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Overview ()

» The research reported here builds on the earlier
Investigations of null pronounsin Old Japanese by
Horn and Russell (to appear) and Frellesvig et al. (to
appear).

» These studies considered the distribution of null
pronouns in a sample of 300 clauses from the OCQOJ,
containing 100 examples each of verbsin Provisional,
Conditional, and Concessive forms.

» The goal of the present study Isto investigate some of
the apparent generalizationsin these earlier works.
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Overview (ll)

» | have mainly concentrated on 5 verbs: mi- ‘see’,
kik- “hear’, (0)mop- ‘think’, se- ‘do’ and yuk- ‘go’.
» These verbs looked the most promising, from the
original investigations. | considered all the

phonographic examples for these 5 verbs where at least
one relevant argument is null.

» | have considered some but not all of the logographic
examples, so the observations here may be only partial.

» A total of about 80 examples so far.

» | have not considered the distribution of null pronouns
within asingle clause.
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Overview (lll)

» The Provisional and Conditional forms both end in /ba/,
but are morphologically distinct:

mireba ‘ see.Prov’ and miba ‘ see.Cond’ .

» Provisional (ending in -(e)ba), sometimes called ‘realis
conditional’: ‘when S, S," or ‘'since S;, S, or ‘given that

S, S .

» Conditional (ending in -(a)ba), sometimes called ‘irrealis
conditional’: ‘iIf S;, S,
Provisional: yukeba “When/because (l) go”
Conditional: yukaba “If (1) go”
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An example — Provisional

(1) 537 B £ N
[kasumi tatu nwo no pe no kata ni
[mist rise fleld GEN  above GEN slope DAT

172 A o R
yuki-sikaba] [ugupisu naki-tu]

go-SPAST.PROV] [warbler cry-PERF]

“When | was going to (once | arrived at) the slope over the field
where mist rises, awarbler began to sing.” (MY S.8.1443)
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Overview of structures (l)

» Following Kuno (1973), we take the Provisional or
Conditional clause to be subordinated within a superordinate
clause.

» Asthe subordinate Provisional or Conditional clause typically
linearly precedes the superordinate clause, the subordinate
clause predicate is V, and the superordinate predicate is V..

» Accordingly, the subordinate clauseislabelled S, and the
superordinate clause S,.

[S,[S, ... V{] ... V)]

where 'V, is Provisional or Conditional
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Overview of structures (ll)

» If S; Isstructurally within' S, but not fully at itsleft
edge, It I1s possible that some constituent of S, precedes
the constituents of S,.

» For example, the NP subject of the superordinate clause
might precede the subordinate clause:

[S,NP[S, ... NP... V] ... V]
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Background — previous studies

» Akiba (1977) claimed that the Provisional and
Conditional inflections/bal in Early Middle Japanese
(EMJ) are markers of switch-reference —a marker of
“different subject”, in contrast to the gerund (-te),
which marks * same subject”.

» Thisclaim is challenged and shown to be incorrect for
EMJ by Ohori (1994), who reports that the same
subject isretained in Provisional and Conditional
clauses around 20% in MJ and 30% in late M J, and by
McAuley (2002), who reports 30% retention of same
subject in EMJ.
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Background — our previous work

» The previous works conflate the two /ba/ forms, but they have different
grammatical properties and so must be kept apart.

» Horn and Russell (2012) showed that null subjects of Provisional clausesin
OJareretained at alow but non-negligible rate, and that null subjects of
Conditional clauses are retained at a higher rate.

» InFrellesvig et al. (2012) we used the distribution of anaphoric properties
across clauses to show that the Provisional or Conditional clauses are
structurally subordinate to the containing clause (which follows, unless the
subordinate clause is itself right-dislocated).

» While Provisional clauses might disfavor the identification of their subject
with the superordinate clause subject, thisis not and never has been a
formal grammatical property, but can be attributed to the discourse

rel ations between the subordinate and superordinate clauses (also

suggested in Ohori 1994, McAuley 2002).
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Anaphora between an overt NP and

a null pronoun

Frellesvig et al. (to appear) identify three different structural
conditions for examples in which an overt isrelated to both

clauses under consideration.

