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Past research on choice of reference form and other aspects of language processing has suggested that referents differ in terms of their salience.  But what makes referents salient?  In this paper I investigate how salience is influenced by topic and focus constructions.  In Experiment 1, I show that the referents of both the sentential topic and the focus of cleft-like constructions are more salient than other referents.  This result is consistent with past psycholinguistic research, but is surprising in light of the traditional opposition between topic and focus in linguistics.  A partial explanation of this result is given with a corpus analysis, which shows that these constructions share an additional characteristic:  referents of subjects and foci are both more likely to be referred to again in the following discourse than the other referents in their respective utterances.  In Experiments 2 and 3, I further investigate the role of the focus by comparing it with the discourse topic.  These experiments show that when a clearly defined discourse topic is present, the focus is not as salient as when there is no clear discourse topic.  This suggests that salience is a competitive property, such that the salience of one referent is sensitive to the salience of other, competing referents in the discourse.  Implications for the nature of salience are discussed.

How do speakers decide when to use a pronoun to refer to something, and when to use a fuller form, like a name or description? This question has been the subject of much research in linguistics, psychology, philosophy, and computer science, in part because of its centrality to understanding how human beings think, speak, and represent the world around them.  Most researchers explain the appropriateness of particular forms of reference by appealing to the salience of the referent in the discourse model that is shared among discourse participants.
  For the most part, pronouns are used when the speaker believes that the referent is already available in the listener's consciousness (i.e., when the entity is "given") (Ariel, 1990; Chafe, 1976; Gundel et al., 1993; among others).  But there may be many things in the listener's consciousness, and the speaker needs to know that the listener will choose the correct one.  To account for this process, past work on reference has suggested that the entities in the joint discourse model will differ in terms of salience, prominence, activation, or accessibility.  Although these terms are not identical, for the purposes of this paper I will categorize them together, and use "salience" as a cover term.


But what makes things salient?  In this paper, I will focus on how the salience of discourse entities is influenced by two kinds of linguistic properties: "topic" and "focus".  An inspection of past research reveals an apparent discrepancy between linguistic analyses of information structure and psycholinguistic studies on reference: while linguists have traditionally treated "topic" and "focus" as opposing categories (see e.g. Gundel, 1988; Lambrecht, 1994; Tomlin et al., 1997), different psycholinguistic experiments have revealed that both topic and focus constructions can make their referents salient.  The experiments in this study will investigate this discrepancy, and propose an explanation for why certain topic and focus constructions have similar effects on language processing.


In the first experiment, I will directly compare the grammatical subject of nonclefted utterances (a topical position) with the focus of clefts (a focus construction).  I will demonstrate that both categories make their referents more salient, such that subsequent reference is more natural as a pronoun.  I will then use a corpus analysis to investigate the similarity between these categories, and show that the referents of subjects and the focus of clefts share the property that each is more likely than other entities to be mentioned in the following discourse.


If the foci of clefts are salient, what happens when they co-occur with a well-established topic?  Experiments 2 and 3 investigate this situation, and find that the salience of the focus position is highly susceptible to competition from other discourse entities:  if a competing discourse entity is highly salient, it appears to draw salience away from the focus.  This finding further suggests that salience is a dynamic, competitive phenomenon.

1.  Salience and Language processing.
In this paper I am attempting to contribute to a processing account of salience and reference form, which carries several important assumptions.


The major underlying issue at hand is how linguistic information leads some people, things, or ideas to be more saliently represented in the mind of the listener. Language comprehension is known to result in a non-linguistic mental model of the discourse (e.g., Johnson-Laird, 1983, 1989; Miller, 1979a, 1979b; Morrow et al., 1987, van Dijk and Kintsch, 1983).  It is also known that language use depends on speakers and hearers knowing what is in “common ground” (e.g., Clark 1992, Part I), or the “joint discourse model”.  However, it is not entirely known how the joint discourse model is built.


I critically assume that speakers and listeners do not know a priori what is salient for others, so they have to infer it.  I am further assuming that people estimate the salience of an entity probabilistically, in a graded way.  For example, if Ann has good evidence that an object is salient for Bob, then her representation of that object in the joint discourse model will be high on the salience continuum.  If Ann has only weak evidence of the object's salience, she will represent that object with only middle-level salience.  If there is no evidence for the object's salience, she will represent it as not salient (or not represent it at all).

So, what evidence do people use to infer the salience of an entity in the joint discourse model?  I will report on three studies that investigate how topic and focus constructions affect salience, and reveal the competitive nature of salience.

2.  Salience and Reference Form.
The tool I will use to measure salience is variation in reference form.  This method rests on an important assumption about salience and reference form.  Past research has demonstrated that the speaker's choices of forms of reference are greatly influenced by the salience / accessibility of the referent (e.g., Ariel, 1990; Arnold, (to appear); Du Bois, 1987; Givón, 1983; Gundel et al., 1993).  In addition, the listener's comprehension of these referring forms is affected by the appropriateness of a linguistic form in a given situation (e.g., Almor, 1995; Gordon et al., 1993; Hudson-D'Zmura and Tanenhaus, 1997).  The tight association between salience and reference form means that evidence about reference form can be taken as evidence about the cognitive status of the referent.  For example, if an experiment shows that pronouns tend to be used more for the referents of grammatical subjects than for other referents, this can be taken as evidence that the grammatical subject is associated with a more salient representation of that referent.  This is the logic employed by many studies on reference (e.g., Givón, 1983; Gordon et al., 1993), and which I will also adopt for this paper.

3. Topic and Focus: similar or different?
Topic and focus are informational categories that have been used to explain various linguistic phenomena.  Some studies about these phenomena have looked at the syntactic constructions that can be used to encode topics or foci.  Others have asked what cognitive properties are associated with each category.  In both of these cases, most work has concentrated on how topical or focused referents relate to their status in the prior discourse, studying the conditions under which something can be put in a topic construction  or focus position (e.g., Prince, 1978, 1981, 1992; Ward and Birner, 1998), or the kinds of syntactic constructions used for topics or foci (e.g., Aissen, 1992).  In both cases, topics and foci are contrasted with each other syntactically and informationally (for reviews see Gundel 1988; Lambrecht, 1994; Tomlin et al., 1997).


By contrast, I am interested in a complementary question: how do topic and focus constructions influence the discourse status of entities in the following discourse?  This question is germane to determining the nature of salience.


Consider topics first.  Theories of referential form often describe salience in terms of topical attributes.  There are several theories that describe the relationship between cognitive accessibility and choices in referring forms, e.g. Givon's (1983) Topicality continuum, Gundel et al's (1993) Givenness hierarchy, Ariel's (1990) Accessibility hierarchy, Prince's (1981) Familiarity Scale, and Chafe's (1994) Activation states.  All five theories encode similar continua, but the same attributes that are termed “topical” by Givon are described by others in terms of cognitive accessibility.  The link between salience and topicality is also apparent where topics are described in terms of high accessibility.  For example, Gundel (1988) argues that an entity has to have a certain level of "givenness" (or salience) to be felicitously used as a topic (i.e., it has to be assumed to be familiar among the discourse participants.)


Because "salience" and "topicality" are often described in terms of similar properties, one might think that salience could be understood in terms of topicality.  This conclusion would also be supported by experimental research on the role of grammatical subjects.  Sentential topics are not always the same as the grammatical subject, but they have often been associated with this role, especially when they are in sentence-initial position (Chafe, 1994; Lambrecht, 1994:131; Levy, 1982, as cited in Ariel, 1990: 24; Reinhart, 1982).  Research has demonstrated that speakers and writers consistently use pronouns (or zero anaphora) more often than full names or descriptions to refer to an entity that last appeared in subject position (Arnold, in press; Brennan, 1995; Stevenson et al. 1994; Sanford and Garrod 1981:137-8).  


In terms of comprehension, Gordon et al., (1993) and Hudson-D'Zmura and Tanenhaus (1998) both found that the referents of grammatical subjects ("subject-referents") were more salient than non-subject-referents:  comprehension was facilitated if the next sentence used a pronoun to refer to subject-referents, but it was inhibited if a repeated name was used.  In contrast, the "repeated-name penalty" was not observed for non-subject-referents.  Both studies concluded that their results reflected the higher salience of subjects over non-subjects.  Since grammatical subjects are considered topical in English, the association of subjects with salience supports the connection between salience and topicality. 


However, salience can not be fully defined in terms of topicality.  While the above studies found repeated-name penalties for subject entities, Almor (in press) found a similar effect for the entities denoted by the foci of clefts.  In a self-paced reading experiment, he compared reading times for reference to the focused entity with reading times for reference to the nonfocused entity.  For instance, in the following example, "the bird" is compared with "the fruit" under conditions where each referent is focused.

(1)  Sample stimuli form Almor (in press), Experiment 1

1a.
It was the robin that ate the apple.


The bird seemed very satisfied. 
(  FASTER READING TIMES

1b.
It was the robin that ate the apple.



The fruit was already half rotten.

2a.
What the robin ate was the apple.


The bird seemed very satisfied.

2b.
What the robin ate was the apple.


The fruit was already half rotten. 
(FASTER READING TIMES


Almor's results showed that subjects read the underlined anaphor in the second sentence faster if it referred to the focused referent than if it referred to the nonfocused referent.  By contrast, when repeated NPs were used (e.g., "the bird" referring to an entity last mentioned as "the bird"), he found the opposite effect: a repeated-NP penalty for focused entities but not unfocused ones.  Under the assumption that reading is facilitated for accessible information, these results suggest that the focus of a cleft is more saliently represented than the nonfocus, a conclusion which is also supported by Carpenter and Just's (1977) study.


In sum, past research suggests that both subjects and the focus of clefts make their referents more salient than other elements in the utterance.  Since the subject is a topical position but the focus of clefts is a focus position, this observation contrasts with the traditional opposition between topics and foci in terms of their pragmatic status in the prior discourse context.


This paper will investigate the apparent similarity between topics and the foci of clefts.
  The evidence for the subject/focus similarity, presented above, comes from different studies, with slightly different methodologies.  Because of this, and because topics and foci have so often been contrasted with each other, it is necessary to confirm the similar roles that subjects and the foci of clefts play with respect to salience.  Experiment 1 addresses this question.

4.  Experiment 1:  Subject and Focus.
The goal of the first experiment was to test the hypothesis that the topic and the focus of clefts are more saliently represented than other referents, by explicitly comparing these two categories.  More specifically, I wanted to test the hypothesis that the supposed salient representation of topics and foci results in an increased preference for less-specified forms of reference.


However, any study of categories like "topic" and "focus" is only beneficial to the extent that these categories are well defined.  For this reason, I will use the grammatical subject in this study as an operationalization of sentential topic, following the studies discussed above.  In the discussion of this experiment, I will avoid any confusion about the category I am discussing by using the term "grammatical subject".  Similarly, the category "focus" is operationalized as the focus of cleft-like constructions such as "the one she saw was Ann".
  

4.1  Methods.

Procedure.
The method for this experiment was a rating questionnaire that elicited off-line judgments about naturalness.  Participants read three-sentence paragraphs and were asked to rate them for naturalness on a 7-point scale.  A sample stimuli set is shown in Figure 1.

	
	1.
The guests were nervously standing around in the living room, trying to decide which person to talk to.  

2a.
Ann decided to say hi to Emily first.

2b.
The one Ann decided to say hi to first was Emily.  

3a.
Emily/She looked like the friendliest person in the group. 

3b.
Ann/She hated to be in a room full of people where no-one was talking.
FIGURE 1:  Sample stimuli for Experiment 1



The experiment followed a (2x2x2) design, investigating three factors: 1) focus construction (did the second sentence include a focus construction ("the one..." or not?); 2) 3rd-sentence continuation (was the subject of the second sentence the 1st or 2nd mentioned character?), and 3) type of reference for 3rd-sentence subject (noun vs. pronoun).  All items appeared an equal number of times in each condition, but only once for a given participant.  Half the participants saw stimuli with "the one..."
  constructions, and half saw stimuli with no focus construction.

Participants.
144 subjects rated 12 stimuli and 10 fillers in exchange for one candy bar.  Time of participation was approximately 10 minutes.  All subjects were native speakers of American English.  "Native speaker" was defined as having begun to learn English by age 5.

Predictions.
Based on the findings of Gordon et al. (1993) and others, I expected that for the non-focused stimuli, the pronominal versions would be rated higher when the referent was the subject of the second sentence, but not when the referent was the non-subject.  Based on the findings of Almor (in press), I expected the opposite pattern for the focused stimuli, where I expected the pronominal versions to be rated higher for the focus.

Results.
The ratings for each subject
 were first normalized to eliminate individual biases for some subjects to rate the sentences higher overall than other subjects.  The noise resulting from this variation was reduced by taking advantage of the fact that all subjects saw the exact same set of filler stimuli.  Each individual's average score for all the filler stimuli was subtracted from the average filler score for all the subjects, and this normalization score was then added to each stimulus score for that individual.  The normalized scores were then submitted to a three-way ANOVA analysis.  When a subject skipped an item for some reason, the average score for that subject's stimuli items was substituted.  The average ratings for each category are displayed in Table 1.


The results showed that when the second sentence did not contain a focus construction, higher ratings were given to stimuli with pronouns in the third sentence that referred to the 1st mentioned entity (the topic), and to stimuli with names that referred to the 2nd mentioned entity.  In contrast, when the second sentence did contain an explicit focus construction the preferences were reversed: item ratings showed that people preferred pronouns to refer to the 2nd mentioned character, the focused referent, but they preferred names to refer to the nonfocused entity.

	TABLE 1

Normalized average scores for each category in Experiment 1.  The higher rating is underlined.

	Focus Construction



NO



YES



pronoun
name

pronoun
name

1st mention
5.14
>
5.00

4.40
<
4.68
2nd mention
5.19
<
5.35

4.80
>
4.71





The results of the ANOVA showed a main effect for focus construction (F1 (1,134) =5.469, p< .03; F2(1,11)=38.638, p<.001) and a main effect for 3rd-sentence continuation (F1(1,134)=8.996, p< 0.005; F2(1,11)=4.736; p<.06).  The crucial result, however, was the three-way interaction between focus construction, pronominalization, and 3rd-sentence continuation, which was significant by subjects and marginally significant by items (F1(1,134)=6.690, p<.02; F2(1,11)=4.047, p<.07).  No other factors were significant (p's >.1)


The results for this experiment showed that readers preferred stimuli that used pronouns over stimuli that used names for referring to both the grammatical subject entity (a topic construction) and the focus of "the one" constructions (a focus construction).  By contrast, when the third sentence contained a reference to the nonsubject or nonfocus, they preferred stimuli that used names over stimuli that used pronouns.  These results corroborated the findings of Almor (in press) and Gordon et al. (1993).  If these preferences for reference form are assumed to reflect the mental representations of the referents, the results suggest that the referents of both subjects and the focus of clefts are more salient than other arguments.  This conclusion suggests that despite the traditional opposition between topic and focus, the two categories may be more similar to each other than previously thought.


At the same time, the results of this study raise the question of why it should be that these two constructions share the role of designating their referents as more salient.  It is this question that the following corpus analysis aimed to answer.

5.  Corpus Analysis: Subject vs. Focus.

The results of the Subject/Focus questionnaire suggested that the referents of both subjects and the focus of clefts are more saliently represented than other referents in an utterance.  What is it about these two constructions that gives rise to this property?  It cannot derive from topicality alone, and neither can it be explained in terms of focus properties alone.


The hypothesis that I investigated with this corpus analysis was that both subjects and the focus of clefts are good indicators that their referents will be mentioned again in the following utterance.  That is, both constructions may be pointers to the topic of the following utterance.  In a "normal", nonclefted utterance, the best bet for the topic of the following utterance is the topic of the current utterance, since speakers usually talk about the same thing for extended periods of time.  On the other hand, a clefted utterance is a marked construction that the speaker may employ to indicate that the topic will shift to the referent of the focus.  This follows from Weil's (1887/ 1844) proposal that the focus of one utterance is related to the topic of the next (as cited Tomlin et al., 1997).  If this is the case, I expected that following nonclefted utterances, speakers would refer to the referent of the subject more often than other elements in the utterance, but that following clefted utterances, speakers would refer more often to the focus of the cleft.


To investigate this hypothesis I conducted a corpus analysis, using the Aligned-Hansard Corpus from 1986.  The Aligned-Hansard corpus is a collection of transcripts from the Canadian parliament.  It has two advantages.  First, the discourse it represents is natural and communicative.  Second, it is a relatively formal genre of discourse, which is likely to raise the occurrence of clefts, a relatively formal construction.
 


Using the Aligned-Hansard corpus, I compared nonclefted utterances with object-clefted wh-clefts, following the method described below.  My hypothesis, as mentioned above, was that speakers would refer to the referents of subjects and focus of clefts more frequently than to other referents in the preceding utterance.

5.1  Method.
I analyzed the 1986 Aligned-Hansard corpus by extracting two types of utterances:  wh-clefts (also sometimes called pseudo-clefts) and nonclefted sentences.  To find wh-clefts I searched for  "What" (with a capital W) that was not followed by a question-mark.  I only considered those utterances that clefted the object, because I was interested in the comparison between the embedded subject and the focused NP.  I also discarded cases where there was no following utterance, or where the following utterance belonged to another speaker, yielding 146 total examples of wh-clefts.  The comparison set of data was a random sample of non-clefted sentences, which I assembled by opening each file from 1986, scrolling down three pages, and taking the main clause of the utterance where my cursor landed.  In this set I excluded questions, sentences with dummy subjects or nonreferential subjects (like the generic "one"), and cases where there was no following sentence by the same speaker.  I also excluded utterances that did not have either a direct object or an object-of-preposition, since I was interested in comparing objects with the foci of clefts.
  This method resulted in 167 examples.


For each sentence in my sample, S1, I identified the next "independent" utterance, S2, which I defined as a clause that is finite, not a sentential complement of the matrix clause, and not a relative clause.  I then coded S2 for the first reference to an entity that had been referred to in S1 (if any).  The categories I found in this analysis are presented in Table 2.

TABLE 2

Identity (in S1) of the Referent of the First Referring NP in S2

Nonclefted Sentences (S1)

1. Subject
-
matrix clause subject

2. Part of Subject -
part of matrix clause subject (e.g., "I" when previous subject was "my Party")

3. Related to Subject -
something related to the matrix clause subject, such as another member of a set

4. Object/Obj of PP -
matrix clause object or object of PP 

5. Part of Object -
part of matrix clause object

6. Whole -

the whole sentence, or an entire constituent within the sentence (such as an entire PP, VP, or subordinate S).

9. None -

there is no referent in common with S2

Clefted Sentences (S1)

1. Embedded Subject
subject of embedded clause (e.g., What we need is...)

2. Related to Embedded Subj. Related to subject of embedded clause

3. Focused NP
NP in the focus of the Wh-cleft

4. Part of Focused NP
part of the NP in the focus of the Wh-cleft

5. Related to Focused NP
related to the NP in the focus of the Wh-cleft

6. Embedded Object
object of embedded clause

7. Unclear

8. Whole

the whole sentence, or an entire constituent within the sentence (such as an entire PP, VP, or subordinate S).

9. None

there is no referent in common with S2

As mentioned above, I looked at S2 to find the first NP that had the same referent as any of the NPs in S1, and if so, which one.  The hypothesis behind this methodology was that certain categories (namely, subjects and focused NPs) may be indicators that their referents are likely to be mentioned again in the following discourse.  If more than one referent from S1 was mentioned in S2, only the first one was analyzed.  Once a referent was identified, I noted how it had been referred to in the first utterance (S1) -- that is, what was the grammatical function of the reference in S1.  The following examples show how particular cases were coded.

TABLE 3

Examples from Corpus Analysis

	first reference
	example

	subject
	S1:  The charter is giving individuals a new opportunity to seek redress when their rights are infringed upon.  

S2:  It also imposes on all an obligation to be tolerant of the rights of others.



	subject
	S1: The hon . gentleman states that the Government has turned down options.

S2: He knows that is not correct . .



	object of PP
	S1:  I have talked to other whites who have worked in the South African police force 

S2:  and through them I have learned something about the enormously tragic environment of the prison system in South Africa and the harshness of the treatment to which many . . .



	focus
	S1:  What the Government finally got was a deck hand whose name is Mr. Lander.  

S2:  He has been busying himself rearranging the deck chairs on the deck of the Titanic.



	focus
	S1:  What we have now is a breath of fresh air , 

S2:  and the people of Canada welcome it .





The codings for each utterance were tabulated in terms of four categories: 1) Subject (or embedded Subject, 2) Object / Cleft, 3) Other (references to other NPs or the whole utterance), and 4) None.  The first category (Subject / embedded Subject) included cases where the referent was part of the subject or related to the subject, and the second category included cases where the referent was part of or related to the object or cleft.  Examples of this type of utterance are provided in Table (4).

TABLE 4

Examples of "Part of" and "Related to" codings.

(1)  Part of Subject

a.
The unfortunate aspect of the dilemma facing our producers is that the problem is not of their own doing.  Our farmers are the innocent victims of the costly madness of subsidies which has gripped the European Economic Community . . .

b.
From time to time my Party speaks about the need to democratize these centres of power and put them in the hands of ordinary Canadians. I suggest that those are some constructive and positive means by which we could seek to do that.

