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syntactic and semantic relations that definite pronouns can or must bear to :
their antecedents, and most psycholinguistic studies of anaphora have

likewise focused on the comprehension of definite pronouns with antece-
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nouns and definite nounphrase anaphora, the distance between an antece-
dent and its anaphor has little effect on comprehension times for the
sentence containing the anaphor as long as the antecedent remains in focus
(Anderson, Garrod, & Sanford, 1983; Garnham, 1987; Lesgold, Roth, &
Curtis, 1979). Thus, the fact that distance effects obtained with the deep
anaphors in Murphy’s experiments raises the possibility that the interven-
ing material introduced topic shifts. Tanenhaus, Carlson, and Seidenberg
(1985) report an experiment in which an intervening sentence increased

comprehension times to surface—but not deep—anaphors. The interven-
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comprehensmn time and reading tasks are in fact variants of signal detec-
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presented in (9):

9a. It always annoys Sally when anyone mentions her sister’s name.
9b. The mention of her sister’s name always annoys Sally.

. 9c. However, Tom did it anyway out of spite.

9d. However, Tom did anyway out of spite.

The parallel and non-parallel antecedents are presented in the sample
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, anaphors in the sample target sentences (9c) and (9d).

Method

Subjects. Twenty-eight undergraduates recruited from introductory
psychology courses participated in the experiment.

Materials and Procedure. We used the same lists as in Experiment 1

with the test sentences replaced by sentence-pairs generated from 20 sets of
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presented in the Appendix. The procedure was identical to that used in
Experiment 1.

Results

The portion of sentences judged to make sense and the mean latencies for
the sentences judged to make sense in each condition are presented in

Table 2
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when they were syntactically parallel. However, syntactic parallelism had '

negligible effects on judgements to deep anaphors. The effect of type of
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first two experiments. Only 12 sets of materials were used because of the
limited number of verbs that can be used with null complement anaphora.
One of the material sets was later discarded because of a mistake in
counterbalancing. Other aspects of the procedure were similar to those

described for Experiment 1.

Results and Discussion

The proportion of sentences judged to make sense and the latency to
respond to those sentences judged to make sense are presented in Table 3.

Iuﬁmf’u alvses.  The parallelism of the antecedent had clear
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are not. This conclusion differs from that reached by Murphy (1985a;
1985b). However, like Murphy, we did find that parallelism affects the
speed with which deep anaphors are interpreted. We have suggested that
this is because non-parallel antecedents are typically associated with dis-
course structures which make the event that serves as the conceptual
. antecedent for the anaphor less accessible than the discourse structures -
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4a. Someone broke our basement window last night.
b. Our basement window was broken last night. :
¢. Sam thinks he knows who did it.
d. Sam thinks he knows who.

sa. An architect designed the elaborate conference room. |
b, The elaborate conference room was designed by an architect. |
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d. He was paid a lot of money to.

6a. Jim and his friends attended the picnic.
. The picnic was attended by Jim and his friends.
. They were glad that they did it. \
. They were glad that they did. |

b
c
d

7a. We had to replace our broken garbage disposal. ’
b. Our broken garbage disposal had to be replaced. \
¢. Jim tried to do it, but he failed. i
d. Jim tried to, but he failed. '
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b. Sally was asked to the concert by Al

c. For weeks he had been planning to do it.

d. For weeks he had been planning to.
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7a. It could take three hours to swim to the island. ,
b. A swim to the island could take three hours.
c. That is why we decided not to do it. i
d. That is why we decided not to.
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policy.
But he finally decided he would do it anyway. i
But he finally decided he would anyway.

Mary criticised her boss constantly.

Mary’s constant criticism of her boss was annoying. '
We didn’t know why she felt the need to do it.

We didn’t know why she felt the need to.
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19a. In this state it is illegal for politicians to accept gifts.
b. In this state the acceptance of gifts by politicians is illegal.
| c. Many small town politicians still continue to do it.
d. Many small town politicians still continue to.

20a. The troops were in dismay when the general surrendered.
i b The peperal’s surrender was dismavine to the troops.

3 Webodguomised therm that be neyrranoniddait
. P oa, ———=an '
| Fomearg, |
-
¥

)
.

Y
b —
Materials used in Experiment 3
4 1 e L ..IlLD el sirinnAd ~irt bt tha chad taniaht
Ry
Lam
% —

c. Last night, Sally forgot.
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