(2) a Left Pronominalization:
[S[S, ... pro;... V4] ... NP;... V]

b. Right Pronominalization:

[S;[S;... NP, ... V] ... pro, ... V,]
c. ‘Binding’:

[S, NP, [S, ... pro, ... V4] ... V]



Anaphora involving two null positions

There are also plenty of examples where both positions are null,
asin (3a), and afew examples with a Topic on the left, binding
Into both clauses, asin (3b).

(3) a Two null pronouns:

[S;[S; ... pro;... V4] ... pro;... V]

b. Topic binding:

Topic [S,[S, ... &... V] ... pro,... V]
(Strictly speaking the topic binds an empty position and the other
silent position isanull pronoun.)
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Topic binding
(4)

YN S35z 72 S FEe S

[ e tUKUpPane ni apa-mu to 1pi-Si

tsukuba.peak DAT meet-CONJ that say-SPAST

il %5 O BB

kwo pa]; [[e taga koto kikeba ka]

child Top [[ who GEN words hear.PROV Q)]
Ve a3 B A

pro. mi-ne apa-zu-kye-mu]

HON-sleep  meet-NEG-SPAST-CONJ]
“The girl who said she would meet me at Tsukuba Peak

— because [she] heard whose rumors, must it be that [she]
won't slegp with me.” (FK.2) (tree)
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FK.2

5
A
NP 4 53
% m
S7 M, Part, Sa NP 4 Vi
SoTT— T T — |
Sz Vs, kwo pa MNP 5 V3 Part Ns apa-zu-kye-mu
T TR T~
MNP 5 WV COMP ipi-si Ny CPart; Ny kikeba ka mi-ne
P | I
M CPart; apa-mu to ta ga koto
| |
tukupa-ne ni

“Thegirl who said she would meet me at Tsukuba Peak — because [she] heard
whose rumors, must it be that [she] won't sleep with me.”
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Two null arguments and

Right Pronominalization

First mireba : [S][S] (null subjects, “same subject”)
Second mireba : [S|[S], O[] (... overt O, null S)

5 KB EALE 20 5T

titipapawo mireba taputwo-s
parentsACC  see.PROV awesome

ZF EALE K EHTFEHAE
myekwo mireba megusi -utukusl

wife.child see.PROV dear-lovely

“When [one], looks at his father and mother, [he]; isfilled with
awe. When [he], looks at [his]; wives and children,, [they], are
dear and lovable [to him]..” (MY S.5.800; trandation dueto
Vovin 2010, 28-29)
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Overview of findings (l)

Anaphoric relations between subordinate subject/object and
superordinate subject/object.

Provisional clauses
» Anaphorais aways to the superordinate clause subject.
[SI[S], S[S], [81S, O[S, [O]S

Conditional clauses

» Either argument (S/O) in the subordinate clause may

corefer with either argument (S/O) in the superordinate
clause.

[SI[S], SIS, [S]S, O[S, tefs
[Q][C], O[C], [O] O, S[Q], {516

Sells (York) OJNull Pronouns
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Findings

» The Provisiona i1s more restricted than the Conditional.

» A null object in aProvisional clause only corefers with
the superordinate subject.

» To be more specific, anaphorafrom a Provisional
clause is to a superordinate clause subject, an
experiencer, or the possessor of the subject, but never
an object.
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Overview of findings (ll)

Provisional clauses

» Appear with Topic binding.

» Don’t seem to show ‘mixed’ cases.
Conditional clauses

» Do not readily appear with Topic binding (the
Conditional already is a/the Topic?).
» The few ‘mixed’ cases (OS, SO) seem to be Right

Pronominalization (X [X]), with one argument overt.