(2)  Part of Object

I would like to quote the words of the Hon. Member , the Liberal health critic.  He said: "Higher prices might be justified if it led to more drug research in Canada.

(3)  Part of Cleft

What the Hon. Member has not answered with respect to Challenge '86 '86, has not refuted, is the allegation, the observation, that there has been a significant shifting of funds from the non-profit service and municipal sector to private enterprise.  I have no problem with funding training opportunities in private enterprise. 

(4)  Related to Embedded Subject

What the Government is entering into now is a bilateral negotiation by appointing trade envoys.  The U.S. administration said to Canada that . . .

(5)  Related to Cleft

What we are really talking about is a farm crisis.  Just the other day the Committee on Agriculture met with Dr. Lillian Walker and Dr. James Walker.


One might wonder about the rationale for categorizing cases where the speaker makes reference to a part of an argument or something related to an argument.  The idea behind this choice is that this corpus analysis is measuring discourse patterns -- that is, how often do speakers continue talking about the referents of subjects, and how often do speakers continue talking about the referents of the focus of clefts?  Whatever the speaker's choice for continuing a discourse, the listener will interpret the following utterances in terms of what came before, engaging in what Clark and Haviland (1977) call bridging inferences.  If the speaker mentions an entity that represents only a subpart of the referent of an NP in the previous sentence, or something that relates to a referent in the first sentence, the listener will need to access the representation of that referent in order to establish a connection.  This idea is also reflected in claims by Almor (in press) and Prince (1981:251), who suggest that reference to one member of a set makes the other members of the set more accessible as well.  Therefore, to understand how discourses are frequently continued, it is necessary to include cases where an argument is the topic of the discourse, even if it is not explicitly or fully mentioned.

5.2 Results.
The results showed that the most frequent type of continuation for nonclefted utterances is with the referent of the subject, but for clefted utterances it is with the referent of the focus.

The total number of continuations in each category is listed in Table (3.)  The results were analyzed with a chi-squared analysis of distribution, which showed that these four categories behaved differently with respect to nonclefts and clefts (2(3)=45, p<.001).

TABLE 5

The number in each category refers to the total number of cases where the first referent in S2 co-referred with the NP in that position in S1.  Data for the Subject and Object are for nonclefted utterances, and data for the Embedded Subject and Focus are for the clefted utterances.

	Noncleft categories / Cleft categories
	nonclefts
	clefts

	subject / embedded subject
	74
	25

	object / focus of cleft
	46
	81

	other
	25
	7

	none
	22
	33


The percentages of total references for Clefts and Nonclefts are presented graphically in Figure (4). In this figure, as in Table (5), references to the subject of nonclefted utterances are grouped with references to the embedded subject in clefted utterances, and the object of nonclefted utterances is grouped with the focus of clefted utterances.

[image: image1.wmf]
Figure 3.  Percentage of total references in each category for both clefted and nonclefted utterances.

5.3  Discussion of Experiment 1 and Corpus Analysis.
The results of the experiment and corpus analysis showed a remarkable parallel between subjects and the foci.  In the Subject/Focus study, readers gave higher ratings to stimuli that used pronouns to refer to the referents of both the subject of nonclefted sentences and the focus of clefts.  This pattern contrasted with higher ratings for stimuli that used names to refer to the referents of objects and embedded subjects.  This finding, which is consistent with past results of on-line studies (Gordon et al., 1993; Almor, in press), indicates that both subjects and the focus of clefts cause their referents to be represented more saliently in the mind of the comprehender.  The most striking result is that Experiment 1 found that the focus-referent was similar in terms of salience to the referent of a prototypical topic position like the subject.  This shows that salience cannot be understood purely in terms of topicality.


The corpus analysis provides one potential reason for the similarity between subjects and foci:  both positions are associated with an increased tendency to appear in the following discourse.  That is, the probability of re-mention is higher for subject-referents than other referents in non-clefted sentences, and the probability of re-mention is higher for focus-referents than other referents in clefted sentences.  Thus, there is a three-way connection between preference for pronouns, probability of subsequent mention, and the positions of subject and focus, as depicted in Figure 4.

[image: image2..pict]


Figure 4.  The relation between pronoun use, probability of subsequent mention, and grammatical positions, as shown by Experiment 1 and the Corpus Analysis.

The parallel findings of experiment 1 and the corpus analysis support the following hypothesis about why these two positions are salient.  Recall that comprehenders need to identify the topic of a sentence.  Subjects are often topics, so they are probabilistically taken as topics.  The current topic is likely to be the topic of the next utterance, because speakers are usually coherent, and topic continuation is more frequent overall than topic shift.   By contrast, cleft constructions signal a probable change in topic, to the focus of the cleft.  The degree to which something is expected to be the topic of the following utterance determines its degree of salience.   The more salient a referent is to the comprehender, the more likely it is that the speaker will use a pronoun to refer to it.


This story about referent salience can also be described on a different level.  The results presented here show that subjects and the focus of clefts provide a similar resource for speakers, in that speakers can use these positions to signal their interlocutors about the discourse status of certain referents.  Those referents that are placed in subject or focus position are relatively more salient, and therefore are good candidates for pronouns that may occur in the subsequent utterance.  In this way, subjects and the focus of clefts are similar in that they provide similar discourse functions.


This hypothesis makes sense if we think about what topichood might mean for language comprehension.  Topics are what the sentence is "about", in a way that is relevant to the current context (Gundel, 1988; Lambrecht, 1994; Reinhart, 1982).  Since speakers tend to stick with the same topic for awhile, the thing which a sentence is "about" is the thing which is likely to be mentioned again in the following utterance, and is also the thing most salient to the speaker.  This means that if subject-referents tend to be topical , they should also receive multiple reference.  This prediction is borne out in the corpus analysis of nonclefted utterances.  Focus-referents are also likely to be mentioned again, as shown by the corpus analysis of clefted utterances, supporting the hypothesis that clefts signal a topic shift.


This account has an attractive property of being consistent with other work on language processing, which has also shown that people are sensitive to the degree to which certain information is likely to occur (e.g., Lieberman, 1963, Marslen-Wilson and Tyler, 1980), to the extent of causing comprhension errors in certain ritualized contexts (Cushing, 1994).

5.4 Further questions.
The account I just presented explains salience in terms of the degree to which a referent is a likely topic of the following utterance.  One question  this raises concerns the relative weight of topics and the foci of clefts in marking a referent as a likely topic of the following utterance.  If topics and foci are similar in marking salience, as the preceding results suggest,  then what happens when an utterance contains a cleft-focus and a well-established topic?  Are both referents equally salient, or do they compete with each other?  If it is the latter, then which one "wins out"?  The following two experiments address this question.

6.  EXPERIMENT 2:  Discourse-Completion.
The stimuli in Experiment 1 were designed to contain either a topic (the subject) or a focus (the focus of a cleft), but not both.  In the condition with a focus construction, the focus co-occurred with an embedded subject, which is not a highly topical position.  In the condition without a focus construction, the subject co-occurred with an object or object of preposition, which are not specially marked focus positions.   Therefore, Experiment 1 did not bear on the question of which referents are more salient when the topic and focus are competing against each other.


Experiment 2 was designed to pit topics and foci against each other.  In order to compare these categories, however, it is important to establish how they are operationalized.  In the first experiment, "topic" was defined as the grammatical subject, which is most naturally thought of as a sentence-level topic.  However, foci of clefts can not co-occur with simple subjects of the type investigated in Experiment 1.  The entity expressed as the subject in a non-cleft, as in (2a), is expressed as an embedded subject, as in (2b).


(2a)  
The burglar heard the neighbor's dog.


(b)
What the burglar heard was the neighbor's dog.

Thus, in order to directly compare the focus of a wh-cleft with a topic, the embedded subject must be defined as the discourse topic.  The discourse topic in the stimuli for this experiment was established by introducing one character as the subject of the first sentence, and referring to this character with a pronoun in the following two sentences.  The referent of the discourse topic was compared with a second character, which was introduced either as the focus of a cleft or as an object / object of PP.  The experiment aimed to discover which of these two referents would be treated as more salient by the participants.

6.1.  Methods.

Procedure.
The experiment was conducted in the language laboratory at Stanford University.  Each participant sat in a cubicle outfitted with a tape recorder and headset with a microphone and earphones.  The stimuli were provided in written form on several sheets of paper, with several spaces between each stimulus item in order to prevent subjects from reading the next stimulus item while completing the current one.


Each stimulus item consisted of a three-sentence story, an example of which is given in (7).  The first sentence introduced one character and provided the context for the story.  In the second sentence, the same character was referred to again with a pronoun.  The third sentence consisted of either a clefted or nonclefted utterance.  This sentence also introduced a new character, as either the object of a nonclefted utterance or the focus of a cleft.  The clefted utterance was always an object cleft, such that both utterances contained two participants:  a subject/embedded subject and an object/ focus.  All characters were introduced with proper names.

(3a)
Ron was looking through his address book, trying to make up his mind.  He had an extra ticket to the opera, but he didn't know which friend to invite.  The one he decided on at last was Kysha / Fred.

(b)
Ron was looking through his address book, trying to make up his mind.  He had an extra ticket to the opera, but he didn't know which friend to invite.  At last he decided on Kysha / Fred.


Participants were asked to read each paragraph into the tape recorder.  At the end of each paragraph, their task was to add a natural continuation sentence to the paragraph.  They were asked to make the continuation as seamless and natural as possible.  It was specified that the continuation should be another sentence, and not an elaboration of the last sentence.  However, no strict definition of "a sentence" was provided, and some continuations had to be discarded because they consisted of conjoined sentences (with "and", "but", or "because"), relative clauses, or other elaborations of the stimulus sentence.


The experiment used a total of 24 items, which were rotated through the four conditions and presented to subjects in four lists.  These items were combined with 32 items belonging to another experiment, such that each experiment served as a distracter for the other.  The items from the other experiment also had three sentences and used proper names, but followed a different structure than the items from this experiment.

Participants.
16 native speakers of English from the Stanford community participated in this and another experiment in exchange for $7.  Native speakers were defined as having begun to learn English by age 5. The approximate time to complete both experiments was forty-five minutes.

6.2 Results.
The responses of each participant were recorded, and later transcribed.
  Each response was coded according to the same system as the corpus analysis:  the first time the participant referred to one of the characters in the preceding utterance, that reference was coded in terms of 1) who the referent was, and 2) how that reference was made, with a name or pronoun.  Thus, each sentence was given one of the following codings for who the referent was:  a) NP1 (subject or embedded subject), b) NP2 (object or focus), or c) other/ none.  For those cases that referred to either NP1 or NP2, a coding of either "pronoun" or "name" was also recorded.  Examples of participant completions are shown in (8).

(8)
STIMULUS:  Leslie arrived at the party where she didn't know anyone.  She surveyed the guests in the living room, planning her first move.  


The one she decided to say hi to was Bob/ Pam. / She decided to say hi to Bob/ Pam.


SAMPLE COMPLETIONS:
•  Pam always stood next to the to the munchies so she thought it would be a good place to go. (NP2)

•  Leslie was very nervous about meeting people. (NP1)

•  She walked over and sat down next to Bob and asked him how his day went. (NP1)

•  Bob was probably the only person that she recognized. (NP2)

•  He was really good looking and kinda had looked over her looked over at her with a smile. (NP2)

•  Hi Pam, she said. (NP1)

•  Bob and Leslie had grown up together in the back hills of the Appalachians. (other)


The goal of this study was to find out when people would tend to use pronouns, and when they would tend to use names.  Based on the results of Experiment 1, I predicted that in a nonclefted utterance, they would use pronouns more when referring to the subject, but in a clefted utterance, they would use pronouns more when referring to the focus.  The results, which are presented in Table (5), did not support this prediction.

TABLE 5

Percentage of pronouns used, according to the position of the referent (NP1 vs. NP2) and the type of utterance (cleft vs. noncleft).  Only the initial references for each completion are included.

	
	Nonclefts
	Clefts

	NP1 referent
	98% (n=40)
	97% (n=34)

	NP2 referent
	12% (n=142)
	12% (n=137)



The results demonstrated that the referent identity greatly influenced the form of reference that participants used in their continuations.  Pronouns were almost always used to refer to the first-mentioned character, both when it was the subject and when it was the embedded subject.  In contrast, names were almost always used to refer to the second-mentioned character, both when it was the object and when it was the focus.  However, the type of utterance that preceded the continuation did not affect the form of reference at all.  These results were submitted to a logistic regression analysis, using SPSS, which indicated that the referent identity (NP1 vs. NP2) contributed significantly to the prediction of the dependent variable (p<.001), but the type of utterance (cleft vs. noncleft) and the interaction (referent identity x utterance type) did not (p's>.1).

6.3 Discussion.
The results of Experiment 2 suggest that when the focus of a cleft co-occurs with a strongly established discourse topic, the topic "wins out" as the more salient referent of the two.  This conclusion is supported by the fact that participants usually used names (88%) to refer to the focus of the cleft, but they almost always used pronouns (97%) to refer to the discourse topic.


At the same time, it is somewhat surprising that these results showed absolutely no effect of the focus construction, in that names were used equally as often to refer to the focus in the focus condition as to the object in the non-focus condition.  The results of Experiment 1 indicated that cleft constructions make the focus more salient than other referents, but Experiment 2 did not confirm these findings.  So why did this difference occur?


One diference between the two experiments occurred in the stimulus design.  The content of the stimuli was identical, but the operationalization of "topic" was different in each case.  Experiment 1 compared the focus of a cleft with the grammatical subject, which represented the sentence-level topic, while Experiment 2 compared it with a discourse-level topic, operationalized by repeated mention of one character.  It is possible that when a topic is established through repeated reference to one character, other weaker constraints (such as the use of a cleft construction) cannot influence the representation of new entities as much.  

7.  Experiment 3:  Topic vs. Focus.
Experiment 3 was designed to investigate why Experiment 1 found an effect for cleft constructions, but Experiment 2 did not.  I hypothesized that the difference in how the topic was operationalized in each experiment contributed to the difference in results.  In particular, I hypothesized that when one character was established as a discourse topic, it became very highly salient, and far more predictable than other characters.  This salience drew the attention away from the other character, regardless of whether it was the focus or not.  Following research on syntactic processing (e.g., MacDonald et al., 1994), I hypothesized that discourse entities would compete with each other for salience in the listener's representation.  At a broader level, this hypothesis is consistent with proposals that people have limited attentional resources (see Clark, 1996: 274-6), and cannot focus their attention on multiple referents at the same time.  Thus, increasing the salience of one character necessarily means decreasing it for another.


Experiment 3 investigated the salience of the focus when it co-occurred with a discourse topic versus when it occurred with a sentence topic.  The crucial question to be answered here is whether the existence of a discourse topic can move the referent of the focus to a lower point on the scale of salience.  For that reason, this experiment was restricted to the comparison of pronouns and names that referred to the focus of a cleft, under two conditions: with a discourse topic and without one.

7.1 Methods.
This experiment used the rating questionnaire methodology of Experiment 1.


As in Experiment 1, participants read three-sentence paragraphs and were asked to rate them for naturalness on a 7-point scale.  A sample stimuli set is shown in Figure 5.

	
	DISCOURSE TOPIC 

Eleanor arrived at a party where no one knew anyone else.  She sat in the living room, trying to decide how to break the ice.  The one she spoke to first was Emily.  {Emily/She} looked like the friendliest person in the room.

NO DISCOURSE TOPIC  

Everybody arrived at a party where no one knew anyone else.  They all sat in the living room, trying to decide how to break the ice.  The one Eleanor spoke to first was Emily.  {Emily/She} looked like the friendliest person in the room.

FIGURE 5:  Sample stimuli for Experiment 3


Thus, the experiment investigated two factors:  1) Did the story contain a clear discourse topic (yes vs. no); and 2) Is reference to the focus made using a noun or a pronoun? 


The experiment used a total of 24 items.  The stimuli were put into four lists, following the same procedure as for Experiment 2.  This experiment was also combined with 12 items belonging to another experiment, plus 24 distracters.  All distracters and additional stimuli had 3 sentences, but followed a different structure.


The hypothesis was that in the presence of a clear discourse topic, the non-topic character (introduced as the focus of a cleft) would become relatively less salient, by virtue of the fact that more attention would be allocated to the discourse topic, and less to the focus.  Since I was only measuring reference form preferences for the focus, I expected that the results would show relatively higher scores for the pronoun condition when there was no discourse topic than when there was a discourse topic.

Participants.
129 native speakers of English from the Stanford community participated in this study.
 60 people were paid $3 plus one candy bar, and 2 people were paid $5 for their participation in this rating questionnaire, which lasted approximately 15 minutes.  67 people received course credit for their participation in this and another experiment, which totaled approximately one hour.

7.2 Results.
Following the same procedure as for Experiment 1, the ratings were normalized to adjust for individual biases in rating scales. An inspection of the means in Table 6 shows that when the stimuli contained a discourse topic, participants gave higher ratings for the versions where the focus was referred to with a name.  By contrast, when there was no discourse topic, the preference for the name versions disappeared.

These scores were submitted to two two-way analyses of variance, one with the subjects as a random variable, and one with items as a random variable.  The critical result from this experiment was the two-way interaction between topicality and referring form (F1 (1,11) = 5.101, p<.05; F2 (1, 23) = 7.451, p<.05). The ANOVA also revealed a main effect of topicality (F1 (1,111) = 12.779, p<.001; F2 (1, 23), p<.01), and a marginal main effect of referring form (F1 (1, 11) = 3.733, p<.06; F2 (1, 23), p<.09).

	TABLE 6

Normalized average scores for each category in Experiment 3.

	
	pronoun
	
	name

	Reference to FOCUS in the Discourse Topic  condition
	4.52
	<
	4.73

	Reference to FOCUS in the No Discourse Topic  condition
	4.43
	=
	4.42


7.3 Discussion.
The results of Experiment 3 demonstrated that changing the topicality of the non-focused NP has a significant effect on the salience of the focus of a wh-cleft.  When the stimuli contained a discourse topic, names were preferred to refer to the new NP, which was introduced as the focus of a cleft.  When the stimuli did not contain a clear discourse topic, the name preference disappeared, indicating that the focus was relatively more salient in the no-topic condition than the topic condition.


The results of this experiment have two important implications.  First, they explain the different results of Experiments 1 and 2:  In Experiment 1, where the focus-referent co-occurred with the relatively non-salient referent of the embedded subject, the focus-referent appeared to be highly salient.  In Experiment 2, by contrast, the focus-referent co-occured with a thrice-repeated discourse topic, and appeared no more salient than the object of a non-cleft.  Experiment 3 demonstrated that when a discourse topic has been established by repeating one referent, the other referent becomes less salient, and we observe a shift towards a preference for names over pronouns.  This result suggests that the difference in the results of Experiments 1 and 2 reflected a difference in the level of salience of the focused referent.


The second implication of these results is more generally that the degree of salience of one referent can affect the degree of salience of the other.  Recall that in Experiment 3, the degree of topicality of the non-focused character was manipulated, but this had an effect on the degree of salience of the focused character.  This result supports the idea that the language comprehender has limited attentional resources, and cannot pay attention to all aspects of the discourse equally.  Thus, when one referent becomes more salient, other referents necessarily lose salience.


This competitive view of salience is compatible with the view presented here, that salience is a scalar property that can rise or fall.  The results of Experiment 3 further support a model in which salience is identified with the activation of mental representations, and where the representations of different referents in a particular discourse compete for activation.  This approach is discussed further in section 8.1.


At the same time, this experiment produced a somewhat unexpected result, which is that there was no pronoun preference for the focus of clefts, in either condition.  In the topical subject condition, there was a clear name preference for reference to the focus, but in the nontopical subject condition, participants on average rated both pronoun and name conditions equally (4.43 and 4.42, respectively).  There are several possible reasons for this.  On one hand, there may be a tendency for the first-mentioned NP to be fairly salient, regardless of whether it is the subject or not (Gernsbacher and Hargreaves, 1988).  If this is the case, it is still competing with the focus to a certain degree, even when it is not clearly the discourse topic.  A second possibility is that participants may view other entities as the discourse topic, such as "Everyone" in Figure 5 above, which would provide some competition for the focus.  If this is the case, it may be that the focus construction is a weaker indicator of salience than identity as discourse or sentence topics, and more susceptible to competition from other entities.  In contrast, the referent of the grammatical subject may not be as susceptible to competition from the discourse topic.  However, the data from Experiment 3 do not bear on these speculations, since this experiment did not manipulate whether the discourse contained a focus construction or not.  For the same reason this result does not contradict the finding from Experiment 1 that the focus construction makes the focus relatively more salient than the grammatical object in comparable utterances.

8.  General Discussion.
The major finding from this Experiment 1 were that pronouns were preferred over names to refer to the referents of the subject (a topic position), the focus of cleft-like constructions, and the discourse topic.  These results join a host of studies that show that grammatical subjects make their referents more salient (e.g., Hudson-D'Zmura and Tanenhaus, 1998; Gordon et al., 1993) and a handful of other studies that show that the focus is the most accessible entity in constructions like clefts (e.g., Almor, in press; Carpenter and Just, 1977).  The corpus analysis revealed a second similarity between subjects and the foci of clefts:  the entities denoted by both are the things that are most likely to be mentioned in the following utterance.  I argued that the salience of subject-referents and focus-referents can be thought of in terms of the degree of likelihood that the entity will be mentioned again.


