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2 .  C l au s e  Un i t s  in Contra s t  
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For over a generation , the conviction that the b e s t  language-teaching 

mat erials are based upon a c ontrast ive analy s i s  of the language t o  be  

learned and the language of the learner has been predominant in fore ign 

language teaching . All ied with the convict ion was the hypothe s i s  on 

language learning whi c h  as sumed t hat the new lingui s t i c  system,  and by 

extension the whole new cultura l behaviour , should be  e s tabli shed as a 

set  of new hab i t s  by drill , dri l l , and dri l l  whi c h  would ensure over

learning . Such a pedagogical philosophy was systemat i s ed mainly by 

Charles C .  Fries ( 19 4 5 ) and Robert Lado ( 19 5 7 ) . 

However , all thi s firm belief in contrast ive analys i s  s eems t o  be in 

the pas t ,  at least for some people . The generat ive-transformational 

theory , which was born i n  1 9 5 7  with Noam Chomsky ' s  S yntact�c St�uctu� e� , 

c laims t hat language behaviour i s  rule-governed creat ive behaviour , and 

cons equen t ly , language learning s hould be in the form of a proc e s s  of 

internalis ing the creat ive rules i n  the new language , and not j ust  that 
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o f  mere habi t  forming . The theory is concerned not only with the actual 

utteranc e s , the surface s tructures of a language , but even more s o  with 

meaning , the deep structure of universal language , and with the various 

transformat i onal rules t hat map the deep structure denominat ions that 

are common to all languages to the surfac e s tructure reali sat ions t hat 

are s p e c i f i c  to  part icular language s .  It explores not only the p er

formanc e ,  but also the competence of language speakers ( Chomsky 1 9 6 5 : 3 ) .  

Before such a theoret i cal conf l i c t , a language teacher may be  

t empt ed to make the mo s t  u s e  of e x i s t ing lingu i s t i c  t ec hnique s t o  im

prove teaching materials as muc h  as he can . Whi l e  he may not b e  

ab s o lutely p o s i t ive about the total eff i c i enty of app lied l ingui s t i c s , 

he i s  like ly to be lieve that s urface s tructure i s  as important as deep 

structure i n  foreign language learning , for he cons tant ly ob s erve s  

interference ( We inreich 1 9 5 3 : 3 )  i n  s i tuat ions o f  language s i n  contac t .  

With pragmat ism i n  mind , I am trying to  make u s e  of various l i ngu i s t i c  

t e c hnique s in this  c ontras t ive analys i s  of English and Southeast A s ian 

languages in this paper . Firstly , a s urface structure presentati on of 

c laus e  units in each language wi l l  be given in tagmemi c  formulas ( P ike 

1 9 5 4 , 1 9 5 5 , 1 9 6 0 , Longacre 1 9 6 4 , Liem 1 9 6 6 , 1 9 6 7 , 1 96 9 ,  and 1 97 0 a , and 

Cook 1 9 6 9 ) and two-dimensional matrix s y stems ( Ray 1 9 6 7 ) . Sec ondly , a 

contras t ive anal y s i s  wi l l  point out the surfac e structure differences  

between Engl i s h  on the one hand , and the Southeast As ian languages on 

the other . Thirdly , an attempt will  be made to dec ide the deep s t ruc

tur e s  of the surface s tructure differences  found in 2 .  Finally , I s hall 

c on clude that contra s t ive analy s i s  wi l l  cont inue t o  p lay a maj or role 

in language teaching and in area l ingu i s ti c s . 

1 .  C LA U S E  U N I T S I N  T H E  L A N G U A G E S  

The tagmemic model u t i l i s ed here was developed by Pike , and improved 

by h i s  followers and himse l f  ( Young , Be cker , and Pike 1 9 7 0 , and Cook 

1 9 7 1 ) .  It views language as  hierarchically ordered . The c laus e  hier

archy is in between the sentence and the phrase hierarchie s . Thi s paper 

pre s ents  an anal y s i s  of c laus e s  becau s e , as  Longacre puts i t : " In 

e s s ence , the c lause p o s i t s  a s i tuat ion in miniature ( whether a s s ert ing , 

que s t ioning , commanding , or equating" ( 1 9 6 4 : 3 5 ) .  The c laus e  tagmeme 

inc ludes one or more phrase-level t agmeme s ,  each of whi ch has a func

t i onal s lo t  and a fil ler c las s ,  and may be  nuc lear ( i . e .  e s s ential to  

the c l ause ) or sat e l l it e , obligatory or opt ional . Thi s  analys i s  wi ll  

pres ent only the minimal formulas of c laus e s , and will  only present the 

functi onal s lo t s  in the c laus e s  and not the fil ler classes  of the s e  
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s lots . *  

S UMMARY T A B L E  I 

THE 8 7  C LAUSE UNITS I N  ENGL I SH 

I I I  III  IV No . 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1 0  

Without an Declarative 1 + + + + + + + + + + 

Interrogative Imperative 2 + + + + + + + + 

tap;meme Yes-No Interrogative 3 + + + + + + + + + + 

Inde- From Declar- Interrogative 4 + + + + + + + + 

pendent With an ative kernel SUb.lect 
Interrogative Interrogative From Inter-
Non-Subject 5 + + + + + + + + 

tagmeme rogative 
Extra-Inter-kernel 6 + + + + + + + + + + 
rogative 
Dependent 7 + + 

Without an Extra Dependent Sub,lect 
+ + + + + + 

tagmeme Dependent 8 + + + + + 
Non-Sub,lect 

Dependent Dependent 9 + + + + + + + + + + 
With an Extra Dependent Relative 
tagmeme Extra 10 

DE!pendent 
+ + + + + + + + + + 
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1 . 1 .  E NG L I S H  

There are 87 C lause Unit s  in English , whi c h  are cast  in a two

dimen s ional field : the Clau s e  Class  Dimension , and the Clause Type 

*It i s  noted that the transcriptions of data in this paper are as close to phonemic 
transcriptions for Burmese , Cambodian , and Thai-Lao as practically acceptable to re
searchers in the languages , or follow the most commonly accepted transcriptions which 
may not be phonemic as it is for Cantones e .  Engli sh and Vietnamese examples are 
recorded in current spelling systems of the languages . Phrase-level analyses are 
given only when pertinent , they occur mostly in Burmese . The author is deeply in
debted to Arthur Cri sfield , Thomas W.  Gething , Philip N. Jenner , Julia C .  Kwan , and 
D .  Haigh Roop for their valuable data and enlightening insights into Lao , Thai , Cam
bodian , Cantones e ,  and Burmese respectively , and is without saying responsible for 
all the descriptive inadequacies found in thi s paper . 
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Dimens ion . The C lause Type Dimens ion i s  subdivided , under four level s  

o f  c onsiderat ion , into ten C laus e  Typ e s . The C lause C las s Dimens ion i s  

subdivided , under four leve ls  of consideration , into t e n  C lause C la s s e s . 

The total field contains one hundred p o s s ib le C laus e  Unit s ,  but only 87 

of them are grammatical and ac c eptable in English . 

