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IRREGULARITY IN JAPANESEHONORIFICS

ANIE THOMPSON
University of California, Santa Cruz

This article examines suppletion and feature-conditicalémmorphy in Distributed Mor-
phology. It discusses some empirical commonalities amieget kinds of allomorphy, and
then examines how they could be accounted for in DM. It thermea®n to a particular
case of irregularity, the Japanese verbal honorific. Sonteesfe honorifics are shown to
fit the common criteria for suppletion and feature-condi¢io allomorphy. However, it is
then shown that the common notion of the cycle within DM canreat these honorifics as
cases of allomorphy, suggesting that the phonologicakaylst be larger than the version
argued for in Embick (2010).

Keywords: Distributed Morphology, Japanese, honorifics, syntaxpktjon, allomorphy

1 Introduction !

Distributed Morphology is a syntactic theory of morphologlgich subscribes to the notion of a cycle. The
cycle provides locality conditions for interactions beememorphemes. In turn, this limits the accounts the
theory can provide for phonologically and semanticallggular derivations, in which either the pronuncia-
tion or meaning of a form cannot be predicted by its compmsitDue to work by Borer (2009) and Embick
(2010), we have well-described theories of how semantgirarity and phonologically-conditioned allo-
morphy occur. However, there is less work within the theohiclr describes allomorphy conditioned by
grammatical features instead of phonology, including &etmm. In particular, feature-conditioned contex-
tual allomorphy which involves complex syntactic struetroften including roots, is not well understood
in this theory.

Cases of feature-conditioned allomorphy are easy to comps@cUnfortunately, plausible cases of
feature-conditioned allomorphy over larger syntactiodres are relatively rare. The majority of familiar
cases of feature-conditioned allomorphy include suppiebiased on tense, aspect, gender, plurality, and
case. Importantly for theories of locality, these familkiaises often tend to involve very few categorizing
heads—often one or two at most. There are far fewer casegwalemorphy appears to happen over larger
structures.

One of these rare cases is the Japanese verbal honorifizidivety, the honorific is a periphrastic
light verb construction. However, certain verbs are regdiday irregular forms. As | will show, the behavior
of these irregular honorifics is not homogenous; some iteeglare far better candidates for a suppletive
analysis than others. There are some irregulars in paatisshich seem to be cases of true suppletion.
Crucially, this allomorphy must happen over a complex syntawill show that the productive honorific
is best analyzed as a nominalized verb and a light verb. THigomve problematic for the theories of
phonological cyclicity common in the literature.

In 82, | first provide a quick introduction to DM and the themriof semantic and phonological
cyclicity current in the theory. | will also provide a nonetbretical discussion of suppletion and feature-
conditioned contextual allomorphy, and discuss how thésm@mena can be handled in DM. | turn to the
Japanese honorifics in 83. Here | present the empirical Baginning with the productive honorifics. |
then present the irregular honorifics. In 84, | outline a agtit analysis for the productive honorific. This
analysis updates the analysis provided in Ivana and Sakai, 2¢hich considers the honorific to be a type of

*My greatest thanks go to Jorge Hankamer, who provided stigper advice throughout the genesis of this paper. Thanks
also to Boris Harizanov, Ruth Kramer, and Susan Steele foneentary on an earlier draft, to the participants in the 2008C
morphology seminar for discussion, and to Manami KiderazmdYashima for judgments. All errors lie solely with me.

1acc = accusative,cLocC = circumlocative;CONT = continuative;CoP = copula; DAT = dative; HON = honorific; IMPF =
imperfect;NOM = nominative;PERF= perfect;POL = polite; Q = question,REN = renyookei;TOP = topic; TLOC = translocative
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light verb construction involving a nominal. | also provideidence against the honorification-as-agreement
analyses which are common in the literature, such as thaided in Boeckx and Niinuma 2004 and Boeckx
2006. After presenting this analysis, | examine how thegirters must fit into this syntax. | conclude that
these cannot be counted as cases of allomorphy under they #fiealescribed. This means that we must
either call them non-allomorphic cases, which causes a auwituseful generalizations to be lost, or that
we must alter the theory to allow for larger phonologicallegc

2 Irregular Morphology
2.1 A Brief Introduction to DM

First, | would like to very briefly outline the theory descaib here. | will be working within Distributed
Morphology (Halle and Marantz 1993, 1994; Harley and Noy899 Embick and Noyer 2001), which is
a syntactic, piece-based theory of morphology. Under tiésty, the syntax manipulates feature bundles.
Once the syntax is spelled out to PF and LF, further operatmnthe feature bundles may happen at PF
before the bundles are supplied with phonological matetialill not describe these operations in detail
here; the reader is referred to Harley and Noyer 1999 and &nalnid Noyer 2001 for overview. In general,
these operations allow features and feature bundles tolibempved, and otherwise changed in various
ways.

The insertion of phonological material in this theory iserllased. Feature bundles are associated
with phonology through VIs (vocabulary insertion rules)kafple Vls for the past tense indicative of the
Basque copula (Corbett 2007) and several English pluralgigen in (1) and (2). The left side of the arrow
corresponds to phonological material. The right side ofttnew is more involved. At the bare minimum, it
specifies the features which the VI matches. It may also §péna syntactic context in which those features
must sit, as in (2).

Q) P- & [-speaker, -participant, -pl, +past, +indic, +cop]
-ir- & [-speaker, -participant, +pl, +past, +indic, +cop]

-in- & [+past, +indic, +cop]

2) -se [+pl]
-ene [+pl] / {ox child, ...}

4 o [+pl] / {fish deet sheep...}

Cop 0T

Sometimes, several VIs will be specified for the same feailinés is the case in (2), where all three
Vls are specified for [+pl]. In such cases, the Subset Pri@cipmes into play:

3) Subset PrincipleThe phonological exponent of a VI is inserted into a morpaédfithe item matches
all or a subset of the grammatical features specified in ttmital morpheme. Insertion does not
take place if the VI contains features not present in the meme. Where several VIs meet the
conditions for insertion, the item matching the greateshber of features specified in the terminal
morpheme must be chosen. Harley and Noyer (1999)

Under the Subset Principle, the VI that realizes the mostifea of a node will win, as long as that
VI does also not realize additional features which are nebeiated with the syntactic node in question. So,
if a syntactic node contains only [+pl, +fem], a VI specifiext f+pl, +fem] will be inserted in favor of a
VI specified for [+fem]. However, a VI specified for [+pl, +ferparticipant] will not be inserted, since it
contains a participant specification which the syntactidendoes not have.
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The Subset Principle limits when VIs may be realized in patér contexts. However, it does not
describe the type of contexts which VI may be specified for,dues it specify when heads may combine to
produce irregular semantics. Given the power that the yhieas, the issue of locality becomes important:
It is one of the ways that the predictions of the theory arestained. Typologically, it is fairly clear that
contexts of phonological and semantic irregularity tenldagdocal; items in local configurations are far more
likely to effect irregular semantics or phonology than iteim non-local configurations. However, it is not
entirely clear how local these contexts must be.

The majority of work in the field assumes that the phonoldgigale and the semantic cycle are
the same cycle. However, as a whole, the literature makestiaation between semantic and phonological
domains of locality. | will briefly examine the literatureee and then explore some potential consequences
of the assumptions made in the literature.

It is generally not disputed that the first merge of a root waitategorizing head is a domain of both
phonological and semantic idiosyncrasy. Arad (2003) andalta (2001) make the strong proposal that this
domain is also the only domain of idiosyncrasy. Unfortulyateis is empirically problematic. Consider
the following English data in (4).

