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Introduc;on
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Overview of talk

• I’ll be talking about the discourse-functions of different types of clefts and pseudoclefts, but 
not so much on their information-packaging characteristics at the local level of the sentence 
as on their rhetorical uses at the global level of the discourse.

• The observations go back to work reported first in a 1988 conference paper that compared 
the use of clefts, pseudoclefts, and reverse pseudoclefts,  and then  in my 1990 dissertation 
on the structure, meaning, and use of clefts.

• At the local level, I initiate an exploration of the idea novel for me that pseudoclefts exhibit 
only topic-comment articulation, clefts exhibit only focus-background articulation, and 
reverse pseudoclefts exhibit both articulations. 

• At the global level, I describe some of the ways that speakers exploit the different types of 
cleft constructions for purposes of achieving particular rhetorical effects at the global 
discourse level. And I suggest that cleft and pseudoclefts clausal “topics” are discourse topics 
as opposed to sentence-level ‘aboutness’ topics.
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Structure of the talk
• Part I:  Informa1on Structure of Cle7s and Pseudocle7s: Local discourse func1ons

• DefiniUons of  iniUal informaUon structure categories
• Topic-comment arUculaUon: PC, RPC, CleV
• Focus-background arUculaUon
• New Proposal (preliminary)
• Case study: CleV vs. RPC

• Part II:  Rhetorical uses of Cle7s: Global discourse func1ons: 
• Topic-comment CleVs, PC, RPC •. EmphaUc repeUUon CleVs
• Discourse-iniUal CleVs, PC  •  Also-CleVs, RPC 
• Discourse-final CleVs, RPC •. Vice-versa CleVs, RPC

• Part III: Reduced Cle7s: 
• Truncated CleVs,  InferenUal CleVs, Reduced relaUve clause CleVs and RPC, Semi-CleVs

• Future Work
• APPENDIX: Seman1c subtypes of copular sentences: Cle7s and pseudole7s

• SpecificaUonal, PredicaUonal, IdenUficaUonal, IdenUty, DefiniUonal

• References
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PART I
Local Discourse Structure of 

Clefts and Pseudoclefts
Information Structure
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Defini;ons of ini;al informa;on 
structure categories
Local Discourse Func4ons of Cle6s and Pseudocle6s: Informa4on Structure 
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Sentence Topic
•   Gundel’s 1988 definitions of Topic and Comment:

An entity, E, is the topic of a sentence, S, iff, in using S, the speaker intends to increase the addressee’s 
knowledge about, request information about or otherwise get the addressee to act with respect to E. 
A predication, P, is the comment of a sentence, S, iff, in using S the speaker intends P tbe assessed 
relative to the topic of S. 

(1)  JM:   In 1980, 125,000 Cubans emigrated to the US in what is known as the Mariel boat-lift. And 
Jimmy Carter embraced them. A number of the emigrés are so-called ‘undesirables’ whom 
Castro unloaded from his prisons and mental hospitals on boats to Florida... [

The McLaughlin Group 11/27/87]
•  Topic Tests:

(2) Q:   What happened with the Cuban emigrés? 
A:   Jimmy Carter embraced them. 

(3) Speaking of the Cuban emigrés, Jimmy Carter embraced them
(4) As for the Cuban emigrés, Jimmy Carter embraced them. 
(5) He said about the Cuban emigrés that Jimmy Carter embraced them. 
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New topics, AcBvated topics

• Le6-disloca4on
(6) JG: That poll in the Boston Herald that you took so seriously, I don’t suspect it’s taken 

very seriously by the James Bakers and Lee Atwaters of this world. I think Dukakis will 
carry MassachuseEs by an easy 10 points.  

[McLaughlin Group, 9/2/88]

• Right-disloca4on
(7) PB: I’ll tell you, but they have a point, the Likud Party, and they believe if they give it up, 

what you’re going to have is Yasser Arafat, in effect, as governor of the West Bank. And 
so they have an argument in that sense. I think it’s valid they’re concerned. }

[McLaughlin Group, 12/26/87]
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Contrastive Focus, Contrastive Topic

• Focus preposing
(8) I’d never seen the bloke before—CLAYDON his name is, a seedy sort of customer.’ 

[E.C.R. Lorac, Murder by Matchlight, p. 45] 

• Topicalization
(9) A:    Do you speak Galician?

B:    A little. CATALAN I speak a lot BETTER.  [Ward 1988] 
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Discourse Topic
[Hedberg 1990: pp. 24-25]:

• In discussing the rela[on of an uEerance to its surrounding context, some authors (e.g. Reinhart 
1982, Barnes 1985) develop a second no[on of ‘discourse topic.’ 

• Rather than making a categorical dis[nc[on between ‘sentence topic’ and ‘discourse topic,’ 
however, I view them as intrinsically related: 

• By virtue of encoding what the sentence is about, the topic also encodes what the discourse is about 
at the point the sentence is uEered. 

• Because answering a ques[on some[mes involves asking and answering one or more subordinate 
ques[ons, topical ques[ons may be embedded inside each other.  It is possible, then, for a discourse
as a whole to end up structured into mul[ple levels of hierachically organized topics and subtopics.

• It seems useful to idenDfy the noDon of ‘discourse topic’ with the superordinate quesDons, or, in 
other words, to simply view the ‘sentence topic’ as the lowest level of ‘discourse topic.’ *NOTE

*FNOTE For compa8ble approaches to sentence topic and discourse topic, see Keenan and Schieffelin 1976, Carlson 1983, Van 
Oosten 1987. For approaches to discourse topic that don’t incorporate a clearly compa8ble approach to sentence topic, see 
van Dijk 1977, Givon 1983. 
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(10) JM:  With Ronald Reagan at his side, Republican presidential candidate Bob Dole this week announced his 
support for the intermediate range nuclear forces treaty. [videotape] 
Even more heat was turned up on Bush later this week when a memo was released by the Iran-contra 
investigators—remember them?—which showed that Bush supported the arms for hostages initiative 
earlier. [videotape] 

What impact will this week’s events have on the two-man race—I think it’s fair to say that, Jack—between Bush 
and Dole? 

JG:  Well, the events of this week in particular, probably not very much. 
The INF thing, the fact that Dole gets to stand with the President, it’s a big deal here, and it’s not going 
to make a big deal—

JM:  A non-starter.
JG:  It’s not going to be a big thing in Iowa.
JM: A non-starter.
JG:  I wouldn’t say a non-starter, 

but not a big deal. 
JM:  Okay. 
JG:  The other thing, the Iran-Contra thing, I think we have to wait and see. 

The Vice President is having a fundamental problem with the Iran-Contra issue. He is trying to have it both 
ways. 

He’s saying, on the one hand, he is on the President’s side; he’s involved with everything. 
He’s saying, on the other hand, ‘I was off that day.’  
You know, that’s what he’s saying essentially about the Iran-Contra thing. 

He’s going to have to reconcile that, and reconcile it in a way that is convincing, because 
otherwise the other candidates, like Al Haig, will pick him to pieces on it. 

