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Introduction

Introduction

® That-Trace Effect (Perlmutter 1968; 1971; Bresnan 1972; 1977):
unlike long non-SU extraction, long SU extraction requires repairs in the
C-domain in many languages

(1) Long wh-movement in English (Perlmutter 1968: 214):
a. What did he say that Laura hid 7

b. Who did he say (*that) _ hid the rutabaga?
e linear/PF-accounts vs. structural accounts (Pesetsky 2017)

“Even at a relatively broad level of generality, it has proven-
frustratingly hard to determine just what kind of phenomenon
the complementizer-trace effect is.” (ibid., p.10)

® in-depth studies available only for a few languages
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Introduction

Introduction

® Aim: to shed light on the nature of the TTE with new data from Igbo
°* Why Igbo?

® rich in repair strategies _

® good understanding of its (A)-syntax based on our previous work

® its grammatical profile allows us to apply diagnostics that could not be
applied in the other TTE-languages that have been studied so far

® Claims:
@ the TTE in Igbo is not a PF-phenomenon
— evidence from the distribution of resumptive pronouns
® lgbo provides new evidence for an anti-locality-based approach
— evidence: subextraction from subjects
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Short A-dependencies in Igbo

lgbo (Benue-Kwa)
(2) Ezé hirri Ada n-ahis
Eze see-rV Ada P-market
“Eze saw Ada at the market.”
® tones: low (3), high (4); downstep (‘4) — context: 2 adjacent H-tones
® no morphological case, no agreement, no pro-drop

® rich verbal morphology: TAM, polarity, derivation (-rV: finiteness marker)
e clause structure (Amaechi and Georgi 2019; Amaechi 2020):

(3) [cp C [1p DPext [1v V4VHASPHT [aspp <ASP> [yp <DPeq >
[y <v> [vp <V> DPi |11

® personal pronouns:

| | 1sg | 2sg | 3sg | 1p!l | 2p! | 3pl |

INDEP || m gl |yd | . ,| . . |ha
T anyi | unu |—
POSS ‘m | ‘g | 'ya 177 | 'ha
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Short A-dependencies in Igbo

lgbo: short A-dependencies

¢ A-dependency investigation: focus fronting (Amaechi & Georgi 2019, Georgi
& Amaechi 2022); not a cleft! (Amaechi 2020)

(5) a. Ezé hi-rit Adé n’-ahis
Eze see-rV Ada P-market
“Eze saw Ada at the market.”
b. Adi ki Ezéhiri  n’-ahid
Ada FoC Eze see-PST  P-market
“Eze saw ADA at the market.”

baseline

non-SU focus

e focus fronting is derived by A-movement (Georgi and Amaechi 2023):

(6) Movement diagnostics:

| || island-sens. | reconstr. | pg-licensing | LSMDs |
| focus || v | v ] v | v ]

(LSMD = language-specific movement diagnostic)
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Short A-dependencies in Igbo

Language-specific A-movement diagnostics

1. floating H-tone (Robinson 1974; Tada 1995; Manfredi 2018):
A-movement triggers a floating H-tone in C; with non-SU A-movement the
H-tone surfaces on the final TBU of crossed-over subjects
(7) a. Ezé hirrit Ad4 n’-4his

Eze see-rV Ada P-market
“Eze saw Ada at the market.”

declarative
b. Adi ki FEzéhiri  n’-ahid
Ada FoC Eze see-PST  P-market
“Eze saw ADA at the market.” DO focus

2. na-particle (Green and Igwe 1963; Goldsmith 1976; Nwachukwu 1976;
Amaechi 2020): A-mvt. in a clause with sent. NEG requires the particle na
(8) a. Ezé a-'hi-gh{ Ada

Eze NMLZ-see-NEG Ada
“Eze did not see Ada.”

declarative
b. Addkd FEze *(nd) '4-hi-ght
Ada roc Eze PRT NMLZ-see-NEG
“Eze did not see ADA.” DO focus
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Language-specific A-movement diagnostics

® note: the floating H-tone + the nd-particle are in complementary distribution
® Amaechi (2020): they realize the same left-peripheral head + A-movem.