(4) a. edit=vedit+v

editor = Vedit+ v + ng,
editorial = Vedit+ v + nor + Nia

b. natural =+vnatur + al,
naturalize =vnatur + al, + ize,

c. class =vclass+n
classify = vclass+ n+ vigy
classifieds =vclass+ n + Vify + Neg + pl

Edit has the semantics of ‘to prepare material for presentatjarolrecting, revising, or adapting’.
Editor means ‘one who prepares material for presentation by dorggaevising, or adapting’. However,
editorial refers to ‘an article which states an opinion or gives a mtye’. It need not involve the meaning
of editor at all. In this case, the derivational morphesa introduces idiosyncratic semantics not predicted
by the base or the derivational morpheme itself. The samersdor the other pairs in (4paturalizehas
a reading which does not contain the meaningaitural, andclassifiedsdoes not contain the meaning of
classify

The strong Arad/Marantz theory cannot account for this. ek@v, more recent work by Borer
(2009) proposes that semantic idiosyncrasy is not limitechérge of the root with the categorizing head.
Rather, Borer proposes that semantic idiosyncrasy carr agtil the merge of the first semantic cyclic
head. Under her theory, semantic cyclic heads are nonaraegy heads (i.e., heads which are not l&e
or n). This theory can account for the data in (4), since thesetsires do not contain a non-categorizing
head which would force spell-out of a semantic cycle. | wilbpt this theory here, as the most plausible
theory of semantic idiosyncrasy available in the DM litarat

Phonological irregularity, on the other hand, seems to \elugite differently. The most well-
developed theory of allomorphy is that proposed in Embick®f@r phonologically-conditioned contextual
allomorphy. Note that this is a different type of allomorghym the topic of discussion in this paper, which
is feature-conditioned. However, it is plausible that tve types will bear similarities, including locality
conditions. As Embick notes, a ‘root-attached’ theory ddmlorphy is too restrictive; English past tense
alone indicates that relatively distant heads, such as $t briable to affect the spell-out of the root.

Under Embick’s analysis, phonological locality has two goments: Phase-cyclic locality and
linear locality. This idea of two components of locality iaged on a pair of generalizations. The first
generalization is that linear order matters. Languages tieshow phonologically-conditioned allomorphy
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when two morphemes are linearly adjacent, with no intengmivert morphology. It is possible that this
is not relevant for feature-conditioned allomorphy, whétdes not care about its phonological environment
S0 much as its syntactic environment. One interesting bitisgiis that the correlate of linear adjacency for
feature-conditioned allomorphy is presence in the sam@hwbogical word—i.e., if two morphemes do not
form a true morphological word, they will not affect eacheth phonology. | will not take a strong stance
on this here.

The second is a generalization about syntactic cycliaityhis theory, categorizing heads and C are
taken to be cyclic heads. Embick’s schematization for thdicyy generalization is shown in (5), whexe
y are cyclic head</ is a non-cyclic head, and represents a trigger for allomorphy.

) a. ...x]x]z
Generalization Non-cyclicZ may show contextual allomorphy determineddayas long ax
is not overt.
b. ...a]lXy
Generalization Cyclic y may not show contextual allomorphy determinedayeven ifx is not
overt.

The generalization is that an outer, non-cyclic h2aday see across a non-overt cyclic head, and contextual
allomorphy may be triggered. However, outer cyclic headsioaisee across another cyclic head, even if
the intervening head is non-overt. This distinction in jgaitar is a distinction that, if valid for one type
of contextual allomorphy, should be valid for the other typgeinvolves the interaction of features over
syntactic hierarchies, which ideally should be the samalidinds of allomorphy.

| want to note that Embick does not differentiate betweensimantic and phonological cycle.
However, | will do so here. The data in (4) alone are semditipaoblematic for Embick’s theory. | will
therefore keep Borer’'s hypothesis that non-categoriziegdh define the semantic cycle. This means that
categorizing heads are left to define the phonological cy€hs distinguishes between the phonological
and semantic cycles, and produces an alternating spelladgre cycles are spelled out to PF and LF in
essentially complementary distribution.

2.2 Feature-Conditioned Contextual Allomorphy and Sujmbe

Before moving on to the Japanese data, it is necessary tamxdne broader empirical context, and to see
how this relates to the theory just outlined. | will begin bgfiding and explaining two terms. The first
iS FEATURE-CONDITIONED CONTEXTUAL ALLOMORPHY, or FCCA. | use the term feature-conditioned
contextual allomorphy to refer to those allomorphic vaoias which are not conditioned by phonological
surroundings. Rather, they are cases of allomorphy whiehcanditioned by the presence of a certain
object, such as a grammatical feature, sitting in a certaitastic context. Semantically regular examples
include the English past tense; T[+past] is spelled out ifoua ways in the context of different verbs. For
example, in the context difake we see the regular pastd However, in the case afivewe see an irregular
vowel (dové, and in the case afowe see a thoroughly irregular formvent

There are also contexts in which irregular semantics anaigibgy go hand-in-hand. This is the
case for some Arabic broken plurals; examples are given)if(Héles 2004). When the singular appears in
a certain broken plural form, its meaning becomes extended:

(6) Singular Plural
bab ‘door’ ?abwab ‘doors; chapter, section of a book’
bayt ‘tent, house’ ?abyat ‘tents, houses; verse of poetry’
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The second term | will define isupPPLETION which | take to be a subset of feature-conditioned
contextual allomorphy. Non-theoretically, canonical gefive morphology is that morphology which is
maximally phonologically irregular and maximally semaatly regular (Corbett 2007). Importantly, as
Anderson (2007) notes, the phonological irregularity asged with suppletion cannot be conditioned by
phonological rule. This means that allomorphy such as tbst@ated with the English plural marker -s is
not suppletion. The different variations of this marker c@nderived by phonological rule which makes
mention of the stem-final segment.

Generally, the phonological criterion for suppletion isliwanderstood: Unpredictable irregularity.
However, the second criterion—semantic regularity—is kegll-defined. The question of what is suffi-
ciently semantically regular is a matter of open (and samesi relatively heated) debate. Some authors
limit the term ‘suppletion’ to inflectional morphology. This because inflectional morphology is most
likely to involve principled changes in semantics based mmynatical features (especially grammatical
features that tend to be expressed in binary terms). Thesgeb in semantics are predicted by the regular
semantics of the particular head and base involved. For ghearook at the Slovene example in Table 1
(Corbett 2007). The plural of nominatividovek‘'man, person’ appears as the irregujadije; this can be
compared to the regulagrad ‘castle’. The semantic changes are the semantic change$ ate always
predicted by these features.

Singular Dual Plural
Clovek  cloveka ljudje
grad gradova gradovi

Table 1: Slovene Nominatives

One most note, of course, that not all ‘inflectional’ morphpt is semantically regular. This kind of
idiosyncrasy is relatively common, even when the morphpisgegular. Booij (1996) gives the following
examples from Dutch, which appear with the regular pluralkeizenbut which appear with idiosyncratic
semantics:

Singular Plural

letter ‘letter’ letteren ‘arts’

vader ‘father’ vaderen ‘forefathers’

middel ‘means’ middelen ‘means of existence’
zenuw ‘nerve’ zenuwen ‘nervous breakdown’
boek ‘book’ boeken ‘financial administration’
groet ‘greeting’ groeten ‘kind regards’

gedachte ‘thought’ gedachten ‘memory’

Table 2; Dutch Plurals

However, it does seem to be overwhelmingly the case thatnwrfeectional paradigms involve
phonological irregularity, they also involve semanticulegity. This is in contrast with derivational mor-
phology, which tends to be less semantically regular. Avdéonal head may have a regular semantics (and
perhaps even bear certain grammatical features that coglget suppletion). However, these heads are
also much more likely to condition idiosyncratic semantiarges which are not associated with the regular
semantics of either the head or the structure to which itla#ts. Again, review the pa@ditor~edtorial this
is a case where a derivational morpheme induces idiosyos@&nhantics not predicted by the base or by the
derivational head.