[McLaughlin Group, 12/18/87] 13



Thesis: 
Topic-comment ar;cula;on
Local Discourse Func4ons of Cle6s and Pseudocle6s: Informa4on Structure
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Gundel 1985, 1988

• “The relative clause in the wh-cleft typically refers to the topic (either activated or unactivated) and 
the material in the clause is thus generally interpreted as a background assumption.” (G85:99)

• “The relative clause in the it-cleft either refers to an activated topic (if it is unstressed) or it does not 
refer to the topic at all (if it is sressed). In the former case the  content of the clause is interptreted as 
a background which the speaker’ and addressee’s is already focused on; in the latter case it is 
interpreted as part of the comment, i.e. the new information asserted or questioned in the 
sentence.”  (G85:99)

• “It-clefts, which have comment-topic order are only appropriate in contexts where the topic has 
already been established, but wh-clefts, which have topic-comment order, are not so restricted” 
(G88:234n20):

• Speaker A. What can I do about this spot in the rug.
Speaker B. What my mother uses is vinegar.

?It's vinegar that my mother uses. [NH:  But, “It’s VINEGAR that my MOTHER uses”]
• Speaker A. Does your mother use cleaning fluid on the rug? 

Speaker B. No, what my mother uses is vinegar. 
No. It's vinegar that my mother uses. [NH: “It’s VINEGAR that my mother uses”]
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PseudocleIs (PC)
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Topic-Comment PC, Comment-topic RPC
(11) JM: Well, let’s get to the question of the snub, why Dukakis did not tell Jackson before. We’ve 

discussed this before. Do you have any insights into that? 
BB: Yes, I think it was just an oversight. I—those things happen. 
JM: I’m talking about the Bentsen notification. 
BB: Yes, exactly. Mike Dukakis doesn’t play the political game naturally. And it was not at the top of 

his list. Now, what’s REALLY interesting is the way he handled Jackson AFTER that. He was 
biding his time, and Jackson finally had to come to him on Tuesday... 

[McLaughlin Group, 7/22/88]

(12) RN: Just a minute. Let me talk to you. It's a protectionist bill. There are terrible things in this bill. 
The stuff that the administration has EMBRACED is what's MISERABLE. 

[McLaughlin Group, 4/29/88] 
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Discourse-segment wrapping:  PC and RPC

(12) JM: What must George Bush accomplish at the conven4on? 
EC: ... Michael Dukakis received the opening kickoff, and he scored a 

touchdown at his conven4on. Now what George Bush has to do, now 
that it’s HIS turn with the ball, is put some POINTS on the SCOREboard. 
And if I can deliver that football metaphor, he can speak to the common 
man. He’s got to emerge from Reagan’s shadow and draw the 
differences between himself and Dukakis in the sharpest possible 
terms. And he’s got to, you know, cri4cize Dukakis. THAT’s what he’s got 
to do. [McLaughlin Group, 8/12/88] 
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Hedberg 1988: Corpus study: ”The McLaughlin 
Group” Q/A Format, PoliCcal Discussion Program
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Information status of PC clause: Prince 1978
• Wh-cleft clause information:

• Information which the co-operative speaker may appropriately assume is in the hearer’s 
consciousness   [Prince 1978: 903]

• NH:  The way Prince discusses how these wh-cleft clause example attain this information 
reminds me strongly of the way Gundel discusses information status constraints on ‘topic.’

(13) There is no question what they are after. What the committee is after is somebody at the 
White House. They would like to get Haldeman or Colson, Ehrlichman.’ [Nixon in PT, 64]   

[Explicit information]

(14) When talk goes on of “the national purpose,” “the national life” “the mainstream of the 
nation,” what is being advanced is the erection of these bourgeois dictatorships. [Challenge,p. 8] 

[Implicit information]

(15) Our position is a dynamic one. It will be more and more refined as conditions change in the 
course of the struggle. What is constant is our commitment to a revolutionary emancipation of 
Ethiopia. [Challenge,p. 1] [Contrast relation]

20



(16) Nixon:        I would hope to keep the Grand Jury from leaking, but=
Petersen: Well, you know, I don't want to go too far on it either, because I don't want 

to get into a diversionary baOle with Anderson.
Nixon: Hell, no. I wouldn't pay that much aOenSon to it. I agree, I agree. 

What I meant is just do the best to control it.  [PT, 637] 
[Metalinguis1c rela1on]

(17) Nixon:          Dean was in the news, I guess.
Ehrlichman:  Now wait a minute. All right, not as much as Magruder. Magruder, too. 

What is shocking to me is his blowing off against the one fair guy you 
wouldn't think he would cut up, against Haldeman.  [PT, 209-10] 

[Speaker’s thoughts]

(18)Haldeman: He said, yes, he thinks John Dean did lie to the FBI when he said he wasn’t 
sure whether Howard Hunt had an office in the White House.’ 

Dean:  ‘I said I had to check it out. What happened is that the agent asked if he 
could see the office.’ [PT, 153] 

[Events happening in the extra-linguis1c context]
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Reverse Pseudoclefts (RPC)
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InformaBon-structural subtypes of RPC

(13) Mr. Lowry:   You can’t rule it out. And a two is s4ll a big threat, and 
we have to take the precau4ons.

Mr. McLaughlin:  That’s what I’m SAYING.
L*                           H*L-L%

[McLaughlin Group, 5/24/02]

(14) Mr. McLaughlin:  THIS is what he’s talking about. He’s talking about
H*        !H*            !H* L-L%

bringing homeland security abroad.
[McLaughlin Group, 11/9/01] 
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Topic-Comment RPC  vs. Comment-topic RPC

Fig. 1.    That’s what I’m SAYING.      
L*                       H*L-L% 

Fig. 2.   THIS is what he’s talking about. 
H* !      H*          !H* L-L%
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CleIs
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(4) JM:    I want to ask this question:Why is this agreement so bad? I ask you. 
JG: Because our whole intention was to bring some form of democracy there; our 

intention was to make the Sandinistas cry uncle. It is the CONTRAS who have cried 
uncle. [McLaughlin Group, 3/25/88]

(4) Beginning at the top of the list, I went along the landing and tapped at Ruskin’s door. When it 
was opened, it was Webber who stood there. We stared at each other for a moment, both 
of us taken aback.

[Lucille Kallen, The Piano Bird, p. 95] 

7) JM: Some people think that Reagan's administration is at its LOWEST ebb, it's NADIR. Do 
you agree, Eleanor?

EC: Absolutely not. The Reagan-Baker Administration is in FINE shape. It's the BUCHANAN 
administration that's having PROBLEMS. 

[McLaughlin Group, 3/25/88]

“Topic-Clause”1990 Clefts (“comment+activated topic” = Ct)
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“Comment-Clause”1990 CleIs (“topic-comment” = 
TC)

(4) The leaders of the militant homophile movement in America generally have 
been young people. It was they who fought back during a violent police raid 
on a Greenwich Village barn in 1969, an incident from which many gays date 
the birth of the modern crusade for homosecual rights. 

