August 6-9, 2019

h The eh-lab
GLOW in Asia 12
SICOCC 21
Dongguk University
Seoul, Korea
Towards a formal typology
of formality
Martina Wiltschko
(ICREA, UPF)
joint work with Elizabeth Ritter, UofCalgary Universitat

upf Pompeu Fabra

Barcelona

These slides
are different

SIRAL S SR AR S A AATA:

I There isho definition of formality
I Typological literature referspigliteness (deriving from Brown & Levinson 1978)

OWhilectual human relations of hierarchy, intimacy, and formality are complex and
perhaps infinitely varied, their grammatical marking appears to be discrete,
distinguishing only a small number of I€&vels

Portneret al. 2019
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Crosslinguistic variation in formality marking

Type 1 Formality

French pronouns for addressee
tu plain
vous  formal

German pronouns feddresee
du plain
Sie formal

Type 2 Formality

Korean pronouns for addressee

ne plain, intimate

caney plain, familiabetween adults
elderlymale towards male

tangsin plain betweeadultgrestricted)
disrespectful toward a stranger

kutay poetic

caki  plain andntimate (new)
between couple

tayk  towards a strangetg-fashioned

kuccoc similar age, unsure of how to address

Binarycontrast
Same form for all types of formality contrasts

! Openendectlass

! Different forms for different kinds of social relationg

(e.g., age, sex, status) 5

Overview

! Problem: The need for a typology of formality

! Existing typologiesndtheir problems

! Proposal: Nominal speech act structure

! Analysis:

! Distinguishing intrinsic contefnbm recycled features in tBé-structure

I Independent evidence for nominal speech act structure

! Impersonals

I Extending the analysis
! Logophors
! Demonstratives

I Conclusion

Ina
nutshell
Towards a formal typology
Type 1 formality: Type 2 formality:
Recycled grammatical content Intrinsic lexical content
Speech Act Speech Act
Structure Structure
8 ne
Vous DP % caney bp
[ tangsin
] tayk
< kutay
Vous cakE
6
Formality in pronouns
Formality
Germarpronouns for addressee
du/ dein plain
sie/ ihr formal

= L French pronouns for addressee
Hieristdein Kaffee Hieristihr Kaffee tu plain

Here isyour.infcoffee  Here isyour.formatoffee Vous formal
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Is there a
grammar of

Formality in pronouns formality

| Different patterns of syncretis[n

singular plural formal

1 ich wir Germarpronouns for addressee
- — du lain
2 du ihr sie Sie fporma|

3 ersides [sie

French pronouns for addressee
- y tu plain
singular plural formal vous  formal
1 je nous
2 tu [ vous vous |
3 illelle ildelles

But politeness
is more than
absence of
presupposition

Formality in pronouns

I Ga politeness consideration blocks the use of the singular, and therefore the HeimOs maxim is sg
by the use of the [unmarked)] plural which has no inherent presuppositionO

I OSince [E] the third Person feature is like [PI] without inherent presupposition, the shift from seco
to third person can be explained in the same way.O

Sauerland (2003

There are dedicated politenesskers |

Tamit

tiri murigd
Murugan
“Murugan (HON) reads.”

.m.M/*-3-pl
Macaulay, 2015 (3)

Formality in pronouns

P= plural 1 2 3 Languagés
S= 3rd person substitution for 2 PP M Lyélé (Niger-Congo)
M= dedicated formality marking M M Xerente (Macro-Jé)

M P Ambaric (Semitic)

P M Tamil (Dravidian). Bench (Omotic)
P+S | P+S | Nepali (Indo-Aryan)

M+S | M Bengali (Indo-Aryan)

P+S | P Hindi (Indo-Aryan)

P+S Basque. old German
S modern German, Italian. Hungarian
P French. Turkish

Table 1: Typology of methods of marking formality cross-referenced by person.
Macaulay, 2015 (3)

But politeness
does not imply

Formality in pronouns inequality

Formality contrast is essentialhglationshipbetween the author and either the
addressee or third person E

high status 1\ 1\ o 2 Pz 3
low status 2 31 1
Lyélé 1H 1H 2H 3H
Nepali 2L 3L 2H 3H REFERRING-EXPRESSION
X Y]
X ™ DYNAMIC
Figure 2: Relative analysis of formality.
PARTICIPANT INDIVIDUATION CASE

Figure 3: Feature geometry with [£STATUS].