Sells (York) OJNull Pronouns
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Anaphora — Provisional

An example involving a null pronoun in a Provisional
clause bound to the experiencer in the main clause:

6 & RALEE HFoBFLE
SO WO mireba kokoro wo ita-mi
that ACC see.PROV  heart ACC hurt

“When [I] seethat, [I feel my] heart hurts, and
. (MY S 18.4122)

(Adjectivesin OJ co-occur with accusative-marked
arguments.)
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Right Pronominalization

(7)

AR ETE
[s2 (*Proy) [s; [npOPOSaka-nI
big.hill-DAT

PRAN BEITE

hill,

miti  twopeba]
road ask.PROV

apu ya wotomye-wo];
meet FOC young.woman-ACC

"% BRFE AR RE MR
tadani pa pro, nora-zu|
straight TOP say-NEG

“When | asked the way from the young woman | met on the big

she didn't say [tell me] the direct way.” (NSK.64) (tree)

» Syntactic binding theory (Chomsky 1981) dictates that the null
pronoun pro, ‘she’, cannot be in theinitial position of S,, and
therefore must linearly follow S;, as shown.

» O[Y]

Sells (York) OJNull Pronouns
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NSK.64

5
|
51
55 54 MNP 4 Va
NP 4 MNP 5 Vs Ss S My CPart; noru
T T | PN | |
S 3 N5 CPart; N5 twopeba AN Part, V3 tagimati wo
T | | N
MNP 5 V., Part; wotomye wo it tada-ni  pa nora-zu
P
M CPart; apu vya
| |
opo-saka ni

“When | asked the way from the young woman | met on the big hill, she didn't say
[tell me] the direct way.”
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Right Pronominalization, subjects

(8) WTiLETY A= LU F
< [s1 [ @umidi no apusakayamani
Omi Road GEN Osaka Mountain DAT
Fh ks aik TEE
tamuke site] wa ga kwoye-yukeba] (...) pro,
make.offering do.GER | GEN cross-go.PROV (...)
X AL

mata kapyeri-mi-muj
again return-look-CONJ

“When | cross, making an offering at Osaka Mountain of Omi
Road, (...) [I] will look back on (all this) again.” (MY S.13.3240)

» S[Y], Genitive-marked subject
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Left Pronominalization

9) WA R T Y AR 2 R N
[« [s; masurawo no pro;  ywobi-tate-sikabal
fineman GEN call-stand-SPAST.PROV
s I = PRIRANSH N A
[ e SAWOSIKaA NO | munawake-yuka-mul]
buck GEN press.through-go-CONJ

“Because the fine men flushed [it] out, the buck must be
pressing through (the brush).” (MY S 20.4320)

» [O] S, Genitive-marked subject

Sells (York) OJNull Pronouns
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Left Pronominalization

(10) o R 7O R 7
[s; Pro, omopu ni S amari-ni-sikaba]

think. ADN DAT RES exceed-PERF-SPAST.PROV

[ i & BRI
[kadwo ni idete] [\pwagal, Kkoipusu] wo
door DAT go.0ut.GER | GEN lay.down CONJ

“(...) my collapsing upon going out of doors because worry
overwhelmed me.” (MY S.12.2947h)

» [§] S



Binding (I)

(11) SEETY e VAl
[ < [\ NUbatamMa no ywogwiri no tatite
black.jewel COP  night.mist GEN stand.GER

G A ATy

opoposi-ku ter-eru tukuywo noj;

vague-ACOP  shine-STAT moon.night GEN
R 7D

[, Pro, mireba] kanasi-sa]

see.PROV be.touching-ACOPEXCL

“How touching, when you look at (it), is the moon that
shines dimly when the jewel-black night mist rises.”
(MY S.6.982) (Genitive is most likely subject of kanasi-sa.)

Sells (York) OJNull Pronouns
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Binding (ll)

(12) =FE HIES, AN

< [np(--2) Inoti mo sutete araswopi.ni
life even discard.GER  competing

ek ] rSE D IE%Z

tumadopi Si-kyeru wotomye-ra gal,

engagement  do-MPAST young.woman-SFX GEN
ik A/

[s Pro; Kikeba] kanasi-sa

hear.PROV touching-ACOP.EXCL

“*How touching, when you hear about [her], is the young
girl whom the two men wooed, in competition, even

throwing their livesaway (...)” (MY S.19.4211)
(In both Binding examples the null argument isthe O of S,.)
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Binding (lll)

