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1. INTRODUCTION®

1.0. Introduction

It is a long time since, in 1955, FPeoll fuista-Rylle’s study was
published, in which Spocanian and Swedish passive constructions
ara compared without fitting these syntactic categories into some

existing typological framework. Its title, "Spooksoliy -1ije wr
sveden -s: eft ysdos" ('Spocanian -lije and Swedish .5: a com-
parison?), does not cover the whole story, for Spocanian in fact
has two passive suffixes: -lije and -1ita., S5till,; tuista-Rylle

fdeals with both of them. He recounts a number of striking differ-
ences between the passives in  these languages, at a syntactic
level as well as a semantic one, yet he only offers a brief ex-
planation for such distinctions.

Az far as I kpow, Buista-Rylle’s paper, which is more than thirty
vears old, is the only one to put Spocanian passive constructions
in a non-Spocanian perspective, and we may wonder to what extent a
Spocanian construction, which is regarded as “passive" in its
traditional syntax, may be considered so from a semantic perspec-
tive too.

During these thirty years 1linguistics have not been at a stand-
still, and therefore it seems wuseful to reconsider the above.-
mentioned matter of passives, more precisely within a functional
framework and in particular within FG.

First of all, I will briefly explain how FG approaches passive
constructions. Subsegquently, I will give the traditional anzlysis
of the passives in Spocanian, commonly accepted in its grammar,
after which I will prove that such an analysis is inadeqguate and
that the instrument of FB is able toc splve some of the problems
involved.,

1.1. Passive constructions in FG

1.1.1. English example

In FG, the distinction between active and passive is described in
terms of Subi assignment. The following pair of sentences may
serve as an exanple:

(1) a. John reads the book
b. The bocok is read by John

For both constructions, the following (simplified) predicate frame
is valid:

* With gratitude to Simon Dik and the editors for their useful
comnents, and to Joost den Haan who corrected my English.
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{(2) ready (xl: John (Kl))ﬁg {xg: the book (“2)’80

I1f the Subject function is assigned to Jobn, the active expression
(1a) will be the outcome, while Subj assignment +to the back will
result in the passive expression (1b). Furthermore, there is the
riule that an Agent is marked with the preposition by if no syntac.
tiec function (not even that of Subi) has been assigned. This way
of passivization iz explained in Dik (1978:18f,72f).

1.1.2. Swedish example

Whereas the manmner of passivization, described in 1.1.1., is oniy
a matter of Subj assignment, the Swedish constructions in (3) are
liable to a more radical process:

(3} a. Jdan lasesr boken
John reads book-the
YJohn reads the book?

h. Boken lidses av Jan
book-the read-R by John
'"The bonrlk is read by John!

{3a) is entirely equivalent to (ia}, but (3b) is the result of a
different predicate frame than the one that is valid for (3aj: it

(4) a. INPUTz 1ldsay OGiyr Jan (“1))ﬁq (43 boken (29) ) gy
b. OUTPUT: ldsay-s (@) {(xg: boken {x5))g (yy: dan (Vi)’Ag

The first argument {(Rgent) in (4a) is deleted, so that now the
two-place predicate 1lasa is changed into the one-place ldsas. The
original valency =2 is thus reduced to =1. Morphosyntactically,
this process of valency reduction is expressed by way of the suf--
fix ~s. In the gless (3b), this suffix is symbolized by R = Freadiu.
tion marker. The deleted argument with the semantic function of &g
returns in {(4b) as the satellite (yy). Again, we should note the
way in which the Agent (now a satellite) is marked for this ftunc-
tion by a preposition. Swedish uses the prepogition av *by’.

The idea of valency reduction and the introduction of the term
"reduction marker? would constitute a meaningless complication it
the suffin -5 were merely the equivalent of the English auxiliary
to be, namely an instrument only for marking the Subj assignment

to a non-first argument. As the Swedish suffix s does not only
accomplish a passive interpretation, but also can be interpreted -
in pther constructions with other wverbs - as  habitual, detran.

sitivating, impersonal, reflexive, reciprocal (and perhaps there
are other interpretations too), it is only natwal that we should
establish an overall task for thig suffix, so that it may sxpress
a property inherent in all interpretations summed up here. Such =
property entails that there is always one argument less in the
predicate frame of a verb extended by this suffix, than there is
in the predicate frame of the same, unsuffixed verb.

As far as Swedish is concerned, the idea of valency reduction bhas
baen analysed {(together with the suffix -s) in  Tweehuysen (19875,
YThis phenomenon has also been investigated in other languagss; a
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mare language-independent approach of valency reduction can be
found in Dik (1983).

1.1.3. VYalency reduction in general terms

Valency reduction is a form of predicate derivation. And because
one can fit any predicate into a predicate frame, we may say that
an output frame is derived from an input frame, in such a manner
that this output frame contains aone argument less. There are two
ways of showing this schematically: to start with, the first ar-
gument can be deleted:!

{5} a. INPUT: Pr‘EdU (Xl)ﬁq 2 )ng

b. OUTPUT: Predy-R (8) (”E)Bn

Secondly, the secoand argument can be deleted:
{&) a. INPUT: PI”ECIU (}:i)nq (Xz)ﬁu
b. OUTPUT: Predy-R (xl)ﬂq (e

The output frame (5b) results in a construction in which the Agent
argument is lacking. As we have seen in 1.1.2., surh a construc.
tion wusuwally has a passive interpretation, but a pseudo-passive or
impersonal interpretation may also be a possibility here.

The output Frame (bbb} can, for instance, lead to a reciprocal
construction (lacking a Boal), like in the Swedish:

(7) a. Vi kysser henne inte
we kiss her nat
We will not kiss her?

b, Vi kysses inte
we kiss-.R not
*We will not kiss each other?

In this paper, we are mainly concerned with the deletion of the
first argument resulting in a passive interpretation.
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Z. PASSIVE CONSTRUCTIDONS IN SPOCANIAN
Z2.1. Traditional appiroach

Consider the following constructions with the three-place verb
kette “to give‘:2

{(8) a. Jan kette enn ef mimpit 6n Mariy
John give B0 the book RE Mary
*Jobhn gives the book to Mary?

bh. Ef mimpit kettelije pai J&n 6n Mariy
the book give-G8X AG John RE Mary
*The book is given to Mary by Jobhn?

c. Mariy kettelitad pai J&n enn ef mimpit
Mary give-RS8X AG John 60 the bhoaok
"Mary is given the book hy John!

From the one active construction and the two passive ones in {8},
the following may be inferred:

a. in principle, the Agent is marked by the determinant pai,
the Goal by enn, and the Recipient by &n. Pai and 6n cor.
roaspond with the English 'by' and *te’;

b. one of these three arguments is placed before the verb, whare
it has the function of something that iz called a Llausa.-
heart in Spocanian grammar {(in short: a2 Heart). Thus, we
have an Agent-Heart, a Boal-Heart and a Recipient.Heart;

c. the Heart is not marked by pai, enn or an; 3

d. i€ the Boal acts as a Heart, the verb is suffixed with 11 igy
the verb receives the suffix ~1it3 when the Recipient is tha

Heart;
e. arguments that do not act as a Heart are subject to the fol-
lowing rigid order: Agent - Goal .. Recipient.

I shall maintain the traditional term "Heart" for the time being.
as it does not entirely overlap the FR notion “Subject". In fact,
this lack of overlap is the orux of the problem scrutinized in
this paper.

2.2. Spocanian in comparison with Swedish

For the time being, the "Recipient passive" as illustrated o {80
shall be left out of account, and we will draw a comparison hetre
betwern the Swedish s-passive and the Spocanian lije-passive:s
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(?) a. Bpoken ldses av Jan
b. Ef mimpit trempeliije pai Jan
the-book read_58X by John

'The book is read by John!

In the common gloss, the verbal sguffix (.o resp. --1ije) has de—
liberately not been symbolized by the reduction marker "R", but by
a neutral "S5X" (= suffix). The reason for this will become clear
in this section.

It is stated in 1.1.2., that, in Swedish, it is plausible to de-
fine the suffix -8 as a reduction marker. This implies that, in
(?a), the Agent av Jan is a satellite, which may be omitted by
definition. Construction (10a) is therefore grammatical, and per..
haps even more common than a passive with an Agent gatellite;

{10) a. Boken lases
book-the read_R
'The book is being read®

On the other hand, the equivalent Spocanian construction is un-
grammatical:

(10) b. *Ef mimpit trempelijs
the book read-65X

As the Agent in a Spocanian passive construction cannot be 1eft
unexpressed, it can never attain the satellite status in such a
construction, and so it must be an argument. Therefore, in (9b) it
is a question of the two-place predicate trempeli je, whereas in
{7a) we find the one-place predicate lisas (infinitive of l&ses).
In consequence, the ungrammaticality of (10b) is explained in the
same way as the ungrammaticality of

(11} *Trempe [enn] a&f mimpit
read 60 the book

namely by stating that an Agent argument always must be expressed
funless it is a question of coreferring Agents in subordinate or
coordinate clauses); for example, see the constructions in note
25.

Contrary to the Swedish suffix —_s, the suffix -lije is not a re-
duction marker, and therefore the predicate frame of treapeli je
is not a derived frame. This means that the appearance of -lije is
the result of an expression rule, dictating the addition of this
suffix when the Goal appears as a Heart. Thus, respectively the
following predicate frames are valid for the passives in (9):

(12) a. I&say-s (8 (xp: boken (x2))y (vy: Jan (y;))y,
b. trempey (xyz Jan (“1))Rq (a2 2f mimpit (x2)3g,

Whereas the Swedish -.s appears at the level of predicate forma—
tion, and therefore is part of the predicate frame, -1ije does not
appear until the level at which the expression ritles operate. That
is why -lije is no more part of the predicate frame than the de-
terminants pai, enn and &n, and so it has the same status as for
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instance the English passive marker to be, which is not an element
within a predicate frame either.

Moreover, the Swedish argument boken in (1Za) has lngt its origi-
nal semantic BGo function (apparent from the subscript &, for Go
is not a possible semantic function of a one-place predicate like
lidsas. On the other hand, trempa in (12Zb) is a non-derived two--
nlace predicate in which the second argument ef mimpit is the
regul ar Goal.

These distinctions in semantic function between the Swedish in
{1?a) and the Spocanian in (12h) require closer scrutiny of the
relationship between the "point of departure” from which the Sof
is described and the second Argument®s semantic function. Chapter
3 deals with some conditions for the use of the Spocanian passive.
There we shall see that there is often no "passive meaning", in
the sense that the SoA is approached from a different perspective
(see also Dik 1978B: 71).
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3. USE OF THE SPOCANIAN PASSIVE

I+ the Spocanian passive construction discussed in chapter 2, is
unable to drop the Agent in order to present the SoA from a dif-
ferent perspective, while in addition the semantic functions of Ag
and B0 are maintained (as appears from schema (12b)), the obvious
question arises what the purpose of surh a passive may he. Is
there any semantic difference between an active and a passive? And
what justifies the use of a passive?

Bpocanian syntax stipulates a number of casecs in whiech a passive
is perhaps unrequired, but nevertheless recommendable. Moreover,
there are seversal pragmatic instances in which the use of a pas-
sive is perhaps not campulsory, but nevertheless preferred. As the
nature of this paper does not comprise an exhaustive description
of Spocanian grammar, I will only explain the syntactic and prag-
matic cases below that are relevant for discussing the differences

between Agent-_containing and Agentless passives (in chapter 4. A
comprehensive analysis of the use of the Spocanian passive can be
found in Yrméhede_Jertek (1982: Ch.9).

3.1. Passive construction on syntactic grounds

3-1.1. Coreferentiality in relative clauses

There are two ways of constructing a relative clause:

(i) by using a relative pronoun
{ii) by using the verbal suffix _lira

Both relative clause types are restricted by a rigid constituent
order, which may require modification for saveral reasons. Heart
assignment to a different constituent ("passivization") is an ap-
propriate means of somewhat adiusting this order. Below, (i)} and
(ii) will be analysed more cipnsely.

3.1.1.1. Relative pronouns

As to relative clauses with a relative pronocun, the following
thrae rules are of interest; '

(i} I+ the antecedent of a relative pronoun is a non.--Heart,
it is marked by the determinant ki.

(ii) A relative clause always follows after the matrix
clause,

f{iii) A relative pronoun always occupies the original position
reserved for the relevant semantic function.

This may be clarified by a few examples:
(13} a. Ef viemét byte ef kroddr, té melde kost Yksaner

the hutcher beat the baker who be my neighbour
'The butcher who is my neighbour beats the baker?
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b. Ef wvlemdt byte ki ef krodir,; te melde kost yksaner
the butcher beat DET the baker who be 13Y neighbour
*The butcher beats the baker who is my neighbour’

in (1Za), the considerable distance between the matrix Heart ef
viemat and the coreferring relative pronoun €8 can be reduced by
passivization. Thus, compare {13a) with:

(14) Ef krodir bytelije pai ki ef viemot, teée melde kost vks.
the baker beat-G5X A6 DET the buitcher who be my rie gl
*The baker is bheaten by the butcher who is my neighbour?

It is more obvious in (i4) that the subordinate clause is related
to ef viemdt, than is the case in (£3a). Alse note that in (14)
the passive is not used under the compulsion of syntactic restric-
tions reqguiring a certain argument in the Heart function, but, on
the contrary, is used to deprive the Heart function of an argu--
ment, so that the argument order may be changed.

In (13),; the relative pronoun serves as a HRecipient:

(13 Ef 'ian lazare eft kare, szup kette ef svame.doytd &tn té
the boy inhabit a bopat she give the life-jacket RE that
*The boy she gives the life-jacket to, lives on a boat?

The distance between té& and the antecedent ef Yjan can be reduced
by passivization of the subordinate clause, so that the Recipient
becomes the Heart and "moves" to the left:

(i6) E¥ *jan lazare eft kare, t& kettelitd pai sup
the boy inhabit a boat that give_-RS5X AG she

enn ef svame-doytd
G0 the life-jacket

*The boy tp whom she gives the life-jacket, lives on a boat?

The distance between té and ef *jan can be further reduced by also
turning the matrix clause into a passive:

(17) Eft kare 13z5reliije pai ki of Yjan, te kettelitid pai eup
a boat inhabit--G8X AG DET the boy that give--RSX AG she

enn ef svame.-doytdo
G0 the life-jacket

{'A boat is lived on by the boy whe is given the life.iacket
by her'2

*The boy who is given the life-jacket by her, lives on a
boat?

(the somewhat curious literal English translaltion is given between
£3).
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It is outside the scope of this article to expand in detail on the
styligtic and other possible distinctions that asxist between al-
ternatives like (13), (1&) and (17). Gtill, it may be useful to
point out that, in (17), there is no question of any change in
perspective, in this sense that here something is primarily said
about the boat on which the boy lives; the presence nf a relative
clause evokes the need to reduce the distance between the relative
pronoun and its antecedent, in such a way that passivization only
can be 1interpreted as a means of reducing this distance, and not
as a means of actually changing the perspective from which the SoA
is approached,

3.1.1.2. Verbal suffix -lira

For relative clauses that are formed with the verbal suffix -lira,
the following rules apply:

{i} The suffix -lira comes in place of the relative pronoun.
{ii) The relative clause always follows directly after the
antecedent.

I wonld like to emphasize that rule (i} is actually a popular de.
scription nf the visible tip nf a complicated process underlying
the lira-constructions.

Rule (i) and (ii) may be illustrated by the following example:

(18) a. Ef vlemét byte ef krodiGr, té melde kost yksaner
the butcher beat the baker who be my neighbour
*The butcher who is my neighbour, is beating the baker?®

b. Ef vlemdt, meldelira kost yksaner, hyte ef krodir

the butcher be_ing my neighbaur beat the baker
Tidem? '

Rule (i) "changes" té melde kost yksaner into meldelira kost k=
saner.

Rule (ii) "shifts" meldelira kost yksaner right behind the antece-
dent ef viemdt. This "movement" is required, because, in combina-
tion with a relative pronoun, the determinant ki marking the ante-
cedent cannot be used with _lira.?%

The rule that a relative lira-construction must always follow
right behind its antecedent, conflicts with the tendency to avoid
“fragmentation" as far as possible in a Spocanian clausal struc-—
ture. In FB terms, fragmentation of a clause is particularly
avoided at a nuclear level, or more precisely: there is strong
resistance towards inserting any element between the predicate and
its related arguments (with the exception of a limited group of
adverbia). In (i8b), the subordinate clause meldelira kost Vksaner
is inserted between the Heart and the verb. As long as a lira—
clause does not have too much “weight" (is not highly complex}, as
in (18b), the fragmentation is acceptable, particularly in spokasn
language. Heavier clauses, however, tend to make the whole con—
struction ungrammatical, for instance:
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(19) 2?xE+f viemdt, tinkerelira prichik kost kleter yksanar
the butcher become-ing probably my new neighbour

fes of  julecyr tradam, byte ef brodir
in the july-BEN advance beat the baker

*The butcher, who in the course of July is likely Lo become
my new neighbour, is beating the baker?®

The ungrammaticality of (19) can easily be solved by passiviza-
tion, so that the antecedent ef vliemdt is moved to the right.-hand
periphaery of the nuclear cluster:

(20) Ef kirodor bByteliije pai ef viemdt, tinkerslira prichik
kost kleter yksaner fes ef julecyr tradam

"The bhaker is being heaten by iLhe butcher whp is likely to
hecomae my new neighbowr, in the course of July?

The movemsent of "heavy® constituents to the rear is discussed by
Dit: (1978:178F,191f) in his “LIPOLD" hypothesis (Language.-indeparn.
dent preferred order of constituents). Dik illustrates LIFOC by
the following examples, among others:

{21} a. ... dat ze aan me denkt
that she of me thinks

b. 7... dat =ze denkt azaan me
that she thinks of me

(22) a. e.. dat ze azan haar moeder denkt
that she of her mother thinks

b. e Oat ze denkt aan hagr moedsr
that she thinks nof her wother

{23 a, ?... dat ze aan haar moeder die allesn bthuis i denit
that she of her mother who alone abt.home is thinks

b. -v. dat ze denkt aan bhaar mosder die allesn thuils ez
that she thinks of her mother who alone at.hooe is

The increasing complexity of the bold constituents runs gntirely
parallel +tn the possibhility of moving such constituents to the
right_hand periphery: the scale ranges from “"unacceptable® {in
(21b)) to "very desirable® (in (23bl}.

Whereas the constituent order in Dutch may be varied withoul syn.-
tactic consequences, it is necessary in Spocanian to use a passiv-
ization process in order to vary it. It is still to be examined
what the precise interaction between LIPOL and such syntactic pro.
cesses isy;  but this guestion iz less relevant within the scops of
this paoer.
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3.2. Passive construction aon pragmatic grounds

3.2+1. Forusing

Bik (1978:93f) remarks that typicai Focus constituents are to be
found in guestion-answer pairs. In (24}, +the bald constituents
have the Focus function:

(24) a. What does John buy?
b. John buys a malon.

In a 1language like English, the Focus function in a gquestion is
marked by placing the relevant constituent (the interrogative pro-—
rnoun} in the initial position. On the other hand, the answer as
such lacks a morphosyntactic Focus marking. From (23), it appears
that Spocanian does this exactly the other way round:

(25) a. Jan lorerde kluft?d
John buy what
What does John buy??

b. Eft meldne lorerdeliie pai Jan
a melon  buy-_G5X AL Jobn
'A melon is bought by John? or *John is buying a melon?

In (25a) the Focus canstituent (interrogative pronoun  kluoft
"what’®}) takes the Goal position, relevant in all Present tense
rlauses {(this means that, in Spocanian, the distinction betwsen
affirmative clauses and interrogative ones is not expressed in the
constituent order, but only in intonation and in the presence/
absence of an interrogative pronoun or particle). The Focus func-.
tion of &ft melone in (20b) is morphosyntactically expressed by
assigning the Heart function to it: consegquently, it is a (Goal)
passive.

Note that the active construction

(26} Jan lorerde eft meléne *Jobhn buys a melon?,
which is otherwise correct, cannot serve as an answer to guestion
{Z253a) (but may be a possible answer to the guestion Jan paine

kluft? "What is John doing??).

FeZeide Theme (left- dislocated constituents)

In 3.1.1.2., we have pointed out that a Spocanian nuclear clusteir
is hardly subject to fragmentation. This property sees to it that
a function 1ike Theme is not simply available, and that a certain
syntactic condition must be fulfilled first: the Theme has to ap-
pear as Heart. That is why a Topic which, according to Dik (1978:
?2), prefers expression by way of the Theme function, often i=z
found in a passive construction.