AUTHOR ADDRESSEE

Macaulay, 201!
12
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Formality in pronouns

Portner et al. 2018

cP
Speaker I
Interlocutor; c’

/\
¢
[status: S>A | /\
R | PR

|formal: — |
[person: 2|

[person: 2 |

Formality in pronounand beyond

Portneret al. 2018

Korean speech style partielesodeE
E the relation between S and A
E the formalityof the SAsituation

cP
SentMoodP . Ecey pi-ka o-ass-supnita.
yesterday rain-NOM come-PAST-DEC.FORMAL
TP SentM ‘It rained yesterday.’

/\. [s-mood: DEC]
P T

ZAN

Formality in pronounand beyond

Two types of markers of politenddsi)

Contentoriented Utterance-oriented

formality of situationE

Via the form itself, in
interaction witltP

How is formality encode( via linking tacP

Portneret al. 2018

Interlocutor;
[person: 2]

UoL Italian pronouns Korean sentendal

speech style particles
Embeddable yes no Sposker
distribution In argument position,| merged irtP
What is encoded? +/ -status age, formal relation,

Problems with Portner et al.

Empirical
! Pronouns of different formality can be coordinated

Analytical

! There are (at least) two waysin which formality in pronouns is encoded:
! Binary distinction of the tUVU typ
! Open-class distinctions of the Korean/Japanese type

Theoretical

| What is @?
! Itis qualitatively different from CP:
!' It encodes non-propositional, utterance-otiented”” content

!n#u$%



Pronouns of different status can be coordinat

Korean
tangsin-hako caneynun iccokulo ancci. (thespeaker)
You-and youTOP this.waysit COMP

1 OYou and you, sit héfaddressetb speakerOs wife and airstew)

tangsin-hako ne-nun mwe mekul-lay?

You-and youTOP what eatlRR-COMP

OWhat will you and you eat; what would you and you likxo eat
(addressetb speaker®asband and son)

Pronouns with different status can be coordin

German

Ich habedich undSiegesterrgesehen

| haveyou.infandyou.formyesterday seen. P
Ohaveseenyouandyouyesterday.O Seder

Interlocutor;
[person: 2 |

Problems withPortneret al.

Empirical
! Pronouns of different formality cando®rdinated

Analytical
I There are (at leastjo waysin which formality in pronouns is encoded:

! Binary distinction of thefvutyp
! Openclass distinctions of the Korean/Japanese type

Theoretical

! What isP?

! Itis qualitatively different from CP: i
! It encodes noepropositional, Outterara@entedO content

2 types of formality in pronouns

Korean pronouns for addressee French pronouns for addressee
ne plain, intimate tu plain
caney plain, familiar between adults/ vous  formal
elderly male towards male
tangsin plain between adults (restricted) German pronouns for addressee
disrespectful toward a stranger du plain
kutay  poetic Sie formal
caki  plain and intimate (new)
between couple
tayk  towards a stranger, old-fashioned
kuccoc similar age, unsure of how to address

 Different forms for different kinds of social relations *  Binary contrast (+/-status]
(e.g., age, sex, status) Same form for all types of formality contrasts

T
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Korean pronouns for addressee
ne
caney plain, familiabetween adults UoL

tangsin plain betweeadultgrestricted) Embeddable yes no
disrespectful toward a stranger | distribution merged in argument merged irtP
kutay poetic position

caki  plain andntimate (new)

tayk  towards a strangetg-fashioned
kuccoc similar age, unsure of how to addregscoded?

Formality in Korean pronouns

Contentoriented Utterance-oriented

Italian pronouns Korean sentend@al
speech style particles

plain, intimate

elderlymale towards male

What is encoded? +/ -status age, formal relation,

formality of situationE,
Via the form itself, in
interaction witttP

between couple

How is formality via linking taP

Differentforms for different kinds of social relatior)s
(e.g., age, sex, status)

2 types of formality in pronouns

UoL Italian pronouns Korean pronouns

Korean sentendal speecl
style particles

Embeddable yes no

distribution merged in argument position merged itP
What is encoded? +/ -status age, formal relation, formality of situationE
How is formality encoded| via linking tacP ?2?7? Via the form itself, in
interaction witltP
Conlusion

The encoding of formality in pronouns is not (entirely) depgéndent
of the encoding of formality in spestyle particles

A morefine-grainedypolog

Content-oriented

Utterance-oriented

UoL Italian pronouns Korean pronouns Korean sentendinal speec
style particles

Embeddable yes no

distribution merged in argument position merged itP

What is encoded? +/ -status age, formal relation, formality of situationE

How is formality encoded| via linking taP ?7? Via the form itself, in
interaction witttP

22

Problems withPortneret al.

