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1 Intr oduction - Defining Coordination

Wasawv's Generalization: An elemenin constructiorwith acoordinateconstiuent
mustbe syntacticallyconstruablevith eachconjunct

Haspelmath’s Definition: the term coordination refersto syntacticconstructons
in which two or more units of the sametype are combired into a larger unit and
still have the samesemantiaelationswith othersurroundng element{Haspelmath
2004:34)

Dik: A coordinationis a constructionconsistng of two or more memberswhich
areequvaent asto grammaticafunction,andboundtogetherat the samelevel of
structuralhierarchyby meanf alinking device (Dik 1968:25)

Increasingamountof work on coordinatian in thetypologcal andtheoreticalitera-
turein recentyearsbut littl e of it hasfocussedn Australianlanguagege.g. Stassen
2000,Haspelmatt{ed) 2004,Haspelmattito appear) DalrympleandKaplan2000,
Johannesseh998, Sadler2003, King and Dalrymple 2004, Petersor2004, etc.).
Stasser(2000) includessomeAustralianlanguagedatain his sample but Haspel-
math(ed)(2004)containsno paperon Australianlanguagesgexceptfor somdimited
discussiorof Nungguluyuin Heaths contribution).

Ouraimis to examine(NP) coordinationn Australianlanguagesvith thefollowing
generalguestionsn mind:

e (i) How is coordinatia to be definedappropriatdor the AAL data?;

¢ (ii) how dowe decidewhich of thedatafrom thesdanguagess to betakenas
coordinate?;

e (iii) corversely whatlight doesdatafrom Australianlanguagesaston the
natureof / definitionof whatconstituescoordinationcross-lingustically?

2 What countsasCoordination

Sowe needto decidewhat constituescoordinationfor theseAustralianlanguages.
In somelanguageshereis a specificconstructia type for coordinationsoidentifi-
cationis straightforvardin thesecases.



(1) Kankuya mankada-li wima wangka-yi.
boy andgirl-ERG songABS SINg-PRES
‘The boys andgirls aresinginga song. (Diyari, Austin 1981:231)
(2) Kuwarri kurrngal ngalyun-pa  pirirri-pa partany-karrangu-pa.
now mary  woman<ONJ man-cONJ child-PL-CONJ
‘Now thereis abig mobof women,menandchildren’. (NyangumartaSharp
2004:156,(4.163))

However, it is well-known thatthelarge majority of Australianlanguagesisesimple
juxtapositon to encodecoordination Theseconstructionsaisesomeissuedor the
natureof coordinationsincethey aresyntacticallysimilar to a wide variety of other
constructiontypescommonin Australianlanguagesall of which also appearto
involve juxtapostion of NP elementsn the samegrammaticafunction.

e ‘coordination’

(3) niya kurrka-tha barruntha-ya wuran-ki  nguku-y.
heNowm take-ACT yesterday-oc food-vLOC waterMLOC
‘Y esterdayhe took (with him) food andwater (Kayardild, Evans
1995:250)

e ‘generic-specific’

(4) dathin-a dangka-a niya wumburung-kuru raa-ja
thatNOM maniNOM 3SG.NOM speafPROP spearACT
wanku-ya kulkiji-y.

elasmobranchsLoc sharkmLoc
‘That manspeared sharkwith aspear (Kayardild,ibid: 244)

e ‘part-wh ole’

(5) kawuka jardiyali
bundle fighting.stck
‘a bundleof fighting sticks’ (Kayardild,ibid: 249)

e ‘inclusory construction’ —seeSinger(2001,2005)

(6) nga-rr-a kajakaja warra-jathaa-th.
1-DU-NOM daddyOM gO-ACT returnACT
‘Daddy and| will go’ (lit. ‘we two, includingdaddy will go’) (Ka-
yardild, ibid: 249)



e ‘N-N apposition’

(7) Garidi-ni bungmanyi-ni gin-amany yanybi.
husband-ERG old.manl-ERG 3SG.M.A-P.TWD get
‘(Her) old manhusbandccameandgot (her). (WambayaNordlinger
1998:133)

e ‘coordination + appositionwith pronoun

(8) dathin-a maku-wa  bithiin-da bi-I-da  warra-j.
thatNOM womanNOM mandNOM 3-PL-NOM gO-ACT
‘Thosemenandwomenaregoing. (Kayardild,ibid: 249)

Clearly thesejuxtapostion constructios areall associatedvith distinct semantics
— but syntacticallythey areall completelyconsiséntwith the generaldefinitionsof
coordinationgivenin sectionl above (exceptfor Dik’s which seemdo requirean
overtcoordinator).

