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In this paperIn this paper ,,  I wil l only deal with  I wil l only deal with subjectsubject  and  and objectobject  focus. focus.   
  

MGMG  = Modern Greek= Modern Greek   
      CGCG  = Cypriot Greek= Cypriot Greek   
  
  
1.   T1.   T HE PUZZLE HE PUZZLE   
  
Speakers in Cypriot Greek (CSpeakers in Cypriot Greek (CG) employ three different strategies (though not  G) employ three different strategies (though not  
to the same to the same extent) to exemplify Focus:extent) to exemplify Focus:   
  

   Clefts Clefts   
(1)(1)         ““En esena pu En esena pu agapo” agapo”   

            is    youis    you--acc   that      loveacc   that      love--1s1s  

                        “ it  is you that I love”  “ it  is you that I love”   

   Focus inFocus in --situ situ   
(2)(2)         Agapo Agapo esenaesena     

        lovelove-- 1s    you1s    you-- accacc  

                 “ I  love you”  “ I love you”   

   FocusFocus--movementmovement   
(3)(3)         ESENA ESENA agapoagapo   

            youyou-- acc         loveacc         love--1s 1s   

                      “You I love” “You I love”   

  
  
2.   C2.   CONTRASTIVE VSONTRASTIVE VS. I. I NFORMATION NFORMATION FFOCUSOCUS::   
  
A few words (from Georgiafentis 2003; see also Ambar 1999, Brunetti 2003):A few words (from Georgiafentis 2003; see also Ambar 1999, Brunetti 2003):   
  
Information Focus:Information Focus:   the focused constituent simply introduces new, nonthe focused constituent simply introduces new, non--

presupposed informatipresupposed information without contrasting it with any on without contrasting it with any 
other type of information, either old or newother type of information, either old or new  

Hypothesis 1Hypothesis 1 ::   
The three strategies coThe three strategies co --exist as pexist as part of  art of  
the GC’s Focus System.the GC’s Focus System.   
  
Hypothesis 2Hypothesis 2 ::   
In C.G only clefts and focus inIn C.G only clefts and focus in -- situ are situ are 
employed. The use of movement employed. The use of movement 
focusing is an MG strategy. focusing is an MG strategy.   



Contrastive Focus:Contrastive Focus:   new information is v iewed in contrast  with other specif ic  new information is v iewed in contrast  with other specif ic  
old or new information and the clause actually old or new information and the clause actually 
contradicts what is asserted in the previous clausecontradicts what is asserted in the previous clause   

  
Contrastive vs. Information FocusContrastive vs. Information Focus   in re lation to in re lation to SyntaxSyntax !!   
  
Brody (1990)Brody (1990)   

••   Hungarian Hungarian FFocus is syntact ically markedocus is syntact ically marked   
••   focus posit ion in the left periphery of the clausefocus posit ion in the left periphery of the clause   
••   V V movesmoves  to Foc to assign a feature to the XP in  to Foc to assign a feature to the XP in 

[Spec, FocP][Spec, FocP]   
  
Agouraki (1990)Agouraki (1990)   
  

••   Focus creates Focus creates its own maximal projection in Greekits own maximal projection in Greek   
••   Feature assigned by the verbFeature assigned by the verb   
••   When the V itself is focused, the feature is When the V itself is focused, the feature is 

absorbed by Vabsorbed by V   
••   When there is phonological focusWhen there is phonological focus--marking the marking the 

focused phrase mfocused phrase moves to [Spec, FocP] only at LFoves to [Spec, FocP] only at LF   
  
Tsimpli (1990, 1995)Tsimpli (1990, 1995)   
  

••   Greek focus phraGreek focus phrases ses can can be raised overtly, but  be raised overtly, but  
must must be raised at LFbe raised at LF   

  
Tsimpli (1998Tsimpli (1998))   
  

••   Investigate the possibil ity of inInvestigate the possibil ity of in -- situ focusing as situ focusing as 
being distinct from focusbeing distinct from focus-- rais ingrais ing   

••   Information focus is a discourse phenomenon with Information focus is a discourse phenomenon with 
no syntactic correlate whereas contrastive focus no syntactic correlate whereas contrastive focus is  is  
ssyntactical ly instant iatedyntactical ly instant iated   

••   InIn --situ focus is ambiguous between a situ focus is ambiguous between a 
presentational and a contrastive reading whereas presentational and a contrastive reading whereas 
a preposed focus phrase cannot construea preposed focus phrase cannot construe  as  as 
presentationalpresentational   