Empirical

! Pronouns of different formality candm®rdinated

Analytical

I There are (at least)o waysin which formality in pronouns is encoded:
! Binary distinction of thefvu typ
! Openclass distinctions of the Korean/Japanese type

Theoretical
I What isP?

! Itis qualitatively different from CP: i
! It encodes noepropositional, OutterarargentedO content

24
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Interim conclusion

! Formality is part of grammar

! Formalityis subjecto variatio

! Weneed to develop an adequate formal typolodgrfoality
! Existing formal typologies cannot account for the facts

! Problem: The need for a typology of formality
! Existing typologiesndtheir problems

I Proposal: Nominal speech act structure

I Analysis:
! Distinguishing intrinsic contefnbm recycled features in tBA-structure

! Independent evidence for nominal speech act structure
! Impersonals

I Extending the analysis
! Logophors
! Demonstratives

! Conclusion

26

Nominal speeelacf structure

The syntax of interactional language

What is Speeedct structure?

Portneret al. ! WhatisP?
! Itis qualitatively different from CP:
I It encodes nopropositional, OutterararientedO content

| cPI |! &= OSpeechct StructureO

28
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What is Speeedct structure?

Labels of SAstructure
DiscourseRBeninc&2001 Garzonia2004)
PragRHill 2006)
SpeechActProjectigBAP, Hill 2007a,b)
Modal valuegspeag Tenny2003Speag004)
Attitude (Paul, 2014)
PartP(HaegemaR015)

E

Speech acts are not primitives

Speech act theory has changed since the 60ies

The Universal Spine Hypothesis

Interactional Spine [ GrounaP~ grounding [ Groundr |
Hypothesis:

There is an articulated layer oAdr [ GrowdP _ groundjng  Grownar |
structure above propositional

structure which hosts
interactional language
Wiltschkoin prep.

Spkr CcpP linking

[ r anchoring  DP |

Universal Spine Hypothesis: [AspP__ point-of-view __ PhiP |
Functional projections are

universally associated with a core [ VP classification__nP_|
abstract function

30

Two sources for PERSON

groundP PRAGMATIC PERSON
=P ... corresponds to speech act role

... universally fixed

Adr GroundP

Spkr DP GRAMMATICAL PERSON

... binary features
... variable across languages

Ritter and Wiltschko 2019 3

A novel typology

groundP

Adr GroundP
Purely pragmatic forms

>

Spkr DP
Recycled for A
= [+1]
Purely grammatical forms " [+2]

Ritter andWiltschko2018, 2019

32
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Formality distinctions

| E indicate social status relativeurent speaker/addressee
I E must access pragmatic information about different Speech act participants

=P | PRAGMATIC PERSON
Locus of formality distinctio

groundP

Adr GroundP

Spkr Dp

Ritter andWiltschka2019 33

Two types offormality in pronouns

Type 2 formality:
Intrinsic lexical content

Type 1 formality:
Recycled grammatical content

GroundP GroundP
A 3 e
DP

Vous Dr A caney
[ tangsin
] tayk
< kutay

Vous cakE

34

! Problem: The need for a typology of formality
! Existing typologiesndtheir problems

! Proposal: Nominal speech act structure

! Analysis:
! Distinguishing recycled grammatical features from intrinsic feathesSAsstructure

I Independent evidence for nominal speech act structure
! Impersonals

I Extending the analysis
! Logophors
! Demonstratives

I Conclusion

Type 1 Formality: Recycling

!n#u$%
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Type 1 Formality: Recycling

I Grammatical content isirgerpreted as pragmatic content
! Features merged in the DP move tesBiécture and are interpreted there

groundP

Adr GroundP

Spkr Dp

-
<

Phifeatures

Recycled grammatical forl‘Eraugm ented] (= plural)