® floating H-tone: arises in the context of positive polarity
® ng-particle: surfaces in the contexts of negative polarity

3. perfective islands (Nwachukwu 1976; Amaechi 2020): A-movement is blocked
in a clause with perfective aspect

(9) a. Bzt e-ri-6-14 i
Eze NMLZ-eat-OVS-PFV yam.POSS
“Eze has eaten yam." declarative

b.*Ji ka Ezé e-ri-é-14
yam FOC Eze NMLZ-eat-OVS-PFV
“Eze has eaten YAM."” DO focus

(ovs: open vowel suffix, see Amaechi 2020: ch. 4.6.2)

6/37



Language-specific A-movement diagnostics
These effects diagnose A-movement:
® absent with base-generation (topicalization, Georgi and Amaechi 2023)

(10) Movement diagnostics:

| | island-sens. | reconstr. | pg-licensing | LSMDs |
focus v v v v
topical. * * * *

® absent with A-movement (EPP-movement to SpecT), see (10-a), (11)
(11) Bze (*nd) 4-'gé-ghi a-hu Ad4

Eze PRT NMLZ-FUT-NEG NMLZ-see Ada
“Eze will not see Ada.”

® not triggered by focus-in-situ (Amaechi 2020; Georgi and Amaechi 2023)

® they are cyclic (see below)
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Short A-dependencies in Igbo

Gaps vs. resumptives

* A-movement (e.g., focus fronting) of verbal arguments requires a gap
® base-generation (topicalization) of any XP requires an RP

(12) a. Ada ki FEzé hier / *ya

Ada rFocC Eze see-rV 3SG.DEP

“Eze saw ADA." DO focus
b. Ad4, Eze hirrl ya J*

Ada Eze see-rV 3SG.INDEP

“As for Ada, Eze saw her.” DO topic

* A-movement also requires an RP in some contexts, e.g., extraction of a
conjunct (Goldsmith 1981; Georgi and Amaechi 2023)
(13) a. Ezé hirrit [gp Adda nd Obi]
Eze see-rV Ada and Obi
“Eze saw Ada and Obi."
b. Adé ki Ezé hirr [gp va /* mna Obi]
Ada FOC Eze see-rV 3SG.INDEP and Obi
“Eze saw ADA and Obi.”

baseline

conjunct focus
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Short A-dependencies in Igbo

Gaps vs. resumptives

e crucially, short focus fronting with an RP also involves A-movement:

(14) Movement diagnostics:

| | island-sens. | reconstr. | pg-licensing | LSMDs || bottom ]

focus v v v v gap
focus v v v v RP
topical. * * * % RP

— 2 types of RPs: RPs in base-generation and in A-movement dependencies
= RPs in focus fronting construction are (partial) realizations of low copies

= &P (4 PPs, DPs) are not (absolute) islands in Igbo
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The TTE in Igbo (Uwalaka 1991, Amaechi & Georgi 2019)

® embedded declaratives are introduced by an overt complementizer; default
declarative C: na; further option: si

(15) Uche che-ré nd /s / *O Ezé hirrd Adé n’-8hid
Uche think-rV C / C / C Eze see-rV Ada P-market
“Uche thought that Eze saw Ada at the market.”