Compare the following examples:
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{(27) a. Kirro nert invobe FPeltriy
(=] not invite Peter
"We will not invite Peter?

h. Petriy nert invobelije pai kirro
Peter not invite-G8X AG we
Peter is npot invited by us?

¢. Petriy, [kil do nert invébelije pai kirro
Peter DET he not invite-B854 AG we
The for Peter, we wili not invite him?

In (27h), Petriy functions as the Heart, and as a Thema it may be
iprated on the left-hand side of the matriz-clause. This lpads Lo
(Z7:), in which it may be noted that the MHeart position is now oc-
cupied by the pronoun do *he?, optionally marked by the corefer-
enre marker ki, which we have already sgen 10 combination with
retative pronouns (3.1.31.13.

X.2.3. Ambiguity suppression

Consider the following construction:

(28} Elsa trempe ef guiyrda kat ef kelbra
Elsa read the newspaper on the table
Elsa is reading the paper on the table?

in Spocanian as well as in English, this sentence is ambhiguous ba-
cauvse the prepositional phrase kaf ef kelbea an he tabla? may
either determine (i) the action as a whole (Hlsa is sitiiog/
lving/standing on the table and reads her paper Thepred , e {31}
only ef guiyrda °the paper’® (the paper which is lying on the table
im read hy Elsa). The Spocanian restriction as to the Fragmesh -
tion of a nuclear cluster and the fact that the order of Agent,
verh and Soal determines Che tensed, prevent the asbiguity from
being suppressed in a spooth way. In fact, it iw anly possibiasg ©o
plare the prepositional phrase kef ef kelbra in the inittial posi-
tion:

(29) Kaf ef kelbra Elsa trempe of guiyrds
on the table Elsa resd the newspaper
i the table Flsa is reading the paper®

I (29), ambiguily has indeed bepen suppressed, as its interpre-
tation can only be that Elsa is also on the table; but the initial
position of such a prepositional phraze means that it has a strang
Forus function shich may be euplained in two wayss first, 1% could
be interpreted as a contrast, sesning  that Eiss is o ths tanla
angd not under it, or indicating that Elss is on the table, and not
on the cupboardy and secondly., the Foous funchtion  may be requised
as an answer to the question: *Where does Elsa read her news-
paper??’

The only way to supprzss the smbiguity in (28) without creating a
strong Focus fupchion (as in (291, is Lo use a passlves
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(30) a. Ef guivyrda tremnpelije pai Elsa kaf ef kelbra
the newspaper read-G8X AG Elsa on the table
'The paper is being read by Elsa on the table?

b. Ef qguivyirda kat =f kelbra trempelije pai Elsa
the newspaper on the table read-GS5YX AG Elsa
*The paper on the table is being read by Elga’
or klsa is reading the paper that is on the table?

Once aqgain, the passive (or more aptly: the Heart function of the
Goal) is primarily a means of changing the constituent order, and
this overrules the possibility of considering the Sof from a dif-
ferent perspective.

3.3. Conclusion

In many cases a shift from the active to the passive {(or the other
way round) takes place because the related shift in Heart assign-
ment brings about a change in the constituent order, desirable for
certain reasons. In addition to this, an argument acting as a
Heart may become subject to several syntactic and pragmatic opera-
tions that cannot be carried out on non-Hearts.

The traditional view that the assignment of the Heart function is
exclusively related to the passivization operation, i1s inadeguate:
for, in order to change the perspective on the SofA,; the Heart
function nften gets assigned for a very different reason than to
axpress a passive. In this connection, it is significant that so-
called passive constructions are also possible, and even compul -
sory, in verbs that can never be interptreted as "passive" semanti-
cally, as for instance in the answer in (31b):

{31) a. Jin ytende beri tinkere kluft?
John intend INF become what
*What does John intend to becamnse??

b. Eft gekker tinkerelije pai do.
a teacher become-GSX AG he
{7A teacher is bacame by him’}
*He will becoms a teacher?

In (Zib}, a "passive construction" is used in order to @meest the
rule that the Focus in this answer must appear as a Heart. In
this context, I would 1like to bring to mind that the Agent in
{31b) cannot be omitted. But it is possible tp reduce (3ib) to

such a degree that only the Heart (Focus!) remains. Cowpare the
following:

(32) a. Jan ytende beri tinkere kluft? - #EFft gekker tinkereli je.
b. Jan ytende beri tinkere kluft? - Eft gekker,

Agent deletion, which justifies a "real" passive interpretation,
will be discussed in chapter 4.
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&, AGENTLESS PASEIVEER
4.1, Properties of the Heart

flong with the syntactic and pragmatic phenomena listed in 3.1.
and 3.2., which make Heart..assigning aperations recommendable or
aven necessary, a number of Heart properties that distinguish a
Heart from a non-Heart, arz implicitly sentioned. Let us consider
the summary balow:

(8) Relative pronouns:
if a relative pronoun refers o the Hearid, there is no spe-
cial marker. Every non-Hesrt argument 1s marked by ki, as
=qon as it appears as an antecedent tao a relative pronou.

{BY Focusings
in an answer to a guestian, the Focus can only aci as a
Heart. 6 non_Heart argument can never become Focus.

(C)Y Topicalization:
as such, a Topic is exprassad by assigning the Heart function
to it; only then, may this constituent be nlaced aouteide the
matrix clause aws a Thems.

A few properties may be added to thig Tist, which indesd do nob
lead to Heart-assigning operations, bob are nevertheless inherent
in the Heart functions

(I Reflesivity:
the roflerive possEcesive GUronoun sorer? is used when the
passessor corefers with the Heart.

Exampl ess
(33) a&. JEn  trempe sensr mingli
Joha read REFL.  hook
‘dchn reads kis (ownd book?’
b, Gress trempes sener nimpit
I read REFL. book

1 read my {(ownd ook?®

(34 a. Lerde e Myza byhelilje pei sensr sientur

Lerde and Myzo beal-08%X A5 REFL  sobher
Lerdu and Myzo are being beaten by thelr {rwit) mother ?

h. Gress byitelije pai hift sientw
I beat--BEX 4  their mother
I am being heaten by thelsr oaothesr?
In {34a), we have & mobhsr with twa sons, Lerdu ang Myzo, e st
both being beaten by her. in (348}, the "norpal’ possessive e
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noun hift (3pl.m) is used because this does not refer to the Heart

gress 17,

(E)} Presence/absence of semantic markers:

the semantic markers pai, 2an and &n can never be combin=d

with a Heart.
Examples:
(33) a. #Pai Jan trempe enn ef mimpit
A Jobn read G0  the book
*John is reading the hook?
b. *Enn af mimpit trempelije pai Jan
GO the book read-O65X% a5 John
*The book is read by John!

{F) Verbal derivations from pronouns:

Every personal pronoun has verbal derivations that can be

used in a rather "idiosyntactic" way. One o

f their possible

applications is to express emphasis, or more precisely: they

focus the entity to which the Heart refers.

Such smphasis

cannot be expressed within the domain of a non-Heart.

The verbal derivation from pronouns reminds one very ouch of thes

productive verbal derivations from adijective

=, such as glado

‘happy! — gladoe 'to be happy’. For instance, gressere 'to be me?

is derived from the personal pronoun gress 'I'.
used in impersonal constructions like:

{346} Ef nert gressere, té tiffe eup
it not l.be that know she
{1t is not me, who knows her??}
'l dont know her? ("I" is stressed)

In (346), we encounter the - impersonal - mat
gresserea Yit is not me?, followed by a relativ
relative pronoun té& ‘*that/who?. The "idiosynt

This wverb can be

rix clause ef nert
e clause with the
acrtic” thing about

(36} is that the antecedent of the relative pronoun is not a nom-

inal constituent in the matrix clause, but rat
verbalized personal pronpbun (isg) is referring t
There are some restrictions to this extraordinar
of t& in (3&), and one of them is that te al
"Heart. That is why (37a) is ungrammatical, while
{pppere is the verbal derivation from gup ‘she?

(37} a. ®Ef nert eppere, gress tiffe te
it not she.be I know that

bh. Ef nert eppere,; te tiffeliie pai gress
it not she.bg that know-GSX A 1
{'8he is not the one known by/to me')
*That one T do not know?
or 'She is not the one I know?

(G Determinative pronoun nem:
I+ nem takes the Heart function, this requi

her the entity the

o.7

y raferance by way

ways must act as a
{(37b) is rorrect

3sg.tl:

res a personal
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pronoun 3Ird person or the indefinite pronoun stus Yone’ in
the subordinate clause belonging te it. If nem is not the
Heart, a relative pronoun will appear in the subordinate
mlause. The following estamples may illustrate this:

(ZB) 2. Do westare nem, t& mrlde nonsens
he assert that whai bha MCHTERNSE
sWhat he iz asserting, ie nonsense?
or *It is nonsense,; what he is asssrbing?

b, Newm westarelije pai do, af nelde nonsens
that assert.G8X AE he it be FENTSRTISE
TWhat is asssrted by him, is nonsonss?
or *It is nonsense what is as faw hiim®

In (382), nem is not 2 Hesrt, and therefors it g referrad to by
the relative pronoun t&. In (38b) howsver, newm iz the Heart, Thus,
the persaonal pronoun ef 2it® follows in the relative clause.

The praoperties (A) - (B} are an sicsllesnt seans of testing whether
a certain constituent bas besn assigosd the Hesrt function o npob.
See section 4.3,

£.2. Beneral properties of "resl’ paszives in Spocanian

After all that has Been said above zbout the fach that diie. and
litd-constructiong do not sesm  f0 be  reel passives, bDecause the
present of an Agent  is compulsory and the perspective an the Eof
is subordinate to syntactic or gragmatic consideyebions For é
a lije- or litd-construction, it i now fdee Lo look atb

1iie— and litd-constructions which do satisdy the classic reguioe.

ments of a passive consitruction.
These might be the Iiis- and

) structiong that Iack an
fSgent, and such constructions ceritainly

{39) a. Blul trempelije gert mispits fog Yalandes

DUMMY readB8X many lrooks in Ioedand
"There are many books read in Iceland?

tr. Blul fesreppelitid Faoll e
DUMMY promise-RSY Fauwl GO
‘Paul is promised @ noes Fiab”

gttt dda

M NP, By
+iat

By definition, these Agentlsss cong can iy resull fram
a derived predicete frame, in which  the Sgent argument bas Desn
deleted. So, the following opseratic have taken place In the rse

spective cases of treope and fesceppe:s

(40} a. INPUT: trempey {xi}ﬁq {ror perd mimpits (kg

b. DUTPUT: trempey (89 (g port simops te el dog

Wl et

(o the sake of olacrity, ths
omitted here.’
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(413 a. INPUT: fesreppey (xl)Ag (9 eft kleter goftroda (%49))ng
(xy: Peoll Oix) I pae
b. OUTPUT: fesreppey (@) {xn: eft kleter goftroda (x9) g,
{x3: Peoll (xx))p..

For the present, we will restrict ourselves to Goal passives as in
(39a). Once these are clear, there will be no problem with the Re_
tipient passives, as in (39h). Construction (3%a) bears an uncanny
resemblance to certain equivalents in European languages like Eng.
lish {also in (E%a)}, Swedish {({(42a)}) and Dukch ((42b)):

(42) a. Det ldses manga bbvker p& Island
DUMMY read-R many books on Iceland

bh. Er wordan veel boeken in IJsland gelezen
DUMMY are many books in Iceland read

However, the blul-constructions differ on three points from their
European eguivalents:

(i} the nature of the passive marker -1iije

{ii) the restrictions as to the appearance of blul
(iii} the morphasyntactic form of the BGpalll

In the following sections, these three points will be scrutinized.

A.2.1, The suffix -1ije

In (42), +the Swedish suffix -5 serves as a reduction marker {(see
1.1.2.05 in (3%a), -lije can never be such a marker: for, in the
preceding sections this suffix  has already appeared without any
argument deletion. The appearance of -lije in (3%a} is therefore
not a result of Agent deletion, but rather of the fact that some-
how there is a Goal-Heart here. That is why the suffix -1iim
cannot be the reduction marker R (see predicate frame {(Sb)).

Here we encounter a traditional moot point in Spocanian grammar:
is there still a Heart present in a blul_constructipn, or is this
not the case? If it is, the presence of -lije must be attributed
to the Goal’s Heart function; if not, it should be explained why
—-1li je nevertheless appears in a blul —construction.

The followers of the traditional grammarian Lerdu-Sypa Kojen-Péat
reject the existence of a Heart in hlul-constructions on formal-
syntactic grounds. Only those constituents appearing bhefore the
varb and without the determinants pai, enn or én, are to be called
a Heart (for discussion, see Kalis-Modlehhe 1983).

The disciples of the transformationalist Buela Pardova regard
every constituent as a Heart in which the addition af pai, enn or
on results  in an ungrammatical construction. That is why, accord.-
ing to them, pert mimpits in (3%a) and Peocll in (3%9h) are Hearts.
By way of the properties inherent in a Heart, mentipned in 4.1.,
it should be very easy indeed to verify which of the two parties
is right, but unfortunately not all above-mentioned properties
can be assigned to an argument that might be considered a Heart
in a blul-construction. It is therefore still an apen guestion
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whether all properties listed above are really necessary in order
to regard a constituent as a Heart.

In 4.3.2., we will see that FB is able to solve this moot point.

4,2.2, The dummy blul

In the Furopean languages, the dummy {or, in traditional termi.
nolagy: the provisional Subject) mainly occurs in combination with
an indefinite Boal. Next to the dummy construction, there is al-
ways still a dummyless variant in which the Goal appears in the
position before the verb, as it does in Swedish and Engligh:

(43} a. Det lisez minpa bocker hir (Bwadish)
DUMMY read-R many books here
*There are many books being read hare?

h. M&nga bicker 1ases har
many books read-R here
‘Many bhooks are being read here’

Moreover, dummies occur in existential non-passive clauses, likes

(44) Det bor mdnga minniskor har
*There are many people living here?

Contrary to this, the Speocanian dummy Blulll scours exciusively
in lije— and litd-constructions and cannot be deleted in favour
of the Boal's initial peosition:

(45) a. Blul trempeliie pert mimpits kusami (= (43a)}
b. #Pert mimpits trempelije kusami (cf. (43b) and (30b))

(4&) a. Pert veldurs zéare kusami
many people live here
*Many people live here?

b. #Blul =zare pert veldurs kusami
there live many people here (cf. (44))

Under the impression that a Heart is lacking in a blul.construc-
tion, Kojen-FPit and the other traditionalists conclude that e
Heart has actually been replaced hy bilul. Because of their views
that the Heart is found after the verb in blul-constiructians,
Pardova and other transformationalists believe blul o be a trace
of Agent deletion. o

Biul's property of only ocecuring in constructions with a deleted
Agent, or, in other words, constructions resulting from 2 e verd
predicate frame, justifies the hypothesis that blul is in fact the
reduction marker R. That is why the frame derivations in (40} and
(41} should be written am:

{47) a. INPUT: trempey txikﬂg {xns pert mimpits (tp)lpg

B. DUTPUT: trempey bianl (@) (ks pert mimpits {(xed gy
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(48} a. INFUT: fesreppsy {“!)ﬁq (x9: eft kleter goftréda {33} 7gg
| (x3: Peoll 433 ) pae
b. DUTPUT: fesreppey blul (B) {2t eft kleter goftrodda
(%) )pgy {x3: Peoll (333 par

From now on I will call blul a "reduction marker"™ (R), and not a
"dummy” any longer. Contrary to a language like Swedish, Spocanian
constructions with a reduction marker only have a passive inter—
pretation. And what is more, the Swedish reduction marker is a
verbal suffin, whereas its Sporanian counterpart is a lexical mor-
pheme that must accomodate itself to  the Functional Pattern like
any other constituent. Perhaps one can advance arguments for not
accepting blul as a reduction marker in the derived predicate
frame, and to regard 1t instead as a "position filler", which is
only added when one of the positions in  the Functional Pattern
appears to be open because the Agent has besn deleted. I will
return to this Functional Pattern in 4.3.3., and it will appear
from 4.3.4. that there certainly is a valid reason for introducing
blul into the predicate frame as a reduction marker.

4.2.3. Argument shift or not

In view of the frames (47) and (48), I would 1like to mention an
operation known as “argument shift", which has been discussed by
RDik {1285} and others. in many languages, output frames with an
open first-argument position, as in (47b) and (48h), are unaccept-
able. Such frames conform to the more general model of non—derived
predicate frames. This process is known as the "Principle of far-
mal adjustment” (PFAY, and Dik (1985) defines it as follows:

(49) “"Derived constructions of type X are under pressure toc adjust
their formal expression to the prototypical expression
model provided by non-derived constructions of type X."

Dik offers the following independent definitions +or the "proto.
typical expression model" (PEM). I will restrict myself to zero-,
one— and two-place predicates:

(50} a. "Zero-place predicates have no FEM."
h., "One—place predicates:; the PEM is the expression model for
one-place predicates with a specified first argument.”
¢. "Two-place predicates: the FEM is the expression model for
a two-place predicate with an Agent and a Bpal argumsnt.”

The effect of the PFA is nicely illustrated by Swedish: from the
two-place predicate lidsa '"to read’, the one-place predicate 13sas
to be read? iz derived by fAgent delstion:
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(31} a. INPUT: lasay (x!)Ag (sl

b. OUTPUT: lésay.s (@) (xp)pg
in which -s is the reduction marker R.
The following results from (351):

{52) a. Han laser en bok *He is reading a book?
b. Det lases en bok *There is a book being read?

The open Agent position marked by (@) in  (51b), is occupied by
the dummy det, whereas the Boal en bok remains in the original
Gnal position (second-argument position). However, the output in
{(51b) dpes not comply with the PEM of (50h), which reguires that
the first argument is specified in the case of a one-place pred-
icat®. The output in (5ib) can now serve as input for a newly.
derived predicate, in which a first argument is specified by means
of argument shift:

(53) a. INPUT: lasay-.s (8) (xzlg, {= Qutput (51b))

b. OUTPUT: ldsay-s ()
(53b) results in an expression like:
{54) Boken lases *The book is being read?

In Tweehuysen (1987), it has been pointed out that in a construc-—
tion like (52b) the dummy det has the character of a first argu-
ment in the Subj function, whereas in (54) boken must be the tirst
argument teo which the Subj function has been assigned,32

The form of the arqument shift proposed in (33), does not seem to
work in the Spocanian predicate frames in (47b) and (48b), for, it
the Goal! arguments were to shift from their second position to the
first, this fails to explain the appearance of the suffix -1ije,
because this suffix indicates that the second argument (Goal) acts
as a Heart. The - hypethetical — argument shift in which (47} anidd
(4Bh) serve as input, is illustrated in (53) and (B6&):

(55) a. INPUT: trempey blul (&) (xg: pert mimpits (xy)lgg

h. DUTFUT: trempey blul Gtz pert mimpits Gig)lg
(56) a. INPUT: fesreppey blul (@) (g eft kleter goftroda

(Xz))an (X3: Peoll (}:331‘&5;.

s
s
'

b. QUTFUT: fesreppey blul (x(: eft kletér goftrada (x;))g

i

{xg: Peoll i9) YRac

(556 and (S&b) rcan only resuit in the following expressions
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(assuming that the constituent order folliows fram the Functianal
Pattern defined in (8%9) without restriction):

(37} a. ¥Blul trempe pert mimpits
R read many bpoks

b, ¥Blul fesreppe eft kleter goftriéda 6n Peoll
R promise a new flat RE Paul

It follows from the ungrammaticality of (57) that Spocanian de—
rived predicate frames, in which the Agent has been deleted, are
not sensitive to the arqument shift invited by PFf; the deriva-
tions in (53) and (56) are therefore incorrect {(see ssction &.1.2.

JF
I wrl

L

e = T o B - T

a more detailed analysis of argument shift in Spocaniand.

4.2.4. The morphosyntactic form of the Goal

Personal pronouns have a so-called “"passive derivation”. If an
Agent is lacking, such variants should be wsed for pronominalized
Boals in 1ije- and litd-constructions, instead of the non-derived
personal pronouns.!d Compare the following ronstructions, in which
the Goal do *heshim? takes the form doe in the passive variants

{58) a. bBress zerfe do
I see he
'T sge him?

b. Do zerfelijie pal gress
he see GBX AG T
*He has been seen by me!

c. Blul zerfeliie dae
R spa_G58X hEPnSS
He has been seen?