(13) JuH UEAL)Y Wz 1L
nagatukwi no sigure no ame no yamagwiri no
rain GEN mist GEN
R T RFE]
Ibuseki [agamune tawo mibayama-mu]
| GEN heart someone Acc see.Cond stop
“If [it] sees someone [lit. who], my heart will stop
[feeling lost].” (MY S.10.2263a) (tree)

(In this Conditional example the Binding isto the S of the
subordinate clause.)
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Binding — MYS.10.2263a

5
5|1
,_l_l_l_l_,_,_._
NP ;
ﬁ#H”JfJ#ﬂ—-_-—ﬁ—k==E5355555553=:==:_ﬂ_h__
s, N; CPart; Ng
ST
S3 A .l g!a ml.,!ne
S TT——
MNP 5 Cop s ibu5|e-|ci
e N T
N, CPart, NP 5 Ny no
fff;fﬁqthﬁhxm
naga-|tu|cwi n|0 sS4 My CParts 'g,rama|-gwiri

N

NP, Cop; ame no

M5 no

sigure
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MNP 5 WV

N |

M; CParty, miba

ta Wo

Vs

yama-rmu
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Provisional examples — minimal
pair
(14) K&y S RE/CE Y
opo-kimi no mi-koto no saki no
great-lord GEN fine-word GEN fortune GEN
HE S
Kikeba taputwo-mi
near.Prov = precious

“The fortune of my great lord's words, when [1] hear
[1t], Isprecious.” (MY S.18.4094a)
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MYS.18.4094a

582

Vg

Ag

taputo-mi

=
|
5 g1
;ﬁ‘%___
MNP 5
I N
VETE CPart 5 M 104 CPartg, MNqips  CPartgs
| | | | | |
opo-kinmi no mi-koto no saki no

kikeba
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Provisional examples
(15) M1 LRI T

opo-kimi no mi-koto no saki wo

great-lord GEN fine-word GEN fortune ACC
kS EZIVIES

KiIkeba taputwo-m
near.Prov  precious

“When [I] hear the fortune of my great lord's words,
[It] Isprecious.” (MY S.18.4095a)

Sells (York) OJNull Pronouns
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MYS.18.4095a

52

m

MNP 5

e T

f"-.I3 ':Partz N-ﬂ- ':Partg N5 CF"ar‘td

opo-kirmi no mi-koto no saki WO

53 A

Vs taputwo-mi

kikeba
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Conditionals

Now, afew examples involving conditionals
» Look at OO cases (RPro, LPro)

» Look at mixed cases (O [T], [F] O)
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Conditionals

(16) E-F- R 7
Kimi wo mi-teba Koso
you Acc see-Perf.Cond Emph
iy H & etk H
Inoti ni mukapu  wa ga kwopwi-yama-me
life DAT risk | GEN love-stop-Con

“If [1] have seen you, would I, who risk [my] life, stop
loving [you]?" (MY S.12.2979)

, O[O], dso[S] S

Sells (York) OJNull Pronouns
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Conditionals

(17) MR &z oA
oboroka-ni wares pro omopaba
carelessly-Dat | EMPH think.Cond

NZEIR A = IR
pitodumani  arito Ipu 1Mo ni
man’s.wife DAT Cop Compsay  beloved DAT
S Aok,

kwopwitutu ara-meya
love-Cont  Stat-Conj Foc

“If | carelesdly thought [about her], would [I] be loving my
beloved, who is said to be another's wife?” (MY S.12.2909)

» [O] O (object is actually dative)
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Mixed O [S]

(18) TFIEHEIKES
[kami tu kenwo
Kamitukeno
A RAL FIURRHE
kapoya ga numa no
Kapoya GEN marsh GEN
LERIE pro. WUALERE
pikaba nuretutu
pick.Cond get.loose

R A4l R
Ipawitural;
rock.vine

“If [I] ask [you] out, [come] smoothly [to me like] arock vine from

KapoyaMarsh in K amitukeno that comes smoothly

If one pullsit.

(MY S.14.1316; trandlation based on Vovin 2012) (tree)
» Overt object of pikaba is subject of nuretutu.