To take a concretetheory in LFG coordinatestructuresarerepresenteds a setat
f-structureasshovn schematicallyoelow.

NUM  SG

| PERS 3
OBJ (¢ ’
[PRED ‘WATER’ ]

V.

© T ( [ PRED ‘FOOD’] 1 ]

NUM SG
| PERS 3

\

Would this be a suitablesyntacticrepresentatiofor all thesedifferenttypesof jux-
tapositior?

Yes,but agreementeatureswill differ.

(10) Pala-nga ngatu jarri-nya-pinti-ngi, mima-nikinyi-yi pul uku,
thatLocC staticnary INCH-NM-ASS-LOC wait.for-IMPF-3PL.SUB 3DU.DAT
kujarra kangkuru-jirri waraja yalapara.
two  kangaroopu one goanna.

‘And there,on thefinishingline, thetwo kangaroosandonegoannavaited
for thosetwo. (Nyangumarta:Sharp004:315,(9.61))



(11) coordination

[ PERS 3
NUM PL

( [PRED ‘GOANNA’
NUM SG
| PERS 3

[PRED ‘KANGAROO’
NUM DUAL

| PERS 3

(12) apposition
[ PERS 3
NUM SG
([ [PRED ‘HUSBAND’ ]
NUM SG
| PERS 3

[PRED ‘OLD.MAN’ ]
NUM SG

| PERS 3

(13) inclusory

INDEX PERS 1
NUM DUAL
( [PRED ‘DADDY’ )
NUM SG
INDEX PERS 3 ]
L
PRED ‘PRO’
NUM DUAL
INDEX [PERS 1 ]
\ /

Note that in the caseof the inclusory (with the pronominalargumentovert), the
featuresof the setoverall areidenticalto thefeaturesof onememberof the set.

In the caseof “true” coordination othersyntacticprocesses/elementsget the set
of resoled features,whereasin the caseof juxtapostions andinclusories,these
processedo nottargettheresolhedfeatures.
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Summary:

Thedatafrom thesdanguagesaisethepossibilty thatthestructurapropertiecom-

monly associatedvith coordinationcould hold for othertypesof constructionsas

well - the only distingushingsyntacticpropertyof coordinationwould thenbe fea-

ture resolution.Furtherresearchmay provide evidenceof distinguishingproperties
for someor all of thesdlanguages.

3 Symmetry and Parallelism

Definitionsof coordinatio generallyreferto someform of syntacticparallelism(as
above) - thisis capturedin the useof sets. Requiringparallelismat just the right
level of granularityis a known issue— language®ften have coordinatestructures
which shavn parallelismfailuresof variousdegreesanddefinitionsneedto beflex-
ible enoughto accomodat¢hem (andthe setnotationgenerallyis). This poseshe
guestionof whetherconstitueng a necessargonditionfor viewing somethingasa
coordination.Typical caseof asymmetryinclude:

e Casemismatchesin which only one conjunctsatisfiesa morphosyrdctic re-
guirementplacedby anexternalelementgovernor)

(14) Han og meg var sammenom det
heNoM andme Acc weretogetheraboutit
He andl werein it together(Norwegian, Berntsenand Larsen1925:
268citedby Johannessen)

e SingleConjunctAgreement

(15) ’'Roeddit ti a'th gi yn cad eich gweld.
were2sG youand2sG dogPT get 2PL see
You andyour dogwereseen.(Welsh,Sadler2003)

Whatsortsof asymmetrydowe find in Australianlanguages?

