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Differential Object Marking in
Pre-modern Japanese
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Testing the hypothesis in OJ

o Interpretation of Floating Quantifiers

o Interpretation of WH-words

Utility of the results

o New interpretations/translations of Old Japanese materials
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The Oxford Corpus of Old Japanese

All poetic texts from 712 CE to 797 CE.

Texts: Kojiki kaya, Nihon shoki kayo, Fudokl kayo,
Bussokuseki-ka, Shoku nihongi kayo, Manyoshii

Volume: 4979 poems, 89,419 words.
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The accusative in Old Japanese

Accusative case particle wo

» Object marking
o NPs paired with resultative clauses

» Marking of other arguments
o e.g., marking the causee in some causative constructions
» Adjunct marking

» Absolute constructions
» Exclamation
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The accusative in Old Japanese

1) T 7y H 3 X %
kwomatu ga sita no kaya wo kara-sane
small.pine GEN under GEN grass ACC cut-please

“Please cut the grass under the small pine.” (MYS 1.11)




The accusative in Old Japanese

1) T 7y H 3 X %
kwomatu ga sita no kaya wo kara-sane
small.pine GEN under GEN grass ACC cut-please

“Please cut the grass under the small pine” (MYS 1.11)

2) ZRAR®KE  AEMW CIEk-==
Akami-yama kusane @ kari-soke
Akami-mountain grass cut-remove

“At Mount Akami, cutting and removing grasses” (MYS 14.3479)




Ditferential Object Marking in OJ

Recent accounts of variable object marking in OJ
Include:

S.-Y. Kuroda 2008

Yanagida and Whitman 2009
Wrona and Frellesvig 2010
Kinsui 2011

Miyagawa 2012
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Ditferential Object Marking in OJ

Recent accounts of variable object marking in OJ
Include:

S—Y—Kureda2008
= Yanagida and Whitman 2009

Wrona-and-FreHesvig2010
ey

Miyagawa2012
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Ditferential Object Marking in OJ

Recent accounts of variable object marking in OJ
Include:

S-Y-Kuroda2008
= Yanagida and Whitman 2009  Specificity

Wrona-and-FreHesvig2010
ey

Miyagawa2012
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Ditferential Object Marking in OJ

- Variable object marking in Old Japanese is an instance of
Differential Object Marking (DOM)

- What is expressed by DOM in QOJ is the property of
Specificity.

—
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Specificity as D-Linking

We define specificity here in terms of ‘D-linking’:

D-linking: a relationship between an NP and a
definite discourse referent, whereby the possible
reference of that NP is restricted.

D-linked NPs are specific in reference.
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Ditferential Object Marking in OJ

Observations
1. Accusative marked objects are specific
2. Non-specific objects are not accusative marked

3. Some specific objects are not accusative marked
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Marked, specific object

The reference of the object is definite (a special case of specificity).

B) EEABFT BIERE R ]
wagakimini  wake pa kwopu rasi tabari-taru
| GEN lord DAT | TOP yearn seem bestow-STAT.ADN
FEF-5f 12 INE RTRE
tubana wo pamedo yase ni yasu
bloodgrass ACC eat,though waste.away

“It seems I am in love with my lord. Though I eat the bloodgrass
flowers you sent me, I only grow thinner.” (MYS.8.1462)
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(4)

Bare, non-specific object

PR KE R ERRE
uri pameba kwo-domo omopoyu
melon eat children come.to.mind

AT K £ R ET IR T e K E
kuri pameba masite sinwopa-yu
chestnutseat  surpass admire-PASS.

“When I eat melon, my children come to mind. When | eat
chestnuts, they are even more dear.” (MY S.5.802)
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Exception: bare, specific object

(5) PImEX SHEEAMLEE S5 HIERE
ama-tobu tori mo tukapi so tadu ga ne no
heaven-fly bird even messenger FOC goose GEN cry GEN

Ik 5 4IE 28 B Ik 3 ME AR K1
kikoye-mu toki pa wa ga na twopa-sane
be.heard-shall time TOP | GEN name say-please

“Even the cranes that fly in heaven are my messengers. When the
cranes are within your hearing, | want you to ask about my name!”