[Philadelphia Bulleon, Prince 1978]

(4) The federal government is dealing with AIDS as if the virus was a problem that 
didn’t travel along interstate highways and was none of its business. It’s this 
lethal naLonal inerLa in the face of the most devastaLng epidemic of the late 
20th century that finally prompted one congressman to strike out on his own.

[Ellen Goodman, 5/25/87] 
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“Comment-clause”1990 Clefts (“all comment” = 
TC?)
(1) [Beginning of a newspaper article] It was just about 50 years ago that Henry 

Ford gave us the weekend. On September25, 1926, in a some-what shocking 
move for that time, he decided to establish a 40-hour work week, giving his 
employees two days off instead of one. 

[Philadelphia Bulletin, cited in Prince 1978]

(2) It was the Greeks who first made wine around 1500 B.C. They then took this 
unique art to all the corners of the ancient world, includingItaly, Spain, Russia, 
and, in about 600 BC, France. 

[Liquor menu from 'It’s Greek to Me’ restaurant, Minneapolis, 1989]
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An8thesis: 
Focus-background ar8cula8on
Local Discourse Func4ons of Cle6s and Pseudocle6s: Informa4on Structure 
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Alternative analysis of clefts: 
Focus-background articulation 
• Aissen 2015:

– “Biclausal cleQ construcRons, a common syntacRc strategy for expressing focus, also parRRon the 
uSerance into focus and background. CleQs involve a copula which enters into construcRon with 
two terms: one which corresponds to the focus, and one, whose form resembles a relaRve clause, 
which corresponds to the background.”

(19)   a. I heard your motorcycle broke down.
b. French:  C’est [ma voiture]F qui est en panne.
c. English:  It’s [my cár]F that broke down.
d. What broke down was [my cár]F.     [Lambrecht,1994] 

• Rochemont 2016: 
– “A cleQ parRRons a sentence into focus (the pivot) and background (suitably adjusted to replace 

the understood posiRon of the focus within the cleQ clause with a variable), as in [37]. . . . The cleQ 
clause that marks the background in an it-cleQ need not be Given for the cleQ to be felicitous.”

(20) It was [her sweater]FOCUS [that Mary lost __ on the cruise]BACKGROUND 
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• Defini[on of Topic:  En[ty
• Gundel 1988:  An en-ty, E, is the topic of a sentence, S, iff, in using S, the speaker intends to increase the addressee’s 

knowledge about, request informa8on about or otherwise get the addressee to act with respect to 
• Kriua 2008: The topic cons8tuent iden8fies the en-ty or set of en--es under which the informa8on expressed in 

the comment cons8tuent should be stored in the CG content. 

• Defini[on of Topic:  Complement of Focus
• “Unless otherwise noted, we use the term focus in this paper to refer roughly to the func8on described by Chao’s 

no8on of logical predicate; and we use the term topic to refer to the complement of focus. Topic is what the 
sentence is about; focus is what is predicated about the topic.” (Gundel & Fretheim 2004)

• [18b] is judged to be an appropriate answer to the ques8on in [18a] because the loca8on of the prominent pitch 
accent is consistent with an interpreta8on where the topic is who the Red Sox played and the focus is the Yankees. 
But [18c], where the loca8on of prominent pitch accent requires an interpreta8on where the topic is who played the 
Yankees, is not an appropriate response to [18a].”

a. Who did the Red Sox play?
b. The Red Sox played the YANKEES. 
c. #The RED SOX played the Yankees. 
d.  #I love baseball. 

Sentence Topic: EnBty or Complement of 
Focus?
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Pseudocleft-clause as left-periphery Topic

32

Den Dikken, Meinunger, and Wilder (2000):

• Type A SPCs [Specificational Pseudoclefts] are 
literally `self- answering questions' ± sentences 
containing a question and its answer. 

• “Taking up the observation (Hankamer 1974, 
Drubig 1997) that Type A SPCs are `topic-comment' 
constructions in which the wh-clause acts as the 
topic and the counterweight as the comment, we 
propose the structure [on the right]”. 

• The comment is an IP in the complement of a 
functional Top-head. 

• The wh-clause is an interrogative generated in 
SpecTop. 

• The `pivotal' copula is/was realises Topo

• Ellipsis applies optionally to parts of the IP that 
repeat material of the question. 



PseudocleI clause marked as topic in some 
languages

• Japanese:  
– Pseudocle6 clause exhibits the morphological topic-marker.
– (JAP) Mado  o  wa'a no  wa Taro da 

window OBJ broke  NOM TOP Taro   be 
'The one who broke a window was Taro.’ [Sugiyoko and Faarlund, 1980] (G88:225)

• French, Russian:
– Pseudocle_ clause undergoes le_-dislocaSon.
– (RUS) (To) čto menja udivljaet, eto eë mudrosť

that what me surprises that her wisdom 
'What surprises me, it's her wisdom.’  (G88:225)

– (FREN) Ce que Marie aime, c’est le riz. 
‘What Mary likes, it’s rice.’ 
*Ce que Marie aime est le riz. (CRR99)
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Synthesis:
New Proposal [preliminary]
Local Discourse Func4ons of Cle6s and Pseudocle6s: Informa4on Structure 
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New Proposals:

• Hypothesis I: Both types of IS ar0cula0on are at work in cle8s 
• Pseudocle_s exhibit Topic-Comment ArSculaSon.
• Cle_s exhibt Focus-Background ArSculaSon.
• Reverse Pseudocle_s exhibit either ArSculaSon.

• Hypothesis II: Cle8-clauses can ar0culate the Discourse Topic: Ques0on 
Under Discussion (QUD)
• DISCOURSE TOPIC  (Roberts 2011: 8)

• PragmaRc funcRon:   Establishing or confirming the current discourse goal, determines what’s 
relevant 

• UTTERANCE TOPIC (Roberts 2011: 8)
• PragmaRc funcRon: Topicality: direcRng addressee aSenRon to some relevant discourse 

referent 
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TENTATIVE: Information-structural properties of 
the three basic subypes (PC, Cleft, RPC)
Pseudocle)s exhibit topic-comment ar6cula6on

• Topic [± contras4ve] PLUS Comment [± contras4ve]

Cle)s exhibit focus-background ar6cula6on
• Focus [± contras4ve] PLUS Background  [ac4vated or inferable]
• Topic [± contras4ve] PLUS Background [Inferable, familiar, or informa4ve] 

presupposi4on]

Reverse Pseudocle)s either type of ar6cula6on
• Focus [± contras4ve] PLUS Background [ac4vated or inferable]
• Topic [± contras4ve]  PLUS Comment [± contras4ve]
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Information-structural subtypes of Clefts 
(tentative correspondences)

37

Hedberg 1990 Prince 1978
[It-clefts only]

