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Abstracts:

GRAMMATICALITY AND UNGRAMMATICALITY IN PHONOLOGY

Andries W. Coetzee
University of Michigan

In this article, I make two theoretical claims: (i) For some form to be grammatical in language
L, it is not necessary that the form satisfy all constraints that are active in L; that is, even
grammatical forms can violate constraints. (ii) There are degrees of ungrammaticality; that is, not
all ungrammatical forms are equally ungrammatical. | first show that these claims follow
straightforwardly from the basic architecture of an optimality-theoretic grammar. | then show
that the surface sound patterns used most widely in formal phonology cannot be used to test the
truth of these two claims, but argue that results from speech processing experiments can. Finally,
I discuss three experiments on the processing of non-words of the form [stVt], [skVk], and
[spVp] in English that were designed to test these claims, and show that both claims are
confirmed by the results of the experiments.

DIFFERENTIAL FUNCTION MARKING, CASE, AND FOCUS STRUCTURE: EVIDENCE FROM KOREAN

Song-Nim Kwon
University of Paris-8/UMR SFL, CNRS

Anne Zribi-Hertz
University of Paris-8/UMR SFL, CNRS

The central goal of this article is to propose a systematic description of DIFFERENTAL
FUNCTION MARKING (DM) in Korean, a language in which both subject and object markers may
fail to be spelled out. Taking Aissen’s (2003) theory of DM as a starting point, we show that
although its predictions seem mostly consistent with the statistical results of corpus-based
research on Korean (and Japanese), this model does not accurately account for the Korean data.
We argue that subject and object bareness (the lack of a functional particle) regularly correlates
with interpretive effects that should be captured in terms of information structure (focus
structure). Adapting Erteschik-Shir’s (1997, 2007) framework to represent f(ocus)-structure, we
argue that bare subjects and objects, in Korean, fail to be visible at this level. Consequently, they
may be construed neither as active topics, nor as foci, and thus must either be left out of f-
structure, or incorporated within larger f-structure constituents, in order to be interpreted. We
show that bare objects are never construed as topics or foci and always exhibit a form of
semantic incorporation, while LEuL-marked objects always stand as f-structure constituents
construed as focused at some level. Bare subjects, unlike NEUN-marked topical subjects and GA-
marked subjects, can be construed neither as active topics, nor as foci, and always occur in tense-
deficient clauses construed as thetic and anchored to speech time. We argue that our own
assumptions correctly predict the results of corpus studies, and we suggest that as regards
nominal arguments, F-STRUCTURE VISIBILITY might ultimately stand as the crucial interpretive
correlate of FUNCTIONAL positions in syntax.



DiscussiON NOTE: FROM LINGUISTIC ELICITATION TO ELICITING THE LINGUIST: LESSONS IN
COMMUNITY EMPOWERMENT FROM MELANESIA

Lise M. Dobrin
University of Virginia

Moral problems arise when the notion of community empowerment is adopted as the guiding
framework for endangered language research and development (EL R&D), particularly where
EL R&D projects falter or fail under a community’s control. If “only the community can save its
language,” then program failure implies a lack of ability or commitment on the part of the
community that can reflect on it negatively, reinforcing the feelings of disempowerment that feed
language shift. While a handful of cases of language program failure have been described in the
literature, linguists have yet to fully absorb the consequences of this phenomenon for the field.
This paper examines the case of a traditionally Arapesh-speaking community in the linguistically
dense Sepik region of Papua New Guinea, where language shift is advancing rapidly, even in
rural areas where extensive multilingualism is the historical norm. When understood within the
community’s own cultural framework, a failed vernacular schooling project and local responses
to linguistic researchers themselves reveal a set of concerns quite unlike those described in the
contemporary EL R&D literature: an intense desire to elicit the involvement of powerful
outsiders—people precisely like foreign linguists. The study suggests that what is truly
empowering in the Melanesian context is not for local communities to be able to carry out
language work on their own, but rather for outside linguists to engage with them in the kinds of
ongoing personal relationships that recognize and reciprocate the communities’—and by
extension, their languages’—value.
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