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WL It PRXOFHEO-DEEDN TV S THREEDR] & FEANTEEEEEE] — that
HTERSNTWSZ MO NI R SN BETHOMETFORA S h->bDELT
ERVRRINDYRE, TIMSAFTICDVTHEL TOMEANELAEE S 15 BAE(Prince
1978:898-900) — ITDWTHERT 5. ZOREEMEEED, that ONEFZIZ It HRXLTORA
PHEFIZEOFERTH S “Informative-presupposition It 73FEL” (e.g. “It was just about 50 years ago
that Henry Ford gave us the weekend.”) 122531, ZOPREMEES t KT H - 5 TEROMHFT
ZOWNDHET—D—DTh D, AT J ORIRE & FRAIE DA A (Langacker 20111730
. BSEEOILSMBEWSEANSHTT 5, TORER. It 57F3CD Impersonal ir 2 RAYE R
ERS. T U TTORMERICEEN S REEDIERNSH 5 2 &0, ESbEOSHAROIERICED
DTWBTIRMNSHS Z L&Y, TU T, IHEUINEEHERICBIT S SEogats »
SHEAROALD—AELTO —BEIERME] ETOZHBEALEOLREMERIORT S
EMTEDBEHEREZHDENIHEETET, 20 (RS E] & L TOELFEORDIETY (5
FREEFEHR] RO EARELEEEE IFS L TWEEEL NS T Lel~s,

1. [FU®IC

AW OB, 1t HEX(1-3)D—F 1 7 THS Informative-presupposition It-clefts (2-3) DEL
D—=DEEFHLNTND “aknown-fact effect” (BERREFZNE) ZL T “aresponsibility-weakening
function” (B ARIE(LEGEHERE) (Prince 1978:898-900)iC DWW T, FWHIGEDPSHAITE D=,
BAMEFDEE VWD BANSHAZRAA DL ZETH 5.

(1) Stressed focus It-clefts (SF It 737%¢30) : ...So I learned to sew books. They're really good
books. It's just the covers that are rotten.

Prince (1978:896) T4 (=FHHEH) 13EHKICLS

(2) Informative-presupposition It-clefts (IP It 73%¢30) : (The leaders of the militant homophile

P BEFELOERN L E LR OEERIHEICHL., DIVBHEL BTET.
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movement in America generally have been young people.) It was they who fought back during a

violent police raid on a Greenwich Village bar in 1969, an incident from which many gays date the

birth of the modern crusade for homosexual rights.
Prince (1978:898) fEIKR N 4R (=FEH) OFIMIEHRILS

(3) Informative-presupposition It-clefts/Discontinuous clefts (IP It 7}%43C) : It was just about 50 years

ago that Henry Ford gave us the weekend. (On September 25, 1926, in a somewhat shocking

move for that time, he decided to establish a 40-hour work week, giving his employees two days off
instead of one.) Prince (1978:898) #EIMK TN TR (=H&E#H) OMMIFEHICLS

It PEXDOBREZEDIENHIIFFRHFIC LV B EN, KR TIE, t SO TEML TN
HERGYE Ut @§PF LT, “that > CEMNTVNDERS % “that BIETERZ EE L, &% DHIAN
THERENTNEERE [RE] ERXTIEETE, INSOELIETLEODDTH S,

(4) [It] [was] [his keys] [that] [he lost]. Prince (1978:883) #HIISEFHICL S
It &3 that i

It PRI OFFOBLEENRT U TREANELREHEEEDH LI, Prince (19781 SiEE -
TWBEFTASBEA D, Prince (197813, Wh-2 & Tt HENI AR FERIICBWTH
B2V EERL THLHRITH O, It HHUOD that HONFOFHABERITEEL. It H
HNZELDTIORTEDIT, ZRICHEL TWwa, Prince (1978)LLRTIL. It 2T, k& TR
ENBNEIR “focus”, LT that I TRINDBNEM “presupposition” TH B EDHES Z
LENTVRELDITH B, AlAE., @D “his keys” A “focus”Z L T. “he lost” %
“presupposition” & 755,

Prince (1978) D53 D—D HIL. It HIONEDHERN DL < OFAXLLEHERTH 0. that
HSICBEA £/ HER. ARERNENNTWAE (1) TH S, Prince (1978:896)1%
“stressed focus IT-clefts” & A TV S, FEEOWZLTANIDY A T TH3, It HiOHE
. FIZIE@)D “Tt was his keys that he lost.” Tlid“focus”&B/r TH S “his keys 7 HH24 3 578,
Z® “his keys"IZBENWA ML ARBENND ZENS ZOEDIBREHNEZLNT WD, K
T, BB DY A1 TORELE ISFIt 5% LXK T 5.

OB, that HIICHERNH 2 It 5% X T, Prince (1978:898-903) 1L

Z Prince (1978:883)IZ#& D&, A@TId “Tt is/'was Constituent, which/who(m)/that/¢ Sentence minus
Constituent’ DB EH DX E [t FRLE L. “the one, the thing” % XEEIZHF DR ZMEUIHb2, Fm.
Prince(1978)id “that-clause” &5 HEE T that BiAEL TS, EED It THEDIFIIDOWTIIBEDA
BBISGA TN,

8 Prince (1978:896)iL. “In the stressed-focus s&-cleft, the that-clause represents known or old information,
which is not marked as assumed to be in the hearer’s consciousness and which is not the theme.” & R~T b
5.
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“Informative-presupposition IT-clefts” &’ A TV 5, B D SF It 50330 TIERTRIE RO E
T B that HIFBI7ZAN 2D 1 TOHELTIE that HIOBRIIBA TId<. HEHT
HOMEFICEVAREEZ LD THDHIENS,  “informative-presupposition” & VS I
DEERD TS, ZDF 1 TDORHELDIELED Prince 1978)DFEHED —DTH S, LiLD(Q)
E@NZDIATTHD, LMk ATl ZOHOREE TPt HRX &FLT 5.

ZDEYEBD IP It B XITITRDE VDD S, ()DHEIT It B TENNZNE “they”i
BEHIERTH S0, QDHEIL, that HiOAHZET, LEIORBLHFHERTH D, It HELE
THHEFICE VYD TH S BRTHEEIN TV, @UEFHEEHICHNSNDE I 0L,
ZDH -1 7% Declerck (1984)13 “Discontinuous clefts” EIENQ) E KB L TH D, “discourse
opener” DEHENH 2 BT 5%,

NSO P Ut HFEATRSNZ DN [BUREEDR] THD, BREEHREI. that
I CHARSNTWDIHNEDWIHTH 2IZHEO S THMONIRBICA S /- EETHOHETF
DHREIRINHT2ERE U TIRRSNDEIHE —“as a known fact, unknown only to the
readership”(Prince 1978:898). “to mark a piece of information as fact, known to some people although
not yet known to the intended hearer.” (Prince 1978:899-900)— DI & THB, FL T, FOIHER
WX 25 LFO MEAREEREEEEE]  —aresponsibility-weakening function” (“reducing the
speaker’s responsibility” Prince 1978:900)— Z ®FFo Tn5EEFDIN TS, Prince (1978)LAER.
INSITALOBEZRD TV AHFEEITD72 <720y (Borkin 1984:124, Collins 1991:167, Delin
& Oberlander 1995:474/492-493, Lambrecht 1994:71/2001:484-5, Huddleston & Pullum 2002:1424),

Lk, ZOBEREERT U THEANEEEREEEDMTN 5 H72 5 IND O i#mm o —
DEBOTWD, 1272513, BUHTBRA/ZLDIT, PIt L0 that B T RER ASER 50
TWd, 512, “Discontinuous clefts” Tl It HIONEDHEFICEVHBERTH 5, Tz
DIZ. 7ot TEIREE] ELTHMEFRIIRTIED SN RDH D00, T L TSF P 2R
TERELFOERRPERSNTNAIZHHEDS T, P It SRSUTD DTN VIR TEA
HEAEELE) AWRERIDBL00, RETRTEDIC. HARSHMERINTNSY, *
FEERERD D IRBAMGHIIRZT S iz Bbi s,

4 Prince (1978:904)1d WH SEX & It FENDEVWELSHTLTHY, #REL TROLIITERTNSE—
“WH-clefts mark the information in the WH-clause as assumed/assumable to be in the hearer’s
consciousness or GIVEN. ...... It-clefts, however, are far more heterogeneous, but all types mark the
information in that-clause as a known fact — or simply KNOWN.” Z @ Prince (1978)DEIRICH T 5 KA
Declerck (1984) TH V. WH B #EX E Tt FEIIFA U 3 D TF Az 2 % (Contrastive clefts,
Unstressed-anaphoric-focus clefts, Discontinuous clefts)VeJRETH 0, MHE DEAN/L B &EHISMHTH
5. BEXFATOREFRII Ny VEOERRNERDSED > TWASTTH L EFRELTWS, 3EO It
REIXD—DN “Discontinuous clefts” TdH . T DRBEUT DWW TIE “the focus NP has a greater potential for
being a persistent topic.”(p.267) &, ERILIN-AFADIMEEEF DO Ny 7 LB FREENE WL ERART
W,

5 Prince (1978:898)i IP It A HIZ DN TRO L TN TS, “With these sentences, not only is the
hearer not expected to be thinking about the information in the ¢that-clause, but s/he is not expected even to
know it.”
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Al T OB B ER & EANETEHHEEOMINZE It DRLOTWIESEHTHI &
EDEHBLHDOTH S, SHTOHFESIE. Langacker (2011) TdH 5. Langacker (20111, It 23
HNEMUL “WEHD (5) CAME, A TIEZ ORESCE “Impersonal It XX EIER) 2D -
T I OBEREER L. TINSEAEXO “IHERNTH O N DN [
PR EE] Z2RTHEANHDEFELTWIHRLTHS G HTHHATS).