  



Lekakou (2000)Lekakou (2000)   
  

••   Movement of the focus phrase is used when the Movement of the focus phrase is used when the 
context permits it to gcontext permits it to guu ide the interpretation ide the interpretation 
processprocess   

••   Movement marks the material across which the Movement marks the material across which the 
movement took place as premovement took place as presupposed, i.e.  supposed, i.e.  
discourse givendiscourse given   

••   Thus, in a preposed focus phrase what follows is Thus, in a preposed focus phrase what follows is 
discourse given and marked as such and in an indiscourse given and marked as such and in an in --
situ focus phrase and whasitu focus phrase and wha t precedes it cat  precedes it can be n be 
either presupposed or noteither presupposed or not   

••   No syntactic feature that needs to be checked!No syntactic feature that needs to be checked!   
  
  
3.   C3.   CLEFTSLEFTS::   
  
3.1   3.1   Clefting in CG is mainly contrastiveClefting in CG is mainly contrastive   
  
  
(4)    (4)    En ego puEn ego pu  enna pao sto party enna pao sto party   
                          I t  is It  is II -- nom   nom   that that wi l lwi l l -- 1sg  go       to the party 1sg  go       to the party   
  
(5)     (5)     En ti MEn ti Mariaaria  pu pu  aghapa o Petros aghapa o Petros . . (, oi t in Eleni)(, oi t in Eleni)   
                            I t     is  MariaIt    is  Maria --acc  acc    that love  that love--3sg      Peter3sg      Peter --nom.    nom.    not Eleninot Eleni --accacc  

  

(6)     (6)     En to vivlio puEn to vivlio pu  mu arese mu arese   (, oi I tenia)(, oi I tenia)   
               i               i t  is   the bookt is   the book--acc that I l i keacc that I l i ke --3past      (not t3past      (not the moviehe movie --acc)acc)   

  
However However tthere are cases where c left ing constructions are employed in nonhere are cases where c left ing constructions are employed in non--
contrastive settingcontrastive setting , as an answer to a wh, as an answer to a wh--questionquestion ::   
  
 (7)(7)       Pia agapa o petros?Pia agapa o petros?   
                                  Who    loveWho    love--33-- sg  thesg  the--PeterPeter --nom?nom?  

                                      Who   does    PeteWho   does    Pete r love?r love?   

  
  
  

Under a cont rastive reading:Under a cont rastive reading:   
26% acceptable enough 26% acceptable enough   

67% very acceptable67% very acceptable   

 (8)     (8)     Nomizo Nomizo en ti Maria puen ti Maria pu  agapa. agapa.     
                                          thinkthink--1sg      is  the1sg      is  the--MariaMaria --acc that loveacc that love--33-- sg.sg.   

                                                        I  think it  is Mar ia that he lovesI think it  is Mar ia that he loves  



Or in the case when you knock the door of a fr iendOr in the case when you knock the door of a fr iend  unexpectedly: unexpectedly:   
  
 (9) (9) Pios?Pios?   
                        Who?Who?  

  
  
  
  
  
  
3.2 3.2   A note on cleftsA note on clefts   
  
CG focusing is possible with quantif iers (cf. Brunetti 2003: 10CG focusing is possible with quantif iers (cf. Brunetti 2003: 101, pace Benincà 1, pace Benincà 
et al. 1988et al. 1988))   
  
  
(11)(11)       En En ulli/ullaulli/ulla  pu pu  mu  mu ftenften   
                            I t  is everybody/everything that I think responsible of. I t  is everybody/everything that I think responsible of.   

  
(12)    (12)    Enen Enen kanenaskanenas  pu pu  ftei. ftei.   
                                I t  is nobody that is responsible forIt is nobody that is responsible for   

  
(13)(13)         Enen Enen kati/tipotekati/tipote  pu pu  me anisixi me anisixi   
                                It  is not     It  is not     something      that worrisomething      that worries mees me  

  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
IInn  (13)  (13) the speaker talks about something specif ic. For examplethe speaker talks about something specif ic. For example ,,  Peter has  Peter has 
exams tomorrow and you ask him if he is stressed out. He repl iesexams tomorrow and you ask him if he is stressed out. He repl ies ::   
    
  

 (10) (10) En ego pu ime En ego pu ime 
re.  re.    
                 i t  is    I          t                 i t  is    I          t hat I  hat I  

am am   26% ungrammatical26% ungrammatical   
16% l i t t le acceptable16% l i t t le acceptable   
26% so 26% so so so   
16% acceptable enough16% acceptable enough  
14% very acceptable. 14% very acceptable.   
Al though i t  seems that this answer is not the Although i t  seems that this answer is not the 
most  preferable there were a considerable most  preferable there were a considerable 
numbnumb er of people who would use i t !er of people who would use i t !   