Declerck 1988 New Proposal

Topic-clause
Cleft, RPC

Stressed focus Cleft Contrastive
PC, Cleft, RPC

Focus + Background 
[activated, inferable]
Cleft, RPC

Comment clause
(Topic + Comment) 
PC, Cleft, RPC

Informative 
presupposition Cleft, 
RPC

Unaccented-
anaphoric-focus PC, 
Cleft, RPC

Topic + Comment
PC, Cleft, RPC

Topic + Background 
[inferable, familiar, 
informative]
Cleft, RPC

Comment clause
(All Comment) 
Cleft, RPC

Discontinuous
PC,  Cleft, RPC

Topic-Comment 
Articulation

Focus-Background 
Articulation

Focus-Background 
Articulation

Topic-Comment   PLUS
Focus-Background 
Articulation



Case Study: Cleft vs RPC
Local Discourse Func4ons of Cle6s and Pseudocle6s: Informa4on Structure 
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What Is June Anyway? – by David Budbill
Poem of the Day, Poetry Foundation, 6/14/21

Aoer three weeks of hot weather and drought,
we’ve had a week of cold and rain,

just the way it ought to be here in the north, RPC: [which-COP] + the
in June, a fire going in the woodstove

all day long, so you can go outside in the cold
and rain any[me and smell

the wood smoke in the air.

This is the way I love it. This is why RPC: this–COP-the
I came here almost RPC: this-COP-why

fi[y years ago. What is June anyway
without cold and rain

and a fire going in the stove all day?

hFps://www.poetryfoundaMon.org/poems/147691/what-is-june-anyway
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Syntactic sub-variants:  !"#$%& ' ()*+,!"#$-&" ' ()*+,.- ' */"0-

!"#$%&"%&"'$( )"*+,-"$-.-"+/,0&1"23("(-+.&"+405"(original)

? This is 1$-".-+&06"'$( I came here almost fiEy years ago.

? This is 1$-".-+&06"1$+1"I came here almost fiEy years ago.

!"This is 1$-".-+&06")"came here almost fiEy years ago. 

? This is 1$-".-+&06"1$+1"I came here 70.almost fiEy years ago.

? This is 1$-".-+&06"I came here 70. almost fiEy years ago.

8"This is 1$-".-+&06"70."'$%*$"I came here almost fiEy years ago.

*It was 1$%&'$( I came here almost fiEy years ago. *It was t$%&".-+&06"'$( I came here almost fiEy years ago.

*It was 1$%&1$+1I came here almost fiEy years ago. *It was 1$%&".-+&06"1$+1"I came here almost fiEy years ago.

*It was 1$%&I came here almost fiEy years ago. *It was 1$%&".-+&06"I came here almost fiEy years ago.

?  It was 1$%&1$+1"I came here 70.almost fiEy yeasr ago. ? It was 1$%&".-+&06"1$+1"I came here 70.almost fiEy years ago.

? It was 1$%&I came here 70.almost fiEy yeasr ago. ? It was 1$%&".-+&06""I came here 70.almost fiEy years ago.

?? It was 1$%&70."'$%*$"I came here almost fiEy years ago.   ?  It was 1$%&".-+&06"70."'$%*$"I came here almost fiEy years ago.

? It was 70."1$%&1$+1"I came here almost fiEy years ago. !""It was 70."1$%&".-+&06"1$+1I came here almost fiEy years ago.
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Syntactic alternatives:

just how it ought to be here in the north WH-RPC
just the way it ought to be here in the north. (original) THE-RPC
It is this way that it ought to be here in the north. IT-CLEFT

This is why I came here almost fiTy years ago.  (original) WH-RPC
The is the reason I came here almost fi6y years ago. THE-RPC
It was for this reason that I came here almost fi6y years ago. IT-CLEFT

This is how I love it. WH-RPC
This is the way I love it.  (original) THE-RPC
It is this way that I love it. IT-CLEFT
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IT-CLEFT version of the poem  BAD

Aser three weeks of hot weather and drought,
we’ve had a week of cold and rain.

It is just this way that it ought to be here in the north,
in June, a fire going in the woodstove

all day long, so you can go outside in the cold
and rain anyome and smell

the wood smoke in the air.

It is this way that I love it. It is for this reason [DISCOURSE-OLD, HEARER-OLD]   [ACT, ¬FOC]
that I came here almost +

fiVy years ago. What is June anyway [DISCOURSE-NEW, HEARER-OLD]  [FAM, ¬ACT]
without cold and rain

and a fire going in the stove all day
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THE-RPC version of the poem  OKAY

Aser three weeks of hot weather and drought,
we’ve had a week of cold and rain,

just the way it ought to be here in the north,
in June, a fire going in the woodstove

all day long, so you can go outside in the cold
and rain anyome and smell

the wood smoke in the air.

This is the way I love it. This is the reason [DISCOURSE-OLD, HEARER-OLD] ]   [ACT, ¬FOC]
I came here almost +

fiVy years ago. What is June anyway [DISCOURSE-NEW, HEARER-NEW] [UID, ¬FAM]
without cold and rain Informaove presupposioon

and a fire going in the stove all day? though soll presented as a fact 
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WH-RPC version of the poem   GOOD

Aser three weeks of hot weather and drought,
we’ve had a week of cold and rain,

just how it ought to be here in the north,
in June, a fire going in the woodstove

all day long, so you can go outside in the cold
and rain anyome and smell

the wood smoke in the air.

This is how I love it. This is why
I came here almost

fiVy years ago. What is June anyway
without cold and rain

and a fire going in the stove all day? Just a lisle tedious
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The original SUBLIME

Aser three weeks of hot weather and drought,
we’ve had a week of cold and rain,

just the way it ought to be here in the north,
in June, a fire going in the woodstove

all day long, so you can go outside in the cold
and rain anyome and smell

the wood smoke in the air.

This is the way I love it. This is why
I came here almost

fiVy years ago. What is June anyway
without cold and rain

and a fire going in the stove all day?
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PART II
Global Discourse Functions

of Clefts
Rhetorical uses
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Topic-comment Clefts
Global Discourse Func4ons of Cle6s and Pseudocle6s: Rhetorical Uses
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Topic-comment Cleft: sentence topic

(20) And of course, we’ve only got his version of the niece and the nurse — and 
he obviously had what the Scotch call ta’en a scunner at the nurse. We 
mustn’t lose sight of her, by the way. She was the last person to be with the 
old lady before her death, and it was she who administered that injecLon.’ 
‘Yes, yes — but the injec4on had nothing to do with it. If anything’s clear, 
that is.’ [Sayers, 1927, Unnatural Death, p. 17] 

• The cle6ed consituents in the cle6 in (33) passes tests for topic status such as the 
ques4on-test 

(21) A: Why must we not lose sight of the NURSE? 
B: SHE was the last person to be with the old LADY before her DEATH, and it 

was SHE who administered that INJECTION. 
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Topic-comment cleft: discourse topic

• I adopted the view above that topical quesSons can be hierarchically embedded inside 
each other. This suggests the possibility that the referent of the cle_ed consStuent in 
(20) is funcSoning not as a sentence-topic but as a discourse topic, so that a more 
fine-grained quesSon-test would reveal a dialogue-structure similar to (22): 

(22) A: Why do you say we must not lose sight of the nurse?  
A: What did the nurse do?
B: Well, who was the last person to be with the old lady before 

her death? 
A: The nurse. 
B: And who administered that injec4on? 
A: She did. 
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Superiority constraint
• At an even higher level, the cle6 in (20) might be seen to answer the mul4ple 

ques4on in (23):

(23) Who did what? 
• And if the cle_ answers a mulSple wh-quesSon, it might be expected to be subject to 

the Superiority Constraint:    *? What did who do?
– Lasnik and Uriagereka 1988: ‘If a construcRon has two sources of Wh-movement, and one is 

superior to the other (in the sense of ‘higher’ in the tree), then Wh-movement must pick the 
superior one.’ 