The transformationalists have attempted to connect the presence of
blul with the appearance of a passive pronoun, while the majority
of the traditionalists tend to regard the appsarance bof a passive
pronoun as  a result of the “de-hearting” of the original Hegart.
The problems arising in connection with these two views, can be
avoided within an FG framework, as it is now no longer feasible to
suppose that there is a relationship between the appearance of a
passive pronoun and that of blul.

The rule for using the passive personal pronoun seems to be a
semantic ong: if the SoA is realized by an unexpresssed “force”,
the Goal appears in the passive faorm. In this manner, one can at
least describe the situation in passive constructions like (3Bc).
However, it is interesting to note that passive personal gronouns
also appear in imperatives, causatives, and related constructions.
The following two constructions may clarify this:

{39) a. Tu lukte sener lomka
you wash REFL face
Wou are washing vour face’
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b. Lukte_toe sener lomka!
wash-youpasg REFL face
TWash your face!?

Here also, the passive form tile in (359b) indicaetes that the Sof is
realized by an unexpressed "force”, or more precisely: the speaker
producing the imperative intends to create a SoA which can be de-
fined in the same way as in (5%9a). It should also be noted that
an imperative arises from a derived predicate frame, viz. a frame
in which the Agent has been linked to the predicate in some way or
aother.l% In +the expression, this is revealed orthographically by
the fact that verb and Agent are hyphenated.

In section 6.2., I will return in more detail to the use of pas-.
sive personal pronouns.

8,%. Is there a Heart in a blul-construction?

At a first glance, it seems possible to answer this question in
the affirmative, as the verbal suffixes -lije and -1itd also ooour
in a blul_-construction, and are a direct result of Heart assign-
ment to Goal and Recipient respectively. If the question is an-
swered negatively, then this must have consequences for Fh, be-
cause a blul-construction arises from a derived predicate framg
and the presence of -1ije/-1itd could therefore indicate that the
predicate frame has been derived after Heart assignment. That is
why, at the predicate trempe *to read’, we shouwld picture some-
thing like the following there, I refer to the derivation proce-
dure in (47)):

(60) a. INPUT: trempey (xl)ﬂq {xo: pert mimpits (2233 3p
Heart assignment to the Goal results in:

b, OUTPUT: trempey-1iie (xl)ﬁq {(xy: pert mimpits (o) Ypatpart
Now, it follows from b, thats

. OUTPUT: trempey-lije blul (B) (xjy: pert mimpits {xyidg

Here, a kind of "de_-Hearting" of the Gpal must have occurred while
deriving c. from b. {(whether related to the loss of the original
Go function, or not). The process as proposad in (60) conflicts
with FG typology, in which the assighrment of a function to an
argument should take place at the level where the expression rules
operate {(Subj assignment cannot precede predicate formation?.
Moreover, it can hardly be accepted within an FG frameworik that
Heart assignaent is overruled by some kind of “de-hearting proce..
dure™.

Therefore, let us first carry put a test, which possibly may give
us a cliear answer to the Question whether a blul —construction cof..
tains a Heart, or not.
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4.3.1. The Heart-_-test

The 7 properties mentioned in 4.1. are a gond basis for our Heart_

test (that is why they were mentioned). Now, we will carry out 7
subtests:

{A} Relative pronouns and ki-marking:

Compare the following:

(61} a. Ef efanty bytelije pai ef gekker, té eft geffy kuntiyreld
the child beat-GSX AG the teacher that an apple steal
'The child who has stolen an apple, is bheaten by
the teacher?

b. Blul byteliie ef efanty, té eft geffy kuntivyers
c. *Blul bytelije ki ef efanty, te eft geffy kuntivre
R beat_GBSEX .. the child that an apple steal

*The child who has stolen an apple, is being beaten?

As the construction with ki in (&1c) is ungrammatical, it may be
concluded from this subtest that, also in a biul . .construction, =2f
efanty serves as a Heart.

{B) Focusing:

Compare:

(62) a. Jan lorerde kluft? - Eft snat lorerdeli je pai do
John buy what - a hay-fork buy-GSX AG  he
What dpes John buy? - He is buying a hay-fork?

b. Jan lorerde kluft? . ¥Blul lorerdelije eft snat
John buy what - R buy.-G5X a hay-for
"What does John buy? — There is a hay-fork being bought?

In this answer, the Focus has to appear as a Heart. The blul..con-
structian in (642b) is incorrect as  an answer, which means that
this subtest shows that it is unlikely that eft meldne is a Heart.

{cy Topicalization:
Cnmpére:

{63) a. Petriy, [kil] do nert invobeliije pai kirro
Feter DET he not invite_GSX A we
YAs for Peter, we will not invite him?

b. #Petriy, blul nert invébelije [ki] dé&e
Peter [ not invite-BSX DET heppsg
'As for Peter, he is not invited?

The ungrammaticality of (63b) could be an indication that Patriy
is not a Heart hers.
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(D} Reflexivity:
Compare the follpwing:

{(64) a. Ef bhurt kettelije-tyrt pai Jeely On sener yrge
the dog give_GSX-back AG dJdeesly RE REFL amaster
'The dog is given back by Jeely tno its master?

b. Blul ketteliie.tirt ef hurt 4n sener yrge
R give-BSX-back the dog RE REFL master
*The dog is given back to its master?

As the reflexive possessive pronoun sener can only be coreferen-
tial with the Heart, it may be concluded from this subtest that ef
hurt is also a Heart in (64b).

(E) Presence/absence of semantic markers:
Compare:

(43) a. #Enn ef mimpit trempeli je pai Jan
GO0 +the book read-BSX AG  John
"The tonk is bheing read by John?

b. #¥Blul trempelije enn ef mimpit
R read.-B5X GO the book
*The baook is being read’

(&6) a. ¥tn Mariy kettelitid pai Jan enn gf mimpit
RE Mary give-RSX AG John GO the bhonk
"*Mary is being given the hook by John?

b. #Blul kettelitd on Mariy enn ¥ mimpit
R give-R8X RE Mary GO0 the book
*Mary is being given the book?

The result of the presence {(in beld print) of the semantic markers
enn and o6n is ungrammatical in blul —constructions. & Consequentiy,
the Goal ef mimpit in (&5b) and the Recipient Mariy in (66h) have
a clear Heart-function too.l7

(F) Verbal derivations from pronouns:
Compare:

(67) a. ¥Ef nert eppere, kirro invibe té
it not she.be we invite that

. Ef nert eppere; te invobeliie pai kirro
it not she.be that invite-BSYX AG we
fShe is not the one, who is invited by us?
or *That one is not invited by us’®
In {67a) té& is not a Heart, and therefore the construction is un-
grammatical. Now, look at:
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(68) #Ef nert eppesre, blul invibelije té
it not che.be R invite_G8X that
'She is not invited?

Construction (&4B) is not grammatical either.!® Conclusion:
te is not a Heart here.

{6} The determinative pronoun nem:

Compare the followings

(67) a. Nam westareliije pai dn, ef melde nonsens
that assert-G8X AB he it be nonsense
'What is being asserted by him, is nonsense?’

b. Do westare nem, ta melde nonsens
he assert that what he nonsense
'What he is asserting, is nonsense?

c. Blul westarelije nam, ef/#*té melde nonsens
R assert-58X that it/what be NoNsSENSe
'What is being asserted, is nonsense?

In {6%c), the personal pronoun ef is carrect in the subordinate
clause, while the relative pronoun & is ungrammatical. This

indicates that, also in this blul -construction, nem acts as a
Heart, as in (&%a).

4.%.2. The result of the Heart.test

From 4.3.1., the following may be inferred:
That there is a Heart in a blul -construction, is confirmed by:

{A) Relative pronouns and ki_marking

(D} Reflexivity

(E) Presence/absaence of semantic markers
(5) Determinative pronoun nem

Counter.enamples refuting the claim that a Heart esxists in a Biul .-
construction, are:

{B) Focusing

() Topicalization

{F} Verbal derivation from pronouns f{also considered a form of
Facusing, see 4.1.(F))

The sifting above shows that the pragmatic phenomena Focusing and
Topicalization indicate that a blul-construction does not contain
a Heart, while, on the contrary, the rest of the syntactic phenon-
ena dg prove that there is a Heart. This seems to indicate Shatb
the notion "Heart” must be split up into a pragmatic and a syn-
tactic component, =m0 that now it is a question of translating
these into FG terms. In doing sa, Dik’s analysis of the Philtippine
Tanguages offers a good guideline (Dik 197B:994). In view of the
Fhilippine languages, Dik introduces the notions "Frominence—1"
and "Frominence-2", and 1 guote:
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fuotation A:

“(a) the term receiving Prominence-1 is given a special
Prominence-i marker, which 'masks? the semantic function
marker. {B) the verb is marked in a way which signals that a
term with semantic function §; has Prominence-1. Cowad”

Buotation B:

"{a) the argument receiving Prominence-2 is given a special
marker which, however, is usually identical to the Promi-
nence-1 marker. Prominence-2 may be given tao a constituent
already having Prominence-1. [...J (B) the constituent having
Prominence-? appears in clause-.initial position (that is, in
these languages, immediately preverball. [...1 {d) Promi-
nence-2 has no consegquences for the form of the verb. [...71"

It is striking that all these Philippine properties are almost
literally similar to the ones found in Spocanian, if we equate the
syntactic component of the Heart with "Prominence-1" {from now ons
“Promi”), and its pragmatic component with "Prominence-2” {(from
noWw on: "Prom2®). This may be illustrated by the following ex-
ample:

(70 a, Ef mimpit trempelije pai Jan
the book read-GHX AG  John
"The book is being read by Jdohn?

L. Blul trempelije ef mimpit
H read-G5X the hoolk
'"The book is being read?

FEoth (70a) and (70h) meet the definition of Proml in all respects

(quntation A): the special Proml marker {(see (Ra)) can, together
with the term f mimpit, be regarded as a S-_marker, "masking"” the
semantic marker enn. Furthermore, the suffix  -1ije meets the de-

scription in  {(Ab). In addition te this, {(70a) also meets the de-
finition of Pram? {(quotation B): the special marker is idantical
to the Proml marker {(namely ). Prom2 is assigned to ef mimpit,
while this term also receives Proml {(gsee (Ba)). fAccording ta (Bb),
the Prom?2 constituent appears in a clause.initial position, which
is actually the case in (70a); and, according to (Bd),; Prom2 has
no consequences for the verb form: this also holds true.

After a thorpugh analysis of various Philippine examples, Dik
{1978:94) reachss the following conclusion: "The most reasonable
interpretation would thus seem to be 1o regard Proml as & matter
of Subj assignment.” This conclusion is based, among other things,
on the findings of Keenan & Comrie (1977), as well as of Keenan
(1972), which show that the restrictioms on relativization of
constituents very often refer to the syntactic functions of Subj
and Obji. This is precisely what the subtests (@) and (B) also
reveal .

Dik shows that, within the framework of Fi3; there are no objiec.
tions towards regarding the Philippine property "Promi" as a form
of Bubi assignment. All  arguments above also pertain absolutely
to Spocanian. What in the Philippine languages is called "Promi©;
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is traditionally the "Heart" in Spocanian. Both Promi and the
Heart are a result of Subj assignment, and from now on I will use
"Subject” when “Proml" is indicated. In 4.3.3., I will analyse

the notion "Prom2® in more detail for Spocanian. Subj assignment
to @ non-Agent does not npecessarily lead to a2 traditional "pas-
sive" in every language and in every case.

4,3.3. The Functional Fattern

4,3.3.1. Beneral

The first conclusion to be drawn is that pne of the arguments has
been assigned a Subj function, in basic predicate frames as well
as in derived, Agentless predicate frames (leading o a bluli-
congtruction). In doing so, the following expression rules play a
parts

(71) expression of syntactic functionsg:
"‘i)Subj — B (P{i)
(72) pxpression of semantic functions:
(xi)ﬁq —3 pai {x)
ydgg —> fennl, ((sy)
(xi)ﬂsc —> b ()
“[..1:" indicates that the element between brackets may either be

present or absent, depending on a further definition of certain
conditions.

{73) verb markings:
condition operation
AgSub j B
GoSub j V -3 (V-lijedy
RecSub j V -z (V-1itd)y

Note that "constituent ordering® is not part of the system of ax-
pression rules relating ¢ Subj assignment. For, the second con-
clusion to be drawn is that there is also a second process in-
vilved, besides Subji assignment, which may be compared with the
notion "From2", developed by Dik $or the Philippine !anguages.
This second process should explain the distinction between sen-
tence pairs like:

(74) a. Ef mimpit trempelije pai Jan
the book read_G6GSX AG John
*The bonk is being read by John?

b. Blul trempelije ef mimpit
R read-G5X the book
'The book is being read?

The difference between the two constructions above is mersly one
of word order. The presence af blul in {74b) only indicates the
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applied process of Agent deletion, but the position of this re-
duction marker after the process has not yet been fined. !9

4.3.3.2. Traditional approach of the constituent order

8 Functional Pattern must be defined into which all the Spocanian
clauses "fit", or more precisely: from which it follows that ar-
guments with Prom2 assignment (as in (74a)) appear before the
verb, and arguments without Prom2 assignment appear after the
verb, in which case biul takes the position before the verb.
Therefore, it might be useful to look at the traditionzl way in
which the constituent order is approached in Specanian. In doing
sp, we shall restrict owrselves to the nuclear level; that 3is to
predicates and their arguments.

However , here the traditional view will be explained in FG termss
the following basic order applies to the three arguments Agent,
Goal and Recipient: Agent - Goal - Recipient. 8till, this order
may be disturbed when Subj assignment has taken place, as the Hub-
ject always appears before the other, non-Subject arguments. Thus:

{(7%) i. 2. Z.
a. AgSubj - Go - Rec
h. GoSubji - Ag — Rec

. RecSubj -~ Ag - Go

The peosition of the predicate (V) depends on the tense that is
expressed. Here, three tenses are relevant: the HNeutral tense, the
Definitive tense, and the Future tense. The Definitive tense
rovers the Past and the Perfect.

In the Neutral tense, the predicate is situated betwesn the +tivst
and the second argument, as shown below:20

(74 i. 2. 3.
a. AgBubi - V - Bo - Rec
b. GoSubj - V - Ag - Rex

. KRecSubji — V - Ag - Go

In the Definitive tense, the predicate 1is situated between the
second and the third argument:

{77} i. 2. 3.
&. AgSubji - Go - V . Rec
h. GaSubi - Ag — V -~ Rec

c. RecSubi -~ Ag - V - Go

In the Future tense, the predicate takes the initial position:

(78} 1. 2. 3.
a. V - AgSubi . Go - Rec
b. V — GoSub) -~ Ag - Rec

. ¥ - RecSubi - Ag - Go

So much for Agent-containing constructions. In constructions
without an Agent (in FG terms: derived predicates), we encounter a
process in  the Neutral tense, which is traditionally callet i

version. This means that Subject and V change place, end Chat,
moreover, bilul is added in the initial position in esch tense
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(except for the Future tense where it takes a second position,
aftter V). The following schemata may illustrate this:

(79} i. 2.
Aa 7]
k. bilul -V - GoSubj -~ Rec
c. blul - V — RecSubji - BGo
{80} 1. 2.
a. @

b. blul - GoSubji - V . Rec
. blul _ RecSubi - V - BGo

(31> i. 2.
D 5]
b. V - blul . GaSubi _— Rec
c. V — blul - RecSubi — Go

Due to Agent deletion, the a.-paradigms remain open.
4.,3.3.3. The FG approach

It will be clear that the traditional way of ordering constituents
does not fit inte an FG framework. For, in the preceding section
we have presented a step-by.step construction by (i) moving the
Subject to the left, (ii) adding a predicate either hetween or
before the pattern, and (iii) applying inversion when necessary.
Coherence between the different orders stipulated by the tense
forms is lacking, and the position of blul seems arbitrary.

Within FG6, all - unordered - constituents must bhe arranged at one
gy in a fixed Functional Pattern, though not every language has
just only one Pattern at itgs disposal. If we confine ourselves to
non-derived Spocanian predicates, there are a number of hypotheses
possible in order to capture all clauses in a single Functional
Pattern. In the following example, we will start with the predi-
cate frame:

{82) kettey iz Jan (“i)’ﬂq {xp: @f mimpit (xg5))p,
*give? Tthe book®
(xg: Mariy (%3 ) ppe

By way of the expression rules in (71).(73), and of the frames
{76)-{(78), we subsequently arrive at the following Spocanian con--
structions (ef mimpit is abbreviated to ef m., and kette to k- in
suffived forms):
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(83)

Vfut S V.newt Agent Goal V..def Recipient
Jan kette enn &f m. on Mariy
Ef m. k-lije pai Jdan on Mariy
Mariy k-1itad pai Jan enn &% .
Jan enn 2f m. kette on Mariy
Ef m. pai Jan k-1lije on HMariy
Matriy pai Jan k-1itd enn ef m,

Kette Jan enn ef m. 6n Mariy

K-1iije ef m. pai Jan on Mariy

E.i1itd Mariy pai Jan enn ef m.

In this schema, one should note three important things:

(i) Mozt of the positions (columns) are defined by semantic
fupctions, and not by the usual syntactic functions "S" and
" {and "I0").

(ii} For function "V¥, three positions are available, each of
themn expressing a different tense.

{(iii) The ronstruction Mariy pai Jan kettelita enn ef mimpit "Mary
has been given the book by John' does not fit into the
Pattern, because the Goal enn ef mimpit turns up erronecusly
in the Recipient position (underliined in the schema).

ad {(i):

Also Okoth Dkombo (1983) and De Broot (1981, 198%), have pointed
out that, for several languages (such as Hungarian), it may be
necessary to accept a Functional Pattern based on gemantic func-

tions. In this respect, Spocanian follows a natural fendency.
ad {(ii}:
#s Dik suggests that a language can also have more than one Func.-

tional Pattern, there seems nothing against splitting up schena
{83) into three schemata, each for its own tense class:

(84) a. 5 V..neut Agent Goal Recipient
b. = Agent Goal V.def Recipient
C. V_fut 5 Agent Goal Recipient

However, when the splitting up is effected as in (84), this blurs
the relationship between the order in  the different tense forms.
That is why I prefer a single integrated schema in conforamity with
(83}, in which also the 3 positions for V are in fact based on the
gemantic (7)) properties of "neut", “"detf" and "fut”.

ad (iii)

The most elegant way of also fitting construction {(iii) into the
Pattern, is to base the Pattern not on semantic function, but
rather on "semantic function hierarchy" (5FH). For Spacanian, the
relevant SFH is:

{83) Agent > Goal » Recipient
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As one of the three arguments always acts as a Subject, and thus
occupies the S—position, two arguments remain, one of which always
outranks the othery according to the SFH in (83). Therefore, 1
divide the two non-Subject arguments into a "High argument” and a
"Low argument”. The Functional Pattern may be very much simplified
i+ the three positions for Agent, Goal and Recipient are reduced
to the two positions High argument and Low argument, or, in short:
the P2 position and the P3 position.?! Moreover, in doing so we
comply with point (i) for, now the constructions resulting from a
predicate frame in which the arguments bhave other semantic func-
tions than Ag, Go or Rec will +it into the Pattern too {assuming
that the other functions are also part of the SFH) .22 Npw COMPara
(83) with:

(B&)

Yfut 5] Voneut P2 V_det P3
Jan kette enn ef m. on Marivy
Ef m. ketteliije pai Jan 6n Marivy
Mariy kettelita pai Jan enn ef m.
Jan enn ef m. kette on Mariy
Ef m. pai Jan kettelije on HMariy
Mariy pai Jan kettelita enn ef m.

Kette Jan enn ef m. bn Mariy

Ketteliie sf mn. pai JAan dn Mariy

¥ettelita Mariy pai Jan enn &f m.

This Functional Pattern based on the 8FH, is also relevant for
clavses with two- and one—place predicates: in such cases ong oF
two positions remain unused, and the position for the Lowest ar-
gument (P3) will be the first one to remain so. This is laid down
in the rule:

{A) The P3 position may only be occcupied if the P2 position has
been occupied already.