(KK.85)
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Ditferential Object Marking in OJ

Strong hypothesis
Non-specific objects are not accusative marked

Specific objects are accusative marked;
however, In some contexts the accusative particle
can be dropped, and in some contexts it must be
dropped.
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Methodological problem

There are no unambiguous ways of marking
non-specificity on NPs in Old Japanese.

Accordingly we can’t demonstrate complementary
distribution between accusative case marking and
markers of non-specificity.
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1) Identify

Strategy

a subset of the corpus where

a) other things being equal, an object NP is likely to have a non-

specific

Interpretation, and

b) DOM is attested.
2) Investigate the semantic contribution of accusative

case mar
3) We prec
case mar

King.
Ict @ semantic contrast corresponding with

King for these NPs: Accusative case marked

object NPs will be specific, and unmarked object NPs
will be non-specific.
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The semantic contribution of DOM

» Using the OCOJ we examined:
o NPs associated with FQs
> NPs headed by or modified by WH-words

1. In some instances we find textual matter (or contextual clues, etc.)
that indicates a specific interpretation for NPs of these two types.

2. We find a correspondence between accusative marking and specific
Interpretation for such NPs.

3. We find NPs with unambiguously non-specific interpretations to be
bare.
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NP + FQ and specificity in OJ
Out of 100 FQs in the OCQOJ,

» we found 15 FQs associated with object NPs.

» 10 of these are associated with accusative case marked object NPs which
have specific reference, and the interpretations of the FQs are either
partitive or universal.

» 4 are associated with bare object NPs which have non-specific reference
and the interpretations of the FQs are cardinal.

» 1 1s associated with a host NP where that NP has definite reference but is
not accusative case marked.
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Specific NP hosts FQ

Here the FQ is interpreted as cardinal-universal. The host NP is specific
(definite) and marked.

(6) B 5 Rk YL RRES
...adusayumi yubara puri-okosi sinokipa wo
catalpa.bow bow.belly swing-raise arrow ACC
—F® B3R AHhiE
puta-tu ta-basami panati-kye-mu  pito si kuti-wosi

two-thing hand-pinch loose-PST-CNJ person RES mouth-

“Deplorable, the person who (...) raised a bow, pinched both those
arrows, and shot them away!” (MY S.13.3302)
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Non-specific NP hosts FQ

Here the FQ is interpreted as cardinal. The host NP is non-specific and bare.

(7) AR R FF IR RE EFREERE itk 2 FEARE
natumusi no pimusi no koromo puta-pye kite
summer.insect GEN silkworm GEN robe two-layer wear
7 X ARR E FIBE Br[2H ¥ X S Pl #E 1%
kakumi-yadari pa ani yo-ku mo ara-zu
hide-shelter TOP at.all good ETOP be-not

“A summer moth’s coccooning wearing two silk-worms’
robes is not at all acceptable.” (NSK.49)
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(8)

Specific NP hosts FQ

R =) \BRIE
kami tu se ni U wo ya-tu kaduke

upper GEN stream DAT cormorant ACC eight-thing make.dive

MR fe=)\ BRA
simo tu se ni u wo ya-tu kaduke

lower GEN stream DAT cormorant ACC eight-thing make.dive

“...making all eight of my cormorants dive in the upper reaches,
making all eight of my cormorants dive in the lower reaches...”
(MYS.13.3330)
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Non-specific NP hosts FQ

AR fil 'z A5 FEAZ Z{0]

tosi no pa ni ayu si pasiraba sakitakapa

every year sweetfish RES run Sakita River

BB\ BEAIERE TS EEG R

u ya-tu kadukete kapase tadune-mu
cormorant eight-thing  make.dive river.stream search

“Each year when the sweetfish run, making many
cormorants dive, we shall scour rivers and streams.”

(MY'S.19.4158)
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Exception: bare, specific object

The particle to and the FQ puta-tu indicate that the reference is definite, but
the object NP is unmarked.

