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MARTINA WILTSCHKO

THE SYNTAX OF PRONOUNS: EVIDENCE FROM HALKOMELEM
SALISH*

ABSTRACT. This paper investigates the syntax of independent pronouns in Halkomelem
Salish and argues that these pronouns are morphosyntactically complex. In particular, the
paper shows that independent pronouns contain a syntactically active determiner, and con-

cludes that they are full DPs with an elliptical NP. Licensing of elliptical NPs is subject to
cross-linguistic variation, and thus not all languages allow for determiners to be used pronominally. The analysis of independent pronouns as full DPs is supported by their external

syntax as well as their binding properties. It is shown that independent pronouns behave
like R-expressions in that they are subject to Condition C. On the basis of this observation,

it is concluded that binding theory must be sensitive to syntactic categories and, crucially,

that regular 'condition B' pronouns cannot be analyzed as (intransitive) DPs, contrary to
standard assumptions.

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper investigates in detail the syntax of a particular set of pronouns

in Halkomelem Salish called 'independent pronouns'.' Unlike other pronominal forms in the language, which attach to the main predicate as clitics

and affixes, independent pronouns pattern with full nominal phrases; they

* I am grateful to my consultants Rosaleen George, Elisabeth Herrling, and Tilly Guiterrez for sharing their knowledge of Halkomelem. Furthermore, Shirley Norris was of great

help in eliciting the data. Original data belongs to the Sto:lo Nation. I would also like to
thank the following people for their helpful comments: Strang Burton, Henry Davis, RoseMarie Dechaine, Hamida Demirdache, Naomi Sawai, and the two anonymous reviewers,

as well as the audience at the 33rd International Conference on Salish and Neighbouring
Languages where an earlier version of this paper was presented. Errors remain my respons-

ibility. Research on this paper was sponsored by the Academy of Science, Vienna (APART
435).

1 Halkomelem is a Central Coast Salish language spoken in British Columbia. Data
presented are from the Upriver dialect (Sto:lo Halq'emeylem).
N Natural Language & Linguistic Theory 20: 157-195, 2002.

? 2002 Kluwer Academic Publishers. Printed in the Netherlands.
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are syntactically and phonologically independent of the main predicate. 2

Table I shows the set of independent pronouns:
TABLE I

Halkomelem independent pronouns (Galloway 1993: 17 1f.)
SG

PL

1. te'e'lthe/te 'a'elthe telhli'melh
2. telewe telhwelep

3. tui'o/thull'6o tutl'6o:lem/thutl'6o:lem/yutl'6o:lem

I will argue for the following two claims: i) Halkomelem independ-

ent pronouns are full DPs with an elliptical NP, and ii) Halkomelem
independent pronouns behave like R-expressions.
Ultimately, I will show that the latter claim can be derived from the
former. That is, if we assume that R-expressions are defined as DPs, as proposed in Wiltschko (1998a, 1999), it will follow that independent pronouns
are subject to Condition C.

The paper is structured as follows. In section 1, the internal syntax of independent pronouns is discussed and evidence is provided that they contain

a syntactically visible determiner. It will further be argued that independent
pronouns are best analyzed as full DPs with an empty NP. Cross-linguistic

differences in licensing empty NPs will also be discussed. In section 2,

it is shown that independent pronouns behave like R- expressions. This
conclusion has important theoretical consequences in that it forces us to

abandon the standard assumption that regular Condition B pronouns are to
be analyzed as (intransitive) DPs. In section 3, it is shown that analyzing
independent pronouns as full DPs makes the right predictions for their

external syntax, i.e., independent pronouns have exactly the same syntactic
distribution as full DPs. Finally, in section 4 it is argued that the full DP
pronouns do not correspond to strong pronouns in Cardinaletti and Starke's

(1999) sense, but rather seem to establish a fourth kind of pronominal form
(besides clitics, weak pronouns, and strong pronouns).
2 Halkomelem is a head marking language: arguments are obligatorily realized as
agreement endings or citics, while full DP arguments are optional. Independent pronouns
pattern with full DPs in that they are optional. They do not provide any information that is
not already supplied by the obligatory pronominal marker on the main predicate. Rather,

their use induces a certain kind of emphasis on the denoted individual. For this reason,
independent pronouns are also labeled 'emphatic' pronouns. The specific (discourse) restrictions on independent pronouns will not be addressed in this paper, as they are not
crucial to the analysis presented here.
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2. THE INTERNAL SYNTAX OF HALKOMELEM INDEPENDENT
PRONOUNS

In this section I will argue that independent pronouns in Halkomelem are
best analyzed as in (1):

(1) [DP [D te [AgrDP [AgrD {elthe, lewe, tl'6,... } [NP 0]]]]]
According to the structure in (1) Halkomelem independent pronouns
contain a syntactically active determiner that heads its own projection. Accordingly, the entire pronoun is of category DP. Furthermore, (1) implies
that independent pronouns are morphosyntactically complex in that the
element following the determiner (elthe, lewe, tl'6, etc.) heads its own projection (Agr). And finally, according to (1) independent pronouns contain

an empty NP. All of these assumptions will be motivated in turn. We begin
by providing evidence for the claim that independent pronouns contain a
syntactically active determiner.
2.1. Independent Pronouns Contain a Syntactically Active Determiner

(DO)
Consider again the Halkomelem independent pronoun paradigm given in
Table I repeated below for convenience:
TABLE I

Halkomelem independent pronouns (Galloway 1993: 171f.)
SG

PL

1 . te'e'lthe/te a'elthe telhli'melh
2. telewe telhwelep

3. tu' o/thu'1 o tutl' o:lem/thutl' o:lem/yutl'6o:lem

The boldface letters in the above table highlight the determiner-like ele-

ment that appears prefixed on all the independent pronouns throughout

the paradigm.3 That Halkomelem independent pronouns are prefixed by a
determiner is a straightforward observation (cf. Galloway 1993; Newman
3 Note that the determiner-like element for third person pronouns appears as tu- rather
than te-. This vowel change might derive from the following construction 'te u tl'o'
whereby 'u' is a focus particle (Strang Burton, p.c.). Note, however, that this construction is
not attested synchronically. I therefore assume that tu in third person independent pronouns

is an allomorph of te which is restricted to third person.
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19774). There is, however, a non-trivial question arising in this context:
Is the determiner-'prefix' lexicalized or is it syntactically active? In other
words, which of the following analyses do we choose for independent
pronouns?

(2)a. [DP [DO te [xp [xo lewe ...
b. [xo [[DO/-I te] [x lewe]]

In (2a) the determiner heads its own projection, namely a determiner
phrase (DP). This structure obviously implies that the determiner is syn-

tactically visible. In (2b) the determiner is prefixed at a level below

XO. This structure implies that the determiner te is not visible in the
syntactic component because syntax does not 'see' below the X? level.
Consequently, morphologically complex words like (2b), which are not
derived syntactically, are syntactic atoms. In what follows I will show that
the evidence crucially favors the structure in (2a).
2.1.1. All the Determiners are Productively Used on Independent
Pronouns

A first argument for a syntactic analysis of independent pronouns in
Halkomelem stems from the fact that all the possible determiners are attested with independent pronouns. Determiners in Halkomelem encode
number, gender, and remoteness. A list of the possible Halkomelem

determiners is given in Table II.
TABLE II

Halkomelem determiners (adopted from Galloway 1993: 387)
MALE/UNMARKED FEMALE

PRESENT + VISIBLE te the

NEAR + NOT VISIBLE kwthe se, kwse

DISTANT kw'e kw'the, kwse
PLURAL ye, (any of the above) ye, (any of the above)

It is striking that the 'prefixed' determiner on independent pronouns

exhibits the same kind of form and meaning correspondence as the determiners in Table I. We find that the prefixed determiner varies according
4 According to Newman (1977), Halkomelem is the only Salish language where the
determiner is found on independent pronouns.
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to number, gender, and remoteness in exactly the same way as the regular
determiner. This is shown in Table III.
TABLE III

Independent 3rd pronouns with differ-

ent determiners (Galloway 1993: 403)

Male Female

Singular tu(:)tl'o thui(:)tl'o
Plural tutl'6lem thutl'olem
yutl'6lem

Absent kwthu':tl'o kwsu':tl'o

If the prefixed determiner were lexicalized, i.e., if independent pronouns were stored in the lexicon, this parallelism between the regular
determiner and independent pronouns would be a mere coincidence.
However, the productive use of the different determiners follows straight-

forwardly from the syntactic analysis. The prefixed determiner is simply
an instantiation of the regular determiner. Thus, we expect to find all the
possible forms.

