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An Online Cognitive and Prosodic Approach to Right Node Raising Construction
Yuan Ye
( Beihang University Beijing 100191 China)

This paper holds that Right Node Raising ( RNR) is not a syntactic phenomenon but a conventionalized construction. Dif-
ferent from the well-discussed static template constructions like transitives or ditransitives ( Goldberg 2006) RNR embodies a
category of dynamic constructions the representation of which cannot be achieved in terms of lexical categories like NPV and
VP but instead more in terms of a set of structure-building instructions. We agree with Larson( 2006) that listeners resort to a
kind of online strategy in interpreting RNR rather than to traditional offline static representations. The paper proposes that with
regard to RNR it is necessary not only to consider syntactic structure but also to consider online operations of contrastive focus
stress distribution working memory and shift of attention in order to fully interpret RNR. The dynamic online cognitive interpre—
tation ( OCI) strategy for RNR construction proposed in this paper can not only explain normal RNR but can also explain the
special RNR expressions that pose severe challenges to multidominance syntactic theory.
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( local dependencies) ( constituent) ®a
o @ “ car had been stolen
” “« 7 “ o ( TP) Becky’ s car had
” been stolen ( Spec-TP) car
( locality) ( Wilder 2008) o ( sub-extraction from a subject) ( Wexler
( c-eommand) Culicover 1980) . T’  had been stolen
( Kayne 1994) ( Chomsky 1995
RNR o Hornstein 2009 2017) . ®a
RNR Ross( 1967) RNR
( Sabbage 2007 2008) ( Kayne RNR ®b
1994 Ha 2006) ( Citko 2005; Vries RNR
2013; Bachrach Katzir 2017) . ( Zhang 2004) o—
RNR ver-productive counter-productive
( Goldberg ( Chom—
2006) RNR o sky 1970; Di Sciullo Williams 1987; Ackema Neele—
N man 2002)
RNR
o RNR RNR
2 RNR @ a. Nobody, ever seemed to t; like my coo—
2.1 king.
RNR b. With no cake , was the snooty baker
( Ross 1967 Postal 1974) ever happy t;.
( Sabbage 2007) o RNR c. Jackie ever liked __  and Jerry ever hated

(@ a. Becky talked to a tall man yesterday.
b. " Becky talked to yesterday a tall man.
( Larson 2016: 8)

c. Becky talked to __ and Bruce talked a—

bout a tall man. ( )
®@a b a
tall man ( to)
( yesterday) o @ec
RNR to a tall man
and Bruce talked about
@b
RNR
RNR
( :9):
@ a. I thought that Becky’ s __  and you

thought that Bruce’s __ car had been stolen.
b. That rascal is sometimes over— _ and
productive.

XP X

other times counter—

no dogs. ( Larson 2016: 10)

/ o @®a
Nobody t;
c— @b
with no cake t; c— o
RNR @c no dogs
( )
c— ( Kayne 1994) .
2.2
RNR
( Wexler Culicover 1980; Kayne 1994; Ha
2006) .
( gap site) ( overt
shared material OSM) ( identi—

ty) o
( elided) -
(® a. Jill saw someone but she doesn’ t know
owho, . |, she saw t,
b. " Bruce knows that Jill saw someone but
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he doesn’ t know who;  that , she saw t,

c. Becky believed that __ but Bruce doub-

ted that __ Jackie would be on time. ( Larson
2016:11)
1P
®a who 1P
she saw t o 1P
CP ®b that 1P
- RNR
®c
CPp that that
[P—— Jackie would be on time
RNR
RNR
®c
that 1P ®a
®c o RNR
2.3
RNR
( Zhang 2004)
o ®c that
“ ” Jackie
would be on time
o RNR
( Multidominance Approach
MD) ®c¢ MD :
but
believed but

Becky believed but doubted
believed that Bruce doubted
that doubted that

that Jackie would be on time

Jackie would be on time

that o MD
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( Citko 2005; de Vries 2013; Bachrach Katzir
2017) RNR

ERM)

( Jackie would be on time)

( external remerge

°

( Chomsky 1995 Citko 2005)
( trace) RNR
ERM MD

Jackie would be on time

RNR
( yourself)

( Larson 2016: 13)
— (

173 2

you love )

( yourself) .

® a. I hate but you love yourself in the pic—
ture.
b.” You hate but I love yourself in the
picture.
RNR
(NPI) ( 1 14) MD

@ a.” Bruce didn’t buy but Becky sold any
old cars.
b. Bruce bought but Becky didn’ t sell

any old cars.