(10) {EHFAz FEAR IR IS5 &
sapogapa no kiywo-ki kapara ni naku tidwori
Sapo River GEN pure  bank DAT cry plover
L] =t ) TEEE
kapadu to puta-tu wasure-kane-tu mo
frog and two-things forget-fail-PERF SFP

“How I can’t forget the plover and the frog that cry on the pristine
banks of the Sapo River, either of them!” (MYS.7.1123)
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DOM and WH-NPs

» When a normally non-specific WH-word appears as a NP head or a NP
modifier, the resulting NP is interpreted as non-specific unless it accusative
marked:

tare no tuma
who GEN spouse
“whose spouse?”’ -
tare no tuma wo

who GEN spouse ACC
“the spouse of which person?”

» When a normally specific WH-word (idure ‘which’) appears as a NP head
or a NP modifier, that NP must be interpreted as specific.
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DOM and WH-objects

» We looked exhaustively at NPs involving the three following
WH- words:

ta, tare ‘who’ (indefinite, normally non-specific)
nani ‘what’ (indefinite, normally non-specific)

idure ‘which’ (indefinite, always specific)
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DOM with WH-objects: ta, tare ‘who’

» 95 examples with ta or tare as either an NP head or an
NP complement.

» 10 as objects

o 6 are specific and have accusative marking

o 4 are non-specific and have no accusative marking

—
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DOM with WH-objects: ta, tare ‘who’

Here ta ‘who’ appears as an NP complement, but the reference is specific
(‘who among those in the capital’) and the object NP 1s marked with wo.

(11) FEiR iSE RS AN
kapyeru be-ku  toki pa nari-kyeri miyakwo nite
return ought time TOP become capital COP
REFATFA] ERETV
ta ga tamoto wo ka wa ga makuraka-mu
who GEN sleeve ACC Q | GEN lie.upon-shall

“The time has come for us to return. In the capital, the sleeve of
which person shall | use as my pillow?” (MY S.3.439)




DOM with WH-objects: ta, tare ‘who’

Here ta ‘who’ appears as an NP head, but again the reference is specific (‘who
out of those who love me’) so the object NP is ACC-marked.

(12)

BiR¥E REFEG R ok BE
maywone kaki  tare wo ka mi-mu to omopitutu
eyebrow scratch who ACC Q see-shall that think
ARz eI ELE

ke-naga-ku kwopwi-si Imo ni ap-yeru kamo

days-long yearn-SPAST,AND beloved DAT meet-STAT SFP

“Scratching my eyebrow, thinking, “Which person am | about
to see?,” here I am meeting my beloved whom I have longed for day

in and day out!” (MYS.11.2614b)
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DOM with WH-objects: ta, tare ‘who’

Here ta ‘who’ appears as an NP complement, the reference is non-specific
(‘who in the world’), and the object NP is bare.

(13) #ARER Br] 3% £2 55 FEEEH IR
tukupane ni apa-mu to Ipi-si kwo pa
Tsukuba Peak at meet-would that said girl TOP

SECF Iz B A0 BRE FRRXE D

ta ga koto kikeba ka mi-ne apa-zu-kye-mu
who GEN word heard Q sleep meet-not-must.have

“The girl who said we would meet on Tsukuba Peak, because she
heard whose words must it have been that she won’t come to sleep
with me?” (FK.2)




DOM with WH-objects: nani ‘what’

» 99 examples with nani as either an NP head or an NP
complement.

» 11 appear in object NPs

o 8 are specific and have accusative marking

o 3 are non-specific and have no accusative marking

—
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DOM with WH-objects: nani ‘what’

Here nani ‘what’ appears as an NP head, but the reference is specific (‘which
of the usual beach souvenirs’) so the object NP is accusative marked.

(14) BFEHE EEXIE RIKLZ
sipo pwi-naba  tamamo kari-tumye Ipye no Imo ga
tide ebb-if jewelweed cut-pile home’s beloved
BARZE CIES g
pamadutwo kopaba nani wo simyesa-mu
beach.souvenir beg.if what ACC proffer-shall

“When the tide goes out, cut and pile up some jewel-seaweed. If my
darling at home asks for a beach souvenir, which (of those) shall we
proffer?” (MY S.3.360)




DOM with WH-objects: nani ‘what’

Here nani ‘what’ appears as an NP complement, and the reference is non-
specific (‘what kind of inanity’), so the object NP is bare.