Note that this fact would also be compatible with the assumption that
independent pronouns are productively derived in the morphological component. Thus, we do not yet have an argument for the syntactic visibility of
the determiner. In order to show that the determiner is really syntactically
visible, we have to provide evidence that it is sensitive to the syntactic environment in which the independent pronoun occurs. Following is a series
of arguments that point in this direction.
2.1.2. The Determiner Varies with a Syntactically Defined Position

In Halkomelem, the form of the determiner varies according to syntactically definable criteria. For example, in the complement position of a
preposition, a proper name is preceded by an oblique determiner:5

5 With this classification, I differ from Galloway (1993) who essentially classifies tl' as
a determiner for not visible or distant humans. As far as I have been able to determine, tl'

is more likely to be classified as an oblique determiner restricted to names, much like its
Cowichan counterpart discussed in Gerdts (1988).
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(3) lemel-stexw-es tl' Bill te sq'emel xwelam
throw-CAUS(30)-3S DETOBL Bill DET paddle over.to
til' Bob6
DET OBL Bob

Bill threw the paddle over to Bob. (Galloway 1993, p. 342)
Crucially, the same is true for independent pronouns. Table IV and the
examples in (4-5) makes this clear:
TABLE IV

Independent pronouns as objects

.of prepositions7 (Galloway 1993:
190)

sg

p1

1. tl'a' elthe tl'(e)lhli'melh
2. tl'elewe tl'alhwelep

(4) le wa':lx-es te sqe'me'l steti's tl'-a'elthe
AUX throw-3SDETpaddle near DETOBL-ISG.INDEP

He threw a paddle beside (near) me. (Galloway 1993, p. 242)
(5)a. kwu'-t-es telli tl'-a'elthe
take-TR-3S from DETOBL-ISG.INDEP

Hel took it from me. (Galloway 1993, p. 341)