(5) Impersonal It 3Z:1t is certain that formalists will someday discover the meaningfulness of grammar.

Langacker (2011:203)

AT, It RO DL RER( delimitation”) )AL F DRk & 12, VI BALE
DIETROEGITHRSBERLTNE EZEZLNB T E2RRS, RIS LT idx
EE R & 2 BRI MR 2 — 20 5, dEaA IR Z BN — R E R
BRI EIRIC BT 25, S 513 L OB EESE TORIEWIERERZE-> TWa,
N5 OHRAREBOREZDIL, &4 OEBICBIT 2MMEORZ-ZRERL TS EEZD
ZENTELDTIIIRNEA DN, TINE, ZONWERD It HELHEL IS LHE DL
LMEZRTIENTEDLEEZ SN, OB IS EFEDORE WD HITHB N T the
particular conceptualizer”* 5 “a generalized conceptualizer” DEFARE R L T3 EWHIEER(T
Do ZOEFHRDIRHICIED ERERFFZNFE & AN ELERHEREOFHHA 225,
Langacker (2011) T, 5B OBIZEE E LT There i3 & It KRBT SN T WS, AH
1& Z D Langacker OBFFEREICH T 2O MATH O, D, FU < Impersonal It XZ5HT
EITED “WOEKREERLBEQ013) OMEIHIFETHH 5.
K DHEBRIIRDEB D TH S, 2 HiTIE [BEREFEDR) £ LT EAREEEHEEAE)
BT DT E TS T 2 MEIRE 21T 5. 3 BT #AatEOZDIR RO E N
SBRMN ST EHED D, 3.1 BTl Langacker (2011)i2 K% Impersonal It SZIZ BT 5410 D47
ZR L. 3.2 BTl Impersonal It 3 & It 73S OBH#EME %79 Z &12K D Impersonal Tt 3XOZ3t
fiRZ It PEOUCERAT 2 2 EORUEEHAT 5, 3.3 HiTHE “OIRRERE WO AR
S50METV, It FECBT2HEFEOROERHA E WS K2R L. TORHICED

6 Langacker (2011:213-214)id “It’s in April that we go to Japan.” 27T, ROL S RAFEFELTWS,
“Here I suspect that it is more specific than just the relevant scope of awareness. I speculate that it
designates an abstract ‘path of selection’, whereby one option is chosen from range of conceivable
alternatives.” ~—~HIZBHOZAI-TEHRTHENILD, LUEENAREZERL TV TII RN,
It" IHRREROBBR 2R L, TNICK o TARDERKROHL S5 —DARR SN O TIHARNMAEND
BRTHS,
T8 4(2013) Tid. Langacker (2011)3FEFR L TW% impersonal [t DEHKD—2 “a generalxzed
conceptualizer” DFYM % Impersonal It X 2 BEOERAHEERTHI LICXIVRELE, 6 hel
@Y@C@&ﬂﬁ‘éﬁtxﬁﬁé BHERIZ E 2B DO ZELICEREL Tk, BT, 2 @Xk@ﬁéﬁﬁjﬁﬁf;ﬁ
&l seem appear, be, chance, come about, fall out, happen, strlke, transpire, turn out” #IO EiFF, 2
NEOEHFROSTH S, impersonal It H¥ERIERERFS. “a generalized conceptualizer” S ETE
L &N,
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& IBERERGR) & MAARBRMTREEE 23972, REO 4B CIIERERNS,

2 EITHIF : SF It SRXORE - BEH

IP It 3ZOCEZ O that B, 2RI BEIZFHEBREZATHDICHEDL T, TOEHRE
HIMOBIIASNEETHLNDED Lm?’ IRERRF SRR 2 LT MEABIELRLEH
BBl ZFO TS EEDNTVS, ZL T, INSOHMENEINSBEINZONI Tt &
KA D—DDT— &> TW5D, FE T, SFIt AR OFEQR.1 &)< LT It 5358
DEFDEMEE.2 NS OHAZHBL. NS OFHMLT TEI A TN L2k~ S
(2.3 ).

2.1 §F 1t REXOF

Prince (1978)id. IP It /3T RS NBBEREESEMTN S b5 I N2DONITDNT
VXAAREIZ SR LT vaZaby, L L. Prince (1978:899-890)0 5, ROLDIZEZTNBEIIZ
Boins. SF It SESCTIEARERAT that HICEANT NS, —H. IP It AELTIELT O
that BNZHFHRPENNT NS, TD T EMNS that FITREINTVWAHIFERH -0 B
THLINDEDITELA LN, BIRBFEIRVPEENTVREERATVNE LD TH S,

FU <. Lambrecht (1994:70-71) %, ROX DR, BLORGZRL TS, 3 It
TR DOBYAERIZIE. BREIC K o TEREHI N TV S proposition”7 38 A FHANIC AT & &
NTNDZEMRDENS, SF It HRILOG)TIE. FELFRANEES LTSI EE2HETF
DH> TNDEVWSHEIHENH D, ELFRITNPRIEEFRLTED., -, BWYTH 3.

(6) It's mykey that I lost. Lambrecht (1994:70)

LU, MO IPIt HZEOIBROFELTH O, ZOHAITE who HiTER I N TV ABR
BEZEFICHONZEETIRNEAD L, #libHETNRIDOIEEA>TVS &idE-
AWRNTH A5, ZRICHED ST, FBEFEETH DM = FEANHR mmﬁéuuﬂﬁ
5EHBEL TS,

(7) It was George Orwell who said that the best books are those which tell you what you
already know. Lambrecht (1994:71)

(DD ZOFIIEELNS D725 SN=bDTHO, A2 SESET S SF It SEXOBR
ERVWTHESNTOWERWERZIRRT 5I &R0, TORBEEFEMIREMRTHLDIC
LAy, £EHEFLLTOIDIITEATND LFHL TS,

Example (2.21)[43%D(7)] is not necessarily interpreted by the audience as an invitation to act
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as if the proposition expressed in the that-clause were pragmatically presupposed in the strict
sense. Rather it can be seen as a conventionally established indirect way of communicating the

content of that proposition. ...... However, given their formal similarity, it is important to
emphasize the relatedness of the two types. Lambrecht (1994:71) TH#RIIEHFIZLD

% LT Lambrecht (1994:71)I3, SF It /35 & TP It /3 S0 IBIEMEAIH O, T OBt %
H25T HDIL, thatclause ITL > T “grammatically marked” XN TV1% “factual and
non-asserted” TH 5 & LT3,

Indeed, in all instances of it-clefts, the proposition in thai-clause is GRAMMATICALLY MARKED as
factual and non-asserted. In what I take to be the original case, the proposition of that-clause is assumed to

belong to the common ground between the interlocutors; in the second case it belongs to the common
ground between the speaker and some third party, and the addressee just happens not yet to be included in
this party. The common syntax and the overlap in presuppositional structure between the two types make
it possible, I believe, to interpret the second type as an extension of the first via conventionalized
pragmatic accommodation. Lambrecht (1994:71) FARIIEEZICL 5

Z D SF It RELOFEE NI AL, Patten (2012:Chapter 7 Section 5)I2 &5 It 43
HXDERHEE KL TS, Patten 201213, Z O#IETK “discourse-old
information” (FKFEIHIEH) ZRHTDHDTH - ERNTNS(D.204), FHIZEI—/NA
T that SICATHAKEEIIZRWERNENTWS 2 FIDSHER I N TN 573(p.205), il
s R TIRIP It SESGIHI L T (p.205). FIHIRIEEE1555 4)12/55 &, that
HidD “discourse-new” (FAFEHT) 5% “as a previously established fact” (BEIZHENT XN T
BHEFE) LU THRRTNDI 3 BN T NS (0.206), &L TRUHIRIEEEMDO#D 0 (1696
NI “performative function” ZFF D XAV L TV 5 (p.206). 1837 (EDF v —JLL 54
b > ADINGE Pickwick Papers T3 that S HERE /- TR L TORWERSE SN, 21
td “it no longer depicts a controversial reaction but almost a shared experience” (Ghii D)
2> THESTHENBIFITHEORR) & L THEIN TS & Patten IEHAL TS
(p.208).