® Long non-SU focus fronting applies as expected; no change in C-forms:
(16) Adéd ka Uché che-re  na /si / *O Ezé hirrd  n’-ghid
Ada roc Uche think-rtV C / C/ C Eze see-rV  P-market
“Uche thought that Eze saw ADA at the market.”
® Long subject focus across the n3-C (with a gap) is ungrammatical:
(17) *Eze ka  Uché che-re na _ hi-rl Ad4 n’-ghid
Eze roc Uche think-rV C see-rV Ada P-market
“Uche thought that EZE saw Ada at the market.”
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The TTE in Igbo (Uwalaka 1991, Amaechi & Georgi 2019)

(18) 3 repair strategies for long SU focus (Uwalaka 1991):

a. Eze ka Uché ché-ré @  'hi-'ri Add n’-ghid

Eze roc Uche think-rV C see-rV Ada P-market

“Uche thought that EZE saw Ada at the market.” zero C
b. Ez& kd Uché che-re  si_ 'hi-'rd Adé n*-ahia

Eze roc Uche think-rV C  see-rV Ada P-market

“Uche thought that EZE saw Ada at the market.” special C
c. Ezé kd Uché che-re naé hi-rit Ad4 n’-4hid

Eze roc Uche think-rV C 3sG.DEP see-rV Ada P-market

“Uche thought that EZE saw Ada at the market.” C+ RP

Similar repairs in other languages:

® @-C: Levantine Arabic (Kenstowicz 1989), Scandinavian varieties (Lohndal 2009)

® special C: French (Perlmutter 1971), Nupe (Kandybowicz 2006), Wolof (Martinovié 2017)
® C+RP: Levantine Arabic (Kenstowicz 1989), Vata (Koopman and Sportiche 1982)
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Arguments against a surface PF-account RPs as PF-requirements
RPs as PF-repair

® PF-account of the TTE: PF-filter: *<C,t>

® blocks linear adjacency of C and t (e.g., Perlmutter 1968;
Chomsky and Lasnik 1977, see also Bresnan 1972; 1977)
® embedded SU position must be overt

® argument from language-internal variation based on the distribution of RPs:

® some RPs in Igbo surface because the positions in questions must be
overt

® the RP used to repair the that-trace violation is different in nature
(different syntactic derivation)
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Arguments against a surface PF-account RPs as PF-requirements

RPs as PF-repair

® recall: short focus fronting sometimes leaves an RP in the extraction site;
analysis: RP results from partial copy spell-out

(19) Adé ki Ezé hivrd [gp ya na  Obi ]
Ada roc Eze see-rV 3sG.INDEP and Obi

“Eze saw ADA and Obi.” conjunct focus

® Georgi and Amaechi (2023):

® these RPs surface because the positions in questions are prosodically
strong and thus cannot be null (other, non-prosodic explanations fail)

® PF-overtness requirement for conjuncts: pro-drop of a conjunct is im-
possible in pro-drop languages (even under the right pragm. conditions)

® We will now add a new Igbo-specific argument for a PF-account.
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Arguments against a surface PF-account RPs as PF-requirements
RPs as PF-repair

® recall: topicalization requires RPs

® but the absence of the RP is tolerated if no pro-form is available for the
topic XP (e.g., if it is a PP)

(20) a. Ort, Bzé riert *(y4)
work Eze work-rV 3SG.INDEP
“As for work, Eze did it." NP topic
b. Ezé hir-rl Ad4 n’-4his
Eze see-rV Ada P-market
“Eze saw Ada at the market.”

c. [pp w-4hid ] Ezé hi-ri Ad4
P-market Eze see-rV Ada
“As for the market, Eze saw Ada there.” PP topic
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Arguments against a surface PF-account RPs as PF-requirements

RPs as PF-repair

® The absence of an RP is not tolerated in all positions, however, e.g., not for
conjuncts — this position must be overt (pronunciation requirement)

(21) a. Eze kwi-ri [¢p [pp maka 6ri | na [pp makd dmua'ks ]
Eze talk-rV about work and about children
“Eze talked about work and about the children.”

b.*¥[pp maka éru |, Bze kwierti [gp (v4)
about work Eze talk-rV 3SG.INDEP and about

timua'ks ||
children
“As for work, Eze talked about it and about the children.”

na [PP maka
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Arguments against a surface PF-account RPs as PF-requirements
RPs as PF-repair

® the same holds for focus fronting of a PP-conjunct:
(22) ¥[pp makd oru | ki Ezé kwi-rl [gp (vd) na [pp
about work FOC Eze talk-rV 3SG.INDEP and
maka dmua'ks |]
about children
“Eze talked ABOUT WORK and about the children.”