@a NPI( didn’ t)
@b
RNR 13 »
RNR ( MD)
o MD ERM
( phase)
( Chomsky 2008 2017)
VP VP
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( de Vries 2013) o o RNR
®ec Jackie
would be on time CP o
that (014 3.2 RNR
Jackie would be on time NP
that RNR o
o Larson( 2016) @ a. Ben loves, _ and Bill hates, _  this
movie.
RNR o RNR b. o o o
©) RNR
. RNR (F)
( Goldberg 2006) ( ) . b
o RNR and « »
RNR Da loves hates @b
RNR o « » o« v F
( narrow focus) o
3 RNR ©) Truckenbrodt
3.1 RNR (2013 * 7 ( Stress—XP) o
2 - X XP
( ) o ( Ben Bill ) VP( loves this movie
hates this movie )
a. CNJ, -RP & CNJ, -RP OSM,, R VP
{CNJ = ( Conjunc) ;  “—=7 = ( elide) ; NP( this movie )  XP X’
RP = ( right periphery) ; & = ; NSRH ( Trucken—
OSM = ( overt shared material) } brodt 2013: 133)
b. OSM;,, CNJ, CNJ, NP o
( CNJ, contrasts CNJ, in terms of OSM;,) RNR VP
RNR VP (
o RNR ) o
NP V VP
Gold— A NP
berg( 2006) N RNR
- RNR “ “ ”
7 ( Jackendoff 1972 Truckenbrodt 2013: 136) :
RNR / ( Stress—XP)
0SM © RNR
RNR ( Selkirk 2002 Truc—
“or kenbrodt 2013) .
Larson RNR ( dis—
( Larson fluency) A0 Ferreira (2004)
2016:17 —19) RNR ( self-eorrect mid—
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speech) ( overwrite) o i
RNR () picked select—
ed the correct answer B ]

. NEOER 5
A0 Bruce picked I mean selected the correct M & L SIS
answer. - s WE
® EXs NP PE TR
Ferreira

( online parsing)

R NP, XEHE

1
mean selected picked @ «
) ( parser) “ 7 ( over— RNR” .
lay) ( overwrite) L @ o ou . : LV .
RNR . ==t vV ’
L “ " RNR
« - ") “7 -
— RNR )
( Larson 2016: 26 —27) . ” NP. NP “
« » RNR T ” ( )
o Larson RNR ( Rizzi 2015 2016)
( offline representation) FocP .
. @ Force Top  Int Top” Foc Top" Mod
Larson  RNR “ — Top~ Q,, Fin IP...
— — ” FocP
« »”» ) ” 1P ( Rizzi 2015: 2)
N Gibson RNR
® R 13 2 “« 2
( Gibson 2000: 95) .
RNR Foc FocP
RNR —F
N RNR e
RNR : NP e
( P _
3.3) . \Va vV
RNR
Stress — XP . « »”
“ / ( re—
v vp course) A% N
( gap) / RNR
NP ( ) o
( this movie ) (de Vries 2009 2013)
NP )
° 3.3 RNR
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( working ) “ 7
memory) ( Gibson 2000 Li et let her Ip
al 2006) RNR ( OCI) . OCI I VP( eat choco—
late) I to. 13a
- OCI 3.2 ( wanted) OSM
RNR o “ ”
@ a. Bill wouldn’t let her but Fiona wanted ——  wanted
to eat chocolate. to Da wanted
b. " Bill wouldn’ t let her but Fiona wan— to
ted " eat chocolate. eat chocolate. A3b-¢
c.” Fiona wanted but Bill wouldn’ t let
her (" to) eat chocolate. — OSM
1Da-<¢ RNR
RNR o RNR
( Husband 2015: 25) let her N
eat chocolate wanted
to 1P to eat choco— ( Just Carpenter 1992; Gibson 2000; Li et al.
late 13a b e 2006)
o ERM MD RNR “ ”
a3a let
her eat chocolate / “ 7
wanted o wanted ( OSM)
eat chocolate a3b
o BYS Fiona wanted to o
eat chocolate let OCI
her let her MD ® @ RNR o
to o OCI ®a Ihate but you love yourself in
Ja—- the picture OSM yourself
RNR you
o love ; ®b " You
OCI Gibson hate but I love yourself in the picture”
OSM yourself RNR
( Gibson 2000: 1 love o
95) . ( sentence par— OSM
sing) (1)
i (2) ( DM) ( Kluck 2007: 133) : ( RNR)
( ) ( )
( locality) (
1102) o
“ ”( Baddeley 1990) DM @ RNR NPI
( capacity) OCI
o @D a " Bruce
RNR didn’ t buy but Becky sold any old cars
o ( NPI) OSM any
OSM( 13a to eat old cars
chocolate) ( let her Becky sold __;

51



2019 6
@b Bruce bought Larson( 2016)
but Becky didn’ t sell any old cars
NPI any didn’ t sell o RNR
OCI RNR N
( Husband 2015:29) , RNR
@ a.” What __ and when ___ did Jill Six? o RNR
b. When __ and what ___ did Jill fix? RNR
Haida  Repp(2011) )
“ 7 RNR o
ADa fix what
? OCI Wa
OSM fix @ RNR
when
o ab what ( overt shared material) . (
OSM fix o Larson 2016)
OCI
RNR ( cumulative a— .
greement)  ( 128) o o
@ a.?" Sue is proud that Bill and Mary is @) RNR

happy that John has traveled to Cameroon.

b. Sue is proud that B

ill and Mary is hap—

py that John have traveled to Cameroon.
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John
Bill
OCI RNR
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7o 0Cl
OCI OSM
John
OSM (3 » o
4
( Goldberg 2006)
RNR
NP V VP

(' sell today  put outside)
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()
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® @ Rizzi( 2015) (2016)
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Goldberg( 2006)
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