1 . 1 . 1 .  C l a u s e  Ty p e s  i n  E n g l i s h 

The minimal formulas of the ten Independent Dec larat ive C laus e  Uni t s  

in English are a s  follows : 

E . a l .  I ntrans i t ive 

E . a Z .  Trans i t iv e  

E . a 3 .  Doub l e  

Trans i t ive 

E . a4 .  A t t r ibut ive 

Trans i t ive 

E . a S .  P a s s ive 

E . a6 .  Dou b l e  P a s s ive 

E . a 7 .  Attr ibutive 

P a s s ive 

E . a 8 .  Equat ional 

E . a9 .  ' there ' 

Stat ive 

E . a l O .  ' i t ' S t a t iv e  

[+5 +Pr ]  
He wen t .  

[+5 
He 

[+5 
He 

+Pr 
bought 

+Pr 
gave 

+0] 
a bo o k . 

+10 
her 

+0] 
a bo o k .  

[ +5 
Th e y  

+Pr 
e le c ted 

+0 
him 

+AtCompl ]  
cha irma n .  

[+5 
It 

+PassPr 
was bought 

±A] 
by him . 

[+5 +PassPr + ( 1 ) 0  
She was g i v e n  a boo k 

It was g i v e n  to her 

±A] 
(by h im ) . 

(by him) . 

[+5 +PasPr +AtCompl ±A] 
He was e le c ted chairman (by t h em ) . 

[ +5 
He 

He 

+EqPr +EqCompl ]  
i s  

i s  

a s tu de n t .  

i n t e l l ig en t .  

[ + there +5tPr +5t5 ] 
There were two peop l e .  

[ + i t +5tPr +5tCompl ]  
It was t h e  boy s . 

1 . 1 . 2 . C l a u s e  C l a s s e s  i n  E n g l i s h 

The minimal nuc lear formulas of the remaining nine derived C lause 

C l a s s e s  in English are as follows : 



E . b .  

E . c .  Ye s - No 

I nterro g a t ive 

E . d .  Sub j e c t  

I nterrogat ive 

E . e .  Non - Sub j e c t  

Interrogative 

E .  f .  Extra I n t e r -

rog a t ive 

E . g .  Sub j e c t  

Dependent 

E . h .  Non - Sub j ect 

Dependent 

E .  i .  Re l a t ive 

Dependent 

E .  j .  Extra 

Dependent 

1 .  2 .  BURMES E 

[ + ImpPr . . .  ] 
Go ! 

[�( ___ +_s_---« +Pr . . .  ] 

Are y ou g o i n g ?  

[ +InterS +Pr . . .  ] 
Who i8 g o i ng ?  

[+InterNonS + [+YesNolnterCl -NonS ] ]  
( ( 
Wha t did h e  buy ? 

Who did h e  g i v e  i t  to ? 

[+Xlnterlntroducer +YesNolnterCl ]  
Where did h e  g o ?  

[ +DepS +Pr . . .  ] 
. . .  tha t w e n t  . .  . 

[ �DepNonS +DeclCl [+S +Pr -NonS ] ]  
�<--------------------�< 

. . .  ( t h a t )  h e  boug h t  . . .  

. . .  (who ) he gav e the b o o k  to . . .  

[ ±RelDeplntroducer +DeclCl ] 
. . .  ( th a t )  h e  w e n t  . . .  

[ +XDeplntroducer +DeclCl] 
. . .  w h e n  h e  went . . .  

1 3 3  

There are 7 5  C lause Uni t s  in Burmes e . They are cast i n  a two

dimens ional field : the C laus e  Type Dimens ion , and the C lause Class  

D imension . The C lause Typ e  dimens ion i s  subdivided , under four leve ls 

of c o ns iderat i o n ,  into s even C laus e  Type s .  The C laus e  Class dimens ion 

is subdivided , under three leve ls of consideration , into twe lve C laus e  

Classe s . The total field contains 84  p o s s ible C lause Unit s , but only 

75 of t hem are grammatical and a c c eptable i n  Burmes e . 
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S UMMARY TAB L E  I I  

THE 7 5  C LAUSE UNI T S  I N  BURMESE 

I II III No . 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

Non-Inter- Declarative a + + + + + + + 
r�ative Imperative b + + + + 

Yes-No c + + + + + + + 
Independent Echo d + + + + + + + 

Interrogative Sub.lect e + + + + + + 
Non-Subject f + + + + 
Extra g + + + + + + + 
Subject h + + + + + + 
Non-Sub.l ect i + + + + 

Dependent Nominalised Relative j + + + + + + + 
Extra k + + + + + + + 

Topical 1 + + + + + + + 
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1 . 2 . 1 .  C l a u s e  Ty p e s  i n  B u rme s e  

The minimal formulas o f  the s even Independent Dec larat ive Clau s e  

Unit s  in Burme s e  are as follows : 

B . a! .  I nt r ans i t ive 

t h u  t hwa : d e 

[ is +Pr] 

he g o -ac tua l. 

He we n t .  

I - t e l  i s  an ob ligat ory par t i c le ind i c at ing a s t atement o f  fac t . 

It i s  one of a group of part i c l e s  whi ch mark a verb phras e  as 

independent . 

B . a Z .  Trans i t ive [ is ±O +Pr ] 

t h u  s a - q o u ' we - d e  h e  b o o k  buy - a c tua l. 

He boug h t  a bo o k .  



B . a 3 .  Doub l e  Trans i t ive [ is ±IO 
� 

t h u . go u  s a - q o u ' p e i : d e 
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o +Pr ] 

he -goa Z b o o k  g i v e - a a tua Z 

Someone gav e him a b oo k .  

The part i c le / - ko u /  mark s  ' o b j e a t ,  goa Z ( ti m e ,  p Za a e ,  p e r s o n ,  

e ta . ) ' . It appears opt ionally with DO , and certain expres s ions 

of t ime t o  c ome ( i . e .  / n a u ' ko u /  ' Za t er o n ' .  It  i s  normally , 

though not alway s ,  present with expr e s s i ons of place to whic h ,  

and with I O  if a DO i s  also present - i t  i s  entirely opt ional i f  

the DO i s  not pre sent . The order / . . .  s a - qo u ' t h u . g o u  . . .  / i s  a l s o  

pos sible . 

B . a4 .  Attributive Trans i t ive [ is ±G +At Compl +Pr ] 

t h u . g o u  n a i n - g a n - q o u ' y we i : ka u ' t e 

B . a S .  Equ a t ional  

t h u  c a u n : d h a : b e :  

h e - g o a Z  na t i o n - Z eader e Z e a t - aa tua Z 

(Th e y )  e Ze a t e d  him p r e s i de n t .  

[ is +EqCompl ±EqPr] 

he s tuden t - empha t i a  

He i s  a s tuden t .  

/ - h p e : /  i s  a par t i c le marking empha s i s . In a s hort equation l ike 

thi s , the Burman feels the sentence to  be  incomplete without s ome 

such particle  pres ent . In longer equat ions such " filler s " are 

opt ional . 

The negat ive o f  non-verbal equat ions requires the verb / ho u ' /  

' to be s o ' ,  i . e .  / t h u  c a u n : d h a : ma h o u ' h p u : /  ( h e  s tude n t  no t - s o )  

' he i s n ' t  a s tude n t ' .  / m a =  . . .  h p u : /  i s  the s tandard negat ive 

statement parti c le c ombination . 