Here are some examples using the two-place Boal predicats trempe
*to read? and the one-place predicate farte 'to walk®:

(87)
v_fut s V-neut P2 y_def P3
Jan trempe enn 2f mimpit
Ef mimpit trempelije pai Jan
Jan enn ef mimpit trempe
Ef mimpit pai Jan trempeli ja
Trempe Jan enn ef mimpit
Trempeli je ef mimpit pai Jan
Jan farte
Jan farte
Farte Jan

Note that 1in the case of the one-place farte, the distinction be--
twesn the Neutral tense and the Definitive tense disappears: both
forms are Jan farte 'John is/was/has been walking’.23
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Now, atter having defined a Functional Pattern inte which all con-
structions resulting from a nan-derived predicate frame will fit,
we may verify whether the bBlul_constructions (resulting from a
derived predicate frame) are also able to be accoandated by (87).
For the sake of clarity, we will first offer all the variants of
the basic clause Biul kettelije ef mimpit 6n Mariy *The book is
given to Mary?®:

(88) a. Neutral : Blul keiteliije &f mimpit 6n Mariy
b. Definitive: Blul ef mimpit kettelije On Mariy
. Future : Ketteliije blu) ef mimpit 6n Mariy

d. Neutral
g. Definitive
f. Future

Biul kettelitd Mariy enn ef mimpit
Blul HMariy kettelitd enn ef mimpit
Kettelitd blul Mariy enn ef mimpit

ne ko ¥

It is evident that none of these constructions will fit inteo Pat-
tern (87), bacause here this leaves no S—position available to
the Subjects in bold print, and also a position must remain open
for blul. Df course, a new Pattern may be defined {for such blul.-
constructions, apart from the one in (87), but it is more elagant
to arrive at a single common FPattern.

This common Pattern can simply be obtained by not reserving the
second position for "S", but rather changing it into a general
position, analogous to P2 and F3. In that case, we must generalize
the S-position into a Pl position, so that the bBlul -constructions
from (88) will fit into the Functional Pattern without further
problems

{89)
Yofut Pl Voneut P Vodetf Ps
Biul kettelije ef mimpit on Mariy
Blul kettelitd HMariy ennt &f mimpit
Blul ef mimpit kettelije 6n Mariy
Blul Mariy kettelitd enn =f mimpil
Hetteli je blul ef mimpit 6n Mariy
Kettelitd blul Mariy gnn &f mimpit

The solution in (89) implies %that the notions "High argument"
(P2) and "Low argument” (P3) should not only be related to the
S5FH, but also to the syntactic function of Subji, as the bBubject
always occupies P2 in  a blul_-construction, which means that a
Subject is always “higher” than a non-Subject, regardless of its
semantic function. The SFH in (85) has thersfore to he expanded to
the SSFH ("Syntactic/semantic Function Hierarchy) in (90):

(90y Subject > Agent > Goal > Recipient

Furthermnore, also the function of PromZ  appears io be relevant.
The test in 4.3.1. proves that the Prom2 function in blul-con.
structions has not been assigned, so that, in frames (89), P2 con--

tains a Subject without a Prom2 assignment. As (i) the S-position
in (83) has now been replaced by "Pi", and (ii} the Subiect in
Agent-containing (= blul-less) constructions is  also Prond, we
may conclude that whenever P1 contains a Subject, it will be a

Subject that has Prom? assigaed toe it. The abhsence of the Prom?
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functipn always involves the presence of biul (hut... see 4.3.4.3,
and that is why Pl is always occupied by bBlul if FromZ2 has not
been assigned, so that the Subject is located in P2.

In short, wa seer the following two hierarchies (ranging from
“high” to "low"), whereas rule A (see page 31) must lapse:;Zd

(1) "high" > .... *» "low"
a. blul/Subject? > Subject® > Agent > Goal > Recipient
b. P1 > P2 > P3

in which Subisct? = Subject with Prom2 assignment
Subjeet@d = Subject without Prom2 assignment

The interaction between {(?1a) and (91b}) may be interpreted as
tollows: "if, in {91a), element X outranks slement YV, X will
pecupy the highest possible position in (910 and Y will occupy
the position immediately below it".

Now it appears possible to establish a relationship betwsen the
conditions for omitting the Boal marker &an and the position in
which the Goal appears in frame (89): only when the Goal is in the
FZ position, may & be omitted. All arguments that are gualifiad
as "Low", and therefore appear in the relevant P3 position, must
have a semantic marker.29

Resuming, we may state that:

Traditional "Heart” assignment should be divided into a syntactic
antd a pragmatic component: Subj aszignment plus Prom?2 assignment.
In constructions resulting from a non-derived predicate frame,
Prom2 must also be assigned to the Subject: in constructions with
a deleted Agent, and thus containing the reduction marker blul,
Prom2 is not assigned. Thus, only if the Subject does not act as
PromZ {(see (74b}), will Subj assignment to a  non-Agent lead to a
real passive construction in Spocanian (a construction in which
the SoA is regarded from a different “"point of departure"), con-
trary to what is usual in most other Ianguages.

4.3.4. Prom2 assignment in Agentless passives

On intention, I do not refer to “blul-passives” in the caption
above, but to "Agentless passives”. Apart from the general re—
tduction marker blul, Spocanian actwally still has two other re-
duction markers: hyg and cyry. The reduction marker hyg is mainly
usad in lofty speech and, mare genesrally, in the southeran dia-
lects: cyry has the same register as blul, but contrary to blul,
it contains an extra future aspect too. It is outside the scope of
this paper to discuss the use of such markers comprehensively, and
w2 will confine ourselves to a closer analysis of the phenomenon
that they appear without inversion, traditipnally speaking, or, in
other words, they are reduction markers appearing in the P2 posi.-
tion. This implies that the constituent, normally appearing in
P2, now "moves" to Fl. It should be added heres that sven biul may
accur without inversion, though only in some eastern dialects. iIn
the examples discussed below, we will compare standard Spocanian
with Blal in PI  on the one hand, and the eastern dialects with
blul in P2 on the other; in the latter constructions blul can be
replaced by hyg or cyry.
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Compare the regular blul-construction in (92a) with the dialectic-
al variant in (92b):

(72) a. Blul invébeliie Elsa
bHh. Elsa invobelije bliul
*rilsa is inviied?®

The constructions in (92) §it into the Functional Pattern as fol-
lowss

(93) vofut Pl Veneut P2 Vodef PI
B Biul invobelije Elsa
t. Elisa invotheliijs blul

In {9%a), Elsa functions as a Subject without having From? assign-
ment (see the preceding section)., But in (93b), one expects iul
to appear in P2, precisely because Elsa takes the Prom2 function,
or, in other words, is Subject2. This supposition is nourished by
the hierarchy in (91a), yet it still remains to be proved also.

It has been established in 4.3.2., that Focusipng and Topicaliza-
tion are impossible for Hearts in a blul-construction. I will reo
peat such ungrammatical constructions in a. below, and will add
art "inpversionless" {(dialectical) variant as a b-sentence:

(94) 3. J3n lorerde kiuft? - #Blul lorerdelije eft snat (= (&2b))
h. Jdan lorerde kluft? - Eft snat lorerdelije blul
‘What does John buy? - & hay-fork?®

(95) a. #Petriy, blul nert invobeliije [ki] dée (= (&3b))
. Petriy, [kil dée nert invohelije blul
s for Peter, he is not invited?

(94) a. *Ef nert eppere, blul invobelije te (= (&68))
b. Ef nert eppere, té invdbelije biul
*She is not invited®

The grammaticality26 of the b-constructions certainly shows thalt a
Prom? function has been assigned to the Subjects eft snat, te and
die respectivelya27 Now, it is also necessary to adapt hierarchy
{91) in such a way, that, if Subject? appears in Pl, Biul appears
in P2. And as in this case we may alse read hyg or cyry for bilul,
the more general term "Reduction marker® (R} is appropriate here.
Hierarchy (71) now becomas:

(27) igh" »> ... > "low"
a. Subject? > R > Subjiect® > Agent > Goal > Recipiant
b, PI > P2 > P3

in ronnection with the frame derivations in (47) and {48) (section
4.2.2.), it has been remarked in passing that one could perhaps
find arguments in favour of the fact that blul is not a reduction
marker, and therefore is an element in the derived predicate
frame, and that, on the contrary, it is an element which only
apprars after all other wlements have taken their posiiion in ths
Functional Pattern. Dik (1980:153%) describes how & P10 peosition at
all times wmust be occupied in 2 language like Dutchs it there i
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no typical Fl constituent present, then it is possible to place a
dummy like er or het in Pil; compare:

(78} a. Iemand heeft de ramen gelapt
somebody have the windows cleaned
*Somebody has cleansd the windows?

b. Er heetft iemand de ramen gelant
DUMMY have somebody the windows cleaned
"idem?

In {(9Ba), demand takes Pi {of the Dutch Functianal Pattern),
whareas in (98b) ismand occupies the Buich Subject position, and
as P71 would now remain open, the dummy er appears there. aAn anal .-
ogous process would have been possible in Spocanian blul ~ronstruc-—
tions like (Y9b),; were it not blul can also appear iF the Pl posi-
tion has not remained open {as in (F2c)):

(99}  a. Rast ef miflifs glantre
somebody the windows claan
Gomebody has cleaned the windows?

bB. Blul ef miflifs glintrelije
R the windows clean-B5X
'The windows werae/have been cleaned?

c. Ef mif¥lifs blul glantrelije
fidem® (dialectical}

The dialectical and lefty variants of the blul- and hyg-construc-
tions as well as the cyry-constructions, show that such elements
munt certainly be regarded az a reduction marker which already is
an element within fhe predicate frame, and not as a dummy element,
added at the last moment in order to fill P1.28
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S. ABRBENCE OF ARBUMENTS: INEXISTENCE AND INEXPRESSTON

In this chapter, we are mainly interested in the interaction of
inetistence and inexpression in passive constructions. However, by
way of introduction I cannot avoid dedicating a few words to inex—
istence and inexpression of arguments in a more general context, 27

There are two ways in which an argument may be "absent” in  a con-
structinns:

(i) By way of inexistence, if a certain argument position (xy)
mither is lacking in the predicate frame, or remains unused.

{ii} By way of inexpression, if there is an argument position (xg)
in the predicate frame, but this position is not occupied by
lexical material.

The fellowing predicate frame may serve as an example:
(100 E‘:tealv (Hl)ﬂg (XE)GB
and (101) could be a result of this frame:

{i01) LCora steals

In (101) we see inexistence of the Recipient (because its argument
position is lacking in frame (100)), and inexpression of the Goal
(hecause this argument has not been expressed in (101)). Note that
inespression of an argument automatically results from its inex.
istence.

The distinction between inexistence and inexpression will be
prov§g relevant - at least for Spocanian - in the sections ba..
low.

H.1. Inexistence

*Inexistence” may be subdivided into five types:

I. Ng inexistence whatsoever: here it is a gquestion aof three-
place predicates liks:

ket tey (xlaﬁg (%9dge (%3)Rac to give top?

1Y, Inexistence of the Recipient: here we find two-place Boal
predicates likes

trempey (x1>ﬂg (x2)gp o read?
I1I. Tnexistence of the Boal: this pertains to two-place Recipiant

predicates for which one may elaim two different predicate
framas:y
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{1) pidley x13an ) pac to speak tod
{ii) pidley (Xl)ﬂg (@) (x3lppe

Frame (i) has the advantage of being less "marked", in the
sense that there is no unused second-argument position, while
(1i) bhas the advantage that the Recipient retains its proto-
typical property of third argument. In section 6.1.2.3, it
will be proved that (ii) has preference.

V. Inexistence of both Goal and Recipient: referring to one—
place predicates 1ike:

%artev (xi)ﬁa o walk?

Vo Inexistence of the Agent: here it is a guestion of derived
pradicates like:

a. kettey R (8) Oig)py (x3)pge "to give to?
b. trempey R (&) (xnd)an o read?
c. (i) pidley R (@) (%9 pap to speak to?

(ii) pidley R (8) (@) Oix)pg
d. fartey R (@) "to walk?

The predicate +frames a., b., c. and d. of type V are actually
subtypes of respectively I, II, I1I and IV. They all contain the
reduction marker R, and have an unused position as a first argu-—
mant.

Belpw, these five types will be discussed in more detail.

D.1.1. Type I: no inexistence whatsoever

Type I, "no inexistence whatsoever”" has been added to the inex.
istence types Dbecause threes.place prediceates can be considered
the "most ideal" construction, which means that all rules concern—
ing Proml (= Subi) and Prom?2 assignment and constituent order are
in principle based on such three—place predicates. From this, the
rules valid for two- and one-place predicates have been derived.
Moreover, type I forms the basis for type Va.

For the sake of convenience, all possible three-place construc-
tions have again been summed upg in (103), where they have bheen
fitted into the Functional Pattern as mentioned in (89 . We will
start from the construction

(102} Jan kette [ennd af snat on Elsa
John give [GN1 the hay—-fork RE Elsa
*John gives Elsa the hav-fork?

The various tenses and voices derived from (102) may be desoribed
as follows:
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(102)
Vofut P1 Voneut P2 Vodef F3
Jan kette [ennl ef snat on El=za
J&n fenn] ef snat kette 4n Elsa
Fette Jan fenn] ef snat on Elsa
Ef snat ketitelije pail Jan on Elsa
Ef snat pat Jan ketteliije on Elsa
Fetteli je ef snat pai Jan in Elsa
Elsa kettelitd pai Jan enn ef snat
Elsa pai Jan kettelitd enn ef snat
Kettelitd Elsa pai Jan enn 2f snat

That a thres-place construction with an expressed Agent, boal and
Recipient is the "most ideal” construction also follows from the
fact that hiersrchy rule (97) is valid without esxception in alil 9
rases summed up in (10%). Therefore, the following subrules may be
inferred from  (103), in which "—" should be read as "is always
placed in position ...":

(104) PROTOTYFICAL POSITION_FILLING WITH THREE-PLACE PREDICATES
{i) Subject2 — P11
(ii) Agent — P2
(iii)} Recipient —2» P3

Rule (104) will appear relevant in  a number of cases of inexis-
tence and inedpression.

Furthermore, (103) shows that there is a relationship hetween the
absence/presence of the Gpal marker enn and the pasition in pitrich
the Goal appears. This relationship may be expressed in the fol-
lowing ways

(10%) ARSENCE/FRESENCE OF THE GOAL MARKER enn

condition form of ithe Goal
(i} Goal in P2 Fannl, (x5)
{i1) BGoal in P32 enrt (x5}

in which [ennl, signifies that under certain conditions, the use
of @man is either chligatory or optiocnal.dl

It should be emphasized here thakt, in F6 terms, (1095 cannot be
considered an "expression rule", as such a rule must always oper-
ate before the constitusnts have found their position in the Func-
tipnal Pattern. Expression rules controlling the way of coostito.
ent ordering within the Functioral Pattern (like rule (97) or rule
(104)) do indeed exist, bub as soon as the constituents have oo-
cupied their positions, the linguistic expression will be "com-
plate". It is impossible that, by seans of rule (27), the Goal is
first placed either in P2 or P3, and that subsequently it is de-
cided (by means of (105 for instance? whather enn should e addsd
o not.

Therefore, Property (105 must be the result of & rule which az
vet remains undefined and which perhaps should be regarded as 2
kKind of b assignment te the Goal.
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A.1.2, Type T1: ipnexistence of the Recipient

FPredicates of type 11 are the traditional transitive verbs, like:

{(104) Jan  ftrempe (ennd et mimpit
John read EGIT the book
*IJohn is reading the book?

Thaese anly have the 1ije-passive, as the absence of a Recipient
and thus the impossibility of Subji and PromZ assignment to it,
praverts the verb from being suffixed with -1ita:

C1G7) Ef mimpit trempelije pai Jan
the booik real-G5X 686G John
The book is being read by John?

Two—place constructions with an Agent and a Goal fit into the
Functional Pattern without any problem, for the fact that the
iowest position P3 remains open (there is no Recipient available)

tgoss not conflict with the rules (27) and {104).

9.1.35. Type 1Il: inaxistence of the Goal

Predicvates of type 111 are less general than those of type I or
IV. = a matter of fact, the lack of a second argunent with a Boal
function is an anomaly, and this is expressed by a number of devi-
ating properties.

A "purea" example of GBoal inerxistence is:

(108Y Jan pidle on Mariy
dohn speak RE Mary
"John speaks to Mary?®

Bubi and FProm2 assignment to the Recipient reswits in the 1ita-
passives

(109) Mariy pidlelitd pai Jan
Mary speak-RSX A John
Mary is spoken o by John?

A oa Goal is lacking, of course a lije-passive will be impossible.

That o&n Mariy in (108) appears in the Functional PFPattern's P2
~position, is illustrated by the Definitive tense variant:

{110) Jan  on Mariy pidle
John RE Mary speak
"John spokeshas spoken to Mary”®

Constructions (108} and (110} fit inta the Functional Pattern as
follows:dl

i1ty Vo fut Fi Voneut P2 V.datf P3
e Jan piocls On Mariy
b AN 46n Mariy pibdle
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In this respect a predicate with Goal inexistence differs in =
crucial way from a predicate with Goal inexpression, as will be
discussed in section D.2.2.

Note that rule (104iii) is violated by placing a Recipient in P2,
hut this is not & problem as we have deliberately restricted the
validity of this rule to the domain of three-place predicates.

S5.3.4. Type IV: inexistence of Goal as well a= Recipient

Predicates of type IV are the traditional intransitive verbs,
likes

(112) Jén farte *dohn is walking?®
An slternative passive construction like

(113) a. #Farteliis pai Jan
bh. #Fartelitd pai Jan

fiWalking is done by Jehn®)

is ungrammatical, as is its English equivalent.33 This ungramna--
ticality is to be expected, for lije- or litd-marking is always
the result of Subj assignment to Goal or Recipient respectively.
And, by definition, intransitive predicates lack such arguments.

Az the positions P2 and P3 remain open when an  intransitive con-
struction is Fitted into the Functional Pattern, the distinction
between the Neutral and the Definitive tense is erased.?d Compare:

{114) V-fut Pl Voneut P2 V-def F3

Jan farte (*John is walking®)
Jdan farte (*John Chas] walked?)
Farte Jan . (*John will! walk?®)

5.1.5. Type V: inexistence of the Agent

Inexistence of the @gent occurs among derived predicates in which
the Agent has been deleted. Consequently, the valency (= numbexr of
arguments) has been reduced by value =1. This process is mads
visible by a reduction marker like blul, as we have seen in tha
preceding chapters.,

In short: the predicate frames msentioned under type V result in
two tvpes of expressions:

Typie A: Subj assignment to Boal or Recipient, but no FrosZ
assignmant s

(115} a. Biul kettelije ef mimpit 6n Mariy
"The book is given to Mary?

b. Biul kettelitd HMariy enn ef mimpit
"Mary im given the bpok?

(116 Blul trempelije of mimpit
*The book is being resdf
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(1173 Blul pijédlelitd Mariy
"Mary iz spoken to?

As to Type &, rule (97! is responsible foar ths appearance of the
retuction marker Bblal in the highest position PL, and of the Sub_
jectd in the penultimats position P2.  The constructions (115)
{1117) Fit into the Functional Pattern as follows:

(318 Pl Voneut P Vodet PZ
a. Blul ketteliije et mimpit an Mariy
b. Biul kettelitd Mariy enn ef mimpit
C. RBlwul frempelijs of mimpit

d. Blul pjdlelita Mariy

Type B: Both Bubji assignment and Prom? assignment to Goal or
Recipisnty

(119 a. Ef mimpit ketteliije blul 6n Mariy
*The bonk is given to Mary?

b. Mariy ketielitd bhlul enn ef mimpit
"Mary is given the book?®

(120} Ef mimpit trempelije blul
*The book is being rearl’?

{(121) Mariy pidlelitd bhiul
"Mary is spoken to?

In respect of Type B, rule {(?7) is responsible for the appearance
aof the reduction marker bBiul in the penultimate position P2, and
of Subject?2 in the highest position P1. The constructions (119} .
(3121) fit into the Functional Pattern as foliows:

(12 el Voneut Pe Vodef P3
a. Ef mimpit kettelije bIul on Mariy
b. Mariy ketteliti BIul enn ef mimpit
. Ef mimpit trespelije blul
. Mariy piocielita blul

Type A can only be foraed with the redoction marker bBlul. This is
the most general variant in Standard S5pacanian.