In examplesIn examples  (12) and (13) (12) and (13)  the negative  the negative 
operator “en” (from the MG equivalent operator “en” (from the MG equivalent 
“den”) “den”) is attached to the copula part of is attached to the copula part of 
the cleft.  the cleft.    

  
     (14)      (14) TIPOTETIPOTE en me anisixi  en me anisixi            (15)            (15) En me anisixi En me anisixi t ipotetipote   
                                    Nothing Nothing         not          not  meme    worr ies                                  worr ies                              Not Not   me me       worr iesworries           nothingnothing   

                  “Nothing                  “Nothing  worries me”                                                      “Nothing worries me” worries me”                                                      “Nothing worries me”  

      (16)     (16) KATI KATI           me anisixime anisixi                   (17)                 (17) Anisixi me Anisixi me kati kati   
                                    Someth ing Someth ing   me me    worr ies                                             worr ies                                          Worries Worries         me me       somethingsomething   
                                      “Something worries me”         “Something worries me”                                                                        “Something worries me” “Something worries me”  

  
  



  (18)    (18)    Oi, Oi, enen enen kati/tipotekati/tipote  pu pu  me anisixi.    me anisixi.     
                                  “No, it  is not something that  “No, it  is not something that  worr ies me”worries me”   

  
HereHere   kati/tipote kati/tipote refers to the exam. In the other examples refers to the exam. In the other examples kati kati means means 
‘‘somethingsomething ’’ , , t ipote tipote means means ‘nothing’‘nothing’ . .   
  
  
4.   M4.   M OVEMENT IN OVEMENT IN CGCG  
    
4.1   4.1   Movement as usualMovement as usual   
  
A first assumption would be that CG doesn’t uti l ize movement so much since A first assumption would be that CG doesn’t uti l ize movement so much since 
focus movemfocus movement is an MG strategy, and so it has clefts instead.ent is an MG strategy, and so it has clefts instead.   

However, the results of myHowever, the results of my questionnaire seem to  questionnaire seem to suggest otherwise:suggest otherwise:   
  
Movement of a subject in a contrast ive scenarioMovement of a subject in a contrast ive scenario  (1) (1) ::   
  
(19)    (19)    EGO EGO enna pao sto party. enna pao sto party.   
                              I  I -- nom nom                 wil l    wil l           go    go             to to        the party the party --accacc   

               “ I  wil l  go to the party”               “ I  wil l  go to the party”   

  
Movement of a subject in a nonMovement of a subject in a non--contrastive scenario:contrastive scenario:   
  
(20)    (20)    EGOEGO ime. ime.   
                      II -- nom nom         bebe--1sg1sg  

  
  
Movement of an object in a contrastive scenario:Movement of an object in a contrastive scenario:   
  
(21)    (21)    ESENAESENA agapo agapo   
                      YouYou-- aacc cc      l     l oveove--1sg1sg  

                      “You I love”                      “You I love”   

  
(22)    Ti      (22)    Ti      MARIAMARIA  agapa o       Petros agapa o       Petros   
                                thethe-- acc Mariaacc Maria --acc    loveacc    love--3sg  the3sg  the--nom Petrosnom Petros-- nomnom  

                                   “ I t  is Maria that Peter loves” “It is Maria that Peter loves”   

  
  

Only 4% unacceptable,Only 4% unacceptable,   
34% acceptable enough 34% acceptable enough   
51% very acceptable!51% very acceptable!   

2% unacceptable2% unacceptable   
24% acceptable enough 24% acceptable enough   
54% very acceptable54% very acceptable !!   

9% unacc9% unacceptable, eptable,   
21% acceptable enough21% acceptable enough   
56% very acceptable. 56% very acceptable.   

This example sounds strange to This example sounds strange to 
me although there are Cypriots me although there are Cypriots 
who use it. However, i t sounds who use it. However, i t sounds 
more like MG than Cmore like MG than CGG..   