b. kwui-t-es teli tl'-elewe

take-TR-3S from DEL:OBL.2SG.INDEP

~~~~~~~

He took it from you. (Galloway 1993, p. 341)

6 Abbreviations used are as follows: AUX = auxiliary; DET = determiner; FEM =
feminine; FUT = future tense; INDEP = independent pronoun; INTR = intransitivizer;
MASC = masculine; NEUT = neuter; NOM = nominalizer; 0 = object; OBL = oblique;
PL = plural; POSS = possessive; REDUP = reduplicated; S = subject; SG = singular; TR =

transitivizer. A short key to the orthography of Upriver Halkomelem (see Galloway 1993)
is: a = e or e; ch = tf, ch' = t'f, e (between palatals) = i, e (between labials) = u, e (elsewhere)

=;a,Ih=1,o=a,6=o,xw=x ,x=x,y=j,sh=f,th=O,th' =tO',tl' =ti',ts=c,ts'=
c', x = x or xJ, xw = xW, = ?, '= high stress, = mid stress.
7 tl' is not used on 3rd person pronouns (*tl'tl'o).
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These data conclusively show that the determiner must be syntactically visible. If it were not, then it would not be expected that it can vary according
to the syntactic environment.
Another crucial argument for the syntactic nature of the determiner

stems from its sensitivity to the predicate - argument distinction. I will
start by looking at predicative environments.

2.1.3. The Determiner on Independent Pronouns is Dropped in Predicate
Position

If the determiner heads its own projection (DP), i.e., if it is syntactically
active, we expect that it can be dropped in environments where determiners

are generally dropped. This is indeed the case. It is a well-known fact about

Salish languages that nouns in predicate position are not preceded by a
determiner:

(6) swiyeqe te i:mex
man DET walking

That's the man that's walking.
Independent pronouns behave exactly as expected under the syntactic analysis. The determiner 'prefix' is dropped just in case the independent

pronoun occurs in predicate position:8
(7)a. [e1the]pred te i:mex
ISG.INDEP DET walking
That's me that's walking.
b. * [te-elthe]pred te i:mex

DET-ISG.INDEP DET walking

(8)a. [1hwelep]pred-cha Iam
2PLINDEP-FUTgo
It will be you folks that go. (Galloway 1993, p. 172)
b. * [te-1hwelep]pred-cha ham
DET-2PL.INDEP-FUT go
8 Salish languages are strictly predicate-initial. Thus the position of the pronoun in
(7-9) must be the predicate position. Also in these languages, arguments are necessarily
preceded by a determiner. Therefore, elements following the predicate in these examples
must be functioning as arguments, as they are introduced by a determiner.
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(9)a. [tl'O]pred te ma:l-s tui-tl'o

3INDEP DETfather-3POSS DET-3INDEP
That's his father.

b. * [U-1'o]pred te ma:l-s tu,tl'o
DET-3INDEP DETfather-3POSS DET-3INDEP
That's his father.

This pattern would be completely unexpected if the determiner were not
syntactically active. In that case we would not expect it to be sensitive
to the predicate - argument distinction. However, under the assumption
that the determiner-'prefix' is simply the regular syntactic determiner, the

pattern above is fully expected.

2.1.4. DPs in Argument Position Need a (Syntactically Active)
Determiner

The counterpart of the previous argument concerns the behavior of inde-

pendent pronouns in argument position. Again we are led to the conclusion
that the determiner of an independent pronoun has to be syntactically
visible.

It is a well-known fact about Salish that NPs in argument position

are obligatorily preceded by a determiner (see Matthewson 1998 among
others):

(1O)a. hfkw *(te) swiyeqe
big DET man
The man is big.

b. kw'ets-lexw-es *(te) swiyeqe *(the) slha:li
see-TR(30)-3S DET man DETFEM woman
The man sees the woman.

c. t'i:t'elem *(ye) mestiyexw
singing DETPL people
The people are singing.
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Independent pronouns have essentially the same distribution as full DPs. It
is therefore remarkable that they do not show a (second) determiner even
if they occur in the same position as their full DP counterparts:
(1 I)a. i:mex-tsel te-'a'elthe
walk-]SG.S DET-ISG.INDEP

I am walking.

b. yoyes-chexw te-lewe
working-2SG.S DET-2SG.INDEP

You are working.

c. la:yem-tset te-lhimelh

laughing-] PL.S DET-IPL.INDEP
We are laughing.

d. ewo:lem-chap te-lhwelep
playing-2PL.S DET-2PLINDEP

You folks are playing.

(12)a. q'oq'ey tu-tl'o
sick DET-3INDEP
He is sick.

b. kwe'ets-lexw-es tu6-tl'o th u - tI o
see-TR(-30)-3S DET-3INDEP DET7FEM-3INDEP
He sees her.

The same holds true in the possessive construction. As shown in (13),
a possessor argument is obligatorily preceded by a determiner (see Mat-

thewson 1998):9

(13)a. hikw te kopui-s *(t1l) John
big DET coat-3POSS DET OBL John
John's coat is big.
9 If the possessor is a name, the oblique determiner is used.
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b. hfkw te alelm-s *(t1) Mali
big DET house-3POSS DET OBL Mary
Mary's house is big.

c. kwe-lexw-es te John te pekw-s *(te)
find-TR(30)-3S DET John DET book-3POSS.3POSS DET
swiyeqe

man

John found the man's book.

Crucially, if an independent pronoun is used as the possessor it is not
preceded by a (second) determiner:

(14)a. t'i:t'ele'm te ma':l-s th'u-tl'o
singing DETfather-3POSS DET-3INDEP
Her father is singing.
b. tl'o te rna:l-s t u--tl'o

3INDEP DETfather-3POSS DET-3INDEP
That's his father.

The data discussed in this section indicate that the determiner on the inde-

pendent pronoun must be syntactically visible. On the one hand, we know
that an NP in argument position is obligatorily preceded by a determiner.
On the other hand, we observe that there is no extra (second) determiner preceding an independent pronoun in argument position. Therefore
we can conclude that the 'prefixed' determiner on independent pronouns

is syntactically active. It must count as the necessary determiner of the
argument.

Under the assumption that the determiner is prefixed presyntactically
(i.e., in the lexicon), this pattern would be quite surprising. Given the
assumption that morphologically complex words behave like syntactic
atoms, the determiner would not be visible in the syntax. It would then
be a peculiar property of pronouns that they do not have to be preceded

by a determiner even though they behave like full (argument) DPs in other
respects.
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2.1.5. Summary

At this point let us briefly summarize the result of this section. We have
seen evidence that independent pronouns in Halkomelem contain a syntactically active determiner. Therefore, the structure in (2a), repeated as
(1Sa), is clearly preferable over the one in (15b): the determiner is inserted
in the head position of a DP.

(15)a. [DP [DO te [xP [Xo lewe ...
b. [Xo [DO/-I te] [x lewe]]

2.2. The Structure of Independent Pronouns

So far we have seen that independent pronouns in Halkomelem contain a

syntactically active DP projection. The question is, what does Do take as
its complement? Which of the following structures do we choose?

(16)a. [DP [DO te [xp [xo lewe [Np 0]]]]]

b. [DP [DO te [Np lewe]]]
According to the structure in (16a), there is an intermediate projection
between DP and NP. This amounts to saying that elthe, lewe, tl'o ... are

not of category NP. According to the structure in (16b), DO takes an NPcomplement and elthe, lewe, tl'o would be of category NP. In what follows

I will provide evidence for the former assumption, i.e., for the structure in
(16a).
2.2.1. Independent Pronouns as Determiners

A crucial piece of evidence that helps to decide between the two possibilities discussed above stems from the fact that independent pronouns
in Halkomelem can license an overt noun. This means that independent
pronouns can not only be used as pronouns but also as determiners. This
phenomenon has been observed by Galloway: "Sometimes a nominal can
be added parenthetically after another nominal phrase as long as they refer
to the same person or thing" (Galloway 1980, p. 39) and "in such slightly
more demonstrative examples these pronouns are probably best translated
as 'that' "(Galloway 1993, p. 174).
The following examples illustrate this fully productive phenomenon:

(17)a. su me ts'tl'em thu-tl'o so:seqwt
so come jump DET7FEM-3INDEP youngest.sister
So the youngest sister came to jump.
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b. la t'e'kw'-stexw-es yu-tlo:lem q'a:eit

go home-CAUS(30)-3S DETPL-3PL.INDEP girl.PL DET
swiweles
boy
They, the girls, took the young man home. (Galloway 1980, p.

39)
(18) tl'o-cha-l-su qwemciwe-t thu-tl'o q'ami.
then-FUT-ISG.S-so hug-TR DETFEM-3INDEP girl
