) are virtually non-existent.

The present proposal aims to improve this situation by providing a unified account of certain Hittite word order phenomena at sentence level which are motivated by discourse phenomena such as topicality, episodic structure, contrast and backgrounding versus foregrounding. 

More specifically, its goal is to provide a synchronic and diachronic semantic, syntactic and pragmatic analysis of the class of coordinating and subordinating conjunctions, in close connection with a study of the function of clause-initial position (henceforth P1) both at sentence level and at discourse level.
One of the main issues of current linguistics is that IS and DS need to be integrated in order to gain a better understanding of language production and processing
. IS and DS interact especially in P1, the site of communicatively important constituents. Discourse markers and conjunctions are often connected with this pivotal position, which makes them an ideal point of departure for investigating the interplay between Topic, Focus (IS notions, often related with P1) and, for example, contrast and cohesion (belonging to DS). Recent studies illustrating the relation between these areas are Adamíková 2003 (Focus and coordinate adversative constructions in Slovak), Kawamura 2002 (the interaction between the Japanese topic marker wa and the conjunction ga “but”), Lee 2005 (the correlation between Korean contrastive Topic and Focus and two conjunctions), McCoy 2003 (contrast in Russian), Sæbø 2003 (German aber as topic particle).

In Hittite we find several conjunctions that are intimately connected with P1. Given this shared property one would expect the set of conjunctions to be studied as a whole. However, with a few exceptions this has not been the case. This deficit has for example been noted by Meacham 2001. After having devoted a monograph to the conjunction –ma “but, while, however”, he concluded that a full description and understanding of –ma could only be achieved after the study of the other (non-subordinating) conjunctions. A far more pressing, and probably related problem is that scholars contradict each other regarding the meaning of the coordinating conjunctions. The impact of this situation is best illustrated by imagining what happens to our understanding of Dutch discourse if the differences in meaning of the conjunctions “en, maar, toen, dan, want, dus, of” etc., were virtually unknown to us.

A few examples will serve as an illustration of the problems surrounding P1 and conjunctions in Hittite, at the same time indicating several themes of this proposal.

One of the questions that needs to be answered for Hittite is how to define P1. This question might seem superfluous as Hittite clause boundaries are generally clearly marked by means of conjunctions (nu, ta, su, more or less the equivalents of “and then”, –ma “but, while, however” and –ya “and, also”; asyndeton is frequent especially in Old Hittite). The conjunctions –ma and -ya are usually attached to a host in clause-initial position. At first sight it thus seems quite easy to equate P1 with clause-initial position, as would be expected.  However, one regularly encounters references to ‘initial position’ (our P1) and ‘modified initial position’. ‘Modified initial position’ is only preceded by the conjunctions nu, ta or su (or a few sentence adverbs). According to many scholars these two different positions in the clause do not lead to a functional difference and may therefore be equated
. The validity of this observation is seemingly supported by the fact that the relative pronoun (kui- “who”, as Latin, French qui-) in indeterminate relative clauses occurs either in initial position (kui- …), or in modified initial position (nu kui-…).  However, as a preliminary result I claim that there is a semantic difference between these two types of indeterminate relative clause.

Concerning the function of constituents in P1, Luraghi 1990 assumes that –among other things- newly established topics (o.c. 91) occur in initial or in modified initial position and constituents which carry contrastive focus occur in initial position (o.c. 100). This seems reasonable since it has been generally acknowledged in linguistics that P1 is reserved for entities that somehow need special treatment.  Recently however it has been shown for Hittite -a rather rigid SOV language (a language with main word order Subject-Object-Verb)-  that constituents carrying certain types of contrastive focus are preverbal, not fronted (Goedegebuure  2003), as has also been observed for other rigid SOV languages.  This discovery necessarily requires a re-evaluation of the communicative function of constituents in P1.

Contrasting views can also be noted regarding the function of the coordinating conjunctions. For instance, for the function of the conjunction -ma “but, while, however” we have: -ma is a focus marker (Garrett 1994:38); a topic marker (Rieken 2000:414); an adversative conjunction indicating discontinuity (Luraghi 1990:50) or difference with the preceding context (Meacham 2001); a complementary correlative conjunction (Melchert 2002:4, explicitly rejecting the other proposals).
The same can be said about the other coordinating conjunctions (nu, ta, su, asyndeton), which are seemingly used to the exclusion of other elements in P1.  Especially the meaning and function of ta and asyndeton have been subjected to opposing views. To mention but a few, Weitenberg 1992 maintains the equivalence of asyndeton with ta (and nu and su).  Rieken 1999 on the other hand, detects a discourse function for ta which sets it apart from nu, su and asyndeton.