Experiment 2 investigated the relative salience of topics and the foci of clefts, and found that the salience associated with the focus is not a static feature.  When there was a clearly established discourse topic, it made no difference whether or not the other character was introduced as the focus of a cleft, in that names were used predominately for both objects and the focus of clefts.  Thus, when the focus co-exists with a highly salient discourse topic, it is less likely to be perceived as salient.  The results of Experiment 3 suggested that the focus of a cleft is more salient when it is not competing with a discourse topic (or a sentential topic, for that matter):  readers preferred names to refer to the focus of the cleft to a greater degree when the discourse contained a well-established, highly salient topic than when it did not.

8.1  Topicality, salience, and language processing.
In section 5.3 I presented an account in which the degree of salience was linked to the degree to which comprehenders perceived an entity to be likely to be the topic of the following utterance.  Under this view, the current topic-referent is salient because topics tend to persist over several utterances, and the focus-referent is salient because clefts signal a change in topic.  This view also fits well with the data from Experiments 2 and 3, which suggest that discourse topics influence the comprehender's estimate of an entity's likelihood of being the topic in the following utterance.


Experiments 2 and 3 also showed that the salience of the discourse topic is stronger than that of the subject.  This makes sense because, as noted by many authors, the correlation between grammatical subjects and topics is not perfect.  Therefore comprehenders can only make probabilistic estimations of the topicality of a subject-referent.  By contrast, if a referent is mentioned repeatedly throughout a discourse, comprehenders have good evidence that it is highly topical.


Experiments 2 and 3 also revealed an important property of discourse salience:  it is competitive.  If one referent is highly salient, as is the case when there is a discourse topic, other referents become relatively less salient.


The account I have given so far (the "topicality account") is one where salience is viewed as a graded property which is dependent on the probability that a referent will be the topic of the following utterance, where this probability is sensitive to the competition between the existing referents at any point in the discourse.


There is another way of saying the same thing, characterizing salience not in terms of topicality, but rather in terms of probabilistic activation (the "activation account"): Comprehenders compute the probability that a given entity will be mentioned in the following utterance, on the basis of information like grammatical function, special constructions like clefts, or the repetition of reference to one entity. (For a discussion of other relevant sources of information, see Arnold,1998).  This probability can be represented in terms of the activation of the comprehender's mental representations for each referent. It is this probability of re-mention that determines an entity's salience. When two sources of relevant information make two different things likely to be mentioned again, the two referents compete.


The topicality and activation accounts amount to the same thing, with subtle differences. One difference is that the activation account does not assume that comprehenders identify topics or foci in the current utterance, but only that they compute the likelihood of an entity being mentioned again.  However, these two things are highly correlated.  Topical things are defined as things that the sentence/discourse is "about", which means that coherent speakers should refer to them repeatedly.


Another difference is that the activation account does not assume, for example, that comprehenders identify one referent as the expected topic for the next utterance.  Rather, it only says that some referents are relatively more likely to be mentioned again, and therefore are relatively more salient than others.


An attractive property of activation is that it makes predictions about language processing.   If a referent is highly activated (i.e., salient), it is easier for the comprehender to re-activate their representation of that referent when it is mentioned again.  If re-activation is easier, then comprehenders should not need as much information to achieve re-activation, and thus less-specified forms of reference like pronouns should be sufficient.


In sum, the topicality account is useful for thinking of how this account relates to the well-established categories of topic and focus, and to the more general perception that speakers tend to be coherent.  However, the activation account has attractive features for thinking about language processing in a way which is consistent with much of the processing literature.  An advantage of the approach presented here, whether it is described in terms of topicality or activation, is that it provides a way of thinking of "salience" not as a primitive, but as the result of other discourse factors.

8.2.  The nature of salience.
The above interpretation of these results has additional implications for the concept of salience.  The view of salience presented here is more of a "forward-looking" property than a "backward-looking" property, borrowing the terms from Centering Theory.  That is, it suggests that the speaker focuses on some referents as salient because these referents are more central to what the speaker is saying. The listener takes cues from the speaker as to which elements are salient for the speaker and therefore more likely to be referred to in the upcoming discourse.  


This view contrasts with past accounts of reference, many of which have focused on the history of the discourse to determine the salience of any particular referent.  For example, many researchers have demonstrated an effect of recency, such that more recently mentioned items are more salient than those that haven't been mentioned for awhile (e.g., Birner, 1998; Clark and Sengul, 1979; Givón, 1983; Ariel, 1988).
  Similarly, the heightened salience of subjects and the focus of clefts could be seen as information about the history of the discourse.


However, two approaches to the study of reference have considered both "backward-looking" and "forward-looking" information to determine the salience of an entity for the purposes of choosing a referring form.  For example, Givón (1983) and colleagues include three measures of topicality:  Recency, Ambiguity, and Persistence.  Recency, as already mentioned, is a purely backward-looking property.  Persistence, on the other hand, measures the number of clauses that contain subsequent reference to an entity, a clearly forward-looking characteristic.  In addition, Centering Theory explicitly posits both forward-looking and backward-looking properties of anaphoric expressions (e.g., Grosz et al., 1995).


Under the view presented here, information about the past discourse is important, but the reason that it is important is to provide information about the upcoming discourse.  Information about the upcoming discourse is relevant because it makes some parts of the discourse predictable, and thus easier to process for the listener.  As the corpus analysis demonstrated, subjects and the foci share the property that their referents are more predictable in the following utterance.  This similarity is especially striking, because in other respects these two categories have been treated quite differently.

8.3.  Conclusions.
In sum, this study has tackled the slippery constructs of salience, topic, and focus.  The results point to a link between these concepts, where topic and focus constructions make their referents more probable as topics for the following utterance, thus making them salient.  This can also be described in terms of activation, where the probability of a referent being mentioned again determines its degree of activation. When a referent is highly activated or salient, less-specified forms of reference are more natural for subsequent reference. This study uses the notion of probabilistic activation to ground the concept of salience in the mechanisms of language production and comprehension. 
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Appendix A:  Stimuli for Experiment 1:  Subject vs. Focus
1.  The camp counselors took all the children and paired them up randmoly for a game.  

{Fortunately, Judy ended up with Sarah. / Fortunately, the one Judy ended up with was Sarah.}

{{Sarah/ She}was known as the best kid in camp at sll sports and games. / 

{Judy/ She}was glad to be with someone she knew.}

2.  The faculty met the other day to discuss the candidates for the new job.  

{Carol supported Eleanor. / The one Carol supported was Eleanor. }

{{Eleanor/ She} was the youngest candidate but the most impressive. /

{Carol/ She} tried earnestly to convince the other members of the faculty as well.}

3.  By the time the project was turned in, everybody in the group hated everybody else.

{Stacy hated Diane the most / The one Stacy hated the most was Diane.}

{{Diane/She} had done nothing but complain and boss other people around. /

{Stacy/ She} couldn't stand people who didn't pull their weight in a group project.}

4.  The fencing coach toald everyone in the class to find a partner.  

{Tim asked Sean. / The one Tim asked was Sean.}  

{{Sean/ He} was not only a good fencer but also a good teacher. / 

{Tim/ He} always tried to fence with people who were better than he was.}

5.  The coach told all the girls on the varisty team to help those on the JV team.  

{Erica had to help Elaine. / The one Erica had to help was Elaine.} 

{{Elaine/She} was hard to help because she wasn't very motivated. /

{Erica/She} hated having to spend time helping the younger players.}

6.  The guests were nervously standing around the living room, trying to decide which person to talk to.

{Ann decided to say hi to Emily first. / The one Ann decided to say hi to first was Emily.}

{{Emily/She looked like the friendliest person in the group. /

{Ann / She} hated to be in a room full of people where no-one was talking.}

7.  The runners stood at the starting line, sizing each other up.

{Amy had to watch out for Cynthia. / The one Amy had to watch out for was Cynthia.}

{{Cynthia/ She} was known for tripping her opponents at the far end of the track. /

{Amy/She} was cautious of anyone who looked that confident.}

8.  The Smith brothers were trying to decide which friend to invite skiing.

{Ron wanted to invite Fred. / The one Ron wanted to invite was Fred.}

{{Fred/He} had never been skiing before and would love the chance to try it. /

{Ron/He} felt guilty not being able to bring all his friends.}

9.  The students found out that somebody had vandalized the classroom, but nobody knew who.

{John suspected Tom. / The one John suspected was Tom.}

{{Tom/He} was the most violent student in the class. / 

{John/He} couldn't imagine anyone else doing such an awful thing.}

10.  The students filed into the class on the first day of school and looked for seats.

{Alex sat next to Tony. / The person Alex sat next to was Tony.}

{{Tony/ He was the new kid and looked like he needed a friend. / 

{Alex/ He} was careful to sit next to someone he liked on the first day.}

11.  The TAs for the class were trying to think of someone to invite as a guest lecturer.

{Immediately Jason suggested Andy. /The person Jason suggested immediately was Andy.}

{Andy/ He} was a salient researcher as well as a good speaker. / 

{Jason/ He} had been a TA before and knew who would be good.}

12.  At the end of each year the high school basketball team votes for "Player of the Year".  

{This year, Eric voted for Nathan. /  This year, the one Eric voted for was Nathan.}

{Eric/He} always voted for the best defense player rather than the best all-around player.

{Nathan/He} was the best all-around player on the team.}
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�  The results of Experiment 1 and the Corpus Analysis were presented in a paper at the 1997 meeting for the Linguistic Society of America, under the title "What is Salience?: The role of topic and focus in processing reference".  


I would like to thank Thomas Wasow for his guidance at every stage of this project.  Thank you also to Amit Almor, Mira Ariel, David Beaver, Eve Clark, Herbert Clark, Miriam Eckert, Adele Goldberg, Maryellen MacDonald, Ellen Prince, Peter Sells, and John Trueswell for their comments on earlier drafts of this paper and/or discussions of these data.  Thank you to Carie Lemack for her help with designing and running Experiment 2.  None of these people are responsible for any shortcomings of this paper.


� My use of the term "discourse participants" includes both the speaker and all listeners.  I will often use the terms "speaker" and "listener", assuming a prototypical situation of a dialogue.  However, "speaker" is also meant to extend to writers and other producers of language, and "listener" also represents readers and other comprehenders.  In a dyadic conversation, the listener is also the addressee.  However, my data do not specifically distinguish between language comprehension from the perspective of an addressee or an overhearer.


�  Later in the paper I will discuss salience more specifically in terms of the activation of referents in the discourse participants' mental representations.  This approach is detailed more fully in Arnold (1998).


� I am assuming here that speakers refer only to the joint discourse model during production (and furthermore that they rely on comprehenders to use the linguistic information successfully to build the same joint discourse model).  However, this simple assumption is likely to be only an approximation of actual discourse processes (e.g., Hanna et al., 1998; Horton and Keysar, 1996; Arnold et al. 1999)  Thus, it is likely that the model I am developing here will have to be replaced by a more complex model, which accounts for the extent to which speakers use information from the joint discourse model, and the extent to which other constraints influence their choices in reference form.  However, the studies in this paper investigate information that is available to all discourse participants, so these results would be consistent with a more fully developed model.


�  This assumption is reasonable, given that the factors affecting reference form can be categorized into two general factors (Arnold, 1998):  1) those factors that affect the speaker’s assumption about the salience of referents in the joint discourse model, and 2) the ambiguity of the situation.  For example, in a context with only one inanimate referent, the pronoun "it" will be sufficient to specify that referent, but in a context with several inanimate referents, a fuller form may be needed.  In this study I will hold the ambiguity of a situation constant, or cross-balance it against other factors, which means that reference form preferences are a plausible indicator of the salience of a referent.


� An additional question concerns the extent to which the salience of the foci in Almor's study is generalizable to other types of foci.  Theories of information structure posit that all sentences contain a focus (e.g., Lambrecht, 1994: 206), even if they aren't syntactically marked with a cleft.  In this paper, I discuss salience with respect to only one type of focus: that marked by clefts.  It may be that other types of focus-marking phenomena, like prosody, might make referents salient in the way clefts do.  This question will be left to future research.


� Although this is not strictly a wh-cleft, it has been referred to as a "cleft with a lexical head" (Prince 1978).


�  For variation, two of the stimuli used the construction "the person..." instead of "the one...".


� One subject was excluded because he was not a native speaker of English, one subject was excluded because he was a native speaker of South African English, not American English, 2 subjects were excluded because they rated all stimuli items equally, and 4 random subjects were excluded in order to make the cells even.  The total number of subjects included in the analysis is 136.


� The drawbacks of this corpus are that some speakers may have had prepared notes at their disposal, the transcripts are doubtlessly edited to remove disfluencies, and some segments may be translated from French.


�  Note that it is a conservative choice to exclude cases with no object or object of preposition, because many sentences have more than one object or object of preposition.  Therefore, if reference continuations were distributed randomly, there would be a higher chance of the speaker referring to an object-referent than to the subject-referent.  Therefore my sample is slightly biased against my hypothesis that subsequent references will refer more to the subject-referent than object-referents.


�   The experiment also included an additional, orthogonal manipulation of ambiguity.  Each stimulus appeared half the time with two names that represented the same gender, and half the time with two names that represented different genders.  In all cases, names were chosen according to the author's estimation that they are commonly associated with only one gender.  In a few cases where the participants did not take the intended interpretation, their responses were excluded.  This variable was not the purpose of this study, and therefore will not be discussed in this paper.


� 14 responses were excluded.  Reasons for exclusion included continuing the last sentence rather than beginning a new one, skipping the item, adding a nonsensical continuation, or interpreting the name of one of the characters with the unintended gender.  For example, the context of the sentence made it clear that once a participant interpreted the name "Lynn" as a male name (although it was intended as a female name), and one participant interpreted "Ned" as a female name (although it was intended as a male name).


�  An alternate method of coding includes all references to NP1 or NP2, where only the first reference was included if the same character was mentioned more than once.  This method sometimes resulted in two data points for a given completion. The pattern of results with this method is similar, except that there is a lower percentage of parallel Subject-to-Subject references, which results in a lower percentage of pronouns referring to Subjects.





�
�
Nonclefts�
Clefts�
�
�
NP1 referent�
89% (n=83)�
84% (n=77)�
�
�
NP2 referent�
12% (n=163)�
11% (n=170)�
�
Like the results reported in Table 5, only referent identity was selected as significant by the logistic regression analysis.


�  The scores for 17 participants were excluded:  five people had not begun learning English by age 5, one participant skipped an entire page, and one provided answers that appeared too pattern-like (suggesting that the individual had not actually paid attention to the stimuli).  It was also necessary to exclude ten randomly selected participants to produce even numbers of participants per cell.  This left the scores of 112 participants in the analysis.


�  For these 67 participants, three of the filler items were slightly modified, so that they wouldn't create a conflict with the other experiment.  The modifications consisted of changing "ice cream truck" to "ice cream van", "When the sun went over the hill" to "When it got dark", and "until the sun rose" to "until morning".


�  This idea is formalized in Centering Theory, where the  backward-looking Center is similar to what I am calling the "topic".  Grammatical subjects are taken as the highest-ranked forward-looking center (Brennan, Friedman, and Pollard, 1987), but referents are not established as backward-looking centers until they have been mentioned in two consecutive utterances.


�  See Arnold, 1998, for a discussion of how recency can also be an indication of the importance of an entity to the upcoming discourse.
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		subject/embedded subject		subject/embedded subject

		object/focus		object/focus

		other/ whole		other/ whole

		none		none



Nonclefts (n=167)

Clefts (n=146)

Grammatical Function of Referent

0.4431137725

0.1712328767

0.2754491018

0.5547945205

0.1497005988

0.0479452055

0.1317365269

0.2260273973



nonclefts

		subj		SUBJCOUNT		first thing		FIRSTCOUNT		clause relation		data		file		ref obj/obj of PP?		type		notes																																														OBSERVED		subject		obj of PP		other		other		TOTAL

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 176 I could not help but ask myself why his colleague , the Minister of National Revenue ( Mr . MacKay ) , could not have that same concern when we in fact had that delay in putting in place the countervail on U.S . corn. .Score 82 While I apprecia		861218.E.A		*indistinguishable										SUBJCOUNT		75		29%		FIRSTCOUNT		105		40%																														go-src verbs		115		46		58		44		263

		MAINSUBJ?		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 457 > But before that , Mr . Speaker , in the Federal Public Service , and that was since 1971 , and [I] would like to send my hon . colleague from York East a copy of a list of steps that were taken by previous Liberal governments to promote emplo		860417.E.A		y				this is a bit bizarre, but I looked for the first main (tensed) clause as S1.						MAINSUBJ						MAINSUBJ																																		src-go verbs		25		81		7		33		146

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 108 That is why we want effective collective bargaining rights for the workforce in the House of Commons . .Score 556 That is why we want the labour board certificationproceeded with .		860417.E.A		n		pred nom.								SUBJCOUNT		5		2%		FIRSTCOUNT		9		3%																														TOTAL		140		127		65		77		409

		WHOLE S-COMP		WHOLE S-COMP		WHOLE S-COMP		WHOLE S-COMP				.Score 99 They do not even want it to go to committee since that would bring it one step closer to enactment . .Score 34 The workers on the Hill know how our system operates .		860417.E.A		n		untensed s-comp		***CHANGED*** ("that", not "they" is next mentioned in an independent clause)						PARTSUB						PARTSUB								by subject				by first		by first

		SUBORDINATE OBJ OF PP (LOCATIVE)		SUBORDINATE		SUBORDINATE OBJ OF PP (LOCATIVE)		SUBORDINATE				.Score 11 > In my motion , I also want the House to consider the terms of reference for the Standing Committee on Private Members '/$ Business itself , found in Standing Order 36 ( 1 ) ( a ) , which provides no evidence to support the reasons given for r		861119.E.A		n		untensed s-comp								SUBJCOUNT		5		2%		FIRSTCOUNT		1		0%		subject		32%				44%		115																				EXPECTED		outcome 1		outcome 2		outcome 3		outcome 3		TOTAL

		SUBJ OF SUBORDINATE REL CLAUSE		SUBSUBJ		SUBJ OF SUBORDINATE REL CLAUSE		SUBSUBJ				.Score 48 > At the time this decision was made in the United States ,we were hoping for the Prime Minister ( Mr . Mulroney ) to do what President Reagan has not hesitated to do since the Conservatives came to power , and thatis , to use the telephone . .		861119.E.A		n		untensed s-comp								RELSUB						RELSUB						object		10%				17%		46																				group 1		90.0244498778		81.6650366748		41.7970660147		49.5134474328		213.4865525672

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 239 > | Hon . Edward Broadbent ( Oshawa ) : | Mr . Speaker , I would like the Minister to co-operate . .Score 49 I will ask him a very precise question .		y		n		untensed s-comp								SUBJCOUNT		18		7%		FIRSTCOUNT		32		12%		subordinate subj		6%				8%		21																				group 2		49.9755501222		45.3349633252		23.2029339853		27.4865525672		118.5134474328

		NONE		NONE		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				Score 91 I have said that I would expect the terms of reference to include all the allegations which have been made in the House by himself andothers in the Opposition , all the newspaper allegations , and all the electronic media allegations . .Score 57		860514.E.A		n		untensed s-comp								OBJ						OBJ						subordinate		3%				5%		14																				TOTAL		140		127		65		77		332

		NONE		NONE		SUBORDINATE OBJ		SUBORDINATE				.Score 226 The mother of Parliament , Westminster in London , allows its employees to have bargaining rights , and to organize and have procedures whereby they can appeal the hiring practices and the practices putting peopleforward in particular branches		860417.E.A		n		untensed s-comp								SUBJCOUNT		7		3%		FIRSTCOUNT		14		5%		whole		6%				9%		23

		NONE		NONE		SUBORDINATE OBJ		SUBORDINATE				.Score 154 We have seen the whole issue heat up with the UnitedStates Congress having voted an estimated $ 52 billion U.S . for subsidization and assistance to farmers over the next three years . .Score 494 In fact , some observers have suggested that fig		860514.E.A		n		untensed s-comp								PARTOB						PARTOB						none		43%				17%		44																						observed		expected		o-e		(o-e)^2/e

		NONE		NONE		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 161 > Having seen sanctions applied in a multitude of cases, against Italy when it invaded Ethiopia , and so on , [they] did not have the impact intended . .Score 289 If we obtained [complete sanctions] against South Africa byall the nations of the		860613.E.A		y		trans		if clause included as next independent clause						SUBJCOUNT		7		3%		FIRSTCOUNT		14		5%																														cell 11		115		90.0244498778		24.9755501222		6.9289854562		chisquare=		82.3598925446

		NONE		NONE		WHOLE UTT		WHOLE				.Score 40 Therefore , they call upon Parliament to bring forwardamendments that would enshrine property rights in the Charter of Rights andFreedoms . .Score 77 With that I agree 100 per cent .		861218.E.A		y		trans		Parliament seems to be a real DO here, with a second untensed compliment after it						SUBORDINATE						SUBORDINATE																																		cell 12		46		81.6650366748		-35.6650366748		15.5757579107		sig=		0.00000000