Then I'm going to hug that girl (Galloway 1993, p. 174)

This pattern provides clear evidence against the structure in (16b). If tl'o

were an NP complement of Do we would not expect the possibility for
another NP.10 Thus the complement of DO cannot be NP. This leaves us
with the structure in (16a), repeated here as (19):

(19) [DP [DO te [xP [Xo {elthelsg, lewe2sg, tlO3sg ... }] [NP 0]]]]
2.2.2. The Category of the Intermediate Projection
So far we have established that independent pronouns consist of at least

three layers of projections: a DP headed by the determiner (te), an intermediate projection (XP in (19)) headed by the second morpheme of an

independent pronoun (elthe, lewe, tl'o, etc.) and an NP which can be empty
or filled. In this subsection we will determine the nature of the intermediate
category XP.

First, note that it has to be assumed that these elements elthe, lewe,
tl'o, etc. constitute their own syntactic categories, rather than, for example,

being attached to D below the Do level as in (20):
(20) [DP [D [te] [elthe]] [NP]]]
10 An anonymous reviewer points out an alternative analysis. One could make use of
Giusti's (1992, 1993) assumption that demonstratives are XPs in SpecDP. With this assumption one could analyze tl 'o as the NP complement of a demonstrative and there would

still be another NP position available:

(i) [[DP thu [Np tl'o]] D0 [NP q'ami]]
There are two immediate problems with this analysis for Halkomelem. First, one might

expect that the determiner head of D could be filled by another determiner (as in 'double
definiteness languages'; see Giusti 1994). This is, however, not the case in Halkomelem:

*thutl'o the q'dmi. Second, if tl'o really were an instance of N, then it is not clear why this
NP position is restricted to these elements (i.e., why can we not get two nouns as in *the
q'dmi s6:seqwt?).
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Evidence that elthe heads its own syntactic category comes from the fact
that in predicate position, it can be used on its own (see 1.1.6):
(21) elthe te i:mex

ISG.INDEP DET walking
I am the one who is walking.

From (21), we can also conclude that the category XP must be one that can
appear in predicate position which immediately excludes DP as a possible
candidate, because according to standard assumptions, D turns a predicate
into an argument (see, for example, Higginbotham 1985; Stowell 1989;
Longobardi 1994, among many others).

In accordance with a number of analyses concerning the internal struc-

ture of DPs, I will assume that this intermediate category is an AgrP, that

is, a projection hosting phi-features.1' Crucially, Dechaine and Wiltschko
(2001, to appear) argue that AgrPs (their pPs) can be used as arguments

or predicates. If their analysis is on the right track, AgrP is of the right
kind to appear in predicate position. Note also that the assumption that
elthe, lewe, tl'o etc. is of category AgrP is consistent with the fact that
independent pronouns encode phi-features (namely person and number).
Another piece of evidence for analyzing these elements as Agr has to

do with the interaction of independent pronouns with possessive affixes.

Possessive affixes cliticize onto the determiner,'2 as shown below:
(22) REGULAR DP 1ST SG POSSESSIVE DP

te mai:l - the father te-I mai:l - my father
te kapui - the coat te-I kapui - my coat
te pu:s - the cat te-l pu:s - my cat
(Galloway 1993, p. 179)
We have seen that it is a property of independent pronouns that they can

be used as determiners, and it is a property of possessive affixes that they
can be attached to all the different determiners. However, the possessive

affixes cannot be attached to independent pronouns used as determiners:

11 Note that different authors use different labels for essentially the same projection:
Ritter (1995) uses Num(ber)P, Cardinaletti and Starke (1999) use I(nfl)NP, Wiltschko
(1998a) uses AgrP, and Dechaine and Wiltschko (to appear) use qP.

12 This is an oversimplification: only some possessive affixes cliticize onto the determiner, whereas others cliticize onto the noun. For a detailed discussion see Galloway
(1993).
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(23)a. *f:mex tu-tlo-l mal
walking DET-3INDEP-ISG.POSS father
My father is walking. (Wiltschko 1998b, p. 469 ex. 53)

b. i:mex tu-tlo m&a:1
walking DET-3INDEP father

The father is walking.

c. i:mex te-I ma':l
walking DET-ISG.POSS father

My father is walking.
The question now obviously is why (23a) is ungrammatical. The answer
lies in the fact that tlo is of category AgrP as proposed above. This

assumption derives the ungrammaticality of (23) in the following way.
Possessive affixes can be analyzed as instances of AgrP (see Wiltschko

1998c for evidence).13 Consequently, it is expected that tl'o (which instantiates AgrP) and the possessive affixes (which instantiate AgrP) are in complementary distribution. This is indeed the case as the ungrammaticality of
(23) shows.

Based on this assumption we can now replace XP in (19) with AgrP
and thus end up with the following structure for independent pronouns:

(24) [DP [D te [AgrDP [AgrD {elthe, lewe, tl'o, ... } [Np 0]]]]]
In this context I would like to briefly address another question, one having
to do with the licensing of empty NPs.
2.2.3. When Can Determiners Be Used Pronominally?
The structure in (24) basically says that independent pronouns are determ-

iners that are used without an overt NP (in essence, a pronominally used

determiner). Halkomelem independent pronouns are thus reminiscent of a
set of German pronouns standardly called d-pronouns. Wiltschko (1998a)
has argued that these d-pronouns are also pronominally used determiners

(i.e., instantiating a full DP with an empty NP).14 Thus, they have the same
13 To be precise, Wiltschko (1998c) argues that possessive affixes are to be analyzed as
Pers(on)P and Num(ber)P, respectively. I take these projections to be instances of AgrP,
that is, much like IP is split into TP and AgrP (cf. Pollock 1989), it can be assumed that
the nominal AgrP can be split into PersP and NumP (cf. Shlonsky 1989, among others).

14 It is crucial that homophony between articles and pronominal elements does not
automatically mean that the pronouns are of category D. The opposite conclusion is also

This content downloaded from 141.89.152.134 on Tue, 19 Apr 2016 13:44:05 UTC
All use subject to http://about.jstor.org/terms

THE SYNTAX OF PRONOUNS 171

structure as Halkomelem independent pronouns (compare (25) and (26)
with (24)):

(25) Maria hat den (Mann) gesehen.
Mary has D-PRON (man) seen
Mary has seen him/the man.

(26) [DP [D d- [AgrDP [AgrD er [Np I Mann, 01]]]]]
Given this analysis of German d-pronouns and Halkomelem independent
pronouns, we have to ask why it is not always possible to use a determiner
pronominally. Consider, for example, the English sentences below:
(27)a. *Mary saw the.
b. Mary saw the man.

As seen in (27), English determiners cannot be used pronominally. We

thus have to address the question as to what determines whether or not a

determiner can be used pronominally or, in other words, when can an NP
be empty?

It is a well-known fact that the presence or licensing of empty elements
is related to agreement. In purely descriptive terms, the presence of suffi-

cient agreement allows for empty elements (see, for example, Borer 1983,
1986, 1989; Huang 1984; Rizzi 1986 for the phenomenon of pro drop
and Olsen 1991; Kester 1995 for licensing within the DP). In Wiltschko

(1 998a) the difference between German and English is captured with the
following assumption:
(28) IDENTIFICATIONAL LICENSING FOR EMPTY NPs

Strong AgrD licenses an empty NP

In this section I will briefly sketch a minimal reanalysis of (28) and show
how it can account for the cross-linguistic difference between German,
English, and Halkomelem. Wiltschko's (1998a) version to capture the intuitive relation between agreement and empty NPs relies on the notion of

government, which is not available in the minimalist program. However,

we can still maintain a relation between Agro and the empty NP without
possible: articles might well be of category Agr rather than D. Dechaine and Wiltschko
(2001) argue that this is the case for Romance clitics and articles, which they analyze as
pro-pPs.
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government. Consider the minimalist (i.e., bare phrase structure) version
of (24):
(29) [D [D d-] [AgrD [AgrD er [N 0]]]]

Under the theory of bare phrase structure it is no longer necessary to indicate whether a given node is a head or a phrase as these concepts are