157



Anie Thompson

In this paper, | will not distinguish inflectional and dettimaal morphology, as is the general rule
in DM. However, | will distinguish between suppletion andhet kinds of feature-conditioned allomorphy.
Suppletion, | claim, is properly portrayed as feature-étimaed contextual allomorphy that does not in-
volve any irregular semantics: The semantics of a suppldétium should be entirely predictable from the
semantics of the base and the merged head. This is in linethethlistinctions made in Corbett 2007.
However, note that it does not follow arguments such as thBbbaljik (2007), who claims that only full
suppletion is suppletion, or that in Marantz (1997), whaorskathat only functional heads supplete. Both
theories contain undesirable consequences. Bobaljiksryhresults in forms such dsave~left which
cannot be captured by regular phonological rule, beingddeas non-suppletive. This does not adequately
capture the irregularity of these forms. Marantz’s theorythe other hand, greatly explodes the amount of
functional morphology in the grammar; all verbs in Englishigh supplete based on tense must in fact be
instantiations of the T head. | would instead like to claimttRCCA can involve any type of head and can
occur within any domain that allows phonological and seiwamnegularities. The only distinction which
sets suppletion apart is that requirement that suppletirrad be semantically regular.

| propose that phonologically irregular VI can be triggel®dthe presence of a particular gram-
matical feature in some morphosyntactic context, subgdhe locality conditions defined by Borer and
Embick. The triggering feature may sit on the irregular \#eif or on a nearby head, and the irregularity
may be full or partial. Below | give relatively simple examaplof each type from English. In each case, the
triggering feature sits on a non-categorizing head, whideparated from the root by only one categorizing
head. According to Embick’s theory, this allows the trigggrfeature to affect the phonology of the root.
However, according to Borer, it will not allow irregular santics, since the non-categorizing head will spell
out its complement to the semantics; this is in accordante what we see.

(7 a. lrregular VI of the head containing the triggering featUrepl]

0X~0X-en

b. Irregular VI of a head in a local context with the triggeringature[+comp]
good~bett-er

c. Partially irregular VI
dive~dove

d. Fullyirregular VI
go~went

In summary, the theory proposed here works within a postasyic theory of morphology. It pro-
poses separate, alternating spell-outs to LF and PF, amwisadirammatical features to trigger both irregular
VI and the lookup of irregular semantics. So far, examplehsas the ones we have examined are rela-
tively straightforward for the theory. It is necessary tstthe theory on less straightforward examples. For
this reason, | will now turn to a case-study of Japanese lfargmnwhich are syntactically and semantically
complex in ways not illustrated by the data examined so far.

3 The Japanese Honorific
3.1 Productive Honorifics

Japanese has a polite language system cddegla which is roughly divided into exalting language
(sonkeigd and humbling languagek¢nzyougp One integral part of this system is th€RBAL REFER-
ENT HONORIFIC. These honorifics are used to indicate the social statusrtdicendividuals. Referent
honorifics (unlike addressee honorifics) do not require teegnce or participation of the individual whose
status is referenced; they merely require reference tantlatidual.
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Structurally, the productive verbal referent honorific ipeiphrastic verbal constructiénlt con-
sists of a light verbguru or ninaru) and a non-finite form of the verb called tReENYOOKEI, or stem form.
Theo+stem is preceded by the honorific prefi¥go-2

There are two types of referent honorifics. The first type ied&UBJECT HONORIFICATION This
type elevates the status of the subject relative to the spe@ke second type $ON-SUBJECT HONORIF
CATION%, also known asiumblinglanguage. This type elevates the status of a non-subjety esiative to
both the speaker and the subject (Matsumoto 1997). Suljedrification, hereby abbreviated as SH, can
be seen in (8). The exalted subject is marked with nominaidge; the verb appears in tbestem form,
andninaruis used as the light verb.

(8) a. Tanaka-san-ga o-kaer-i ninat-ta.
TanakaPOL-NOM HON-return.homerREN beCOmerPERF
‘Mr. Tanaka went home.’
b. Suzuki-sensei-ga hon-o 0-yom-i ninat-ta.

Suzuki-teacheromM bookAcc HON-readREN becomerPERF
‘Prof. Suzuki read the book.’

c. Hiroda-san-ga hon-o Hanako-ni o-kas-i ninat-ta.
HirodaPoL-NOM book-Acc HanakobAT HON-lend-REN becomerPERF
‘Ms. Hiroda lent the book to Hanako.’

Non-subject honorification (NSH) can be seen in (9). Agdie,\terb appears in thetstem form,
and the light vertsuruis used. The subject is in this case humbled.

(9) a. Taroo-ga Suzuki-sensei-o o-tasuked si-ta.

TarooNOM Suzuki-teachercC HON-help-REN do-PERF
‘Taroo helped Prof. Suzuki.

b. Watasi-gaHiroda-san-o  o-mat-i Su-ru.
I-NOM  HirodaPoL-ACC HON-wait-REN do-IMPF
‘| will wait for Ms. Hiroda.'

c. Watasi-gahon-o Tanaka-san-ni 0-kas-i ninat-ta.
I-NOM  book-Acc TanakaPOL-DAT HON-lend-REN becomePERF
‘[ lent the book to Mr. Tanaka.’

In the case of Sino-Japanese nominal + light verb constmet{Grimshaw and Mester 1988), the
honorific is formed by appending the honorific prefig- to the noun. This noun then combines with the
light verb. Examples are shown in (10), where we see the ooific pattern, SH, and NSH.

(120) a. Yukiko-ga Ryuko-o Minamoto-ni syoukai si-ta.
Yukiko-NOM Ryuko-Acc MinamotoDAT introductiondo-PERF
“Yukiko introduced Ryuko to Minamoto.’
b. Yukiko-ga Ryuko-o Minamoto-katyou-ni go-syoukai si-ta.
Yukiko-NOM Ryuko-Acc Minamoto-section.chieBAT HON-introductiondo-PERF
“Yukiko introduced Ryuko to Mr. Minamoto, the section chief

2There is another honorific strategy in Japanese, known asatee honorific, which produces verbs homophonous with the
passive (although with different patterns of case markifig)s form will not be addressed in this paper.

The honorific prefix is a productive prefix for forming honarifiouns, which are common in polite speeattya‘(honorable)
tea’ or o-mizu‘(honorable) water’. Its phonological form is lexically demined, witho- occurring with native vocabulary and
some modern loan items, agd- occurring mostly with Sino-Japanese words. Very rarely,grefixmi- occurs with some archaic
or formal words, such ami-na‘the Holy Name'.

“This is also termeabject honorificatiorin the literature, but | agree with Matsumoto (1997) thatjéa honorification’ is a
misleading moniker.
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c. Minamoto-katyou-ga Ryuko-0  Yukiko-ni go-syoukai ninat-ta.
Minamoto-section.chieikom Ryuko-Acc Yukiko-DAT HON-introductionbecomePERF
‘Mr. Minamoto, the section chief, introduced Ryuko to Yulik

So far, these paradigms seem identical, except for choitighifverb. However, there is a crucial
difference between the two types. In NSH, a benefactivaiogiship commonly holds between the subject
and exalted entity, as shown below in data from Matsumot®719 The benefactive relationship can occur
in either direction, as can be seen in (11a) and (11c) belddb)(and (11d), on the other hand, do not
stereotypically describe a benefactive situation. Thesenples are ill-formed.

(11) a. Abe-san-ga sensei-0 o-tasuked si-ta.

