M or pho-syntactic Approach to Pronominal Binding

1. Introduction and Proposal: In this talk, | present the following novel proposal on the distributi@n o
bound variable reading for pronouns.

(1) a. The availability of a bound variable reading for pronosrmedictable from the morphological
structure of the pronouns.
b. Noun-containing pronouns cannot be a bound variable.

Wiltschko (2000) proposes that there are two different pronominaisfonamely AgrP Agr-pronoun)
and DP D-pronoun), which are determined by morphosyntactic criteridchHagne & Wiltschko (2002)
(D&W 2002) develop the idea and argue that languages can havdiffeesnt pronoun types, that is
pro-DP, progP, and pro-NP. They argue that the pronoun type, not its morphologicélrgraetermines
its binding property. The above proposal (1) clearly opposes tD&W's (2002) argument in that the
morphological structure of pronouns determines the binding property of the pronouns.

In this talk, | argue that D&W's (2002) argument cannot explandistribution of a bound variable
reading for Korean pronouns. Then | argue that the above proposan(&xplain not only Korean data
but also other cross-linguistic data without positing the noagtgory (prapP) proposed by D&W
(2002).

2. Korean Pronouns. According to Kang (1988), Korean 3rd person prondun'he' (and the
corresponding feminine forkunye 'she’) can have a bound variable reading as in (2). In contraiiea
3rd person emphatic pronodui ‘he' cannot have a bound variable reading as in (3). The emphatic
pronounkui is different from R-expressions. For example, if the subje¢B) were a proper namki
can be coreferent with the subject, but definite expressions skalsaam 'the person' cannot. The same
contrast can be seen with respect to honorific 3rd person pronangsn 'he (honorific)' andkupwun
'he (honorific):tangsin can have a bound variable reading, kuygwun cannot have a bound variable
reading as in (4) and (5).

According to Wiltschko (2000) and D&W (2002), the four pronouasKunye, kui andkupwun) must
be analyzed as a DP, since they are headed by the same mokptvelnneh is used as a determiner. They
argue that DPs cannot have a bound variable reading regastliéssnternal morphological structure.
But ku andkunye can have a bound variable reading contrary to their predictius can be explained
with the above proposdtui andkupwun are morphologically complex and they contain a noun in it. But
ku andkunye does not contain a noun. The table (6) shows that the morphemé pwun in kui and
kupwun can be used as a (independent) noun, ty# in kunye cannot:-i and-pwun can be modified
productively by adjectives and other demonstrative determirmerns,niye cannot. Thus the noun
containing pronounsk(i andkupwun) cannot have a bound variable reading,Kouindkunye can have a
bound variable reading, though the pronominal type of the four pronouns is the sawly,DB.

3. Further Applications-Revisiting D& W (2002): The proposal can also explain the data discussed in
D&W (2002). According to D&W (2002), Halkomelem pronouns cannot have a bouiabieareading.
The unavailability of a bound variable reading follows from tlaet that the pronouns are
morphologically complex and the element after the deternintire pronouns is actually an NP. On the
other hand, Shuswap pronouns can have a bound variable reading. D&W (@2@2)hat the pronouns
are @Ps with no complement. As long as they do not contain an NP, the plmpasal (1) predicts that
they can have a bound variable reading. Regarding Japamesae’, there are many arguments #ese

is actually NP (Noguchi 1997, and others). So it cannot have a botiableaeading as expected. With
respect to English 1st and 2nd person pronouns, they can have a boubl@ vadding (see Rullman
(2004) and others) and this conforms to my theory.



DATA

(2) Nukuna [kui;-lul ccocha-o-nun  salam-ul]  silh-e ha-n-ta.
everyone he-ACC chase-come-PNE person-ACC hate-IMRF--DE
‘Everyonghates the person who chases;hlm (Kang 1988)

(3) *Nukuna [kuii-lul ccocha-o-nun  salam-ul] silheha-n-ta.
everyone he-ACC chase-come-PNE person-ACC hate-DMEC
'Everyonghates the person who chases HIM

(4) Enu sensaypgim-inatangsin;-ul conkyengha-nun haksayng-ul coaha-n-ta
every teacher-H-also (H)he-ACC respect-PNE student-A@IMPF-DECL
‘Every teachelikes a student who respects pjim

(5) *Enu sensaynghim-inakupwun;-ul conkyengha-nun haksayng-ul coaha-n-ta
every teacher-H-also (H)he-ACC respect-PNE student-A@IMPF-DECL
'‘Every teachelikes a student who respects him

(6) Paradigm ofi/-pwun and-nye

ku 'the’ i 'this' ce 'that' adjectives
o . . . |*cenye *nappun nye 'a bad woman'
- - *
nye |ku-nye'she | nye ‘this woman 'that woman' |*cohun nye 'a good lady'
- |ku-i 'he’ i i 'this person' cel nappur_1i 2 bad person’
'that person' |cohuni 'a good person’
) _ , | s ce pwun nappun pwun ‘a bad person(H)'
pwun ku-pwun‘(H) he'li pwun ‘this person(H)that person(H)tohun pwun 'a good person(H)'

*(H) represents honorific meaning.
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