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 81 " Politeness does pay off " ..Score 161 > If the Energy Minister would ask Canadian oil companiesto take another step on behalf of consumers and to at least consider giving iscount prices to motorists who pay cash rather than use credit cards ,		860417.E.A		n		intrans		note: seems to be a saying ????? But it's excluded anyway						SUBJCOUNT		17		6%		FIRSTCOUNT		21		8%		subject		32%		subject		44%																						cell 13		58		41.7970660147		16.2029339853		6.2811841779

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 441 > | Mr . Jean-Robert Gauthier ( Ottawa -- Vanier ) : | I will be brief , Mr . Speaker , but still I want to make a few comments because this is a very special day : the anniversary of the proclamation of section 15 of our Canadian Constitution		860417.E.A		n		intrans								SUBSUBJ						SUBSUBJ						object		10%		object		17%																						cell 14		44		49.5134474328		-5.5134474328		0.6139362975

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 22 > -- this co-mingling of non-financial and financial businesses is undesirable . .Score 45 It would try the confidence and trust that Canadians placein their financial system .		860417.E.A		n		intrans								SUBJCOUNT		17		6%		FIRSTCOUNT		23		9%		other/whole		16%		other/whole		22%																						cell 21		25		49.9755501222		-24.9755501222		12.4816655821

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 489 | No , you did not . Evidently you did not .		860514.E.A		n		intrans								WHOLE						WHOLE						none		43%		none		17%																						cell 22		81		45.3349633252		35.6650366748		28.0577008939

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 30 You are in a position to realize indeed ... .Score 83 You should not , I cannot understand why the Hon . Memberfor Glengarry -- Prescott -- Russell , Mr . Speaker , insisted on my speakingbefore him.		860514.E.A		n		intrans								SUBJCOUNT		112		43%		FIRSTCOUNT		44		17%																														cell 23		7		23.2029339853		-16.2029339853		11.3147358821

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 5 > Those words of Mr . Justice Hall are accurate , correct ,and true ; they are just as valid today as they were then .		860613.E.A		n		intrans								NONE						NONE																nonclefts		clefts				OBSERVED		subject		obj of PP		other		TOTAL				cell 24		33		27.4865525672		5.5134474328		1.1059263441

		NONE		NONE		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 60 > The allegation made here is quite straightforward . .Score 118 Yesterday and again today the Deputy Prime Minister statedthat an outside inquiry would be given any statements or allegations that hadbeen made in the House of Commons .		860514.E.A		n		intrans																												subject		115		25				go-src verbs		115		46		102		263

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 134 > | Hon . William Rompkey ( Grand Falls -- White Bay --Labrador ) : | | | That may be true , Mr . Speaker , but we can only go on the basis of information we have		860417.E.A		n		intrans																												object/cleft		46		81				src-go verbs		25		81		40		146

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				Score 181 That is fine , if they have the conviction and want to argue it . .Score 384 However ,        let us get the Bill to committee . Let us lookat it and its details .		861119.E.A		n		intrans										263						263												other/whole		58		7				TOTAL		140		127		142		409

		NONE		NONE		SUBORDINATE SUBJ		SUBSUBJ				.Score 230 More action is needed now if Canada is not going to looklike Britain , where Sir Anthony Kershaw said last night that he did not expectthe Prime Minister of Britain to come out with concrete measures before August. .Score 22 I will be damned if		860613.E.A		n		intrans																												none		44		33

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 15 > | The Acting Speaker ( Mr . Paproski ) : | | | Pursuantto Standing Order 114 ( 11 ) , the recorded division on the proposed motionstands deferred . .Score 72 > The next question is on Motion No . 39A .		860417.E.A		n		intrans								ref obj/obj of PP?		(All)																										EXPECTED		outcome 1		outcome 2		outcome 3		TOTAL

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 68 > | Mr . Speaker : | I declare the motion lost . .Score 39 The next vote is on Motion No . 39 .		860417.E.A		n		intrans																																				group 1		90.0244498778		81.6650366748		91.3105134474		263

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 6 However , she was right . .Score 75 We had to delay discussion on the Bill for six months inorder to provide the time required for the process which I described just a fewmoments ago .		860417.E.A		n		intrans								Count of first thing																				subject		115		25				group 2		49.9755501222		45.3349633252		50.6894865526		146

		RELATED TO SUBJ		RELSUB		related to MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 577 Staff had been cut , capital purchases had been cut , and it could not be cut any more and still be called a health care system .		860613.E.A		n		intrans								first thing2		first thing		Total																object/cleft		46		81				TOTAL		140		127		142		409

		related to SUBJ		RELSUB		related to MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 62 > | Mr . Speaker : | The question enumerated by the Hon. Parliamentary Secretary has been answered . .Score 58 Shall the remaining questions stand ?		860417.E.A		n		intrans								subj				74		44%														other/whole/none		102		40

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE		sm-but		.Score 79 > These things are not carved in stone , but we must havesomething upon which to calculate .		861218.E.A		n		intrans ("carved in stone" is an idiom, not a verb with DO)								none				25		15%														total		263		146						observed		expected		o-e		(o-e)^2		(o-e)^2/e

		NONE		NONE		WHOLE S		WHOLE		MM		.Score 142 It is being done , and if any further steps are to be taken they will be taken . .Score 49 I do not know how much more positive one can be in order to get that through to the hon . gentleman .		860613.E.A		n		passive without b-clause		note: if-clause might have originally been excluded here, but I don't think it would change the coding, and besides it's excluded now						obj				46		28%																						cell 11		115		90.0244498778		24.9755501222		623.778103909		6.9289854562

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 72 As my colleague indicated , calls were made at 10,43 a.m. and at 10,59 a.m . .Score 112 Our Department has ways to authenticate and to find out which employee accessed every taxpayer 's file .		861119.E.A		n		passive without b-clause								other/whole				22		13%																nonclefts		clefts				cell 12		46		81.6650366748		-35.6650366748		1271.994841016		15.5757579107

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 150 > Man cannot be regulated or persuaded , in the short run, to do the things we wish he would do which seem to be humane , just , andproper for his fellow man . .Score 2 I only wish we had that which it is purported we have inthis debate as memb		860613.E.A		n		passive without b-clause								Grand Total				167																subject		44%		17%				cell 13		102		91.3105134474		10.6894865526		114.2651227575		1.2513906498

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 73 As Mr . Justice Estey stated , in some cases difficulties were easy to define but solutions were not easy to develop .		861218.E.A		n		passive without b-clause																												object/cleft		17%		55%				cell 21		25		49.9755501222		-24.9755501222		623.778103909		12.4816655821

		RELATED TO SUBJ?		RELSUB		RELATED TO MAINSUBJ?		MAINSUBJ				.Score 315 Such larger non-bank institutions with commercial links will be required to have at least 35 per cent of their voting shares publiclytraded and widely held by December 31 , 1991 , or within five years of reachingthe $ 50 million capital thresh		861218.E.A		n		passive without b-clause																												other/whole/none		39%		27%				cell 22		81		45.3349633252		35.6650366748		1271.994841016		28.0577008939

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 7 However , having said that , workers who are deprived of that particular right , which is a blunt and very powerful weapon , must be protected in other ways . .Score 31 They must have --		860417.E.A		n		passive, no by-clause																																				cell 23		40		50.6894865526		-10.6894865526		114.2651227575		2.2542174034

		SUBORDINATE S		WHOLE		SUBORDINATE S		WHOLE				.Score 557 > As the Chair is aware , the rules in Beauchesne state were not to accuse other Hon . Members of making untrue statements in the Houseof Commons . That is found on page 114 of Beauchesne 's Parliamentary Rulesand Forms , Fifth Edition , as de		860514.E.A		n		pred. Nom?????																																														66.5497178963

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 70 The way we treat our employees should be an example to everyone else in the public and private sectors . .Score 31 However , it is not an example of which we can be proud .		860417.E.A		n		predicate nominative																																												significance:		0.00000000

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 23 The employees who work here , and I am sure you know it ,Mr . Speaker , because you have been here for a long time , are very goodemployees and , by and large , they are dedicated and have a strong allegiance to thepeople for whom they work .		860417.E.A		n		predicate nominative

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 362 > In 1960 , when the colonial powers began to pull outfast , the total population was 210 million . .Score 173 Today it is at least 385 million and it is growing at arate of 3,2 per cent a year , by far the highest in the world , so in less tha		860613.E.A		n		predicate nominative

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 118 It is not some mysterious ancient tribalism . .Score 288 It is an expression of highly-developed corporate greedfocused not primarily in Africa , because Africa has been the victim of westerncorporate greed for hundreds of years as has South Am		860613.E.A		n		predicate nominative

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 0 He is a good accountant . .Score 20 He knows that these safeguards are in place .		861119.E.A		n		predicate nominative

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 6 That is a separate issue . .Score 173 I was as shocked as all Hon . Members when I picked up The Ottawa Citizen \ on the morning the committee reported to the House to findcomments regarding the report .		861119.E.A		n		predicate nominative

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 194 This Government will be remembered for many years to come as the Government that rushed blindly to bail out an ailing bank , that then swore up and down to all and sundry that the bank was viable , that six months later presided over the spect		861218.E.A		n		predicate nominative

		NONE		NONE		PART OF SUBJ		PARTSUB				.Score 74 The question I would like to ask is how long must we put this before the Government before it realizes that this is one of the mostserious measures with which it has come forward ? .Score 30 I have said before and I will say again this afternoo		860613.E.A		n		predicate nominative

		NONE		NONE		related to MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 82 It is not a point of order . .Score 38 If the Hon . Member wishes to participate in debate she will have an opportunity .		860417.E.A		n		predicate nominative

		NONE		NONE		SUBORDINATE OBJ		SUBORDINATE				.Score 245 > The reason why I am an introducing this amendment which will provide , if passed , for another abusive practice on the part of a firm in a dominant position is that [we have become aware that in dealings between large automobile manufacturer		861119.E.A		n		predicate nominative

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 4 Those were the words used by the Secretary of State . .Score 603 > Mr . Speaker , the motion before the House asks theGovernment to delay the passage of Bill C-45 for a month because the situation has changed .		860417.E.A		n		predicate nominative

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE		MM		.Score 38 That debate was a tough debate , but common sense and goodjudgment won the day ..Score 60 > The Government of Canada , notwithstanding theprotestation of the then Premier of Ontario , among others , forced the province to moveto the establishmen		860613.E.A		n		predicate nominative

		WHOLE S?		WHOLE		WHOLE S?		WHOLE				Score 3 This is the Brave New World of this Government , and that is the end result of what it is doing .		861119.E.A		n		predicate nominative

		SUBORDINATE S		WHOLE		SUBORDINATE S		WHOLE				.Score 31 > | Miss Carney : | If he understood the process , he wouldknow that all international tribunals , such as GATT and other processes ,permit and encourage negotiation of disputes between both parties . .Score 10 That is what we have been involve		861218.E.A		n		s-comp		excludes if-clause  but only to identify S1 (main clause of first sentence)

		SUBORDINATE SUBJ		SUBSUBJ		SUBORDINATE SUBJ		SUBSUBJ				.Score 37 > Mr . Speaker , I think that if we show love and respectfor others , we will find the peace so earnestly desired by the people of thisearth .		861119.E.A		n		s-comp		this one looks wrong, but it's excluded anyway under s-comp

		ADVERB (RELATED TO SUBORDINATE SUBJ)		SUBSUBJ		ADVERB (RELATED TO SUBORDINATE SUBJ)		SUBSUBJ				. .Score 287 > Mr . Speaker , I maintain that tomorrow will be too late and that we have to act now . This is not the time for pretending to takeaction just to appease Canadian public opinion and to lead Canadians to believethat the Go		860613.E.A		n		s-comp

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 49 > | Hon . John Wise ( Minister of Agriculture ) : | Mr. Speaker , I can certainly confirm that this is not a matter of contamination . .Score 34 I do not know why the Member is so nervous , because I haveevery confidence in the meat inspection s		860417.E.A		n		s-comp

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 64 > We know that the Court Challenges Program under which groups authorized to bring questions of national importance before the courts was expanded in September 1985 . .Score 309 We know also that today is the anniversary of theproclamation of Cl		860417.E.A		n		s-comp

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		mm		.Score 87 I think the actions of the Government of Canada should support that far more desirable objective of an enhanced arms control agreement . .Score 10 I am sure the hon . gentleman would agree that that shouldbe our ultimate OBJective .		860613.E.A		n		s-comp

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		mm		.Score 12 > | Hon . Erik Nielsen ( Deputy Prime Minister and Ministerof | | National Defence ) : | | | The hon . gentleman states that theGovernment has turned down options . .Score 0 He knows that is not correct .		860613.E.A		n		s-comp

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MM		.Score 9 I think it is at an already deteriorating level . .Score 98 > I want to suggest , if I may , that it is a mistake forthe Government not to recognize the importance of health and education .		860613.E.A		N		s-comp

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 196 > | Mr . Steven W . Langdon ( Essex -- Windsor ) : | | |Mr . Speaker , the Minister of Consumer and Corporate Affairs said that these cost studies are being kept from the House for Privy Council reasons . .Score 116 Surely the Minister would be		861119.E.A		n		s-comp

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 13 I can assure you , Mr . Speaker , that I was disappointedthat a breach of security , what I felt was security , had taken place withregard to the findings of the particular committee on which I sit . .Score 4 I read about it in one of the nation		861119.E.A		n		s-comp

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 21 I think the focus of our attention should not be thetheoretical consideration , important as that may be in certain circumstances , but ,rather , the practical effect that this motion could have on the women whowould want to participate in the A		861119.E.A		n		s-comp

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 333 I would suggest that when the Bill by the Hon . Member forBow River ( Mr . Taylor ) was talked out the other day in the Chamber , it wastalked out by representatives of the Liberal Party . .Score 16 I submit that that shows their lack of seriou		861218.E.A		n		s-comp

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 100 The committee recommended that a non-financial corporationshould only be able to own 30 per cent . .Score 83 It also suggested retroactivity .		861218.E.A		n		s-comp

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 1 > With regard to foreign ownership , we are concerned thatsince foreign owners will be treated as domestic , they will be given unlimitedpower to acquire securities companies after a brief delay of a year and a half, and , after that , any other		861218.E.A		n		s-comp

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ?		MAINSUBJ				.Score 88 > | Hon . Michael Wilson ( Minister of Finance ) : | Mr. Speaker , I have made it clear that the response of the Government to the action taken by the Americans on the shakes and shingles industry was to identify those trade areas that are predo		860613.E.A		n		s-comp

		MAINSUBJ (ELLIPTICAL)		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ (ELLIPTICAL)		MAINSUBJ		MS-BUT		.Score 66 > | Ms . Pauline Jewett ( New Westminster -- Coquitlam ) :| Mr . Speaker , the Minister has said that they are constantly breaching it on the Soviet side , but        has never been able to give an example .		860613.E.A		n		s-comp

		NONE		NONE		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		mm		.Score 36 > In closing , I wish to remind the Hon . Member that the name of the riding which I represent is Glengarry -- Prescott -- Russell . .Score 38 The people of my riding are proud of the name and they holddearly to it .		860514.E.A		n		s-comp

		NONE		NONE		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 218 > As you see , Mr . Speaker , many Canadians from various sectors of our society believe that Bill C-96 is not to the advantage ofCanadians . .Score 376 > And the reason why we are here today , Mr . Speaker , as I remind the Parliamentary Secr		860613.E.A		n		s-comp

		NONE		NONE		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 342 We know that that is the kind of action we must take . Even a man of such passive resistance as Bishop Tutu who previously said that we should wait is now calling for that action .		860613.E.A		n		s-comp

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 22 > | Mr . Allmand : | The Hon . Member also said that this is the first time a Government has put a Bill before Parliament to deal with discrimination against visible minorities . .Score 77 These people who were elected in 1984 do not know what h		860417.E.A		n		s-comp

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 98 I suggest , therefore , that this is a measure deliberatelyintroduced by the Government to allow the Federal Government to come inthrough the backdoor in an operational area which has been traditionally a provincialresponsibility . .Score 77 If		861119.E.A		n		s-comp

		NONE		NONE		PART OF SUBORDINATE OBJ		SUBSUBJ				Score 126 I think it is fairly clear that this $ 1 billion is an attempt to make adjustments for the hurt that has affected Canada 's grain farmers as a result of the U.S . Farm Bill . .Score 142 This hurt has been estimated accurately by a number ofgroup		861218.E.A		n		s-comp

		NONE		NONE		SUBORDINATE OBJ OF PP		SUBORDINATE				.Score 160 > Even after the $ 1 billion has been paid out I think we should realize that 1986 has not been a banner year for farmers . .Score 133 The Outlook Conference which took place in Ottawa a shortwhile ago showed that the expected net income for fa		861218.E.A		n		s-comp

		NONE		NONE		SUBORDINATE SUBJ		SUBSUBJ				.Score 89 I believe that when Canadians are informed , they are well ahead of any Government . .Score 45       Let us tell them what the term `` sanction '' means interms of dollars and cents		860613.E.A		n		s-comp

		NONE		NONE		SUBORDINATE SUBJ		SUBSUBJ				.Score 5 We must consider that this Bill will enshrine in law an employee employer relationship which does not meet with the employees '/$ approval. .Score 567 > With the advances workers on the Hill have made using the Canada Labour Relations Board , man		860417.E.A		n		s-comp

		NONE		NONE		WHOLE SUBORDINATE CLAUSE		WHOLE				.Score 176 The point was made that Members whose items were not selected as votable items , or in the case of the Hon . Member for Glengarry --Prescott -- Russell ( Mr . Boudria ) whose item was chosen , did not find this outbefore it was tabled in the H		861119.E.A		n		s-comp

		NONE		NONE		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 255 Yet they also learned that when they placed men and women together in infantry units , the men would sometimes ignore the mission andattempt to protect the females beside them . .Score 141 The woman in charge of women in the Israeli Armed Force		861119.E.A		n		s-comp

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 186 The outlook might be somewhat more promising if only Members of the Opposition were to rise to the defence of Canadian farmers , and the speeches heard in this House would indicate that we are not here to debate meaningless issues , but to upho		860514.E.A		n		s-comp

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 20 He indicated , in other words , that we would be saving time by this particular measure . .Score 97 > Prior to your leaving the chair perhaps I can just catch your attention for a minute .		860417.E.A		n		s-comp

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 3 > | Right Hon . John N . Turner ( Leader of the Opposition ): .Score 56 | Mr . Speaker , you know the terms of reference would bevery vague . .Score 22 > My question is directed to the Deputy Prime Minister .		860514.E.A		n		s-comp

		SUBORDINATE SUBJ		SUBSUBJ		SUBORDINATE SUBJ		SUBSUBJ				.Score 109 He knows very well that I , as the Minister representingthe Government , have gone through the widest possible terms of negotiations anddiscussions with the Japanese Canadian community . .Score 6 I have put options before the Cabinet , and in		860514.E.A		n		s-comp

		SUBORDINATE OBJ OF PP (oblique agent)		SUBORDINATE		SUBORDINATE OBJ OF PP(oblique agent)		SUBORDINATE				.Score 25 > | Hon . Erik Nielsen ( Deputy Prime Minister and Ministerof | | National Defence ) : | Mr . Speaker , I am sure that kind of discussion has already been had by the Prime Minister with President Reagan . .Score 112 The Prime Minister has not s		860613.E.A		n		s-comp

		PART OF SUBORDINATE OBJ OF PP		SUBORDINATE		PART OF SUBORDINATE OBJ OF PP		SUBORDINATE				.Score 258 > | Mr . Maurice Foster ( Algoma ) : | Mr . Speaker , we are pleased that the Minister has brought forward the Supplementary Estimatesfor at least part of the payments to be made under the Special Canadian GrainsProgram . .Score 99 The initial		861218.E.A		n		s-comp

		SUBORDINATE SUBJ		SUBSUBJ		SUBORDINATE SUBJ		SUBSUBJ				.Score 281 > | Mr . Sergio Marchi ( York West ) : | Mr . Speaker ,Canadian Press has just reported that the Minister of State for Immigration ( Mr. Weiner ) has refused refugee status to an individual who will face tortureand probable execution when the		861119.E.A		n		s-comp

		SUBORDINATE SUBJ		SUBSUBJ		SUBORDINATE SUBJ		SUBSUBJ				.Score 34 They have said very clearly they want no part of it andthat this measure is unfair and , by and large , useless to the agricultural industry . .Score 64 It is not the panacea which the Tories pretend it is .		860514.E.A		n		s-comp

		WHOLE SUBORDINATE S		WHOLE		WHOLE SUBORDINATE S		WHOLE				.Score 341 Those who care about the Commonwealth and South Africa will agree that the Government 's actions are well designed to maintain the effectiveness of the instiution of the Commonwealth that we value , to keep Canada in the forefront of those who		860613.E.A		n		s-comp

		SUBORDINATE OBJ		SUBORDINATE		SUBORDINATE OBJ		SUBORDINATE		MM		.Score 55 I would like to know whether the Deputy Prime Minister is aware of the report prepared under the direction of his colleague , the Hon. Member for Prince George-Peace River , who is now the Minister of State forScience and Technology . .Score 22		860613.E.A		n		s-comp