ZTLT 1913 F£D FRRDOX®)IZDWT Patten (2012:209)13 “Although the fact that
commercial cultivators gave serious attention to the Japanese flora may be new to the
reader, it is presented as a commonplace occurrence.” & 3B L TV %, BEEFHHIHADHY
WHEE L7z &0 D that FIONBEFHEAFIITHER TIEIH 20, TNE T L 0/D I &N
S5DEIITRLTNEDTH 5,

(8) Although the introduction of the beautiful Japanese plants that now contribute to the
charm of British gardens belongs to the distant past, it was not until some fifty years

ago that commercial cultivators gave serious attention to the Japanese flora, with a
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view Lo obtain® some other of its members for the further enrichment of our gardens.
(WEATHERS-1913,1,13.288) Patten (2012:209) FEIZEHZICL S

TNLUBIZDWTIE, TARTHAREXPBATWS LR, “Performative itclefts
therefore function as a politeness strategy, enabling the speaker to distance themselves
from their act (marked as presupposed or ‘not at issue’) by focusing on their emotional
response, either to the act itself or to the addressee.”(p.209) EFBIL TW5, fTAXRTHI
FEXBBDEDHRTA FRAFRELTHWSNDLE DI TETNS,

#t> T, Prince(1978)% LT Lambrecht (1994)DE5E —IP It 2313 SF It KL O
BEZITTNS— LWHEZ AL, Patten (2012)DFAEICHE D LEFMICR U TH D ES
ADIPDH LN,

2.2 “the” DREETHD “It” ICKIEVR

It 3. value-variable (i &A80) BIRZERLTHO. BEEEHELITET 2B —
specificational meaning (identifying meaning) — Z 5> T35 & W 3 X H N H 5 (Declerck
1988:183), #1213, Huddleston and Pullum (2002:1415-1416) V3. HEX 2L BEH LR EEIC
S BERERIEMEEREZ, T U THRERIZEOMERT HDE L Tl %(Foregrounded
element as the expression of the value of a variable), #lZIE. (DB AT, HEREHTHS Sue
NEENEFIE L) EWSBHBGEORERS ThD [Hn) 2D AARRERTESN
T [Tom) WD &S, ZOREI It FEXOICEEEMITZHEICH, (100X
DITHMHE [Sue ZGENEAEME Uz WHEFFSNG ZENSHERTES, BHEXID)DEEN12)
2 DL D R DHERrIZ R 5 iz,

(9) It was Tom that Sue married. Huddleston and Pullum (2002:1415)
(10) It wasn’t Tom that Sue married. Huddleston and Pullum (2002:1415)
(11) Sue married Tom. Huddleston and Pullum (2002:1415)
(12) Sue didn’t marry Tom. Huddleston and Pullum (2002:1415)

LROEENS, t NEGIMELTHEENDIREND D, HELENWDITENS, ZBHD
e UTIRESNAERIT ENE) (definition)&2F5D &% 2 530, 20 TEHE] PERE

8 “to obtain”IIFEXDOEE

9 Patten (2012:34-35)iF “specificational’ DEMIZ DN TRD L SIZHEEL TWD, FEROQ) & @O E
&% “predicational’ TH 2, AEFIAVEDHIVTWHWIIETRY TH S John % “a member of the set of
surgeons’& 7 I —{bL. @EFAMMEDNTND@IE “the best surgeon”?’ John DB TH LI EEEL
TWa,

(1) Johnis a surgeon. [predicational] Patten (2012:35)
(2) John is the best surgeon. [predicational] Patten (2012:35)
L L. QIERaERH8ETH S, John MWESLINTRDBEEWITIE. 20X “a specificational
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FHRIZAHAG LTS ENDERRS S, ZIh6 0 IEHE] WELOEQEENSD
TS ENTVBEONORIHNERELZ> TS, BT 3FEOTOMEERT .,

£9. BSOUEORHAATHHT LTS Patten (2012)13. It HZXEK 1 TRLUTWBH
7€ H& W (specificational constructions)®d—2D & LTI TS, 1 D“Specificational
inversion” £13A3)DHREIET .

I view the ir-cleft foremost as a member of the family of specificational copular constructions. Ir-clefts,
wh-clefls, the-clefts, all-clefts and certain noncleft copular sentences all inherit properties from a more general,
schematic, specificational copular construction. Patten (2012:10)

beinversion construction Predicate nominal semantics

—

Specificational inversion construction

A/////// ‘\\\\\\\\A

Ttcleft Wh-cleft Allcleft

Incorporating the stcleft into a family of specificational constructions

1 Patten (2012:74 Figure 7)

(13) The thoracic surgeon is John. [specificational inversion] Patten (2012:80)

Z LT, Patten (2012:11)}3 “T analyse the sentence-final clause as restrictive relative,
modifying the initial 7% ...... it and relative clause together operate like a discontinuous
definite description.” &ib-X, “discontinuous constituent analysis” (p.72)1Z 50 < HIFEBIR
HZERBELTVS,

Z @ Patten 2012:72) D ERITRD L D IZEEAINT N D,

(14) 1t was Frank that complained. Patten (2012:72) THRIEHFICL 5 (FIXIIKRF)
(15) The one that complained was Frank. Patten (2012:72) MERIZEHIZL S BXXILRT)

reading”NA[BETH U, F I Tld “John is identified as matching the description the best surgeon” &\ 38
MET2 D, TIULER@)D “the complete membership of the set best surgeod’ 2 &L TNBZ EIZE D, LML,
Wi A, John MERIETNTVWTHE). ZOXI3 John DEEERRTNWBITTH Y, 20OL D EH
72, 25 (DT “a member of the set of surgeons” & DHELR L TVBBNE TH B,

(3) JOHN is a surgeon. [predicational] Patten (2012:35)
(4) JOHN is the best surgeon. [specificational] Patten (2012:35)
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FT. (1HD It P “a specificational NP be NP sentence” TH 5 (15)D “th- 30" V25K
THIEMTES, (151E. (14D that HiNT ONE I NABICHNND ST It ZHIFRRICE
EiLTW5, DXD, that fi& It IZHIRBEREZRL TS ZEERL TS, HIFRBEGE
THDIENHERENRDEND. ZOEENIITL o T discontinuous NP IZH 725 INTH
0. ZAUTWPMBO AL EF U LD ICEMZFF > TS 2 LIZED EFHAL TS, &
LTIt & that #3352 “a definite NP predicate” & U THEBEL T D EFRL TN 5,

In Chapter 3, I advanced an analysis of specificational copular sentences as involving nominal
predication and showed that definiteness is an important concept in the creation of
specificational meaning. Since it-clefts are specificational copular constructions, it follows that
they too should contain a nominal, predicative element which will likely exhibit some of the
characteristics associated with definiteness. This suggests a “discontinuous constituent” analysis
of the st-cleft, on which the cleft pronoun and the cleft clause function together as a definite NP
predicate Patten (2012:82)

KIZ, TZTUX DOVAATHHT L TW% Hedberg (2000)"' &, Patten (2012)&[F U<,
“discontinuous constituent analysis”®FikE RN TW5S, FEE “I3HNTNS “wh-
AJ”(complementaizer phrase) 2 #EBIZ & 2 & 44584 (determiner phrase) TdH % EARAE L . “the subject
pronoun in a cleft sentence together with the cleft clause is shown to function pragmatically as a
discontinuous definite description.” (p.891) L3R NT 5, It & that HilIIHITEER R D DFERL
BHEEREZFT D —D DR ZR L TND Z &I/ 5b, T LT, “Itfunctions as an allomorph of
the, and cleft clauses pattern like the nominal content of definite descriptions” (p.903) &b
NTHY, FEXO “WITEEFH “the”D EFEE (allomorph) TH D EEZ TS,

“ICOEMEITDOWTIE. Gundel etal. (1993)D Givenness Hierarchy (BEAMWERETE) (F 1) 121
DWTEHHIL TWS, ZORBEOZTNTIUIZLNT 2HEREEMLED L EOLESEME. ZL
TEZNZTNOHAIIEROMIOLETEEZEL TS, HIZIE i1 “in focus” DA T,
TNLVEROETORAEZDEFAEL DD TH 5.

Z 1 Gundel etal. (1993:275 Table (1)) The Givenness Hierarchy

6 ®) @ (6)] @ (oY)
infocus > | Activated > Familiar > uniquely referential > type
identifiable > identifiable
it that that N the N indefinite aN
this this N
this N

104¢h 327 &1L “The one that....”F /213 “The thing that...”DBROEX ZIEL T3,

11 Hedberg (2000:892)id, “I°Z EFBETHLTOIEARMLD “WIEENTH S LIFEZTWARL,
seems to me that you're wrong.”® “It”}d “meaningless pleonasm™ (EKZEFE/-72W, TT3E) THV. —7H. “It'snot
true”’® “It"1L “meaningful status of full referential pronoun” (FE7REVERZFFDOMRELD) &L TWB I AEXD “It?
IZDWTIE “Ex. 2c shows the cleft it, whose referential status I am calling into question” & iR, It /382D “I17
REORHN DD ERXTHERMEILCOD TN S,
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Z LT Hedberg (2000)i3 It HHLD “It"% “the’ORBRERELTNAHIENMS, ‘I
“uniquely identifiable”— B EFIIZFDOLAFDLH THEENBRT 28R 2H—HET 22 &
MTELHDEIRLTNS ZEIT/2%, 2T FMETES5M41ZIE “previous familiarity”

(FEERTIIC K BBEAME) ICX 5 & DR Tz, #lZE. FREOFREEICHWLNT
W5 It FE(16)IZDWT “informative presupposition it-clefts are analogous to definite
descriptions whose referent is uniquely identifiable but not yet familiar.” (p.903) &, “It”
DRRGERTHIIC L BBEAIME 2 RS T E HE—RIESEZIE L A 2he”’ D RIFREE WS T NS TP It
PRI OBEIBIRITFHATES L L TS,

(16) [Beginning of a newspaper article] It {#This#That} was just about 50 years that
Henry Ford gave us the weekend. On September 25, 1926, in a somewhat shocking
move for that time, he decided to establish a 40-hour work week, giving his employees
two days off instead of one. (Philadelphia Bulletin, cited in Prince 1978)

Hedberg (2000:902)

Gundel, Hedberg & Zacharski (2001:4 £1)12% Hedberg (2000) & [FI¥DRMAETRL THO,
It PR X OENEE X “uniquely identifiable” T 2 & X TV D, k& IR FBITIIFE & 04T L=
. that HIORNEDEZ P HMEFICEDEMBERTIEAL, @EFA@EFL “uniquely
identifiable” SR T RETH S Ed RT3,

...... the large proportion of the cleft clauses that are nonfamiliar (49-72%) supports the
argument against an analysis that treats them as exceptional cases to be handled by the
mechanism of accommodation. An analysis of the cleft pronoun + cleft clause as a uniquely
identifiable definite description captures the similarity between definite article phrases and cleft
sentences. Gundel, Hedberg & Zacharski (2001:292)

