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áa

O
r

D
an

iel
D

an
iel

A
ssertion

R
ead

in
g:

‘J
u
an

or
D

an
iel

d
ran

k
th

e
atole.’

�5)
E

x
isten

tial
P

resu
p
p

osition
of

th
e

F
o
cu

s/C
left

for
�1):

∃
x

:d
rin

k
-atole�

x
)

S
in

ce
th

e
con

tex
t

set
is

p
resu

p
p

osed
n
ot

to
con

tain
w

orld
s

w
h
ere

n
o

on
e

d
ran

k
th

e
atole,

�1)
w

ill
on

ly
red

u
ce

th
e

co
n
tex

t
set

if
it

con
tain

s
w

o
rld

s
w

h
ere

an
in

d
iv

id
u
al

oth
er

th
an

J
u
an

an
d

D
an

iel
d
ran

k
th

e
atole.

If,
h

ow
ev

er,
th

e
con

tex
t

set
alread

y
con

sists
on

ly
of

w
orld

s
w

h
ere

J
u
an

d
ran

k
th

e
atole

an
d

on
es

w
h
ere

D
an

iel
d
id

,
�1)

w
ill

b
e

u
n
in

form
ativ

e
in

th
at

con
tex

t
an

d
in

terp
reted

as
a

q
u
estion

follow
in

g
w

h
at

w
e

term
th

e
In
qu
isitive

P
rin

cip
le

in
�6).

�6)
In
qu
isitive

P
rin

cip
le:

G
iv

en
a

con
tex

t
c,

a
sen

ten
ce

S
is

in
terp

reted
as

a
q
u
estion

if
an

d
on

ly
if

�i)
�S

�
�

is
in

q
u
istiv

e
an

d
�ii)

it
is

n
ot

th
e

case
th

at
�S

�
�

is
in

form
ative.

P
o
la
r
q
u
e
stio

n
s
w
ith

fo
c
u
s:

O
n
e

class
of

p
olar

q
u

estion
in

Y
u
katek

M
aya,

in
�2

),
in

volv
es

th
e

sam
e

elem
en

ts
cen

tral
to

th
e

a
n
aly

sis
o
f

�1
):

th
e

d
isju

n
ctiv

e
co

o
rd

in
ator

w
á
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