3.1 FocusParticle on oneconjunct

The Wardamamominal suffix -warrma marksthefocal memberof a pair, generally
foundwith propernames.

(16) wunggunburr-wo-ndi  julay-warrma juni

3NSG/3NSG-give-PAST July-FC Junie
They gaveit to July andJunie(WardamanMerlan: 89 (124))
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3.2 CaseMismatch

(17) Jimmy-nthurr Johnny-n  pul ngerngkan thanp-rr-r pul.
Jimnmy-ERG Johniy-DAT 3DU.ERG Yyesterday kick-RCP-PST 3DU.ERG
‘Jimmy and Johnry kicked eachother yesterday’(Kuuk Thaayorre,Hall
1972:24, citedin Gaby2005:3

(18) nga-thu maltha jaramana nga-ci-ka uthantiji maltha ulhi wanhaka-thu
I-ERG mary horse  me-DAT-{) own mary die SUNERG
kathirr-iti.
grassprIV

‘I had a lot of horseshbut they died with the sun and lack of grass.
(Kalkatungu Blake 1979:154

3.3 Differencein Function

Definitions usually assumethat coordinationentails that the conjunctsfulfill the
samefunction. But in Tiwi “It is quite comma for nominalswhich function as
subjectandobjectrespectiely to be coordinated’(Osborne72)!

(19) ji-pungipa ngarr uwani kayi pithara, purrukuparli
3SGMASC.SUBJ.PST-hit 3SGMASC? brotherin  eye Purrukuparli
thaparra
Thapara
Hehit hisbrotherin theeye, PurrukuparlandThaparg Tiwi: Osbornel974:
72)

3.4 Discontinuouscoordination

Oneof the strongessyntacticconstraing in the literatureon coordinationis Ross$
(1967) CoordinateStructureConstraint, which bansthe movementof ary word or
phraseout of a coordinatestructure However, we find plenty of examplesof appar
ently disconinuouscoordinatestructuresn Australianlanguages.

The majority of the exampleswe have found so far involve the occurrenceof one
coordinandor more?) at the endof the clause— extrapositon of a single conjunct
is a possibilty that Haspelmath(2004) reportsas beingrelatvely commoncross-
linguistically. Thefollowing arerepresentate.

!Exampe providedunglossedn thesource



(20)

(21)

(22)

(23)

... kun-kerri ma-ngi kun-yerrng

... IV-cookingstone3/3pr.get-I 1vV-wood

‘... he got cookingstonesandfirewood. (Bininj Gun-Wok, Evans2003:
248,(6.64))

Ma-wurndan?  balaka nyarrma-ga-ma-ngi, ma-berge?-bula
VEG-black.plumfirst  we.got.it VEG-green.plumAND

‘We gotblackplumsandgreenplums. (Ngandi,Heath1978:128)
Kintja-(ng)ku=yana intji-mi-ngi-yu ntiya-(ng)ku tjipa-yi
femaleeRG=and pelt-FUT-me-thg.DU stoneeRG this-ERG
kurlayingu-thu.

maleERG

‘The girl andboy will both pelt mewith stones. (Kalkatungu,Blake 2001
423,(17))

Nungka bene-dangwe-rr-inj dird.

he 3UAP-amgueRR-PP moon

He had an agumentwith the moon (Bininj Gun-wok, Evans2003: 442
(10.207))

In thesecasesthereis reasorto believe thesearenotfterthoughtgq e.g.dualnumkter
ontheverbin (22) andcontrolof areciprocalin (23).

In Kugu NganhcaraNP coordinationis expressedby simply including both NPs
in the sentencdthey neednot be together)alongwith the appropriatgoronounfor
theconjoinedNP. This pronounis optionally repeatedeforeeachconstitient(non-
pronominal)NP of the conjuncton” (SmithandJohnsor2000:434).