B . a 6 .  Adj ec t ive 

t h u  ka u n : d e 

B . a7 .  S t a t ive 

[ is +AdjPr ]  

h e  good-aatu a Z  

H e  i s  good ( i . e .  a good p e r s o n ) . 

[+StCompl + h y i . Pr J  

c a u n : d h a  h n a y a u ' h y i . d e s tu d e n t  two - i ndividu a Z  hav e - a a tua Z 

There are two s t ude n ts . 

1 . 2 . 2 .  C l a u s e  C l a s s e s  i n  B u rm e s e  

The minimal nuc lear formulas o f  the e l even derived C laus e  C l a s s e s  i n  

Burmese are as follows : 
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B . b . Imper at ive [+ImpPr ±PoliteFormula] 

t h wa : 

t hwa : b a 

t hwa : ba - q o u n :  

Go ! 

P l e a s e  go ! 

P l e a s e  go t h en ! 

I t hwa : 1  ' Go ! ' ,  i . e .  the base form of the verb , i s  imperat ive . 

The bald verb , however , i s  impo lite . In mo s t  s i tuat ions i t  i s  

soft ened with I - p a l  'po l i t e ne s s ,  resp e a t ' and often s t i l l  further 

with l - q o u n : 1  ' further,  y e t ' .  

B . c .  Ye s - No I nterrogat ive [ ±S +InterPr ] 

h k i n - b y a : t hwa : d ha l a :  you g o - a a tua l - q u e s tion 

Are you going?  

The par t i c l e  l - l a : 1  i s  attached to  s t atement s to make yes-no 

que s t ions . I t h a l  is t he allomorph of I t e l before I l a : / .  

B . d .  Echo Interrogative [+DeclCl +Echolnter ] 

h k i n - b y a : t h wa : d e ,  ma h o u ' h p u : l a :  

you g o - a c tua l ,  n o t - s o - qu e s t i o n  

You are g o i ng ,  aren ' t  y o u ? 

In contrast to the other Southeast As ian languages i n  cons idera-

t i o n ,  such as in Thai I c h a j  m a j / ,  whi ch is p o s i t ive , Burme s e  here 

u s e s  the negative like Engli s h . 

B . e .  Sub j ec t  I nterrog a t iv e  [+InterS +Pr ] 

b a d h u  t hwa : d ha l e :  who g o e s - aa tua l - q u e s tion 

Who g o e s ? 

I l e : 1  i s  the allomorph o f  l - l a : 1  ' qu e s t i o n ' whi c h  o c curs in s en

tences with the interrogat ive nouns I b a l  'what ' ,  I b e l  ' w hi c h ' and 

their derivative s . 

B . f .  Non - Subj e c t  I n t errogative [ ±S ±o +InterG +InterPr ] 
t---.f 

t h u  b a  we - d h a l e :  he what buy -actua l - q u e s tion 

Wha t do e s  he buy ? 

t h u  s a - q o u ' b a d h u . g o u  p e i : d h a l e :  

he b o o k  who -goa l g i v e -a c tua l -q u e s t ion 

Who did he give t h e  b o o k  to ? 

The order I . . .  b a d h u . g o u  s a - q o u ' . . .  1 i s  also p o s s ib le . 

B . g .  Extra Interrogative [ ± S  +Xlnter [ Subordinate Clause ] +InterPr ] 

t h u b e - g o u  t hwa : d ha l e :  he wher e -g o a l  g o - a c t ua l - qu e s tion 

Where did he go ? 
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t h u  b a  h p y i ' l o u .  t h wa : d h a l e :  

he what happen-resu Lt go-actuaL-question 

Why did he go ? 

' why ' i s  expre s sed in Burme s e  with a subordinate c laus e  - here em-

bedded in th� s entence I t h u t hw a : d el  ' h e  w en t ' - I ba h p y i ' l o u . 1  

literally ' a s  a re s u L t  of w h a t  happ e n i ng ' .  Note that the presence 

of I b a l  even in a subordinate clause calls for the 1 - l e : 1  allo

morph of the que stion par t i c le after the main verb . 

B . h .  Sub j e c t  Dependent 

ba d h u t hwa : hma n :  

[+NominalisedDepCl [+InterS . . .  ] ]  

t h  i . d e  who go -ma t t er know - a c t u a L  

I know w h o  w e n  t .  

b a d h u  t hwa : d e h s ou - d a  t h i  . d e 

who go-actuaL speak-actuaL nomina User know
actuaL 

I know who w e n t . 

I - t a l  or I - h t a l  i s  a verb nominaliser ( c orre sponding to the 

actuality part i c l e  I - t el whi c h  forms act ion nouns from verb s . 

The f ir s t  s entence thus means something like ' I  know w h o s e  g o i ng ' .  

In b oth examp le s , the obj e c t  of I t h i . 1 ' know ' must be  a noun of 

s ome sort . 

Note also  that the first c laus e  in the s e c ond e xample o ccurs i n  

stat ement form de spite  t h e  pre s ence o f  t h e  que s t ion noun I b a l  

' w h a t ' . 

B . i .  Non - Sub j e c t  Dependent [ +NominalisedDepCl [+InterNonS ] ] 

t h u  b a  w e - d e  h s o u - d a  t h i . d e 

t h u  b a  we - hm a n :  t h  i . d e  

he what buy-actuaL speak-actuaL=nominaZiser 
know actuaL 

I know wha t he bough t .  

he wha t buy -ma t t er know-ac t u a L  

I know wha t h e  boug h t .  

B . j .  R e l at ive Dependent [+NominalisedDepCl ] 

t h u  t hwa : d a t h i . d e he g o - a c tu a L =nomi na L i s er know - a c t u a L  

I know he w en t . 

t h u  t hwa : d e h s o u - d a  t h i . d e 

he go-actuaL speak-actuaZ=nominaLiser know
actuaL 

I know he w en t .  

In the s econd e xamp le ,  the c laus e I t h u  t hwa : d e l  ' he we n t ' i s  

comp lement of  the verb I h s o u l  ' sp e a k ' ;  thi s who le cons truc tion i s  
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then nominalised with I - t a l  and a c t s  as obj ect  o f  I t h i . 1  ' know ' .  

The whole means something more like ' Sp e a k i ng of h i s  g o i ng ,  I 

know ( i t ) ' .  

B . k .  Extra Dependen t [+NominalisedExtraDepCl ]  

t h u  b e - go u  t hwa : d e  h s o u - d a t h  i . d e  

he where-goal go-aatual speak-aatua � 
nominaliser know-aatual 

I know where he w e n t . 

t h u b e - g o u  t hwa : hma n : t h  i . d e  

he where-goa l go-matter know-aatual 

I know he we n t .  

B . l .  Topical  Dependent [ +TopicalisedDepCl ] 

t h u  t hwa : y i n ,  ka u n : me he g o - if, good-p o t e n t i a l 

I t  would b e  g o o d  if he we n t .  

where the subordinate c laus e  - lacking a parti c l e  o f  the c la s s  of 

I - t el , but marked with a sub ordinating parti c l e  I - y i n l ' if ' _ 

pre cedes the main c laus e  whi c h  ends with the parti c le I -mel  ' p o s 

s ib i l i t y ,  p o t e n t i a l ' ;  I - mel  i s  t he same clas s o f  part i c l e  as  

I - t e l . 

