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            Abstract
          
        

        
          Coordinate structures with mismatched DP and CP conjuncts can occupy the complement position of a preposition (e.g., “You can depend on my friend and that she will be on time.”). Such examples pose a challenge to previously proposed syntactic generalizations including the Law of Coordination of Likes, and the Wasow’s Generalization. Attempting to resolve this problem, recent proposals analyze such DP&CP coordinate structures as underlying DP&DP coordination structures, where the CP conjuncts are contained inside silent nominal shells. Under such proposals, the DP&CP coordination does not violate the Law of Coordination of Likes or the Wasow’s Generalization. In this study, we present psycholinguistic evidence against such analyses, and suggest an alternative analysis where the DP&CP coordination is indeed ungrammatical but appears acceptable due to a grammaticality illusion.
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