I35 D“discontinuous constituent analysis” 8312k 57 7/ O—Fid, It HEXOF D&k

12 Z 0T “Givenness Hierarchy” MEHEA T, FEEOERAZ ML THWEHDTH B, EEdlid an NP
DERYAEEFICED “familiar” THDHEND TEETRTERITEZLSNTVSN, 2 TOEEANGNT
@ “familiarity requirement” Z#i7z L CidB 59, EREADEKIE “uniquely identifiable” T 5 & £3E
LTWw2, 3fD Canadian Parliament transcripts #7347 L7242, 321 OFEFALFDOA. 1400 “were
nonfamiliar in the sense that the hearer/reader could be expected to have an existing representation in
memory ( ‘hearer-old” in Prince’s (1992) terms).” SN THBY, MEFORBOHTIIH L ENSFEERTO
“familiar” WEZTL TWIWI ERFORMEZ-> TS,
13 Patten (2012). Hedberg (2000)% L C. Gundel, Hedberg & Zacharski (2001)D X 517, It & that Hi%EE
HHEERT—DOBMERTHSIHRIED TS L WO TIIRNE D TH S, Gundel (1977:543)4F. Ttix “a
pronominal reference to the topic of the sentence” TH Y, “aright-dislocated NP” (EAEHINTVS
HEh) PHRLTWAOERAUERIZBWTREBFANIE—TH2ELTn5, DEVEHEBEL “ITdont
LIKE them, those beans.” 13 It 383X “It’s those BEANS that I don’t like.” EFUT, tIIXDO RE w7
T&% “thosebeans” ZIE/RL TW5, F/~. Borkin (1984:120i378XD  “the introductory £’ 1335w
BT, LML, ZOBETROBRENMENL relativellike HEHICE > THEDT N b0 TENIT
“somewhat distantly follow” &iNT\ 5,
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i “the”IZHST 2 “uniquely identifiable” —#XFERTHIC X HBEAMPEIZELS &6, GELTIX
MEFNTOETYEME—FRETRTHL EEATIRRL TS ZE— ELTH0. BREE
PRIZINEHLELEINDEHOTHEEHEZLHNT NS,

2.3 MEERE

2.1 81T, that filCATRERZ R D SF It 28R LOEEN S IP It FRXD that HISRA
TNEHEHRO BN OBERBEEEMREINL LD o/l WD RAER Lz, 512, 22
T, BEREERRIT It 2 H O It & that EiHIRERIREIZR L. EIhSEHEN S
5ENDENDIEZNDH D EEERNZ,

UinUZgin s, SF It BBl OREEEHEEEVD Tk HEUTHEEL TnWB EE L LN 55
BT T, REIP It AEOAN SF It SR ST R0 TBEREEE Z LT EAR
RILFBHERE] ZRBHLDNENIBNEGFIAT L LN TERN, KT, KD 3 ATAT
BTHDEEDNS,

Bl SFU RELTRACNZHELFOEED [ER), DEOFRICEERERLTNS
ZEE P PRLTREINTNSEESR BER ELTRLTWA I EEDBWEHATS
ZENTERR N,

% 1T, Gundel, Hedberg & Zacharski (2001) 513, Gundel et al. (1993)® Givenness Hierarchy
WWHEEDE It S2EONFR DE R theH M4 OFEHE M SBERFIHFNIREHAL T b, L L,
Z OB RFERIIIIRFE O L FLFEOMEFOHE B ORI T 2 EWMORA
WEZFALTNDDOUTH Y, BHSOWRO LD AT O ERIINMMOERMRITI
2TWaWERDLI S, i “the”lIHKELIC L 2BAEZLT L bBREERT, MEF
MME—RIE AR D D EFELFENE > TNARAR SIS RTEL EEHFEEZ S, Ll
TNDOHTHE—FETTRERERDIIESNTEY., Z<OHE. #ELFEMEFE OBMRDEE
WHEL S NWGEAEIT L T2 RS, M —RETREEE XA 57 L — LW ETH S, L
UsHEEBICEDNS [P It BEUIEFZT DRI L —LIC kDX AFHL, FHELFI
HEEFIIONTOMFEDEN, T2, [, M—FEErREER2D0, ZOMRIZDN
TIEIBFHBA STV R,

BT, LTS 2EMEEETH D ERELZBEAINL. FBLFRTOELFAEETE
AD &R0, BELFEAOREZERTZ2 Z &3 TERN. LAL. IPRAEDH NG
NDRIITDNWT Prince (1978:900) 1. “Thus they [IP It 53$4L %59 are frequent in
historical narrative, or wherever the speaker does not wish to take personal responsibility

for the truth or originality of the statement being made.” &SR NTW5, DFED, IPIt 4

14 Gundel et al. (1993:7 i Conclusion)iZ352C. “We have proposed that six implicationally related cognitive status are
relevant for describing speaker’s ability to appropriately use and interpret different forms of reference in natural language
discourse.”(p.303) EIBNTNBH I EMS, BEINTWEIELFEBEEFORBRITI——DBRRKTIBIT2
HDTH S EHA SN, BEHEROBEROL S M EFORMRBIIMNOFZHREFTENTHARNDDEE
Pihs,
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03, BREEES. SBUENT ORI O W TOESCAIEHICEANERLZEWZL<R
WIBRIZE DN TS, ZL T, Prince (1978:898-900)d. IP It PEIIFE L FOEEZTH
5 “hedges”DEIEZFFD I EME FRRU718)D K D B FEAAZRKFBICHEL TEED
MARTNS, ZOMEANELEHHERES SF It HE O E L EREOATIIHPI TE /20,

(17) It is through these conquests that the peasantry became absorbed into a single form of dependent
lord-tenant relationship. Prince (1978:900)
(18) Itis chiefly for the sake of this super-sense, for the sake of complete consistency, that it is necessary
for totalitarianism to destroy every trace of what we commonly call human dignity.
Prince (1978:900)

AL, That SICAHREREFFD SF It S200h 5 DEEIC L5 [P It SR XOEE L EWN
DRAGEBETHHOTIIRN, ez 513, IPTt 52 SF It XM S HEUAER LS
NTAS ZERKDBEREEGRERTLDITRD, EITHWREFEANELLL TR TS ET
HEBANE BEMELTEEEER L T ARAEDEZ T EH—BL, FUTHDHE
EX B, TUT It R DEEEOWEEN, TLTZOHRDEET 20O TIIARNY,
EPEEIZDWT Langacker (2007:175)i% “The basic import of definiteness is that, in the
current discourse state, the content of the grounded nominal is itself sufficient to identify
the intended referent.” (FHIIEHICL D) bR TWD, 8- T, BIETHEESINTVS X
20T, W AEEENREZFF > TWA ETHUL, TOEMEN TEESR ICEML Th5 &
FTHRLOELRASGEDAY > A LR 56D TR,

& 5IZ, Langacker (2005:102)7% “Constructions are linked in networks of inheritance”

BEORICEEL T (1)WY £ 510 k HRLTITBER EHFD &0 S BIA S D LR TWBHFENS 5.,

(1) A: Where will she go? L R (1987:492)
B: *It is to Canada that she will go.
(2)  A: Where did she go? Z3E () (1987:492)

B: It was to her grandparents that she went.
ZOBEREFORHFHICONWT, L B (1987:49201F [Ba)[F#H LELOQOBEE. ETXBINMNED
TEERLUTHED, BEEZASNZNWOT it FEUIANSIVRN, #iF. GOEFZLIEOQIOLSIZE
KRB ERURTOOMNEE L TIRALIL it RN HENENIB I E2RLTNS, | ERTHED,
EMENS OHRBERL TN,

—7%. FROBERQR)EBEREGDOFREDENIZDWT, Borkin(1984: 125 GBS H L F 3 ER
LTWa, tRXO 1t BRESBITHY, REEERORWERSKSBEIEN L2, ONF. HFEHN
ZOEIZDWTIHEZ LTV EBRTTH D, RAFNEONEFLVEEEEZERNEELDOETEZ SNT,
WO TIXTH B, —H@ODBRITE. BREDEENFTLOS It FO “this volume” ZRELH/RMFEE L
THEL THBOENERET LI ENBEETH D I ENOFRENR N, EHBRTNS,

(3 *It is in this volume that the nine anthropologist-archeologists present a nutritious blend of
provocative approaches to method and striking specific results. [Compare In this volume, nine...]