Sells (York) OJNull Pronouns
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MYS.14.3416

!f——______________—_-“\\

MNF

m

51

P S

N] CF’ar‘t1 Nz 53z NP3 1'|.l'r3
I . ST TTTTT— TN |
karmi tu kenwo 53 Wa Mg CParty na-taye-sone
MP 5 Vi nuretutu  a Wo
TR |
M5 CPart, My CPartg Mg pikaba
| o |
kapoya ga numa no ipawitura
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Mixed S [O]

(19)

FLIHRERRE FTREME ik
[ [s1 [yp MIdU.NO.YE NO urasima no kwo ga];
Mizunoe GEN Urashima GEN child GEN
ZIRAGETE Bl Bl B g

tamakusige ake-zuari-seba] pro mata mo
jewel.box open-NEG-SPAST.COND again even
Sn] 35 b 5

apa-masl woj

meet-SUBJ CNJ

“If only the child from Urashima in Mizunoe hadn't
opened the box, [I, we, she] could have met [him] even
again.” (FK.15)

» S[O], Genitive-marked subject

Sells (York) OJNull Pronouns 37



Conclusion

Provisional and Conditional clauses seem to be structurally
above or below the subject position of their superordinate
clause (structures follow).

Many anaphoric relations between S/O in each clause are
possible (later slide), but arguments of Provisionals always
seem to link to Sin the superordinate clause.

Thismust be afact about the contexts in which Provisional
clauses appear, not Provisional clauses themselves.

Notes on case marking: so far, genitive subjects of
Provisionals participate in S[S] but genitive subjects of
Conditionals do not (S[O]).

Accusative on O is possible but not necessary in both O [F]
and O [Q].
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Subordinate clause adjoined to S

S S,
NP..V, NP VP,




Subordinate clause adjoined to VP

S,
N
NP VP,




Anaphoric patterns

Provisional clauses
» Anaphorais aways to the superordinate clause subject.
[SI[S], SIS, [S]S, O[S, [O] S

Conditional clauses

» Either argument (S/O) in the subordinate clause may
corefer with either argument (S/O) in the superordinate
clause.

[SI[S], S[S], [S]S, O[S, tofs

[Q][Q], O[Q], [O] O, S[O], s}

Sells (York) OJNull Pronouns
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Thank you!



References (l)

Akiba, Katsue. 1977. “ Switch reference in old Japanese,” Proceedings of the
3rd annual meeting of the Berkeley Linguistics Society, Berkeley Linguistics
Society, 610-619.

Chomsky, Noam. 1981. Lectures on Government and Binding. Dordrecht,
Foris.

Frellesvig, Bjarke, Stephen W. Horn, Kerri L. Russell and Peter Sells. to
appear. “ Provisional and Conditional Clausesin Old Japanese.” Proceedings
of WAFL 8. MIT Working Papersin Linguistics.

Horn, Stephen W. and Kerri L. Russell. to appear. “Null Argumentsin Pre-
modern Japanese.” Acta Linguistica Hafniensia 45.1.

Kuno, Susumu. 1973. The Structure of the Japanese Language. Cambridge,
MIT Press.

Sells (York) OJNull Pronouns

43



References (ll)

Martin, Samuel E. 1975. A Reference Grammar of Japanese. New Haven, Yale
University Press.

McAuley, Thomas E. 2002. “ Switch-reference and semantic discontinuity in
Late Old Japanese,” Journal of Japanese Linguistics 18, Nanzan University,
29-58.

Ohori, Toshio. 1994. “Diachrony of Clause Linkage: TE and BA in Old
through Middle Japanese.” In Pagliuca, W. (ed.) Perspectivesin
Grammaticalization. Amsterdam, John Benjamins, 135-149.

Vovin, Alexander. 2010. Man ’yoshii. Book 5. [A New English Trandation ... .]
Folkestone, Kent, Global Oriental.

Vovin, Alexander. 2012. Man 'yoshu. Book 14.[A New English Trandation ...
] Folkestone, Kent, Global Oriental.

Sells (York) OJNull Pronouns




