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T H E  L E X I C A L  I N T E G R I T Y  P R I N C I P L E :  

E V I D E N C E  F R O M  B A N T U *  

The lexical integrity principle has been called into question by recent work which 
hypothesizes a syntactic phrasal source for inflected words. Bantu morphology pro- 
vides a particularly rich empirical domain for this issue because it straddles the 
boundary between morphology and syntax, inviting syntactic analyses in both the 
earliest missionary grammars and recent theoretical works in generative grammar 
(Myers 1987; Baker 1988a,b; Kinyalolo i991, Carstens 1991). In this study we show 
that the morphology and syntax of Bantu noun class markers strikingly support the 
lexical integrity principle, once the morphemic structure of words is factored apart 
from their prosodic and functional structures. 

0 .  I N T R O D U C T I O N  

How can we tell whether a sequence of morphemes is a word? A funda- 
mental generalization that morphologists have traditionally maintained is' 
the lexical integrity principle, which states that words are built out of 
different structural elements and by different principles of composition 
than syntactic phrases. Specifically, the morphological constituents of 
words are lexical and sublexical categories - stems and affixes - while the 
syntactic constituents of phrases have words as the minimal, unanalyzable 
units; and syntactic ordering principles do not apply to morphemic struc- 
tures. As a result, morphemic order is fixed, even when syntactic word 
order is free; the directionality of 'headedness' of sublexical structures 
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