1 . 3 .  CAM BOV I A N  

There are 7 4  C laus e  Uni t s  in Cambodian . They are cas t i n  a two

dimens i onal fi eld : the C laus e  Class  Dimension , and the C lause Type 

D imens ion . The C laus e  Type Dimens ion i s  subdivided , under four leve l s  

of c ons iderat i o n ,  i n t o  eight Clau s e  Typ e s . The C laus e  Cla s s  Dimension 

is subdivided , under three level s  of consideration , into e leven Clau s e  

Clas s e s . The t ot al field contains 88 p o s s ible C laus e  Uni t s , but only 

74 o f  t hem are grammatical and a c c eptable in Camb odian . 

1 . 3 . 1 . C 1  a u s e  Ty p e s  i n  C a m bo d i  a n  

The minimal formulas o f  the eight Independent Declarative C lause 

Uni t s  in Cambodian are as fo llows : 

C . a l .  I n trans i t ive [ ±S +Pr ] 
k o e t  t e �w He wen t .  

C . a Z .  Tr ans i t iv e  [ ±S +Pr to]  
koet  t Y J1  s l i ew p h �ew  ( m 6 u ej ) He bought a bo o k .  m 6 u ej ' one ' 
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C . a 3 .  Doub l e  Trans i t ive [ ± S  +Pr ±O +10] 

koa t  j o o k  s l i aw p h 6 aw q a ao j  n f i a Q 
koat  e u u n  s l i a p h 6 aw moo k n f i a Q 

he take b o o k  g i v e  her 

he offer book come her 

(He gav e her a boo k . ) 

C . a 4 . A t t r ibut ive Trans i t ive [ ±S +Pr ±O +AtCompl ]  

kee  r 6 a h  koat  e f i a  p rat h f i a n e f i a ' to b e ' 

(They e Zected him chairman. )  

C . aS .  Subm i s s ive [ ± S  +SubmPr +SubCompl] 

koat  t t 6 u a l t u k  k ee w f i aj koat He was b e a t e n  by t hem . 

t t 6 u a l ' r e c e iv e ' 

t u k  'pai n ' 

C . a6 .  Equat ional [ ±S +EqPr +EqCompl ]  

ko a t  c r  i a keo n s a h  He is a s tuden t .  

C . a 7 .  Adj e c t ive [ ±S +AdjPr] 

koat  e l a a t  H e  i s  i n t e Z Z ig e n t .  

C . a8 .  Stative [+m f i anPr +StCompl ]  

m f i a n keon s a h  p i  i r  n e a k  

1 . 3 . 2 .  C l a u s e  C l a s s e s  i n  C a m bo d i a n  

There were two p eop Z e . 

n e a k  'person ' = classifier 

The minimal nuc lear formulas of the ten derived C l au s e  C la s s e s  in 

Cambodian are as  followS : 

C . b .  I mper a t ive [ ±Polite Formula +Pr ] 

k h am t a aw P Z e a s e  come . 

kham ' try ' 

C . c .  A l t ernat ive Interrogative [+DeclCl +Altern1nterPhrase] 

q a a E Q  t 6a w  ry y n 6aw A r e  y ou g o i ng or s tay ing ? 

C . d .  Yes - No I nt er r o g a t ive [+DeclCl +YesNo1nterPhrase] 

q a a E Q  t 6 aw ( ry y )  t e e  A r e  y o u  g o i n g ?  

q a a E Q  t 6 aw rY y ryy ' or ' 

t e e  ' no ,  n o t ' 

C . e .  Sub j ec t  Interrogative [ +1nterS +Pr ]  
n e a k  n a a  t a aw Who g o e s ? 
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S UMMARY T A B L E  I I I  

THE 7 6  CLAUSE UN I TS I N  CAMBOD IAN 

I I I  I I I  No . 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

Non-Inter- Declarative a + + + + + + + 

rogative Imperative b + + + + 

Alternative c + + + + + + + 

Independent Yes-No d + + + + + + + 

Interrogative Subject e + + + + + + + 

Non-Sub�ect f + + + + 

Extra g + + + + + + + 

Without Subject h + + + + + + + 

Dependent Extra Ta�eme Non-Sub,iect i + + + 

With Extra Relative j + + + + + + + 

Tap;meme Extra k + + + + + + + 

" � N "" ..". V'l � ,... Z 

Q) 

T h e e l e v e n  C l a u s e  C l a s s e s  
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H s:: � 'd 

H 
H tive rx1 ..: 

Non-
H Active 
H Active 

The e i g h t C l a u s e  T yp e s  
Grammatical 

H Subj ect 

C . f . Non - Subj ect Interrogat ive [ ±S +Pr +NonSInter j 

k o a t  t y p  n a a  ( q a a j w a n  n a a ) Wha t did he buy ? 

q a a j wa n ' war e s ,  goods ' 

C . g .  Extra Interrogat ive [ ±S +Pr +XInter j 

koa t t aaw  ( t  i i )  n a a  

C . h . Sub j e c t  Dependent 

Where did h e  g o ?  

t i i  ' p z'ace ' 

[+InterS +Pr j 

I know what person went. 
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( k pom d Y D ) n e a k  n a a  t a aw  h a a a j  

( k pom d Y D ) n e a k  d a a E I t a aw h a a a j I know the person who went. 

C . i .  Non - Sub j e c t  Dependent [ ±S +Pr +InterNonS j 

I know wha t he bough t .  

C . j . R e l a t ive Dependent [+RelDeplntroducer +DeclCl j 

I know tha t he we n t .  



C . k .  Extra Dependent [ +S +Pr +XDep1ntroducer ] 

( k f\om d Y I) )  k o a t  t � aw ( t i i )  n a a  

( k flom d y l) )  t i i n a a  k o a t  t � aw 

1 . 4 .  CANTO N ES E  

I know where h e  w e n t .  
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There are 81  C laus e  Uni t s  in Cantone s e . They are c a s t  in a two

dimens iona l field : the C laus e  Type Dimens ion , and the C laus e  C l a s s  

D imens ion . The Clau s e  Type Dimension i s  subdivided ,  under four leve l s  

o f  consideration , into e ight C laus e  Type s .  The C laus e  C la s s  D imens ion 

is subdivided , under three leve l s  of cons iderat i on ,  into twe lve C laus e  

C las s e s . The total f i e ld contains 9 6  p o s s ible C lause Unit s , but only 

81  of them are grammatical and acc eptable in Cant one s e . 

1 . 4 . 1 . C l a u s e  Ty p e s  i n  C a n to n e s e  

The minimal formu las o f  the eight Independent D e c larative C laus e 

Units in Cantone s e  are a s  follows : 

C t . al .  I ntrans i t iv e  [ is +Pr ] 
k e 6 i h  h e u i He we n t .  

C t . a2 .  Trans i t ive [is +Pr iO] 
k e u i h  m a a i s y u  H e  bought a bo o k . 