(15) /MER 3EE S8
adukina-ku nani no tapakoto imasara-ni
pointless what GEN inanity belated-COP
INEE B ZEANZNF
warapagoto suru oipito nisite
babbling do old.person being

“Pointlessly, what sort of inanity, at this late date, are (you) babbling,
in spite of (your) being old?” (MYS.11.2582)
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DOM with WH-objects: idure ‘which’

» 14 examples in the OCOJ

» 5 are used In object NPs:

o 4 are specific (‘which’) and has accusative marking

o 1 1s non-specific and has no accusative marking.

—
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DOM with WH-objects: idure ‘which’

Here idure ‘which’ modifies an NP head, and the resulting NP is specific and
accusative marked.

(16) BAIk#ERZTH LLERGI TH R] £ LLTH BN
ametusi no idure no kami wo Inoraba ka
heaven.earth GEN which GEN god ACC  pray.if Q
BHAZ KK MZOFTIRE
utukusi papa ni mata koto-twopa-mu

adorable mother DAT again word-exchange-shall

“If (I) beseech which god of heaven and earth is it that (1) may
speak to my dear mother again?” (MY S.20.4392)
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idure ‘which’ modifies NP complement:
non-specific reference

Here idure ‘which’ appears modifying an NP complement, so the reference is
non-specific (‘a shelter in which village’) and the object NP is bare.

(17) +A MEETE FREE
kamunadukwi ~ amama mo oka-zu puri-ni-seba
tenth.month rain.gap put-not fall-PERF-PAST.If
HEZ ] 7%
idure no satwo no yadwo ka kara-masi
which is village GEN shelter Q borrow-SUBJNC

“In the tenth month if it had rained without a break, (I) would have
borrowed a shelter in which village?” (MYS.12.3214)
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DOM and
normally indefinite NPs in OJ

» For normally indefinite NPs in OJ, DOM can make a crucial
difference in the interpretation of the NP.

» For the two types of NPs we examined, the correspondence
between accusative marking and specificity was (almost)
complete.

» Accusative case Is sometimes dropped from specific objects.

—
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Applying the hypothesis to
underdetermined cases

» We have shown that the hypothesis that accusative marked
NPs are specific accounts for a variety of data.

» Now we will show how adding this to our knowledge of the
grammar of OJ can enrich our interpretation of texts.

— 39



DOM as an aid to interpretation

The verb motome- (seek) frequently takes NPs with non-specific reference, but
there is nothing else in the context to suggest the object isn’t specific except the
absence of accusative marking.

(18) x5 Z AHUAIEE K=
midorikwo no tame koso omo pa motomu to ipe
baby GEN sake FOC wet-nurse seek that say
FLERSR B Z RE KRE
ti nome ya kimi ga omo motomu ramu
milk drink Q lord GEN wet-nurse seek must.be

“Whereas (we) say it’s for a child that one seeks a
wet-nurse, could it be that my lord seeks a wet-nurse
because he drinks milk?” (MYS.12.2925)
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DOM as an aid to interpretation

Assuming specific reference for accusative marked NPs, the interpretation for
(19) below changes:

(19)

BEE E£F KEF BEZ

paru sareba tuma wo motomu to ugupisu no
Spring come spouse ACC seek to warbler GEN
ARFE ISF PN

konure wo tutapi nakitutu motona

branch ACC transit cry in.vain

“When Spring comes, the warbler hops between the
branches to find its mate, but alas, in vain.”
(MYS.10.1826)
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DOM as an aid to interpretation

Accusative marked objects are specific, so this poem is not generalizing.

(20) BRI MFERZ —IR]]
sirusi na-ki mono wWo omopa-zu pa  pito-tuki no

Impact none thing ACC think-not TOP one-cup GEN

T AJ XA RAD
nigor-eru sake wo nomu be-ku aru rasi
cloudy wine ACC drink should seem

“Rather than worrying about this thing which has no
Impact, it seems better to drink this cup of cloudy wine.”
(MYS.3.338)
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Ditferential Object Marking in OJ

Conclusion
Non-specific objects are not accusative marked

Specific objects are accusative marked;
however, In some contexts the accusative particle
can be dropped, and in some contexts it must be
dropped.