Stocal]

(= 3d person)

Number

pl

Augmentation

4

- - Person
Distancing 3

37

- unequal status
or:

Augmentation: Addressee > Speaker
-> deriveshigher status

Distancing: Addressek Speaker

—lack offamiliarity (strangers)

Type 1 Formality: Recycling

Number

Augmentation =

i

Distancing

Person

38

Recycled pronouns in German

1 ich wir
2 du ihr sie
3 ersides sie

Person
[+local] [+ad] du

Number

Number [-augmented] [+augmented]

L4

[Hocal]

pl

Augmentation

du

sie

)

Person
Distancing 3

39

Recycled pronouns in French

singular plural formal

1 je nous

2 tu vous vous

3 illelle ild elles
Number

[+local] [+ad] tu

[-augmented] [+augmented]

)

Number

=

Vvous

Augmentation

—
c

3

=)

Distancing

Person

40
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Recycled pronouns in Tagalog

singular  plural formal

1 ako taydkami

2  ikaw kayo kayo, sila Number

3 siya sila PIT kayo sila
Number [-augmented] [+augmented] g“

Person .

Triecal] [+ad] ikaw | fhaw

[-local] 2 Dincne 3

Person

41

Type 2 FormalityParanouns

(1) Was mochte er?
What wants he
“What does he want?’

Distancing without augmentation

When a monarch speaks to a commoner, they use 3 singular

Number

pl kayo sila
vous sie

| ikaw

| U du er

- Person
2 Distancing 3

42

Type 2 formality:

groundP
Adr GroundP
Spkr Dp

Korean pronouns for addressee

ne plain, intimate

caney plain, familiabetween adults
elderlymale towards male

tangsin plain betweeadultgrestricted)
disrespectful toward a stranger

kutay poetic

caki  plain andntimate (new)
between couple

tayk  towards a strangetd-fashioned

kuccoc similar age, unsure of how to address

Differentforms for different kinds of social relations
(e.0., age, sex, stiitus
Openended class

Pronouns are mostly avoided for addressédegbfer
status

!||#u$%
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Type 2 Formality: Introducing PARANOUNS

GroundP

DP

PARANOUNS

PRONOUNS

——
A NOUNS
C—

NP

Type 2 Formality: IntroduciffA\RANOUNS

Groundp PARANOUNS I Usedin Ia_nguages which avo_id overt pronouns
“heranelangsikutaycakitayk | Grammatical pronouns are silgm(
I Unlike pronouns, they are pragmatically marked
DP PRONOUNS
A pro I Paranoundon®t form paradigms or trigger agreen
NP NOUNS I Because they are not composed of contrastive

i : phi-features
!

They have substantive (not grammatical) content|

I Oln languages like JapaaedeKoreana combination of person and number can be
represented variously by a number of lexical iegftesfing semantic and
pragmatic properties relative to social and psychological factors O

(Kitagawa and Lehrer 1993 753)

Paranouns

groundP

Adr GroundP

Spkr

Dp A
personal pronouns and, say, English
A personal pronouns is markedly distinct.”

They are neither
pronouns nor
nouns

Japanese “personal pronouns are
distinguished from nouns both
morphologically and syntactically”

But “the overall distribution of Japanese

Hinds (1971: 154)

Paranounare not restricted to Addressee

Koreanparanoun$or speakers:
na(plain)
ce(humble)
cim (only used by a king, archaic)
E
Japanesgaranoungor speakers:
male: watakush® kochira> watashi> boku> ore > washi
femalewatakush® kochira> watashp atashi uchi

48
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* Problem: The need for a typology of formality
« Existing typologiesndtheir problems

* Proposal: Nominal speech act structure

* Analysis:
« Distinguishing intrinsic contefnbm recycled features in tBA-structure

* Independent evidence for nominal speech act structure
* Impersonals

» Extending the analysis
* Logophors
« Demonstratives

» Conclusion

Two types of impersonal pronouns

PERSON | English |German |Example

1/2 I/you ichdu Youshouldn®t text while driving

0 one man One shouldnOt text while

50

The grammar of impersonals

@nar©O impersonals personal uses of

impersonal uses of
personal pronouns

personal pronouns

I refers to anyone who I refers to current addressee or

could be an addressee

PN

DP du/you  DP
@ NP

51

NP

AN

man/one

du/you NP

The grammar of impersonals

Impersonal use of personal pronouns is a rather widespread phenomenon in langu
of the world Kitagawa & Lehrer 1990: 739