C t . a 3 .  Dou b l e  Trans i t ive [ is +Pr +10 iOl 
� 

k e 6 i h  b � i k e u i h  s y �  He gave her a bo o k .  

keu i h  b � i s y �  k e u i h  

C t . a 4 . Attr ibu t ive Tr ans i t iv e  [ is +Pr iO +AtCompl ]  

k e 6 i h - d e i h  , k e u i h  J ou h  j y u - j i h k  They e Lected him chairman. s y u n 

J o u h  ' to b e ' 

Ct . aS .  Subm i s s iv e  [ is +SubmPr +SubmCompl ]  

k e u i h  b � i k e 6 i h - d e i h  d �  He was b e a t e n  by t h em . 

b � i  ' u ndergo a bad exp eri ence ' 

Ct . a6 .  Equat iona l [ i s +EqPr +EqCompl ]  
k e u i h  h a i h  h o h k - s a a n g  He is a s tuden t .  

C t . a7 .  Adj e c t ive [ i s +AdjPr l  
k e u i h  c h � n g -m t n g  He i s  i n t e L L i g e n t .  

�----------------------------------------------------------------------
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Ct . a 8 . Stative [+y � u hPr +StCompl] 
y � u h  l e u h n g -go ho h k - s a a n g There a r e  t w o  s tuden t s . 

S U MMARY T A B L E  I V  

THE 8 1  C LAUSE UNITS I N  CANTONESE 

I I I  I I I  No . 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

Non-Inter- Declarative a + + + + + + + 
rogative Imperative b + + + + 

Alternative c + + + + + + + 
Yes-No d + + + + + + + 

Independent Realisation- + + + + + + + 
Interrogative Non-Realisation e 

Subject f + + + + + + + 
Non-Sub.1 ect g + + + 
Extra h + + + + + + + 

Without an Subject i + + + + + + + 
Extra Depen-

Non-Subject j + + + dent ta�eme Dependent 
With an Extra Relative k + + + + + + + 
Dependent 

Extra ta·.!2!!eme 1 + + + + + + + 
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1 . 4 . 2 .  C l a u s e  C l a s s e s i n  C a n t o n e s e  
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The minimal nuc lear formulas of the e leven derived C laus e  C l a s s e s  in 

Cantones e  are as follows : 

C t . b .  I mpera t ive 

h e u  i I a 
[+Pr +ImpPhrase] 

Go ! 

C t . c .  A l ternative I nterrogat ive [+DeclCl +AlterPhrase +DeclCl ] 

h e u i y i kw a a h k  mhe u i a Are y ou going or s ta y i ng ?  

y i kw a a h k  ' o r ' 

m ' no t ' 



C t . d .  Yes - No Interrogative [ +DeclCl +YesNolnter j 

C t . e .  

C t . f .  

C t . g .  

C t . h .  

n � i h e u i m h e u i a 

n � i h e u i ma  

Rea l i s a t io n - Nonr e a l i s ation 

Interrogative 

n � i h e u i - j 6  me i a 

A r e  y o u  g o i n g ?  

[ +DecCl +RnonRlnter j 

D i d  y o u  go ? 

me i ' no t ,  n o t  y e t ' 

Sub j e c t  I nterrogat ive [ +InterS +Prj 

b i n g o  h e u i a Who go e s ?  

Non - Subj e c t  Interrogative [ ±S +Pr +NonSlnter j 

k e u ( h  m a � i - j 6  mat - y � h  a Wha t  did he buy ? 

Extra Interrog a t ive [ ±S +Pr +Xlnter j 

k e u  ( h  h e u i - j 6  bT n s y u  a Where did h e  g o ?  

C t . i .  Sub j ec t  Dep endent [ +DeclCl j  
( n g 6  j l ) b i n g o  h eu l -j 6  I know who w en t .  

C t . j . Non - Sub j e c t  D ependent [ ±S +Pr +NonSDepj 
( n g 6  j l ) k e u ( h  m a � i - j 6  mat - y � h  I know wha t he b o ug h t .  

C t . k .  Re l a t ive Dependent [+DeclCl j 
( n g 6  j l ) k e u ( h  h e u l - j 6  I know h e  w en t .  

C t . l .  Extra Dependent [ +S +Pr +XDepj 
( n g 6  j l ) k e u ( h  h e u i - j 6  bT n - s y u  I know where h e  w en t .  

1 . 5 .  L A O  A NV THA I 

Lao and Thai are c lo s e ly related and have the same C l au s e  Unit s .  

1 4 3  

There are 9 2  C laus e  Uni t s  i n  e i ther Lao o r  Thai . The C lause Uni t s  are 

cast in a two-dimens ional field : the C laus e Type D imen s ion , and the 

C laus e  C la s s  Dimension . The C laus e  Type Dimension is subdivided , under 

four leve l s  of cons iderat ion , into e ight C laus e  Type s . The C lause C l a s s  

D imens ion i s  subdivided , under three lev e l s  of c on s iderat i o n ,  into 

thirteen C lause C la s se s . The total field contains 1 0 4  p o s s ib le C laus e  

Uni t s , but only 9 2  are grammat i cal and acc eptable in e it her Lao or 

Thai . 
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1 . 5 . 1 . C l a u s e  Ty p e s  i n  L a o  a n d  T h a i 

The minimal formulas of the e ight Independent Dec larat ive C laus e  

Uni t s  in Lao and Thai are as fo llows , with the first examp les  i n  Lao , 

and the s econd e xamp les in Thai : 

LT . a l .  Intrans i t ive [ ±S +Pr ] 

I a'a w  p a j  He went . 

k h � w  p a j  

L T  . a 2 .  Trans i t ive [ ±S +Pr ±O] 

I a'a w  ( d a j  ) s y'y p y m  He boug h t  a bo o k .  

k h a w  5 y y  n � 1) 5 ly 

LT . a 3 .  Doub le Tr ans i t ive [ ±S +Pr ±O +10] 

I a'a w aw pym h a j I a'a w 

k h � w  a w  n a l) 5 yy h a j  k h a w  

H e  gav e her a bo o k .  

L T . a 4 .  Attr ibut ive Trans i t ive [ ±S +Pr ±O +AtCompl ]  

k h a d w  ( d a j ) I y a k  l a'a w ( p e n )  h u a - n aAa p a 5 6 m  

k h a w  I {a k  k h a w  p e n  h u a - n aAa 

LT . a S .  Subm i s s ive [ ±S +SubmPr +SubmCompl ]  

They e �eated him 
ahaiman. 

l a'a w t h {y k  k h a d w  t i i  

k h a w  t h u'u k  k h a w  t i i 

He was b e a t e n  by t h em . 

L T . a6 .  Equat ional 

l a� w  p e n  na k - h i � n  

k h a w  p e n  n � k- r i a n 

LT . a7 .  Adj e c t ive 

I a'a w kel) 

k h a w  k e l) 

LT . a 8 .  Stat ive 

[ ±S +EqPr +EqCompl ]  

Tie i s  a s tu de n t .  

[ ±S +AdjPr ] 

He i s  i n t e � � i g e n t .  

[+m i i Pr +StCompl] 

m i 'i n a k - h i � n 5 0 3 1) k h 6 n  

m i i n � k- r i a n  5 0 3 1) k h o n  

There are two s tude n t s . 

