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I .  Introductio n 

Thi s pape r  addresse s characterizin g 
Contrastiv e Topi c b y criticall y examinin g i n 

what  sens e i t  i s  bot h topica l  an d foca l  a s 

claime d b y Krifk a (1991) ,  an d supporte d b y 

means o f  alternativ e semantic s (Buerin g 1997 , 
1998) ,  an d a  discours e mode l  (Robert s 1996) , 
thu s clarifyin g aspect s o f  informatio n structur e 
-  i.e. ,  Topic-Focu s structur e - -  an d b y 

explainin g w h y scop e inversio n occur s an d h o w 

reverse d polarit y o r  contras t  implicatur e occur s 
cross-linguistically .  A  Contrastiv e Topi c (CT) , 
marke d b y eithe r  som e high-tone d prosodi c 
featur e suc h a s a  fall-ris e contou r  o r  b y som e 
morphologica l  markin g suc h a s a  C T marke r 
accompanie d b y som e H-tone d prosodi c featur e 
(i n Korea n an d Japanese) ,  induce s a  contras t  se t 

i n th e speaker' s mind .  Th e se t  i s  scala r  i n 
quantificatio n an d event-contras t  i n term s o f 
affectednes s o r  goa l  accessibility .  Verb s ar e 
newl y claime d t o b e include d i n C T s vi a event -
contrast ,  contr a others . 
II .  Event-Contras t 

C Ts ar e underlyingl y base d o n concessiv e 
admissio n o f  a n event/propositio n wit h regar d t o 
a cel l  o f  a  partitio n o f  th e referen t  se t  denote d 
by a  give n o r  accommodate d Topi c i n contras t 
wit h th e res t  o f  th e alternative s i n th e 
Contrastiv e Se t  (Cset) .  Concessiv e admission , 
however ,  i s  fo r  evocatio n o f  a n implicatur e 
normall y i n th e reverse d polarity . 
Verbs/adjective s an d othe r  event-denotin g 
predicates ,  contrar y t o wha t  i s  conmionl y 
believed ,  ca n als o b e topica l  (occurrin g i n th e 
previou s question )  an d thu s contrastive .  Fo r  th e 
questio n 'Di d sh e arriv e already?, '  th e answe r 
ca n b e (1 )  wit h th e relevan t  implicatur e fro m th e 
contextuall y salien t  ordere d scala r  Cset : 

(1 )  Arriv e sh e did .  o r  Sh e arrived .  — 
Contour :  L H * L H % 

Implicature: (But she is not ready for the 
performance. ) 

Cset  o n th e 
scale :  <b e read y fo r  th e performance ,  arrive > 

Th e concessiv e affirmativ e admissio n o f  he r 
arriva l  evoke s implicatin g th e denia l  o r  th e 
reverse d poalarit y o f  th e stronge r  alternativ e o n 
th e scal e o f  event-expression s i n differen t 
degree s o f  goa l  accessibilit y i n th e Cse t  b y th e 

Gricea n max i m o f  quantity ,  Horn' s (1972 )  an d 

Gazdar' s (1977 )  scales .  Suc h effect s occu r  i n 

English ,  wit h B  accen t  (Jackendof f  1972) , 
virtuall y sam e a s L H * L H % ,  i n predicate s in-sit u 

or  i n V P proposin g construction s (War d 1985) . 

The ver b arriv e i n th e answe r  i s  no t  n e w an d 
ca n b e topical ,  i n a n otherwis e defaul t  (wide ) 
focu s in-sit u positio n o r  i n 

preposed/'topicalized '  position .  I n thi s situation , 

Korea n similarl y show s a  H-tone d C T marke r 

attache d t o th e mai n ver b ste m (nominalize d 
when necessary) ,  whic h i s  followe d b y a  ligh t 

V,  a s i n tocha k 'am\aV-U N ' C T ha-yess- e 'did. ' 

Th e questio n ca n b e directl y whethe r  sh e i s 
read y fo r  th e performanc e an d (1 )  ca n serv e a s 
an answe r  t o th e ne w questio n wit h a  stronge r 
negativ e implicature .  Similarly ,  didn' t  kil l  hi m 
i n th e fall-ris e contou r  o r  CT-markin g a s i n 
Korean ,  implicate s a  weake r  affirmativ e 
alternativ e suc h a s bea t  hi m o r  pushe d hi m fro m 
th e scala r  Cse t  o f  even t  expression s i n differen t 
degree s o f  affectednes s suc h a s <kill ,  beat , 
push> . 
III .  Contras t  i n Quantificationa l  Expression s 

I f  a  universa l  quantifier ,  numeral ,  moda l 
operato r  o r  'because '  clause ,  bein g CT-marked , 
interact s wit h negation ,  i t  get s a  narro w 
interpretation ,  becaus e o f  th e natur e o f  th e 
contrastiv e qualifyin g denial ,  e.g .  i n (2 )  bu t 
not e (3 )  an d (4) : 

(2 )  Al l  didn' t  com e H * L l i % Interpretation : 

-. V 
(3 )  *Al l  cam e H * L H % (i n C T intonation ) 
(4 )  *mot u - N U N o  -as s e o (Korean ) 

al l  C T com e Pas t 
Dec(larative ) 

I n (2) ,  negatio n i s concessivel y partl y admitted , 
naturall y evokin g a  polarity-reverse d 
affirmativ e implicature .  O n th e contrary ,  th e 
utteranc e (3 )  i n th e contrastiv e contou r  an d it s 
equivalen t  i n Korea n (4 )  ar e anomalou s 
becaus e o f  th e lac k o f  an y stronge r  (higher ) 
alternativ e t o negat e o n th e quantificationa l 
scal e o f  relevan t  quantificationa l  expressions . 
Numera l  expression s i n C T als o evok e polarity -
reverse d implicatures .  I n thi s connection , 
denotationa l  implicature s vs .  meta-linguisti c 
negation ,  C T o f  nomina l  referent s an d i n 
embedded sentences ,  an d Topi c vs .  Focu s ar e 
explored . 
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