		SUBORDINATE SUBJ		SUBSUBJ		SUBORDINATE SUBJ		SUBSUBJ				.Score 72 If we are to do that , I would suggest that the Government, which talked about reconciliation with the provinces when it assumed officejust two short years ago , had better sit down and start talking with the provinces . .Score 42 The Governmen		861119.E.A		n		s-comp

		SUBORDINATE FRONTED OBJ OF PP		SUBSUBJ		SUBORDINATE FRONTED OBJ OF PP		SUBORDINATE				.Score 74 > In response to another claim by the Minister , I want to say that our view is that he is dead wrong when he contends that there is no linkage between this and what will happen in a matter of days on the question oftariff action or countervail		861119.E.A		n		s-comp

		SUBORDINATE SUBJ		SUBSUBJ		SUBORDINATE SUBJ		SUBSUBJ				.Score 92 > The Chair is also aware that the Hon . Member for Burlington ( Mr . Kempling ) is placed in a difficult and uncomfortable position . .Score 95 I want to thank Hon . Members for hearing him out ascourteously as he was heard .		861119.E.A		n		s-comp

		WHOLE SUBORD. S		WHOLE		WHOLE SUBORDINATE S		WHOLE				(proposition) .Score 42 In her report on employment equality , Judge Rosalie Abella stated that the lack of daycare services is a major obstacle to employment equality for women . .Score 18 I would like to know whether the Government is prepared to suppor		860417.E.A		n		s-comp

		SUBORDINATE SUBJ		SUBSUBJ		SUBORDINATE SUBJ		SUBSUBJ				.Score 0 He said that at last the South African Government is comfortable with itself . .Score 138 It is now giving itself the tools of the army and thepolice to do what it has always believed it right to do , that is , totally repressthe black movement i		860613.E.A		n		s-comp

		SUPERSET OF SUBJ		RELSUBJ		SUPERSET OF SUBJ		RELSUBJ				.Score 116 > The federal Government must ensure that its proposedlegislation regarding changes in federal-provincial fiscal arrangements be appliedon a short-term basis only and that it exclude the Atlantic provinces . .Score 68 In addition , the federal		860613.E.A		n		s-comp

		PART OF SUBJ		PARTSUB		PART OF SUBJ		PARTSUB				.Score 18 > [The unfortunate aspect of the dilemma facing our producers] is that the problem is not of their own doing . .Score 54 Our farmers are the innocent victims of the costly madnessof subsidies which has gripped the European Economic Community and		860514.E.A		n		s-comp

		SUBORDINATE SUBJ		SUBSUBJ		SUBORDINATE SUBJ		SUBSUBJ				.Score 2 We understand why the Liberals do not want to hear aboutinterest rates coming down or about unemployment levels coming down . .Score 73 They were never able to accomplish that when they were inoffice .		861119.E.A		n		s-comp

		WHOLE SUBORDINATE S		WHOLE		WHOLE SUBORDINATE S		WHOLE				.Score 4 Another Member mentioned earlier this week that it would be necessary to take all the states West of the Mississipi to make up 35 per centof the population of that country .ewhere should not be used here either . .Score 62 > This formula which wa		861218.E.A		n		s-comp

		PART OF SUBJ		PARTSUB		PART OF SUBJ		PARTSUB				.Score 442 [The money given to producers under the deficiency payment and the aid package put together related to percentages of income for the last five years] provide [that corn producers will receive 101 per cent of the average of the last five years ,		861218.E.A		n		s-comp

		WHOLE SUBORDINATE CLAUSE		WHOLE		WHOLE SUBORDINATE CLAUSE		WHOLE				.Score 90 He indicated that somehow Hon . Members '/$ rights hadchanged in a negative way in terms of their Bills and motions since there were reforms to Private Members '/$ Business . .Score 31 That escapes me completely .		861119.E.A		n		s-comp

		RELATED TO SUBORDINATE SUBJ		SUBSUBJ		RELATED TO SUBORDINATE SUBJ		SUBSUBJ				Score 24 At this point we do not even know whether they want all of these rights , and that is for them to decide collectively . .Score 22 However , apart from those people who would necessarily be designated essential , the rest of them should be afforde		860417.E.A		n		s-comp

		SUBORDINATE SUBJ.		SUBSUBJ		SUBORDINATE SUBJ.		SUBSUBJ				Score 8 They will agree that the Secretary of State for External Affairs has had a long-standing concern for many years in this area . .Score 37 He would have participated in this debate with vigour hadhe been able to be here .		860613.E.A		n		s-comp

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 0 The Chamber of Commerce is quite happy to have the moneyconcentrated in cities like Toronto , Edmonton , and Vancouver . .Score 298 It is quite happy to have the money concentrated therebecause that makes a greater pool for the investors , the ba		y		n		untensed compliment clause

		MAINSUBJ (ELLIPTICAL)		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ (ELLIPTICAL)		MAINSUBJ				.Score 2 > The Government ought to get its act together , come clean with the people of Newfoundland and put its money where its mouth is .		860514.E.A		y		trans		"ought" is modal verb, "to get together" is the predicate, "its act" is the DO

		NONE		NONE		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 19 The proposed motion runs the risk of bringing a great deal of uncertainty to this important area , and therefore I recommend that it berejected .		861119.E.A		y		gerund DO (?)

		NONE		NONE		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 465 If we want to be fair and honest and to help farmproducers , [we] must give [this program] [time to work ]. .Score 177 > Conversely Mr . Speaker , research happens to be the best way to support [our] agricultural food industry and turn it into		860514.E.A		y		DO on second half of coordinate VP

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 165 In addition , [the right of access to the new refugee determination process] will be explicitly provided in [the legislation for peoplearriving at entry points and who might need Canadian protection] . .Score 73 > In its fifth report , Mr . Spe		861119.E.A		y		PP

		NONE		NONE		PART OF SUBJ		PARTSUB				.Score 76 The ability to provide innovative and competitive financial products including mortgages , investments and loans to all Canadians in all parts of the country will no longer be artificially limited by outmoded laws . .Score 132 However , where ne		861218.E.A		y		passive WITH by-clause

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 88 > The Canadian people will not allow themselves to be deceived by the Conservatives . .Score 228 I will point out to Hon . Members that , at the going rate, the Government will need until year 2026 to live up to the 338 promises ithas made and w		860514.E.A		y		passive WITH by-clause

		SUBORDINATE SUBJ		SUBSUBJ		SUBORDINATE SUBJ		SUBSUBJ				.Score 88 I was told by Canada Post this morning that the material is all right because it is not pornography , but only an ad for pornography .		860417.E.A		y		passive WITH by-clause

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 89 > | Mrs . Lucie Pe^apin ( Outremont ) : | Mr . Speaker , I rise in support of the amendment . .Score 334 I heard my colleague say earlier that we all had the sameOBJective in discussing this Bill because we supposedly all want to achieveequality		860417.E.A		y		PP

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		mm		.Score 480 I am in your hands on this matter , and I would like a ruling on it . I can then respond to it , if Your Honour would give us a ruling onit .		860613.E.A		y		PP

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 175 This is not because of any lack of desire on the part of those who run the universities , or because of a lack of expertise on the part of those who do the lecturing . .Score 9 It is not because of anything that is the fault of theuniversities		860613.E.A		y		PP

		NONE		NONE		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 53 Of course , he was not alone in voicing that opinion . .Score 9 His colleagues , including the Minister of Employment andImmigration ( Miss MacDonald ) and the Hon . Member for Mississauga South ( Mr. Blenkarn ) all said the same thing .		860613.E.A		y		PP

		NONE		NONE		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				Score 131 This action was taken in full knowledge that Canadianp roducers were competing fairly , without subsidy , and that a major factor in thedecline of the American industry was a lack of red cedar logs . .Score 59 > As the Prime Minister ( Mr . Mulr		861119.E.A		y		PP

		NONE		NONE		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 95 > This morning , more than 1,000 senior citizens were onParliament Hill to protest the decision made by the Minister on January 5 to cut unemployment insurance benefits . .Score 126 Is the Minister willing to admit today that these people have b		860514.E.A		y		PP

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 83 The debate on this broad issue cannot be resolved in the context of the financial industry alone and certainly not on the basis of this one particular situation . .Score 403 The chief concern raised in this House about the ownership of financia		860417.E.A		y		PP

		NONE		NONE		RELATED TO MAINSUBJ (MEMBERS OF A SET)		MAINSUBJ				.Score 104 They are being hidden for political reasons . .Score 39 The Minister called the other studies a fabrication withoutever seeing them .		861119.E.A		y		PP

		NONE		NONE		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 308 For 10 years he [refers to Peltier in prev. S] has been held in U.S . prisons serving two consecutive life sentences for crimes it now appears he did not commit ..Score 68 > The U.S . Congress has charged that evidence brought forward on the Pe		860417.E.A		y		PP

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 253 He is quite correct in saying that we have to shovel promises like that because that is what they are .        Let me read promise No . 12 .		860514.E.A		y		PP

		WHOLE PP		WHOLE		WHOLE PP		WHOLE				.Score 284 Your Bill could be among the other 140 Bills and that iswhere it could stay for your total life in Parliament .		861119.E.A		y		PP

		PART OF SUBJ		PARTSUB		PART OF SUBJ		PARTSUB				.Score 285 > | Mr . Johnston : | My question is on another subject ,Mr . Speaker . .Score 0 In the absence of the Secretary of State and the PrimeMinister I will return to the Deputy Prime Minister .		861119.E.A		y		PP

		PART OF SUBJ		PARTSUB		PART OF SUBJ		PARTSUB				.Score 52 > From time to time [my Party] speaks [about [the need to democratize these centres of power and put them in the hands of ordinary Canadians]] . .Score 31 I suggest that those are some constructive and positivemeans by which we could seek to do		861218.E.A		y		PP

		NONE		NONE		MAINSUBJ AND SUB.OB		MAINSUBJ				.Score 18 He worked for a year and a half to reach that salary level and finally did so . .Score 36 Another position opened up in his same unit , another employee with exactly the same qualifications as the first employee was hired , but he was hired at t		860417.E.A		y		PP (adverbial)

		SUBORDINATE UTT		WHOLE		SUBORDINATE UTT		WHOLE				.Score 159 I ask the Minister why the tariff was not imposed retroactively to September 30 . .Score 9 That seems like the proper thing to do .		861218.E.A		y		PP (time adverbial)

		WHOLE UTT		WHOLE		WHOLE UTT		WHOLE				.Score 195 Federal public ownership is greater today than when the Conservatives took office . .Score 192 This is interesting in itself because of the myth whichyou , Mr . Speaker , know as well as I do that we are privatizing the variousCrown corporatio		861218.E.A		y		PP (time adverbial)

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 396 Consumer and business credit markets depend on acompetitive environment and the Government should take steps to see that our banks pass on these decreases and not skim off added profits at the expense of Canadians .		860514.E.A		y		PP/ verb+P

		????(RELATED TO SUBORDINATE OBJ?)		SUBORDINATE		????(RELATED TO SUBORDINATE OBJ?)		SUBORDINATE				.Score 47 However , we have no information that would cause us the kind of concern to which he refers . .Score 46 In fact the level of anxiety and concern among Canadian residents presently in Libya has declined substantially .		860417.E.A		y		trans

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 82 The charter is giving individuals a new opportunity to seek redress when their rights are infringed upon . .Score 35 It also imposes on all an obligation to be tolerant of therights of others .		860417.E.A		y		trans

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 86 > | Right Hon . Brian Mulroney ( Prime Minister ) : | Mr. Speaker , last year , the Government of Canada took steps to clean up a problem with the equalization formula which had been pending for a number of years andwhich affected a number of pr		860417.E.A		y		trans

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 106 When she protests she is assigned a heavier work-load . .Score 9 She is later given a poor performance evaluation and finallytransferred to another position .		860417.E.A		y		trans

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 51 That is why I proposed , and the Government is carrying forward , a comprehensive review of financial institution regulation . .Score 122 That is why public notice of impending legislation , whichis now before this House as Bill C-103 , was give		860417.E.A		y		trans

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 181 We deregulated the industry and as a Government , we arecommitted to deregulation .		860417.E.A		y		trans

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 35 > I appeciate the point the Hon . Member is trying to makeand I will look into it . .Score 16 > I have received notice of a Question of Privilege fromthe Hon . Member for Windsor West ( Mr . Gray ) .		860514.E.A		y		trans

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 49 > | Hon . Ray Hnatyshyn ( President of the Privy Council ): | Mr . Speaker , of course , I did not have any prior notice of this questionof privilege . .Score 132 After hearing the House Leader of the Official Opposition( Mr . Gray ) I am glad t		860514.E.A		y		trans

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		ms-because		.Score 182 Our Government is giving trade the vital emphasis itdeserves because it has understood the need for recovering world markets lost duringthe last fifteen years .		860613.E.A		y		trans

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		mm-because		.Score 64 However , I do withdraw the statement because I do not wantto be unparliamentary in the House .		860613.E.A		y		trans

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MM		.Score 56 > Premier Bennett did not stop there in his support of theConservative Government in Ottawa . .Score 133 He felt that even the health care sytem could be furthergutted .		860613.E.A		y		trans

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 273 They will provide the same type of verbal condemnation at that time . They will close their embassies as we will close ours .		860613.E.A		y		trans

		MAINSUBJ (ELLIPTICAL)		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ (ELLIPTICAL)		MAINSUBJ				.Score 77 They do not reflect the commitment that I understand has been made by our Prime Minister ( Mr . Mulroney ) , or       adequately reflect what Iunderstand to be the strongly held views of our Secretary of State for ExternalAffairs .		860613.E.A		y		trans

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 3 They are afraid of making complaints because they do not haveany protection .		860417.E.A		y		gerund DO (?)

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				Score 97 We continue to import into Canada $ 228 million worth ofgoods from South Africa which helps to support that evil regime . .Score 93 We continue to have $ 1,1 billion of capital investment inSouth Africa which assists the maintenance of that evil		860613.E.A		y

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 60 I told them that the first thing that their Government hasto do is to give citizenship to the black people of South Africa . .Score 11 I said that their Government can practise racism andapartheid all along , but until they have citizenship , th		860613.E.A		y

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 137 We see on our television sets black against black ,killing each other in the streets , in the townships , and in settlements likeCrossroads . .Score 220 We see the metal , brute force of a police vehicle , withweapons being distributed , assist		860613.E.A		y

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 144 We have abhorred a great many things which have happenedin the world , such as the submission to force of Czechoslovakia , Hungary , andPoland . .Score 43 What could we do about it ?		860613.E.A		y

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		ms-but		.Score 171 That may be how the Government in Pretoria sees things ,but that is not the way Canada accepts things .		860613.E.A		y

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 145 A great Canadian once spoke about those rights andfreedoms . .Score 30 He said :		860613.E.A		y

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		ms-but		.Score 195 He rose by way of his own abilities to a senior positionin the Canadian broadcasting industry , but he never forgot where he came from ,nor did he ever lose touch with the people who elected him and whom herepresented .		861119.E.A		y

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		mm		.Score 104 He did a remarkable job . .Score 260 He was on top of his files wherever he went and he alwayslooked convincing .		861119.E.A		y

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		mm		.Score 88 > He did a rare thing in politics . .Score 94 He was a Liberal who was , in his time , with perhaps oneor two exceptions , the best orator in the House of Commons .		861119.E.A		y

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		mm		.Score 187 For example , I had consultations on September 5 with theNational Pensioners & Senior Citizens Federation , the National Anti-PovertyAssociation , the Medical Reform Group . .Score 43 I had consultations on September 12 with the Consumer 'sAsso		861119.E.A		y

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 70 > | Hon . John Wise ( Minister of Agriculture ) : | Mr. Speaker , I take the Hon . Member 's question seriously . .Score 50 I take it more in the form of a representation .		861119.E.A		y

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		mm-and		.Score 24 They have never had control over Private Members '/$Business and they are not intended to have any control over Private Members '/$Business in the House .		861119.E.A		y

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 34 However , the committee has intervened in a process which has been in force for centuries in the British Parliament and side-tracked hismotion . .Score 116 It put it on the dump heap .		861119.E.A		y

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 197 I have sent a letter to every member of the StandingCommittee on Private Members '/$ Business in order that I might appear before it toargue this point . .Score 31 I have not been given that opportunity .		861119.E.A		y

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 136 In fact , to save time , I want to tell him that we arenot ready to agree to the Hon . Member moving the motion ..Score 222 > I would be happy to discuss the matter further at anearly meeting of House Leaders .		861119.E.A		y

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 250 For that reason , I support the position taken by theChair that these matters refer to Section 31 ( 1 ) of the Combines InvestigationAct which is not part of Bill C-91 . .Score 102 I do not see how an		861119.E.A		y

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 85 The Minister of Finance has now totally given away Premier Getty 's position and has said that he is a counsel of despair . .Score 290 He may be a lot of things , but in this case , theprovincial Premiers came here to bargain and negotiate in go		861119.E.A		y

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 116 Frankly , I have been impressed with the importance whichnative leaders , the provinces , the territories , and other interestedCanadians have placed on the matter . .Score 10 In particular I should like to pay tribute to theworth-while contrib		861218.E.A		y

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 42 A sharing of revenues from resource development is notlargesse or generosity by the Government or people of Canada . .Score 120 It must be part and parcel of an agreement reached throughnegotiation .		861218.E.A		y

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 17 > | Mr . Doug Lewis ( Parliamentary Secretary to DeputyPrime | | Minister and President of the Privy Council ) : | | | Mr . Speaker , I rise on a point of order . .Score 98 I had to delay rising until Your Honour was back in theChair .		861218.E.A		y

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 44 In fact , this is a nice Christmas present to be passed along to the private sector . .Score 58 > The sale at this price also comes at a time of increasing profitability forecast for the company .		861218.E.A		y

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 131 It is based upon the unemployment rate in each of the 48economic regions of Canada . .Score 182 > The VER recognizes that it is more difficult to find andto keep a job in areas suffering from high unemployment .		861218.E.A		y

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 6 After the election , the Prime Minister ( Mr . Mulroney )and the Minister of Finance ( Mr . Wilson ) said that changes in the unemploymentinsurance program are necessary and there must be a review . .Score 39 They set up the Forget Commission on		861218.E.A		y

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 101 > Establishment of a chair in Sikh studies at theUniversity of British Columbia would add to the cultural resources of that greatuniversity . .Score 7 It would also provide Sikhs in Canada generally , andparticularly in British Columbia , with		861218.E.A		y

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 0 We have the solutions , we have the means , and we are goingto build a country commensurate with your aspirations .		861218.E.A		y

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		OBJ		OBJ				Score 45 I have talked to other whites who have worked in the SouthAfrican police force and through them I have learned something about the enormously tragic environment of the prison system in South Africa and the harshness of the treatment to which many		860613.E.A		y

		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		PREPOSED SUBORDINATE SUBJ		SUBSUBJ				.Score 36 However , should it be extended , we will join with the EEC in pressing for compensation . .Score 197 Should it not be extended , we will seek other ways toensure the integrity of our response to the U.S . action on shakes and shingles .		861119.E.A		y

		MAINSUBJ (ELLIPTICAL)		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ (ELLIPTICAL)		MAINSUBJ				.Score 100 > Mr . Speaker , I will monitor the situation very closely and make additional announcements if necessary .		860417.E.A		y