1 . 5 . 2 .  C l a u s e  C l a s s e s  i n  L a o  a n d  T h a i  

The minimal nuclear formulas o f  the twelve derived C lause C la s s e s  

in Lao and Thai are a s  follows : 



LT . b .  Imperative [+IrnpPr . . .  j 

p a j  

p a j  

LT . c .  A l t erna t ive Interro g a t ive 

d w s i p a j I yVy s i J u-u 

k h u n  c a  p a j  r yy ( p h � k )  

Go ! 

[ +DeclCl +A1terPhrase +Dec1C1 j  

A r e  y o u  g o i ng or s tay i ng ?  

LT . d .  Yes - No Interrogative [ +Dec1C1 +YesNolnterj 

c a w  s i  p a j  b � �  
k h u n  c a  p a j  m � j  

LT . e .  R ight - Wrong Interrogat ive 

c a w  s i p a j  m CE n  b � �  
k h u n  c a  p a j  c h a j m � j  

LT . f .  Real i sa t i o n - Nonr e a l i s at ion 

Interro g a t ive 

c a w  ( d a j ) p a j  I E E W  I yy 

k h u n  ( d a j ) p a J  ryVy j a l)  

A r e  y o u  g o ing ? 

[ +Dec1C1 +RWlnter j 

You are g o ing, aren ' t  y o u ? 

[Dec1C1 +RnonRlnter j 

pa p Hav e  y ou g o n e  y e t ?  

L T . g .  Sub j e c t  Interroga t ive [+InterS +Pr j  

p h ll j  p a j  ( m CE n  p h ll j  p a j ) Who w e n t ?  

k h  r a j  p a j  

LT . h .  Non - Sub j e c t  Interrogat ive [ ±S +Pr +NonSlnter j 

l a a w  ( d a j ) s y y  pa p 

k h a w  ( d a j ) s y'y ? a r a j  

L T . i .  Extra I n t e r r o g a t ive 

I a'a w  ( d a j ) paj s ll j  

k h ll w  ( d a j ) p a j  n ll j  

LT . j .  Sub j ec t  Dependent 

( k h 3 j ) h u u  waa m Ee n  

( r6 u ) w aAa k h  r a j  p a j  

LT . k .  Non- Sub j ec t  Dependent 

( k h 3 j ) h u u  w aa l a a w  

( r 6 u ) waAa k h a w  s y'y 

Wha t did h e  buy ? 

[ ± S  +Pr +Xlnter j 

Wh ere did he g o ?  

[ +Deplntroducer +DepS +Pr j 

p h ll J  p a j  I know who we n t .  

[ +Deplntroducer ±S +Pr +NonSDepj 

( d a j ) s y'y pil I) I know what he bought. 

? a  r a j  

1 4 5  
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LT . l .  Re l a t ive Dependent ( +RelDeplntroducer +DeclCl] 

( kh 5 J  h u'u ) wa-a l a a w  ( d e j ) p a j  I know that he we n t .  

( r u'u ) 
. 

k h a w  p a j  w a a  

LT . m .  Extra Dependent ( +Deplntroducer ±s  +Pr +XDep] 

( k h 5 j  h u'u ) w a-a l a a w  ( d a j ) p a j  s a j  I know where he went. 

( r u'u ) 
. 

k h a w  p a j  t h  (i n a j  w a a  

S UMMARY TA B L E  V 

THE 9 2  CLAUSE UNITS I N  LAO OR THA I 

I 

Independent 

Dependent 

T h e  t h i r t e e n  

1 . 6 .  V I ETNAM ES E 

II III 
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There are 1 0 8  C lause Uni t s  in Vietname s e ,  which are cast  in a two

d imensional field : the C laus e  Type Dimens ion , and the C laus e  C l a s s  

Dimen s ion . The C lause Type Dimension i s  subdivided , under four leve ls 

of c ons iderat i on , into nine C lause Type s . The C laus e  Class  Dimens ion i s  
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subdivided , under five levels  of c onsiderat ion , into thirteen C laus e  

C l a s se s . The total f i e ld contains 1 1 7  pos s i b le C laus e  Unit s ,  but only 

108 o f  them are grammatical and ac ceptab le in Vietname s e . 

1 . 6 . 1 .  C l a u s e  Ty p e s  i n  V i e t n a m e s e  

The minimal formulas o f  t h e  nine Independent Dec larat ive C laus e  Unit s 

in Vietnames e  are as fo l l ows : 

V . al .  Intrans i t ive 
, No d l . 

V . a Z .  Trans i t ive 

No' m u a  sa'c h . 

V . a 3 .  Doub l e  Trans i t ive 

No' c ho h 9  sa' c h . 

V . a4 .  A t tr ibut ive Trans i t ive 

No' I � m  h 9  set· 

V . a S .  Act ional Subm i s s ive 

No' b j d I .  

V . a6 .  P a s s ive Subm i s s ive 

No' b j ( h 9 ) "-ra y .  

V . a 7 .  E qu a tional 

H9 I �  s l n h -v l a n .  

V . aB .  Adj ec tive 

H9 g l � u .  

V . ag .  S t a t ive 

co'  h a  I n g u'dl . 

1 . 6 . 2 . C l a u s e  C l a s s e s  i n  V i e t n ame s e  

[ is +Pr ]  
He w e n t . 

[ is +Pr to] 
He boug h t  b o o k 8 . 

[ is +Pr +IO to] 
He gav e them b o o k 8 . 

[ is +Pr ±O +AtCompl ]  
He made t h em afra i d .  

[ is +SubmPr +SubmActlCompl ]  
He had (was for a e d )  t o  

g o . 

[ i s +SubmPr +SubmPasCompl ]  
He was reprimanded 

(by t h em )  . 

[ is +EqPr +EqCompl ]  
They are 8 tu de n t 8 . 

[ is +AdjPr ]  
They are r i ah . 

[+co'pr +StCompl ] 
There were two p e op Z e . 

The minimal nuclear formulas of the twelve derived C laus e  C la s s e s  

are as follow s : 

V . b . I mperat ive 
. -
O n g  h a y  d l . 

V . c .  A l t ernat ive I nt errogative 

Ong  d I hay  ( e n g ) d.? 

