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Movement properties: Agreeing RPs vs. Non-agreeing RPs

� 1. Idiom preservation ✓gaps, ✓non-agreeing RPs, ✗agreeing RPs

Non-agreeing RPs: Idiomatic meaning  mvt.; Agreeing RPs: only literal meaning  base-gen.

(3)

(4)

�2. Island effects ✓gaps, ✓non-agreeing RPs, ✗agreeing RPs

Non-agreeing RPs: banned in islands mvt.; Agreeing RPs: ameliorate island violations base-gen.

(5)

Same for Akan

� 3. Strong crossover effects ✓gaps, ✓non-agreeing RPs, ✗agreeing RPs

Moves across a c-commanding co-referential pronominal elements
Non-agreeing RPs: have SCO effects  mvt.; Agreeing RPs: no SCO effects  base-gen.

(6)

Same for Cantonese

� 4. Weak crossover effects ✓gaps, ✓non-agreeing RPs, ✗agreeing RPs

Moves across a non-c-commanding co-referential pronominal elements
Non-agreeing RPs: have WCO effects  mvt.; Agreeing RPs: no WCO effects  base-gen.

(7)

Same for Akan

� Note: In Akan, gaps are not available in A’-movement (but available in A-mvt, see Subj mvt. in (1))

Non-agreeing RPs

� Subject position in Akan (Asante Twi)
Third person singular inanimate ɛ- (Korsah 2016)

Local subject displacement (Spec vP to Spec TP):

(1)

For object resumption see Korsah & Murphy 2019 and Hein & Georgi 2021

� Object position in Cantonese
Third person singular keoi (Cheung 1992, Man 1998, Xu 1999)

Local object displacement/obj. shift (Spec VP to Spec vP):

(2)

� Key features
The phi-feature mismatch (person, number, animacy)
Can be local to their antecedent (within the same TP)

vs. Agreeing RPs cannot be local: Condition B violation

Movement properties  vs. Agreeing RPs do not have mvt properties

Partial CD

� Vocabulary Insertion (DM, Halle & Marantz 1993)

The phonological content of pronouns are inserted 
post-syntactically in accord to SynSem features

[D] realizes as the default 3SG(.IN)

(8) Akan pronouns (9) Cantonese pronouns

� Partial Copy Deletion
Copy Deletion in movement chains (Chomsky 1995, Nunes 1995)

Partial application: del. everything except the label
distributed/scattered deletion: Fanselow & Ćava 2002, Bošković 2015

The label of DP = [D] = default 3SG(.IN)
 Phi-feature mistmatch

see Takita 2019 for the role of labels in Linearization

� For similar proposals, See Scott (2021) for Swahili and Georgi & 
Amaechi (2021) for Igbo

Two claims

�Two types of resumptive pronouns in 
Akan (Asante Twi) and Cantonese
Non-agreeing RPs involve movement

[ XPiphi … 3SG(.IN)i ]

Agreeing RPs involve base-generation
[ XPphi … pronounphi ]

�Copy Deletion applies partially to derive 
the non-agreeing resumptive pronouns

[ DP[D],[phi],[n],√… … <DP[D],[phi],[n],√…>=3SG(.IN)]

movement dependency

anaphoric dependency

[D] ↔ 3SG(.IN) by VI

More examples