Abe-POL-NOM teacheracCc HON-helpREN do-PERF
‘Mr. Abe helped the teacher.’

b. #Abe-san-ga Oota-sensei-0 0-koros-i si-ta.
Abe-PoL-NOM Oota-teachencc HON-kill- REN do-PERF
‘Mr. Abe killed Prof. Oota.’

c. Abe-san-ga senseikara hon-o o-kar-i si-ta.
Abe-PoL-NOM teacherfrom book-ACC HON-borrow-REN dO-PERF
‘Mr. Abe borrowed a book from the teacher.

d. #Abe-san-ga senseikarahon-o  o-nusum-i si-ta.
Abe-PoL-NOM teacherfrom bookAcc HON-stealREN dO-PERF
‘Mr. Abe stole a book from the teacher.’

Notably, verbs such deorosu‘kill’ and nusumusteal’ can be used in NSH constructions if the rel-
evant killing or stealing can be construed as a benefactittera Again, the examples are from Matsumoto
(1997).

(12) a. Ooisi-ga nikui Kira-o  tono-no tamenio-koros-i si-ta.
Ooisi-Nom odiousKira-acc lord-GEN for HON-kill- REN dO-PERF
‘Ooisi killed the odious Kira for his lord.’

b. Sensei-no tameniwatasi-gadeki-ru koto-wa anoKooetu-no kakeziku-obizyutukan
teachersen for I-NOM  caniMPF thing-ToP thatKooetu-GEN scroll-Acc art. musuem
kara o-nusume-i su-ru  koto dakedesi-ta.
from HON-stealREN do4MPF thing only COP-PERF
‘The only thing | could do for my mentor was to steal that Koessroll from the gallery.’

The examples in (11) and (12) illustrate a further intergsproperty of NSH. In SH, there is an
honored entity which corresponds to the subject argumenhNSH, the honored entity can correspond to
any non-subject argument, including arguments of sourdeparpose clauses. The latter in particular are
non-argumental; they are non-obligatory and not tied t@atijement structure of the verb. This data directly
contradicts claims made in Toribio (1990) and Boeckx andiliia (2004), who claim that the exalted non-
subject entity must be an argument. Moreover, they clairhtth@aexalted non-subject entity will be the
indirect object if both an indirect and a direct object exi#tis is based on data as in (13).

(13) a. *Taroo-ga otouto-ni Yamada-sensei-no koto o-hanas-i si-ta.
TarooNOM brotherbAT Yamada-teachegEN thing HON-talk-REN do-PERF
‘Taroo talked to his little brother about Prof. Yamada.’

5The exact status of the requirement is uncertain; howewets F2003) analyses the meaning of the honorific as a whate as
conventional implicature. As Matsumoto (1997) shows, saomexts allow a non-benefactive use, meaning that thefaene
requirement is not in the truth-conditional semantics.sltikely a conversational implicature associated with uk¢he form,
although this has not been fully tested.
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b. Taroo-ga Yamada-sensei-ni otouto-no koto o-hanas-i si-ta.
TarooNOM Yamada-teachapAT brotherGeN thing HON-talk-REN do-PERF
‘Taroo talked to Prof. Yamada about his little brother.’

c. *Yukiko-ga Minamoto-katyou-o Ryuko-ni  go-syoukai si-ta.
Yukiko-NOM Minamoto-section.chiekcC Ryuko-DAT HON-introductiondo-PERF
‘Yukiko introduced Mr. Minamoto, the section chief, to Ryauk

This data is often used to argue for Agree-based accountsnoirtiication. However, it is unlikely
that the non-argumental honored entities are agreeing twithverb. Even more troubling, Boeckx and
Niinuma footnote some troublesome data involving locati&ad the verlsyoukai suru

(14) a. Watasi-w&aizyoo-niTanaka-sensei-o  o-ture{ si-ta.

I-TOP placebAT Tanaka-teachexcc HON-takeREN dO-PERF
‘| took Prof. Tanaka to the place.”

b. Watasi-wéheya-ni Tanaka-sensei-o go-annai si-ta.
I-TOP room-DAT Tanaka-teachexcc HON-usherdo-PERF
‘[ ushered Prof. Tanaka to the room.”

c. Watasi-wayousyuu-ni sensei-o  go-syoukai si-mas-u.
I-TOP audiencebAT teacheracc HON-introductiondo-POL-IMPF
‘I'll introduce the teacher to the audience.’

Since the last example utilizes the same predicate as timtdata in (13), it is especially damning
for an Agree account. | will expand later on the Agree-basetdyaes and problems for them in §4.2.

3.2 Irregular Honorifics

In addition to these productive honorifics, we also see whatdascribed in the literature as suppletive
honorifics (Matsumoto 1997; Boeckx and Niinuma 2004). | wie the term ‘irregular’ throughout in order
to distinguish between the forms of the verbs and the pdati@nalysis given to them. | will first introduce
the irregulars, and then examine the plausibility of a sefp@ analysis for them.

There are two types of irregularity which | will focus on heta the first, the productive honorific
is replaced with a simplex verb. In the second, ¢hstem form is replaced, normally by a Sino-Japanese
noun. These nouns tend to begin with the morphegeesr hai-. A short, partial list of irregulars is shown
below.

Plain SH NSH
‘be’ (animate) iru irassyaru oru
‘be’ (inanimate) aru gozaru
‘borrow’ kariru haisyaku suru
‘come’, ‘go’ kuru, iku irassyaru mairu
copula da deirassyaru de gozaru
‘do’ suru nasaru itasu
‘drink’, ‘eat’ nomu, taberu mesiagaru itadaku
‘read’ yomu haidoku suru
‘say’ iu ossyaru mousu
‘see’ miru goran ninaru haiken suru

Table 3: Common Irregular Honorific Predicates
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By far the most common type seems to be that seen in (15), wihemroductive honorific appears
as a single verb in both the SH and NSH paradigms.

(15) a. Suzuki-sensei-ga ossyat-ta.
Suzuki-teachenoM saidHON-PERF
‘Prof. Suzuki said (it).’
b. Watasi-ganousi-ta.

[-NOM  saidHON-PERF
‘| said (it).’

We also see replacement of txestem by a different nominal, as shown in (16). The nomirsbst
of these irregular forms can be seen in (16¢) and (16d).dstiEgly, the Sino-Japanese $liruconstruction
are never irregular in this way; only honorifics with nativerls show this type of irregularity.

(16) a. Tanaka-san-ga Taroo-o0 goran ninat-ta.

TanakaPOL-NOM TaroOACC seeHON beCOmePERF
‘Mr. Tanaka saw Taroo.’

b. Taroo-ga Tanaka-san-o haiken si-ta.
TarooNOM TanakaPOL-ACC seeHON do-PERF
‘Taroo saw Mr. Tanaka.’

c. sukezyurthaiken da
schedule seeHoN cop
‘looking at the schedule’

d. goran-no  arisama

SeeHON-GEN state
‘the state of seeing’

Although these forms are certainly irregular, and oftertextually replace the productive honorific,
it is not clear that all the forms are suppletive. | will exammisome particular forms in detail now. Some,
I will show, cannot be cases of suppletion or FCCA. Othersptaasibly be analyzed as such and will be
examined in further detail in §4.4.

First are the verbsaberu‘eat’ andnomu‘drink’. These are commonly replaced withesiagaru
‘eat, drink’ in the SH construction and witltadaku ‘eat, drink, receive’ in the NSH. | will begin with
itadaku As one may notice from the gloss, the védilakuhas an expanded meaning in comparison to the
plain verbs. This is shown in examples like the following,emdthe verb does not at all mean ‘eat, drink’:

a7 O-zikan-o sai-te itadak-i, arigatougozai-mas-u.
HON-time-ACC sparecONT receiveHON-REN thanks be-POL-IMPF
‘Thank you for sparing your time.’