® note: PP-focus fronting is fine from a position where it leaves a gap:

(23) [pp makd oru ] ki Fzé kwi-rit
about work FoC Eze talk-rV
“Eze talked ABOUT WORK."

= Positions in which RPs must surface under focus fronting (e.g.,
conjuncts) must be phonologically overt
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The RP-repair of the TTE

(24) Ezé kd Uche che-re na 6 hi-rit Ad4 n’-4hia
Eze roc Uche think-rV C 3sG.NOM see-rV Ada P-market
“Uche thought that EZE saw Ada at the market.” C+ RP

® argument: If the RP in the TTE-repair in (24) is required because the
embedded SU position must be overt, it should pattern like the RPs found
under short A-movement, which realize a low copy

® result: the RP in (24) does not pronounce a low copy in a movement
dependency; (24) rather involves prolepsis — the pronoun is the argument of
the embedded verb
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Arguments against a surface PF-account ~ The syntax of the RP-repair of the TTE

Overview

© Arguments against a surface PF-account

The syntax of the RP-repair of the TTE
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Arguments against a surface PF-account ~ The syntax of the RP-repair of the TTE

The syntax of the RP-repair strategy

procedure: application of the LSMDs to each clause (Matrix Cl., Embedded Cl.)

(25) Long SU focus, RP-repair, NEG in EC:
a. Uche che-re nd BEze 4-'hi-ghi  Ada
Uche think-rV C Eze PFX-see-NEG Ada
“Uche thought that Eze did not see Ada.”
b. Eze ki Uché che-re na é (*n4) hi-ghi Ad4
Eze Foc Uche think-rV C 3SG.DEP PRT see-NEG Ada
“Uche thought that EZE did not see Ada.”

declarative

long SU focus

(26) Long SU focus, RP-repair, NEG in MC:
a. Uche é-che-ghi nd Bze hirrt Add
Uche PFX-think-NEG C Eze see-rV Ada
“Uche did not think that Eze saw Ada.” declarative
b. Eze ki Uche *(na) é-che-ghi na o hirrit Adé
Eze roc Uche PRT PFX-think-NEG C 3SG.DEP see-rV Ada
“Uche did not think that Eze saw Ada.” long SU focus
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The syntax of the RP-repair strategy

(27) Long SU focus, RP-repair, perfective in EC:

g N [N S TN S sz 1./
a. Uche che-re  na Eze e-ri-é-1a ji

Uche think-rV C Eze NMLZ-eat-OVS-PFV yam.POSS

“Uche thought that Eze has eaten yam.” declarative
b. Eze ki Uché che-re na é ri-6-14 g

Eze FoC Uche think-rV C 3SG.DEP eat-OVS-PFV jam.POSS

“Uche thought that EZE has eaten yam.” long SU focus

(28) Long SU focus, RP-repair, perfective in MC:
a. Uche a-ma-ra-l4 na Eze ri-rfi  ji
Uche PFX-know-ovs-PFv C Eze eat-rV yam
“Uche has known that Eze ate yam.” declarative
b.*Eze ka  Uché d-ma-rd-14 na é ri-rf i
Eze roC Uche PFX-know-ovs-pFv C 3SG.DEP eat-rV yam
“Uche has known that EZE ate yam.”"  long SU focus  long SU focus

= evidence for A-movement in the MC but not in the EC
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The syntax of the RP-repair strategy

e conclusion: prolepsis + A-movement of the proleptic object
(29) Eze ka Uche che-re na 6 hir-rt Adé n’-ahis
Eze roc Uche think-rV C 3sG.DEP see-rV Ada P-market
“Uche thought that EZE saw Ada at the market.” C+ RP

(30) a. Uche thought about Eze that he saw Ada.

b. [cp[ | C .. [vp V.. XPi[cp - [Tp proj [vp .. J]]l]
t focus fronting

® In fact, the baseline in (30-a) is available in Igbo:
(31) Uche che-re maka Ezé na 6 hi-ri Adé
Uche think-rV about Eze C 3sSG.DEP see-rV Ada
“Uche thought about Eze that he saw Ada.”