  
  (23)    *Ti       (23)    *Ti     MARIAMARIA    o      Petros    o      Petros   agapa  agapa   

        TheThe--acc Mariaacc Maria -- acc    theacc    the--nom Petrosnom Petros-- nom  lovenom  love--3sg3sg  

  
  
  
  
  

It is crystalIt is crystal -- clear that movement in CG is very acceptableclear that movement in CG is very acceptable ,,  although there are  although there are 
cases like (22) when it does not sound so good. The results of the cases like (22) when it does not sound so good. The results of the 
questionnaire speak for themselves.  questionnaire speak for themselves.  MoreoveMoreover, movement is used mainly for a r, movement is used mainly for a 
contrastive reading but it can also be interpreted informationally, too.contrastive reading but it can also be interpreted informationally, too.   
  
Although Tsimpli (1998) believes that  a preposed element in MG can not be Although Tsimpli (1998) believes that  a preposed element in MG can not be 
construed as presentational, experimental evidence from Georgiafentis and construed as presentational, experimental evidence from Georgiafentis and 
SS fakianaki (2002fakianaki (2002--2004) suggests that preposed focus with information reading 2004) suggests that preposed focus with information reading 
does exist in MG. Georgiafent is’ (2003) examples:does exist in MG. Georgiafent is’ (2003) examples:   
  
 (24) (24)       Pjos    djavazi to v ivlio?         Pjos    djavazi to v ivlio?           (25)  (25)         o Janiso Janis         d javazi  to v ivlio.        d javazi  to v ivlio.   
                                      WhoWho--nom rnom readead--3sg 3sg       the bookthe book--accacc                                    the                                    the--nom Janisnom Janis -- nom readnom read-- 3sg     the book3sg     the book--accacc  

                                                “Who is reading the book?”“Who is reading the book?”                                            “John is reading the book”                                           “John is reading the book”   

  
  
If we adopt Hypothesis 2, movement is an MIf we adopt Hypothesis 2, movement is an MG strategy which has both G strategy which has both 
information and contrastive readings. But even if we do not adopt Hypothesis 2 information and contrastive readings. But even if we do not adopt Hypothesis 2 
and accept the notand accept the not -- soso--economical scenario in which CG employs the movement economical scenario in which CG employs the movement 
strategy proper, then I would cla im that a moved focus element has both strategy proper, then I would cla im that a moved focus element has both 
infoinfo rmation and contrastive readings.rmation and contrastive readings.   
  
Consider example (20) which was an answer to (9). According to 54% of the Consider example (20) which was an answer to (9). According to 54% of the 
Greek Cypriots questioned, th is is a very acceptable answer. Greek Cypriots questioned, th is is a very acceptable answer.   
  
4.2   4.2   An An unusual unusual movementmovement   
  
When two languages interact, a mixture of the two becomesWhen two languages interact, a mixture of the two becomes  inevitable. In CG a  inevitable. In CG a 
movement construction is uti l ized whosemovement construction is uti l ized whose   existence can not be deniedexistence can not be denied , even , even 
though manythough many   speakers might not l ike it  as much.speakers might not l ike it  as much.   
    

This sentence is ungrammatical This sentence is ungrammatical 
due to the due to the Adjacency conditionAdjacency condition   
which states that when which states that when the focus the focus 
phrase moves overtly the verb phrase moves overtly the verb 
must immediately follow; moving must immediately follow; moving 
to the head of FP.to the head of FP.   



(26)    (26)    H KOKINOMALAH KOKINOMALA  en pu mu areski en pu mu areski   
                              The redThe red--ha irha ir --nom                 is   that menom                 is   that me--acc l ikeacc l ike --3sg3sg  

“The red“The red--hair I l i ke”hair I l i ke”   

(27)    (27)    ESENAESENA en pu  en pu θθeloelo   
                            YouYou--acc        is   that wantacc        is   that want --1sg1sg  

“You I want”“You I want”   

  
(28) (28)       ESIESI  en pu thelis giatro  en pu thelis giatro   
                              You       is that    wantYou       is that    want --2sg doctor2sg doctor   

    “You want a doctor”    “You want a doctor”   

  
According to Grohmann, PanagiotidisAccording to Grohmann, Panagiotidis  and Tsimplakou (200 and Tsimplakou (20055) this is a type of  ) this is a type of  
cleft construction which disallows movement of the focused expression and is cleft construction which disallows movement of the focused expression and is 
thus ungrammatical. Their example (my capitals):thus ungrammatical. Their example (my capitals):   
  