This expanded meaning rules dtadaku as a suppletive verb, since this is highly non-regular
semantics. It does not rule out the verb as FCCA. Howevedllrgat under the principles of insertion used
in DM, FCCA occurs when a particular phonologically irreguV1 is the most specified VI for a context.
This means that we expect the irregular VI to block insertbanother, less-specified regular form in what
should look like Poser-blocking (Poser 1992). Howeves ihinot true foitadaky the productive honorific
can also be used:

(18) The wife of the speaker’'s boss packs the boss a luncly eéast The boss doesn't like the food,
but his wife will get angry if he brings the lunch home and htebavasting the food. The speaker,
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who likes that kind of food, offers to trade lunches and eatibss’s lunch instead.

a. Watasi-ga-bentou-o itadak-imas-you ka.
I-NOM  HON-lunch-Acc receive/earoL-shall Q
‘Shall | eat your lunch for you?’

b. Watasi-ga-bentou-o o-tabed si-mas-you Kka.
[-NOM  HON-lunch-Acc HON-eatREN do+oL-shall Q
‘Shall | eat your lunch for you?’

This indicates that these forms are not based on the sanuéus&uGiven this, a FCCA analysis ibddaku
is not possible.

We also see something interesting wittesiagaru It is unclear whether this form Poser-blocks
o-tabe ninary speakers dislike it, but also note that it is uSeowever, more intriguing is the following
data in (19). Itis considered grammatical—a ‘double hdiwri

(29) a. O-mesiagar-i de-su Kka.
HON-eat/drinkHON-REN COp-POL Q
‘Are you eating?’
b. Mise-nai-de o-mesiagar-i ninar-imas-u ka.
store-interioreLOC HON-eat/drinkREN becomePOL-IMPF Q
‘Will you eat inside the store?’

If mesiagaruis built over the same structure as the productive honottiien we should also see the pro-
ductive honorific commonly being doubled. This is not theecas

(20) *O-o-kar-i ninar-i-ninar-u.
HON-HON-borrow-REN becomeREN-becomenPF
Intended: ‘(Some honored person) borrows (it).’

These data, which show thishdaku and mesiagaruneither Poser-block nor are banned from appearing in

the construction they appear to alternate with, indicat alFCCA analysis for either verb is untenable.
However, other verbs are plausibly analyzed as supplefige example, the humbling verhairu

‘go, come’ is plausibly considered a syncretic honorifiomibrph ofiku/kuru ‘go/come’’ | argue that this

is a potential case of FCCA, though | will remain agnostic drether it should be considered suppletive.

Syncretic forms, which appear to be a case of semantic lagtyy are not canonical instances of supple-

tion (Corbett 2007). Importantly, note thatairu seems to Poser-block the productive honorific, which is

ungrammatica¥.

(22) a. Tosyokan-e mair-imas-you ka.
library-TLOC go/comepPoL-shall Q
‘Shall | go to the library?’
b. *Tosyokan-e o-ik-i si-mas-you Kka.
library-TLOC HON-gO-REN do-POL-shall Q
Intended: ‘Shall | go to the library?’

5This may be similar to thdove/diveddichotomy in English, where thgovepast tense is considered the grammatically correct
version, butdivedis often used.

"Syncretism is not problematic for DM. There are two potdmtielyses. Two separate syntactic structures can simpgpée-
ified for the same phonology, or features can be impoveridbading an underspecified form to acquire the default malgay.

8This cannot just be about the oft-mentioned phonologica kmit on the renyookei (Poser 1992), in which two-morayren
ookei are considered to be ‘too small’ to be formed: The \arbmeet’ allows the formation of the renyookai, which appears in
the honorific:o-ai suru
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Similarly, the exalting honorific correspondent of ‘go, @pirassyary is plausibly a case of syn-
cretic FCCA as well. Againirassyaru participates in Poser-blocking; it also cannot appear asudld
honorific.

(22) a. Sensei-ga irassya-imasi-ta.

teachemOM go/COMHON-POL-PERF
‘The teacher went/came.’

b. *Sensei-ga 0-ik-i ninat-ta.
teachemoM HON-gO-REN becomePERF
Intended: ‘The teacher went.’

Cc. *Sensei-ga o-irassyar-i ninat-ta.
teachemoM HON-go/comedON-REN beCOmePERF
Intended: ‘The teacher went/came.

The same occurs fasssyaruy the exalting honorific counterpart af ‘say, call’. This particular
irregular has no extended meaning, which indicates thatatgood candidate for a suppletive analysis.

(23) a. Sensei-ga ossya-imasi-ta.

teachemOM sayHON-POL-PERF
‘The teacher said (it).’

b. *Sensei-ga 0-i-i ninat-ta.
teachemoOM HON-say-REN beCOmePERF
Intended: ‘The teacher said (it).

Cc. *Sensei-ga o0-ossyar-i ninat-ta.
teachemOM HON-SayHON-REN becomePERF
Intended: ‘The teacher said (it).’

These cases+iairu, irassyaru, ossyard-are all plausible cases of FCCA, and in the casesf
syary a plausible case of real suppletion. The productive hfinaunterpart is ungrammatical, and they
cannot appear in the double honorific construction.

However, note that all three verbs represent only one of asses of irregular verbs, the full
irregular. It is also necessary to examine the partial irl@g. The first partial irregular | present here is
goran ninary which is the exalting counterpart dfiru ‘see, try’. Much likeossyaruandirassyary this
form blocks the productive honorific and the double honarific

(24) a. Goran ninat-ta.
seeHON becomePERF
‘(Some honored person) saw (it).’
b. *O-mi-0 ninat-ta.
HON-SseeREN becOomePERF
Intended: ‘(Some honored person) saw (it).’
c. *O-goran ninar-i-ninat-ta.
HON-seeHON becomeREN-becomePERF
Intended: ‘(Some honored person) saw (it).’

However, it is unlikely that this is a true suppletive formhelplain verbmiru has a number of
meanings, including ‘(visually) see; try; meeGoran ninaruhas only the meaning ‘(visually) see; try’. In
order to express the honorific of ‘meebai ninary, which is the exalting form of the verdu ‘meet’, is used
instead. Given thiggoran ninaruseems to behave more like a case of FCCA.
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The second form | will present is the humblihgidoku sururead’, which is often considered to
correspond to the plain vegmmu‘read’. Howeverhaidoku surudoes not block the honorific of the plain
verb; it also has a distinct difference in meaning, implyihgt the thing that is being read was authored by
the hearer/honored person.

(25) The speaker is out to dinner with some family and a fafnignd. The family friend is an esteemed
doctor who the speaker has only meet a few times. The famépdris older, and is having some
trouble reading the menu. The speaker offers to read the.menu

a. #Menyuu-ohaidoku si-mas-you ka.
menuAccC readHON do-PoL-shall Q
‘Shall | read the menu for you?’

b. Menyuu-oo-yom-i si-mas-you ka.
MenuACC HON-readREN do-PoL-shall @
‘Shall | read the menu for you?’

Although both forms are grammatical, the usagaitioku surun context is odd; it implies that the family
friend is in fact the author of the menu. Since this form reitblocks the use of the productive honorific,
nor has the same range of meaning, it is unlikely that it islmearph of the productive honorific.

A close examination of a number of irregular Japanese hiiceshows that these verbs cannot be
treated as a homogenous class. Some verbs appear to bedgudars, bearing no formal relationship to
their plain ‘conterparts’ other than loosely related Iaxisemantics. Some verbs appear to be honorific al-
lomorphs of their plain counterparts; they participatelochking relationships with the productive honorific
and cannot be placed into the honorific construction theraselThis latter type of verb can be divided into
two classes: Those verbs which are semantically irreguidrtlhose verbs which are semantically regular
and can be classified as suppletive.

4 The Syntax of the Honorific

Before we can attempt the morphological analysis of the tifioey we must determine their syntax. This is
especially important in DM, where the morphological anaslgsn only be as good as the syntactic analysis.
I will first present evidence that the productive honorifiogld be considered a nominal+light verb con-
struction. | will then show that Agree need not be involvedhia analysis of the honorific, and importantly
cannot be involved in the analysis of the non-subject hdispdontra prior analyses (especially Boeckx and
Niinuma 2004). After this, | will go on to make a syntactic posal for the honorific.

