This paper is concerned with prosodically-marked contrastive topics (in English).  For instance, Larry in (1C).  

(1)
A:  Who kissed who?


B:  Well, who did Larry kiss?


C:       Larry          kissed      Nina


      (L+)H* L H%          (L+)H* L L%

                        [rise]                         [fall]

Two different theories of the interpretation of prosodically-marked contrastive topics are proposed in Kadmon 2001 and Büring 2003.  Both these theories make use of the 'topic semantic values' proposed in Büring 1999, and I think it is also fair to say that they share the same basic insight, viz., that the intonation pattern illustrated in (1C) serves as a means of encoding information about the preceding two moves in the discourse.  They differ, however, on two major issues:  (i) the treatment of focus, and (ii) the relation between contrastive topics and the focal structure of questions.


In the present paper, I will present anew the theory of contrastive topics of Kadmon 2001.  I will argue that my theory is elegant, and more empirically adequate than that of Büring 2003.  Regarding the treatment of focus, I will argue that Büring's move of divorcing the treatment of contrastive topics from that of ordinary foci and assuming that the latter are treated in terms of Schwarzschild 1999's Given is problematic, and yields some incorrect predictions.  The focal structure of questions is an issue that Büring 2003 does not touch upon, whereas I take it to play a crucial role in the interpretation of contrastive topics.  I will recapitulated my 2001 treatment of the focal structure of questions, and show that recent work on the 'projection' of scalar implicatures (Sevi 2005) provides some independent motivation for this treatment.  I will argue that recognizing the relevance of the focal structure of questions to the interpretation of contrastive topics is crucial for getting the correct predictions about the effect of contrastive topics on discourse congruence.