By usingux the speaker Oassimilates himself OltaheseandSankoff Graseology,

Oto a much wider class of people, downgrading his own experience to incidental st

in the discourse, phrasing it as something that could or would be anybodyOs (p. 28
Kitagawa & Lehrer 1990: 749

Yesterday, we went to Sabino Canyon. And I was talking wiih this guy
who happened to drop in on us. And all of a sudden he began to get
agitated, and he swung at me. You react instinctively at a time like that. 1

hit him back. Kitagawa & Lehrer 199749 (28)

52
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If GroundP s
projected, impersonal
interpretation is
impossible

Prediction

GroundP %rounds to the beliefs of the interlocutc —
Ih the ongoing conversation < L g\\
f ot

DP

Anchors to deictic center
j i i*ﬁlcﬁ can De extended 1o e wol
NP

PN

Pronouns marked for

i i formali b
Formality and impersonals ysed asimparcon:

used as impersonals

GroundP GroundP

A intrinsicA
DP formality DP
recycled

54

Paranounsannotbeusedasimpersonal

Although the extension of th&! Berson pronoun to an impersonal is widespread in
languages, it is restricted to those with small, closed pronoun sets, thus excluding s
languages as Japanese and Korean.

Kitagawa& Lehrer1990: 739

OBy definition, personal pronouns used impersonally are not restricted to the spee
context. Buin languages like Japanesand Korean,the socalled (lexical) personal
pronouns, especially those having to do withttland 2'd persons, are too closely

tied to the actual speech act context. They are simply too loaded with semantic
and pragmatic information.O

Kitagawaand Lehrer 199056

55

The grammar of impersonals

Japanese:
Sooiu toki-ni-wa honnooteki-ni ugoi-te sima-u.
Such time-at-Top instinctively moving end-up-Pres
Korean:
kir¢l-ttae-n paro hayngtong-il chwihae-yaci.
such-that-time-Top immediately action-Obj show-should
Kitagawa & Lehrer 199165 (48,49)

I Impersonal sense is expressed by a zero pronoun
! Alternativelyit canbeexpresselly lexicahounsdenoting
Opersosychashitoin Japanesendsararor inkanin Korean

Kitagawa & Lehrer 199155f.

!n#u$%
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Paranounsannot be used as impersonals

Personal pronoun Impersonal

I refers to current addressee only I refers to anyone who

could be an addressee

fangsm DP Dp

pro pro

Formal pronouns in German

1) Du sollstbeimAutofahremichttexten
You shall.2sgt.thecar.drivingot text
OYoshouldn@extwhiledriving.O

i) Personal use
ii) Impersonal use
) Sie sollen beim Autofahrennichttexten

YOUorma Shall.3platthe cardriving not  text
Gou shouldnOt text while driving.O

i) Personalise

ii) *Impersonalise

58

Interim Summary

groundP

Adr GroundP
Purely pragmatic forms

L

Spkr Dp
Recycled fornfs A
= [+1]
[+2]

Purely grammatical forms

Interim Summary

Portneret al. 2018 Present Proposal

P

P s SPEECH ACT PAITICl Ay
Speaker ,

Interlocutor;
[person: 2]

[statug: $3
|fnrm\(!

[person: 2

60
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2 more questions

I Can you get a dependency between clausal and-«
nominalGroundP?

! Can you havéroundPabove @ person DPs?
And if so what is the role GroundP?

GroundP

!

|

|

!

!

|

Problem: The need for a typology of formality
! Existing typologiesndtheir problems

I Proposal: Nominal speech act structure

I Analysis:

! Distinguishing intrinsic contefnbm recycled features in tBA-structure

Independent evidence for nominal speech act structure
! Impersonals

Extending the analysis
! Logophors
! Demonstratives

! Conclusion

62

Is this trivial or
is this grammar ?