Type B, howsver,; can oot only be formed with blul, but also with
the markers hyg and ciry. The constructions belonging to Type B
are always lofty or dialectical in character. That is why we will
mainly discuss constructions of Type A

The rules formulated in (104} are also valid for constructions re-
sulting from derived predicate frames with a deleted Agent. How-
ever, a minor addition is necessary here: as also & Subiectd may
oocur in such derived predicates, this will always appear in 2
(zee (1181). Therafore, the rules in (104) should be replaced hy:
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(123) FPROTOTYPICAL POSITION-FILLING WITH THREE-FPLACE PREDICATES
AND TWO—PLACE DERIVED PREDICATES WITH ASENT DELETION
{i> Subject — Pl
(i1} Subject® — P2
{iii} Agent — P2
{iv) HRecipient —3» F3

fssuming that a 1ije-construction is always the result of Subj
assignment to the Boal, and that a litd—construction always fol-
lows From Subj assignment to the Recipient, we may expect the
following constructions to be ungrammatical:

{124) a. #Blul trempelitid enn ef mimpit
b. #Biul fartelitad
c. 7Blul pidleiiie on Mariy
d. ?RIul fartelije

Howaver , one shouid note that {(124c) and (124d) are indeed gramma—
tical to a certain extent. This inconsistency may be esplained by
assuming that here we bhave twn examples of a so-called pseudo-
passive construction. This will be discussed in &.1.

5.2. Inexpression

Not every argument is egually eligible for inexpression. The
amount of grawmmaticality of a construction with one o more in@x.
pressed asrguments, seems to depend not only on the kind of argu-
ment that remains unexpressed, but alzo on the number of unex.
pressed arguments, and on  the contrast active vs. passive. Below
we will scrutinize all possibilities of inexpression of esvery ar-
gument there is. In doing so, the sysbol @ will be used to visu-
alize the position of the non-expresserd argument.

S.2.1., Ineupression of the Recipient

The "most sasy” way seems to be that a Recipient (third argument)
remains unexpressed; compare the a-clauses with the b-clauses:

(125 a. Jan kette ef mimpit 6n Mariy
"John gives the book to Mary?

h. J&n kette ef mimpit &
YIlohn gives the book?

{1286) a. Ef mimpit kettelije pai Jan 40 Mariy
*The book is given by John to Mary?

bh. Ef mimpit ketteliije pai Jan 0
*The book is given by John'

{127} a. Blul ketieliie eof mimpit on Mariy39
"fhe book is given to Mary?®

. Bilul kettelije 2f mimpit @
The ook is given?



AN FG ANALYSIE IF SPOCANTANM PASSIVE CONSTRUCTIONS 43

As regards its inexpression, a Reripient seems to behave as a
satelilite and, consequently, it is not surprising that the Re-
Cipieant marker dn to* can also act 845 a preposition, thus forming
a prepositional phrase ([ get the impression that in the case of
Hpocanian this is always a satellite). In view of a number of
virbal construcitinns there 1s even some disagreement whether the
fan-—constituent has to be considered either as an argument with Re..
wipient function. or as a satellite with the functien of a prepo.-.
sitional phrasaugé

Anvhow, inexpression of the Recipient means that the Functional
Pattern?’s lowsst position (P3) always remains opan, which, in
viaw of the grammaticality of the exaaples above, should not mest
with any obiection. This may also be expected because there is no
infringemant of the rules in (#7) and (1233).

Alsn the predicates of fType I {(zee 5.1.3.) can form conshtruc.
tions in which the fecipient remains unexpressed:
{128} J&n pidle &
*John iz speaking/talking?
B far  as their syntactic and semantic properties are concerned,

such constructions are  totally comparable with ones-place pred-
icates Tike: J8n farts YJohn walks? {(Type IV, see S.1.4.).

5.2.2. Ingupression of ths Goal

The "ease” with which a Goal can remain unsxpresssd, sesms to
depend on a number of factors. Inexpression of the Boal in an
active construction with an expressed Recipient, is highly marked
and restricted by context: thers is always a habitusl or contras-
tive interpretation involved. Compare (this markednsss is symbol-
ized by )3

(12%9) a. Jan kette ef mimpit on Mariy
*John gives the book to Mary?

he 'J3n kette # 4n MariysS?
*Iohn gives to Mary’

Bult contrary to (129 itself, the passive variants (lLitd-variants)
aof {12%) do not seen b he marked:

(130 a. Mariy kettelitd pai J8n enn ef mimpit
"Mary is given the book by John?

h. Mariy kettelitad pai Jan @38
"Mary is given [somethingl by John?

€131 a. Blul kettelitd HMariy enn of mimpit
"Mary is given Lthe book?

b, Blul kettelitd Mariy @
"Mary is given [somethingl?

The markpdoess of (1298) may be illustrated by way of the Func-
tional Pattern. (132 contains the boclauses of (129 - {(131):
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(132) V_fut F1 Voneut P2 Vodef P3S
£ Jan kette B on Mariy
b Mariy kettelitd pai Jan @
Ca Blul kettelita Mariy 4]

Herz I am referring to the hierarchic rule in (927), and so it
will be clear that in the rase of (132a) this rule has not been
met: the lower position P3 is now occupied while the higher pOSL
tion P2 remains open. This may explain the markedness of (129h).
0f course, (129h) might alseo be fitted into the Functional Pattern
in & way which will meet rule (97):

(1EE) V_fut F1 V_neut P2 Vo.det P33

Jan kette dn Mariy

But now the construction conflicts with ruale (123iv). Therefore,
it will be impossible to fit (12%b) into the Functional Pattern,
in such a way that both rule (97) and rule (133iv) are eompl i ed
with. This esxplains why such a construction is markad.

The guestion which way of filling the Pattern is to be preferred,
{132a) or (133}, may be answered by mesans of the behaviour of the
Definitive variant of (129b). We immediately understand that oén
Mariy belongs in P3, and does npt “shift”" to PZ. The Definitive
variants of (129) are:

{134}y a, Jan ef mimpit kette 6n Mariy
'John has given the bhook to Mary?

b, 'Jan # kette o6n Mariy
P9John has given to Mary?

The following variant is ungrammatical:

(134) by, #Jan on Mariy kette

The grammaticality of (134b) and the ungrammaticality of (134h7*),
both indicate that &n Mariy must pccupy P33 (see (135a/b))j; 1t may

be extrapolated that the Recipient of (129h) eust also appear iy
P (see {(135%c): see also note 32,

(135} Vo fut Pi Voneut P2 V_det P32
e 'Jan (0] kette &n Hariy
B. #J A on Mariy hette
O 'Jan ketts 4] 6 Mariy

The markedness of (134b), and consequently also of (129b), follows
from neglecting rule (97), in such a manner that a higher position
remains untaken while a lower position is occupied.

The distinction between inexistence of the Goal {as described in
%.1.3.) and inexpression of the Goal is clearly illustrated in
(134 s
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(136) Vofut  PL Veneut P2 V.def  P3
Jan pidle on Mariy
JEn 4n Mariy pjdle
dan  koette £} on Mariy
J ars @ kette on Mariy

AL Goal inexistente,; the Recipient appears in P2, according to
hisrarchy-rule (27}).

at Boal inexpression, the Recipient appears in PSS, according fto
rrle (PE3ivi, neglecting rule (27) in doing so.

The Soal may be sasily omitted if the Recipient is omitted simual-—
Lansously:

(137 Jdan kette O 8
Tdohn is giving?

Construction {137} is as scarcely marked as the one—place con-
stiruction

(138 Jan farte
*John i walking?

which will becoms clear 1 we it (137) into the Functional Pat-
tarms

(139 Vofut

Pl
Jan kette ]

V_neut P2 V_def P3
B

Sontrary teo  {(132a), the higher P2 in (139} does not remain open
while the lowesr P3 does contain  an element. In other words, the
constroction in (139 does not infringe upon rule (97).

B.2.5. Inexpression of the Agent

Until now, we have implicitly assumed that all Agentless passives
result from a derived predicate frame with a deleted Agent argu-
mert . Iin several cases however, an Agentless passive can also
result from inexpression of the fAgent in a non-derived frame. This
is possible at three.place predicates in which bhoth foal and Re-
cipient are expreossed. I{ the Regipient acts as a Subject (or more
precisely:  as  Bubject2), such figentless passives are entirely
grammatical. Compareas:

(140} a. Mariy kettelitd pai Jan enn ef mimpit
Mary give-RBX AL John GO the book
™Mary is given the book by John?

. Mariy kettelitd & enn of mimpit
"Mary is given the bookf?

Hypothetically, there are two ways in which construction {(140bL)
fits into the Functiornal Pattern (dus to the lack of space, the
ULt position has bean omitited here):
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{(141) P1 V_neut P2 Vodef P3
a. Mariy kettelitsd @A enn ef mimpit
b. Mariy kettelita enn a&f miampit

As was the case in (129 and (134), the Definitive itense may tell
us onee again whether the Goal enn ef mimpit really does appear in

P2, The Definitive variant of (140b) is not (142a), hut rather
(142b) =

1142) a. #Mariy 9 kettelitld snn of mimpit
b. Mariy enn ef mimpit kettelits
"Mary has bean given the book?

From the order in the Definitive tense, we are able to extrapolaie
the Neutral tense’s ordering. Compare {(142a) with (143a), and
(1420h) with (143c):

(143)  P1 Veneut P2 V_det Py
a. #Mariy @ kettelitd enn 2f mimpit
b. #Mariy ketielita B enn ef mimpit
c. HMariy enn &f mimpit ketteliti

d. Mariy kettelitd enn ef mimpit

The order in (i43%a) is incorrect, so the Neutral variant in (143h)
is not correct either. Yet the order in (143c) is correct, which
means that the Meutral tense has tao be arranged Iike in {(143d).
As the ordering in (143d) satisfies rule (97} {(wheresaz (143h) doss
natly, it is heregby proved that inexpression of the Agent as shown
in {140b) is entirely grammatical.3?

However, if the Boal acts as SBubject2, such Agentless passives are
acceptable only in colloguial speech (symbolized by ).
Compare:

(144 a. Ef mimpit kettelije pai Jan on Mariy
the hook give-B5X &G John RE Mary
*The book is given to Mary by John?

b, 'Ef mimpit ketieliie @ on Mariy
*The book is given to Mary?

The Definitive variamt of (144bH) isy

1145) 'Ef mimpit @ ketielije 4n Mariy
*The book has bheen given to Mary?’

Construction (145) fits into the Functional Pattern according o

(1452, Ffrom which it may bhe inferred that (144L) has been ordered
according to (148600 :

(3463 Pi V.naut P2 V_def P3
a. EFf mimpit i) ketteliis On Mariy
h. Ef mimpit kettelijse @ an Mariy
The fact that neitheer {(1442) nor  (146B) satisfy ruwlie (97), en.

plains why these constructions cannpt simply be considered gram-
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matical. That they neverithelsss ococw in colloguial aspesech, seems
to be a result of analogy {(a construction analogous to the gram-

makticral constructions in (140b) and (142b)) and of the fact that
they do meet rule (123iv).

It is interesting to note that both 1lije-passives with inexpres-
sion of Agent and Recipient, and litd-passives with inexpression
of Agent and Goal are not grammatical, this as opposed to (140b)
and {144n%:

(347 a. #Ef miepit ketteliie
*The book is given?®

b. #Mariv kettelitd
*Mary is given to?

For, the constructions from  (147) fit  as appropriately into the
Fanctional Pattern as (140 and (144b)  do, or, in other words,
rulas (97 and {(123vi)Y are not infringed upon:

{148} Pi V_oneut P2 V_def P3
a, #Ef miampit kettelije
b, #Mariy kettelita

The ungrammaticality of (147) may be tentatively explaingd by a
rale lilkes

(14%) Agent inexpression is only possible if at least two other
argunsnis are eipressed.

Flomwever , further research will be necessary on this matter.

Finally, note that in this chapter the decision whether a con-
struction is  grammpaticail or pot, 1s mainly based on the way in
which suech a construction fits into the Functional Pattern. 8s vet
I am not gquite sure what kind of rules should be defined,; in order
to meet the FO principle that every construction smust be grammati-
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4. PSEUDO-PASSIVES AND PASSIVE PRONOUNG

£.1. Pseaudo--passives

L.1l.1. Traditional approach

in 4traditional Spocanian grammar, psseudp-passives are usually
called fake passives and are prototypically formed with a one-
place (= intransitive) verb. By definition, we are thus confronted
with inexistence of Boal and Recipient. The verb is always marked
by --1ije, angd never by -1itd. Moreover, the pseudo-passive aslways
appears in a construction with a reduction marker, usually accord--
ing to Type & (see S5.1.5.), but sometimes according to Type B in
dialectical and Inflty speech. The absence of a Goal-Bubject is
compensatad by the presence of a "fake" Agent, which here I prefer
to call a Pseudo-fAgent (semantic function: PsAg). Compare the real
passive in (150a) with the pseudo-passive in (13530b3:

(150} a. Blul zerfelije 4fe
R sae-G5X itgy
Y1t is being seen?

bh. Blul Fartelije 6fe
R wal k-G5X i‘tpsg‘
*"There is walking going on’

in (150) there seems to he an ergative relationship: the el ement
acting as a GBoal with the transitive zerfe, takes on the function
of a (Pseudp-)agent with the intransitive farte. 0

The Pseudo-fgent is uswally the passive derivation of the personal
pronoun 3sg.n 6Fe {(derived from efdly, Hon-neutral personal proe
nouns (like da ‘*he? or belt 7*they? Zpl.f) can be used if the
speaker implicitely holds one or more persons responsible  for the
Sch. For example: :

(151} a. Blul uvokkelije dbe pert oy
R smoke-G5X heppgs much here
£') 1ot is sooked by him? 2
“There is a lot of smoking going on here [by him}”

b, Kaf ef mirket blul scemreliie biylte Fiyfain
on the market R shout..G8X theypagg slways
$10n the market there is always shouted by them™
Y0n the market thers is always shouting going aon Dby
theml?®

When somshody enters a smoke-filled room, he may uwbter (15120 if
there is Just one male smoker there. This smoker may interpret
this linguistic expression as a reguest to stop smoking. The most
patural interpretation of (15ib) will be that % is 2 generic
uttgrance, referring to the women affering their merchandiss on &
{typical Spocanian?) market: the genmric aspect is explicitely
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gxpressed by the initial pesition of the prepositional phrase kaf
af mdrket, and that there are only women involved appears from
thae choice of bhiyite (= passive form of belt "they? Zpl.f}).

In traditiocnal grammar, it is generally assumed that a pseudo-
passive is derived from an active, intransitive construction in
which the Agant loses its Heart-function. Thus, here this "dea.-
hearting” is apparently sufficient to have ~1lije appesr. The re-
duction marker blul is justified by the assumption that there is
no pai-marked Agent pressnt. Consequently, the traditional idea
starts out from "derivations" like:

(132} Do mivre peft ay -~ Blul mirreliie dae pert gy
he stroll such here R strall-68X  heppgg much here

(53 {ES mirre pert gvl ~3% Blul mirreliije Ofe part gy
it stroll much hore R stroll GEX jtPASS much here

Motae that the active form Ef mirre pert gy "It strolls a lot here?
{intended as an impersomnal  form) in {183 is only an underivying
{ungrammaticall} structwre, Fformed by analogy Lo an ispersonal
construction like

(154 B bidale pert gy
it rain auesh hare
1t rains a lot here?

Hence the square brackets in (153) .42

6.1.2, FB approach

H.1.2.10 Intransitive verbs

The traditional approach of psecdo.passives, as putlined in the
preceding section, uses a - hypothetical - active but impersonal
conmstruction as a starting point, and from this a pssudo-passive
is derived in the same way as "narmal® passives are derived from
parsonal actives. However, the FGB framswork rejects the existence
of underlying, hypothetical constructions, only serving as input
for the creation of "real” aones. Moreover, the way in which FBG
gengrates a passive never results in a pseudo-passive exoression,
as may be illustrated by the following example:s

(155) Blul mirrelije &fe *There is strolling going on?
If a pseudo-passive were to be treated as  a normal  pasgive, we
wiziid have to assume  that (1595 results from a zero-place, de-
rived pradicate frame in which the Agent iz lacking; so, something
Pikes
(154) a. INPUT: mirrev (Xl)ﬂg

b. DUTPUT: mirrev Blul (&h)

Without further operations however, (1546b) will resull in a ceon-
struction 1ike (157, but not in one as mentioned in (155):
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(157 #Blul mirre
R stroll

In principle, the presence of the Pseudo-Agent &fe in (135} can he
explained by the empirically defined rule:

(1568 Subi assionnment is always compulsory. I+ there is no
argument present to which the Subj fupction may be assigned,
then & pseudo-argueent must be created.

The presence of the suffix -lije can be explained by the following
tandeniziess:

(i) fEnzlogy: & construction ¥ike blul mirrelije 8fe corvresponds
more with a real passive syntactically (like blul tresmpelije
Gfwd, than a construction like blul mirre 4fe does.

(ii) Exdrapolation: the presence of the suffix ~lije always
ocows together with the absence of an Agent-Subject; and as
an Agent-Subject in blul mirrelije 6fe is lacking, mirre
"therefore" is suffixed with -1ije.

The tendency towards analogy (in (1)) also explains why the Pssu-
do-Agent appears as a passive pronoun.  In 6.2, passive pronouns
wilil be discussed in  more detaily, and there it will becomg clesar
that the use of a passive pronoun in a pseudo-passive can also be

predicted without an analogical process (section 6.2.35.1%.

Hithin an FBE framework, the tendencies (i} and (ii) can be de-
scribed in terms of predicate derivation, analogous to the notions
“Frototypical pxpression model™ (PEM) and "Principle nf formal ad.
justment” (PFAY. I am referring here to the quotations {493 and
{GG) . .

Conseguently, the PF& (guotation (4%)) predicts that a construc-
tiows Tike (157) will adapt itself to the PFPEM of a non-derived
construction of  the same type. If we deftine the “type" in (157
as a “‘zero-place predicate”, then it follows from {(S0a) that oo
PEM exists.

fs  the occowence of z2ero-place predicates in Spocanian is an
impossibiiity and (1357) changes into the form of the one-place
construction in  (183), analogous to Blul trempelije dfe °IL is
being read?, the following Principle (analogous to (49}) may be
defined {(and will be based on predicate derivation (47)):

(159} Yeyo-place constructions, derived from one-place construoc.
tipns by means of Agent deletion, are under pressure Lo
adijust their forsal expression to the protetypical k.-
pression model provided by one.place constructionz derived
from two-place constructions by means of Agent deletion.

The “prototypical expression wodel® as referred to i (15%), may
e defined as follows {analogous tog (D0)):

{164 One.place predicatss without an Agent: PEM is the sx.
with an open first-arguasnt position and a specified ssoond
argument .



The PEM in (160) now provokes adaption, with the reswlt that
{1360) conforms to a predicate frame, typical for one-place predi-—
cates with a deleted Ogent. Consequently, construction (155 re-
suiita from the derived frame in {(1&lb):

{iAs1y a. INPUTZ mirrey blul (#) (= (1546b)}
O OUYPUT: mirrev blul (@) (xz)pang

Maote that the open first-argument position (marked by (8)) is
maintained in {(1&61). As already mentioned in 4,.2.3., there is a
goud reason  for assuming  that the sole argument in a blul-con-
struction 1s a second, and not a first argument: for, as we have

seann, only  Bubj assignment to a seconpd arqument results in the
appearance of ~1ije.$3 o

Tone addition of an exbtra argument in (1&1a) in the open position
worlol result in the following output:

(142) *OUTPUT: mirrey biul Gy

(142} results  in an expression in which the lije-suffix +fails to
turn up (apart from  the guestion whether blul really can appear
if there is a first argoument present), for sxample:

(163 #8Blul mirvre ef
XY stroll it

The ungrasmaticality of a 1ije-less construction like (163) is an
indication of the incorrectness of output (162),

HB.1.2.2. Transitive verbs

Pepudo-passives are a kind of temporary solution in order to
create some  kind of passive construction, even with intransitive
pradicates. Dne would therefore obviously assusme  that pseudo-
passives areg impossible with transitive verbs: the possibility of
a real passive would after all obestroct the “trtemporary solution"”
which a pspudo-passive ig.