• The oddness of the altered dialogue shown in (24) suggests that this type of topic-
comment cle_ is indeed subject to the Superiority Constraint:

(24) a. We mustn’t forget about the injecSon, by the way. 
b. The injecSon was the last treatment that the old lady got before she died.
c. *? And it was the INJECTION that the NURSE administered.’ 
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Discourse-initial Clefts, PC 
Global Discourse Func4ons of Cle6s and Pseudocle6s:  Rhetorical Uses
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Pseudocleft: new discourse topic

(25) [Beginning of a research ar4cle] What we have set as our goal is the 
grammaLcal capacity of children—a part of their linguis4c competence.    

[Klima & Bellugi-Klima 1969:  448, cited in Prince 1978: 888]

(26) Q:  What have we set as our goal to discuss?
A: — The gramma4cal capacity of children.
Q:  What is ‘the gramma4cal capacity of children’?
A: — It’s a part of their linguis4c competence.
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(27) [BEGINNING OF A MYSTERY NOVEL] It was jealousy that kept David from sleeping, drove 
him from a tousled bed out of the dark and silent boardinghouse to walk the streets.
He had so long lived with his jealousy, however, that the usual images and words, 
with their direct and obvious impact on the heart, no longer came to the surface of 
his mind. It was now just the Situation. [Patricia Highsmith, This Sweet Sickness, 1961, p. 1] 

(28)   Q: What kept David from sleeping?
A: — Jealousy.
Q: What other effect did jealousy have on him?
A: — It drove him from a tousled bed out of the dark 

and silent boardinghouse to walk the streets.

Focus-background CleI: !"#$%&!'#(%)
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Topic-comment Cleft:  Informative 
presupposition
• Some discourse-ini[al cleos can be seen as providing answers to mul[ple ques[ons:

(29)  [BEGINNING OF NEWSPAPER ARTICLE] It was 30 years ago that Richard Nixon melted under the 
glare of the hot lights and turned television debates into an integral part of North American 
elecDon campaigns. 

Ever since Nixon blew the presidency to John Kennedy on that sweltering summer night, 
underdogs have seen debates as a means of exposing the favorite and... 

[Mike Trickey, ‘TV debate likely to turn elec8on heat up in Ontario,’ The Vancouver Sun, 8/18/90, B3] 

(30) Q: What important things have happened when?
Q: What important thing happened 30 years ago?
A: —Richard Nixon performed badly against John F. Kennedy in the first 

televised U.S. presiden[al candidate debate
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Focus-background *+'* -CLEFT: !"#$%&!'#(%)

(31) [BEGINNING OF NEWSPAPER ARTICLE] That wasn’t his newspaper Frank 
Reginek heard rustling as he ate breakfast in his St. Paul home. It was rats 
in his pipes. 

‘I’d sit there reading the paper and then I’d hear them. It was like they 
were trying to scratch right through,’ said Reginek, of 1631 E. Hoyt Ave. 
‘There’s been quite a bit of scratching over the last couple months.’ 
[‘Work on St. Paul sewers drives rats to the surface,’ Star Tribune of the Twin Cioes, 1/89] 

• The referent of a distal demonstra4ve pronoun needs to be salient in the 
linguis4c or extralinguis4c context

• An object cle6 can’t func4on as topic-comment cle6 due to the superiority 
constraint.
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Discourse-final Clefts, RPC
Global Discourse Func4ons of Cle6s and Pseudocle6s:  Rhetorical Uses
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Discourse-topic transition

• It is fairly common to find cle6s appearing at the ends of sec4ons and chapters in 
expository wriqen texts to present what Borkin (1984: 130) refers to as ‘forward-
looking metacommentary’ in the cle6 clause. The cle6 in (32) for example, 
simultaneously marks the closure of the discourse segments in which it appears, 
and directs aqen4on to the subsequent discourse segment: 

(32)The deduc4ve device is also at the centre of spontaneous nondemonstra4ve 
inference: it is a major source of assump4ons, and its processes affect the 
strength of both the ini4al and final theses of the deduc4ons it performs. It is 
to these aspects of inference that we now turn. 

[Sperber & Wilson 1986, !"#"$%&'", p. 108, end of sec[on 6, chapter 2] 
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Discourse-topic conclusion 

• In (32), the material expressed in the cle6 clause is pure metalinguis4c 
commentary, but it is also possible for discourse-final cle6 clauses to contain 
substan4ve informa4on, as in (33), where the author closes an ar4cle by poin4ng 
out sugges4ons for further research: 

(33) With this, then, we have covered all the proper4es of NP sentence-topics 
which were discussed in the previous sec4ons.... Nevertheless, these are, 
obviously, not the only condi4ons, and applied to the actual discourse, they 
will not always iden4fy the topic correctly. It is within the area of specifying 
the condiLons on the selecLon funcLon that much empirical work is sLll 
needed.
[Reinhart 1981, ‘Pragma[cs and linguis[cs: An analysis of sentence topics,’ final sentence] 
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Discourse-topic conclusion

• In (34) the element denoted by cle6ed cons4tutent is immediately ac4vated and 
the cle6 clause is used to state its importance for the overall discourse: 

(34) The one final point I wish to stress is the importance of studying these and all 
other sentence construc4ons in discourse, since it is only there that their 
communicaLve funcLons can be observed. 
[Prince 1978, ‘A comparison of it-cleos and wh-cleos in discourse,’ final sentence] 
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Emphatic-repetition Clefts, RPC
Global Discourse Func4ons of Cle6s and Pseudocle6s:  Rhetorical Uses
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(35)   If Quebec business has a cardinal, it’s Claude Castonguay, who has enrolled his distinguished presence, social 
conscience 
and political smarts in the mainstream causes of French Canada’s evolution for the past three decades... 

