(4) People come into the hall. They find their seats and sit down.

Background Discourse Structure

The Right Frontier Constraint [START_REF] Polanyi | A theory of discourse structure and discourse coherence[END_REF] 
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The Constraint A clause must be attached on the right frontier of the ongoing discourse structure. 

He won a

John had a lovely evening Figure 3: The discourse structure of ( 5)

2
Example cited from [START_REF] Asher | Logics of conversation[END_REF]. 
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1 Combining event semantics with dynamic discourse semantics compositionally 2 Thesis: no important theoretical difference between natural language and formal language Foundation: type theory, λ-calculus, first-order logic (FOL), Frege's principle/compositionality 1 Diagram illustration cited from [de Groote, 2006].

D.S = λeφ. D e(λe . S e φ) "::" adjoins accessible variables in the selection list, with type ι → γ → γ "sel he " selects the correct variable from the list, with type γ → ι 1 S 1 λeφ.(smile(j) ∧ φ(j :: e)) smile(j) 2 S 2 λeφ.(is happy (sel he e) ∧ φe) ∃x.(is happy (x) ∧ x =?) 3 S λeφ.(smile(j) ∧ is happy (sel he (j :: e)) ∧ φ(j :: e)) D.S = λeφ. D e(λe . S e φ) 2 Coordinating Relation (→) Opening a new page, starting a new topic in discourse E.g., Narration, Background

"a" denotes the left context, "b" the right context.

"a " is a complicated structure containing the event accessibility relation.

Why Event Semantics?

Adverbial Modification

Permutation Drop (6) Brutus stabbed Caesar in the back with a knife.

Multiple events in single proposition (7) John said he killed Bill. Mary did not believe it. 

Other evidence