4.1 The Honorific as a Light Verb Construction

Ivana and Sakai (2007) (henceforth 1&S) provide a humberooivincing arguments that the productive
honorific consists of a light verb and a nominal. First, thbypvg that the finite verb in the productive
honorific does not behave like a full verb under some prosestrominal ellipsis. Instead, it behaves akin
to the N+ninaru construction. The full verimaru ‘become’ allows a dative-marked argument to be elided.
However, the N#inaru construction, in which the verb is highly bleached and dd#de more than make
the nominal a verb, does not allow elision of the N. Likewibe o+stem of the honorific cannot be elided.
The following data, taken from 1&S, illustrate this. In (26ye see elision of the argument of the full verb.
The examples in (27) and (28) show amiraruand an honorific construction; neither can elide the nominal
element.
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(26) a. Taroo-wamou daigakusei-nnari-masi-ta ka.
TarooToP alreadystudentbAT becomePOL-PERFQ
‘Has Taro already become a student?’
b. Ee,nari-masi-ta.
yesbecomerPOL-PERF
‘Yes, he has!’

(27) a. Go-kazoku-wainpaininari-masi-ta  ka.
HON-family ~ worry becomePOL-PERFQ
‘Are you worried about your family?’
b. *Ee, nari-masi-ta.
yes,becomePOL-PERF
‘Yes, lam.

(28) a. Yamada-sensei-wamou konohon-o o-yom-i ninari-masi-ta  ka.
Yamada-teacherop alreadythis book-AcC HON-readREN becomerPOL-PERFQ
‘Has Prof. Yamada already read this book?’
b. *Ee, nari-masi-ta.
yes,becomePOL-PERF
‘Yes, he has!’

These patterns are good evidence tiiatiru andsuruin honorific predicates are light verbs. Fur-
ther evidence for the hypothesis comes from the patterneobtistem. Morphological distribution of the
honorific prefix suggests that tloe-stem is a noun. As previously mentioned, the honorific pesfix/go-
commonly occur on noundya/otya‘tea’, han/gohantrice’, and tomodati/otomodatifriend’. Notably, the
honorific prefix does not occur on prepositions or in non-hificoverbal constructions. However, it does
occur on what have traditionally been termed [+N] categon®uns and adjectives. In addition to the above
examples, we also see things such as the following:

(29) o-tegami ‘letter’
o-hayai ‘early’
o-tanosii ‘fun’
go-kazoku ‘family’

o-denwa ‘telephone’

20T

Further evidence can be found by looking at the places wheepiendent+stem forms may occur.
They can occur with the copula and in case-marked positidmy nominals occur in both these positions
in Japanese.

(30) a. O-kaer-i da.
HON-return.nOmerREN COP
‘(Someone) is home.
b. Sensei-no o-kaer-i-o tanosimi-ni  mat-te i-mas-u yo.
teachersEN HON-return.homerREN-ACC enjoymentbAT wait-CONT bePOL-IMPF PRT
‘I'm anticipating my professor’s return homeY’

Altogether, this is excellent evidence that titestem behaves as a nominal. Given that it appears
in conjunction with the two most commonly used light verbd@panese, it is quite reasonable to propose
that the construction is another instantiation of the n@itlight verb construction so common in Japanese.
This is the general tack taken by 1&S, who propose the foltgui
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(32) a. Watasi-ggensei-o  o-tasuked si-ta.
I-NOM  teacheracc HON-helpREN do-PERF
‘I helped the teacher.

b. [[watasipp] [[0- [[[senseipp] tasukeyp] -0 np] Hp] Si- vp] -taTp]

In this proposal, the verb combines with a nominalizing hedudch then combines with a honori-
fication head to form an honorification phrase (HP). The ligdtb merges with HP, forming the productive
honorific. All the heads roll up into and are spelled out together.

This is, for the most part, a sound analysis. However, thexr@ dew issues. The most startling part
of the proposal is HP. There are two problems with the phrasst, it requires a significant alteration to the
selection requirements of heads. Any phrase which selectsioun must also select for an HP—a phrase
which is identical to the noun in everything except for thegance of a morpheme that is not traditionally
considered a category-changing morpheme.

Second, 1&S do not propose a syntactic explanation of thecieh ofsuruandninaru. There is
some speculation regarding semantic pressures, undeh winigru implies that the subject is not directly
involved in the action, whilesuruimplies direct involvement. In this case, the lack of direstolvement
is considered in some sense to be more refined; agents are ‘a@ogvdirty’ in the action, so to speak.
This speculation would also account for the usage of theygassorpheme in the other type of productive
honorific, and is well worth considering. However, 1&S do malve a mechanistic way for choosing the
light verb, and do not mention how else the verb is chosercelimey do not use agreement, there is no way
to predict the distribution of the light verb and whether ot the subject is honored or humbled. In 4.3, |
will modify the 1&S analysis to account for these issues.

4.2 Honorification is not Agreement

Before developing the extended analysis, it is necessadjstuss the analysis proposed by Boeckx and
Niinuma (2004), henceforth B&N. Under this analysis, hafication is agreement. This follows in the
steps of Shibatani (1977) and Toribio (1990), who make sinploposals for subject honorification. The
argument is made based on the data in (13), reproduced below:

(13) a. *Taroo-ga otouto-ni Yamada-sensei-no koto o-hanas-i si-ta.

TarooNOM brotherbAT Yamada-teachegEN thing HON-talk-REN dO-PERF
‘Taroo talked to his little brother about Prof. Yamada.’

b. Taroo-ga Yamada-sensei-ni otouto-no koto o-hanas-i si-ta.
TarooNOM Yamada-teachemAT brotherEN thing HON-talk-REN dO-PERF
‘Taroo talked to Prof. Yamada about his little brother.’

c. *Yukiko-ga Minamoto-katyou-o Ryuko-ni  go-syoukai si-ta.
Yukiko-NoM Minamoto-section.chiefkcCc Ryuko-DAT HON-introductiondo-PERF
“Yukiko introduced Mr. Minamoto, the section chief, to Ryuk

B&N propose that Agree is involved in the selection of theldaentity in NSH:v carries an
unvalued [hon] feature, and must agree with the highestaegt in its domain in order to obtain a value
for [hon]. If v cannot establish this relation (either because there i®nored argument or because there is
an unhonored intervening argument), then the syntax csadite structure is that in (32).

(32) [yv[IO[DOV]]]

Bobaljik and Yatsushiro (2006) note a number of issues figr dhalysis. There are three further
problems for this analysis, which | will detail here. The ffirs that the data is more complex than the
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analysis allows for. As we saw earlier, non-argumental gdsaan be the exalted entity. Likewise, there are
the examples, reproduced below, where the exalted entityeiaccusative-marked argument:

(14) a. Watasi-w&aizyoo-niTanaka-sensei-o  o-ture{ si-ta.

I-TOP placebAT Tanaka-teachexcc HON-takeREN dO-PERF
‘| took Prof. Tanaka to the place.

b. Watasi-wéheya-ni Tanaka-sensei-o go-annai si-ta.
I-TOPC  room-DAT Tanaka-teachexcC HON-usherdo-PERF
‘[ ushered Prof. Tanaka to the room.’

c. Watasi-wdayousyuu-ni sensei-o  go-syoukai si-mas-u.
I-TOP audiencenAT teacheracc HON-introductiondo-POL-IMPF
‘I'll introduce the teacher to the audience.’

The structure in (32) will underpredict data, ruling outmgraatical sentences.