¥at, also transitive verbm appear eligible for a psesudo-passive,
provided that the Goal ramains unexpressed. Compare the one-place
predicate in (1642) with the two-place predicate in {(164b):

{(1464) a. Biul mirreliije bfe pert gy
21 stroll-BSX it muach here
There is a lot of strolling going on here?

h. Blul trempelije 6fe perit gy
R read .. G5X it much here
There is a 1ot of reading going on here!?

Arcording to predicate frame (141b), 4Ffe in (164a) is a second
argument with the semantic function PsAg. As by definition the
savand argument at a Goal-transitive verb like trempe "to read?
is a Goal, e in {164b) would also have to be a Goal. In that
case we  are gealing with a "normal" passive, in which 3fe refers
to an inanimate entity {(for instance a book). Indeed, this is a
possible interpretation nf (164b). 5%
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Thus, constiruction {1&4h) may only be interpreted as a pseudo-
passive if 6fw acts as a Pseudo-fgent. In that case, (164bh) must
be inferred from the Ffollowing predicate frame {(analogous to
{(161h}):

(14%) teempey biul (@) (“Z)Pﬁﬂg

The aost logical procedure of arriving at the derived frame in
(1455 is the following one: in the two-place frame of trempe only
the first argument is deleted. Now a one-place frame remains, in
which the second argument changes its semantic function according
to (1&6ib):

1166 &, INPUT:E trempey (xl)ﬁg () gy

bo OUTPHTL: trempey blul (@) (xg)p, €= TNPUT in c.)

€. OUTFUTZ: trempey blul (8) (ip)pgae

Semantic function shift is not an unfamiliar process within Fh.
Usually it occwrs together with argument position shift, in which,
for instance after deletion of the first argument; a second argu-
ment with Go function becomes first argument itself, thus taking
the zern-function (). There seem to be no obijections tawards also
applying the semantic function shift without its argument shifi,
as is the case in {(14660C) .

Conclusion: pseudo-passives with transitive verbs result {from a
derived predicate frame in which the Agent has been deleted and
the Go function has given way to a Psfg function.

From {(1&&6c), it can be infarred that the addition of & fHoal o &
pseudo-passive construction like in (144h) always must resudl in a
ungrammatical construction, because (1&60) shows that  an argument
position is no longer available to a BGoal:

(167 a. ¥Hlul trempellije ofe oy enn pert mimpits
" read-GH5X itpagg here GO many books

The correct variant of {(1&67a) is always a real passive with the
Subi assigned to the Gosl, resulting from (lébHh), for instance:

(147 b Blul trempelije pert mimpits gy
There are many books (being) read here?

H.1.2.3¢ Predicate frames

Now, a8 we know the procedures for constructing a pseudo-passive,
we have a tool for finding out which predicate frame helongs o a
two-place Recipient predicate. Here, I will repeat the {frames as
proposed in 91,181 with regard to pidle dn *to speak to':

(168) a. pibley Gy, O0gdpee

b. pidley (xi’ﬁg 8y igdpge
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Which of the two is correct?

Fossibility I3

I frame {16Ba) were correct, then one might argue in the same
ANt as was done in view of a two-place Boal Fframe like (i&6a).
Lompare Ehe derivation in (1466 with:
(1469 a. INPUT: pitlay (xi}ﬁq (%7 )ppe

b. OUTPUT1: pidlay blul (B) (x9)p,,

it

INPUT in .

c. OUTPUTZ: pidley blul () {xo9dpaan

The output in {149c) predicts that (170a) must be grammatical, and
that (170} must be ungrammatical because there is no longer any
Rec..argument position asvailable in {(1469c), so that consequently
the Recipisnt 4n Mariy in (170b) is unable to appear:

11700 a. Blul pidlelijs 6fe pert
&g talk-6G8X it much
There is a lot of talking going on?

. Blul pidleliise 649 pert on Mariy
There is a lot of talking to Mary going on?

This manner of reasoning, completely analogous to that in connec—
tiom with two-place Goal predicates, is not correct, for (1700)
avtually is as grammatical as (170a). We therefore bave to acoept

4 predicate containing a Rec-.arqgument as well, and that brings us
Lo

Possibility XX«

If frame {(14fh) is the correct one, then the following derivation
Wil be valid:

{171) a. INPUY: pidley (Hl)ﬁg (4 Gigdpag
b. DUTPUTL: pidley blul (G (8) (ixdpa. (= INPUT in .)
c. OUTPUT2: pidley blul () (i)pgpy (53) Rec

It will be evident that both (170a) and (i70h) could result from
€171,

As is shown here, it may be proved by way of the pseudae-passives?
(unigrammaticality that the Recipient is a third argument in a
two-place Recipient predicate, while the sscond-argument position
remazins open. This also corrFesponds with  the idea that in prin-
ciples every semantic function has its fixed position within the
predicate framg.,

Also three-place predicataes (as  pobare 6n *to sell to*) have a
paeudo-passive in which the Recipient may either be espressed or
not. Compare (172) with (170):
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(1i72) &. Blul pobarelije &fe pert
L2 s2l 168X it much
"There is a lot of selling going on?

k. Blul pobarelije é8fe pert o6n Petriy
"There is a Iot of selling to Peter going on?

The constructions in (172) show a predicate derivation analogous
ter the one in (1466), with the sole distinction that s third Rec.
argumertt must now be added:

(i73) a. INPUT:2 pobarey (xl)ﬁq (%2)pp (%37 Rae

b. DUTPUT1: pobarey blul (@) (xadp, Rxdpae (= INFUT in o.)

c. BUTPUTZ: pobarey hlul (&) (KZ}PSAQ (%3 npe

Bensrally speaking, we may claim that a pseudo-passive will be
possible if the original  second argument  remains unexpressed and
acouires the new semantic function Psﬁg.45

Peseudo-passives in  which the Pseudo-fgent has been entirely omit-
ted are sometimes heard in {(unpolished?) colloguial speesch. For
exanpl e

(174 a. Bilul mirrelije pert gy (cf. (12441
"There is a lot of strolling going on here?

b. Blul trempeliis pert gy
"There is a lot of reading going on here’

c. Blul pjislelijse [on Mariy] {ses {124c))
YThere is talking [to Maryl going on?

. Blul pdbareliije pert [4n Petriyl
"There is a lot of seliling [to Peterd going on?

Apparently, in  these cases the intermediate output frames in re.
spertively (1&61a), (1&6&b), (171ib) and (173h) are used, in which no
Pusudo-figent is present as vyet: here we encounter the Fseudoo
tgent s ineristence. Because of the (narginal) grammaticality of
the ronstructions in (174}, the output frames belonging to tham
have a "“right to exist", so their presence within predicate deri.
vations does not necessarily contradict the F6 principle that "uane.
derlving” structures which do npt result in lexical expressions
must e avoided.

Finally, in the cases of (1&6b) and (1730 we may note the inex..
pression of the Goal. Indeed, if the Gnoal were to be expressed
hare, then “real" passives would be the resuli, respectively in
the stvle of (1&47b) and of

(1743 dY. Biul pébareliie pert seimpits [on Petriv]
*There are many bhooks sold [io Peter]?
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b.2,. Passive pronouns

Passive pronouns do not only appear in blul-constructions, but can
e used in a number of other constructions as well. That is why,
the term "passive pronouns” is actually far too restricted, but as
for the asoment I do not have a beitter suggestion, T will maintain
this cuwrrent term. Moreover, it should be noted that a non-passive
pronoun can now be called an "active pronoun®.

There is a relationship between passive pronouns and the "absence®
of an  argument, apd fthis is actually the reason for discussing
sUCR pEonouns in this chapternqé

Here, we will briefly ropeat the use of passive pronouns in pas-.
sive constructions: {(175a) is an Agent—containing passive with a
Goal as SubjectZ. (173h) is an Agentless passive with a Goal as
Subiject®. The Prom? function remains unassigned here (the Subject
is printed in bold type)d:

{173 a. Eup teynelije pat Petriy
shepry tickle--GEX by Peter
The is being tickied by Peter?

b. Blul tsynelije &pe
R ticklaBGSX ShEPASB
PBhe is beling tickled?

Alan with psewdeo--passives (see 6.1.1), a passive pronoun appears:

L1746y Blul mirreliije bHfe pert gy
R stirnll 65X itppgg much here
"Thetre is a lot of strolling going on here?

In this section, we will trace why such a special pronosinal form
appears in the constructions above. First of all, note that pas-
sive pronouns  do not only ocowr in (pseadpo.-lpassive constructions
it also ing

(i) dimperatives
111} vausatives

Consideratives and desideratives are syntactically related to
imperatives. These constructions will  therefore automaticaily be
daalt with under the inperatives. Imperatives and causatives are
formed by rather complex rules in  Spocanian, and that is the
reason why I will confine myseld to the constructions in which
the passive pronouns? role is shown to best advantage.

H.2.-1. Imperatives

ho.Zal.1. General description

Passive pronouns 2Znd person are used to express an imperatives 4/
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{(177) a. VYende-tie!
go-thoupasg
5o [away]!?

b. Trempe.gdrse dena mimpit!
read-youpass  that bonk
iRegad that book!'?

C. kKette.-tie ef amurf on Petriy, missjeffd
give-thoupgeg the money RE Peter please
"Please, give the money to Peter?®

Note that the passive pronpun is linked to the predicate by way of
a hyphen. This is done because, together, predicate and pronoun
form & single verbal constituent. What kind of a constituent this
evactly is, will be discussed in connection with the derived pread.
icate frames in {(186) and (187}).

The passive pronoun Ist person plural {kiyroe) is used for ex-
prassing a conslideratives

{(178) a. Vende_-kivroe

90-Wepagy
let us go’

bh. Kette-kiyroe ef mimpit on Mariy
Qive-wepaas the book RE HMary
*lLet us give the book to Mary?

The passive pronoun ist person singular (grose) may alsn express a
considerative, or perhaps a desiderative, depending on context,
intonation or adverbial phrases:

(17%9) Lukte-grise ef oto
waishi— T PAES the car
et me just wash the car [(nowl?
pr Y really want to wash the car [nowl?

The constructions in (178) and (17%) are entirely identical to
those in  (177). Once again an Agent argument is lacking, and the
passive proncun has been linked to the verb in one way or another.

Fassive pronouns 3rd person form a construction which can be can-
sidered wsither an indirect imperative or an indirect consider-
ative/dasiderative (from now on, I will no longer explicitly
mention the desideratives):

(180 a. Vende-disg

ao-hepagy
it must be that he is leaving®

b. Trempe-ypse ef mimpit
read-theyppss the book
"It must be that they will be reading the bhook’®

The speaker either expects, as it were, a "real” imperative o e
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spoken to the third person, or the third person iz addressing
him/her self by way of a "real” considerative.?8

Indirect consideratives and indirect imperatives may also be used
in indirect speech. Mote the parallelism between the a-example and
the corresponding b-examplae:

{(181) a. Mariy reppe: “Gress luktavy ef oto"4?
Plary say 1 wash-WANT the car
*Mary sayst "1 want to wash the car”?®

b, Mariy reppe den eup luktavy ef oto
Pary say that she wash-WANT the car
Mary says that she wants to wash the car?

{182y a. Mariy empajae: "Lukte-grise =f oto"
Mary consider wash-Ipgae the car
"Mary is considering: "Let's go and wash the car now"?

b. Mariy empaijae den lukte_&pe ef oto
Mary consider that wash-sheppes the car
Mary is considering to go and wash the car now’

The st person gress in (18ia) has been replaced by the 3Ird person
sup in the subordinate den-clause in  (181b), which corefers with
Mariv.

That the 1st person grdse in (182a) is similarly replaced by épe
in the subordinate den-clause in  (182b), coreferring with the
Agent Mariy, can be ionferred from empajae consider?, which is
ingically followed by a considerative. 1If empajae is replaced by
guar Yorder, command?, then the den-clause will bhe interpreted as
an indirect imperative {in (183b)). Now, the 3Ird person épe rore-
ters with the Goal Elsa:

{183) a. Mariy guae Elsa: "Lukte-tiie af oto!"
Mary order Elsa wash-thoupass the car
*Mary orders Elsa: "Go and wash the car'"?

b, Mariy guas Elsa den lukte_épe ef oto
Mary order Elsa that wash-sheppgg the car
"Mary orders Elsa te go and wash the car?

From the saxamples above, it may be inferred that imperatives and
consideratives contain an original Agent, linked to the predicate.
Imperatives and consideratives are therefore a result of predicate
derivation, and this may be illustrated by means of the following
BREressions:

(184) a. Tu arfine *You come?
b. Arfine-tie! *lomea!?

{18%) a. Gress lukte »f oto T am washing the car?
b. Lukte-grése sf oto et me wash the car?

6.2.1.20 Agent-linking

Examples (i84) and (183) are the result of the following predicate
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derivations in which the Agent is linked to the verbal constitu—
ent, leaving the first-argument position open:

{136}

fa

INPUT:  arfiney (xy: tu (xl))Ag

b OUTPUT: [arfiney.-Cor tu {xl))ng]v (@)
(187} a. INFUT: luktey (xi: gress (Kll)gg {xg: ef oto (x9))g,

. BUTPUT: [luktey..(xy: gress ‘xl))Ag]V $7)]

(ko ef oto (Myd)lpg,

This Agent-linking «<an be seen as a samewhat weaker variant of
Agent incorporation. The process of  incorporation has  been de-
seyibed in Dilk (i19278:169) as well as in Dik (1980:3%f). Dik points

out several characteristic properties of such constructions, and I
cuate:

Ay "The incorporated nominal is typically an uninflected,
urimodi fied nominal stemp”
(B} "incorporation typically reduces the number of arguments of

the input predicate;”™

{£)  "Constructions with incorporation typigcally have a more
Ygeneric® or "habitual® meaning than their non-incorporating
counterparts;”

(B "The incorporated nominal typically does not referc
independentlyvs®

(E) "Incorporating constrouctions tend to develop idiomatic
meanings: "

(&3 *Incorporated nominals may become insulated in the predicate

formation component or in the lexican, and thus loss their
relation with freely ooocurring nominal predicates.”

However, I prefer to call the Spocanian process "linking" instead
of "incorporation”, and this is based on the following argumsnts:

(i) in the Spocanian constructions pronouns are involved,
instead of nominal constituentsy

(i1} @&s apposed to what has been said in (A}, the Spocanian
elements are certainly inflected: the pronouns have a
passive formy

{(iid) The Spocantan constructions lack any "generic"” or “"habitual®
meaning, as suagested in (C) g

{iv) & passive proooun is very well able to mske an independent
refarence, and therefore (D) is not relevant in Spocariang

(w3 Contrary bt (Y, the Spocanian constructions do not tend
to develop idiomatic meanings at alls

(vi} Property (F) is not relevant either.

OFf &il the properiies that are so typical of incorporation, only
(B iz relevant in  the case of Spocanian. Moreover, there are a
numbier of progerties typical for s Subject (and a linked Agent iw
actuslly a SBubjent), which are still valid after the Ilinking-
procews, Tilke for instance its coreference with a reflaexive pos.-
sessive pronount. Compare:
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(iBf) a. Tu Jukte sener lomks
thou wash REFL face
You wash your face?

b. Lukte-tiis sener 1omka!

waﬁhmthnupﬁsg REFL. face
Wash vour face!?

I+, in (188b), tir would be incorporated in the predicate, its
Subject properties would be lost, so that it would be impossible
to use the reflexive sener hers.

In short, there is sufficient reason for considering the Spocanian
process a very “"weak" variant of incorporation in which all orig-
inal properties of the element in guestion are retained. Perbaps
the most important modifications are; (i)} here we have a derived
pradicate with one argument position less; (ii) in the Functional
Pattern the element no longer occupies a position of its own, but
ramains linked to the verb. That is why I prefer the term "link-
ingY.

Now, I will retwn to (1B&) and {187).

Mote that, after fAgent-linking, the Ffirst-argument position re-
mains open, and that there is no argument shift, in the sense
that the Goal now appears as a first argument. Indeed, if the Boal

would appear as a first argument, we might expect constructions
ITikes

{18%) %Ef oto lukte-grbse
the car waﬁhmlpﬁss

in which af nkto aclts as a Subject?2. Without going into the matter
in more detail, ¥ take the view that such constructions certainly
ara uvngrammatical.

In view pf the two—_place output predicate as in (187}, one might
expect the Goal to be sensitive to Subj assignment, so that, in
other words, a passive construction might follow. This supposition
appears to be correcty as can be seen from grammatical consteuc-
Tions like:

(190) Ef oto luktelije-grosed0
the car waﬁh_GSXmIPngs
‘lLet the car be washed by me’

Besides such passive consideratives, passive imperatives are pos-.
sible too. Compare:

(1921 a. Lukte G ef oto!
wash_thauPﬁss the car
Wash the cart'?

. Ef pip luktelije-tiet
the car wash*GSXnthnuPﬂgs
*See to it that the car is washed [by yourself]!?

The constructions in (171} result from output frame (1F2b):
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(192) a. INFUT: luktey (g2 tu {xl))ﬂg (xge: ef oto (xp)lg,

b. OUTPUT: [luktey-(x¢: tu (“1))ﬁq}v (B) (o1 ef oto (x5,
In (19ib), the functions of Subj and From?2 have been assigned to
the Boal ef oto, causing the verb to be marked by -1ije and et oto

to appear in Pl.

LH.2.2. Causatives

H.Z2.2.1. Beneral description

Causative constructionsd! differ from the constructions discussed
in 4.2.1. by the presence of what is still a "real” Agent, the
"Causear™. Compare:

(123} a. rfine-tae!
Comesa't?
. Kirro arfine-tie
we ccmemthmuphss
He will iet vou come?

(194) a. Lukite-gréise sf oto
et me wash the car? (= I intend to wash the car)

b, Petriy lukte-grose ef oto
Peter wash-Ipacs the car
*Feter let me wash the car?
it seems plausible that the constructions (193b) and {(1%4h) result
from a predicate frame derived from the cutput frames in {(18&b)
snd (iB7h), in such a way that the open first position is now
occupied by an Agent-Lauser:
(195 a. INPUT: Tarfiney-(xy: tu (“1))ﬂg3v {(3) (= (1Bb6I3))
h. {JUTFLT: [ar%inev..(xis tu (xl))Ag]V

(Xi#: kirro (}{li))nql‘:auger

(19&4) a. INPUT: [luktey-(:y: gress Og))galy (&)
(x9: ef nto (igllg, (= (187031}
b. OUTFUT: [lukteu_(xi= aress (xi))ﬁ!jg
{xyy: Petriy (xi')}ﬁgﬂauser {ng: ef oto (xpdip,
The addition of a new first argument3? with the function of Ag-
Causer seems to be the logical result of the “deficiency” that an
Agent argument is lacking din (1935) and (19&). Here; we see Lhe

tendency discussed in (49)  and called PFA, which is based on the
FEMs in (S50b)y and (S0c) referring o (193} and (198 respeohively.
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b.2.2.2. Fasgive causatives

Besides passive consitderatives and passive imperatives, Spocanian
also has a marginal construction which may be best defined as a
passive causative:

(197) Er lelmo tof kiyroe farteliije dalotoie dvm kase
since this day weppee walk-G8X outside without coats
*Bince today we are able to go out without a coat?

{(for instance, because summer now really has started)

On semantic grounds, a passive causative is described as follows:

(a) In a causative the SoA is created by way of an "additionai®
Agent’s (the Causer®s) intermediary.

{h) In a passive, the Sof is described without supressing the
Agent.

The combination of {(a) and (b) has the following result: in a
passive causative the BoA is created through the intermedsary of
an "additional" Agent, which however remains unspecified.

As for Spocanian, this only seems possible if  the unspecified
Agent is dnanimate, which practically boils down to "an outside
force or influence,; which makes the 508 possible and has it car-
ried out®, 33

In a construction like (197) this ‘“outside force"” could be the
warm weather or the sun that makes it possible, after a cold
winter, to go outside without a coat. Also compare:

(198} Grise trempelije ral ef mimpit
IPASS repad--B5X now the book
"Wow I can read the book?