Borkin (1984:125)

(4) It was in this volume that B.J. Smith first introduced a theory of universal packaging that was to

influence the packaging world for several decades. Borkin (1984:125)
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ERRTNSE DI, BAGETE, £ DEROAF—TIIEEL L TESHEOEFNEK
BLZZEWRE Y hT—2ZF>THD, ZOXy NT—IEXAF—<Z LU THEFR Y Y
—JERELTWDEDIBLTHBEEZT NS, - T. IP It BELOHLAF—hE
BOBERICE > THIRSN., JOBXOUZORHOEROBERICL > THELINTND &
RAEDIITHEUTHBEEZ D,

LInU7s, T TITBRN/Z L DI SFIt RRXOFET L TEREOATIHIP It LD
BEREZEIZNR ] 2 LT MEAMRTENMERE] ICEEE T, mHEE2RIMNNH 2133 TH
%o KETTIZthe’ DRI L TO U TIHZL. I ZDHDDOZEHKREERTZ I &1
KO, It PRCPET ZENTELMAMFONLBMBEBERHNT S, TOIEICED, TEERK
FEEYR) & MEANEFEERHERE 25X 2,

3 It HRXOBSEE

[FELFOHRLT MoES ) ZNEEEERZLTED, FLRIZFO—ATHS] &
L TEMMHEFITORINND, IPTt 0 LOFD [BEREEDR 025 T MEANEE
EIEERE Z BHIITE S 2 &IT/2 %, ZORIKEBL TWAERMNH 5, 4 %13, Delin (1992)
% U\ Delin and Oberlander(1995)i3, fRE SN TWAERDITLL DRETHE L FETITRWNT
EERT ZERES CELFORMIAMEBEI NS SRR TS, LML, REFNAT4EL 0
I DWTIEERB L Tz,

...... a speaker who uses an s¢-cleft that conveys new information in the complement is indicating
that the information being communicated did not originate with the speaker, and while they may
believe it themselves at the time of utterance, ultimate responsibility for the truth of the
information rests elsewhere. Delin and Oberlander(1995:474)

[FC<. Lambrecht (1994:71)id, SF It D% E IP It HRICHES S that-clause 13 SF It
FESOTBNTIIHMFEEMO “common ground” GHEHE) CBL, IPIt SR XOHAIIE
€D “common ground’lIFE L FEE=FHITBLTHY., BEFIIELEREZZDEZHFIC
BENTWRNWET THSEHHL TS, 2D thatclause DENITDWT, Lambrecht

16 Langacker QOOT:I7TDIIEEBF E “WOBVWIZ DWTRDOELDIIZTIBRRTWS, “And because the
specifications of 7, for example, are more schematic than those of the cat, a higher degree of contextual
salience is required than with the definite article.”

U SCOERND It ARNEZERTH7 TO0—FHE—RBEFEZRLVTH S, MAE. Quirk et al
(1985:348-349)1d Impersonal 7t & ‘Prop 7£ EIWFTA, FERH - Bk - MESIRH AT 2XT ‘empty £7713 prop’
FHRELTANSND EBRRTNS, ZUTHFERVIRD LT TWA 2800 BIT S Wi DWW TIRRO X S0k
N, EHIZERVAHEETH D EHTWD, “This PROP ##, if it has any meaning at all, refers quite generally
to the time or place of the event or state in question. Even less meaning can be claimed for the 7# which
occurs as an anticipatory subject in cleft sentences (¢£'18.25/5 or in clauses with extraposition (cf18.3315,
asin [1-3].)"

(1) Isn’t jtashame that they lost the game? [1] Quirk et al. (1985:349)
(2) Itmust have been here that I first met her. [2] Quirk et al. (1985:349)
(3) Itake jtthen that you're resigning. {3] Quirk et al. (1985:349)
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(2001:484-485) T, SFIt 7L & IP It HELZET 5 H DL “knowledge of grammar™ T
1375<, “IP status’id “real-world knowledge’ ~DIKFEREIC LD DD TH B LB RTINS,
FL T, EEEII IP It S0 IBEMATHEE “rhetorical purposes”DAIZIER L2 H DT
HDHEBRRTNS, UL, MEENER] SLTEHELTVWAIZEEESTHYD, ¥
“common ground” {ZEWHVEFEN B DM, L TEMFIZD W T ORFEDKEE S13nicD
WTIT BRI E TR,

Lambrecht(1994/2001)% L T Delin (1992)% U\ Delin and Oberlander(1995)D & K% 5841
MIEDIENOIRABRPBT & I ELOEER, 2L TE W AERMEFOILBAEAN SF It
HELE TP It SR TRES S TREINTVNS Z &%, FETE. fARZTOLD R
DB 5SNDDMNITDNT “TWOBKRNSER L. It HESNINIERMEEDOLRDORL FIT
BNTEBENRASND ENWSEEERT.

3.1 Tl Langacker (2011)iZ % % Impersonal It SXOHTMN S, FEARRD “It" 13—y
B bFEEZRL 55 2 %R S, 3.2 Tid Impersonal It & Tt 3ZXOREMEIC DWTHR
N, b 3D “WH—RIERtFHEEZI R TE SRS ERT, 3.3 T It #EXOH S
FHOZEZ “WORREDHR E WS BEN ST, It SECOMALEDLZROEFHK LD
Rt ZterRd 5.

3.1 Langacker (2011) [Tk % Impersonal [t3Z5MF: Impersonal /¢ DSR I —RRBOES{LE

Langacker(1991(I1):365) ftid. “It*IZIZFEERDIH D IRIITH B &1 Bolinger DEFE (KU
Tv—(1981:5 4 8) 2—B L TXF L TWw3, Langacker (2007:180) TiE “Tt"icBId 2
Bolinger DF DT & 2P LKET T 2030 bR 72 BT, BiE DR 277 5104
FTHD WHREDXDIITLTRABIARENRERMEZF X200 E WS HEREZ
LTHD., ZoM@EZESHET HEERE] & Bk CHh5ET2RMLERLTVRS,
ZT LT ZOMEEZROAA TS Langacker (2011)TH D, F I T “Impersonal It
SO(TFREDHI 5 DXL ZEIEICDONT, OBEER L E Ok, OoRAFEDE, 21
T3 “The control cycle” & WD BEAZZMET IO 3 A NSO E2ENSDHE T, XEHED
“IOBEREHRHAL TS,

ZOHT, FwTid, Fsl A RIS OIEAFMESL “a generalized conceptualizer”, —H
LS L 2R SIEMDH 5 & D Langacker (2011:207) O RICHEH L2,

I thus propose, as a general characterization, the impersonal it profiles the relevant field, i.e. the
conceptualizer’s scope of awareness for the issue at hand. The conceptualizer may be identified as the
speaker or some other specific individual, but — not surprisingly for impersonal constructions — it tends to

18 Langacker (2011): DIZBEL TIZEAOLEHEHSERD LIFTW5, #l2E, BfEE0EA - EESICEL
TR X SRR OB & BEEI. 550 - EEAICEL TE $TEE X e.g “The garden
is swarming with beesYENFEIF S NTND, QIZDW TR 33 HITEO—HEET, OZDEFINIZONT
[ IAEN THEB BT 5,
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be a generalized conceptualizer.  What constitutes the relevant field varies with purpose and level of
experience (e.g. physical, perceptual, social, epistemic), and while it evokes the field as an undifferentiated
whole, certain facets of it may stand out as being especially relevant or most centrally and directly
involved in the relationship profiled by the clause. Such entities offer themselves as specific
interpretations for the referent of iz. I suspect, however, the most schematic value predominates, such that
it i3 maximally vague in reference. Imposing no delimitation on the field, in effect its referent is
coextensive with it, or at least non-distinct. Langacker (2011:207) FRHZEHICL D

Langacker (20112030335 L F % F58 &9 53(19)& Impersonal It X(S)ZEHENXTRDOL DT
TWhd,

(19) I am certain that formalists will someday discover the meaningfulness of grammar.

Langacker (2011:203)
(5) Itiscertain that formalists will someday discover the meaningfulness of grammar.

Langacker (2011:203)

(9 “T"ZEHRITERT 2 LK D FBENHBOBRENELFICH 2 EENT T ML
Tnd, —7, (5)id Impersonal it 25 Z&I2K D, ELFRIIARY T4 hEET, BFZ
HESNTWARWRAIZS 7 hEN., T TREOHAMEELR CiMEICREET 2 THAD &
ENTNS, T LT, (5)D“a generalized conceptualizer’& L TDFE L FEONHITDODWTRDOL D
IZHBAL T3,

While it is true that the speaker retains ultimate responsibility, and could not plausibly deny the validity of the
proposition said to be certain, the speaker’s role is nonetheless defocused. The speaker remains offstage, only by

implication subscribing to the view claimed to be evident to anyone who might consider the matter.
Langacker (2011:203)

ZOFERORPLO—DIIMEEERNI > b O "T 2B BN TREN 2 B%E & —
IREVZEERE DD OB IRER B AN D 5 2 & TH 5. FaDFIL(20-23)i3 Impersonal It
XIZAWSNDRBFEORITIE “to W EMMT 2L DEMLEERET LI L28TH
DINRHBEND ZEEZRLTNS,

(20) : Itis {conceivable / plausible / *possible / *feasible / *imaginable} to me that we could
do it without getting caught. Langacker (2011:202)

18 Langacker (2011:198): ZDEF /I [Baselind > [Potential] > [Action] > Result W“C%EJZéi’LTia
0 actor 37 =5y ELEDRSIHLIIET 20NERL TR HDTH S, HIIIRETH S Baseline [T
13, actor I3FOEREEATNIMERT S “an array of entities”? 31> hI—)L LT3, 2 72 —XTH5
Potential [Tl 324 —%" MA% “scope of potential interaction” (actor =& HIBTERIMAIEM OEE) TH5
“actor’s filed”IZA D, ZOREIIBREFELC IS, BUER ST actor ITFDFT—4 w K& ASHOHETH
BLUIDITERS 2005 TH D, 53 7 22— A0 [Action i 3513 2 BAML U S, ZO & —4 » b2 actor
DAL FE—VRIZVNLZETHD, TOT 7 aOEELT, BEBOE 4 O 7 x—X Result| TIEEN
K OBNREIIRE S,
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20 : It is {unclear / *arguable / *uncertain / *unsure / *undecided} to me whether

mosquitoes have souls. Langacker (2011:202)
(22) : It {seems / appears / *is doubtful / *is likely / *is dubious} to me that she has enough
money to buy Microsoft. Langacker (2011:202)

(23) : It is {apparent / evident / obvious / *certain / *definite / *true / *undeniable} to me that
Croatia is destined to be the world’s next superpower. Langacker (2011:202)

BHICEFCFHL THS [Formulation [%13“The control cycle” (epistemic control) 27 L T 113,
(20-23)DPIITHE D E, Impersonal It XOFFEIT, MEIZDNWTORBHMOETEEHED
BEAMFICBDED Z LR XDRIALTHENIRIZH D, RTINS, BERSIE “o
B O ATREIR B EICIIF T OMIMEIA T a > TH O, “to A OMINIHEEHETIL
2V, ZO T EMS, Impersonal It 3CHE “a generalized conceptualizer” &ML, ZOXNEEL
TWEDIX, MEEHNY 233512 D A2 S 7230 TH [E UiHii(assessment) 2 35724 5 &1
DTETHD, “to ArAMIMENZHBITIIZIMEL TWADIEEIGGELFTH DT OME
IR ST HI OB EE ST HICH S, L., Impersonal It AR “a generalized
conceptualizer” & T DFE L FONBEFET2H DT/, FELF D “generalized
conceptualizers”M— A& U TRINT NS AL T 5(p.202).