		MAINSUBJ (PARANTHETICAL)		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ (PARANTHETICAL)		MAINSUBJ				.Score 51 > | Mr . Speaker : | The Hon . Member , I believe , is raising either a point of order or a point of privilege . .Score 144 I must advise the House that I did not hear what isalleged and I will look at the `` blues '' .		861218.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				Score 188 We must have legislation and charters which will allow people to come before the courts with their concerns and grievances with some effect and justice . .Score 70 > Therefore , on behalf of this party I would like to say that we are not satisfi		860417.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 232 Rather than allay these fears , management has fueled them with major reorganizations and cut-backs in several areas . .Score 160 I do not want to criticize anyone presently or formerly in management , but I am sure that Members know that many		860417.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 82 > Actually , the countries of South-East Asia have recently penetrated the fur market . .Score 136 Are we going to let them have a free rein ?		860417.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ		mm		.Score 269 This billion dollar announcement again reinforces the Government's commitment to the Canadian Armed Forces . .Score 51 > The selected system will provide a capability which has no equal anywhere , and one that can effectively meet the threat of		860613.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 290 And it also has very little to offer the various provincial governments of our country . .Score 387 > Mr . Speaker , if you think for one minute that  I am being partisan , which is definitely not the case , but if you do , let me tellyou what		860613.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 24 We look for opportunities to continue to put pressure on South Africa through our own actions and those of other nations ..Score 143 > The Hon . Member for New Westminster -- Coquitlam quotedthe report of the Eminent Persons Group which said tha		860613.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				Score 8 Instead we would recommend -- and this is clear , I think --the establishment of committees to review the farm debt . .Score 87 As our Minister has already pointed out , these committees would help farmers refinance their debts and make some arran		860514.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				Score 106 The Government plans to get back all the money it puts in att he full rate of interest which the FCC provides for . .Score 94 The other problem is that it is only available to peoplewho have -		860514.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				Score 62 Whenever that kind of thinking -- and I do not suggest theHon . Member opposite suggested it -- is allowed to move us into inaction ,whenever it is allowed to bog us down in a comprehensive debate about oppression all over the world or about all		860613.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		OBJ		OBJ				.Score 77 > If the current exemption was to be broadened the law would allow exclusive territorial agreements to apply to canned soft drinks that the bottlers do not process themselves , but only distribute . .Score 34 Such agreements could prevent whole		861119.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		OBJ		OBJ				NONE .Score 267 In all , the study teams identified issues which are pervasive throughout the federal Government and which seriously need addressing . .Score 171 The prevalence of subsidies and programs which reward effort rather than success is another e		861119.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		OBJ		OBJ				.Score 621 > That , not withstanding any Standing or Special Order for the remainder of the present Session , when a Bill has received second readingand has been referred to a legislative committee , the Striking Committee shall prepare and report , not l		861218.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		OBJ of PP		OBJ				.Score 160 > | The Acting Speaker ( Mr . Paproski ) : | After consulting with the Table , with unanimous consent we can allow the Hon . Member for Eglinton -- Lawrence ( Mr . de Corneille ) to say a few words on the amendment . .Score 79 Motions Nos . 31A		860417.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		OBJ OF PP		OBJ				.Score 26 Support for minorities is an essential aspect of the over-all policy of the federal Government with respect to the official languages . .Score 81 At the request of the Prime Minister ( Mr . Mulroney ) ,the Secretary of State ( Mr . Bouchard ) h		860417.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		OBJ OF PP		OBJ				.Score 9 Others have already referred to what he said . .Score 57 I found his account of his experience in South Africa very moving .		860613.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		OBJ OF PP		OBJ				.Score 306 Hon . Members will recall that the referendum which brought Newfoundland into confederation was extraordinarily close . .Score 293 Shortly after that historic day , Senator MacDonald asked Don Jamieson how those who opposed confederation felt a		861119.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		OBJ OF PP		OBJ				.Score 19 As well , I call upon the federal Attorney General ( Mr. Hnatyshyn ) to grant immediately a full pardon and vacate the conviction of Harry Kopyto who has so courageously fought this battle against this unjust law onbehalf of all Canadians . .Sco		861119.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		OBJ OF PP (FIRST ITEM ON A LIST)		OBJ				.Score 70 I would like to take a minute or two of my time to list some of those . .Score 231 The Farm Debt Review Board was first announced in theFebruary Budget by the Minister of Finance ( Mr . Wilson ) .		860514.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		OBJ(OR SUBJ OF SUBORDINATE CLAUSE)		OBJ				.Score 92 I heard the Hon . Member at that time ask a question with respect to conversations that took place by the Parliamentary Secretary to theSolicitor General ( Mr . Towers ) , and an allegation was made with respect to activites at what the Hon . M		860613.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		PART OF OBJ		PARTOB				.Score 41 I will place most of our agricultural commodities against like commodities in the United States any day of the week and we will do very well against them , thank you very much .		860514.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		PART OF OBJ		PARTOB				.Score 345 > | Mr . Maurice Tremblay ( Lotbinie^gre ) : | Mr. Speaker , the Minister of Justice and Attorney General of Canada ( Mr . Hnatyshyn )recently announced the publication of a guide for victims of sexual assault . .Score 183 > Today I would like		861119.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		PART OF OBJ		PARTOB				.Score 4 > We must consider some of the facts . .Score 107 My colleague who just spoke mentioned some of these and Iwould like to reiterate some of them .		861119.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		PART OF OBJ		PARTOB				.Score 10 In a very vivid way he has brought home the hurt , the dilemma and anguish of mothers , fathers and children who are being battered ,bruised and damaged in their person and in their inner egos because they are black. .Score 7 Their white brother		860613.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		PART OF OBJ OF PP		PARTOB				.Score 64 > New opportunities are being given to financialinstitutions , including the trust companies . .Score 210 The powers which trust companies will enjoy will make themlike banks in almost everything but name .		861218.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		PART OF SUBJ		PARTSUB				.Score 269 The merger of Canadair with Bombardier will give the Canadian aerospace industry a unique opportunity to increase research and development in this sector , to increase Canadian content and supplier competence , to increase Canadian exports and		861218.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		PART OF SUBJ		PARTSUB				.Score 68 Several of the provinces and the labour movement in Canada have taken very strong stands against apartheid . .Score 46 Can we as the Parliament of Canada , and can our Government now continue that leadership , respond to the concerns of people a		860613.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		PART OF SUBORDINATE SUBJ		SUBSUBJ				.Score 240 > | Mr . Orlikow : | Mr . Speaker , let me just reply very briefly by saying to the Hon . Member that there will be problems as long as the system of grievances is informal and not based on a precise set of rules and regulations . .Score 242 If		860417.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		related to MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 330 > Staffing issues such as job appointments , job appraisals , promotions , demotions , transfers , et cetera , are central to the driveby parliamentary employees to gain bargaining rights . .Score 273 We know that Parliament Hill has a history		860417.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		related to MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 221 If we exclude grains and oilseeds , more than half of ourexported farm products flow to the U.S . market . .Score 117 > When it comes to agriculture , the aim of the discussions between Canada and the United States is to settle our disputes and		860514.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		RELATED TO OBJ		OBJ				.Score 275 We have made large interim payments and record finalpayments . .Score 69 My colleague , the Minister responsible for the CanadianWheat Board ( Mr . Mayer ) , will be making another large interim payment .		861218.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		RELATED TO OBJ OF PP		OBJ				.Score 53 It was part of a trip which I was making for the IDRC , a Canadian supported organization to help eventually establish some projects in Lesotho itself . .Score 116 We drove across South Africa and we saw something of rural South Africa and how t		860613.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		RELATED TO OBJECT		OBJ				.Score 99 However , a mature nation must have an educated and aware population which can take advantage of those opportunities . .Score 101 You cannot have a trade , financial or industrial strategy unless you have an education strategy .		860613.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		SUBORDINATE  OBJ		SUBORDINATE				.Score 295 > | Hon . Michel Co^fte^a ( Minister of Consumer andCorporate Affairs | | and Canada Post ) : | Mr . Speaker , I said we were examininga lot of alternatives . .Score 15 The Hon . Member knows that in order to comply with the request of the Mini		860514.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		SUBORDINATE OBJ OF PP		SUBORDINATE				.Score 182 News reports coming out of northern British Columbia predict a conflict between Fisheries officers and Indian bands who are being given  the right to establish a commercial fishery at the head waters of the rivers . .Score 219 In view of the fa		860613.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		whole S		WHOLE				.Score 162 As we said earlier , this section of the Bill excludes the 1,200 employees of Members of Parliament , Leaders '/$ staff and research staff from collective bargaining provisions . .Score 125 I cannot understand at all why this is necessary .		860417.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		WHOLE S		WHOLE				.Score 129 On the other hand , the Government of Canada unilaterally abrogated a five-year agreement which was made with the provinces that indeed funding for health and post-secondary education would increase over the years . .Score 0 > I have said befor		860613.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		WHOLE UTT		WHOLE				.Score 33 > In answer to the Hon . Member 's question , yes , the provincial Government will simply turn around and decrease its expenditures in those areas which affect capital expenditures . .Score 88 I would predict , if the truth be known , that over		860613.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 69 However , we [refers to New Democratic Party] have an open mind . .Score 13 If the Minister introduces legislation to give fair help tothe Canadian oil industry , she will have the support of the New Democratic Party .		860417.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 104 The corporation estimates that this year , 1985-86 , therewill be some 375 . .Score 76 The reason for the reduction is that the corporation has ceased taking any action against farmers .		860514.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 14 > | Mr . Sergio Marchi ( York West ) : | Mr . Speaker , my question is directed to the Minister of State for Multiculturalism . .Score 54 The Price Waterhouse study of the losses suffered byJapanese Canadians is now public and serves to demonstr		860514.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 67 That summarizes the situation that the main agriculturaltrading nations like Canada , the United States , the EEC , Australia andArgentina , are facing in this current price war . .Score 46 > We were hopeful that the Prime Minister would have mo		860514.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 37 He has referred to real interest rates . .Score 120 I will explain what it means , slowly, in order for Members opposite to understand .		860514.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 280 > | Hon . Bob Layton ( Minister of State ( Mines ) ) : |Mr . Speaker , this request for information is provided for within Section 305 of the United States Trade Act . .Score 41 With regard to the reopening of the mine in the Arctic by Curraugh		860613.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 286 In turn , the CTV network has awarded the French broadcasting rights in Canada to TVA , a Quebec private sector TV network . .Score 130 > How does the Minister or the Government intend to makesure that the 1988 Olympic Games French TV signal wi		860613.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				..Score 138 '' That , Mr . Speaker , flies in the face of everystatement made by the new Government when it took office . .Score 0 > The people of New Brunswick are very disappointed .		860613.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 133 Therefore , we have to use that credibility that we havestored up over the years to work with others who share that credibility in orderto bring together concerted action to bring an end to that regime . .Score 185 > I ask Hon . Members to cons		860613.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 80 If the concern of some is that we hesitate now because we are not sure where they are going , then that hesitation will send South Africain a direction and into a philosophy that we cannot support . .Score 359 > I say to the Government of Canada		860613.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 81 At the moment , we should not force Zimbabweans to go through the Pretoria office to have immigration queries settled . .Score 9 > In the very limited time available to me under the rules ,I have tried to speak passionately .		860613.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 126 They point out the need for a change in attitudes and for education , particularly among senior male personnel within the Department ofNational Defence . .Score 2 > The association recommends leadership training programsand calls as well for th		861119.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 68 After reviewing the recommendation , the forces set out to expand the role of women . .Score 53 The limit involved in a fixed numerical list was removedbut employment restrictions were maintained for primary combat roles , remotelocations and se		861119.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 2 If you allow an appeal for those people , you have to allow an opportunity for those who designed the formula to state their case as well . .Score 25 I would have to put it on hold , but I do not want to dothat .		861218.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 83 > Second , when it negotiated this sale , the Government was not interested in the selling price alone . .Score 175 Our vision of a more brilliant future for Canadair had toconsider other factors that would create maximum social and economic ben		861218.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 93 All of which points to our pride and commitment to realizeand control our destinies ..Score 213 > Moreover , Mr . Speaker ,       let me take this opportunityto thank all the agencies and volunteers who continiously work for the promotionof Te^a		861218.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 21 That is a very substantial increase . .Score 46 So the parameters are still there .		861218.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 8 Any speech writer who cannot give an Hon . Member betterinformation than that does not deserve his or her paycheque . .Score 171 > The Tories can never speak for themselves .		861218.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 73 They deal with inter-related issues which call for anintegrated approach . .Score 5 I believe careful study of the document I am tabling todayis necessary to gain a full appreciation of the scope of our proposals .		861218.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		NONE		NONE				.Score 353 > The second area of action is a pragmatic and responsible ownership policy . .Score 578 Current Canadian law requires all large domestic banks tobe widely held , and new domestic banks to attain widely-held status within 10years .		861218.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		PART OF OBJ		PARTOB				.Score 12 The Government has not done what it said it would do if there had been no tangible movement away from apartheid . .Score 11 I reiterate , not only has there been no tangible movementaway from apartheid , but a blood-bath is being invited .		860613.E.A		y

		NONE		NONE		PART OF OBJ		PARTOB				.Score 51 They have no criticism to make of the formula . .Score 50 However , we must bear in mind that the formula was acompromise of East and West and a compromise of all the self-interests of commoditygroups .		861218.E.A		y

		OBJ		OBJ		OBJ		OBJ				.Score 9 > | Mr . Speaker : | The Hon . Member has heard the response of the House to that suggestion . .Score 82 > It being 5,05 p.m . , the House will now proceed to theconsideration of Private Members '/$ Business as listed on today 's Order Paper .		861119.E.A		y

		OBJ		OBJ		OBJ		OBJ				.Score 81 In my statement , and on behalf of a great many other MPsin the House , I would like to urge the Minister to keep open the embassieswhich he recently announced would be closed . .Score 163 > The Minister will recall that when the Liberals were i		861218.E.A		y

		OBJ		OBJ		OBJ		OBJ				.Score 80 Delighted with this lack of action and leadership , the RCMP is still bent on its decision to reduce from 20 to 14 per cent the proportion of Francophones among its regular officers . .Score 66 These policies are insulting for Francophones and s		861218.E.A		y

		OBJ		OBJ		OBJ		OBJ				.Score 306 Canadians know Secretary of Labour Bill Brock because he was trade negotiator for a while .		860417.E.A		y

		OBJ		OBJ		OBJ		OBJ				.Score 156 > I would therefore urge him to reflect upon this aspect of the case and he will know why it is important today to wait for the end ofthe proceedings before going ahead with a Bill which , in my judgment , isincomplete , particularly since we h		860417.E.A		y

		OBJ		OBJ		OBJ		OBJ				.Score 521 > Last night , I watched Malcom Fraser , a member of theEminent Persons Group and former Prime Minister of Australia , when he said that unless Western countries react very energetically , something we were alreadydoing , they would be sending		860613.E.A		y

		OBJ		OBJ		OBJ		OBJ		ms-because		.Score 10 However , some of the suggested solutions cause us concern because we know that if we raise the domestic price of wheat , as has beensuggested as a solution to the farmers '/$ problems , that will impact on us asconsumers , particularly because		861119.E.A		y

		OBJ (? or SUB.SUBJ?)		OBJ		OBJ (? or SUB.SUBJ?)		OBJ				.Score 49 That is why I asked the Hon . Member to withdraw . .Score 31 He has done so and , therefore , I think he should carry onwith debate .		860417.E.A		y

		OBJ OF PP		OBJ		MAINSUBJ		MAINSUBJ				.Score 299 > | Mr . A . H . Harry Brightwell ( Perth ) : | Mr. Speaker , I have the honour to present a petition from constituents of my riding of Perth asking that any restrictions placed on the police force of MetropolitanToronto in regard to the laying		860613.E.A		y

		OBJ of PP		OBJ		OBJ of PP		OBJ				.Score 73 The Hon . Member obviously does not know that the word "employment equity " was as a result of the Abella Report which commission was set up by the Liberal Government . .Score 181 It was the first Party to introduce in 1977 equal pay for work o		860417.E.A		y

		OBJ OF PP		OBJ		OBJ OF PP		OBJ				.Score 102 Thousands of people wait for an organ to give them some hope to improve or prolong their life . .Score 22 > This is the most precious posthumous gift that a humanbeing can give to someone who is still living .		860417.E.A		y

		OBJ OF PP		OBJ		OBJ OF PP		OBJ				.Score 93 That is why I would like to inform the Minister of myc oncerns about research in the textile industry . .Score 7 > The textile industry has introduced ultramodern technologywhich is accessible throughout the world and it has become increasing c		860417.E.A		y

		OBJ OF PP		OBJ		OBJ OF PP		OBJ				.Score 12 I believe our Prime Minister went to Tokyo to tell exactly that to the representatives of the other countries . .Score 13 They have understood .		860514.E.A		y

		OBJ OF PP		OBJ		OBJ OF PP		OBJ		mm-However		.Score 161 > In the summer of 1985 a survey showed that only one in 50 Americans thought of Canada as a vacation destination . .Score 99 However , statistics are showing a 16 per cent increase in U.S . travel to Canada so far this year .		860613.E.A		y

		OBJ OF PP		OBJ		OBJ OF PP		OBJ				.Score 285 I raised this matter in the House a few weeks ago with the Minister about the possibility of lifting the FCC moratorium until the finalpayment of some $ 700 million early in the new fiscal year . .Score 27 Is the Minister considering extending		861218.E.A		y

		OBJ OF PP		OBJ		OBJ OF PP		OBJ				.Score 86 Of course , we want to do this together with others , but if the others are unwilling or unable to move , we certainly cannot justifystanding still .		860613.E.A		y

		OBJ OF PP		OBJ		OBJ OF PP		OBJ		ms-because		.Score 6 > | Mr . Axworthy : | I will put this question to the Minister because he did not answer it the first time .		861119.E.A		y

		OBJ OF PP (LOCATIVE)		OBJ		OBJ OF PP (LOCATIVE)		OBJ				Score 95 It [refers to "the government"] has taken every opportunity in the House to make the point that interest rates today are lower than ever ..Score 240 > I would like to draw the attention of the House to thef act that real interest rates , in other		860514.E.A		y

		PART OF OBJ		PARTOB		PART OF OBJ		PARTOB				.Score 10 The clean-up plan requires the co-operation of the Governments of Canada , the United States , New York State and the Province of Ontario. .Score 3 > We have been engaged in long and difficult negotiations since October , 1985 .				y

		PART OF OBJ		PARTOB		PART OF OBJ		PARTOB				.Score 281 > | Hon . Erik Nielsen ( Acting Prime Minister ) : | Mr. Speaker , I have already answered [that misquoted portion of the letter to which the hon . gentleman has just referred] . .Score 151 When he was quoting the letter , he inserted words wh		860514.E.A		y

		PART OF OBJ		PARTOB		PART OF OBJ		PARTOB				Score 112 I would like to quote the words of the Hon . Member , theLiberal health critic . .Score 578 He said : `` Higher prices might be justified if it led tomore drug research in Canada .		861119.E.A		y

		PART OF OBJ		PARTOB		PART OF OBJ		PARTOB				.Score 992 > I feel this is a genuine concern for our soft drinkbottlers , and if we are not watchful enough to give them adequate protection , itwill lead to the disappearance of those small dealers we are familiar with inour respective areas , who earn		861119.E.A		y

		PART OF OBJ		PARTOB		PART OF OBJ		PARTOB				.Score 2 We are creating , in other words , a job ghetto for women because before very long women will have filled all of the positions open to themand then they will no longer be able to increase their participation in theforces at all .		861119.E.A		y

		PART OF OBJ		PARTOB		PART OF OBJ		PARTOB				.Score 13 I appreciate the circumstances which caused you to reserveon this matter but , it being Friday , you will understand that Hon . Members have to make plans with respect to weekend obligations .		860613.E.A		y

		PART OF OBJ OF PP		PARTOB		PART OF OBJ OF PP		PARTOB				.Score 21 > Mr . Speaker , I draw the attention of the House and of the whole country to two questions I directed around 11:30 this morning to theGovernment , and which have remained unanswered . .Score 14 > The first question I asked the Deputy Prime Min		860613.E.A		y

		WHOLE UTT		WHOLE		WHOLE UTT		WHOLE				.Score 109 If cultural acceptance is the litmus test for enforcementof a right , no one has any rights except at the discretion of the majority . .Score 43 That is not what was the intention of our laws of this land.		861119.E.A		y

		RELATED TO WHOLE S		WHOLE		RELATED TO WHOLE S		WHOLE				.Score 27 Thoughout this , the Government of Canada has respected the law of Canada and the United States . .Score 91 Any suggestion to the contrary is unworthy of a Member ofthis House of Commons .		860514.E.A		y

		WHOLE S		WHOLE		WHOLE S		WHOLE				.Score 278 At 7 cents an acre , the figure would be $ 1,50 or $ 1,30out of the $ 100 . .Score 15 That is a start .		860514.E.A		y

		RELATED TO SUBJ(MEMBER OF SAME SET)		RELSUB		RELATED TO MAINSUBJ(MEMBER OF SAME SET)		MAINSUBJ				.Score 30 Conceivably Ontario might generate the revenues about whichthey are talking ..Score 207 > Certainly a province like Alberta , whose ability togenerate taxes is 200 per cent , could do a great deal better than any otherprovince .		860613.E.A		y

		WHOLE UTT?		WHOLE		WHOLE UTT?		WHOLE				.Score 45 > The traditional NDP call for abolition is based on thefact that it is not a democratic institution . .Score 89 That objection remains .		861218.E.A		y

		WHOLE UTT		WHOLE		WHOLE UTT		WHOLE		mm-however		.Score 58 The Government 's cut-back in that area has added a burden on the social programs that provinces and municipalities must deliver . .Score 288 However , perhaps that is a topic for another time		860613.E.A		y

		SUBORDINATE OBJ OF PP		SUBORDINATE		SUBORDINATE OBJ OF PP		SUBORDINATE				.Score 61 > Having said that , I am sure that committee members are all offended by the fact that there was a breach and that this information endedup in public sources before it was tabled in the House . .Score 79 Mr . Speaker , that concerns us all and		861119.E.A		y

		SUBORDINATE OBJ		SUBORDINATE		SUBORDINATE OBJ		SUBORDINATE				.Score 10 The Government has initiated a program of selling surplus assets and privatizing Crown corporations which are no longer serving a publicpolicy role . .Score 72 All Crown corporations are forced to be more efficient inusing taxpayers '/$ dollars		861119.E.A		y

		PART OF SUBJ		PARTSUB		PART OF SUBJ		PARTSUB				.Score 120 Therefore , [those issues which have provoked employees to sign union cards and keep at it for such a long time] are not being resolved with [this Bill] . .Score 165 They fear , with reason , that this Bill will prove to beeven less effective t		860417.E.A		y

		SUBORDINATE SUBJ		SUBSUBJ		OBJ of PP		OBJ				.Score 32 As the Hon . Member is also aware , the Bill provides that the Minister set out the requirements of the plan , which is set out in Clause 12 . .Score 188 Under the provisions of that clause a Minister can issueregulations as to the guidelines fo		860417.E.A		y

		WHOLE S		WHOLE		WHOLE S		WHOLE				.Score 48 These countries maintain their Armed Forces with compulsory military service , but , paradoxically , this conscription applies only to men.		861119.E.A		y

