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Processing metalinguistic negation:
a default model vs. a context-dependent model

Professor Eun-Ju Noh (Inha University, Korea)
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Abstract: The presentation deals with the interpretative process of metalinguistic negation (MN), as opposed to
descriptive negation (DN). There are two accounts of the interpretation process of MN: one is that negation
is interpreted as descriptive by default and that an MN interpretation is taken only after the DN interpretation
turns out to be a semantic contradiction to the clarification clause (a semantic account). Another is that the
type of negation is chosen by considering optimal relevance. People take an interpretation that yields
greater cognitive effects with less processing effort (a cognitive account). The presentation introduces
eye-tracking experiments conducted on MN-DN pairs in Korean. The processing times at the clarification
clauses were not significantly different between MNs and DNs, which provides no evidence of the semantic
account. It is rather consistent with the cognitive account.