ZOTFRE S SICEMIT LB E L TRABETENTNS, D EHRITIZ. B2
W21 TUT TROHEETHED] OWTNDHNRHITAETH 5.

(24) 1t is apparent — {at least to me / if only to me / to me and doubtless to others} — that the president has
been lying to us about his motivations. Langacker (2011:202)

NS DIEMNS, Langacker (2011:202)13 “......these sentences [A~3% D (24)] both evoke a
conceptualizer in generalized fashion and also situate the speaker with respect to this general viewpoint.”
ERRTND, §€2 T, Impersonal It SCIT—RWELSEFEERREL, AECELTFLZO—H
MWHRRZRI D TNSZEEREAIDLEND ZEMNFRINTNS,

3.2 Impersonal [t3X& 1t FEXDBEEN
t P EOLDHEERVR (RE N THEIR - 71 20 2H) & IEHIEIEIT Impersonal Tt 3 &3R5,
UL, BT DO MLE L THFD Impersonal Jt 25k Z B DT THY., §IE
@ Impersonal It XDHTHEFR ——RBSEHEEERL D5 — Z U DEEBHTLIZEN
FUTHDEZEZTND, FEITIEITOLIEZLNS 3 DOBHLEFRT,
B2, FROHRPEAAIZ BN TIE. Impersonal It D4 OEII—D D AF—T
INORASND T EMRBINTNS, it T, Impersonal It XOHERZE It /30T HiE
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T2 EEERNESEER O TWAEEZ S, M, FREXF D “his notion”t Bolinger %
LT3,

Importantly, his notion of ambience is not limited to the atmosphere or the physical surroundings, and
meteorological expressions are seen as forming a gradation with other i~constructions. He posits an abstract
meaning shared by all uses of iz: Langacker (1991 (11):365)

BT Tt PR ORI I—/S A& 547 L TS Ball(1994)13, TP It S OFZIIT
MOBXOEENSH 2 EFRLTHD, [ZOMDHEI OHIZIE Impersonal It XHHEFIT
o,

Ball(1994)id IP It-cleft (3P HREEITHAE D, “the convergence of several cleft and
cleft-like copular constructions”, W< DMDHECF L THEGZERIL 722 25X O
BOPSBENEFRLTHD, ZOFERIIROGHFERITIED O TH 5 (p.623). HIMFI
FED 14 RAITRAD TP It 3 SUNFRD 53, TOXDESRMIRRAFBERD TH 5.
ZOIP It AR DDEXD “merger” THDEEZ HND, ~DOHX LT “an old
copular impersonal construction” & #FAH ZHEREICHED It HRCTH D, 15 LI
R aaag & IP It nESUMRNTNSA, 2412 old SF It 33T 5 DR &E%
AELE7R <, B A, “the old inverted pseudo-cleft’ & “the new AdvP/PP-fucus it-cleft”’
DEBIZLDBDTHHER TS, ERSIE. HHEERANS “the old inverted
pseudo-cleft” | IHFHPITHHER L TWNE TH D, ZOX D FEOREEEMN S, Ball(1994)
W IP It DRI —DOENEFEL 72D TIdie<, BB X THBREUNEL. FLTHE
ANMEXNSHEELZHDTHEEEZ TS,

- T, BallQ999)DRMBNZLTH 5T 5 &, It HRLORBETIIFEATECDE D>
TWATARED D . T I B OBEEHERI I N 5,

BT, BRIEEEICBNT D It S EIEAFTE L (impersonal It S)DOERITELIL TW
5, HIZIL, Patten(2012:4)i3, (25-26)DHFISCEZLT,  “extraposed sentences” (Patten 12L& 54
) EOBARELEE EOX D ICHATRENEEME2RTMNI TS, It DELENEXL
DREMLBVIICREIZF v v TRHENENOBNTH 2, £ LT “Do itclefts share

20 Impersonal It X(1-7) It 51213 be Braalc Nz —Ea 48T 2,

(1) TypeSVC: It is a pleasure fo teach her. Quirk et al. (1985:1392)
(2) TypeSVA: It was on the news that income tax is to be lowered. Quirk et al. (1985:1392)

(3) TypeSV: It doesn’t matter what you do. Quirk et al. (1985:1392)
(4) TypeSVO: It surprised me fo hear him say that. Quirk et al. (1985:1392)
(5) Type SVOC: It makes her happy 10 see others enjoying themselves. Quirk et al. (1985:1392)
(6) Type SV It is said that she slipped arsenic into his tea. Quirk et al. {1985:1392)
(7} TypeSV,C: It was considered impossible for anyone to escape. Quirk et al. (1985:1392)

7. WRRXEYO It HITiE “be” BFELSAOBRIZHEIVINEVIBOH B, PA - 2TFH2002:93)1d It T
DNT IPEXOERICELL2ERIZE, FRELTVIoREEEZ - 28E#% (Y70b5. NP PP, BliFEa. BIEE) i©
Ronsl EHRzEEDH TS,

(8) *It’s [AP very tall] that you are. Hikf - &TH5(2002:93)
(9)  *It’s [VP answer the question] that Mary did. HA - & 14(2002:93)
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more than just an apparent likeness with this extraposed structure?” &, It 7353 & SME SUTIFHE AR
R IR EERIIH DDA D E, BTN 5(p.4).

(25) It 53%3L : It was the Colonel [that __ survived] Patten (2012:4)
(26) PMEXL : It is a miracle [that he survived] Patten (2012:4)

FOEPMEZER L TWAOR, Collins (1991 TH D, I—SAMABELEZ LTINS
Collins(1991) &, “IWRFEREMEIZH D & WD BIEMEWICARITE R o Tl 2D It 73
X & Impersonal It SUIZHBHEZHZE5 L TWHOTRAVWMEVNDS BRAEERLTNS,
Collins(1991:182/188-189)id. RO AIZDWTEF OB HE O —R% — DO O SEREELIEIC
RDOTNS,

B3, AEINEBEESETHVLOLNDZENEVWIEVIRBICDONWTTH S,
Impersonal It S‘C@FD%AFEMBOD%&& T+ —IVEPMBROELL TWD it R FE
ERELTHED, ZIMEESSETEL TS TRAVN ERRTNS,

One further reason for the comparative popularity of clefis in writing may be their structural similarity to
impersonal constructions (such as ‘It is said that...”, ‘It is true that...’), which imbues them with a
depersonalized quality and a formality that is often out of place in informal spoken genres.

Collins (1991:182)

REMWN It BRI DEHD “known- fact effect” TdH 5. Collins (1991:188-189)i. It HELD
%ﬁﬁgif RIS It DZSCDFEFD It be BE SO “impersonal”HEST( “it is said that..., it is
well-known that. .., it is arguable that...”) & ORGERRIIEICH 5D TIda0vh, SEFEL TV,
BL. SN TN, LB SRR .

RIZDB OB ERDIRNENI B LH 27255, LML, Taylor (2012) 2FERL
T3 DIT “arepository of memories of linguistic experience” (R D3R L2k 5 SEERERIC
i) NORAELT2BEREOMICESEFRENENDERBL. TOHE, ZD0RA
DI XFEICHE QBN RD 5N ENIEZFHHH D,

ZT LT 1t TS S Impersonal It XXDH Z SN SEEMD—D & LT, Impersonal It XD
RUTHL5ZORWMEREDNH 2 EBDN S, Quirk et al. (1985:1392) A3“But it is worth
emphasizing that for clausal subject (though ¢f 18:34) the postponed position is more usual than the
canonical position before the verb (¢f 10:26).” &b X T2 X 512, BIAFEI R HIEEOESEIC

WEARREIEZ R DX XY Impersonal It XOFN—RINZB NSNS, ZOENEREBICE
D <{BAAY Impersonal It 3X &R DELNEZFFD It 52 & 2T TS ATEEEN B 5

WHSGEICHIT D D BEFAOHIIZ DU T Langacker (1991(1):323) 2 2 K.