Du hasteinenneuerHund, geu.
You haveanewdog,conf .
OYou have a ndag,donOt you?O

Groundingparticipants have be
the same as ground grotnudders:
SpeakeandAddressee

Sie habereinenmneuerHund geu-ns
Youomahave.3phnewdog confformal

*Du hasteinemeuerHund, geuns
*Sie habereinenneuerHund, geu

Is this trivial or
is this grammar

GroundP

Groundingparticipants have be
the same as ground grotnadders:
SpeakeandAddressee

64

?
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Logophorssome facts

Ewe:Logophors
a. Kofi be ye-dzo

say LOG-leave
“‘Kofi; said that hej left.”
b. Kofi be me-dzo
“Kofi said that I left.”
¢. Kofi be e-dzo

“Kofj; said that (s)heys; left.” Clements 1975: 142

Amharic: Shiftingqndexicals

John [ pro dzégna ni-ni ] yi-l-all.
John [ pro hero  COP-1SG.S | 3SGM.S-say-AUX.3SGM.S
a. John says that I am a hero.

b. John says that he is a hero.
Anand 2006: 101

Logophors: some facts

Shift Together

If one indexical of class W picks up reference from context ¢, then all indexicals of
class ¥ within the same minimal attitude complement must also pick up reference
from context c. (The following are classes of indexicals: Ist person, 2nd person,
person, locative, temporal.) (Deal 2017, 2018)

Ambharic: Shifting indexicals

John [ pro dziégna ni-iin ] yi-l-all.

John [ pro hero  COP-1SG.S | 3SGM.S-say-AUX.3SGM.S
a. John says that I am a hero.

b. John says that he is a hero.

Anand 2006: 101

66

65
Logophorssome facts
English: exempt anaphors
a Johnsaid to Mary that physicists likaselfwere a godsend.
b. *Mary said aboubhnthat physicists likeémselfwere a godsend.
Kuno 1987123

I Korean: exempt anaphors

Cina-nun kkwucwunha-n ‘wuntong-i {caki-casin/*[ku papo];}-(1)ul
Cina-TOP regular-RC exercise-NOM self the idiot -ACC
pakkwuko issta-ko sayngkakhan-ta.

change be-COMP think-DECL

“Cina; thinks that regular exercise is changing {her/*[the idiot];}.” [547/6]

Ahn & Charnava2017: 21 (9)

67

Logophorsanalysis

Examptanaphorlogophor Anaphor
i ... (DP))... [OProg. ... himselfoempri--.] [DP; ... himselfygn. -..]

= Ny -/

Charnava2017

! Logophorimperator introduces POV/attitude holder
! Logophorimperatod  GroundP

68
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Logophorsanalysis

GroundP

Kitude Shift Together
If one indexical of class ¥ picks up reference from context c, then all indexicals of
cp class ¥ within the same minimal attitude complement must also pick up reference

from context c. (The following are classes of indexicals: 1st person, 2nd person,
/\ person, locative, temporal.) (Deal 2017, 2018)

GroundP

Speaker/Addressee roles are derived

69
Speaker/Addressee roles are derived
ool By default: SELF/OTHER =
d i Lomm e SPEAKER/ADDRESSEE
SELF
& % - Ccr
SPKR/ADR
_OTHER Soundp
4 ; » iround
bp .

W AN RootGroundPlinks to the
f TS Somen ongoing conversation
SELF
v ~OTHER o
_~SELF .
70

Logophors Analysis
| GeoyndP Johnsaid to Mary that physicists likaself, were a godsend.

t CpP Cina;-nun kkwucwunha-n ‘wuntong-i {caki-casin/*[ku papo];}-(jul
Cina-TOP regular-RC self

exercise-NOM the idiot -ACC

pakiwuko issta-ko sayngkakhan-ta
change be-COMP think-DECL
POV-holder GroundP “Cina, thinks that regular exercise is changing {her/*[the idiot];} [5.47/6]

)

= (¢

)

GroundP

)

v Logophor DP
i i 72

8/7/19
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Speaker need not be PG¥der

Freeindirect speech:
E Mixes linguisticharacteristias bothdirectand

ol indirect speech so a to express the point of view of
omER N of a third person instead of that of the speaker. [E]