® note: focus fronting of the proleptic PP requires the absence of P maka
® P is optional under PP-fronting in Igbo
® loss of P under PP-fronting attested in other languages (Dinka, van Urk 2015)
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Arguments against a surface PF-account ~ The syntax of the RP-repair of the TTE

The syntax of the RP-repair strategy

further prolepsis diagnostics: (Takano 2003; Davies 2005; Salzmann 2006; 2017;
Deal 2018; Aremu et al. 2022; Lohninger et al. 2022):

not restricted to pronouns in SU position (variable GF)

NN

no island-sensitivity

no scope interaction between the proleptic object and material in the EC
compatible with all matrix predicates that can take a clausal complement
proleptic object: must be referential (no idiom parts); interpreted as specific
pro: can be replaced by an epithet; does not exhibit phi-mismatches
(language-specific diagnostic)

evidence that the proleptic PP originates in the MC, not at the edge of the
EC from adverb placement

SN N NN

N
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The syntax of the RP-repair strategy

no island-sensitivity:

(32) Relative clause island:
a. Uche che-re makd Ezé nd Adi nd Obimd  [pp tmus'kéd [cp
Uche think-rV P Eze C Ada and Obi know children

OP; 6 hu-ri  ; n’-dhia ]

3SG.DEP see-rV P-market
“Uche thought about Eze; that Ada and Obi know the children that he;
saw at the market.” baseline

b. Ezé ka Uché che-re  na Adédna Obima [pp tmua'kd [cp

Eze roc Uche think-rV C Ada and Obi know children
OP; 6 hu-ri  ; n’-dhia ]

3SG.DEP see-rV P-market
“Uche thought about EZE; that Ada and Obi know the children that he;
saw at the market.” focus fronting of proleptic PP
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Arguments against a surface PF-account ~ The syntax of the RP-repair of the TTE

The syntax of the RP-repair strategy

language-specific diagnostic (Georgi and Amaechi 2023):

the RP in the prolepsis construction does not behave like the (partial) realization
of a copy wrt. phi-mismatches and epithet replacement:

| || RPs = copy spell-out | RPs in base-gen. |

(33) can be replaced by an epithet * v
phi-mismatch (3sg default) v *
with pronominal antecedent

(34) a. Ezd ki Uché che-re  na dfeke hi-rit Adé n’-ghid
Eze roc Uche think-rV C idiot see-rV Ada P-market
Lit.: “(It's) Eze; (that) Uche thought that the idiot; saw Ada at the m."”

b. Unl ka Uche che-re  naunu / %o hi-ru
2PL.INDEP FOC Uche think-rV C 2PL.INDEP 3SG.DEP see-rV
Ad4
Ada

Lit.: “(It is about) you (that) Uche thought that you(pl) saw Ada.”
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The syntax of the RP-repair strategy

® Summary:
® There are RPs in Igbo that occur because of an overtness requirement
(e.g., RPs in conjunct position); these RPs spell out low copies
® The RP in the TTE-construction, however, is not the realization of a
copy, but the argument of the embedded verb in a prolepsis
construction = the RP here is not due to a PF-requirement
¢ Objection: Maybe long A-movement is impossible in Igho?
No, it is possible, even across the complementizer na!

