


and a projection block. After listening to target sentences in the at-issueness block, participants
indicated whether the speaker is asking about the CC, e.g., Is Martha asking whether Rhonda vis-
ited the zoo?. In the projection block, participants indicated whether the speaker was certain about
the truth of the CC e.g., Is Martha certain that Rhonda visited the zoo?. Participants responded by
using a slider labeled from “no” to “yes”. Higher ratings were assumed to indicate that the CC is
more at-issue (in the at-issueness block) and more projective (in the projection block).
Results & Discussion We expected not-at-issueness to be predicted by an interaction between
prosody and factivity, with prosody influencing not-at-issueness for factive predicates only. Con-
trary to this expectation, a linear mixed-effects model predicting not-at-issueness ratings (trans-
formed from the at-issueness ratings) from factivity, prosody, and their interaction revealed that
the interaction was not significant. However, factivity and prosody were significant main effects.
As illustrated in Figure 1, CCs of factive predicates were more not-at-issue than those of non-
factive predicates. CCs were also more not-at-issue in the predicate focus condition than the other
two conditions. A separate model in which the individual predicate was used as a predictor (rather
than predicate factivity) confirmed the absence of an interaction between predicate and prosody.
We also expected projection to be predicted by an interaction between prosody and factivity, with
prosody influencing the projection of factive predicates only. Contrary to this expectation, a linear
mixed-effect model predicting projection ratings from fixed effects of factivity, prosody, and their
interaction revealed that the interaction was not significant. However, factivity and prosody were
significant main effects. Consistent with standard assumptions about factivity, the CCs of factive
predicates were found to be more projective than those of non-factives, as shown in Figure 2. There
was also a significant main effect of prosody, such that CCs were more projective in the whole
complement condition than the complement subject condition. This is, to our knowledge, a novel
finding: previous experimental work has not explored how broad focus (i.e., focus over the entire
complement) influences CC projection. Whether this effect replicates and how it can be accounted
for are questions for future research. Finally, projection ratings in the predicate condition were not
significantly higher than those in the complement subject condition, though the direction of the
trend is expected given previous experimental findings.
The results also suggest that not-at-issueness is a less robust predictor of projection for some pred-
icates. As shown in Figure 3, not-at-issueness and projection are highly correlated for the factive
predicates know, discover and realize but the non-factive predicates be right, say and believe are
less projective than expected based on their not-at-issueness ratings.
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Overall, these findings suggest that the at-issueness of the CC is influenced by the factivity of
the embedding predicate. However, differences in projection behavior are not straightforwardly
predicted by these differences in at-issueness. Our work therefore presents a challenge to the GPP,
suggesting that the principle may not predict the projection behavior of non-factive CCs.
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