It was Castonguay, now 61, who provided much of the intellectual fodder for Jean Lesage’s Quiet 
Revolution and the social reforms that led Pierre Trudeau into federal politics. It was Castonguay who 
persuaded Bourassa to reject the Victoria Charter in 1971, arguing that Canada’s Constitution should not be 
patriated unless Quebec was granted full powers over social policy. It was Castonguay who six months ago 
formed the Association in Favour of Meech Lake, which mobilized more than a thousand of the province’s 
business leaders into a last-ditch effort to help bring Quebec into the Constitution. And it will be Castonguay 
who will play a pivotal role in the coming negotiations between Canada and Quebec.... [Peter C. 
Newman, ‘A new, confident spirit of independence‘, Maclean‘s, 8/13/90, p. 43] 

(36) Who did what?  (Pair-list question)

(37) Who provided intellectual fodder for Jean Lesage’s Quiet Revolution….? — Castonguay!
Who persuaded Bourassa to reject the Victoria Charter in 1971, …? — Castonguay!!
Who six months ago formed the Association in Favour of Meech Lake,…? — Castonguay!!!
Who will play a pivotal role in the coming negotiations between Canada and Quebec…? — Castonguay!!!!

EmphaBc repeBBon: subject topic

61



Emphatic repetition: stage topic

(38) Just what is Canada?
It is a quesSon that each traveler brings to this naSon, and it is a quesSon that 

has no single answer. Canada is a delighkul labyrinth of cultures and customs, of 
peaceful coexistence and poliScal squabbles....

It is here where the hearty French established a seOlement along the frothy St. 
Lawrence River and survived the first relentless winter. It is here that the first 
bewildered European immigrants wondered how they would ever be ableto thrive in 
such an unruly land; here where the BriSsh Loyalists fled from American 
revoluSonaries; here where provinces separated by great distances and differences 
joined to form one naSon. 

[Insight Guide to Canada, 1988, p. 15] 
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Emphatic repetition: subject focus

(42) The liEle woman in the blue trouser suit came into the restaurant car and hesitated for a 
moment before making for the table where the two married couples sat. The barrister jumped 
up and pulled out a chair for her. And then Wexford understood it was she he had seen. It was 
she who had been coming down the corridor when he turned away from the window, she 
who, while his eyes were closed, had vanished into her own compartment. She too was a 
small slight creature, she too was dressed in a dark-coloured pair of trousers and a jacket, and 
though her feet had certainly never been subjected to binding, they were not much bigger than 
a child’s and they too were encased in the black Chinese slippers on sale everywhere....    

[Ruth Rendall, Speaker of Mandarin, 1983] 
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Emphatic repetition: contrastive topic

(43) The women who went were almost all married. 
But it was husbands who were captured by the glowing descrip1ons of the West, 

wives who were skep1cal. Husbands who thought of what could be gained; wives who 
thought of what would be lost.

[Ellen Goodman, ‘the uprooted II’, in Goodman 1985, p. 231] 

(44) Not every community, courtroom, or jury today accepts this simple standard of 
jusSce. But ten years ago, five years ago, even three years ago, these women might not 
have pressed charges.

It was the change of climate which enabled, even encouraged, the women to 
come forward. It was the change of aVtude which framed the arguments in the 
courtroom. It was the change of consciousness that infiltrated the jury chambers. 

[Ellen Goodman, ‘If she says no’, in Goodman 1985, p. 326] 
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Emphatic repetition: predicate focus
“But what about Olivier and the hanging?” asked Flambeau.
“Olivier, partly from chilvalry, partly from policy, seldom encumbered his march with cap8ves,” explained the narrator. “He 

releasead everybody in most cases. He released everybody in this case.”
“Everybody but the general,” said the tall man.’
“Everybody,” said the priest.
Flambeau knit his black brows. “I don’t grasp it all yet,” he said.
“There is another picture, Flambeau,” said Brown in his more mys8cal undertone. “I can’t prove it; but I can do more–I can see 

it.  There is a camp breaking up on the bare, torrid hills at morning, and Brazilian uniforms massed in blocks and columns to march. 
There is the red shirt and long black beard of Olivier, which blows as he stands, his broad-brimmed hat in his hand. He is saying 
farewell to the great enemy he is se�ng free—the simple, snow-headed English veteran, who thanks him in the name of his men. 
The English remnant stand beyind at a�en8on; beside them are stores and vehicle for the retreat. The drums roll; the Brazilians are 
moving; the English are s8ll like statues. So they abide 8ll the last hum and flash of the enemy have faded from the tropic horizon. 
Then they alter their postures all at once, like dead men coming to life; they turn their fi�y faces upon the general —faces not to be 
forgo�en.”

Flambeau gave a great jump. “Ah,” he cried, “you don’t mean—”

“Yes,” said Father Brown in a deep moving voice. “It was an English hand that put the rope around St. Clare’s neck; I believe the 
hand that put the ring on his daughter’s finger. They were English hands that dragged him up to the tree of shame; the hands of 
men that had adored him and followed him to victory. And they were English souls (God pardon and endure us all!) who stared at 
him swinging in that foreign sun on the green gallows of palm, and prayed in their hatred that he might drop off it into hell.” 

[G. K. Chesterton, 1911, “The Sign of the Broken Sword”, parWally cited in Ball 1977]
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!"#$-Clefts, RPC
Global Discourse Func4ons of Cle6s and Pseudocle6:  Rhetorical Uses
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,-). -cleft: subject-focus

• Horn 1969: “cle8ing, like !"#$, specifies uniqueness, while %&%"and 
'#(! presuppose non-uniqueness and thus cannot be cle8ed.”

(45)  a.  It’s only Muriel who voted for Hubert.
b. *It’s also Muriel who voted for Hubert.
c.  *It’s even Muriel who voted for Hubert.
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,-). -cleft:  continuing subject-topic

(46)  Rough loca0on work is nothing new for Sheen. When he was young, 
the family traveled to loca0on with his father, actor Mar0n Sheen. They 
spent 16 months in the Philippines...Ten years later, Charlie Sheen found 
himself back in the Phillipines...as the star of...!"#$%%&. The terrain and 
environmental elements...are very similar to Vietnam, including 120 
degree heat by 8 a.m., blood-thirsty bugs and an impenetrable jungle. 
And to make maUers worse, the Marcos government had just been 
toppled three days before the filming party arrived.... 

It was also loca1on work that gave Sheen his first ac1ng break. He 
was nine and his dad was filming '()*+,)-./%&*%0*!123#$)*4"%325... 
[Jane Ammeson, ‘Intensity fuels Charlie Sheen’s On-screen Presence,’ ()*+,--.!"%/0&12 , 
Northwest Airlines Magazine, July 1990, p. 69] 
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,-). -cleft: continuing adjunct-topic

(47) The rate of fatal heart aqacks among middle-aged men increased steadily un4l 
the late 1960’s, at which point it leveled off and soon began to decline. Not 
coincidentally, it was about that Lme that large numbers of men wised up to 
the harmfulness of cigareWes. It was also in the late 60’s that more healthful 
foods – specifically, foods low in cholesterol and saturated fat – began to 
invade American kitchens. Since then, the average cholesterol level of adult 
males has fallen.... 
[Jane E. Brody, ‘America’s Health: An Assessment,’ the New York Times Magazine, 10/8/89, p. 42] 
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,-). -clefts:  contrastive subject-topic

(48)  It was the President, in a rare departure from the diplomacy of cau4on,
who iniLated the successful Panama invasion. It was also Bush who came
up with the ideas of having an early, informal Malta summit with Gorbachev 
and a second round of troop cuts in Europe a6er the fall of the Berlin wall. 
But it was Baker who subtly turned the Malta summit from the informal, 
‘pu[ng our feet up’ chat ini4ally envisaged by the President into a platorm 
for the United States to demonstrate through a 16-point ini4a4ve that it was 
prepared to help Gorbachev. 
[M. Dowd and T.L. Friedman, ‘The Fabulous Bush and Baker Boys’, The New York Times 
Magazine, 5/6/90, p. 64]. 
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,-). -RPC
(49) Why do you think that John is the murderer?
(a) CleT:

It was John who had the moLve. It was John who had the opportunity. 
It was also John who found the body.