(35) Summary of A-movement diagnostics:

long focus H-tone na-PRT perf-island | island- || result
fronting MC EC | MC EC | MC EC | sensit.

non-SUs v v v v v v v

SUs: long

@-C v v v v v v v A-movement
si v v v v v v v

na+RP v * v * v * * prolepsis
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Arguments against a surface PF-account ~ The syntax of the RP-repair of the TTE

The syntax of the RP-repair strategy
Example: long SU-focus with @-C and sentential NEG

(36) NEG in the EC:
a. Uche che-re nd Eze 4-'hi-ghi  Ada
Uche think-rV C Eze PFX-see-NEG Ada
“Uche thought that Eze did not see Ada.” declarative
b. Eze ka Uché che-re @ *(nd) '4-hi-ghi  Ada
Eze roc Uche think-rvV C PRT PFX-see-NEG Ada
“Uche thought that EZE did not see Ada.” long SU focus

(37) NEG in the MC:
a. Uche é-che-ghi nd Bze hirrt Add
Uche PFX-think-NEG C Eze see-rV Ada
“Uche did not think that Eze saw Ada.” declarative
b. Bz ka Uche *(nd) 'é-che-ghi O 'hi-'rd Ada
Eze roc Uche  PRT PFX-think-NEG C  see-rV  Ada
“Uche does not think that EZE saw Ada.” long SU focus
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Structural accounts of the TTE

® a recurring ingredient in current approaches to the TTE: anti-locality —
movement from SpecT to SpecC is too short (a.o. Bogkovi¢ 1997; Ishii 1999;
Erlewine 2016; 2020; Brillman and Hirsch 2016; Douglas 2017; Pesetsky 2021)

® evidence: no TTE with additional material between SpecT and SpecC

(38) [cp \ [ Clyr [WP] [y Y [1p X|P )|
Ve

(39) Adverb effect (Bresnan 1977; Culicover 1993; Kandybowicz 2006):

Robin met the man who Leslie said that for all intents and purposes
was the mayor of the city. (Culicover 1993:557)

* potential problem: Short SU A-movement as in (40) should also be out —
variation; debated for English (overview: Boskovi¢ 2016)

(40) Who left?
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The Igbo AL-signature
Igbo provides evidence for AL from local SU (sub)extraction:
(41) No local SU A-movement: (42) Subextraction from the local SU:

[cp [ Clre XP [ ... ]]]I] [cp o Clrp [op o XP .o ] . 1]
x —1 L v

® Amaechi and Georgi (2019): no local SU A-movement; evidence: absence of
the focus marker with local A-SUs only
(43) a. S06sd Ezé (“ka) hivrt Ad4
only Eze FOC see-rV Ada
“Only Eze saw Ada.” short SU focus
b. Adi ka Fzé hitrd  n’-ghig
Ada FoC Eze see-pST ~ P-market

“Eze saw ADA at the market.” short non-SU focus
c. Ezeka Uchéchéré @  'hi-'rd Ad4 n’-dhia

Eze roc Uche think-rV C? see-rV Ada P-market

“Uche thought that EZE saw Ada at the market.” long SU f.
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The lgbo AlL-signature

* new evidence against short SU A-movement: absence of LSM effects

(44) No n&-particle with sentential negation:
a. Ezé a-'hi-ghi  Ada
Eze PFX-see-NEG Ada
“Eze did not see Ada.” declarative
b. Sd6sd Ezé (*nd) 4-'hi-ghi  Ada
only FEze PRT PFX-see-NEG Ada
“Only Eze did not see Ada.” local SU focus

(45) No perfective island effect:
a. Eze ori-6-14 i
Eze NMLZ-eat-OVS-PFV yam.POSS
“Eze has eaten yam.” declarative
b. Sd6sd Bze e-ri-é-14 i
only Eze NMLZ-eat-OVS-PFV yam.POSS
“Only Eze has eaten yam.” local SU focus

® no tonal effects
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The lgbo AlL-signature

® Georgi and Amaechi (2020; 2023): subjects and NP-&Ps are not
(absolute) islands

