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Introduction

Syntactically, QAPs in HKSL display mixed clausal properties Semantics properties of QAPs in HKSL
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Question Answer Pairs (QAPs)  are widely attested across sign 
languages. It’s also been referred to as ’wh-cleft’ or ‘rhetorical 
questions’ (Baker and Cokely 1980; Baker-Shenk 1985; Wilbur 1996). 

• Quantifier Scope ambiguities are attested in QAPs;

• Q-clause and the A-clause cannot be intervened by a hinge;

• Subject WHO must be final in the Q-clause, indirectly indicating 
the syntactic dependency between Q-clause and A-clause.

• Binding of SELF;

• QAPs in conditionals;

• Indirect report with an embedded QAP.

• One major argument against equating QAPs to wh-clefts is that  predicational QAP 
is not possible (e.g., LSF) (Hauser 2018). In HKSL, predicational QAP is allowed (11).

Discussion

• The pragmatic subject (Lambrecht 1994) always locates in the Q-clause and the 
pragmatic predicate (i.e., the focus) always locates in the A-clause in QAPs

Q(uestion)-clause A(nswer)-clause

The focus is expressed in 
the clause-final A-clause

• QAP provides a good place to investigate semantics/syntax 
interface in sign languages.

• In this study, I discuss:
• The syntactic properties of QAPs in HKSL
• The semantic properties of A-clause in HKSL

• Data: 
• 1) naturalistic monologue by 2 Deaf L1 signers (30 min); 
• 2) fieldwork judgment data from 4 Deaf L1 signers

(6) ‘Momi said that shei is busy.’

(a) [3.75/4] ↭
br

MOMi SAY WHAT, IX-3i BUSY.

(b) [2/4] % (??)
br

MOMi SAY WHAT, SELFi BUSY.
(%: inconsistent judgements)

Signers A B C D
Scores given 4 0 4 0

(7)
br

(IF) YOUNGER-BROTHER TEST ONE-HUNDRED, IX MOM COOK SHRIMP.
‘If brother gets 100 in the exam, mom will cook shrimps.’

(8) [3.25/4] % (?) [QAP
br

YOUNGER-BROTHER TEST SCORE HOW-MANY, ONE-HUNDRED], IX MOM

SHRIMP COOK.
(%: inconsistent judgments)

Signers A B C D
Scores given 4 1 4 4

2

ALL > ONE

ONE > ALL
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• Some QAPs behave like one single syntactic unit. 

• Some QAPs behave like discourse-level question and 
answer combinations (for some signers).

• QAPs in HKSL can be predicational. 

•  The A-clause is not always exhaustive. 

• The structure of QAP aligns with the “pragmatic presupposition 
~ predicate (focus) sequence”;

• Focus occupying the clause-final position is related to the prosodic 
saliency of the sentence (Gan, in prep; Wilbur 1996, 1997, 2012).  

Whether the A-clause is 
exhaustive, mention-parts, 
or mention-some depends 
on the intension of the 
speaker in the discourse 
context.

Both within-signer and across-
signer differences are attested 
w.r.t. judging QAPs as one 
single syntactic unit


