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á
a

a
n
d

th
e

fo
cu

s/
cleft

con
stru

ction
.

W
e

an
aly

ze
�2)

a
s

a
n

ellip
tica

l
versio

n
of

�1)
w

ith
th

e
seco

n
d

�elid
ed

)
d
isju

n
ct

in
-

terp
reted

rou
gh

ly
as

‘so
m

eon
e/a

n
y
on

e
else’.

T
h
is

follow
s

d
irectly

from
in

d
ep

en
d
en

tly
attested

p
rop

erties
of

d
isju

n
ction

s.
In

p
a
rticu

la
r,

‘som
eo

n
e/

a
n
yo

n
e

else’
is

th
e
ex
h
a
u
stive

set
of

in
d
iv

id
u
als

w
h
o

are
m
u
tu
a
lly

d
isjo

in
t

fro
m

th
e

d
en

ota
tio

n
of

th
e

overt
d
isju

n
ct.

W
e

d
erive

th
e

fact
th

a
t

�2)
�u

n
like

�1))
can

o
n
ly

b
e

in
terp

reted
a
s

a
q
u
estio

n
sin

ce
n
o

w
orld

in
th

e
co

n
tex

t
set

w
ill

m
eet

th
e

p
resu

p
p

osition
in

�5),
b
u
t

fail
to

satisfy
‘J

u
a
n

o
r

som
eon

e/a
n
yo

n
e

else
d
ra

n
k

th
e

a
tole’.

S
in

ce
�2)

can
n
ever

b
e

in
form

ative
an

d
d
isju

n
ctio

n
is

a
lw

ay
s

in
q
u
isitive,

b
oth

clau
ses

of
�6)

are
m

et
an

d
�2

)
m

u
st

b
e

in
terp

reted
as

a
q
u
estion

.

P
o
la
r
q
u
e
stio

n
s
w
ith
o
u
t
fo
c
u
s:

U
n
like

�1)-�2
),

th
e

secon
d

ty
p

e
of

p
o
lar/

altern
ative

q
u
estio

n
in

Y
u
katek

M
aya,

�3),
h
as

n
o

fo
cu

sed
elem

en
t.

In
stead

,
w

e
a
rgu

e
th

a
t

th
e

p
ola

rity
itself

is
d
isjoin

ed
.

F
ollow

in
g

L
aka

�199
0),

w
e

take
p

o
larity

to
b

e
ex

p
ressed

b
y

a
fu

n
ction

al
h
ead

Σ
� .

W
h
en

Σ
�

is
p
h
on

ologically
overt

�sen
ten

tia
l

n
ega

tion
),
w
á
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