		SUBORDINATE SUBJ		SUBSUBJ		SUBORDINATE SUBJ		SUBSUBJ				.Score 68 > | Mr . Boyer : | Mr . Speaker , I would like to give a brief word of explanation to my colleagues in the House that this Bill , An Act to control smoking in public buildings and facilities , is neither moralistic nor puritanically punitive . .		860417.E.A		y

		PART OF SUBORDINATE SUBJ		SUBSUBJ		PART OF SUBORDINATE SUBJ		SUBSUBJ				EMBEDDED SOMETHING.Score 124 After one year the Government has at least acknowledgedfavourably the four main principles of the Coolican Report , those being that self-government is a major concern of the Indian and Inuit people in the claimsareas , that t		861218.E.A		y
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clefts

		subj of wh-clause		subj		first in next clause		first reference mentioned		role		data1		data2		data3

				BOTH		BOTH		subj		pro poss		860530.E.A: .Score 82 > What the Minister of Labour has proposed in what he is carrying forward into the community is a sense of a core need concept . .Score 50 His sense of that core need is close to my own		x		x

				NEITHER		cleft		cleft				860527.E.A: .Score 12 What I would like to share with you and my colleagues present here , Mr . Speaker , is the mystery that surrounds what has taken place , the mystery of this 35 per cent tariff .		.Score 108 > Canadians not familiar with the background of this action by the President will also be interested in joining with us in trying to solve this extraordinary puzzle		x				subj		1		1%		first in next clause		1		1%

				NEITHER		cleft						861218.E.A: .Score 107 What we want is a sound financial system which provides Canadians with innovative and competitive services , which broadens the range of choice for Canadian savers and investors and which fosters safe and well supervised financial		.Score 83 > I am announcing policies today which will achieve these important objectives , policies which we believe are realistic , balanced and , above all  , workable .		x		neither		BOTH						BOTH

		NP		CLEFT		cleft		cleft		subj		860421.E.A: .Score 65 What we called for in the committee were five different principles to be enshrined in this particular piece of legislation ..Score 263 One is , in the absence of real enforcement		x						subj		33		23%		first in next clause		51		35%

				CLEFT		cleft		cleft		subj		860428.E.A: .Score 97 > What we are talking about is , first , a primary resource , and that is young people .		x				cleft		CLEFT						CLEFT

				CLEFT		cleft		cleft		subj		860508.E.A: .Score 94 What we see here is a Government which treats its promises lightly .Score 40 It is a Government which plays with words and experiments .		x						subj		75		51%		first in next clause		30		21%

				CLEFT		cleft		cleft		subj		860513.E.A: .Score 235 What we need more than anything is assured access to American markets ..Score 25 That is what the comprehensive trade agreement will achievefor us .		x				neither		NEITHER						NEITHER

				CLEFT		cleft		cleft		subj		860515.E.A: .Score 2 > I think people across the country haveto understand that what we are talking about is a river whichcontributes 83 per cent of the tributary flow into Lake Ontario . .Score 50 In fact , the river itself almost totally determines th		x												first in next clause		1

				CLEFT		cleft		cleft		subj		860516.E.A: .Score 93 What we have instead , as I suggested , is a flim-flam statement that says , as an example , they suggest that a 50 per cent reduction may be achievable by 1995 or sooner ..Score 15 That is very nice , but it is not the kind of com		x				other								OBJ

				CLEFT		cleft		cleft		subj		860516.E.A: .Score 319 > What we are talking about , as far as this plan is concerned , is the American response to the committee ..Score 308 It is their action plan , not mine .		x						subj		10		7%		first in next clause		28		19%

				CLEFT		cleft		cleft		subj		860523.E.A: .Score 7 What the Government finally got was a deck hand whose name is Mr . Lander ..Score 64 He has been busying himself rearranging the deck chairs onthe deck of the \ Titanic \ .		x				cleft		PARTCLE						PARTCLE

				CLEFT		cleft		cleft		subj		860619.E.A: .Score 155 > What I had hoped to point out this afternoon was the effect of the federal tax changes which automatically enrich provincial revenuesScore 8 That automatic enrichment of provincial revenues should meanthat		x						subj		0		0%		first in next clause		2		1%

				CLEFT		cleft		cleft		subj		860724.E.A: .Score 16 > What the Hon . Member is asking for in this House , as I understand it , is action and speed . .Score 41 That is what we are doing today .		x				cleft		RELCLE						RELCLE

				CLEFT		cleft		cleft		subj		861009.E.A: .Score 80 What we need is a completely independent check into all the actions and decision-making processes of Indian Affairs and , if that is not done , the trust will never be re-established .		x						subj		0		0%		first in next clause		1		1%

				CLEFT		cleft		cleft		subj		861023.E.A: .Score 392 > The Canadian public is entitled to fast , efficient service . What we see are rate increases , service cuts , deficits and excuses ..Score 170 Proposals to cut mail delivery and pick-up services areinfuriating Canada Post 's cus		x				subj		RELSU						RELSU

				CLEFT		cleft		cleft		subj		861103.E.A: .Score 17 > What we are enduring right now is the collapseat the end of this 15 year period of madness .Score 10 That collapse is very difficult .		x						subj		23		16%		first in next clause		24		16%

		we		CLEFT		cleft		cleft		subj		861103.E.A: .Score 331 > What we are debating today with this Bill C-14 is an increase of 14 per cent in the sales tax for construction goods ..Score 53 This is an increase from 7 to 8 per cent		x				subj		SUBJ						SUBJ

		we		CLEFT		cleft		cleft		subj		861106.E.A: .Score 327 What we are trying to find out is theposition of the Official Opposition on this very , very importantissue . That is the question that I would like answered right at thispoint in time .		x						subj		2		1%		first in next clause		2		1%

		we		CLEFT		cleft		cleft		subj		861118.E.A: .Score 24 > What we saw yesterday in the Standing Committee on Human Rights was an attempt to deny Members of Parliament our right to question these appointees with respect to their qualifications ..Score 10 Surely that kind of muzzle consti		x				neither		UNCLEAR						UNCLEAR

		we		CLEFT		cleft		cleft		subj		861118.E.A: .Score 60 What the Minister was referring to was an amount of $ 360 million which has to do with the demonstration and commercialization technology which is part of a clean coal technology program adopted by the U.S . Congress in December ,		x						subj		2		1%		first in next clause		6		4%

		I		CLEFT		cleft		cleft		subj		861120.E.A: .Score 3 What I do know is the process by which the exports from Canada were authorized ..Score 177 That was a Canadian process by a sovereign Governmentacting absolutely independently .		x				other		WHOLE						WHOLE

		we		CLEFT		cleft		cleft		subj		861121.E.A: .Score 88 What the Minister has forgotten is the basic fact that from 1969 on drug prices in Canada were the lowest of any other country in the industrialized world ..Score 75 That is a fact , and that meant that for people		x

		we		CLEFT		cleft		cleft		subj		(UPI)`What we found is an object that must have existed for a long time,because it takes a long time to get all that matter and light organizedinto a smooth distribution,'' Kuhn said. ``That tells us that somehow,this thing in the middle of the cluster		x								146						146

		NP		CLEFT		cleft		cleft		subj		(UPI)What we have here is a very well-intentioned effort to recapture theeffectiveness of the composer's enduring masterpiece of black humorabout a mass murderer, ``Sweeney Todd.'' Unfortunately, it just doesn'twork on any level.		x

		I		CLEFT		cleft		cleft		subj		(UPI)What we have here is the federal reserve of the money launderingsystem. It's the blockbuster of money laundering indictments, especiallyagainst the Cali cartel. ... This is in essence the mother of all moneylaundering indictments.''		x						subj		16%				subj		17%		25

		NP		CLEFT		cleft		cleft		subj		(UPI) --What we have here is a guy who is a racist and a hate monger,''said film star Alec Baldwin, who attended the rally to lend support forthe dump Gates movement. ``Gates is bad for the community and he makesus look bad.''		x						cleft		29%				cleft		55%		81

		we		CLEFT		cleft		cleft		subj		(UPI)`In zero G, you don't have that kind of convection on a flame. Sowhen we lit the candles, what we got was a flame that was controlledmostly by diffusion. It was a kind of semi-circular blue glow thateventually extinguished itself.''		x						other/whole		1%				other/whole		5%		7

		we		CLEFT		cleft		cleft		subj		860421.E.A: .Score 78 > What we are talking about is applications of qualified members of minority groups , that they must be given some assistance , a step up ..Score 227 That is what we are talking about in employment equity .		x						none/unclear		53%				none/unclear		23%		33

		we		CLEFT		cleft		cleft		subj		860421.E.A: .Score 465 Women , the disabled , the minorities and native people were promised an employment equity Bill . What they have received is a Bill of goods . .Score 39 It might just as well have been written in invisible ink		x																146

		we		CLEFT		cleft		cleft		subj		860429.E.A: .Score 70 > What we have is a government that writes laws that govern collective bargaining at the federal level within federal jurisdiction and sets those laws within the context of either the Public Service Staff Relations Act or under the a		x

		we		CLEFT		cleft		cleft		subj		861209.E.A: .Score 155 > What I had hoped to point out this afternoon was the effect of the federal tax changes which automatically enrich provincial revenues ..Score 8 That automatic enrichment of provincial revenues should meanthat		x

		we		CLEFT  (?)		cleft		cleft		subj		861105.E.A: .Score 107 What we need is a policy which is fair to producers and consumers alike . .Score 202 For producers , it means a good price ;		x

		NP		CLEFT (?)		cleft		cleft		subj		860523.E.A: .Score 49 What we are looking at are the options ..Score 0 %1430 .Score 196 > Some of the other rather controversial proposals in thisdocument are ones like `` membership of the board of Canada Post be drawn fromsenior and experienced execut		x

		I		CLEFT (?)		cleft		cleft		subj		860428.E.A: .Score 141 What they need is some sort of training and education that will enable them to take the jobs we hope are going to be available .Score 24 How is that going to happen when we see that over		x

		NP		CLEFT (SORT OF)		cleft		cleft		subj		(UPI)``What we documented was a case in which cost containment regulationsapparently caused people to be prematurely institutionalized,'' saidSoumerai, an associate professor of social medicine at Harvard.``This is an example of what can happen when one		x

				CLEFT (sortof - embedded S)		cleft		cleft		subj		860425.E.A: .Score 79 What we are asking for is time , which does not cost anybody anything ; all it costs is some goodwill .		x

				NEITHER		cleft		cleft		subj		860626.E.A: .Score 244 What the poor need is people who look down at things and attempt to improve them . .Score 249 I know the Minister , the Government , whatever theirpolitical stripe cannot afford to hand out everything .		x

				NEITHER		cleft						860610.E.A: .Score 272 What we have now is a breath of fresh air , and the people of Canada welcome it .		x

				NEITHER		cleft						861218.E.A: .Score 27 What she is talking about here , and what the Liberal Party is talking about here , is a very basic question of individual freedom ..Score 33 Are Canadian citizens free or not free to contribute tocauses in which they believe ?		x

				NEITHER  (?)		cleft						861104.E.A: .Score 55 What the communities are asking for is a stronger legislative framework which will more clearly enunciate the crimes involved and send a clear message to members of society that we will not condone the sexual abuse of children unde		x

		we		NEITHER  (but cleft later on)		cleft						860612.E.A: .Score 15 What I propose isa small , modest interest rate to be charged on corporation taxeswhich have been deferred . .Score 15 Let us say an interest rate of only 3 per cent , which isthe rate we used to charge during the Second World War		x

		pro		NEITHER  (but next clause has cleft, sort of)		cleft						860505.E.A: .Score 299 What we really needed in Canada was a reaffirmation of co-operative federalism ..Score 283 > Let me ask my hon . friends , is this co-operativefederalism when you just announce to the provinces that there is going to be a $ 8billi		x

		we		NEITHER (but cleft is fronted NP)		cleft		cleft		fronted obj of PP		860625.E.A: .Score 61 What we have there is an appeal procedure that is identical to the grievance procedure put forward in C-45 , except that under the appeal procedure , which is administered by the Public Service Commission of Canada , expenses are e		x

		I		NEITHER (but cleft is obj of PP)		cleft						860516.E.A: .Score 68 What we are talking about is the full mobilization of the scientific and technical resources of the Government of Canada , the Government of Ontario , the Government of New York State and of the United States Government itself ..Sc		x

		we		NEITHER (but cleft is Subj of embedded S)		cleft						860428.E.A: .Score 70 What we are seeing now is a slip back into the past whereby we are going to have to depend more and more on our own meagre and inadequate resources..Score 173 I think that is the real tragedy of the Bill		x

		we		NEITHER (but cleft is subj of s-comp)		cleft						860513.E.A: .Score 59 > What we have not become aware of is the fact that lobbyists in the United States are efficient and effective ..Score 58 I am not saying that this is just a problem of thisGovernment .		x

		pro		NEITHER (but cleft is the link)		cleft						860508.E.A: .Score 36 What we have at the present time is a runaway deficit ..Score 6 The impact of this runaway deficit is far greater than		x

				NEITHER (cleft is obj)		cleft						860520.E.A: .Score 198 > What they would like , what they have been used to , what they have shown us for 20 years , is more reports ..Score 196 Let us write reports and shelve them .		x

		we		PARTCLE		cleft						861030.E.A: .Score 149 What we are levying as a result of this Bill 's passage is a whole set of under-the-table , sneaky , behind-the-door taxes . .Score 25 The person paying the taxes is , by and large , unaware ofit .		x

		WE		NEITHER		CLEFT						(UPI)`What we need is a righteous revolution in this country, and I hope Cardinal O'Connor leads it,'' he said.		x

				NEITHER		CLEFT								x

				NEITHER		NEITHER						860527.E.A: .Score 4 What we see here is perhaps the thin edge of the wedge . .Score 29 > I do not know what the Hon . Member is trying to achieve by not being forthright and admitting his concern .		x

				NEITHER		NEITHER						861104.E.A: .Score 161 What we have seen and what the Government is going to have to take some of the blame for is the cut-back on border enforcement ..Score 102 The Prime Minister ( Mr . Mulroney ) made a comment		in the House today about the crisis epidemic in drug abuse .		x

				NEITHER		NEITHER						861120.E.A: .Score 142 > What we are looking for here is legislation aimed at saving lives ..Score 7 Frankly , I was amazed to hear		the words of the Hon . Member for Calgary South , whom I understand , and I hope she will correct me if I am wrong , was at one time a nurse .		x

				NEITHER		NEITHER						861125.E.A: .Score 124 What they fear most is the impact of the 1969 Patent Act in other jurisdictions ..Score 119 > In conclusion , I believe we should look at how best the Canadian Parliament		could serve the needs of consumers , the needs of the pharmaceutical industry , the needs of the young to have access to jobs in the scientific community , and the need for jobs		x

				NEITHER		NEITHER						861126.E.A: .Score 0 What we have before us is really an academic exercise .management expertise , and international marketing skills of Bombardier . .Score 22 A Member of Parliament from Cariboo has stood		has stood in his place and requested through his motion that correspondence and documents concerning the Westbank Indian Band in B.C . be released .		x

				NEITHER		NEITHER						861219.E.A: .Score 303 > What people need and want is equity in service ..Score 51 I give the Minister credit for .Score 51 I give the Minister credit for putting a stop to the introduction of\  superboxes in place of lot-line service in rural areas		x		x

				NEITHER		NEITHER		part of cleft (?)		subj		860421.E.A: .Score 3 What we are seeing here today is a Governmentcommitted to action in this field ..Score 230 > The House is being asked not simply to talk about an issue . The House is being asked to take action .		x

				NEITHER		NEITHER		neither(? - I don't think the two Bills corefer)				860430.E.A: .Score 315 It is because a bird in the hand is better than no bird at all . What Clause 4 of the Bill gives the Government is the kind of absolute authority which in this day and age is unthinkable and unacceptable ..Score 402 > The Minister		x

				NEITHER		NEITHER						860506.E.A: .Score 9 > | Mr . Manly : | What we need in writing is the resignations of some of those Ministers over there ..Score 171 > The effect of this Bill will be		x

				NEITHER		NEITHER						860520.E.A: .Score 238 What we have put forward as a Government is action upon action upon action ..Score 89 > I ask the Hon . Member for Yorkton -- Melville		x

				NEITHER		NEITHER						860521.E.A: .Score 25 What they see happening is an arbitrary allocation of funds ..Score 129 Some groups get money , others don't .		x

				NEITHER		NEITHER						860522.E.A: .Score 129 What they needed was new capital . .Score 27 The Government devised this scheme through		x

				NEITHER		NEITHER						860523.E.A: .Score 67 What we had was really a split jurisdiction which created a lot of problems .Score 209 > Because the workers were under the Public Service StaffRelations Act , there were many things they could not negotiate with thePresident of th		x

				NEITHER		NEITHER						860603.E.A: .Score 240 What they have brought us is one hell of a pile of trouble ..Score 91 How do you defend that as a strategy ?		x

				NEITHER		NEITHER						860618.E.A: .Score 37 What we must look at is the extent to which the new changes announced by the Minister in practice are going to get rid of this very serious attack on civil liberties , which is the basis of current policy in this area . .Score 93 >		x

				NEITHER		NEITHER						861010.E.A: .Score 408 What we see from the Government with respect to unemployment is part-time solutions to a full-time problem . Regional disparities still exist .		x

				NEITHER		NEITHER						861126.E.A: .Score 62 What we are trying to find out in the House is what is the Canadian Government putting on the table . .Score 93 What is going to be the impact of cost to the Canadianlumber industry of that deal ?		x

				NEITHER		NEITHER						861217.E.A: .Score 515 What we shall have instead will be a North-South movement and with free trade , there will be a multiplication factor of ten . This country of ours was built on regional development policies which were based first on railway trans		x

				NEITHER		NEITHER						860513.E.A: .Score 146 What we are opposed to is this blind rush to do things without looking at the real situation ..Score 63 > The Government knows because the departmental officials inExternal Affairs have done their job .		x

				NEITHER		NEITHER						861010.E.A: .Score 21 What she has suggested is a press release dealing with GATT , and these are briefings dealing with bilateral negotiations .  ("these" refers to some notes that they refer to earlier)		x

				NEITHER(whole wh-cleft)		NEITHER		wh clause		subj		861106.E.A: .Score 349 > What I was saying in my speech is exactly what the Hon . Member would have liked to see when we skimmed the cream off the top , because the prices were high , to distribute this wealth throughout the country and set lower prices		x

				NEITHER(whole wh-cleft)		NEITHER		wh clause		subj		861125.E.A: .Score 255 What the pharmaceutical manufacturers of Canada fear most is not the impact the Canadian legislation has on their percentage of world-wide sales but the impact the Canadian legislation would have if enacted by European countries o		x

				NEITHER		NEITHER						860618.E.A: .Score 20 What we are dealing with in Bill C-67 is the release after the inmate has served his or her sentence .The Canadian Sentencing Commission is going to consider sentencin\ g procedures in Canada .		x

				NEITHER (I/we)		NEITHER						860606.E.A: .Score 59 > What we need now is an act which will preserve our historical records and ensure , with adequate amendments , that the records are not destroyed or exempted improperly from the control of the Archives ..Score 3 I urge the		ment to respond promptly and positively to the concerns raised by the scholars .

				NEITHER		NEITHER						861023.E.A: .Score 326 What it sadly lacked was a target for an increase in employment or a decrease in the number of unemployed , a concrete projection to which the Government would make a commitment ..Score 87 We all know it is not simple .

