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1 Introduction

In this paper I discuss variation in the morphological case form of English
pronouns in certain syntactic environments, most infamously coordination. 1
present some collected specimens of pronoun-case variation and provide a
mechanistic account of this variation in e theoretical framework of Distrib-
uted Morphology. The paper is intended to contribute toward bridging the
unfortunate gap that separates the empirical study of Labo 1 variation
from theoretical (particularly Minimalist) syntax; to illustrate the usefulness
of variationist observational methodologies in addressing questions relevant
to theoretic: syntax and morphology; and to provide an empirical argument
that significant mechanisms of Labovian variation can be located in the fea-
ture structure of Distributed Morphology’s Vocabulary Items.

2 Salient and Stigmatized Sociolinguistic Variation

2.1 Pronominal Allomorphy

In most varieties of English, personal pronouns have a Subject Form (SF)
and an Obje Form (OF), as illustrated in the following familiar paradigm:

(1) English pronominal case forms

Subject Form (SF) Object Form (OF)
Is 7 me
3s she/he her/him
1p we us
3p they them
SF and OF pronouns seem to occur in complementary distribution:
2) a. We are a curse upon them.
b. *° are a curse upon they."

““The ¢ iptive linguists are a curse upon their race, who of course think that
what the pe: say is the law.” John Simon, on PBS’s Do You Speak American?
Throughout, -~ means not o0 ‘unaccept ¢’ but also ‘unattested,” unless explicitly
stated otherwise.
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2.3.2 Quantitative Analysis

A uantitative a = socio

analysis’ of variation in the case form ot s pronouns in object coordinates.
Summarizing their general results, there is no change in progress, nor is this
variation a recent innovation: “Rather, as they have apparently done for more
than 400 years, the Vernacular, the Polite, and the Standard seem to be con-
tinuing in a dynamic state of stable ternary variation” (201). Linguistic fac-
tors, including the phonological ‘weight’ of the other conjoined NP, had a
statistically significant effect on the variation. Finally, social factors, in-
cluding the education and age of the speaker, had a statistically significant
effect on the variation.

3 A Syntactic-Theoretical Approach

3.1 Case Theory in (Minimalist) Syntax

Case Theory is a central and fundamental component of Government and
Binding (Chomsky 1981, et sq.), Principles and Parameters (Chomsky and
Lasnik 1993), and Minimalist (Chomsky 1995, 2000, et seq.) theories of
syntax. Crucially, in all permutations of these theories, “abstract” syntactic
Case features are always present on DPs,® regardless of whether Case is re-
alized phonologica  as case morphology in a particular language.” As men-
tioned above, it is standardly assume that the morphological case forms of
English pronouns are isomorphic with syntactic Case features. For example,
a recent textbook on [inim: st syntax so interprets “...the empirical fact
that DPs may have different phonetic shape depending on the type of Case
they bear, as illustrated...[p henom I [vp t admires himacc]]]” (Hornstein,
Nunes and Grohmann 2005).

On this very basic version of Case theory, pronouns are composed of
semantically interpretable person and number features, semantically uninter-
pretable Case features (indicated with ‘%’), and phonological features. The
uninterpretable Case features must be checked by a matching functional head
before Spell Out:

For an interesting quantitative {not variationist) study, see Quattlebaum (1994).

¥Determiner (D) heads have oun Phrase (NP) complements, the standard
analysis fol g Abney (1987).

*McFadden (2004) argues for the elimination of Case features in the ‘narrow’
syntactic computation. My analysis of C:  variation does not entail this conclusion,
but may be compatible with it.









DM MECHANISMS OF PRONOUN-CASE VARIATION

4.1 OFs in Nominative-Case Coordinates

(5) a. 8., 1dreamed last night that you and me went on a [canoeing]
trip.
b. J. and me were talking about that yesterday.
(6) a. Me and my fellow researchers have tried to defend our research.
(written online, unedited comment)
b. Me and photog man march right up and grab Kucinich’s hand.
(written online and print, edited)™
(7) a. Me and her party!
b. That’s why me and him still talk.
(8)...the place where you, me, and 95 million others put our money.
(TV, unscripted?)

4.1.2 3s

(9) a. My sister an 1er don’t have any mutual friends. (TV, un-
i
b. [The  >uand her can watch me getting your shower working
again. {1V, unscripted)
(10)  ...because Dennis Rader and him couldn’t share the same facility.
(written online, quotation)
(11) a. Her and Britney are trying to grow up....
b. Her and her new boyfriend are coming.
( ') a. Him and the zombie hunter are fighting...."”
b. Him and Julie went below deck to smoke some weed. (TV,
scripted)
(13)Him and her have this gallery, on Lorimer.

4. 3 Plural

(14) a. [S.] and them I guess are getting in tonight....
b. When Castro and them took over... (talk radio, unscripted)
c. Her brothers and them was [standing] over there. (TV, un-
scripted)
(15) The Times, the News and the Post (who reported that quote, inci-
dentally), the Voice, us, an lozens of others keep and maintain

"In the same paragraph there is a Nominative [X and I] coordinate.
"From a British speaker.
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