The semantics and syntax of the subordinating conjunctions were studied by Sternemann 1965.  This proposal will therefore mainly concentrate on the discourse function of subordinate clauses. Given that Hittite subordinate clauses usually precede their main clause, they are often understood as occupying P1. Understanding the discourse function of subordinate clauses will therefore assist in solving the problems around P1 as outlined above.

Since this proposal also aims at a diachronic analysis, the following question of a more general nature will be addressed: Does a change in IS influence DS, and vice versa?  It should not be assumed a priori that this is the case. However, I found some indications that certain changes in the IS in Hittite indeed has consequences for DS. This influence might be language specific, but could on the other hand also point at a more general phenomenon.

The contradictory views as outlined above show that the major contributors to discourse cohesion in Hittite, the conjunctions, are not well understood. Together with, for instance, the recognition that there exists a difference between clause-initial position and modified initial position, the outcome of this research will be of fundamental importance for our understanding of Hittite texts.  It will enhance our knowledge of a very important part of the language which has until now largely escaped us: the means that were available to a Hittite to bring out the most salient parts of his message and thereby to influence or manipulate his audience.

A detailed study such as the present one, covering all genres
 available in Hittite, will be an important testing ground for discourse-functional theories aiming at the integration of IS and DS (see 2b. below). On the other hand, it will also generate insights that are likely to contribute to the further development of such theories.

In addition, by covering a period of 500 years, it will be possible to add a diachronic dimension to the integrated study of IS and DS. This has not been attempted before.

2b. Approach (227 words)
To achieve the goals set out in this proposal I will use a multiple-level analysis based on three models.  First of all, we need a method that incorporates both the formal and the semantic-pragmatic features of sentences as part of discourse. This combination is found in the layered model of the clause and discourse as formalized in Functional Discourse Grammar (Hengeveld 2002).  How fruitful this approach can be for dead languages is exemplified by Kroon 1995 for Latin discourse particles.

To cover the semantic relations between discourse units I will use Rhetorical Structure Theory (Mann & Thompson 1988).

Finally, the Information Structure models of Lambrecht 1994 and Dik 1997 are chosen to capture the notions of Topic and Focus in relation to P1.

The study will be based on a large corpus of palaeographically and historically dated texts which was already used for Goedegebuure 2003.  In order to test the validity of the results I will regularly visit the department of “Hethitologische Forschungen” of the Deutsche Akademie der Wissenschaften und Literatur in Mainz and the Hittite Dictionary Project of the Oriental Institute in Chicago. Both host the complete corpus of all Hittite texts, published and unpublished.

My research will continue and expand on preliminary work by Goedegebuure 1998, 2000, 2003, 2002/2003[2004], 2005, incorporating the results from especially Meacham 2001, Güterbock&Hoffner 1989, Rieken 1999, 2000 and Sternemann 1965.

2c. Innovation of the approach (232 words)
· This study is the first
 of its kind for Hittitology
: the application of insights from recent developments in several fields of discourse-functional linguistics has not been attempted before.

· The contradictory views concerning the conjunctions are most likely the result of an isolated approach. By treating the conjunctions as part of a larger phenomenon such an unwelcome outcome will be avoided.

· The combination of the three models (described above) as a tool for the description of Hittite conjunctions in relation to word order phenomena will add to and aid the integration of IS and DS in general linguistics.

· For most other languages the enterprise set out in this proposal might be difficult to undertake. The corpus of the Hittite language is however relatively small but varied
.  This makes it possible to draw valid conclusions with respect to (a) the distribution of grammatical and discourse features across several text genres and (b) diachronic processes from the beginning of attested Hittite to the end (1700-1200BC).

· It is one of the desiderata of historical linguistics not only to describe language change but also to find its motivation. This study will be one of the few that will not only describe the change of certain formal features but will also set out to find the motivation for these changes by resorting to a semantic-pragmatic analysis on sentence and discourse level.

2d. Plan of work

1. Research plan, based on an appointment of 0,8 fte (67 words)
1/2006-10/2006: Study of the discourse status of subordinate clauses; synchronic and diachronic analysis of the syntax, semantics and pragmatics of conjunctions in complex sentences; preparation of two articles on relative clauses.

