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Han, C., Kirby, S., Elouazizi, N., Göorgülü, N., Hedberg, N., Dyakonova, M., Galeano,
C., Hinnell, J., Jeffrey, M., and Kim, K. (2012). Subject-object asymmetry in
English resumption. Paper presented at the 86th Annual Meeting of the Linguistic
Society of America, Portland, OR, January 2012.

Hardt, D. (1993). Verb Phrase ellipsis: Form meaning and processing. PhD Dissertation,
University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia.

Hardt, D. (1999). Dynamic interpretation of Verb Phrase ellipsis. Linguistics and Phi-
losophy 22: 187–221.



References 391

Harizanov, B. (2011). The acceptability of true resumption: An acceptability rating
study in Bulgarian. Unpublished MS, University of California Santa Cruz.

Hart, B., and Risley, T. R. (1995). Meaningful Differences in the Everyday Experience
of Young American Children. Baltimore, MD: P. H. Brookes.

Harves, S. (2002). Unaccusative syntax in Russian. PhD dissertation, Princeton
University.

Harves, S. (2003). Getting impersonal: Case, agreement, and distributive po-phrases
in Russian. In W. Browne et al. (eds.), Formal Approaches to Slavic Linguistics,
Amherst Meeting, pp. 235–254. Ann Arbor: Michigan Slavic Publications.

Hasegawa, N. (1981). A lexical interpretive theory with emphasis on the role of subject.
PhD dissertation, University of Washington.

Hawkins, J. A. (1999). Processing complexity and filler-gap dependencies across gram-
mars. Language 75: 244–285.

Hawkins, J. (2004). Efficiency and Complexity of Grammars. Oxford University Press.
Hayes, J. R. M. (1952). Memory span for several vocabularies as a function of vocab-

ulary size. In Quarterly Progress Report, pp. 5–9. Cambridge, MA: Acoustics
Laboratory, MIT.

Heestand, D. (2010). Conditions on the cross-linguistic acceptability of resumptive
pronouns. Senior thesis, Harvard University.

Heestand, D., Xiang, M., and Polinsky, M. (2011). Resumption still does not rescue
islands. Linguistic Inquiry 42: 138–152.

Hendrick, R. (2005). Resumptive and bound variable pronouns in Tongan. In J. Heinz
and D. Ntheliteos (eds.), Proceedings of AFLA-XII, pp. 103–115. Los Angeles:
UCLA Dept. of Linguistics.

Hinton, G. E. (1989). Connectionist learning procedure. Artificial Intelligence 40: 185–
234.

Hintzman, D. L. (1988). Judgments of frequency and recognition memory in a multiple-
trace memory model. Psychological Review 95: 528–551.

Hiramatsu, K. (1999). Subject and adjunct island asymmetries: Evidence from syntactic
satiation. In S. Bird, A. Carnie, J. D. Haugen, and P. Norquest (eds.), Proceedings
of the West Coast Conference on Formal Linguistics 18, pp. 183–192. Somerville,
MA: Cascadilla Press.

Hiramatsu, K. (2000). Accessing linguistic competence: Evidence from children’s and
adults’ acceptability judgments. PhD dissertation, University of Connecticut.

Hofmeister, P. (2007b). Representational complexity and memory retrieval in language
comprehension. Stanford, CA: Stanford University dissertation.

Hofmeister, P. (2011). Representational complexity and memory retrieval in
language comprehension. Language and Cognitive Processes 26 (3):
376–405.

Hofmeister, P., Jaeger, T. F., Arnon, I., Sag, I. A., and Snider, N. (2013). The
source ambiguity problem: Distinguishing the effects of grammar and process-
ing on acceptability judgments. Language and Cognitive Processes 28(1–2):
48–87.

Hofmeister, P., Jaeger, T. F., Sag, I. A., Arnon, I., and Snider, N. (2007). Locality and
accessibility in wh-questions. In S. Featherston and W. Sternefeld (eds.), Roots:
Linguistics in Search of its Evidential Base, pp. 185–206. Berlin: Mouton de
Gruyter.



392 References

Hofmeister, P., and Norcliffe, E. (2013). Does resumption facilitate sentence compre-
hension. In P. Hofmeister and E. Norcliffe (eds.), The Core and the Periphery:
Data-driven Perspectives on Syntax Inspired by Ivan A. Sag, pp. 225–246. Stan-
ford, CA: CSLI Publications.