* new observation: local A-movement is possible when it involves
subextraction from a complex (e.g., a coordinated) subject;
evidence: the LSM effects are triggered

(46) a. [¢p Ezena Tbe ] hierd Ad4
Eze and Ibe see-rV Ada

“Eze and Ibe saw Ada.” declarative
b. Eze ka [gp va na Ibe | hirri Ada

Eze foc 3sG.INDEP and Ibe see-rV Ada

"EzE and Ibe saw Ada.” Conjunct focus
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The lgbo AlL-signature

(47) N4-particle with sentential negation:
a. [gp Ezé nd Ibe] 4-'hi-ghi  Ad4
Eze and Ibe PFX-see-NEG Ada

“Eze and Ive did not see Ada.” declarative
b. Eze ki [gp ya na Ibe ] *(nd) 4-'hi-ghi  Adé

Eze foc 3sG.INDEP and Ibe PRT PFX-see-NEG Ada

“EZzE and lve did not see Ada.” Ist Conj focus

(48) Perfective island effect:

a. [gp Eze na Ibe ] a-hivld Ada
Eze and Ibe NMLZ-see-PFV Ada
“Eze and Ibe have seen Ada.” declarative
b.*¥Eze ki [gp ya na Ibe | a-hi-lé Ad4
Eze FoC 3sG.INDEP and Ibe NMLZ-see-PVF Ada
“"EzE and Ibe have seen Ada.” 1st Conj focus
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The Igbo AL-signature

® Long subextraction does not trigger repairs in the C-domain:

(49) a. Uche che-re  na [gp Eze na Ibe ] hirri Ad4

Uche think-rV C Eze and Ibe see-rV Ada

“Uche thought that Eze and Ibe saw Ada.” declarative
b. Ezé ki Uché che-re na / *0 [gp ya na Ibe |

Eze roc Uche think-rV C C 3sG.INDEP and Ibe

hi-rit Adé

see-rV Ada

“Uche thought that EZE and Ibe saw Ada.” long Conj focus

* but: (49-b) is ambiguous between prolepsis and long A-movement + RP;
evidence for movement: the nd-particle can surface in the embedded clause
(50) Ezé ka Uché che-re  na [gp ya na Ibhe | (nd)

Eze roc Uche think-rV C 3sG.INDEP and Ibe PRT
&-"hii-ghi Ada

NMLZ-see-NEG Ada

“Uche thought that EZE and Ibe did not see Ada.” long Conj focus
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Conclusions

Conclusions

® |gbo exhibits the TTE and exhibits 3 repair strategies: @-C, C + RP,
different element in C-position (sf)

® |gbo provides evidence

@ against a purely PF-driven account of the TTE that requires the
embedded SU position to be overt

> comparison between proper “PF-RPs” (e.g., in conjunct position) vs.
RPs as a repair of the that-trace configuration

» PF-RPs pronounce low copies, the TT-RP occurs in a prolepsis
construction (= argument of the embedded verb)

@® for an anti-locality component in accounts of the TTE
» local SU A-movement is blocked, too, but short and long subextraction
from a SU is possible without repairs
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Conclusions

Outlook / open issues

® These facts could be explained along the lines of Ishii (2004):

® anti-locality that blocks movement from SpecT to SpecC
® PIC (Chomsky 2000; 2001)
= long SU-extraction is blocked because the SU cannot reach the escape
hatch SpecC at the edge of the embedded clause

® whether this can be upheld and how exactly anti-locality is defined —
especially in light of a split CP (see Richards 2022 for an overview of proposals)
depends on the structure of the two other TTE-repair strategies

® (A-C: compatible with an anti-locality-based account if it involves
truncation — no clear evidence for or against truncation so far

® si: might involve more structure (VP-shell) because this element is
homophonous with the verb ‘to say’ — potentially a case of ‘say-com-
plementation’ (Major 2023; also a TTE-repair in Nupe, Kandybowicz 2006)
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