11/2006-8/2007: Investigation of IS, with main focus on P1. 

9/2007-9/2008: Synchronic and diachronic analysis of the syntax, semantics and pragmatics of conjunctions in coordinate clauses; study of the interaction with IS.
10/2008-7/2009: Writing of a monograph. 

2. Collaboration (92 words)
I have joined the Functional Grammar Discourse group coordinated by prof. P.C. Hengeveld (Universiteit van Amsterdam) and will remain in contact with the VIDI-group The Typology of focus and topic: a new approach to the discourse-syntax interface, led by dr. Enoch Aboh (UvA).

My research will be complementary to the Habilitations-project of dr. Paul Widmer (Institut für Orientalistik und Sprachwissenschaft, Philipps-Universität Marburg), who will investigate IS in New Hittite, especially from the viewpoint of language contact.

I have also been invited to stay at the Oriental Institute of the University of Chicago.

2e. Literature references

Adamiková, M. (2003). ‘Sentential Negation and Focus in Slovak Adversative Constructions’. In: Kosta, P., Blaszczak, J., Frasek, J., Geist, L. & M. Zygis (eds.), Investigations into Formal Slavic Linguistics. Frankfurt/M. u.a. (Linguistik International 10), 157-168.

Boley, Jacqueline (1985). ‘Notes on Hittite Place Word Syntax’. Hethitica 6, 5-43.

Dik, Simon C. (1997). The Theory of Functional Grammar, Part I: The Structure of the Clause. Second, revised edition. (Functional Grammar Series 20). Mouton de Gruyter: Berlin - New York.
Friedrich, Johannes (1960).  Hethitisches Elementarbuch, 1. Teil, Kurzgefaßte Grammatik. Dritte, unveränderte Auflage. Carl Winter Universitätsverlag: Heidelberg.
Garrett, Andrew (1994). ‘Relative Clause Syntax in Lycian and Hittite’. Die Sprache. Zeitschrift für Sprachwissenschaft 36/1, 29-69.

Goedegebuure, Petra M. (19-2-1998).  Invited lecture: De ‘werkelijke’ functie van het Anatolische pronomen relativum (The ‘real’ function of the Anatolian relative pronoun).  Colloquium of the Department of Indo-European Studies, Leiden University

——
(3-3-2000). Coordinatie in het Hettitisch (Coordination in Hittite), paper presented at the Functional Grammar seminar, University of Amsterdam.
—— (2002/2003[2004]), ‘The Hittite 3rd person/distal demonstrative asi (uni, eni etc.)’.  Die Sprache. Zeitschrift für Sprachwissenschaft 43, 1-32.

—— (2003). Reference, Deixis and Focus in Hittite The demonstratives ka- “this”, apa- “that” and asi “yon”. Dissertation Universiteit van Amsterdam

—— (2005). ‘The Connection between Focus, Questions and Discourse Connectives in Hittite’. Abstract for a thematic issue on ‘The Interpersonal Level in Functional Discourse Grammar’ in Linguistics.
Güterbock, H.G., H.A. Hoffner, (eds.), (1989). The Hittite dictionary of the Oriental Institute of the University of Chicago. Vol. L-N. The Oriental Institute of the University of Chicago: Chicago.
Hengeveld, Kees (2002). ‘The architecture of a Functional Discourse Grammar’. In J.L. Mackenzie & M.A. Gómez-González (eds).  A new architecture for Functional Grammar. Mouton de Gruyter: Berlin, 1-21.

Kawamura, Michihiko (2002). ‘Topical contrast and ‘contrastive topics’ in Japanese’. In: Papers for the Workshop Information Structure in Context (IMS Stuttgart, 15-17 November 2002). http://www.ims.uni-stuttgart.de/~hans/wspaperlist.html
Kroon, Caroline (1995). Discourse Particles in Latin. A study of nam, enim, autem, vero and at. Gieben: Amsterdam (Amsterdam studies in Classical Philology 4).

Kruijff-Korbayová, Ivana & Mark Steedman (2003). ‘Discourse and Information Structure’. Journal of Logic, Language and Information, Vol. 12/3, 249-259.