contextually defined. Thus, the (contextually defined) head Agr is in a
local relation with the empty N (which is at the same time a head and a

phrase). The relation is still definable in minimalist terms: it is the relation
of sisterhood. We can thus redefine (28) as follows:
(30) An empty N recovers its phi-features from the phi-features of
its sister.

With this in mind we can now turn to the cross-linguistic differences
between German, English, and Halkomelem.
First, consider German d-pronouns:
(31) [D [D d-] [AgrD [AgrD er [N 0]]]]

In German, N's sister is a personal pronoun heading Agr. According to (30)

this is the right configuration for an empty N to recover its phi-features.
Consequently, empty Ns in German are licensed and determiners can be
used pronominally.

Consider now English determiners:

(32)a. *[D [D the] [AgrD [AgrD [N 0]]]]
b. *[D [D the] [N 0]]
Whether we assume that English has an Agr projection which is not
filled (32a) or no Agr projection (32b), an empty N cannot recover its

phi features: its sister does not contain appropriate phi-features. Therefore English determiners cannot be used pronominally. Note, however, that
there is a way to save the structure in (32). This is to use an overt dummy

NP (one), which makes the need for licensing obsolete:
(33) Mary saw the one
(34)a. [D [D the] [AgrD [AgrD [N one]]]]
b. [D [D the] [N one]]
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Finally, let us turn to Halkomelem independent pronouns:

(35) [D [D te] [AgrD [AgrD telthelsg, lewe2sg, tl 03sg ... I [N 0]]]]
As in German, N is sister to Agr, and Agr is occupied by a head containing

the appropriate phi-features to license the empty N.
Observe, however, that the Halkomelem morpheme instantiating D
(te) differs from its German counterpart (d-) in that the former is a free
morpheme whereas the latter is a bound morpheme. In other words, in
Halkomelem the determiner can be used without the agreement morph-

emes, whereas in German this is not the case:

(36) kw'ets-lexw-es te swiyeqe the slhaili
see-TR(30)-3S DET man DETFEM woman
The man saw the woman.
(37)a. D-er Mann sah d-ie Frau

D-3SG.MASC man saw D-3SG.FEM woman
The man saw the woman

b. CD Mann sah d Frau
D man saw D woman
The man saw the woman.

Since the Halkomelem determiner is a free morpheme the question arises
as to whether it can be used pronominally by itself, that is, without the
agreement morphemes. As the following sentences show, this is not the
case ((38a)/(39a)). The determiner needs the agreement endings to be used
pronominally ((38b)/(39b)):

(38)a. *kw'ets-lexw-es te the
see-TR(30)-3S DET DETFEM
He saw her.

b. kw'ets-lexw-es tu-tl'o thu-tl'o
see-TR(30)-3S DET-3INDEP DETFEM-3INDEP
He saw her.

(39)a. *kw'ets-lexw-es ye the
see-TR(30)-3S DETPL DETFEM
They saw her.
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b. kw'ets-lexw-es yu-tl'6lem thui-tl'o
see-TR(30)-3s DETPL-3INDEP.PLDETFEM-3INDEP
They saw her.

In light of the present proposal, this is a surprising result. Since the
Halkomelem determiners in (38) and (39) encode gender and number, they
appear to be equipped with phi-features and thus we would expect them to
be able to license an empty N under sisterhood:

(40) *[D [D { te, the, ye ... }] [N 0]]

In what follows I will argue that the number and gender features on the
determiner correspond to natural, not grammatical, categories and thus are
not actually phi-features. They cannot enter into syntactic relations and
therefore the empty N in the configuration in (40) cannot be licensed.'5
Evidence for the claim that number and gender in Halkomelem are

not grammatical categories comes from two considerations. First, there
are no mismatches between natural number/gender and grammatical number/gender. For example, a noun in Halkomelem can only be used with a
feminine determiner if it denotes a female individual. In languages where
gender is a grammatical category this is not the case. Secondly, and this
is most striking, number and gender agreement in Halkomelem is gener-

ally optional. For example, if plurality is expressed on the noun, then the
determiner can, but need not, encode plural.

(41)a. ilhtel ye slhelhaili
eat DETPL woman.PL
The women are eating.

b. ihtel the slhelhaili
eat DETFEM WOMAN.PL
The woman are eating.
15 That natural gender cannot trigger agreement in NPs is supported by the following
example:

(i) das Madchen (ii) * die Madchen
theneut girlneut thefem girlneut

The German noun Mddchen denotes a female individual (girl) but its grammatical gender
is neuter. The data above establish that only grammatical gender, but not natural gender,
can trigger agreement with the determiner.
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The same is also true for gender. If the noun unambiguously encodes
whether the individual under consideration is male or female, the determiner does not have to agree. For example, the noun slhali 'woman' can
co-occur with the unmarked determiner te:

(42)a. ilhtel the slhaili
eat DETFEM woman

The woman is eating.
b. ilhtel te slha'li
eat DET woman

The woman is eating.

The marked feminine determiner the is only obligatory for reasons of disambiguation. For example the noun alex 'sibling' can be disambiguated by
means of the determiner to mean either 'brother' or 'sister':

(43)a. fhtel tel a:lex
eat DET-ISG.POSS sibling

My brother is eating.
b. ilhtel thel a:lex

eat DETFEM-ISG.POSS sibling

My sister is eating.
This property of the Halkomelem number and gender features is quite

striking in light of the present problem. For example, German number and
gender agreement is strictly obligatory.
(44)a. der Mann *der Frau

DETMASC man.MASC DETMASC woman.FEM
*der Kind

DETMASC child.NEUT
b. die Manner *der Manner
DETPL men.PL DET7SG men.PL
The fact that number and gender agreement in Halkomelem NPs is optional
is consistent with the assumption that they do not instantiate grammatical
categories and as such cannot trigger obligatory agreement.
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2.3. Summary
In this section we have discussed the internal syntax of Halkomelem inde-

pendent pronouns. First, we saw evidence that they contain a syntactically

visible determiner which heads its own projection DP. Secondly, I argued
that they also contain an empty NP that can be filled (i.e., independent pro-

nouns can be used as determiners). And finally, we saw evidence that the
category associated with the second morpheme of independent pronouns is
Agr. In this context we discussed cross-linguistic differences in the possib-

ility of licensing empty NPs: determiners can only be used pronominally
(that is, with an empty NP) if phi-features are available.

The crucial result of this section is that Halkomelem independent pronouns are exactly parallel to full DPs. In the remainder of this paper I
will show that this is a desired result given the binding properties and the
external distribution of this set of pronouns.

3. INDEPENDENT PRONOUNS AND BINDING THEORY

In this section, I will discuss the binding properties of independent pronouns. We will see that they behave like R-expressions in that they are

subject to Condition C. First, I will justify this claim empirically and then
I will discuss its theoretical implications.

3.1. Halkomelem Independent Pronouns Behave Like R-Expressions

Before we can look at the binding behavior of independent pronouns,
we must briefly discuss one important issue about Condition C in
Halkomelem, which is that it does not hold across clauses (see, among

others, Davis 1993; Matthewson 1993; Matthewson et al. 1993; Demir-

dache 1997, for a discussion on Condition C in other Salish languages).

Consider the following paradigm:

(45)a. st'6wel te Strangi [cp kw'-s-es schechewot pro,
think DET Strang DET-NOM-3S smart

Strang thinks he is smart.

b. st'owel proi [cp kw'-s-es schechew6t te Strangi
think DET-NOM-3S smart DET Strang
He thinks Strang is smart. (= Strang thinks he is smart)
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Note that independent pronouns behave exactly like full DPs in this
respect:

(46) st'owel te Strangi [cp kw'-s-es schechewot
think DET Strang DET-NOM-3S smart
tui-tl Oi

DET-3INDEP
Strang thinks he is smart.

This lack of Condition C effects across clauses in Salish will not be of any
concern in this paper (see the above references for a detailed discussion).
However, within a clause, Condition C effects can be observed. Consider

first the following set of sentences:

(47) kw'ats-et-es te tai:l-s te John
