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p
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‘b
ig
’,
ya
m
-ka

‘g
o
o
d
’,

an
d
b
a
ra
s-ka

‘b
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ap
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w
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e
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g
u
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o
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b
alah

-k
a

tab
le-3

S
IN

G
.P
O
S
S

‘K
im
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th
is
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w
e
ex
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e
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e
relatio

n
sh
ip

b
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een
P
C
–
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d
N
P
–
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W
e
fi
rst

g
ive

arg
u
m
en
ts,

b
o
th

ty
p
o
lo
g
ical

an
d
d
iach

ro
n
ic,

su
g
g
estin

g
th
at
th
is
sy
n
cretism

is
u
n
likely

to
b
e
an

accid
en
t.
W
e
th
en

lay
o
u
t

an
an
aly

sis
th
at
sem

an
tically

m
o
tivates

th
e
sy
n
cretism

,arg
u
in
g
th
at
b
o
th

ty
p
es

o
f
–
ka

su
ffi
x
atio

n
are

w
ay
s

o
f
in
tro

d
u
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g
th
e
p
o
ssessive

π
relatio

n
.
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u
se

w
ith

p
o
ssessive

N
P
s
is
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h
tfo

rw
ard

.
In

th
e
case

o
f

P
C
w
o
rd
s,
w
e
arg

u
e
th
at
p
o
ssessio

n
is
u
sed

to
im

itate
p
red

icatio
n
,
g
iven

th
at

P
C
ro
o
ts
d
en
o
te

p
ro
p
erties.

P
o
ssessio

n
o
f
a
p
ro
p
erty,

w
e
arg

u
e,
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n
e
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attribu
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g
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d
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n
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itio
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u
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e
u
p
o
p
erato
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y
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g
w
h
y
P
C

w
o
rd
s
w
o
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ap
p
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p
o
ssessive
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o
rp
h
o
lo
g
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h
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o
arg

u
m
en
ts
su
g
g
estin

g
th
at
th
e
P
C
/p
o
ss
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n
cretism

is
likely
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t
an
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en
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U
lw
a
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n
o
t
u
n
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u
e
in

sh
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g
a
P
C
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o
ss
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n
cretism
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h
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n
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n
u
m
b
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0
0
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b
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e
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b
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o
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g
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h
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m
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b
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h
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p
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o
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an
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m
alp

an
d
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b
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U
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a
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g
u
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e
M
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g
n
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o
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o
o
d
1
9
9
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)
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th
e
P
C
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o
ss
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n
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3
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g
p
o
ss

P
C
w
o
rd
s

U
lw
a

–
k
a

–
k
a

M
ay
an
g
n
a

–
n
i

–
n
i

T
h
e
p
h
o
n
o
lo
g
ical

sh
ap
e
o
f
th
e
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ffi
x
,
–
n
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is
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t
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m
th
at

o
f
its

U
lw
a
co
u
n
terp
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–
ka
,
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et

b
o
th

lan
g
u
ag
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e
sy
n
cretism

.
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h
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o
u
t
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u
g
h
a
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d
iach

ro
n
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ift.

B
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0
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u
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erso
n
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ift’
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rd
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h
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U
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h
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th
e
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in
al
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m
alp

an
...th
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p
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h
o
lo
g
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T
h
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th
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e
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lw
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N
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p
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ig
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u
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rep

resen
ts
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m
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an
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P
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m
alp

an
)
N
P
p
arad

ig
m

1
S
IN

G
–
k
i

1
P
L
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P
L
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m
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p
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m
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P
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m
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m
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b
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b
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e
d
iach

ro
n
ic

facts
sh
ow

co
nv
in
cin

g
ly

th
at

th
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b
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p
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p
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b
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n
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b
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g
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e
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o
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relatio
n
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d
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u
al.
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h
at
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w
e
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u
e
th
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n
o
f
a
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n
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n
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d
p
o
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n
o
f
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n
o
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u
n
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tru
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n
d
itio

n
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u
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p
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(5
)
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h
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�
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e
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n
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n
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p
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g
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℘
a
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over

p
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p
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n
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n
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<
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u
n
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r
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D
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� �

π
(a

�℘
)
�

�
℘
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–
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b
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n
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aracterizin

g
th
e
set

o
f
en
tities

th
at
“h
ave”
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p
ro
p
erty.
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th
is
g
u
ise,

w
e
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m
e
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n
d

d
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n
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in
(6
a),th

atis
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related
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th
e
o
n
e
w
e
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m
ed
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r
–
ka
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th
e
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n
tex

to
f
a
p
o
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N
P.
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th
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w
ay,

a
P
C
w
o
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su
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xed

b
y
–
ka
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b
a
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‘b
lack

’
d
en
o
tes

th
e
set

o
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en
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o
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L
A
C
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E
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p
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n
in

(6
b
).