— 43



Diachronic perspective

At some point post-OJ, this DOM system Is discontinued,
and specificity I1s no longer a necessary condition on
accusative case marking for objects.

At what point in time does this new situation obtain?

— .



Follow-up study in EMJ

We examined object NPs + FQs and object WH-NPs in Early
Middle Japanese (900 CE to 1110 CE) using [E L [EFEHTFERT

I HAGERE S =2 —3 2 | and the 4N 5 search appllcatlon
Primarily prose, with some poetry.

Texts: EAﬂ]%[XE\, j:'f_t,_E' na ’F’JHWF@;.:., ﬁ}ﬁﬂ'&f@n':mﬁ, ;;:Lw_]nn,
A8, MEBEF, REYE, RVEHES, MRIVEPHEC

(from the /NEEEI IR B AT EXFEE))

Total words: 738,153

— 45



Object NPs + FQs in EMJ

Results from texts produced between 900 CE (17 Ht#EE) and
1010 CE (R X5k

» We found 512 numeral+classifier expressions.

» Among these we found 80 object NPs associated with
adverbial FQs in the Helan corpus.

» Of the 80 object NPs, 8 are accusative case marked.

I » Of the 8 marked objects, 3 are non-specific.



Marked, non-specific object + FQ

(21)

DO TEESHMNY=FEABRZTENIE. ALVEEZTAIZT,
BN, CHE=NE=0OBIZIE. FEE D215
2Clo Y244

IRIKER: . . . P2&NIETRELENYLESSI-DERBE. AFIC
VEDMDD = ANDESIZEY, BIEFE=WWE254N., Chibéhbb
DBEIE. EEZDDIFT=LITESFFIZHEHLTLS,

Looking at him as he barely managed to raise himself, he was like
someone with a terrible cold, his belly swelled up and his eyes one
the one side and the other were as If two plums had been stuck onto
them.

(PTEREE, #FhimE 5 vol. 12, pg. 48)
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Marked, non-specific object + FQ

(22)

ZAOE/NBEVSFRICW Y8, TZZ2/\BELVMTHIF. K
W EAIDLEHTENIE, EE/N\Dh 8 5ICKYUTLGD ., /\HEE
LMTD,

IRER: =R DED/\EEWLDSRTIZITEE V-, T /\FBE
ZDT=DITIE. KBINAIZTENHHINTLNAD T, IBFE/\D
EBLTHLIDZIZ. I\{iELELNST=-DTHHT-,

They came to a place called Yatsuhasi. As for it’s being called
Yatsuhashi, it was due to the fact that they spanned eight bridges
over it , because the river of water divided into spider

legs, that they called it “Yatuhashi’.

(REMEE, FrimE 5 vol.12, pg.120)
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Marked, non-specific object + FQ

(23) ...BFYEFOT. HILIEDIMEFEZ—FES6HIF=F SIS
HIEE T, IEHHED. . ..

WA KEIXELIZEFY - T, HILIEDMEFZ—HEKIC
HHENTITIEHERBFIC, [EoEkDHEDH.

...and just as Otodo, drawing near, draped a panel from a standing
blind (over the crossbeam), something glowing ..

(REMEE, &=, FiwE5 vol. 22, pg. 200)

—
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Exception: bare, specific object + FQ

(24)

[ ZEIT. BEZ5EETEHY DD, TOK
— DL E T, EPYTLIEMELDNIE. . ..

AR T, .. ETEREVTLWDLNNLGELT, BZ 5 SWLWTLV =D T,
FDEY—DEE5Z T, B{RIISANTHIAETLELVGESL  EE
ENHBINT. ..

When she said, ‘... It is so unbearable to hear that I have stopped my
ears. Have her take one of these robes and quickly send her away!’,

(FLEF, 83, BOHERIZHIEILEFT A, ABD
FilZ, iR E 5 vol. 18, pg. 153)
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WH-NPs in Heian Japanese: fare

Results from texts produced between 900 CE (17 Ht#EE) and
1110 CE (FEilsz BifF H F).

