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Slifting (Ross 1973) is a construction in which a 'slifted' assertion is followed by a clause-embedding (CE) 
predicate that apparently lacks an overt complement (1a). 
 

(1)  a. Belinda is a semanticist, I think/John said. 
 b. I think/John said (that) Belinda is a semanticist. 
 

Slifting sentences differ from truth-conditionally equivalent vanilla attitude reports (1b) in two ways. First, in 
slifting, the CE predicate necessarily has a secondary 'parenthetical' interpretation (Urmson 1952, Simons 2007, 
Hunter 2016), an. Second, slifting imposes notable restrictions on the CE predicate. In English, the CE 
parenthetical with slifting usually cannot be negated (Hooper 1975, Maier & Bary 2015), but it can be negated if 
the parenthetical verb is neg-raising, occurs with a first-person subject, and sentential negation also occurs in the 
slifted clause (2). These 'double negation slifts' appear to have a puzzling form-meaning mismatch: although they 
contain two overt instances of negation, only one is interpreted. 
 

(2) Belinda isn't a semanticist, I don't think. 
 

I argue that this apparent mismatch is illusory: double negation slifts are, despite appearances, transparently 
compositional, given two independent assumptions: 1) Slifting involves making a single coherent speech act of 
two distinct, but prosodically integrated, sentences related by an independently-motivated felicity condition on 
such integrated sentences (Roberts & Rudin in prep) amounting to a requirement that the utterance of the latter 
clause 'justifies' the utterance of the former (Koev 2021), and 2) The parenthetical complement is anaphoric to a 
proposition made available by the slifted clause, which can be positive even if the slifted clause is negative (Krifka 
2013). I will show that these two assumptions straightforwardly derive the interpretation of slifting sentences in 
general, without resorting to construction-specific stipulations, and explain several restrictions on what kinds of 
predicates can be used as slifting parentheticals. 
 