Here too, there has to be "an putside force or situation® which
makes the Sof possible and actiwvates it. This "farce" may for in-
stance be the light that has been switched on, or the spectacies
I nut on,

Similar passive causatives always tell us that something initially
was impossible, but is possible now. Plus the fact that it is now
actuvally happening, too. 3

Let us now see how FI3 is able to deal with such passive cauvsa—
tives., Ouw example will be (197), in which we will omit the satel_
lites for the sake of convenience:

(177 Kiyror farteliie
weppps  wal k..G5X
We can walk? (= Something snables us to walk)

Those passives camnot be constructed in the normal way by means of
Subj assignment to the Goal, because there is no Goal present, as
appears from the derived predicate frame for causatives in (200c):
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(200) a. INPUT: fartey {xy: kirro (“i)’ﬁq
b, OUTFUTL: ffartev_(xi: kirro (“lj)ﬂglv (@) f= INPUYT in <.
c. DUTPUTZ: [fartey_{(xy: kirro (XI)}ﬁgjv

(g1 do (X39)dparanger

Sucressively, from (200a), (200h) and (200c¢) result:s

(201) a. Kirro farte e are walking?
b. Farte-kiyroe et us walk’ (considerative)
- Po farte-kiyroe "He makes ws walk’ (causative)

Howaver, there are two reasons why (199) can npever result from
(200c). The First one is that the linking of the Ageat to the
vart, as shown in {200c), has been suspended in (19%). The second
reason is  that (200c) contains an Agaent (the Causer do), which is
lacking in (199), so that (199) would have to result from a de-
rived frame in which the Agent had been deleted. But Agent dele-
tion automatically entails the addition of & eduction narker,
for instance blul, and thisg is also lacking in (199).

With regard to constructions like (199), I therefore claim & frame
derivation based on a "first-argument shift to the second-argument

position": the open first-argument position now arising, providges

a passive pronoun {see 6.2.3.):

(202) a. INPUT: fartey {xy3 kirro (xlj)ﬁq

N

b. OQUTFUT: fartey (@) (ip: kirro {(xp)lgppgg

(Obligatory) Subj and Prom2 assignment to the second argument
results in a 1ije-marking and in a Pl_position for this argument.
Thnat is the way expression (19%9) comes about.

Unfortunately, two.place predicates interfere with the procedurs
as claimed in (202), as the following example may prove:s

(203) Grose trempelije f mimpit (cf. (19832
'] can read the book? (= Something enables me to yesd 1)

Analogous to (202}, the following derivation shouwld be correct:

(204)

a. INPUT: trempey (kg gress (Xl’)&g Giny @f mimpit (xe)lp,

-

o

3 =
b. OUTPUT: trempey (8 (xs: gress (xq9))gppgg (ke &f miepit $sind hay

The guestion-marks in (204b) indicate that the statws of the arig-
inal input Boal has becoms obscure in the outputs for, Lhrough
the process of argument shift, the input Agent now occupies the
second--argunsnt position (this explains the pessive pronouen grdse
as well as the suffix -1ije in (20F)).
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For methodological reasons, I wish to rule out the possibility of
the Goal in {(204h} becoming a third argument. For, up to now, it
has indeed been managed, in all predicate derivations, to relate
an argument?s semantic function directly to the argument position.
f Boal is by defipition a second argument, and it would not be
vary elegant to make an exception for (204h). That is why I prefer
the original second argunent to degenerate into a kind of satel.
lite; in order to be able to adapt (204h) in the following way:

(203) OUTPUT: trempey () (x2: gress (x9))gpags
(yl: ef mimpit (yii)gg

The satellite_character of ef mimpit is also affirmed by the fol-
Iowings:

(i) In (203), the verb cannot be placed after ef mimpit in order
to express a Definitive tense:

#Grose ef mimpit trempelije T could read the book?

This indicates that ef mimpit is not a PZ-constituent, as it
should he i+ af mimpit was a Goal-argument.

{ii) The element enn, being a typical marker for a Goal argument,
can hardly be added in {(203):

??Brose trempelije snn ef mimpit

(iii) Subj assignment to ef mimpit, resulting in a 1ije- or
lita.-passive, is impossible:

*Ef mimpit trempelije/trempelitd {enn/pail grése/gress

6.2.%. The nature of passive pronouns

Compare the following constructions:

(206) a. Blul lukteliie tie Wou are being washed® (passive)
b. Blul mirreliis &6fe "There is strolling going on”
(pseudp_passive)
c. Lukte-tis! "Go and wash!' {imperative)
d. Gress lukte-tie *I will make you wash? (causative)
g, Tie luktellje You can wash? (passive causative)

What do these constructions have in  common that may explain the
presance of a passive pronoun? Or, in pther words: what is the
overall property of a passive pronoun, enabling it to be used in
all five constructions?

Traditional grammar provides us with the following answer:

{207} Passive pronouns appear if a "catalyst” is necessary in
order to make the (intended) SoA active.

Instead of "catalyst", one sometimes uses the term "instigator”.
In view of (206a) and (206b), we have to imagine that the San vYoU
ARE. BEING WASHED, respectively THERE IS STROLLING SOING ON is only
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possible if there is an figent present in the real world. There-
fore, what we see here is an unspecified force, necessary to acti-
vate the SoA.

In (206}, there is the potential SoA YOU WASH. This 508 is ini-
tially activated by an order given by an unspecified force. Usu-
ally this force refers to the speaker {(but also see (18B2) and
(i83)).

The causative in (206d) resembles the imperative in (20&4c) . vet in
{(2046c) the apen Agent position has been occupied by the instigateor
in {(2046d). The SoA YBU WASBH is activated by this sexplicitely
specified force.

Finally, the passive causative in (206e) expresses that the Sof
YOU WASH is made possible by an external force, and that thereforse
the SoA will certainly be activated.

In FGy this traditional semantic explanation can be replaced by a
syntactic one, which may be directly derived from the predicate
frames underlying the constructions in (206). These frames are:

(208) a. luktey blul () xas tu Oip) g,
b.lmirr‘ev blul (@) (xn: ef h“Z”Psﬂg
. [luktey_Geq: tu (“1))9530 (@)
d. [luktey.(x;: tu (Kl’)Ag]U (x(5z gress (Kl’”ﬁgﬂauser
e. luktey (&) (xpr tu (xg))y

In ail these frames,; with the exception of (208d4), there seems to
be an immediate relationship between the pressnce of an apen
firgt—argument position (indicated by (@)} and the appearance of a
passive pronoun. This relationship is less epvident in (208d) , but,
assuming that (208d) has been derived from (20Bc) (see &.2.2.1.3,
one could imagine that the occurrence of the passive pronoun has
aliready been fixed in some way within the predicate frame of
(208c) , even before (208d) had been derived from it. In that case,
the occurrence of a passive pronoun is not a guestion of an 2x-
pression rule applied at  the last moment, but rather of a rule
already operating at the level of predicate formation. The appear-
ance of a passive pronoun, indicated by the addition of the sub.
script Xpapsgy can therefore be compared with the appearance of a
reduction marker like blul. In that case, the frames (208a),
{208b) and {(208c) must have been derived as follows:

(209} a. INPUT: lukte\; (“l’ﬁg (nor tu (xg)dg,

b. QUTPUT: luktey blul 1§0D) CAxaz tw (K9) dgapags

(2107 a. INPUT: mirrey f"‘l)ﬂg

b, OUTPLIT: mirr‘ev bBlul {1} (K2: et (}‘2))PEAQMSB
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(211) a. INPUT: luktey Gepday  (xpz tu (xg))dg,
b. OUTFUT: [luktey-{xy: tu (x{))pgpaggly (@)

Assuming that a causative has been derived from an imperative,
(Z211b) will serve as input for

(211) «. DUTPUT: [luktey_{xg: tu (xl))ggpgggjv

(%112 gress {“1’)}ﬁg8ausar

The oceurrence of a8 passive pronoun in a causative construction
can be explained along these lines, but further research may be
necessary in order to prove whether the appearance of a passive
pronoun is a matter of either an expression rule, or of a rule
operating at a lowsr level.

4.3, Conclusion

I tentatively claim that Spocanian has 6 procedures33 in order to
derive a new predicate frame: '

(i} fgent deletion

{ii) Agent linking

{iii) Agent shift to the second-argument position

{iv} Agent addition

{v) Pseudo-Agent addition (see 4.1.2.1.)

(vi} Semantic function shift Go —> PsAg (see &6.1.2.2.)

In the cases (i) - {iii), there remains an open first-argument po-
sition in the predicate frame, resulting in the use of a passive
pronoun for the other argument with Subj function. In addition to
this, Agent deletion is marked by a reduction marker. Case {(iv) is
only possible if the input predicate has been formed by Agent
linking: a new Agent with the Causer function is now added. Eases
(v) and (vi) are only possible if the input predicate has been
formed by Agent deletion.

The six types of predicate derivation can be expressed in general
terms as follows (as this is typical for two-place Recipient pred-
icates and for one-place predicates, I will restrict myseld here
to two-place Goal predicates, except for type (v)):

(i) Agent deletion:

INFPUT: Predy {xijﬁg (“Z)Gn
DUTPUT: Predy blul (8) (xa)pn

{ii} Agent Jinking:

INPUT: Predu (“i)ﬂq (xziga

DUTPLIT: [Predum(xl)ﬁgh (@) (Hz)au
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(iii) Agent shift:

{iv)

(a possible Boal is also shifted and bhecomes 2 satellited:
INPUT: PI"‘EdU (“l)Qg (}:2)8‘3
N

-
JUTPUT = F'I"E'du (@} (}:2)3 (yl)eo

Agent addition:

INPUT: [F’l’edv_(xl)ﬂg]v (8) (x2)gp {= Qutput of (ii))

OUTPUT: [PrEdv_(xi)Ag]u (“1"Ag6auser (inlpp

{v} Pseudo--Agent addition:

{vi)

INPUT: Predy blul (@) (@) (x3)pap (= Output of (i))
OUTPUT: Predy blul (&) (x2)Psﬂq {x3)rec

Semantic function shift: Go — PsAg:

INFUT:  FPredy blul (#) (xp)g, (= Dutput of (i))
OUTPUT: Predy blul (@) <x2)§gﬁg

1anon
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7. FINAL CONCLUSION

7.1. Conclusion

In this paper the following topics have been discussed:

(1)

The elementary FG process of "Subi  assignment” by which the dis-
tinction active vs. passive can be described, is not equivalent
to the traditional Spocanian notion of "Heart_assignment". As far
as Spocanian is concerned, "Subi assignment" has teo be split into
two components: assignment of the syntactic componant "Frominence-
1" (syntactic Ffunction: Proml) and assignment of the pragmatic
componant “"Prominence.2" (Prom2).%% In this respect, Spocanian is
in striking agreament with the Philippine languages (also typi--
cally insular?).

The element to which Proml has been assigned — and not Prom? - has
been defined as Subject@. The element with both Proml and Prom?
assigned to it, has been defined as SubjectZ?. As it seems, Prom?
can never be assigned o an element that does not already have a
Froml function, unless pne can make it seem plausible that even
the reduction marker blul is able to take the Prom2 function.

{ii)

Within an FG framework, the elements blul, hyg and cyry, tradi.-
tionally called "passive particles", rcan best be considered "re-
duction markers®. Thuz they form an element within a derived
predicate frame in which the Agent has been deleted.

(iii}

The Functional Pattern for Spocanian is based on  the semantic
functions Ag, 6Go and Rec, and on the tense-parameters Neutral,
Pefinitive and Future. It is not true that every semantic function
has its +ixed position within this Pattern, but ratheor that these
functions, together with any reduction marker present, form a
kind of hierarchy which has some relationship with a certain posi-

tion-hierarchy (P1...P3), as illustrated below (from “high" to
"Tow"):

a. Subjepct? > R * Subject® > Ag > Go > Rec
b. P1 > P2 > P3

(iv}

The nocowrrence of passive pronouns may be described in terms of
predicate formation: an open first-argument position in a derived
predicate frame causes the remaining Subject te appear as a pas-.
sive pronoun. As passive pronouns also  occur in expressions re-
sulting +rom predicates with a taken first-argument position,
derived from predicates with an open first-argument position, the
praoperty "passive® cannot be ascribed to pronouns by smeans of an
axpression rule which operates after the underlving representation
has been specified (see alsc Dik 1980:17). The "passive" proparty
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must therefore be assigned as soon as the wunderlying representa-
tion has been specified.

(v

Sporanian has an extensive system pnf predicate formation: my
provisional suarvey contains at least six - and perhaps seven -
kinds of derived predicates, but further researeh will be neces-
sary in this matter.

7.2, A Ffinal word

After all this, the foliowing is perhaps most siriking:

During the late fifties, while attending elementary school, I was
doing something which sp many children do: I drew maps of an
imaginary country, inhabited by ghosts (in Dutch: spoken, plural
of sppal) speaking an imaginary language. Naturally, I was unaware
of grammary; and so this spooky language was mainly a collaection of
imaginary words, rather than a system of syntactic rules.?

When 1 was 11 years old, I started writing a "real® Spocanian
grammar. By then, I already had a sketchy knowledge of Dutch
grammar and was learning to read my first sentences in Englishy
Berman and French, compulsory a that time in Dutch secondary
schools. The apparently simple grammatical system of SHpocanian,
mainly based on intuwition, gradually grew more complex as my lin.
guistic knowledge increased and no longer had anything to do with
ghosts or magic., Dn  the contrary - for, 1 intended to creats a
"natural®” language and took ¢are that it should not become too
similar to any Indo-european tongus. In doing so, I had to pictwe
a realistic country with regular people, because svery natural
lannpuage "has o be spoken somewhere"”. Like any natural Ianguage,
Spocanian alse has its irreqularities, redundancies, ambiguities
and intranslatable, historical and dialectical expressions. And
dirty words too, of course. Therefore, I muist emphasize that Spo-
ranian is not a kind of Esperanto or Volapuk, intended to bring
peaople claser to one another with the eventual aim of peace. From
1980 onwards, I have been occupied in compiling a "standard gram-

mar" from all that has been described in relation to Spocanian. Up
to now, this contains over 350 pages - and that is still less than
lalt of what remains to be done. At the outstarli of its davelop--

# The country was called Spooksoliy "Spocania?, and its languapge
was Spokanda *Spocanian?. As nowadays Spocania is considered a
"real™ nation inhabited by human beings, the root spololk no
longer bears any relation to the Dutch word spook 'ghost®. Une
could say that Spocania has as little to do with ghosts or magic
as the American town of Spokane has. I was actually swprised
when I encountered this name for the first time, but as so many
American placenames were borrowed from European topography,
there could sasily have been a group of poor Spocanian farmers
trying to start a new life in the forests of the northowestsrn
part of the USA, founding a town there called aftter their ngtive
soil. The link ¥ was able to sestablish between Spokane and Sgo..
cania is proof; so to spealk, of the latter’s realify.
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meant, this grammar was "tested" by writing in Spocanian and trans—
lating into it. A DI0 page Spocanian-Dutch dictionary with ca.
24,000 entries, alen containing dialectical words and idioms, was
more o less completed in 1983, together with its reverse, Dutch-
Spocanian, and due to the blessings of the word processor it is
still continually being expanded.

After reading linguistics, I am now able to use my knowledgs of FG
in order to approach the existing Spocanian passive system in a
critical manner, and this has resulted in a description which
proves it comparable with that of the Philippine "prominence®-
languages. I+ other Spocanian grammsatical pbhenomena are investi.
gated in a similar way, the inner structure of this language will
gradually become clearer, and as this structure is based on lan.
guage-independent universals (for, they are an immediate outcome
of an individual’s creativity and intuition, and not of an slabo-
rate linguistic theory), we will perhaps understand a little more
about how language in general is learnt and used.

Simon Dik has remarked (personal communication) that it is not
important in linguistics by bow many people a language is spoken.
A language spoken by one person is as worthy of being examined as
a language used by a 100 million speakers.

50, if spmeone should wish to attack me for using my own creation
as a research object, assuming that this can easily he adapted
towards obtaining a desirable research result, then 1 may frankly
oppose him by stating that the development of Spocanian had al-
ready begun before I was aware of any linguistic theory. Further-
mare, 1 would like to remind those who suspect oy Spocanian mate-
rial to be limited, that valuable scientific research may even be
based on one o two examples from an Indian language recorded by a
missionary in 185G, and subseguently becoming extinct in, for in-
stance, 1930. Which language is more of a reality,; Spocanian or
this extinect Indian language?
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MOTES

i. in this article, I will consistently call every first
argument an "Agent", every second argument a "Geal", and
every third argument a "Recipient", even if the semantic
relation between predicate and argument is such that "Agent”,
"Goal" and “"Recipient™ are less adeguate terms. For instance,
together with the three-place Spocanian verb:

mir e rast on Flaju

prepare somebody to something

'to prepare somebody for something?
the argument d6n flaiu can hardly be considered a "Recipient"
in a semantic senge, in spite of its Recipient marker &n. The
function "Goal” dees not =zeem to fit in with rast either.

2. In the examples, the following abbreviations will be used:

AG = Agent marker (pai)

60 = (Boal marker (enn)

RE = Recipient marker (6n)

B5X = Boal.-passive suffixr (-1ijie}

RGX = Recipisnt-passive suffix (-1ita)l
R = Reduction marker (hlul, hyg, cyry)
GEN = Benitive suffix (—ecyr)

DET = Daeterminant (ki)

REFI. = Reflexive pronoun (sener)

INF = Infinitive marker (beri)

3. In a number of cases one may drop enn {(and sometimes this is
even aghligatory), also when the Goal does not take the Heart
function. Thus, the more usual variant of (Ba) is:

a. Jan kette ef mimpit 6n Pariy

John gives the book  to Mary

Therefore we will also find examples in this paper in which
enn is missing, in spite of the fact that the Goal doegs not
take the Heart function. However, this apparent anomaly does
not effect the matter discussed here. Perhaps it is interest-
ing to investigate whether the possible occurrence of enn
can be described in FG terms as Obj assignment: thus, in a.
ef mimpit could be an Dbkject (in the FE sense), whereas this
is pot the case in (Ba). In passing, I will retwn to this
matter in 4.3.3.3.

4. Here "changes" and "shifts" appear between guotation-maris,

for I use these terms only to refer to the changes shown in
(1) . Thus, it is not a gquestion here of a transformational
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notion, which is of course unknown in FG.

Instead of the interrogative pronoun kiluft *what” in (25a),
the use of an interrogative suffix is very common indeed. In
that case, the variant in (2%a) will be:

Jan lorertatéd?
John buy-WHAT?
*What does John buy??

What is more, it is — intrinsically speaking .. even im.
possible for a suffixed Focus slement like —atéf to take the
initial position!

Spocanian is able to express three tenses in its constituent
arder:

Neutral: Elsa trempe ef quiyrda
El=a read the newspaper
'Elsa reads/is reading the newspaper’

Definitive: Elsa ef quiyrda trempe
Elsa the newspaper read
*Elsa has read/has been reading the newspaper?
or *Elsa read/was reading the newspaper?’

Future: Trempe Elsa ef guiyrda
read Elsa the newspaper
'Elsa will read/be reading the newspaper’?

See 4.3.3.2.%, for a more detailed discussion of these
tenses.

{Hf course this is only valid for arguments. By definition, a
satellite cannot be a Heart, but on the other hand it can bhe
placed in a clause—-initial position (or: must show up there

when it takes the Foc function; see also (29, in which kaf

ef kelbra is a clause-initial satellite).

riginall the reflexive possessive pronoun sener is the
Y p

genitive of the reflexive personal pronoun sen *..self?, as

in:

Gress sen lukte T wash myself?
Tu sen lukte You wash yourself?
Po sen lukte "He washes himsel+f?

and s op.

Should an attentive reader observe that a relative pronoun
which does not refer to a nominal constituent, might possibly
refer to an entire clause, so that the antecedent of té in
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10.

it.

12,

{36) is not gress hut ef nert gressere, ] would like to point
out that the use of & is restricted to concrete entities in
the singular, and that Spocanian has a special relative pra-
noun at which the antecedent could be an entire clause. This
pronoun is wan, and its use is illustrated by the following
example:

Tybelt eft flappa kuptivyre, win melde pal
Tybelt a fountain.pen steal which be stupid
afry QreRses

accewrding.to me
iTybelt has stolen a fountain pen, which I think is stupid?

However, this kind of construction is typical for written
language. In cnllioguial speech, a coordination with the
personal pronoun mittof *that’ is preferred. Mittof refers to
the matrix clause as a whole:

Tybelt eft flappa kuntivre, ur mittof melde
Tybelt a fountain.pen steal and that he
pial afry gress

stupid according.to ae
Yidem?

The Past (= Definitive) tense has been expressed by placing
the Boal eft flappa before the verb kuntiyre (cf. note &).