				NEITHER		NEITHER						(UPI)`What we give is an understanding of their situation and theirculture that the general press doesn't match,'' Doyle said. ``No one reports on this in the detail we do. The general press is talking to a different audience.''		x

				NEITHER		NEITHER						(UPI)``What we have found is certainly not an ozone hole in the sense ofwhat we found in the Antarctic,'' said Proffit, a researcher with NOAAand the University of Colorado.``The Arctic is not likely to ever see the precipitous decline		``The Arctic is not likely to ever see the precipitous decline in ozone found in the Antarctic in late winter and early spring because the Arctic vortex usually dissipates by mid-winter,'' Proffitt said.		x

				NEITHER		NEITHER						(UPI)What they want is price stability. The futuresmarkets in New York are not the ones to make the difference.		x

				NEITHER		NEITHER						(UPI)` `What we have now is a lot of incomplete information,'' Phelps said.``None of the possiblities can be eliminated.''		x

				NEITHER		neither? (where is Restigouche?)						861002.E.A: .Score 137 > What we really need in Restigouche are entrepreneurs who want to invest and thrive in our area ..Score 683 Recently , with help from this Government , people inKedgwick were  encouraged to start a co-operative for manufacturing		x

				NEITHER(but obj of wh-clause is subj)		OBJ		obj		subj		860618.E.A: .Score 24 > What the Government does not tell us about is the very substantial number of giveaways ..Score 265 We can only make guesses as to		x

				NEITHER		PARTCLE						860526.E.A: .Score 48 What we have ended up with is a Bill that gives ownership to Ottawa which the Hon . Member somehow suggests is terrible , and to the people of Canada , a Bill which gives Newfoundland as yet an unknown share of the revenues ..Score		.Score 111 > I would simply tell the Hon . Member that I find his sentiments ,providing they were properly placed and supported by historical fact , interesting .		x

				NEITHER		PARTCLE						860605.E.A: .Score 39 What we are seeing is an increasing concentration and increasing power by large corporations ..Score 453 > What this amendment says , if I understand it correctly ,is that		.Score 453 > What this amendment says , if I understand it correctly , is that in the leasing of cars the practice which the manufacturers have followed of giving special and large discounts to the large companies which are in the automobile rental busin		over the large number of small companies , is clearly that the director would have the authority and the power to at least look at the practices which are followed , and if he saw that this power was being used to lessen competition he would have the righ

				NEITHER		PARTCLE						860522.E.A: .Score 289 They do not reflect the position of the Government of Canada . What they reflect is a determination to try to contribute to an informed debate . .Score 64  I would hope that Hon . Members ,		.Score 64 I would hope that Hon . Members , when looking at this , would cite the whole report and not just the parts they prefer .		x

				NEITHER		PARTCLE		part of cleft				860528.E.A: .Score 57 > What the Hon . Member has not answered with respect to Challenge '86 '86 , has not refuted , is the allegation , the observation , that there has been a significant shifting of funds from the non-profit service and municipal sect		or to private enterprise. .Score 62 I have no problem with funding training opportunities in private enterprise.		x

				NEITHER		PARTCLE						860620.E.A: .Score 166 > What we were trying to achieve with this clause was protection of Bell Telephone Company , and its subscribers in this instance , from foreign ownership ..Score 79 I want it to be		clearly understood that my concern is not one which would reflect any negative attitude toward Bell Canada Enterprises		x

				NEITHER		PARTCLE										x

				NEITHER (but cleft later on)		PARTCLE										x

				NEITHER		PARTCLE						861217.E.A: .Score 113 > What we are really faced with is a situation where high income people earning over $ 100,000 or $ 200,000 are not paying any income tax at all ..Score 404 Justice for low income earners and ordinary people who haveto pay income		Justice for low income earners and ordinary people who have to pay income tax year after year demands that rich people who have all kinds of benefits , who have legal counsels , real estate brokers and accountants at their service should not be able to av		x

				NEITHER		PARTCLE						861219.E.A: .Score 51 What this will leave us with is weekly newspapers that will no longer be delivered on the same day , which is now the custom ..Score 62 In rural areas the owner of a rural paper goes		In rural areas the owner of a rural paper goes to the local post office , hands copies of the paper to the postmaster who places it in the boxes right away .		x

				NEITHER		PARTCLE		part of cleft (poss)		subj of sub. clause		860425.E.A: .Score 0 What he has just said is a summary of my speech ..Score 10 When some of the main elements normally found in acollectively-bargained contract are not found in this legislation thenI say that it is faulty .		x

				NEITHER		PARTCLE		part of cleft		subj of embedded S		860505.E.A: .Score 76 What the Conservative Government is doing today is a continuation of what the Liberal Government tried to do before it was defeated ..Score 32 I am quite sure you will be interested to know , Mr . Speaker , that\ when the Liberal G		x

				NEITHER		PARTCLE						861120.E.A: .Score 3 What I have objected to are statements designed to frighten and which say prices will rise ..Score 175 Generic competition will indeed bring prices down .		x

				NEITHER		PARTCLE		part of cleft		obj of PP		860429.E.A: .Score 37 > What we do have is a whole host of serious restrictions placed in this piece of legislation on what would normally be afforded to employees either of the Government of Canada outside of Parliament Hill , or to other employees worki		x

				NEITHER (?)		PARTCLE		part of cleft		obj		861209.E.A: .Score 85 > What we have to consider is the fact that the deficit in Canada Post will not be dealt with by cutting back on services ..Score 122 If the last Government as well as the present Governmenthad allowed Canada Post to enter such are		x

				NEITHER (but cleft is link)		PARTCLE		part of cleft		part of subj		860522.E.A: .Score 6 > What the business community found was the attractiveness of the `` quick flip '' ..Score 34 Perhaps the best description of how the `` quick flip ''works was given by the CBC 's \ Fifth Estate \ on January 26 , 1986 whichprovided		x

				NEITHER (but cleft is link)		PARTCLE		part of cleft		subj of dummy-there S		861218.E.A: .Score 30 What we have had is a series of occasions in the House over the past two years when Parliament was forced to consider and approve in great haste legislation to tidy up some of the situations that arose because of the lack of legisl		x

				NEITHER(no next subj)		PARTCLE		part of cleft		obj of rel clause		860619.E.A: .Score 135 > What that $ 89 million means for university students is a doubling of tuition fees from $ 989 to $ 2,000 a year ..Score 30 Put yourself in the place of a family who wants their child to go to\ university .		x

				PARTCLE		PARTCLE		part of cleft		subj		860421.E.A: .Score 47 > What I am referring to is the section that says `` the Minister may '' ; everybody else `` shall '' , but in this Bill the Minister may issue guidelines , the Minister may do this , the Minister may do that .		x

				PARTCLE		PARTCLE		part of cleft		subj		860521.E.A: .Score 19 > What we have is a reduction in drilling and a putting off of Hibernia for some time to come , basically because of the tax regime and the fiscal regime which the Government introduced ..Score 30 The Government will say that it si		x

				PARTCLE		PARTCLE		part of cleft		subj		860430.E.A: .Score 6 What it essentially represents is a `` hear no evil , see no evil , do not evil '' type of philosophy where it is the apparent belief of Government that , after all , the Minister , being the Minister , cannot do any wrong with this		x

				PARTCLE		PARTCLE						860430.E.A: .Score 58 > What this Bill suggests in this particular clause is an increase again of still further costs on freight , particularly on the cost of movement through the St . Lawrence Seaway . .Score 27 If the cost of moving freight is increas		x

				PARTCLE		PARTCLE						860513.E.A: .Score 389 > | Mr . Brisco : | What the Hon . Member for Humber-Port-au-Port-St . Barbe seems to ignore selectively is the fact that the issue of countervail , whether it is with forest products , steel , potatoes or berry crops , is frequen		x

				PARTCLE		PARTCLE						860514.E.A: .Score 45 > What Ipsco and its workers need is the public support of the Government in the fight against the growing tide of American protectionism .Score 81 Just as important , the Government has to become proactive		x

				PARTCLE		PARTCLE						861125.E.A: .Score 44 What we are debating is a Bill which gives the multinational corporations just about everything they want . .Score 69 That is why we are opposing it .		x

		we		PARTCLE		PARTCLE						860522.E.A: .Score 192 > What I have presented to the House today is a motion which really has two elements ..Score 23 The first element is essentially a system of set-asideswhich would kick in in certain cases .		x

				PARTCLE(?is this a cleft?		PARTCLE		part of cleft		subj		860529.E.A: .Score 41 What I said was not what he just said , and he knows it .		x

				NEITHER		PARTCLE						861124.E.A: .Score 52 What I am referring to are the drugs that are not available in this country although they are elsewhere . .Score 270 For instance , we have drugs that are a new kind		x

				NEITHER		PARTCLE						(UPI)`What we were trying to convey here is a sense of stability, whichin fact has been the case,'' Brady said. ``Markets ... have been stable,'' he added.		x

				NEITHER		RELCLE						860514.E.A: .Score 0 > What we are really talking about is a farm crisis ..Score 16 Just the other day the Committee on Agriculture met with Dr. Lillian Walker and Dr . James Walker .		x

				NEITHER		CLEFT						860515.E.A: .Score 118 What I question is the number of people , and a bill of $ 130,000 to the taxpayer for a five-day trip ..Score 461 > Between Juneau 's junket to China and these two items ,he has spent approximately $ 170,000 of the taxpayers '/$ m		x

				NEITHER		RELCLE						860613.E.A: .Score 4 What we have here is a question of priorities . .Score 266 The future of medicare and higher education is beingplaced behind the best interests of oil companies , investors , banksand , I might add , even such things as new uniforms		x

				NEITHER		RELSU						860513.E.A: .Score 112 What the Government is entering into now is a bilateral negotiation by appointing trade envoys ..Score 214 The U.S . administration said to Canada that		x

				NEITHER(but subj is obj)		subj		subj		obj		860606.E.A: .Score 16 What I raised with Secretary Shultz , and what was raised by a number of Canadian representatives , was our great political concern about the implications to Canada of this decision ..Score 76 > What the Member from Windsor was ask		x

				SUBJ		subj						860428.E.A: .Score 38 What the Hon . Member is suggesting is a complete untruth ..Score 234 He has to realize that		x

		we		SUBJ		subj						860505.E.A: .Score 33 What we are talking about here is a transfer by the federal Government of its deficit to the provinces .Score 14 We are also talking about how the Government has acted		x

		we		SUBJ		subj						860508.E.A: .Score 117 What we need is a national program ..Score 21 We need all political Parties ,		x

		we		SUBJ		subj						860513.E.A: .Score 56 What the Americans got from the Israelis in return was an agreement to limit subsidies down the road , but the Americans did not concede , give up or surrender any limitation whatsoever on countervail action .		x

		NP		SUBJ		subj						860514.E.A: .Score 159 What we need is an influx of people such as we had during the early 1900s and after the two Great Wars , which were some of the boom periods in our country 's economy ..Score 132 > We should be welcoming new Canadians at a rate pe		x

		we		SUBJ		subj						860522.E.A: .Score 179 What he states in his motion is mere rhetoric . .Score 60 He places before the House and before		x

		pro		SUBJ		subj						860522.E.A:.Score 170 > Let 's pretend a scientist has a $ 100project but no money . .Score 201 What he can get is a $ 50 tax credit from Ottawa just for his $ 100 idea ..Score 9 But our scientist doesn't have any money .		x

		pro		SUBJ		subj						860603.E.A: .Score 5 What we need is an approach that will provide more general protection to Canadian interests that are now under serious assault ..Score 35 > We were not elected to the House of Commons to sit hereand do nothing .		x

		we		SUBJ		subj						860617.E.A: .Score 20 What we have instead , I am sorry to say , is a Government which does not give adequate recognition ..Score 391 We now have a crisis on our hands .		x

		we		SUBJ		subj						860618.E.A: .Score 35 What we are effectively seeing is smoke andmirrors , with no real substantial change at all . In fact , we may bemoving backwards , because		x

		we		SUBJ		subj						860619.E.A: .Score 81 What we need to establish with credibility is the exact loadings in the river so we can determine what has to be done and specifically where the responsibilities are .		x

		we		SUBJ		subj						860724.E.A: .Score 138 > What we are discussing today , and what we as Liberals support , is legislation by which the administration of the prison system , the Parole Board , could cancel the earned remission of an inmate on the day he is to be released		x

		we		SUBJ		subj						861030.E.A: .Score 2 What I am against is the fact that the Government is wasting taxpayers '/$ dollars at the same time as it is hitting below the belt the poorest families in the country ..Score 10 I will not apologize in the House for		x

		I		SUBJ		subj						861030.E.A: .Score 114 What we have seen again and again is increases in taxes , many of them hidden ..Score 31 We are now talking about a business transfer tax		x

		we		SUBJ		subj						861120.E.A: .Score 91 What they are really looking to Parliament for is leadership in terms of cutting expenditures , something about which the Government has declared itself in favour ..Score 32 They are looking to Parliament and saying :		x

		pro		SUBJ		subj						861209.E.A: .Score 81 What we need to establish with credibility is the exact loadings in the river so we can determine what has to be done and specifically where the responsibilities are .		x

		we		SUBJ		subj						861209.E.A: .Score 98 What members of the Opposition are proposing in effect is a return to the old Post Office plagued with deteriorating service and escalating deficits..Score 24 They claim to care for the average person ,		x

		NP		SUBJ		subj						861211.E.A: .Score 8 What we would like to see is some consideration given to the formation of a legislative committee early next week ..Score 79 We are prepared to get the ball rolling		x

		we		SUBJ		subj						861219.E.A: .Score 3 What we have to examine is what lies below the water-line , what is left undone ..Score 42 We must examine where the real problems		x

		we		SUBJ		subj						861219.E.A: .Score 39 What we require is an energy policy ..Score 58 We require the Minister of Energy ,		x

				SUBJ		subj						(UPI)``What we need is a roof over our heads. We get promises and promises, and nobody's doing anything about it,'' she said.		x

				SUBJ (? is this a cleft?)		subj						861218.E.A: .Score 73 What the Hon . Member just read is not a promise ..Score 208 Surely he can understand what is a promise and what is nota promise .		x

				SUBJ (?)		subj						861219.E.A: .Score 566 > | Hon . Jake Epp ( Minister of National Health and Welfare ) : | Mr . Speaker , the Hon . Member can say what she wants . What I gave , I believe , for fair-minded Canadians was a realistic assessment of the situation ..Score 27		x

				UNCLEAR		unclear						860428.E.A: .Score 124 What the Minister of Finance has suggested is a moderated increase ..Score 293 Between 1985 and 1990 , is that more or is that less , Mr. Speaker?		x

				UNCLEAR		unclear						861010.E.A: .Score 34 What it neglected to deal with directly , although it did so implicitly , was the growing gap between rich and poor , the growing gap between the rich and the majority ..Score 48 This concerns me as it concerns the majority		x

				WHOLE CLEFT		whole cleft						(UPI)``What we are for is peace in the Middle East,'' Bush shot back. ``What we are also for is principle.''

				NEITHER		WHOLE CLEFT (related)						860619.E.A: .Score 119 What the Americans might put on the table is their business .Score 83 What we might put on or take off the table is our business .		x

				NEITHER  (but wh-clause is repeated)		WHOLE CLEFT (related)						860610.E.A: .Score 87 What we are seeing instead is a drop in the initial price of wheat by 19 per cent , on barley by some 27 per cent .Score 70 > What we are seeing in the United States is exactly theopposite .		x

				NEITHER		whole S						860527.E.A: .Score 10 What he is leaving for another day is possibly the exportation of jobs in Mission-Port Moody and jobs for Canadians right across the country ..Score 21 I would like the Hon . Member to give me his reaction tothat .		x

				NEITHER(but whole S is referred to in fronted NP)		whole S		whole S		fronted NP		860429.E.A: .Score 30 What was under consideration in part in the U.S . reaching this decision was Canadian regional development and fishery research programs which they regard as an unfair subsidy ..Score 138 Given that , is the Minister now telling		x

				WHOLE S		WHOLE S						(UPI) `What we see is a spineless and unprincipled attempt to minimize the threat that Iraq poses for the entire region. This is a historic occasion. What we are dealing with is the new Hitler of the Middle East.''		x
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				neither (dummy)								(UPI)``What NBC reported was what the Navy leaked to them, so there was a source for the information,'' Rubin said. ``If anyone was at fault itwas the Navy for leaking false information.''		x

				NEITHER (dummy)		CHECK						860609.E.A: .Score 87 What I am talking about is a very well defined and orchestrated attempt to disseminate real information , and not just the Canadian side ..Score 108 There are a number of facts and figures which were		x

				NEITHER (dummy)		(related to cleft)						860526.E.A: .Score 129 > What they have , as I have said , is 50 per cent of nothing ..Score 5 Because of the policies of the Government there is no move ,no generation of activity which will bring on development in Hibernia .		x

				NEITHER (dummy)		subj						860613.E.A: .Score 1 What we are here to talk about this afternoon is the action that Canada can most effectively take to give expression to those concerns and to provide the type of leadership that the world requires at this time to make something happ		x

				NEITHER (dummy)		neither						860421.E.A: .Score 157 What we have in Clause 4 is the requirement that the employer develop a process for achieving employment equity ..Score 172 It certainly is clear to you , Mr . Speaker , from all ofthe arguments heard from all sides of the House tha		x

				NEITHER (dummy)		neither						860612.E.A: .Score 267 > What Government seeks then is a compromise which satisfies the most , with offence and inconvenience to the fewest . There has been no lack of conferences and publications on this issue , and the various seminars and publication		x

				NEITHER (dummy)		part of cleft						860612.E.A: .Score 105 > What we have in Bill C-96 is a further decision , and a disastrous decision , by the present Conservative Government that it will again reduce the funding that will go to the provinces by some $ 7 billion from this year until th		x

				NEITHER (dummy)		PP						860610.E.A: .Score 70 > What we are seeing in the United States is exactly the opposite ..Score 52 There are massive subsidies in the United States where theAmerican farmer is guaranteed some $ 6 a bushel .		x

				NEITHER(dummy)		cleft		cleft		obj of embedded S		860522.E.A: .Score 6 What we end up with is a very serious situation which threatens many of our farmers . .Score 73 > There is no doubt that the Government has attempted toaddress the  problems we are facing .		x

				NEITHER(dummy)		neither		neither("that" - subj of wh clause - refers to the government helping people, which was mentioned in the previous S.				860530.E.A: .Score 262 What that produces is more housing for more people ..Score 125 With respect to the program under discussion today , there will be \twice as many households helped with the same expenditure of dollars as under t\he former program .		x

				NEITHER(dummy)		neither		verb		verb		860602.E.A: .Score 300 What we have to point out is the inability of the Government , the Minister of Finance ( Mr . Wilson ) and the Minister of State ( Finance ) ( Mrs . McDougall ) to settle a matter which has been dragging on for months and on which		x

				NEITHER(dummy)		neither		cleft?		adj 2 Ss later		860506.E.A: .Score 105 What people were against was retroactivity ..Score 123 It would seem that a number of companies were in touch withthe Department , some even contacted a few MP 's .Score 48 There were very clear responses . .Score 20 The Minister		x

				NEITHER(dummy)		neither		neither				861118.E.A: .Score 128 What he is faced with is the fact that the referee is going to end up doing the collective bargaining ..Score 2 It is highly unlikely , in my opinion , that the two partieswill reach agreement on very many if any of the clauses ot		x

				NEITHER(dummy)		part of cleft		part of cleft		obj of PP		861201.E.A: .Score 50 What I was referring to was Canadian tradition generally in terms of jail sentences ..Score 141 There are certain criteria in all the courts of Canada		x

				noncleft?		noncleft?						860619.E.A: .Score 74 What they do and how they pay their producers is their business ..Score 124 However , we think it is legitimate for us to be interested in the subsidies they provide as they move on to international markets .		x		x

				NEITHER		part of sub (is this a cleft?)						861010.E.A: .Score 40 What the people living along the Niagara River and the people living along the St . Clair River are experiencing is the result of economic activities in preceding decades which have resulted in damage being caused to those water re		x

				THROW OUT		cleft		cleft		subj		860610.E.A: .Score 8 > What we have seen over the last two years is a disaster . .Score 33 It is a shame .		x

				NEITHER		whole cleft (is this a cleft?)						861124.E.A: .Score 63 What we have before us is basically a regurgitation of what American multinationals wanted from the Prime Minister and got from him in the first place ..Score 194 > The Hamilton and District Labour Council , a member ofthe Canadian		x
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Figure 4:  Reference Continuation for clefted and nonclefted utterances
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		Position of Referent of the First Referent in the next Utterance		Nonclefts (n=167)		Clefts (n=146)

		subject/embedded subject		44%		17%

		object/focus		28%		55%

		other/ whole		15%		5%

		none		13%		23%



&A

Page &P



Sheet16

		



&A

Page &P

Nonclefts

Clefts

Grammatical Function of Referent



		



Nonclefts (n=167)
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Grammatical Function of Referent



		OBSERVED		subject/embedded subject		object/focus		other/ whole		none		TOTAL

		go-src verbs		74		46		25		22		167

		src-go verbs		25		81		7		33		146

		TOTAL		99		127		32		55		313

		EXPECTED		outcome 1		outcome 2		outcome 3		outcome 3		TOTAL

		group 1		52.821086262		67.7603833866		17.0734824281		29.3450479233		137.6549520767

		group 2		46.178913738		59.2396166134		14.9265175719		25.6549520767		120.3450479233

		TOTAL		99		127		32		55		258

				observed		expected		o-e		(o-e)^2/e

		cell 11		74		52.821086262		21.178913738		8.4918054297		chisquare=		45.0168889577

		cell 12		46		67.7603833866		-21.7603833866		6.9880697461		sig=		0.00000000

		cell 13		25		17.0734824281		7.9265175719		3.679956979

		cell 14		22		29.3450479233		-7.3450479233		1.838461097

		cell 21		25		46.178913738		-21.178913738		9.7132294984

		cell 22		81		59.2396166134		21.7603833866		7.9932030658

		cell 23		7		14.9265175719		-7.9265175719		4.2092658596

		cell 24		33		25.6549520767		7.3450479233		2.1028972822

		OBSERVED		outcome 1		outcome 2		TOTAL

		group 1		71		46		117

		group 2		25		81		106

		TOTAL		96		127		223

		EXPECTED		outcome 1		outcome 2		TOTAL

		group 1		50.3677130045		66.6322869955		117

		group 2		45.6322869955		60.3677130045		106

		TOTAL		96		127		223

				observed		expected		o-e		(o-e)^2		(o-e)^2/e

		cell 11		71		50.3677130045		20.6322869955		425.6912666653		8.4516695572

		cell 12		46		66.6322869955		-20.6322869955		425.6912666653		6.3886636023

		cell 21		25		45.6322869955		-20.6322869955		425.6912666653		9.3287296056

		cell 22		81		60.3677130045		20.6322869955		425.6912666653		7.0516381271
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