» We found 553 NPs containing the WH-word ‘tare, ta’
» Of those, 21 are grammatical objects.
» Of the 21 grammatical objects, 18 are accusative marked.

» Of the 21 grammatical objects, 10 are non-specific, and 8 of

I these are marked.



Marked non-specific WH-object

25) T... HEABAZEET. ADBRTHEINSI0HoHEEE
EAT

WEER:T. . . HEFEOST=WVENDOBAZFE T, E@. AD
HMYZES3HENZEEESDH

“Whose teachings have you heard, that you should say these things
which people normally don’t know?’

(RLEF, 131, A BIEAY . BEAESWLEREE(S,
HmEE, vol. 18, pg. 248)
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Marked non-specific WH-object

(26) SlE AL EKED, EENTFLINICBVEIAEF R A,

IRER: Chdnld. ENZWETTN, ELG=2BEYRINS
HED2LYLEDTLLD,

From here on ---and | am terribly sorry to be saying this, but ---whom

are you thinking to rely upon?
(REMEE Y5, FifwE%5 vol. 23, pg. 451)

—
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Marked non-specific WH-object

27) MREIZIEOAUYAREEPELHENERZNTTEDILD

RAER: MEICELSN T, MIEDFEAFE A TS,
ENSDFHREHEATE-DEBID,

The voices of the first geese can be heard on the autumn wind.
Whose missives do they come bearing?

(ESMIME, ;TS5 vol. 11, pg. 101)

—
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Marked non-specific WH-object

(28) HABEDHYTOINIOMAPEIZI-NEEDORICLELD

BAR EOEICEST, LR FOLLHARDE
THAED. BFEHEDITIBIRAE, Loz \FEZFDETEIL
D1=5H5h

In my dwelling on which autumn leaves, falling, have piled up,
whom must the matsumushi awaiting as it cries around here?

(BSMIME, FHwEE5E vol. 11, pg.100)
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Marked non-specific WH-object

(29) MFELDRRLEFICT, [S0ELLLESKICITHMGIEST =
SrEKFFEICZASLEMVDTIASHY,
RABL-NZBRSENKREDIOoMNELITICEDEIPS

R TR A LWVE TSR LLEESEIZITEHHE ]

EHSDEFLKEIBZANFEEREHLETHULD THOT=,
AL (FFALEEZRLB TS ELSD DY,
KEDBEBEDDELEIICTOIEMNHECAZET)

Hearing the boatmen in their rough voices singing, ‘Heartlorn, we’ve
come so far!’ the two faced each other and cried.

So whom do the boatmen long for? Voices from Ooshima
sound so heartsick.

(REYEE £, FHiwESE vol. 22, pg.90)
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Summary of the follow-up study

With regard to object NPs + FQ in EMJ, we found 3
accusative marked objects with non-specific reference.
Such NPs aren’t found in OJ.

We also found a bare specific object NP + FQ.

With regard to the 21 object NPs containing tare, 8 out of
10 non-specific NPs were accusative marked. Such
NPs aren’t found 1n OJ.

— a



Interpretation

We interpret this to mean that

1) specificity Is not a necessary condition on accusative
marking of objects in EMJ (unlike in OJ);

2) accusative case can be dropped for objects in EMJ In
some contexts (as in OJ).

—
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Thank you for your attention.

Questions and comments welcome.

—
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Ditferential Object Marking in OJ

» DOM is mostly described in terms of either
- semantic features
- Information structure
(see Dalrymple and Nikolaeva 2011 for overview)

¢ DOM is found for example in Hungarian; Turkish;
Hindi...
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Ditferential Object Marking in OJ

Specificity

Definite noun phrases are specific:
- the boy in my class is tall: specific

Indefinite noun phrases can be specific or non-specific
- aboy in my class is tall: specific

- a boy got sick: specific or non-specific

- there might be monsters in the closet: non-specific
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Definite, indefinite specific, non-specific

» Specificity is the association of an NP with some retrievable (either
definite or presupposed) entity in the domain of discourse. Another
word for this type of specificity is “discourse-linking” (D-linking)
or “anchoring”: a man on the bus.