see-TR-3S DET mother-3POSS DET John

(i) Johni saw hisi mother.
(ii) *Hei saw John'si mother
As indicated, (47) can only mean John saw his mother. In other words,
John can only be construed as the subject, therefore forcing a VOS word
order (which is possible in general). The possessor in te td:ls is only
expressed as the agreement ending (-s). Crucially te John cannot be inter-

preted as the possessor of te ta:ls as shown by the ungrammaticality of the

translation in (ii). Note that without coreference this construction would
be perfectly grammatical, that is, an overt DP can occur as a postnominal
possessor as in (48) below:

(48) tl'6 [te tai:l-s te John]
3INDEP DET mother-3POSS DET John
This is John's mother.

Consider now the following sentences:

(49)a. suq'-t-es [te swiyeqe]s [te kopui-s]o
look.for-TR-3S DET an DET coat-3POSS

The mani was looking for hisi coat.

This content downloaded from 141.89.152.134 on Tue, 19 Apr 2016 13:44:05 UTC
All use subject to http://about.jstor.org/terms

178 MARTINA WILTSCHKO

b. suq'-t-es [te swiyeqei]s [te kopu-s
look.for-TR-3S DET man DET coat-3POSS
tW-ti Oi]O
DET-3INDEP

The mani was looking for his,i/j coat.

(50)a. xwmekwath-et-es [te Strang]s [te st6les-s]o
kiss-TR-3S DET Strang DET wife-3POSS

Strang was kissing his wife.

b. *xwmekwath-et-es [te StrangJ]s [te st6les-s
kiss-TR-3S DET Strang DET wife-3POSS

tu"-tl' oi]
DET-3INDEP

Strang was kissing his wife.

(5 1)a. helpex-es [te Strang]s [te sth6q'i-s]O
eat-3S DET Strang DETfish-3POSS
Strang is eating his fish.

b. *helpex-es [te Strang]s [te sthoq'i-s tui-tl'6]o
eat-3S DET Strang DETfish-3POSS DET-3INDEP
Strang is eating his fish.

In the (a) examples above the non-overt possessor of the object DP can be
coreferent with the subject DP. However, once the possessor is realized as

an independent pronoun as in the (b) examples, coreference is no longer
possible. In order to show that independent pronouns are indeed subject to
Condition C of the binding theory we must demonstrate that the violations
in (49)-(5 1) are structurally determined.
First, note that the impossibility for coreference is independent of linear
precedence. We have already seen that sentences with VOS order are pos-

sible. Another example is given in (52a) below. Crucially, if the offending
independent pronoun is in the object position preceding the subject the
result is still ungrammatical (52b):

(52)a. helpex-es [te sth6q'i-s]o [te Strang]s
eat-3S DETfish-3POSS DET Strang
Strang is eating his fish.
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b. *he'lpex-es [te stho'q'i-s tu,-tl ?i]o [te StrangJ]S
eat-3S DETfish-3POSS DET-3INDEP DET Strang
Strang is eating his fish.

(53)a. suiq'-t-es [te kaput-s]o [the Martina]s
look.for-TR-3S DET coat-3POSS DETIFEM Martina
Martina is looking for her coat.

b. *su'q'-t-es [te kapu'-s thu-tl'-, lo
look.for-TR-3S DET coat-3POSS DET FEM-3INDEP

[the MartinaJ]s
DEI:FEM Martina

Martina is looking for her coat.

The sentences above indicate that the object in a VOS sentence is inter-

preted in its base position (VSO) for the purposes of binding theory. This
shows that independent pronouns can precede their antecedent and still

induce ungrammaticality. Thus, the coreference restriction of independent
pronouns is independent of linear precedence.

Secondly, we can show that coreference of the independent pronoun is

governed by a c-command restriction. That is, if the coreferent element
does not c-command the independent pronoun the structure is ruled in:

(54) [te ta'l-s tl' StrangJ]S
DET mother-3POSS DET OBL Strang

mamay-t-em [tu-tlo lo
help.REDUP-TR-INTR DET-3INDEP
Strang's mother is helping him.

In (54), the coreferent DP (tl' Strang) is embedded as the possessor in

the subject DP. From this position it does not c-command the independent
pronoun, making coreference possible.

We can therefore conclude that the restriction on coreference of independent pronouns is indeed a matter of binding: it is govemed by structural
c-command.
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3.2. Theoretical Implications
3.2.1. The Problem

Above we have seen that independent pronouns in Halkomelem behave

like R-expressions in that they are subject to Condition C. Given the
present analysis of these elements, this is not really surprising. After all,

we have argued that they are full DPs with an empty NP. However, while
it may appear straightforward to claim that full DPs should be subject to
Condition C, it actually is not. The problem we are facing is as follows.
Pronouns are standardly analyzed as intransitive determiners (see Postal

1966; Abney 1987). Under this analysis a regular condition B pronoun
would differ from Halkomelem independent pronouns (which, for the time
being, we can label condition C pronouns) in the following way:

(55)a. intransitive pronouns (Condition B)

[DP [DO]]

b. independent pronouns (Condition C)

[DP [DO] [AgrP [Agr [NP 0]]]]

However, it is not immediately clear how binding theory should distinguish
between the two pronominal elements as both are DPs in their outer layer

(which is presumably the one relevant for binding theory). Crucially, the
problem does not disappear under proposals that claim that pronouns differ

in their internal syntax (for example, in how many or which functional
projections are present). Under most of these proposals, all pronouns are

still of category DP (cf. Cardinaletti 1994; Ritter 1995; Noguchi 1997).
The problem mentioned above equally applies to these kinds of proposals:
it is not clear as to how binding theory can be sensitive to the internal
structure of a given category when the upper layer is a DP.
Another source of this problem is the fact that under current versions of
binding theory, the notion of 'pronoun' is not defined at all.
3.2.2. The Categorical Determination of Binding Properties

One way out of this problem is suggested in Wiltschko (1998a, 1999)
where it is argued that the standard assumption that pronouns are universally of the same syntactic category, namely DP, should be abandoned.
It is proposed that different pronominal forms can be of different syn-

tactic categories, namely (nominal) AgrP and DP. Then the problem as
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to how binding theory distinguishes between different types of pronouns
can easily be solved by redefining binding theory in the following way:
(56) Condition B: (Nominal) AgrPs cannot be bound within their
binding domain.

Condition C: DPs have to be free. (Wiltschko 1999)

Thus, what at first sight looks like a pronoun may in fact be an Rexpression and, as a consequence, be subject to condition C. The result
of this proposal is summarized in Table V.
TABLE V

Pronoun-types and their binding properties (see Wiltschko 1999)
TYPE OF PRONOUN CATEGORY BINDING PRINCIPLE
Agr-Pronoun AgrP = Pronoun Condition B

D-Pronoun DP = R-expression Condition C

Note that this proposal has the advantage of formally defining pronouns

and R-expressions. It was exactly the lack of such a definition that created
the problems discussed earlier.
As discussed in Wiltschko (1998a, 1999) this distinction also accounts

for the different binding behavior of two sets of pronouns in German

(briefly discussed in section 1.2). D-pronouns are 'pronominally' used
determiners (i.e., DPs with an empty NP) which cannot be bound (57a),
whereas 'regular' pronouns are AgrPs and consequently can be bound

outside their binding domain (57b):

(57)a. Arnoldi glaubt daB der*1/j stark ist.
Arnold believes that he strong is
Arnold believes that he is strong.

b. Arnoldi glaubt daB er1/j stark ist
Arnold believes that he strong is

Arnold believes that he is strong. (Wiltschko 1999, ex. 7)
Obviously, Wiltschko's proposal can also straightforwardly handle the

Halkomelem data. In section 1 we saw that independent pronouns are
pronominally used determiners (i.e., DPs with an empty NP) just like
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German d-pronouns. Consequently, it is expected that they behave like
R-expressions. Note that this analysis crucially implies that standard
Condition B pronouns cannot be analyzed as DPs, contrary to standard
assumptions.

4. THE EXTERNAL SYNTAX OF HALKOMELEM INDEPENDENT
PRONOUNS

The present analysis of Halkomelem independent pronouns as full DPs
predicts that they have exactly the same distribution as other full DPs. As

we will see, this prediction is borne out: independent pronouns appear in
the same position as full DPs, they can be modified like full DPs, and they