(29) (29) * O      * O      XAMBISXAMBIS  en pu   efie  en pu   efie   
                          TheThe-- nom Hambisnom Hambis--nom     is    that   leftnom     is    that   left -- 3sg3sg  

  
In my analysis, In my analysis, this as a movement strategy adopted this as a movement strategy adopted from MGfrom MG  to Cto CGG. . The The 
questionquestion   
  
(30)    (30)    Pjos    en pu  efie?Pjos    en pu  efie?   
                                WhoWho--nom is      that  leftnom is      that  left -- 3sg3sg  

  
is perfectly acceptable in Cis perfectly acceptable in CGG. Since a question with . Since a question with en puen pu  is grammatically  is grammatically 
correct, why notcorrect, why not  a focus movement with the  a focus movement with the en puen pu??   
  
An assumption is that this form of movement will be more acceptable as t ime An assumption is that this form of movement will be more acceptable as t ime 
goes by. goes by. Also the existence of this kind of movement can reinforce Hypothesis Also the existence of this kind of movement can reinforce Hypothesis 
2, which states that movement is an MG strategy. If it  wasn’t, then2, which states that movement is an MG strategy. If it  wasn’t, then  why would  why would 
CG have two different ways of forming focus movement?CG have two different ways of forming focus movement?   
  
  
5.   I5.   I NN--SITU SITU FFOCUSOCUS ::   
  
(31)(31)        O        Petros  agapa  t i        O        Petros  agapa  t i       MariaMaria   
                            TheThe-- nom Petrosnom Petros-- nom lovenom love--3sg   the3sg   the--acc Mariaacc Maria --accacc  

              “Peter loves Maria”              “Peter loves Maria”   

  As an answer  to a  whAs an answer  to a  wh-- question, in scenario 2 : question, in scenario 2 :   
 21% unacceptable 21% unacceptable   
 12% l i tt le acceptable, 12% l i tt le acceptable,   
  32% so so32% so so   
 27% acceptable enough, 27% acceptable enough,   
 6% very acceptable 6% very acceptable   



(32)    (32)    Agapo Agapo esena esena   
                                LoveLove--1sg    you1sg    you--accacc  

                   “ I  love you”                   “ I  love you”   

  
(33)    (33)    Sto party enna  pao    Sto party enna  pao    ego ego   
                                At the party       wil l       goAt the party       wil l       go--1sh      me1sh      me--accacc  

        “ I  wil l  go to the party”        “ I  wil l  go to the party”   

In MG, inIn MG, in -- situ focus is ambiguous between a presentationalsitu focus is ambiguous between a presentational  and a contrastive  and a contrastive 
reading (Tsimpli 1995) contrary to what E. Kiss (1998) argues (see Lekakou reading (Tsimpli 1995) contrary to what E. Kiss (1998) argues (see Lekakou 
2000 for discussion). This is the case for Italian as wel l (Rizzi 1997).2000 for discussion). This is the case for Italian as wel l (Rizzi 1997).   
  
  
The same The same goesgoes  for  for CG. (31)CG. (31)   can have either a presentational reading where can have either a presentational reading where 
Maria is not Maria is not contrasted to anyone, or a contrastive reading where Maria may contrasted to anyone, or a contrastive reading where Maria may 
be contrasted with Eleni:be contrasted with Eleni:   
  
  
  
(34)    (34)    O        Petros  agapa  t i       O        Petros  agapa  t i       MariaMaria , oi t in Eleni, oi t in Eleni   
                            TheThe-- nom Petrosnom Petros-- nom lovenom love--3sg   the3sg   the--acc Mariaacc Maria --accacc, not the, not the--acc Eleniacc Eleni --accacc  

  
  
  
Also, as LekakoAlso, as Lekakou (2000) suggests, if we add u (2000) suggests, if we add monomono   ‘only’,‘only’,   which forces an which forces an 
exhaustive contrastive reading on the constituent next to which it appears, exhaustive contrastive reading on the constituent next to which it appears, 
then a focalized element then a focalized element in situ in situ can also have a contrastive reading.can also have a contrastive reading.   
  