21 Collins (1991:181)1 10,000 D It HEELLHLCEREEZH TS, T HENIZESET
57. ML BET 43 EEEFTEOFOBEENE . —FH, BUSEXOBEGEIELEEOANEVEEETRL
TWha,
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ZEMERIE NS, TLTI DD ORI OBEBRRIITFEDHITRA TIRIRWEAR - —i
HRHERTHS  “entrenchment” (F3E) (Langacker 2000b:64-65)IZ K-> THAHNTW B &
EZH5N5, ZOHRMIBFEZNEETIHEDTHADIIHEAALTHDH, Rl D HEO
FENESELBZNWEWDIIBINID I EILLD, SHTELZRERIIZRLDOTIIz0hE
EZ 5,

ZNH5DOIENS, Impersonal It 3 & It 7FFOUTIIBHEMEN R 54, Impersonal It XD It D4y
WHERZ W PR UERATE I LI THICEERTHDHEER S,

3.3 “It” ofeRtEES 1t HEXOBS{LE

Patten (2012), Hedberg (20007 L T. Gundel, Hedberg & Zacharski (20013 “Tt” D EM:
HIIEB L TWA, “WOERBIIIROAENS 5, Z2iud (A REFE2RICEASN
A RiE (delimitation)iZIENH 2 E VO EFEEE “WHIF->TNEIETH S,

Langacker QOINIIFREE DIERPZIERT D “I°° “ambient i’ \NEBEEZ TN BB Z
A IZAENSHIAL TWDH, 2O D — D WMEEA A (we, you, they)D “impersonal use”
THo. INSORGASEEICHEHPRES NN —T287T5ZEHTENL. AE
BRUAAZERTHIEDTES, FlZIE. Q7)D “WelERIETH D, “We'TEINTND
Bl EE I EEEE OBRICEE I3, —FH. Q8)D “We"ldFETH D, TNNEL TSR
AMEFTHFEEROEREBA TN D EMRT 2 ENTES,

(27) We just had a nice one-on-one conversation. Langacker (2011:194)

(28) We are not alone. [i.e., there is other intelligent life in the universe.] Langacker (2011:194)

RN BENTH 2 EE R L. REE L TO “ICOfFRRE T E S IEEICIRE
SNTVWB T —AEHBAPROIDON TS T —2A0H 5, FIZTRIFIZQ)D L 3 1T iEH
DIRFNICH 2R Z2HRT 2B ETH D, “WORRYIINFEZFICOLEEIN TR0, &
D& EOEREEIINEERMIEEI N TN S,

(29) A: What is it?
B: It's my new PC. I bought it yesterday.

FARIZ. SF It 2 EOWIBNTIE, A7 L0 0] Nh 5T LITEEomc TiE
SNTVLERTHO, FErESIMEERICEEIN TS,

(6) It’s my key thatI lost. Lambrecht (1994:70)
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—h. “IOREENARE TH S & L TEONEIT 5315, Kamio & Thomas (1998:296)
@D “it"& “that” DIERDENE 44O “wide reference”(FFRILFME) & “that” ®
“narrow reference”(fa-R )N S AL T 522,

(30) Sonja was born out of wedlock but I never revealed {it to her / that to her}.
Kamio & Thomas (1998:296)

“that”!3 BT Sonja 2REED & SITHBAFEE L TWERho72 2 DB ZERRL TS, L
U “WILBET S facts % events Z#57, MET5FHO—HE LT, “that Sonja was born
illegitimately, and the whole story of her mother’s disastrous affairs with the Prime
Minister, the dangerous internal intrigue which resulted from it”2328VF 51T\ %, g
SEWNIIIIMEFOREIIE SN,

TLTZO “WORRILBEE ZHARITR L THW2 DO ERE(2004:26) 12 & 2 Rt O35
BHTH 5,

(31) Steve: Kate, will you marry me? We were made for each other.
Kate: Thats/*It’s quite a line, Steve. You mean fate brought us together?
Steve: That’s/*It’s exactly what I mean. We are the perfect couple.
Kate: We've had a few nice dates. But marriage is a big commitment.
Steve: Sure 1t/*that is. But 'm ready to take the plunge.
HHE(2004:26) THUIEFICLD

ZDEFED Steve DEHEDE D & “Sureitis” (HBF A, T5 &) I3 Kate @ “But marriage
is a big commitment.” (#iF> TRARELNH 5. EhSFEE->TERRIEL) 2%
726D ThHb, TD “a big commitment” IR TEZ SN TNIEBITHEIBELARE
FEHZIELTHD, “it"3 Kate & Steve DREM - H RN ZB A, FHEERIME—BR TR
ATV LHEAE. DFEOHEICHET 2 BRI ERNAROEBICE TN TWB &R T
=5,

B U 7 BRI T OHREEAVRE IR 5 —RNEEE TOIEN 0 2/H D2 & 2R LT
WoHEEZS, TLUTIDEROREDOT IO REZENTESD, TO—DH(E2D
‘TTH2. CVFFELFEMEFNTHEL TV TINSE> TWE ] ZERRATNS,

22 Kamio & Thomas (1998)id. “it”& “that’@BEWIZDWVTROL SITHIRNRTWVS, “WHELFICEST
EEFED (P EHTHOD, “thatlIEEL P& TUBET D (FiIR) EHTH 5. Gundel, et al (1993)
PHEFENS ORISR E WS E AN SIERAOEREEZHIAL T5DIZE L. Kamio & Thomas
(199 L FORRITZDRATH 5,
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(32) If'sraining. Langacker (2008:390)

(32)D “IHDWT, Langacker (1991(0D:365)1F “setting” & V3 S AEE AV TRD & 5 1258AT
1%, Bolinger IZX5 “it” MiHA- “ambience” F7zld “all-encompassing environment” -i3 %
ZICELWAMZRLTHED,  “the ‘ambient’ sense of it designates an abstract setting.” & f+f
A BDHTH D, IHIT, Langacker (2000a:42)TH  “1 would argue, for instance, that the
so-called ‘dummy’ or ‘expletive’ it represents an abstract, maximally schematic setting.” & BB
LTnwa,

Z LT, BREWZ &1, Langacker 12X % “setting”f5 RatBH & “Discontinuous”% - 7 IP It
FELD “setting” DE)E EDFFT 5. Collins (1991:166-167)13 2 —/ S A TOIMFkE R 5 BRI
#) “Type 3 clefts”(Discontinuous IP It 7ML &5 T)DEMZERD I D IR R TN D,

(33) “Type 3 clefts” Collins (1991:166-167) & D D TEIIEHITLD
(a) Type 3 clefts typically have a circumstantial adjunct or adjuncts as highlighted element, and the
bulk of the propositional content in the relative clause. Collins (1991:166)
(b) With their capacity to imbue information, even though freshly communicative, with a character
of non-controversiality they give the impression that the listener/reader is simply being ‘put in
the picture’, or “brought up to date” with information to which others will already be privy.
Collins (1991:166)

(c) Type 3 clefts either occur discourse-initially or stage-initially, or have the potential to be so

distributed. Collins (1991:166)

J7UE) Discontinuous IP It A ZSCIFAEEEHICH WS, T O It S CILIRMERE 2 3 2 NEL R
NEITWD, T LT, Collins (1991:167)id  “++----has the rhetorical effect of imbuing it with a
non-controversial character. As a result the reader is made to feel that s/he is being made privy to a
generally known piece of information.” LR RTH D, BHEREEINLEICH DI EICED, £
DL b TEIRNEBIREEN RN EETNTND EEZ TS,

ZH(1978:87) 1d. NERLFAGT THRRSN BT MEJICHFAS L. BaDL Dot
KT =<1 THHERNRTNWS, ZOEMNDIIICHHEN TV HRNFEERDL I
WH, REBOEFRITIRS 20T &M 6 ( “Tom walked in the park.” DEEBISCIZ% LT “The park
was walked in by Tom.” /L@ BREMEV), NSIHBENIT AN D5 TIIR N, #5 T,
ZLT 25D ERZIT Y, AT “imperfective” HE 2> TWBEEZZLND, TIMhD,
“setting”t 37 L FEA DA S NOEENTOMR LT VELS, BAOEBEBIZHDOTH
5 EHMEFIIZITRENSEDTH A D,

2 Delin & Oberlander (1995)13. It F&L %  “topic-clause” & 1 7 (Prince 1978 @ SF It 4B ALY &,
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ZTLUT ‘WO REBIXE S IR0 2T 2 INADEN 2 TWD, 34 TIIEAWzZE
- B Tl <. BREEIVRENTHE D, Langacker 13t 13F OBICH < HENED
N—2R &72% “scope of awareness” (BFkD A 21—7) 2R L TWAEFHHL TWS. F LT (22)
RLUTVS I, “to me”DFINMIHAERTII 2L, 7 arThsb, DFED, #L
FENDFE RSN 5 NEFIRANDILIN D DEETH 5.

(34) 1t seems that he lied to us. Langacker (2008:390)
(22) 1t {seems / appears / *is doubtful / *is likely / * dubious} to me that she has enough money to buy
Microsoft. Langacker (2011:202)

FRRIZ, It BB ERAI—TE2RDENTES, GOIEITO—HlEEZ LN, “TUD
ERBEBIIEUE L TABE L WIS EHROMRTH 2, BESHEARLZBEVZ L TAEEND
EHEIDIRCHINBE NS 2AOERERRL TNILOL D TH S, BRHERELIN
TWa5EH)HIE, FEFRALOHFRZE o> TRASLNABOERE L THRFIEIN., F2E<0H
B TIOTHDLEHHETESLESS,

(35) It’s with great honor and pleasure that T announce Hilary Putnam. Prince (1978:902)

ZDOE DI ORISR A A I B W THEEE R O E s 5 R R —i
EEIZILND 2R L T, FEREENRRS ZE3ZOEBICEREL TWAESLFEDLS
MENRRZ->THRS I EERL TS, MEEROREEROEEICIIMEFT HET)
WIS 28D TEELF] ELUTOMBDNTHD. FEEA M REROBEITIT TH
F—MDA] ELTOESOZRERLTNEEND T &5,

ZLTIO “WOHREEIZ It KREIB T M EOLBMEBEMEL TS EEZ
5%, ZOMESEEDILHGMEDEN, ZOWROENEWNDEZHIE, £XIZ, Lambrecht
(1994:71)i2 K % [SF It HESUIBNTIEI D thatclause VSAEEFHID “common ground”