can be coordinated like full DPs. In sum, there is no syntactic difference
whatsoever between full DPs and independent pronouns.
4.1. Word Order
4. 1. 1. VSO vs. SVO

Halkomelem is a VSO language. Thus, full DPs appear in postverbal
position:
(58)a. xwmekw'ath-et-es tl' Strang the Martina
kiss-TR-3S DET OBL Strang DET FEM Martina

Strang kissed Martina.
b. kwe-lexw-es te John te pekw-s

see-TR(30)-3S DET John DET book-3POSS
John found his book.

c. kw'ets-lexw-es te swiyeqe the slha:li
see-TR(30)-3S DET man DETFEM woman
The man sees the woman.

As shown below, independent pronouns can appear in the same position as

full DPs, i.e., they appear postverbally:

(59)a. xwmekw'ath-et-es tui-tl'o the Martina
kiss-TR-3S DET-3INDEP DETFEM Martina
He kissed Martina.
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b. kw'ets-lexw-es tui-tl'o thu-tl'o
see-TR(30)-3S DET-3INDEP DETFEM-3INDEP
He saw her.

c. 1i xwmekwath-et-es tui-tlo thiu-tl'o
AUX kiss-TR-3S DET-3INDEP DET FEM-3INDEP
Did he kiss her?
d. tsel sisele te-e' elthe
ISG.S grandmother DET-ISG.INDEP

I'm a grandmother.
e. tsel xlhem te-'e'lthe
ISG.S tired DET-ISG.INDEP
I'm tired.

In addition to VSO order, Halkomelem also allows for SVO order:

(60)a. tl' Strang xwmekwath-et the Martina
DET OBL Strang kiss-TR DETFEM Martina

Strang kissed Martina.
b. te John kwe-lexw te pekw-s

DET John see-TR(30) DET book-3POSS
John found his book.

c. te swiyeqe kw'ets-lexw the slhai:li
DET man see-TR(30) DETFEM woman
The man sees the woman.

Again, independent pronouns also allow for the SVO order:

(61)a. tu-tl'o kw'ets-lexw-es thui-tl'o
DET-3INDEP see-TR(30)-3S DELFEM-3INDEP
He saw her.

b. tut-tl'o xwmekw"ath-et the Martina
DET-3INDEP kiss-TR DET FEM Martina
He kissed Martina.
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c. te'-e'elthe kw'ets-lexw te Strang
DET-ISG.INDEP see-TR(30) DET Strang
I saw Strang.

4.1.2. Possessives

In possessive DPs the possessor appears in postnominal position:
(62)a. axwi:l te pu:s-s ti' Strang
small DET cat-3POSS DET OBL Strang
Strang's cat is small.

b. hfkw te kopu:-s ti' John

big DET coat-3POSS DET OBL John

John's coat is big. (Wiltschko 1998c, pp. 416f., ex. 36)
The same is true for independent pronouns:

(63) a. tl'6 te ma,:l-s t h u- tI o'
3INDEP DETfather-3POSS DETFEM-3INDEP
That's her father.

b. tl 0 te sqwema':y-s tu'-tl' o
3INDEP DET dog-3POSS DET-3INDEP
That's his dog.

c. t'i:t'elem the ta:l-s thui.-tl'o

sing.REDUP DELFEM mother-3POSS DET FEM-3INDEP
His mother is singing.

Another pattern is found in the presence of swa 'own'. Here the possessor
precedes the possessed noun as shown in the examples below:

(64)a. axwi:l te swa-s ti' Strang pui:s
small DET own-3POSS DET OBL Strang cat

Strang's own cat is small.

b. hikw te swa-s ti' John koput
big DET own-3POSS DET OBL John coat
John's own coat is big. (Wiltschko 1998c, p. 462 ex. 38)
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Again, independent pronouns follow this pattern. In the presence of swa
the independent pronoun possessor precedes the possessed noun:

(65) tlo, te swa'-s tu -tlo0 sqwema:y
3INDEP DET own-3POSS DET-3INDEP dog
That's his own dog.

In sum, independent pronouns have the same distribution as full DPs, as
expected by the present proposal: they are full DPs.
4.2. Modification

In this subsection we will see that independent pronouns, like full DPs,
can be modified. We will first look at modification with only and then
modification by means of a relative clause.
4.2. 1. Only

Consider the following sentences where full DPs are modified by loyo
'only':
(66)a. loyo te mimeqw -l kw'ets-lexw

only DET bird AUX-JSG.S see-TR(30)
I only saw a bird.

b. wa loyo te Strang 1-I kw'ets-lexw
AUX only DETStrang AUX-lSG.S see-TR(30)
I saw only Strang.

Again, we observe that independent pronouns pattern exactly with full
DPs:

(67)a. loy'o t6-tlo 1- kw'e'ts-lexw
only DET-3INDEP AUX-]SG.S see-TR(30)
I only saw him.

b. loy'othu'-tl 0 1 l kw'e'ts-lexw
only DETFEM-3INDEPAUX-ISG.S see-TR(30)
I only saw her.

c. loyo te-e'elthe kw'ets-lexw-es tl' Strang
only DET-ISG.INDEP see-TR(30)-3S DETIOBL Strang
It was only me that Strang saw.
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d. wa loyo te'-e'elthe kw'ets-lexw te Strang
AUX only DET-ISG.INDEP see-TR(30) DETStrang
Only I saw Strang.

Note that English pronouns can also be modified with only; however,

the Halkomelem independent pronouns nevertheless differ from English
pronouns in that Halkomelem pronouns also allow for modification with
relative clauses as shown in the next subsection.

4.2.2. Modification by Relative Clause
The following sentence contains a relative clause modifying a full DP (te
swiyeqe):

(68) tsel kw'ets-lexw te swiyeqe la xwmekw'ath-et the
ISG.S see-TR(30) DET man AUX kiss-TR DET
Martina
Martina

I saw the man that kissed Martina.

Unlike English, Halkomelem allows relative clauses to modify independent pronouns:

(69)a. tsel kw'ets-lexw tui-tl'o la xwmekw'ath-et the
ISG.S see-TR(30) DET-3INDEP AUX kiss-TR DET
Martina
Martina

I saw him who kissed Martina.

b. tl'6 te-e'elthe la i:mex
3INDEP DET-I SG.INDEP AUX walking
I'm the one who is walking.

Of course, this is expected if Halkomelem independent pronouns are in
fact full DPs.
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4.3. Coordination

Finally, let us consider coordination. In (70) we find coordinated full DPs:
(70) kw'ets-lexw-es tl' Strang te swiyeqe qas the
see-TR(30)-3S DET OBL Strang DET man and DETFEM
slh all
woman

Strang saw a man and a woman.

Note that the same pattern is found in cases with independent pronouns:
(71)a. kw'ets-lexw-es tl' Strang tu-tl'o qas
see-TR(30)-3S DETOBL Strang DET-3INDEP and
thu,-tl'o
DETFEM-3INDEP

Strang saw him and her.

b. tsel kw'e'ts-l-o'me tu'-tl"O qas te-le'we
JSG.S see-TR-2SG.0 DET-3INDEP and DET-2SG.INDEP
I saw you and him.

c. te-e'elthe qas te-lewe kw'ets-lexw-es
DET-lSG.INDEP and DET-2SG.INDEP see-TR(30)-3S
tl' Strang

DET OBL Strang
It was me and you that Strang saw.

And finally, independent pronouns can also be coordinated with full DPs
as expected by the present analysis:

(72)a. te swiyeqe qas te-e'elthe yoyes
DET man and DET-ISG.INDEP working
The man and I are working.

b. f:mex te-6'elthe qas te John
walking DET-ISG.INDEP and DET John
I and John are walking.
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c. tu-tl'o qas te swiweles la:yem

DET-3INDEP and DET boy laughing
He and the boy are laughing.

To sum up, independent pronouns have exactly the same external syntax
as full DPs. They show the same distribution within both sentences and
possessive DPs, they can be modified, and they can be coordinated. The
present analysis that independent pronouns are full DPs predicts exactly
this pattern.

5. ARE INDEPENDENT PRONOUNS STRONG PRONOUNS?

Let me briefly recapitulate the essence of the present proposal. It is argued

that Halkomelem independent pronouns are full DPs. As such they have
rather different properties than regular 'personal pronouns': they are sub-

ject to Condition C and have the same distribution as full DPs. To capture
the binding properties it was proposed that binding theory is category sensitive in that all DPs are subject to Condition C. If true, the present analysis
implies that standard 'Condition B' pronouns cannot be of category D as
standardly assumed (Postal 1966; Abney 1987; Cardinaletti 1994; Ritter

1995; Noguchi 1997, among many others).
For completeness, I will now turn to an existing proposal that categorically distinguishes among different types of pronouns. This is Cardinaletti
and Starke's (1999) (henceforth C&S) account for the difference between
'strong' and 'weak' pronouns. The question that I will address is whether
we could treat Halkomelem independent pronouns as 'strong pronouns'
and derive their properties from this assumption.
5.1. Cardinaletti and Starke 1999

C&S assign the following structure to strong and weak pronouns, respectively:

(73)a. Strong pronouns:

[CLP [CLO] [ELP [ELO] [IP [ILO] [LP]]]]
b. Weak pronouns:

[ILP [ELO] [ILP [IL?] [LP]]]
They argue that the structural difference between the two sets of pronouns
is responsible for the properties summarized in Table VI.
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TABLE VI

Properties of strong and weak pronouns
STRONG PRONOUNS WEAK PRONOUNS

(i) Are morphologically reduced? no yes
(ii) Modification possible? yes no
(iii) Coordination possible? yes no
(iv) Can occur in base-position? yes no
(v) Are associated with range? yes no

In the next subsection I will investigate the properties of independent