Lambrecht, Knud (1994). Information structure and sentence form. Topic, focus and the mental representations of discourse referents. Cambridge University Press: Cambridge.
Lee, Chungmin (2005). ‘Concessivity, Conditionality, Scalar Implicatures, and Polarity – with Reference to Contrastive Topic/Focus’. In: Workshop on Japanese and Korean Linguistics, Feb 21-22, 2005, Kyoto University. http://www.hmn.bun.kyoto-u.ac.jp/ langlogic/PAPERS/LeeHandout.pdf
Luraghi, Silvia (1990). Old Hittite Sentence Structure, Routledge: London - New York.
Mann, William C. and Sandra A. Thompson (1988).  ‘Rhetorical Structure Theory: Towards a Functional Theory of Text Organization’. Text 8.3, 243-281.

McCoy, Svetlana (2003). ‘Connecting Information Structure and Discourse Structure through “Kontrast”: The Case of Colloquial Russian Particles -TO, ZHE, and VED'’. Journal of Logic, Language and Information, Vol. 12/3, 319-335

Meacham, Michael-David (2001). A synchronic and Diachronic Functional Analysis of Hittite –ma. UMI: Ann Arbor.

Melchert, H. Craig (27-6-2002). ‘ “Topicalization” and “Focus” in Hittite’. Paper presented at the conference Accentuation syntaxique et thématisation, Paris.

Rieken, Elisabeth (1999). ‘Zur Verwendung der Konjunktion ta in den hethitischen Texten’. Münchener Studien zur Sprachwissenschaft 59, 63-88.

——
(2000). ‘Die Partikeln -a, -ja, -ma im Althethitischen und das Akkadogramm Ù’. In: Ofitsch M. - Zinko Ch. (ed.), 125 Jahre Indogermanistik in Graz, Leykam: Graz, 411-419.

Sæbø, Kjell Johan (2003). Presupposition and Contrast: German aber as a Topic Particle. In: Matthias Weisgerber (ed.), Proceedings of the Conference “sub7 – Sinn und Bedeutung”. Arbeitspapier Nr. 114, FB Sprachwissenschaft, ¨ Universitat Konstanz, Germany. http://ling.uni-konstanz.de/pages/conferences/sub7/
Sternemann, Reinhard (1965). ‘Temporale und konditionale Nebensätze des Hethitischen’. Mitteilungen des Institut für Orientforschung 11, 231-274, 377-415.
Tomlin, Russell, Linda Forrest, Ming Ming Pu & Myung Hee Kim (1997). ‘Discourse Semantics’.  In Teun A. van Dijk (ed.), Discourse as Structure and Process. Discourse Studies: A Multidisciplinary Introduction Volume 1. SAGE Publications: London – Thousand Oaks – New Delhi, 63-111.

Weitenberg J.J.S. (1992). ‘The Uses of Asyndesis and Particles in Old Hittite Simple Sentences’. In: Carruba O. (ed.), Per una grammatica ittita / Towards a Hittite Grammar, (Studia Mediterranea 7) Pavia, 305-353.

2f. Utilisation paragraph: —

2g. Van Gogh cooperation: —
	List of publications


5. Publications:

-International (refereed) journals


Goedegebuure, Petra (fc.). Review article of Jacqueline Boley, Dynamics of Transformation in Hittite. The Hittite Particles –kan, -asta and –san.  (Innsbrucker Beiträge zur Sprachwissenschaft 97), 2000.  For Bibliotheca Orientalis. 


Goedegebuure, Petra (fc.). ‘The Phoenician Suffix Conjugation as emphatic verb form. Evidence from the Karatepe bilingual’ (review article of Halet Çambel, Corpus of Hieroglyphic Luwian Inscriptions, Volume II: Karatepe-Aslanta®, Walter de Gruyter: Berlin – New York). ca. 25 pp. For Bibliotheca Orientalis.


Goedegebuure, Petra (fc.).  Review of H. Craig Melchert (ed.), The Luwians Brill 2003. For Journal of the economic and social history of the Orient.
S
Goedegebuure, Petra (2004). ‘The Hittite 3rd person/distal demonstrative asi (uni, eni etc.)’.  Die Sprache. Zeitschrift für Sprachwissenschaft 43/1 (2002/2003), 1-32.

Goedegebuure, Petra (2002). ‘KBo 17.17+: Remarks on an Old Hittite Royal Substitution Ritual’. Journal of Ancient Near Eastern Religions 2, 61-73.

Goedegebuure, Petra (1999). Review of H.A. Hoffner, The Laws of the Hittites: A Critical Edition. In: Journal of the American Oriental Society 119/4, 705-707.