G@EEE) IZEL. IPIt EXOERITIIZD “common groundVIEFELFEEE=FITEL
THBD, MERII XL EREZOEZFIEENTNREWETTH D) EVWHEZHEHH
TE5DTFRWEAD D, Pt HEON, —ROEBSEEREL, MEBCELTELZO
—RERREFF > TSI ERIRADERAD LD, ZOXD TBEREILNIR] &5
THIENTE, 51T, HHE—BOALZ DA ELTOESMEEEZRTIEITED EA
RERIEERHEEE] BIRT ZENTES,

“comment-clause” (G U < IP It BZOTARICATTH Y. BEREEMZIEIT  “comment-clause clefts”
1 TOHIIRLENDEFELTND(P.492). TLT. ZOURE “state” & “event” DT AT ME
MEFHEL THY. AT “state-markers” ELUTEE, EHE “state” L TRTIEIZED B
SENDELTVHEVNIHEKREVWERERL TWA,
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ZDOXD/e It DIREHOLE, ZIh 5 OREEDZIELLENS t RRLERDE, It
HENNIBBLZERQD LD REGERNREA TS 5525, i, ZQIHBHEEEEZ
S5N5@N5@)ZRLUTIZNSD, ZHEIBERREYD E-08EE2 R TWA3H0TIERL.
BESALE DLV ERIBESLE D S A E OEFARZR L TWD T EEREL TN

HEDTH %,
£2 U HFOBRMEEDOZROESE
It 73 ER OGS B3 - Rt BEaLE
(@) | SFIt 538X (4) It was his keys that he lost. the particular
It EICFT i+ that BTICRE | (AHRIEMOWLE/2 4 1 -« that B34 HE | conceptualizer
HIFRZF DO MR | SND T ENEN) i
(b) | IPIt 533X (17) It is through these conquests that the ot
It BT BE A& Hi+that Bl | peasantry became absorbed into a single form
PriEmZERD It %L | of dependent lord-tenant relationship. &
(AR BRI E T, BEREEE Y a generalized
1S AR EAERREN R AR 125 1 ) conceptualizer
() |IPItHEX (3) It was just about 50 years ago that Henry

Discontinuous It-cleft

1t B T E R -that SHIZ 5T

Ford gave us the weekend.

(RREEEESY 1)

TBRZE R D It FEL (AR ERI IRV DY, BERESEE R/
ANBEAERLEEEE 2 5 1 )
(d | IPIt &R (35) It's with great honor and pleasure

Discontinuous It-cleft
It Bl FTIE R +that I8
HMERFD It HET

that I announce Hilary Putnam.

(BREHS 1)

(a)

(4) “It is his keys that he lost.” :
ZRFDMAINIL SF 1t 57380,
dynamism” ® {8 & /N IE H
Prince(1978:896-89NI3ih XT3, it T,
5. “TWORKEMNTERET R < M OMEREIIMEERICE S TV, TIh5, 8L

: It BRI « RERSN T U T that BRICEERMER - arEishsr

ZD5yEIXD that Hil
ZEWZ &5

I3 %

218 % “communicative
that N ENVNE SN D 5 &
“Tt is my keys.” DA THFEFERE/2 Z &

FIIAGEEH & L TORENSRLE DL EIRMIRL TS EEZ N5,
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(b)

©

CY

(17) “It is through these conquests that the peasantry became absorbed into a single form of
dependent lord-tenant relationship.”: It STIZEEAIEHZ LU T that SICHIERZR D [P It 575
Mo (772U, 1 EiO “through”OFHIBEAER TIHI2NZ &6, BLFOEEHEE
NTVBEZEZENS) HNDIFEAEDBERIIHFEER THEINTNEAHDTH S
ZEMNS. FEMIESMEENGEEL TNAZEERL TV, 5T, “ICOfERERT
HEEHANFOLERSTNEBDEZEASNSD, LML, Prince (1978:900)13, ZDF 1
O IP It ZEOUTIIFEAE - BREENRNID D, TOZEICIOHBITEL Thb &b
NTWd, TINSWOIEREBEBIINFEERICEZS DO TR ENEHAZILS%:
RLTHWEDOTRBRNWNEEZS5NS, M EDREERE RN QLD ELZ>THO.
—REBESEFE L TORBEE TS EEbis,

(3) “It was just about 50 years ago that Henry Ford gave us the weekend.” : #11HEHR D A THER S
NTWD IPIt pEOTGEREOEHAICZ < HWHN S, ZO Discontinuous It-cleft 47 1 7D
IP It 3R XIMEA SIERITEE L FOBDF > TWAERENI LD [FELFREPE=FIME
BLTHER> TWAERTHY, MEFIFLELNUIEENTVARNE L TREINTY
2H0D) LOFNEN DD, WO REBIZMEERICE SE5T, — RV E
TR THED, MEFERSZEMVESMEEL LU TURINTVRE E WD &5 2 508
THD, TINHBEREES —RIMSED—ANE L TOREINEINTVNA EEZ 5.
i UFOBANBEERZRBTES Z &5,

(35) “It’s with great honor and pleasure that I announce Hilary Putnam.”: (c) & [FI#£1Z
HIEMOATHRENTND IP L R THO, ERLINTWSERTH S, Prince
(1978: 90213 Z OFED TP It HEENIT—FITIEHEICHBICAZI SN, LTI
Id“deference/politeness” & 3D FAAEEENH 5 EIRRNTND, T2 ZOXOFELFORIT
DUYT Prinee(1978:903) 14, “...... we again find the speaker playing down his own role
in the event, ...... PEBHIRNRTNS, FELREAOERNENTND ZEME, ZOI2IE
Hilary Putnam OBENEILL WOWERFELTFOALESTRELLFIRERELTVS
AZETTHSELUT Hilary Putnam 2N T 28BN EZ 505, (85T FELFIEHE
BEHEFELITVRBO-AELTRLTWAZEZRDLDTHRWEAS S, F2
N5, IWORRERIZIEQL VAL B2 TWEEEZS5NS, ZOXTIE. KEHIIHT2
HEERE2BOHDOEBEZ B ENTESL EEDNS,

ERD XS t RR OB E ORI CHES L) 5 —RABE R L F OB Z R LT
NWLDO TR, FLUTEOERENRPIt PHLIMRZ D ENTES BREEDE &
ME AR EEEREERE) 0TS L TWAEEEENH B EEZ B,
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4. &R

BEMEFI R 2L 5B H VWA ZEICED. EDXDIZEWD construal ZR-TNELT
BMEEHHZ EOL DR T 20 OBINEF>Tnd, A@TIE. ZOESMEEOZRE It
DERXD “WOIRREHOBICERE LTSI EICE > TP HEXO TBERFEEDT & [
ANBEALEDEERE] [TDOWTOHZHAAz. MTHERITROED ThH 5,

2ETIE. BERFEREDRIIDOWT SFIt ARIOFE, T LTI HZXOFD TEEE 12E
RELATIETHREZHE L. ITNSORAIRAETS 5555500, TNOATIZE
DFEENLEFAEZIT D ENZON, S5 IELFORANBEEN 2 EERTE S DM
SFIt R EDENETHICHIATE RN E NI R ER L,

NG OREFERITDONT 3 BT, It PR EMREHF DL L NS BLEh S EE A,
HEIMIZHENT B, 3.1 TS Langacker(2011) Impersonal It XAMTIC D <22 — It T2
FHERMEEE U TOBELFORERT ZENTEL— 2B, FLT 32 HiTIEZ O
WRE It PETEATEDZUHIIOVNTEN  ORA R BT 2B I0EL S, Ol
PRI DFEFEIT Impersonal It KHEEE-LTVy5 ATEEM:, QWX DR OERIMEEZTRD T,

33 #iTIE ARG I O RIEED R EEERICIEE SN TV A RE RN 5. REE it
—IRTEDNTVSHEABROERE TILN>TNEIE, FLUTEOLENDWE, B - 22
ZUTERBERETBERIIEER L. N5 0B OIFREBOPICIZZOHEENICH S
ZEVTWSIHSEDOLENR SN, 0L DR HHRELIL It HZSUIHBIT 54
SAEFEOILBME LR L TND EVWIERZRAR ., ZLU T, It SIS EE
BTHD I EZIPRINITRL TS — AN S HESEE OB E RO L TIRREL TS 7
—AXTOEFGEDNRLEND ENWIHBER L. ZOREIZLD, IPIt 52—
fLEZHREL., AFICELFL O BIEAER O TWAZERRADIENTEL L L%
A TE LR DD Ll e, RIS EEE L TERERRBZ EICED TER
FIEHR BEEN, TSI FELTO EAANRTERHERE 2 BB ENIBET
H5.

ULEDp MRS, R TIX. Impersonal It WNFDERD —D & LT “a generalized
conceptualizer”’Z B HET 5 Z ENTE, ZIUN Pt BRI OB ESON TS TEERREEINE
B AR BEEEEERE] ICHEL TRA0 TN ENIREER LI
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Keywords: It-cleft, Known-fact effect, Responsibility-weakening function

Delimitation of /¢, A generalized conceptualizer, Impersonal /¢ constructions

Abstract
This paper analyzes “a known-fact effect” and “a responsibility-weakening function” in the
informative-presupposition Jt-cleft constructions in the frame of Cognitive Grammar (Langacker 2011),
which claims that /t is meaningful and referential. As is proposed by Langacker (2011), impersonal
profiles the conceptualizer’s field of view and his/her scope of awareness. I will show that the
“delimitation” of the scope of impersonal /¢ ranges from specific to vague as does It used as a pronoun
and that the varied “delimitation” corresponds to various mental states within the conceptualizer, ranging
from specific to generalized. Thus, I will propose that the Jz-cleft constructions show the continuum
between a specific conceptualizer to a generalized conceptualizer and that it is the generalized

conceptualizer that contributes to the known-fact effect and the responsibility-weakening function.
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