pronouns with respect to the strong/weak distinction.

5.2. I Halkomelem Independent Pronouns as Strong Pronouns

Recall from section 1 that Halkomelem independent pronouns are morphosyntactically complex. If we take morphological complexity as a diagnostic for the strong/weak distinction, it is tempting to assume that
Halkomelem independent pronouns are strong (along with the German
d-pronouns). Accordingly, we could assign the following structure:

(74)a. Halkomelem Independent pronouhns:

[CLP [CLO tU] [1:LP [EL?] [ILP [ILO tl 0] [LP]]]]
b. German d-pronouns:

[CLP [CLo d-] [ELP [ELo] [Lp [,o er] [LP]]]]
Many of the properties of Halkomelem independent pronouns discussed
in this paper would support this analysis. In particular, as shown in
section 3, independent pronouns can be modified, coordinated, and can
occur in their base-position. C&S take the impossibility to be used as
an expletive pronoun to be related to the presence of a range. Crucially,
Halkomelem independent pronouns (and German d-pronouns) cannot be
used as expletives, suggesting that they are associated with a range:

(75)a. lhemexw
raining
It is raining.
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b. Es regnet.
it rains.

It is raining.

(76)a. *lhemexw tui-tl'o
raining DET-21NDEP
It is raining.

b. *Das regnet.
D-PRON rains

It is raining. (Wiltschko 1998a, p. 164, ex. 35)
In summary, all the properties of Halkomelem independent pronouns (and

German d-pronouns) seem to support their status as strong pronouns in
C&S's sense, as shown in Table VII.
TABLE VII

Halkomelem independent pronouns
STRONG PRON. HALKOMELEM INDEP.PRON.

(i) Are morphologically reduced? no no (see 1)
(ii) Modification possible? yes yes (see 3.2)

(iii) Coordination possible? yes yes (see 3.3)
(iv) Can occur in base-position? yes yes (see 3. 1.)

(v) Are associated with range? yes yes (see (75/76)

5.3. Problems with the 'Strong-Pronoun' Analysis of Independent
Pronouns

Although there appears to be some initial support for this analysis, there
are at least two serious problems with it. The first problem has to do with
the properties of independent pronouns that occur without the determiner
(our AgrPs), and the second has to do with their binding properties.
5.3.1. Independent Pronouns Used Without Determiners
As mentioned above, the morphological complexity of independent pronouns might lead to the conclusion that they are strong. By the same
reasoning, we might be led to conclude that independent pronouns that
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occur without the determiner are weak pronouns, since presumably they
lack the element that occupies CLO (i.e., tu). We would thus end up with
the following categorial distinction between the two kinds of Halkomelem
independent pronouns:
(77)a. Independent pronoun with determiner = strong pronoun

[CLP [CLO tu] [ELP [ELo] [ILP [ILo tl'o] [LP]]]]
b. Independent pronoun without determiner = weak pronoun

[ELP [EL?] [ILP [ILO tl o] [LP]]]
Note that a categorial difference between the two sets of pronouns is desirable given their sensitivity to the predicate/argument distinction (i.e., only
pronouns without the determiner element can be used as predicates).

However, this analysis faces a serious problem. It predicts that pronouns
that occur without determiners, that is, pronouns that are used as predicates, cannot be modified or coordinated. This prediction is, however, not
borne out. They can be modified (78) and they can be coordinated (79):

(78) Modification
a. loyo lewe kw'ets-lexw-es tl' Strang

only 2SG.INDEP see-TR(30)-3S DETOBL Strang
It was only you that Strang saw.

b. loyo e'elthe kw'ets-lexw-es tl' Strang
only ISG.INDEP see-TR(30)-3S DET OBL Strang
It was only me that Strang saw.

(79) Coordination
e'elthe qas lewe kw'ets-l-exw-es tl'
ISG.INDEP and 2SG.INDEP see-TR(30)-3S DET OBL

Strang
Strang
It was me and you that Strang saw.

Given this pattern, we would have to conclude that independent pronouns
without the determiner element are strong pronouns in C&S's sense as
well, but then the fact that the two sets of pronouns have different mor-

phological properties, which go hand in hand with different syntactic
properties, remains unexplained.
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On the other hand, the analysis proposed in this paper can explain
all the properties of independent pronouns summarized in Table VII by
claiming that they are full DPs. Crucially, this analysis does not run into

the problems that the 'strong pronoun' analysis has to face. There is a
stnct correlation between the morphological and the syntactic properties
(see Dechaine and Wiltschko 2001 for further discussion).
5.3.2. The Binding Properties of Independent Pronouns
C&S do not discuss the binding properties of strong and weak pronouns.
However, given the spirit of their analysis a natural assumption suggests
itself which could account for the fact that Halkomelem independent

pronouns (along with German d-pronouns) behave like R-expressions.
Suppose we say that being associated with a range makes it impossible
for a nominal element to be bound. That is, the crucial property of an Rexpression is its being associated with a range. This would lead to the
simple generalization that strong pronouns cannot be bound. Would this

assumption provide us with an alternative analysis to Wiltschko's (1998a,
1999)? If so, binding theory would not have to be altered in any way. The

answer, however, is, no. There are various problems such an analysis would
have to face.

The first problem has to do with the fact that not all strong pronouns in

C&S's sense are subject to Condition C, and thus the simple generalization
that "strong pronouns cannot be bound" is not possible.
The facts are as follows. C&S observe that "the vast majority of known

(weak; strong) pairs are homophonous: This is the case in English (him;
him), German (sie; sie)[... ]" (C&S, p. 180). Recall now that coordination
of pronouns is restricted to strong pronouns. Thus, one way to disam-

biguate personal pronouns in English and German is to coordinate them.
Consequently, if we say that strong pronouns cannot be bound, we predict
that coordinated personal pronouns cannot be bound. This prediction is,
however, not borne out:

(80)a. Peteri said that [hei and Mary] will get married.

b. Peteri hat gesagt, daB [Maria und eri] heiraten werden.
Peter has said that Mary and he marry will

Peter said that Mary and he will get married.
(80) establishes that the simple generalization that strong pronouns cannot be bound cannot be maintained. Consequently, C&S's proposal does
not provide a principled solution to the problem as to why Halkomelem
independent pronouns and German d-pronouns cannot be bound. In ad-
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dition, the fact that Condition C pronouns are morphologically complex

remains a coincidence. Again, the analysis presented in this paper provides
a straightforward solution and is thus empirically more adequate.
Having discussed and rejected the possibility of analyzing Halkomelem

independent pronouns as strong pronouns in C&S's sense we have to
conclude that the pronouns, which we analyze as full DPs, are a fourth
kind of pronoun (in addition to C&S's three types: clitics, weak pronouns, and strong pronouns). Most likely, C&S's division is one that holds
among different kinds of AgrPs (see Dechaine and Wiltschko 2001 for
discussion).

6. CONCLUSION

In this paper I have discussed in some detail the internal and external
syntax of Halkomelem pronouns. We saw evidence that they are best ana-

lyzed as full DPs with a syntactically active determiner and an empty NP
position, much like German d-pronouns in Wiltschko's (1998a) analysis.
Consequently, independent pronouns are expected to behave like full DPs.
This prediction was borne out in that they share exactly the same syntax
as full DPs. Finally, it was shown that independent pronouns (like Ger-

man d-pronouns) are subject to Condition C of the binding theory (i.e.,
they behave like R-expressions). This was shown to create some nontrivial problems for standard assumptions concerning binding theory on
the one hand and the treatment of pronouns on the other. It was shown

that these problems can be overcome with Wiltschko's (1 998a) assumption
that R-expressions should be defined as DPs, whereas standard Condition B pronouns should be analyzed as AgrPs. Consequently, the standard

assumption that pronouns are (intransitive) DPs cannot be maintained.
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