- AN The narratomakesiimselfdisappean freeindirect

SELF N speecly presentinfpischaracteas the subject of

consciousness.
Charnavalo appear: 92

_OTHER

GroundP

v _ round|
>

SELF
DP

Speaker need not be P@dder

N a. That was one of the bonds between Sally and himself. [V. Woolf. Mrs. Dalloway)
Ground? b. And this... was a little distressing to people who did not share it: to Mr. Carmichael

POWholder STHER perhaps. to herself certainly. [V. Woolf. To the Lighthouse]

Banfield 1973:12, 1982:91
G

GroundP

_SELF

Free indirect speech is incompatible with
speaker/addressee as Rlders

74

Speaker need not be POGdder

Prediction:
* noconfirmationalé suchcontexts
» ConfirmationalareAdr oriented

GroundP

POW+holder P
_~OTHER

GroundP

P *Thatwas one of the bonds between Sally and hiehel
- ) That was one of the bonds between Sallliarse|f

_OTHER ~N
GroundP
SELF ~
P

Speakeneed not b&O\V-holder

Kuroda 1973 distinguishes betweemehertiveand thenonreportivestyles. In the
reportivestyle, the narrator presents his point of view just like in regular cases of lingy
acts between a speaker and a hearer.fartheportivestyle however, there is no narrator
present as an interpreter of the situation, but the various characters of the story can
presented as subjects of consciousness so that their internal feelings are directly rep
Several grammatical features characterize each style. Fortivestemtencefinal
particle yo(OIOm telling youO) is only compatible with tlgortive style.

John-wa Bill-ga zibun-o home-ta toki Mary-no soba-ni i-ta (*yo).
John-TOP Bill-NOM REFL-ACC praise-PST when Mary-GEN side-LOC be-PST PTCL
“John; was by Mary when Bill praised himself;.”
Kuroda 1973:385
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Speaker/Addressee roles are derived

Interpretation of SELF/OTHER
! SPEAKER / ADDRESSEE

I POV holder

! Locus of Empathy

Othere seems to be no clear primitive role that we might call SPEAKER. Rather OspeakerO seems
simply one way of being a SOURCE. The pronasurlly indicates that SELF and SOURCE are
predicated of the external speakerO

Oannanalyzedotionof theOspeaketbthe OlGimplydoesnot allowfor enougldistinctions to be drawn

when a range of languages are considered
Sells1987: 462

2 more questions

Ground?

! Can you get a dependency between clausal and-*—— ;..
nominalGroundP?

Yes!

Spke

I Can you hav&roundPabove 3 person DPs? G
Yes! : GroundP

! And if so what is the role GroundP? Sk S

78

The role ofGroundP

Grounding structureis aboumental worlds
Beliefs, attitudes, evaluations, discourse stat

GroundP ™ |

CP/DP Propositional structureis about thevorld;
propositions, individuals, eventualities,E

Further evidence from Demonstratives

groundP
Istis semantically incorporated] ithis, hergords which
G dP pA L .
Adr ol refer to speakerOs locdpeson is incorporatedyiou;
thatandtherenay also be included in the hearerOs locus.
Kitagawa& Lehrer 1990: 757
Spkr Dp

this/that
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Proposal
PRAGMATIC Deixis
dP
gl > .. conditioned by discourse factors
Adr GroundP
Spkr X GRAMMATICAL Deixis
| .. conditioned by spatial factors

A novel typology
groundP
Adr GroundP
Purely pragmatic deixis
" Spkr DP
Recycled deixis A
- prox
v distal

Purely grammatical deixis

Familiareferent

2 Years |aler

W3] 70

Remembethat/*this woman in the yellow dress and Lilah®s wedding?

Novel (for addressee) referent

Well, when I was young there was this/*that hippie. His name was Woodstock. ..
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Recycledleixis discourse driven

!

|

|

!

!

|

Problem: The need for a typology of formality
! Existing typologiesndtheir problems

I Proposal: Nominal speech act structure

I Analysis:

! Distinguishing intrinsic contefnbm recycled features in tBA-structure

Independent evidence for nominal speech act structure
! Impersonals

Extending the analysis
! Logophors
! Demonstratives

! Conclusion

86

groundP groundP I familiar
Adr GroundP ! novel(for Adr) Adr GroundP
Spkr DP Spkr DP
L— Dem-+prox Dem-+distal
85
Maybe this
A f It I holds for
logophors  as
ormaltypology oge
GroundP
Purely pragmatic forms
DP

Recycled forngs

PN

Purely grammatical forms

The role ofGroundP

=
</(e’= Zs:\ Grounding structureis aboutnental worlds
GroundP —t—l jﬁjﬂ*‘“ Beliefs, attitudes, evaluations, discourse stat
CP/DP Propositional structure is about thevorld:

propositions, individuals, eventualities,E
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Thank you!