[ is +ImpPr • . .  ] 
Go !  (Mr had better go . )  

[+DeclCl +AlterPhrase +DeclCl ]  
Are you going or 8 taying? 
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S U MMARY TA B L E  V I  

THE 1 0 8  C LAUSE UNI TS I N  V I ETNAMESE 

I II III IV V No.  1 2 3 4 S 6 7 8 

Non-Inter- Declarative 1 + + + + + + + + 

rogative Imperative 2 + + + + + + + + 

Alternate 3 + + + + + + ... + 

With Yes-No Interrogative 4 + + + + + + + + 

( khong ) Right-Wrong Inter-
S + + + + + + + + rogative 

Inde- With Rea1isation-

pendent Inter- (chl.fc:l ) Non-Reali sation 6 + + + + + + + + 

Interro/l:1 tive rogative With a Inter . 
With an nucleus Subject 7 + + + + + + + + 

Inter- Inter- Inter . 
rogative rogative Non- a + + + + + + 

tagmeme tagmeme Subject 
Extra Interrogative 9 + + + + + + + + 

Without an Dependent Subj ect Extra 10 + + + + + + + + 

Dependent Dependent Non-Subj ect 11 + + + + 

Dependent tap;meme 
With an 
Extra Dependent Relative 12 + + + + + + + + 

Dependent Extra Dependent tagmeme 13 + + + + + + + + 

0 .-1 N M oj LI"\ -0 ..... 00 
z 

T h e  t h i r t e e n  C l au s e  
C1) 

C l a s s e s  > 
C1) ·M 
> +' 

:::- ·M ;=j .-1 
+' C1) C1) ,0 al C1) H ·M .-1 .-1 ·M .-1 I'i > 
Ul � .g H al C1) 0 .... 
� +' I'i > .... +' 
al .... 8 � 0 . ... +' t> 
H CJ) .... Ul al C1) 

+' +' Ul $ .,..., 
H I'i Transi- t) al 't:I 
H H 

tive .0: � .0: 
H 

Sub- Iden-
H Active mi s- tifi-H 

The n i ne C l au s e  Ty p e s  sive cati. ve 

H Grammatical Subject 

V . d .  Yes - No Interrogat ive 
O n g  d i  ( ha y ) k h o n g ?  

V . e .  Right - Wrong I n terrog a t ive 
• t .  

[ +Dec1Cl +YesNolnter ] 
A r e  you g o i n g ?  

[+Dec1Cl +RWlnter ] 

9 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ , 

! i 
I 

+ ! 
I + i 

� i 
I i 

Q) 
> .... 

+' 
al 

+' 
CJ) 

Ul 
Ul 
Q) 

7 
Ul 

O n g  d i  p h a l k h o n g ? You w e n t ,  didn ' t  y o u ?  

V . f .  Rea l i s a t ion - Non - re a l i sat ion 

Interrogat ive 
O n g  d i  c h tla ?  

[+DeclCl +RnonRlnter] 

Did y o u  g o ?  



V . g .  Sub j ec t  Interrogat ive 

A i el i ? 

V . h .  Non - Sub j e c t  Inte rrog at iv e  

No mua  g'i ? 

V . i .  Extra Interrogative 
, ... ' 

No el i  h o i .  n a o ?  

V . j .  Sub j ect Dependent 

• • •  ( m� ) el i  • • •  
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[+InterS +Pr . . .  ] 

Who w e n t ?  

[ ±S +Pr +InterNonS ] 
Wha t did he buy ? 

[ ±S +Pr . • •  +Xlnter ] 
Wh e n  did he g o ?  

[ ±DepS +Pr . • .  ] 
. . •  tha t w e n t  . • •  

[+DepNonS ±S +Pr . . .  ] V . k .  Non - Sub j ec t  Dependent 

• • •  ( m� ) no m u a  • • •  • . . ( t h a t )  h e  boug h t  . . .  

V . l .  R e l a t ive Dependent 

. • •  ( r� n g ) 
, n o  cl i . . .  

V . m .  Extra Dependent 

Kh i 
, no cl i . . .  

2 .  C L A U S E  U N I TS I N  C O N T R A S T  

[+RelDeplntroducer +DeclCl] 
. . .  ( t ha t )  he went . • •  

[+XDeplntroducer +DeclCl ] 
When h e  w e n t  . . .  

Since the C laus e  Unit s  in the languages are cast in a two-dimens ional 

field ( the C lau se Type Dimens ion , and the C laus e  C la s s  Dimens ion ) ,  a 

contrastive anal y s i s  of the uni t s  can a l s o  be pres ented bi-dimens ionally . 

2 . 1 . C LA U S E  TYPES I N  C O NTRAST 

On the C laus e  Type Dimension , the fo llowing differences  between 

Eng l i s h  and the Southeast As ian languages under cons iderat ion can be  

not iced from a compari son of the char t s  and formulas : 

( 1 )  In English , the Subj e c t , and the Obj e c t  tagmeme s are nuc lear 

and obligatory . In the Southea s t  As ian languages , the same 

tagmeme s  are also nuc lear but they are opt ional in the sense  

that they c an be  omitted when t he c ontext permit s  i t . 

( 2 )  Only English has pas s ive trans i t ive constructions such as  

E . a S ,  E . a6 ,  and E . a 7 .  

( 3 )  Except Burme s e ,  all the other SEA language s  have a subm i s s ive 

construction such as  C . a6 ,  C t . a S ,  LT . a S .  Vietnames e  has two 

submi s s ive constructions , the Act ional Subm i s s ive C laus e  Type 

V . a S ,  and the Pas s ive Subm i s s ive C lause Type V . a6 .  

( 4 )  In the SEA language s ,  the Adj e c t ive Clau s e  Type does not require 
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a copula , something l i k e  ' b e ' in English . In Burme s e ,  the 

Equat ional C lause Type B . a S has only an opt ional equat ional 

pred i cate whi c h  is obligatory only when the c laus e  type is i n  a 

negative form . 

( 5 )  Although not apparent in the formulas , the SEA languages can 

have any tagmeme topicali s ed by b eing p laced at the beginning 

of a c laus e ,  for e xample : 

Sac h  a y ,  t. o i m u a  hom  q u a . Lit . : That book, I bought yesterday . 

( 6 ) Burmes e  i s  the only language that has the tagmeme ordering 

S 0 Pr as i n  B . a 2 ,  B . a3 ,  and B . a4 .  

( 7 )  The ' i t ' Stative C laus e  Type E . al O  i s  unique in Engli sh . 

2 . 2 .  C LA U S E  C LASS ES I N  C O NTRAST 

On the C laus e  Class Dimen s i o n ,  the f o llowing d i s s imilar i t i e s  can be 

not i c ed : 

( 1 )  In English , the Yes-No Interrogat ive , Non-Subj ect Int errogat ive , 

and Extra Interrogative C lause C l a s s e s  E . c ,  E . e ,  and E . f  have 

their S Pr order rever s ed . In the SEA languages ,  the t agmeme 

ordering i s  alway s S Pr whether it is a dec larat ive or inter

rogative c laus e  c l a s s . 

( 2 )  In the SEA languages except Burmes e ,  the Dependent C laus e  C l a s s e s  

have t h e  same form as t h e  Interrogat ive C laus e  C las s e s  in that 

the tagmeme ordering is alway s  S Pr , whereas in Engli s h ,  the 

Dependent C lause C l a s s e s  have the S Pr tagmeme ordering , and 

the Int errogat ive C lause C l a s s e s  ( except the Sub j e c t  Interroga

t ive C laus e  C la s s  E . d )  have the reversed ordering . 

( 3 )  In Burme s e , all  Dependent C lause C la s s e s  are nominalised . 

3 .  D E E P  V E R S U S  S U R FA C E  S T R U C T U R E  

Since i n  foreign language learning , performance i s  what counts even 

more than competenc e , and s ince performance can be measured in t erms of 

an individual ' s  capab ility of mak ing only grammati cal utteranc e s , the 

surfa c e  s truc ture is as important as , if  not more important , t han the 

deep s t ruc ture . 