-National (refereed) journals

Goedegebuure, Petra (2004). ‘Troonsopvolging in het Oud-Hettitische Rijk: patrilineair, matrilineair of avunkulair?’ Phoenix 50/1, 5-21.
Goedegebuure, Petra (2002). ‘Reinheid bij de Hettieten’. Phoenix 48/2, 93-103.

-Books, or contributions to books

S
Goedegebuure, Petra (fc, 2006). Reference, Deixis and Focus. The demonstratives ka- “this”, apa- “that” and asi “yon”. In monograph series Studien zu den Bo©azköy-Texten 49. Harrassowitz Verlag: Wiesbaden (adapted version of PhD thesis).

Goedegebuure, Petra (fc). ‘The Proclamation of Telipinu’. In: Mark Chavalas (ed.), The Ancient Near East: Historical Sources in Translation. Blackwell Publishing, 8 pp. A4


Goedegebuure, Petra (fc). ‘The Bilingual Testament of Hattusili I’. In: Mark Chavalas (ed.), The Ancient Near East: Historical Sources in Translation. Blackwell Publishing, 7 pp. A4
-Other

Abstracts

S
Goedegebuure, Petra (2005). ‘The Connection between Focus, Questions and Discourse Connectives in Hittite’. Abstract for a thematic issue on ‘The Interpersonal Level in Functional Discourse Grammar’ in Linguistics.

Articles in conference proceedings


Goedegebuure, Petra (fc, 2005). ‘A New Proposal for the Reading of the Hittite numeral ‘1’: sia-’.  In Theo van den Hout (ed.), Festschrift Han de Roos, (Publications de l'Institut Historique-Archéologique Néerlandais de Stamboul), Leiden.  22 pp.

S
Goedegebuure, Petra (1998). ‘The Hieroglyphic Luwian Particle rel-i-pa’. In: Acts of the IIIrd International Congress of Hittitology, Çorum, September 16-22, 1996, 233-245.

Book editorship

Goedegebuure, Petra (2002) (ed.). Special issue of Phoenix 48, Reinheid in het Oude Nabije Oosten  (Purity in the Ancient Near East) 48 pp.

Lectures, conference papers
S
Goedegebuure, Petra (20-2-2004). Invited lecture: The use of demonstratives in Hittite. Amsterdam Center of Language and Communication.

S
Goedegebuure, Petra (13-2-2004). The interpersonal level in Hittite. Paper presented at the Functional Discourse Grammar Colloquium, University of Amsterdam.


Goedegebuure, Petra (10-9-2002). The Demonstrative Functions of the Pronoun asi (uni, eni etc.). Paper presented at the Vth International Congress of Hittitology, Çorum, Turkey.

S
Goedegebuure, Petra (3-3-2000). Coordinatie in het Hettitisch (Coordination in Hittite). Paper presented at the Functional Grammar seminar, University of Amsterdam.


Goedegebuure, Petra (7-10-1999). The Use and Non-use of the Enclitic Subject Pronoun in Old Hittite. Paper presented at the IVth International Congress of Hittitology, Würzburg, Germany.

Goedegebuure, Petra (16-10-1998). Invited lecture: Emfase in de Fenicisch-Luwische Karatepe-bilingue (Emphasis in the Phoenician-Luwian Karatepe bilingual). Institute for Mediterranean Studies, Amsterdam.

S
Goedegebuure, Petra (19-2-1998).  Invited lecture: De ‘werkelijke’ functie van het Anatolische pronomen relativum (The ‘real’ function of the Anatolian relative pronoun).  Colloquium of the Department of Indo-European Studies, Leiden University.


Goedegebuure, Petra (21-9-1996). The Hieroglyphic Luwian Particle rel-i-pa. Paper presented at the IIIrd International Congress of Hittitology, September, Çorum, Turkey.

	Signature


I hereby declare that I have completed this form truthfully:

Name:
Petra Marian Goedegebuure

Place:
Amstelveen

Date:
3 May 2005

Please submit the application to NWO in electronic form (pdf format is required!) using the Iris system, which can be accessed via the NWO website (www.nwo.nl/vi). 

ALWAYS POST THIS PAGE TO NWO

	Post to NWO 


To streamline the processing of applications, please complete the form below and post a print-out of this page together with any relevant documents to NWO to arrive no later than the submission deadline. Always post this page, even when no other paper documents have to be sent.