» Accordingly, definiteness is just a special case of specificity: all
definite NPs are specific: the man on the bus

» Indefinite NPs can be either specific or non-specific. He has
developed a habit.

» Non-specific NPs can be associated with indefinite sets: | ate some
kind of mushroom; She found a child’s lunchbox, etc.
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Definite, indefinite specific, non-specific

specific

indefinite

non-specific

definite

.




The semantic contribution of DOM

» Some NPs are inherently definite, e.g.:
o Pronouns
o Proper nouns
> Relational nouns
o Unique entities

» Most definite NPs have that status determined by context (independent of
DOM), e.g.:

> NPs denoting previously mentioned entities
o NPs denoting entities present in the speech situation

» Some NPs are normally non-specific, e.g.:
o NPs associated with Floating Quantifiers (Kim 1995)
> NPs headed by or modified by WH-words (excluding ‘which”)

66



Floating Quantifiers

The interpretation of FQs depends on the reference of the host noun from
which they are floated.

If the host noun is specific, the FQ takes either a partitive or a cardinal-
universal interpretation:

rei.no pandaga ni-too mesu da.
the panda NOM 2-animal female COP
“Two of the aforementioned pandas are female.”

If the host noun is non-specific the FQ takes a cardinality interpretation:
tikurin kara panda ga ni-too detekita

bamboo.grove from panda NOM 2-animal came.out
“Two pandas came out of the bamboo grove.”
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Accusative case drop

We found 46 object NPs containing demonstrative ko at
some structural level. All are specific, and many of
them are definite, but some of them are bare.

» Case marked: 23

» Case dropped: 13
o 10 adjacent to the verb
> 10 In main clauses
> 0 denoting sentient entities
o 0 preceding the subject NP

—
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Accusative case drop

Proximal demonstrative ko ‘this’in object NPs:

0

0

RELLF FHaM ez
ko no yama wo usipaku kamwi no mukasi ywori
“EEITER

Isame-nu waza zo
“This is a dance that from old times the god who owns this mountain
doesn’t forbid.” (MY S.9.1759)

KEg2 iz & RN
opo-tono no ko no motopori no yuki na-pumi-sone

“Don’t step on the snow in this area around the great lord”
(MYS.19.4227)
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Accusative case drop

Some factors which contribute to allowing or disallowing drop of the
accusative case particle on specific objects:

» Clause type: main clause types tend to allow accusative drop, while others
do not.

» Lexical properties:
> NPs with WH-words, NPs associated with FQs
o Sentience

o mat- ‘await’ 1diosyncratically allows accusative drop, overriding other
factors
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Accusative case drop:
Clause type

» In clauses where the predicate is in the Adnominal form
(and to a large extent in Conditional, Provisional, and
Nominal clauses) in OJ, specific objects are frequently
accusative case marked.

» In some types of main clause (Conclusive, Imperative,
Optative, Exclamatory, Negative Conjectural)
accusative case on specific objects are frequently
dropped.

—
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Accusative case drop:
Lexical properties

For WH-words and NPs associated with FQs with
specific reference, case drop does not occur.

Sentience: When a 15t or 2"d person pronoun comprises
an object NP, that NP is regularly accusative marked:

o wa, ware ‘I’
° na, nare ‘you

—
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mat- ‘wait’

Idiosyncratically, and overriding other rules, the verb mat- ‘await’ can take
unmarked definite objects:

(19)

A8z KA[R IR FHizm
pisakata no ama no kapatu ni pune ukete

distant COP heaven GEN ford DAT  boat float

A FRFR TAERRE
Kimi matu ywo-ra pa ake-zu mo ara-nu ka
lord await night TOP dawn ETOP be-not Q

“This night when I await my lord floating a boat in the shallow of the
river of far-off heaven, will it never dawn?” (MY S.10.2070)
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(20)

mat- ‘wait’

WEZME  MHZSREATT FRARMF

nubatama no ywo wataru tukwi wo Ikuywo pu to

jewel COP night traverse moon ACC how.many transpire that
REMEFEK ML WMEAREZ

yomitutu imo pa ware  matu ramu so

counting beloved TOP me await must.be FOC

“Measuring the moon that crosses the jewel-black night by how many
nights pass, my beloved, no doubt (she) awaits me.” (MYS.18.4072)
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EMJ: Marked, specific object + FQ

21) .. ETOHDHEVWSERUHTT. [ChBUTSoE-EAIET,
EFEDFEE—D SLANTY,

RARER: PMEDIRDFENSIDZEFUHLT. [ChERALT
SLBHIFTEZSNIEE LT FE (D) DFEZE—D2ELANT,

Koremitsu, calling Ben, the daughter of Shonagon, and saying, ‘Take
this 1n secret into the Chambers,’ presented a box of scent.