The s y s t em of tagmemic analysis  as demonstrated above i s  par t icularly 

p owerful in present ing the grammatical e lement s of surface structure in 

t erms of the func t ion and form o f  each unit being contrasted . The 

matrix di sp lay s pre s ented above can show the surface re lat ionships 
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be tween various c lause unit s . Surfac e  s truc ture trans format ional rule s 

can also  be conceived to relate the Pas s ive C lause Type s  E . a S ,  E . a6 ,  and 

E . a7 to the A c t ive C laus e  Type s  E . a2 ,  E . a3 ,  and E . a4 in Engli s h  for 

example . They are as well capab le of s howing the difference s  b etween 

the Extra Interrogative and Non-Subj e c t  Int errogat ive C laus e  C la s s e s  in 

English and in the SEA languages i n  that in English , an Extra Inter

rogat ive C laus e  such as ' When did he g o ? ' or a Non-Subj e c t  Interrogative 

C laus e  such as  ' What did h e  b uy ? ' can be  c onceived as  going through two 

trans format ional s tage s , the first one from ' He w e n t  y e s t erday ' or ' He 

boug h t  a boo k ' to b e c ome ' D i d  he go y e s t erday ? '  or ' D i d  h e  buy a b o o k ? ' ,  

and the s e cond one from the two Yes-No Interrogative C laus e s  to  the 

Extra Interrogative or Non-Sub j e c t  Interrogative C·lau s e s  in que s t ion , 

and in that in the SEA languages t he same C laus e s  would be derived 

directly from their kerne l Declarative C lau s e s . 

However , i t  i s  a l s o  the be lief of the author that contrast ive analy

s i s  should explore the deep struc ture in order to pre sent the re lation

ships between different surface structure patterns that have a common 

deep s tructure , and to d i s t inguish simi lar s urface structure pat t erns 

that have diver s e  deep structure cas e s . In order t o  s how how contras t ive 

ana l y s i s  c an be  enri ched by considerat ions on t he deep structure , I shall 

u s e  Case Grammar as  developed by Char l e s  F i l lmore ( 1 9 6 8 , 1 970a , and 

1 9 7 0b ) to e xplain some of the differenc e s  found in 2 above . 

Case grammar i s  a system whi c h  views the deep struc ture of s entenc e s  

as  a s e t  of r e lations between a verb and a s e r i e s  of c a s e -marked noun 

phras e s . The s er i e s  of noun phras e s  constitutes a s e t  of roles  whi c h  

are usefu l  in c l a s s ifying verb s in t erms of the case  frame s in whi c h  

t h e y  o c c ur .  The sy stem i s  par t i cularly powerful i n  re lat ing s entences 

with ident i ca l  deep s tructur e s  but diverse surface stru ctures ,  and i n  

di fferent iat ing s entenc e s  w i t h  ident ical surfac e s tructures b u t  diver s e  

deep s truc ture s . 

Let us take the verb ' g i v e ' whi c h  appeared i n  E . a 3 and E . a6 ,  and s e e  

how contras t ive analy s i s  can benefit from Case Grammar . The d e e p  s truc

ture of the two c l au s e s  exemp l i fied in E . a3 and E . a6 can be repr e s ented 

as follow s : 

v 

\ 
g i v e  

[ ±Passive ] 

Sent . 

A 

I 
John 

::::-----0 
I I 

Mary b o o k  

[+animate ] [+animate ] [ -animate] 

g i v e  [+ (A )  (D ) ) ]  
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The verb ' g i v e ' i s  marked with ±Passive . Thus , b y  app lying t h e  op

t i onal reali sat ion rule of pas s ivation , we can get the s entence s  in 

E . a6 .  Furthermore ,  becau s e  it  i s  hospitable to both an Agent ive case  A 
and a Dat ive case 0 ,  we can have two p a s s ive s entenc e s ,  one with the 

Dat ive case as surface Subj ect and one with the Obj e c t ive case as sur

face Subj ect . Such an ins ight to the deep structure would be i nvaluab le 

in transformat ional dri ll preparat ion . 

In the previous example using 'gi v e ' we could s e e  how two divers e  

surfa c e  structure s  such as  the act ive and the pas s ive forms could be  

re lated , let u s  see  how two s imilar s urfac e s tructures can be  differen

t iated in the two Submi s s ive Act ional and Submi s s ive Pass ive C laus e s  

V . a S and V . a6 i n  Vie tname s e : 

Sent . 

�------
b j  [+_ (D )  0) 

V 0 0 

I I ,  I b j  n o  Sent . 
[+Submissive) 

undergo 

[+animate) 
he 

� 

V . a S .  No b J  d i . 

V A 

I L d i  n o  
[ -Transitive ) 

go 

[+animate ) 
he 

'He had to go . ' 

Sent . b j  [+_ (D)  0) 

[+Submissive) 
u ndergo 

o 

I ' n o  
[+animate) 

h e  V I 
"-r a y .  

[ +Transitive ) 
repr imand 

r Sent . 

[+animate) 
they 

' He was reprimanded (by t hem ) . '  

o 

I ,  n o  
[ +animate ] 

h e  
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Such a differentiat ion o f  s imi lar surface structures that have 

diverse case frames will h e lp the textbook writer e liminate the c on

struct ion of drills that would form such senten c e s  like ' J o h n  i s  e a g e r  

to p t ease ' and ' Jo h n  i s  easy to p t e a s e ' on the same basi s ,  and would 

give him insights tb the s emant i c  differenc e s  between these s entenc e s . 

4 .  P H I L O S O P H Y  O F  A P P R OA C H  

C ontrastive analy s i s  points out the s imi lariti e s  and differe n c e s  on 

the surfac e  struc ture of language s .  Thus , it plays an important role 

in area lingui s t i c s . Furthermore ,  s ince in language learning the sur

fac e  structure is as  important as  the deep s tructure , c ontra s t ive 

analy s i s  s hould not be rej e c t e d  becau s e  one be longs to  a lingui s t i c  

camp . O n  t h e  contrary , if  one i s  prepared to  make u s e  o f  e x i s t i ng 

theor i e s  and t e chniques in an e c l e c t i c  way , one wi ll be ab le t o  make 

contras t ive analy s i s  more powerful and make u s e  of it in foreign lan

guage teaching unti l  another cogni t ive hypoth e s i s  can offer a more 

e f f i c i ent language acqu i s i t ion t e c hnique than dri l l  and over learning . 

Contra s t ive Analys i s  can be a s s isted by error analy s i s  and s t at i s 

t i cal stud i e s  of the frequency o f  o c c urrence of grammatical construc

t ions . Error analys i s , such as the one done for Engl i sh-Vietname s e  

contrast ive studie s  by the pres ent author ( Liem 1 9 7 0a ) w i l l  enab le the 

app lied lingui s t  to s e t  up a hierarchy of difficulty upon whi c h  he wi ll 

be  ab le to  deve lop a philo sophy of approach to  teaching and learning 

prob lems . F inally , since the aim of foreign language learning is com

muni cation , the re lat ive frequency of o c c urrenc e  of  grammat i cal as 

advo cated by the present author for English ( Li em 1 9 7 0b )  and Vietname s e  

( 1 9 7 0 c ) should s erve to  e s t ab l i s h  whi c h  grammat ical c onstruct ions should 

r e c e ive priority i n  a language textbook . 
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