(b) Reverse PseudocleT:
John was the one who had the moLve. John was the one who had the 
opportunity. John was also the one who found the body.

(c) PseudocleT:
The one who had the moLve was John. The one who had the opportunity
was John. ??The one who found the body was also John.

• Does this mean that this RPC (b) is a double focus structure?
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Vice-versa clefts, RPC
Global Discourse Func4ons of Cle6s and Pseudocle6s:  Rhetorical Uses
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Vice-versa clefts
•    Ball & Prince 1977: “it-cleQs differ from wh-cleQs, and, to our knowledge, from all facRve construcRnos, in 

that extra stress wiRn the complement can release the stressed item from the presupposiRon, when there is 
matrix negaRon.”
(50)   a. It isn’t John that shot Mary—it’s Mary that shot John3

b. * The one who shot Mary isn’t John—the one who shot John is Mary!

• They say that (1a) presupposes (2b) rather than (2a), which is why it can be followed by the second 
sentence of (1a)
(51)   a. Someone shot Mary.

b. Someone shot someone.

•  Examples from natural discourse of a vice versa it-cleQ and  a vice-versa that-cleQ:

(52) Wimsey: Mr. Borne. I’m sorry to have kept you wai[ng. How can I help you? 
Borne: I think it’s I who can help you.      [Strong Poison, PBS series, 6/22/89] 

(53) Nancy: Did I know enough to tell you that?     [quesoon to self + a few seconds of intervening talk] 
Oh, that was YOU who told ME that, wasn’t it, Zack?   

[mul8-party Zoom conversa8on, 6/15/21]
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Vice-versa clefts: superiority constraint

• Carlson (1983) characterizes (54) as answering “a double ques4on with a unique 
pair presupposi4on, ‘who has lost (and) what?”
(54) It is not I who have lost the Athenians. It is the Athenians who have lost 

me.                       [Anaxagorus, Greek philosopher, 500 BC - 428 BC]. 

• Superiority Constraint applies:
(55) *It isn’t !"#$ that %&'(shot—it’s %&'(that !"#$ shot)
(56) *The one who %&'(shot isn’t !"#$) —the one who !"#$* shot is %&'(!
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Vice-versa clefts: discourse structure
(57) ORIGINAL DISCOURSE CONTEXT:

PRESUP-1:  Wimsy can help Borne in some way
Wimsey-QUD-1:  How can I help you?

(58)  REVISED DISCOURSE CONTEXT:

PRESUP-2   Someone can help someone in some way.
QUD-2  Who can help whom, and how? 

PRESUP-1a Wimsey can help someone in some way              PRESUP-1b Borne can help someone in some way.
QUD-1a Who can Wimsey help, and how? QUD-1b Who can Borne help, and how?

PRESUP-0:  Wimsey can help Borne in some way. Borne-RESP-1b:  I think it’s I who can help YOU
Wimsey-QUD-0:  How can I help you?    
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Vice-versa RPC

• RPC paWerns with CleT:

(59)   %&'(isn’t the one that shot !"#$ —!"#$ is the one that shot %&'()
(60) +!"#$ isn’t the one who %&'(shot—John is the one who !"#$ shot!

• Example from natural discourse:
(61) Elizabeth II: Don’t get ahead of yourself, Prime Minister. Remember,

!"m the one who is supposed to be advising YOU.
[Last line of The Queen]

• Does this mean that this RPC is a double focus structure?
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PART III
Reduced Clefts
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Truncated Clefts:  
Absence of cleft clause
Highly salient cleQ clause content

(62) Neil: I’m groggy, too. 
Karen: You have various reasons to be groggy, Neil. 
Neil: Yeah. (yawning) Well, it’s the medicine. !"#$%$#&'()*+,-./$)0,12334,

(63) Neil: . . . So yesterday I finished up the day’s work and put it in gear and nothing happened. 
The cable for the transmission. . . .

Mom: Is this your car?. 
Neil: No, truck. The beat-up old lousy van I have to drive. !"#$%$#&'()*+,-./$)0,156716894,

(64) JM:  We’ve got to get out. The exit quesRon is this: Going into Super Tuesday, who is going to be the 
frontrunner in the Republican party’s presidenRal candidates? Pat. 
PB: It’ll be either Bush or Bush and somebody else. 
RN: On Super Tuesday, as you go into that, Robert J. Dole will be the frontrunner. 
JM: Jack. 
JG: I agree with that. 
JM: Dole? Mort. 
MK: Bob Dole. 
JM: Pat’s right. It’s Bush. We’ll be right back. !:';.<=>?&+,@#*</0,1165A6384,
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Inferentials:
Absence of cleft clause
• Senten4al-focus cle6s: inferable cle6 clause content (Delahunty)
• Antecedent ,'", , -./"01. , 234.clause; no accent antecedent, definite descrip4on 

antecedent:
(65) It’s not that it’s unstable. It’s just that it’s warped. 

[Store owner to employee poin8ng out a problem with display beam, 10/89]

(66) I don’t think they want to be doctors or lawyers. It’s not because they don’t know. It’s that 
they have no expectaDons. [Terkel, 1972, p 638, alterna8ve schoolteacher]

(67) MQ:  Oh, careers yeah. Reminds me I”ve got to get fit.
FN:  I want to do it. It’s just I’ve got to get myself moDvated. [Calude & Delahunty 2011: 312]

(68)  You don’t understand what that means, John. The problem is not that it’s a complicated 
issue. It’s how does he perform in the opinion of people. Does he come over as strong? 

[R. Novak, McLaughlin Group, 1/9/88] 
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• Explicit cle8 clause:

(69) I wonder if it was that they hadn’t room enough for them up in the house 
that they put them out here in the woods? [Somerville and Ross, 
1894, p. 272; cited by Delahunty 1981] 

(70) It’s not that the “intelligent design” nonsense keeps morphing that’s so 
frustraLng: it’s that so many people believe its misinterpretaLons and 
misrepresentaLons. [Horn 1989, in Calude & Delahunty 2011: 323]
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Reduced cleft-clause

• Was that HER bread at breakfast?
etc.