Hofmeister, P., and Sag, I. A. (2010). Cognitive constraints on syntactic islands. Lan-
guage 86: 366–415.

Hoshi, K. (2004). Parameterization of the external D-system in relativization. Language,
Culture, and Communication 33: 1–50.

Hsu, C.-C. N. (2006). Issues in head-final relative clauses in Chinese: Derivation,
processing, and acquisition. PhD dissertation, University of Delaware.

Huang, C-T. J. (1982a). Logical relations in Chinese and the theory of grammar.
Cambridge, MA: MIT dissertation.

Huang, C.-T. J. (1982b). Move wh in a language without wh-movement. The Linguistic
Review 1: 369–416.

Huang, C.-T. J. (1984). On the distribution and reference of empty pronouns. Linguistic
Inquiry 15: 531–574.

Huang, Y. (2000). Anaphora: A cross-linguistic approach. Oxford University Press.
Hunter, T. (2010). The syntax and semantics of movement and adjunction in natural

language. Doctoral dissertation, University of Maryland.
Inoue, K. (1976). Henkei-bunpo to nihongo. Tokyo: Taishukan.
Ishizuka, T. (2009). CNPC violations and possessor raising in Japanese. Unpublished

MS, UCLA.
Jackendoff, R. S., and Culicover, P. (1971). A reconsideration of dative movements.

Foundations of Language 7(3): 397–412.
Jaeger, F. (2006). Redundancy and syntactic reduction in spontaneous speech. PhD

dissertation, Stanford University.
Jaeger, T. F., and Snider, N. (2008). Implicit learning and syntactic persistence: Surprisal

and cumulativity. In Proceedings of the 30th Annual Meeting of the Cognitive
Science Society, pp. 1061–1066.

Jaeggi, S. M., Buschkuehl, M., Jonides, J., and Perrig, W. (2008). Improving fluid intel-
ligence with training on working memory. Proceedings of the National Academy
of Sciences 105: 6829–6833.

James, D. (1972). Some aspects of the syntax and semantics of interjections. Paper
presented to the 8th Regional Meeting of the Chicago Linguistic Society.

James, W. (1890). The Principles of Psychology, 2 vols. New York: Holt.
Jha, A. P., and McCarthy, G. (2000). The influence of memory load upon delay-interval

activity in a working-memory task: An event-related functional MRI study. Journal
of Cognitive Neuroscience 12(2): 90–105.

Jonides, J., Lewis, R. L., Nee, D. E., Lustig, C. A., Berman, M. G., and Moore, K. S.
(2008). The mind and brain of short-term memory. Annual Review of Psychology
59(1): 193–224.

Junghanns, U., and Zybatow, G. (1997). Syntax and information structure of Russian
clauses. In W. Browne et al. (eds.), Formal Approaches to Slavic Linguistics 4:
Cornell Meeting, pp. 289–319. Ann Arbor: Michigan Slavic Publications.

Jurka, J. (2010). The importance of being a complement: CED effects revisited. PhD
dissertation, University of Maryland.

Just, M., and Carpenter, P. (1980). A theory of reading: From eye fixations to compre-
hension. Psychological Review 87: 123–154.



References 393

Just, M., and Carpenter, P. (1992). A capacity theory of comprehension: Individual
differences in working memory. Psychological Review 99: 122–149.

Just, M. A., Carpenter, P. A., Keller, T. A., Eddy, W. F., and Thulborn, K. R. (1996).
Brain activation modulated by sentence comprehension. Science 274: 114–116.

Just, M. A., Carpenter, P. A., and Woolley, J. D. (1982). Paradigms and processes in
reading comprehension. Journal of Experimental Psychology 111: 228–238.

Kaan, E. (1997). Processing subject–object ambiguities in Dutch. Doctoral dissertation,
University of Groningen.

Kaan, E., Harris, A., Gibson, E., and Holcomb, P. (2000). The P600 as an
index of syntactic integration difficulty. Language and Cognitive Processes 15:
159–201.

Kallestinova, E. (2007). Aspects of Word Order in Russian. PhD Dissertation, University
of Iowa.

Kane, M. J., Conway, A. R. A., Miura, T. K., and Colflesh, G. J. H. (2007). Working
memory, attention control, and the n-back task: A question of construct validity.
Journal of Experimental Psychology: Learning, Memory, and Cognition 33: 615–
622.