(24)

(25)

ngaya  nga a-wu pama kunhji nhingurum ngana uwa
1sG.NOM fish-DAT man brother3sG.ABL 1DUEXC.NOM Qo

His brotherandl aregoingfor fish/I'm goingfishingwith hisbrother(Kugu
NganhcaraSmithandJohnson434(169))

nga’ a nhangki nganhca wambambanga-nhum.

fish game 1PLEXC.NOM stalkREDUP-HIST

We usedto stalk fish andgame(Kugu NganhcaraSmithandJohnson444
(222))

3.5 Wordhood and Coordination

Therearesomestructuresvhich ressemblavord-internalcoordination.In Nyangu-
marta2 nominalsmay form a comple filler of the entity (head)slot within a NP:
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NP internalcaseconcordis foundin thislanguagebut “complex fillers” exhibit only
casemarkingon the final part of the head. Note thatthe nomial in (26) controls
dualagreemenbntheverh

(26) Pipi-japartu-lu  partany kalku-rnikinyi pulu.
motherfathereRG child  keeptMPF  3DU.SUB
The mother andthe father(the parents)ooked after the child (Sharp: 312
(9.50))

Comparehegeneral-specifiexamplein (27) with thecompoundn (26)

(27) Mima-nikinyi-a yi-nganya-ku kuyi-ku  kartantarri-ku
wait.for-IMPF-PURP give-NM-DAT meatbAT duck-DAT
He (thefather)waitedfor (them)to give him duckmeat.(Sharp:311(9.46))

Onequestionis whetherthis is restrictedto ‘natural’ coordinationsthatis, thosein
whichthereis asalientrelationbetweertheentitiesdenotedy theconjunctswhich
form aconceptualinitor arecloselyrelatedn meaninglt is sometinesthecasehat
therearedistinct stratgiesfor naturalandaccidentakoordinatian ((Walchli 2003,
DalrympleandNikolaeva 2005). SomeAustralianlanguageslo reportdifferences
betweematuralandaccidentatoordinatiom (Diyari (Austin 1981),Bininj Gun-wok
(Evans2003))?

Theapparenpossiblity of word-internalcoordinatiornraisesinterestingrepresenta-
tional issuesconcerninghow their syntacticrepresentatiors to be relatedto thatof
othercoordinatestructures.

Furtherchallengingcasesnvolve theinteractionof coordinatia with nounincorpo-
ration. It appearpossiblgor incorporatechominalsto be conjoinedwith V-external
nominalargumentsasnotedin Evans(2003).

(28) Oogunak gare yi-yerrng-ma-ng, gun-boi.
oh fire  perhap2-wood-getNP 1v-cooking.stone
Well maybeyou shouldgetsomefirewood andcookingstonegBininj Gun-
wok, Evans2003:453(10.253))

The interactionof incorporationwith coordinationprovides anothertype of chal-
lengeto parallelismin coordinatim:

2Stasserf20008) obseresthatwherea languae hasavailable both juxtaposition andovert co-
ordinatos asstratejies,the juxtaposition stratey is oftenusedin morerestrictedfunctiors, suchas
naturalcooination- Evars (200) repots the oppositefor Bininj Gunwok.



(29) Bene-dalk-mey  man-dalk-buk dja kun-dulk, bene-worrhme-ng
3UAP-grass-getP VE-grass-dryandiv-stick 3uApP-makie.firepp
bene-kinje-ng na-wu  wirlarrk.
3UAP-COOK-PP MA-DEM gOoOSE.gg
Gatheringdry grassesand sticks they madea fire to roastthe eggs (ibid.
(10.257)

4 Condusion

Australianlanguagesaisesomepotentialy interestingssuedor the syntacticanal-
ysisof NP coordination.Thesenclude:

e thepossihlity thatsyntacticallycoordinatestructuresnay mapto a rangeof
distinct semanticconstructions A relatedquestionhereis whetherthereare
othersyntacticprocessesr propertiesservingto distingush betweervarious
juxtaposedconstructios, andwhatthey mightbe.

e challengeso parallelismisymmetryandin particularthe possibiity of discon-
tinuouscoordinationandthe interactionof coordinationwith Noun Incorpo-
ration

Furtherresearchs neededo provide sufficient datato invegigate theseissuesin
greaterdetail, andto explore the propertiesof othertypesof coordinationin Aus-
tralianlanguagege.g. clausalcoordinatiom anddisjurction).
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