• BriOsh English construcOon:
That’s me sorted.
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Semi-clefts
Absence of subordinators
• Brazilian Portuguese (examples from Resenes & den Dikken 2012]

! o João comprou um livro
the João bought a book
‘John bought a book.’

! o João comprou foi um livro semi-cle_
the João bought was a book
‘what John bought was a book.’

! o que o João comprou foi um livro.                 pseudocle_
the what the João bought was a book

! “what John bought was a book.’
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Focus marker constructions:
Absence of copula
• Russian (example from G88:227):

• Eto Ivana ja videl 
it/that Acc       I     saw 
'It (was) Ivan I saw’. 

• Gundel 1988:
“Because an NP focus has the same case it would have in the corresponding simple sentence, 
these construc[ons have also been analyzed as involving simple preposing of the focus, 
However, this leaves unexplained the ques[on of why the preposed focus is preceded by the 
3rd person sg. neuter demonstra[ve 4"5678.the form that serves as subject of it-cleos in other 
languages, (see Gundel, 1977).”
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Salish Languages (Kroeber 1999)

• Introduced cleTs
• Cleoee preceded by an introductory predica[ve par[cle
• Cleoee introduced by a determiner
• Residue has the inflec[on of a rela[ve clause
• Residue introduced by an determiner.

• Bare cleTs
• Cleoee not preceded by an introductory predica[ve par[cle
• Cleoee not introduce by a determiner
• Residue has the inflec[on of a rela[ve clause
• Cleoee not  introduced by an determiner.

• Semi-cleTs
• Residue has the inflec[on of a rela[ve clause 
• Residue lacks an introductory par[cle

• Quasi-cleTs
• Residue does not have the inflec[on of a rela[ve clause 
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Future Work
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• Investigate rhetorical functions of all three kinds of clefts and 
pseudoclefts more systematically.
• Currently collecting data from Rev.com

• a transcription company 
• provides a transcript library to the public

• public speeches, press conferences, and hearings  in the US and Canada (mostly political). 
• The transcripts are linked the public video files.

• Plan to examine prosody.
• Plan to analyze the rhetorical relations that the cleft sentences bear in the 

discourse.
• Compare Discourse Representation Theory and Question Under Discussion Frameworks.
• e.g. Hunter, Asher and Lascarides 2018; Risster 2019; Schlöder, Julian J. and Alex 

Lascarides. 2020.
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Explore the ideas of Delin & Oberlander on  
the aspectual meaning of Clefts and RPC

• Delin & Oberlander 1995; Oberlander & Delin 1996
• Discourse representation theory analysis.
• Explore their idea that the stative nature of cleft sentences 

determines how they function at the global discourse level:
• State-denoting as opposed to event-denoting sentences do not advance the 

narration reference time.
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Explore the discourse-deicBc character of RPC 
demonstraBve subject pronouns 
Diessel 1999, 102-103:

“The object is to make fun”, said Jon Butler, executive director of Pop Warner. “Teams have been working 
together since August to get here and we want them to have a good time.”
That’s why Pop Warner moved to the  Disney complex three years ago. With more than 5,000 players, 
coaches and parents attending in 1994, it was growing.

English (USA Today page 25C, Dec. 12, 1997)

• “The demonstrative of the beginning of the second paragraph summarizes the information 
expressed in the preceding discourse, providing a thematic ground for the sentences that 
follow. Being thematically associated with both the paragraph that precedes and the 
paragraph that follows, the demonstrative creates an overt link between two discourse units. 
It is similar to a sentence connective in that it functions to combine two chunks of discourse.”
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• Examine clefts in other languages:

• CPP Lab has begun looking at clefts in Mandarin, Kinande Bantu, and 
Hul’q’umi’num’ Salish.

• Some of us have also done work on copular constructins and clefts in French, 
Spanish, Russian, Tagalog

• Catch up on the syntax of clefts. 
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Explore Diessel’s ideas regarding CleI focus 
markers instanBaBng “IdenBficaBonal Deixis”
• Diessel 1999:  IdenOfier

DEFINITION
• Archaic English: )(
• Other languages:

• Kaqchikel Mayan: ya
• Hul’q’umi’num’ Salish (“introduced cle6s”):  nilh
• Compare with the other kind of Salish cle6 (Gerdts 1981/1988: “pseudocle6”)
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APPENDIX

Semantic subtypes of copular 
sentences
Clefts and Pseudoclefts
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SpecificaBonal: CleIs, PC, RPC

• It’s the CONtras who have cried uncle. [McLauglin Group, 3/25/88]

• This is FORD and KISSinger we’re dealing with, not two BOY SCOUTS. [Ball 1978]

• Wasn’t that somewhere in Southern FLORida where they thought those people 
got AIDS from BUG bites?  [conversaoon, 2/89]

• It’s garbage that she’s ea[ng. [Specificalional or predica[onal: Ball 1978]
• What she is ea[ng is garbage. [Specifica[onal or predica[onal : Ball 1978]
• Garbage is what she is ea[ng. [Specifica[onal only predica[onal: Ball 1978]
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Predicational: Cleft, PC, RPC

• They’re just faNAtics who are holding him. [JG, McLaughlin Group, 3/27/87]

• But these are STUdents who are rioting. [conversation, 2/14/89]

• Those are MY cigarettes you got there buddy. [Ball 1978]

• It was a simple and uneventful life that Shubert lived [NY Times, 3/19/78, Ball 1978]

• *What Shubert lived  was a simple and uneventful life [Ball 1978]

• *A simple life and uneventful life was what Shubert lived. 

• The ones who are holding him are fanatics.

• *Fanatics are the ones who are holding him. 
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IdenBficaBonal:  THE-RPC

• “Next let us consider the idenoficaoonal reading, which seems to exist only for the th-cless. Recall that on 
this reading the subject is referenoal and the predicate complement funcoons as a label.” [Ball 1977]

• Yes, he’s married. That was his wife that just came in.
• This is a microphone that I’m speaking into.
• [addressee is holding a book] Is that Culicover you have there?

• “The idenoficaoonal reading can be made clearer by contrasong it with the other other readings.” [Ball 1977]

• This is certainly a well-designed microphone I’m speaking into. [predica[onal]
• This is a microphone I’m speaking into, and that object over there is called a speaker. 

[iden[fica[onal]
• This is a microphone I’m speaking into, not a megaphone. [specifica[onal]

• Those are his brothers that just came in.
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Definitional RPC

[Declerck 1988: 70, 113-114]

• What is a pyramid? – A pyramid is what the Egyptians built to bury 
their pharoahs in.
• A racket is what you use to play tennis.
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IdenBty PC, RPC

[Declerck 1988: 70]

•. What I did WAS what you told me to do.

•  The one who is drinking the mar4ni IS Mr. Brown.
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Future work:  Continue to explore semantic 
subtypes of copula interpretation in clefts.

Mikkelsen, 2011 den Dikken & O’Neill, 2017
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