(6
)

a.
λ
℘
λ
x
.π

(x
�℘
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W
e
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e
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p
o
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n
al
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an
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o
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ran

g
e
o
f
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n
stru

ctio
n
s
in

U
lw
a,
in
clu

d
in
g
p
red

icative
P
C

co
n
stru

ctio
n
s,
attribu

tive
co
n
stru

ctio
n
s,
an
d
o
th
ers,

are
cap

tu
red

b
y
th
e
th
eo
ry

o
f
p
o
ssessio

n
laid

o
u
t
b
y

B
arker

(1
9
9
5
)
co
u
p
led

w
ith

th
e
assu

m
p
tio

n
th
at

–
ka

h
as

th
e
d
en
o
tatio

n
in

(6
)
w
h
en

co
m
p
o
sin

g
w
ith

P
C

ro
o
ts.

T
h
e
lead

in
g
id
ea

is
th
at

p
red

icatio
n
o
f
–
ka

su
ffi
xed

P
C
w
o
rd
s
is,

in
fact,

p
o
ssessio

n
o
f
a
p
ro
p
erty

b
y
a
p
o
ssesso

r,
so

th
at

a
sen

ten
ce

like
(7
),
in

literal
term

s
m
ean

s
th
at

K
im

p
o
ssesses

th
e
B
L
A
C
K
N
E
S
S

p
ro
p
erty.

(7
)
K
im

y
a
b
aras-k

a.
K
im

th
e
b
lack

-k
a

A
lth

o
u
g
h
w
e
d
o
in
d
eed

p
o
sit

d
istin

ct
d
en
o
tatio

n
s
fo
r
p
o
ssessive

–
ka

an
d
P
C
–
ka
,
w
e
b
elieve

th
at

th
e

tw
o
fo
rm

a
very

n
atu

ral
sem

an
tic

class.
T
h
e
d
en
o
tatio

n
o
f
p
o
ss

–
ka

in
tersects

(th
e
ex
ten

sio
n
o
f)

any
p
red

icate
P
w
ith

th
e
set

o
f
th
in
g
s
th
at
stan

d
in

th
e
p
o
ssessive

relatio
n
to

so
m
e
in
d
iv
id
u
al

a
.
T
h
u
s,ap

p
ly
in
g

p
o
ss

–
ka

to
a
p
red

icate
P

y
ield

s
th
e
b
in
ary

relatio
n
th
at

tw
o
in
d
iv
id
u
als

a
an
d

b
stan

d
in

iff
�a

�b�
is
in

th
e
ex
ten

sio
n
o
f
π
an
d

b
is
in

th
e
ex
ten

sio
n
o
f
P
.
P
C
–
ka

d
en
o
tes

a
very

sim
ilar

b
in
ary

relatio
n
,
n
am

ely
th
e
relatio

n
th
at

tw
o
in
d
iv
id
u
als

a
an
d

b
stan

d
in

iff
�a

�b�
is

in
th
e
ex
ten

sio
n
o
f

π
an
d

b
is

a
p
ro
p
erty.

B
o
th

p
o
ss

–
ka

an
d
P
C
–
ka

th
erefo

re
serve

to
relate

an
in
d
iv
id
u
al
to

an
o
th
er

in
d
iv
id
u
al
b
y

π
,
an
d
it
is
th
is

elem
en
t
o
f
th
eir

m
ean

in
g
th
at,

w
e
b
elieve,

is
th
e
sem

an
tic

essen
ce

o
f
–
ka
,
th
e
elem

en
t
o
f
m
ean

in
g
th
at

co
n
cep

tu
ally

lin
k
s
th
e
tw
o
d
en
o
tatio

n
s.

T
h
e
d
ifferen

ce
b
etw

een
th
e
tw
o
is
essen

tially
ty
p
e-th

eo
retic—

a
p
red

icate
d
erived

b
y
su
ffi
x
in
g
p
o
ss

–
ka

to
an
�e�t��

fu
n
ctio

n
P

req
u
ires

th
e
seco

n
d
m
em

b
er

o
f
any

p
air

in
its

ex
ten

sio
n
(i.e.

th
e
p
o
ssessed

en
tity

)
to

b
e
in

th
e
ex
ten

sio
n
o
f
P
,
w
h
ereas

th
e
d
en
o
tatio

n
o
f
P
C
–
ka

so
rtally

restricts
th
e
seco

n
d
en
tity

o
f
any

p
air

in
its

ex
ten

sio
n
to

b
e
a
p
ro
p
erty.

T
h
e
co
n
tribu

tio
n
to

tru
th

co
n
d
itio

n
s
th
at
–
ka

m
akes

is
u
n
ifo

rm
ly

stated
in

term
s
o
f
th
e
p
o
ssessive

relatio
n

π
.
W
e
th
erefo

re
b
elieve

th
at
it
m
akes

sen
se

to
th
in
k
o
f
th
e
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