Second, the B&N analysis cannot handle subject honorifinatilf subjects are introduced in
specyP, they will be abovey, and not within the probe domain of the head. This means Het tan
never enter into an Agree relation withThe [hon] feature om will then go unvalued, causing a crash. In
order to fix this, B&N must either claim that subjects are amiily generated below, or move the [hon]
feature to T. The latter is not an entirely undesirable ideayever, it does not explain the selection of the
exalting honorificw when T bears [hon]. In general, we do not think of T as selgdon particularvs, which
would be required if T bore the [hon] feature. This is not tietically satisfactory.

Finally, the B&N analysis is also morphologically unsaistbry. As we saw, the+stem form is
productively treated as a noun. It may sit independentiyefight verb. However, B&N generate the prefix
as a part of the light verb, with therstem as an infix. This does not account for the ability ofdhstem to
sit on its own, nor the fact that the honorific prefix is a suffix{@N] elements.

Although Boeckx and Niinuma note some interesting exampibere the identity of the honored
element is considerably restricted, the account they ditleese examples proves too restrictive. It rules out
a large swath of acceptable sentences, and makes undegiratictions for how SH must be handled.

4.3 An Elaborated Morphosyntactic Proposal for the ProdeeetHonorific

I would now like to propose an elaborated syntax. | will falldé&S in the proposal that the+stem form
is actually a nominalization which combines with a lighttvet will modify their proposal in providing a
different location for the honorific prefix and giving a syctia account of the selection of the light verb.

| propose that the honorific prefix is actually a feature, [hon the nominalizing head. The feature
can be specified as either [+hon], which is associated wdltiag language, or [-hon], which is associated
with humbling language. Unlike the I1&S proposal, this doesnequire a new type of syntactic phrase/head,;
it also does not require modification of selection restritsi, which is advantageous. It still accounts for the
fact that [hon] is associated with nominal elements, andsadis. It also still accounts for the fact that the
o+stem functions as an independent element: The honoriffixpsegenerated as part of the noun itself.

In the morphology, [hon] is fissioned from the nominalizirgp® This allows the insertion of both
the nominalizing morpheme and the honorific prefix. The Vésgiven in (33).

(33) [hon]e o-
[hon] & go+/{han, kazoku, . }.
[hon] & mi-/{kosi, na, . .}

n « -0/{tabe, tasuke, . }.

Q0T

9Optionally, we could view the honorific nominalizing headsasircumfix; however, this would make the honorific nomina th
only circumfix in the language.
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e. ne -il{nom, kaer, . .}.

| follow I&S in assuming that the nominalizing head occureada verbalizing head. | must note
that this contradicts the analysis in Volpe (2005). Volpepmses that the renyookei is always formed
through the merge of the root withrehead. This is based on data as in (34), where the renyookeipgeear
with an idiosyncratic meaning:

(34) a. awasé
jOIN-REN
‘a doublet’
b. awase-ru
join-IMPF
‘join’
C. awase-mono
join-thing
‘a joined thing’

Importantly, theotstem in the honorific construction never occurs with thésdskof idiosyncratic
meanings. Instead, it always occurs with the meanings ededovith the root in its verbal form, including
the argument structure associated with that verb.whs merged directly with the root in the honorific, we
would expect to see such idiosyncratic forms. Although sy be possible for forms likewasedoublet’,
it should not be allowed for the productive honorifics.

This gives us the following structure for tioe-stem:

(35) n
/\

n %
[£hon] -~
v

The light verb is then selected based on the properties afRhaith which it combinesSuru‘do’
selects for a [-honhP; ninaru ‘become’ selects for a [+homjP. The generalization given in 1&S about
agentivity and honorification is still compatible with thigoe of analysis. | must note that the selectional
restrictions of these light verbs is, of course, more comy@eruandninaru have other uses. However, in
general, these uses seem to divide strongly across thistgpmef agentivity distinction, where the subject
of a ninaru light verb construction is felt to be less strongly agentiven the subject of aurulight verb
construction.

Trees illustrating the derivations are given below. Comyplead structures are simplified through-
out, with the final complex head structure illustrated in T.

(36) a. Sensei-ga o-tasuked ninat-ta.
teachemoM HON-help-REN beCOmePERF
‘The teacher helped.
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DP T

A_
sensel

/\ /\

tpp T
/\ / -ta

j /\ ninar-
o~ v n
v > [+hon]
A vVtasuke v 0

(37) a. Watasi-ga-tasuked si-ta.
I-NOM  HON-helpREN do-PERF

‘I helped.’
b. T
DP T
—
watasi

top
/\

\Y n
AV "~ [-hon]
VX Viasuke vV

4.4 The Morphosyntax of the Irregular Honorific
In 83.2, | claimed that several honorific irregulars are édae:s for suppletion or FCCA. Itis now necessary

to examine how these irregulars fit into the structures megdere. | will first examine the partial irregular
goran ninary and then the full irregulamhairu, irassyaruandossyaru
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4.4.1 The Partial Irregular

Recall thatgoran ninaruhas both irregular semantics and irregular phonology. Tteéans that, if it is to
be given a FCCA analysis in the theory described earlierustrbe possible to capture both irregularities
within the given cycles.

The irregular semantics and phonology are both tied to timeimel in this case. The structure of
the complex nominal head is repeated below:

(38) n

N
Vv n

P

v v

Three heads are involved in this structure: a root and twegcaizing headsv is merged with the
nominal. v, since it is a non-categorizing head and therefore a seeneyttlic head in the theory described
here, will send the nominal off to LF to be interpreted. Thisams that the entire nominal is sent as a phase
to LF, and it may be interpreted idiomatically. Accordingllsis means that the irregular semantics of the
form can accounted for.

However, the phonology of the complex form is problematibeTorm is an irregular nominal, so
the entire nominal must be shipped off to PF in one phase. tthdesystem described in §82.2, this is not
possible. The first categorizing headviswhich combines directly with the root. Only non-categiornig
heads can see acrosto affect the phonology of the root. Howevaris a categorizing head and therefore
cannot see across This means that the structure given here for the produtitweorific cannot handle
goran ninaruas a case of FCCA under the current theory of phonologicdésyc

In order to account for the irregularity gbran ninaruunder the current phonological theory, then,
we must adjust the structure. The most straightforward walptthis is to directly combine the root and the
honorificn head, as shown below, with the corresponding VI:

(39) a. n

/\
vmi n[+hon]
b. goraneo Vmi/ n[+hon]

Since there is no intervening phonological cyclic head letw and the root, the irregular phonology is
allowed (as well as the irregular semantics). However, titdéethis loses one of the benefits of the FCCA
account, which is the blocking relationship betwegeman ninaruand the ungrammaticalbbi ninaru

4.4.2 The Full Irregulars

The three full irregulars to be examinadairu, irassyaruand ossyaruy differ in the type of FCCA which
they represent. Botmairu andirassyaruare candidates for semantically irregular FCCA, since trey
syncretic in nature. In order to account for syncretism, @méd posit impoverishment. For these examples,
this would require impoverishment of the root. This typerapbverishment would be both new and very
powerful—both undesirable consequences. Instead, thestaghtforward way to include syncretism of
roots in DM seems to be to posit two separate VIs: One irregdldor the mairu that corresponds to
iku ‘go’ and one irregular VI for the mairu that correspondsktou ‘come’. Since VIs are rules, as are
impoverishment rules, this method would end up with the saumeber of rules, but a significantly simpler
theory.
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This means that the Vs for each full irregular do not themektorrespond to idiosyncratic seman-
tics. Rather, they correspond to the regular semanticseofdbt involved. For this reason, the discussion
here will hold for all three irregulars.

In the case of the full irregulars, we see an irregular veftwah. This is unlikegoran ninary in
which only the nominal is irregular. The question of whatdsually phonologically irregular here is more
nuanced than in the case @bran ninaru There are two potentially irregular complex heads in tlaisec
v andv. In either case, the feature [hon] anmust be the trigger of irregularity. As we know from the
discussion ofjoran ninary the type of phonological cyclicity proposed in Embick 2041l not allow n
to affect the phonology of the root. However, let us imagiioe,a moment, a theory under which it was
possible fom to interfere with the phonology of the root over another gatizing head.

