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This study pursues the possibility of fragment-integration analysis of some
constructions in English with otherwise inexplicable idiosyncrasies, including the not-topic
construction, in the framework of the dynamic model of grammar. It observed that the construction
typically serves as a linguistic means in performing such complex negative forces as rejection,
prohibition, etc. It also observed that the not-topic t%pically presents a situation or condition that
one cannot deny or refuse, which, in combination with the effect of the main sentence negation, gives the
entire construction its function of indirectly expressing strong request or order. Syntactic realization
of such functions plausibly works as a major motivation for integrating the not-fragment and the short
negative response into a sentence structure. The study also pursues the possibility of deriving the use
of the definite article the in the external possessor construction from its use in sentence-fragments.
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give that kind of order. Not while |’'m alive.
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Who is this gentleman? Your

brother?  Isthis gentleman your brother?

| gave him my
blessings.--What 're you, the Pope?
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presupposition

Az
A;: Somebody stuck aknifein him.
B.: Where?
A,: In the stomach and the back.
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Roy will berightin. Hes parking the car.
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Somebody stabbed himin the /* his back.
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