In the derived predicate frame {40b), the semantic function
30" should actually be converted to "@#". This conversion
follows indirectly from Agent deletion, as the original
Action in (40a) has now been changed into a State. I+ a Blate
predication only has a single argument, this is assigned to
the "zero semantic function @". See Dil (1978:38).

Ao mentioned before, I will consistently use the term "Goal®
in this papar.

Biul is a variant of the D0Id Spocanian verb $bluel “to point?
which was siso vsed as an adverb meaning *here’. In modern
Spocanian, the Bld - Spocanian infinitive marker -2l has been
reduced to —e. This explains the relationship bstween f¥hluel
ang the maodern bBlose *to show?.,

iz a Boal is not a possible candidate for the first argument
position, the argument shift in (33) involves a shift in
semantic function: the input Goal becames an output H. This
change in semantic function is directly related to & passive
construction®s different perspective on the Soh.
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13.

14.

i3,

146,

17.

18.

19,

20.

Articles alsp have passive variants: see niote 4é6.

The use of the reflexive possessive pronoun sener in (59b)
indicates that tide acts as a Heart here. This is one of the
reasons that I do not speak of argument incorporatian (as was
my initial intention}), but of argument linking: the original
argument still retains some of its properties, which would
not be the case after incaorporation. See also section

2.1.2.

a .

In (&61) the Past tense has heen expressed in the word order:
the Goal ef geffy is located between Agent and verb.

By definition, the Agent marker pai is ahsent in a blul-
construction, because such a construction exists by virtue of
an absent Agant.

In this ceontext, it may be useful to note that also in a
construction like

dan trempe &f mimpit
*John is reading the book?

the Boal marker enn is lacking, while the Goal ef mimpit is
not a Heart at all (for this function is fulfilled by the
Agent Jan). Therefore, neither the presence nor the absence
of enn is a straightforward indication for the presence/
absencre of the Heart function. However, the presence/asbssnce
of &n is a very good indication indeed.

(6B) is ungrammatical due to the combination of a verbal
derivation from a pronoun followed by a subordinate clause,
and not because of the possible ungrammaticality of the
clause itself, as may be seen from

Dena mosjeus trune, biul invébelije té
this woman crazy.be R invite-G3X that
"This woman, who is invited, is crazy?

in which the blul_clause is identical to the one in (68).

Thus, here one starts put from the idea that blul in (74b) is
a reduction marker, already present in the predicate frame.
Unless the contrary appears true, T will tentatively claim
that this element is not a mere “"position filler" which in
retrospect takes an open position in the Functional Pattern.

By way of the ordinals "first", “second” and "third”, I refer
to the argumant positions as espressed in {(75). Thus, there
is no relationship whatsoever with (x)), (xp} and (x3} in a
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22.

Bl

i

predicate frame.

Further on, it will bhecome obvipus that the indication "P1Y
must be reserved for a2 different purpose; this is the reason
why I now use the indications "P2" and "P3".

I should point out that a constituent marked with &n is not
necessarily a Recipient. For instance, it may alsno be a
"Comitative", as ing

Elga kurrtdpe ef dyny o6n Petriy
Elsa negotiate the price RE Feter
'Elsa negotiates with Peter about the price’

Up until now, I have failed to find a term entirely covering
the third argument marked by on. #As has besn remarked in
Tweshuysen (19B7), this problem is also acute in view of the
description of Bwedish three-place verbs.

The Definitive tense is not just expressed in the constituent
order, but also through the suffix -a:

Jan farta
*John walked/was walking?
ar *John has walked/has been walking?

In transitive verbs, the Definitive tense can therefore be
pxpressed in three different ways. Compare:

a. Jan ef mimpit trempe
. Jan trempa ef mimpit
c. Jan ef mimpit trempa

*John read/was reading the book?
or ?*Johbn has read/bas been reading the book?

In c., inversion has been combined with the suffix -a.

d&.4 b. and c. are not entirely equivalent; for instance, in
c. the Definitiveness is stressed somewhat more and can be
uset] in a contrastive wav:

Gress nert trempelira ef mimpit, gress ef trempa pip!
I not read-PROG the book I it read-DEF already
T am not reading the book, I have already read it!?

Here we see a contrast between a FProgressive form (expressad
by ~Iira) and a Definitive tense (expressed by -a as well as
by the constituent order, in which the Goal ef is placed
hefore the predicate trempal.

I¥ it would be possible to prove that the Prom?2 function is
assigned to bBilul instead of o the Subjerct, thens (Fia) ceould
e simplified to:
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26.

28.

From?2 > Subjectd@ > Agent > Goal > Recipient.

This means that the P11 position is the typical Prom?2
position.

This is not entirely complete: the marker enn cannot be
omitted in a clause containing an initial subordinator, even
if the Goal occupies P2. Compare the ctoordinate construction
in a. (preferably without enn) with the subordinate one in
B. {in which enn is compulsory):

a. Do Yenn/8 ef mimpit trempe, tire kurarafanect ef
he 60 /8 the book read but.not recount-.CAN it
*He has read the book, but he is wunable to recount it?

bB. Taufen do enn/*@ ef mimpit trempe, nert kurarafaneci of
though he G0 /7 @ the book read not recount-CAMN it
"Though he has read the book, he is unable to recount it®

Ferhaps the rules for the use of enn have vet to be refined
further.

My claim that the b-sentences in (24}, (925) and (94) are
entirely grammatical, at least in the eastern dialects, is
made with some reservation, for, up to now, the Spocanian
dialects have not been described very extensively.

fis the Prom2 function always seems to be assigned to the
Subiect in such dialects, there is no longer any reaspon to
distinguish betwesen "“Proml" and "Prom2". Thus, we encounter
an elementary way of Subj assignment in these dialects, as is
also describerd by Dik (1978:72) in order to sxplain pacssive.
constructions.

There is no rule dictating that P2 must be occupied tom. That
is why, in (?%9c), the presence of blul cannot be explained
by assuming that we have a dummy here, which only appears in
order to fill P2. If blul had not been an elesment in the
predicate frame, then {(99c) would appear as follows:

#*Ef miflifs gléntrelije

However, this construction is ungrammatical, because it is
the result of a non-derived predicate frame in which the

Agent erronsously remains unexpressed, and not because blul
is lacking.

The Spocanian phenomena of inexistence and ingxpression with-
in a functional framework are to be investigated thoroughly
in a paper by Ardeena Drimote-Glimenn (due to appear at the
beginning of 179907}).
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This distinction seems relevant in other languages too. For
Swedish this relevance is being investigated at present, see
also Tweehuysen (19837).

The use of enn is obligatory if the clause has an initial
subordinator. Enn may be added opltionally if the clause
contains an initial secondary constituent (satellite). In
rlauses beginning with an Agent-Subject, enn is omitted,
unless a special contrast or emphasis should be expressed.
See also note 3.

At least I do not assume that the difference between the
Neutral and the Definitive tense, and therefarse the different
positions of the verb (in Voneut, respectively in V-def),
have any effect on the position establish to be chosen for
the Recipiesnt. [Ine is able to determine empirically that the
ordering of figent; Goal and Recipient is never influenced by
tense.

The Dutch equivalent however, is a correct expression:

Door Jan wordt Fer] gelopen
by John is [therel walked

However, the distinction between the Neutral and the
Definittive tense can be made by means of verhal suffixes.
Dee also note 25.

In blul constructions we naturally alsoc encounter inexistence
of the Agent {(first argument}, as such constructions result
from a derived predicate frame in which the Agent has been
deleted. See 5.1.5.

Compare the following constructions as an example:

3. Elsa pjole &an ef 7*ian
Elsa speak RE the boy = 'Elsa speaks fto the boy?

b, Elsa gquiste on ef *jan
FElsa good-be to the boy = "Elsa is good to the boy?

The Recipient status of dn &fF ’jan in a. explaing why cl. isg
co-rect and 2. is ungrammatical:

cl. EF ‘'jan pidlelitd pai Elsa
the boy speak-RSX AG FElsa
*The hoy is spoken fto by Elsa?
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cZ. #0n ef 'ian Elsa pjgle
RE the boy Elsa speak = 'To the boy Elsa speaks?®

The status of the prepositional phrase 8n 2f ?jan in b. @x—
plains why dil. is ungrammatical, whereas d2. is carrect:

di. *EFf '"jan quistelitd pai Elsa
the boy good-he-RSX AG Elsa

dZ. 0n ef 'jan Elsa quiste
to the boy E£lsa good-be = '"To the boy is Elsa good®

(see also vrmohefde_Jertek 1982:9.25f)

37. {1290} is correct in a contrastive rontext like:

Jan nert spake ef mimpit piti Elsa, tur kette on Mariy
John nnt  lend the book to Elsa but give RE Mary
*John does not lend the book to Elsa, but gives it

to Mary?

By the way, the verb spdke piti "to lend to? is a two.place
verb with an Agent-arqument and a GBoal-argument. A Recipient-.-
argument marked by o6n *to? is lacking, and the prepositional
phrase piti rast ’to someone’ is used instead (as a satelli-
te!).

8. (130h) is perfect as an answer to the guestion:

Jan kette ef meldne &6n lomp?
John give the melon RE who
*Who does John give the melon 07"

in which the Focus in the answear (Mariy) must serve as
SubijsctZ.

3?. Property (105} predicts that {(140b) will have
a. #Mariy kettelitd ¢ ef mimpit

as a variant, for, in {143}, it has been proved that the Goal
is found in PZ. However, variant a. is ungrammatical, which
is probably due to the fact that b. {= variant of {(140a}) iz
ungrammatical as well:

b. *Mariy kettelitd pai Jan =f mimpit

The ungrammaticality of b. is understandable, as here the
Goal ef mimpit is in P3, so it must be marked by enn. Perhaps
Dromote.Blimenn?s paper (see note 29 will provide us with an
adeguate answer.
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Similar ergative relationships can be {found in othsr
construction types as well, such as the ones containing
participles:

a. Do tundare ef vasa — Ef tundaror vasa
"He breaks the vase? -3 The broken vase?

b. Ef vasa tasse —> Ef tassor wvasa
" The vase falls? —» 'The fallen vase’

The personal pronoun ef is considered the pronoun which is
marked least. That is why it is alspe used in impersonal
{("Agent--less") constructions like

a. Ef bidale Tt is raining?
b, Ef quiste den tu arfine "It is good that yvou are coming?

or in prepositional phrases like

Minnepirtiyn &ttels lef 1ittit belt-rozas kaf ef
china plates with pink small-roses on it
*China plates with little pink roses on them?

The construction

Ef mirre pert gy
'ITE/that thing strolls a lat here?

may indeed be correct if ef refers to an inanimate sntity
which is able to strell; for instance some kind of a robot.
However, in the derived passive construction Blul mirrelije
dfe pert gy, the pronoun afe can never refer to an inanimate
entity.

In principle, I assume that every semantic argument function
has its fixved argument position. An Agent is always a first,
a GBoal always a second, and a Recipient always a third
argument . I consider a Pseudo-fgent a second argument tod.
With regard to all predicate frames scrutinized in this
paper, this principle of a2 fixed position for every semantic
function can be maintained.

Below is illustrated in what kind of context &fe may act as 2
real Bpoal:

Ef hibliotekker af mikar mimpit; laplastice, bra
the librarian the valuable book plasticize Dbecause

biul trempelije dfey paert fes ef kusamisg hibliotekis
R read.G5% itppgg much in  the here Tibwary

*The libhrarian has plasticized the valuable book, bhecause
it is read & lot here in the library?
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45,

That also transitive predicates do contain a Fseudo-Agent,
replacing the original Goal, and have nothing like a Pseudo..
Boal, ran easily be illustrated by the following con-
structions:

a. Blul trempeliije dbe pert gy
'There is a lot of reading going on by himl”?

b. Blul pjidlelije ypse pert gy
*‘There is a lot of speaking going on Tby theml”?

c. Blul pébareli je épe pert gy
There is a lot of selling going on [by herl}?

In all these cases the bold elements indicate the gender and
the number of the entity/entities acting as an Agent to the
predicate.

Below, the complete paradigm of passive pronouns is shown.
Ferhaps this may help to clarify the examples given in this

section.

Singul ar Active Passive

1 gress grase

2 informal tu tiae
polite gyrs girse

X masculine do dae
feminine eup BpE
neutral ef afe
concrete ef/mittof Hfe
abstract ef/ka ofe

Plural Active Passive

i Kirro kiyroe

2 informal tu tide
polite gyrs girse

I masculine ops yYpse
feninine belt biylte
neutral ops ypse
concrete tem/efs/ef tivyvmme
ahstract tem/efs tiymme

For the sake of
variants of the

completeness,

also the archaiec passive

articles will be mentioned here:

firticles Active Passive
definite ef Sfe
indefinite eft 6fat

All that is said in this paper concerning passive pronouns,

will generally alsp hold true for passive articles.

But in

those rvases in which the use of passive pronouns is oblig-

atory, the use of passive articles is optional.

Enmpares:
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47.

48.

49,

a. Blul tsynelije épe
*She is being tickled? (= (175H))

b. Blul tsynelije esf/ofe ‘nin
R tickle-G5X thEﬁET‘/thEPQSB girl
*The girl is being tickled®

The opposition active vs. passive cannot be expressed in
propar names and so-called article-replacing caonstructions.
Article_replacing constructions contain demonstrative or in-
detinite pronouns, for instance:

Blul nert teynelije lelmos/sest *nins
R not tickle-GSX these/such gqirls
'"These/such girls should not be tickled?

In the following examples, the informal pronaun tu ?'you’ is
glossed as 'thou', whereas the poelite form gyrs is glossed as
fyou?,

Tu is used in addressing persons whose Christian name we are
allowed to use, such as close friends, colleagues or children
we know. Gywrs is used with people whose Christian name is
unknown to us, or should not be used by us, for instance
parsons we are not acquainted with and also relatives who
must be addressed by their "family-title” (fpllus *father?;
tlokko "aunt’®; sualer Ynephew? %&el). Also children whose
Christian names we deo not know are addressed by using gyrs.
The rules for either using somebody’s Christian name or
his/her family-name or title {(either tu or gyrs) are actually
even far more complicated.

fAn indirect imperative may be interpreted by the addressees as
a direct imperative, in which the addressee is ordered to
use a direct imperative himself when addressing a third
parson. If Jobn has not peid his bill yet, and Peter says to
Glenda:

Eatte-dioe ef nota mast

pay-heppee the bill tomorrow
*Have him pay the bill tomorrow!?®

then Glenda will conceive this expression as the incentive:
‘Go to John and say to him: "Pay the hill tomorrow!™% . In
English this is expressed by the imperative form of a
causative.

Spocanian has so-callied modal suffixes. The - sisplified -
paradigm is as follows:
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51.

gsing. plural in the examples

~avy
—gri

—-0og
—at

glossed as

—aves WAaNT ‘wish; want to?
—-BCcos CAN 'cans be able to?
-yt MAY "may; be allowed to?
—-as MUST *must; have tao?

The distinction between singular Subjects and plural ones is
relevant with regard to the choice of a modal suffix:

=

b.

This

Ef efanty nert merrog dalotoje
the child not play-MAY outside
The child is not allowed to play outside’

Ef efantys nert merryt dalotoie
the children not play-MAY nutside
*The children are not allowed to play outside?

is one aof the few instances in which Spocanian makes &

numeral distinction in a verbal phrase!

Despite the absence of an fAgent argument {marked by pai},
the reduction marker blul is lacking in (190)., This is
because we do not have figent_deletion here, but Agent-
linking. Only a deletion operation can result in a derived
predicate frame with bBlul. Therefore the following con-—
struction is ungrammatical:

#RBIul Iuktelije-grise ef oto {cf. (1903)

R

waah_BSX_IPASS the car

Still, similar constructions seem to occur in colloguial
speech, notably in the capital Hirdo and its surroundings

{with gratitude to Maartie Kelderman, personal com-
munication).

This

is ong of the ways of forming a causative. I will

confine myself to those causative cases in which a passive
pronoun sets the parce.

Epocanian clearly distinguishes betwesn causatives and
permissives: permissives must be expressed by using the main

vier-h

da

kirture to let?; compare:

Jan arkette-&pe
John cry-sheppgg
*John lets her cry?! = 'John makes her cry?

Jan  kirture den eup arkette

John let that she cry

*John lets her cry?

{= She is crying and John does nothing to console her)
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In most "less exotic” languages, the Agent-Causer is incor-
porated in the predicate frame as zero-th argument (Dik

1980: 46, 1989), becausg the first position usually has been
pccupied already by the Agent-Causee. As the Agent-Causee has
been linked to the predicate in Spocanian causatives, and
therefore the first position remains unused (see (190} and
(196)), 1 do not think that one could obiect to regarding the
Agent-Causer as a first argument. The apastrophe (%) indica-
tes that the original "real" first argument is =ztill present
in the frame az well, albeit in a linked foirm.

For regularity’s sake, T would like to mention that the
Causee has taken over all Subject-properties from the Caussr,
as appears from the reflexive possessive pronguns, among
pther things. Compare:

Lukte-tie; sener; lomka!
*Wash your face!?

Gress; lukte-tie senery 1omka
*I will let you wash my face?

In Dik (1978:3B), oneg of the semantic functions is called
"Force"., Perhaps, we have an unspecified "Force" in the
Spocanian constructions discussed here. Further research will
be necessary in order to understand the syntactic relation-
ship bhetween the discussed constructions and the con-
structinns with a2 specified Force.

A negatiocon like

¥Grose nart btrempeli je ef mimpit
Ippgg not  read--68X the book
I wannot read the book?

is ungrammatical {(or rather: semantically nonsensical)
because it expresses something which was impossible at first,
and remains impossible now also,; yet happens nevertheless
{?}. The following is correct, of cowrse:

Gress nert trempecd ef mimpit
I not  read-CAN the book
T cannnt read the book?

This is a regular modal construction, see also note 49.

I suspect that & 7th procedure should be added, as Bpocanian
has another special kind of passive, known as the “reversed
passive". As I have not yet thoroughly investigsated this
remar-kable type of construction, I must canfine myselt to a
brief description hare.

IT an active construction satisfies the two conditions below,
a reverserd passive will become possible:
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1. the semantic function of the first argument is rather
"Undergoer", and not an Agent;

2. a satellite is acting as "Instigator" here, expressed
by the prepcosition pai *by; because of’.

The folleowing constructions meet these conditions:

a. Ef efanty kinure pai ef nervossiy
the child ill.be by the nervousness
*"The child is ill because of nerves®

h., Jan bléacse pai eft stuke-gelp
John limp by a sprain-ankle
'John limps because of a sprained ankle?

. Ef togeffyys dogto pai ef wvrust
the apple-trees died by the frost
*The apple trees died because of the frost?

A reversed passive will appear after the fpllowing
procedures:

ar

1. the Instigator marked with pai appears as the new Subject;

2. the former first argument becomes a Recipient:
3. the predicate is suffised with --1ije.

Now the following reversed passives can be inferred from a.,

b. and c.:

a'. Ef nervossiy kinureliije on ef efanty
"Nerves have made the child i1l?

b*. Eft stuke.gelp blicseliije On Jan
A sprained ankle makes Jdohn limp?

c!'. Ef vrust doeétoliie on 2f togeffyys
"The frost has killied the apple tres=?

Note that a reversed passive often has a rcausative inter-

pretation.

In order to be able to explain the constructions mentioned

in

a*.y, b, and c?! in FB terms, I tentatively claim a seventh

predicate derivation in the form of:

{(vii) fAAgent crossing:

{as the Agent shifts from the 1st to the 5rd position,

it "crosses" the 2nd Goal position)

INPUT: Predy x1dag Y1)instig

!
'

[OUTPUTL: Predy (xy)a, (x2)g5]

OUTPUTZ2: Predy () (xplg,
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Mote the intermediate stage (outputi) in which the satellite
{v{) becomes a second argument {(x3, with Bubj assignment) in
order to account for -1ije. In the final stage,; the original
Undergoer {which is mentioned in the predicate frame as an
Agent; see note 1) has become a Recipient, resulting in an
open first.-argument position. As this open position is nob
the result of argument deletion, but rather of argumesnt
shift, this open position does not lead to a reduction marker
like blul.

This solution seemns adequate for the present, bub further in-
vestigation will be necessary in order to refine the analysis
of reversed passives. Perhaps there will be a way of avoiding
the less elegant introduction of the intermediate stage
(DUITPUTLY .

Prominence-1 may be regarded as a matter of Subi assignment
(Dik 1978:94)
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