  
  
  (35)    (35)    O        Petros  agapa  O        Petros  agapa  mono  mono  t i       t i       MMariaaria   
                                TheThe-- nom Petrosnom Petros--nom lovenom love--3sg 3sg     only             only         thethe --acc Mariaacc Maria -- accacc   
  
  
  
  
 (36)     (36)    Sto party enna  pao    Sto party enna  pao    ego ego   
                                      At the party       wil l       goAt the party       wil l       go--1sh      me1sh      me-- accacc  

  

As an answer to scAs an answer to scenario 1 (contrastive sett ing):enario 1 (contrastive sett ing):   
Only 6% unacceptableOnly 6% unacceptable   
14% l i t t le acceptable 14% l i t t le acceptable   
24% so so, 30% acceptable enough24% so so, 30% acceptable enough  
 26% very acceptable  26% very acceptable   
Al though i t  was not  the most preferable choice Although i t  was not  the most preferable choice 
in Scenario 1 no one can doubt that speakers in Scenario 1 no one can doubt that speakers 
use i t ,  to some extent, under a cuse i t ,  to some extent, under a c ontrastive ontrastive 
reading. reading.   

  



6.   T6.   T HE PROBLEMHE PROBLEM::   
  
This is the picture so far for CG:This is the picture so far for CG:   
  
  
  
                                                              II NFORMATION FOCUSNFORMATION FOCUS  
CCLEFTS LEFTS   
  
  
                                              CCONTRASTIVE FOCUS    ONTRASTIVE FOCUS                                                                                    II NFORMATION NFORMATION FFOCUS   OCUS     
  

IINN--SITU SITU FFOCUS OCUS   
  
  
                          C        CONTRASTIVE ONTRASTIVE FFOCUSOCUS  
MMOVEMENTOVEMENT  
  
                                                                  II NFORMATION NFORMATION FFOCUSOCUS  
  
        CC ONTRASTIVE ONTRASTIVE FFOCUSOCUS  
  
  
  
If the three strategies coIf the three strategies co --exist, exist, and this is whatand this is what  Hypothesis 1 claims Hypothesis 1 claims, the focus , the focus 
systemsystem is not very economical. is not very economical.   
  
There is no reason to support the hypothesis that  CG has three di fferent  There is no reason to support the hypothesis that  CG has three di fferent  
strategies instead of tstrategies instead of two (l ike Ital ian, MG etc. do). Consider the fact that there wo (like Ital ian, MG etc. do). Consider the fact that there 
are languages like Hungarian which exemplify only one strategy, movement in are languages like Hungarian which exemplify only one strategy, movement in 
this case (Brody 1990).this case (Brody 1990).   
  
Why is there FocusWhy is there Focus--movement in CG? movement in CG?   
  
CG is mainly a spoken language. For some it is not  a languCG is mainly a spoken language. For some it is not  a language at  all, it  is just  age at  all, it  is just  
a dialect  of MG. People in Cyprus learn to read and wr ite in MG. News, a dialect  of MG. People in Cyprus learn to read and wr ite in MG. News, 
magazines, newspapers,  speeches and formal events are also in MG. The magazines, newspapers,  speeches and formal events are also in MG. The 
influence from MG is influence from MG is INEVITABLEINEVITABLE..     



That is why That is why FocusFocus--movement occurs in CG. It is an MG movement occurs in CG. It is an MG focusfocus--strategy strategy 
imported to CGimported to CG. .   
  
  
THEREFORE WE ADOPT HTHEREFORE WE ADOPT H YPOTHESIS YPOTHESIS 2:2:   
  
  
  
                                                                II NFORMATION FOCUSNFORMATION FOCUS  
CCLEFTS LEFTS   
  
  
                                                CC ONTRASTIVE FOCUS    ONTRASTIVE FOCUS                                                                                II NFORMATION NFORMATION FFOCUS   OCUS     
  

IINN--SITU SITU FFOCUS OCUS   
  
  
                        C      CONTRASTIVE ONTRASTIVE FFOCUSOCUS  
MMOVEMENTOVEMENT  
  
                                                                        II NFORMATION NFORMATION FFOCUSOCUS  
  
        CC ONTRASTIVE ONTRASTIVE FFOCUSOCUS  
  
  
  
  
  
AA  problem remains! Why can both clefts and in problem remains! Why can both clefts and in --s itu focus used for both s itu focus used for both 
information and contrastive focus?information and contrastive focus?   
  