(REYEE, =, FTEE% vol.21, pg.74)

—
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EMJ: Marked, specific object + FQ

(22) ADBYETH2XE#HETRSIC.FALDD
=%xhFE1={EY RDOD+H1=%,

B ADBYETH-FHREBVTRAF., TN OHGEEE 01T
el T 1=,

On finding and looking at a letter that someone has torn up and
thrown away, one can read the continuation of that same letter for a
few more lines.

(MEF, >NLZLD, FHitw=5K, vol. 18, pg. 387)

— m



EMJ: Marked, specific WH-object

(27)

BOMGESVWALS0ARIEDPLHZE . TOEFRICEHEZTHIE
ET:T*OBH::O

WREFDDENSITELEL FEE3FELIENY B FET DI,
TOERRELT, HBLHRZEWT, ELDELITERL
EELT:BJ:Z)LL\—GLJ:ao

Given that there is no comfort in this world that only comes to mind
as insupportable, whom besides you would | be able to consider a
keepsake? (Tamakadura to Kaoru).

CREYEE T, Fifm2 5 vol. 24, pg. 64)

77



EMJ: Bare, non-specitic WH-object

(28) BIYVIBFCEHFNEBELEDPNELSHMSNALEFOBED

IHRER: HbARDERIDOHEIL. BXYUEEFYZFEZRFELLL
Bhnd, L\ oWz T, ZDRYFEELT-
TEEDE=AS5H

Whose sleeve must it have brushed against, that its scent, even more
than its colour, should be so moving? Oh, the plum blossoms outside

my dwelling!
(EESFIE, FwEE, vol. 11, pg. 42)

—
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EMJ: Marked non-specific WH-object

29) ... XBYANLAIZRTIIE, TENICEZERDZONIEE 5
[ENNZHEIRMOELIEEANE., EEHEHEIET. . ..

WHER: . . I TXZEZRITRoEREICRE4E. THEMNMIZDE
TISWFETEOTT IEE D, ENOFRELNAEFAIC
BLIONMEEINE BEIFESDIIDFELIET. ..

When they showed (the servant) to the woman who had received the
letter, she said, ‘He 1s the very one.” When they asked him, ‘Whose
letter did who pass on to you?’ the boy, saying not a word...

(FLEF, 132, HE R DER T F,
HimEE, vol. 18, pg. 253)
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Marked non-specific WH-object

(34) THOTEED, HEMLRYEESIEDEAL, TEXRBBROER
DOF/EM,. .. ]

IHARER: TFENIEEHTE=WWER, ELFZHURLEIHDTY
MEE-LebE TEXRFROBROLIEDDIFENEKST
HBYET .. .. ]

As he said, ‘That’s fortunate. Whom is she receiving (as a groom)?”’
(she) replied, ‘I am given to understand that it is the son of the Major
Captain of the Left, the Minor Captain. ...’

CEZEWEE, FmEE vol. 17, pg. 89)
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Marked non-specific WH-object

(35)

IR DL, [FHEZMYEESLIEBV TN,
(EXRBROEEDDRRRE. . . )

IRIKER: IBEEDOBADDVENTUDE(ZELEZS DRSS
DTIMNIEFREOT. BEIIERFBHROSFEDEED
PIEEESLe>TLVET M. . . |

As the husband, Minor Captain Kurauto, asked, ‘Whom will she take
(as a groom)?’ (she) replied, ‘Mother says it is the son of the Major
Captain of the Left, the Minor Captain of the Left....

GEEWE, IREE vol. 17, pg. 147)
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