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MR SRR (330) : This study argues that Universal Grammar allows two distinct
structures for non—restrictive relative clauses: (i) a structure where a non—restrictive
relative clause is not integrated into the matrix clause and (ii) a structure where a
non-restrictive relative clause is integrated into the matrix clause like restrictive
relative clauses, but it is juxtaposed with its head unlike restrictive relative clauses.
English employs the former and Japanese the latter.
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(1) Enrico, who is the smartest of us all,
got the answer in seven seconds.

(Ross (1986: 262))
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(3) a. Every Christian, forgives a man who
harms him,.

b. *Every Christian, forgives John, who

harms him,. (Safir (1986: 672))
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(4) Tom sent Willie Nelson, who he admires
deeply, a fan letter, and Bert did [
e] too. (McCawley (1981: 122))

(5)a. ‘send Willie Nelson a fan letter’
b. ‘send Willie Nelson, who he admires
deeply, a fan letter’
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(6) a. John paints pictures at all well
only rarely.

b. Jay tells jokes with any gusto only

occasionally. (Branigan 1992)
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(7) a. John only rarely [paints pictures
at all well] —-— > predicate
raising

b. John [paints pictures at all well],
only rarely t,
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(8) #[Buy any records], she didn’ t t,.
(Laka 1990)
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(10) Suppose A and B undergo Merge without
producing any label. If A also has a
labeled mother, B is linearized in the
position which immediately follows A.
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(11) *Sandy always seems, who I’ m sure you
remember, helpful.
(Arnold (2007: 285))
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(12) Who, did we teach t,, some of whom were
deaf, French? (Fabb (1990: 70))
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(22) a. Mary was intelligent, which John
never was.

b. I told max to leave, which he never

did. (Demidrache (1991: 108))
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