It seems that the system is It seems that the system is sti l l  uneconomical. In order to solve this puzzle, I  sti l l  uneconomical. In order to solve this puzzle, I  
wil l provide my own suggestions:will provide my own suggestions:   
  
  
MMY SUGGESTIONY SUGGESTION::   
  
   Focus is alwaysFocus is always   contrastive!contrastive!   



(Incidental ly, my suggestion is suppor ted by Brunetti  (2003) , who cites personal  (Incidental ly, my suggestion is suppor ted by Brunetti  (2003) , who cites personal  
communication with Irene Heim and Ri ta Mcommunication with Irene Heim and Ri ta Manzini. Her claim is that Focus is always  anzini. Her claim is that Focus is always  
contrastive. Brunetti  concludes that contrast is not a matter o f Focus but the resul t  o f  contrastive. Brunetti  concludes that contrast is not a matter o f Focus but the resul t  o f  
the discourse context  in  which focus occurs.)the discourse context  in  which focus occurs.)   
  
  
(37(37) )       Enna pio Enna pio cocacoca--cola cola   
                      Wil lWil l -- 1sg drink coca1sg drink coca-- colacola   

                                        I  wil l  dr ink cocaI wil l  dr ink coca-- colacola   

  
(38)    Agapo ton (38)    Agapo ton PetroPetro   
                      LoveLove--1sg the Peter1sg the Peter --nomnom  

           I  love Peter         I  love Peter   

  
  
The above are instances of  focus inThe above are instances of  focus in -- s itu, for which I showed earlier that they s itu, for which I showed earlier that they 
can either be “information” or “contrastive” focus.can either be “information” or “contrastive” focus.   
  
When a cWhen a c left is  employed, which left is  employed, which usuallyusually  expresses  expresses ““ contrastivecontrastive ””  focus,  l ike… focus,  l ike…   
  
  
(39) (39) En ti MARIA pu aghapa o Petros(, oi t in Eleni)En ti MARIA pu aghapa o Petros(, oi t in Eleni)   
  
  

  
E. Kiss (1998) assumes that there is a contrastive feature and Focus is E. Kiss (1998) assumes that there is a contrastive feature and Focus is 
[+contrastive] “ if it  operates on a closed set of entit ie[+contrastive] “ if it  operates on a closed set of entit ies whose members are s whose members are 
known to the participants of  the discourse” (p, 267).known to the participants of  the discourse” (p, 267).   
  
  
   I suggest that focus I suggest that focus alwaysalways  operates on a set of entit ies whose members  operates on a set of entit ies whose members 

are sometimes known and sometimes unknown are sometimes known and sometimes unknown to the participants of the to the participants of the 
discourse.discourse.   

  

Here Here I focus the cocaI focus the coca--cola and contrast cola and contrast 
it it  with every other possible drinkable with every other possible drinkable 
object I could choose from and drink.object I could choose from and drink.   

Similarly, here Similarly, here I  focus and contrast  Petro with I  focus and contrast  Petro with 
every other man, (or even a woman depending every other man, (or even a woman depending 
on my sexual preferenceon my sexual preferences) that s) that there is to love.there is to love.     

… MARIA is contrasted with Eleni. The difference in this case is that the … MARIA is contrasted with Eleni. The difference in this case is that the 
focused phrase is contrasted with something specif ic; known in the focused phrase is contrasted with something specif ic; known in the 
discourse context within the utterance is spoken! In this case the contrast is  discourse context within the utterance is spoken! In this case the contrast is  
highlighighlighted since it is evident to thted since it is evident to the hearer of the utterance.he hearer of the utterance.   



   Do we have a “+contrastDo we have a “+contrast ive feature”ive feature”   under this analysis? If the contrast is  under this analysis? If the contrast is  
not a matter of focus itself, and if, as a result of the discourse context ,  not a matter of focus itself, and if, as a result of the discourse context ,  
focus is a lways contrastive,  then a “+contrastive feature” is not necessary focus is a lways contrastive,  then a “+contrastive feature” is not necessary 
or economical in any way. or economical in any way.   

  
  
If focus is always conIf focus is always con trast ive, why have two strategies instead of  one?trast ive, why have two strategies instead of  one?   
  
  
  
CCLEFTS LEFTS                                                                                                                 CCONTRASTIVE READINGONTRASTIVE READING  
    
  
IINN--SITU SITU FFOCUSOCUS            CCONTRASTIVE READINGONTRASTIVE READING  
  
    
Note also that the movement of the focused item in clef t constructions isNote also that the movement of the focused item in clef t constructions is  a  a 
costly operation.costly operation.   
                                  