Kane, M. J., and Engle, R. W. (2002). The role of prefrontal cortex in working-memory
capacity, executive attention, and general fluid intelligence: An individual differ-
ences perspective. Psychonomic Bulletin and Review 9: 637–671.

Kane, M. J., Hambrick, D. Z., Tuholski, S. W., Wilhelm, O., Payne, T. W., and Engle, R.
W. (2004). The generality of working memory capacity, a latent-variable approach
to verbal and visuospatial memory span and reasoning. Journal of Experimental
Psychology: General 133: 189–217.

Kang, Y.-S. (1986). Korean syntax and Universal Grammar. PhD dissertation, Harvard
University.

Kanno, K., and Nakamura, M. (2001). Processing of relative clauses by Japanese native
speakers and L2 learners. Journal of Association for Japanese Language Education
4: 134–148.

Karttunen, L. (1976). Discourse referents. In J. D. McCawley (ed.), Syntax and Seman-
tics 7: Notes From the Linguistic Underground, pp. 48–75. New York: Academic
Press.

Karttunen, L. (1977). Syntax and semantics of questions. Linguistics and Philosophy 1:
3–44.

Kaschak, M. P., and Glenberg, A. M. (2004). This construction needs learned. Journal
of Experimental Psychology: General 133: 450–467.

Kaup, B. (2006). What psycholinguistic negation research tells us about the nature
of the working memory representations utilized in language comprehension. In
H. Pishwa (ed.), Language and Memory: Aspects of knowledge representation,
pp. 313–355. Berlin: Mouton.

Kayne, R. (1983). Connectedness. Linguistic Inquiry 14: 223–249.
Kayne, R. (1993). Toward a modular theory of auxiliary selection. Studia Linguistica

47: 3–31.
Kayne, R. S. and Pollock, J.-Y. (1978). Stylistic Inversion, Successive Cyclicity, and

Move NP in French. Linguistic Inquiry 9(4): 595–621.
Kazanina, N., Lau, E. F., Lieberman, M., Yoshida, M., and Phillips, C. (2007). The

effect of syntactic constraints on the processing of backwards anaphora. Journal
of Memory and Language 56: 384–409.



394 References

Kazanina, N., and Phillips, C. (2010). Differential effects of constraints in the processing
of Russian cataphora. Quarterly Journal of Experimental Psychology 63: 371–400.

Keenan, E. L., and Comrie, B. (1977). Noun phrase accessibility and universal grammar.
Linguistic Inquiry 8(1): 63–99.

Kehler, A. (2002). Coherence, Reference, and the Theory of Grammar. Stanford: CSLI
Publications.

Keller, F. (2000). Gradience in grammar: Experimental and computational aspects of
degress of grammaticality. Doctoral Dissertation, University of Edinburgh.

Keller, F., Gunasekharan, S., Mayo, N., and Corley, M. (2009). Timing accuracy of web
experiments: A case study using the WebExp software package. Behavior Research
Methods 41 (1): 1–12.

Kempen, G., and Harbusch, K. (2004). The relationship between grammaticality ratings
and corpus frequencies: A case study into word order variability in the midfield of
German clauses. In S. Kepser and M. Reis (eds.), Linguistic Evidence: Empirical,
theoretical, and computational Perspectives, pp. 329–349. Berlin: Mouton De
Gruyter.

Kenstowicz, M. (1989). The null subject parameter in modern Arabic dialects. In O.
Jaeggli and K. Safir (eds.), The Null Subject Parameter, pp. 263–275. Dordrecht:
Kluwer.

King, T. H. (1995). Configuring Topic and Focus in Russian. Stanford: CSLI.
King, J., and Just, M. A. (1991). Individual differences in syntactic processing, the role

of working memory. Journal of Memory and Language 30: 580–560.
King, J., and Kutas, M. (1995). Who did what and when? Using word- and clause-

level ERPs to monitor working memory usage in reading. Journal of Cognitive
Neuroscience 7: 376–395.

Kiparsky, P., and Kiparsky, C. (1971). Fact. In M. Bierwisch and K. Heidolph (eds.),
Progress in Linguistics, pp. 143–173. The Hague: Mouton.

Kirchner, W. K. (1958). Age differences in short-term retention of rapidly changing
information. Journal of Experimental Psychology 55: 352–358.
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Lüdtke, J., Friedrich, C. K., De Filippis, M., and Kaup, B. (2008). Event-related poten-

tial correlates of negation in a sentence-picture verification paradigm. Journal of
Cognitive Neuroscience 20: 1355–1370.
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