Korean pronouns in argument position

Ne-nun mwe  hany&®
YouTOP what doINT
OWhat are you d&ify (Yeonand Brown 2011:76)

| il-un caneyka hakey

this job-TOP youNOM do-COMP

OYou do this jéb (Yeonand Brown 2011:y7

tangsini mwei-n-tey ilayla celayla hanunkesi-a keya]

youNOM whatbe PRESCOMP do thisCOMP do thatCOMP dePRESCOMP-beCOMP

OWho do you think you are ordering me to do this and do that?0 (Yeonand Brown 2011:y7
caki cicum mwehae [hay]? (Yeonand Brown 2011:77)

You now whatdo-COMP

OWhat are you doing now?0
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Korean pronouns in argument position

Tayk-uneti-ey kasteyo (Yeonand Brown 2011:77)

YouTOP whereLOC go-SUB.HORCOMP-POL

OWhere are you going?O

Kuccok-unyo? (Yeonand Brown 2011:78)

You(lit. that side)OP-POL

®low aboutyol?O

Nauy kyeythey kutay epsnun seysangissulswuto epskeyssi-yo

I-GEN sideLOCyou not.exisPRES world exilRR-COMPRalsonot.exisiRR-COMPPOL
OThere cannot be a world where you are not by rewesidar@ Brown 2011:78)

Korean pronouns in argument position

Supheyireyse ne-lul po-asse.
SpairLOC youACC seePSFCOMP
Ol saw you in Spéin

Supheyireyse caney-lul po-assney

SpairLOC youACC seePSFCOMP
Ol saw you in Spéin

Supheyireyse tangsin-ul po-assci.
SpairLOC youACC seePSFCOMP

Ol saw you in Spéin

Supheyireyse caki-lul po-asse.
SpairLOC YyouACC seePSFCOMP
Ol saw you in Spain.O

9

Korean pronouns in argument position

Supheyireysekutay-lul po-asseya
SpainLOC youACC seePSTFCOMP-POL
Ol saw you in Spain.O (by an author in his/her journa)) (poetic

Supheyireysetayk-ul po-asseya
SpainLOC youACC seePSTFCOMP-POL
Ol saw you in Spéin

Supheyireysekuccok-lul  po-asseya
SpairLOC _ YouACC seePSTFCOMP-POL
Ol saw you in Sp&in

Korean pronouns are embeddable

Supheyireyse ne-lul po-asstarkokecicmalll haysse.
SpainLOC youACC seePSTDEC-COMP lieACC didCOMP
OO0l lied that | saw you in Spain.O

Supheyireyse caneylul po-asstarkokecicmall hayssey
SpainLOC youACC seePSTCOMP
Ol lied that | saw you in Spain.O

Supheyireyse tangsin-ul po-assta-kokecicmall haysse-yo.
SpainLOC youACC seePSTCOMP
Ol lied that | saw you in Spain.O

Supheyireyse caki-lul po-asstarkokecicmalll haysse
SpainLOC youACC seePSTCOMP
Ol lied that | saw you in Spain.O
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Korean pronouns are embeddable

?Supheyin-eyse  tayk-ul po-ass-ta-ko kecicmal-ul hayss-e-yo.
Spain-L.OC you-ACC see-PST-COMP-POL

Tlied that I saw you in Spain.’(personally I do not use or hear the usage of tayk as much as other
pronouns, it is a little unnatural to me)

Supheyin-eyse  kuccok-ul po-ass-ta-ko kecicmal-ul hayss-e-yo.
Spain-L.OC you-ACC see-PST-COMP-POL
Tlied that I saw you in Spain.”

Supheyin-eyse  kutay-lul po-ass-ta-ko kecicmal-ul hayss-tao.
Spain-L.OC you-ACC see-PST-COMP-POL
Tlied that I saw you in Spain.”

!||#u$%