  
Through the examples given in this presentation it seems that clefts were Through the examples given in this presentation it seems that clefts were 
mainlymainly  used for “contrastive” reading, while in used for “contrastive” reading, while in -- situ focusing situ focusing mainlymainly  for   for  
“ informational” reading. Therefore a difference between the two must h“informational” reading. Therefore a difference between the two must hold.old.   
  
   Under my analysis, clefts are Under my analysis, clefts are mainlymainly  used when used when   focus operates on a set of  focus operates on a set of  

entit ies whose members entit ies whose members are known to the participantsare known to the participants  of the d iscourse  of the d iscourse 
while inwhile in -- situ focusing situ focusing mainly mainly when they are not known. when they are not known.   

    
  
Question 1: Why is that?Question 1: Why is that?   
  
    

An assumption is An assumption is that when the members of the set of entit ies that when the members of the set of entit ies are knownare known  
then the contrast  is much stronger/ emphatic than in the case in which they are then the contrast  is much stronger/ emphatic than in the case in which they are 
not. In order to demonstrate this strength/emphasis clefts are employed, which not. In order to demonstrate this strength/emphasis clefts are employed, which 
require a movement of the focused element.require a movement of the focused element.  In the latter case there is no need  In the latter case there is no need 
of the costly operat ion of movement therefore the focused element remains in of the costly operat ion of movement therefore the focused element remains in 
situ. situ.   



Question 2:  What does “Question 2:  What does “mainlymainly ” mean…? ” mean…?   
  
  
  There is no clear answer for that. A second assumption would be that,  There is no clear answer for that. A second assumption would be that,  
inconsequentiallyinconsequentially  of  t of  the famil iarity with the members that  the focused element he famil iarity with the members that  the focused element 
is contrasted, every speaker chooses the strategy which he/she employs is contrasted, every speaker chooses the strategy which he/she employs 
depending on how depending on how much much focus he/she wants. If the assumption in the previous focus he/she wants. If the assumption in the previous 
question is valid,  then clefts demonstrate an emphasquestion is valid,  then clefts demonstrate an emphas is of  the focused element is of  the focused element 
which is not demonstrated in an inwhich is not demonstrated in an in -- situ focusing. situ focusing.   
  
  
7.    7.    CCONCLUSIONONCLUSION  
  

This paper explored the mechanisms of focus used in CG. The main This paper explored the mechanisms of focus used in CG. The main 
assumption is that focusassumption is that focus--movement is an movement is an MG MG focusfocus--strategy imported to CGstrategy imported to CG   
due to the constant idue to the constant interaction between the two languages. The labels nteraction between the two languages. The labels 
“contrastive” and “information” focus used through this paper have been “contrastive” and “information” focus used through this paper have been 
dropped at the end, since focus is claimed to be always be contrastive. Finally,  dropped at the end, since focus is claimed to be always be contrastive. Finally,  
two assumptions are provided in effort to answer to thtwo assumptions are provided in effort to answer to the existence of two e existence of two 
mechanism for one type of focus.  mechanism for one type of focus.    
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AAPPENDIXPPENDIX   
  
Scenarios in the questionnaire:Scenarios in the questionnaire:   
  

Scenario one:Scenario one:   
  

In a situation where you are 15 years old and you ask your mum if you In a situation where you are 15 years old and you ask your mum if you 
can go to a party. The day of the party you ask hecan go to a party. The day of the party you ask her if it  is go to go, and r if it  is go to go, and 
she says: “Isn’t it  your sister who is going to that party?”she says: “Isn’t it  your sister who is going to that party?”   

  
  
  

Scenario two:Scenario two:   
  

You go to a party and your best fr iend asks you: “Who do you like best in You go to a party and your best fr iend asks you: “Who do you like best in 
here?”here?”   
  
  
  

Scenario three:Scenario three:   
  

You go to a fr iend’s house unexpectedly, knock at tYou go to a fr iend’s house unexpectedly, knock at the door and your he door and your 
fr iend asks: “fr iend asks: “WWhoho ’s that’s that?”?”   

  
  
  

Scenario four:Scenario four:   
  

Your bf/gf doubts your love. He/she th inks you love someone else.  What Your bf/gf doubts your love. He/she th inks you love someone else.  What 
do you say to convince him/her that this is not the case? do you say to convince him/her that this is not the case?   

  
  