I the undersigned declare that I have today posted (tick relevant documents):

(
Official declaration that my thesis manuscript has been approved
(compulsory for applicants for Veni grants who have not yet received their doctorates, to be sent by post or as pdf using the Iris system)

( 
Institutional guarantee from Board (‘Inbeddingsgarantie College van Bestuur’)
(to be sent by post, optional for Veni)

(
Address list of ‘non-referees’ 
(to be sent by post before the submission DEADLINE, optional for all applicants, maximum 3 names, see Notes)

Name of applicant:
Petra Marian Goedegebuure
Place:
Amstelveen
Date:
28 April 2005
Postal address:


NWO Council area:  ALW / CW / EW / GW / MaGW / MW /N/ TW 
Send the documents to:

NWO/Vernieuwingsimpuls

Council area: GW

P.O. Box 93138

2509 AC The Hague

(The Netherlands) 

Laan van Nieuw Oost Indië 300

2593 CE The Hague

Reply to reviewers:
Relevance. The relevance of a diachronic study of the coordinate and subordinate connectives is supported by the fact that virtually all grammatical studies refer to important changes in phonology, morphology and syntax from Old to Neo-Hittite. This is especially relevant for the sentence connectives ta, su and nu, of which only nu survived in Neo-Hittite. Any study covering more than one Hittite language stage that does not approach its study object from a diachronic perspective will be seriously impaired.

Connectives such as those listed in my proposal belong to the class of pragmatic markers. In the past decade scholars working within a diachronic framework are focusing on how pragmatic markers come into being and how they formally and functionally change (Mosegaard Hansen & Rossari 2005). The diachronic study of the Hittite connectives therefore joins on-going research in historical linguistics.

Method. The historical component of my proposal belongs to the field of diachronic pragmatics (Jacobs and Jucker 1995). I will rely on the semasiological approach (form-to-function).  For example, I will take the connective nu as starting point and will track its change in function through time.  Quite innovative is that this approach will also be applied to a position, in casu (modified) clause initial position (P1), instead of to a word.

One of the most important theoretical notions for the study of the evolution of pragmatic markers is grammaticalization (Hopper & Traugott 1993). I will investigate whether the changes that have already been observed for the sentence connectives (and possibly for P1) are part of a grammaticalization process.

Relation to the other issues raised. Instead of separately discussing the relation of the diachronic component with the issues raised in my proposal I will exemplify the intimate connection between the diachronic and synchronic component by means of one of my preliminary results.

As noted in my proposal, I have detected a difference between initial and first position in Old Hittite regarding the placement of the relative pronoun kui- in relative clauses. The pronoun kui- in initial position implies that the relative clause needs to be interpretated as conditional: “Anyone who might steal a cow, …”.  However, if the Speaker/Writer assumes that the event in a present-tense relative clause will certainly occur, kui- is placed in first position (nu  kui-): “Anyone who will become king after me , …”. However, this distinction in semantics seems to have disappeared in Neo-Hittite at the latest.

On the other hand, in Neo-Hittite certain Focused constituents are usually restricted to first position, and only rarely occur in initial position.  Thus, the difference between these two positions was certainly important, but only on a syntactic/pragmatic level.

I preliminarily conclude that there was still a semantic difference between initial and first position in Old Hittite, which was lost in later Hittite. Such a loss of meaning always points at grammaticalization. Although there remained a difference between initial and first position, the nature of the difference had changed from semantics to syntax and pragmatics.

I hereby hope to have shown the importance of a diachronic study, in this particular case applied to the relationship between elements belonging to Information Structure and Discourse structure, i.e., sentence connectives (nu), subordinate clauses (kui- clause), P1 and Focus.
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� Hittite was spoken in Anatolia (Turkey), from at least 1900BC until 1200BC.


� Hengeveld 2002, Kruijff-Korbayová&Steedman 2003, Tomlin et al. 1997:63ff.


� Boley 1985:6, Luraghi 1990:91, 129; Garrett 1994:45, 49; Melchert 2002:1


� Letters, laws, treaties, historical narratives, myths, wisdom literature, annals, oracles, magical rituals, administrative texts etc.


� Besides Goedegebuure 2003.


� And one of the very few for the ancient languages of the Near East.


� About 30.000 fragments of tablets, perhaps originally constituting as many as 10.000 separate documents. 
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