If vis the locus of irregularity, it undergoes phonologicathggular VI triggered by the neighboring
[hon] nominal head. The nominal head must be a sp@embrpheme, since the roots wifairu, irassyaru
andossyaruare all consonant-final and should occur with thallomorph. Likewise, the head must also
be a speciaf-morpheme, in order to prevent the insertion of a reguldrtligerb. This would require the
following set of VIs, which are specified for complex syntacontexts:

(40) a. ossyare v /n[+hon]

P

Viov

b. 0o n[+hon)/ v
P
Viov

C. Pov n

Y n[+hon]
PN
Viov
Note that the VI for the root, in particular, assumes thatttgenode of the complex root+head
undergoes VI, and not the terminal nodes. This is not fulliiia with the normal tenets of DM, in which
only true terminal nodes undergo VI. However, if phonoladjicycles for insertion are larger than that given
by Embick, we would need to either (a) allow insertion at ne@minal nodes, or (b) allow the proliferation
of VIs specifying@-morphology in certain terminal nodes. | would suggest,thatce the VIs would all
have to make reference to complex syntactic structure, thre mlegant analysis would allow insertion at a
non-terminal node, utilizing only one VI specified for thatmterminal node.
If vis the locus of irregularity, it also undergoes phonololycaregular VI triggered by the [hon]
nominalizing head. If insertion can occur at a non-termirade, then only one VI need be specified for this
structure:

(41) ossyar<» v

% n
Viov
There are, of course, several issues with these analygss,. tRese analyses would require signifi-
cant revision to the phonological cycles argued for in EfEi@10; this kind of extension of the phonolog-

ical cycle would need more supporting evidence. Second) #ibe phonological cycle were revised, we
would run into issues with VI into complex heads. We woulddh&epropose either the existence of numer-
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ous0-morpheme VIs, or allow insertion into non-terminal nod&sther proposal reduces the elegance of
the theory, and in the case of the latter proposal, also gtgaedness.

The alternate analysis for these verbs is to claim that theynat cases of FCCA at all, but are
instead based on different structures. In this case, weladalm that roots such as/i or Vik also select
for a rarev head with an honorific feature. This would break the gerneatibn about the morphological
distribution of [hon] discussed earlier. However, it iscaimilar to what is done in Kramer 2009 for
Amharic irregular plurals, in which [+pl] may be a feature dam for regular plurals, or a feature orfor
irregular plurals.

However, there is one problem for this analysis; Amhariegtiar plurals can often also be regularly
pluralized, creating what looks like a double exponencewfatity. This is shown in (42).

(42) Singular Irregular Plural Double Plural  Gloss
mamhr  mamkhr-an mamlir-an-oft[ ‘teacher’
k'al k'al-at k’al-at-otft[ ‘word’
kokab kawalbt kawakbt-otitf  ‘star

The Ambharic irregular plurals behave like all other nounsieyr combine with the plural. If the
structure for Japanese irregular honorific verbs were d@ange of [hon] sitting otv, then we would expect
to see the honorific verb to enter into the honorific consimuactlike all other verbs. We do see this for
mesiagary however, we don’t foossyaruand its kin.

The other possibility is thabssyaruis simply a different root, which combines with the regular
verbalizing head. For example, this is a likely analysisnf@siagary there is a separate root/mesiagar
which combines with a regular verbalizing head. This verbasmmonly used in place of the productive
honorific, and may itself be placed into the regular honofitattern. However, this analysis again can-
not explain whymairu, irassyary andossyarucannot be put into the double honorific construction, like
mesiagaru Likewise, it does not explain the blocking effect betwekesk irregulars and the productive
honorifics.

This leaves the theory in a bind. The two possible analysetenihe current theory, do not explain
the unusual blocking effects involving forms likessyary which do not occur in the productive honorific
and which block the appearance of the regular productivetifics. However, the analyses which can
account for these generalizations are not possible unéecufrent theory. They require revision to the
phonological cycle and a significant complication of VI. | uld like to tentatively propose the latter: Our
current conceptions of the phonological cycle and of the Waworks do not adequately account for the
data described here. This means that our theory must be édéalorder to allow for this data. This would
include, although not necessitate, the possibility of tesminal VI. However, the theory of phonological
cyclicity must allow any head (including a categorizing tieto see over a categorizing head and to affect
the phonology of lower items. This would require the follagichange to Embick’s generalization, where
a is a trigger for allomorphyx is a cyclic (categorizing) head, a@ds any head::

(43) o.a]x]Zz
Generalization Any headZ may show contextual allomorphy determineddgyas long ax is not
overt.

This allows any head to see over a phonological cyclic heagvoulld not allow a head to see over two
phonological cyclic heads. In the following structure, wdveandy are both cyclic heads; cannot function
as a trigger for allomorphy on:

44) * ..alx]ylZz
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Of course, this proposal can only be tentative, given theipaaf data here; a more in-depth analy-
sis of cross-linguistic data is necessary. However, therether problems for Embick’s idea of phonological
cyclicity (see Bennett, this volume), which also suggeat this type of amendment may be necessary.

5 Conclusion

This article has proposed a theory of semantic and phoraabgpell-out in DM, based on an amalgamation
of work by Borer and Embick. This theory utilizes a systemltdraating semantic and phonological cycles,
in which categorizing heads are cyclic for phonology and-oategorizing heads are cyclic for semantics.
Categorizing heads trigger the spell-out of the complernétite next lowest categorizing head to PF, while
non-categorizing heads trigger the spell-out of their oamplements to LF. | also examine how suppletion
and other forms of feature-conditioned contextual allgphgrwould behave in this theory.

Within the context of the theory, | then examine Japanes®ftifos. Before examining the mor-
phology of the honorifics, | propose a syntactic theory ofdrdits. Based on the morphological distribution
of the honorific prefix and the syntactic distribution of tleayookei, | propose that the-stem element in
the productive honorific is the nominalization of a verb. Bhstem then combines with a light verb, where
the choice of light verb is cast as a selectional restrichietween certain light verbs and [+hon] (exalting)
or [-hon] (humbling) predicates.

| then treat the irregular honorifics in depth, showing thamne honorifics cannot plausibly be
considered as cases of contextual allomorphy. Howeveer dibnorifics show classic signs of suppletion
and contextual allomorphy. They participate in Poserdilag, which indicates that they occupy the same
syntactic structure as the productive form. Likewise, étlare conditioned allomorphy of a certain syntactic
structure, we would not expect them to then appear in thattstre. This is what we see: Honorific forms
such agrassyarucannot themselves appear in the productive honorific cartstn. This is in opposition
to other cases of allomorphy, such as the Amharic irregulaals, which can receive a regular plural and
which are not analysed as instances of FCCA. Some of theses fehich could be analysed as FCCA also
show no irregular semantics, indicating that they are fitdyisuppletive forms.

Unfortunately, the theory as described cannot handle thieriegular honorifics as cases of FCCA.
The theory predicts that these forms could not have irreqa@nology, as there is a categorizing head
between the root and the [hon] feature, which sits on a catsgg head. If the theory is to be preserved,
this requires a different syntactic structure for thesédserThis means that they are no longer cases of
contextual allomorphy. It also means that we can no longeswatt for the inability of these forms to appear
in the productive honorific, unlike other irregulars, and ttaeir Poser-blocking properties. If we wish to
preserve these forms as cases of FCCA, we must make modifisat the theory. Most importantly, the
phonological cycle cannot be as small as the cycle definednbiék 2010. It is possible that we may wish
to entertain modifications to the ways in which VI proceedsparticular, in complex head structures, we
may wish to say that VI can occur at non-terminal nodes.
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