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(1) *John is, I don’t think, a fink. (Jackendoff 1972:97)
(2) John didn't leave, I don't think.

*John left, I don't think.

John didn't, I don't think, leave.

*John, I don't think, didn't leave. (Horn 1978: 209)
(3) The comment clause may be negative (with 7as subject) if the matrix clause is negative:

They aren’t at home, 1 don’t believe. (Quirk et al. 1985:1114)

(4) *John is at home at the moment, I don’t imagine/believe/suppose/reckon. ([ 1985:196)
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(5) In informal use, I don't think is attached to a positive sentence to indicate that the sentence is
being used ironically:  That’s a MAsterpiece, [ don't think. (Quirk et al. 1986:1113)
(6) Suppose Peter tells Mary that he's planning to enter the New York marathon, and she replies as
in (a). (a) You're bound to win, I don't think.
Here, the addition of the italicised expression makes it clear that Mary's attitude is a sceptical or
dissociative one. (Wilson 1999:149 —#RckfE)
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(7) ECKEL: First of all, the North Dakota seat is going to Republicans right now. We know that for
sure. In Connecticut, Obama is going to win Connecticut by a large margin. McMahon 7 don't
think has a chance to win that seat. (FNC The Five 2012/10/19)

(8) JEB-BUSH: Donald Trump, / don't believe is going to be the party's nominee. And if he is, he's
going to get crushed by Hillary Clinton. (CNN New Day 2016/01/04)

# 1 : Corpus of Contemporary American English (COCA)

N () 7 don’t {think/believelis ... 80*/ 5 | N (,) Idon’t {think/believe! was ... 5/1
N, which 7 don't {think/believelis ... | 38/3 | N, which 7 dont {think/believe}was ... 3/5
N that 7 don't {think/believe/is ... 16 /0 | N that I don't {think/believe}was ... 4/1

*Source: SPOK(71) NEWS(7) FIC(1) MAG(1)

ZZTHEET XX, I don't {think/believe}7d () REEEBFDOERNIZAEELEL WS Z & EG) [HE
B B OFANEBENTHDLZE (DFV  TA 0 =—D 5 ITET TR TH D ((9),(10)
O L),

(9) McMahon I don’t think has a chance to win that seat.
(= Ithink McMahon doesn’t have a chance to win that seat.)
(10) Donald Trump, I don’t believe is going to be the party’s nominee.
(= Ibelieve Donald Trump isn’t going to be the party’s nominee.)
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Langacker (2002, 2004) TlE., 7 E &4 Y 1P (NEG-Raising) L %1%, EHiICZ BT 5 ik 55 EhF A
Epistemic Control Cycle @ INCLINATION stage (EMEi #2556, EEOMEIZK LT —FIZ

HIERPHIE & 20T TEERHEET] O 8D BTN TV D LAIRE) 2R LTV L HEICD

FALNDEGETHD &SN TWD (think, believe IX inclination predicate & L T HEEH S415),
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Figure 1: Epistemic Control Cycle (Langacker 2004:542)
Langacker (2002, 2004) T, inclination (—WH972 & EHIWr) & disinclination (—RE) 7275 & 1K)

N ETEHERTWRWO T, Mori(2009) Tk, LELIEEE A &7 — L (Figure 2) % 48 7E L .
inclination(Figure 3) & disinclination(Figure 4)% X JI| L 7=,
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(a) Conceptual Base
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Figure 2: Propositional Attitude and Psychological Distance (Mori 2009: 118)
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Figure 3: C1’s Inclination toward p Figure 4: C1’s Disinclination toward p

Z ZC. I dont {think/believe}iZ it~ . Epistemic Control Cycle (Langacker 2002, 2004251} %
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FEREZAL L7z b O(Figure ) Th 5 LET D L. (DD TR H @ I don’t {think/believeliL, & &
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Figure 5: Profile Shift on Psychological Distance Scale

Figure 6: Cr’s Inclination toward —p (via p.s.) Figure 7: Co’s Inclination toward —p (e. m.)
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(11) McMahon may not have a chance to win that seat.
(12) Donald Trump may not be going to be the party’s nominee.
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(13) Beijing called for emergency talks with North Korea, the United States, Japan, South Korea
and Russia, participants in the six-party nuclear talks, which have been suspended indefinitely.
“The United States and a host of others, 1 don't think, are not interested in stabilizing the region
through a series of P.R. activities,” said Robert Gibbs. (New York Times, 2010/11/30)

4. ‘p,Idon’t think. VAR m& R

PlboEBERZHEEZ S, BlIX, 14O THEBIZI T 5 CRIFEAHT T don't think (X, [—p ~®
inclination)] %7 epistemic marker TH 2 Z 206, TOAERIZIE, FEE OLOMIFIZ, [she has
strong feelings toward cycling] GEATREak O£, = = —) (2 b BiEM: 23 % 5 [she doesn’t have strong
feelings toward cycling] (FLFEFEF. 568 OAL) NWEE SN TWORITUEZR 5780, #i2E 21X, [she
doesn’t have strong feelings toward cycling] DFBFE B ST 5005 Z % Tdon’t think 23 ]
BETHLEWHIZLNTEDL, TAr=— (HDHWIEIT A u=h)V 72 _BfNERE) o [FA] 1%, EX
MNETIHATIRM() & T don't think IC k- TR SN D (JefTilak & KO BIfRICH 5) BLIEFRFR(—p) A3
FIRFC (R I3 rIS) R DDA ET D Z IR VAL D LMD A 2 N TE X
Do

(14) GUTFELD: That's a good point. You have changed my mind. You have changed my mind. Let's
get Dana in this, because she has strong feelings toward cycling, I don't think.

PERINO: I can barely reach the pedals. (FNC The Five 2013/01/18)
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